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THIS MATTER was considered by a Hearing Panel of the Disciplinary Heating 
Commissio11 composed of Stephanie N, Davis, Chair1 Xrving L. Joyiwr, and Brandon 
Gosey, pursuant to 27 N,C,Admin, Code 1 B § .0114. Plah1tiff1 the No1th Carolina State 
Bat' (the '1State Bal'»), was teptesented by Robe1t W. Weston. Defendant, Keith C. 
Booker (41Bookel'''), represented himself. Booker waives a fo11h}ll heating in thil,J matter 
and both parties stip1.1late and consent to the entry of this ordet· a11d t6 the disciplh1e 
imposed. Booker waives any 1'ight to appeal this consent order or to challettge in any 
way the sufficiency of the findings, 

Based l1pon the records of the Disciplinary Hearihg Commission and the consent 
ofihe parties, the Hearing Panel makes the following; 

FINDING$ OF FACT 

1, In a Consent Ordet of Discipline (the "Order of Suspe11sion1
') filed June 3, 

2016, i11 The North Caf'olina State Ba!· v. Keith C. Booker, 16 DHC 10, a hearh1g pa11el of 
the DiscipHnaty Hearing Commission (the "DHC") suspended Booker from the practice 
of law for five years, 

2, In the Ordet of Si1spension, Paragraph 7 of the Decretal Section provided 
that if Booker successfully petitioned for reirtsiatement following the e11d of the five-yea!' 
period, his reinstatement would be conditional on compliance with the following: 

For the next two years following the date [Booket) is reinstated to active 
practice, (Booker] shall permit audits of his trust and operating; accoimts 
by the Nortl1 Carolina State Bar. Such audits will be conducted at 
[Booker's] expense, The North Carolina State Bar will not exercise the 
right to audit the [Booker's] bank accounts tn,o1'e than twice a year. Suoh 
limitation on t·andom audits will not preclude the North Carolina State Bar 
from cond,wt!ng any audits for cause pursnantto the Rules of Professional 
Conduct. F1uthern1or<\ n11y it1formuticm at· documentntion ohtu.ined by the 
North Carol111a State Bar while conducting said audit(s) that indicates 
[Booker] committed additional violations of the Rules of Professionul 



Condt\ct 111ay result in further disciplinnty ptoceedings being brought 
against [Booke1·]. 

3, IfBooket failed to cornply with the conditions ofreinstatement, Paragrnph 
8 of the Decretal Section of the Oxder of Suspension provided that his llOlMJompliance 
wot1ld trigger a 01te-yea1• revocation of Booker's reinstatementas follows: 

[Bookex's] co11ditio11al 1'eh1statement shall be subjected to the same 
procedures as set out in 27 N,C. Adtnin. Code 1B § .o114(x.) [now 
recodified at 27 N,C, Admiu. Code 1B § .0118 a11d referred to as "Role 
.0118 herejnafteij, [Booker] hereby waives any tight to othet 
ad111i11istrf,\tive procedure regarding his conditional reinstatement and 
consents to his conditional 1·einstatement being subject lo the procediual 
struct1.11·e of [Rule ,0118], 1f the Disciplinary Heating Commission finds, 
aftet a headng1 that [Booker] is not in compliance with the condition listed 
in parngrnph 7, the Disciplinary Hearing Commission shall revoke 
[Booker's] 1·einstate1mmt to tho active practice of law for a period of one 
(l) year, after which time [Booker] may agai11 apply for reil1statement. 

4, On June 13, 2019, ln a seco11d action aga_inst Booket· in this tribunal, 
entitled The Nol'th Cal'olina State Bew v, Keith C, Booker, 18 DHC 40, the DHC et1tered 
an additional Consent Ord et of Discipline 1•eprima11ding Booker, 

5, 011 July 6, 2022, Booker filed a vel'ified Pet.itlon for Rei11statement 
tequesting thathis lfoe11se to practice law be reinstated, 

6. The No1th Carolina State Bar filed a Response to Booker's Petitioh for 
Reinstatement on Augi1st 8, 2022. A hearit)g before the DHC was scheduled pumrnnt to 
27 N.C. Admih. Code 1B § ,0 l 29(b) [het'einafter "Rule .0 l29(b)'l 

7. As indicated in Rule ,0129(b)(4), to be reinstated to the practi9e of taw, 11 

suspended lawyer mt1st prove by clear, cogent, and convincing evid<mce that he abstained 
from conduct dtiring the period of sllspensio11 that would 0011s titute gt'minds for discipline 
pmsuant to N,C,G.S. § 84~28(b). 

8, Booker e1,gaged in co11duct during the period of suspension that 
constituted grmmds fo1• discipline putsuant to N.C. Gen. Stat § 84-28(6), as set forth in 
the June 13, 2019 Consent Order ofDisciplin.e in 18 DHC 40. 

9, Booket acknowledges that during the pel'iod of suspension he engaged in 
the miscbnduct for which he was repl'hnanded in 18 DHC 40, · at1d consent,q to a 
modification of the conditional reinstatement terms imposed by the Ordel' of Suspension 
as follows: 

(a) Du1fog the two-year pel'iod of conditional reit1statement provided fot• 
in Paragraph 7 of the Deorctal Section of the Oxder of Suspension, 
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Booker shall abstah1 from any conduct that would constitute gxounds 
for disoipline pmsuant to N.C, Geni Stat, 84-28(b); af\d 

(b) If Booker fails to com.ply with the conditlon in subparagraph (a) 
above, his notHomp1iance shall trigger tb.e ono-yeat' i'evoqaticm of 
Booker's conditional reihstatem.ent to the active practice of law 
provided fodn Paragraph 8 of the Decretal Section of the Suspension 
Order, 

Based on the foregoing Fh1dings of Fnct and with the consent of the patties, the 
Hearing Pimel makes the following 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. All parties ate properly before the DHC and the Commission bas 
jurisdiction over Booke1· and the su~iect matter of this proceeding. 

2. Althot1gh Booker did not abstain from conduct during the period of 
suspension that constitutes grounds fo1· discipline under N.C.G.S. § 84~28(b), hls post­
suspe11sion miscond\1Ct should not preclude Booker from ever retl1rning to the practice of 
law. 

3, The public will be adequi1te1y protected if Booker is permitted to 1'est1tne 
practicing law st1bject to the parties' agreed-upon modH1c;»tion of the co11ditio11al 
reinstatement te1ms i11 the O1'der of Suspensfon. 

Based u11on the forngoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions ofLaw1 imd with the· 
consent of' the parties, the Heal'ing Panel enters the following 

ORDER 

1. Keith C. Booket's Petition foy Reinstatement is ALLOWED subje,ct to the 
conditions set forth in the J\me 3,. 2016 Conseut Order of Discip1i110, as modified by tl1e 
ag!'eeme11t of the parties and with the approval of the Hearing Panel in this Consent 
Order. 

2. fo particul;n·, the conditional reinstatement terms in the June 3> 2016 
Consent Ordet of Discipline are modified to add the following: 

(a) D,1r.h1.g the two-year pedod of conditional reinstatement provided fol' 
it1 Pal'agraph 7 of the Decretal Section of the June 3, 2016 Consent 
Ol'der of Discipline, Booker shall abstain from ~ny co11duct that wo1.lld 
constitute gmunds fm• discipline putsuant to N,C. Gen. Stat. 84-28(b); 
and 
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(b) If Booker fails to comply with the condition in subparugraph (a) 
above> hfa no11-00111pliance shall triggel' the one-year revocation of 
Botiker's l'einstateme11t to the active practice of law 1wovkled for in 
Paragrnph 8 of the DccretalSection of the fone 3, 20 l 6 Consent Otdc1· 
ofDiscipline. · 

3. ff Booker's co11ditio11al rei11stateme11t is revoked for e:u.gnging in addltiont1l 
miscondnct, the .revocalion shall 110t constitute discipline fol' the new misconduct> and 
shall not preclude the State Bal' J;rnm i11itiating such further investigatory or disciplinary 
proceedings as it deems appropriate co11cen1i11g the new misconduct. 

4, Except as expressly modified herein) the terlns of Booker's co11dittonal 
reinstatement provided for in the June 3, 2016 Consent Otder ofDisoipline shall remiiit1 
in effect. 

5. Booke1· is taxed with the costs and admi(1istrative fees of this pi-oceeding, 
which )3ookci· shall pay within six montbs of the dale ofthls Order, 

Signed by the ulldersigne<l Chait with the knowledge and conseht of the other 
members of the Hearing Pa11el1 this~ay of (!)G/Dbt'./ 1 2022. 

0- . , tJ ~ .·· "".rl fJ flfl/1171 iYI IJl , uauµ 
1~~VIS, CHAIR 
D1$ClPLINARY HEARING PANEL 

CONSENTED TO BY: 

7Robert W. Weston 
· Attorney for Pluintlff 
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