NORTH CAROLINA ? o BEFORE THE

: Lo DISCIPLINARY HEARING COMMISSION
WAKE COUNTY e OF THE

LOEY R o e NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR

Co S 79 DHC 18

THE NORTH CAROLINA /STATE BAR, :l
- Plaintiff,
: ORDER OF '
| -ys— INVOLUNTARY DISMISSAL

: (First Claim for Relief)
JEROME PAUL, Attorney, -

THIS CAUSE coming on to be heard and being heard before the undersigned
Hearing Committeé on Defendant's motion to dismiss the First Claim for Relief
at the close of all the evidenée, and it' appearing to the undersigned that
the evidence taken i;in the light most favorable to the Plaintiff fails to
state a claim upon Which relief could be granted and therefore,Defendant's

rotion to dismiss Plaintiff's First Claim for Relief is hereby granted.

Wl o

This the 29th day of April, 19850.

1 William- Owen, Cooke;. Chalrman
DJ.sca.pl:.nary ‘Hearing Cammittee

Warren Stack -
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WAKE COUNTY el _OF THE

' NORTH CAROLINA BEFORE m&:

DISCIPLINARY HEARING COMMISSION

B0y 49 75 o2 79 DHC 13_\ ,

THE NORTH CAROLINA STATE RAR,
Plaintiff, . .
FINDINGS OF FACT
—R=D .
CONCLUSIONS OF IAW
(Second Claim for Relief)

JEROME PAUL, Attorney,
Defendant.

Nt ot e e e e s

THIS CAUSE caming on to be heerd and being heard before the unders:.gned
Hearing Committee of the Disciplinary Hearing Commission of The Nbrtld | ‘
Carolina State Bar at a regularly scheduled hearing held ¢n Apri,»l;29; 1980, ‘
in the office of The North Carolina State Bar, 208 Fayetteville Street
Mall Raleigh, North Carolina, and said Hearing' Committee having heard ‘
the evidence and arguments and contentions of counsel, make the follewing
findings of fact as relate to Plaintiff's Second Claa_m for Relief; |

1. That the Plaintiff, The North Carolina State Bar, is a body'
duly organized under the laws of North Carolina and is 'theA préper: party
to bring this proceeding under the ,authﬁority‘g’ra.nted .1..t in Ch‘apte_f 84 of
the General Statutes of North Carolina, and the Rules ‘andr ‘Regulations of
The North Carolina State Ba.r pramulgated thereunder. | |

2. The Defendant, Jercme Paul, was admltted to the North Carollna
State Bar in September, 1968, and is and was at all times referred to
herein, an Attomey at Law, licensed to practlce law in the State of
North Carolina, subject to the Rules, Regulations, Canons: of Ethics and
Code of Professional Responsibility of The Noﬁ:h Ca:;olin‘a‘ Sta{:e Bar and
of the laws of the State of North Carolina. ; \

3. At and during all of the times hereinafter r,eferredf,to.,: the
Defendant was ac'tively engaged in the practice of law in the State of
North Carolina and maintained a law office in the City of Durham,. Durham:
County, North Carolina. Subsequent to the time hereinafter‘ refer‘red to,
Defendant moved his res:.dence to the State of New York and resides at
120 Haven Avenue, Apartment 54, New York City, New York.

4. On or about December 15, 1977, a grievance was filed»agra;i.nst the
Defendant with The North Carolina State Bar by the Ho"norableAH’erbert' Smalil,

Judge of the Supérior Court.
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5. On or aboﬁt August 1, 1979, a Letter of Notice was issued by the

Chairman of the Grievance Cammittee of The North Carolina State Bar pursuant

. to Rule 12 (2) of the Discipline and Disbamment Rules of The North Carolina

State Bar.and mailed by registered mail, return receipt requested as required
by Rule 12(3) of t‘t}e Discipline and Disbarment Rules.

6. On or about August 9, 1979, the Defendant received the Letter of

. Notice.

7. The Defené;lant has failed to respond as required by Rule 12(3) of
the Discipline and Disbarment Rules of The North Carolina State Bar.

8. The Defendant's \actions as set forth above constitute a violation
of North Carolina General Statute 84-28 (a) and (b)(3) in that the Defendant
has failed to answer a formal inguiry issued by The North Carolina State Bar
whén the Defendant failed to answer the Letter of Notice issued by the
Chairman of the Grievance Committee of The North Carolina State Bar.

Based upon thé foregoing findings of fact, the Hearing Committee makes
the following conclusions of law; |

1. The Defendant, a duly licensed attorney in the State of North
Carolina, subje’ct tlo the Code of Professional Responsibility and of the laws
of the State of Norith Carolina, failed to answer a formal inquiry issued by
The North Carolina State Bar when he failed to answer &he Letter of Notice
issued by the Chair;man of the Grievance Camiittee of The North Carolina

State Bar in Violation of G.S. 84-28(a) and (b) (3).

WGk

William Owen; Cooke, .Chairman
Disciplinary Hearing Comittee

‘Wwwwf /4’@4

‘Warren Stack 77

|
This the- l __ day of May, 1980.
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NORTH CAROLINA BEFORE THE -

DISCIPLJI\IARY EEARING com:rssmN
WAKE COUNTY 80 Ul - oF THE .
W3 JUN 3 NORTH GAROLINA STATE BAR
- .. 79 DHC 18
K3 l:: .’_ E -T-; ::Z,: h‘:«‘ ‘. ;’;'~ “ ) . N
THE NORTH CARCLINA STATE EAR,
Plaintiff,
7S ORDER

JERCME PAUL, Attorney,
Defendant.

L O . P R N )

The Hearing Committee having found the facts and made conclusions. of law
in the above-entitled action, it is now, therefore, ORDERED: -

1. That the Defendant, Jerome Paul, be dlscn.pllned under the provisions '
of North Caroclina General Statutes 84-28{(c) (A) , Private Reprmand , and that
a letter of reprimand be prepared by the Chairman of the Dlsc_:;:x.pla.na.ry 3earlng
Carmission and delivered to the Defendant by the Se‘creté;r:y‘ of 'I‘he ﬁorth‘ :
Carolina State Bar, a copy of said Reprimand to be filed with the Secretary
of The North Caroclina State Bar. | | | ‘

2. That the costs of this disciplinary action be paid by the Defendant,

Il Jercme Paul.

This the 73 day of May, 1980.

Wl &( [ | {
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Wiilliam Owen Cooke, CRAiTmaER
Disciplinaxy Hearing,-Comnitte'e

%Wcjza

Warren Stack
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