
STATE OF NORTH CA 

WAKE COUNTY 

THE NORTH. CAROLIN 

Plaintiff 

v. 

KENNETH A. FREE, JR. 1 Atiorney, 

Defendant 

ORDER Olli' 
DISBARMENT 

This matter came before the undersigned Chair of The Disciplinary Hearing Commission 
pursuant to 27 N.C Adtnin. Code lROl21 (cl) upon an affidavit of sul'rendcr ,:::if license executed 
by Kenneth A. Free, Jr. on 23 February 2023 and filed in the offices of the North Carolina. State 
Bar on 23 Februa1y 2023. Plaintiff, the North Carolina State Bar, was repres,~nted by Leanor 
Bailey Hodge and Elizabeth S. Foley. Defendant, Kenneth A. Free, Jr. was represented by Alan 
M. Schneider. 

Ba$ed upon the pleadi11gs and the record, the undersign~~d makes the following: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

l. Plaintiff~ the North Carolina State Bar (hereafter "State Bar"), is a body duly 
organized under the laws of North Carolina and is the proper party to bring this pxoceeding 
under the authority granted it in Chapter 84 of the General Statutes of North Carolina, and the 
R11les and Regulations of the North Carolina State Bat promulgated thereunder. 

2. Detendant, Kenneth A. Free,Jr. ("Free" or "Defondanf1
), was adrnilted to the 

North Carolina State Bar in 1997, and is, and was at all times referred to herein, ait attomey at 
law licensed to practice in North Carolina, subject t0 the lmvs of the State of North Carolina, the 
Rules and Regulations of the North Carolina Stare Bar and the Rules of Profossional Conduct. 

3, On 23 February 2023, the State Bar filed an amended complaint against 
Dd'endant, alleging that he committed violations of the Rules of Professional Conduct. The 
State Bar's amended complaint is incorporated by reference herein. 

4. Tbe con.duct set out in the State Bar's amended complaint constitutes gwunds for 
discipline pursuant to N.C. Gen. Stat. § 84-28(b)(2). 

5. Defe11dant has indicated his consent to disbarment by filing an affidavit of 
smtender wil11 the Disciplinary .Hearing Commission. Th1; affidavit meets all requirernents set 
forth in 27 N.C. Admin. Code 1B.0121(a)(l), (2), (3), (4) and (d). 



Based upon the foregoing Fin<lings of Fact, the undersigned makes th,~ following: 

CONCLUSIONS OF LA \V 

I. 27 N .C. Admin; Code I B .0 I 08(a)( 6) provides tlrnt the Chairperso11 of the 
Disciplinary Hearing Commission h.as the power and duty to enter orders disban-ing members by 
consent. 

2. Defendant's affidavit meets all of the requirements set forth in 27 N.C. Admin. 
Code lB .012l(a)(l), (2), (3), (4) and (d) and the facts upon which the affidavit is predicated 
wanant Defendant's disbannent. 

3. Defot1dant has acknowledged that the material facts and alleg8.tions upon which 
the State Bar's ame11ded complaint, incoq.1orated herein by reference, is ptedicaJcd are lrne. The 
Chair finds that the misconduct alleged in the complaint has been established. 

Based upon the foregoing Findings of.Fact and Conclusions of Law, the undersigned 
Chair of the Disciplinmy Hcadng Commission c11ters the following: 

ORDER OF DISCIPLINE 

1. The surrender of the license of Defendant, Kenneth A. Free, Jr., is hereby 
accepted. 

2. Defendant is DISBARRED from the prac;tice of law in North Carolina effective 
upon entry of this Order. 

3. Defe11dant may complete any legal matters which were pending on the date of this 
order \Vhich can be completed \.Vithin sixty days. Defendant htis sixty days from 
the date ofthis order to comply with all of the duties set out in 27 N,C. Adm in. 
Code lB.0128. 

4. The administrative fees and costs of this action nre taxed against Defendant. 

5. Within ten days of the <late of this order, Defendant shall provide the State Bar 
with an address and telephone number at which clie11ts seeking re tum of files can 
communicate with Defendirnt and obtain such files, Defendantshall promptly 
return all file materials to his clients upon request. 

6. If Defendant fails to folly comply with 27 N.C A<lmin. Code lB.0128, he shall 
reimburse the State Bar for all expenditures made by the State Bar to protect the 
interests ofDefendant's clients. Such expenditures may include, but are not 
limited to, storage facility fees, ret1t payments, moving expenses, charges fot· 
secure disposal of client files, postage or other mailing expenses, mid 
compensation paid to a court~appointed trustee and/or the trustee's assistallt for 



time and travel associated with the trusteeship. The State Bar shall send an 
invoice for such expenditures to Defendant at his last known address of record 
with the No1th Carolina State Bar upon entry of an order discharging the trustee 
which Defendant shall pay within thirty days of the date the State Bar mailed the 
invoice. 

This theJ..♦411:ay of Febrnary,2023. 

Stephanie Davis, Chair 
Disciplinary Hearing Commission 



STATE OF NORTH CAROLI 

WAKE COUNTY 

THE NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR, 

Plaintiff 
v. 

KENNETH A. FREE, JR., Attorney, 

Defendant 

AFFIDAVIT OF 
SURRENDER OF 
LAW LICENSE 

KENNETH A. FREE, JR., being first duly swom, deposes and says as follows: 

1. I desire to resign and hereby tender my license to practice law in North 
Carolina and consent to disbarment. 

2. My resignation and consent to disbarment is freely and voluntarily rendered. 
It is not the result of coercion or duress. I am fully awate of the implications 
of submitting my resignation. 

3. 1 am aware that there is an amended complaint against me pending before the 
DiscipHnary Hearing Commission alleging that I violated the Rules of 
Professional Conduct. A copy of tJ1e amended complaint is attached hereto as 
Exhibit A and is incorpo.rnted herein by reference. 

4. I acknowledge that the material facts upon which the pending amended 
complaint is predicated are true. 

5. I am submitting my resignation because 1 know that 1 could not successfully 
defend against these disciplinary charges. 

THIS the _f~:3 ""~~y of Februaiy, 2023, 

I, ~)hS'0 r,1 A-, \(.AJ) 6:±\:'""C , Notary Public of the County of ~;-11.l!!E'o,eJ;:, State of 
North Carolina, certify that Kenneth A. Free, Jr. personally appeared before me this day, was 
sworn, and acknowledged the due execution of the foregoing Affidavit. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me 
ru, -

This the 1.-J day of_ f$&#\I.A~"1 , 2023. 

_:;;:~:;;;s~:::2 ~~~-~.(~,-······_··-___ _ 
. '· ······~···_,,, Notary Pul>1ic 
My Commission Expires: \r:> \ 1q\ ?,£>?,,,:f 

JASON A. KNIGHT 
Notary Public 
North Carolina 
Guilford County 



STATE OF NORTH CAR 

WAKE COUNTY 

THE NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR, 

Plaintiff 

V. 

I(ENNETH A. FREE, JR., Attorney, 

Defendant 

AMENDED COMPLAINT 

Plaintiff, complaining of Defendant, alleges and says: 

I. Plaintiff, the North Caroljna State Bar ("State Bar"), is a body duly 
organized under the laws of North Carolina and is the proper party to bring this 
proceeding under the authority granted it in Chapter 84 of the General Statutes of North 
Carolina, and the Rules and Regulations of the North Carolina State Bar (Chapter 1 of 
Title 27 of the North Carolina Administrative Code). 

2. Defendant, Kenneth A. Free, Jr., was admitted to the North Carolina State 
Bar on 12 December 1997, and is, and was at all tlmes refened to herein, an attomey at 
law licensed to practice in North Carolina, subject to the laws of the State ofN01'th 
Carolina, the Rules and Regulations of the North Carolina State Bar, and the Rules of 
Professional Conduct. 

3. During all or part of the relevant periods refe!'l'ed to hem in, Defendant was 
engaged in the practice of law in Greensboro, Guilford County, North Carolina. 

4. On or about 6 May 2020, Defendant opened First Bank trnst account 
ending in no. 4120 ("the trust account") by depositing $100.00 of his pel'Sonal funds into 
the account. 

5. Afte1· opening the tn1st account and at various times from June 2020 
through April 2021, Defendant served as escrow agent for United Med Test LLC 
("1JMT") and those with whom UMT did business in several transactions for sales of 
goods. 

6. UMT was the seller in each of these trnnsactions. 



7. On or about 24 June 2020, UMT entered into a sales contract with By 
America fol' the sale of 565,500 3M N95 1860 masks. 

8. UMT entered into a separate escrow agreement with Defondant and/or 
Defendant's firm in connection with the UMT- By America transaction ("By America 
Escrow Agreement"). 

9. As escrow agent, Defendant owed a fiduciary duty to By America and 
UMT. 

l 0. By Amet'ica relied on Defendant's fiducimy duty as escrow agent to 
ensure that the By America Escrow Funds were not disbursed to UMT until UMT 
performed as required by the sales contract and By America Escrow Agreement. 

11 , Pmsuant to the By America Escrow Agreement, UMT was required to pay 
Defendant's escrow fee from UMT's net escrow proceeds. 

12. By America was not responsible for payment of Defendant's escrow fee. 

13. On or about 26 June 2020, pursuant to the sales contract between UMT 
and By America, Attorney Scott Cochran wired $1,500,000.00 ("By Amel'ica Escrow 
Funds") into the tmst account. 

14. Other than the By America Escrow Funds, the only money in the trust 
account after deposit of the By America Escrow Funds was $109.80 that belonged to 
Defendant. 

15. Pursuant to the By America Escrow Agreement, Defendant was required 
to maintain the By America Escrnw Funds in the trust account until UMT delivered 
within five days of the contract the entire 565,000 of masks that were the subject of the 
sales contract. 

16. UMT did not deliver the masks to By America as required by the sales 
contract. 

17. In or about September 2020 and after the deadline stated in the sales 
contract, UMT delivered 92,640 masks to By Amel'ica. 

18. UMT did not deliver any of the remaining masks. 

19. The balance of the By America Escrow Funds Defendant was required to 
l'etum to By America given UMT's failure to deliver all the masks as requlred by the 
sales contrnct was $1,290,341.50. 

20. Between June 2020 and September 2020, Defendant was required to 
maintain the entirety of By America Escrow Funds in the trust account. Thet·efore, 
pu1·suant to the By America Escrow Agreement, Defendant should have had in the 
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account all By America Escrow Funds when he was required to return a portion of such 
funds to By America. 

21. The balance in Defendant's trust account between 1 September 2020 and 
30 September 2020 ranged from a high of $51,074.80 to a low of $42.59. 

22. By the time UMT delivered to By America any of the masks required by 
the sales contract, Defendant had already disbursed the majority of the By Amel'ica 
Escrow Funds to others, including $20,000.00 to himself. 

23. Prior to seeking return of the funds, By America did not authorize 
Defendant to disburse the $1,290,341.50 from the trust account. 

24. Defendant was not entitled to the $20,000.00 of By America Escrow 
Funds he disbursed to himself. 

25. Defendant knew he was not entitled to the By America Escrow Funds he 
disbursed to himself. 

26. The other persons and entities to which Defendant disbursed By America 
Escrow Funds also were not entitled to such funds. 

27. Defendant lmew the other persons and entities to which he clisbmsed By 
America Escrow Funds were not entitled to such funds. 

28. On or about 9 December 2020, Ghekko and UMT entered into an esct·ow 
agreement with Defendant and/or Defendant's firm in connection with a sales contract 
between Ghekko and UMT ("Ghekko Escrow Agreement") for the sale of masks. 

29. On or about 11 Decembe1· 2020, pursuant to the terms of the Ghekko 
Escrow Agreement, Ghekko wired $1,824,980.00 ("Ghekko's Escrow Funds") into 
Defendant's trust account. 

30. Pursuant to the Ghekko Escrow Agreement, Defendant was required to 
maintain the Ghekko Escrow Funds in the trust account until the masks were shipped, at 
which time Defendant was authorized to disburse 50% of the Ghekko Ei;crow Funds to 
UMT. 

31. As escrow agent, Defendant owed a fiduciary duty to Gheklrn and UMT. 

32. Ghekko relied on Defendants fiduciary duty as escrow agent to ensme 
Lhat the escrow funds were not disbursed to UMT until UMT performed as required by 
the sales contract and escrnw agreement. 

33. Pmsuant to the Ghekko Escrow Agreement, Defendant was required lo 
maintain the rema1ni11g 50% of the Ghekko Escrow Funds in the trust account until the 
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masks wen: delivered on or about 18 December 2020 following Ghekko's satisfacto1·y 
inspection of the goods. 

34. At the time of the Ghekko Escrow Agreement, Defendant knew UMT had 
failed to fully perform as required by its agreement with By Amel'ica. 

35. At the time of the Ghekko Escrow Agreement, Defendant also knew that 
he did not maintain in the trust account funds clue to By America because he had 
previously disbursed such funds to himself and others. After deposit of the Ghekko 
Escrnw Funds, Ghekko received a small portion of the goods UMT was required to 
provide pursuant to the sales contract. 

36. Ghekko rejected these goods as nonconforming. 

37. On 31 December 2020, which was after Ghekko' s receipt of the 
nonconforming goods, the balance in the trust account was $842.86, 

38. 
$58.58, 

On or about 22 January 2021, the balance in the trnst account dropped to 

39. Defendant disbursed most of Ghekko's Escrow Funds to others, including 
$16,000.00 to himself. 

40. Ghekko did not authorize Defendant to release any of the Ohekko Escrow 
Funds. 

41. Defendant knew he was not entitled to the $16,000.00 of Ghekko Escrow 
Funds he disbursed to himself. 

42. The persons and entities to which Defendant disbursed the Ghekko 
Escrnw Funds also were not entitled to such funds. 

43. Defendant knew the other persons and entities to which he disbursed the 
Ghekko Escrow Funds were not entitled to such funds. 

44. On or about 31 March 2021, UMT, as seller, entered into a sales contract 
with TNG Dx, LLC ("TNG"), as buyer, for the sale of 250,000 boxes of Cranberry 
Evolve Gloves, 300 per box. 

45. Also, on or about 31 March 2021, TNG and UMT entered into an escrnw 
agreement with Defendant and/01· Defendant's firm in connection with the sales contract 
between TNG and UMT ("TNG Escrow Agreement"). 

46. As escrow agent, Defendant owed a fiduciary duty to TNG and UMT. 
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47. TNG relied on Defendant's fiduciary duty as escrow agent to ensure that 
the By Ame1-ica Escrow Funds were not disbursed to UMT until UMT performed as 
required by the sales contract and TNG Escrow Agreement. 

48. At the time of the TNG Escrow Agreement, Defendant !mew UMT had 
failed to fully perform as required by its agreements with By America and Ghekko. 

49. At the time of the TNG Escrow Agreement, Defendant also knew that he 
did not maintain in the trust account as required by the escrow agreements funds due to 
By America and Ghekko because he had previously disbursed such funds to himself and 
others. 

50. Pursuant to the TNG Escrow Agreement, TNG wired into the trust account 
on or about 1 April 2021 $5,225,000.00 ("TNG Escrow Funds"). 

51. From on or about 22 January 2021 until deposit of the TNG Escrow Funds 
i11to the trust account, the balance in the trust account remained at $58.58, with the 
exception of a sh01i period when the balance was $58.59. 

52. After deposit of the TNG Escrow Funds, Defendant made several 
disbursements of the TNG Escrow Funds to others, including $30,000.00 to himself. 

53. Defendant was not authorized to disburse the TNG Escrow Funds. He 
was required to maintain them in the trust account pursuant to the TNG Escrow 
Agreement. 

54. Defendant was not entitled to the $30,000.00 ofTNG Escrnw Funds he 
disbursed to himself. 

55. Defendant knew he was not entitled to the $30,000.00 of TNG Escrow 
Funds he disbursed to himself. 

56. The other persons and entities to which Defendant disbursed the TNG 
Escrow Funds also were not entitled to such funds. 

57. Defendant knew the other persons and entities to which he disbursed the 
TNG Escrow Funds were not entitled to such funds. 

58. On or about 21 April 2021, UMT, as seller, entered into a sales contract 
with ReadyOne Industries, Inc. ("ReadyOne"), as buyer, for the sale of 500,000 boxes of 
Cranbel'l"y Evolve 300 nitrite gloves. 

59. Also, on or about 21 April 2021, ReadyOne and UMT entered into an 
escrow agreement with Defendant and/or Defendant's firm in connection with the sales 
contract between ReadyOne and UMT ("ReadyOne Escrow Agreement"). 
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60, As escrow agent, Defendant owed a fiduciary duty to ReadyOne and 
UMT, 

61, ReadyOne relied on Defendant's fiduciary duty as escrow agent to ensure 
that the ReadyOne Escrow Funds were not disbursed to UMT until UMT peiformed as 
required by the sales contract and ReadyOne Escrnw Agreement. 

62, At the time of the ReadyOne Escrow Agreement, Defendant knew UMT 
had failed to fully perform as required by its agreements with By America, Ghekko, and 
TNG. 

63. At the time of the ReadyOne Escrow Agreement, Defendant also knew 
that he had failed to maintain in the tmst account as required by the escrow agreements 
funds due to By America, Ghekko, and TNG because he had previously disbursed such 
fonds to himself and others. 

64, Pmsuant to the ReadyOne Escrow Ag1·eement, Defendant's escrow fee 
was to be paid by UMT. 

65. The ReadyOne Escrow Agreement provided specifically that Defendant's 
escrow fee "shall not be paid from the Escrow Funds." 

66. Pursuant to the ReadyOne Escrow Agreement, ReadyOne wired into the 
trust account on or about 21 April 2021 $5,975,000.00 ("ReadyOne Escro'N Funds"). 

67. Defendant was required to maintain the ReadyOne Escrow Funds in the 
trnst account until both ReadyOne and UMT provided written instructions to release the 
funds. 

68. If ReadyOne did not provide such written instmction to release the funds 
within five business days of the initial deposit, Defendant was required to return the 
ReadyOne Escrow Funds to ReadyOne. 

69. ReadyOne did not, at any time, provide written instrnction to Defendant to 
release the ReaclyOne Escrow Funds. 

70. On or about 23 April 2021, Defendant disbmsed $5,225,000.00 to Sills 
Cummis & Gross PC ("SCG") in pmported return of the TNG Escrow Funds. 

71. At the time Defendant disbursed funds to SCG, the balance of TNG 
Escrow Funds in the trust account was only $1,555,948.58, which was the balance of 
funds in the trust account before deposit of the ReadyOne Escrow Fundi;. 

72. The additional funds Defendant disbursed to SCG on behalf of TNG 
belonged to ReadyOne. 
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73, Defendant was not authorized to disburse the ReadyOne Escrow Funds to 
SCG. 

74. TNG was not entitled to the ReadyOne Escrow Funds. 

75, Defendant knew TNG was not entitled to the ReadyOne Esc:row Funds. 

76. On or about 27 April 2021, after Defendant had disbursed a portion of the 
ReadyOne Escrow Funds to SCG, Defendant falsely suggested to ReadyOne that he 
maintained the full amount of ReadyOne Escrow Funds in the trust account and was 
awaiting bank approval to disburse such funds to ReadyOne. 

77. On or about 7 May 2021, ReadyOne wrote Defendant officially 
demanding return of the Ready One Escrow Funds. 

78. On or about 10 May 2021 and after receipt ofReadyOne,s 7 May 2021 
letter, Defendant disbursed $20,000.00 of the ReadyOne Escrow Funds to himself. 

79. Defendant was not authorized to disburse these funds to himself. 

80. Defendant knew he was not entitled to the portion of ReadyOne Escrow 
Funds he disbursed to himself. 

THEREFORE, Plaintiff alleges that Defendant's foregoing actions constitute 
grounds fot· discipline pmsuant to N.C. Gen, Stat. § 84~28(b)(2) in that Defendant 
violated the Rules of Professional Conduct as follows: 

a) By knowingly and willfully disbursing a portion of the By America 
Esct·ow Funds to himself, Defendant failed to propel'ly maintain 
and disburse entrusted funds in violation of Rule l. l 5-2(a), (k), 
and (n); committed a criminal act that reflects adversely on his 
honesty, trustworthiness, or fitness as a lawyer in other respects in 
violation of Rule 8.4(6), and engaged in conduct involving 
dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation that advernely 
reflects on his fitness as a lawyer in violation of Rule 8.4{c); 

b) By knowingly and willfully disbursing a p01tion of the By America 
Escrow Funds to other persons and entities that were not entitled to 
such funds, Defendant failed to properly maintain and disburse 
entrusted funds in violation of Rule 1.15-2(a), (k), and (n); 
committed a criminal act that reflects adversely on his honesty, 
trustworthiness, or fitness as a lawyer in other respects in violation 
of Rule 8.4(b), and engaged in conduct involving dishonesty, 
fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation that adversely reflects on his 
fitness as a lawyer in violation of Rule 8.4(c); 

c) By knowingly and willfully disbursing a portion of the Ghekko 
Escrnw Funds to himself, Defendant failed to propet'ly maintain 
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and disburse entrusted funds in violation of Rule 1. l 5-2(a), (k), 
and (n); committed a criminal act that reflects adversely on his 
honesty, trnstworthiness, or fitness as a lawyer in other respects in 
violation of Rule 8.4(6); and engaged in conduct involving 
dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation that advernely 
reflects on his fitness as a lawyer in violation of Rule 8.4(c); 

d) By knowingly and willfully disbursing a portion of the Ghekko 
Escrow Funds to other persons and entities that were not entitled to 
such funds, Defendant failed to properly maintain and diiiburse 
entrusted funds in violation of Rule I. 15-2(a), (k), and (n); 
committed a criminal act that reflects adversely on his honesty, 
trnstworthiness, or fitness as a lawyer in other respects in violation 
of Rule 8.4(6), and engaged in conduct involving dishonesty, 
fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation that adversely reflects on his 
fitness as a lawyer in violation of Rule 8.4(c); 

e) By knowingly and willfully disbursing a portion of the TN<3 
Escrow Funds to himself, Defendant failed to properly maintain 
and disburse entrusted funds in violation of Rule 1. 15-2(a), (k), 
and (n); committed a criminal act that reflects adversely on his 
honesty, trustworthiness, or fitness as a lawyer in other respects in 
violation of Rule 8.4(6); and engaged in conduct involving 
dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation that advernely 
reflects on his fitness as a lawyer in violation of Rule 8.4(c); 

f) By knowingly and willfully disbursing a portion of the TNG 
Escrow Funds to other persons and entities that wel'e not entitled to 
such funds, Defendant failed to properly maintain and dh:burse 
entrusted funds in violation of Rule I. 15-2(a), (k), and (n); 
committed a criminal act that t·eflects adversely on his honesty, 
trustworthiness, 01· fitness as a lawyer in other respects in violation 
of Rule 8.4(b), and engaged in conduct involving dishonesty, 
fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation that adversely reflects on his 
fitness as a lawyer in violation of Rule 8.4( c ); 

g) By knowingly and willfully disbursing a portion of the ReadyOne 
Escrow Funds to himself, Defendant failed to properly maintain 
and disburse entrusted funds in violation of Rule l.15~2(a), (k), 
and (n); committed a criminal act that reflects adversely on his 
honesty, trustworthiness, or fitness as a lawyer in other respects in 
violation of Rule 8.4(6 ); and engaged in conduct involving 
dishonesty, fraud, deceit, 01· misrepresentation that advernely 
reflects on his fitness as a lawyer in violation of Rule 8.4{c); 

h) By knowingly and willfully disbursing a p01tlon of the ReadyOne 
Escrow Funds on behalf of TNG, Defendant failed to properly 
maintain and disburse entrusted funds in violation of Rule I. 15-
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2(a), (k), and (n); committed a criminal act that reflects adversely 
on his honesty, trustworthiness, or fitness as a lawyer in other 
respects in violation of Rule 8.4(b); and engaged in conduct 
involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation that 
adversely reflects on his fitness as a lawyer in violation of Rule 
8.4(c); and 

i) By falsely suggesting to ReadyOne that he maintained the full 
amount of ReadyOne Escrow Funds in the trust account after he 
had already disbursed a portion of such funds to himself and SCG 
on behalf of TNG, Defendant engaged in conduct involving 
dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation that advernely 
reflects on his fitness as a lawyer in violation of Rule 8.4{ c). 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays that: 

(1) Disciplinary action be taken against Defendant in accordan,;;e with N.C. 
Gen. Stat. § 84-28, as the evidence on hearing may warrant; 

(2) Defendant be taxed with the administrative fees and costi; permitted by 
law in connection with this pmceeding; and 

(3) For such other and fmther relief as is appropriate. 

This the 23rd day of February 2023. 

Signed pursuant to 27 N.C. Admin, Code 1B 
§ .0 I I 3(m) and §.0105(a)(l 0). 

~/!<M~ 
Kevin G. Williams, Chair 
Grievance Committee 

Leanor Bailey Hodge, Deputy Counsel 
State Bar No. 27253 
Elizabeth S. Foley, Deputy Counsel 
State Bar No. 54825 
The North Carolina State Bar 
P.O. Box 25908 
Raleigh, NC 27611 
919-828-4620 
Attorneysfor Plaintiff 
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