
THE NORTH C~OLINA STATE BAR, 

Plaintiff 

JONATHAN H. ~ETCALF, Attorney, 

Defendant 

ORDER 
OF 

DlSBARMENT 

This matte~ crune before the tmdersigned Chair of The Disciplinary Heating Commission 
pursuant to 47 N.(t. Admin. Code LB.0I21(d) upon a.n affidavit ofsun·endet of license executed 
by Defendant, Jo~athan H, Metcalf, on 16 August 2024, and filed in the offices of the North 
Carolina State Bar\on 19 August 2024. 

Based upotj_ the pleadings and the record, the undersigned makes the following 

.FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. Plaintill\ the North Carolina 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 Genel'al Statutes of North Carolina, and the Rules and 
Regulations ofthe\Noith Carolina State Bar promulgated thereunder, 

2. Defendant, Jonathan H. Metcalf) was admitled to the North Carolina State Bar in 
2013, and ist and ;was at all times tefened to herein, an attorney at law licensed to practice 111 
North Carolina, sil,bject to the laws of the State of North Carolina, the Rules and Regulations of 
tbe North Carolin~ State Bar and the Rules of Professional Conduct. 

3. 01126 Api'il 2024, the State Bar filed a Complatnt against Metcal( alleging, among 
other things, that lyietcalf embezzled entrusted funds. The State Bar's Complaintis incorporated 
by reference herein. 

j 
j 

4. The ronduct set out in the State Bar's Complaint constitutes grounds for discipline 
pursuant to N.C, qen. Stat. § 84-28(b)(2). 

5, Met¢alf has indicated his consent to disbarment by filing an affidavit of stu1·ender 
with the Disciplin~ry- Hearing Commission. The affidav1t meets all tcquirements set forth in 27 
N.C. Admin. Code11B.012l(a)(l), (2), (3), (4) and (d). 
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Based upoJ,1 the foregoing Findings of Fact, the undersigned makes the following 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
\ 

1. 27 )\r,C. Admin. Code 1B.0108(a)(6) provides that the Chair of the Disciplinary 
Hearing Cotnmiss~on has the power artd duty to enter orders disbatring members by conse11t. 

2. Metcalfs affidavit n1eets all requirements set forth in 27 N.Cc Admin. Code 
IB,0l21(a)(l), OY~ (3); (4) a11d (d) and the facts µpon which the affidavit is predicated warrant 
Metcalfs disbartnttit 

3. Metcalf has admitted that the material facts &nd allegations upon which the State 
Bat's Complaint, iµcorporated herein by tef etence, is predicated are true. 'The Chairfinds that the 
misconduct allege4 in the Complaint has been established. 

Based upoJ the foregoing Findings of Fact and Co11ctusions oftaw, the undersigned Chair 
ofthe Disciplinary:H~aring Cotnmissio11 enters th¢ followi11g 

ORDER 

L Theisurrcnderof'the license ofDcfendant, JonathanH. Metcalf, is hereby accepted. 
' 

2. Jona,than H. Metcalf is DISBARRED from the practice of law in North Carolina 
effective upon entry of this Order. 

\ 

3. Me*alf shaU comply with the provisions of 27 N.C. Admin. Code l B.0 128 of the 
State Bar Discipline and Disability Rules and shall surrender his law license and permanent 
membership card tq the Secretary of the North Carolina State Bar along with the aftldavit required 
by 27 N,C. Adrnin.!Code 1B.0l28(d) of the Slate Bar Discipline and Disability Rules. 

! • 

' 
4. The administrative fees and costs of this action are taxed againstMetcalf. 

5.. Witl}in ten days of the date of this Order, Metcalf' shall provide the State Bat with 
an address and telephone number at which clients seeking .r:eturn of files can communicate with 
Metcalf anc;l obtailllsuch files. Metcalf shall. promptly returu all file materials to his clients up.on 
J'equest. 

1 

6. Met4alf may complete any legal matters which were pending on the date of this 
Order which can be: completed within 45 days. Metcalf has 45 days from the date of this Order in 
which to comply with all of the duties set out in 27 N.C. Admih. Code .l B.0128. 

7. If Jv~etcalf fails to fully comply witi1 27 N.C. Admin. Code lB.0128, he. shall 
reirnburse the Stat~ Bar for all expenditures made. by the State Bar to protect t11e interests of 
Mt,'tca:lf's clients. Stich expenditure$ may include, but are not limited to, storage facility fe<;:S, rent 
payments; moving ~x.penses1 charges .for secure disposal ofcJient ftles, postage or other mailing 
expenses, and comp~nsation paid to a comt-appointed trustee and/or the trustee's assistant for time 
and travel associated with the trusteeship. The State Bar shall send an invoic:e for such 
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expenditures to Mbtcalf at his last know11 address of record with the North Carolina State Bar upon 
entry ofau Order ~ischarging the trustee which Metcalf shall pay within thirty days of the date the 
State Bar mailed the invoict:i. 

: bY- ... 
This the~ day of k1«st , 2024. 

! ~[W/e_, ~(s 
Stephanie Davis; Chair 
Disciplinary Hearing Commission 
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLI 
IS 

w AKE COUNTY I 

THE NORTH CAROLINA ST 

Plru • , .. :-o u_ 
V. 

JONATHAN H. IVI.ETC'ALF. Attorney, 

Defendant 

BEFORE HIE 
'ARY HEARING CO!\ff\.11SSION 

OF TI-IE 
CAROLINA STATE BAR 

DHC9 

AFFIDA vn OF 
SURRENDER OF 
LAW LICENSE 

JONATHAN H METC' ALF, being first duly sworn, deposes and says. as follmvs 

I desire to resign and hereby tender my Hcense to practice law in Nonh 
Carolina. 

2 My resignation is freely and voluntarily rendered lt is not the result of 
coercion or duress I am fully aware of the implications of submitting my 
resignation and have had the opportunity to consult with counsel. 

3. I am aware that there is pending a complaint against me before the 
Disciplinary Hearing Commission, a copy of which is attached hereto as 
Exhibit A and incorporated herein by reference 

4. I acknowledge that the material facts alleged in the complaint are true. 

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

This the J f _ day of -~SJ...-1/--',Hf( __ 2024. 

Jonathan H. Metcalf 

I.~ ,~,/4rr , Nolru"\· Public of the (ountvof~ .. ---L--"' of 
North C.1r~lina, certify lhnt Jonathnn H Met~f personally appear~d before me this da)\ ,,as 
sworn, ,llti:stcd that the foregoing Affidavit is true and accmat1: of his own personal kno,, ledge, 
::m<l exccutcd the fr1ri::going Affid:mt 



tll23 

STATE OF NORTH CAROL 1;:>, 1( BEFORE THE 
~p t?<oaD LINARY HEARING COMMISSION 

<.{) h ff OF THE 
WAKE COUNTY <I~ RTH CAROLINA STATE BAR 

THE NORTH CAROLINA STA 
Plaintiff 

v. 

JONATHAN H. METCALF, Attorney, 
Defendant 

Plaintiff, complaining of Defendant, alleges and says: 

24DHCS 

COMPLAINT 

EXHIBJT 

1. Plaintiff, the North Carolina 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, Jonathan H. Metcalf, was admitted to the North Carolina State Bar on 
March 29, 2013, and is, and was at aU times referred to herein, an attorney at law licensed to 
practice in North Carolina, subject to the laws of the State of North Carolina, the Rules and 
Regulations of the North Carolina State Bar and the Rules of Professional Conduct. 

Upon information and belief: 

3. During all or part of the relevant periods referred to herein, Defendant actively 
engaged in the practice of law in the State of North Carolina and maintained a law office in 
Charlotte, Mecklenburg County, North Carolina. 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

4. Paragraphs 1 tlu·ough 3 are re-alleged and incorporated herein. 

Representation of Client J.C. 

5, hi November 2016, J.C. was involved in a cm· accident. Soon thereafter, J.C. hired 
Defendant to pursue a personal injury claim on her behalf. 

6. Tlu·oughout the course of the representation, Defendant failed to timely respond to 
many of J.C. 's reasonable requests for information about her case. 

7. J.C. became dissatisfied with Defendant's lack of conununication and his 
handling of her personal injury case. 
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8. In a November 2019 email to Defendant, J.C. terminated Defendant's 
representation, advised him that she hired new counsel, and requested a copy of her client file. 

9. Defendant did not provide J.C. with a copy of her client file. 

10. In December 2019, J.C. 's new counsel sent Defendant a letter via certified mail, 
asking Defendant to provide a complete copy of J.C.'s client file within fourteen days of receipt 
of the letter. 

11. Defendant did not respond to the December 2019 letter and did not provide a copy 
of J.C. 's client file. 

12. In January 2020, J.C. 's new counsel sent Defendant another letter, via FedEx 
Express, asldng Defendant to provide a complete copy of J.C,'s client file within fourteen days 
of receipt of the letter. 

13, Defendant did not respond to the January 2020 letter and did not provide a copy 
of J.C. 's client file, 

Failure to Respond to the State Bar 

14. Based in part upon the information referenced in paragraphs 6 through 13 above, 
the State Bar opened a grievance file against Defendant, file number 2000784. 

15. On December 3, 2020, the State Bar sent a Letter of Notice for gl'ievance file 
number 2000784 via certified mail to Defendant's address of record with the State Bar 
Membership Department: 841 Baxter Street, Suite 116, Chadotte, N.C. 28205. 

16, The Letter of Notice informed Defendant of the allegations against him and 
instructed him to provide a signed, written response that included a full and fair disclosure of all 
facts and chcumstances surrounding the alleged misconduct, and to provide such written 
response within fifteen days of service of the Letter of Notice upon him, 

17. United States Postal Service ("USPS") records indicate that the Letter of Notice 
was delivered on December 7, 2020, to Defendant's address of record with the State Bar 
Membership Department, 

18. Defendant did not respond to the Letter of Notice in grievance file number 
2000784 within fifteen days of service, 

19. On Febrnary 5, 2021, the State Bar mailed a past-due letter to Defendant's 
address of record with the State Bar Membership Department and sent the same letter to 
Defendant's email address on file with the State Bar Membership Department. The past-due 
letter instructed Defendant to provide his written response to the Letter of Notice no later than 
February 19, 2021. 

20. Defendant did not provide a written response by Februaiy 19, 2021. 
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21. On February 9, 2021, in connection with another legal matter, Defendant provided 
the State Ba1· Office of Counsel with a second mailing address: 834 Dudley Drive, Charlotte, 
N.C, 28205. · 

22, On March 19, 2021, the State Bar sent a second past-due letter to Defendant at 
834 Dudley Drive, Charlotte, N.C. 28205 via certified mail, and to Defendant's email address on 
file with the State Bar Membership Department. The past-due letter instructed Defendant to 
provide his written response no later than April 2, 2021. 

23, USPS records reflect that delivery of the second past-due letter was attempted on 
March 23, 2021; however, because no authorized recipient was available, USPS left a notice for 
Defendant to reschedule delivery of the letter. On May 3, 2021, the second past-due letter was 
deemed unclaimed and was returned to the State Bal'. 

24. 
20G0784, 

Defendant never responded to the Letter of Notice in grievance file number 

THEREFORE, Plaintiff alleges that the foregoing actions constitute grounds for 
discipline as follows: 

A. Pursuant to N.C. Gen. Stat. § 84-28(b )(2) in that Defendant violated the Rules of 
Professional Conduct in effect at the time of his conduct: 

1) By failing to timely respond to many of J.C.' s reasonable requests for information 
about her case, Defendant failed to promptly comply with his client's reasonable 
requests for information in violation of Rule l .4(a)(4); 

2) By failing to provide the client file to J.C. upon termination of the representation and 
failing to provide the client file to J.C. or J,C, 's new counsel upon their requests for 
the client file, Defendant failed to take reasonably practicable steps necessary to 
protect a client's interests upon termination of the representation in violation of Rule 
1.16(d); and 

3) By failing to respond to the Letter of Notice in grievance file number 20G0784, 
Defendant lmowingly failed to respond to a lawful demand for information from a 
disciplinary authority in connection with a disciplinary matter in violation of Rule 
8.l(b). 

B. Pursuant to N,C. Gen. Stat.§ 84-28(b)(3) for failure to answer a formal inquiry issued by 
the North Carolina State Bar in a disciplinary matter, 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

25. Paragraphs 1 through 3 are re-alleged and incorporated herein. 
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26. During all or part of the relevant periods referred to herein, Defendant maintained 
an attomey trust account at First National Bank of Pennsylvania, account number ending in 9960 
("trust account"), 

27, In Febmary 2018, E.M. hired Defendant to represent her in a personal injury 
matter resulting from a March 2017 car accident. 

28. Defendant's representation agreement with E.M. provided that Defendant's 
attorney's fees would be calculated on a contingency fee basis. 

29, Pursuant to the terms of the representation agreement, Defendant would receive 
20% of the total funds recovered by settlement, and 40% of total funds recovered if a complaint 
needed to be filed or if the matter went to trial. • 

30, The at-fault driver involved in E.M.'s car accident maintained an auto insurance 
policy with USAA Casualty Insurance Company ("USAA"). 

31. By letter dated January 3, 2019, Defendant demanded $30,000.00 from USAA to 
settle E.M. 's claim. 

3 2. On April 29, 2019, E.M. asked Defendant about the status of her claim, Defendant 
advised E.M. that USAA's most recent settlement offer was for $12,000.00, and that Defendant 
would follow up with USAA. 

33. On 01· about May l 0, 2019, Defendant entered into an agreement with USAA to 
settle E.M,'s claim for $15,000.00. 

34, Pursuant to their contingent fee agreement, Defendant was entitled to no more 
than $3,000.00 in fees; 20% of the $15,000.00 settlement. 

3 5. Defendant entered into this agreement without E.M. 's knowledge or consent. 

36. On 01· about May 10, 2019., USAA sent the following items to Defendant: a letter 
confirming E.M.'s claim resolution; ("settlement letter") a check for $15,000.00 made payable to 
E.M. and the Metcalf Law Firm ("settlement check"); and a "Release of All Claims Agreement" 
("Release"). 

37, Defendant did not tell E.M. that he received the settlement letter, the settlement 
check, or the Release. 

38. On 01· about May 20, 2019, the $15,000.00 settlement check was deposited into 
Defendant's trust account. 

39. Defendant did not inform E.M. that the settlement check was deposited into his 
trust account. 

40, Defendant settled E.M. 's claim without E.M. 's knowledge or consent. 
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41. Defendant never informed E.M. that he settled the personal injury matter. 

42. Dming repeated communications with E.M. between June and August 2019, 
Defendant repeatedly failed to inform E.M. that he had settled her case, 

43. On June 3, 2019, Defendant advised E.M. that USAA's settlement offer was 
"currently at" $15,000.00. 

44. On June 10, 2019, Defendant instructed E.M. to call him in approximately two 
weeks fo1· an update on the settlement. 

45. On or about June 26, 2019, Defendant advised E.M. that she could get more 
money if she waited to settle. 

46. On June 27, 2019, Defendant told E.M. that he "could set a deadline 01· something 
like that for you if you want." 

47. On July 22, 2019, Defendant advised E.M. that things were going "great'' and that 
he would call her later in the week with an update. 

48. E.M. gave Defendant a deadline of August 15, 2019 to "get things finalized." 
E.M. also asked Defendant about a deadline to settle, but Defendant did not respond. 

49, On August 15, 2019, Defendant contacted E.M. to discuss a strategy for pursuing 
her claim. 

50. Defendant's statements and conduct set out in paragraphs 43 through 49 were 
misrepresentations, in that Defendant implied that the pernonal injury matter had not been settled 
and that settlement negotiations and effol'ts to resolve E.M. 's claim were still ongoing. 

51. At the time Defendant made the misrepresentations set out in paragraphs 43 
through 49, he knew that he had already settled E.M. 's personal injury claim. 

52. On June 24, 2019, Defendant's pamlegal provided E.M. with an electronic copy 
of her client file. The file did not contain copies of the USAA settlement resolution letter, the 
release, or the settlement check. 

53. On August 16, 2019, E.M. terminated Defendant's representation of her based on 
her dissatisfaction with Defendant's legal services. 

54. Several days later, E.M. discovered that Defendant settled her case on May 10, 
2019, without her consent. 

55. Between August and December 2019, E.M. repeatedly contacted Defendant about 
the May 2019 settlement of her case, but Defendant failed to respond. 
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56. Defendant failed to appropriately disburse the $15,000.00 in entmsted funds that 
he received on behalf ofE.M. Instead, Defendant disbursed E.M.'s settlement proceeds as 
follows: 

a. Defendant disbmsed to himself a total of $8,950.00, despite being entitled to no 
more than $3,000.00. 

b. Defendant disbursed to Michael Metcalf a total of $1,000.00 to which he was not 
entitled. 

c. Defendant disbmsed to his landlord, D.H, a total of $2,000.00 to which he was 
not entitled. 

d. Defendant disbursed to Uptown Legal Service a total of $450.00 to which it was 
not entitled. 

e. Defendant disbursed to client O.H. a total of $2,600.00 to which she was not 
entitled. 

57. Defendant knew he was not entitled to $5,950.00 of the $8,950.00 that he 
disbursed to himself. 

58. Defendant knew that Michael Metcalf was not entitled to any portion of the 
entrusted funds that he received on E.M. 's behalf. • 

59. Defendant knew that D.H. was not entitled to any portion of the entrusted funds 
that he received on E.M.'s behalf. 

60. Defendant knew that Uptown Legal Service was not entitled to any portion of the 
entrusted funds that he received on E.M. 's behalf. 

61. Defendant knew that O.H. was not entitled to any portion of the entrusted funds 
that he received on E.M. 's behalf. 

62. Defendant made the disbursements of E.M. 's entrusted funds described in 
paragraph 56 without E.M. 's knowledge or authorization. 

63. Defendant fraudulently, knowingly and willfully embezzled, misapplied and 
converted to his own use at least $5,950.00 of money belonging to E.M. 

64. Defendant fraudulently, knowingly and willfully embezzled, misapplied and 
converted to the use of third parties $6,050.00 of money belonging to E.M. 

65. Pursuant to N.C, Gen. Stat. § 14-90, it is a Class H felony in North Carolina for a 
fiduciary to embezzle or :fraudulently or knowingly and willfully misapply or convert to his own 
use any money that belongs to another person which has come into the fiduciary's possession or 
is being held under his care. 
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66, Defendant did not inform the State Bar's Trust Account Compliance Counsel that 
E.M.' s settlement funds had been misappropriated or misapplied, 

67. When disbursing E.M.'s funds from the trust account, Defendant failed to ensure 
that all checks or other items drawn on his trust account identified E.M. as the client from whose 
balance each item was drawn. 

68, Defendant failed to inform E.M. that he disbursed the entire $15,000.00 in 
settlement funds that he received on her behalf, 

69. Defendant failed to provide E.M. with a written accounting of his receipts and 
disbursements of her entrnsted funds. 

70. Defendant did not pay E.M. the money to which she was entitled until February 
2021, and only after the State Bar filed for a preliminmy il~unction to ei~oin Defendant from 
handling entrusted funds. 

Failure to Respond to the State Bar 

71. Based in part upon the information referenced in paragraphs 26 tlu·ough 69 above, 
the State Bar opened a grievance file against Defendant, file number 20G0389. 

72. On August 6, 2020, the State Bar sent a Letter of Notice for grievance file number 
20G0389 via certified mail to Defendant's address of record with the State Bar Membership 
Department. The State Bar also sent a copy of the Letter of Notice to the mailing address listed 
on Defendanfs DMV record: 6622 Ha11·ison Road, Charlotte, NC 28270. 

73. In the Letter of Notice, Defendant was instructed to provide a full and fair 
disclosure of all facts pertaining to the alleged misconduct and to produce various documents 
relating to Defendant's representation of E.M. and to Defendant's trnst account. 

74. USPS records indicate that the Letter of Notice could not be delivered to 
Defendant at his address of record with the State Bar Membership Department; however, USPS 
records indicate that the Letter of Notice was delivered on August 8, 2020, to the mailing address 
listed on Defendant's DMV record. 

75. The State Bar also emailed a copy of the Letter of Notice to Defendant at his 
email address on file with the State Bar Membership Department. 

76. Defendant did not respond to the Letter of Notice in file number 2000389, nor 
did he pmduce any of the documents requested by the State Bar in the Letter of Notice. 

77. On Februaiy 1, 2021, the State Bar filed a Motion for Temporaiy Restraining 
Order and Petition for Preliminary Injunction ("Motion") in The North Carolina State Bar v. 
Jonathan H Metcalf, Wake County Superior Court file number 21 CVS 1466, 

NCSB v, Metcalf 
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78. The Motion, which sought an ot'der enjoining Defendant from handling entrusted 
funds, contained allegations related to Defendant's mishandling ofE,M.'s settlement funds, It 
also alleged that Defendant failed to respond to the Letter of Notice in file number 2000389. 

79, Defendant received and did not contest the State Bar's Motion, instead consenting 
to an Order of Preliminary Injunction, 

80, Defendant did not, however, respond to the Letter of Notice in file number 
2000389 or produce the documents requested by the State Bar in connection with its 
investigation. 

THEREFORE, Plaintiff alleges that the foregoing actions constitute grounds for 
discipline as follows: 

A. Pursuant to N,C, Gen. Stat. § 84~28(b)(2) in that Defendant violated the Rules of 
Professional Conduct in effect at the time of his conduct: 

1) By settling E.M. 's claim without her knowledge or consent, Defendant failed to abide 
by his client's decision whether to settle a matter in violation of Rule 1.2(a), failed to 
promptly inform his client of a decision or circumstance with respect to which her 
informed consent was required in violation of Rule 1.4(a)(l), failed to keep his client 
reasonably informed about the status of the matter in violation of Rule 1.4(a)(3), and 
engaged in conduct that is prejudicial to the administration of justice in violation of 
Rule 8.4(d); 

2) By choosing not to notify E.M, that he (a) entered into an agreement to settle the 
personal injmy matter, choosing not to inform E.M, that her case had been settled 
without her knowledge or consent, (b) had received the settlement letter, the 
settlement check and the Release from USAA, and ( c) had received and disbursed 
$15,000.00 in entrusted funds belonging to E.M,, Defendant failed to reasonably 
consult with the client about the means by which her objectives were to be 
accomplished in violation of Rule 1.4(a)(2), failed to keep the client reasonably 
informed about the status of the matter in violation of Rule 1.4(a)(3), failed to explain 
a matter to the extent reasonably necessa1y to permit the client to make informed 
decisions regarding the representation in violation of Rule 1.4(b ), and engaged in 
conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or misrepresentation reflecting adversely 
011 his fitness as a lawyer in violation of Rule 8.4(c); 

3) By collecting $15,000.00 in settlement funds 011 behalf of E.M. and disbursing to 
himself more of those funds than he was entitled to under their representation 
agreement, Defendant collected a clearly excessive fee in violation of Rule 1.S(a); 

4) By failing to ensure that all checks or other items drawn on his tmst account 
identified E.M. as the client from whose balance each item was drawn when 
disbursing E,M,'s funds, Defendant failed to maintain records showing the 
identifying information of the client from whose balance each item was drawn in 
violation of Rule 1.15-3(6)(2); 
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5) By disbursing E.M. 's funds to himself and to others who were not entitled to E.M. 's 
entrusted funds without E.M.'s authorization rather than disbursing the funds to E.M., 
Defendant failed to properly maintain and disburse entrusted funds in violation of 
Rule 1. l 5-2(a), used or pledged entrnsted property to obtain credit or other personal 
benefit for the lawyer or any person other than the legal or beneficial owner of that 
property in violation of Rule 1.15-2(!)1, and failed to promptly pay or deliver to his 
client, or to third persons as directed by his client, any entrusted property belonging to 
his client and to which his client was currently entitled in violation of Rule 1. 15-2(11); 

6) By fraudulently, knowingly and willfully embezzling, misapplying and converting to 
his own use at least $5,950.00 of money belonging to E.M., Defendant committed the 
crime of Embezzlement in violation ofN,C. Gen, Stat. § 14-90, thereby committing a 
criminal act that reflects adversely on his honesty, trustworthiness, or fitness as a 
lawyer in violation of Rule 8.4(6), engaged in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, 
deceit or misrepresentation that reflects adversely on his fitness as a lawyer in 
violation of Rule 8.4(c), and intentionally prejudiced or damaged his client during the 
course of the professional relationship in violation of Rule 8.4(g); 

7) By failing to inform the State Bar's Trust Account Compliance Counsel that E.M. 's 
entrusted funds had been misapplied and/or misappropriated, Defendant failed to 
promptly inform the Trust Account Compliance Counsel that entrnsted property had 
been misappropriated or misapplied in violation of Rule 1.15-2(p ); 

8) By failing to provide E.M. with a written accounting of all receipts and disbUl'sements 
of her fimds in the trust account upon the complete disbursement of her fimds from 
the trust account, Defendant failed to provide a required accounting to his client in 
violation of Rule 1.15-3(±)2; 

9) By misrepresenting to E.M. that the personal injury matter had not been settled and 
that settlement negotiations and efforts to resolve E.M's claim were still ongoing, 
after Defendant had already settled the personal injury matter and received 
$15,000.00 in settlement funds on E.M.s behalf, Defendant engaged in conduct 
involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or misrepresentation in violation of Rule 8.4(c), 
and intentionally prejudiced or damaged his client during the course of the 
professional relationship in violation of Rule 8.4(g); 

10) By failing to provide E.M. with a complete copy of her client file upon termination of 
the representation and by failing to respond to her inquiries between August and 
December 2019, Defendant failed to take steps to the extent reasonably practicable to 
protect a client's interests upon termination of the representation in violation of Rule 
1.16(d); and 

11) By failing to respond to the Letter of Notice in file number 2000389 and failing to 
provide documentation requested by the State Bar in the same Letter of Notice, 

1 Previously Rule l. l 5-2(k). 
2 Previously Rule 1.15-3(e). 
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Defendant knowingly failed to respond to a lawful demand for information from a 
disciplinaiy authority in c01mection with a disciplina1y matter in violation of Rule 
8.l(b). 

B. Pursuant to N.C, Gen. Stat. § 84-28(6)(3), for failure to answer a formal inquiry issued by 
the North Carolina State Ba1· in a disciplinary matter. 

WHEREFORE,·Plaintiffprays that: 

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

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

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

This is the 26th day of April, 2024. 

1zaoeth F. St , Deputy Counsel 
Bar No. 54825 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
The North Carolina State Bar 
P.O. Box 25908 
Raleigh, NC 27611-5908 
919-828-4620 
estames@ncbar.gov 

Signed pursuant to 27 N.C. Admin. Code lB.0113(11) and 1B.0105(a)(l0). 

Grievance Committee 
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