
STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 

WAK:ECOUNTY 

THRNORTH.CAR-OLINA STATE BAR, 

STEVEN B. WRlGH1'., AttomtllY~. 

Res ondent 

BEFORE THE 
• ARYIJEiUllN.G .~OMM{SSIQ~ 

OR.DER SUSPENI)l:NG 
RESPONDENT;$ LAW UGENSE 

FORNQN(;;QM.PLIANC:E 

Tl·IIS MA:Tfl!.:R Wa$ CQnsid~ea.; . by ~he, ,Cruijr Qf tl).e Pi~qiplin~ty H~g Qop:µui~$ioµ 
pUI"sµ@t to 2,7 N.C. Ad,tt)iQ. <Jqqe lltQl35, Petitioner; the North Carolina State Bar~ was 
represetrted by Jesscia .M. A.mold. Respondent,. Steven B. Wright~ was not represented; did not 
make an appearance in. this matter, and di~.notfile any responseto the. Otder to gnow Cause for 
Grievance Noncompliance served upon Jilin. Based on the film.gs, the, Chair of the, Oisciplinazy 
Hearing Commission :finds hy clear; cogent, and con'Vll1Cing evidence the followmg: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. . . Petitioneri the 'North Carolina State Bar("State Bar'1, faa state agency ,duly 
org~ed .under the laws of North ·Carolina and is the proper patty to bring this proceedhtg nt1der 
the authority granted it in Chapter 84 of the General Statutes of North .Carolina. a.ndthe R.qles .aml 
Regula.tioIJ,,S df the N<>tth Car<>lma Sw.te B~ (Ghapt¢r I of Title 27 ()f the North G~lma 
A<iministrative CodeJ. 

. . 2. . .. Respondent, Steven B. Wright {"Respondent''), was licensed to practice iaw in 
North Carolina ill 2013, .and is, and was at all times :referred tcthetein, an attorney at law licensed 
to practice in North Catoli®1• subject to the laws of the State c,f Nol'tb Carolina, the Rules and 
Regulations. of tlle North C~olin:a State 'Bar aQd the R:uJ:es of J.>rnfe~siorml CoAlJuct. 

J. •·· • The Statenar's membership database shows the following address fotRespondent:. 
404 North ThirdStr,eet,. Suite 111, Wil.thington~NC2840l. • 

4. On 13 July 2.023, Petitioner served R.e$pondent via cettified mail with a Lettet of 
Notiqe il) gtievan,~ :61~-110. i3GO.<>Q9; • 

5. ReS}'ondent's res.ponse. to the Letter of Notice in 2300609 was due within 15 days 
ofRespondenCs receipl:ofthe Letter of Notice. 

The North. Carolina State Barv. Steven B. Wrigh!~ 24 DHC, 17,N 
Ord.er Sus,pendingl{espondet:lt's.lJ~w License :fQt :Nontompliance 

!?age lots· 



6. Resp0ndentdid Jiotrespond to the Letter of No--tice in 23:GQ609 w,itlpn 15 day~ of 
Resp®de.nrs ~~1_pt.ofthe tettet of N<>,tice, 

7. Respon.<i~tdid notrequesta,n extension oftime to respond to theLetter ofNotice 
in23G0609. 

8. On 6. September 20.2J, Petitlo11er sept Resp<md.e11t a letter infomting J.lespondep.t 
.bis response to theLetter of Notice in 23:G0609 was. late ari.d as.kin,g)ri!J.1 to sul,mita.Response by 
15 ·septem})er2023. 

9.. Petitioner did not receive any ·mailing,s from Respondent after 6 S¢ptember 2023 
containing responses to the Letter of Notice in 23G0609. 

tO. Petitfoner did :11ot re¢eive atlY em,ails from Respondent a:tier 6 Septem];,er 2023 
containing responses to the Letter of No:tic;e i1123G0609. 

l 1. Qn 11 •Septernher 2023,. Petitioner served Respondent via certified mail with a 
LetterofNoticein.grievance file no .. 230100$, 

12. Respondent?s response to the.Letter o:fNotfoe in 23GIQ05was clue within 15 days 
of Respondent's receipt ofthe Letter ofN◊ti®. 

13. I{espqp.dellt djd µotresponclto the Letterof Notlcein 23GW05 within l5i days of 
Respondent's receiptof the Letter of Notice. 

14. Respondentdid hotrequesta.n extension of time to respond. t<> the Letter ofNotice 
in23Gl005. 

15, On p October 2023; .. Petitioner sent Resp.ondent another letter informing 
Respondent his ·response to the Letter of Notice in 23Gt065waslateoand asking him to submit a 
Response by 18 October 2023. • 

16: Petitioner did not r¢<;eiye any mailings frott:t Resp<>p.dep.t after 11 dct9bet 2023 
conta;ining resi:,ol.lSes tq tile Lett~tof'NQtice in23.(H005, 

17. Petitioner did not receive any .emails from Respondent after tl October 2023 
containing responses .. }to the Letter of Notic.e in 2361005. 

18. On 6April2024~ PetitionetservedRespon4en.tvi~sh~riffwith Letters ofNoticem 
grievM.ce file.nos. 23Gl2?t ap.q 2400194~ • 

19. ... Respondenfsresponse to theLetters of Notice in 23Gl291 and 2400194 were due 
within.15 days ,of Respondent's: receipt of the Letters of NC)tice. 

20, Re$pond~t did nQt resporuf to t.he .Letters. of Notiqe in 2301219 ~d 2400194 
within. l 5 c41,ys of RespoI1.dent's •t¢c~ipt qftqe L~tter~ of Notice, . 
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21. RespondeJit<li<l i:19tt¢q1Jestao exteµsi@ ofpme to ,res})<)nd tQ the Letters of Notice 
in 23Gl2t9 aµd~4GPl94. 

22. , On 10Aprit2024 Pe~tioner spoke foRespondent ,on the phone te&arding his failure 
to respond to theLettets of Notice in 2300609, 23G1005, 2301291 and 2400194. 

23. On Hi Aprii2024~ Petitioner emailedRe$0JtdentfoUowing µp on the lO.Apfii~o24 
phone ®11 ,re~dillg Res~o11del').t'$ lack of a t~SpoMe t() the tetters of Notice i1i 2300609, 
2301005., 2301291 and 24®194, 

24. Petitioner ,did not receive, any Illailings from Respondent a:fter ,, 16 April 2024 
containing respons.esto the Letters of Notice in 23G0609, 2301005,;23Gt291 .artd24G0l94. 

25.. Petitioner did not teceive ap,y emajls from. ,R~spQn<ient ~ 16 April 2024 
containing respc;rises to the Letters 9:f-Noti,~e i:tt 2'3Q().609, 2301 0Q5·,. 23Gl29J ami24G-0194. 

26; On 1 $August2024, Petitioner servedRespondentvia sheriff with aLettet of Notice 
in grievance .file no. 24G0469. 

27. Respqn~nt's :responseto, the Lett~t pfNo:tice in 24GQ469 was dµe witliiii 15 d,ays 
of R¢s1?0114en,t;~ receipt s:,f1;1:ie Letter 9fN()tice. 

28. Respondent did not respond to the Letter of Notice in 24G046~J within 15 days of 
Respondent's receiptoftheLettetof Notic.e~ 

29 ., R:espondep.t did :i;J,ol i:eqµest ® ex1;e11$ion oftirp.e·to respo11d to the L'etter of Notice 
in 2400469. 

30. Respondent has not responded to Petitioner's Letters of Notice with which he has 
been served, in grievancedilen.os'. 23G0609,23:Gl005,23Gl291, 2460194 and. 2400469,. 

31. On TO .September2024, after.Re~ondentfailed to respon.d to the Letters of Notice 
in grievance file:iios. , 2300609, 2301()0:5, 23Gti91,. 2400194 and 2.400469, Petitioner filed an 
amended petiti◊11 wi,th •the J)isciplinw.:y He~g Commi$Sion eoHC') .~etti,ng forth fbe ' ~orts 
Dlfslcie by the $fate J:3gr seel@g Resp()Ildent's coIIlJ)liance and seeking e11t.ty of an order directing 
Respondent to shqw. ~@;use w.J:iy hi.$ l1:1w lice~e ,shguld not be suspended for noncompliance 
pursuant to27N.C.Admin. Code ,lB.0135. 

15. the, ~titlon. wa:s. suppott¢d by the affidavitof $nite Bar parakg~ BriJtany Wilson. 

16. On Jl Jseptemher 202.4 the DHC e11te~d ~ Order e~Qrgey''J g.irectjng Resppn4ent 
to show cause wi~ 14 days of the <late of:service ofthe Order upon Re~pondent why his law 
license should not be suspendedfornoncompliance. 
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17. Respondent was properly served with the Order, p:urstumtto 27 l'tC. Admin. Coc;Ie 
1B.0135(d)(4)~. on 11 September 2024. 

18. The Order warned Respondent that failutetotespond to the Order tllay re&ultin the 
suspension ofhislaw license. • 

19. Respondent did not respond to the Order. 

20. Respondent bas not shQWJr he is n1 compliance, has not cured his noncompliance 
with the State B~, and has :n.Qt shovvn goo(\ cause forbis noncompliance. 

B8$ecl on the foregoing Findin,gs .of Fact, the,Chair makes the following 

CONCLUSIONS.OF.LAW 

1. .· . All p~ies ate pro~rly before tl).e Chair .of the Disciplinary Hearing Commission, 
and the Oiscjp.Inw:y Jje~g·coil1J;Xlission hasjurisdietion over Respondent, Steven. B. Wright, 
and overthe.subjectmatterofthis proceeding. 

2.. Pursuant to :21 N.C. Admin.. Code lB.Ol35(e)(3), if the responde:n.t<ioes not file a 
resp.onseto the order to show camie wtt:hin 14 days of the date of the s~rvfoe ofthe•orderto show 
cause .upon the r~pm-1qent, the Chair of the. DffG may ent~r aI1 ordersuspen.ding. the. respondent's 
law license. 

3, The State Bar met its . burden of proof by establishing by clear, cogent, ~d 
convincin$: .e:vi~ence: tha~Respondentis noncotnpliantin grievance file 1).0s •. 23GQp09, 2301005, 
2301291?.240:0194 and24G0469. • 

4. ResPQndentfailed to meet his burden of proof to establish that he was and is in 
compliance,. that he fully cured all noncom,pliance, or that there is good cause for his 
noncompliance.,None of these-three·circumstances .. have been established in this case, 

5. Resp.ohdent is .no11compliant in gi;iey~ce :file. nos. 2300609, 23<H 005.~. 23G 1291, 
24G0194 and 2400469 ~ tlefmeq in 11 N.Q. Agmm, Code lB,Ol35{a}. 

6. Respondent's nanc.ompliance is grounds for the suspension .of hia law license 
pqrsuantto 27 NJC. Admiri.. Code lB.,0135(¢,)(3) and (g)~ 

Bas.ed upon the foregoing Findhlgs of Fact, MU Concl1'SiPl1$ of L~w. {qe Chgir 9f the 
Disciplinary Hearing Coffip:lis:si<m emers .the following: 

ORDER 
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l. .ResPQn.dent, ·Steven B. Wright, is.hereby .suspended :from the practice law. 

2. This 9rde1 $liajl l?e ¢ffective 30 days after it is s¢rv~4 upon ie.sponden.t by mailing 
a copy of the order by n,gul~ ntltll to the foUowmg aclclre:ss: 4Q4 North Third Stte.et, Suit¢ 111, 
Wilmington; NC 28401. 

3.. Respondent shall comply with all the wind~down provisions of 27 N.C. Admin. 
Code 1B.0128, as provided in27 N.C. A..dmin. Code.1B.Ol35(h). 

4. Any petition byRe~ondent t9 t,e. reinstcJted. to the practice offa:w shall be governed 
by 27 N.C. Ad.min. Code. 1B.0135(i}. • •• 

This the .~day of QtJrobul._ , 2024. 

~WULNl1v0 
St~hanie N. Davis~ Chair 
Disciplinary Hearing Commission 
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