STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

Appeal from the Administrative Law Court
The Honorable H.W. Funderburk, Jr, Administrative Law Judge
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DESIGNATION OF MATTER

RisPondeirs APPEIANT
In addition to Appedmmitea Designation of Matter, ROWDBINSWE proposes

additional information to be included in the Record on Appeal.

Step #2 Grievance

South Carolina Board of Parole and Pardons Pollcy titled:
"The Effect of Revocation" -

TennesseaM article titled "Lawyer's license lifted;
neglect of clients cited

Supreme Court of Tennessee order titled: "Nashville Attorney Suspend”
Petition For Discipline, from Tennessee Supreme Court
Conditional Guilty Plea, from Tennessee Supreme Court

Letter to [Appellant] from Board of Professional Responsibility
dated_February 13,2000

Letter to [Appellant] from Board of Professional Responsibility
dated June 27, 2001
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I.) Order of Enforcement from Tennessee Supreme Court
J.) Agreed Judgment from Tennessee Supreme Court

K.) Letter to [Appellant] from O. Bobby Brown, Privet? Investigator
dated April 25, 2001
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Grievant Signature

RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL'S DECISION AND REASON:

I have reviewed your concern. In your grievance you stated that you have met with SCDC Classification Staff and discussed your
concern that jail time, pretrial time in Tennessee and house supervision time have not been included in your sentence at SCDC.
You have requested that all such time be calculated for the remaining time that you must serve at SCDC. Specifically you have
requested the period from March 31, 1994 to June 1, 1998 be credited. The Warden responded to your concern on SCDC Inmate
Grievance Form Step 1 dated January 30, 2017. Your ¢lassification at SCDC is correct. SCDC Staff have reviewed
documentation received from Tennessee Board of Paroles Division of Filed Services. There is nothing that has been received
and/or reviewed that would support your allegations that your classification at SCDC is-wreng. .

Therefore, your grievance is denied.
You may appeal this decision under the South Carolina Adminiétrative Procedures Act to the South Carolina Administrative Law

wﬁhm thirty (30) days of receipt.

The decision rendered by the responsible official exhausts the appeal process of the Inmate Grievance Pro-
cedure. 1 hereby acknowledge receipt of the official’s response and understand this is the Agency’s final

oad  swe Sdy sl

Grievant Signature Date IGC Signature ' Date

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS)

SCDC 10-5A (November 1997)
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~Aftér the Board or the panel has heard all the: evidence from both sides, it then deliberates and

miakes ifs finai decision. The Boardis the sole judge as to whetfier pardje hais: been violated, and fio
appeal is alloweéd. See S C. Code 24-21-680.. Insofar as. the Baard or the panél is reasonably-
satisfied that; its decision is supported by the evidencs; the decision may take any of the following
fornis.. .

a Revocation of Parole. If the evidence is sufficient to:show that the:parolee willfully vidlated: the:
conditions of parole; the Board may determine these violations warrant revogation of parole and:
. enter such dn ofder. ' -

b. Continued on Parole. There. are fwo possible: bases upon which parole way properly be.
continted: - .

« The evidence is insufficient to show that thie parglee-willfully vidiated the.conditions. of parole.
o Althotgh the evidence! is. sufficient to. show that the parolee Wi.llﬁxlly‘ violated. parole, évidence

presented in mitigation'supports continuing the parolee on parole:

¢. In Addition to a Continbation. in addition to cohtinlifig the parclse on parole, the Board or
panel may decide to do any of the following;

+ Reprimand the paroleé for hisfer conduct and issue a written warning :citing,.-t'he specific
misconduct; ' :

= Order that the parclee's supervision be enhanced;

o lmpose any special conditioh that may be appropriste;

« Remove any caridition no.longder deemted approptiate.

d. The Order of Confinuation, At the conglusion of the hiearing, the Board ‘or the panel should
issLie and sign its Ordér of Confinuation.” The Order itéelf skhoild acciirately réflect the action
taken at the. hearing, and should include-any further conditians of supervision that were imposed
by the Board or the panel. The parolee stould be given a.copy of this Order,

4. THE EFFECT OF REVOCATION )

The offender is remanded 1o thie custady of the Deparimerit of Corrsctions to serve fhe remaining

unsérved pait of hisfher sénteice, 1ese-any credit for time seniéd on parole béfore the fevocatioh.

The Boart’s policy is offeriders will be eligible for parole consideration one year fullowing revooation.
If the offender is paroléd again and then revoked, thé Board's pélicy. is that parole eligibility will be

~ twa years after the second. or subsequent revocation. When the basis of the revocation is a new.

conviction, thert as a miatter. of law: the offender’ will not be considered far parole until the new
sentence becomes parole sligible. The Board iay never consider an.offender for parole before the
eligibility date, except whete the law specifically-allows if.

SOUTH GAROLINA BOARD OF PAROLES AND PARDONS a0 : POLIGY-AND PROGEDURE MANUAL.
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Contamination from
sewage spill subsiding
Contamination from a recent Metro
sewage spill is subsiding, but a small area
on J. Percy Priest Lake should remain off
limits to anglers and swimmers, the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers said yesterday.
Only about one-fourth to one-third

mile of water from the upper reaches of
Hurricane Creek continues to have lev-

els of fecal matter considered dangercus,

corps officials said. _
Last week, on Monday night and early

" "Tuesday morning, about 400,000 gallons

of raw sewage overflowed into Hurri-
cane Creek near the Davidson-Ruther-
ford line while Metro repaired a pump-~
ing station.

Boat ramps for Hurricane Creek and
Four Corners were reopened on Friday” §
and the waters around Four Corners Ma-.

rina are now considered safe for use.
— WARREN DUZAK

More households asking
for cleanup put on hold

COLLEGE GROVE — The addition-
al 20 households that have approached
the Environmental Protection Agency
about cleaning up lead contamination

_ here may have to wait. .

The EPA originally came to William-
son County to clean up 16 properties that
showed evidence of lead contamination
from battery casings that General Smelt-

ing sold years ago as landfill and drive- .

way material. .

“It's nothing way off base, but we have
a lot of additional properties to deal with.
I anticipated five or six more without
question, but not 20,” said on-scene coor-
dinator Rick Jardine.

He said his focus has to be properties
that easily can be linked to General
Smelting, and although some properties
across town have seen battery remnants,
he.can’t getto.those right away. :

“It’s entirely possible that the General
Smelting fill dirt is all over the county.
.. hesaid. “But [ have to be able with
some certainty to link these properties to
the original source.”

Jardine said that if anyone outside the.

College Grove area remembers getting
tiller from General Smelting, he wants 1o
know about it. i
For more information, or to report po-
tential lead contamination, call the EPA
community center at 368-7821.
— MELONEE McKINNEY

Checldng oirt produce — Farmers' Market merchant Margie Maxwell
yesterday. . :

Lawyer’s license lifted;
neglect of clients cited

. BICHKSON COUNTY

Two municipalities
awarded block grants

& DICKSON — Two Dickson C
municipalities have been awarded .

 al community development block ¢
to assist in refurbishing sewer trea
services.
" Gov. Don Sundquist announct
proval of $340,000 in funds for
-System rehabilitation in White Bl
¥ 8500,000 to assist in the treatmen

expansion in Charlotze.
b Funding for the $400.000 syster

. bilitation project in White Blutf i
360,000 in local funds, while o
. lotte site expansion includes 53
& local funds. “This will provide u:

R portunity to expand our plant
 date our lines to a bigger size.” -
otte Mayor Bill Davis.
The White Blutt grant wiil ©
rehabilitate the older sewer «
stalled in the late 1960s.
Williams said the main be:
grantis that the town can refw
tion of its system with no maj

— KIRK LOGGINS -

The *
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" SUPREME COURT OF TENNESSEE

LANZEB-BRA WILLIAM W, HUNT, It
CHIEH DISCIPLINARY COL!NSEL L?;HngT%wrﬁgggg7Zig : CHARLES A. HIGH
LAURA L. CHASTAIN : | SANDY GARRETT
DEPUTY CHIEF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL TELEPHONE: ((g;g)) ig;'ggg . JESSE D. JOSEPH

- JAMES A. VICK
BEVERLY P, SHARPE . FAX: (615) 367-2480 . . THERESA M. COSTON!S
CONSUMER COUNSELDIRECTOR E-MAIL: ethics@thor.ara ' DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL

" . - RELEASE OF INFORMATION

RE: WILLIAM C. ROBERTS, JR., BPR #16511

_ ‘CONTACT: CHARLES A. HIGH
"BOARD OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY

May 28, 2003

NASHVILLE ATTORNEY SUSPENDED

-William C. Roberts, Jr., a Nashville attorney, has been suspended from the practice of
law in this state for a fixed period of five years by order of the Supreme Court of Tennessee
entered on May 23, 2003. The suspension was based on a conditional guilty plea filed by
Roberts while the matter was pending before the-Chancery Court of Davidson County,
Termessee. The five year suspension is retroactive to July 10, 2000, the date Roberts was -
temporarily suspended from the practice of law. He has been suspended continuously since

* July 10, 2000, and would be eligible to apply for reinstatement after July 10, 2005.

An attorney suspended for more than one year shall not be reinstated until a reinstatement
proceeding and hearing and approval of the Supreme Court. The petition for discipline was
based on five disciplinary complaints. Roberts admitted that he failed to act with reasonable
diligence and promptness and that he failed to reasonably communicate with his clients in the
five complaints. He also admitted that he neglected the clients’ matters and that he failed to
adequately prepare the mattes in all five complaints. Roberts had other pending disciplinary
complaints and those matters were concluded by the order in this matter. .

CAH:m'wl'

Roberts 1208 rel.doc
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IN DISCIPLINARY DISTRICT IV
of the
BOARD OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY
of the
SUPREME COURT OF TENNESSEE

In Re: William Cicero Roberts, Jr. B.O.P.R. Docket No. 2000-1205-4-CH
Respondent, An Atiorney
Licensed to Practice Law
In Tennessee (Davidson County)

PETITION FOR DISCIPLINE

Comes now the petitioner, Board of Professional Responsibility, through
its Disciplinary Counsel, and files this petition for discipline, showing the
following:

1. Respondent, William C. Roberts, Jr., is an attorney licensed
to practice law in Tennessee and assigned Board of Professional
Responsibility No. 16511. : i

File No. 21123-4-ch

2. On June 18, 1999, the Board of Professional Responsibility
mailed respondent a summary of complaint with a letter
requesting a response within ten days. (A copy of the summary
and letter are attached as Exhibit A)

3. On July 13, 1999, respondent filed a response to the summary
of complaint. (A ¢opy of the response is attached as Exhibit B.)

4, On September 10, 1999, the complainant filed a response-to E
respondent’s response. (A copy of complainant’s response is
attached as Exhibit C.) '



10.
1.
12
13,
14,
15.

16.

17.

On November 10, 1999, respondent allegedly mailed a
response to complainant’s response although the response
was received on December 13, 1999. (A copy of the response
is attached as Exhibit D.)

On May 22, 2000, disciplinary counsel received a letter and
attachments from Honorable Robert L. Echols, Chief Judge
of the U.S. District Court for the Middle District of Tennessee.

(A copy of the letter and attachments are attached as Exhibit E.)

The facts as recited in Judge Echols’ letter are accurate.

The transcripts attached to the letter of Judge Echols are
substantially verbatim transcripts of the court proceedings.

Respondent was appointed to represent Michael Bandy
in the U.S. District Court at Nashville.

Respondent failed to reasonably communicate with his
client.

A sentencing hearing was scheduled for December 14, 1998.

On that date respondent had not met with his client in four
months. -

On that date respondent had not shown his client the presentence
report. '

On that date respondent had not discussed the presentence report
with his client.

Respondent failed to attend court on December 14, 1998.
Respondent called the court on December 14, 1998, and claimed
that he was in another court in Shelbyville, Tennessee, and h¢ was

not able to leave.

Respondent failed to file timely objections to the presentence
report by December 21, 1998.



18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

Michael Bandy, being in custody, asked respondent to notify
his parents of the date of the sentencing hearing.

Respondent assured his client that he would notify Mr. Bandy’s
parents of the sentencing date.

Respondent failed to notify Mr. Bandy’s parents about
either sentencing hearing.

Respondent knew that Michael Bandy intended to have
his parents testify at sentencing.

As a result of respondent’s neglect, Michael Bandy’s parents
did not attend or testify at the sentencing hearing.

File No. 21511-4-ch

On September 15, 1999, the Board of Professional Responsibility
mailed respondent a summary of complaint with a letter requesting

a response within ten days. (A copy of the summary and letter are
attached as Exhibit F.)

Disciplinary Counsel sent letters to respondent on October 14
December 30, 1999, requesting a response to the summary of
complaint. (Copies of the letters are attached as Exhibit G.)

On March 13, 2000, disciplinary counsel sent respondent a
notice of petition for summary suspension by certified mail,
return receipt requested. (A copy of the notice is attached
as Exhibit H.)

The notice was delivered to respondent’s office as is indicated
by the return receipt card dated March 14, 2000, and signed.
(A copy of the card is attached as Exhibit L)

On May 26, 2000, disciplinary counsel sent respondent another
notice of petition for summary suspension by certified mail,
return receipt requested. (A copy of the notice is attached as
Exhibit J.)

The notice was delivered to respondent on May 27, 2000, as is
shown by the return receipt card signed by respondent. (A copy
of the card is attached as Exhibit K.) .

3



29.

30.

31.

32,
33,
£
3.
36.
37.
38.

39.

40.

41.

In the period beginning September 15, 1999, when the complaint
was mailed and ending on May 26, 2000, when the fourth notice
was mailed, respondent had not filed any response.

On June 6, 2000, respondent filed a one page, five paragraph
response to the complaint. (A copy of the response is attached

“as Exhibit L.)

In February, 1997, Crystél M. Pearson, complainant, hired
respondent to represent her on an appeal of a criminal
conviction.

-Ms. Pearson paid respondent a retainer of $1,500.00 as

payment.

Subsequently, complainant paid respondent additional sums
totaling $3,200.00 for a total payment of $4,700.00.

Respondent filed the motion for new trial and it was hea.rd
and denied. '

Respondent never appealed the case and Ms. Pearson served
her sentence of sixty (60) days.

Respondent did not refund any of the money he received
for the appeal.

Respondent did not tell Ms. Pearson that he was not going
to file her appeal.

In his response, respondent says that he will make full
restitution to Ms. Pearson by June 15, 2000.

Respondent did not make the payment as promised.

On September 16, 1998, Ms. Pearson was injured in a
car accident.

.Respondent told Ms. Pearson that he would represent her

in a civil claim for damages for her injuries.

e~ porA
st SN



42.

43.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

S1.

During the next four or five months respondent failed to
communicate with Ms. Pearson or the insurance company
employees about the civil claim.

On July 31, 1999, Ms. Pearson notified respondent that she
was relieving him from representation on the civil case.

Ms. Pearson asked for her file for the civil case, but, it took
a number of requests to retrieve the file.

When the file was obtained, it showed little activity by
respondent. .

‘Throughout the respondent’s representations of Ms. Pearson

respondent filed to reasonably communicate with her or to
return her telephone calls.

File Nos. 21791-4-CH and 21792-4-CH

On November 29, 1999, the Board of Professional Responsibility
mailed respondent summaries of complaints for File Nos. 21791-4-
CH and 21792-4-CH with a letter requesting a response within ten
(10) days. (Copies of the complaint summaries and letters are
attached as Exhibit M.) o

On January 11, 2000, respondent filed a joint response to File

Nos. 21791-4-CH and 21792-4-CH. (Respondent also responded
to complaint no. 21793-4-CH, but, that file is not included in this
petition.)

It should be noted that the complaints were filed by Ms. Dagmar
Gunderson on behalf of Luis Femando Lugo Carachure (21791-4-
CH) and Clemente Hernandez Mojica (21792-4-CH).

Ms. Gunderson taught English to the men at the Coffee County

Jail and the men prepared the complaint forms in Spanish and
they were translated into English by Ms. Gunderson. (Copies of
the Spanish complaint forms are attached as Exhibit N.)

Respondent’s joint response dated January 11, 2000, is attached
as Exhibit O.



52.

53.

54.
55.
56.
57.
58.

59.

60.
61.

62.

63.
64.

65.

On February 2, 2000, Dagmar Gunderson filed a response to

respondent’s response. (A copy of the response is attached as
Exhibit P.) ’

Respondent was employed to represent Luis Fernando Lugo
Carachure and Clemente Hernandez Mojica and respondent was
paid fees to represent them on criminal charges.

Respondent failed to reasonably communicate with his clients
despite numerous requests for information.

Respondent misrepresented his fluency in Spanish to deceive
Spanish speaking persons to employ him.

Respondent communicated frequently with the clients’ families
to solicit money for his fees.

In Mr. Mojica’s case, respondent failed to appear at court
for a motion hearing.

Respondent failed to advise the court of his absence or the
reason for it.

Ms. Mojica’s trial was set for March 13, 2000.

The trial judge set a status conference on March 10, 2000,
and respondent was notified that he should appear.

Respondent failed to appear in court on March 10 or March 13,
2000.

Prior to the opening of court on March 13, 2000, respondent
telephoned Assistant District Attorney, Ken Shelton, Jr., by
telephone.

Respondent advised Mr. Shelton that he was not aware of the
trial set that day.

A Respondent told Mr. Shelton that he would meet with Shelton

on March 15, 2000, to attempt to reach an agreement.

‘General Shelton reported this telephone call to the trial judge,

Honorable John W. Rollins, in court on March 13, 2000.

6



66.
67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74,

75.
76.

77.

T udge Rollins instructed General Shelton to report back to

the court whether respondent met with him on March 15, 2000.

Respondent did not meet with General Shelton on March 15, 2000,
about Mr. Mojica’s case.

Based on respondent’s failures to appear and represent Mr.
Mojica, Judge Rollins appointed the Public Defender to represent
Mojica. -

A plea agreement was reached by the Assistant District Attorney,
Mr. Mojica, and the Public Defender.

Respondent made no reﬁmd of fees to Mr. Mojica.

File No. 22082-4-CH

On February 10, 2000, the Board of Professional Responsibility
mailed respondent a summary of complaint with a letter requesting
a response within ten days. (A copy of the summary of complaint
and letter are attached as Exhibit Q.)

On April 7, 2000, disciplinary counsel sent a letter to respondent _
again requesting a response to the summary of complaint. (A
copy of the letter is attached as Exhibit R.)

Respondent has not responded to the summary of complaint
to date.

On July 10, 2000, respondent’s license to practice law was
temporarily suspended, in part, for failure to answer complaint
No. 22082-4-CH.

On October 7, 1999, respondent was paid $1,260.00 by Elena
Watson and Luis Chavez for legal services.

Respondent received the payment to resolve the immigration
status of Ms. Watson and Mr. Chavez, citizens of Costa Rica.

Respondent said he could obtain a work permit for both clients.



78.
79.

80.

81.
82.
83.

84.

8s.

86.
.87.
88.
89.
90.

91.

U
Since October 7, 1999, Watson and Chavez have not spoken
with respondent.

Respondent has failed to return at least fifteen telephone messages
left by Ms. Watson.

Respondent has done no legal work for Watson and Chavez.

Respondent has sought to deceive Watson and Chavez by
alleging that he is fluent in Spanish, their native language.

Ms. Watson has asked respondent for a refund of her money
since respondent has not performed any legal work for them.

Respondent has not made any refund to Watson and Chavez.
Respondent spent the money that Watson and Chavez paid him
with knowledge that he had not performed the services that

he promised.

Respondent did not intend to perform any work for Watson
and Chavez.

¥ " Prior Discipline

Respondent received a private admonition from the Board
of Professional Responsibility on May 22, 1996.

Respondent received a public censure from the Board of
Professional Responsibility on May 20, 1997.

Respondent was temporarily suspended from the practice of
law on January 3, 1999, by the Tennessee Supreme Court.

Respondent was reinstated conditionally by the Supreme Court
on March 30, 1999.

Respondent was again temporariiy suspended from the practice
of law on July 10, 2000, by the Supreme Court.

Respondent received a suspension of ninety days along with an
indefinite suspension which is now pending before the Tennessee
Supreme Court for entry.



92.

93.

94.

9s.

96.

97.

98.

99.

100.

101.

102.

Copies of all of respondent’s prior discipline are attached

as Exhibit S.

Disciplinary Rule Violations

Respondent violated DR 1-102(A)(1)(5) and (6) in each of
these complaints as is shown below. '

Respondent violated DR 1-102(A)(3) in File Nos. 2151 1-4-ch,
21791-4-CH, 21792-4-CH and 22082-4-CH by dishonestly
accepting fees from his clients and not performing the work
that he agreed to perform. Respondent’s actions are a violation
of the criminal law of theft.

Respondent violated DR 1-102(A)(4) in each of the complaints
in the petition.

Respondent dishonestly charged and received attorney fees in
each complaint with no intent to perform the services.

Respondent made promises to the clients in each of the complaints
as is detailed above that were fraudulent, deceptive and dishonest.

Respondent {'iolated DR 1-102(A)(5) and (6) in File No. 21511-4-CH
by failing to respond to the disciplinary complaint.

Respondent violated DR 2-106(A) and (B) in each of the complaints
for charging and ¢ollecting fees that were clearly excessive for the
work performed and illegal in that they were fraudulently obtained.

Respondent violated DR 2-1 10(A)(1) in complaint No. 12511-4-CH
by failing to withdraw from employment in both cases for the
complainant with court permission.

Respondent violated DR 2-1 10(A)(2) in File Nos. 12511-4-ch,
21791-4-CH, 21792-4-CH and 22082-4-CH by withdrawing from
representing his clients without taking action to avoid prejudice to
his clients.

Respondent’s misconduct stated in the preceding paragraph resulted
in actual harm to each of the clients.



103. ‘Respondent violated DR 2-110(A)(3) in File Nos. 12511-4-ch,
21791-4-CH, 21792-4-CH and 22082-4-CH by failing to refund -
unearned fees to his clients.

104.  Respondent violated DR 6-101(A)(1) in each of the complaints
by accepting employment on matters which he was not competent
to handle, whether because of a basic lack of experience in the
matters or because he was unable to perform as a result of mental
infirmity or illness or because of addiction to drugs or intoxicants.

105. . Respondent violated DR 6-101(A)(2) in each of the complaints by
failure to file appropnate documents in a timely manner and by
failing to appear in court as required.

106.  Respondent violated DR 6-101(A)(3) in each of the complaints by
failure to prepare documents in a timely manner, by failure to appear
in court as scheduled and by procrastinating on work he was paid to
perform.

107. Respondent violated DR 7-101(A)(1) in each of the complaints by
failure to appear in court on numerous occasions, by failure to file
an appeal in File No. 21511-4-ch, by failure to notify his clients and
witnesses of scheduled court appearance dates and by failing to visit
clients in jail as requested.

108. Respondent violated DR 7-101(A)(2) and (3) in each of the
complaints by failure to return clients’ telephone calls, by failure
to meet with clients on a regular basis, and by failing to correspond
with his clients.

109.  Respondent intentionally violated DR 7-101(A)(4)(a) in each of
the complaints by abandoning his clients’ causes in the judicial
system.

110.  Respondent intentionally violated DR 7-101(A)(4)(b) in File Nos.
21511-4-ch, 21791-4-CH, 21792-4-CH and 22082-4-CH by
accepting payment for services that were not performed w1th an
intent not to perform.

111.  Respondent intentionally violated DR 7-101(A)(4)(c) in each of
the complaints by failing to perform duties to his clients when he
knew or reasonably should have known that they would be injured
and damaged by his failures. He further intentionally damaged his

10 e



112.

113.

114,

clients by stealing their money.

Respondent vidlated DR 9-102(A) by failing to deposit funds of
each of the complainants in an attorney trust account and by removing
unearned client funds from the account.

Respondent violated DR 9-102(B)(3) by failure to maintain
complete records of client accounts.

Respondent violated DR 9-102(B)(4) in File Nos. 21511-4-ch,
21791-4-CH, 21792-4-CH and 22082-4-CH by failing to refund
unearned fees upon request of each client.

Wherefore, premises considered, petitioner prays:

1.

That a copy of the petition be served on respondent requiring him
to answer. : '

That a hearing panel be appointed to hear this cause and to make its
findings and judgment as required by Tennessee Supreme Court
Rule 9, Section 8.3.

That respondent be taxed with the costs of this proceeding, including
attorney’s fees to the Board of Professional Responsibility as
provided by Court Rules.

Respectfully submitted,

Lk THer

Charles A. High, BOPR No. 608
Disciplinary Counsel

1101 Kermit Drive, Suite 730
Nashville, TN 37217
615/361-7500

11



NOTICE TO PLEAD

TO: William Cicero Roberts, Jr.

You are hereby notified that you are reqeired to file your answer with Mary -
Woodroof, Executive Secretary, Board of Professional Respon31b111ty, 1101 Kerrmt
Drive, Suite 730, Nashville, Tennessee 37217, and serve a copy of your answer upon

Disciplinary Counsel within (20) days after service of this petition. EX_O__UM_L_

TO FILE AN ANSWER THE MATTER SHALL BE DEEMED ADMITTED.

MQ/M

Charles A. High, BPR No. 6038
Disciplinary Counsel

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I have mailed a copy of this Petition For Discipline to

Respondent, William Cicero Roberts, Jr., by U.S. First Class Mail; and, by Certified

Mail No. Z7000 0520 0014 0015 9839, Return Receipt Requested, at 5056 Chadfield

Way, Antioch, Tennessee 37013, on this the 22nlday of Novtndizn

" el

Charles A. ngh, BPR No. 6038
Dlscxplmary Counsel

WILLIAM CICERO ROBERTS,JR. PFD.CH

12
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IN RE: WILLIAM CICERO ROBERTS, JR.
Respondent, An Attorney Licensed -
To Practice Law in Tennessee_
(Davidson County, BPR No. 16511)

| FILED

/ ] 5
E E(iAHD OF PROFESSIONA’Z‘HESPONSIBI Ly
OF THE '

SUPREME COURT OF TENNESSEE

@cutive Secretary

IN THE BOARD OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY OF THE

SUPREME COURT OF_ TENNESSEE .
B.O.P.R. No. 2000-1205-4-CH

Chancery No. 01-1523-I1T

CONDITIONAY, GUELTV PLEA .

Comes now Respondent, William C. Roberts, Jr., and pursuant to Section 16.1 of

Tennessee Supreme Court Rule 9, tenders this Conditional Guilty Plea showing the Court ag

follows:

1

and to cross-examine adverse witnesses.

Respondent has been served with g Peﬁtion for Discipline which he has
read and which he understands.

An order of default Judgment was entered against respondent on March
12, 2001, by 2 Hearing Committee of the Board of Professioal
Responsibility of the Supreme Court of Tennessee. .' .

The Hearing Committee recommended disbarment of respondent.
Respondent filed a timely Petition for Writ of Certiorari to the Chancery
Court of Davidson County, Tennessee, which is now pending.
Respondent is aware that he is entitled to é hearing before the Chancery
Court on the charges in the Petition for Discipline. ‘

Respondenfc is éware that he is entitled by n'ght to appéal the Judgment
of the Chancery Court to the Tennessee qureme Court if he is
dissatisfied with the decision.

Respondent is aware that in a hearing in Chancery Court he would

have the right to testify and present evidence an his own behalf,

In a hearing, Respondent would have the right to subpoena witnesses

EXHIBIT




9. Réspondent_- desires to waive the hearing and appeal as set forth Va'lbove
provided that this Conditional Guilty Plea ig accepted by the Chancery
Court and the Supreme Cout, a . |

10.  Respondent enters this Conditional Guilty Plea'ffeely and voluntarily
without being squectéd' to coercion or duress and he is awafe of the
implications of subﬁﬁtﬁng such a plea.. |

11. Respondent knows that he has aright to be represented by 60un_sel,
but he chooses to act for himself, C o

12. Respondent admitg that he violated DR 6-101(A)(2) and (3) in each

‘ of the five complaints in the Petition for.Disciph'ne. Res‘poﬁden‘t Mﬁits

that he violated DR 7-101(A)X 1)(2) and (3) in each of the five complaints,

13. If approved, the discipline on stated form. of sanction shall be g sﬁspensjoh
from the practice of law in the state for a period of five (5) years,
éomnﬁencing July 10, 2000, the date Tespondent was temporarily
suspended from the practice of law. |

14, It is expressly provided that this plea shall resolve all disciplinary complaints

‘ pending against respondent on the date of the plea. .

15. In the event thig Conditional Guilty Plea is not accepted by the Board of -
Professional Responsibility.or the Court it shal] be cansidered void and of no
effect: '

‘This Conditiona] Guilty Plea has been executed on this déy of March, 2003.

William Cicero Roberts, Jr., BPR No. 6511

Respondent _ '
isci_ph'nary Counsel,
\
4, /V("f/ﬁ\

This Conditional Guilty Plea is approved and reco
as indicated by hjg signature, © *

Charles A. High, BPR Ng, 6038
Disciplinary Counse]

Roberts Canditional Guilty Plea.CH



Pendi’hg Disciplinau Complaints

18207-5-ch
18650-5-ch
19394-5-ch
19636-5-ch

20363-5-CH

20942-4-CH
21136-4-ch
21434-4-ch
21487-4-ch
21525-4-CH
21599-4-CH
21793-4-CH
22394-5-CH

22938.5.

22684-5-CH

22820-5-CH
22875-5-CH
22876-5-CH,
22877-5-CH

CH
23165-5-CH
23250-5-CH
23898-5-CH
25031-5-CH




LANCE B. BRACY -

CHIEF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL -~- " .

LAURA L. CHASTAIN
DEPUTY CHIEF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL

CONFIDENTIAL

Michael T. Braxton
3-A #47

Rt. #1

Only, TN 37140

Dear Mr. Braxton:

Re:

BOARD OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY

OF THE
SUPREME COURT OF TENNESSEE

1101 KERMIT DRIVE, SUITE 730 )
NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37217 -
"."TELEPHONE: (615) 361-7500
(800) 486-5714
FAX: (615) 367-2480
E-MAIL: ethics@thpr.org

February 13, 2000

File No. 22898-5-CH

Respondent: William C. Roberts, Jr.

v

ZXRIBIT§)

WILLIAM W. HUNT, It
CHARLES A HIGH
SANDY GARRETT

- JESSE D. JOSEPH

JAMES A. VICK
THERESA M. COSTONIS
DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL

This will respond to your letter received on January 4, 2002. Mr. Roberts has not filed a
response on your case. I took his deposition on Augus_t 14, 2001.

He testified that the Answer was available and that he would do so. His counsel said that it
would be furnished in a week. It has not.

I have discussed the matter with his counsel and she assures me it is on the way. Iwill wnte
her again to attempt to obtain it.

Mr. Roberts has remained suspended. The Chancery Court case is proceeding.

cr

Sincerely,

ke O

Charles A. High
Disciplinary Counsel



BOARD OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY EHhietT Q% )

OF THE
SUPREME COURT OF TENNESSEE

1101 KERMIT DRIVE, SUITE 730 WILLIAM W. HUNT, il

LANCE B. BRACY NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37217 CHARLES A HIGH
CHIEF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL TELEPHONE: (615) 361-7500 SANDY GARRETT
. JESSE D. JOSEPH
LAURA L. CHASTAIN : (800) 486-5714 ‘ JAMES A. VICK
DEPUTY CHIEF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL. FAX: (615) 367-2480 THERESA M. COSTONIS
E-MAIL: ethics@tbpr.org DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL

~ June 27, 2001

Michael T. Braxton
Turney Center, 3-A-47
Route 1

Only, TN 37140

Re:  File No. 22898-5-CH ‘
Respondent: William C. Roberts, Jr.

Dear Mr. Braxton;

Ireceived your letter on June 22, 2001. The status of the complaint is that Mr. Roberts has
not responded as of yet. S

William Roberts was suspended on November 2 1-, 2000, for ninety days, plus additional time
pending completion of certain conditions. He has not completed the conditions. He was previously
placed on temporary suspension on July 10, 2000. That suspension remains in effect.

On March 12,2001, a Hearing Panel of the Board entered a default judgment against Mr.
Roberts that recommended disbarment. Mr. Roberts appealed the disbarment to the Chancery Court
of Davidson County, Tennessee. :

I met with Mr. Roberts and his attorney on March 13, 2001. Mr. Roberts and his attorney
- said that Roberts was going to file a response in your case. He has not ever done so. I will contact
his attorney to see what is holding up the response. ,

Smcerely,

Charles A. High /¢7

Disciplinary Counsel

CAH/nmp



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF TENNESSEE. |
" AT NASHVILLE
In Re: William Cicero Roberts, Jr., BPR #16511

An Attorney Licensed to Practice Law in Tennessee
~ (Davidson County)

BOPR Docket No. 2000-1205-4-CH
Chancery No. 01-1523-T11

No.

ORDER OF ENFORCEMENT

This matter is before the Court upon the fqrwarding of an agfeed judgment of the
Chancery Court of Davidson County' Tennessee, in a Petition for Discipline filed against
William C. Roberts, Jr., fespondent, an attorney licensed-to practice law in Tennessee. On
November 25, 2000, respondent was personally served a Petition for Discipline. On J anuary
2, 2001, fgspondent was served with a Motion for Default Judgment. On February 5, 2001,
respondent was served with a copy of a prbp_oéed Order of»]jefault Judgment.- On March 12,

-2001, the hearing panel entered a Default Judgment of Disbarment.

On May 11, 2001, respondent filed a timely appeal of the Default Judgment by filing
a Writ'o_f Certiorari to the Chancery Court 6f Davidson County, Tennessee. On June 1, 2001,
this Court designated the Honorable James L. Weatherford, Senior iudge, to hear the appeal.

On March 13, 2003, respondent filed g Conditional Guilty Plea W1th the Board of
Professional Responsibility. Disciplinary Counsel and the Board of Professional '
Responsibility approved and recommended the Conditional Guilty Plea and an Agreed

“Judgment was submitted to thé Chancellor. The agreed' judément was signed by the
Chancellor and filed with the Clerk and Master on April 3, 2003. A certified copy of the |
agreed judgment of fhe trial court (which includes a copy 6f the Conditional Guilty Plea as an
exhibit) is attached hereto as Exhibit A., and incorporated herein verbatim by reference. This
Court has conéidered and approved the agreed judgment.



It 1s therefore ORDERED, ADJUDGED, andlDECREED, that the respondent,
William C. Robérts, Jr., is suspended from the practice of law for a fixed period of five (5)
years and until reinstated by order of this Court. The suspension shall be retroactive to July
10, 2000, the date Respondent was temporarily suspended from the practice of law.

It is further ORDERED, that William C. Roberts, Jr., shall comply in all respects |
with Rule 9, Section 18, Rules of the Supreme Court of Tennessee, regarding responsibilities
of suspended attorneys, A | o | .

It is further ORDERED, that responden‘t shéll_ péy the coéts of the Board, pursuant to
Rule 9, Section 24.3, Rules of the Supreme Court of Ténnessee, in the sum of eight thousand,
seven hundr_ed and twenty-two dollars and thirty-qn_e cents ($8,722.31), and the costs of this
Court, for all of which execution shall issue if nécessary.

The Board of Professional Respor_xsibility shalln give notice of the suspension in

accordance with Rule 9.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

FOR THE COURT:

Adolpho A. Birch, Jr‘.,/.Tus/tice

APPROVED FOR ENTRY:

Leateo f Jp).

Charles A. High, BPR #6038 A
Disciplinary Counsel -

1101 Kermit Drive, Suite 730
Nashville, Tennessee 37217

(615) 361-7500

. ' 7 _ | t
il Crowson, Jr.; Clerk, hereby certify gha_:
| A ilh?se?s 3 frue a, ct cppy of the original
ORDER OF ENFORCEMENT, Roberts, WM. C., Jr. . __@ﬁéé___ﬁm S
CHANCERY NO. 01:1523-I1 | ‘ : _ 5 oV @nr . 2008




L
I

REWBT( )|

. 2 d i
Uiep
By Clits g
| e N . :‘.",.1',5/(;.;::’ 5
IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF DAVIDSON CO ,_ 'I")Y,‘ TENNESSEf
. E OCP/ Tt
In Re: William Cicero Roberts, Jr. ] Docket No. 1-1523-I11
Petitioner, BPR #16511 | Chancellor James L. Weatherford
Vvs. ] Judge by Designation

Board of Professional Responsibility |
of the Supreme Court of Tennessee, |

Respondent, BPR #6038 ]
AGREED JUDGMENT
This case is before Chancellor James L. Weatherford for consideration of a settlement of
the action.
1.

The parties to this action are agreed, as is shown by the'signatures of both parties
or their representativeé, that this matter should be settled bursuant to a Conditiona]
Guilty Plea recommended by both parties. The Court has considered the Conditional
Guilty Plea and approves the settlenient, ‘
It is therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED:
A. That William C. Roberts, Jr. (Roberts) shall be suspended from the

practice of law in this state for a fixed périod of five (5) years and

until reinstated by the Supreme Court.

| B. That Roberts’ suspension shall commence on July 10, 2000, the date

he was temporarily suspended from the practice of law.

C. That the Court finds that Roberts violated DR 6-101(A)(2) and 3)

and DR 7-101(A)(1)(2) and (3) in each of the five complaints contained

in the Petition. for Discipline as those violations are set out in the petition.

D. That this agreed judgment shall conclude each of the disciplinary complaints,

now pending against Roberts, Attached and Incorporated into the judgment :
by reference are the Conditional Guilty Plea [Exhibit 1],'and a listing of the
pending disciplinary complaints resolved by the Judgment [Exhibit 2].



n

Costs of this case are.taxed to William C. Roberts

,Jr., for which execution shall
be issued, if necessary.

. Weatherford - Chancellor ... . :
Jamss L. VWeatneriord, Sen o duige
sitting by dasignation and wgmma.-ig »
-of ihe Ghief Justice of the Suprsine Courd
of the State of Tennsssee,

Disciplinary Counse]

Charles A. High, BPR #6038 //L\
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. - BROWN’S B
'INVESTIGATIONS AND PARALEGAL SERVICES
1614 11TH AVENUE NORTH
NASHVILLE, TN 37208-2006-Co-12

(615) 777-4589 |
Fax: (615) 777-4590
http://member.aol.com/obb173/bips

E-Mail: obb173@aol.com

April 25, 2001

Michael T. Braxton
Tummey Center
Route 1

Only, TN 37140

Subject: Your Correspondence Dated: April 19, 2001

Dear Mr. Braxton,
lam in receive of your letter, How can I assist you? Do you have a attorney?

If so, he may make a-copy of my file, he can come an talk to me or what ever he/sh
may want. R | '

Be advised there is a balance of $500.00 dollars let on your case, this is
money that I spend out of my pocket on your case.

If there are remaining question(s), please do.not hesitate to contact us

\ﬁspm

0. BOBBY BROWN
Investigator/Paralegal
0428 TN.
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BROWN’S
INVESTIGATION S AND PARALEGAL SERVICES
1614 11® Avenue North
Nashville, TN 37208-2006-Co-12
.(615) 777-4589
- Fax: (615) 777-4590 ~
hﬁp://member.ao!.comlobbl73lbips

E-Mail: obbl73@ aol..com
.May 16, 2001

Michael T. Braxton
Turney Center
Route 1

Only, TN 37140

Dear Mr. VBraxton,

Sorry that it took so long is answering your correspondence dated April 30,
2001. S L

I think that I started on your case in April 1996, and finished the date you
where sentenced to jail.

My file is here in my office, before I can let any one view your ﬁle the
following things must be done: :

1. A written authorization from you

2. Arrangement for the rest of my fee to be paid

3. Please get a attorney, your case has. many problems

" Youcancallmeas a w1tness but attomey can take my file and can come up
with a new Ideal(s). '

Will help in any way I can.

If there remammg question, please do not hesitate to contact us. Your
promptness.and cooperation with this mattergreaﬂy appreciated.

FILE'
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OFFICE or Tz DISTRICT ATTORNEY (GENERAL

VICTOR S. JOHNSON 111
District Attorney General

March 3, 1998

Bill Roberts

Attorney at Law

Suite 2121

Parkway Towers

404 James Robertson Parkway
Nashville, Tennessee 37219

CASE: STATE OF TENNESSEE v. MICHAEL BRAXTON, 97-B-1350.

ity | — S —————————  ——— S ————

Dear Bill:

Please regard this letter as a supplement to discovery. Enclosed,

please find a copy of the TBI lab reports associated with this
case.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at

862-5594.
Very truly yours,
.ffiwvn¢,
BERNARD F. McEVOY
Assistant District Attorney
enclosure
cec: court file

CRIMINAL DIVISION  20TH JUDIGIAL IISTRICT o DAVINDSON COUNTY

Wlshmgton Square, Suite 500 ® 222 2nd Avenue North @ Nashville, TN 37201 - 1649
Tel. 615 862-5500 & Fax 615 862-5599



TENNESSEE BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Forensic Services Crime Laboratory
3021 Lebanon Road
Nashville, TN 37214
(615) 741-4476

OFFICIAL SEROLOGY REFORT

TO: D.J. BAXTER LAB NUMBER:
METRO NASHVILLE P.D. * COUNTY:
200 JAMES ROBERTSON PKWY DATE REPORTED:
NASHVILLE, TN 37201 4 AGENCY CASE i:

SUBJECT(S) . VICTIM(S).

BRAXTON, MICHAEL T. ‘ RAGLAND, KELSEY

RECEIPT INFORMATION
RECEIVED FROM: D.J. BAXTER
DATE RECEIVED: 06/24/96

EXHIBIT NUMBER: 60042742
EXHIBIT DESCRIPTION: TOWEL
DISPOSITION: HOLD, PLEASE PICK UP PROMPTLY
EXAMINATION RESULTS
SEMINAL FLUID
IS SEMEN PRESENT? NO
EXHIBIT NUMBER: 60042743
EXHIBIT DESCRIPTION: BED SHEET
DISPOSITION: HOLD, PLEASE PICK UP PROMPTLY
EXAMINATION RESULTS
SEMINAL FLUID
IS SEMEN PRESENT? NO
EXHIBIT NUMBER: . 60042744
EXHIBIT DESCRIPTION: CONDOM
DISPOSITION: HOLD, PLEASE PICK UP PROMPTLY
EXAMINATION RESULTS
SEMINAL FLUID
ARE SPERMATOZOA PRESENT? NO
1S SEMEN PRESENT? NO

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,

(27 ;§§;22/7747’“"’/

"SAMERA ZAVARO
SPECIAL AGENT / FORENSIC SCIENTIST

96104810
DAVIDSON
11,/18/96
96125995



- o TENNESSEE BUREAU

Forensic Services

OF INVESTIGATION

Crime Laboratory

3021 Lebanon Road

Nashville,

TN 37214

(615) 741-4476

OFFICIAL SEROLOGY REPORT

TO: D. J. BAXTER
METRO NASHVILLE P.D.
200 JAMES ROBERTSON PKWY
NASHVILLE, TN 37201

SUBJECT(S)
BRAXTON, MICHAEL T.

RECEIPT INFORMATION

RECEIVED FROM: P. SAGE
DATE RECEIVED: 05/09/96
EXHIBIT NUMBER: 60017388

BLOOD SAMPLE
WILL DESTROY

EXHIBIT DESCRIPTION:
DISPOSITION:

EXAMINATION |
LIQUID STANDARD
REMARKS:

NO EXAM PERFORMED

EXHIBIT NUMBER:
EXHIBIT DESCRIPTION:
DISPOSITION:

60017389
HOLD, PLEASE

EXAMINATION

SEMINAL FLUID ,
WERE SPERMATOZOA OBSERVED?
IS SEMEN INDICATED?

'RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,

,4h4£¢ﬂ~—A;;2§;ZV222;4‘—_—”
SAMERA ZAVARO
SPECIAL AGENT / FORENSIC SCIENTIST

LAB NUMBER:
COUNTY: '

. DATE REPORTED:
AGENCY CASE #:

VICTIM(S).
RAGLAND, KELSEY

FROM KELSIE RAGLAND
AFTER SIXTY DAYS

RESULTS

VAGINAL SWABS & SLIDE FROM VICTIM

PICK UP PROMPTLY
RESULTS

NO
NO

96104810

DAVIDSON

11,/18/96
96125995



DAVIS, ROBERTS, SNEED, WATKINS & CAIN

AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS

G. WAYNE DAVIS 404 JAMES ROBERTSON PARKWAY WILLIAM C. ROBERTS, JR.

244-2431 PARRWAY TOWERS, SUITE 2121 244.2000
' NASHVILLE, TN 37219
MICHAFEL H. SNEED (615) 242.5549 TELEFAX A MONTE D. WATKINS
244.2477 244.2432
YVETTE Y. CAIN
244.0450

' Felvrua;y 21, 1007

Mr. Michael Braxton

/o Criminal Justice Center, 5D20
448 Second Avenue North -
Nasiwi//e, TN 37201

RE: STATE vs. MICHAEL BRAXTON

Dear Mr. Braxton:

*

By this letter, I wish to l)ring you up to speea] on the current direction o][ your case and lvy
extension, the investigation o][ your case.

First, as I pointea’ out to you a’uring my visit with you on or about FeLruary 11, 1097.
All of the leads you've given Myr. Brown and me regarding Ms. Ragland’s past have produced
resu/ts, which at this pint would not be usef:u/ far our purpose.

V_ﬁzi/e you have attemptec] to give us much information regara]ing Ms. Rag/and, your leads
have been at best Jisappointing. Your ]ap.ses of memory with regard to Ms. Rag/am! s m:m’ifm
prior to April 1096 have only misdirected our meager resources. Specifically, I refer to Www
page narrative to Mr. Brown in which to failed to mention cither a Mr. Tim Green or the fact that
you observed Ms. Ragland's wrist bandaged in March of 1906. '

Howevet, the leads that Mr. Brown and I have discovered yieuez] gaoJ results and will
continue to be very lze/pﬁ:/ in preparing your case for trial.

Second, the area in which we are currént/y concentrating our attention is on the issue o‘f
consent. To that end I believe our arguments given the circumstances are very strong in deed. -
merefore, my continuing investigation will be on this point with an eye toward using the
circumstances o][ that m'gzzt to attack her cmdi])_ility as a witness. <o

nirc], since most a][ what Ms. Rag/ana[ has told ybu about }zerse/][ can on/y come out at trial
1}[ you take the witness stam], I must balance the ua/ue o][ your testimony against the harm to your
credi[yi/ity with the Jury when your criminal lzistory comes into evidence. As a result I want you to



think /ang and hard about whether you wish to testiﬁj in your own Jef;ense.

I believe I have accurate/y summed up where we've been and where we are going in this
matter. I would appreciate your tkougl:ts and suggestions on the points I've raised in this letter.
In addition, I must warn you nof to share the content.af this letter to anyone in jai/. The reason
for this fecjuest is 1][ some with whom you shared tlzis letter sougkt to curry favor with the District
Attorney, he migﬁt oﬁ[er this letter’s contents as a means of assisting them to convict you. If;
Zzowever, you wish for me to pass this letter to your Fami]y for their review you can simp/y write me
a letter a71'rect1'ng me to do so. I)[ you have any questions p/ease do not hesitate to contact me.

Sinaerely,
—

Willian® Roberts, Jr.
' Attomey at Law
WCR/djt '
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PAMELA AUBLE, PH.D.
DIPLOMATE IN CUNICAL NEUROPSYCHOLOGY,
AMERICAN BOARD OF PROFESSIONAL PSYCHOLOGY
2021 CHURCH ST., SUITE 302, NasHvILLE, TN 37203
(815) 340-4686 Fax (6I15) 340-4679

September 12, 1997

William C. Roberts, Jr., Atty at Law
Davis, Raberts, Sneed, Watkins, and Cain
404 James Robertson Parkway

- Suite 2121, Parkway Towers

Nashville, TN 37219
Dear Mr. Roberts:

As you know, | have feviewed treatment notes from Dr. Robert Vassall, Ms.
Pamela Burse, and Ms. K. J. Bagley regarding Ms. Kelsie Ragland. | have alsc
talked to you on the telephone regarding my impressions from these notes.

Basically, the treatment notes reveal a young woman with low self-esteem
who tends to feel that men behave in negative ways toward her. She discussas in
the treatment notes feelings of being abandoned by her parents and issues with
her maternal grandmother and her aunt who ‘apparently raised her. Her insecurity
may have begun with these chiildhood issues. Within treatment, she reports that
she does not feel attractive. Ms. Ragland describes a history of negative
relationships with men. in Dr. Vassall's notes, she reported that her boyfriend
before college hit her. She developed a positive relationship with a college fostball
player over the summer, but when fall began, she felt that he neglected her, used
her for sex rather than for companionship, and went out with other women. In
Ms. Burse's notes, she reported feeling "used and frustrated” by men and that she

felt depressed by "boys expecting too much from her.” /

Dr. Vassall prescrlbed a relatively low dosage of Zoloft, an antidepressant,
for her on January 7, 1996. Apparently, she had run out of the medication prlor
to her Feb. 13, 1996 appointment because he made a note to “re-start meds.™
This was his last visit with Ms. Ragland, and it seems likely that she was not-on
Zoloft after March, 1998. - Dr. Vassall diagnosed Ms .‘Ragland as suffering from

"an adjustment disorder with depressed mood." Her GAF was estimated to be 55
on Axis IV, a score associated with moderate symptoms (e.g., occasional panic
attacks) or moderate difficulties with social functioning, occupational functioning

or relationships. Dr. Vassall described her stress level as "severe,” at a level
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LETTER TO'WM. ROBERTS, PAGE 2

similar to someone who has undergone a divorce, or had a child born. There are
two levels worse than "severe" in this coding (extreme, catastrophic).

Please let me know if | can be of any further help with this case.

Sincerely,

A N N

Pamela Auble, Ph.D., ABFP
Clinical Psychalogist
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