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KNOXVILLE ATTORNEY DISBARRED

Nathanael Ellis Anderson, a Knoxville attorney, was disbarred and ordered to pay restitution totaling
$7,166.50 to former clients by Order of the Tennessee Supreme Court filed February 8, 2011, based upon
twelve (12) client complaints. The Supreme Court’s Order of February 8, 2011, does not affect the continuing
validity of the Supreme Court’s previous Order of March 2, 2009, disbarring Mr. Anderson and Ordering
restitution totaling $70,811.85,

By Order filed November 24, 2010, a three (3) member Hearing Panel found Anderson violated the
Rules of Professional Conduct and recommended Mr, Anderson be disbarred and ordered to pay restitution
totaling $7,166.50 to former clients. The Hearing Panel found Mr. Anderson continued to practice law after
his suspension by the Supreme Court on September 21, 2007; made false statements to clients regarding his
suspension and accepted fees while suspended, in violation of Rules 1.3 (diligence); 1.4 (communication); 1.5
(fees); 1.16 (terminating representation); 3.2 (expediting litigation); 3.4 (fairness to opposing party and
counsel); 8.1(b) (disciplinary matters); 8.4 (misconduct); and 1.15 (safeguarding property).

Neither Mr. Anderson, nor the Board of Professional Responsibility, appealed the Hearing Panel’s
Order, and by Order filed February 8, 2011, the Supreme Court accepted and adopted the Hearing Panel’s
Order.

Anderson 1796-2 rel.doc
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF TENNESSEE
ATNASHVILLE

INRE: NATHANAEL ELLIS ANDERSON, BPR #023216

An Attorney Licensed to Practice Law in Tennessee
(Rnox County) FILED

FEB -
NO. Maoil - 00T SeRP0ASP i

BOPR NO. 2008-1796-2-SG Clerk of the Courts

RecdBy

ORDER OF ENFORCEMENT

This matter is before the Court upon the Petition for Discipline filed December 28,
2008; upon Supplémental Petition for Discipline filed on April 16, 2009; upon g final
hearing on November 23, 2010; upon the Order of the Hearing Panel entered
November 24, 2010; upon the Board’s consideration of this matter on December 10,
2010; and upon the entire record in the cause, The Respondent has not appeared or
otherwise contested or defended this matter.

From all of which the Court aceepts the Order of the Hearing Panel and adopts the
Order of the Hearing Panel as the Court’s Order,

It is, therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED by the Court that:

1.

The Respondent, Nathanael Ellis Anderson shall be disbarred, pursuent to
Supreme Court Rule 9, Section 4.1,

The Respondent is ordered to pay restitution as set forth in the Hearing
Panel Order attached herefo as Exhibit A,

The Respondent shall comply in all aspects with Supreme Court Rule 9,
Section 18, regarding the obligations and responmsibilities of disbarred
attorneys.

By Ortder entered March 2, 2009, the Respondent was disbarred and
" Ordered to pay restitution totaling $70,811.85, The entry of this Order does
not affect the continuing validity of the prior disciplinary Order.

The Board of Professional Responsibility shall camse notice of this

disbarment to be published as required by Supreme Court Rule 9, Section
18.10.




Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 9, Section 24.3, the Respondent shall pay
fo the Board of Professional Responsibility the expenses and costs of this
matter in the amount of $1,139.45, and in addition, shall pay to the Clerk of
this Court the costs incurred herein, for all of which execution may issue if
HEcessary.

Pursuant to Supreme Couit Rule 9, Rules of the Supreme Court, Section
18.5, this Order shall be effective ten (10) days after the date of entry.

FOR THE COURT:

Corncbio. G. Coaxd
CORNELIA A. CLARK
CHIEF JUSTICE




NOV,24.2818° 2i26PM  HODGES DOUGHTY ET Y :
L , ;
' !

NO, 887  P.2014

FILED

i o DUIBHOY 24 PH 2140

| IN DISCIPLINARY DISTRICT X "
P TR ﬁaAm; UF PROFESSIONAL

SIBILITY
Bomb OF, PROFESSIGNAL RESPONS{BH‘ITY lCu T exes SEC'Y

. OF THE
SUPREME COURT OF TENNESSEE

l ' H

INRE: NATHANAEL ELLIS ANDERSON ~ DOCKET NO. 2003' 1796-2-5G
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IIEAR%NG PANEL DRiN;%R RECDMMENQING DISBARMENTAND RESTITUTION
- WITH B‘IN{()IN(’}S OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS 'OF LAW

! 1 1 ' : " ) r .
This cause oame to He hiard on the 23™ day of Novenbear 2010, before the thrae-

1
1

member Hearing Panel of tlm:e Boérd- pf Professional :Rmspo1;sibiiity nf|§1m Bupreme Court of
Tenr;r:_svsee. Based upon ﬁmlatgml}sent olf-discileinary eodunsel on be.hal}f of the Baard'af
Professiona) Respapsibility bf thf:; Supré;me: Cowet of Tennsssee, A statf;emem read by
Respondent {nto the reeord é}fthl% causr;; the pleadidgs and other doeuinents filed in this
matter and upen the reqord és a whole the Hearlng E”aﬁel makes the faillw.;ing Findings of

) ' . |
Fact, Conelusions af Law arid rechmmandntions to the Supreme Courtlof Tennesses;

a l BINDINGS OF $ACT ,

I A Petitlon for Diseipline, BOPR, Docket No, 3098-17962-8G, wes filed on

| o !
December 22, 2008, ! ' f

: | !
2, Tha Pe?,itmn wWas sent via regular and certaﬁed tail 1o the Respondent at 1719

l

Wood Song Lane, Knox,v&llrﬁg, 'I‘fm;nassae 37914, )

3, No answer by zf*es;aaﬁsa to the Petiflon forDiscipline was filed with the Executive

e EXHIBIT A
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Secretary of the Board of Proibssxmml Respanslbzhty Emd 0o answesr ot respnnse was served on

Disciplinary Counspgl within }he ts.rna pevimitted by Sactibn 8. 2 of Rule 9, The time for filing the

ANswer or raspanse w8 not a,xtbnd;:d by the Chatr of the Baafé; of meesamal Reaponsibility,
z

noT was & request of mistion for anextengion of fime mads or filed by Raspmdem tO BUSWET Of
1

respond to the Petitlon for Dismphm, ' i

4, On PFebruary {3 2009 the Hzaring Paml granted the Boéx‘d'ﬁ Motion for Default

J udgment and deemed admitied $h¢ 8 lcgat ons sei forth in the Patition ﬁa} Discipline,

5. A Supplememkal Petntmn for mﬁmplme, BOFR Dockst No 2008-17962.8C was
|
filed on April 16, 4009,

!
i
{

——

1

|
The R.espmdent dxd nat file an answer or tegponse 1 ﬂm Supplemental Petition
i

for Digeipling with the Ierd,utive;Sscmtmy of the Boprd of Professional Responsibility and

8.

IO ANSWEr OF MEiPUNSe WaS siawed'on Dikeiplinary Counsel within the tl‘&nc nermitied by Saction
8.2 of Rule 9, The time for ililmg aﬁ ANSWET OF FREPRAYE WAS not exttmlied by the Chajrman of
the Board of Professional R.espon;s {lity nor was & ruquast or motion for extension of time

made or filed by the Respnn\gant- fo answer of respond to the Smpplemen‘sal Patition for

|
Discipline. . o :

7, On June 1, 20!09, tixie Haaving Panel ga:,antf:d the Board's 'EMotinn for Default

L]

Judgmient and deerhed admi‘gted ﬂia allegations set fprth in the Supglaxixen‘tal Petition for

Diseipline.

1
1
i
'
i

EILE‘E& 31514»« 80 - Com 13 aint of ?l{a dace Crisp

i
8 The Cgmplainant retamed the Re:spondem 0 mpre sent hpr personai injury vase,

+ F
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9  The Respandcnt setﬂed ﬁu‘«; Complainant's case in apprcpx imately June 2007,
allegedly for $12,800, | . . :

{ I
' ! '

o - i
10, By cheok dafpd June 7, 2007, the Responcient puid §9, 3:00 to the Camplainant
retaining $2,560 for the Rasbvnd&mt* fou and $940 for a Blue Crosg BFue Shield (BCBSY

subrogation ¢laim., i ;
1L In Januaty QGDB i?re Respandent adyisad the COmpIamant that BCBS wasg

going to "wille off¥ theiy 5940 subtogation ciaim and the Respondent ?muld provide the

Complainant with a cheek. bf the and of Jannaty 2008 '
12, The Respandﬂnt neve; pravided the Compl amant with the 4940,

13, The Reapbndem faiiia,cl o aacept or return the Compiama’m’s oalls and megsages,

14. The Rebpaﬂdﬂm f‘a:llad to respond to this onmplaint, t
FLLE Nl}. 3’.151_§ 2SG x= Complaint of Patricla i’o'lzard
15, In approxxmat’aly thbmw 2007, the Complainant retaixis:d the Respondent 1o

L

represent her in her divoree,- :

16, The Gomplainant paati tlm Resptmdentm,?so |

17, The 3espﬁm;“idnt faiieci fo accept or yetwn the Camplamant*s telephone calls,

I
18, The Respondeft nusmpresnmed to the Gnmplainam thas hé;r husband had signed

the divores papers wcoro*mg fo the ‘Comlnlamants tarms, ;

19, The Respnnﬂeklt misrepiehented To the: Qompla.ina.nt; she ﬁaad a court date on

November 16, 2007;. andthar craurt; date ¢ on Jamiary 15, 2008, and 5 thind court date in
February 2008, ! ' | ’

b :

RILE D 31883280 Complaint o ﬁa d at:f) ie
20, The Gompi né,nt rctainad rhe: Respondent in Septerbher :2,0()7 paying the
Respondent $1000, Lo : ‘
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~ 'The Respondabt was suspanded for CLE noncomphanw nh September 21, 2007.

22, The RBSpond&n’t has rfzmamcd sws;aeiu:iad since $eptambax 21,2007
23. . Ths Raspandem misrapmscntad tc the Complamant that lle had filed her case but

never pmwded the Cnmplmnam Vﬁnﬁi any 4o numtmtatmn reﬂectmg that fing.

i
24, The Respnndqnt nnglectaﬁ the Complainant's case. i
’ i

25, The Respondant falled to ascept ot return the Complainint's telephone calls.,
' i ' ) i
26, The Camplair{am requested, but did nof receive, § vefund from the Respondent.
1 .

27, The Respondé:qt fai}ed to :zacivise the Camplairiant of his siuﬁpension‘

0. :ssalz~s - Corplaint,of Teenn Chamberlain

28, The Eﬁm}ﬁlainihm refainedithe Regpondent on a.'pprox'im;t‘céfly Mareh 31, 2008,
|

i
paying the Respondent $75¢ Te;: bis vepregeitation, t
] i
29.  The R-espemieht was suspended af the tiie the Raspondent acoepted the

!

Complainant’s repmsema{tioml
| I ¢

30.  The ?le'spbndént failed 1o advise the Complainant of his?suspsnsiun.

|
31, The Rsspondeln‘: txm}c no setio on behalf 0~f the Complamant‘

FILE O. 31585~ BG . Com laint of Michael Cepedn
32, The Compl amam rm:airxed the Rﬁapandant o appmximal.lely Janmary 18, 2008,
paying the Respondent o $11000 fpa forithe Rﬁspondmt'é repmsentaﬁo;n in & eystody/child

SUppoIt case, i |

1 3

33‘ At the fime th% Raap&nden’c acgepted the Complajnani's repmsantatmn and $1,000

fee, the Respondent was sus&:endeé far CLE noncompligues, !
34, The Raspnndant faiiad to *cuimse the Cmmplainm}t of his smspension.

15, The Raqundcnt faz%ed 0 cnmmmncate with the Cump}amant and misged
| |
acheduled appoinimenty watt,i the ubmp}alﬁaut, |
o - |
P |
: 4 ;
o
;o . |
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36. . The Respandént mlsreprasented to the Complainsnt ‘Lhat‘.ha had a June 5, 2008,

court date which the Gompl@mamflaamed from » gocial worker on Juna 4, 2008, was never

%
seheduled, T !

E
37, The Complairant réceived notice of a February 20, 200 8, conrt date from Child

i
Support Enforcemetit, | . !

8. The Respondeht misadyised the Complainam t’fm 1t was not nevessary for the

C‘cmplainaxﬁ to aitend this Rebruary 20,2008, hearing. .

38 The Cnmplaimént subsecquently recelved notiee that the Compiamam s failure to -

attend the Pebruary 20, 2003 !hemmg rasui*ced ing defauh Order of Sup}‘.mrﬁ entored against the

[
Complainant, '

40.  The Camplain%mt refuested by letter, dated Septomber 4, 2008, his fils from the

i

Respondent, !' L !

4. The Respandcint failed 10 %eapond {0 the Complainant's la%:tar requesting his file,

Lo iy _
42, On approximakely Marcli 7, 2008, the Complainant paid the Respondert $1,500 to

represent her in her divoree. ' ' |

43, The Respondapt was m;ﬁpended ay the time the RespoadfenL accepted the

Complainant's $1,500 fee anc agraad to rbpresent her - |

44, On Maroly 24, hOO&,;the Respondung provid@d the Gomplainant with 8 Complaint

for Divorce reflecting the all clged 8 gnature afattemay Banjamin Ba.mem

45, The Qomplainant’s Oompjaint for Diyoree, Va4 nover ﬁléd

46, The Rcaponde}xt did:not seek or obtain attorney Benjamin Bamett’s patraission (o
sipn attorney Benjamin Baméﬁs néme to the Complatitants Complaint for Divorco,

47,  The Respendcht mis&mpresemed f the Clqmplainant that hca had arranged for

i 3
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I
mediation on July 1, 2008, howeve, this mediaﬂan did not onour, |
48, The Respandﬁ}nt pmwded the Complainant with & $6, SOU refund but the
Respondem 3 rcﬁ.md phenk Tvas nbi gcsad. : ‘

l

TILE mso‘ 314504- 2-SG - Cotdplaint of Ehigg Qrg

49,  The Oomplaiﬁam rgtamed the Respondent on appromma'{gly September 14, 2006,

to represent the Camplainad in Federal Court agaiist Louisville Ladder Group,

: T : i
50.  The t‘qmplaix%lani pald the Responderit a §176,50 filing fee on September 14,

i
2006. L . |

51, The Rﬂﬁpﬁndént mwﬂd\rlaed the Corplainant thiat h lmii filed the
Complainant's Fedara! Courit ZaW§u1t' that tha Respondent had experts :ready fo tastify and that
the Respondent was abtainh;g com:t dm:;es compatible with the. expaxtsz availahility.

52, The! Resphrxdam mim'apreémwd t the Comyplainant that ﬁim Respondent was
involving the Knox County ﬂ)wtrint Attumay s offiee jo file m:xmmal aha:fges against Home Depot

for destruction of evidence mix the Lompiainant‘s cage, ‘
53,  The Qomplain;fmt leamed ﬁam the Clerlls a:afﬂt:es that the &espundent had not filad

i . I
his faderal lawsuit, ;

‘ .
{ ' . ' ¢

54, The afleapandém allowed the Complainants sta\nna of Hmilations to expirs,

55, The Respondeht fm‘ied to aceept or rebum the Cornplainan's calls and failed to

respond 1o vhe (“nmplamantsweq“esis i“ox informamm |

il

56,  The Raspondtmt :fa{iﬁsd tu return the Complainant’s fle tl:: the Complainant,
|
LB Nb wwzwm “ y

Com lamt of 8lvawny

)
57, The Compl ais'ztam re;amed the Respondert in Apgust 200‘7} 1o reprosent her in het

divoree, ; . ;
58.  ‘The Complaixiant sintes she patd the Respondent a $75 0: fes,

Z "

L 6 '

’ J
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59, he Re;:‘pﬁndqnt took ng setion on the Cmmp] inant's ca,ée

60. ' Tha Réspandém failed ta:pocept of remm the Cempi&inunt's ealls and failed 1o
keep her informed, 1 : . :

61, 'The Raapondm h,ab failﬁ;i to respond to this complaint.| |
FILE No, 31908~2__§G Complaing uilvm Wheeler

62, The Complaiﬁam rétained the Responident to handle a mml estate dispute,
63.  The Respongdent filkd the Complainant's Complint in Chantery Coust of Knox
County against YME qutg%xge Corapany, et al on epproximately Juiygzﬁa 20086,

64 On August 29, 2006, Deféndant Littor Lot Setvising fled a Motion to Dismiss

apainst the Complahagt, : ' ' -t
65,  The -Responiieiﬂ f?sil"ed 1o file any response to tiﬁ: Defenda%n‘a Motion to Dismiss,
66, By Quder filed Novélmber% 2006, the Compleinant's case s dismissed,

&7, By lefter dataq Apxil 29, H007, the Respondapt wrote o Iatm adyising that the

C{:mplﬁmams Soresently ha.ve: a 1¢ga} aotion pending,” 3

l

68, 'The Respendeht's Apr 122, 2007, letter wag falsc in that tl'la Complainant's case
had already been dismissed, i ‘ E )

69.  The Requndeht fall.ad 0 i;\'aep the Complatnant infonmed ifibout the starus of his

ase. o Lo .
70, The Cbmplau;ant equested but did not receivb from the ;‘{aspnndant the return of
the Complainant's file, ; 11
71, The Respmdégmt failed torrespond to this complaint, - ;
FILE Noj 31517:2-8 - Complaint of BUL and cfxxag Walker
72, The Compiainams' ietainad the Reapendent on appmmma.taly April 15, 2008,
to bandle a ohild suppart Qaﬁ | ' ' ' 1

: '.
P 7 |

i ¢ - ! z
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73., The 'R;aspandegm wep aqspc;:nded atthes tirhe he agreed fo reipmaant the
Complainants and had been s,uspen:clad sinee Sepiermber 21, 2607, i

74, The Respondent faii_ecl to advise the Complainants of his suspension.

75, The Respondént instmcmd the Cumplaim;nta‘ maother to%attend a hearing

without the Respondent beiz%g preseﬂt ' : '}
76, Afthat haarmg cmd in tlm Reapondent's absenae, the Judge advised the
Complainants' mother that ﬂ:le Raﬁpgnden‘t was susperided fror pmc'tivfing Lew,
71, The I{éspandént fal:saly advised ilie Compplainants that ﬁis license had been
reinstated and the Raspcmtiaht Wa‘ﬁ ﬂblc to represent the (.3!:4mpl.'euneu:ntag

78, The ,Respanddnt haz» falled to aceept or Yetur the Cnmplamants‘ calls,

9. The Raspondem 1&5 fodled to re’spend o this compiaim&q

80. The Campiaiziams‘ ratained the Respondetit in a;hproxin‘xiatﬁly Aprii 2008,
i ' (
regarding a custody case. 1 | L i
i

81, The Responde}m was suspended and had béen suspcndad since September,
2007; at the tme he agreed %o rﬁp%‘eecm’c the Gomplamanta and aceapteéi fhe fee,

B2, The Complainhnts paid the Re’spﬁndent seven himdred ﬁi’ty dollars (§750) oty
approximately April 28, 2008, and L second paymezzt cfsaven hundred ﬁi;ty dollars ($750) on
May 18, 2008. ‘

T i
83.  The Respondent misrepresented to the Complaiants on tv?n (2) occaslons fhat

they had a couri dath canaing Fha Complmnanis 10 takb off from work unn‘cccssazily
i

84.  Onboth of the B,llrzged eow‘t c‘ia‘ras, the Resbondent udvlsied the Cotmplainants

that the court date had beeh és(mnnuad \

1
l
t

' |
85.  The Respondept ad\:med the Coplainatiy they had beep awnrded custady of
. 1

'

- ; *
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|
|
the minor child, Shawn Ashbaugh but f’urthex adwlseci the Complainatits that a Virginia court

order had to be obtained, hsﬁnra thay nould pick up the ¢1uld i

Sc_i,_'_ The Oomplmy‘anta po not lenow if ang or all of the mfannanon provided by the

Respondent to lha Cnmplmqts Was accuraie, . '

!

87, The Rﬂapbn'dent has fatled 10 feeept of fetun the Compltamams' calls and

requests for information, | - : : i

l

B8, The Resp@nd@m fazlf»sd to respond to this complmm. ;

TILI ;:10» '745u2-SG = Comuplaint of David Sa{g_t,imarm

89. The Campl amhni retamecl tha Rnspcndemt in *apprnx{ma,te]y Tuly 2007, to represent

the Complamam n ki divores, - i

90, The Gcmplam'ant st&tas h;a paid fhe Raspandam eight hundred dallars (B800)

for his fee, !

i
2, The Rcspondem neyﬂr {i14d the Comp|ainant’s cpse: i

92.  The Rcsycmdem fmied 10 acoeps o refum the Complainant's calls and requests

i

fat informaﬂon

!
i

93, The Respondent }ms failed 10 respond to this domplaint, |
i

. A

c,:o LUSIONS OB LAW [
The aets and ozmssmqs of thez Resprmclent desmed aﬁmmﬁd i t;is Hegring Panel's

Orders dawed February 13, 2%9 a,pd June 1, 2009, opnﬁ‘cltum ethioal misean.dust in violation

of Rules of Professional Canfluet i 3 (Dihgenba} 1 4= {Oemmupiaaimn), 1.5 (Peesy 1,15
: (Safekeeping Proparty) LS 16n (Dachning and Termingting Rapresamatmn), 3.2 (Bxpediting

Litigation); 3.4 (Fajmess to dppusang Parw and Clmu:nsel), & 1(b) (Bur Adm ssion and
Disciplinary Matters); and 3. 4 (Mlsconduot)
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The Suprama Cout hP.s ad()pted for uge by its Htmrmg Punels thé ABA Center for

Professional Respombimy ﬂt&mdqrds fm Tinposing Lawy@r Smcﬁam (J&BA Standards),
Section 8.4 of Rule 9, Rules Ff tha Supreme Cotwt, . . i .

The following ABA Stant!ards are apphnable 1 this case;
RAILURE 1O ?RE}SERVE THR OLIENT'S PROPERTY

stban’n@m: is geﬁerally appropriate when 2 la,wyar knowingly converts
client property and cavses ipjury or potential | uuury to a tlient,

LACK OF mmm\m ~', !
Disbarment ;slgenerally apprepnate when '

(a) a laWyér abahdons ﬂm practlee and canses serous ior potentially serious
injury to & cl@ent or

1

by 4 lawyt}r knowingly fatls to perform services for alahent and causes
satiofasioy pmtemtiauy serious Infury fo a cllent; oy |

s
(¢}  alawysr knowingly fails fo palform services for a.lahem and causes
sefionsor petexmany serions injury to a client; ot |

(@) A lawydr cng;ag,es i;a a pattem of, ncg,leet with mspact to client matters and
eytiges Jerions o potentially serious injury {o 4 cliént.

LACK OF CANDOR] : 1

Mabarment mgenarﬁny spproprists when a lawyer knowingly deceives a client
with the intentllo behefit the lawyeror anothet, and, oause-a sérious injury or
potential serjolss injuty foa olient, ' |

FALSE STATEMENTS, FkAUD AND MISMPREEENTATI&N

Disbarment ia gcnemuy appmprzﬁte when 4 lawyer, with the intent to decelve {he
court, makes & false'statement, submits a false docwmentior improperly
withholds materisd Iaformpation, and causes serlous or potentiaily sexlons Injury

t & party, or causes'd, significant oy potentially signifionnt adverse effect on the
legal proeeeding |

‘ !
ABUSE OF THE ml;m., PROCESS | *:

Digbarment i3 aneraﬂy apprnpmta when a lawyer Imowmgly violates & court
order or rple nh the imtent to obtain a ’bencﬁt for the lawyar ot Hilﬂﬁlﬁi‘, and

; i
:;:18
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' E
CANYES sexmuslingury iy potentmny setions injury to a pat%y OF CENSES serious ot
pmtenﬂally serjous in‘;erfex snoe with 8 Jegal proseetding, !

l

VIOLATIONS OF DU’I‘IEﬁ OWED AS A PROPESSIONAL |
Dmbarmem is !genmally appmpriale wlmn a Iawyen ‘ﬁngly ongages in
conduet that is viaiatmn of a duty owed as s profensional with the intent to

obiait a benef]t for the iaWyet or another, and savses serlous ot potentially serious
injury o & client, the pubhc or the legal systen, :

l
l‘he. folla wlﬁg;aggmvaﬂng cirz:umﬁtanca& oxist justifylng; :an {ncregse in the
discipline 10 be imposed agaibst the Respondent; ‘

H

a,  The RﬁLpUﬂdéﬁnt's mdifferance o making I‘ﬁBtlmﬂOH, totaling
, appraximately $7,166,50; :

b.  The Rehpondlant’s pattetn of missonduct; |
The Iiasxmndem's false staserments; '

The Réspohdent's refusal 1 acknowledgethe wmngi‘ul natore of his
conduct; '

oo

’ -i
Q. "The Rds;mndent‘s bad Taith ¢bstrucupn of the dmcgplmaw proceeding by
failing [co respond to these cmmplaints, ;

f. The Rebpondmtﬁ prior digciplire of one hundred twmrty (120) days
: , suspengiont ori May, 20, 2008 and disbarment on Méreh 2, 2009;

g Thc chpondem‘s thultiple nffenses; ;

b, The R,e%pmciem‘s tafiasal 40 aahmw\edge o wmngiql nature of his
conduch; and

¥ l

i, The mﬂr-mrabﬁity afﬂze multipls victims.

Respondent appaared jat thes Novembes 23, 2010 hearing o detennma digoipline, The

Hearing Panel heard Respon&em 1ead into the retord hw statement, which inchided ne contest
1o the charpas us filed agains} him }n this matter and his further ;;tatemeﬂt that Respondent has
been diagnosed with a mentai diao;der fhat 1s permmém gnd delusmnal.i Regpondent admits he
cammot dxf‘f‘erentiam the truth and t};at Ius mentak illnesa is determrative. Luc:h that he is no

longet employable. Cfansequenﬁy, Respondetit concddes o any and all fmtwns the Board or

l : !
Y |
. !
L 3

3 . i !
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~ Professional Responsihility rkaominends, and further sonsents wvnca:tmn of lis lconse and

|

’ 1
~ disbarment, g ' '

|
_1tis therefore, ORDERE]),lADIUDGﬂD and. DEQREBD s follaws Based-upon the

Findings of Faet and Cumlm pog tgf Law set out hereln, the statemant ma,cle by Respondent, the
Pleadings filed herein and ﬂ:l¢ remo;fl 83 & whole, the Hearing Pans) raspf:ctfully recommends
Respondent be DISBARRED i m ﬁ;rthgzr RECOMMENDhD BY THXS ORDER that

-~ Respondent pm\ud& restitusl Qn in the following gmsums 1o the fullowmg Cornplainants.

3 Canda:w OmsF ' $ 940.00 E
2 PatjelalPollafd | $13750,oo |
c Cur&eha()gle . $ 500,00
4, Teens dhambetrialn $ 750,00
5. BlijghCroft; $ 17650
é. Shawn lé/lasse‘y ' § 730,00

! o
7. Damyend CladyParks  $1,500.00
8.  David Spatiwhrio - $ 800,00

This the &"Jf day of &&5{2010 o

b

- Wahy A fiiix(é, Chaly

|
t
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1 CERTIMICATE OF SERVICE !
' !

I certify that a trus cﬂ%};}ﬁf :}m fotegoing hus been served upon sounsel for all parties by

. delivering a copy to the officelof sald cownsel, oy b ‘ i '
gt 8 VOPY 10 T8 OLICH 0L 310 coumsel, or by plaving & hopy in thefllnlted Statas mai), - .-
: gﬁir;sasgg 1o counsel at thelr office, ;with sufficlent postage theyeon to cm}; thit seme 1o its N

! nv 1 ' '

Nathapael Bllis Anderson, Respc;ndant
7814 Asheville Highway
Raoxville, TN 37904-3867

|

!

I

i Sandy Garrett 1
:Bom of Profsasional Résponstbility ;
{Of the Supreme Cowrt of Tennessee |
t 10 Cadiltae Drive, Snite 220 ‘
i : Brentwood, TN 37027 t
' Rick L, Powers, Bsg, .

P . PO, Box 306 ;
't Ruoxville, TN 379010300 i
|

|

i

!

[

|

. LymD. Tylley, Esg,

: 9224 Shady Miil Lane
* Knozvilla, TN 37922

Thiy theﬁ;_day n!fﬁb&%@l&&__w 2000,

: HODGES, DOUGHT'Y & CARSON, PLLC

1 £ ‘
Lo, !
I ' "
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