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'KENTUCKY BAR ASSOCIATION ) | ~ MOVANT

v. i IN SUPREME COURT |
CHRISTY SMITH GRAYSON - RESPONDENT
OPINION AND ORDER

| ~ Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule (‘SCR”) 3.380(2), the Kentucky Bar. |
4Association (“KBA”j has moved this Court to indefinitely suspend Christy Smlth
- Gratyson from the practice of law for failing to ;‘espoﬁd to charges initiated by
the Inquiry Commission (“Commission”) of the KBA. Finding sufficient cause to
do so, we grant the Commission’é motion.
KBA File 17-DIS-0026
In April 2016, ’Gtayson was retained by Ashley Williamson to assist jwith.
the adoftian of a then-unborn child. Grayson received a$ 1,500 retainer from
Williamson for this service, but agreed to refund the retainer if the mother of
the child revoked consent to thé adoptibn prior to the parties appearing in
' court Shortly after giving birth, the mother revoked her consent to the
adoption. Despite this, Grayson 1nformed Williamson that the case could go
forward and refused to refund Williamson’s fee. Further, Grayson did not
return Williamson’s calls or offer any additional explanation at)out the case.

Williamson was 'unable to reach Grayson after August 2016.



" On April 17, 20l7, the CommisSion lnitlated a complalnt against
Grayson alleging _the 'foll(-)wingA violations: (1) SCR 3.130(1.3) .(Diligence). for | ' |
~ failing to perform.work fqr wnich she hacl been hired; (2) SCR 3 130(1.4)(a)(3)
(Cornmunica_tion) for failing to inform Williamson of the status of her adoption
case; (3) SCR 3 l30(1.4)(a)(4) (Cominunieation). for failing tb respond te
" Williamson’s -reqnests-for information; (4) 3.130(1.16)(d) (Declininé or-
Term—inating Represent'ation)v for failing, to refund the fee to Williameo_n after tne
child’s mother revoked her consent to the adoption; and (5) SCR 3.130(8. 1)(b)
| ‘(Bar Admission and Disciplinaxy.l\-/latters) for failing to respond 'te a lawful |
demand for information from an admissions or dlsciplinarf authority.

| KBA File 17-DIS-0027 R
Martha Eugenia Patrick hlred Grayson in November 2015, to facilitate
the adoption of Patrick’s gra.ndsen.. Grayson informed Patﬁck that the case
would be hearcl in Martin Circuit Court on Angust 17,2016. On that date,
Grayson met Patrick and her hu"sband outside the courtroom and infermed )
~ them that the nroceedmgs had been cancelecl, but that the judge had decided
" to sign t_:l'le adoption papers.‘ 'Grayson congratulated Patrick and informed her
l:hat she wonld reeeiire the adoption papers in approximately three weeks.
Three weeks later l’atric,k contacted the Martin Circuit Court Clerk’s
office te 'inquire abeut the status of her.case. Patrick learned that nothing had
“been filed and thal: there were no past or'seheduletl court dates. Patrick -

confronted Grayson who produced a doeuxnent titled “Agreed Custody



Judgment,” 'supposedly signed by Judge Janie McKenzie-Wells on August 17,
2016. |

On October 4, 2016, Grayson sent Patrick text rheésages, attached to
which were photos of documents related to Patrick’s custody case that were
being filed with the Clerk’s ofﬁce. Grayson told Patrick that the custody
hearing was scheduled for October 19, 2016, at which time a date would be set
for-the final adoption. In this conversation, Grayson admitted that the
documents she had prev10usly supplied to Patnck were “garbage.” |

The October 19, 2016 hearing was rescheduled for November 2, 2016
After the quember 2, 2016 heanhg, Grayson told Patrick that she would file
the adoption pap‘e-rwork. HoweVer, when Patrick contacted the Clerk’s office in
November 2016, she learned that the adoption paperwork had not beeh filed.
When contacted, Grayson told Patﬁck thaf they .would have to discuss.the
.matter later. Patrick did not receive any further communications from
Grayson. | |

. On December 7, 2016, Patrick appeared in Martin Circuit Court, before

Judge McKenzie-Wells, on a pro se moﬁon to determine the status of the
adopﬁon. After Patrick shoWed Judge McKenzie-Wells the. document provided
by Graysoh, Judge McKenzie-Wells stated that the signafure was not hers and
that the case number on the document vlvas unrelated to Patrick’s pending
custody rhatter.

On April 17, 2017, the Cdmmissiqn initiated a second complaint aéainst

Grayson alleging the following viplations: (1) SCR 3.130(1.3) (Diligence) for
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llfailing to ﬁerform Woi‘k fbr which she had beeﬁ hired; (2) SCR 3. 130(1 4)(a)(3)
(Commuﬁibation) for fgiling ‘to inform Patrick of the status of her aido;ﬁtiﬁn case;
(3) SCR._S. 130(1.4)(a)(4) (CorhmuniCaﬁonj for failing to respond to Patrick’s
requéSﬁs for infdrma_tiqn; (4) SCR 3. 130(8.1)(b) (Bar‘Adrﬁi.ss-ion and Discipl-i;iary'
. Mattéx_'s) .fo; failing fo'felspopd to a lawful dcmand‘fof ._inforrhation' from an |
" | Aadmis.sions. or diScip'lin'ary aﬁthority; _ahd (5) SCR 3.130.(8;_4)(c)" (Miscohdﬁct) by |
.misrépres}e:nting'to» Pafrick that hef adopﬁoﬁ was pending_ énd providing her
with a ﬁ'audﬁlen't.document. | | |
Efforts to serve Grayson w1th the- Commission’s charges by mail were
uhsﬁécessfﬁl; Sub's‘cquently? the‘Marfiﬁ County Sheriff’s Office personally -
_sel_-vedtGra'yson on February 24, 2017 . .Despite being“s’,ex".ved, Grayson has
failed to aln:SWer tiie Commission’s ché‘rges or contact the Office of Bar Cour;tsel;
Due to Gfaysbn’s failure to respond, the KBA requeéts that this Court
indeﬁhiteiy suspend Graysdn under SCR 3.380(2). Oh Jﬁne,26, 2017, Grayson |
requested aciditibnal'time to respond to the,‘KBA’As'mdtiOI-l. .01_1_ July 7, 2017,
Gréysdn was' gifanted an éxtensioﬁ of time’ fo respond. Hovfever, Grayéon has
not filed a résponsé tothé KBA’s moﬁoh. ‘Having reviewed the KBA’s motidn,
we agree' that»indeﬁhite suépensioh is wafrahted.
For the foregbirig’ reasons, it is hére'tﬁy ORDERED:
1. '_Pufsuanf to SCR 3.380(2), Christy Smith Grayson is hereby
' indefinitély suls_penc.led. frdm'tlA'xe practice of law in the -Comr'nonw.ealth“of - "

Kenfucky.



\
2. As required by SCR 3.390, Grayson will within 10 days after the
issuance of this order of suspension notify, by letter duly placed with the
United States Postal Serv1ce, all courts or other tribunals in which she has
4 matters pend1ng~ of her suspension. Further, she will inform, by mail, all of her
clients of her inability to represent them and of the necessity and urgency of
pr0rnptly retaining new ceunsel. Grayson shall simultaneously provide a'co'py
of ‘all such letters of notification to the Office of Bar Counsel. Grayson shall
irnrnediately cancel any pencii_ng advert_isements, to the extent possible, and
shall terminate any advertising activity for the iduration of the term of
suspens1on
- 3.'As stated in SCR 3. 390(a), this Oplnion and Order shall take effect on
‘the tenth (10th) day following its entry. Grayson is instructed to prornptly take
all reasenable steps to protect the interests of her clients. She shall not during
- the term of .suspension accept new clients or collect unearned fees, and shall
eemply \mth the provisions of SCR 3. 130-7.50(5). _
| All sitting. ‘Allaconc_:ur. .

ENTERED: September 28, 2017




