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STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA

At a Regular Term of the Supreme Court of Appeals continued ahd
held at Charleston, Kanawha County, on the 30th day of November 1994, the followmg
order was made and entered ,

Lawyer Disciplinary Board, Complainant 0/ i

vs.) No. 22584 OEC ~ 6 1904

Joseph C. Cometti, a suspended member of {OFFICE OF BAR COUNS EL
e et = L |

The West Virginia State Bar, Respondent

On a former day to-wit, October 6, 1994, came the complainant, the

| Lawyer Disciplinary Board, by Sherri D. Goodman, its attorney, pursuant to Rule 3.10,

Rules of Lawyer Disciplinary Procedure, and presented to the Court its written
recommended disposition in the above-captioned proceeding, recommending that (1)
respondent’s, Joseph C. Cometti, license to practice law in the State of West Virginia be
suspended for an additional six-month period ef time, with said suspension to end on
January 30, 1995; (2) respondent be permitted to petition for reinstatement on or after |
November 30, 1994, and that he be entitled to a hearing on his peﬁﬁon for reinstatement
within sixty days after submission of his application for same; (3) respondent’s period of
supervision be enlarged from the original six months to twelve months if petition for
reinstatement is granted, wherein respondent not be a}lowed to engage in the solo practice .

of law but must work as an employee under the direct supervision of another lawyer who

| is in good standing with the West Virginia State Bar; and (4) respondent reimburse the

Lawyer Disciplinary Board for the costs and expenses incurred in the investigation of this

matter in the amount of Fighty-Eight Dollars and Thirty-Seven Cents ($88.37).
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disposition of the Lawyer Disciplinary Board be, and it hereby is, adopted. It is therefore

There being heard no objection, pursuant to Rule 3.11, Rules _of‘

Lawyer Disciplinary Procedure, it is hereby ordered that the written recommended

ordered that (1) respondent’s, Joseph C. Cometti, license to practice law in the State of
West Virginia be suspended for an additional six-month period of time, with said|
suspension to end on January 30, 1995; (2) respondent be permitted to petition for |
reinstatement on or after November 30, 1994, and that he be entitled to a hearing on his
petitién for reinstatement within sixty days afte‘r submission of his application for same;"
(3) respondent’s period of supervision be enlarged from the original six months to twelve
months if petition for reinstatement is granted, wherein respondent not be allowed to
engage in the solo practice of law but must work as an employee under the direct
supervision of another lawyer who is in good standilig with the Wést Virginia State Bar;
and (4) respondent reimburse the Lawyer Disciplinary Board for the costs and expenses
incurred in the investigation of this matter in the amount of Eighty-Eight Dollars and
Thirty-Seven Cents ($88.37). Chief Justice Brotherton absent.

Service of a copy of this order upon all parties herein shall constitute

sufﬁcientl notice of the contents herein.
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