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OP1 NI ON

Goddard, P.J.

John Wayne Slate, Sr., who is incarcerated in a penal
institution of this State, appearing pro se, appeals a judgnent
of the Chancery Court for Sevier County, which dism ssed his

conplaint (which is styled a notion) seeking disbarnent of

Circuit Judge Ben Hooper and Attorney Ceneral Al Schnutzer, Jr.



The Chancel | or di sm ssed the conplaint on the ground
that proceedings to disbar an attorney nust be pursuant to Rule 9
of the Suprene Court, rather than T.C A 23-3-202, as alleged in

t he conpl ai nt.

M. Slate appeals contending that the Trial Court was
inerror inthis regard and was also in error in not granting his
notion to strike the date of the hearing because he coul d not be

present.

Qur review of the record and the briefs of the parties
persuade us this is an appropriate case for affirmance under Rule

10(a) of this Court.

For the foregoing reason the judgnent of the Trial
Court is affirmed and the cause remanded for coll ection of costs

bel ow. Costs of appeal are adjudged against M. Slate.

Houston M Goddard, P.J.

In Ex parte Chattanooga Bar Association, 566 S.W 2d 880
(Tenn. 1978), our Suprenme Court held that the provisions of T.C. A 23-3-202,
insofar as they address disciplinary proceedi ngs agai nst attorneys, had been
superseded by Rule 42 of the Supreme Court, which is the predecessor to Rule
9.




CONCUR:

Her schel P. Franks, J.

Don T. McMirray, J.



