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THE NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR, 
Plaintiff, 

vs. 
I 

GEORGE L. BUMPASS, Attorney, 
Defendant 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

FINDINGS OF FACT 
AND 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The undersigned Hearing Committee of the D~sciplinary 

Hearing Commission of The North Carolina State Bar having entered 

defaul,t ag·ains.t q.efendant, the allegations contained in the 

Complaint are deemed admitted. Based on those admitted 

allegations and evidence presented by The North Carolina State 

Bar, the Hearing Committee makes the fqllowing findings of fact: 

1. Th~ plaintiff, The North Carolina State Bar, is a· 

body duly organized under the laws of North Carolina and is the 
. 

proper party to bring this proceeding under the authority grante , 
, 

it in Chapter 84 ;of the. General Statutes of North Carolina, and 
. I 

the Rules and Regulations of The North Carolina State Bar 

promulgated there~nder . 

2. The' q.efendant, George L. Bumpass, was admitted to 

The North CarolinQ. State Bar in 1957, and is ,and was at all times 
I 
I 

referr.ed to her:ein, an Attorney at Law, licensed to practice law 

in the State of Nbrth Carolina, subject to the Rules, Regulations 

Canons of Ethics and Code of Professional Responsibility of The 

North Carolina State Bar and the laws of the State of North 

Carolina. 
I 

3. At and during all of the times hereinafter referre 

to, the def,endant was actively engaged in the practice o.f an 

attorney in the State o£ North Carolina and maintained a law 

office in the City of Durham, Dttrham County, North Carolina. 
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~ A~st" 974, the defendant wa~· e1IlP1o,yed by 

I 

I 

'.: ' 

Mary Alice Redman (hereinafter r~t;t;+:Jr'ectt~ a~"Redmanli) t~ 

represent h~+ in a claim arising out of an automobile'a;ccident 

· in which Redman was injured. 

5. Shortly thereafter, the defehdql)t :informed Redman 

that the suit had been settled and she had been awarded $4,500.00. 

The defendant further advised Redman that 1.;Lp.on receipt of hank. 

· drafts that Redman was instructed to endorse said ch~c'kS!, . e~ecute 

· the insurance company release form, and return the checks .. and 

the releases to the defendant. 
.' . 

6. Redman complied with these instructions' and :J:'eturned 

the $4,500.00 check and reJ,.ease to th~ defendatit. .l'h~re.after, 

despite repeated inquiries and reques~s, the defendant fal,led 

and refused to communicate with Rt;dmanand failed and'r.e;f,usec;1. to 

pay over to Redman any monies received by the defendant for 4nd 

on behalf of Redman. 

7. Based bn the foregoing ftnding$ q·f :e'~ct, the 

Hearing Committee concludes that the' .conduct of the def·endant. 

constitutes a. violation of General Statute 84-28'(b) (2,-; in' 

that: 

A. The defendant failed and r~fuseq: topr·oper·!y pay 

over or to deliver to his client,' Mat'y Alice 

Redman, as requested, the f·unds in the 'PQs.$ess$on 

of the d$fendant to wh!Lch the cl~ertt::;Mary "Alice 

Redman, waS! .entitl'e·d, ~n viblationocf Dis:c.i.plinary 

Rule 9·-102 (13) (4) of the Code ·of prof~ss:i.onC!:i. .. 

B. 

Responsibility;, 

The defendant faile'd t:o p:r:e~erve. the, identi1;y,of 

the funds a;nd property of his cl:i,..ent, M~:ryAl:i.ce 

Redman, in violation .of DiSlciplinary RlJ.1eSr-l02 (A) 

of the Code of Professional R~sp6nsibil.ity.; 
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. C. The: defendant Wrongfully and d~ceitfully 

converted to his Own use the funds of his client, 

Mary Alice Redman, in violation of Disciplinary 

R~le 1-102(A)(4); 

D. The, defendant engaged in conduct involving dis­

honesty, fraud, decE?it, and misrepresentation 

in violation of Disciplinary Rule 1-102 (A) (4) of 

the Code of Professional Responsibility; 

E. The:defend:ant engaged in professional conduct 
, 

that was prejudicial to the administration of 
I 

justice and that adversely refl,ects upon his 

fitness to practice law in violation of Disciplinary 

Rule 1-102 (A) (5) (-6) of the Code of Professional 

Responsibility. 

This the II'"'\-+~ 
__ ...;;~;.:...:..l,.,;;-____ . ___ day o·f June, 1977. 

", 

R. well Majors 

1IJ;J4A~. ey phr~. 
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WAKE COUNTY 

THE NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR, ) 
) 

Plaintiff ) 
) 

v.s. ). 
) 

GEORGE L. BUMPASS, Attorney ) 
) 

Defendant ) 

BEFORE THE 
DISCIPL-INARY 'HEARING COMMISSION. 

OF THE 
NORTH CAROLINA' STATE '~AR 

77DliC6 

. EN~RY OF .PEFAUL!" 

WHEREAS, it has been made to appeat to the up,c;1ersigned 

lIearing Committee of the Discip1ina,ry Heat-big Connnissl6n' of 

. The North Carolina State Bar that.: 

1. The North Carb1ina, State Bar f'iledthe COmplaip.t 

in this action on March 15, 1971; 

I 2 . The Summons and Notice and complaint were s'erved 

. 1

1 on def~ndanton March 28, 1977 by a Deputy Sheri££of .I)urham l 

County by reading 1;:he SummOI1-S and Notice 1=0 def~ndant and" 

leaving two copies of Sum:tnons and Notice andComJ,'la,int with \ 

defendant; 

3. More than twenty days have elapsed since service 

of Complaint and the defendant has failed to file Answer ad-

mitting, denying or exp1a~ning the Comp1aint~ or asse't"tin~ 

grounds for -failing ~o do 1:10; and 

WHEREAS, the defendant is neither an infant nor - ,~' " , 

~-trcompetent, and 

WHEREAS, this Hearing Commi.t.tee ha.s pe:,rsop.a,~ j u~is -. 

diction over defendant u!lder. the provil;j,.op.1; ·of Chapter 84 of 

the General Statutes oJ: North Qaro1ina and. Att.icle . IX ot: the­

Rules and Regulations of The North Carolina State B~r" and 

WHEREAS, the North .Caro1ina State iBarha,vj;p.gfiled a 

timely motion for default; 

r 



.. 

NOW ~HEREFORE, default 

GEORGE L. BUMPASS, the defendant in 

by Section 14(6), Arti~'lp ::~ ·c~· the Rules and Regulations 6f 

The North Carolina state Bar. 

Th"'s the'. ,-,[\-+\ ... __ c_~".;..i _-_' _ day of June, 1977. 

Ik~,~ 
Roo Powell MajOri{] 

I . 
\ 
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WAKE; COUNTY 

THE NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR, ) 
Plaintiff ) 

) 
vs. ,) ORDE:R 

) 
GEORGE L. BUMPASS, Attorney, ) 

Defendant ) 

THE HEARING COMMITTEE having entere4 c;1e'fa\ll t ~ ag?-:ins t 
• 

the defendant and having made finc;1ing-s 9£ fact a;nd ~6P.91usions 

of law, and 

THE COMMITTEE fur the:):' having he~rd evidenc:e according 

to The Rules and Regulations of The North Carolina. S;t:at1e B'ar, ' « 

Article IX, Section 14 (19) relevant to the d;tscipl~ne' to. be ' 

imposed 

IT IS NOW, THEREFORE ~ ORDERED: 
-- . 

1. That the de-fendant, Georg,e L. B~pass, be 

dis1;>a~red under the prov~,sion of North Carolina General St'atute 

84-28 (c) (1). 

2. TJ;lat the costs of this discip1i:nary act:.±Qn be, 

paid by the defendant, George L. :aumpass. 

This the __ ...:,cl&...· ~...l.-\~_' """""---'-_ day of June, 1977. 
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