
. "",. - . ~ . 
• /,'~ J. ",' 

1··-

" 
-u 
. 11 

1\ 

II 
I NORTH CAROLINA 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I , 
i 
j 
! 

1 
! 

I: 
,! , 

loJAKE COUNTY 

vs. 

P1aintif:e 

I I GEORGE L. BUMPASS, Attorney 

I 
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Defendant 
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DT~:;_;cPL1NARY o~t.~~~::~-w1ISSI0N \! . 

NORTH CAROLINA STATE'BAR I 
77DHC7 . 
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II 
. ! ENTRY OF DEFAULT 

! 

I 
! 

Ii ! 

WHEREAS, it has been made to appear to the undersigned 

Hearing Committee of the Disciplinary Hearing Commission of 

I The North Carolina State Bar that: 
,I 

11 
II 1. The !'Jorth Carolina State Bar filed the Complaint 
It 
\: in this action Oh M.a.rch 15, 1977; 

!! 
Ii 
Ii 

2. Th~ Summons and Notice and Complaint were. served 

i: on defendant on March .28, 1977 by ~ Deputy Sheriff of Durham 
I' 

j, County by re'ading the Suimnons. and NOtice to d.efendant and 
.: ". "':"'" 

leaving two copi~s of SUmmons and Notice and Comp1a~nt with 
I, 
Ii defendant.; 
" 

\: 
I, 
" 

3. 110re than twen·ty days have elapsed. eince service 

liof Complaint and' the defendant has failed to file Answer ad-
n 
II 
\ 
I 
! 

11 
11 
II 
I' 

i: 

mitting,. denying or ~xplaining the Complaint, or asserting 

ground$ for failing to do SO; and 

WHEREAS, the defendan·t is neither an infant nor 
: 

incompetent, and. 

WHEREAS, this Hearing Committee has personal juris-

·r 
11 diction over defendant under the provisions of Chapter 84 of 

" the General Statu-teo s of North Carolina and Article IX of the 
II 
I. ,. Rules and Regulations ·of The North Caro1irta State Bar, and 
l 

I 

I 
~1HEREAS, the' North Carolina State Bar having filed a' . 

:: timely motion for default; 

". '! 
I·~··" 62" 

-, .... , .. ,. . .. , 

I 



1-

... ~-,--= ........... ~~~~i.s hereby enter~d ~g4ins t 

GEORGE L. Btn1PASS J the defendant ~n this ac 

i by S.ection 14(6), Art:Lc!e IX of. t;hca Rules and R~gulatioTls of 
I ' . 

I 
The North Carolina Stat,e Bar. 

I This the J))1~ dayofJ.une, 1977~" 
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BEFORE TH~ 
DISCIPLINARY HEARING COMMISSI 

OF THE 
NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR 

77DHC7 

THE NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR, ) 
Plaintiff, ) 

vs. ) FINDINGS OF FACT 
) AND 

GEORGE L. BUMPASS, Attorney, ) CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
Defendant ) 

The undersigned Hearing Committee of the Disciplinary 

Hearing Cortmlission of The North Carolina State Bar having entered 

default against defendant, the allegations contained in the 

Complaint are deemed admitted. Based on those admitted 

allegations and ~vidence presented by The North Carolina State 

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

1. The plaintiff, Th.e Nor~h Carolina State Bar, is a 
I • 

body duly org~nizie<f unde.r the laws of North Carolina arid is the 

proper party to b~ing this proceeding under the authority gran 
. 

it in Chapter 84 pf the General Statutes of North Carolina, and 

the Rules and ~egulations ·of The North Carolina State Bar 

promulgated thereunder. 

2. The: defendant, George L. Bumpass, was admitted to 
! 

The North Garolina State Bar in 1957, and is and was at all times 

referred to herein, an Attorney at Law, licensed to practice law 
, 

in the State of North Carolina,- subject to the Ru~es, Regulations 

Canons of Ethics and Code of Professional Responsibil~ty of The 

North Carolina State Bar and the layts of the State of North 

Carolina. 

3. At and during all of the times hereinafter referre 

to, the defendant was actively engaged in the practice of an 

attorney in the State of North Carolina and maintained a law 

office in the City o.f Durham, Durham County, North Carolina!. 



I 
, J ! 

'I 
I· 

4. In August, 1974, the' defendant was empioyecl by 
. ~' .. " 

Howard Lee (hereinafte'r referredtC:f"as""'Lee;".}: t.6 rep.:resertthim· 

and his family in a claim arising out of ap.~utQ~obile, accident " 

in which Lee and the other members of his family were injured .. 

5 .. Shortly thereafte+ ,. thedetencl.ant infq.rme·clLee. 

that the suit had been settled and that h~ ~ndhis!.~m:i..;Ly had 

been awarded $5.,.000.00. The defendant further advis'edLee that 
. . 

upon receipt of bank drafts that Lee was ins·tr1,lct:edto .endorse 

said checks, execute the insurance company release form, and' 

return the ~hecks a.nd the releases to the defendant.' 

6. Lee complied. with these' in$tr1.icti6ns$:tld returned 

the $5,000. 00 check and releases to the defen4ant .. Therea:f'ter i 

despite repeat·ed inquiries and requests, . the defenda.nt ,taiJ.ed 

and refused to conununicat;e with Lee CJ,n,d failed an.d ,,+-,efuseclto 

pay over to Lee any }Ilonies +ec'eivecl by. the defep:d,ant fot ,and o~. 

behalf of Lee. 

7. Based on the foregoing findings of fact, the 
, i 

Hearing Conunittee concludes that the conduct of thede£endant 

constitutes a violation of General Statute 84-28(b){2),ip. that: 

A. The defendatlt failed and t'efus'edto proper.1y pay, 

over or ·to deliver to his client; ,a(;rw~:t.d tee" 

a.s requested,' the funds in the pos.ses:s·,:ton 'o:f the 

defendant to which the client; Ml;'. Lee, was 

enti,tled, in violation of Discip1ip.~i'y Rule, 9-102 

(B)(4) of'the Code of Professi,ona~ Responsibility; 

B. The def'endant failed to preserve the ;tden,tity of, 

the funds and property of his client,Howard Lee, 

in violation of Discipiinary Rule, 9'-102 (A) of' the 

Code of Professional Responsibility; 

C. The defendant wrongfu11.y anddeceitfuJ;ly conv.erted 

to :his own use th~ funds' o'f his c1,i'ent, Howalt,d Le,e, 

in violation of Disc;i.p1inaryRu1.e 1"!'lO'2,(A) (4) ; 

. " 

, ,,' 

, , 
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, ".~ ' .. "'" ~ 

D. The' defendant engaged in conduct involving dis-

hon~sty, fraud, deceit, artd misrepresentation 

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

of the Code of Professional Responsibility; 

E. The defendant engaged in professional conduct 

that was prejudicial to the adminis~ration of 

justice and that adversely reflect upon his fitness 

to practice law in violation of Disciplinary Rule 

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

Responsibility. 

This the day of June, 1977. 

:J. (,Mac Boxley, /,Chairman 
. \.\ 
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NORTH CAROLINA 

WAKE COUNTY 

THE NORTH CAROL 'INA STATE BAR, 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

GEORGE L. BUMPASS, Att.orney 

Defep.dant 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

BEFORE THE 
DISCIPLINARY HEARING COMMrSSlON 

.QFTHE . 
NORTH CAROLtNASTATE BAR 

77DHC7 

ENTRY OF DEFAULT , to. - -, 

WHE~AS, it: has been made to appear to'the.und~rs:tgn~d 

Hearing Committ.ee of the Disciplinary Uearin;g Commissipn o.f 

The North Carolina State Bar that: 

1. The North Carolina State Bar filed th~" Complaint 

in this action on March 15, 1977; 

2 . The Sunuilons ap.d Notice and Comp l;3.il1-t W$;reS,e·rv~4 

on defendant on March 28, 1,977 by a Deputy Sheriff of Durham 

County by reading the Summons and Notice to defendant ang , 

leaving two copies of Summons and Notice and· COtIrplaint with' 

defendant; 

3. More than twenty days, have elapsed '£;dnGe ~ervice 

of Complaint and the defendat1.t has failed to file Answer ad­

mitting, denying or ex:plain,ing the Complaint, or 'assert~ng 

grounds for failing to do s6; and 

WHEREAS,the defendant is neither an infant ncr 

incompe'tent, and 

WHEREAS, this liearing CotiJmitt~~ ha~ personal juris­

diction over defendant under the provisions of Chapter 84 of 

the General Statutes of North 'Cai',olina and Article IX o,tthe 

, Rules and Regulations of The North Ca+olinaStat~, B'a~,' a,p:d 

~THEREAS, the North Carolina State Bar' hav:i;:p.g filed a 

timely motion for default; 

. __ • -p' _ .'. _ _. • -- ., ""::- -- - - .... - --~.~ • ~.- , .-

.. ' 
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NOW THEREFORE, default is hereby entered against 

GEORGE L. BUMPASS" the defendant in this action, as provided 

by Section 14(6), Article IX of the Rules and Regulations of 

The North Carolina State Bar. 

This the -, l} 
(0/ (I /" day of June, 1977. 

J.~Mac Boxley~ Chairman 

. -: 

- 2 -
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NORTH CAROLINA 

WAKE COUNTY 

THE NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR, ) 
Plaintiff ) 

) 
vs. ) 

) 
GEORGE L. BUMPASS, Attorney, ) 

Defendant ) 

BEFORE. THE" , 
PISCIPLINARYH~ARtNG:CO~ISSION;' ' 

'OF "nJE 
NORTH CAROLINA, S:TATE.BAR 
, )7DH07 ." 

THE HEARING COMMITTEE having ,ent·ered de~a.t).~ taga:tns.:t , ' 

the defendant and having made findings of fact and ~onc..lusions 

of l.aw, and 

THE COMMITTEE further having hea,rd e.Jidertce according 

'to The Rules and Regulations of The North Caro:linaSt'a''i;e Biir,' 

Article IX, Section 14 (19) relevant to the dis;c:i:plip.et;o be 

imposed 

IT IS NOW, THEREFORE ,ORDERED: 

1. That the defendant, George L. Bumpas:s" 1;>e 

disbarred under the provision of North Carolina Ge-neral Statut'e 

84-28 (c) (1). 

2 . That the costs of this disciplinary action p,e 

paid by the defendant, Ge,orge, L,., Bumpass. 

This the .). q:&. .' day of J~ne? 3.'97,1. 

R. 
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