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NORTH CAROLINA ter v @ 1. . '  DEFORE THE A
. WUl AGG TV DTSCIPLINARY HEARING COMMISSION
WAKE COUNTY Ce L ' OF THE '
TV NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR
S o 78 DHC 20
NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR, . )
. )
. Plaintiff, )
)
vs. ) - ORDER OF }
) INVOLUNTARY DISMISSAL
HARRY DUMONT, Attorney, ) ‘ R
)
)

Defendant.

THIS CAUSE coming on to be heard and being‘heéfévéﬁ the
trial of the captioned action commencing on Mafch 3, iQSO, iﬁ
the offices of the North Carolina State Bar,‘298 fayettevilié
Street Mall, Raleigh, North Carolina, before the undersiénéal
Hearing Committee of the Disciplinary Hearing.COmmisgion‘Of the
North'éarolina State Bar , upon Defendant's Motion‘to‘DiSmiss,\‘

l made at the citse of Plaintiff's evidence pursgan{:\ to Rule 41 (b) : j
of the North Carolina Rulés of Civil Procedure, and , it appearing‘ - i
to the undersigned Hearing Committee thét said“Mdtibnishbuld'be

granted , the Hearing Committee makes the following:

EINDINGS OF FACT
1.

The Plaintiff North Carolina State Bar is a body duiy érga~
nized under the laws of North Carolina and is the prOPer’partyrto
bring this action.

2.

I - Thé Defendan.t Harry DuMont is a .citizen anc'lhfesid’e‘n»t"df
Buncombe County, North Carolina, and was admitted tévthetﬁofth
Carélina State Bar in 1947. At all times rélevanﬁ to Ehis éctQOn‘
the Defendant was and is an attorney at law licenéed tp,practiee

law in the State of North Carolina and was subject to~thé rules, -




regulations and Canons of Ethics of the North Carolina State
Bar and the laws of the State of North Carolina.
3.
In April of 1972 the Defendant represented the Plaintiff in

-

a civil case entitled "Tommy I. Arakas vs. Cecil McMahan, et al.,"

70 CvS 243, which was tried in the Superior Court of Buncombe l
County.
4.

The Plaintiff'é evidence has failed to establish that,
as alleged in the cémplaint the Defendant did request or |
solicit Mrs. Marie Brady to attempt to influence Eris S.
Chambers, a juror in said case, to change her opinion as a
ﬁuror with repect tq.said case in favor of the Defendant's
client.

Based upon the:foregoing Findings of Fact, the Hearing

Committee makes:.the following:

CQNCLUS%ION)S OF LAW - l
% 1.
The Plaintiff ﬂaS‘failed to establish by the greater
weight of the evide#ce that.the Defendant engaged in the conduct
alleged in Plaintiff's Complaint.
| 2.
The Defendant is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the captioned action

be, and hereby is, dismissed pursuant to Rule 41 (b) of

the North Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure.
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[lealNing Committee Of the .
Disciplinary Hearing Commission

of the North Carolina State Bar -

Jerry Jarvis
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