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. THE NORTH CAROLINA' STATE BAR,

NORTH CAROLINA { BEFORE THE 7
T 77 DISCIPLINARY HEARING COMMISSION
WAKE COUNTY OF THE
‘ NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR
79 DHC 8

!

Plaintiff,

X

—_

AND
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

, FINDINGS OF FACT R
-VS=~

o

THOMAS J. DIMMOCK,' Attorney,
Defendant.

I

THIS CAUSE came on for trial on Friday, Octcber 12, 1979, in the office
of The North Carolina State Bar, 208 Fayetteville Street Mall, Raleigh,
North Carolina, bBefore a Hearing Committee designated by the Chairman of
The Disciplinary Héaring Commission composed of the following: Ralph C.
Gingles, Chairman, EDudley Humphrey and Nona McDonald.

The Complainarjflt, The North Carolina state Bar, was represented by

Harold D. Coley, jt., Counsel; and the Defendant, Thomas J. Dimmock, was

represented by Samuel H. Johnson, Attorney. The Hearing Comuittee after ,
considering the Stipulations entered into between the parties, makes the I
following Findings of Fact:

1. The North Carolina State Bar is a body duly ordganized under the
léws of North Caroiina, and is the proper party to bring this proceeding
under the authority} granted in Chapter 84 of the General Statutes of
North Carolina. |

2. The Defend;ant, Thomas J. Dimmock, is a citizen and resident of
Wake County, North Carolina, and was admitted to The North Carolina State
Bar in 1975, and i%, and was at all times relevant to this proceeding, an
attorney at law licensed to practice in the State of North Carolina and is

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.

- 3. A duly Verg.fied Complaint, setting forth the charges against the
Defendant, was filéd in the office of The North Carolina Stai‘:e Bar on
August 6, 1979. No%cice thereof was given to the Defendant, together wili /
notice that this matter will be heard by a Hearing Committee of the
Disciplinary Hearlng Cammission of The North Carolina State Bar, at a time

and place to. be detéermined by the Chairman of said Commission, by personnal .




service upon the Defendant a copy of the Camplaint, Smtmons: and lﬁl‘oticé, on
Bngust 6, 1979. - ‘

4. On August 17, 1979 the Chairman of the Dlscn.plma.ty Hearlng
Commission notified Counsel for The State Bar and Defendant of the cmnpos:n.tlon
of the Hearing Cammittee and of the tlme and place for the hearlng. : |

5. An Answer to the Camplaint was filed in the office of The North
Carolina State Bar on August 27, 1979.

6. During or about the first week in Januaxy, 1978 the Defendant was
advised by the father of a client of Defendant's that his son Cur.tls Edward
~ Jenkins was a suspect in an alleged breaking, enter:.ng and 1arceny case

involving a business establishment known as The Southern Planter of

Creedmoor, Inc. and that his son was not in the State at that t:Lme, Defendant, |

having previously represented The Southern Planter of Creedmoor, Inc., and
with the urging of both parties,. undertock to preapre and did in fact prepare
a document entitled "Agreement and Release™ wherein it was agree‘_d that upon
payment of FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS ($500.00) by Harold Jenkins (father of the
suspected perpetrator)., The Southern Planter of. Creedmoor, Inc. (the injured
party) would not participate in any further investigation »ofithe alleged .
criminal conduct of Curtis Edward Jenkins, and that The “-'Southern Planter of
Creedmoor,: Inc. would request the investigating authorltles to tenmnate all
further investigation concerning the alleged criminal conduct of Curtis Edward
Jenkins as related to the breaking, entering and larce,ny of goods and equipment
from its establishment, a copy of said Agreement being inooxporated herein by
reference. - ,7 |

UPON 'n-m FOREGOING FINDINGS OF FACT, THE HEARING COMTI'EE MAKES ’IHE
FOLIOWING CONCLUSIONS CF LAW: | - |

The conduct of the Defendant as found above constitutes a_vz,olat:.on of
North Carolina General Statute 84-28 (a) (o) (2) , in that in prepar:.ng the
"Agreement and Release", the Defendant engaged in professn.onal oonduct that
was prejudicial to the adnu.m.strat::.on of justlce and conduct that adversely
reflects upon his fitnéss to practice law, in violation of Dlsc:Lle.na:ry Rule
1-102(a) (5) and (6). o |

This the /7 “ aay of Da‘ " o : , 1979..

k¢, I'\ e
Ralph . Glngles} ’ )
Disciplinary Hearlng Ccmm.ttee

(Signatures continued.)
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3OS0 |7 a4 37 NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR
’ L 79 DHC 8
THE NORTH CARCLINA STATE BAR, )
Plaintiff, )
-
~vs= ) - ORDER-
) 25
THOMAS J. DIMMOCK, Attorney )
Defendant. )

THE HEARING COMMITTEE having found the facts and made cdnéiﬁSioﬁs of |
law in the above-entitled action, | | ‘

IT IS NOW, THEREFORE, ORDERED: |

1. That the Defendant, Thomas J. Dimmock, be disciplined wider the
© provision of North Ca;roli.na General Stetute‘ 84-—28(0) 4y, to wit ‘Private
Reprimand be prepared by the Chairman of the DJ.sc:Lpllnary I-Ieara_ng Commi:ssion.
and delivered to the Secretary of the North Carolina State Bar, 208 Fayettevil]
Street Mall, Raleigh, North Carolina, and thereafter served ipon the defen-
dant as provided by law. A copy of said Reprimand shall be filed with the

Secretary of the North Carolina State Bar.

that Mr. Sam Johnson, attorney, shall give careful attention and scrutiny to
Defendant's practice over the next eighteen months, commencing October 15,
1979 and that Mr. Johnson shall investigate Defendant's officefj;';roc‘;:ﬁedure;s,, 7
his manner of handling transactions for clients, his approach to worthless
check cases and his ability to cozfmm;nicate to 4clier‘1ts whn.ch ones that he is
representing in an effort to avoid a situation s:.mllar to the one beﬁore this

Camittee.

/7’-/’('“ . K
This the 77 day of ﬁﬁ:/ 1979

Ra.lph C. Glnglee,
DJ.sc1pllnz:u:'y~ .

a'QrLC ;ﬁttee

Nona McDonald

e

2. As a condition of this Private Reprimand, AthefDefendan‘t has agreed | -

3. The costs of this disciplinary action shall be paid by the Defendant.|




