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DISCIPLINARY HEARING COMMISSION
WAKE COUNTY e e 7 g o OF THE , ,
ST HEA N B S BRI - NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR. -
s - 79°DHC 16

THE NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR,
Plaintiff,

~vs~ STTPULATIONS

JOSEPH T. FLYTHE, Attormey,
Defendant.

St e St s S Nt ot

It is stipulated by the parties to this action that

1. The uncontroverted evidence now available as resulting frem voluntary |
disoov’ei:'y following the filing of the Complaint and the Answer clé,arly ‘shows
that the Defendant neither intentionally rior knowingly attempted to take
any action which would serve merely to harass another; and that there was
no dishonesty, deceipt, or misrepresentation of justice »o_r other ébnﬁuét - |
adversgly reflecting on the Defendant's ability to pracjﬁtice law : »

2. However, the conduct of the Defendant which was shown by the
evidence produced through voluntary discovery pribrto t.r:.al was -such that
might reflect upon the profession, might cause msunderstandlng or miscohcep— ‘
tion to others as to professionally accepted conduct, a.nd m:.ght be the
subject of disciplinary proceeditgs* if repeatéd in the fﬁturé., , |

3. These Stipulations were entered into by oral égreementﬂ between

_counsel for the parties reached on November 28, 1979.

This the 29th day of November, 1979.

David R. Jormson fl:‘ B ————
" Attorney for the Plaintiff

ce T .

Eugen 1
Attorney for the Defendant.

Gl ot

. Flthe 7
Defendant '
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NORTH CAROLINA L BEFORE THE

REENGA N DISCIPLINARY HEARING COMMISSION

WAKE COUNTY OF THE
g ey 28 7 3 30 NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR
79 DHC 16
THE NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR,
Plaintiff,
| NOTICE OF

JOSEPH T. FLYTHE, Attorney, -

=VS— VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL

et N e s N st N

Defendant.

TO:

action with prejudicé pursuant to Rule 41(a) of the Riles of Civil Procedure
and Rule 14(12) of the Discipline and Disbarment Rules of the North Carolina

State Bar. Plaintiff's reasons for dismissing are that documentary evidence

Joseph T. Flythe, Defendant, and
Eugene Boyce, Attorney for Defendant

Please take notice that the Plaintiff hereby voluntarily dismisses this

unavailable or not produced to either party prior to the bringing of this

action clearly shows that the checks which were the subject of this action

were delivered on August 17, 1978, and not on August 24, 1978, as alleged

in the complaint; that no part‘:y entitled to a distribution received a check

prior to August 17, 1978; and that the failure of the Defendant to deliver

the checks as alleged in the Complaint was not an action taken merely to

harass another and exhibited no fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation. The

documentary evidence is attached to this Notice as Exhibits 1 and 2.

This the 29th day of November, 1979.

1

‘: Cb,g,,g,( R _
; David R. Johnson

Attorney for the Plaintiff

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certlfy that I have this day served Eucene Boyce, Counsel

for the Defendant in the foregoing manner with a copy of this Notice by
hand delivery in the manner prescribed by Rule 5 of the Rules of Civil
Procedure.

This the 20th day of November, 1979.

-

David R. Johnson
Attorney for the Plaintiff
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