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'lEE NORm CAROLINA .ST.A'I$: BAR, 
Plaintiff 

vs. 

MICHAEL P. Mr.JI..LmS, ATI'ORNEY 
,Defendant 

'10: Mr. James H. ~n, .Jr. 
Attomey for' pefendant 
3.00 law Building 
Charlotte, NC 28202 

" : 

Mr. John B. McM:illgp, Chairman 
Disciplina:t:y Hearini;J aommittee 
P. O. Box 20389 
~eigh, NC 27619 

Mr. L. P. Hbr,nthal, Jr. 
Attoml?Y at law 
P. o. Box 220 
Elizabeth City, Ne 27909 

Ms! Emily W. Turner 
9035-35 J. M. Keyn~ Drive 
CI:lc¢'lott$, NC 2.8213 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

BEFORE 'IHE 
DISCIPLmARY HEARING roMMISSION , "OF THE' .. '- .' 

NORtH CARO~ STA'J;$ Em 
89 DHe 34 

NOW COMES the Plaintiff in the above captionec;I matter and resp$C$fUlly 
shows: 

1. That ~ action against Michael P. Mullins was :i,nit;9.ted byt,h~ North 
carolina state l3ar op or about November .14, i989, wherein ~. Mullins. was 
charged with withdrawing fees from his trust account without having f.\tri~ 
availabl~ for payment of said check without drawing on other q;Lient"s fUnds. 

2. suPsequent t;.o the fi],.ing of said complaint, ad~tionql infe:tmation 
has been ~de available to the p],.aintiff which, if it hadbe$n 'avail:abll; prior 
to the filing of the complaint, would have exonerated Mr •. Mullins' a;nc;l the 
cqmplaint would not hav~ been !iled. Specifically, t:l}e c;lientaga';inst 'whOm 
fees had been withdrawn from the trust acco$t has qlearly Si;l,atedthat this 
wa$. done wit,h his pl;:"ior knowledge and approval and that all . fees WeJ!e$arnea 
prior to their withdrawal. Iri addition, the check ~e~erred to .in the second 
complaint was writtEm by clerical. error and was corrected ~ai;:ely llPOn . 
receipt of the trust account s~temeht f9r the montl'l involved fr¢:r!t the banl< 
bringi.Ii;J this matter to Mr. Mullins' attention. , . ' 

3. The additional' information furnished to the plaintiff ;cl~ly .' 
indicates that Mr. Mullins had not violated any .Rules' of Professiolial COnduct 
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and that a hearing on Said Charges is not required. 

In consideration of the. aboVe matters, the plaintiff does hereby take a 
dismissal with prejudice pursuant to Rule 41 of the North carolina Rules of 
civil ProCedure. . 

'). c? r.L_. 
'!his the . ,. / day of January, 1990. 
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A. Root EdniohSOn 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
North catolina state Bar 
P. O. Box 2590S 
Raleigh, NC ~7611 

Teiephone: (919') S2S ... 4620 
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