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Automatic Reinstatements
Joseph Edward Ernst, P69274, Holt.
The respondent was suspended from the 

practice of law in Michigan for 30 days, ef
fective December 14, 2016. In accordance 
with MCR 9.123(A), the suspension was ter
minated with the respondent’s filing of an 

affidavit with the clerk of the Michigan Su
preme Court on January 13, 2017.

Douglas A. McKinney, P35430, Au
burn Hills.

The respondent was suspended from 
the practice of law in Michigan for 30 days, 
effective December 30, 2016. In accordance 

with MCR 9.123(A), the suspension was ter
minated with the respondent’s filing of an 
affidavit with the clerk of the Michigan Su
preme Court on February 1, 2017.

Catherine M. O’Meara ,  P53823, 
Eastpointe.

The respondent was suspended from the 
practice of law in Michigan for 30 days, ef
fective December 16, 2016. In accordance 
with MCR 9.123(A), the suspension was ter
minated with the respondent’s filing of an 
affidavit with the clerk of the Michigan Su
preme Court on January 23, 2017.

Ray A. Paige, P41848, Detroit.
The respondent was suspended from the 

practice of law in Michigan for 30 days, ef
fective December 21, 2016. In accordance 
with MCR 9.123(A), the suspension was ter
minated with the respondent’s filing of an 
affidavit with the clerk of the Michigan Su
preme Court on January 23, 2017.

Automatic Reinstatement  
for Payment of Costs

Donald A. Winningham, P66705, 
Farmington.

In accordance with MCR 9.128(D), the re
spondent’s license to practice law in Michi
gan was automatically suspended on Jan
uary 13, 2017, for failure to pay costs as 
ordered in Grievance Administrator v Don-
ald A. Winningham, Case No. 16108JC, 
and until payment of costs and the filing of 
affidavits of compliance in accordance with 
MCR 9.119 and 9.123(A).

The costs have been reimbursed to the 
State Bar of Michigan and, in accordance 
with MCR 9.123(A), the suspension was ter
minated with the respondent’s filing of an 
affidavit of compliance with the clerk of the 
Michigan Supreme Court on January 17, 2017.

Reprimand
Helen Kaminski, P44569, Denver, Colo

rado, by the Attorney Discipline Board, ef
fective January 31, 2017.

In a reciprocal discipline proceeding 
under MCR 9.120(C), the grievance ad
ministrator filed a certified copy of a Su
preme Court of the State of Colorado Order 

All Michigan attorneys are reminded of the reporting requirements  
of MCR 9.120(A) when a lawyer is convicted of a crime:

What to Report:
A lawyer’s conviction of any crime, 
including misdemeanors. A conviction 
occurs upon the return of a verdict of 
guilty or upon the acceptance of a 
plea of guilty or no contest.

Who Must Report:
Notice must be given by all of  
the following:
1. The lawyer who was convicted;
2.  The defense attorney who 

represented the lawyer; and
3.  The prosecutor or other authority 

who prosecuted the lawyer.

When to Report:
Notice must be given by the lawyer, 
defense attorney, and prosecutor 
within 14 days after the conviction.

Where to Report:
Written notice of a lawyer’s conviction 
must be given to:
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Approving Conditional Admission of Miscon
duct and Imposing Sanctions under C.R.C.P. 
251.22, issued and effective on September 
30, 2016, publicly censuring the respon
dent (In the Matter of Helen Kaminski, Case 
No. 16PDJ045).

An order regarding imposition of recip
rocal discipline was served on the respon
dent on December 8, 2016. The 21day 
period referenced in MCR 9.120(C)(2)(b) ex
pired without objection by either party and 
the respondent was deemed to be in default. 
Based on that default, the Attorney Disci
pline Board ordered that the respondent be 
reprimanded. Costs were assessed in the 
amount of $1,500.

Reprimand and Restitution  
(By Consent)

Jeffrey G. Bennett, P43946, Ann Arbor, 
by the Attorney Discipline Board, Wash
tenaw County Hearing Panel #3, effective 
January 31, 2017.

The grievance administrator filed a for
mal complaint alleging that the respondent 
committed professional misconduct during 
his representation of a client in a real prop
erty dispute. The respondent and the griev
ance administrator filed a stipulation for a 
consent order of discipline in accordance 
with MCR 9.115(F)(5), which was approved 
by the Attorney Grievance Commission and 
accepted by the hearing panel.

Based on the respondent’s admissions 
and the stipulation of the parties, it was es
tablished that the respondent neglected a 
legal matter, in violation of MRPC 1.1(c); 
and failed to keep his client reasonably in
formed about the status of his matter and to 
promptly comply with reasonable requests 
for information, in violation of MRPC 1.4(a).

In accordance with the stipulation of the 
parties, the hearing panel ordered that the 
respondent be reprimanded and pay resti
tution totaling $3,140. Costs were assessed 
in the amount of $2,189.88.

Reprimand With Conditions  
(By Consent)

Gregory S. Pierce, P45552, Orchard Lake, 
by the Attorney Discipline Board, TriCounty 
Hearing Panel #53, effective January 26, 2017.
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further information, contact:
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(248) 851-2020 • Fax (248) 851-2525
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• Served 10 years as associate counsel with the  
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• Adjunct ethics professor since 2002
• Liaison to the American Bar Association’s  

Ethics Committee
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The respondent and the grievance ad
ministrator filed a stipulation for a con
sent order of discipline in accordance with 
MCR 9.115(F)(5), which was approved by 
the Attorney Grievance Commission and 
accepted by the hearing panel. The stipu
lation contained the respondent’s admis
sion that he was convicted in a matter titled 
People of the Township of West Bloomfield 
v Gregory Scott Pierce, 48th District Court 
Case No. 116WB01133, of operating a vehi
cle while impaired, a misdemeanor. Based 
on the respondent’s convictions and his 
admission in the Stipulation for Consent 
Order of Reprimand (With Condition), it 
was established that the respondent en
gaged in conduct that violated the criminal 
laws of the state of Michigan, contrary to 
MCR 9.104(5).

In accordance with the stipulation of the 
parties, the hearing panel ordered that the 
respondent be reprimanded. Additionally, 
the panel ordered that the respondent be 
subject to conditions relevant to the estab
lished misconduct. Costs were assessed in 
the amount of $756.96.

Suspension

Robert R. Lech, P45351, Dublin, Ohio, by 
the Attorney Discipline Board, for 90 days, 
effective January 31, 2017.

In a reciprocal discipline proceeding 
under MCR 9.120(C), the grievance admin
istrator filed a certified copy of a final or
der entered by the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office, effective October 3, 2016, 
suspending the respondent’s license to prac
tice law before the office for 90 days (In 
the Matter of Robert R. Lech, Proceeding 
No. D201634).

An order regarding imposition of recip
rocal discipline was served on the re
spondent on December 8, 2016. The 21day 
period referenced in MCR 9.120(C)(2)(b) 
expired without objection by either party 
and the respondent was deemed to be in 
default. Based on that default, the Attorney 
Discipline Board ordered that the respon
dent’s license to practice law in Michigan be 
suspended for 90 days. Costs were assessed 
in the amount of $1,500.

To challenge probable cause, keep the prosecution’s 

evidence out, or file effective motions, you must have 

a well-prepared case. From initial client contact to 

sentencing, Defending Drinking Drivers will guide you 

through every phase of a drinking driving trial. 

The book begins with the “nuts & bolts” of drunk driving defense, then focuses 

on teaching how to create “reasonable doubt.” Particular attention is given to 

analyzing specific testing methods and handling expert witnesses.

This two-volume set offers court-tested strategy, practice tips, sample arguments 

and the most up-to-date case law and statutory changes to keep you on the 

cutting edge of drunk driving law. Practical, step-by-step guidance helps you:

defending drinking drivers
Winning dui arguments and techniques

SAVE 15% 
with coupon code

MBJ15

Print or digital:
    $263   $223

www.JamesPublishing.com

• Identify sources of error in BAC
calculations

• Successfully attack damaging chemical
test results

• Effectively cross-examine the
prosecution’s key witnesses

• Find weaknesses in the use of field
sobriety tests

• Suppress audiovisual evidence

• Know when and how to use experts
cost-effectively

author: patrick t. barone
Patrick T. Barone  has an “AV” (highest) rating from Martindale-

Hubbell, and since 2009 has been included in the highly selective 

U.S. News & World Report’s America’s Best Lawyers, while the 

Barone Defense Firm appears in their companion America’s Best Law Firms. He has been 

rated “Seriously Outstanding” by Super Lawyers, rated “Outstanding/10.0” by AVVO, and 

has recently been rated as among the top 5% of Michigan’s lawyers by Leading Lawyers 

magazine. Mr. Barone is the principal and founding member of The Barone Defense Firm, 

whose practice is limited exclusively to DUI cases including those involving injury or death.

With offices in Birmingham and Grand Rapids, The Barone Defense Firm
accepts referrals from throughout Michigan. Call 248-594-4554.

     To purchase your print copy or digital eBook of Patrick Barone’s guide to 
winning DUI arguments, go to: jamespublishing.com/shop/defending-drinking-drivers/

with code 
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Automatic Interim Suspension

Kevin Rieman, P45548, Bay City, effec
tive January 31, 2017.1

On January 31, 2017, the respondent was 
convicted of three felonies: embezzlement, 
contrary to MCL 750.174(5)(a); uttering and 
publishing, contrary to MCL 750.249; and 
forgery, contrary to MCL 750.248, in the mat
ter of People v Kevin John Rieman, Bay Cir
cuit Court Case No. 15010218FH. Upon 
issuance of the verdict by the court, the 
respondent was convicted and, in accord
ance with MCR 9.120(B)(1), the respondent’s 
license to practice law in Michigan was 
automatically suspended.

Upon the filing of a judgment of convic
tion, this matter will be assigned to a hear
ing panel for further proceedings. The in
terim suspension will remain in effect until 
the effective date of an order filed by a 
hearing panel.

 1. The respondent has been unable to practice law as of 
September 18, 2015, by way of an order of injunction 
issued by the Michigan Supreme Court.

Suspension (By Consent)

Charles R. Desotelle, P46236, Flint, 
by the Attorney Discipline Board, Genesee 
County Hearing Panel #4, for 30 days, ef
fective January 31, 2017.

The respondent and the grievance ad
ministrator filed a stipulation for a consent 
order of discipline in accordance with MCR 
9.115(F)(5), which was approved by the At
torney Grievance Commission and accepted 
by the hearing panel. Based on the respon
dent’s admissions and the stipulation of the 
parties, the panel found that the respondent 
held funds other than client or thirdperson 
funds in an IOLTA, in violation of MRPC 
1.15(a)(3); failed to hold property of his cli
ents or third persons separate from his own, 
in violation of MRPC 1.15(d); and deposited 
his own funds into an IOLTA in excess of 
the amount reasonably necessary to pay fi
nancial institution service charges or fees 
or to obtain a waiver of service charges or 
fees, in violation of MRPC 1.15(f). The re
spondent was also found to have violated 
MCR 9.104(2) and (4); and MRPC 8.4(a).

In accordance with the stipulation of the 
parties, the hearing panel ordered that the 
respondent’s license to practice law in Mich
igan be suspended for 30 days. Costs were 
assessed in the amount of $875.56.

Automatic Suspension  
for Nonpayment of Costs

Donald A. Winningham, P66705, Farm
ington Hills, effective January 13, 2017.

In Grievance Administrator v Donald A. 
Winningham, Case No. 16108JC, an Order 
of Reprimand (By Consent) was issued on 
December 8, 2016. Additionally, the respon
dent was ordered to pay costs by Decem
ber 30, 2016. The respondent has failed to 
pay the costs as ordered.

In accordance with MCR 9.128(D), the 
respondent’s license to practice law in Mich
igan was automatically suspended on Janu
ary 13, 2017, and, pursuant to MCR 9.128, that 
suspension will remain in effect until the 
costs have been paid and the respondent 
has complied with MCR 9.119 and 9.123(A).

Interim Suspensions Pursuant to 
MCR 9.115(H)(1)

Michael R. Josey, P36364, Detroit, by 
the Attorney Discipline Board, TriCounty 
Hearing Panel #9, effective January 24, 2017.

The respondent failed to appear at the 
January 12, 2017 hearing. After satisfactory 
proofs were entered that the respondent 
possessed actual notice of the proceedings, 
the hearing panel, in accordance with MCR 
9.115(H)(1), issued an order of suspension 
on January 17, 2017, effective January 24, 
2017, and until further order of the panel or 
the Board.

Matthew John Stephens, P74424, Oke
mos, by the Attorney Discipline Board, Ing
ham County Hearing Panel #6, effective 
January 26, 2017.

The respondent failed to appear at the 
January 17, 2017 hearing. On January 19, 
2017, the hearing panel, in accordance with 
MCR 9.115(H)(1), issued an order of sus
pension effective January 26, 2017, and un
til further order of the panel or the Board.

UNITED STATES  
DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT  
OF MICHIGAN
NOTICE OF 
AMENDMENTS  
AND PROPOSED 
AMENDMENTS  
TO LOCAL RULES

The United States District Court 
for the Eastern District of Michigan 
publishes proposed amendments and 
approved amendments to its Local 
Rules on its website at www.mied.
uscourts.gov. Attorneys are encour
aged to visit the court’s website fre
quently for uptodate information. 
A printerfriendly version of the Lo
cal Rules, which includes appendices 
approved by the court, can also be 
found on the website.
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Arbitrations & 
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William J. Giovan
Retired Circuit Judge

2016 Michigan Leading 
Lawyer in ADR Law
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Giovan@cgblegal.com
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