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Disbarments

Matthew David Herman, P74872, Grand 
Rapids, by the Attorney Discipline Board, 
Kent County Hearing Panel #4, effective 
July 27, 2016.

The respondent did appear at the hear­
ing and was found to be in default for fail­
ing to file an answer to the formal com­
plaint. Based on the respondent’s default, 
the hearing panel found that he failed to 
hold property of his client in connection 
with his representation separate from his 
own property, in violation of MRPC 1.15(d); 
commingled funds by depositing his per­
sonal funds into the IOLTA which did not 

represent service charges, in violation of 
MRPC 1.15(f); failed to diligently represent 
his client’s interests, in violation of MRPC 
1.1(c) and 1.3; failed to seek the lawful ob­
jectives of his client, in violation of MRPC 
1.2(a); engaged in conduct involving dis­
honesty, fraud, deceit, misrepresentation, or 
violation of the criminal law, such that his 
conduct reflected adversely on his honesty, 
trustworthiness, or fitness as a lawyer, con­
trary to MRPC 8.4(b); engaged in conduct 
that exposes the legal profession to obloquy, 
contempt, censure, or reproach, in violation 
of MCR 9.104(2); engaged in conduct that is 
contrary to justice, ethics, honesty, or good 
morals, in violation of MCR 9.104(3); and 

violated or attempted to violate the Michi­
gan Rules of Professional Conduct, contrary 
to MCR 9.104(4).

The panel ordered that the respondent 
be disbarred from the practice of law in 
Michigan. Costs were assessed in the amount 
of $1,941.28.

Robert Clayton Miller, P60382, East 
Lansing, by the Attorney Discipline Board, 
Ingham County Hearing Panel #4, effective 
August 12, 2016.

Based on the respondent’s convictions 
in the 30th Circuit Court on July 27, 2015 
and October 7, 2015, it was established that 
the respondent was convicted of embezzle­
ment by an agent or trustee ($200 or more 
but less than $1,000), in violation of MCL 
750.174(3)(a); and a third offense of oper­
ating while intoxicated, in violation of MCL 
257.625(6)(D). Therefore, the panel found 
that the respondent engaged in conduct that 
violated the criminal laws of the state of 
Michigan, contrary to MCR 9.104(5).

The panel concluded that the respon­
dent knowingly failed to respond to law­
ful demands for information from a dis­
ciplinary authority, in violation of MRPC 
8.1(a)(2); failed to answer two requests for 
investigation, in violation of MCR 9.104(7) 
and MCR 9.113(A) and (B)(2); and violated 
MRPC 8.4(a); MCR 9.104(1); MCR 9.104(2); 
and MCR 9.104(3).

The panel ordered that the respondent 
be disbarred from the practice law in Mich­
igan. Costs were assessed in the amount 
of $1,834.48.

Disbarment (By Consent)

David J. Anderson, P27612, Lansing, 
by the Attorney Discipline Board, Ingham 
County Hearing Panel #6, effective August 
10, 2016.

The respondent was convicted in Michi­
gan’s 51st Circuit Court, by plea, for the fel­
ony of attempted child abuse, 2nd degree, 
in violation of MCL 750.136B3. In accord­
ance with MCR 9.120(B)(1), the respon­
dent’s license to practice law in Michigan 
was automatically suspended effective Jan­
uary 7, 2016, the date of the respondent’s 
felony conviction.
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On March 22, 2016, the grievance admin­
istrator filed a notice of judgment of con­
viction. The respondent and the grievance 
administrator 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 ac­
cepted by the hearing panel. Based on the 
respondent’s conviction and his admissions 
in the stipulation of the parties, the hearing 
panel found that he engaged in conduct 
that violated the criminal laws of the state, 
contrary to MCR 9.104(5).

The hearing panel ordered that the re­
spondent be disbarred from the practice of 
law in Michigan, effective August 10, 2016. 
Total costs were assessed in the amount 
of $828.47.

Reprimands With Conditions  
(By Consent)

James P. Maher, P53459, Farmington 
Hills, by the Attorney Discipline Board, Tri-
County Hearing Panel #66, effective July 
12, 2016.

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. The panel found that 
the respondent’s misdemeanor conviction for 
OWI/per se, 2nd offense, a misdemeanor, 
in violation of MCL 257.6256B, established 
that the respondent engaged 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 and subject to 
conditions relevant to the established mis­
conduct. Costs were assessed in the amount 
of $791.88.

John F. Royal, P27800, Detroit, by the 
Attorney Discipline Board, Tri-County Hear­
ing Panel #22, effective July 8, 2016.

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 pleas and admissions and the stipu­
lation of the parties, the panel finds that 
the respondent held funds other than cli­
ent or third-person funds in an IOLTA, in 
violation of MRPC 1.15(a)(3); failed to hold 
property of his clients or third persons 
separate from his own and in an IOLTA, in 
violation of MRPC 1.15(d); deposited his 
own funds into an IOLTA in an amount 
more than reasonably necessary to pay fi­
nancial institution charges or fees, in vio­
lation of MRPC 1.15(f); and engaged in 
conduct which violated the Michigan Rules 

of Professional Conduct, contrary to MRPC 
8.4(a) and MCR 9.104(4).

In entering this finding of misconduct, 
the panel acknowledges paragraph three 
of the stipulation filed November 24, 2015, 
which states that the respondent violated 
a duty owed to the profession, his mental 
state was negligent, and based on the spe­
cific facts and circumstances of this case, 
there was no actual and little potential in­
jury to any client.

In accordance with the stipulation of the 
parties, the hearing panel ordered that the 
respondent be reprimanded and subject to 
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conditions relevant to the established mis­
conduct. Costs were assessed in the amount 
of $782.73.

Donald W. Teichman Jr., P37817, Cen­
ter Line, by the Attorney Discipline Board, 
Tri-County Hearing Panel #105, effective 
August 12, 2016.

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. The panel has con­
cluded that, based on the respondent’s ad­
missions and the stipulation of the parties, 
the respondent failed to provide competent 
representation to a client, in violation of 
MRPC 1.1; and handled a legal matter that 
he knew or should have known he was not 
competent to handle, without associating 
with a lawyer who was competent to handle 
the legal matter, in violation of MRPC 1.1(a).

In accordance with the stipulation of the 
parties, the hearing panel ordered that the 
respondent be reprimanded and subject to 
conditions relevant to the established mis­
conduct. Costs were assessed in the amount 
of $757.67.

Wallace H. Tuttle, P21644, Traverse 
City, by the Attorney Discipline Board, 
Grand Traverse Hearing Panel #2, effective 
July 22, 2016.

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, the panel found that he 
violated MCR 9.104(2)–(4). In entering this 
finding of misconduct, the panel acknowl­
edges the statement contained in paragraph 
one of the stipulation filed April 25, 2016, 
in which the respondent states that his con­
duct involved negligent rather than willful 
or intentional conduct.

In accordance with the stipulation of the 
parties, the hearing panel ordered that the 
respondent be reprimanded and subject to 
conditions relevant to the admitted miscon­
duct. Costs were assessed in the amount 
of $757.67.
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Suspension and Restitution  
With Conditions (By Consent)

Amy E. Muszall, P64935, Clinton Town­
ship, by the Attorney Discipline Board, Tri-
County Hearing Panel #104, for 180 days, 
effective July 15, 2016.

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 finds that the respondent 
handled a legal matter without preparation 
adequate in the circumstances, in violation 
of MRPC 1.1(b); neglected a legal matter en­
trusted to the lawyer, in violation of MRPC 
1.1(c); failed to seek the lawful objectives 
of her client through reasonably available 
means, in violation of MRPC 1.2(a); failed to 
act with reasonable diligence and prompt­
ness in representing her client, in violation 
of MRPC 1.3; failed to keep her client rea­
sonably informed about the status of a mat­
ter and comply promptly with reasonable 
requests for information, in violation of 
MRPC 1.4(a); knowingly made a false state­
ment of material fact in connection with a 
disciplinary matter, in violation of MRPC 
8.1(a)(1); engaged in conduct involving dis­
honesty, fraud, deceit, misrepresentation, or 
violation of the criminal law, where such 
conduct reflects adversely on the lawyer’s 
honesty, trustworthiness, or fitness as a law­
yer, contrary to MRPC 8.4(b); knowingly 
made misrepresentations of the facts or cir­
cumstances surrounding a request for in­
vestigation, in violation of MCR 9.104(6); 
and knowingly made misrepresentations in 
her answer to the request for investigation, 
in violation of MCR 9.113(A). The panel also 
found that the respondent violated MRPC 
8.4(c) and MCR 9.104(1)–(3).

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 180 days, effective 
July 15, 2016, as stipulated by the parties. 
The respondent was also ordered to pay 
restitution in the amount of $557.29 and be 
subject to conditions relevant to the admit­
ted misconduct. Costs were assessed in the 
amount of $1,001.88.
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Automatic Interim Suspensions
Stuart J. Dunnings III, P31089, Lansing, 

effective August 2, 2016.
On August 2, 2016, the respondent 

pleaded guilty to misconduct in office, in 
violation of MCL 750.505, a felony. In ac­
cordance with MCR 9.120(B)(1), the respon­
dent’s license to practice law in Michigan 
was automatically suspended on the date 
of his felony conviction.

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.

Evan J. Feldman, P73437, Huntington 
Woods, effective July 21, 2016.

On July 21, 2016, the respondent was con­
victed of the following felonies: two counts 
of delivery or manufacture of a controlled 
substance—marijuana 5–45 kilograms, in vi­
olation of MCL 333.7401(2)(d)(ii); delivery 
or manufacture of a controlled substance—

marijuana, in violation of MCL 333.7401(d)
(iii); possession of a controlled substance, 
in violation of MCL 333.7403(2)(b)(ii); and 
possession of a controlled substance (co­
caine, heroin, or another narcotic) less than 
25 grams, in violation of MCL 333.7403(2)
(a)(v). In accordance with MCR 9.120(B)(1), 
the respondent’s license to practice law in 
Michigan was automatically suspended on 
the date of his felony convictions.

Upon the filing of a judgment of con­
viction, this matter will be assigned to a 
hearing panel for further proceedings. The 
interim suspension will remain in effect 
until the effective date of an order filed by 
a hearing panel.

Trevor M. Robinson, P69326, Lansing, 
effective June 20, 2016.1

On June 20, 2016, the respondent 
pleaded guilty to the following felonies: 
five counts of financial transaction device—
steal/retain without consent, in violation of 
MCL 750.157n1; four counts of uttering and 
publishing, in violation of MCL 750.249; 
and one count of embezzlement—public 
official over $50, in violation of MCL 750.175. 
In accordance with MCR 9.120(B)(1), the 
respondent’s license to practice law in Mich­
igan was automatically suspended on the 
date of his felony conviction.

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 continuously suspended from 
the practice of law in Michigan since April 29, 2015. 
Please see Notice of Suspension and Restitution  
(With Condition), issued April 29, 2015.

Suspension (By Consent)

Paul J. M. Waltner, P48520, Ypsilanti, 
by the Attorney Discipline Board, Wash­
tenaw County Hearing Panel #4, for 2 years 
and 11 months, effective August 13, 2015.1

The respondent was convicted in the 
U.S. District Court for the Eastern District 
of Michigan for the felony of subscribing 
to a false tax return, in violation of 26 USC 
7206(1). In accordance with MCR 9.120(B)
(1), the respondent’s license to practice law 
in Michigan was automatically suspended 

effective August 13, 2015, the date of the 
respondent’s felony conviction.

On March 3, 2016, the grievance admin­
istrator filed a notice of judgment of convic­
tion. 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 conviction and his admission in the 
stipulation of the parties, the panel found 
that he had engaged in conduct that vio­
lated the criminal laws of the United States, 
contrary to MCR 9.104(5).

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 2 years and 11 months, 
effective August 13, 2015, the date of the re­
spondent’s automatic interim suspension (as 
stipulated by the parties). Total costs were 
assessed in the amount of $916.38.

  1.	The respondent has been continuously suspended  
from the practice of law in Michigan since August 13, 
2015. Please see Notice of Automatic Interim 
Suspension, issued November 20, 2015.

Suspension (Pending Appeal)
Donnelly W. Hadden, P14507, Ann Ar­

bor, by the Attorney Discipline Board, Wash­
tenaw County Hearing Panel #1, for 45 days, 
effective July 12, 2016.

The respondent filed an answer to the 
formal complaint and appeared at the pub­
lic hearing. The panel found that the re­
spondent misappropriated client funds and 
commingled them with his own, in vio­
lation of MRPC 1.15(b)(3) and (d); and 
MRPC 1.15A(a)(2).

The hearing panel ordered that the re­
spondent’s license to practice law in Michi­
gan be suspended for 45 days. The griev­
ance administrator filed a petition for review, 
seeking an increase in discipline, and this 
matter has been scheduled for hearing be­
fore the Attorney Discipline Board.

Suspensions With Conditions  
(By Consent)

Angela Kathleen Howell, P70129, War­
ren, by the Attorney Discipline Board, Tri-
County Hearing Panel #107, for 180 days, ef­
fective August 1, 2016.

MCL 600.6013 governs how to calculate 
the interest on a money judgment in a 
Michigan state court. Interest is calculated 
at six-month intervals on January and July 
of each year, from when the complaint 
was filed, and is compounded annually.

For a complaint filed after December 31, 
1986, the rate as of July 1, 2016 is 2.337 
percent. This rate includes the statutory 
1 percent.

But a different rule applies for a complaint 
filed after June 30, 2002 that is based on a 
written instrument with its own specified 
interest rate. The rate is the lesser of:

(1)	�13 percent a year, compounded an
nually; or

(2)	�the specified rate, if it is fixed—or if 
it is variable, the variable rate when 
the complaint was filed if that rate 
was legal.

For past rates, see http://courts.mi.gov/
Admini s t rat ion /SC AO /Resource s / 
Documents/other/interest.pdf.

As the application of MCL 600.6013 varies 
depending on the circumstances, you should 
review the statute carefully.

MONEY JUDGMENT 
INTEREST RATE
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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. Based on 
the respondent’s default for failure to an­
swer the complaint, the respondent’s ad­
missions, and the stipulation of the parties, 
the panel found that the respondent held 
funds other than client or third-party funds 
in an IOLTA account, in violation of MRPC 
1.15(a)(3); failed to promptly distribute all 
portions of property (i.e., her earned fees) 
to which ownership was not in dispute, in 
violation of MRPC 1.15(c); failed to hold 
property of clients or third persons in con­
nection with a representation separate from 
the respondent’s own property, in viola­
tion of MRPC 1.15(d); deposited her own 
funds, including earned fees, in an IOLTA 
account, in an amount more than reason­
ably necessary to pay financial institution 
charges or fees, in violation of MRPC 1.15(f); 
and violated MRPC 8.4(a), MCR 9.104(2), 
and MCR 9.104(4).

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 180 days. The panel 
also ordered that the respondent shall re­
solve the contempt finding issued against 
her by payment of the court-ordered amount 
of $8,477.93 and costs of $750 through an 
installment payment plan, or by obtaining a 
modification/setting aside of the judgment. 
Costs were assessed in the amount of $964.95.

Jermaine A. Wyrick, P54352, South­
field, by the Attorney Discipline Board, Tri-
County Hearing Panel #54, for 30 days, ef­
fective July 22, 2016.

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 no contest plea, the panel found that 
he held funds other than client or third-
person funds in an IOLTA, in violation of 
MRPC 1.15(a)(3); failed to hold property of 
his clients or third persons separate from 
his own and in an IOLTA, in violation of 
MRPC 1.15(d); deposited his own funds (i.e., 

earned fees) into the IOLTA in excess of the 
amount reasonably necessary to pay finan­
cial institution service charges or fees or to 
obtain a waiver of service charges or fees, 
in violation of MRPC 1.15(f); and engaged 
in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, de­
ceit, or misrepresentation, where such con­
duct reflects adversely on the lawyer’s hon­
esty, trustworthiness, or fitness as a lawyer, 
in violation of MRPC 8.4(b). The panel also 
found that the respondent violated MRPC 
8.4(a) and MCR 9.104(2)–(4).

In accordance with the stipulation of the 
parties, the hearing panel ordered that the 
respondent’s license to practice law be sus­
pended for 30 days and that he be subject 
to conditions relevant to the alleged mis­
conduct. Costs were assessed in the amount 
of $1,131.42.

Transfer to Inactive Status  
Pursuant to MCR 9.121(B)  
(By Consent)

James Bearinger, P10588, Benzonia, by 
the Attorney Discipline Board, Grand Trav­
erse County Hearing Panel #4, effective July 
28, 2016.

The grievance administrator filed Formal 
Complaint 15-103-PI alleging that the re­
spondent is incapacitated and cannot con­
tinue the practice of law pursuant to MCR 
9.12(B). The Board issued an order appoint­
ing counsel for the respondent, and the re­
spondent’s answer to the formal complaint 
was filed February 16, 2016.

The grievance administrator and the re­
spondent, through their respective counsel, 
filed a stipulation July 22, 2016, agreeing 
that the respondent is currently incapaci­
tated and unable to engage in the practice 
of law.

On July 28, 2016, Grand Traverse County 
Hearing Panel #4 issued an order trans­
ferring the respondent’s license to inactive 
status pursuant to MCR 9.121(B) for an in­
definite period and until further order of 
the Board.
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