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Charles Todd Inniss, P 61124, Detroit, Michigan, by the Attorney Discipline Board Tri-County 
Hearing Panel #4. 

1. Reprimand 

2. Effective November 21, 2015 

The respondent and the Grievance 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. The stipulation contained respondent's admissions 
that he had committed acts of professional misconduct by engaging in conduct that was contrary 
to the standards to which lawyers are held when he engaged in an altercation at his son's basketball 
game. Based on the stipulation of the parties, the panel found that respondent engaged in conduct 
that was in violation of the Michigan Rules of Professional Conduct, in violation of MRPC 8.4(a) and 
MCR 9.104(4); engaged in conduct that exposed the legal profession or the courts to obloquy, 
contempt, censure, or reproach, in violation of MCR 9.104(2); engaged in conduct that was contrary 
to good morals, in violation of MCR 9.104(3); engaged in conduct that violated a criminal law of a 
state, in violation of MCR 9.104(5); and, engaged in conduct involving violation of the criminal law, 
where such conduct reflects adversely on the respondent's fitness as a lawyer, in violation of MRPC 
8.4(b). 

In accordance with the stipulation of the parties, the hearing panel ordered that respondent 
be reprimanded. Costs were assessed in the amount of $820.90. 

Mark A. Armitage 

tlOV 23-Dated: _______ _ 




