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D
(B
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onsent)

C
ase N

o. 14-87-G
A

N
otice lssued: O

ctober 9,2014

D
avid C

hristopher H
elm

, P
75022, P

lym
outh, M

ichigan, bytheA
ttorney D

iscipline B
oard T

ri-

C
ounty H

earing P
anel #'1'1.

1. 
R

eP
rim

and

2. 
E

ffective S
eP

tem
ber 27,2014

T
he respondent and the G

rievance A
dm

inistrator filed a stipulation for a consent order of

discipline, in accordance w
ith M

C
R

 9.115(F
X

5), w
hich w

as approved by the A
ttorney G

rievance

C
om

m
ission and accepted by the hearing panel. B

ased on respondent's plea of no contest, the

hearing panel found that respóndent negligently handled his IO
LT

A
, resulting in a violation of M

R
P

C

1 . 1 5 and the issuance of a trust account overdraft notification by his bank pursuant to M
R

P
C

 
1 ' 154;

and violated or attem
pted to violate the R

ules of P
rofessional C

onduct, in violation of M
R

P
C

 8.4(a)

and M
C

R
 g.104(4). W

t'ì"n entering their findings, the panel acknow
ledged paragraph three of the

stipulation filed A
ugusl 19, 2014, w

hich stated:

3. 
petitioner [G

rievance A
dm

inistrator] has no evidence that R
espondent

im
properly used, com

m
ingled or m

isappropriated client funds.

ln accordance w
ith the stipulation of the parties, the hearing panelordered that respondent

be reprim
anded. costs w

ere assessed in the am
ount of $858.65.
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