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F i l e  No. DP 134184 

Curtis 6. Rundell, 11, P 19761, 29777 Telegraph Road, 
S u i t e  2631, Southf i e l d ,  M I  48034, by the  Attorney D i s c i p l i n e  
Board Oakland County Hearing Panel  #13. 

( 1 ) Reprimand ; 

( 2 )  E f f e c t i v e  A p r i l  1, 1986. 

The  Hearing Panel  considered a S i x  Count Complaint f i l e d  
by the Grievance Administrator  a l l e g i n g  p ro fe s s iona l  misconduct 
by the  Respondent i n  h i s  handling of a probate  mat te r .  The Panel  
sus t a ined  the  charges s e t  f o r t h  i n  Count I11 i n  t h a t  Complaint, 
t o  w i t :  that h i s  f a i l u r e  t o  prepare and f i l e  a n  annual account  
i n  the decedent 's  e s t a t e ,  and the r e s u l t i n g  suspension of h i s  
c l i e n t  a s  f i d u c i a r y  of the  e s t a t e ,  c o n s t i t u t e d  neg lec t  of a l e g a l  
ma t t e r  en t rus t ed  to  him and was a f a i l u r e  t o  seek the  lawful  
o b j e c t i v e s  of h i s  c l i e n t .  

I n  concluding  t h a t  Respondent' s conduct v i o l a t e d  Canon 6 
DR 6-101(A)(3)  and  Canon 7 DR 7 - 1 0 1 ( ~ ) ( 1 )  o f  t h e  Code o f  
P ro fe s s iona l  R e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  the  Hearing Panel  noted t h a t ,  
d e s p i t e  a t o l e r a n t  and fo rg iv ing  view i n  some probate  c o u r t s ,  the  
suspension and r e ins t a t emen t  of a f i d u c i a r y  i s  n o t  a nominal o r  
t r i v i a l  occurrence. 

I n  m i t i g a t i o n ,  the  Hearing Panel  noted Respondent's p r i o r  
medical cond i t i on  and h i s  prev ious ly  unblemished record. The 
Hearing Panel  concluded t h a t  the a l l e g a t i o n s  of c e r t a i n  c o n f l i c t s  
of i n t e r e s t  contained i n  the remaining Counts of the Complaint 
had n o t  been proven by a preponderance of the evidence. Costs  
were assessed  i n  the amount of $1232.39. 
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