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SUMMARY

The Oklahoma Supreme Court imposed reciprocal discipline on Sanford A. Kutner based on his
professional discipline in Louisiana. The court found that Kutner engaged in unauthorized practice of
law, neglected a legal matter, failed to communicate with a client, failed to return unearned fees, and
did not timely notify the Oklahoma Bar Association of the Louisiana discipline; it suspended him for

eighteen months and assessed costs.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Kutner violated Rule 7.7 of the Rules Governing Disciplinary Proceedings by failing to notify
the Oklahoma Bar Association within twenty days of discipline imposed by the Supreme Court of

Louisiana.

2. Whether the certified Louisiana disciplinary materials established that Kutner engaged in professional

misconduct.
3. Whether Kutner's Louisiana misconduct constituted grounds for discipline in Oklahoma.

4. What sanction was appropriate for the misconduct and failure to report the Louisiana discipline.

HOLDINGS

1. An Oklahoma lawyer must notify the Oklahoma Bar Association's General Counsel within twenty days
of a final disciplinary order imposed in another jurisdiction, and failure to do so is itself grounds for
discipline.

2. A certified copy of the disciplinary documents and adjudication from another jurisdiction constitutes the

charge and prima facie evidence that the lawyer committed the acts described.

3. An Oklahoma-licensed lawyer who practices law in another jurisdiction without authorization is subject
to discipline in Oklahoma, and the same conduct may support discipline for unauthorized practice, lack

of diligence, failure to communicate, and failure to return unearned fees.

4. An eighteen-month suspension from the practice of law in Oklahoma was warranted and should begin

on April 20, 2021, the date the Supreme Court of Louisiana imposed its sanction.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The primary purpose of disciplinary proceedings is protection of the public and purification of the Bar, not

the punishment of the offending lawyer.” (9 2)

“Having found clear and convincing evidence that Kutner, a veteran attorney, engaged in the unauthorized
practice of law in Louisiana, that he neglected that legal matter as well, and that he failed to notify the OBA
of the Louisiana disciplinary action, this Court finds that he should be suspended from the practice of law in
Oklahoma for eighteen months, to begin on the same date that the Supreme Court of Louisiana imposed its
sanction: April 20, 2021.” (Y 18)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Kutner, an Oklahoma-licensed lawyer residing in Louisiana, represented a Louisiana client in civil-rights matters
without Louisiana authorization, accepted approximately $3,700 in fees, and signed a contingency-fee

agreement using his wife's name and his initials even though she did not participate in the representation. The



client's federal lawsuit was dismissed for failure to serve the defendants, Kutner ceased communicating with the
client, and unearned fees were not initially returned. The Supreme Court of Louisiana imposed an eighteen-

month practice restriction, and Kutner did not promptly notify the Oklahoma Bar Association of that discipline.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Oklahoma Bar Association notified the Oklahoma Supreme Court of Kutner's Louisiana discipline under
Rule 7.7 of the Rules Governing Disciplinary Proceedings. The court directed Kutner to show cause why final
discipline should not be imposed; he filed no written response with the court, although he sent a letter to the
OBA. The court accepted the evidentiary materials, found clear and convincing evidence of misconduct and
failure to report the Louisiana sanction, suspended Kutner for eighteen months, and assessed costs.
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