SUPREME COURT OF OREGON

In re Complaint as to the Conduct of William Redden, 342 Or. 393

153 P.3d 113 (2007) - No. SC S53578 - Decided February 23, 2007

SUMMARY

The Oregon Supreme Court reviewed a lawyer disciplinary proceeding involving William Redden's
admitted neglect of a client's legal matter in violation of former Oregon DR 6-101(B). The court
rejected a finding of a pattern of misconduct, considered the applicable aggravating and mitigating

circumstances, and reduced the sanction from a 120-day suspension to a 60-day suspension.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. What sanction was appropriate for Redden's conceded violation of former Disciplinary Rule 6-101(B)

based on his knowing neglect of a client's legal matter?

2. Whether the accused's continuing neglect of a single client's matter constituted a pattern of misconduct
under ABA Standard 9.22(c).

3. Whether the trial panel properly treated the accused's failure to respond to the disciplinary complaint and

participate in the proceeding as aggravating misconduct.

HOLDINGS

1. A 60-day suspension from the practice of law was the appropriate sanction for Redden's knowing neglect
of the client's matter, considering the duty violated, his mental state, the actual injury, applicable

aggravating and mitigating circumstances, and comparable Oregon disciplinary cases.

2. Continuing neglect of one client's single legal matter, without prior similar misconduct, multiple rule
violations, or neglect of multiple clients, does not establish a pattern of misconduct for purposes of

aggravating the sanction.

3. The accused's failure to attend or respond in the disciplinary proceeding is not an aggravating factor

supporting an increased sanction.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We review this case de novo. ORS 9.536(2).” (at 114)

“However, as the following discussion demonstrates, the course of neglect inquiry under DR 6-101(B) is

separate from the inquiry into a pattern of misconduct for purposes of sanction.” (at 115)

“After considering the factual circumstances of this case, the ABA Standards, and this court's case law, we

conclude that the accused should be suspended from the practice of law for 60 days.” (at 117)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Redden was retained in 2002 to challenge a determination that his client owed child-support arrearages. After the
client and his former wife agreed to a reduced amount, Redden drafted a stipulation but failed to obtain the
former wife's signature or submit it to the court. From February 2003 through November 2004, he took no

further action, despite receiving a $300 retainer and completing none of the requested settlement work.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Oregon State Bar alleged that Redden violated former Oregon Code of Professional Responsibility
Disciplinary Rule 6-101(B) by neglecting a client's legal matter. Redden defaulted before the trial panel, which
found a violation and imposed a 120-day suspension. On de novo review, the Oregon Supreme Court agreed that

Redden violated the rule but reduced the sanction to a 60-day suspension.
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