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PUBLIC CENSURE

The above complaint was filed against Daniel M. Huoust, an attorney Heensed to practics
law in Tennessee, alleging certain acty of misconduct. Pursuant fo Supreme Court Rule 9, the
Board of Professional Responsibility considered these matters at its meeting on March 1 1,2011.

Respondent was formerly licensed to practive law in Tennessee, but took Inactive Status
on Japmary 31, 2005, Respondent retained his tioense to practice law in Alabama,

On April 5, 2010, Izlespondent sent an ex paste letter directly fo the presiding judge in e
will contest involving his family members." Respondent’s Jetter cumﬁzented on a potential |
conflict of interest which may have existed with respect to éounsal adverss to his aunt, and the

presiding judge’s failure to address the matiar in any order-of the court. Respondent later sought

to-enlist the-aid of a-togel-aid-attorney to-represent hisaunt in-her upcoming tridTra-sereyof -~
e-mails bstween Respondent and the legal services attorney, Respondent disoussed sirategy of
continuing the trial date so that the legal services atforney would have ample time fo prepare
hitgelf for the case and stated that he could assist by drafting pleadings i necessary.
Respondent®s aunt fled soveral pleadings with-the court purportedly pro se, but which were

actually drafted by Respondent. On June 1, 2010, Respondent sent another ex parte letter to the



presiding judge expressing his angor at the court’s order which Instnuated thet Respondent was
providing behind the scenes legal representation of his aunt. Respondent expressed in his letter
the potential for & defhmation suit agalnst the Judge and complaint to the Court of the Judiciary.

Respondent requested that the judge steike certain language fiom his prior order,
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1.3(d) (aswisting & olient in frandulent conduct), 33 (candor toward the hlbunal), 3 4{0) '
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(knowngly dmnbeymg an obligation under tha mlem of a tibunal), 3.5(b) (ex pcm‘em ”
commurication with a judge during a proceeding), 4.1(&) {knowlngly making a false statement of
material faot to o third petson), 4.4(s) (using means that have no ﬂ.ubSi‘m]tiﬂl puepose other than to
delay of burden a third person), 5.5 (unarthotized practice of law), 8.1(b) (failure to respond to a
demand for information by Disciplinary Counsel), 8.2(a) (making a false stalement concerning
the intogrity of a judge), and 8.4(a) (violation .of the Rules of Professional Conﬁuct), {b)
(cormitting a orlminal act that teflects adversely on the lawyer’s honesty, trustworthiness, or
fitness as a lawyer), (o) (engaging in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, du;cait, o
nﬁﬂrapra'sqntaﬁon), and ()} (conduct prejudicial fo admimistration of justice) and is herveby

Publicly Censured for these violations,
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