BEFORE THE PRESIDING DISCIPLINARY JUDGE

IN THE MATTER OF A PDJ 2017-9005
SUSPENDED MEMBER OF
THE STATE BAR OF ARIZONA, JUDGMENT OF DISBARMENT

LYNDON B. STEIMEL, [State Bar Nos. 16-2038 & 16-2311]

Bar No. 011733

Respondent. FILED MAY 23, 2017

Pursuant to Rule 57, Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., Respondent filed with the disciplinary
clerk a Consent to Disbarment dated May 16, 2017. The Consent to Disbarment being
compliant with Rule 57(a)(5) and the Presiding Disciplinary Judge having considered
it,

Now therefore,

IT IS ORDERED accepting the Consent to Disbarment.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Respondent, LYNDON B. STEIMEL, Bar
No. 011733, is disbarred from the State Bar of Arizona and his name is stricken from
the roll of lawyers effective immediately. Mr. Steimel is no longer entitled to the rights

and privileges of a lawyer but remains subject to the jurisdiction of the court.



IT ISFURTHER ORDERED Mr. Steimel shall immediately comply with the
requirements relating to notification of clients and others, and provide and/or file all
notices and affidavits required by Rule 72, Ariz. R. Sup. Ct.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED no further disciplinary action shall be taken
in reference to the matters that are the subject of the charges upon which the Consent
to Disbarment and this judgment of disbarment are based.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Mr. Steimel shall pay the costs and expenses
of the State Bar of Arizona in the amount of $1,200.00. There are no costs or
expenses incurred by the disciplinary clerk and/or Presiding Disciplinary Judge’s
Office in connection with these disciplinary proceedings. If the State Bar’s costs
and expenses remain unpaid after thirty (30) days, interest will begin to accrue on
the unpaid sum at the statutory rate.

DATED this 23 day of May, 2017.

William J. O Nei
William J. O’Neil, Presiding Disciplinary Judge

Copies of the foregoing mailed/emailed
this 24th day of May, 2017.

Lyndon B. Steimel, Bar No. 011733, Hunter F. Perlmeter
14614 North Kierland Blvd, Suite N135  Staff Bar Counsel

Scottsdale, AZ 85254-2744 State Bar of Arizona
Telephone: 480-367-1188 4201 N. 24™ Street, Suite 100
Email: lyndon@steimellaw.com Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6266
Respondent Telephone (602)340-7278

Email: LRO@staff.azbar.org

by: AMcQueen



OFFICE OF THE

PRESIDING DiSCIPLINARY JUDGE
Hunter F. Perlmeter, Bar No. 024755 SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA
Staff Bar Counsel MAY 1 6 2017
State Bar of Arizona
4201 N. 24" Street, Suite 100 %4
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6266 B, v (
Telephone (602) 340-7278

Email: LRO@staff.azbar.org

BEFORE THE STATE BAR OF ARIZONA

IN THE MATTER OF A PDJ 2017-9005
SUSPENDED MEMBER OF

THE STATE BAR OF ARIZONA, NOTICE OF FILING
LYNDON B. STEIMEL, State Bar No. 16-2038

Bar No. 011733,

Respondent.

The State Bar of Arizona, by undersigned bar counsel, hereby gives notice of

filing the attached Consent to Disbarment executed by Respondent on May 12, 2017.

The State Bar requests that the hearing scheduled for May 19, 2017, be vacated.

LA
DATED this day of May, 2017.

16-6750 1




STATE BAR OF ARIZONA

Awy/aa

Hunter F. Perlmeter
Staff Bar Counsel

Jqn
Original filed this [(ﬂ/ day
of May, 2017, with:

Lawyer Regulation Records Manager
State Bar of Arizona

4201 N 24™ Street, Suite 100
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6266

Copies of the foregoing mailed
this M day of May, 2017, to:

Lyndon B. Steimel
14614 North Kierland Boulevard Suite N Ste. 135

Scottsdale, AZ 85254-2744
Email: lyndon@steimellaw.com

Respondent

16-6750 2




Hunter F Perlmeter, Bar No. 024755
Bar Counsel - Litigation

State Bar of Arizona

4201 N. 24 Street, Suite 100
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6266
Telephone (602)340-7278

Email: LRO@staff.azbar.org

BEFORE THE PRESIDING DISCIPLINARY JUDGE

IN THE MATTER OF A PDJ 2017-9005
SUSPENDED MEMBER OF |
THE STATE BAR OF ARIZONA, CONSENT TO

DISBARMENT
LYNDON B STEIMEL

Bar No. 011733
State Bar No. 16-2038

Respondent. E

I, Lyndon B Steimel, residing at 14614 N Kierland Blvd Ste. 135 ;

Scottsdale, AZ 85254-2744, voluntarily consent to disbarment as a member
of the State Bar of Arizona and consent to the removal of my name from the roster
of those permitted to practice before this court, and from the roster of the State Bar
of Arizona.

I acknowledge that a formal complaint has been filed against me. I have

read the complaint, and the charges there made against me. 1 further acknowledge




that 1 do not desire to contest or defend the charges, but wish to consent to
disbarment. I have been advised of and have had an opportunity to exercise my
right to be represented in this matter by a lawyer. 1 consent to disbarment freely
and voluntarily and not under coercion or intimidation. I am aware of the rules of
the Supreme Court with respect to discipline, disability, resignation and
reinstatement, and I understand that any future application by me for admission or
reinstatement as a member of the State Bar of Arizona will be treated as an
application by a member who has been disbarred for professional misconduct, as
set forth in the Complaint filed against me. The misconduct of which I am
accused is described in the Complaint bearing the number referenced above, a
copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “A.”

A proposed form of Judgment of Disbarment is attached hereto as Exhibit
«g»

DONE AT <S6A _Arizona,on MmN (2

2017.




SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this J2Tday of Mdy, 2017, by

Lyndon B Steimel, who satisfactorily proved his identity to me. %

SS%,  TERIANN BALDONADO %/A// (‘ 1
\2\  Notary Public - Arizona ”
Maricopa County otary ry Public |
. My Comm. Expires Mar 15, 2018 :

My Commission expires:
Mo /zé\‘ l f; 29| ¥




EXHIBIT “A”




Hunter F. Perimeter, Bar No. 024755 ____ OFFICE OF THE
PRESIDING DISCIPLINARY JUDGE

Staff Bar Counsel QUIDDRELT O T OF 27070
ctate Bar of Arizona | SUPREME CCURT OF ARIZONA
4201 N. 24" Street, Suite 100 : JAN 1 32017

Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6266

Telephone (602)340-7247 FILED
Email: LRO@staff.azbar.org : BY

BEFORE THE PRESIDING DISCIPLINARY

JUDGE
IN THE MATTER OF A MEMBER OF PD] 2017-9@5__
THE STATE BAR OF ARIZONA, _
LYNDON B. STEIMEL, COMPLAINT
Bar No. 011733,
Respondent. [State Bar No. 16-2038 and 16-2311]

Complaint is made against Respondent as follows:
GENERAL ALLEGATIONS
1. At all times relevant, Respondent was a lawyer licensed to practice law
in the state of Arizona having been first admitted to practice inl Arizona on October

24, 1987.

COUNT ONE (File No. 16-2038/ Begin)

2. In June of 2015, Ana Begin hired Respondent to appeal a judgment
entered against her as a result of an adverse ruling in a justice court matter. Ms.
Begin paid Respondent $500. ‘

3. On June 17, 2015, Respondent sent a letter to opposing counsel

indicating that Ms. Begin intended to appeal the Judgment.




4. Shortly thereafter, Respondent filed a Notice of Appeal on Begin’s
- behalf. | |
5. On June 23, 2015, 'Respondent forwarded a check written by Begin to
opposing counsel for $3,200. The check was delivered with the hope that the partial
payment on the $8,000 judgment would help Begin avoid collection efforts.
6. On July .10, 2015, Begin'contacted Respondent to inform him that the
check had not been cashed. Respondent informed ~Begin that opposing counsel had
~asked for a statemen‘;; from Begin indicating .that the partial payment was not to _be
treated asa .settiement of the outstanding judgment. |

7. On August 24, ‘201‘5 and September 3, 2015, Respondent and Begin
corresponded Respondent advised that Begnn should contlnue with the appeal
process rather than provudlng the requested statement.

8. On September 14, 2015, Begm asked Respondent concerning the
appeal, “[d]o you have an idea of when will (snc) be notified of next steps? How long
does it usually take?”

9. Begin received no response to her qoestion and would receive no
communication from Respondent during the next several months.

10. On November 20, 2015, the court dismissed the lappeai deeming that it
had been abandoned because an appellate memorandum had not been filed by
Respondent.

11. Respondent did not notify Begin that he had failed to file an appellate
memorandum and did not notify Begin that the appeal had been dismi’ssed by the

court.




12. On March 15, 2016, Ms. Begin received an email from opposing counsel
notifying her that his client would begin garnishing her wages. He enclosed a copy of
the November 20, 2015, order dismissing the appeal. This was the first time Ms.
Begin had been advised that the appeal had been abandoned and the first time she
learned that her wages would be garnished.

13. On the same date, Ms. Begin called Respondent several times, but could
not reach him. Ms. Begin also emai!gd Respondent. Respondent responded via email
that he was dealing with héa!th concerns involving his wife, but that he -would n;ove
to set aside the order on March 18, 2016.

14. On March 18, 2016, Ms. Begin emailed Respondent to confirm that he
had filed the motion to set aside. Respondent did not respond.

15. On March 22, 2016, Ms. Begin reached Respondent; he indicated that
he had not had time to file the motion 'because he was busy with other matters, but
that he would soon do so.

16. On April 4 and 19, 2016, Ms. Begin called and emailed to confirm that
the motion had. been filed, but received no response.

17. On May 2, 2016, Ms. Begin called Respondent’s office, but the number
had been disconnected.

18. On May 11, 2016, Ms. Begin drove to Respondent’s office. Respondent
apologized and indicated he would give more attention to the matter. Respondent
also indicated that the opposing party’s garnishment paperwork was faulty and that

he would contact opposing counsel about it.




19. On May 16, 2016, Mé. Begin asked Respondent to forward any emails
conceming his communications with opposing counsei about the gamishment.
Respondent failed to do so.

20. On May 25, 2016, Respondent emailed opposing counsel asserting that
gamishment procedures had not been properly followed.

21. On the same day, opposing counsel responded pointing out that
Respondent had failed to acknowledge various communications concerning the
garnishment efforts, ‘had not responded to communications, had abandoned the
appeal, and had given no indication that he was still _representing Ms. Begin. He also
asked that Respondent provide an entry of appearance so that it was clear whether
Ms. Begin could be dealt with directly or whether Respondent was continuing to
provide representation.

22. On May 31, 2016, Ms. Begin emailed opposing counsel and indicated
that she was terminating Respondent. She would ultimately settle the matter without
Respondent'’s assistance.

23. Ms. Begin has asked Respondent for a refund of the $500 she had paid,
plus $1,000 in interest that accrued on the judgment against her. Respondent
responded that he would think about it, but that he was having financial problems.
He did not follow up with Ms. Begin concerning the refund request.

24. In engaging in the above conduct set forth in Count One, Respondent
violated ERs 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.15(d), and 8.4(d).

" COUNT TWO (File No. 16-2311/Bolt)
25. In September of 2015, Ruth Bolt hired Respondent to handle a personal

bankruptcy. She paid him $1,835.




26. Ms. Bolt never met with Respondent in person. All communication was
done through email.

27. After Respondent received payment, he stopped communicating for
approximately three months. When confronted about his failure to communicate,
Respondent indicated that his wife’s health problems had caused a delay in filing Ms.
Bolt's petition.

28. Respondent did not file the petition until April 2016. Upon reviewing the
filed petxtxon Ms Bolt noticed numerous errors. Many creditors were not mcluded
Respondent incorrectly noted that Ms. Bolt was living in Alabama rather than Arizona,
and $0 was incorrectly entered as the value of Ms. Bolt's assets.

29.  After he filed the petition, Respondent contacted Ms. Bolt and asked her
for her signature on the “Declaration Re: Electronic Filing-Declaration of Petitioner”
form. Ms. Bolt indicated that she was uncomfortable signing the document because
it included language indicating that all information in the filing was correct.

30. Respondent insisted that she sign the form and indicated that he
would correct the errors later.

31. Thereat’cér, Respohdent corrected some, but not all errors.

32. Due to the errors, Ms. Bolt rescheduled the meeting of creditors so that
Respondent could make her requested changes.

33. When Respondent failed to make the changes, Ms. Bolt attempted to
reschedule the meeting of creditors a second time, but her request was denied.

34. As aresult, on July 14, 2016, Ms. Bolt sent a letter to the judge and the

trustee stating that she was dismissing Respondent as her attorney.




35.  On July 18, 2016, Ms. Bolt attended the meeting of creditors. To her
surprise Respondent appeared, even though he had been notified that Ms. Bolt
wished to terminate the representation. Ms. Bolt asserted that the petition had
inaccuracies, but the trustee told her that he was willing to go forward with
discharging the debts listed in the petition.

36. After the meeting ended, Ms. Bolt filed forms to dismiss the bankruptcy
because she felt uncomfortable proceeding.

37. Ms. Bolt then filed a motion to disgorge fees; Respondent filed a
response. After hearing the matter, the judge ordered a partial disgorgement
requiring Respondent to return approximately half of his fee in tﬁe case ($750).
Respondent complied with the order.

38. In engaging in the above conduct set forth in Count Two, Respondent

violated ERs 1.3, 1.4, and 8.4(d).

DATED this [g day of January, 2017.

STATE BAR OF ARIZONA

e /W

Hunter F. Perimeter
Staff Bar Counsel

Original filed with the Disciplinary Clerk of
the Office of the Presiding Disciplinary Judge
of the Supreme Court of Arizona

this day gof January, 2017.

by:
HFP:sab




“FILED

BEFORE THE ATTORNEY DISCIPLINE - DEC 28201

PROBABLE CAUSE COMMITTEE
OF THE SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA

IN THE MATTER OF A MEMBER OF
THE STATE BAR OF ARIZONA,

LYNDON B. STEIMEL,
Bar No. 011733,

Respondent.

g BAR OF m%
BY ~
No. 16-2311

PROBABLE CAUSE ORDER

The Attorney Discipline Probable Cause Committee of the Supreme Court of

Arizona ("Committee”) reviewed this matter on December 9, 2016, pursuant to Rules

50 and 55, Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., for consideration of the State Bar's Report of

Investigation and Recommendation.

By a vote of 7-0-2!, the Committee finds probable cause exists to file a

complaint against Respondent in File No. 16-2311.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED pursuant to Rules 55(c) and 58(a), Ariz. R.

Sup. Ct., authorizing the State Bar Counsel to prepare and file a complaint with the

Disciplinary Clerk.

Parties may not file motions for reconsideration of this Order.

DATED this 27 __ day of December, 2016.

Judge Lawrence F. Winthrop, Chalr
Attorney Discipline Probable Cause Committee
of the Supreme Court of Arizona

I Committee member Daisy Flores and Jeffrey B. Messing did not participate in this matter.

Page 1 of 2




Original filed this 2% L day
of December, 2016, with:

Lawyer Regulation Records Manager
State Bar of Arizona

4201 N. 24™ Street, Suite 100
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6266

Copy mailed this 24 ~_ day
of December, 2016, to:

Lyndon B. Steimel

14614 N. Kierland Boulevard, Suite N135
Scottsdale, Arizona 85254-2744
Respondent

Copy emailed this day
of December, 2016, to:

Attorney Discipline Probable Cause Committee
of the Supreme Court of Arizona

1501 West Washington Street, Suite 104
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

E-mail: ProbableCauseComm@courts.az.gov

Lawyer Regulation Records Manager
State Bar of Arizona

4201 N. 24" Street, Suite 100
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6266

E-mail: LRO@staff.azbar.org

o fion

Page 2 of 2




EXHIBIT “B”




BEFORE THE PRESIDING DISCIPLINARY JUDGE E

IN THE MATTER OF A PDJ 2017-9005 ;
SUSPENDED MEMBER OF i
THE STATE BAR OF ARIZONA,

LYNDON B STEIMEL JUDGMENT OF DISBARMENT
Bar No. 011733

Respondent.
State Bar No. 16-2038

Pursuant to Rule 57, Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., the undersigned Presiding Disciplinary
Judge of the Supreme Court of Arizona has considered Respondent’s Consent to
Disbarment dated May 15, 2017, and filed herein. Accordingly:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED accepting the consent to disbarment.
Respondent, , is hereby disbarred from the State Bar of Arizona and his name is

hereby stricken from Lyndon B Steimel the roll of lawyers effective g

Respondent is no longer entitled to the rights and privileges of a lawyer but

remains subject to the jurisdiction of the court. Respondent shall immediately




comply with the requirements relating to notification of clients and others, and
provide and/or file all notices and affidavits required by Rule 72, Ariz. R. Sup. Ct.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no further disciplinary action shall be
taken in reference to the matters that are the subject of the charges upon which the
consent to disbarment and this judgment of disbarment are based.

DATED this day of , 2017.

William J. O’Neil, Presiding Disciplinary Judge

Copies of the foregoing mailed/emailed
this day of May, 2017.

Lyndon B Steimel, Bar No. 011733,

14614 N Kierland Blvd Ste N135
Scottsdale, AZ 85254-2744
Telephone: 480-367-1188

Email: lyndon@steimellaw.com
Respondent

Hunter F Perlmeter
Bar Counsel - Litigation
State Bar of Arizona.




4201 N. 24% Street, Suite 100
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6266
Telephone (602)340-7278
Email: LRO@staff.azbar.org

by:




Hunter F Perlmeter, Bar No. 024755
Bar Counsel - Litigation

State Bar of Arizona

4201 N. 24® Street, Suite 100
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6266
Telephone (602)340-7278

Email: LRO@staff.azbar.org

BEFORE THE PRESIDING DISCIPLINARY JUDGE

IN THE MATTER OF A PDJ 2017-9005

SUSPENDED MEMBER OF

THE STATE BAR OF ARIZONA, CONSENT TO
DISBARMENT

LYNDON B STEIMEL

Bar No. 011733
State Bar No. 16-2038

Respondent.

I, Lyndon B Steimel, residing at 14614 N Kierland Blvd Ste. 135

Scottsdale, AZ 85254-2744, voluntarily consent to disbarment as a member
of the State Bar of Arizona and consent to the removal of my name from the roster
of those permitted to practice before this court, and from the roster of the State Bar
of Arizona.

I acknowledge that a formal complaint has been filed against me. I have

read the complaint, and the charges there made against me. 1 further acknowledge




that I do not desire to contest or defend the charges, but wish to consent to
disbarment. I have been advised of and have had an opportunity to exercise my
right to be represented in this matter by a lawyer. I consent to disbarment freely
and voluntarily and not under coercion or intimidation. I am aware of the rules of
the Supreme Court with respect to discipline, disability, resignation and
reinstatement, and I understand that any future application by me for admission or
reinstatement as a member of the State Bar of Arizona will be treated as an
application by a member who has been disbarred for professional misconduct, as
set forth in the Complaint filed against me. The misconduct of which I am
accused is described in the Complaint bearing the number referenced above, a
copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “A.”

A proposed form of Judgment of Disbarment is attached hereto as Exhibit
g »

DONEAT __ SBA , Arizona,on A A (2 ,

2017.




SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this j2™day of/’)/ldﬁ(, 2017, by

Lyndon B Steimel, who satisfactorily proved his identity to me.

//
/ Q /
n/'
gUIR,,  TERIANN BALDONADO ’ /N bt >/)
2\ Notary Public - Arizona A e A c
otary Public - Arzon, N .
= Maricopa County \N%tary Public
: My Comm. Expires Mar 15, 2018

My Commission expires:

uﬂmM_LS}_ZL’L
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