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BD['ORE ]'TIE AI{KANSAS SUPITEMIi COURT
COMMITTEE ON PROTESSIONAL CONDUCT

PANEL 
^

IN RE: QUENTIN ELLERY MAY
Arkansas Bar lD #2006034
CPC Docket No. 2020.027

FINDINGS AND ORDER

The formal charges ofmiscouduct against Quentin Ellery May upon which this !'indings

and Order is based arose fiom a grievance tiled by Larrl Thomas Moorhcad,

A- l Diesel ("A- I "), conr prised of Moorhead Trucking thro,gh l.arry Thonras Moor.head

("Moo.head") and Evans Farnily Parlnershil: through Jarnes Evans, with a location of 4907 S.

Ketr Road in Scott, Arkansas, had a land disputc with a neigJrbor, A.1 Diesel needeci an attorncy

and were refc*ed to May. D*r'ing the month of May in 20 I 9, Moo.head met wirh May at the

location on Ken Road. May said he wouid take thc case ibr.g5,000. A-l hired May to represenr

them in the oase, Moorhead 'l'rucking paid May $2,500, and Evans Family Limitcd partnership

paid May $2,500.

On September' 9, 2019, Moorhead scnt a texuo May at 50 l-454-5660. Moorhead let

May know that be had bccn trying to reaclr hinr about the case and advised thar the deadline was

soon apploaching, On September 10,2019, May responded to Moorhead asking ifhc could call

hirn later, Moorhead agleed and again told hinl that they needecl to talk as the deaclline was

approaching. On Septembcr. i2, 2019, Moorhead sent May a ccrtified letter, Moor.head

continued to text May through scplenrbeL 2019 and did not get a lesponse until october 7, 20j9

when May told him that he would call him when he finished with coult, Moor.lread cootinued k)

attempt to reach May for inforuration abour A-l's case but did nor r.eceive the infolmation he

hoped to reccive from May,
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On l)ecenrber, 3,2019,May informed Moorhead by text thar he planned to have A-l,s

"suit out for service ,cxt week.,' O, January 17, 2020, Moor.,ead sent May a text lnessage, and

Moy responded stating thut the case was out fbl.service, Moorhead never teceived arty

infolmation or documents fr.olr May relating to the liling of arry casc, anrl May has not

respondcd to Moorhead's reqacsts fo, infomation. A review of court coruect did not result in

arry info,mation reloted to case(s) fi red by May on beharf of A- l, or any of A- r ,s partrrers,

ugainst thcir neighbor. On March I9, 2020, Moolheod sent May a letter tc,ninati,g rhc

represenration and rcquesting a refuuri, May did rlot respond to Moorhead. The office of

Professional conducr ("ol'c") notified May orMoorhead,s grievnnce antl made murripre

requests for infolmalioll and an inlb'mar wrirten version ofevents. May failect to provide opc

with the information reque;-led,

upoll consideration of the fomar compraint and aLtached cxhibit nraterials, the response

to it' and other matters bero'e it, and the Arkansas Rules of pr.ofessionar Conduct, pancl A of the

Arkarmas Supreme Cour.t Cornrnittee on p|ofcssional Corrduct tlnds:

A, Quentin May,s conduct violated Ar.kansas Rule 1.3 as May failecl ro act with

reasonable diligence and promptncss when represcnting his crient, Larry Thornas Moorheaci or

A'l Diesel, as he was retained in May 20 r9 and faired to rak€ any Bction on his crient's behalf.

Arkansas R,le 1,3 r'equires that a rawyer shalr act wirh reasonable dirigence and prornptness in

reprcsenting a client_

B Q'entin May's conduct violated Alkansas Rure 1.4(a)(3) as May failed to keep his

client, Larry Thomas Moorhead ofA-r Dieser informed abour the status ofhis case. Ar.l<ansas

Rule 1.4(a)(3) requircs rhar a lawyer shall keep a client reasonably inlbrmecl about the smtus ofa

matLe[,
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c Quentin May's conduct vioratcd Arkansas l{urc r.4(a)(4) as May faileti to respo'rd to

requcsts lor information fiom his crient, La.y Thornas Moorhead ofA-l Dicsel. Arkansas Rurc

l'4(a)(4) rcquires thot a Iawyel shall plomptly cornply wirh rcasonable rcquests for. informorion.

D Quentin May's conduct violated Arkansos Rule g, r(b) as May th,ed to respond ro

requests for hrfbrmation flonr the Oftice oI profcssiona] Conduct.

Arkansas Rulc 8, l(b) r,equires that an applicant lor aclmission to the bar, or a lawyer in

connection with a bar admission opplication or,in connection with a disciplinary rnatter, shall not

fail to disclose a fact necessary to correct misapprehension k*own by the person to have arisen in

the marer, or klowingly fail to fespond to a l'.wful demand lol jrrfolmatjon from an admissious

or disciplinary authoLity, excepl (hat lhis nrle does not requir.c ciisclosure oIinformation

otherwise plotected by Rule L6.

E. Quentin May's conduct violated Arkansas Rule 8.4(c) as May was clishone$t and

rnisrepLesented thc statrs of the case of lris clienr t,an.y'lhonras Moo'head ofA-l Diescl whcn

on or about January 17 ,2020 May told Moorheacl by text that the cese was oui lor ser.vicc.

A:kansas Rule 8.4(c) rec[ri.es that a )awyer shal no1 engagc in co,duct involving dishonesty,

fiaud, deceit or misrcpresentation,

WHEREFORE' it is the decision ard orde, of thc Ar.kansas Supremc court co,rmittce on

Professional conduct, acting thlough its authorized panel A, that Quentin Ellery May, Arkansas

.Bar lD# 2006034 be, and heleby is, RDpRIMANDED foL his conduct in this maucr, assessed a

$2,500,00 fine and o.dered to pay $5,000.00 Restitution to A- t Dieser, In assessing a sar*ion,

May's prior disciplinary reconr was a factor, The fine and.estitution assessed hcrein, totaring

$7,500.00, shall be payable by cashier's cheok ol.money orcler payable to the.,Cler.k, Arkansas

Page 3 of4



supreme cout" delivered to the office of Plofessional Conciuct within thirty (30) clays of the

date this Findings and order is filecl of record with the Clerk of the Arkansas supreme courr.

ARKANSAS SIJPREME COURT COMMITTEE
ON PROFESSIONAT, CONDUCT - PANEL A

N\u \t*-(-^\l'g.'$-\i1\

irAmt< fraariin, Chair, ffi-"l A-* 
*

3. L \. '- \
Date
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