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BEFORE THE CIRCUIT  COURT FOR THE CITY OF PORTSMOI?THr-!N' 4 ST,3 TE E: * E

IN THE MATTER  OF CASE NO.  CL-16-995
MICHAEL  JEROME MASSIE VSB DOCKET NOS.  13-010-092752, 13-010-092767,

13-010-093893, 14-010-097408, 15-010-100248

AGREED DISPOSITION MEMORANDUM ORDER

This matter came  to be heard on May 26,2016, before a Three-Judge Circuit Court, upon the joint
request of the parties for the Court to accept the Agreed Disposition endorsed by the parties and offered to
the Court as provided by the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia.  The panel consisted of the Honorable
Sarah L. Deneke, Judge ofthe Fifteenth Judicial Circuit, Designated Chief Judge, the Honorable Paul W.
Cella, Judge of the Eleventh Judicial Circuit, and the Honorable Beverly W. Snukals, Judge of the Thirteenth
Judicial Circuit.  Michael Jerome Massie was  represented by Michael L. Rigsby.  The Virginia State Bar
appeared through its Senior Assistant Bar Counsel, M. Brent Saunders.  The Chief Judge polled the members
ofthe court as to whether any of them were  aware  of any personal or  financial interest or  bias which would
preclude any of them from fairly hearing the matter  to which each judge responded in the negative.  Court
Reporter, Tracy Stroh, Chandler and Halasz, P.O. Box 9349, Richmond, Virginia 23227, telephone (804)
730-1222, after being duly sworn, reported the hearing and transcribed the proceedings.

WHEREFORE, upon consideration of the Agreed Disposition, the Certification, Respondent's
Answer, Respondent's Disciplinary Record, the Arguments ofthe Parties, and after due deliberation,

It is ORDERED that the Circuit Court accepts the Agreed Disposition and the Respondent shall
receive an  18-Month Suspension with Terms, as set forth in the Agreed Disposition, which is attached and
incorporated in this Memorandum Order.

It is further ORDERED that the sanction is effective July 1,2016.

It is further ORDERED that the Respondent must comply with the requirements ofPart Six, § IV, 11

13-29 of the Rules ofthe Supreme Court of Virginia. The Respondent shall forthwith give notice by certified
mail of the suspension or  revocation ofhis license to practice law in the Commonwealth of Virginia, to all
clients for whom he is currently handling matters  and to all opposing attorneys and presiding judges in
pending litigation.  The Respondent shall also make appropriate arrangements for the disposition of matters
then in his care  in conformity with the wishes of his client. Respondent shall give such notice within 14 days
of the effective date of the sanction, and make such arrangements as  are  required herein within 45 days of
the effective date of the suspension or  revocation. The Respondent shall also furnish proofto the Bar within
60 days of the effective day ofthe suspension or  revocation that such notices have been timely given and
such arrangements made for the disposition of  matters.

It is further ORDERED that if  the Respondent is not handling any client matters on the effective date
of the suspension or  revocation, he shall submit an affidavit to that effect to the Clerk of the Disciplinary
System at the Virginia State Bar.

All  issues concerning the adequacy of the notice and arrangements required by Paragraph 13-29 shall
be determined by the Virginia State Bar Disciplinary Board.



The Clerk of the Disciplinary System shall assess  costs pursuant to 913-9 E. ofthe Rules.

A copy teste ofthis  Order shall be mailed, certified mail, return  receipt requested, to the Respondent,
Michael Jerome Massie, at his last address ofrecord with the Virginia State Bar, The Massie Law Group,
P.C., 505 Crawford Street, Portsmouth, VA 23704, with a copy to: Michael L. Rigsby, Counsel for
Respondent, Michael L. Rigsby, PC, P.O. Box 29328, Henrico, VA  23242, M. Brent Saunders, Senior
Assistant Bar Counsel, Virginia State Bar, 1111 East Main Street, Suite 700, Richmond, Virginia 23219-
3565, and Barbara Sayers Lanier, Clerk of the Disciplinary System, Virginia State Bar, 1111 East Main
Street, Suite 700, Richmond, VA 23219-0026.

ENTERED THIS 2(od DAY OF  Ma-M ,2016

CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE CITY OF PORTSMOUTH

-W\6-k A L-?u
Sarah L. Deneke, CHief Judge
Three-Judge Circuit Court

A cop<?ste: Cynthia R Morrison
a9&*the ci?cui;Çourtof ýe
9[ty 4 vg#*A .Ay.t#Fhr,BF

/! H l'  tl!\1  D£.
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BEFORE THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE CITY OF PORTSMOUTH
C Y N Ii)! 1 jA R 1?'i,OR R I Š ØNI

VIRGÍNIA ŠTATE BAR EX REL CIRÇU{IT COUB.TOLEÊK -

FIRST DISTRICT COMMFrTEE
VSB Dòókèt'Nos. 13-01#Ø--0927.5Ž, 13-0*0-09Ž?61

--"13-010-093893,14-Ó]!0-097408 and ?115-Ól[05100248

V.j Case No. 16z995

MICHAEL JEROME MASŠIE

AGREED DISPOSITION
(18-MONTH. LICENSE SUSPENSION WÌTM-TERMS.Ì,

Puøšuàñt tõ the Rules of'the. Šupremé Cøu* of'Virginia, Part. Si*, Seótioñ W, Pãfàgráþli

13-6:Mpappíicàble tø'this pròceedihg pursuant to §54: 1-*3935(B} ôfthé Code õf Virgid* *950,,

as,,amóndbd, the'Viøšinià,Stãté Bàt bý M. Bróñt Sáuhders; Assìstant Bar Counseti and Michael'

Jetømè Mašsie, Respqndellt,? and.Michael,L.-Rïgsby, Respøndeñfrs counsel, heréby ientèr iñtê.the

following.Agreed Disposition øfthis 'mafter.

I. 'STIPULATIONSOF' FÁÓS

1.  At all timeš.rèlevßnt heretø, Respgndenj was an attøpney licensed tó, practité law-'ih thé
Commonweßlth Qf Mirgìnia and] the soíe príncipal.in hîs law fitúr,. The Maššíe,La*t Gröziþ,?P.¢.

VSB Döókèt:Nö: 139010-Ø92752

2. Oñ Jülÿ 11201.1, the cómplainant, $tephanie R. Poole ("MS. Pool¢"1, hired Reêþondèñt
to represent her in pursuing claims for personál injuries arjsing froma motor vehicle accideñt iñ
which,she wasinvolvedjüst two,dêys pdør. 

1

3.  tn Janu@py 2042, Resp-ondent: isšuedjademand,tø GEICQ,'thè liàbiìitÿ-iÏÍŠ???ñëè?õatíier
("GEICO"), for $75,ØQQiòb, which 'lie supp-órtbd by proÿiding Mši Pöõlè'š medical reçprdß,:
medical bills in excess:óf $'lrO,000!,,ànd ã,cláim for 1õšt*àšes.  -

" Two of Nls. Poolb's fámjjý mgnbers,, Çarla,fpd Ngvel]* Truss, we-tó invölvëd>iñ tí):dimé' acòiäent:and also lïired  -

,  Resþo?ídbnt tg pursueìlpersoni#1 linjury'Cl#lífti dn th#ir bóhaif. Tlìeÿ fíldcl thëìr ö*ñ Nšpóctive compiaínts against
-  -  R,espQnd-ent aúdftl*se :colnplaint$ *è  c,Síjp*ñionød>witli,ihis one  (VŠB'ijöckit*Ïos. l j-010,092767 and 19-0.10u, -  -

093893).



4.  Nó offer was foríhcoming,,and in Marùh 20112; Rè*ondent åled, a Warrant In Debt ón
-bèhalf of M* Pöøle-in, the Rorfsínöùth '(}ëhóral? Dištrict,Court:ßgaínstithe dýiýef,õf,the óther
vëhicle involved in the accidänt.,ólaimiñg the štatutøry maximumi òf  $25,000:00',iñ dàmáš?*š.

,5.  -  -  In May 20 d 2, GEICO offèred $1 Ó,OOÖ.00, which waš Tíbf âòëeþtèd. 'lthe case was, setfor
trial òn Jdý.31,2012: A frw days Rriör to tríal, GEIGO.incr-eàšeä its offer to $18,300 00, whiùh
Rešþóñdènt accepted.

Itis expected that Mš. Pòoló, if  óalled to testifjli would assert tlïát Rešpóñdçnt acqepted
the $,l'8,300.001 óffër withotit her authorizati'en ør  knowledgè àñd àgãinst her át@tód desire'to gø
tó ttiál,:ánd tbåt Resppndcnt, if  cälled to testify, Wóuld deny Ms,? Bóole"s 'cøntentiøn,,

7.  Respondeñt fècèived.än $1 8,3DÒ:ÙO settíement cheek from GEICC) made payable te his
ñ?m ànd Ms. Poóle, which he endorSed om behalf-of his fñni ãñd MŠ. Bòóle and depøsited into his
firm's trust acçøunt on *ugust.3,,201r.2:

Š.,  Respondent' pr*árë¿1 a Sëttlórnent Statement whicb purpørfed tø.itemiže the
disbursemëñt òfthe settlämeñt.monies. "Blç Settlement Stätemeñt stated:

=Thè gròšš.šettlementJàmouot. wa,  ønly $1®,OQOwOQ., ,an amöuñt $300:ØØ ?ešê than tbe
actüäl <amount, Respond?#had received from GEIC(f.

-$$;994.ØØ liad! been,dedücted as,and föt.,RëšpóÏldient's 1,/3 ,conlinggnt fee:3
.Respoiïdent:'wàš Withhóldiñš à tôtàl? of $1,517.ØG,ia? ånd før payment tø four'-íñedical

providers4..
-  -Rešpoñdent'Wàš withholding $1,322.54, as and for payment to alitigátiëññnánce

-  ëompàhy Whióh had íssuid' @,loan tøMs. Póøle?:
LThe,amouht,due Ms: Roole:Was' $96166.50.áš ãñd for her'ñët share,øf,theçsettíement

proçeds:

9:  Dešpite hav.ihg writt-óñ nótióe ó£ valid Ìienß from the fourzmedicali proýid?rs Tišted,óñ ihë
-Settlemäñt Statóínéñt, áñà šchó¿lulíng p aym*nts te those providers:tøtaling)$:1,3617:00 and  -  ? --

withhòlding thóše monies' from MS. Pöøle4 Respondent ñevër dišbùršèélþañÿ ofthQse monies to
the medical p-roviders ør otherwise ên behalf of Mš. Póole. .Insteàdg'those,mQnjes were disbursed
to Responde?t' s firm.

; According to Respondent; the discrepancy betweeñ the aqtuál š*tlemerotiàmount and,that-stated on¿the Settiemen#
Štatement was  a clerical' error.

'3' Íñ áctuälity,,òn August 3,2012, Respondent issued a ch*ck ikom his tfušt àäóo*ttrtó lïiš.fínÍÌ, in the amount of
$6,093.9Ó#,äs ànà foríhis 1/3 zcontingent fee.
4 Eàèh òtthe fourtñeóicall pròviders had provided Reipondent *itb' 4-u#n- (1*läë Øf,ãýli*ñ,ašêinst the proceedsof
añy þersónal Ìnjury šettlementor recovery pursuant io 'Skt,ign 8.01-66.Ž ofthe?(lõde óf Ýirginia? 1'950, as<amended
5/In conjunétìon withíthe loan,,Ms, Poqle and Rßpqndènt sigñed an,Îrriýõtàbíéletter ofbirection dated Januarx 4,,
2012, pursuant:to which: i): Ms. Pooleï?išneda,póniòñ of>áhÿ.söttlóment.or rkoveryfunds to the litigation ffpå#ce?

-  company'andrdirecjbd R*spgn-de#-t,to liónòfith# àššíšn-mënt; äñd ió, Respondent'acknowledged tho,asÉjkñ*-e-hk.?d
'agreed ko'honor it.,
6í-Qn-Augusí '16,-20*ŽÏ, Rešpöñdeñt iššued,à öhèók to Ms. iP,oole ìn the amount of$9,16630,as*d forlh-èrïnet šharè
of the*#le.*nt Þto ceëglà: ?Ms. Pódle'š actüall'ñètshare based on afgross settl¢ment,of $18,200:ÕO *äs,$9,366,®, a
dimßñce.óf $1ÒO.'10. Tò satisfy the unpaíäjòaíance, Respondent jssuedtà clíeçk'to M®. ?Póòlé'?óíñ hiš,operating
á*oilnpón Pdárch 29,2Øìj, in thê àmoünt of  $333.50.  nie excess  amount'waê:?ç?used Þý.®bfb#r mišóàlculation on
?hó páft of Respondent.
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LO.  Dèšþitè hà*ingi written notice ofth.e valid,assignment,tófüïélitigàtioá financecQmpany,--n-æìd šchedüíiñš, pàyment tó thßt,çntify inthe em.ount ôf  $ 1,322,50 ãhd *ithhoiäingthose monies
ffóm'Mš. PèòÏe, Respondezjt never disbursed any óf thosémóñiës to the litigation'finante
óompa?y or. øther?<ise ion behálfof MŠ. Pòólè. I'nšteàd? thøêe monies: were  disbursed Ío,
Respondentlš firm.

*ŠÎ*Docket No. 13410-092767

11:  Ín, Jùly ŽQI 1, the coínØláiñañt,. Cá?lá C. "Duss ("Ms. Ïrgss"), Wred Respóndóñt'tö
reþÌeseht heri*þúršüihš élhimsÌfor persønat }Bjjuries?aFising, from amotò* Vóhióló àccîdonit in
which šhe was  involved just ê few days prìop:

12.  In December 2-011, Réšþõñdeñt išsued a demand to ÓEÏCÒ for $50;000.00, which he
supported by prõÿiding Ms. Trušš'š meóicãl røcol*,.medical bills,in,exeesš óf $42,000, ànd a
,óìàinl 'fõr lešt wàges.

13.  Ms.. Tkuss" claims Were ñot settled, ãhd in.Màróh 20,12, Respqndønt Sed a Warrant In
Debt Ìh the'Portsmouth Generàl Distfiët ?Cóürt àgainšt the ¿iriver\Qf?thg,Qtber vehicle involved'iñ
Se accideñt,ölãiming thé, štàtfîtoÉY maximum 0£$25,ÓO,0.Øò in dunageš.

14.  in May:ŽQÍŽ, 0-EI¢0 offered $15,584:ØØi whiçh was not, à¢*þtéd. fThe casei  w#$ set.for
W®Qn. July 3#1, 201*. A few,days prior'to trial, GEICO ihóreãsõd itš òffer'to $?17,500,ØØ,wwhich,
Respondent accepted..

15.  It, is.expèëtèd tlíàt Mš. T#usš, if  called to testj?, would assert that R¢spoñdëí*?áótaptëd
'thé $1%300:ÓØ õffer Without her,authøriz#tio-D orknowledge and against herštáted déšire.to,go,
tþ trial, and thatRespondent, tf,c#ilgd to testiíÿi would deny,Mš. Tfúšš2š' contention.

16:,  Resllóndent reöeived an $,17,500400 ?šèttléíñènt check from (*I¢0 madeýpayáb?e to hi'š
fi*n  añd Ms. Tfuss Wlïich.lïó óndopšed òñ bèh?lf gf'hiß fínm êndMs. '1?russ and?deþòsitéd,ihtõ his
fifm'š *ijšt  àëóèüyít,óñ August 3,'20.12?

17.  Respondent prepared a Setdement Statement Whidh pu*orted to itémiže the
disbursement of the settlement monjel.  The Settlement Statemeñt státed:

-$5,827.50 h#d been deducted as,añd for Resþóndèñt'š 1/3:coñtíñgent fee.1
-Respondentrwas withlløldiñg à totàl óf*3,0+6.25,,àš ànd for paýment to'fouI medical

prøvidepss.-
-Respondèm,wãš; withhölding $:1?,322:50, zs and for payment to a litigation finañce

cmñpá?y Which.had isšued a loan,to Ms. Truss9.

? Õn' *üšušt 3,20ÍŽ,,Respondent issued,a chedk'frèm hjâ vg#:øqçou* Ìó,iíiâí'ãrm Jß thãt;amount.
4 €)neofthe four.medical provîdors had þrovided Responde#t witb<writt®-'ñôtióä óf itš Nen, against the proceeds of.
any persona]{injury settlement or rec-gveryýuIêu*11'tø Sèëtiot,?8.01 -66.Ž ófthe Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended:
[ln,conjüngÌion,with,,thø loãn, Mã: Ttusjr#n<1 ,?ØSPÒI]d*nt'šighèdlañ Iftèvo.cable Letter of;Direction däted January 4,

-  20,1,2, pllrs#Mt,tp'Which: i) M-s. Trtl@4*igñöd à'*rtiön õf àný sëttlement,õr?fecove!y fonds to the litigat[Qn:fin*çe
company añd directed Respondej tö,hoñèf tlïó:?Ìïssigrímènt; áñä ii) Respondent acknowledged?therassigñmentahd
agreed fochonot it.
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--The amouñt rduè Mš, Trùsš was, $7,333.75 as and. for her het' šhàré ofthe.settlemènt
'10proceeds.

18.  .Bespité,hávihš Written.notice of'a valid,lien *óm ónéófthe. four medical prøvíderslištéd
ón thè, Sèttldtnent Štatememt,,and.sçhedulìng payíñeñtš tò áll of'those provitlers'totälihg
$340'Ì 6:25 and witbholdjng,those mønies *õm Mš. Truss, Respondent.never dišbufšèd,ànÿ of

-  thgse monjes ?to the medical ptóýfdérš ôr õtherwise on beh?1-f'ofMŠ. Trušs.  Inštëãd, ,thøse
;monies Were disbüfšéd to Rešþõndenf f,s firm.

19.  Des?Ìte having written netice of,thë*válid àssignment to, the litjgáfíon.5Iíantie>õompany,
and scheduiìng'payment itø that èntity iñthe amount of $1,322.50 and withhólilihš thòse monìes
from Ms. Trúšš, Respondent never  dísbursed any of those monies to the, litìg-àtion finance
company òr othen*ise on behalf ofMs. Truss.  Instead, thóše monies were  disbursed to
Respondent's fbm.,

VSB Doòkét Nø.'13-0*0?093.893,

20.  .  ÍOn Jülý 'ÌB, 2011, lhe icQmpíainant;, Novella.Y: Tp.uss ('*Tfúšš"),,hired Respondent to
réprešónt h*  in pursuingctaims for persóiíal,injüfieš,Wing ffom #mbtør vehicle accident in,

?whïóh sbc wast-im,olved just two &days pdóf.

21.  it Íš exþecte¿1 that Trtms, if called to testifý, would ašsat  thát'fóm the time of his hirìng
until .after'Tru-ss {Šied Ehar Þßr complaint iñ Noýeinbèr 201.Ž, Respondenf did not resþoñd' to
B?mero# ihquiþies Irúss made with Respòndèñt?š firm as tø. the status of.her,case, nor
communicate*át all wíth.hét, ánd,that,Respond¢nt, jfcalled to tcstifÿ, would dèñý thàt

'  ,conieñtion.

22:  For híß anêwer tø the,complaint; Respóndent próüdéd à ëépÿ.Qf a,lçtter, dßted December
Ì.8,2012*e sent tp Truss in,whieh he ássürëd] her he hžrl been woýkì?g,onher casei clàimód hè
had,encøvntered delays ih óbtàiríinš hèr'mèdical; records, ?nd stated heexpectedaletblõínent,

. Q.ffefuany day.-"

23.  Cóntrary to Respondent's assertions ih bis December 18,2012iéttèrto Truss, he, had
settled Truss' claims in December 20ll  fur $9,000.00.  By letter dàted December 8, 2011,
GEICO issued a settlement check in that amount made payable to Truss and Respondent's firm:
That check was signed on  behalf of  Truss bÿ Nidhólàš Gòrdon (*MF. Gordon"), a non=lawÿór
ftaffer in Resp.Qñdent'.s }Qffite , ahd däþõšitäd intõ Réšpondent'ê *ust account oñ Decembey 121
2011., On that sáme,date, Rèšþòñdahtiššùèd¿ä dheck frem¿hiß?trust accoünt. to 1?s ,?Ïñ iñ'thé
aníouní:of,$2,997:00-aš ØIld fói hiš 1[/3 çontíñgent ?be.. The balànce?oflhe pröceedh, "$6,ÙOŠ.00,
wàš nevèf  dišbtirsed to,ør oB bebalf Of Truss. Ìnsfead, those?ñïóñiéš Wëre líí#bwged tø
AçßpòndenÌ's 8Im.

24.  Rtspóndèñt,djd not obt@ib Tmss" authorization to accept thò 39,000.00 setttemenj offer
nor  nøtify,he-K of the fsettlemenf Dr receiþt ofthé šétíléiñent.chéèk from,(*iCO.  Truss was ñòt

HÒ  -

-  Oñ Aügust 1,6,.201Žl, Respondent issued a,check,to,Ms. 'Russ in,ìh*ajnöüñt.
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even  aware  that any demand had been made or  a settlement had been reached until after she filed
her bar complaint in November 2012.

25.  According to Respondent, he did not intentionally make false statements in his
December 18,2012 letter to Truss.  He claims that he had no  independent recollection ofTruss'
case  because he had delegated complete oversight of all aspects of her case to Mr. Gordon who
actually wrote  the letter and who himself claims he had forgotten about the settlement reached in
Truss' case  a year prior.

26.  Prior to Respondent's receipt of the GÊICO settlement check, one  of Truss' medical
providers had provided Respondent with written notice of its lien against the proceeds of any
personal injury settlement or  recovery pursuant to Section 8.01-66.2 ofthe Code ofVirginia,
1950, as amended.  Despite having received written notice ofthe lien, Respondent never
disbursed any of the settlement proceeds to that medical provider.

27.  Respondent. attributes the improper disbursements ofTruss' monies to:  i) his complete
delegation of oversight and management of the trust account to Mr. Gordon; and ii) his admitted
failure to perform reconciliations ofhiš trust account as required.

28.  Respondent delegated the handling of Truss' representation, and the management of
Respondent's trust account, to Mr. Gordon, over  whom Respondent had direct supervisory
authority.  Mr. Gordon worked independently and without proper training, inštruction òr
supervision by Respondent.

VSB Docket No. 14-010-097408

29.  On September 27,2011, the complainant, Kennesha M. Walker ("Ms. Walker"), hired
Respøndent to represent her in pursuing claims for injuries arising from a motor vehicle accident
in which she was  involved a few days prior.

30.  It is expected that Ms. Walker, if  called to testify, would assert that following the hiring
of Respondent, Ms. Walker repeatedly attempted to contact Respondent to inquire about the
status of  her case  and did not  receive a response from Respondent, and that Respoñdént, if  called
to testify, would deny that contention.

3,1.  In or  about the summer  of 2013, having been unable to reach Resþondent, Ms. Walker
contacted the liability insurance carrier, Progressive ("Progressive"),and learned Respondent,
without her knowledge or  authorization, had settled her claims and received a settlement check
in December 2011.

32.  Respondent sent a letter to Progressive dated December 8, 2011 making a settlement
demand of$6,000.00.  Respondent and Mr. Gordon each subsequently engaged in oral
negotiations with a Progressive claims adjuster which resulted in the reaching of a settlement in
the amount of $1,900.00.  Progressive issued a settlement check approximately one week later,
on December 16,2011, made payable to Ms. Walker and Respondent's firm in the amount of
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$1,900.ÕÓ, which Mr., Gordon endorsed on  behalf óf Mš. Walker and deposited ìnto
Rešpondent's trust account on  or,about January 13, 2012.

33.  Respondent did not obtain Ms. Wàlker'š áu*Ørization tø accept the,$1,900:00 settlement
offer nor  notify hep,éf;thó šettlëñlént. ór receipt of the settlement check from Prógrèššive. Ms.
Wàlker was- ñòt#evfn? àwáfe thät any,demándl had.been made ór. a.settleñléñt hádbeen reached
until áftèr šhó ëóntactid Progresslve Óírectíy in +or aroul*1 Ìhe šúmmef'of?2ö Ì 3.

34'.  Reêpondent never dišbüfšed ãñý ófthe settlement pmceeds to or  on'  bthalf öf Ms.
- Walker., Inštéàd,thošé inóniesrweje.,diB,ursed' to Respøndeñt'š firm.

35.  Rgêpøhdent?attríbutes the nïishà*dliñg iõf:M*. Wàlkér's moqjes to:  í) his complete
dólégation øf ove?sight àñd ínáñageínènt ofthe tnust account to Mr. Gordoni and ii) hiš admitted
fàilure to pèrförm *còncidiätions ofhis *ust  açcount as required.

36  Reßpèndent delegated *ehan&}ng ofsignìñcantašpectséf Mš: Wälkër'š'rtprès?ñtationî  ---'-  -  --"  -

and,tbe:management of Rispøñdent's trúsÏ áõcounti tó MÊ Gõrdòñ, ?óÿér Whom Respo#kntíhad
direçt,supervisory,authority: Mr. Gofdóñ Wórked 'iñdepeñdentl>:9àndwithoutprgper? training,
instruction or  supervišiöñby Rešþóñdbnt.

VŠB.Docket.No:-15®1.06100248

37.  Ïn January 2Ø1 l, the¿comp.?àinant, Jean C. :i¢hard#on ("Mš. Riëhárašóñ?D, hired
Respqndent tg represent herin pursdiñg claims? fór iñjílrióš 'àfišlñg from,a motor,vehicle accident
in which she had been iñvolvdi.

38.'  Erom :thd.thè óf Hiš hiring ithròúgh 20#14,, Respøndel* dida not,r]eêpond tø nuníetouš
tel*hönó inquiries. Mš. Richardsó? made with kesponden©s office: as to the?sfatüs ófhèr ëãšé ,

nor communtcate, at' all with her.

39.  In July 2014, having been' úñäblëi to tëách Rešpondent, Ms. Richardson.conta¢ted the
liability iñšuràiñòe óãfriër, Álfa,1?Súr-ance' ('*lfa"}, and learned Respondent, wìthout ?her

khó*l?dgé óràuthórizálioñ, had settled.her ciaíms and received,a settlemeAt check in Nø*mbéf
2011.

40.  In his initial response to the<çompÌajnf,, Respondenf stated lhe netdeß,additiøñal' tihìè, tõ  -  -

fjlý  resppadl as.hewasoot "famífißr" with.Ms. Richardsòn since Œle: h-ad never  þefšóñállýsmet
with her nor  had Many contact with her ever..."  In his sùpplëíñèñtàl. rèšþòñ*; hè-: i)rgit#atèd
he had never'spoken'with Ms. Riclíárdšön à?d Was hot èvén,awàre shë wàê a client.,of*is ?irm
until he reëaived her bár,cqmplaiñt;,ií)+ claimed that Mr. Gordon had ?accepted and hamdled Mš.
]Bjóhardson?'s caše from inception through settlement, all! without Róspõñdeñt'š þèrmiäiìoñ or
knowledge; and iii) expláiiïéd tháthis làck óf kñówlôdäeï W#s basëdiiá párt on'the fact that,Nk
Gõrdoñ häd' beón,ši?¢ñ resp.onsibifity.for overseeíng the firm trust,account an-d.líad failed,tö
perfopm properreconciïíatìons.
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41 .  -  Cóñtrayy tò Re-spòndent"s4 assertiohs in his süppìèmóñtál re*onse, he did have. direct
involvemëñt in Ms. Richardson'S ca*. Sþecifica?ly, Respoñdeñt signe¿Ì, Íetterß dated Júly 26,
20,11 addté=ed ìo Alfa.annomqing his, representatioíi, ó£Mš., Rióhàrdson ønd making a
settlañënt ¿ieñ?and,of $40,OÓÒ,ØÒ. Ín additióñ, hë häd a šett]*rñent discussion with Alfà'š ëlàim
adjúšjer on  October 7,201.1.

42 Respóhdent ?šettlõd Ms: Richardson's claims in Nbvemb@201.1 'for,$13,500:0.Ú, On  -

Nóveiñbér 22, 2011, Aìfaissued aisettlemènt check in thàt amoüht m@de Payable to
Respondent's, Íírm and Ms. Ridhardšom Thàt cheõk was sìgned,on behalf'øf Ms: RichàYdšon by
MÏ:'Gørdøn.and depositëd'iñtó Rëšpónäenfs't[ußt vacçount,on December 12, 20-Ítl'.  RøspoddmÌ
neye-r dlhufšed áhý'of?those mønieê to ør on behalýof Ms. Rióhárdšóñ.  Instead,,thøse+monies
Were disbursed tøïRespondont's,ßrm.

43.  Respondent did not obtaih MS. Richàrdšõn's authorizaÉon to acçept the $13,500.00
settlement offer nør ñotify hef õf the sòttlement ør receipt of the settlement cheek.frôíñ Alfa

-  Ms. Riehàrdšoñ Waš ñòt evenpáware that any demênáhadbeen made óra  settiament.hádìbeeñ- -  --'  -:'  *--'--

tëàóh¢d *ítil after she contacted Alfa Ín Juíy 201.4.

44 Prìørto Respondent's,receiþf õf tlìe Alfá šèttleiñènt check, onçíofMs. Bj¢Ìlardson's
medical próviderš hád þfèvidód Réšpòñdéñt with Wkìtten nqtice>Qfits Íien agajnst the proó-eeds ó f
fañÿ, peršòñãl. i?Îjüly tšéttlèlhént.or'recøvery pursuant 10 Sectiøn 8,01.66,2, ofthe, Codë óf ViFšihia,
19>Ó, aš amended[ Í)espitelhavihgirøcejvedwritten'nøtiùe,of,the,lien, Rešpoñdéñt.fever
disbursed #ny,9f.t1ersettlemeBt proceedsto that, medical pføvider:

IT,  NATURE OF MISCONDUCT

Súèh coñdùct bÿ Réšpondent,tohštitutes' misóonduct i? violatíon<øfthe følìówiñg

provisions ofthe Ruløs of ProfessioaaÌI Conduct:

VSB Dockèt Nó. 1'3-010-092252

RULE 1,:2 ISco,þ-e óf Róþfesóntatiöñ
(a) A lawyer shall äbide by á óliéñt'š dèõišìonš óõnceming thefdbjectives of*prešentation,,
subject to paragfaphš (b),(c), ànd (d), and shall consult vàth the client as to  the.means by Which
theyaró to bô pursued. A láwýer šhall.abide by,a clienfs; decisiøn, @ft*r consültatiøn with the
ráwÿø, Whether to accept an  gffçr 0£ setíÊment of a matter...

'RULE ?.4 Communication
(c) A lawyer shall infòñn the cìieñt,öf fáctš pèrtinènt tó the màtter ånd of çommunications jfom
anòthèf pá-rtý that màý šigñirfíèantly affect settlement or  resolutiòn ofthe matter.

RULE t.15 Safekeeþing Property
(b) Specific Duti*š. A lawyer6shall:
1(3) maintai? compl?e,recørds ofaìl fundš, securities, and ot]Íer píoþertiëš öfä, ëíientcoming, into
the possession: øf the la,*er añd rëñdër àpprópriate àcc ó#htinšs:to the ëlient Eegarding: themi-
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(4), prømptly pay or delivér to the client or  another 'as requested by šú-ch þeršon the fuBds ,.securities, or  otherpròperties- iirthe possession of  the lawyer that such Þéršön is entitled to
*ceive; and
(5) not dišburšé funds or  use property. Q£ a client or  third paftý Without their consent or,cønvert.
fundsor property of a client or'thirdparfy, exóept ás,diréètéd by à tribunßí.

RULE 8.4 Miscondüct
it:iš þröfeššiöñal"?íis-cònd#lct fóp a lawyerto:  

-

(à)'Violate or attempt to vioìat¢ the Rules of Professióñäl !Coiídüót,. knowingly assist or  indüce
anothçr ?to dQ so, Qr do so through the aæts óf  another;

*SB-Dodket Nòi-i 3?01'Ø?Ó927.62

RULE 1.2 $'cope ofReppesentation
fa) A lawyer shall Labide by a client's,decisions cóñëófñiñg thé õbjeótive3 qf repreøentatì?n,

-  -  -Subject-tø paragraphsi (B);,¢C), ãñd,(d),áñëlšhãll éøn*Últ.wìíh thejèfíent ßs'tg:6emeànš-bý'1*líicr --  '-  --  --  -

Ìheÿ' àrétò Be þuøš-uèd. A tawýertshaìl abide by a ç]Íent> d*ciáïø#, after coñsultatiòn with,the
lawyèr, rwhethèt<,to accept an offer øfgt-lement,ofa,mßtfer,..:

RULE 1.4 Communicatiøn
(c)1 A lawyer,Íshall' infòrm Bewclie-ñi óf facts þórtiñeñt tõ thè fñàttèf ànd of communfcati'orls from
another party thatmàý šigñifiòàñtl*àffèëtšèttlèméñt.òr. résølútionofthe ma?tcr.

RULE P.15,Safekecping Preperty
'*),Specìãc' Dutígs, A Íawyer. sbà}Ì:
(3) maintain complete records òf all fundsi securities, *and óíherpr@èrtíêš'óf-à cliërít cømjng'into
the possession ofthe la*yer aildl róífdèr'appropriãtë.àóèõ MtJ?gš tõthè' client.rogarding ?em;
(4)..pròmptìÿ pàÿ óf  dëìivër?tó thë *óliëñt òr ánóthér àsrequested by 'such perso* the funds,
šëóüYitièsi.'òrjothät próísé-f.ties in thèposšès?ón ófthedawyer that such person is,entitledtø
réóeive; ànd!
(5) not dišþurse fu-ds Qr use  property of,a client or  third party with-out their consent' ór óõnÿert
funds or  property of a. client <or thir# party, except às directód bÿ á trib-nàl.

RULE 8.4 Misconduct
It is profèssiónal misconduct fõt á Iá*ÿèf tòi
(à) viólate or attempt to viòlàte thè.Ruleš òf-Prófesšiónal Conductrknowingly:assist?or: indUce  -  -

anóthèr tõ dó so, òr dó šõ thròušh thë àctš òf  añother;

VSB-Docket-Nò.-13-01'10-093893

RULE i .2 Scópe'õf Reprešéntatión
(ä) A làwyerishalll abìde by a?cl-ient's<Íecisions concerning the objectivesof represeñtàtióñ,,
subjeetto, paragraphs (b),(c), añ-d,(d), and shal? óo-nšült with'the ëliënt4aß.tg the means by which
thóý áre tó be puršued.A.la-*yer šhaÌP abide by a ólient's decision, after consultation with the.
lawyer, wbetberíto accept an offer ofsettlement of a matter:.,
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RULE i,.4. Communicatjon
(aì A lawyerïshalí keep?a client:reášoñablÿ ÍnføÏmed àbout the stàtus of  a'matter  and prómptlý
comply with reasonable, requests for iñfórmàtiòñ.
,(c) A lawyer shalì inførmthe óliëñt óffaëtš' Rórtinent to th*matter and.ofcom=úñióatiõñš from
another párty thàt rñâyšišáifitázjly affçct settlement or  resolution.oftlíê màttór.

RULE 1.15 Šafekeeping Property
(b): Specií}c Duties. A,lawyer slìàll :

(1,) promptly notifý a clièñt of'the feaiptaofthä client's fund?, seçuritjesk ørótlíer properties;
(3),maintaín complete rócòrdš of'áll fuñdš, sècuritiès, and other properties øf a:cliéñt óò-ming*ihtg
thèþòššéššioñ ófthi  lái*ýer and render êpproprìate accountings tø the clièñt regarding them;
(4) promptly pay or deli¥er to tbe client of- anùtlìerfaš *quested bý such person the fund]S,
securities, or  other properties. ih the pøsseššiøñ òf. thé lawyer that.such person is enütläd tø
receive; and
(5) Ïíot dîsbufše fundš óí, ušé Þfopert.y. õf  a client or-thìrdl party w?bøut their consent ó*convert
ñïndš òr?pröpertý,òfá"êliènt órt?ird pa#y,: except as dikected by ?alribunal:- ----*-- -,?-Z'r*Ç?

(dj Required Tru# Accøunting,Prqcedures: Iò. addition ito ihó rëqüifèm*ntš šet fól:th inRule, 1.16,(a),
ìhróugli (c), the following mìnìmum SEustaccouoting"précedures tate applicáble to ãllí tñišt àócóùnts.
(3)j Rècohóiliátiòñs.
Oi) At lëàšt quarteilý à #ècöñciliàtiòn. shaÌ?.bè fnade that reffects the trust accou# balanó-e for each
client, póršoñ ór.  óthór eñtitý.
(iÐ, A móñthly feconciliatioñšhállbe:määö bfthè,càšhu baiáncethat isydepived' fromthe cašh,recdipts
journälž cásh dišbursementsjóufhal<,tile ttúst àècount  ëhóëkbook balàhce¿andthe trust: account bank
statemeottbalançe:
(iii). At Ì'east quarterly, a reconcíljßti-Qn :shalí tbe.made that reco-nëilešýthè óá?'balance from.(d}(3*ií)
áboye.àñdi tìié' šubsìdìaryledger þalançç from (®(3*i).
(iV) Re-éóñciliátiènš mušt be approved by a. lawyerin the. law firm.

RULE 5:3. Resþønsibilities Róg-árdiñg Nóñlàwÿèr Aššlštahtš
Withfóspóót tó.á nõnlà*yér ,ëni#1*ed' ói  rótaïiied by,or ãêso.cjakd with a.lawyer-r
(á) à.pàftnèyór á ilàwýer who indiyidually ortogetber with other lawyeýsrpossešsësmãñägerial
àuthority in alaw,ftrm shdl mdke'reuønable e?òrts to ensure-thátthe ñím hãš inieffect
measures  (givülg reasønßble #surÄnce that the persoñ'š condüct. is,cómpàtible With thó,
professiotiàl obíigatjons ofthe lawyóli;

(b) La lawyer having direci.suþervisøíÿ atlthóríty övó-*the,ñòniàWye-šhàll.make reasonßble,
:efforts tò ?ehsui:e. that the pefsøhrs cöndütt iš *cõïñpàtiblè With the prófeàsion41 oblígatìons ofthe
law*r; ánd

(c) *lawyor shaü be responsible for conduct of such aperson that wóúld bë à viólàtiön ofthç
Rules øf.Professiønal Cóñductifëngàgèd in by à lawýer if:
0) Ee láwýer òrdórsor,? with the knowledge of the <speeific conduct, ratifies the, ëéñduót
itw.olvpd; or
(2) the ilawyer is,a þáttñèr õr'hàs,managerial aüthgritý in tb? Íawfirm in which, the person-iš
eÏñplöÿëd, or hàš? direct supefyisqry auihority over  the person, and knows ofshould lîávö,'lãïowñ
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øf the.óonduct at a time when íts consequencés cáñ bé aýdidëd.of mitìgated büt fàils.to take
reášóííáble remedial action.

RULE F.4,Misconduct
lt. is pmfessional. misconduct fóf,à là%,yér'tö:
,(a)"vÏolate or  attempt tò ÿiólãté the Ruïe-s of-Erofessional Cønduct, knowihgìÿ *ssiât *  induèe
another to dò šó, or  dò šg through the acts of another;

VSB.Dòëkët Nò. 14-O#O-ø9.?yíøš

RULE 1.2 Sóòþè of Representation
(a) À làwyer shall abide.by a cljent:sdecisions concerding-thé objectives ofrepresentation,
subject to paragraphs (b),(c),'and (d), añd šhàll consult with the client as to the means by which
they.are to be pursued. A lãwyéf sháll ábide by a.cJíent's deçìsion? after cønsultation with the
lawyeh whether tø 'àètept àñ,óffer ofšettìement of a, matter..:.

r-.

-  ,RULE Ì.4, Communiqation
<a) A Ìawyer shalí keep a client.reasöñably infórÏñèd äbëütthe štà*  of a mßtter and promptly
?cømply with reasonable requestš fóf. iñf@màtiòn.
(c)A lawyer šhäll iñfòfm the ólièñt of facts pertinenttø tbe:mßtter Bnd ofìèommuñicatioñš fróm
anothöf þártÿ thàt may šišñifióàntìy affeót settlement or  resólutibn,of the<Ïñattef.,

RULE 1.1.5 Safekeeping-Prøpelty
¢b) Špecjñt Dutjes. A lawyer shall?
(1),promptty ogt}fÿ a'çljent,of Ìhe,recóipt ofthe cliô-ñt.'š fúndh,,securitiès, iør  other p/Opeitíes;
(3).máintainicomplcte recoids ofall} fundsi sec-urities, àñd õt]2# Þfépérties? of a clienj cøming, into
the possession ofthe,lawyeránd rendèr *pröpfiàtè àécountings. to ?hç #cüent regar:dinglthemí
(4),promptly pay øf  dólivór to thè cliéñt,or ãnother aš,requesfed by suÖh persøn the funds,
securities, or,éthér prbþêrùõš iñ the póssesêiòn of,the lawyer thßt such persønis eñtiílëd 'tó
récëive;,àñd
(5) ñét dišburse funds or  use  property ø.f a client or  third paft.y'-withózit thöir,consent?Qr, convert

.  funds:0I property of a cfi'eilt or  third party,.except iãš diréóted by,á t?ibúIlall,

(d) Required Trust Accounting Procedmts. Iñ 'additièñ tò, the requirements set forth in Rufe. 1.15 (a},
through (c), the following minimum'bušt accountihg pro.cedumš,árè àpplicable to all trustaccounts.
(3) Reconciliations.
Ú}*t 1*ast quárterly à,fëëéñciliätien šhaflì be made that,reflects, the trust acco1mt balance fór'óäch
clien-t? pefíóñ of  êther óhtify:,
Qi) A monthÌyï.reconêiliatiþñ ishlili jbe niáde :òfthe cášh balàncè that.is derivedfrpm'the cashj tt-ceipts
journ*Ì, cash disbursementsjournal, the. tfust ãöëóuñt,checkboók balhn'có and th#*ust accoudtrbank
statemed bálançe.
(iü)Í,At least quarterly, a reconciliationj shàllp bé màdè thàt rèconóilës the cash ktalançc from (d)0)(ii)
*ove and th©. subsidiary ledger}bãläñce from (d)(3)(i).
(iv) ÏReconciliations must bt apprôvëd bý a lawýer in the law Ú?),

RULE 5.3 Rešþqn?êibilitigs Reg@rding Nonlawyer Assistants
.  With rApect]to a nonlawyer employed or  retaiñed by òr àssóóiàted With a láwyer:
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(á) à partner or  a lawyer who individuallý or  tògëthét with othçr,lßwyers possesseš,mãñàge-,däl
xmïthority in a,law firm. shall makè reasonàblè.effortš to ensure  thßt"tbe firm :has Ïñ öfýóót.
measures,gi?ing reasonable assürañce that thë peršõn'š conduct. iâ compatible with'the
Pfofessîonal oblìgatìons ofthe lawyer;

(b) a lawyör having direót supeYiswy authority over  the aöñläwÿèr shall make reasonable
efforts to gnsure tbßt the. persoñ:š conduct iš cómpàtible With the prefessiønal øbligätioñš.of the
lawyer; and'

(c} á läwyer shalll bë rèsponsible forQonduct of such a, persòn, th?t Wøuld bea vidatiQnl ofthe,
Rulès øfl>rofes?ionaí Conduct.if'engaged in? bý a iawýèfif:
(1) the lawyer orders ør,-with. the knowl'eclge,-dfthe, špecîfc çonduct? Fatifies the cóñduct,
involved; or
(2)the láWÿèf iš à partner or  has manageriäí authority in the law finñ ih which ihè person is
émploýed, ór has direct.supervtsoryau&hority øver  the,peísøñ,.ãñdkñoWŠ õr should haye known.

-  ,ofthe.comductatatimewhen its,censeqüences,cab b-é-*vöidèd or  mitigated'but,fai-Ís. to talø-  - *Þ.*-'?

-'  re?on-able remedial,action.

RULE 8:4.Miscönduët
Itiš  Øróféššiönäl misconduct.fps a Flawyer to:
(à) víþlate -oc attempt to *Ìolate thedtuíes of Professiónái Cóñduct? kñõwinšlý asšist or  j>Bduce  .

anotherto dø so,:ordotso through the acts ófanother;

VSB Déckét No.. 15-0.*0-10024Š

RULE '1.2 Scéþé iöf Reprè#entatìon
(a) A Ìßwy* êhalì abidè by a.client'scdecisions,concerning the õbjóctivéš öf repre#çntatiøn;
subject to pasagraphs. ®1 '(c),, ánd (d), and shall ÓÒÏísu? vÿiüi'the èlieñtiaê ko the means  by which

.  they are tø, be ©uršued. Alawyer'shàil ábide bý á,õliènt'š, dècisión,? añer consultation wfth the
lawyer, whether tó :aóc¢þf áñ offer-öfšéttlóiñent òfa matter...

RULE 1.4 Cömmùnjcatjon
<a)' A lawyer shall,koep a,dtie?t, reuou*bjý infermcd abøut thó,štátúš òfà iñãttèr ànd promptly
comply with reasonabíe requests for i*formatiom
(c) Á lawyer shall ìnform the cljent offacts pertinent to the matter àñd øf communications from
another party that may significantly.affect se*lemeñt#ór:réšölution of the matter.

RULE"1..15 Sáfèkèeþiñg Proþëñy
(b)? Spëóific Dútieš. A @wýér šhall:
(1,)ptòñíptlýriotify a#client of,the reqeipt ofthe client's funds, securities, or,óthe-rproþórties;
(3), mãiñt,in,complete records, of.alí ñm¿is, securities, and other þròþirtieš,.ÕT à dliënt c,on*is,iutø'
the possessï*of the lawyer and.rëmlèr?ãpprõþriàtè.accòMtiñšsto' the client regarding them;  -

(4) promþt,ly'paý xórdëliÿörtö the ¢liç#t orßnother as requested by such person' the fúñdš;
-

 secu?itjès, or,óthèr propertieš in the pøssession ofthe lawyer'thãt šúèh person is,entitled to
receive; and
(5).ñòi dišbursö fuñdš òt uš¢ propgty of a çliqnt ør  third' party without their.conšeñt ørëõñvet
funds ÕI PTQPeMy of a client or  ?hird party, except as' directed by ia týibùñal',  -

 .
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(d) Reqüìrèd Trust Accounting Precedures. Ín additiöñ tó thó. requirements set forth,in Rule 1.15 (à)
through (¢), the folløwing, miriìmum tru?t accpunting procedurdšak áþplicabìe-to aíífruist accgv-ntå.

-  Qj *econc'iljàtiohs.
'(i)?Át *Ieãst 4uaïterlÿ ãtrëóõñéiíiàtion shàll bócmade th*t.reÑectsrthe trust, acöõuñt bàíànce for eaeh
client, person of òthef Øhtity.
(iì)' A menthl* reconciliatim..shäll, be made òfth¢ cash baÌ?nçe tb#t is, derived fröm the ëááh rëceiptš
journal, cashýdisbursem#ntš' jourñal, th-é trust áccoúntcheókbook baJanee and the trust ácëount:bank,
statement balance.
éiii),Åt least quárterty, a reconciliatioñ, šháll. be mädé ìhat reconcil'es' tbe,cash balance' from (d)(3)(ii)'
àbóve and,the subsidjary;ledger ÞAlance from (d)(3*i),
(iv) Reêonciìiatiøns müstbe approved by a lawyer'ihthe làw ffm.

RULE 5.3 Responsibilities Regarding Nóñlawy:ef A:3šištàntš,
With respect to a nonrawyer emþloÿed õf  rétaine¿1 by ør  assoçíated with a lawýen
(a} a partner or  a lawyér who iñdividually or  togetkér-with otber lhwye-rš possesse* íømíÄgèrial
,authority ih,àlàW ñrm, shaß make reasonable efforts to ensure, that:theñrfñ hak.in. effect

,  'measureš,gi*ing reasønàble assurance  tth@ß the persød;s.cónduct iš,óo?ípàtible with the
pròfešsjonal gbïigatiøns iøf the taýreI#

®) a lawyeí.',having direct- supervišoíý *uthority 1óver,the nontawyer :shall make reasonable
efforts to'ensure üíát tlíé pëfšo-n'Š iconduct is cømpátjbie witl? the professiùnaì,dbligatiòñš öfthè,
lawyer; anti

(ÿ)?a la*,yer sbail be Fesponsíble:før éonduct of such.á þèršöfí tlïàt *?ould be a,viølatiøn'Qfthe
e Rulçs ofþrofessional Conduct ifeñgágèd inby à.lãwyer iï:  -

(Ì),the lawyer òrders or, wiüi. the kñóçvlèdgõ óf Ìhè specific cgnduct, ratíñesthe conduct
invólved; ot
(2)the làwýèr is.ápartnér ør  has mànagerial authoiity 'in?the law firmin wHiCh ihé þóršòn is
*mþlóÿèd,. òr haê? dìrects-upervisory authodty over  theperson, añd, knows.õt,šhöúidl have known.
ofthe. óönduct at' # ilm-e when its consequences can be, avoided õr Iñitigatèd but fà#s tot*e
Teasonable remedìal} action. 

-

RULE 8:4 Miscúñdüct
It.is profèssional misconduct for à lãwýèr tò:
(a) viølate or attempt tò Violate the Rules of Professional Cønduct, knowingly asßišt,or induce
año.ther to do šõ, õf  dø šó through the acts of MQ.ther;

IÏI.  PROPOSED>DISPOSITION

In,*ntering iñto this agrëed dišpóšition, the bar has,consídered the following mitigàtiñg

evidence:

1') Móšt òfthópmisconduct was unintentioñal' and the result of  RešþondëÏít'š: ä) gros$ inattçnlion

to the,client,:mattérs:and hiš írlíst áóó-ount; ànd b), over-reliänce oñ his non-lawyer šta?er tö
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Whöm Respondent improperly delegátèd øvèrsight of the client matters.and mañagèmêñt òf

Respondent's trust account withóút àdéquátè training or supervision.

2) The misconduct ocóurred! during a limited period <during the late 201.1 'thrõüšh,míd:ŽÙ12

timeframe;

3) Respondent has taken remediãl meàsures to prevent any,recurrence, òf šiñ*lái misconductf

iñólüdihg aššuming,direct'oversight of all settlemeñts andexêlusivemanagement ofhís, trust

account'and implemeñtatiøñ õf óáše mãhaßement ??d trust ,agcountihg syštems;

4) Rešpéñdéñthàsí óompensáted the clients for their pørti-øñ.éf the,šéttlemónts. and any' UBP@id'
--

lien Fd T#ssignment amounts;-

5) Respondent has aóceptèd *$pónšibility and e*pressed hi) remorsé for the *Íištò-ñduót.àn# khe

tešultiñg harm; and

6) Reêpondenþhas no  prior' disciþlinãfy record.

Accördingly; Áššit3tánt Bãr Coutísel and Respondent tender'to the Tkéè-Judgë Ranel for

itß aþprõválí the'agreed:disposition,,of the suspensión ?ofthë:liceñšé,of?the.Respondent tø pmctibè

Law..in the [Commonwealth of Virginia for à periöd óf Ì 8 mönths,e?ectiv.e July 1, 2016, with,

terms.  The,terms Wth'which Róšpondent, must comply iarè:as .follows:

Í..  RoI a period qftwø (2):ye-ars,effective üpoñ tlíè tóhílinátión of the 1}8-month
suspensí on of Respondent'¿s ]Íc-eñsè tõ-prãctitè iaw ih the Cómmonwe?Jth øf Virginiä
agreed to herein,, Respondent shall súbmit to random reviews ofhis law firm records
þy,a V#]ginia State Bar Inýestigatôr,áñd/or othér tagent,of the B#F for'tbe purpoše of
@scertaiìùhg, hîs <compliàncaj *itlí  the ešérow account m@itltbnanceand recørdbkeepiñg
requirements óf-Rulè 1.15 ?ófìhe Virginia Rules OIProfessional Conduct:, Réšþoñdeñt
shall reášõnablÿ cõöperáte,with ihe Bar ínve#igator and/or agent?ih,šübmitting to
such.tan®m rèvièws @ndb making available"bank recórdš, cañèèllèd óhecks,
óheckbgoks, subsidiary ledgers,.cašlí teóeipt> jõ?gnals, ¢áah disbursements Ìournals,
evidence of reëón¢iliátiónš, and any and aÌÌ,<other, documents necóššáfÿ fór the
ëómpletiò# oftheï'rpview.
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Upon satisfáctöry proof thàt such terms and conditions hávë bééñ méti this matter  shall ibe

closed.  If, howeÿér, the ténhšc are not met, Respondent agrees thatthë àlternatiýe diêpøsition

šhàll bé thë suspension of'Respondent's license tó pràctiëë..làw in, th<e ¢ömmonwealth øfVifginiä

for an additional' 1,8 months.

Réšpöndent and his cpllns©lí agree further that:

-  If  Nhe Three.judge Pañëlj dèšišnàted to hias this matter  approves tlïis, a-grèed diêpesitien,

thiš agréed dišpósitiòn becomes Pinal and Non,Aþpeàláblè áñd Rëšpoñdent waives the right to

seek a,stay of the $@nçtlon or 'appealr this ãgrèéd dispõsition or the Memorandum Ordér tó be

ibsued; and

-  If, for any,reason, the %ree-Judge Panel desígñáíèd tò  hear. thiš matfçr decíines to

ápprove this agreed dispositióñ, theÏÍ: i) thé same' Three-Jüdše Panel shalj. ¿Ìleaf preside óýer änd

conclude thiš. máttër iñ' àcéórdance with the dedgnation by the Supretne Cöútt-of Virginia, as

previously scheduled, and Respondent: hereby waiveši àñÿ challenge 'to the compositiøn of the

Tbree=Judge Panel based on  its. c-oíísideratiöñ and/ór rejecti"on of'*ißí .agreed, disposition; änd 2)

this agreed dišpõšitióñ šhall be accópted into the reçQrd øf this matter-asl a stiþülàtión óf'facts andi

rule ýioìatioñs.

If  the Agreed Disposition is?áþþròvéd, thê Clerk,òf the Diêciplìnaly{System shall assessan

administrative Pee:,

[SIGNÄTURES ON POLLOWING PAGE]
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