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Published Order Approving Statement of Circumstances and 
Conditional Agreement for Discipline 

Pursuant to Indiana Admission and Discipline Rule 23(12.1)(b), the Indiana Supreme 

Court Disciplinary Commission and Respondent have submitted for approval a “Statement of 

Circumstances and Conditional Agreement for Discipline” stipulating agreed facts and 

proposed discipline as summarized below. 

Stipulated Facts:  Beginning in the fall of 2013 and continuing through the spring of 2016, 

Respondent continually mismanaged his trust account, causing multiple overdrafts.  His trust 

account mismanagement included commingling his own funds with those of his clients and 

making a number of improper online or electronic fund transfers from his trust account.   

Separately, Respondent represented “Client” in a divorce.  On one occasion, Respondent 

agreed to meet Client and Client’s girlfriend at their home.  Respondent arrived prior to Client 

and asked the girlfriend about her prescription for Adderall.  Respondent then took her pill 

bottle, opened it, removed a pill, and ingested it, all without the girlfriend’s permission.  

Respondent took the pill bottle and its contents with him and left the home before the girlfriend 

could say anything and before Client arrived. 

Violations:  The parties agree that Respondent violated the following rules governing 

professional conduct: 

Ind. Professional Conduct Rules: 

1.15(a): Commingling client and attorney funds. 

8.4(b):  Committing a criminal act that reflects adversely on the lawyer’s honesty, 

trustworthiness, or fitness as a lawyer. 

8.4(c):  Engaging in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation. 

Ind. Admission and Discipline Rules (2016): 

23(29)(a)(4):   Commingling client funds with other funds of the attorney or firm. 

23(29)(a)(5):  Making electronic fund transfers from a trust account without written 

withdrawal authorization. 

 Discipline:  The Court, having considered the submission of the parties, now approves 

the following agreed discipline. 
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For Respondent’s professional misconduct, the Court suspends Respondent from the 

practice of law for a period of 90 days, beginning September 6, 2018, with 30 days actively 

served and the remainder stayed subject to completion of at least two years of probation.  

The Court incorporates by reference the terms and conditions of probation set forth in the 

parties’ Conditional Agreement, which include among other things:  

(1) Respondent shall execute and comply with a monitoring agreement under the Indiana 

Judges and Lawyers Assistance Program (“JLAP”). 

(2) Respondent shall procure the services of a certified public accountant, who shall report 

quarterly to the Commission pursuant to the terms set forth in the Conditional 

Agreement.  

(3) Respondent shall refrain from the use of all mind-altering substances except as 

prescribed. 

(4) Respondent shall cooperate fully with the Commission in the Commission’s 

investigation of any and all matters. 

(5) Respondent shall promptly report to the Commission any violation of the terms of 

Respondent’s probation. 

(6) If Respondent violates his probation, the Commission will petition to revoke his 

probation; and if Respondent’s probation is revoked, Respondent shall actively serve 

the balance of his 90-day suspension without automatic reinstatement. 

Notwithstanding the expiration of the minimum term of probation set forth above, Respondent's 

probation shall remain in effect until it is terminated pursuant to a petition to terminate 

probation filed under Admission and Discipline Rule 23(16). 

The costs of this proceeding are assessed against Respondent.  With the acceptance of this 

agreement, the hearing officer appointed in this case is discharged 

Done at Indianapolis, Indiana, on  ___________ . 

Loretta H. Rush 

Chief Justice of Indiana 

All Justices concur. 
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