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BEFORE THE
DISCPLINARY BOARD

OF THE
WASHINGTON STATE BAR ASSOCIATION

In re

JOHN RODNEY CROWLEY,

Lawyer (BarNo. 19868).

Proceeding No. I 5#00056

ODC File No(s). t,f-01 245,14-01541,

I 5-001 89, t5-01378, I 6-00901

RESIGNATION FORM OF JOHN RODNEY
cRowLEY (ELC 9.3(b)

John Rodney Crowley, being duly swom, hereby attests to the following:

l. I am over the age of eighteen years and am competent. I make the statements in

this affidavit from personal knowledge.

2. I was admitted to practice law in the State of Washington on November 13, 1990.

3. I was served with the Second Amended Formal Complaint and Notice to Answer

in this matter and filed an Answer on April 17,2017.

4. I have voluntarily decided to resign from the Washington State Bar Association

(the Association) in Lieu of Discipline under Rule 9.3 of the Rules for Enforcement of Lawyer

Conduct (ELC).

5. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is Disciplinary Counsel's statement of alleged

Aflidavit of Respondent
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misconduct for purposes of ELC 9.3(b). I am aware of the alleged rnisconduct

disciplinary counsel's statement but, rather than defend against the allegations, I

stated in

wish to

permanently resign from membership in the Association.

6. I am submining with this affidavit a check in the amount of $1,780.83 made out to

the Washington State Bar Association as payment for expenses and costs.

7. I agree to pay any additional costs or rcstitution that may be ordered by a Review

Committee under ELC 9.3G).

8. I understand that my resignation is permanent and that any future application by

me for reinstatement as a member of the Association is cunently baned. If the Supreme Court

changes this rule or an application is othenrise permitted in the fuhue, it will be treated as an

application by one who has been disbarred for ethicat misconduct, and that, if I file an

application, I will not be entitled to a reconsideration or reexamination of the facts, complaints,

allegations, or instances of alleged misconduct on which this resignation was based.

9, I agree to (a) notify all other states and jurisdictions in which I am admitted of this

resignation in lieu of discipline; (b) seek to resign permanently from the practice of law, and (c)

provide disciplinary counsel with copies of this notification and any response(s). I aeknowledge

that this resignation could be treated as a disbarment by all other jurisdictions.

10. I agree to (a) notiff all other professional licensing agencies in any jurisdiction

from which I have a professional license that is predicated on my admission to practice law of

this resignation in lieu of discipline; (b) seek to resign permanently from any such license; and

(c) provide disciplinary counsel with copies of any of these notifications and any responses.

I l. I agree that when applying for any employment, I will disclose the resignation in

lieu of discipline in response to any question regarding disciplinary action or the status of my

Allidavit of Rcspondcnr
Page 2
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license to practiee law.

12. I understand that my resignation becomes effective on disciptinary counsel's

endorsement and filing of this document with the Clerk, and that under ELC 9.3(c) disciplinary

counsel must do so promptly following receipt of this docurnent and payment of costs and

expenses.

13. When my resigration becomes effective, I agree to be subject to all restrictions that

apply to a disbaned lawyer.

14. Upon filing of my resignation, I agree to comply with the same duties as a

disbarred la*yer under ELC l4.l through ELC 14.4.

,5. I understand that, after my resignation becomes effective, it is permaaent, I wilt

**ver beeligible Lo apply and rvill not be cansidered for admission or reinstatement to the

pracaice of law nor rryill i be eligible for admission for any limiled practice of law.

,6'. l certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that

th* fbregoi*g is true and ccrrect.

*3.7*,L7 *v.tr,-tz**

r qTh
SUBSCRIEED AND SWORN to beforeme this { D'' day of

Daie and Place

Debra S later, Disciplinary Counsel
Bar No. 18346

Alfi davit of Rcspon<lcnt
?age3

Rodney Crcwley, BarNo. 19868

2417.
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BEFORE THE
DISCPLINARY BOARD

OF THE
WASHINGTON STATE BAR ASSOCIATION

The attached formal complaint, filed on Nlay 22,201?, in Proceeding No. 15#00056

constitutes Disciplinary Counsel's statement of alleged misconduct under Rule 9.3(bxl) of the

Rules for Enforcement of Lawyer Conduct.

In re

JOHN RODNEY CROWLEY,

Lawyer (BarNo. 19868).

Proceeding No. I 5#00056

ODC File No(s). 14-01245, 14-01 541,

15-00189, l5-0t378, & I6-00901

STATEMENT OF ALLEGED
MTSCoNDUCT T.JNDER ELC 9.3(bxl)

OFFICE OF DISCPLINARY COI'NSEL
OFTHE WASHINOTON STATE BAR ASSOCIATION

I 325 4ft Avcnuq suite 600
Scattle WA 98101-2539

(2061727-820?

DArED *n, j&rof May, 2olz.

Statemcnl of Allcgcd Misconduct
Page I
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BEFORETHE
DISqPLINARY BOARD

OPTITE
WASHINOTON STATE BAR ASSOCIATION

PmceedingNo. t5#00056

THIRD AI{ET,{DED TOR${AL
COMPLNNT

Under Rule 103 of the Rules for Enforcement of Lawyer Conduct (ELC), the Office of

Disciplinary Counsel (ODC) of the Wsshington State Bar Association clrarges the abovo'named

lauyer with acts of misconduct under the Rules of Pmfessional Conduct (RPC) as s€t foilh

below.

ADIVflSSION TO PRACTICE

l. Respondcnt John Rodney Crowtey was admltted to the pnctice of law in the State of

\l/ashington on Novernber 13, 1990.

FACIS REGARDING COUNTS r TIIROUGH 4: ARTIIURC. GRIEVANCE

2. In April 2012, Ellensburg Detectirre Camenon Clasen (Clasen), br:gan ar

invesrigation into the suspected theft of computerequipment by Arthur C.

Thid Amcndcd Forool Complaint
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3. On May 15, 2012, A*lrur C. hired Respondent to Epresent him. Art[rg C. told

Respondent that he wanted to resotve the matter before any arr€st.

4. Respondent contscted Detective Clasen and informed him that he representedArthur

c.

5. Benpeen lday 15, 2012, urd Septenrber 2012, Arthur C. telephoned and texted

Respondent multiple times.

6. Respondent did not respond to Arthur C's calts or tcxts.

7. In Septernber 2012, Arthur C. spoke with Respondenl He informed Respondent he

had cnlisted in the National Guard Bnd would tike to resolve the matter befor€ he lefr for

tsaining in February 2013.

8. on December 14, 2012, Arthur c. telephoned and sent I teril message to

Respondent later that day, Arthur c. and Respondent had a six minute convematio&

9. On December 27,2012, Detcctive Clasen tetephoned Respondent and advised hiin

that Arthur C. would be criminally charged. Respondent totd Ctasen ttr* he woutd contact

Arthur C. and call him back.

10. Respondent &iled to call Clasen back.

I l. Reqpondent did nor contact Arthur C.

I 2. On January 2, 2013, Clasen contscted Respondent again. Respondent told Clasen

that he was looking for contact information for Arthur C. and that he had not yet spoken with

Anhurc. even though Respondent had spoken withArdrur c. on December ld 2012.

t3. Respondent's staGments to Clasen were false and Rcspondent knew they were falsa

Respondent had contact information for Arthur c. and had contacted Arthur c.

14. on January T,zol3,Respondent telephoned Arthur c. and spoke wlrh htm.

Thld Amcndcd Fosmal ComDtsinr
Pagc 2
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15. On January 8, 2013, Clasen contacted Respondent again. Respondent told Clasen he

had not been able to find conact information for ArthurC.

16. Respondent's slatement to Clasen was false and Respondent knew it wus fabe.

17. On Januaty 10, 2013, Clasen contasted Respondent. Reryondent asked Clasen to

contact him in six days to aranBe forArthur C. to surrender.

l8.On January 11,2013, Respondent and Arthur C. had a liw minute telephone

conversation.

19. On January 16, 2013, the day Artlrur C. was to surrender, Clasen contsctod

Respondenl Respondent told Clasen hc couldn't talk at Orat time, and he would call him back

in 30 minutes.

20. Respondentdid notcafl Clasen.

2l . Clasen telephoned Respondent the next day. Respondent told Clasen that he had not

spoken with Arthur C.

22. Respondent's statement to'Clasen was false and Respondent knew it wss false,

23. Respondent told Clasen to go ahad and get an arest wanant for Artlnr C.

24. On March 13,2013, an anest wsnant was isued.

25. Respondent did not tell Arthur C. that he had told Ctasen to go ahcad and get the

arrest warant.

26. Respondcnt did not tell Arthur C. that Clasen had obuined an anest warranL

27.On April 8, 2013, Respondent contacted the prosecutor and requesled a heuing lo

quash the warrant.

28. Respondent did not file e Notice of Appearance or note the matter for hearing.

29. Other than the telephone call to the pmsecutor, Respondent did not tatce any stcps to

Thid Amcndcd Format Comptalnt
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quash theill8nant

30. Respondent instructed Arthur C. to meet him at thecourthouse in Ellensburg at l:30

p.m. on January 13,2014,to attempt to quash the warrant.

31. On January 13, 2014, Artllr C. appeared at rhs courthouso as insuucted, but

Respondent did not appear.

32. Ar&ur C. terminated Rcspondent.

COUNTI

33. By failing to communicate witlr Ar0rur C. regarding his casc, Respondent violated

RPC 1.4.

COI'NT2

3a. By failing to diligenrly represent Arthur C,, Respondent violared RPC 1.3.

COI'NT3

35. By failing to abide by Arthur C.'s deoision to tesolvo the matter before being

arrcsted, Respondent violated RpC 1.2.

couNr4

36. By making false statements to Clasen, Rcspondent violarcd RPC 8.4(c), RPC 8.4(d),

and RPC a.l(a).

I'ACTS REGARDING COITNTS 5 TtsROUcH 9r JOSEPH PINO GRIEVANCE

3?.In December 2012, Joseph Pino hircd Respondent to rcpresent him on criminal

charges pending in Islurd County, Washingon.

38. Respondent did not enter lnto a rryritten fee agroement with pino.

39. Pino paid Respondent $6250 for rcprescntation up to tial. He agreed to p8y an

additional $6"250 if the matter went to trial.

Third Amcadcd Format Comptoinr
Pagc 4
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40. Some orall ofthe $6,250 uras paid in advance ofpcrformance of the services.

41. Respondent did not deposit the money Pino paid him into his trusr ascount.

42. Some or all of ttre $$6350 was for fees and/or oxpenses ttrat Respondent never

eamed orincuned.

43. On December 7, 2012, Respondent filed a Motion for Substitution of Counsel.

M.Od Decembcr 10,2A12, an onder wae entered substituting Respondent as Pino's

lawyer.

45. An omnibu hearing took place on January I 4, 20 I 3. Respondent was not present but

instead arranged for Oak Harbor lanryer Kenneth Manni to appear for him and request a

continuance.

46. The omnibus hearing was rescheduted forJanuary 22,2013.

47. At the Juruary 22,2013 omnibus hearing, Respordent did not atten4 but lnstead

ananged for lawyer Mitch Hanison to appear for him.

48. On January 30,2013, felony charges were filed against Pino in Slogit &unty.

49. LawyerJeri Bol*oski rcprcsented Pino on the Skagit County case.

50. Island County set a hearing for February 25,2013 to revoke Pino's prerial release

because ofthe Skagit County charges.

51. Respondent told Pino he would eppearat the February 25,2013 hearlng in Istand

County.

52. Respondent failed to appear at the February 25,2013 hearing in Island County.

53. Island County's Motion to Revoke Release nras granted and g bench warrant issued

for Pino's anest

54.On March 11,20t3, Bonkoski sent

Thlrd Amcndcd Format Coriptaln!,
Pagc 5

Respondent an emall informing him tlrat &e
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Skagit County prosecutor'and the Island County proseeutor were discussing the possibility of a

global resolution ofall charges against Pino.

55. Rcspondent did not respond to Bonkoski's email or othenrise communicate with ber

about ttre global scttlement

56. On March 22"2013, Bonkoski forwarded a global setttcment offer to Respondenl

Bonkoski asked Rcspondent for his input on the lslurd County charges. Bor*cki alm

fonryarded to Respondent a letter from Pino requesting that he bc permitted to participate in dnrg

court.

57. Respondent did not rcspond to Bor*oski.

58. On March zg,zll3,Trisha Johnson, the Skagit Coon-ry ptosecutor sent Respondent

an emait informing him thu his help was needed to complete the gtobal qgrecnenl She atso

informed him there was an April a, 2013 hearing in Skagit County at wNctr Bonkoski was to

have an answer on the global settlement.

59. Respondent replied to Johnson's email on May 15, 2013, almost two months later,

telling her he would respond to Bonkoski that day about the global settlement

60. Respondent did not rrspond to Bonkoski about lhe globril settlemenl

61. Bonkoski and Johnson finalizcd the globat settlement without Respondent's input or

involvement,

62. Respondcnt did not providc Pino's letter about participating in the drug court

program to either prosecutor.

63. On September 30, 2014, Respondent provided ODC with a u4'ilten response to the

grievance filed by Pino.

64. Respondent stated in his Septcmber 30, 2014 rcsponse to ODC that hc made many

Ttld Ansndcd Forrrrll Complatnrt
Pege 6
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appearances on Pino's Island Oounty case.

65. Respondent stated in his September 38 2014 response to ODC that on December 12,

201 2, he appeared in lsland County on Pino's case and returned to Seattla

56. Respondent stated in his September 30, 2014 response to ODC that the December

lz,}Olzappearsnce in Istand County on Pino's csse took five hours of his time.

67. Respondentb statement that he appeared in Islsnd County on Pino's cose on

December 12,2012 was false. Respondent knew itwas false.

68. Respondent's statement that the December 12,2012 appearance took five hours of

his time was false. Respondentknew itwas false.

69. Respondent shrcd in his Septcmber 30,2014 response io ODC that be appearcd at a

pre-omnibus hearing in Islurd County on Pino's case on Jmuary 14,2013.

?0. Respondent stated in his September 30,2014 response to ODC that the preomnibus

hearing in lsland County on Pino's case on January 14, 2013 took fivc hours of his time.

?1. Respondent's statement that he appeared at the January 14, 2013 horing was false.

Respondent knew it was falsa

?2. Respondent's statenent that it took firo hours of his time was false. Respondent

knew it was false.

73. Respondent stated in his September 30,2014 rcsponse to ODC that he appeared at a

readiness hearing on Pino's c-ase on February l% 20t3.

74. Respondent stated in his September 30, 2014 response to ODC that the readiness

hearing on Fcbruary 19, 2013 took 5.0 hours of his time.

75. Respondent's staiement that he appeared at a rcadiness hearing on Pino's case on

February 19,2013 was fElse. Rcspondent knew itwas false.

Thlt{ Amcndcd Fonnel Conrplolnt
Pagc 7
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76. Respondent's statement that the readiness hearing look fivc hours of his time nras

false. Respondent knew it was false.

77. Respondent stated in his September 30 2014 response to ODC that he met with an

Isturd County prosecutor in Island County on Pino's case on February 2O,2Ol3 and ttrat ttre

meeting took five hours of his time.

78. Rcspondentrs statement that he met with an Island County prosecutor in Island

County on February 20, 2013 on Pinoh case was false. Respondent knew it was false.

79. Respondenfs staternent thst the meeting with an Island County prosiscutor took five

horrrs of his time rms falsa Reqpondent knew it uras false.

80. Rcspondent stated in his Septenrber 30, 2014 response to ODC that he attcnded a

hearing on Pino's case on Febnrary 25,2013 and that ir took five hours of his time.

8t. Respondent's statement that he appeared at a heuing on Pino's case on February 25,

2013 was falsa Respondent knew it was false.

82. Respondents statement that the hearing on February 25,2013 took five hours of his

time uras falsa Respondent knew it was &lse.

83. Rospondent strted in his Septcmber 30, 2014 r€sponse to ODC that he appearcd at a

prerial conference on Pinob case on April l, 2013 and tbat it took five hours of his time.

84. Respondent's statement thar hc had appeared at a pre-tial conferense on Pino's case

on April I , 2013 was false. Respondent knew it was false.

85. Respondent's statement that the pre-trial confercnce took live hours of his time was

false. Respondcnt knew it was false.

86. Pino repeatedly telephoned Respondent to inqulre about his case

87. Except for one telephone call and one visit, Respondent did not cornmunicate with

Ttld Amcndcd Fornat Cocrptoinr
Fagc 8
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Pino about his case"

COUNTS

88. By failing to diligently represent Pino, Respondcnt vlolated RPC 1.3.

COI'NT6

89. By failing to comrnunicate with Pino regarding his case, Respondent violated RPC

1.4.

COT'NT 7

90. By charglng and collection an unreasonable fee and/or unrcasonable amount for

expcnses, and or by failing to refund an advance payment of fees and/or enrpenses that he did

not earo or incur, Respondent viotated RPC I .5, RPC l.I5A(0, and/or RPC l.16(0.

COUNTS.

91. By failing to deposit the ffrnds Pino paid him into a trust account, Respondent

violated RPC 1.5(f) and/or RPC l.l5A(c)

COUT{T9

92. By knowingly making ftlse statements to ODC duing irc investigtion of the

grierrance filed by Pino, Respondent viotared RPC.8.l(a) and RPC 8.4(c).

FACTS RECARIIING COITNTS r0 THROUGII 12: WALTER TERRY GRIEVANCE

93.In June 2014, Walrcr Terry hired Respondent to rcpresent hfun in thrte mafiers: a

federal criminal case in ldaho, a forfeiture action, and a motion to vscate a 200? felony

conviction.

94. Respondent did not enter into a written fee agreement with Terry.

95. Terry paid Rcspondent $15,000 for representation on all three matters.

96. Some orall of the$15,000 was paid in advance of.performance oftheservices

Thlrd Ancndcd Fonna! Comphlnt
Page9
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97. Respondent did not deposit the rnoney Terry paid him into his tnst account.

98. Some or all of the $t5,000 was for fees andl/or expenses that Respondent never

eamed or incurred. .

99. Respondent refunded St4,500 to Terry.

federal Crirninal Case in Idaho

100. In May 20ld Terry was amsted in ldaho for selling muijuana overthe internet

l0l. No charges were filed because the Dnrg Enforcement Adminisra$on (DEA)

wanted Terry's cooperation in obtaining evidence against his friend who dqosited the fun&

Terry received from the marijuana sales into the friend's bank account.

102. As part of Respondent's reprsentation of Tery ln the federsl criminal case,

Respondent was to negotiate concessions in e,xchange for Terry obtaining evidence ageinst his

ftiend.

103.

ageement in

indictment.

Tlrlrd &ncndcd Fonnal Comptoiot
Pagc l0

Assislant US. Attorney Christtan Na&ger provided Respondent with a draft plea

order to resotve the federal crimlnat case without the necessity of obtaining an

104. Respondent failed to follow up with Na&€er, despite Respondent having been

given a date by which he needed to tell Naftger whether Terry would accept the plea offer.

105. Respondent never communicated the plea offer to his client, Terry.

106. On April 27,2015, Respondent terminarcd the representation.

Forfeiture AcJie.n

107. orr May 15,2014, the United States filed a lawsuit in the United States Distict

Court for the Distict of ldaho seeking forfeiture ofTerr/s Seanle residence.

108. Other than a single telephone calt, Rcspondent faild to take any action on Terry'

OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COT'NSEL
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s behalfon fternattcr.

Motion to Vacate 2007 Fglonv_Conviction

109. In 2007, Terry uns convicted of felony dnrg ctrarges in King County Superior

Court.

I10. On July 24,2A14, Respondent prepared a declantion in support of the Motion to

Vacate the conviction.

I I l. Teny reasonably botieved that Respondent would file the motion right away.

It2. Between September 2014 and January 2015, Terry repeatedly telephoned

Respondent, sent him text messag€s, and sent him emails rying to obtain information about his

msners.

t 13. Respondent failed !o rcspond to Terryrs requests for information about his

mattenr.

I14. Respondent did not file the motion or take any other stEps to vscate tho

conviction.

t 15. In March 2015, after Terry filed this grievance against Respondenq Respondent

told Terry for the first time that the motion had not been filed.

. COUNT IO

I16. By feiling to diligently representTerry, Respondent violated RPC t.3.

COI'NT II
lI7. By failing to communicate with Terry about his rnatte6, Respondent violatcd

Rtc 1.4.

COIJNT 12

t 18. By faiting to deposit the firnds Terry paid him intg I trust sccouD&, Respondutt
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violated RPC I .5(0 and/or RPC l.t5A(c).

FACTS REGARIIING COT NTS 13 TflROUGg 16: MIGUELBARRAGAN GRIEVAI{CE

tlg. Miguel Bpnagao was convicted of two counts of Rape of a Child and First

Degree Assault in Gnnt County SuperiorCourt

120. In July 2011, Barragan telephoned Respondent and spokc with him about his

c8se.

l2l. ln July 2011, Barragur hired Respondent to file a personal resraint petition or

file a motion fora CrR Z8 trcaring on his betralf.

122, Reqpondentwas paid $10,000 fortherepresentation.

123, Respondent did not enter into a written fee agrcement with Banagan.

124. Some or all of the $10,000 was paid in advancc of performurce of tlre services.

125. Respondent did not deposit the momy into I trst Eccount

126. Some or all of the $10,000 was for fees and/or expensqs that Respondent nerrer

eamed or incurred.

127. During the time he represented Barragan, Respondent met in pemon wifi hirn

twicc to discuss his case.

128, During the time he represented Banagan, Respondent spoke.wlth BanagEn trrlce

by telephone about his case.

129. Barragan and members of his family repeatedly telephoned Respondent and leff

mesliages for hlm to rEturn their calls.

130. Respondent did not r€tum the tetephone catls or o&enrise communicate with

Barragan and/or his family about his case.

13 l. Respondent did not prcpare or file the personal restinint petition or motion for a
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CrR7.8 hearing that he was hired to prepsr€ and fila'

132, Respondentdid littleorno worlc on behdf ofBaragan.

133. Upon termination of the repr€sentation, Respondent failed to refuitd the advanoe

payment offees and/or expenses that he never eamed or inourred.

cotNT13

134. By failing to diligently represent Banagarb Respondent violated RPC 13.

couNr14

t35. By failing to comrnunicate with Banagan regarding his case, Respondent

violated RPC 1.4.

COI'NT15

136. By failing to deposit &e funds he was paid to r€present Barragan inlo a tntst

accormt, Respondent violated mC 1.5(0 cnd/or RPC l.l5A(c).

COT'NT16

137. By charging and collecting an unrcamnable fee and/or a unreasonable amount

for expenses, and/or failing to refund an advanee payment of fees and/or expens€s that he never

earned or incurred, Respondent violated RPC 1.5, RPC t.l5A(0, and/orRPC l.t6(d).

FACTS REGARDING COI'NTS 17 THROUCII2O: CONNIE UIELXER GRJEVANCE

138, In June 20ld Connie Welker hired Respondent to reprcsent her friend, Phillip

Gleason, who was charged with felony firearm and dnrg charges in Pierce County Superior

CourL The charges arose fmm an insident that occuned whilepleason wos on pamle ftom ut

Idaho robbery case.

139. On September 2t,2Ol4: Wekcr pald Respondent $8,500 for representation that

included pretrial, trial, and sentencing.
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Pagc 13

OFFTCE OT' DTSCIPLINARY @T'NSEL
WASHTNOION STATE BAR ASSOCIATION

It25 {lh Avclluq Sufic 600
Scottlc WA 98t0lrt39

.(206)t2,{,0,



I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

t0

lt

t2

l3

t4

t5

t6

l7

t8

l9

20

2t

22

23

140. ' Respondent sent Welker a copy of a fee rgrcement he had sigtrcd, but neither

Gleason nor Welker executed a written fee agreemenL

14 I . Respondent did not deposit the $8,500 Wetker paid him into r trust a@ount.

142, In 2015, Gleason was involved ln another incident in Washington while on

parole in the ldatro case. He fled to ldaho, where he was anested.

143. At the $me the charges were filed in the 2015 Washington case, Gleason rrlas in

custody inl&lro.

144. Welker paid Respondent an additional &e of $15,000 to represent Gleason on the

2015 charges.

145. Neither Gleason nor Welker entered into a wrinen fee agreement witlr

Respondent for the additional rcpresentation.

146. Respondent did not deposit the S15,fi)0 into I trost aocount.

147. On Manch 30, 2015, while Gleason uaas in custody in ldaho, Respondent filed a

Demand forb<radition.

148. Gleason prepared and submitted the paperwork to be rarufer€d from ldaho to

Washington under the Interstate Agrcements for Detaiaers, RCW 9.100.010 which provides for

the transfer ofprisoners to the requesting state.

149. Gleason uras rstumd to Washington.

150. The Demand for E:<tradilion Respondent filed was of no benefit to Gleason.

lst. Between June 29, 2015 and April l, 2016 0re 2014 case was continued six

times. During the same time period, the 2015 case uras continued four timcs

152. Respondent did not sppear at thrce ofthe court appesrancB, but h8d another

attorney appcar for him.
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153. Otlrer than requesing continuances, Respondent did litle or no work on

Gleason's cases.

154. In November 2015, prosecutor Bryce Netson extrended an offer to settle tho

t55. Respondent did not communicale the settlement offer to Gleason.

156. During the representation, both Oleason and Welkcr repearcdly uied to

communicate by telephone and email with Respondent to obtain information about the cascs.

157. Respondent did not return Tl/elker's calts or emait, nor did he communicate with

her about Gleason's csses.

158. Respondcnt did not return Gteason's salls or otherwise communicste with him

about his cases

159. In June 2014 Gleason terminared Respondurt

160. Respondent did not rcfund any of the $23,500 fee hc had been paid to eitlrer

Gleason or Welker.

COUNT17

t6l. By failing to communicate with Gleason and/or Welker rcgarding Gteason's

case, and by failing !o communicate the prosecution's settlement offer to Gleason, Respondent

violarcd RPC 1.2(a)and/orRPC 1.4.

COUNTIS

t62. By failing to diligently represent Gteason, anilor by failing !o mske reasonable

efforts to expedite litigation, Reslrcndcnt violated RPC 1.3 and/or RPC 3.2.

COI'NTT9

163. By failing to deposit the fees Welker paid him into a trust scoount, Respondent
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violatcd RPC I .5(l) aud/or RPC I . l5r\.

cot NT20

164. lly charging and collccting nn utrru&son.tblc fce. and or hy liriling to refurd nn

irdvancc po)'mert ol'tbcs rlral hc did not earn, Resporrdcut violatcd ltPC t.5, RPC l.tsA(f).

und/or ltPC I .l 6(d).

'11'lliREFORE. Disciplinary Counscl rcquesm tlrat a hearing bc hcltl undcr lhc Rules fur

Enfofi.:crnenl ol'[.arv1er Conduct. lrossible dispositions include disciplinary nction, probulion.

rcslitution, and $scssment of tlrc costs und expcnses ol'thesc procecdings.

ooura t',;, ffiof IIny, 2o I z.
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