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THE ATTORNEY DISCIPLINARY BOARD 

 
Members 

 Iowa Court Rule 35.2 establishes the Attorney Disciplinary Board of the 

Supreme Court of Iowa.  The Board consists of nine lawyers and three lay 

members.  All Board members are appointed by the Supreme Court.  Members 

are appointed for terms of three years, and no member who has served two full 

terms is eligible for reappointment.  

Sarah W. Cochran, Fairfield, served as the Board’s chairperson until the 

conclusion of her final allowable term of appointment on June 30, 2016.  Jane 

Rosien, Winterset, was appointed by the Court to serve as the Board’s 

chairperson effective July 1, 2016.  Other attorney members serving during 

this reporting period include Marti Nerenstone, Council Bluffs; John Gosma, 

Davenport; Stewart A. Huff, Sioux City; Susan Flander, Mason City; Stephanie 

L. Cox, Des Moines; Andrew Van Der Maaten, Decorah; Andrew Chappell, Iowa 

City;  Michael J. Chozen, Spirit Lake; Karen J. Erger, Ely, and Mark C. Smith, 

Des Moines.  Lay members serving during this reporting period include Gerald 

A. Zavitz, Davenport; Ann Knutson, Sioux City; and Dr. Debbie Nanda 

McCartney, Des Moines.  The terms of Ms. Cochran, Mr. Huff, and Ms. Flander 

expired June 30, 2016.  The Court appointed Michael Chozen, Karen Erger, 

and Mark Smith as Board members by order filed June 30, 2016. 
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Public Inquiries 

Board staff responded to more than 430 separate inquiries from the 

public between April 15, 2016, and December 31, 2016, in each instance either 

directing the inquiring party to the appropriate resource or providing the party 

with a complaint form and/or information about the function and role of the 

Board. While Board staff has always fielded inquiries from the general public, 

the adoption of a new case and contact management system on April 15, 2016, 

allowed for this date to be compiled for the first time.  

 

Undocketed Complaints 

Iowa Court Rule 35.4 gives the assistant director for attorney discipline 

the discretion not to open an investigation when the information provided by 

the complainant, “if true, would not constitute misconduct or incapacity, or if 

the complaint is facially frivolous, stale, lacking in adequate factual detail, 

duplicative, or outside the board’s jurisdiction, or does not otherwise 

reasonably warrant investigation.”  In 2016, the assistant director exercised 

her discretion to decline to open investigations of at least 248 complaints 

against more than 248 potential respondents.   

 

New Complaints 

The Board opened 426 Board matters for investigation and/or processing 

during 2016, not including probate delinquencies reported by clerks of the 
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district court.  This is an increase over prior years: 

Year Opened Complaints 

2016 426 

2015 389 

2014 337 

2013 366 

2012 373 

 

Board Determinations 

 The Board made determinations in 319 complaint files.    

Board Dispositions 
Number of 

Matters 
Percentage 

Closed Without Adjudication3 21 6.6% 

Contempt 1 0.3% 

Dismissed 123 38.6% 

Private Admonition 53 16.6% 

Public Reprimand 46 14.4% 

Reciprocal Discipline 2 0.6% 

Referred to Grievance Commission 61 19.1% 

Reinstated 5 1.6% 

Trusteeship 7 2.2% 

Grand Total 319 100.0% 

  

During the previous reporting period (2015), the 316 determinations by 

the Board included 189 dismissals (59.81%); 47 private admonitions (14.87%); 

                     
3 17 pending matters involving one respondent who was not an Iowa-licensed 

attorney were closed without adjudication upon confirmation by the Board that 

the attorney had been disbarred in the only jurisdiction in which he had been 

licensed. Two matters were closed upon discovery that they were duplicates of 

already-pending complaints. 



 

 5 

35 public reprimands (11.08%); 2 deferrals under Iowa Court Rule 35.14 

(0.63%); and 41 complaints referred to staff counsel for prosecution before the 

Grievance Commission (12.97%).  Attached as Annex A are synopses of each 

complaint that reached final disposition in 2016, grouped by type of 

disposition.  It should be noted that the complaint summaries, which are 

required by Court Rules 34.8(2) and 34.13, contain allegations that may not 

have been confirmed or proved during subsequent investigation or prosecution.  

 

File Closures 

The number of file closures differs from the number of Board dispositions 

because file closures include actions by other entities. Referrals for prosecution 

or public reprimands, for example, require further action by Board counsel, the 

Grievance Commission, or the Supreme Court before the matter may be 

completely closed. So while there were 319 complaint dispositions in 2016, 

there were 234 matters closed in 2016. Because file closures can extend over 

multiple calendar years it can be difficult to do a direct year to year 

comparison.  
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The following chart shows the file closures in 2016 along with the final 

disposition: 

Final Dispositions 
Number of 

Matters Percentage 

Disbarment/Revocation 2 0.9% 

Disbarment on Consent 1 0.4% 

Suspended 1 Year Or More 1 0.4% 

Suspended 3 To 6 Months 5 2.1% 

Suspended 31 To 60 Days 7 3.0% 

Suspended 30 Days Or Fewer 3 1.3% 

Public Reprimand 21 9.0% 

Private Admonition 34 14.5% 

Dismissed 125 53.4% 

Reinstated 5 2.1% 

Trusteeship 7 3.0% 

Closed Without Adjudication 23 9.8% 

Grand Total 234 100.0% 
 

Attached to this report are tables showing the breakdowns of final 

dispositions (file closures) by source of complaint (Table A) and type of 

misconduct alleged (Table B).  Note that the total number of dispositions by 

type (341) exceeds the total number of dispositions by source (222) because 

many complaints alleged more than one type of violation. Also, neither 

trusteeships (7) nor reinstatements (5) are included in the source statistics. 

 

Complaint Allegations 

Clients (other than criminal defendants, prisoners, and family law 

clients) were the most frequent source of complaints reaching final 

determination (48 complaints, or 21.6 % of the complaints in which 
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determinations were made).  Prisoners and criminal defendants were the 

second most frequent source of complaints (45 complaints, or 20.3%).  Other 

significant sources of complaints reaching final disposition included judges and 

attorneys (32, or 14.4%) and family law clients (23, or 10.4%).    

The ethical violation most often alleged was neglect or incompetence (in 

119 matters, or 54% of the matters reaching final disposition).  The second 

most frequent category of alleged misconduct was misrepresentation or fraud 

(in 57 file closures, 26% of the total), closely followed by money or trust 

account issues (32 file closures, 14%) and excessive or illegal fees (31 file 

closures, 14%).  Other common allegations were litigation-related misconduct 

(16 complaints, 7%) and conflicts of interest (20 complaints, 9%).       

 

Case Processing 

 There were 481 Board matters pending, under investigation, awaiting 

prosecution, or being processed at the Board, Grievance Commission or 

Supreme Court levels as of December 31, 2016.  This compares with 248 

complaints pending and under investigation at the end of 2015. The disparity 

between those numbers is partially due to the recent implementation of an 

electronic case management system as referenced earlier.  For example, 131 of 

those 481 “open” Board matters have already proceeded to Board disposition, 

24 involve suspensions (or pending suspensions) for nonresponse to the Board, 

and 5 are trusteeships being supervised by the Board. Sixty one of those 

matters are dismissals, private admonitions, or public reprimands in various 
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stages of preparation or review by the Board, the respondent, or (in the case of 

public reprimands) the Supreme Court.   

 

Probate Delinquencies 

 The Board received certifications from clerks of the district court of 232 

lawyers’ failures to cure probate delinquencies.  A review of court records 

disclosed that 162 of these delinquencies were cured before the Board received 

the clerks’ certifications.  The remaining 70 lawyers were contacted by the 

Board and asked to reply with respect to the delinquencies.   

 The Board took the following action with respect to the 70 lawyers who 

were contacted regarding the reported delinquencies during 2016: 

 File closed, without opening formal complaint, 
upon proof of cure of delinquency     62 

 Referred for filing with the Grievance Commission    1 

 Files pending at the close of the reporting period       7 

In the previous reporting period (2015), the Board received reports of 

delinquency on the part of 215 lawyers. 

 

Grievance Commission Filings 

 During calendar year 2016, the Board filed 11 new Grievance 

Commission filings involving 11 respondent attorneys.  During prior calendar 

years, the Board made Grievance Commission filings against attorneys as 

follows: 
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 Year  New Case Filings  Number of Respondent Attorneys 

 2015   15     15 
2014   20     20 

 2013   18     18 
 2012   26     27 
  

 At the end of 2016, there were 30 cases (involving 30 attorneys) assigned 

for prosecution before the Grievance Commission that had not yet been filed 

with the Grievance Commission.  This compares with 36 cases (involving 36 

attorneys) unfiled at the end of 2015, 21 cases (involving 21 attorneys) unfiled 

at the end of 2014, 13 unfiled cases unfiled at the end of 2013, 12 unfiled 

Grievance Commission cases at the end of 2012, and 20 unfiled Grievance 

Commission cases at the end of 2011. 

 

THE GRIEVANCE COMMISSION 

 

Members 

 Iowa Court Rule 34.1 establishes the Grievance Commission of the 

Supreme Court of Iowa (the Commission).  Prior to August 24, 2012, the rule 

provided for a commission consisting of fifteen lawyers from judicial election 

district 5C, ten lawyers from judicial election district 5A, five lawyers from each 

other judicial election district, and not less than five but not more than twenty-

eight lay persons.  Effective August 24, 2012, the rule was amended to provide 

for a commission consisting of twenty-five lawyers from judicial election district 

5C, fifteen lawyers from judicial election district 5A, ten lawyers from judicial 
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election district six, and five lawyers from each other judicial election district, and 

not less than five nor more than thirty-five lay persons.  All commission members 

are appointed by the Supreme Court.  Members are appointed for terms of three 

years, and no member who has served two full terms is eligible for 

reappointment.   

 Those members of the Commission who have served during the reporting 

period January 1, 2016 through December 31, 2016 are listed at Table C to this 

report.   Attorney Mark Rolinger served as chairperson until the conclusion of his 

second allowable term of appointment on June 30, 2016.  Attorney Amy Stowe 

Beattie was appointed by the Court to serve as chairperson effective July 1, 2016.  

  

Case Processing 

 Eighteen cases filed with the Commission were pending final disposition 

before the Commission or the Supreme Court as of December 31, 2015.  During 

calendar year 2016 an additional eleven cases were filed with the Commission by 

the Attorney Disciplinary Board.  During the reporting period, one case was 

voluntarily dismissed without prejudice by the Attorney Disciplinary Board.  The 

Commission itself made final disposition of no cases by dismissal6 or private 

admonition.  Final disposition of thirteen cases resulted by stipulated or agreed 

discipline or by decisions of the Supreme Court.  As of December 31, 2016, a 

total of fifteen cases filed with the Commission remained pending before the 

                     
6
 Only true dismissals are characterized as such.  Cases ultimately dismissed 
following agreed or stipulated discipline have been categorized based on the 

discipline imposed. 



 

 11 

Commission or the Supreme Court without final disposition.  A summary report 

of case status for the reporting year is included with this report as Table D.  

Graphical data regarding ethics complaint and grievance case filings and 

dispositions is provided at Table E.  

  Table F shows a summary of the manner of disposition of the thirteen 

cases reaching final disposition during the reporting period.  One case resulted 

in revocation of license as a result of court opinion.  There was one consent 

disbarment during 2016.  Ten cases resulted in suspensions of varying lengths.  

No cases resulted in written reprimands by court opinion.  One case resulted in 

the issuance of a private admonition as a result of court opinion.  No cases 

were dismissed by the Commission.   The Commission’s synopsis of charges 

and report of disposition regarding those cases reaching final disposition is 

included with this report as Table G.  

 
Disability and Discipline Orders Based on Other Authority 

 
 Authority for disability or disciplinary orders exists in portions of the 

Iowa Court Rules outside the scope of the Grievance Commission function.  

They include matters such as suspensions for failure to comply with the 

mandatory reporting requirements, failure to comply with specific court 

obligations or temporary suspensions for failing to respond to inquiries by the 

attorney disciplinary board or client security commission. This information is 

useful, however, in deriving the entire picture of the attorney disciplinary 

process.  
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During calendar year 2016, the following orders were entered under 

these other provisions of the Iowa Court Rules: 

 

 Suspensions based on failure to comply with continuing       13 

 legal education or client security reporting and fee   
 payment duties under chapters 39 through 42 of the  
 Iowa Court Rules 

 
 Public reprimands issued directly by the Attorney              25 

 Disciplinary Board, with court approval, under Iowa 
 Court Rule 35.12 
 

 Temporary suspensions issued under Iowa Court Rule               8 
 35.7 based on failure to respond to notice of complaints 

 received by the Attorney Disciplinary Board 
 
 Suspensions issued due to lawyer disability as                     0 

 provided in Iowa Court Rule 34.17 
 
 Suspensions based on abandonment of practice           0 

 as provided in Iowa Court Rule 34.18 
 

 Reprimands, suspensions, or revocations issued based on            2  
 the reciprocal discipline provisions of Iowa Court Rule 34.19 
   

 Suspensions or revocations issued based on receipt                1 
 of a certified copy of judgment in a criminal prosecution 
 under the provisions of Iowa Court Rule 34.15 

    
 Suspensions based on failure to comply with auditing                  0 

 or claim investigation requirements of the Client Security 
 Commission, based on the authority of Iowa Court Rule 39.12 
 

 Suspensions based on failure to honor child support,         0 
 college student loan obligations, or tax based on the 

 provisions of Iowa Court Rules 34.20, 34.21, or 34.22  
 
 Suspensions based on a substantial threat of serious         2 

 harm to the public, based on Iowa Court Rule 34.14 
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FINANCIAL OVERVIEW OF DISCIPLINARY ENTITIES 

 

 Chapter 39 of the Iowa Court Rules7 was amended by order dated 

December 15, 1994, effective January 3, 1995.  The amendment provided that in 

addition to reimbursing losses caused to the public by the dishonest conduct of 

members of the bar of Iowa, the Client Security Trust Fund would support 

administration of the lawyer disciplinary system and other programs that impact 

the disciplinary system, including the Iowa Lawyers Assistance Program. 

 Effective in 1995, as a condition to continuing membership in the bar, 

every bar member, unless exempt, is required to pay to the Client Security 

Commission an annual fee as determined by the Court to finance the disciplinary 

system.  The 2016 annual fee was $175.00.  During the fiscal year July 1, 2015 

through June 30, 2016, annual fees and late penalties received to finance the 

disciplinary system totaled $1,624,040.   Total disciplinary funding received 

during fiscal year 2015-2016 was $1,630,973, which included the annual fees, 

late filing fees, investment income, and reimbursement of disciplinary costs paid. 

 By court order, the Client Security Commission was directed to pay a total 

of $1,404,605.93 for the fiscal year 2015-2016 operating budget of the Iowa 

Supreme Court Attorney Disciplinary Board.  The Board actually made cash 

disbursements totaling $1,309,671 during the year.  During fiscal year 2015-

2016, the Commission also paid operating expenditures for the Grievance 

Commission totaling $226,465, operating expenses of the Commission on the 

                     
7
 Then known as Iowa Court Rule 121. 
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Unauthorized Practice of Law totaling $55,532, and a subsidy for the Iowa 

Lawyers Assistance Program totaling $97,800.  Total expenditures made for the 

disciplinary system during fiscal year 2015-2016 were $1,689,468.    

 The annual fee to be paid by each attorney to support the attorney 

disciplinary system for calendar year 2017 remains set at $175.00.  The annual 

fee will be used to pay operating expenditures for the Attorney Disciplinary 

Board, Iowa Lawyers Assistance Program, Grievance Commission, and the 

Commission on the Unauthorized Practice of Law. 

 The Client Security Commission has established separate bookkeeping 

records and accounts for funds received to finance the disciplinary system.  A 

Disciplinary Fund checking account has been established for disciplinary 

operations. The required annual fees received from attorneys to finance the 

disciplinary system are deposited initially in the Investment Account of the Client 

Security Commission, and then transferred to the Disciplinary Fund checking 

account.  When rates of return warrant, funds deposited to the Disciplinary Fund 

checking account are diverted to interest-bearing certificates of deposit insured 

by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation or a savings account, to the extent 

not necessary to support current operations of the Grievance Commission or the 

other entities supported by the disciplinary fee.   

       The Grievance Commission and seven other boards, commissions, or 

functions administered by the main office of the Office of Professional Regulation 

share staff, files, and equipment to minimize operating expenses.  The accounting 

and budget years for the boards and commissions are standardized on the same 
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fiscal year as state government generally.  In July of 2016, the Court approved 

operating budgets shown at Annex B for the Grievance Commission, the 

Commission on the Unauthorized Practice of Law, and for the Attorney 

Disciplinary Board for the fiscal year July 1, 2016 through June 30, 2017.  On 

November 16, 2016, the Court amended the originally approved operating budget 

for the Grievance Commission for the same fiscal year. The operating budgets in 

effect as of the date of this report are located in Annex B. Continued cooperation 

between all of the boards and commissions administered by the Office of 

Professional Regulation makes it possible to operate within these budgets.     

 
Dated: February 1, 2017 

 
      THE IOWA SUPREME COURT 

ATTORNEY DISCIPLINARY BOARD 

 
 

By ____________________________ 
       Jane Rosien, Chair 
 

GRIEVANCE COMMISSION OF THE SUPREME 
COURT OF IOWA 
 

 
       

      By _____________________________ 
              Amy Stowe Beattie, Chair 
 

 
Annex A – Attorney Disciplinary Board complaint summaries and dispositions 

Annex B - Approved Operating Budgets for Fiscal Year 2016-2017 

Table A –  Source of Complaint and Board Determinations 

Table B –  Type of Complaint and Board Determinations 
Table C –  Grievance Commission Members During 2016  

Table D –  Grievance Case Status Summary Report 

Table E –  Graphical Information Regarding Ethics and Grievance Cases 

Table F –  Grievance Case Disposition Summary  

Table G -  Synopsis and Report Regarding Grievance Cases Reaching Final                

Disposition During Calendar Year 2016 
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Complaint Summaries for all 2016 Final Dispositions1 

Attorney Disciplinary Board 

Final Disposition Complaint Summary 

Disbarments 

Disbarment/Revocation Complainants alleged that in 2011 they and respondent 
entered into a business venture to perform consulting work 
for a prosthetics company in Minnesota. The venture was to 
be pursued through an LLC, which respondent was to 
create. Complainants alleged that after respondent moved to 
Minnesota, ostensibly on behalf of the LLC, they learned 
that he had diverted the income received to another LLC 
under his control. Complainants subsequently sued 
respondent for fraudulent misrepresentation and received a 
default judgment of almost $700,000.00. 

Disbarment/Revocation The Board was advised by the Client Security Commission 
that an audit done on the respondent had revealed that 
respondent converted funds entrusted to his care in 
connection with a conservatorship for a minor and 
subsequently made repayment of the converted funds in a 
manner that resulted in at least a temporary loss to a local 
bank. 

Disbarment on Consent Complainant, a public defender, alleged that respondent had 
a contract with the State Public Defender to provide 
representation of indigent criminal defendants. Complainant 
accused respondent of being untruthful in his billings to the 
State Public Defender. In fiscal year 2010, complainant 
claimed $230,545 in fees, which at the maximum allowable 
hourly rate of $65 would amount to 3,546 hours in the year 
or 68 hours per week without taking any weeks off. In 2009 
complainant claimed fees of $232,583. 

Suspensions 

Suspended 1 Year Or 
More 

Reciprocal Discipline -- Minnesota 

Suspended 3 To 6 
Months 

Reciprocal Discpline -- Nebraska 

Suspended 3 To 6 
Months 

Complainant, a lawyer, alleged that respondent filed a 
frivolous lawsuit on behalf of a client. He further alleged that 
respondent failed to comply with discovery requests and 

made multiple misrepresentations to the court in resisting 
the opposing party's motions to compel and motions for 
sanctions. 

                                                           
1
 These Attorney Disciplinary Board complaint summaries, which are required by Court Rules 

34.8(2) and 34.13 and created upon the receipt of each complaint, contain allegations that may 
not have been confirmed or proved during subsequent investigation or prosecution.  

Reinstatements (5) and trusteeships (7) do not appear in the table. 
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Suspended 3 To 6 
Months 

Complainant alleged that in April 2014 a local fee 
arbitration committee ruled that respondent had 
overcharged him legal fees in excess of $15,000.00. 
According to complainant, respondent made one payment of 
$1,000.00 to him in June 2014 but nothing thereafter. 

Suspended 3 To 6 
Months 

Respondent self-reported to the Board that he was convicted 
by pleading guilty to charges of Domestic Abuse Assault 
with Intent to Inflict Serious Bodily Injury Causing Bodily 
Injury and Trespass Causing Bodily Injury on November 13, 
2014. 

Suspended 3 To 6 
Months 

Complainant, whose relationship to respondent is unknown, 
alleged that respondent failed to file income tax returns 
since 2002 despite grossing several hundred thousand 
dollars per year. 

Suspended 31 To 60 
Days 

Complainant alleged that he hired respondent in March 
2010 to represent him in a dissolution of marriage action. 
Complainant alleged that respondent failed to take timely 
action in the case and repeatedly ignored phone calls and 
emails. 

Suspended 31 To 60 
Days 

Complainant alleged that respondent, as attorney for the 
estate of complainant's late father, took fees in the estate 
without following proper procedures. When the court 
ordered respondent to refund her fees, respondent informed 
complainant that she did not have funds available to comply 
with the order. Complainant then loaned the money (in the 
amount of almost $29,000.00) to respondent. Respondent 
accepted the money without preparing any paperwork to 
document the loan and without making proper disclosures. 

Suspended 31 To 60 
Days 

Complainant alleged that respondent represented him and 
his family in selling their interest in a dairy farm to a 
corporation. According to complainant, respondent 
thereafter engaged in a conflict of interest by undertaking to 
represent the corporation against complainant in matters 
relating to the previous sale. 

Suspended 31 To 60 
Days 

Complainant alleged that she hired respondent in 2012 to 
represent her in a child custody case. According to 
complainant, respondent ignored her requests for copies of 
documents in the case and for the return of the unearned 
portion of her retainer fee. Complainant also alleged that she 
later learned that respondent neglected to obtain a final 
order in the case. 

Suspended 31 To 60 
Days 

Complainants, lawyers who represent beneficiaries of an 
Estate for which respondent serves as counsel, alleged that 
respondent communicated directly with their clients without 
authorization. Complainants further alleged that respondent 
took premature fees in the estate proceeding. 
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Suspended 31 To 60 
Days 

Complainant alleged that in June 2012, she retained 
respondent to represent her in a divorce and paid her 
$1,185.00. Thereafter, over the course of four months, 
complainant left her many phone messages which she rarely 
returned. In October 2012, complainant hired another 
lawyer to represent her and asked respondent to forward the 
remaining portion of her retainer. Complainant alleged that 
neither she nor her new attorney has received any response. 

Suspended 31 To 60 
Days 

Complainant, a lawyer, alleged that respondent contacted 
complainant's client directly to discuss settlement, despite 
knowing that the client was represented. 

Suspended 30 Days Or 
Fewer 

Respondent self-reported a sexual relationship with a client. 
Respondent also reported that she provided information to 
FBI agents concerning the client. 

Suspended 30 Days Or 
Fewer 

Complainant served as executor of his late father's estate, 
for which respondent served as attorney. Complainant 
alleged that respondent neglected to timely close the estate, 
ignored multiple inquiries as to the status of the estate, and 
attempted to take a percentage of the estate as fees without 
excluding from the calculation the insurance proceeds paid 
to a named beneficiary. Complainant also alleged that 
respondent misrepresented to him that 2% of the estate was 
the "standard" fee, as opposed to being the maximum fee 
allowable. 

Suspended 30 Days Or 
Fewer 

Complainants alleged that respondent represented them in 
civil litigation and a subsequent appeal. To pursue the 
appeal, respondent required that they pay $1,400.00 for 
transcripts and filing fees. Complainants allege that they 
sent this money to respondent, but that he used it to apply 
toward his bill and not for transcripts and filing fees. 
Consequently, the court dismissed their appeal. 

Public Reprimands 

Public Reprimand Complainant alleged that an audit of respondent's trust 
account, commenced in January of 2015, disclosed that 
respondent failed to maintain a monthly list of open client 
balances, despite being advised in 2012 of the need to do so; 
that she failed to perform monthly triple reconciliations 
despite being advised in 2012 of the need to do so; that she 
had a deficiency of over $2,500.00 in her trust account; and 
that she provided false answers on her annual Client 
Security Questionnaires for the years 2013-2015. 

Public Reprimand Complainant alleged that in January of 2010 he hired 
respondent to represent him in a custody case, and paid 
him a retainer of $3,600.00. The case did not proceed, 
however, because the child's mother passed away. 
Respondent then undertook to represent complainant in 
obtaining a change of the child's last name. Complainant 
alleged that despite the passage of almost six years, 
respondent failed to pursue the name change. 



ANNEX A – 2016 Annual ADB & GC Report 

Page 4 of 25 
 

Public Reprimand Complainant, the executive director of a state commission, 
alleged that respondent was employed by the commission as 
an investigator. According to complainant, respondent's 
employment was terminated after it was learned that he had 
fabricated witness interviews and lied about his travel to 
meet with witnesses. 

Public Reprimand Complainant alleged that in April of 2014 she retained 
respondent to represent her in matters arising from her 
decree of dissolution of marriage. According to complainant, 
respondent repeatedly failed to communicate timely with her 
and neglected the case. 

Public Reprimand Complainant alleged that she hired respondent to represent 
her grandson in defending a Class A Felony case. According 
to complainant, respondent charged excessive fees. 

Complainant provided copies of notices sent to her grandson 
when some of the funds were withdrawn from respondent's 
client trust account to apply toward legal fees. However, 
these notices did not specifiy the date on which the funds 
were withdrawn and did not appear to include a complete 
accounting. 

Public Reprimand Complainant alleged that multiple audits of respondent's 
trust account demonstrated that "despite repeated 
instruction and assistance from audit staff," respondent 
failed to comply with trust account record-keeping 
requirements, including the requirement to perform monthly 
reconciliations.  Complainant further alleged that 
respondent's answers on recent client security 
questionnaires regarding reconciliations were untruthful. 

Public Reprimand Complainant alleged that he employed respondent in 
January 2015 to represent him in a domestic relations 
matter. According to complainant, respondent assured him 
she had filed his petition and that the matter had been set 
for hearing. She later told him that the hearing was 
continued because service on the opposing party had not 
been accomplished. Complainant alleged that in April 2015 
he learned that respondent had never filed the petition. He 
then terminated respondent's representation and asked for a 
bill and a return of at least part of his retainer. He alleged 
that respondent failed to reply. 

Public Reprimand Complainant reported that an audit of respondent's client 
trust account showed that he had overdrafted the account 

on multiple occasions by distributing funds to the seller 
before the proceeds of real estate sales had cleared. 
Complainant also alleged that respondent falsely answered 
questions regarding overdrafts on his 2014 and 2015 client 
security questionnaires. 
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Public Reprimand Complainant reported that an audit of respondent's trust 
account, which was commenced in 2013, had not been 
closed because of respondent's failure to respond to the 
audit or take necessary action with respect to stale funds in 
the trust account. The audit disclosed that client balances 
that were stale for more than three years, totaled over 
$40,000.00. 

Public Reprimand Complainant alleged that an audit of respondent's client 
trust account showed that respondent failed to perform 
required reconciliations, had a deficiency in the trust 
account (which was made good during the audit), and gave 
false answers on the annual client security questionnaires. 

Public Reprimand Complainant alleged that an audit of respondent's client 
trust account showed that respondent failed to perform 

required reconciliations, had a deficiency in the trust 
account (which was made good during the audit), and gave 
false answers on the annual client security questionnaires. 

Public Reprimand Complainant alleged that she hired respondent to represent 
her in defending a civil lawsuit. According to complainant, 
respondent repeatedly failed to answer or return her phone 
calls. 

Public Reprimand Respondent self-reported that in February 2015 she entered 
a plea of no contest and was found guilty of Driving Under 
the Influence, First Offense, in Nebraska. 

Public Reprimand Complainant, a county attorney, alleged that on February 2, 
2015, respondent filed a written guilty plea on behalf of a 
client in a traffic case. Complainant further alleged that 
respondent subsequently admitted that he signed the plea 
on behalf of the client and did not have the client's authority 
to plead guilty. 

Public Reprimand Complainant alleged that in February 2014 she paid 
respondent $1,500.00 as a retainer for representing her in a 
dissolution of marriage action. According to complainant, 
following their initial meeting, respondent never returned 
her calls or communicated with her. In at least one instance, 
the lack of communication caused her to miss a court date. 
Complainant further alleged that after she fired him, he sent 
her a statement in which he overcharged her for his 
services. 

Public Reprimand Complainant provided information that respondent 
employed a non-lawyer whom he allowed to hold himself out 

as an attorney and engage in the unauthorized practice of 
law. 

Public Reprimand The Board received information that, more than two weeks 
after respondent's license to practice law was suspended for 
misconduct, he filed an application in the district court on 
behalf of a client, asking for relief pursuant to Iowa Rule of 
Civil Procedure 1.944 and without disclosing that his license 
to practice was suspended. 
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Public Reprimand Complainant, a lawyer, represents a party in a dissolution of 
marriage action in which respondent represents the 
opposing party. Complainant alleged that respondent 
obtained an ex parte order of protection from the court in 
the case without notice to him. 

Public Reprimand The Board received information from the Iowa Supreme 
Court Clerk that the appeal of respondent's client in a civil 
lawsuit was dismissed because of respondent's failure to 
cure a notice of default. 

Public Reprimand The Board received documentation that respondent ignored 
the statute of limitations in his client's personal injury case 
and then refused to give the file to the client unless the 
client first paid him $20,000.00. 

Public Reprimand Complainant alleged that respondent made false 

representations to him and his wife to induce them to sell 
their property through respondent's real estate company. 

Private Admonitions 

Private Admonition Complainants allege that they accompanied a friend to 
respondent's law office to assist her in obtaining legal 
services, and subsequently received a substantial bill from 
respondent for services rendered to the friend.  They state 
that they never had a contract and never agreed to pay the 
friend's legal bills, and that respondent continues to bill 
them and demand interest on the obligation. 

Private Admonition Complainant, a District Court Judge, alleges that 
respondent misrepresented the Judge's statements 
regarding respondent's competence to another Judge. 

Private Admonition Respondent was court-appointed to represent an appellant, 
but failed to comply with deadlines to file a combined 
certificate or pay/seek waiver of the appeal fee. The 
Supreme Court removed respondent as counsel and ordered 
the appointment of replacement counsel. 

Private Admonition Respondent failed to cure a default by filing a required 
combined certificate and paying an appeal fee in his client's 
appeal. 

Private Admonition Respondent failed to file a combined certificate and pay the 
appeal fee for an appeal, resulting in its dismissal by the 
Supreme Court. 

Private Admonition Respondent failed to cure a default in his client's appeal of a 
child custody order. 

Private Admonition Respondent was removed as counsel on a pending appeal 

after multiple instances of default notices from the Supreme 
Court. 

Private Admonition Complainant alleges that respondent represented a future 
wife during the preparation and execution of a premarital 
agreement, then, after the marriage, undertook 
representation of the husband despite the husband already 
being represented and lacking competence to execute legal 
documents. 
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Private Admonition Complainant, a District Court Judge, alleges that 
respondent filed a motion while his Iowa license to practice 
law was under suspension. 

Private Admonition Respondent failed to file a final reply brief in an appellate 
matter by the Court's deadline, and his client's reply brief 
was stricken as a consequence. 

Private Admonition The Board received information from the Supreme Court 
Clerk that the appeal of respondent's client in a criminal 
matter was dismissed after respondent failed to cure a 
notice of default. 

Private Admonition Complainant states that respondent attorney 
inappropriately solicited the probate of her daughter's 
estate, and subsequently failed to maintain communication, 
charged an excessive fee or took fee too early, allowed the 

estate to become delinquent, and revealed confidential 
information. 

Private Admonition Complainant alleges that respondent attorney has filed 
documents on his behalf in his post-conviction relief case 
without consulting with him, and has failed to communicate 
with him about her involvement or role in his case. 

Private Admonition The Board received information from the Clerk of the Iowa 
Supreme Court that respondent failed to comply with 
deadlines in his client's appeal in a juvenile matter and 
ignored a default notice, requiring the court to intervene to 
allow the appeal to proceed. 

Private Admonition Complainant states that the attorney for her father's estate 
has failed to move the probate matter forward, does not 
communicate with the executors (complanant and her 
stepmother), and has not responded to "many messages." 

Private Admonition Complainant, a lawyer and an administrative law judge, 
alleged that respondent communicated directly with the 
chair of commission in a proceeding in which the 
commission was represented by counsel, and did so without 
counsel's authorization. 

Private Admonition Complainant, an attorney, alleged that respondent in 2014 
had a former client conflict of interest in serving as county 
attorney in four child in need of assistance cases because he 
previously had represented the children's mother in her 
divorce action, which involved custody issues concerning the 
same children. 

Private Admonition Complainant received documentation from the Clerk of the 
Supreme Court that the appeal of respondent's client in a 
child custody case was dismissed because of respondent's 
failure to comply with an appellate deadline. 
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Private Admonition Complainant alleged that a recent audit of respondent's 
client trust account disclosed that respondent was not 
performing monthly reconciliations of the trust account 
check book to the client sub account ledgers and that there 
were negative balances in some of the clients' sub accounts. 
Complainant further alleged that respondent provided false 
answers on his annual Client Security Questionnaires for 
the years 2014 and 2015. 

Private Admonition Complainant alleged that an audit of respondent's client 
trust account disclosed that respondent had failed to 
perform monthly reconciliations of the trust account 
checkbook to the client sub-account ledgers since June of 
2009. The audit further found negative client balances and 
credit card fees that had not been properly handled, 

resulting in a deficiency in the account. Complainant further 
alleged that respondent provided false answers on his 
annual Client Security Questionnaires for the years 2010-
2014. 

Private Admonition Complainant alleged that in February of 2015, respondent 
was appointed to represent him in a post conviction relief 
action. Complainant further alleged that respondent failed to 
reply to his communications, obtained a continuance of the 
hearing date without his knowledge, and generally neglected 
the case. 

Private Admonition Complainant alleged that respondent misrepresented to an 
administrative agency that his client's resistance to the 
opposing party's motion to dismiss was timely filed. 
According to complainant, a search of meta data in the Word 
version of the resistance showed that the document had 
been created several days after the date shown on the 
document's proof of service. 

Private Admonition Complainant alleged that in 2014 a woman and her minor 
daughter employed respondent to represent them in 
pursuing a medical malpractice claim arising from surgery 
performed on the daughter. Complainant alleged that 
respondent neglected the client's claim and failed to keep 
them informed. Complainant further alleged that after the 
clients sought complainant's assistance, respondent 
asserted an improper claim for a one-third referral fee. 
Complainant also alleged that while representing the clients, 
respondent disclosed confidential medical records to another 
attorney outside of his firm to obtain an opinion regarding 
the viability of the malpractice claim and did so without the 
client's waiver of confidentiality. 

Private Admonition Complainant alleged that after respondent negotiated a 
settlement of his workers' compensation claim, she 
neglected to follow through with enforcing the settlement. 
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Private Admonition Complainants alleged that they hired respondent in 
February of 2012 to file bankruptcy on their behalf. 
Complainants alleged that three years later they found that 
respondent included certain creditors in the bankruptcy 
against their wishes. 

Private Admonition Complainant, an attorney, represented a client formerly 
represented by respondent. According to complainant, 
respondent turned the matter over to a young associate and 
failed to supervise her. Consequently, the client missed the 
deadline for filing for asylum in her immigration matter. 

Private Admonition The Board received a certification from the Polk County 
District Court Clerk that respondent failed to cure a probate 
delinquency within 60 days of the clerk's notice to 
respondent of that delinquency. The Board sent its initial 

communication to the respondent with respect to that 
probate delinquency on April 30, 2015, a subsequent 
communication to the respondent on May 28, 2015, and as 
of July 30, 2015, the respondent had not replied. 

Private Admonition Although responding to the Board's initial communication 
concerning a certification by the Scott County District Court 
Clerk of an unresolved probate delinquency, the respondent 
failed to respond to a subsequent inquiry by the Board 
dated December 12, 2014, and yet another communication 
from the Board dated May 28, 2015, advising respondent his 
failure to respond to the Board's communications was in 
violation of Rule 32:8.1(b) of the Iowa Rules of Professional 
Responsibility. 

Private Admonition Complainant, residing in prison, alleged that respondent 
previously represented him in a post-conviction relief action. 
According to complainant, respondent had the official court 
file but failed to return it to the clerk or to complainant's 
new counsel for over a year. 

Private Admonition The Board received documentation from the Clerk of the 
Supreme Court that the appeal of respondent's client in a 
criminal case was dismissed after respondent failed to 
comply with a court order and ignored a notice of default. 

Private Admonition Complainant, a lawyer, alleged that respondent, an 
assistant county attorney, prepared inaccurate minutes of 
testimony without having interviewed the witnesses. 
Complainant further alleged that after respondent learned 
there was no basis for the charges against complainant's 

client, respondent failed to promptly dismiss the case. 

Private Admonition Complainant alleged that respondent had a conflict of 
interest in representing the constituents of a closely held 
corporation. 

Private Admonition The Board received a copy of the report of the State Auditor 
concluding that fee claims filed by respondent with the State 
Public Defender from August 2009 to August 2013 included 
excessive hours and duplicate mileage. 
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Private Admonition Complainant, a lawyer, alleged that respondent as attorney 
and co-trustee of a trust, ignored the requests of 
complainant's client for an accounting. 

Dismissals 

Dismissed The Board was informed that respondent was removed from 
a criminal defense appointment due to her failure to appear 
for a hearing. 

Dismissed Complainant, a county official, alleges that respondent, 
another county official, has falsely and publicly held himself 
out as an attorney authorized to practice law despite 
respondent's "inactive" status with the Office of Professional 
Regulation.  Complainant further alleges that respondent 
has been paid for legal work since assuming "inactive" 
status. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that he retained respondent for a family 
law matter, and respondent failed to identify a conflict of 
interest in respondent's firm, resulting in her late 
withdrawal from his case and delays in resolving the matter.  
Complainant further alleges that respondent has failed to 
return unearned fees to him after promising to do so. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent, who represented her 
in a termination of parental rights matter, filed her notice of 
appeal one day late, resulting in the appeal being dismissed. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent colluded with the 
mediator and the defense attorney to force the settlement of 
a personal injury lawsuit, advised complainant not to pay 
certain medical bills because they would be “written off,” 
and has failed to respond to requests for information after 
settlement. 

Dismissed Respondent failed to prosecute an appeal after being 
appointed to represent an appellant, was issued two notices 
of default and fined $300, and was finally removed as 
appellate counsel. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent, appointed to serve as 
his guardian ad litem in a foreclosure case because 
complainant is incarcerated, has failed to respond to 
requests for information. 

Dismissed Complainant, a family law litigant, states that respondent 
promised her specific outcomes for her case and billed her a 
$1,000 fee for failing to appear for an appointment with him, 
and later filed a small claim against her for this and other 
fees. 

Dismissed Family law litigant claims that respondent has failed to 
respond to requests for information about his case. 

Dismissed Complainant states that respondent has represented directly 
adverse parties in various proceedings, including a CINA 
matter, a criminal case, and a dissolution of marriage. 

Dismissed Complainant states that attorney failed to properly account 
for trust account deposits and took excessive fees. 
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Dismissed Complainant states that her son received permanent 
injuries after a fall that occurred at his school. Complainant 
retained Respondent to pursue potential claims against the 
school. Complainant states that Respondent led her to 
believe that a legal case had been filed against the school, 
and that the claim was being pursued. According to 
Complainant, Respondent never filed a case and failed to 
respond to requests for information or communication. 
Respondent also failed to communicate the school’s 
insurance company’s offer of settlement to Complainant. 
Eventually, Complainant retained alternate counsel and 
discovered that no case had been filed. Complainant states 
that the applicable statute of limitations had run, and the 
claim is now time-barred. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent represented the victim 
of alleged crimes by complainant with respect to the victim's 
civil claims.  According to complainant, respondent made an 
improper offer to ask the county attorney to dismiss the 
criminal charges in exchange for a settlement of the civil 
claims.  Complainant further alleged that respondent 
insulted him at a deposition in the case and arranged for his 
client to "coach" the witnesses being deposed. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent, appointed to 
represent him in a post conviction relief action in June of 
2015, ignored his requests for information and failed to 
contact him in any way. 

Dismissed Complainant, an attorney, alleged that respondent, a 
assistant county attorney, communicated directly with his 
client in a criminal case without his authorization. 

Dismissed Complainant, an attorney, alleged that respondent, a county 
attorney, communicated directly with his client in a criminal 
case without his authorization. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent, his counsel in a post-
conviction relief action, failed to keep him informed of the 
status of the case and ignored his inquiries. Complainant 
further alleged that resondent's neglect of the case resulted 
in an involuntary dismissal pursuant to Rule of Civil 
Procedure 1.944. 

Dismissed Complainant, a public defender, alleged that respondent, a 
county attorney, communicated directly with complainant's 
client without her consent. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent misinformed her 
regarding "pretrial supervision" and became "annoyed" when 
she asked him questions about her case.  After she 
terminated respondent's representation, he ignored her 
requests for her file. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent, a federal prosecutor, 
failed to timely disclose exculpatory evidence in 
complainant's case. 
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Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent neglected to 
investigate possible defenses in his criminal case and failed 
to return unearned fees at the end of the representation. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent, who represented her 
in a workers' compensation matter, lied to her about the 
benefits she would receive and took a 1/3 contingency fee 
on each benefits check, despite not giving her a written fee 
agreement. 

Dismissed Complainant, a prosecutor, alleged that respondent made 
improper extrajudicial  statements to a television reporter in 
which he asserted that his client in a criminal case was 
innocent.  Complainant further alleged that some of the 
"factual" statements made by respondent in the TV interview 
were false. 

Dismissed Complainant, a magistrate, alleged that respondent 
acknowledged during a court hearing on a motion to set 
aside guilty plea that he had entered the client's guilty plea 
without having consulted with the client. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that she hired respondent to represent 
her son in a criminal case. According to complainant, 
respondent failed to keep scheduled appointments, over 
charged for his services, and failed to return her son's 
papers after he withdrew from the representation. 

Dismissed Complainant, represented by respondent in a Child in Need 
of Assistance matter, alleges that respondent failed to 
provide billing statements, did not account for received 
funds, demanded that complainant put money into 
respondent's personal bank account, required complainant 
to pay overdraft fees, and charged respondent for "things 
that didn't happen." Complainant further alleges that 
respondent "had my husband hire[] her husband for 
employment...if we didn't she wouldn't fight for our kids to 
come home." 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that he received a copy of a letter 
respondent provided to the Attorney Disciplinary Board in 
response to a complaint filed against her several years ago, 
and that the letter contained a false statement to the Board. 

Dismissed Complainant, a bankruptcy petitioner, alleges that 
respondent, the bankruptcy trustee, has engaged in abusive 
practices and delay tactics to prevent his case from being 
resolved. 

Dismissed Complainant, a criminal defendant, alleges that his post-
conviction relief attorney has failed to communicate with 
him and has neglected to investigate potential witnesses and 
obtain or compel the production of pertinent evidence. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent has various probate 
papers that he has requested from him.  Complainant has 
received some, but not all, of his papers, and respondent 
has retained the originals. 
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Dismissed Complainant, a long-time client of respondent's, alleges that 
respondent lied to him about not knowing his wife at the 
start of complainant's dissolution action, and that 
complainant refused to provide him with an itemization of 
his billing statement. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent, a county attorney, has 
notified him that he may not contact law enforcement 
regarding future disputes with a particular party without 
being criminally charged. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that his court-appointed attorney failed 
to maintain communication or to respond to requests for 
information during the representation, and has since failed 
to provide a requested copy of complainant’s file. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent was court-appointed to 

represent him in a post-conviction relief matter and has 
failed to respond to requests for information or to ensure 
that complainant would be present for a hearing. 

Dismissed Complainant, a prisoner, alleges that respondent, his court-
appointed attorney in a post-conviction relief case, lied to 
him about not receiving evidence, neglected the case, and 
pretended to “text” someone during a meeting with the 
complainant. 

Dismissed Complainant, a family law litigant, alleges that her 
husband's attorney lied to a tax preparer about the 
agreement between the parties and counsel regading their 
tax filing status. 

Dismissed Complainant, a family law litigant, alleges that her 
husband's attorney has a conflict of interest in representing 
her husband after he was previously their family attorney. 

Dismissed Among various allegations of ineffective assistance of 
counsel, complainant alleges that respondent, his court-
appointed attorney in a termination of parental rights 
matter, did not file his requested appeal and did not prepare 
for court proceedings. 

Dismissed Complainant, a criminal defendant, alleges that his court-
appointed attorney does not respond to attempts to 
communicate with him. 

Dismissed Complainant, a criminal defendant, alleges (among other 
claims of ineffective assistance of counsel) that his attorney 
did not maintain communication and failed to promptly 
present a plea offer for his consideration. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent, his mother’s attorney, 
has failed to maintain contact with her client or to respond 
to requests for information. 

Dismissed Complainant, a criminal defendant, alleges that his attorney 
“has respectedly gave me false response to every questioned 
ask of him.” Complainant further suggests that his attorney 
was untruthful with him about plea negotiations. 
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Dismissed Complainant, a family law litigant, alleges that her ex-
husband's attorney has refused to communicate an offer of 
settlement to his client. 

Dismissed Complainant, in his late 80s, retained respondent to 
represent him in connection with a personal injury matter. 
Complainant alleges that respondent failed to maintain 
communication with him or to respond to requests for 
information, and finally simply dropped his case. 

Dismissed Complainant disputed respondent’s final bill in a dissolution 
action. When provided with statements, complainant noted 
that a later statement included entries that were not listed 
on an earlier statement. 

Dismissed Complainant, a criminal defendant, alleges that his court-
appointed defense attorney neglected his case and failed to 

communicate with him. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that the attorney retained to handle the 
probate of her mother’s estate has neglected the matter and 
failed to respond to requests for information and payment 
from the Iowa Department of Human Services. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that the attorney retained to handle the 
probate of his father’s estate led him to believe she was 
protecting his and his siblings’ interests by providing legal 
advice to him, but then turned out to be protecting the 
interests of his father’s widow. 

Dismissed Complainant states that respondent failed to proceed with 
diligence, to maintain communication, or to respond to 
requests for information after being retained in a criminal 
defense matter. Respondent also failed to provide copies of 
court documents. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent, appointed to represent 
him in a postconviction relief case, did not contact him for 
“3 months and 27 days” after being appointed. When 
complainant wrote to him about his concerns, respondent 
simply advised him to request new counsel. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent, who represented her 
disabled nephew in his divorce case, failed to prepare for 
mediation, failed to correct a costly mistake in a stipulation, 
and refused to respond to requests for updates and 
information.  Complainant further alleges that respondent's 
fees are excessive and that respondent is "harassing" the 
client for payment. 

Dismissed Complainant consulted with respondent regarding a 
personal injury case, and provided him with various 
documents in support of her claim.  Complainant alleges 
that respondent promised to contact her within "a week or 
so" but refused to respond to her communications or return 
her documents for over 3 months, at which point he 
returned some, but not all, of her documents to her. 
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Dismissed Complainant, residing in jail, alleges that his defense 
attorney failed to follow through on a promise to timely file a 
motion with the Court to have the complainant's sentences 
run concurrently. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent failed to appear for a 
hearing, causing complainant to be jailed. Complainant 
further alleges that respondent overcharged him. 

Dismissed Complainant, residing in jail, alleges (among other 
allegations of prosecutorial misconduct) that the prosecutor 
lied to the Court when he denied being a relative of a 
previous victim of complainant's in another criminal case. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent attorney took over 
responsibility for his legal matter upon the retirement of 
complainant's prior counsel, and that respondent attorney 

failed to pursue the matter and denied having the file. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent attorney took over 
responsibility for his legal matter upon the retirement of 
complainant's prior counsel, and that respondent attorney 
failed to pursue the matter and denied having the file. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that his court-appointed criminal 
defense attorney lied to him about the legal basis for the 
charge against him, refused to accept his telephone calls, 
and represented the complainant's "son and vict[i]m"... at 
the same time. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent, the self-described 
"mentor" of his court-appointed crimnal defense attorney, 
visited complainant while complainant was in jail and 
threatened to "ruin my life and my kid's life with simply a 
pen."  Complainant further alleges that respondent 
displayed a weapon to him during the visit and made other 
threats. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent, a prosecutor, "sent his 
deputies out to harass and intimidate me into a plea." 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent, engaged to handle the 
probate of her mother's estate, has failed to respond to 
requests for information and has unnecessarily delayed the 
closing of the estate. 

Dismissed Complainant states that respondent, who was court-
appointed to represent her in a Child in Need of Assistance 
case, promised to file a divorce action for her and failed to 

do so, neglected her case(s), allowed complainant to make 
incorrect statements to the court about the filing of a 
dissolution petition when respondent had not filed the 
petition, conspired with the children's caretakers against 
complainant (and later accepted the caretakers as clients), 
refused to refund complainant's trust account balance, and 
presented complainant with a check that was returned for 
insufficient funds. 
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Dismissed Complainant states that respondent, representing him in a 
personal injury case, has failed to maintain communication 
with him and failed to tender the settlement proceeds as 
promised. 

Dismissed Complainant states that respondent attorney lied to 
complainant's defense attorney about the 
existence/destruction of a videotape that was relevant to the 
complainant's case. 

Dismissed Complainant states that respondent attorney, who works for 
the Child Support Recovery Unit, refuses to diligently 
pursue a child support enforcement case against the non-
paying father of complainant's child because the non-paying 
father is also an attorney. 

Dismissed Complainant states that he retained respondent in a 

wrongful termination and sexual harassment case, and that 
respondent failed to correct improper jury instructions, did 
not arrange for the testimony of witnesses, and neglected to 
diligently prepare for and participate in trial. 

Dismissed Complainant states that respondent attorney withdrew trust 
account funds without providing an accounting and 
improperly failed to credit payments to the trust account by 
complainant. 

Dismissed Complainant states that respondent attorney failed to meet 
with her to prepare for her Child in Need of Asssistance 
(CINA) case. 

Dismissed Criminal defendant states that his court-appointed defense 
attorney has neglected and failed to competently handle his 
case, and has been dishonest with him about the 
implications of a waiver of speedy trial. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that his bankruptcy attorney failed to 
include a signed reaffirmation agreement in his bankruptcy 
proceedings. 

Dismissed Criminal defendant claims that Respondent, a public 
defender, forced him to plead guilty to an offense that he did 
not commit and refused to assist him in retracting his plea. 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent attorney engaged in 
insurance fraud, failed to report a seizure-related medical 
condition to the DOT, and falsified documents to obtain 
telephone and medical records belonging to complainant. 

Dismissed Complainant is involved in a civil case in which respondent 
represents the opposing parties.  Complainant alleges that, 
among other "unprofessional" interactions, respondent 
called him a "liar" to his attorney and an "asshole" in court 
(after the judge had left the courtroom, but in front of 
counsel and a former magistrate). 

Dismissed Complainant alleges that respondent attorney has made 
false statements to the Court and failed to comply with 
discovery requirements in an insurance defense case. 
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Dismissed Complainant, an attorney and magistrate, alleges that 
respondent, who represents a person suing complainant, 
attempted to "extort" money from her by threatening her 
professional reputation and her magistrate position. 

Dismissed Complainant states that respondent neglected/failed to 
communicate with him about a rental property issue and 
advised him to drive on expired license plates and, if 
stopped, to "have the cops call [respondent]." 

Dismissed Complainant, a criminal defendant, states that respondent 
neglected her case and failed to communicate with her or to 
respond to requests for information. 

Dismissed Complainant states that attorney took excessive fees and 
failed to inform complainant of fee sharing arrangement. 

Dismissed Complainant states that attorney was hired by her original 
attorney without her knowledge, took excessive fee, did not 
return calls, and neglected her case. 

Dismissed Complainants allege that they and another individual, 
represented by respondent, formed an LLC.  The LLC owned 
residential and commercial land in Polk County.  According 
to complainants, respondent assisted the other member of 
the LLC to "steal" land owned by the LLC and transfer it to 
the other member without complainants' knowledge. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent, representing him in a 
workers' compensation matter, neglected the case and failed 
to keep him informed. 

Dismissed Complainant states that his criminal defense attorney has 
failed to maintain communication with him or keep him 
informed about the status of his case. 

Dismissed Complainant states that his criminal defense attorney failed 
to respond to telephone calls and did not meet with him to 
prepare his defense. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent, his attorney in a post-
conviction relief action, neglected the case and failed to keep 
him reasonably informed. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent had a conflict of 
interest in representing a party adverse to complainant's 
daughter, because another lawyer in complainant's firm had 
undertaken to represent the daughter. Complainant further 
alleged that respondent disclosed her daughter's confidential 
information to the opposing party. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent undertook to represent 

complainant's daughter in a domestic abuse matter in which 
respondent's partner represented the opposing party. 
Complainant stated that respondent did withdraw, but only 
after sharing confidential information with her partner 
regarding the daughter's case. 
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Dismissed Complainant, the defendant in a criminal case, alleged that 
respondent as her attorney failed to inform her of the 
consequences of agreeing to accept a deferred judgment and 
in some instances gave her false information. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent, who was court-
appointed to represent him in an involuntary hospitalization 
proceeding, neglected to take timely action on his behalf. 
Consequently, the substance abuse evaluation previously 
performed was no longer good, and complainant was forced 
to remain confined for an additional period. 

Dismissed Complainant, a county attorney, alleged that respondent 
misrepresented the record and made false allegations in an 
appellate brief that respondent suborned perjury in the trial 
of complainant's client. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent knowingly and 
intentionally filed false fee affidavits to seek an 
unreasonable fee in pursuing a contempt action against 
complainant in a domestic relations matter. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent, representing the 
plaintiff in a lawsuit against complainant for breach of 
contract, knowingly filed a copy of the contract that he had 
altered by substituting a second page that was different 
from the original second page. The contract was dated May 
18, 2011, and the second page as filed by respondent was 
from a form printed in 2013. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent, who represented 
complainant's former wife in their divorce, knowingly 
violated the court's order requiring her to provide an 
accounting from her client. 

Dismissed Complainants alleged that respondent undertook to prepare 
trusts for their elderly parents despite lacking the 
competence to do so.  Complainants further alleged that 
respondent "padded" his bill for legal services. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent, her attorney in a child 
support matter, presented a settlement offer to the opposing 
party to which complainant had not agreed. 

Dismissed Complainants, a party to a dissolution modification action 
and her attorney, alleged that respondent communicated 
directly with the client-complainant without her attorney's 
consent. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent was dishonest with 
her regarding the consequences of the plea agreement in 
complainant's criminal case. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that although respondent obtained a 
judgment on his behalf in a civil lawsuit, he ignored 
complainant's subsequent phone calls and neglected to 
pursue collection of the judgment. 
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Dismissed Complainant, in responding to a complaint filed against him 
by the respondent, submitted this complaint against 
respondent. Complainant alleged that respondent, 
representing a city in an action against complainant, had a 
conflict of interest because he previously represented 
complainant in his private practice. Complainant further 
alleged that respondent made a number of 
misrepresentations to the court. 

Dismissed Complainant is an attorney and respondent is a city 
attorney. Complainant alleged that three days before trial 
was to be held on his client's claim for the return of a dog 
seized by the city, respondent arranged to have the dog 
killed. She then moved to dismiss the pending case because 
the dog was dead. Complainant further alleged that 

respondent made misrepresentations to a judge and took 
other illegal action to kill dogs owned by complainant's 
clients. 

Dismissed Complainant, an attorney, alleged that respondent, an 
assistant county attorney, failed to notify the court after she 
learned that her witness in a simple misdemeanor case 
against complainant had given false testimony. 

Dismissed Respondent is a city attorney. Complainants allege that they 
were issued a city citation for Dog at Large. According to 
complainants, they were targeted without basis because of a 
dispute with the city on another issue. Complainants further 
alleged that respondent failed to disclose discoverable 
information upon their request. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent sent his company a 
copy of what purported to be the company's check in the 
amount of $3,750.00 dated March 6, 2013, and payable to 
one of respondent's clients. Respondent claimed that his 
client received this check in September of 2015 without 
explanation of the delay in transmittal or why the check was 
issued. Respondent requested that the company reissue the 
check. According to complainant, the account number on 
the check copy was not valid, nor was the purported 
signature on behalf of the company. Complainant alleged 
that respondent was attempting to defraud the company. 

Dismissed Complainant, court-appointed conservator for her husband, 
alleged that respondent settled a case on behalf of her 
husband for the sum of $250,000.00, but refused to provide 

an accounting or any documents relating to the settlement. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent had a conflict of 
interest in representing his law partner (complainant's 
former attorney) in a small claims action against 
complainant. Complainant further alleged that respondent 
made false statements to the court during the small claims 
hearing. 
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Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent failed to represent him 
diligently in his divorce. He also alleged that she neglected to 
file a timely notice of appeal, as he had requested. 

Dismissed Complainants, an attorney and his client, alleged that the 
client previously was represented by respondent in an 
immigration court matter. According to complainants, the 
client failed to attend a hearing and received an order of 
deportation in absentia because respondent failed to notify 
him of the hearing. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that in 2006 respondent represented 
him in a civil lawsuit. Complainant further alleged that in 
2014 respondent undertook to represent the defendant in 
another lawsuit brought by complainant, and in the course 
of the litigation used complainant's confidential information 

against him. 

Dismissed Complainant, serving life in prison for kidnapping and 
sexual abuse, alleged that respondent, the prosecuting 
attorney, destroyed exculpatory evidence in the case. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent failed to keep him 
informed of hearings and other requirements in his case. 
Complainant further alleged that respondent neglected to 
assemble evidence in support of his case and prepare 
complainant for his hearing. 

Dismissed Complainant previously filed a complaint against this 
respondent (2009-29), which the Board dismissed.  
Complainant alleged that in May of 2015, the district court 
granted his application for post conviction relief, finding that 
respondent failed to assert an apparently valid speedy trial 
argument and submitted a written plea of guilty to the court 
that had been amended after complainant signed it.  The 
court then sentenced complainant based on the defective 
written guilty plea. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent represented him in 
September 2011 when the district court ordered that 
complainant and his then-wife cooperate in disclosing all 
records needed to prepare accurate and complete 
accountings of the parties' assets. Said accountings were to 
be updated every two weeks. According to complainant, 
respondent signed off on the court's order but neglected to 
assist him in providing the accountings. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent billed him for work 

that was not in fact performed. 



ANNEX A – 2016 Annual ADB & GC Report 

Page 21 of 25 
 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that he was the executor of a 
decedent's estate and that respondent was attorney for the 
estate.  According to complainant, respondent advised him 
that he "could take a series of loans from the estate" and 
further advised him that he could cash a $75,000.00 check 
payable to the estate and keep the proceeds.  Complainant 
also alleged that, although respondent initially responded to 
his inquiries, she eventually stopped communicating with 
him.  

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent was appointed to 
represent him for sentencing purposes in a criminal case 
after complainant's previous attorney became ill. According 
to complainant, respondent knew that the presentence 
report had miscalculated his criminal history but neglected 

to point this out to the court, resulting in complainant 
receiving a longer prison sentence. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent was appointed to 
represent him in a federal criminal case for purposes of 
sentencing only, following complainant's plea of guilty. 
Complainant alleged that respondent knew that the 
presentence report had miscalculated complainant's 
criminal history but neglected to make a record on this 
point, resulting in complainant's receiving a substantially 
longer prison term. Complainant further alleged that 
respondent neglected his appeal by failing to file a notice of 
appeal (requiring complainant to file it himself) and then by 
failing to file a timely brief in the appeal. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent, a federal public 
defender, failed to represent him diligently in a criminal case 
in 2007 because she knew of exculpatory evidence but failed 
to present it to the court or disclose it to complainant. 

Dismissed Complainant, in jail serving a sentence for contempt, alleged 
that respondent failed to respond to his communications 
and ignored his request to correct a sentence that was 
longer than the court ordered. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent, representing her son 
in defending against a charge of sexual abuse, lied to her 
and her son regarding his criminal law experience. Among 
other things, respondent falsely told them that he had done 
multiple murder and rape cases and that he never lost. 
Complainant further alleged that respondent neglected to 

pursue discovery in the case. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent, representing her son 
in defending against a charge of sexual abuse, was 
incompetent and gave her son inaccurate advice regarding 
the consequences of a plea of guilty. 
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Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent, while serving as 
general counsel of a corporation in which he was a major 
stock holder, converted corporate funds and engaged in 
fraudulent conduct with respect to minority shareholders. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent, purportedly on behalf 
of a decedent's estate, sent him a letter in March 2015 
demanding payment of a claimed $75,000.00 debt.  The 
letter threatens suit if complainant did not respond within 
30 days.  Complainant accused respondent of fraudulent 
misrepresentation in that no estate had been opened for the 
decedent and respondent had no authority to act on behalf 
of such estate.  Complainant further asserted that 
respondent attached false and forged bills to the demand 
letter.  He also accused respondent of aiding an attempt to 

evade federal and state income taxes in that the decedent 
had not filed tax returns for over 10 years and that "by 
attempting to collect a debt owed to the estate, outside of 
probate, [respondent] and his unknown client are 
attempting to evade Federal and State income taxes." 

Dismissed The Board received documentation indicating that 
respondent may have assisted a "pro se" party to prepare a 
petition in a civil lawsuit while respondent's license to 
practice was under suspension.  The petition was filed using 
respondent's EDMS account. 

Dismissed Complainant alleged that respondent neglected her interests 
in her divorce, failed to keep her informed, and disclosed 
confidences to the opposing party. 

Dismissed Complainant, an attorney, represented the husband in a 
dissolution of marriage action filed by respondent's client.  
According to complainant, he attempted to discuss the case 
with respondent on October 22, 2014, but she replied in an 
email that she was unavailable because she "was going to be 
in mediation all day."  Shortly thereafter, complainant 
learned from his client that respondent had arrived with her 
client and the client's father at the home of complainant's 
property and removed a number of items from the home.  
Complainant alleged that respondent engaged in misconduct 
by interacting with his client without permission and by 
lying about her availability to discuss the case that day. 

Dismissed Complainant, a public defender, self-reported that he 
appeared in court while still intoxicated from drinking the 

previous night. 

Other Dispositions 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Respondent self-reported that she was admonished by the 
Chief Disciplinary Counsel for the Supreme Court of 
Missouri for appearing in litigation pending in Missouri 
despite not being licensed to practice in that state. 
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Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant alleges that he retained respondent to assist 
with an immigration matter, but respondent neglected the 
case and absconded with his money, resulting in 
complainant being ordered to leave the United States. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Respondent was removed as counsel on a pending appeal 
after multiple instances of default notices from the Supreme 
Court. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Respondent failed to cure a default by filing a required 
combined certificate and paying an appeal fee in his client's 
appeal. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainants, a married couple, alleged that they paid 
respondent $8,000.00 to represent them in immigration 
matters. According to complainants, respondent failed to 
competently represent them. Among other things, he told 

them not to attend their asylum interviews. Complainants 
further alleged that respondent failed to but claimed that he 
had filed for asylum on their behalf. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant, an attorney, alleged that respondent made a 
misrepresentation to the Iowa Supreme Court in seeking the 
lifting of an order requiring him to cease and desist practice 
in Iowa.  Complainant alleged that respondent told the court 
he would "return to his California practice."  According to 
complainant, this was a misrepresentation because 
respondent then had and still has offices in Nebraska.  

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant alleged that in or about 2012 he went to 
respondent for assistance in obtaining a work card. 
According to complainant, respondent told him he could not 
get a work card but should apply for asylum. At the time, 
complainant said, he did not know what asylum was. 
Complainant alleged that respondent prepared and had 
someone else sign his applicaition for asylum. Thereafter, 
respondent failed to inform him that he had an asylum 
interview scheduled in Omaha, which he therefore failed to 
attend. Complainant also alleged that he paid respondent 
$5,000.00 but never received an accounting. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant alleged that he hired respondent in 2012 to 
represent him in an immigration matter. When respondent 
was later barred from the practice of law in Iowa, 
complainant hired new counsel. His new attorney on his 
behalf requested the file and a full accounting from 
respondent's office. Respondent failed to provide the 

requested accounting and also did not provide a copy of his 
fee agreement. 
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Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant alleged that he hired respondent in April 2013 
to represent him in an immigration case for $5,000.00. 
Complainant eventually made payments totaling $4,924.00. 
After sending the last payment to respondent in October 
2014, complainant heard nothing from respondent despite 
attempts to call him. Complainant also alleged that he had a 
hearing in the case in May 2014, at which respondent did 
not appear but sent another lawyer whom complainant did 
not know. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainants are an attorney and his client. Respondent 
formerly represented the client. Complainants alleged that 
respondent filed frivolous asylum claims on behalf of this 
client and many others. According to complainants, the 
frivolous claims eventually will result in a permanent ban of 

any immigration benefits pursuant to federal law. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant, a citizen of Mexico, alleged that he went to 
respondent's office, met with respondent's staff, and hired 
respondent to represent him in obtaining a work card. 
Complainant alleged that he never met with or spoke with 
respondent personally. Complainant further alleged that 
respondent, without his knowledge, filed an asylum 
application on his behalf and that the signature on the 
application was forged. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant alleged that he hired respondent to assist him 
with an immigration case. According to complainant, 
respondent was seldom available for communication. 
Complainant also alleged that respondent filed a frivolous 
asylum application on his behalf without advising him of the 
potential consequences. Complainant further alleged that 
respondent never gave him an itemized statement and 
appeared for him in Immigration Court in September 2014 
while his ability to practice was subject to a cease and desist 
order. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant alleged that in 2011 he hired respondent to 
represent him in an immigration case for a fee of $5000.00.  
According to complainant, respondent "closed up shop and 
left" without completing the case and without refunding any 
of the fee. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainants are a lawyer and his current client, who was a 
former client of respondent. Complainants alleged that 
respondent undertook in November 2011 to rerpresent the 

client in an immigration matter, but thereafter neglected the 
case and charged excessive fees. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant alleged that in 2013, he paid respondent 
$2,800.00 to represent him in pursuing an asylum claim. 
According to complainant, respondent never communicated 
with him and he does not know what, if anything, 
respondent did in his case. 
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Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant alleged that she and her husband hired 
respondent in 2012 to represent them in obtaining U. S. 
citizenship. According to complainant, respondent 
repeatedly failed to return phone calls, did not keep them 
informed, and failed to notify them when his license was 
suspended in September 2014. Complainant also alleged 
that respondent failed to return their paperwork upon 
request. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant alleged that respondent failed to prepare her to 
testify in her son's immigration hearing, was generally 
unavailable to speak with her and her son, and failed to 
return unearned fees. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant alleged that in September 2011, she hired 
respondent to represent her in seeking a work permit and 

permanent residency in the United States. She paid 
respondent an advance fee of $1,000.00 and agreed to make 
monthly payments of $200.00 until she had paid his full fee 
of $5,000.00. She also agreed to pay additional expenses. 
Later, respondent required another $1,000.00. Complainant 
alleged that respondent failed to follow through to obtain her 
work permit and failed to inform her that his right to 
practice law in Iowa was suspended in September 2014. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant alleged that he hired respondent in March 
2012 to obtain a work permit. According to complainant, a 
paralegal provided most of the advice he received and 
respondent neglected to obtain his work permit. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant alleged that he hired respondent in 2012 to 
assist him in obtaining an asylum visa and work permit. 
Complainant further alleged that respondent neglected to 
pursue the matter and that, after promising him a refund, 
sent him a bill for services not provided. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant alleged that respondent took over the 
management of a home owners' association for which 
complainant served as secretary. According to complainant, 
respondent was not hired to do any legal work for the 
association. Complainant alleged that respondent 
misappropriated funds and had a conflict of interest in 
writing checks to her law firm on the Association's account 
without authorization. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant, an heir to a decedent's estate, alleged that 
respondent neglected the probate of the estate and received 

multiple delinquency notices. 

Closed Without 
Adjudication 

Complainant, a Minnesota attorney, alleged that 
respondent, an Iowa attorney whose license to practice is 
inactive, engaged in the unauthorized practice of law in a 
Minnesota landlord/tenant dispute. 
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ATTORNEY DISCIPLINARY BOARD 
  FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017 BUDGET 

   
      

  

Salary & Employee Expense 

 

  
   Salaries 

  
 $     849,333.60  

  
   Clerical overtime 

 
 $         2,000.00  

  
   Deferred Compensation  $         9,000.00  

  

   Employee Insurance 

 

 $     197,559.81  

  
   Employer's Unemployment  $            325.00  

  
   FICA 

   
 $       65,453.48  

  
   IPERS 

  
 $       75,845.49  

  

   Vac/SL Payout 

 

 $         6,267.50  

 
  Total Payroll Expenses 

 
 $  1,205,784.88  

 
    

    

 
  Non-Payroll Expense 

  

 

     Appellate Brief Printing  $                    -    

 
     Audit Expense 

 
 $         2,375.00  

 
     Bank Service Charges  $            600.00  

 
     Board Meeting Expense  $         5,200.00  

  

Case Management Software  $         7,535.00  

 
     Computer Services & Expense  $         4,600.00  

 
     Dues & Subscriptions  $         4,800.00  

 
     Employer Insurance 

 
 $         4,800.00  

 

     Furniture & Equipment  $         4,500.00  

 
     Investigative & Hrg Expense  $       10,000.00  

 
     Miscellaneous 

 
 $            500.00  

 
     Office Supplies 

 
 $         3,200.00  

  

   Contract Lawyers 

 

 $       60,000.00  

  
   Payroll Processing 

 
 $         2,150.00  

  
   Postage 

  
 $         6,800.00  

  
   Repairs  

  
 $            600.00  

  

   Rent  

   

 $       51,600.00  

  
   Telephone  

  
 $         5,580.00  

  
   Travel  

   
 $       12,600.00  

  
    Temporary Clerical  

 
 $                    -    

  

Total Non-Payroll Expense  $     187,440.00  

  
  

      
 

Total Expense 
  

 $  1,393,224.88  
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GRIEVANCE COMMISSION 

AMENDED FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017 BUDGET 

Salary and Salary Expenses 
  

Director Salary $31,314.18 

Assistant Director $53,129.84 

Clerical Salary $39,202.57 

Vacation/Sick Leave Payout $2,531.01 

Part-Time Call Center Support $146.67 

FICA $9,663.80 

IPERS $11,054.36 

Employee Insurance $27,307.58 

Deferred Compensation $1,245.00 

Auditing $2,300.00 

Rent $8,126.00 

Copier Lease $1,500.00 

Repairs & Maintenance $250.00 

Supplies $1,200.00 

Telephone $1,440.00 

Travel $4,500.00 

Training $0.00 

Postage $2,400.00 

Insurance $650.00 

Transcripts (SHR) $18,000.00 

Automation Support $600.00 

Banking Fees $700.00 

Misc., Including Moving Exper $1,000.00 

Internet App. Maint. & Develoj $6,850.00 

Internet Payment Charges $32,000.00 

Unemployment Insurance $40.00 

Payroll Processing $350.00 

TOTAL OPERATING EXPENSES $257,501.01 

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES $400.00 

TOTAL PROJECTED EXPENDITURES $257,901.01 
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UPL COMMISSION 

FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017 BUDGET 

OPERATING EXPENSES 

Salary and Salary Expenses 
  

Assistant Director $28,618.39 

Clerical Salary $9,066.77 

Investigator $1,000.00 

FICA $2,959.41 

IPERS $3,454.58 

Employee Insurance $7,619.35 

Deferred Compensation $360.00 
 

Rent $2,390.00 

Auditing $900.00 

Copier Lease $300.00 

Repairs & Maintenance $100.00 

Supplies $320.00 

Telephone $360.00 

Travel $2,500.00 

Training $0.00 

Postage $120.00 

Insurance $100.00 

Investigation Expense $300.00 

Commission Meeting Exp $400.00 

Automation Support $285.00 

Misc., Including Moving Exper $250.00 

Unemployment Insurance $14.00 

Payroll Processing $125.00 

TOTAL OPERATING EXPENSES $61,542.50 

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES $150.00 

TOTAL PROJECTED EXPENDITURES $61,692.50   
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TABLE C 

GRIEVANCE COMMISSION MEMBERS SERVING DURING 2016 
 
    TERM 

CHAIRPERSON   EXPIRES 
 
Mark Rolinger (until end of final term on June 30, 2016)  6-30-16 
 
Amy Stowe Beattie (effective July 1, 2016)   6-30-17 
 
 
 1A 
 

James Garrett                 6-30-18 
 
Brigit Barnes   6-30-16 
 
Kimberly S. Lange   6-30-17 
  
Cory Thein   6-30-17 
 
Tiffany Kragnes   6-30-18 
 
Jill M. Kistler   6-30-19 
 
 
 1B 

 

Shawn Harden   6-30-18 
 

Mark Rolinger   6-30-16 
  
Jennifer Schwickerath   6-30-17 
 

Erin Lyons   6-30-17 
 
Mary Schlicher   6-30-17 
 
Brian J. Williams   6-30-19 
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2A 

 

Kristen Ollenburg   6-30-18 
 
Patrick Byrne    6-30-16 
 
Adam Sauer   6-30-17 
 
Jacqueline Arthur   6-30-17 
 
Philip Garland   6-30-17 
 
Greg M. Lievens   6-30-19 
 
 
 2B 

 
Jim Goodman   6-30-17 
 
Jennifer A. Miller   6-30-17 
 
Bethany J. Currie   6-30-17 
 
Ethan Anderson   6-30-17 
 
Shawn Smith   6-30-18 
 
 
 3A 

 

Scott Buchanan   6-30-18 
 
Abby Walleck   6-30-17 
 

Micah J. Schreuers   6-30-17 
 
Shawna Nolan Ditsworth   6-30-17 
 
Melanie Summers Bauler   6-30-17 
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 3B 

 
Patricia Vogel    6-30-18 
 

Roger Sailer   6-30-17 
 
Darin Raymond   6-30-17 
 
Robert Brock   6-30-16 
 
Priscilla Forsyth   6-30-17 
 
Richard H. Moeller   6-30-19 
 

 
 4 
 

Jon Heisterkamp   6-30-18 

 
Christine Shockey   6-30-17 
(resigned during 2016) 
 
Eric J. Nelson   6-30-19 
 
Amy Zacharias   6-30-17 
 
Deborah Petersen   6-30-17 
 
 
 5A 
 
Jeffrey Bump   6-30-18 
 
Thomas P. Murphy   6-30-18 
 
Jerrold Oliver    6-30-16 
 
Kara McClure   6-30-17 
 
Craig Shannon   6-30-17 
 
Chad Boehlje   6-30-18 
 
Janet Burkhead   6-30-18 
 



 

Page 4 of 10 

 

Erika Eckley   6-30-19 
 
Kami M. Petitgoue   6-30-16 
 

Adam Otto   6-30-17 
 
Mollie Pawlosky   6-30-17 
 
Jennifer Gerrish-Lampe   6-30-17 
 
Stacie Codr   6-30-18 
 
Kristina Stanger   6-30-18 
 
Katie L. Ranes   6-30-17 
 
Beatriz A. Mate-Kodjo   6-30-19 
 
Peter W. Blink   6-30-19 
 
 
 5B 

 
Elisabeth Reynoldson   6-30-16 
  
Tim Kenyon   6-30-17 
  
Clint Spurrier   6-30-17 
 
Jenna Lain   6-30-18 
 
Melissa Larson   6-30-18 
 

Clinton C. Hight   6-30-19 
 

 
5C 

 

Jerry Foxhoven   6-30-18 

  
Robert Holliday   6-30-18 
 

Donna R. Miller   6-30-17 
 
Larry Handley    6-30-16 
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Jess Vilsack   6-30-16 
 
Kelley A. Rice   6-30-19 
 

George F. Davison, Jr.   6-30-19 
  
Amy Stowe Beattie   6-30-17 
(chairperson as of July 1, 2016) 
 
Della Arriaga   6-30-17 
 
Mark Godwin   6-30-17 
 
Stephen Eckley   6-30-17 
 
Thomas Duff   6-30-17 
 

Deborah Svec-Carstens   6-30-17 

 

Erin Herbold   6-30-17 
 
Joseph Gamble   6-30-18 
 
Carol Moser   6-30-18 
 
Henny Ohr   6-30-18 
 
Felicia Bertin Rocha   6-30-18 
 
Steve Despotovich   6-30-17 
 
Kimberly Bartosh   6-30-17 
 

Julie Pottorff   6-30-18 
 
Wade Hauser III   6-30-18 
 
Loree Nelson   6-30-18 
 
John Fatino   6-30-18 
 
Thomas H. Walton   6-30-18 
 
Gregory A. Witke   6-30-19 
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David M. Erickson   6-30-19 
  
 
 6 

 

Paula Roby   6-30-16 
  

Renee Sneitzer   6-30-17 
 
Randall B. Willman   6-30-19 
 
Cynthia Sueppel   6-30-17 
 
Melody Butz   6-30-18 
 
Mark Fisher   6-30-18 
 
Jennifer Zahradnik   6-30-18 
 
Thomas Hobart   6-30-18 
 
Joseph Schmall   6-30-18 
 
Kevin Collins   6-30-17 
 
Lisa M. Epp   6-30-19 
 
 
 7 

 
Leah Patton   6-30-18 
 
Kristine Stone   6-30-18 

 
Jerry Van Scoy   6-30-19 
 
Philip T. Ramirez   6-30-17 
(resigned during 2016) 
 
Mikki Schiltz   6-30-17 
 
Ralph W. Heninger   6-30-17 
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 8A 

 
Amy Montgomery   6-30-18 
(resigned during 2016) 

 

Katherine Lujan   6-30-18 
 
Allen L. Cook III   6-30-19 
  
Patrick McAvan   6-30-17 
 
Daniel Kitchen   6-30-17 
(resigned during 2016) 
 
Susan C. Daniels   6-30-18 
 
Ryan J. Mitchell   6-30-17 
 
 
 8B 

 
Jennifer Klever-Kirkman   6-30-17 
 
Niko Pothitakis   6-30-17 
 

Sara Lynette Haas   6-30-17 
 
Jonathan Stensvaag   6-30-17 
 
William J. Cahill   6-30-17 
 
 
 
 

LAY MEMBERS 
 
1A 
 

Dianne Gibson   6-30-16 
 
Janet Willenbring   6-30-18 
 
Kelly Francois   6-30-19 
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1B 
 
Miriam Brown Tyson   6-30-18 
 

2A 
 
Steve Beecher   6-30-17 
(resigned during 2016) 
 
Elizabeth Faber   6-30-17 
 

2B 
 

Melissa Nanninga   6-30-17 
 
John Sebastian   6-30-18 
 
3A 

 
Jan Spielman    6-30-16 
 

Tom Underwood   6-30-17 
 
E. John Wittneben   6-30-18 

 
3B 
 

Michael Potash   6-30-16 
 
Douglas VanDerVoort   6-30-18 
 
Flora M. Lee   6-30-19 
 
4 
 

Boyd Littrell   6-30-17 
 
Marsha Park   6-30-18 
 

5A 
 

Amy Kelpe   6-30-16 
 
William C. Snyder   6-30-18 
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G. Dean Austin   6-30-18 
(resigned during 2016) 
 
Kathrine A. Brown   6-30-19 

 
Luke Behaunek   6-30-19 
 
5B 
 
Michael Shay   6-30-17 
 

R. Richard Rice   6-30-17 
 

5C 
 

Sanjita Pradhan   6-30-18 
(resigned during 2016) 
 

Wanda Noble   6-30-18 
 
Sonia Reyes-Snyder   6-30-18 

 

Melvin Zischler   6-30-16 
 

Joe Henry   6-30-19 
 
Everett Sather   6-30-17 
 
André G. Allen   6-30-19 
 
6 
 

Trish Ellison   6-30-18 
 

D. Suzanne Buffalo   6-30-18 

 

Kathy Maxwell   6-30-18 
 
Yolanda Spears   6-30-19 
 
7 
 

Dr. Joan Marttila   6-30-16 
 
Arnold Shileny   6-30-17 
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Amy McClure Swearingen   6-30-19 
 
8A 
 

Tracy Ely   6-30-18 
 
Jerry Droz   6-30-18 

 
8B 
 

Jim Ross   6-30-17 
 
Robert Helscher   6-30-18 

 



TABLE D

GRIEVANCE CASE STATUS SUMMARY REPORT 2016

DOCKET 

NUMBER

PENDING 

1/1/16

FILED DURING 

2016

FINAL 

DISPOSITION 

DURING 2016

PENDING 

12/31/16

792 X  X

796 X  X

804 X  X

809 X X

810 X X

811 X X

813 X X

814 X X

816 X X

817 X X

818 X X

819 X X

820 X X

821 X X

822 X X

823 X X

824 X X

825 X X

826 X X

827 X X

828 X X

829 X X

830 X X

831 X X

832 X X

833 X X

834 X X

835 X X

TOTALS 18 11 13 15



Table E: Charts Showing Statistics
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TABLE F

GRIEVANCE CASE DISPOSITION SUMMARY 2016

 

DOCKET 

NUMBER DISMISSAL

PRIVATE 

ADMONITION 

UPON CONSENT

PRIVATE 

ADMONITION

REPRIMAND ON 

CONSENT REPRIMAND

SUSPENDED 30 

DAYS OR LESS

SUSPENDED 31 

TO 60 DAYS

SUSPENDED 61 

TO 89 DAYS

SUSPENDED 3 TO 

6 MONTHS

SUSPENDED 7 TO 

11 MONTHS

SUSPENDED 1 

YEAR OR MORE

VOLUNTARILY 

REVOKED REVOKED

792 X

796 X

809 X

810 X

811 X

813 X

814 X

816 X

817 X

818 X

822 X

825 X

826 X

Totals 0 0 1 0 0 3 4 0 3 0 0 1 1
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TABLE G

SYNOPSIS AND REPORT REGARDING CASES REACHING FINAL

DISPOSITION DURING CALENDAR YEAR 2016

GRIEVANCE

CASE

NUMBER

SYNOPSIS OF CHARGES AND REPORT OF DISPOSITION

792 Iowa Supreme Court Atty Disc. Bd. v. Attorney Doe No. 792

Iowa S. Ct. No. 14-1987

The board alleged that the attorney falsely accused a judge of

covering up unethical behavior between his attorney and

members of a fee arbitration committee. The commission found

that there was absolutely no basis in fact for the attorney’s

accusations towards the judge. However, the commission

members were not in unanimous agreement that the attorney

had violated rule 32:8.2(a) (judicial and legal officials). Three

members of the panel believed the attorney violated this rule

and should receive a public reprimand. Two of the panel

members believed that, while the attorney was disrespectful

and unprofessional and displayed a terrible lack of judgment in

sending the accusatory email, his behavior did not amount to

an ethical violation. The panel unanimously found that the

respondent had violated the Standards for Professional

Conduct regarding personal courtesy and professional integrity,

civility and professionalism, and civil and respectful

communication with the court. Following discussion of how the

First Amendment is implicated by sanctioning attorneys for

statements they make, the court found that the board had not

proven a violation of rule 32:8.2(a). The court found that the

board had proven a violation of rule 32:3.5(b) (ex parte

communication) and issued a private admonition.
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796 

 

Iowa Supreme Court Atty Disc. Bd. v. Sheree L. Smith 

   Iowa S. Ct. No. 16-0111 

 

The board alleged that the attorney violated multiple rules of 

professional conduct, including twenty-one violations of the 

trust account rules.  The case was submitted to the Grievance 

Commission by stipulation.  The commission accepted the 

stipulation of the parties and held a limited hearing on the 

issue of sanctions.  Following that hearing, the commission 

found a factual basis for violations of numerous fee-handling 

and trust account rules, as well as failure to respond to board 

inquiries.  The commission recommended a sixty day 

suspension.  The court found that the attorney had violated 

rules 32:1.15(a), 32:1.15(f), 45.2(3)(a), 45.2(3)(b)(2), and 

45.2(3)(c) (document retention, preservation, adequacy, and 

access); rules 32:1.15(b) and 45.1(1) (commingling); rule 

45.2(3)(b)(3) (cash withdrawals from trust account); rule 45.7(4) 

(notification to client when withdrawing trust account funds); 

and 32:8.1(b) (failing to respond to a board inquiry).  Noting the 

numerous and persistent nature of the violations, the court 

suspended the attorney’s license to practice law for a period of 

sixty days.   

 

809 

 

Iowa Supreme Court Atty Disc. Bd. v. David A. Morse 

   Iowa S. Ct. No. 15-1502 

 

The board alleged that the attorney violated several rules of 

professional conduct in connection with representation of a 

client in a debt matter.  The commission found the attorney 

had violated rules 32:1.3 (diligence), 32:1.15(d) (accounting and 

return of funds or property), 32:1.5(e) (disputed funds), and 

32:8.4(d) (conduct prejudicial to the administration of justice).  

The commission recommended imposition of a public 

reprimand.  Upon de novo review, the court concurred in the 

findings of rule violations but found a harsher sanction was 

appropriate to discourage lawyers from misdirecting funds 

entrusted to them for a special purpose.  The court suspended 

the attorney’s license for a period of thirty days.  
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810 

 

Iowa Supreme Court Atty Disc. Bd. v. Kristy Boyer Arzberger 

   Iowa S. Ct. No. 15-2109 

 

The board alleged that the attorney charged and collected an 

unreasonable fee in a probate matter, and that she failed to 

apply to the Court for approval of extraordinary fees.  The case 

was submitted to the Grievance Commission by stipulation, 

which the commission accepted.  Following a limited hearing on 

the issue of sanction, the commission found that the board had 

proven a violation of rule 32:1.5(a) (unreasonable fee) and 

recommended a thirty day suspension.  The court agreed with 

the commission’s finding as to rule violation, and also with the 

recommended sanction.  The court suspended the attorney’s 

law license for a period of thirty days.  In addition, the court 

required that the attorney make restitution of $4,146.20 to the 

affected client as a condition precedent to reinstatement.  

 

811 

 

Iowa Supreme Court Atty Disc. Bd. v. Larry Alan Stoller 

   Iowa S. Ct. No. 15-1824 

 

The board alleged violations of several ethical rules arising out 

of two separate matters.  The commission found that the 

attorney had violated rule 32:1.7(a)(2) (conflict of interest) and 

32:8.4(c) (conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or 

misrepresentation) in one matter.  It found that in the other 

matter the attorney had violated rules 32:1.7(a)(2) and (b)(4) 

(conflict of interest), as well as 32:1.9(a) (duties to former 

clients).  As to the first matter, the commission recommended a 

public reprimand for the conflict of interest violations and a 

three-month suspension for the violation of rule 32:8.4(c).  The 

commission recommended a concurrent three-month 

suspension for the rule violations in the second matter and that 

the attorney be prohibited from possessing a firearm while 

conducting any legal business.  The court found that the board 

had proven violations of rule 32:1.7 (conflict of interest) and 

32:8.4(c) (conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or 

misrepresentation).  The court suspended the attorney’s license 

to practice law for a period of sixty days.    
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813 

 

Iowa Supreme Court Atty Disc. Bd. v. Jamie F. Deremiah 

   Iowa S. Ct. No. 15-1917 

 

The board alleged professional misconduct in connection with a 

domestic assault.  The commission concluded that the attorney 

had violated rule 32:8.4(b) (commission of a criminal act that 

reflects adversely on a lawyer’s honesty, trustworthiness, or 

fitness as a lawyer).  A majority of the panel recommended a 

thirty day suspension of the attorney’s license, a two year 

probationary period with conditions regarding maintenance of 

sobriety, and medical documentation showing compliance with 

treatment provider recommendations.  Citing in particular the 

criminal trespass and violent injurious assault in this case, the 

court found that the respondent had violated rule 32:8.4(b).  

The court suspended the attorney’s license indefinitely with no 

possibility of reinstatement for three months.  Conditions were 

imposed upon application for reinstatement, including evidence 

of the attorney’s continuation in substance abuse and mental 

health recovery efforts.  

 

 

814 

 

Iowa Supreme Court Atty Disc. Bd. v. Laurie Jean Pederson 

   Iowa S. Ct. No. 16-0199 

 

The board alleged that the attorney violated multiple rules of 

professional conduct in connection with an estate proceeding 

and her representation of a client in a child custody case.  The 

case was submitted to the Grievance Commission by 

stipulation.  The commission accepted the stipulation of the 

parties, considered the violations discussed in the stipulation, 

and ultimately recommended a three month suspension.  The 

Supreme Court found that the respondent had engaged in 

violations of rules 32:1.2(c) (limited scope of representation), 

32:1.4(a)(4) (prompt compliance with reasonable request for 

information, 32:1.5(a) (taking probate fee prior to filing of final 

report), 32:4.2(a) (communication with a represented party), 

32:1.8 (business transaction with a client), and 32:1.15 

(handling of flat fees).  Though the individual violations in the 
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case were not serious, the court found the collective and 

repetitious nature of the conduct alarming.  The court 

suspended the attorney’s license for sixty days.    

 

 

816 

 

Iowa Supreme Court Atty Disc. Bd. v. Karen A. Taylor 

   Iowa S. Ct. No. 16-0130 

 

The board alleged that the respondent failed to file federal and 

state income tax returns for eleven years.  The case was 

submitted to the commission on a stipulation of the facts, 

including a statement setting forth aggravating and mitigating 

circumstances.  The commission found that the respondent’s 

conduct in the tax matters violated rules 32:8.4(b) (commission 

of a criminal act that reflects adversely on a lawyer’s honesty, 

trustworthiness, or fitness as a lawyer) and 32: 8.4(c) (conduct 

involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or misrepresentation).  A 

thirty day suspension was recommended by the panel.  The 

court found that the respondent’s conduct in the tax matters 

did violate the rules noted by the commission. In addition, for 

the failure to file for tax years 2003 and 2004, the court found 

a violation of disciplinary rules 1-102(A)(3), 1-102(A)(4), and 1-

102(A)(6) of the Iowa Code of Professional Responsibility for 

Lawyers.  The court ordered a suspension of a minimum term 

of six months.  In addition, the court required that the attorney 

demonstrate she has made every payment to federal and state 

tax authorities required of her under the terms of any payment 

plans in effect as of the date she submits her application for 

reinstatement. 

 

 

817 

 

Iowa Supreme Court Atty Disc. Bd. v. Deborah Lynn Johnson 

   Iowa S. Ct. No. 16-0625 

 

The board alleged that the respondent engaged in an intimate 

relationship with one of her clients, whom she was representing 

in several criminal and family law matters.  The parties filed a 

joint stipulation and waived the requirement of a formal 

hearing.  Basing its decision upon the stipulation, the 
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commission concluded that the attorney had violated rules 

32:1.8(j) (sexual relationship with a client) and 32:8.4(d) 

(conduct prejudicial to the administration of justice).  A thirty-

day suspension of the attorney’s license was recommended.  

The court agreed with the commission as to the violation of rule 

32:1.8(j), but did not find a violation of rule 32:8.4(d) under the 

circumstances.  The court suspended the attorney’s license for 

period of thirty days.   

 

 

818 

 

Iowa Supreme Court Atty Disc. Bd. v. Kenneth J. Weiland Jr. 

   Iowa S. Ct. No. 16-0131 

 

The board alleged violation of numerous ethics rules based on 

the attorney’s actions in a dissolution of marriage case.  The 

commission concluded that the attorney had violated the rules 

alleged by the board, and recommended a thirty day 

suspension.  Upon de novo review, the court determined that 

the board had proven violation of rules 32:1.15(d) (prompt 

delivery of client funds), 32:1.15(f) (trust account rules), 32:1.3 

(diligence), 32:1.4(a)(4) (complying with reasonable requests for 

information), 32:1.4(a)(3) (keeping the client reasonably 

informed), 32:1.16(d) (termination of representation), 32:8.4(c) 

(conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or 

misrepresentation), 32:8.4(d) (conduct prejudicial to the 

administration of justice), and 32:3.2 (expediting litigation).  

After considering the numerous mitigating and aggravating 

circumstances, the court suspended the attorney’s license for a 

period of sixty days.   

 

 

822 

 

Iowa Supreme Court Atty Disc. Bd. v. Kathryn S. Barnhill 

   Iowa S. Ct. No. 16-0731 

 

The board alleged violation of multiple rules of professional 

conduct following two matters in which the trial court judges 

imposed sanctions against the attorney for her conduct.  The 

commission found the violations proven as alleged, with the 

exception of rule 32:4.1(a) (false statement of material fact to a 
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third person).   A six month suspension was recommended.  

The panel also recommended that the court require the 

attorney to provide proof prior to reinstatement that all 

outstanding debts levied against the attorney arising out of the 

two matters had been fully and completely satisfied.  The court 

found that rule 32:4.1(a) had been proven by the board.  

Additionally the court concluded that the attorney had violated 

rules 32:3.1 (frivolous claims), 32:3.3(a)(1) (false statement to a 

tribunal), 32:8.1(a) (false statement in a disciplinary matter), 

32:8.4(d) (conduct prejudicial to the administration of justice), 

32:3.4(c) (disobedience of a court order), and 32:3.4(d) (failure 

to comply with a proper discovery request).  Noting that the 

attorney’s conduct was similar to conduct for which she had 

previously been suspended, and also her persistence in 

perpetuating a falsehood, the court suspended the attorney’s 

license for six months. 

 

 

825 

 

In the Matter of Ney T. McDaniel 

   Iowa S. Ct. No. 16-0522 

 

The respondent committed billing violations to the State Public 

Defender’s office in connection with the provision of legal 

services to indigent Iowans.  The court accepted the attorney’s 

consent to disbarment, and revoked the attorney’s license to 

practice law. 

 

 

826 

 

Iowa Supreme Court Atty Disc. Bd. v. Brian Michael Green 

   Iowa S. Ct. No. 16-1551 

 

The board alleged that the attorney created a fraudulent 

business entity and used that entity to misappropriate money 

from his clients.  The attorney did not file an answer to the 

complaint, nor appear personally or by counsel at the hearing.  

The Grievance Commission found that the attorney violated 

rules 32:1.8(a) (entering a business transaction with a client 

without obtaining informed consent) and 32:8.4(c) (engaging in 

conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or 
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misrepresentation).  The commission recommended that the 

attorney’s license to practice law in Iowa be revoked.  The court 

agreed with this recommendation.  Finding that the attorney 

had misappropriated client funds for personal use without a 

colorable future claim in violation of rule 32:8.4(c), the court 

revoked the attorney’s license to practice law.       
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