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Relator

Now comes the reiator and alleges thdt Wﬂham Henry Truax an Attorney at Law duly 8

| _. ._admltted to the practrce of Iaw in. the state of Oh10 is guﬂty of the followmg mlsconduct

e I ::--Respondent thham Hemy Truax was admrtted to the practlce of law in the state of"z-

- _.'.:.Ohlo on November 19 1976 Respondent is subject to the Oh1o Rules of Professronai'
e '_':Conduct and the Rules for the Government of the Bar of OhIO — S
o 2. :' 011 Apnl 15 2015 respondent began to represent Angehca Hynes rn 5 c1v11 rnatter
3 On the same dav respondent rece:ved a retatner fee from Hynes of $1 750 00. and.'.._
: --..'_"_”_'-"deposned this arnount 1nto hrs IOLTA ._ E _. _ | _. > |
: :'_ 4 :"_:__.At the trme respondent dep051ted Hynes retamer hlS IOLTA had a balance of $5 ”2

: :_' 5. _-:: : On Aprrl 17 201 3 respondent mthdrew $750 00 from h1s IOLTA 1n unearned legaI fees

e '_On Aprﬂ 19 2()15 respondent clalrns to have earned $43 75 in legai fees

ST _. '_':On Aprtl 20 2015 respondent clalms to have ealned $175 00 in Iegal fees 5 BT



e -"On Aprll 27 2015 respondent WIthdrew $seo oo from hrs IOLTA
e On Apnl 29 2015 respondent wzthdrew $475 OO from hlS IOLTA
_'_’-:_On May 4 2{)1 s, respondent clarms to have earned $78 75 in legal fees

On May 5 2()1 5 respondent mthdrevv $45 00 from hrs IOLTA causmg hrm to overdraw- o

i '.:.3 _f‘_hls account by $14 ’78

011 the sarne day, the $45 OO check was returned unpard

On May 11 2015 reIator recerved 1nforrnatron from PNC Bank that respondent had 5' :_-

o 'j:.-_-'overdrawn his IOLTA

On May 12 2015 respondent w1thdrew $20 00 from hlS IOLTA

.As of May 12 2015 respondent had converted to- hlS own use and beneﬁt at least:_-zil'__"'_.'.:ﬁ.""-' o

S $1 452 50 in unearned Iegal fees from Hynes

1T

: '_:On June 30 2015 relator sent respondent a letter of lnqurry

--.-:On July 22 2015 over three months after respondent ﬁrst converted Hynes funds _. _ i

'-'respondent met wrth Hynes to advrse her of the converswn

s

At thls meetmg, respondent offered to- provrde a refund to Hynes of the converted funds : _' : E

- __'-'or the en‘nre retamer fee

o200

Hynes chose to aIlow respondent to. contrnue to represent her and to deduct the costs of ' R
i 'hls legaI serv1ccs from the amount he converted
: On J'uly 29 201 5 respondent replzed to relator s letter of 1nqurry

n hls reply, respondent acknowledged that he “Wlthdrew funds from the IOLTA account_.'f]' .

Sk before I had perforrned sufﬁcrent servrces to be entrtled to make the Wlthdrawals »

o

:-'Respondent S conduct as’ set forth above v1olates the Rules of Professwnal Conduct

B -spec1ﬁcally Prof Cond R 1 IS(c) (a iawyer shall dep051t 1nt0 a chent trust account 1ega1 : A



fees and expenses that have been pard 1n advance to be W1thdrawn by the lawyer only as. S

_' fees are eamed or expenses 1ncurred) and 8 4(c) (a lawyer shall not engage 1n conduct :__

: mVOIvrng drshonesty, fraud decert or mrsrepresentauon)

CONCLUSION

Wherefore pursuant to Gov Bar R V and the Ohlo Rules of Professmnai Conduct' _. e

'relator alleges that respondent 18 chargeable Wlth m1sc0nduct therefore relator requests that

o respondent be dlselphned pursuant to Rule V of the RuIes of the Government of the Bar of Ohro G i

S Seeul Dot 0091467y o
- Drscrplma C unsel SN e

- __:;::_Dlonne C. DeNunzro (16082478)
" Assistant Disciplinary Counsel-

| 77250 Civic Center Drive, Suite 325 i %

- Columbus, Ohio 43215- TALL
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L 614.461.7205 fax Gl

" 'D.DeNunzio@sc.ohio:gov



CERTIFICATE

The underszgned Scott 7. Drexel DlSC}phnary Counsel of the Ofﬁce of Dlsc:1phnary

o -Counsei 0f the Supreme Court of Oth hereby certlﬁes that D10nne C DeNunzw is: duly“..'.

) _'_-"authorlzed to represent relator in the prermses and has accepted the respon51b1hty of prosecutmg .

the complamt to 1ts conclusmn Aﬁer 1nvest1gat10n relator beheves reasonable cause ex1sts to

L atrant ahearm'g'on such complamt. -:_ G

g "3::""Sc0tt J. Dre eli, Diseiplinary Counsel : ,. e
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WAIVER OF DETERMINATION
OF PROBABLE CAUSE

Respondent, (Rule V(11)(B) of the Supreme Court
Rules for the Government of the Bar
of Ohio)
Disciplinary Counsel
250 Civic Center Drive, Suite 325
Columbus, Ohio 43215-7411

Relator.

Pursuant to the provisions of Rule V(11)(B) of the Supreme Court Rules for the
Government of the Bar of Ohio, respondent, William Henry Truax, stipulates that there is
probable cause for the filing of a Complaint in the above-referenced proceeding and hereby
waives the determination of probable cause by a Probable Cause Panel of the Board of

Professional Conduct.

Dated: Jea. | Ef} 2015
P ‘
By: " %%/

William Henry Truax (0001923)
Respondent Pro Se




