


16th August



VIRGINIA: 
 

BEFORE THE FIFTH DISTRICT, SECTION I, COMMITTEE 
OF THE VIRGINIA STATE BAR 

 
 
IN THE MATTER OF 
BRENTON DANIEL VINCENZES  VSB DOCKET NO. 20-051-122941 
 
 

AGREED DISPOSITION FOR TERMS VIOLATION 
PUBLIC REPRIMAND WITHOUT TERMS 

    
Pursuant to the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, Part 6, Section IV, Paragraph 13- 

16.B, the Virginia State Bar, by Prescott L. Prince, Assistant Bar Counsel, and Brenton Daniel 

Vincenzes, Respondent, hereby enter into the following Agreed Disposition arising out of the 

Show Cause for a Sanction Determination by the District Fifth District, Section I, Committee.   

 
I. STIPULATIONS OF FACT 

1. On 17 July 2020, a Fifth District, Section I, Subcommittee of the Virginia State Bar imposed 
a Private Admonition with Terms on Brenton Daniel Vincenzes (“Respondent”) pursuant to 
an agreed disposition.  The Subcommittee’s Determination is attached hereto as Exhibit 1.   

2. The terms included one that stated: 

Respondent shall submit to a random review of his trust account records by a 
Virginia State Bar Investigator or other agent of the bar during the course of 
the next 12 months for the purpose of ascertaining his compliance with the 
trust account maintenance and record-keeping requirements of Rule 1.15 of 
the Virginia Rules of Professional Conduct.  Respondent shall reasonably 
cooperate with the Investigator or bar agent in submitting to such random 
review and making available bank records, cancelled checks, checkbooks, 
subsidiary ledgers, cash receipts journals, cash disbursements journals, 
evidence of reconciliations, and any and all other documents necessary for the 
completion of the review. 

 
3. Respondent agreed that if any of the terms were not met, the District Committee shall 

impose a Public Reprimand pursuant to Part 6, § IV, 13-15.F, of the Rules of the Supreme 
Court of Virginia. 
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4. On 2 March 2021, in furtherance of the term requiring Respondent to submit to random 
reviews of his trust account by a VSB Investigator, Investigator Edward Bosak contacted 
Respondent to request a date/time to conduct the Rule 1.15 Compliance Review. 

 
5. Respondent, replied to  Investigator Bosak indicating that he would comply, but further 

asserted that he was immunocompromised and that the Compliance Review would have to 
proceed via Zoom or similar platform.  Respondent and  Investigator Bosak agreed that the 
Compliance Review would procced by telephone on 9 March 2020 at 11:00 a.m., and that 
prior to the telephonic meeting, Respondent would forward to Investigator Bosak trust 
accounting documents for the period September through December 2020, to include: 

• IOLTA Bank Statements 
• General Ledger 
• Cash Receipts/Cash Disbursement Journals 
• Client subsidiary account ledgers 
• Monthly IOLTA Reconciliations  

 
6. On Friday, 5 March 2021, Investigator Bosak sent Respondent a text message and email to 

confirm the appointment and requesting the status on the production of records.  Respondent 
replied, via text, “Hey Ed, I should have it to you this weekend I'll text once sent. I just have 
to pull the file from my main computer." 

 
7. Respondent did not forward the documents as promised. 
 
8.  On Monday, 8 March 2021, Investigator Bosak sent Respondent an email that stated, inter 

alia, “You have failed to provide me the records [as previously requested] needed to 
conduct your Rule 1.15 Compliance Review under the Agreed to Disposition. We will 
discuss this in our interview tomorrow at 11:00 am. I will call you on your known cell 
number of (571) 213-7397.  Failure to provide me access to these records could result in 
further disciplinary action to include suspension of your Virginia Law License.” 

 
9. Investigator Bosak attempted to call Respondent on 9 March 2021, at 11:00 a.m., on the 

identified cell number and again at 11:15 a.m., but Respondent failed to answer his cell. 
 
10. On that same date (9 March 2021), Investigator Bosak sent Respondent two emails 

informing Respondent that the documents he produced did not comply with the demand for 
documents and requested that Respondent contact Investigator Bosak without delay. 

 
11. Respondent did not respond on that date, but did forward documents to VSB Investigator 

Bosak on 15 March 2021, and submitted to a telephonic interview with Investigator Bosak 
on 16 March 2021.  

 
12. During the course of the 16 March 2021 interview, Investigator Bosak informed Respondent 

that the documents provided did not comply with the requirements of RPC 1.15.  
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Respondent stated, “I believe I have them.”  Investigator Bosak offered to meet Respondent 
at his office the following day to conduct the RPC 1.15 interview and to review all 
documents available along with the documents requested in Investigator Bosak’s 8 March 
2021 email.   

 
13. Respondent then stated that he would need time to gather the records, at which point 

Investigator Bosak informed him that he would file a report noting his failure to timely 
comply with his request for records as required under the Terms of the Private Admonition.  
Investigator Bosak also advised Respondent that another review would be conducted within 
the next 60-day period and that Respondent would need to provide all records from August 
2020 to the month the review is conducted.  

 
14. On 6 May 2021, VSB Investigator Bosak sent Respondent an email with the subject line, 

“(Second) Rule 1.15 Review – Virginia State Bar Request For Information” The email 
stated, inter alia: 

 
This will be the second review under this agreement and is paramount in 
determining if you are complying with Rule 1.15. I must emphasize your 
prompt attention is needed in complying with my request and production of 
the documents requested ON/BEFORE 10 May 2021 the date requested since 
you are almost to the end of the period of review and as of date, it has been 
determined you are NOT in compliance with Rule 1.15 

 
15. Investigator Bosak requested that Respondent produce the following documents covering 

the time period of March and April 2021: 
• IOLTA Bank Statements 
• Deposit slips into the IOLTA account and checks generated from the IOLTA 

account 
• IOLTA General Ledger 
• Cash Receipts/Cash Disbursement journals or journal of cash receipts 
• Client subsidiary account ledgers 
• Signed monthly IOLTA Reconciliations 

 
16. On Monday, 10 May 2021, Respondent forwarded to Investigator Bosak a document that 

Respondent described as “an excel file of the requested documents.”   
 
17. Immediately upon receiving the document, Investigator Bosak reviewed the document and 

concluded that it was non-responsive to his request in that document contained transactions 
that were unsupported by bank statements, deposit slips, client names, and client subsidiary 
ledgers.  No reconciliations were produced for March or April 2021.  An invoice ledger 
produced by Respondent was for the period of February 2014 through June 19, 2020. 

 
















