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BOARD OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT 

Now comes the relator and alleges that Timothy Warren Camboni, an Attorney at Law, 

duly admitted to the practice of law in the state of Ohio is guilty of the following misconduct: 

1. Respondent, Timothy Warren Camboni, was admitted to the practice of law in the state of 

Ohio on November 17, 2008. Respondent is subject to the Rules of Professional Conduct 

and the Rules for the Government of the Bar of Ohio. 

2. On December 23, 2013, respondent was indicted in the Ashland County Court of 

Common Pleas under: 

• Ohio Revised Code§ 2905.02(A)(2): Abduction, a felony of the third degree; 

• Ohio Revised Code § 2903.13(A): Assault, a misdemeanor of the first degree; 

• Ohio Revised Code§ 2905.01(A)(3): Kidnapping, a felony of the first degree; 

• Ohio Revised Code§ 2905.01(B)(l) and/or (B)(2): Kidnapping, a felony of the 

first degree 



3. On April 3, 2014, the State of Ohio moved the Court to revoke respondent's bond for 

violating the conditions of bond by continuing to contact the victim. The Court denied 

this request, but informed respondent that continued contact with the victim would not be 

tolerated. 

4. On May 27,2014, the State of Ohio again moved the Court to revoke respondent's bond 

for violating the conditions of bond by having contact with the victim. This time, the 

Court revoked respondent's bond for violating its previous order not to have contact with 

the victim. 

5. On May 28,2014, respondent pled guilty to Assault. 

6. On May 28, 2014, respondent was sentenced to 6 months in jail. He was ordered to pay a 

fine of $1,000 and court costs. 

7. Respondent's conduct violates the Ohio Rules of Professional Conduct: Prof. Cond. R. 

3.4 (c) [a lawyer shall not knowingly disobey an obligation under the rules of a tribunal]; 

and Prof. Cond. R. 8.4(h) [a lawyer shall not engage in conduct that adversely reflects on 

the lav,.yer's fitness to practice law]. 

CONCLUSION 

Wherefore, pursuant to Gov. BarR. V, the Code of Professional Responsibility and Rules 

of Professional Conduct, relator alleges that respondent is chargeable with misconduct; therefore, 

relator requests that respondent be disciplined pursuant to Rule V of the Rules of the 

Government of the Bar of Ohio. 

Scott J. rex I (0091467) 
Disciplin • ounsel 
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Catherine M. Russo (0077791) 
Assistant Disciplinary Counsel 
250 Civic Center Drive, Suite 325 
Columbus, Ohio 43215-7411 
614.461.0256 
614.461.7205- fax 
C.Russo@sc.ohio.gov 

CERTIFICATE 

The undersigned, Scott J. Drexel, Disciplinary Counsel, of the Office of Disciplimuy 

Counsel of the Supreme Court of Ohio hereby certifies that Catherine M. Russo is duly 

authorized to represent relator in the premises and has accepted the responsibility of prosecuting 

the complaint to its conclusion. After investigation, relator believes reasonable cause exists to 

warrant a hearing on such complaint. 

Dated: January 29, 2015 
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