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COMPLAINT AND CERTIFICATE 

(Rule V of the Supreme Court Rules for 
the Government of the Bar of Ohio.) 

Now comes the relator and alleges that James William Thomas, Jr., an Attorney at Law, 

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

1. Respondent, James William Thomas, Jr., was admitted to the practice of law in the state 

of Ohio on November 13, 2001. Respondent is subject to the Code of Professional 

Responsibility, the Rules of Professional Conduct and the Rules for the Government of 

the Bar of Ohio. 

2. On April 28, 2014, a Bill oflnformation was filed in the Preble County Court of 

Common Pleas in State of Ohio v. Jumes W Thomas, Jr., Case No. 14 CR 011521, 

charging respondent with two third-degree felony counts of theft in violation ofR.C. 

2913.02(A)(3), one fourth-degree felony count of theft from an elderly or disabled person 



in violation ofR.C. 2913.02(A)(3), and three first-degree misdemeanor counts of 

knowingly making a false statement or knowingly swearing or affirming the truth of a 

previously-made false statement in violation of R.C. 2921.13(A)(l 0). 

3. The theft charges against respondent arose out of his theft of funds from four individuals 

(i.e., Jeryl Sims, Edward Tucker, Roberta Burton, and Keith Overholtz) on whose behalf 

respondent had been appointed by the Preble County Probate Court as guardian of their 

respective persons and/or estates. 

4. The theft of funds from Jeryl Sims, in the amount of at least $115,112.75, occurred 

between December I, 2010 and May 31,2013. 

5. The theft of funds from Edward Tucker, in the amount of at least $72,149.40, occurred 

between January I, 2007 and May 31,2013. 

6. The theft of funds from Roberta Burton, in the amount of at least $3,346.00, occurred 

between January I, 2007 and May I, 2013. 

7. Although not charged in the Bill oflnformation, respondent also stole funds from Keith 

Overholtz, in the amount of at least $3,346.00. 

8. The falsification charges arose out of respondent's filing of false inventories with the 

Preble County Probate Court on November 20,2013, November 21,2013 and December 

13, 2013, in order to conceal his theft of funds and to avoid detection. 

9. On April30, 2014, respondent pled no contest to each of the charges contained in the Bill 

of Information. 

10. On June 17,2014, the Court sentenced respondent to a state prison term of four and one

half years and ordered him to make restitution to his victims in a total amount of 

$208,095.15, as follows: 
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(a) Jeryl Sims 
(b) Edward Tucker 
(c) Roberta Burton 
(d) Keith Overholtz 

$ 115,112.75 
$ 72,149.40 
$ 17,487.00 
$ 3,346.00 

11. On July 22,2014, the Supreme Court of Ohio suspended respondent's license to practice 

law for an interim period pursuant to Gov. BarR. V(5)(A)( 4) based upon the above-

referenced felony convictions. In re: James William Thomas, Jr., Case No. 2014-1205. 

12. By misappropriating funds during the course of his service as guardian of the persons 

and/or estates of the individuals referenced in paragraphs 3 through 7 above, respondent 

violated the following provisions of the Ohio Rules of Professional Conduct: Prof. 

Conduct R. 8.4(b) [committing an illegal act that reflects adversely on the lawyer's 

honesty or trustworthiness]; Prof. Conduct R. 8.4(c) [engaging in conduct involving 

dishonesty, fraud, deceit or misrepresentation]; and Prof. Conduct R. 8.4(d) [engaging in 

conduct that is prejudicial to the administration of justice]. 

13. By filing false inventories with the Preble County Probate Court in order to conceal his 

theft of funds from the individuals referenced in paragraphs 3 through 6 above and to 

avoid the detection of his thefts, respondent violated the following provisions of the Ohio 

Rules of Professional Conduct: Prof. Conduct R. 3.3(a)(1) [making a false statement of 

fact or law to a tribunal]; Prof. Conduct R. 3.3(a)(3) [offering evidence that the lawyer 

knows is false]; Prof. Conduct R. 8.4(b) [committing an illegal act that reflects adversely 

on the lawyer's honesty or trustworthiness]; Prof. Conduct R. 8.4(c) [engaging in conduct 

involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or misrepresentation] and Prof. Conduct R. 8.4(d) 

[engaging in conduct that is prejudicial to the administration of justice]. 
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CONCLUSION 

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

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. 

614.46!.7205- fax 
scott.drexel@sc.ohio.gov 
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CERTIFICATE 

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

Counsel of the Supreme Court of Ohio hereby certifies that Scott J. Drexel 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: October 15, 2014 

~J~j 
scott J. Dvisciplinary Counsel 

Gov. BarR. V, § 4(1) Requirements for Filing a Complaint. 

(I) Definition. "Complaint" means a formal written allegation of misconduct or mental illness of a 
person designated as the respondent. 

* * * 
(7) Complaint Filed by Certified Grievance Committee. Six copies of all complaints shall be filed 
with the Secretary of the Board. Complaints filed by a Certified Grievance Committee shall be filed in 
the name of the committee as relator. The complaint shall not be accepted for filing unless signed by one 
or more attorneys admitted to the practice of law in Ohio, who shall be counsel for the relator. The 
complaint shall be accompanied by a written certification, signed by the president, secretary, or chair of 
the Certified Grievance Committee, that the counsel are authorized to represent the relator in the action 
and have accepted the responsibility of prosecuting the complaint to conclusion. The certification shall 
constitute the authorization of the counsel to represent the relator in the action as fully and completely as 
if designated and appointed by order of the Supreme Court with all the privileges and immunities of an 
officer of the Supreme Court. The complaint also may be signed by the grievant. 
(8) Complaint Filed by Disciplinary Counsel. Six copies of all complaints shall be filed with the 
Secretary of the Board. Complaints filed by the Disciplinary Counsel shall be filed in the name of the 
Disciplinary Counsel as relator. 
(9) Service. Upon the filing of a complaint with the Secretary of the Board, the relator shall forward 
a copy of the complaint to the Disciplinary Counsel, the Certified Grievance Committee of the Ohio State 
Bar Association, the local bar association, and any Certified Grievance Committee serving the county or 
counties in which the respondent resides and maintains an office and for the county from which the 
complaint arose. 
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