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SUMMARY

The Ohio Supreme Court reviewed disciplinary charges against attorney Thomas Joseph Foster arising
primarily from his handling of bankruptcy matters. The court adopted findings that Foster engaged in
dishonesty, neglect, incompetence, failure to communicate, and conduct prejudicial to the
administration of justice. Foster was indefinitely suspended from practicing law, with full restitution to
former clients required before seeking reinstatement.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether Foster's pattern of neglect, inattention, inadequate communication, misrepresentation, and
failure to competently handle bankruptcy matters violated the specified Ohio Disciplinary Rules.

2. What sanction was appropriate for Foster's disciplinary violations.

HOLDINGS

1. Foster's conduct violated DR 1-102(A)(4), DR 1-102(A)(5), DR 1-102(A)(6), DR 6-101(A)(1), DR 6-
101(A)(3), DR 7-101(A)(1), and DR 7-101(A)(3).

2. Foster was indefinitely suspended from the practice of law in Ohio, and full and complete restitution to
former clients for payments made and services not received was made a prerequisite to any application
for reinstatement.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We have reviewed the record and adopt the findings and conclusions of the board.” (at 412)

“Respondent is indefinitely suspended from the practice of law in Ohio. Full and complete restitution to
respondent’s former clients for payments made and services not received is a prerequisite to the filing of any
application for reinstatement.” (at 412)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Foster represented clients in personal bankruptcy matters and accepted fees but repeatedly failed to communicate
with clients, timely file petitions and required schedules, attend required meetings, and provide services required
by bankruptcy-court rules. In one matter, he falsely represented that a bankruptcy petition had been filed, and the
client's case was later dismissed with prejudice. From March 1998 through October 1999, Foster filed seventeen
bankruptcy cases, with widespread untimely or missing documents and four dismissals.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Columbus Bar Association filed a disciplinary complaint against Foster. After Foster failed to answer, a
board member ruled on the relator's motion for default, adopted findings that Foster violated multiple
Disciplinary Rules, and recommended indefinite suspension conditioned on restitution. The Board of
Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline adopted those findings and recommendation, and the Supreme
Court of Ohio reviewed and adopted them.
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