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In the Matter of the Petition for Reinstatement to the Practice of Law

of Thomas Eddy Parsons

890 So. 2d 40 (Miss. 2003) - No. No. 2001-BR-01533-SCT - Decided August 21, 2003

SUMMARY

The Mississippi Supreme Court denied Thomas Eddy Parsons's petition for reinstatement to the
practice of law. The Court held that evidence of unauthorized practice of law during disbarment is
properly considered in reinstatement proceedings and concluded that Parsons's activities in and near
his former family law firm demonstrated disregard for his disbarment. The Court adopted restrictions
governing employment of disbarred attorneys as law clerks or paralegals and barred Parsons from

filing another reinstatement petition for one year.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether unauthorized practice of law by a disbarred attorney is a proper matter for consideration in
proceedings seeking reinstatement.

2. What restrictions apply when a disbarred or suspended attorney seeks employment as a law clerk,

investigator, paralegal, or other lay employee of a licensed attorney.

3. Whether Parsons demonstrated the rehabilitation and fitness required for reinstatement despite evidence
that he performed legal work and maintained close ties with his former law practice.

HOLDINGS

1. Unauthorized practice of law by a disbarred or suspended attorney is a proper matter to be investigated
and considered in proceedings for reinstatement because it evidences disregard of and contempt for the

order of disbarment or suspension.

2. A disbarred or suspended attorney may work as a law clerk, investigator, paralegal, or other lay
employee for a licensed attorney only under stringent restrictions: the work must be exclusively
preparatory, performed under supervision, involve no direct or indirect client contact, and be wholly
separated from the attorney's former practice, former firm, former partners or associates, and former-

client files.

3. Parsons's petition for reinstatement was denied because the evidence showed unauthorized practice of
law and conduct inconsistent with the obligations imposed by disbarment.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We find that the issue of a disbarred or suspended attorney's unauthorized practice of law is a matter to be
inquired into in reinstatement proceedings since such activity evidences a disregard of and contempt for the

order of disbarment or suspension.” (at 43)

“We find this to be the better standard given the requirement for reinstatement that the disbarred attorney

have the "requisite ... legal learning to be reinstated to the privilege of practicing law."” (at 45-46)

“We further find no circumstances where it would be appropriate for a disbarred lawyer to work in his former

office, for his former firm, with his former partners and associates or on files of former clients.” (at 46)

“We deny Parsons's petition for reinstatement to the practice of law of Thomas Eddy Parsons.” (at 46)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Parsons was disbarred in 1996 following federal felony convictions involving cocaine offenses and a Mann Act
offense. After serving prison time and having his federal probation terminated early, he sought reinstatement.

During the reinstatement hearing, former secretaries of his family's law firm testified that Parsons dictated



documents, directed whose signatures should appear, signed his brother's name to pleadings and discovery, took
calls from active clients, requested client files, and met with clients while maintaining an office in the same
building as his father and brother's law practice. Parsons denied performing legal services, and other witnesses
testified favorably to him, but the Supreme Court found the Bar's evidence credible and sufficient to show

unauthorized practice or, at minimum, the appearance of practicing law.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Parsons was disbarred by agreed order in 1996 after federal felony convictions. After his federal probation was
terminated, he petitioned for reinstatement. The Mississippi Supreme Court referred the petition to a special

master, whose report found rehabilitation and recommended reinstatement upon passage of the Mississippi Bar
Examination. After hearing evidence that Parsons engaged in unauthorized practice of law while disbarred, the

Supreme Court rejected the recommendation and denied reinstatement.
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