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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Ohio permanently disbarred Kenneth L. Lawson after finding that he conspired

to obtain Schedule II prescription drugs by deception, advised a client to engage in illegal conduct, and

committed extensive dishonest and exploitative misconduct. The court rejected the recommended

indefinite suspension, citing Lawson’s prior disciplinary violations, pervasive pattern of misconduct,

felony conviction, and failure to comply with prior court-ordered obligations.
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Attorney-discipline proceeding before the Supreme Court of Ohio on a
certified report from the Board of Commissioners on Grievances and
Discipline. The board recommended a consecutive indefinite
suspension, but Disciplinary Counsel sought permanent disbarment

and the court rejected the board's recommendation.

The Supreme Court of Ohio independently reviewed the certified
disciplinary record and determined the appropriate sanction after
weighing the rule violations, aggravating and mitigating factors, and

sanctions imposed in comparable cases.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Lawson's current misconduct was barred by res judicata because it allegedly formed part of the

misconduct underlying his prior disciplinary proceeding.

2. Whether an indefinite suspension was an adequate sanction for Lawson's felony conviction, conspiracy
to obtain controlled substances by deception, fraud against a client, counseling illegal conduct, and

extensive aggravating misconduct.

3. Whether the aggravating and mitigating factors and comparable disciplinary sanctions warranted

permanent disbarment.

HOLDINGS

1. The second disciplinary proceeding was not barred by res judicata because the conspiracy, client fraud,

and felony conviction were not charged or adjudicated in Lawson's prior disciplinary proceeding.

2. Lawson violated DR 1-102(A)(3), DR 1-102(A)(4), DR 1-102(A)(5), DR 1-102(A)(6), DR 5-101(A)(1),
DR 7-102(A)(7), and DR 7-102(A)(8) through illegal conduct, dishonesty, conduct prejudicial to the
administration of justice, conflicts arising from personal interests, counseling illegal conduct, and

knowingly engaging in illegal conduct.

3. Permanent disbarment was warranted because Lawson's pervasive and continuing pattern of dishonesty,
criminal conduct, exploitation of clients and others, prior discipline, and failure to comply with
disciplinary conditions demonstrated that an indefinite suspension would not adequately protect the

public, courts, or legal profession.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The purpose of disbarment is not to punish the individual. It is intended to protect the public, the courts and
the legal profession.” (at 195)

“Accordingly, we permanently disbar Kenneth L. Lawson from the practice of law in Ohio. Costs are taxed to
the respondent.” (at 196)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Lawson entered a three-and-a-half-year conspiracy with a physician and another coconspirator to obtain
Percodan, Percocet, and OxyContin by deception, while providing legal services to the physician in exchange for
prescriptions. He also defrauded the physician by falsely claiming that money was needed to bribe state officials
and then used the resulting debt to pressure the physician into writing illegal prescriptions. Lawson recruited
clients, law-office employees, family members, and others to facilitate the prescription scheme, lied to judges
and attorneys, and pleaded guilty in federal court to conspiracy to obtain Schedule II controlled substances by
deception. He had previously been indefinitely suspended for extensive client neglect, theft, misuse of client

funds, dishonesty, and failure to cooperate with disciplinary investigations.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Lawson was previously placed on interim remedial suspension and then indefinitely suspended for extensive
misconduct involving multiple clients. A second disciplinary complaint alleged that he conspired to obtain
Schedule II drugs by deception, defrauded a client, advised illegal conduct, and committed related ethical
violations. The hearing panel and board found violations and recommended another indefinite suspension; the

Supreme Court of Ohio instead ordered permanent disbarment.
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