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KNOXVILLE ATTORNEY DISBARRED

On February 9, 2012, the Tennessee Supreme Court entered an Order disbarring James L. Rather from

the practice of law.

On November 18, 201 l, the Board of Professional Responsibility filed a petition for reciprocal

discipline pursuant to Tennessee Supreme Court Rule 9, Section 17, based upon his disbarment by the Supreme

Court of California. The State Bar Court of California determined that Mr. Rather had misappropriated funds

that had been given to him to hold in trust. Further, the Court determined that Mr. Rather failed to return

unearned legal fees.

Mr. Rather must comply with Sections 18 and 19 of Tennessee Supreme Court Rule 9 regarding the

obligations and responsibilities of disbarred attorneys.
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF TENNESSEE- ’ FILER“

w AT NASHVILLE .i , FEB 092,032 -

.IN RE JAMES L. RATHER, BPR #019722 ' Clerk of the Courts
(‘  

 

No. M2011w02687-SCEBPflwBP

BOPR Docket No. 2011~«2033-2~«KH(17)

 

ORDER

On November 18, 201 1, the Board ofProfessional Responsibility filed a petition for

reciprocal discipline pursuant to Tenn. Sup. Ct. R. 9,'§ 17 seeking the disbarment ofJames

L. Rather‘baeed onhis disbarment by the Supreme Court ofCalifornia in 2006. OnDecember

.. I9, 201 1, Mr. Rather filed apremature, unverified andmaterially deficient response opposing

the imposition of reciprocal discipline. By Order entered December 22, 2011, and served

upon Mr. Rather by certified mail received December 28, 2011, the Court directcd'thet Mr.

Rather inform the Court within thirty (30) days of his receipt of that Order Why reciprocal

discipline should not be imposed111 Tennesseein accordance with the standaldE contained

- in Term Sup. Ct. R. 9, § 17.4; that he provide the Court with certified copies ofthc relevant

portions of the California disciplinary proceeding; and, that he detail his efforts to obtain

reliefin Californiafrom the Supreme Court ofCalifornia’s disbarment order and provide the

Court with copies ofanypapers filed in connection with such efforts. The Court advised Mr.

Rather that his failure-to timely respond would result in. the Court imposing disbarment based

upon‘tho Supreme Court of California’s judgment of disbarment. Mr. Rather has; failed to

respond as directed by the Court’s Order.

It is , therefore, ordered that James L. Rather be disbarred from the practice of law

pursuant to Term. Sup. Ct. R. 9, §l7.4.

FOR THE COURT:

Mom
WILLIAM C. KOCH, JR, JUSTICE
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ORDER

On November 18, 2011, the Board ofProfessionai Responsibility filed a petition for

reciprocal discipline pursuant to Teen. Sup. Ct. R. 9, § 17 seeking the disharment ofJames

L. Ratherbased on his dishamenthythe Supreme CourtofCaiifomia in 2006. OnDecember

19, 201 1, Mr. Rather fried a preiriature, unverifiedandrnaterially deficientresponseopposing

the imposition ofreciprocai discipline, By Order entered December 22, 2011, and served

upon Mr. Rather by certified mail received December 28, 2011, the Court directed that Mr.

Rather inform the Court within fliii‘ty (3 0) days of his receipt of that Order Why reciprocal

discipiizoc should'net be imposed inTennessee in accordance with the standards contained

in Tenn. Sup Ct. R. 9, § 1’74, that hepussiesshe Court: with certified copies of the relevant

portions of the Californiadisciplinarypieceeding; and, that he detail his efforts to obtain

reliefis California froththe Supreme Court ofCalifornia’ 5 disbannentorder andprovide the

Court with copies ofanypapare filedin connectionwith such efforts. The Court advised Mr

Rather thathis failure to timely respond would result it}. the Courtimposing disbarmeotbased

upon the Supreme Court-of California’s judgment of disbarment. Mr. Rather has failed to

respond as directed by the Court’s Order.

It is , therefore, ordered that James L. Rather he disbarred from the practice of law

pursuant to Tenn. Sup. Ct. R. 9, §i7.4.' It is further ordered that James L. Rather shall

reimburse andpay to the Board ofProfcssional Responsibility the costs and expenses ofthis

proceeding in the amount of$ £20.00, pursuant to Tom. Sup. Ct. R. 9, § 24.3; and, in addition

shall pay to the Clerk of this Court the costs incurred herein, "Within uineW (90) days ofthe

entry of this Order, for 211} ofwhich execution shall issue ifnecessary.

The Board ofProfessional Responsibility shall cause a notice ofthis discipliiie to be

published in accordance with Tenn. Sup. Ct. R. 9, § 18.10.

FOR THE COURT:
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