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BEFORE THE LAWYER DISCIPLINARY BOARD 
STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA 

In Re: 	 Sarah R. Campbell, a member of Bar No.: 12314 
The West Virginia State Bar I.D. No.: 15-03-311 
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SUPREME COURT or- ",PPEALS 

Of ',iESTVIRGINIATo: 	 Sarah R. Campbell, Esquire 

c/oM. Timothy Koontz, Esquire 

Post Office Box 2180 

Williamson, West Virginia 25661 


YOU ARE HEREBY notified that a Hearing Panel Subcommittee of the Lawyer 

Disciplinary Board will hold a hearing pursuant to Rules 3.3 through 3.16 of the Rules of 

Lawyer Disciplinary Procedure, with regard to the following charges against you: 

1. 	 SarahR. Canlpbell (hereinafter "Respondent") is a lawyer practicing in Summersville, 

which is located in Nicholas County, West Virginia. Respondent, having passed the 

bar exam, was admitted to The West Virginia State Bar on October 14,2013. As 

such, Respondent is subject to the disciplinary jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of 

Appeals ofWest Virginia and its properly constituted Lawyer Disciplinary Board. 

COUNT I 

I.D. No. 15-03-311 

Complaint of Samuel R White, Esquire 

2. 	 Complainant Samuel R. White, Esquire, filed this complaint against Sarah R. 

Campbell, Esquire on July 30, 2015. 



3. Complainant, the Prosecuting Attorney for Nicholas County, West Virginia, received 

information from Trooper Daniel White concerning a possible inappropriate 

relationship between Respondent, an Assistant Public Defender, and her client, Mr. 

Jackie Hall, Jr. 

4. 	 Complainant stated that according to Trooper White, Mr. Hall had "several 

photographs on his phone, including one that appeared to be [Respondent] in 

lingerie. " 

5. 	 Trooper White reported to Complainant that Mr. Hall told him he loved Respondent 

and that he was trying to find other representation for his criminal proceedings. 

6. 	 Complainant further stated that Trooper White met with Mr. Hall's aunt, Alma 

Varner. Ms. Varner provided a written statement stating that Mr. Hall was dating 

Respondent. 

7. 	 Complainant provided a written statement of Trooper White detailing a Home 

Confinement Check performed on Mr. Hall's home. It stated that Trooper White 

asked Mr. Hall during the encounter who he was seeing romantically, and that Mr. 

Hall provided a false name. Trooper White confronted Mr. Hall regarding the 

allegation that he was dating Respondent, his court appointed attorney. Trooper White 

further obtained Mr. Hall's phone and observed "no less than seven (7) photographs" 

on the phone. 
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8. 	 In her response and subsequent sworn statement, Respondent denied violating the 

Rules of Professional Conduct. Respondent asserted that her relationship with Mr. 

Hall predated her representation ofhim. Respondent stated her relationship with Mr. 

Hall began when the two were in high school and that it continued intermittently until 

2013, when she said the relationship "dissipated." 

9. 	 In or about Apri120 14, Mr. Hall contacted Respondent after an abuse and neglect case 

had commenced and a criminal complaint was filed against him. Respondent was 

subsequently appointed to represent Mr. Hall in the matters. Respondent stated she 

did not believe a conflict of interest had existed but nonetheless advised Mr. Hall to 

indicate whether he was uncomfortable with her appointment. Respondent stated Mr. 

Hall indicated that he felt the prior relationship would contribute to a more zealous 

representation. Mr. Hall was subsequently indicted on or about May 12, 2015. 

10. 	 Respondent, under oath, testified that in or about September 20 14, after the resolution 

of the abuse and neglect matter but before his indictment, Mr. Hall appeared at her 

office and spoke to her supervising attorney, Chief Public Defender Cynthia Stanton. 

Respondent said he made Ms. Stanton aware ofthe previous relationship between him 

and Respondent, that he had further romantic feelings for Respondent, and requested 

that Ms. Stanton assume representation ofhim. 
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11. Respondent further testified that the following Monday, Ms. Stanton spoke with her 

about the meeting with Mr. Hall. Respondent testified Ms. Stanton advised that she 

believed no conflict existed in Respondent's representation. 

12. 	 Subsequent to thatmeeting, Respondent said she metwithMr. Hall and indicated that, 

again, ifhe was uncomfortable with her representation, he could request new counsel, 

but that she did not have an issue with moving forward. 

13. 	 Respondent stated the sexual relationship resumed between her and Mr. Hall in or 

about October 2014. Respondent stated that their sexual encounters were either at her 

home or in a parked car at another location. Respondent asserted the times she visited 

Mr. Hall's home were regarding his case. 

14. 	 Respondent admitted that she sent photographs to Mr. Hall via smartphone on several 

occasions, but denied that she was wearing lingerie in any of them. Rather, she 

asserted the photos were of her in a tank top she often wore under her jacket while 

appearing in court or "fully clothed in court attire." 

15. 	 Respondent stated that subsequent to the search ofMr. Hall's phone and this instant 

complaint, he hired new counsel in his criminal matter and entered into a plea 

agreement to misdemeanor sexual assault in the third degree. He was sentenced to a 

term of imprisonment to be served on weekends and lifetime registry as a sexual 

offender. 
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16. Respondent stated the sexual relationship between her and Mr. Hall continued until 

after the acceptance ofthe plea. The relationship endeq by mutual agreement shortly 

thereafter. Respondent asserted that since she was new to the practice oflaw, she did 

not feel it would be prudent to have a romantic relationship with a registered sex 

offender while "building a career and reputation." 

17. 	 Following Respondent's sworn statement, on or about April 27, 2016, the Office of 

Disciplinary Counsel received a letter from Respondent's supervisor, Cynthia A. 

Stanton, Esquire, indicating that at no time did either Mr. Hall or Respondent advise 

her of their sexual relationship. Ms. Stanton stated she did not learn ofthe same until 

Respondent telephoned her the evening ofApril 21 , 2016. Ms. Stanton stated that had 

either disclosed their sexual relationship she would have advised her appropriately as 

she was familiar the Court's cases involving her former father-in-law and her former 

husband. I Ms. Stanton further stated that it was her understanding that Respondent's 

counsel was to submit a letter to the Office ofDisciplinary Counsel in this regard. 

18. 	 Despite her supervisor's assurances of the same, Respondent made no attempts to 

contact ODe by letter or telephone to correct any statement made by her under oath. 

19. 	 Because Respondent had sexual relations with her client that she had been appointed 

by the Court to represent she created an impermissible conflict between her own 

ISee Lawyer Disciplinary Board y. Stanton, 225 W.Va. 671,695 S.E.2d 901 (2010) 
and Lawyer Disciplinary Board v. Stanton. 233 W.Va. 639, 760 S.E. 2d 453 (2014). 

aOO6716C),WPD 	 5 



interests and those ofher client, Respondent has violated Rule 1.7( a)(2) ofthe Rules 

ofProfessional Conduct, which provides as follows: 

Rule 1.7. Conflict of Interest; Current Clients. 

[Effective January 1,2015] 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph (b), a lawyer shall not 
represent a client if the representation involves a concurrent 
conflict of interest. A concurrent conflict of interest exists if: 
(2) there is a significant risk that the representation of one or 
more clients will be materially limited ... by a personal interest 
of the lawyer. 

20. Because no consensual sexual relationship currently existed between Respondent and 

her client, at the commencement of the lawyer/client relationship and Respondent 

proceeded to have sexual relations with her client, during the legal representation, 

Respondent has violated Rule 1.8G) of the Rules of Professional Conduct, which 

provides as follows: 

Rule 1.8(j). Conflict of Interest: Current Clients: Specific 

Rules. 

[Effective January 1,2015] 


G) A lawyer shall not have sexual relations with a client whom 
the lawyer personally represents during the legal representation 
unless a consensual sexual relationship existed between them at 
the commencement of the lawyer/client relationship. For 
purposes of this rule, "sexual relations" means sexual 
intercourse or any touching ofthe sexual or other intimate parts 
of the lawyer for the purposes of arousing or gratifying the 
sexual desire of either party or as a means of abuse. 
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21. Respondent's conduct in pursuing and in conducting a personal relationship with a 

client in. a vulnerable situation reflects adversely on her character and fitness to 

practice law and the same is in violation of Rule 8A(d) oftbe Rules ofProfessional 

Conduct, which provides as follows: 

Rule 8.4. Misconduct. 

[Effective January 1,2015] 

It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to: 

(d) Engage in conduct that is prejudicial to the administration 
ofjustice. 

22. Because Respondent made false statements to ODC during her sworn statement and 

failed to take any remedial measures after making such false statements, she is in 

violation of Rules 8.l(a) of the Rules of Professional Conduct, which provides as 

follows: 

Rule 8.1 Bar Admission and Disciplinary Matters. 

[Effective January 1,2015] 

An applicant for admission to the bar, or a lawyer in connection 

iwth a bar admission application or in connection with a 

disciplinary matter, shall not: 

(a) knowingly make a false statement ofmaterial fact; 


** * 


Pursuant to Rule 2.9( d) of the Rules of Lawyer Disciplinary Procedure, the 

Investigative Panel has found that probable cause exists to formally charge you with a 

violation ofthe Rules ofProfessional Conduct and has issued this Statement ofCharges. As 

provided by Rules 2.10 through 2.13 of the Rules ofLawyer Disciplinary Procedure, you 
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have the right to file a verified written response to the foregoing charges within 30 days of 

service of this Statement of Charges by the Supreme Court of Appeals of West Virginia. 

Failure to file a response shall be deemed an admission ofthe factual allegations contained 

herein. 

STATEMENT~CHARGES ORDERED on the S· day of October, 2016, and 

ISSUED this --JJ!- day of October, 2016. 
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