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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURT OF APPE S 
BOARD ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILI Y 

RECEIVED 

DEC 2 9 2011 

In the Matter of Board of Professional Responsibility 

JESSE H. INGRAM, ESQUIRE, 

Respondent 

Member of the Bar of the District of 
Columbia Court of Appeals 

Bar Number: 387629 
Date of Admission: Mar_ch 29, 1985 

Bar Docket No. 2011-DllS 

SPECIFICATION OF CHARGES 

The disciplinary proceedings instituted by this petition are based upon conduct that violates 

the standards governing the practice of law in the District of Columbia as prescribed by Rule X of 

the District of Columbia Court of Appeals Rules Governing the Bar. 

Jurisdiction for this disciplinary proceeding is prescribed by D.C. Bar Rule XI. Pursuant to 

D.C. Bar Rule XI, §l(a),jurisdiction is found because: 

1. Respondent, Jesse H. Ingram, was admitted to the District of Columbia Bar on 

March 29, 1985 and assigned Bar number 387629. 

2. As of April, 2009 a client, Steven Jones, owed Mr. Ingram approximately $50,000. 

3. ~ Mr. Jones and his company, Jones Group Holdings, were negotiating a business 

transaction with MFI-DPLH, LLC ("DPLH"), a Florida company. 
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4. In connection with these negotiations, DP~H sought to escrow $250,000 with Mr. 

Ingram, who was representing Mr. Jones, and on April30, 2009, Braden J. Montierth, counsel for 

DPLH, forwarded a letter to Mr. Ingram with escrow instructions. 

5. The April 30 letter provided that DPLH would wire $250,000 into Mr. Ingram's 

escrow account atBank of America. It further provided, "You are instructed to hold the $250,000.00 

in escrow barring further written d~rection from this office. Please confirm your receipt of the 

$250,000.00 to be held in your escrow account, pursuant to the terms of this letter, by signing below 

and returning a copy of this letter to our attention via e-mail or facsimile." 

6. On May 1, 2009 Mr. Ingram faxed back to Mr. Montierth a copy ofthe April30 letter, 

which Mr. Ingram had signed. The letter provided, in part, "THE FOREGOING TERMS AND 

CONDITIONS OF THIS ESCROW ARE AGREED TOAND ACKNOWLEDGED BY: Ingram & 

Associates, LLC." It was signed by Jesse H. Ingram. 

7. On the very same day that he faxed this letter to Mr. Montierth, May 1, 2009, Mr. 

Ingram began to disburse the $250,000 he was holding in escrow to various persons at the direction 

of Mr. Jones. He disbursed $130,800 by wire transfer on May 1, 2009. 1 

8. The escrow account contained less than $250,000 beginning on May 1, 2009 and 

remained below $250,000 at all relevant times thereafter. The balance as of June 1, 2009 was 

$82,129.25; as of July 1, 2009 was $17,504.25, as of August 1, 2009 was $16,167.25; and as of 

September 1, 2009 was $3,357.48. 

1 Because of a routing error, an $80,000 wire transfer was credited back to the account, but was 
then transferred back out on May 5, 2009. 
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9. These disbursements continued until the entire $250,000 was disbursed. Mr. Ingram 

disbursed between $25,000 and $30,000 of these funds to himself. 

10. None of these disbursements were authorized by or known to DPLH or its counsel. 

11. Over the next three months the business negotiations between Mr. Jones and DPLH 

broke down. Counsel for DPLH made several unsuccessful attempts to contact Mr. Ingram to 

confirm that he was still holding the $250,000 in escrow pursuant to the terms of the April30 letter. 

12. Mr. Ingram finally responded to these inquiries by email to Mr. Jones on July 20, 

2009, with a copy to Mr. Montierth. He wrote Mr. Jones that the inquiries concerning the status of 

the funds contradicted representations made by Mr. !ones as to who was the rightful owner-ofthe 

funds. He asked Mr. Jones to contact "them" to correct matters. 

13. On August 26,2009 Stephen Thompson, another lawyer representing DPLH, wrote 

Mr. Ingram a letter instructing him to wire the $250,000 to Mr. Thompson's law firm's IOTA tnist 

account, together with accrued interest. 

14. Mr. Ingram did not wire the funds as instructed. The entire $250,000 had been 

disbursed as of August 26, 2009, and none ofDPLH's funds were in Mr. Ingram's escrow account. 

In an August 31, 2009 email to Mr. Thompson, Mr. Ingram admitted that the funds were gone and 

had been disbursed according to Mr. Jones's instructions. He was subsequently unable to account 

for how the finds were disbursed. 

15. On September 8, 2009 DPLH filed suit against Mr. Ingram and others in the United 

States District Court for the District of Maryland. 
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16. On January 1 0, 201 0 the court granted partial summary judgment against Mr. Ingram 

(and Ingram & Associates, LLC) in favor of DPLH for breach of the escrow agreement and for 

negligence. 

17. With respect to the negligence claim, the court found: "The undisputed evidence is 

that ( 1) Ingram is a lawyer; (2) D PLH entrusted funds to Ingram so that they could be held in escrow; 

(3) Ingram was to hold the funds either for the benefit ofDPLH or ofhis client, Jones; and (4) 

Ingram released the money to Jones in violation of his promise to hold it in escrow, and thus for a 

purpose other than that for which it was entrusted to him." 

18. In August, 2010 Mr. Ingram caused $25,000 to be repaid to DPLH's counsel and 

promised to make an additional payment. DPHL's lawyers escrowed the $25,000, but when no 

further payment was forthcoming, with Mr. Ingram's permission, they disbursed the funds to their 

client. 

19. On April29, 2011 the district court entered a final judgment against Mr. Ingram (and 

Ingram & Associates, LLC) in the amount of $249,036.98, including pre-judgment interest. On 

DPLH's motion it dismissed the remaining counts. 

20. Respondent Jesse H. Ingram's conduct violated the following provisions ofthe Rules 

of Professional Conduct 

a. Rule 1.15(a), in that he intentionally or recklessly misappropriated funds of a 

third party in his possession and he failed to keep complete records of the 

escrow account funds; 
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; 

b. Rule 1.15(c), in that he failed to deliver to DPLH, a third party, funds that he 

had received and that DPLH was entitled to receive and that he intentionally 

or recklessly misappropriated; and 

c. Rule 8.4( c), in that he engaged in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, 

or misrepresentation. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

£:!~S$.-yr ~J-
Bar Counsel 

Hamilton P. Fox, III 
Assistant Bar Counsel 

OFFICE OF BAR COUNSEL 
515 .?th Street, N.W. 
Building A, Room 117 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
(202) 638-1501 
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VERIFICATION 

I do affirm that I verily believe the facts stated in the Specification of Charges to be true. 

Hamilton P. Fox, III 
Assistant Bar Counsel 

Subscribed and affirmed before me in the District of Columbia this \ cy-\:!1 day of 
~,2011. 

S:\DOCKETS.OBC\11 DOCKET\2011-Dll5\Specification 2011-Dll5.Doc . 

NaftC'f E.. Healy 
NotarY PUblic DistriCt of Columbia 
My Commlssl~n Expires 10131/2013 


