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ALRMSt 95.

CAS$ NOTSS AND OAG
L(I988) A complaint seeting to recover a commission

on the sale of ioal poe,perty is an action far imaep only
and, as sucb, is a W action, eotittfng p]a'vniff to a trial
by jury. RC§E31LO4: Mooneyv. Greea, 4 oApp3d 176, 4
OBR 276,446 NEfld 1735.

3. (1983) ReHefunder BC § 4123.96 is eqnitebla in nat-
ure and timm is no rigLt to a jury in raeb an aotlon:
Bruneea K H'oudeiIle Indusiries, Ive., 13 OApg3d 106,13
OBR 123, 466 NE4d 376:

3. (1984) In an action reqiceaiing judgmmt oa a sute
md foreclosure of a mostgage, detennimtion of lagal
luestfans on the. note must be resolved beCote the saoct
nay pmcaed tn inealve tbe equitab]e issues on the famecto-
ure iwr6on of tLe action: City Loan & Savings Co. V.
Ioward, 16 OApp3d 185, 16 OBR 195,475 NE2d 154.

4. (1984) NeH6ar party is eatitled to a jury tr5s1 as a
natter of rigbt in aa eqiutable aotlons GYty Ipan & Sav-
igs Co: Kliaward, 16 OApg3d 185, 16 OBR M. 475
fE2d 154.
s. (1987) TLe requttemeat in Rc § 176L85(8) tLet

{t]he wat s6alt theceupoa maGo a 8ndiug as to the fea
aa6 value of a aGare dicponsm with the aequtnememt oFa
uy t:iat in tuwh iplw swutmy pwoe Jed'mg: Armshnag
Marathon OII Ca, 3SOS3d 397, 513 NE2d 776.
6. (1985) A pmrty !ms nn rJght to a jury hial in a dadar-

:nry judgmeat aet4on wLlch diallenpc the validity of a
mtng ordiaamca CJatic x V45odmem, 28 OApp3d 66. 96
BR 107. 5M NE4d 228.

^-----"



101(A)(3) (neglect of a legal matRer), and 9-
102(A) and (B) (client funds shaH beaeps=
rately maintained; attorney sban proYpW

nhi., cr:d 7ne pay funds to wbieh eli^ is

DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL Count II iikewise charged resj
violatin¢ DR 1-1071AII61ai

Y. Count III claimed^: vinl4ti
CAT.T.F.RP 102(AY61 and GorRet.^'

No. 92-460. cooperate wiiht,^^
mg co®ta:

me Court of Ohio. • DR 1-102(!

Cabaes v.
^. (1991), 61
1Ld 416, 420,
^ke & Ohio
E6, 229-230,
_refore, we
court for
with this

Attorney and Client 4-"-
Attorney misrnnduct

verting clients' funds to;gi ....
connection with real estaGa
and in failing to produce d"o
poenaed by Office of Disci
aggravated by lack of coo
solving those matters, warrants
disbarment. Code of Prof.Resp. Dk 1-,
102(Ax3, 4, 6), DR 5-104(A), })S. fi=, ., _
101(Ax3), DR 9-102(A, B); Governmcifit of
the Bar Rule V(5)(a).

'^"'e"Bed zn On October 18, 1990, relator, Office of
Disciplinary Counsel, filed a three-wnnt
complaint against respondent, Wffliam R.

(((fff Gallery, Jr. Three additional counts ap
!N and peared in an amended comphunt filed on.

August 26, 1991. Count I alleged viola-
tions of DR 1-102(AX4) and (6) (condoct
involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit oe tnie-
representation; conduct adversely reflee(•r

^ . ing on the fitness to practiee law)j 6- -:`



Foreclosure Parcel Credit Entry
Choose the credit type from the Credit Type Selector, enter the Principal Credit, Interest Credit, and any applicable
credits for other taxes and/or fees. Click on "Apply" to post the credit. Click on "Close" to exit this screen without

posting any credits.

Parcel: 6709974 Cert No.: 6709974-05

Credit Date: 12/31/2006 Credit Type Selector: ! 07

Principal Balance: $2,094.86 Principal Credit:

Interest Balance: $73.80 Interest Credit:

Misc. other outstanding tax: $0.00 I', Misc. Tax Credit:

Fees: $2,000.00 Fee Credit:

; Accrued int. on certs. to filing date: $37.71 Accrued Int. Credit:

1

E:
$0.00 ^

-
i $0.00

^ $0.00 i

rn^TitGCotiport:

teuL 330°643a8186

ad,^rr^ 7etm^
.a
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Levert K. Grfftin, NKU, Or•^
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The panel report further considers the criminal litigants to be victims of Respondent's actions. All

of these individuals had recourse in the law for perceived violations of their due process rights. These

individuals do not have a "right" to probation or a presentence investigation if the judge determines that

probation is not going to be granted. Competent counsel protects your due process rights within the law.

That is their function. These criminal defendants were not denied their right to go to trial. These instances

cannot stand alone on their merits as violations and certainly cannot be considered as a pattern of how

Respondent handles criminal cases. Since 1992, she has presided over hundreds, if not thousands, of

criminal cases and to allege that these several cases demonstrate a "pattern" is stretching beyond the limits

of reasonableness. -

The panel report finding that Respondent was motivated by a selfish motive lacks justification.

Respondent did not personally gain from her actions in any way. To insinuate that her personal motive

was to have a manageable caseload is to ignore pressures put on trial judges to keep the docket current.

The Supreme Court initiated the case reporting requirements to insure the timely resolution of cases. Once

again, the few cases mentioned in the Amended Complaint certainly do not establish a pattern that docket

control was more important to Respondent that the rights of the parties. The testimony established the

Respondent did grant continuance requests when she felt they were merited. A clear and convincing

pattern is not. established by such a miniscule percentage of cases handled.

In conclusion, the bases for the panel report sanction recommendation have not been established

by clear and convincing evidence. It has not been established that Respondent acted with dishonesty. A

pattern of conduct was not established except as it relates to intemperate behavior. Any resulting harm

from Respondent's decisions was minimal and could have been reviewed by a higher court. Respondent

was responsible for her part in the ect on the public esteem for the integ • f the judiciary. Others are

xalso to blame. n,lc i^
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