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This matter was submitted to the hearing panel' as a-consent to. discipline matter
pursuant to Section 11 of the Rules and Regulations Governing Procedure on Complnints‘
and Hearings before the Board of Commissioners ‘on Grievances and Discipline of the -

Supreme Court of Ohio. The consent to discipline was filed on 'January 5; 2007, which .

~ was prlor to and therefore within 51xty days of the appomtment of the hearmg panel.

-' In the afﬁdav1t ﬁled in conjunctlon w1th the consent to dlsmphne agreement, both
of Whlch are attached to this- report Respondent has admitted the. truth of the matenal
facts reievant to the mlsconduct stlpulated to it the agreement |

| Spemﬁcally, Respondent was admltted to the practlce of law in Oth on May 18

. 1992 At issue- in this ease are actions taken by Respondent in Flonda Wthh resulted in

a May 24, 2006 de01s1on of the Supreme Couit of Florida ﬁndlng that Respondent had

o engaged in the praet:ce of law in Florlda mthout a license. See The Florzda Bar v. John .

Derek Good Case No SC04- 418 In that case, the Supreme Court of Florlda fined



Respondent a total of $6,000.00, representing a monetary pena]ty of §1 ,000-.00 for each :

* of the six ins.tances of unlicensed practice of law in Florida, | | |
Pursuant to the consent to. drsmphne submitted in the lnstant case, Respondent g

specrﬁcally admits that hl-S conduct inF lorrda constltuted vrolatlons of the followmg

- provisions of the Code of Professmnal Responsrbrhty DR 1 102(A)(5) Engagmg in

conduct that is prejudrc1a1 to the admmlstratlon of j Justlce and DR 3- 101(B) - Practrcmg :

. law in a jurisdiction where to do S0 would be in v1olatlon of the regulatrons of the

| profeaelon in that Jurlsdlctlon . --

The hearmg panel unammous]y finds that this consent to dlsc1p11ne conforms to
-BCGD Proc. Reg Sec 11 and further the undersigned members of the panel recommend -
B acceptance of the consent to dlsmphne 1nclud1ng the supulated v1olat10ns of DR1-
‘IOE(A)(S) and DR3 101(B) and concur in the agreed sanction of a six month suspensmn 7.
from the practlce of law in 0h10 .

- Board- Ree’ommendation

' Pursuant to Gov. Bar Rule V (6)(L), the Board of Commissioners on Grrevances

and DlSClpllne of the Supreme Court of Ohl() cons1dered thls matter on February 9, 2007.._ _

- The Board voted: o accept and adopt the Aagreement entered into by the Relato'r and |
_Respondent The agreement sets forth the mlsconduct and the sanctlon ofa 31x month

- suspensmn which is the recommendatlon of the Board The B.oard further recommends

‘_ that the cost of these pr__ocee_dmgs. be taxed to the 'Respondent in any drsclphnary order

- . entered, so that execution may issue, =



Pursuant to the- order of the Board of Commissioners on

.. Grievances and Dlsclplme of The Supreme Court of Ohio,

I hereby certify the foregoing Fmdmgs of Fact, Conclusions
of Law, and Recommeudatlons 3s those of tll’eToard c

, \VMARSﬁALL 'Secret
- Board of Commissioners on
‘Grievances and Discipline of

"The Supreme Court of Ohio



BEFORE TI-IE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
ON | ' -
GRIEVANCES AND DISCIPLINE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

" Inthe Matterof o o o | g’ﬁ ﬁh
S S Co : CaseNoOGBﬁB*'~ :

- JOHN DEREK GoOOD, IR

' ' Respondent; - :

. o ¥
- - OHIO STATE BAR ASSOCIATION @ - E‘E[ '
.'_'LEGALETHIcsANDPROFESSIONAL S }AN ﬁs,mgr | |

Conpucr CoMMITTEE, S OARDOFCOMMISSIONERS

- ON GRIEVANCES & DISCIPLINE
: Relator. B

) AGREEMENT For DISPOSITION OF DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDING ADMISSION i =
OF MISCONDUCT AND CONSENT To DISCIPLINE -

OHIO STATE BAR ASSOCIATION LEGAL ETHICS AND PROFESSIONAL .

~ CoNpuCT COMMITTEE and JOHN DEREK GOOD (“Good”) make this Agreement |

~ For Dlsposmon of Dleclphnary Proceedmg AdmISSIOn Of Mlsconduct and’ Consent S

T to DlSClpllne (the “Ag:reement”) effectwe December 27“‘ 2006 Ohm State Bar

| 'Assoclatlon Legal Ethlcs and ProfeSSIOnal Conduct Commlttee, a certlﬁed N
] grxevance commlttee (the “Bar ) mamtams 1ts prmclpal offices at 1700 Lake ShOre
o 'V'VDrlve COlumbus OhIO 43204 JOhn Derek Good re31des at 730 Planters Manor .

A'-_""Way, Bradenton Florlda 34212

- | Reeital's '



1. | On Deeernber 4, 2066- a Probab]e Cause' Panel of the Board'of
Commissioners on Grlevances and Drsmphne of The Supreme Court of Oh10 {the
“Board”) issued and entered an order certlfymg that the Bar had probable oaose to i
. filea complaxnt chargmg Good with mlsconduct w1th1n the meamng of Gov Bar
:Rule V. § G(A)(l) | |

2. On that same day, the Bar ﬁled w1th the Board a complamt charglng
S‘Good with mlsconduct w1th1n the meanlng of Gov Bar Rule v, § 6(A)(1) |
¥ 3 The Bar captloned the proceedmgs before the Board In re Camp]amt
- r, Agamst John. Derek Good Respondent, Oluo State Bar Assoc:atwn Re]ator -
| 4. The Secretary of the Board assxgned the proceedmgs Case No 06 089.7
5. On December 1, 2006 the Secretary of the Board notlﬁed Good that
- '-Tthe Bar had filed the complalnt thereby commencmg Case No. 06- 089
6. In Case No. 06- 089, the Bar charged Good w1th v1olatmg () the oath of

. otﬁce Good took when the Supreme Court of Ohio adm1tted h1m to the practlce of -
§ Alaw in the State of Ohm, and {ii) the Code of Professxonal Responsrbdlty, specxﬁcally |
DRI 102(A)(4) (A laWyer shall not engage in conduct 1nvolvmg dlshonesty, fraud A‘
: dece1t or mlsrepresentatlon)s and DR 1- 102(A)(5) (A lawyer shall not engage in ‘.

) 'conduct that is preJudlcraI to the admlmstratlon of Justrce), and DR 3 101(B) (A

lawyer shall not practlce law ina Jurlsdmtlon where to do ) would be in vmlatlon of -

regulatlons of the professmn in that Jurlsdlctlon)
: 1. In dlsposmg of Case No 06 089 Good wxshes to proceed under § 11 of X

- the Rules. and Regulatlons for the Board of Commlssmners on Grlevances and



| Dieeip]ine of the Sup_reme_ Court-,- and to admit- that he committed some of the.
misconduct rvrth which the Bar has charged hIm in the complaint and to agree to o
‘the sanetron he should receive from that m.isconduct | | |

8 In dlsposmg of Case No 06-089, the Bar is w1111ng to proceed under
- §11, | of the Rules and Regulatlone for the Board of CommISsmners on Grrevances

. and Dlsc1p11ne of the Supreme Court, on the terms set out in this Agreement

CONSENT TO DISCIPLINE AGREEMENT

1. Condltlonal Admission by Good Sub}ect to the Board acceptmg thxs
Agreement as a consent- to d1sc1p11ne agreement under § 11, of the Rules and
Regulatlone for the Board of Commlssmners on Grlevances and Dleczphne of the .
. Supreme Court Good admlts that | | 7

| a. on May 18 1992 the Supreme Court of Ohio admltted Good to the

pract1ce of law in the State of Ohio;

‘b.  “on May 24, 2006 the Supreme Court of Florlda entered a ]udgment in"

The Flonda Bar v. John Derek Goad Doeket No. SCO4 418 (“Case No SCO4 S

- 418”) ﬁndmg that n v101atlon of The Rules Regulatmg the Flonda Bar, Rule -_
10, John Derek Good had engaged in the praetice of law in Florlda wlthouta
]Ieenee to do so; '- . I | | |
e | S as part of Its Judgment in Case No. SCO4 418, the Supreme Court of
| , FlorIda Imposed on John Derek Good a monetary penalty m the amount of
.$6 000 representlng a monetary penalty in the amount of $1 000 for each

" incident of u-nhcense_d practlce. of-law; and



d. | the acts and conduct, for which the Supreme Court of Florida found N
Good guilty of engaging in the practice of Ia\r tn-Florida Without'a licehee.to
dos s0, constltute grounds for a ﬁndlng that Good v1olated (@) the oath of ofﬁce N
o _ Respondent took when the Supreme Court of Ohm admitted hlm to the
) pl‘aCtICB of law in the State of Ohlo, and (11) the Code of Professmnal
- Responmbll_lty, epec1ﬁca11y DR 1-102(AX5) (A lawyer shall not ,‘e_ngage in
conduct that is prejudicial to the administration of justice) and DR 3-101(B)
(A laveyer shail_ not practice law'in a jurisdiction uthere'tn do-so would _be_in__ L
vmlatmn of regulatlons cf the professmn in that jurisdiction). | |
: 2.“ ‘ Ccndltmnal Agreement as to Sanctxon for Mxeconduct Sub_]ect to the
Board accepting thxs Agreement asa consent to- dlsmphne agreement under § 11, of
~ the Rules and_ReguIatmns for the Board of Comrmssmners on Grrevances and
_”-Discipl'ine of theSunreme Courtf- |
a. - Good adm1ts that an approprlatelsanctlon for Good'’s mlsconduct a
B Judgment of six incidents of unllcensed practxce of law in Flonda 1e a’ :
' suspenswn from the practlce of Iaw for a term of six-months; andl h
b, The Bar and Good agree that as a s.anctmn fer the mlsconduct Good
o admlts, Good s_hou_ld_ su_fferra s_uepensmn from the practlce__of Iaw fora term of o
'siX'menths. _ o 7 | | 7 |
8. | Aﬂidawt of Joh.n Derek Good The Bar and Gcod attach to thls |
Agreement an afﬁdawt Good executes to effect this Agreement In the afﬁdav1t
Good o

', a.  admits:



b

i ~on May 18 1992, the Supreme Court of Ohio admltted Good to

: 'the practice of law in the State of Ohlo, '

1. on May 24, 2006 the Supreme Court of Florlda entered a

- judgment in The Ffonda Bar v. John Derek Good, _Docket No. SCO?P -

418 (“Case No. SC04-418"); ﬁndmg that in violation of Florida law,

John Derek Good had engaged inthe practice of law in Florida without

- a license to do so;

i, 'a's part of its jlidgm‘ent in Case No.'SCO4-41.'8 the Suprem‘e _

-i'Oourt of Florida 1mposed on John Derek Good a menetary penalty in

'the amount of $6 000, representlng a monetary penalty in the amount

of $1,0()() for each 1nc1dent of un-llcense_d pract1ce~of~law; and )

v, the acts and conduct for whxch the Supreme Court of Florida -

| found Good' gullty of engagmg n the practlce of law in Florlda w1thout .
| -a hcense to do 80, constltute grounds for a ﬁndlng that Good vmlated
(1) the oath of office Respondent took when the Supreme Court of Ohio -
,admltted h1m to the practlce of law in the State of Ohio, and (2) the
‘Code of Professmnal Respons1b1hty, specxﬁcally DR 1- 102(A)(5) (A
-_lawyer shall not engage in conduct that 18’ preJudlclal to the |
admlnlstratlon of Justlee) and DR 3- 101(B) (A lawyer shall not practlce . |
: Jlawina Jurlsdlctmn where to do so would be in v1olat10n of regulatmna -’
"of the -professmn in that ]urledlctlon)a - o | |

admlts that these facts constltute grounds for the Supreme Court of

Olno to 1mpose dlsmphne on hlm, |



c. acknowledges that this Agreement sets.' forth all charges Vof xniseonduot '
| ‘currently pend_ing before the Board;
d. acknolivledges that as discipline for his misconduct:Good' agrees
to a suspensmn from the practlce of law for a term of Six- months, -
e. acknowledges that Good (1) freely and voluntanly adnuts the facts -.
| servmg as the ba_sls for the Bar s d1sc1'pl1ne_compla1nt_r agamstjhun-, (11) no one a
,coerced Good, and _no used force br’ any 't'hreat_ to 'eonlpel'rGood, to rnlalce' th_e 1 )
‘admissions, or to consent to the sancti_On, se_t out in this A‘greeme"nt, ‘(i-i.i) Good |
" makes the- adnlissions, and consents to the sanction, set out inthis
_ Agreelnen_t fully aware of the implications of doin’é s0. on'his 'ah"ility_ to b
practice .-law- in Ohio;~ | | |
f - Good’s admissions and 'agreem_ent are_' _f_reely and_trolunta'rily g’iven,l
: without_ ooereion or duress and Good is.fully‘aWare‘_of the iniplieations of the
.' adnnssmns and agreements on his ablht& to practlce law in Ohio; and
g acknowledges Good sunderstandmg that the Supreme Court of Ohio
has the final authority to determine theappropriate sanction for the . -

mlsconduct Good adnnts

B The Bar and Good 1dent1fy the affidavit as “Exh1b1t A "

4. Aggravatmg Factors. Good was found- gullty on Summary“ judgment_bjr '

' :-'I‘h'e Z.Snpreme Court of Florida of having engaged in'unlicens_e,d pr_actlce.-of-.law in )

3 ,.Flonda on six occasions.

5 ‘ Mltlgatmg Factors The Supreme Court of Ohlo has never d1sc1plmed

o Good Nexther dlshonesty nor selﬁshness mot1vated Good to engage in the alleged

' conduct constituting * m;sco_ndu_qt. : Good had prevxously been eharged (and



acqultted at Jury trial) with the crime of “Fraud Mlsrepresentatlon of Self As S
- Quallﬁed to Practice Law” (FS Sec. 454, 23) for the same acts for which he was later
_found gullty by The Flonda Supreme Court. The Supreme Court of Florlda has |
fined Good $6 000 for the conduct constltutmg ‘misconduct” and Good has pald that
) ﬁne Good has cooperated in these dlsc1p11nary procecdmgs | v |
 RESPONDENT | |

JOHN DEREK G90D

w1223 2206

- John Dex% ood
(Ohm Bar Reg ‘No. 0058514)

. RELATOR , |
. OHIO STATE BAR ASSOCIATION LEGAL '
'E'rmos AND PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT

ller' _
Reg No. 0012101)

" Trial Counsel for Relator Oth
-State Bar Association, Legal Ethics
.- & Professional Conduct Committee, -
a Certified Grievance Committee -

Dated_Dec cusber 2§ 2006_

Dated:__Ig‘_;Lgﬁ S %02 S, GO
| PN oo P, Whetzel -
o Bar Reg. No. 0013216)

- “Corcounsel for Relator Ohm State.
- BarAssociation, Legal Ethics & -
- Professional Conduct Committee, a
Certified Grievance Committee



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
- ON- '
GRIEVANCES AND DISCIPLINE OF THE SUPREME COUR’I‘ OF OHIO

In the Matter of: R
: : T Case No. 06-089 " -
- JOHN DEREK GOOD, . : S
' Respondent, D
L | i
R OHIOSTATEBARASSOCIATION D e e
LEGAL ETHICS AND PROFESSIONAL @ . . AN &S 3
_CONDUCT COMMITTEE, - : W
Relator.

- AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN DEREK GOOD

STATE OF FLORIDA 8s.

'COUNTY OF SARASOTA

After swearmg accordmg to law John Derek Good testlﬁes that
1. - The Supreme Court of Ohm admltted me to the pract1ce of law in the -

e State of Ohlo on May 18 1992

......



2; The Supreme Court of Oh1o Attorney Servxces D1v1s1on Attorney

' Reglstratlon Sectlon, has ass:gned me Attorney Reglstratlon No. 0058514

2 lam the John Derek Good named as respondent ina proceedmg before _ ‘

' .. " the Board of Commlssmners on Grlevances and Dlsclplme of the Supreme Court of
Olno (the “Board”) that the Ohlo State Bar Assomatmn Legal EtthS and

Professmnal Conduct Commlttee a cert1ﬁed grlevance comnnttee {the “Bar”) has

: -captmned Inre Comp]amt Agamst Jo]m Derek Gaoa’ Respondent; 0]110 State Bar

o Assoczat:on, Re!ator and that the. Secretary of the Board ass1gned Case No 06 089 '

4 1 make thls afﬁdawt as part of, and to carry mto effect an agreement r .

: made on December 27th, 2006 w1th the Bar The Bar and I made the agreement
under § 11, of the Rules and Regulatlons for the Board of Comnnssmners on . |
Gnevances and | D1s01phne of the Supreme Court to dlspose of Case No 06 089,
The Bar and I ent1tled the agreement “Agreement For Dlsposxtlon of Dlscxphnary |
- ‘Proceedmg Adnnssmn of stconduct and Consent to Dlsc1p11ne

| On May -24 200-6 the Supreme Court of Florlda entered a judgment
agamst me in Tbe F]or:da Bar v. John Derek Good Docket No. SC(M 418 (“Case No.
SCO4 418”) ﬁndmg that in v1olat10n of the Rules Regulatmg the’ Florlda Bar 1 had
: h ' engaged in the practlce of law in Flonda w1thout a I:cense to do so.- R

6. As part of its ]udgment in Case No. SC04- 418 the Supreme Court of

F lorida 1mposed on me a monetary penalty in the amount of $6, 000 representlng a .

._--monetary penalty in the amount of $1 000 for each 1nc1dent of unhcensed practlce

of-law. 1 have pald that ﬁne. .



_, 7. B I understand, 'and_..I acknowleage, that the acte and 'conrinct for tvhich ,
' the Supreme Cou'rt of Flotida Vfou;nd me 'guirlty of engag_ing in the praetice of lanr in

Florida Withont a-license to_ do.so constitute grounds for a finding that I vioiated the_ .
o ro_ath _of ofﬁee'__I took when the_ _Suprerne' Court o\fA (jhio admitted me to the p'raetice of
- lawin the Staté of Ohio. | | '

8. 1 unde'rstand, and I ‘aoknowtedge, t_hatthe acts and c_:ondnot, for whieh' :

e ~the Sﬁpreine C'ou'rt of Flo_rida' found me gjuilty‘ of engaging' in the practice of law in

| Florida Wif{._h_otl:t a ﬁcenee to do so, also constitute _sufﬁci.ent grounds for a ﬁnding'

th’at I violated the Code of Professio:nal Reepo‘neibility, speciﬁoally' DR 1-10200)(5)
.*-(A lawyer shall not engage in conduct that .is prej'urlic-i-al to the administration of

- jnstice) and DR 3-101(1_3)" (A lawyer shall not practilc'e‘lav_r ina jurisdi._ct'ion-where to
" do so would be tn'riolation of ‘re,lglilations of the profession i-nthat jurisdic—ti'o-n);

9. I untlerstand and I aoknowledge that the acts and conduct for whlch
: The Supreme Court of Florlda found me gmlty of havmg engaged in the unhcensed '
| practlce of- law in the State of Florlda, serve as grounds for the Supreme Court of

~ Ohio to 1mpose d1sc1p11ne'on me. |

10 The charges of mleconduct eet out .1n Case No | 66 089 represent the .

B only charges of mzsconduct agarnst me that pend before the Board

: 11. I acknowledge that in the Agreement For Dlsposmon of D1s01p11nary

: VP.roceedmg Admlssmn of Mlsconduct and Consent to Dls(npllne and as, dlsmphne

N _for my nnsconduct. _I ha_v‘e agreed to a suspe‘ns_lon_from the.practlceof law in the - _- -

o 'State:of Ohio for_a term of six-months.



'12. I freely and voluntarllsr adm1t the facts senvmg ae the basm for the
. Bar’s dlsmplme complamt agalnst me that I set out 1n thls afﬁdawt and in the |
. Agreement For Dispbsition of Disciplinary Proce_eding - Admission of Miscondnct
and Co_nsent to Discipline; - |
13. . ‘No one coei'ced me, and _no used t'orce or any th’:"ea-t of any kmd or
. j natune to compel me, -te_ nlatce the atimiSsione I make in this affidavit and I nnade in
: the Agreement F_or Dispo_ei_tion ,of Disejnlinary Proceeding - A_dmission of |
Miseon&uct_ and_‘Consent to Ijisoipl_ine. | |
. | 14 No olne_coerced me, and no used foree‘or any th_reat of any kind to
. -compet me, to co_nsent tol the sanction to w_hicltl nane_ eonsented in thiel aﬂi_davit and
: in th_e Agreement For Diaposition of Djeciplinary Proceedtng - Adm‘iseion of
| Misconduct and _Consent to Di_sc.iplgine_. | | |
15." I'make the admissions I make in thte _aféﬁdavit and I tnade .in the
| . Agree_lnent Fei; l?.isposition of Disc.i:ptinarir Proceeding ~— A_dxni'ssion of Miscondliet._
and Consent to Diaeioiine,fully 'aware of the implications of d't:)'in',e,rr so on my -_a_biiity to: '
practice law n Ohio. _— | | | | | | -.
o _1(_31 = I hane'censented in this afﬁda‘vit to tﬁe"sanetion set eut in the

Agreement For D1Sp031t10n of D1sc1p11nary Proceedmg Admlssmn of Mlsconduct

R and Consent to Dlsmphne and I consented to. the sanctlon set eut in the Agreement _

' ;For Dlsposmon of Dlsaphnary Proceedmg Admlsezon of Mlsconduct and Consent o

o . to DISClphne fully aware that 1n domg so, I would adversely affect my ablhty to .

: : practxce law in Ohlo



:1‘7. I acknowledge I understand that the Supreme Court of Ohio has the
ﬁual authorlty to determme the approprlate sanctmn the Supreme Court of Ohio
o could.rmpos‘e greater or lesser discipline than.the discipline to which L ha_ve |

"' c;nsentéd in fhe -Agfeelﬁeﬁt For Di—spoeitiou of Dise;;‘p'linar;} Proceeding — Admission

~of Misconduct and Consent to Discipline.

d ohk,%ﬁ_ﬁgod

Sworn to and subscmbed bef'ore me, a notary. pubhc in and for the State -

of Florlda _
Dated: /2. :27 pé

Noiry Public

mcum-l MLEN

- ' of Florida )
Ntary Public, State
\fé v mmmmmuﬁzm -

My comm, expires AU 16,




HECEIVED

BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS  0CT 13 205
ON GRIEVANCES AND DISCIPLINE BO400F coMssiongrs

o ‘ ON GRIEVANCES & QISCIPLINE

THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO Mt

In r'e.'.‘

v - Comp_faint xgainst

' John Derek Good (0058514)

"No.
(Nume of Anorney) S
-P.O.Box3
'Bradeh!on,—FL 34206 . _ ' . . -
T (Addres) COMPLAINT
ST AND -
g RESPONDENT o CERTIFICATE

Ohio Staté Bar Asﬁociatibn )

(Rule V of the Supreme Court
Rules for the Government of

- (Name of Bar Association or Diiciplilmy,Coqnselj

' Legal Ethics and Professional Conduct Committee

- the Bar of Ohio )

" (A Certified Grievance Commlltee)

- 1700 Lake Shore Drive
. PO Box 16562 . {Address)

: Columbus, Ohio 43216-6562 - -
' R A RELATOR

Now comes Lhe Re]ator and alleges that

John Derek Good

3

_'an Atmmcy ar Law, duly adnuttcd to thc practice of law m th.'s Statc of OIﬁo :s gmh‘y of the

' following misconduct: .

N

Iimy



‘1.  On May 18, 1992, the Supreine Court of Ohio admitted Respondent
John Derek Good, to the practice of law in the State of Ohio, Because Respondent is
* a member of the Bar of Ohio and because the Supreme Court of Ohio bestowed on
- Respondent the privilege of practicing law in the State of Ohio, the Code of '

_ _Professmnal Responmbxllty, as adopted by, and as amended from time to time by, "
- the Ohio Supreme Court, and the Supreme Court Rules for the Government of the -
Bar of Ohlo both app]y to Respondent and to hxs conduct : .

2. Respondent s last known address is Bradenton Florida

3. On May 24, 2006 the Supreme Court of Florlda entered a Judgment n
The Florida Bar v. John Derek Good, Docket No. SC04-418; fmdlng that (a) John
- . Derek Good had engaged in the practice of law without a license to do so and (2)’
- " John Derek Good violated of Florida law by engagmg in the practice of law without -

L a hcense to do so.

Lo 4. As part of its Judgment the Supreme Court of Florida fined John .
" Derek Good $6,000; representing a monetary penalty in the amount of $1,000 for
"each 1nc1dent of unhcensed practice-of- law o

L 5. . In commxttmg the acts, and in engaglng in the conduect, for which the
Supreme Court of Florida found John Derek Good (a) had engaged in the practlte of

law in Florida without a license to do so and (b) had violated Florida law, John. n
Derek Good violated (i) the oath of office Respondent took when the Supreme Court '
of Ohio admitted him to the practice of law in the State of Ohio, and (ii) the Code of

"Professional Respon31b1l1ty, specifically DR 1-102(A)(4). (A lawyer shall not engage

in conduct mvolvmg dlshonesty, fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation); DR 1- 102(A)(5) D

(A lawyer shall not engage in conduct that is prejudicial to the administration of -

S Justice); and DR 3-101(B) (A lawyer shall not practice law in a jurisdiction where to

do so would.be in wolatlon of regulations of the profe ssxon n that Jurlsdlctlon)

, Wherefore pursuant to Rule V of the Rules for the Government of the Bar of '
Ohio, Relator alleges that Respondent has committed, or has engaged in, ‘ ‘
~ -misconduct within the meaning of § 6(A)(1), Gov. Bar R. V: therefore, Relator o
- requests that the Supreme Court of Ohio discipline Respondent pursuant to Rule L
- of the Rules for the Government of the Bar of Ohio. ,

R.esp'e'c_tfully submitted,_ '



- (Ohio Bar Reg. No 0012101)

. John J. Mueller, LLC
- Attorney & Counselor at Law
The Provident Bulldmg, Su:te 800

* 632 Vine Street .

Cincinnati, ,Ohlo_ 45202-2441 _‘
Telephone: (513) 621-3636
: .Telecopler (513) 621 2550

- Trial Counsel for Relator Ohio State Bar , _
~ Association, Legal Ethics & Professional Conduct -

Commltteefa’ CertlF edGrlevance Commlttee

\

VAT
L ne P. Whetzel :
(Ohlo Bar Reg. No. 0013216)
" General Counsel
Ohio State Bar Association
1700 Lake Shore Drive
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| CERf_I‘IFICATE'

~ The undersigned Chairman of the Certified Grievance Committee -
7 . (President, Secretary, Chalrman of the Grievance Committee or Disciplinary Counsel)
~ of the Qhig State Bar Association N ; ‘

 hereby certifies that Jghn J. Mueller Esq and Euqene P, Whetzel Esq |
' o, are. . duly authonzed to

IR C : . , . _ {is or are) . -
represent Relator in the p.remises and have L S accepted thc respons:bzhty of '

(has or have) '. '
' pmsecunng the comp]amt to its conclusion. After mvestrgauon, Rc]ator behews masonable cause e,nsrs '

to warrant a heanng on such complaint.

" Dated October /3 , 192006

C\léﬂa__\

Rlchard A Baker Esq Chairman, Cemfied Graevance Commlttee
' (Title) .

(Rule v of the Snpreme Court Rules for the Government of the Bar of Ohlo)
Section (1) |

(1) The Complmm Where Eled By Whom Signed, A complamt shall mean a formal
written complaint alleging misconduct or. mental illness of one who shall be designated as
~ the Respondent. Six (6) copies of all such complaints shall be filed in the office of the Secretary:-
of the Board. Complaints filed by a Certified Grievance Committee shall not be accepted
for filing unless signed by one or more members of the Bar of Ohio in good standing, who
shall be counsel for the Relator, and supported by a certificate in writing signed by the President,
© .+ " Secretary or Chairman of the Certified Grievance Committee, which Certified Grievance =
~ ~ Committee shall be deemed the Relator, certifying that said counsel are duly authorized to
' represent said Relator in the premises and have accepted the responsibility of prosecuting
the complaint to conclusion. It shall constitute the authorization of such counsel to- represent
said.Relator in the premises as fully and completely as if designated and appointed by order -
- of the Supreme Court ‘of Ohio with all the privileges and immunpities of an officer of such -
- Court. The complaint may also, but need not, be signed by the person aggrieved. :
~ Complaints filed by the Dlsc:phnary Counsel shall be filed in the name of Dlsc1phnary -
"Counsc] as Relator. - - -
" “Upon the-filing of a complamt with the Secretary of the Boarﬂ Relator shall forward :
a copy thereof to Disciplinary Counsel, to the Certified Grievance Commitiee of the Ohio
State Bar-Association, to the local bar assaciation and to any Certified Grievance Committee
. ‘serving the county or counties in which the Respondent res:des and mamtams hls ofﬁce and
. Qfor the county from whlch the complaint arose. - R
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