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Now comes Relator, the Ohio State Bar Association, by and through undersigned

counsel and hereby moves this Honorable Court for an Order compelling the Defendant

John Allen to appear before this Honorable Court and show cause as to why he should

not be held in contempt of court for violations of this Honorable Court's Order of

December 7, 2005 in Ohio State Bar Assn. v. Allen, 107 Ohio St.3d 180, 2005-Ohio-

6185.

Relator, the Ohio State Bar Association, and undersigned counsel for Relator,

prosecuted the underlying action against the Respondent John Allen.

On December 7, 2005, this Court adopted the recommendation of the Board on

the Unauthorized Practice of Law and determined that: (i) "Respondent's (John Allen)

unlicensed preparation of legal documents on behalf of others and counseling as to their

legal rights constitute the unauthorized practice of law.... Respondent is lrereby enjoined

from preparing legal documents, providing legal counsel, and engaging in all other acts

constituting the unauthorized practice of law." (ii) The Court further adopted the Board's

recommendation to impose a civil penalty stating "Respondent flouted our constitutional

authority ... to regulate the practice of law and protect the public from interlopers not

subject to the ethical constraints and educational requireinents of this profession. Tliough

given ample opportunity, respondent refiAsed to cooperate in this process, flagrautly

practices law without a license, and causes unsuspeeting and vulnerable custotners harm

by taking their money in exchange for providing inferior services with poterrtially

disastroas ramifications.... Respondent is therefore ordered to pay the civil penalty of

$40,000." Ohio State Bar Assn. v. Allen, 107 Ohio St.3d 180, 2005-Ohio-6185.



Pursuant to the Court's records of which Relator requests this Honorable Court to

take Judicial Notice of, Respondent has failed to pay any portion of the civil penalty

imposed or to make any good faith atternpt to inake paynient toward the civil penalty

imposed and therefore should appear and sliow cause as to why lie should not be held in

Cootempt of this Court's Order. This Honorable Court has previously found Respondent

in Contempt for his failure to pay the outstanding fees owed and issued an order sua

sponte on Septetnber 21, 2006 and has certified the case to the Ohio Attorney General for

collection on or about August 9, 2007. The amount outstanding continues to be due aod

owing and unpaid and as of June 2009 was $52,169.

Furtherinore, it has come to Relator's attention that on or about February 10,

2009, Respondent John Allen, in violation of this Court's injunction, engaged in activity

that constitutes the alleged unauthorizedpractice of law. The letter identilying his

actions has been attached Itereto and marked as exhibit A. The letter cites legal authority,

advocates on behalf of a third party the Oregon Sailors Foundation and Sandra

Vonderembse and sets forth legal conclusions stating "It will be illegal for you to give the

Foundation's money to the iRS..." (See Exhibit A)

The letter also sets forth that Mr. Allen is "counsel of choice for and Incorporator

of the Oregon Sailors Foundation." (Emphasis added, Exhibit A) Additionally, under Mr.

Allen's signature it indicates "C/o Allen & Associates". Additionally Mr. Allen

references phone conversations that he engaged in with respect to this matter. Counsel

for Natiottal Bank of Oak Harbor, contacted Mr. Allen via telephone on Tuesday,

February 17, 2009 and asked if he was a licensed attorney in Ohio. Mr. Allen apparently

responded that he was not when directly asked by counsel. (See Exhibit B attached.)



The Respondent has becn previously enjoined by this Honorable Court and has as

set forth in this Court's 2005 Order previously °flotited" the Court's authority and

"flagrantly" engaged in the unauthorized practice of law (see Olalo State Bar Assn. v.

Allen). Relator believes based upon the evidence obtained that Mr. Allen is once again

engaging in the unauthorized practice of law on behalf of a corporation and said activities

are a violation of this Court's prior injunction.

Mr. Allen's letter is designed to iYnpress upon an individual that he is legal

counsel for the Oregon Sailors Foundation and Mr. Allen clearly sets forth his

interpretation of what is legal and cites case authority in his letter in support of his legal

arguments and conclusions. Said activities constitate flagrant violations of this Court's

injunction.

Relator now commences a Motion for Contempt of Court against Respondent for

violation of the injunction prohibiting him from preparing legal documents, providing

legal counsel, and engaging in all other acts constituting the unauthorized practice of law.

Ohio State Bar Assn. v. Allen, 107 Ohio St.3d 180, 2005-Ohio-6185 (December 7, 2005).

In suppott of its Motion, Relator has appertded the following docutnent.s: the

February 10, 2009 Letter from Relator John Allen, attached hereto as Exhibit A and

incorporated by reference; the letter of Alan R. McKean, Esq. of February 18, 2009,

attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated by reference; the Affidavit of Jeffrey J.

Fanger, attached hereto as Exhibit C and incorporated by reference; a copy of this Court's

decision in Ohio State Bar Assn. v. Allen, 107 Ohio St.3d 180, 2005-Ohio-6185

(December 7, 2005), attached hereto as Exhibit D and incorporated by reference; Mr.

Allen's refusal to respond to the letter of the Ohio State Bar Association's letter of April



27, 2009, attached hereto as Exhibit E and incorporated by reference. And Mr. Allen's

response of December 8, 2009 to the Relator-'s requests for information attaclied hereto as

Exhibit F and ineorporated by reference.

By engaging in the Unauthorized Practice of Law in violation of a direct court

order, Respondent demonstrates his indifference for the needs of those he has unlawfully

served in legal matters, displays a disdain for the integrity of the legal process, and

exhibits wholesale disregar(i for the Court system of the State of Ohio. Relator argues

that Respoudent has, deliberately and without good cause, failed to comply with the prior

Order issued upon him and moves the Court for an Order upon Respondent to appear and

show cause wlty he should not be held in contempt of court.

WHEREFORE, Relator Moves this Honorable Court for an Order compelling Mr.

Allen to appear before the Couit and show cause as to why he should not be held in

Contempt for his failure to pay this Court's order of civil damages and for his actions in

contravention of this Court's December 7, 2005 Order and for Relator prays for all

allowable fees and costs and that an appropriate citation is issued against John Allen, and

for such other and finther relief as is necessary and proper.

Respectfully Su itted,
Fanar & A^ c'atPI#-QC

jfauger@fangerlaw.com
Fax 16-382-0035
P12 -382-0025
Cle el nd, OI-I 44114-2650

ngerfi05^439)
Center

00 up rior Ave., E. Suite 1300

Attorney for Relator,
The Ohio State Bar Association
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Counsel for Relator,

Ohio State Bar Association

Certificate of Service

I hereby certify that a copy of the Por going Motion was served upon the following by regular

and certified U.S. Mail on this _12--' day of May 2010:

John Allcn
PO Box 291
Zanesville, OH 43702

and

Michele A. Hall, Esq.
Secretary, Board on the Unautliorized Practice of Law
'I'he Supreme Court of Ohio
65 South Front Street, 5th Floor
Cohimbus, Ohio 43 2 1 5-343 1



APPENDIX

Exhibit A February 10, 2009 Letter fi-om Relator John Allen

Exhibit B February 18, 2009 Letter from Alan R. McKean, Esq.

Exhibit C Affidavit of Jeffrey J. Eanger Counsel for Relator

Exhibit D Ohio State Bar Assn. v. Allen, 107 Ohio St.3d 180, 2005-Ohio-
6185 (December 7, 2005)

Exhibit E Respondent's undated reply to April 27, 2009 Letter of Ohio State
Bar Association

Exhibit F Respondent's Letter to Ohio State Bar Association of December 8,
2009.



Cattiy Kin
Natioiea! 0ank of Oal; Y.tar
4157 Navarrn t1.ve.
Oregon, Ohio 4361f

Tn Ite: Orcgon Sallors Torindation
Sanctrs S. Vondurembso, t3veraeer/Administrator

.Februaay 10, 2009

Iiear Ms. King:

;s c u aaS e? h t:ce for and T.ncsoqjotator of the Ors:w>ori Mlnrs Foyndatiorr, I,.ura rvriting this letter

to advise you of the trtnifirxtlons should you take the Fouatfation'e tnoney to sntisfy an alieged Icvy against

Dr. Sandra S. Vonderem.bse.

The nioney you are holding for the IItS belongs to the Foundation, not Dr. Vonderernbse.

It will be illegal for you to give the Foundation's money to the IRS for an alleged debt of Dr.
Vonderembse's. See, Williams v. Boulder Dam Credit Unton, (May, 1998); and County of.5an Luis Obispo

v. Rshurst, ( 1983) 2d Dist.) 146 CA 3d. 380, 194 Cal Rptr. S.

I strongly urge your legal dopartment to review tha above oases and restore the Foundation's account.

u to cotitaot the IRS to inquire if they yvidl pay tur yanr represennition should thc
ation tile suit to reaaover all nnonay, plua trebde dafnagt?a, whioh yaa send to fh+: IRS.

If you have already restored thc, Foundation's aecount f+nrsuant to our previoas telephone
eonversationa, }ttoktso,just #teqp tjxis letter on fxEo.

Please govr,rai yourac:lf accordingly.

RaspectfuUY,

n Allen
Clo Allen & Assoqta..teg

D Box si+l I

Cc: Steve Mariscal, CoIk otion Manager
tdational Bank of Oak Ilarbor
147 W. Water Street
Oak Harbor, Ohio 43449-0 1 1 0

Dr. Sandra S. Vondorenabse, Overseer/Adtninistrator
Orogon Sailors Fourts3ation

7uaaesville, Ohio 43702

File



WKEA.N and McKEAN

ALAN R. MeKEAN
ATTORNBVRATLAW
I32 WJVATKR 5TRE4'T '1'£LF$HONE

PAMELA A. hEcKRAN QAK SiARUAIt, Of{[O 41449 (919189tl-a49i

{U%CP{lNSELr
nrvw,mckcurcnndm¢kernr.nor+a VAX

(459) S934:.Y42
MAFSTIN U. CARRItrA,

February 18, 2009

Board on the Unauthorized Practice of Law
Supreme Court of Ohio
65 South Front Street, 5°i Floor
Columbus, Ohio 43215-3431

Re: John^..l^ len

To Whom lt. May Concena:

I represent The National Iiatzk of Qak Ilarbar as its outsicie counsel. : was kadmitted to
practice law in Ohio in November of 1985, My attorney uiunber is 0031012.

The Bank received the enclosed letter dated February 10, 2009, sigaecl by a John AlIen
who stute,s in the letter, "As counsel of choice for and Incozporator for the flregoti Sailors
Foutgclatioit .,.:' C?at'Puesday, F ebruary 17, 2009, I spoke Nvith hitn at phone number;
740-588,0238 and I as.keci if lte was a liceu5ed attcartiey in S?hio. Ilc responded "rua."
Accordingly, I bring this matter to your attention.

If you have any questions, please do not llesitats to contact ma at your convanieaaca

Very truly yours,

.Alan R. McK.ean

MDC:ch

Bnclosur•e



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

OI IIO STATE BAR ASSOCIATION

Relator

V.

Exhibit C

Case No. 2004-2150

AFFIDAVIT OF
JOHN ALLEN, et. al. . JEFFREY J. FANGER, Esci.

Respondea.ts

Now comes the Affiant, Jeffrey J. Fanger, upon being duly sworn, states as

follows:

1. Affiaut says that he is an attorney duly licensed to practice in the State of Ohio,

Attorney Registration No. 0058439.

2. Affiant says that he has been a member of Unautliorized Practice of Law Comniittee

of the Ohio State Bar Assoeiation for over seven years.

3. Affiant has been authorized by the Unanthorized Practice of Law Coinmittee of the

Ohio State Bar Association to file this Motion with the Supreme Court of Ohio.

4. Affiant was counsel of record in the prior action, namely Ohio State Bar Assn. v.

Allen, 107 Ohio St.3d 180, 2005-Ohio-6185 (December 7, 2005), and that he

prosecuted said claim before this Honorable Court.

5. Affiant says that in accordance with the Order in Ohio State Bar Assn. v. Allen, 107

Ohio St.3d 180, 2005-Ohio-6185 (December 7, 2005) that Relator has brought this

Motion to Show Cause before the Court.

6. Affiant says that through the holding of this Court in Ohio State Bar Assn. v. Allen,

107 Ohio St.3d 180, 2005-Ohio-6185 (Deceinber 7, 2005) it was found that



Respondent had engaged in the unauthorized practice of law in Ohio.

7. Affiant says that based upon the evidence attached hereto and marked as Exhibit A

and B, Respondent is continuittg to engage in the Unauthorized Practice of Law in

conu'avention of this Court's Order as set forth in Ohio State Bar Assn. v. Allen, 107

Ohio St.3d 180, 2005-Ohio-6185 (Dec.ember 7, 2005) and that said actions constitute

good grounds for Respondent to be found in contempt of the prior Order of this

Court, nanzely the injunction upon him from engaging in any act constituting the

unauthorized practice of law.

8. Affiant finally says that 7ohn Allen, by engaging in the Unauthorized Practice of Law

in violation of a direct court order, demonstrates his indifference for the needs of

those he has unlawfully served in legal matters, displays a disdain for the integrity of

the legal process, and exhibits wholesale disregard Por the Court system of the State

of Ohio.

9. Affiant respectfully requests this Honorable Court grant Relator's motion.

FURTHER APFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

STATE OF: OHIO
COUNTY OF: CIJYAHOGA

Before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for said State and County, personally appearcd
the above named Jeffrey J. Fanger, and acknowledged the signing thereof, and that nich signitig was fiecly
and voluntarily performed under oath, for the use and purposes therein inentioned.

IN TESTIMONY WHERL".OF, I hereunto signed my name and affixed niy official soal, this

day of May 2010.

BARRqIA LEE MILLER, A91om®y At Law
Notary Public - State of Ohio

My cww&sion hu no exnGration dat®.
Seotbn 147.03HC



Eugene P. Whetzel (0013216)
General Counsel
Ohio State Bar Association
1700 Lake Shore Drive
Columbus, OH 43204
(614) 487-2050
(614) 487-1008 Facsimile

Attorney for Relator,
The Ohio State Bar Association

Certificate of Service

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Motion was served upon the following by

regular and certified U.S. Mail on this day of May 2010:

John Allen
PO Box 291
Zanesville, OH 43702

Eugene P. Whetzel (0013216)
Attorney for Relator
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107 O9iEn St.3d 180
Ohio State Plar Assn. v. Allen

Oh1IO SfATrw BAR ASSOCIA'rION v. AI.t.CN.

[Cite as Ohio State Bar Assrr. v. Allen, 107 Ohio St3d 180, 2005-Qhfo-6185]

2005-Ohio-6185

Unauthorized practice of law - Preparing legal documents for others and giving legal advice without license to practice
law - Practice enjoirred - Civil penalty imposed.

(No. 2004-2150 - Submitted Jufy 26, 2005 - Decided t7ecember 7, 2005.)

ON fINA1. REPORT by the Ooard orr the Unauthorized Pradice of Law of the Suprerna Court, No. UPL 03-04.

Per Ctiriani

{^j 1) On March 29, 2004, relator, qhio State Bar A.soclation, eharged in a second arnended complaint that
fespondent, John Dale Alien, Iast known address in Pleasantville, Ohio, tiud individuaily and while doing business as
Freedorn Trust engr,tged in the unauthorized practice of law by eaunseling dients and preparing lepal pleadings for f+ling
irr Ohio courl;s. Respondent answered the complaint, admitting that he has never been an attorney admitted to the
practlce of law or been grarrted ativa status or'eertlfied to practlre law in the state of C1hio pursuant to ttre Supreme
Court Rules for the ezoverrirnent of the Oar. I1e denied all other allcgatiens. Resppndent also taunterclaimed, asserting
mainly tirat the relator had no authority to file chatges agalnst him and that the Board on the Unauthorized Practice of
Law lacked jurisdiction to eonsider relator's camplaint,

{712) Five members of the board heard the cause on Qctober 21, 2004. After refusing to arrswer relatot's
int.orroc,latarles and failing to erppear in resppnse to more than three subpoonras commanding him to appear for hla`
deposition, respondent also did not att4nd the taearing. Upon consideration of the pleadings and evidence, the board
dismissed respundent's counterclaims and rnade Flndings of fact, conclusions of law, und a recommendation,

{¶ 3} Denise Flagg, who had lived with respondent in 2002 and 2003, testified as to how he earned money during
those years. According to Flagg, fees from preparing tegal pteadings and giving legal advice about the documents he
provided were respondent's only source of income. Flagg also quoted respondent as having said, "[Tjhere Is no such
thing as a license to practice law in the State of Ohio," apparently to explain why he did not think he needed a license to
practice law.

171

{11 4} Fia9g testified that respondent would sometimes tell her that he was going to prepare legal documents for
some customers and wauld then give ttre papers to ttrern in front of her. Sho alsQ heard raspondcnt advicu his cu,tomQrs
on occadion aborut pleadings that he had prepared and the ensuing court proceedings. In fact, after respondent moved
out of her home, Flagg said that, custamers continued to call asking for respondent's legal assistance.

{915} Flagg identified three divorce complaints, some with accompanying documents, that respondent had prepared
for cubtomers in dt mes ic-refatlnns cases. in at least one of tJre u cases, respondent had bean paid a fee. Flagg al.o
testined that respandent prepared at least one trust document fbr a custorner,

{¶ 6} t3ase,d upon the evidence presented, the board concluded that respondent's actions c:onstltuted the
unauthorized practice of law. The board raeornmended that we issue arr order enjoining resporrdont from engaglnrd in the
unauthorized praotfc+x of law, Relator advo€ate(i the imposition of a $10,000 civil penalty pursuant to Gov,Fsar R. VII(8)
(13). The board, however, recommended a$A0,000 penalty - $10,000 for eaeh of the four proven cases of practicing law
without a lieense - because of respondent's repeated transgressions and hls demonstrated dlsrespect for relatorand the
board.

https://dctno.lawriter.net/states/QI-Ubooks/Case_[,aw/result?number=3 . 3/3/1009
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{¶ 7) Section 2(6)(1)(g), Articfe IV of the Ohio Constitution confers on this court originai jurisdictfon over the practice
of law and all niatters related to the practice of law."The unauthorixed practice of law is the rendering of legal services
for another by any person not admitted to practice In Ohio **'"." Gcrv.Bar R. VII(2)(A). With lirnited exceptions not at
Issue here, "the practice of law is not limited to appearances in court, but ralt:o Includes giving legal advice and counsel
and thcr preparation of legal instn.,metrts and contracts by wtdch legul rights are preservedP t?(4vveland FiarAss7. v. Misr.N
(1998), 82 OY,Io St.3d 256, n9, 695 N.E,Zd 244; see, also, Land 7Ytla Abstract& ritr,st Gv, v. t9wr?rkstr (19:34), 129 Ohio
5t. 23, 28, 10.0, 313, 109 N.L. 650.

{^ (3} Respondent's urilic-ensed preparation of legal docaments on behalf of other,p and counselirig as to their legal
rights constitute the un,uUltariaed practice of law. We therefore iido{.+t the qoartj's f"indings of fact, Gonclusions of law,
antl r'ecorr5niendatron. itasptinoent is nereby enJoined rroir pPeparmg ieuai ddcuments, providing ieyai counsei, and
orrgaging in all other acts constituting ttle unauthorized prActiw, of Iavl.

{919} We also adcpt the recommendation to in7pose an additional civil penalty, RtNpondent flouted our cons•tituNonal
author ity, dclegat¢d in pait to relatvr and the Wrnrd, to regulate the practice of law and protact tfii® public frum
Jnterlulaera not subject to the ethical fonstraintc and educational roquiremeno of this professian. Though gfven ample
opportunity, ret;ponder,t refused to cooperate in this prryuogs, Ragrantly practiced Iaw without a Ilcense, and caris et
un,u:fpect(nrd

arid vulne:`abie customers harrn by taking th8ir money in exchange for provfding inferior services with potenUally
disastrous ramificationv„ Gov.Bar R. VIJ(II)(0)(1) drrougtt (5), Pursuant to Gov.0ar R. Vit(19)(D)(1), respondent Is
therefore ordered to pay the civll penalty of $40,000. Judgment accordingly.

MOYF.R, C.)., RESNICK, PFEIFER, LUNDBERG STRATTON, O'CONNOR, O'DONNELI. and LANZINGER, JJ., concur.

Eugene P. Whetzel, Bar Counsel, Fanger Law Offices, and )effrey ), Fanger, for relator.

OH

t})tltr St3d

11 Ps;l/dettita,tat^n^itdr.net/atate„;ItJHlbooks/Case_hrtwlresult?nurnber-3 3(3/2409



Aprit 27, 2009

Rhn A V"
P(l x IOF)
Za vili 0 43702

Dear NR Allen:

Enclosed is a copy '
or before Ray 1„ Qi

Siricerely,

orized

9, te' r to yau. -, ease respond on

actice of Law Comrnittel enci.

hIF^ADQUARpCX?S

17401,ake Shore oria^.a

Dr1N4tN4 fV11mFSB

t'C), 9ox 7¢562

PHONE

GIq- 4€37-20.50 FAx 614-4II7-1008
C'oIumbu;, Qhio 43204 Cplutnbu5, Ohio 43216,656 f10p-J.t32°655G WFR www.ofucik,ar.org
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F.^ ... i,si, artio



Mr. JohnAliet
.Rlien &

Z4370,2'
^ ^.

aprixed Practlce of t,ew Cp.m^litlee Q# the Qhiq
pscit , vre ^^entl^ r^scc^wed certein tr^eorkls_,

2bvio ot^ntiaiiy y €atp ttreWpu anti 0 6 ASseQietes mz^y ur engag€^in the
thorize re,>;^s^ -in C?hi t this.point, these are rriereiy eiefms €+nai

r d t Y etic'n ^6*oen. rnadw as to 3heir factual accttracy,
PVonet i^s, vue di^ter that u fite shc;£uid be operted in this rnatter and
an + iga i. ated. tt"af that invest6atiori, 4e zre encinsing fcr yrsur
r" o the t"1uvhich were provided tb us and we are requr;stino

res con i fi^n^.

GeyfelW Counsel

Enclnsures

Chslr, Un^

M ^ R

e with your writtoii tesponag an or laeforc Mgrch B8> 2009.

thorized Practice of i,aw Cctnt



Ohio State Bar Association
P.O. 16562
Colulttbus, Ottio 43216-6562

Attetztion: ISugene P. Wheta:el
General Cotlnset

Tlecesnber 8, 2009

I attk in receipt ofyou,r letter of March 4, 2009 (copy attached).

I apologize for not responding before now, but I slrn an extremely bttsy man and yo
tot a priority business or I3ersonat matter.

e

As you rnay or tltay not lcn.ow, I have studied the law as an educational supplement for ovor
216 years and itry knowledge is equal to or greater tttan a,Turts Doctor.

You state in your letter that "we recently received certain materials which potentially htdicate
that you and Allen & Associates may be engaged in the unauthorized practice of law in Ohio."

I demand to know WIIO sent you these "materials" and WHO has made any type of claim
against me.

I have done some extensive researali regarding your letter and
a}a as 1•3::hibits tcl this lettcr.

> kkachulf', tJ of that

ExPubit A is a brief ovetview concerning the "practice of lftw" in Ohio. I checked with the
E' State's Office uia.d ttaey told me that ttiere was no Certificate of Oath of f7ffiee for

P. Wheta,el on file with the Secretary. Can you explain tliat? If yott 1t.ttve a license to
practice law, please provide me with a true and correct copy of it.

}ikhitait B is infornaat,ion &om tkze Office of 1')iscipfinary Goun.sel's wehsite. Interesdngly, it
aalows for grievances a;^ainst t^NZ,Y 1a;wytsrs and,judges.

Exhibit C is the flow chart of the discipliuary process. Once agailt, it allows for griev
against ONI,Y a juclg.e, or dttottiey,

I have also checked 'fitie 47 of the Oluo Revised Code whieh is 4t,ltiitled "Occupatio
Professions" and tltere is nothing in that Title that perCain3 to private peopte contracting with
another regarding one's private affzirs.

I cannot for the life of me figure out why you wrote your March 4, 2009 letter to me. Your
Ietter is nothing but harassment for something that is none of your business and it is an invasion of
my privacy as well as others.



In conclusion, if yott und your "associates" do riot cease and desist your illegal activ
agairist tu.e, I shall file t4r dazntzges and injuneiive relief in a court of coxnpetert..t jurasdic8ioxr.

You have tcn (10) days to comply.

aI

.Tolva AXltsn
. Tlox 2911

%aiiesville, Ohio 4:1702

Attachments

Cc: Secretary of State
Dept. of Comxnerce
Diseiplinxuy Council
File

z
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ch 4, 2Ut79

I

Mr. John Alten.
Aflor: Assoc±ates
Zanesvi3le, OH 43702

L7ear Mr.Atlen:

This oft]ce is ccrunsel tt) the Un&ithai'ixetl `Practice of Law 4ommiftee of the Ohio
Strstrr Dar A6,30ciation, in such cap^city, vve reu^ntly r:ecG:ivect r.tartain rnatr.riais
which pGtentialiy tndiceato that you anrt Alien & As ,ociates nlay 4o engagecf in the
urrauthc,rixed pravtice of taw in Qhio: At thi& poirrt, these 000eireiy ctaims and,
ot3viousty, rto sieterrnination has tioen rnacie as !o their faptuai acouracy.
Nonethetess, we have c9eter€ninetl that a fUe shoulci be ot3en6{J°inthis matter anc3
an investigatic,n initiated. As part vf that investiqation, we are er?cteasing Ytar your
review oeaples of the rnateriais which were provided to us and +,ve are rc?ques6rrg
your responso r,vneernirig thom.

Pfettse provir#e me with your writterr

EP 'Ith

ounsel

Enclosures

cc: Ghair, Unautho Pra :of

;port; sn or br?for

Comrnittee :

I



Practice of law cannot be licensed by any state/State, tt is an occupation of common right.

STATE OF OHIO

AttQrney Oath of Office and the Bar Association

Every attorney must be admitted to practice by order of the Ohio Suprerne Court end file an Oath of
Offlrro with the Secretary of State stating that upon admission shall take an erath to support fiho
t;ort, titutictn of the Unitee! States and the Coti,titirtion of the State cit t'3hio anr3 to faith?rrllv
the duties of an Attorrtey at Law to the best of orie's knowieclcte and ability.

A certificate of ttio oath shall be endorsed uptan iicensure. There are no attort7eys licensed In Ohio.
Ail the attorneys that were asked coufct not produrws a certificate to verify License. At best, an
attorney oran only produce a Bar mernberstiip card that is privately issued by the Bar Associaticrn
and possibly a letter of acknowledgement frorn the State Supreme Court.

The Ohio State Bar Assraciation wos listed with the Ohio Secretary of State as a Registered Trnde
Name on October 23, 1984 (Registration Number RiV80167). The oxpiratiorr date is October 23,
2014.

The Ohio State SAr F'oundation is a nonprofit corporation. (taoryp nurnber 222866). The Eoundatiori
was incorporated orr Aprii 23, 1951 with an "active" status whicia expires August 25, 2013.

The UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT stated a long time ago that'7he practice of Law CAN
NOT be licensed by any state/State." This was so stated in a case riamed Scirware v. Boarcl of
Examiners, 353 U.S. 238, 239 United States Reports: Another case which bore this out waa Sims
v_ Aherns, 271 S.W. 720 (1925).

In this case the opinion of the court was that'"Tho praetica of Low is an oeeupatissrr of
right." A state supreme court rntay only Issue a t ER"i`IFlCATE, not a iictanse. A GlwRTi;iDA`i"C;,
gives no power to anyone to prar.tice Law as an C?CCUt'rATiON, nor to do t3USihit=SS
FiRM.

A state bar association, if one exists, is a"PROF=ESSIfat*iAi. ASSOCIATION." "fho'"$TATE BAR"
r;€artt is NOT a LitaEt! SE, The card is a"UhiIC3N DtJF_S CAt"tD" like the AFtors tlnion, Paintei.w
tJn7on, Eleotr3cians union c€to. There is no association, not even C1CCTORS, who issrAe licenses. All
iicenses are issued by the state or local rnunicipal corporations.

Also, see Corpus ,irrris ,ecundum (CJS),Voiume 7, Section 4, Attorney & cl

`rhe, attorney's first duty is to the courts tand the public, not to the client, and wherever the duties to
his client cunflir;t with those he owes as Rn officer of the court in the administration of justice, the
former rrrust yield to the lattr';r, Clients are also called`wards" of the court in regard to their
relationship with their attorneys. After you have read the foregoing, ask your attorney to see a copy
of "regarding Lawyer Discipline & other rules," Also Canons 1 through 9.
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SCO i'iOMF n QXSCIPRXhlRSZYSYS w Q[5C )^ {,3FFLCE CF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL

Office of Discip1inary Counsel

Notea Some links on this page open in a new browser window

t;OW`rp,Ci' IfdFORMA'rXC?t0

Ctfficra of Discipfiriary
Crauer$ul
250 Civic Center C7E^ive, Ste.
325
C;olun hus, Gtdo 4321 5-7411

Busineas r^tauwsss t^ a.m. - S
P. M.
Phorrea 614.461.0256
`roit fr^uw 00.599.5256
F!aac: 6:1 rb.461, T2E7S

plscipltnary Cour3aaulr
)9rtainasi C. CnugP3lan

Grievances Against Lawyers and Judges
Frequently Asked Questions
Filing a Grievance

Gav.Bar iBLeYe V (Discipiini3ry Procedure)

D3scipaiszal•y Pros:os;s i~•9ovuchart

Rules and Regulations Gov+`Krning Procedure on Complaints and Hearings

Ethics and Conduct Rules for Ohio Judges and Attorneys

• Rseies of Professional Conduct (Effective Feb. 1, 2007)
aCoePe of Professionai Responsibility (Superseded Feb. 1, 2007)
• Rules for the Government of the Bar of Ohio
m Code of Jt+diciai Conduct
»Ruies for the Gov+wrnrnent+ of the Judiciary of Ohio
® Judicial Condidate BnforeiiatPmn

Clients' Security Fund

Ohio Ethics Commission

Ohio Lawyers Assistance Program
Provides assistance to Ohio attorneys with alcoholism, substance abuse, addictive behavit
problems.

Bezarri on tlroe tisiauthoriz+ad Practice of Law

1P PPF flles may tae viewed, printed, a»d searcl7rsd using the free Acrobato Reader
Acrobat f3eader is a trade:rnark nf'litlqbe Systems incorpflrratecf.



DISCIPLINARY PROC
^ t#at^clr<-4 eiur Ua at4du ai3oula^tadgcat'atiaRUayto thu Uiscipiir try•Csnmst.l ar t eerilliud Riie§ancc conlmltter nf:rio[al

,X'Flxrciiaeirduu. If eitbrr uf lhc,hn• hndiea firtt[edi uHre grier•ancP il :v ptnhui.dr enuse. u fraCtruH cruplai7tt !c dn!Ovrt, It
dtet} bloRU tn a prnlrahlF cdure Irauel of lire 6atuyl aTGr>mo.isdrtuera oa 4Cinm.ncuA, }liasipl!lie, »:hicli Qeip€+nn)Cr, UjhSaa

'aa plo6zn6lt• rNU.^-. !i lhr lutnvl de!u•rmmsa ih'at titert nc ytvinttrle cmw, t1x• fnrne.d untipihin[ I»pmrnes pnblic ;}ud Is filed
stitlt Ille F3oun1 rf (^'omr(rl^}I+m<rts nrr Cnttxn;^s Y.• t?Gfrplhic. blem'Iny,a m'c ilrrra turir6ncfzsl Uq tl^e hrsrrd u!i<I it it 1biAs n
neohtitru. a et munnend:rtign is elradqlo titr Buprmnc Csmi-t t>iC)hin. TbF.9ulnemwCiuut2 of OhEn nlal e+ i ht^;liira( AexSsi^ m xs
iuliuafvtg.nIneocudu6rttnndiaun+lnappropti,uu;tntuiL.n_

^_^9fi ;rimdro<ri§boihh[ii nni^ ftl vettrolxx[i}c -s, 1,
. . . ..1._..^ ^. ,_. J _

1 lf Ir'a t1+:!rr!gir}od ^Uat nc^rc irc nebs!wtiial ovdlhl& cn'idenc> of:
:nrwc mInri.ai, _n)pl u+wdiaf}eii rnAitpr.xcrd ro,

PQOAuARI,4i CL1IIS9 ld\*EL OFT61k1 fiOARIJ OF
C;t3R(Mf'^SIONt.lLSQla E RfEi:^1NCLS C lll$t:[t'{,iNi<

^

ic f^>nnd, tha snmplainr Lecnmr5 pui9is ntrd pi

amm n! rdefnyltStfl daudnrtbtaimg!^hald.
r\ ardnlcr mtattrizsirmN- l; q13}M4t11"d to nPOhO a
reearnaamnGriqn to 6hu BIII Ixrard.

iiCIMU Oi" C'01ilh[1SSI()N C•,ILS ON GRi1;V,WCEti R-
Lâ ISC.II'P.INL' + FWI Sou4!

• IFtGc(dlMranial9`e^na9prqmpancinrrhmm^rlrr

II no an>rixr es filed 1

BOAR D Or C:O\fM[SSIORERS ON GW Ltg\;vCeS &
L7XSCA'L IN6 " TLastcy^.Cotmhmem^er

I1 nrt!16tcto flledbrlhesutJo(ntd nmplaln+, .

cammi5simter, it tpuktqu ranmmendarion tn !InrBnpi3•mc
C"Amu 8rv ao apprnlntate a.rr<d9u,

THP: SUPREA1E S.OI,idY' ON OFIIp

• The nnscis fi3Gxl uitL tNc r,krk nPNa Suprcme C:oan, lr;.r4ta
nmr Fle nl;jcedmr. mdre MimoI'. rapar, aud lure an ntnl
ar}111iYECUF ,' .. . .

• 17rv fnnrrt rcndcus a deaisinn.

(:IilEVt1NCIF.S ti 4Af$

60AftD O6 ('OMMISSIONER,S ON CRILA t\CCS &
DLS( II LIRI - 1Ura^nicat6er PwteF .

• [f+l. r vrri»filedlt!hexedtlr i (ur<contp!uuu.
dtulphRetphuannq a c c^ndnns I1 y e!hwc ^!}rinM•r

I p.rdwi:urd u recommcn5lutlnu t5 nadn ia theTfdi
MtmdlrvtnwhudrertnRnl3tJouh!rsccnncdanddm
al>(rtv,priofn tancdnn
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