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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
Jegal rights constitute the unauthorized practice of law.... Respondent is hereby enjoined
from preparing legal documents, providing legal counsel, and engaging in all other acts
constituting the unauthorized practice of Jaw.” (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 requirements of this profession. Though
given ample opportunity, respondent refused to cooperate in this process, flagrantly
practices law without a ficense, and causes nnsuspecting and vulnerable customers harm
by taking their money in exchange for providing inferior services with potentially
disastrous 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 attempt to make payment toward the civil penalty
imposed and therefore should appear and show cause as to why he should not be held in
Contempt 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 September 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 doe and
owing and unpaid and as of Junc 2009 was $52,169.

Furthermore, 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 unauthorized practice of law. The letter identifying his
actions has been attached hereto 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 iflegal 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 National 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 been previously enjoined by this Honorable Court and has as
set forth in this Court’s 2005 Order previously “flouted” the Court’s authority and
“flagrantly” engaged in the unauthorized practice of law (see Qhio 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 impress 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 constitute 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 constiluting the unauthorized practice of law.
Ohio State Bar Assn. v. Allen, 107 Ohio St.3d 180, 2005-Ohio-6185 (December 7, 2005).

In support of its Motion, Relator has appended the following documents: 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 Qhio 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 attached hereto as
Exhibit F and incorporated 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 lcgal process, and
exhibits wholesale disregard for the Court system of the State of Ohio. Relator argues
that Respondent 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 why he should not be held in contempt of court.

WHEREFORE, Relator Moves this Honorable Couart for an Order compelling Mr.
Allen to appear before the Court and show cause as to why he should not be heid 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 further relief as is necessary and proper.

§. Banger )(/005 39)
it Center
perior Ave., B, Suite 1300

Jfanger@fangerlaw.com

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

Certificate of Service

I hereby certify that a copy of the Eﬁgoing Motion was served upon the following by regular
and certified U.S. Mail on this l’%__ day of May 2010:

John Allen
PO Box 291
Zanesville, OH 43702

and

Michele A. Hall, Esg.

Secretary, Board on the Unauthorized Practice of Law
The Supreme Court of Ohio

65 South Front Street, 5th Floor

Columbus, Ohio 43215-3431
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Exhibit A

Exhibit 3

Exhibit C

Exhibit D

Exhibit E

Exhibit F

APPENDIX

February 10, 2009 Letter from Relator John Allen
February 18, 2009 Letter from Alan R. McKean, Lsq.
Affidavit of Jeffrey J. Fanger Counsel for Relator

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

Respondent’s undated reply to April 27, 2009 Letier of Ohio State
Bar Association

Respondent’s Letter to Ohio State Bar Association of December 8,
2009.



FXHIBIT

Cathy King, Office Manager
Nationa! Bank of Ook Fwrbor
4157 Navarrs Ave,

Oregon, Ohio 43616 February 16, 2008

fo Re: Oregon Sailors Foundation
Sandia 8, Vondoremibse, Overseer/Administrator

Pear Ms. King

As soussel of cheies for and Incorporator of the Oregon SaiYors Foundation, 1 am vwriting this letter
to advige you of the ramifications shonld you take the Foundation's money to satisly an alieged lovy againat
Dr. Sandra 8. Vondorembase.

The money you are holding for the IRS belongs to the Foundation, not Dr., Vonderembse,

It will be illegal for you {o give the Foundation's money to the IRS for an alleged debt of Dr.
Vonderembse’s. See, Williawms v. Bowlder Dam Credit Union, (May, 1998); and Cowunty of San Luis Obispo
v. Ashurst, (1983) 2d Dist.) 146 CA 3d. 380, 194 Cal Rptr. 5,

{ strongly urge your legal department to roview the above cases and restore the Foundation's accournt.

1 also urgs you to contact the IRS to inquire If they will pay for your representation shounld the
Foundation file suit o recover 8!l mouey, plis treble damages, which you send to the RS,

If you have aleady restored the Foundation’s account pursuant to our previous telephone
sonversations, please just kaop this Jelter on file,

Please povern yourself accordingly.
Respectiully,

.
) Jobn Alien
o Allen & Assovistes
PO Box 291]
Zanesville, Ohio 43702

Co:  Sieve Mariseal, Collection Manager
- National Bank of Osk Haxbor
147 W, Water Streel
Oak Harbor, Ohio 43449-0110

Dir. Sandra 8. Vonderembse, Overscer/Adininistrator
Oregon Satlors Foundation

File



MeKEAN and McKEAN

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
ALAN R, MoKEAN 32 W WATER STREET TELEPHONE
PAMELA A, MelEAN QAN HARBOR, DHIO 43940 {415} YRE-Uips
Wb e g dmckeni con FAX
{419y sva.ja52

OF COUNSEL
MARTIN [ CARIIGAN

February 18, 2009

Board on the Unauthorized Practice of Law
Supreme Court of Ohio _

65 South Front Street, 5™ Floor

Columbus, Ohio 43215-3431

Rer John Allen

To Whom It May Concern:

1 represent The National Bank of Oak Harbor as its outeide counsel. 1was admitted to
practice law in Ohio in November of 1985, My atforney ntumber is 0031012,

The Bank received the enclosed letier dated Febroary 10, 2009, signed by a John Allen
wha states in the lstier, “As coumsel of choice for and Incorporator for the Oregon Sailors
Poundation . . ..” On Tuesday, February 17, 2009, I spoke with himn at phone number:
740-588-0238 and T asked if he was a licensed attorney in Ohio. He responded “ne.”
Accordingly, 1bring thiz malier {o your aftention,

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact nte at your convenience,
Very truly yours,
Alan R. McKean

MDC:ch

Enclosure




Lxhibit C
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

OHIO STATE BAR ASSOCIATION
Case No. 2004-2150

Relator
V.
: AFFIDAVIT OF
JOHN ALLEN, et. al. : JEFFREY J. FANGER, Esq.
Respondents
Now comes the Affiant, Jeffrey J. Fanger, upon being duly sworn, states as
follows:

I. Affiant 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 Unauthorized Practice of Law Committee
of the Ohio State Bar Association for over seven years,

3. Affiant has been authorized by the Unauthorized Practice of Law Committee 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 Qhio Siate Bar Assn. v.
Allen, 107 Ohio St3d 180, 2005-Ohio-6185 (December 7, 2005), and that he
prosecuted said claim before this Honorable Court.

5. Affiant says that in accordaﬁce 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 (December 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 hercto and marked as Exhibit A
and B, Respondent is continuing to engage in the Unauthorized Practice of Law in
contravention of this Court’s Order as set forth in Ohio State Bar Assn. v. Allen, 107
Ohio St.3d 180, 2005-Ohio-6185 (December 7, 2005) and that said actions constitute
good grounds for Respondent to be found in contempt of the prior Order of this
Court, namely the injunction upon him from engaging in any act constituting the
unauthorized practice of law.

8. Affiant finally says that John 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 for the Court system of the State
of Ohio.

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

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

it frey ¥ Fanger _0584/2%/
i r Reldtor

Before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for said State and County, personally appeared
the above named Jeffrey J. Fanger, and acknowledged the signing thereof, and that such signing was freely
and voluntarily performed under oath, for the use and purposes therein mentioned.

STATE OF: OHIO
COUNTY OF: CUYAHOGA

N TESTIMONY WHEREOF, | hereunto signed my name and affixed my official seal, this {
day of May 2010,

67M?7«M7

Notary Public

RARBARA LEE MILLER, Atiomney At Law
Notary Public - State of Ohio
by commission has no explration date.

Section 147.03RC




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
PC Box 291
Zanesviile, OH 43702

Eugene P. Whetzel {(0013216)
Attorney for Relator
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107 Ghio 56.3d 180 :
Chic State Bar Assn. v, Alien

QHEOQ STATE BAR ASSQOUIATION v, ALLEN,

[Cite a3 Ohio State Bar Adsn. v, Allen, 107 Ohio St.3d 180, 2005-Ohla-618%]

2005-Chlo-56185

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

(No, 2004-2150 - Submitted July 26, 2005 - Decided December 7, 2005.)

ON FIMAL REPORT by the Board on the Unauthorized Practice of Law of the Supreme Court, No. UPL 03-04,

Per Curiam

M1}  On March 29, 2004, relator, Ohio State Bar Assoclation, charged in a second amended complaint that
respondant, John Dale Allen, last known address in Pleasantville, Ghio, had individuatly snd while doing business as
Freadom Trust engaged in the unauthorized practice of faw by counseling clients and preparing legal pleadings for filing
in Ohle courts. Respondent answerad the complaint, admitting that he has never been an attoriey admitted to the
practice of law or been granted active status o certified to practice faw in the state of Chio pursyant to the Supreme
Court Rules for the Govarnment of the Bar, He denfed all other allegations. Respendent also counterciaimed, asserting
maknly thit the relator had no athority to file charges against him and that the Board on the Unsuthorized Practics of
Law lacked jurisdiction to consider relator's corplaint,

{92} Five members of the board heard the cavse an Qctober 21, 2004, After refusing to answer relatar’s
interrogatories and falling to appear in rasponse to more than thres subpoenas commanding him Lo appear for his
deposition, respondent also did not attend the hearing, Upon consideration of the pleadings end evidence, the board
dismissed respondent's counterclalms and made findings of fact, conclusions of law, and a recommendatian,

{13}  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 legal pleadings and giving legal advice about the documents he
provided were respondent's only source of income. Flagg also quoted respondent as having said, "[TIhers is no such
thing as a llcense to practice law in the State of Ohio,” apparently to explein why he did not think he needed a license to

practice law.

17%

{14}  Fagg testified that respondent would sometimes {ell her that he was golng to prepare legal documents for
sorme qustomers angd would then give the papers to them in front of her, She alse heard respomiant advise his eustomery
on acgasion abouk pleadings that he had prepared and the ensulng court proceedings, In fact, after respondent smoved
cut of her homes, Flagyg said that customers continued to call asking for respondent's legal asalstance,

{15} Flagy identifled three divorce complaints, some with aceompanying documents, that respondent had prepared
far cugtorners in domestic-relations cases. In at least une of these cases, respondent had been paid a fae. Fiagg glso
{estified that respendent prepored at least one trust document for a customer,

(96} - Based upon the evidence presented, the board conduded that respondent's actions tonstituted the
unaythorized practice of law. The board rocommendsd that we jssue an erder enjolning respandant frorm engaging in the
unsithorized practics of law. Refator advocated the imposition of a $10,000 civil penalty pursuant to Gov,Bar R, VII{B)
{B}. The board, however, recommended a $40,000 penalty - 10,000 for each of the Four proven cases of practicing lew
withentt a flcense - bc,caufﬁ of respandent’s repeated transgressions and his demonstrated disrespoct for relator and the

hoard.

https:/!demo.1awriter.net/statéstH/books/Ca'sewl,aw/result?number=3 3/3/2009
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{4 7} Section 2(B)(1}{g), Article IV of the Ghio Constitution confers on this cowrt original jurisdiction over the practice
of law and all matters related to the practice of law. "The unauthorized practice of law is the rendering of legal services
for another by any person not admitted to practice in Ohio * * =7 Gov.Bar R VII{2)(A). With limited exceptions not at
{s51re here, "the practice of law is not limited 1o appearances In court, but alge includes giving legal sdvice and counsel
and the preparation of legsl Instruments and contracts by which lega! rghts are preverved.” Coveland Bgr Assn, v. Misch
{1998), #2 Ohio 51.3d 2596, 259, 685 N.E.2d 244, see, also, Land TiYe Abstract & Trust Co, v. Dworken (15934), 129 Ohlo
50023, 28, 1 0.0, 513, 193 NLE. 650,

98} Respondent's unlicensed preparation of legal documents on behalf of others and counseling a5 1 thelr legal
rights constifute the upauthorized practice of lew. We therefore adopt the board's findings of fact, condlusions of fw,
and recammendation. Raspondent is hereby anjoined from preparing jegel documents, providing iegal counsel, and
srigaging i &l other adls coristituting the unauthorized practics of law,

{19} We also sdapt the recommendation to impose an additional dvil penaity, Respoendent flouted our constitutional
authority, delegated in part to relator and the board, (o regulate the praciica of low sad protect the public trom
Interlotrers not subject o the ethical constraints and educational requirements of this profession. Though given ample
apporiurity, respondent refused to cooperale In this process, flagrantly practiced law without a llcense, and caused

upguspeciing

182
arid vulnerable customers harm by taking their money in exchange for providing inferior sarvices with potentially
disastrous ramffications, Gov.Bar R, VII(BYBX(1} through (5), Pursuant to Gov.Bar R, VII(19XD){(1], respondant is
therefore ordered to pay the dvll penalty of $40,000, Judgment accordingly.

MOYER, C.J., RESKICK, PFEIFER, LUNDBERG STRATTON, O"CONNOR, O'DONNELL and LANZINGER, 1., concur.
Eugene P. Whetzel, Bar Counsel, Fanger Law Offices, and Jeffrey J. Fanger, for relator,
OH

Dhie 5t,.3d

htps://demo lawriter.net/siates/OH/books/CaseLaw/result?number=3 3/3/2009
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Enclosed is a
" or before May

Sincerely,

Enclosures

cer - Chair, Una orized Practice of Law Committee (w/encl.)

HEADQUARTERS ' Manina ApDRESS PHONE _
1760 Lake Shore Drive - HC, Box 16562 01 4-487-2050 Fax 614-487-1008
Columbus, Ghio 43204 - Columbug, Ohio 43216-6562 7 B00-282-6556 _ Weg www.ohiobarorg
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QOhio State Bar Assoctation

P.O. Box 16562
Columbug, Ohio 43216-6562 December §, 2009

Attention: Eugene P. Whetzel
Cieneral Counsel

Dear Mr. Whetzel:
T am in receipt of your letter of March 4, 2009 (copy attached),

I apologize for not responding before now, but I am an extremely busy man and your letter
was not a priority business or personal matter.

Ag you may or may not know, I have studied the law as an educations! supplement for over
26 years and my knowledge is equal to or greater than a Juris Doctor.

You state in your letter that “we recently received certain materials which potentially indicate
that you and Allen & Associates may be engaged in the unauthorized practice of law in Ohio,”

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

I have done some extensive research regarding your letter and I'm attaching the results of that
research as Exhibits to this letter.

Exhlbit A is a brief overview concerning the “practice of law™ in Ohic. I checked with the
Secretary of State’s Office and they told me that there was no Certificate of Qath of Office for
BEugene P. Whetzel on file with the Seeretary. Can you explain that? If you have a license o
practice law, please provide me with a true and correct copy of it,

Exhibit B is information from the Office of Disciplinary Counsel’s website. Interestingly, it
allows for grievances against ONLY lawyers and judges.

Fxhibit C is the flow chart of the disciplinary process. Once again, it allows for grievances
against ONLY a judge or attorey,

1 have also checked Title 47 of the Ohio Revised Code which s entitled “Occoupations -~
Professions”™ and there is nothing in that Title that pertains to private people contracting with one
another regarding one’s private affairs,

1 cannot for the life of me figure out why you wrote your March 4, 2009 letter to me. Your
letter 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 you and your “associates” do not cease and desist your illegal activities
agatnst me, I shall file for damages and infunctive relief in a court of competent jurisdiction,

You have ten (10) days to comply.

Sincerely,

WA S
s John Alter

P.C. Box 2911
Zanesville, Ohio 43702

Attachments

Ce: Secretary of State
Dept. of Conunerce
Disciplinary Council
File
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Practice of law cannot be licensed by any state/State, it is an occupation of common right.
STATE OF OHIO
Attomey Oath of Office and the Bar Association

Every attorney must be admitted to practice by order of the Ohio Supreme Court and file an Oath of
Gifice with the Secretary of State stating that upon sdmission shall take an oath to support the
Gonstitution of the United States and the Constitution of the State of Ohio and fo faithiully discharge
the duties of an Attorney at Law to the best of one's knowledge and ability.

A certificate of the oath shall be endorsed upon licensure. There are no attomeys licensed In Ohig.
All the attornays that were asked could not produse a sentificate to varify License. At bust, an
attorney can only produce & Bar membership card that Is privately issued by the Bar Association
arid possibly a letter of acknowledgement from the State Supreme Couwri,

The Ohip State Bar Association was listed with the Ohio Secretary of State as a Registered Trade
Mame on Qclober 23, 1984 (Registration Number RNB0167). The expiration date Is Ostober 23,

2014,

The Ohio State Bar Foundation is a nonprofit corporation. (Corp number 222866). The Foundatiorn
was incorporated on April 23, 1951 with an "active” status whicly expires August 28, 20135,

The UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT stated a long time ago that "The practice of Law CAN
NOT be licensed by any state/State." This was so stated in a case named Schware v. Board of
Examiners, 353 U.8., 238, 239 United States Reports. Another caso which bore thie out was Sime
v. Aharns, 271 B.W., 720 (1925).

In this case the opinion of the court was that "The practics of Law is an cesupation of cormen
fight.” A state supreme court may only lssue a CERTIFICATE, not a license. A CERTIFICATE
gives no power to anyone to practice Law as an QCCURPATION, nor to do BUSINESE se o LAW

FIRM.

A gtale bar association, If one exists, is 4 "PROFESSIONAL ASSOGIATION." Ths "STATE BAE"
card is NOT a LICENSE, The card is 2 "UNION DUES CARD" fike the Actors Union, Painters
Union, Electriciang union ete. There is no assoclation, not even DOGTORS, who lssue licenses. Al
Hcenses are issued by the state or local municipal corporations.

Also, see Corpus Juris Secundum (GJS), Volume 7, Section 4, Attorney & client:

The attorney's firet duty is to the courts and the public, not to the effent, snd wheraver the duties to
his client gonfiict with those he owes as an officer of the court in the administration of justics, the
former must yield to the latter. Clients are also calied "wards™ of the court in regard to thelr
relationship with their sttorneys.  After you have read the foregoing, ask your attormey to see a copy
of "regarding Lawyer Diseipline & other rules.” Also Canons 1 through 9.

Frehibt F7



SCO HOME » DISCIFLINARYSYS » QDO » OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COURSEL

Office of Disciplinary Counaal
Mote: Some links on this page open in & new browser window (7.

CONTACT INFORMATION

Offica of Disciplinary
Counige)

280 Clvic Center Drive, Sta,
325

Columbus, Ohlo 432157411

Business Hogrs: B a.n, - §
P,

Phlone: 614.461.0256

Toll Fres; 800,.569,.5256
Fax: 614.461.7208

Dizciplinary Counweal;
Jonathan B, Coughlan

Grievances Against Lawyers and Judges ng ¢ ‘é , 7"
Frequently Asked Questions
Filing a Grievance 6

Gov.Bar Rule V (Disciplinary Procedure)

‘ﬁ'iﬁﬂiiﬁi?iﬂaa“f Frocess Flowshart

Rules and Regulations Governing Procedure on Complaints and Hearings
Ethics and Conduct Rules for Obio Judges and Attornays

» Rules of Professional Conduct (Effective Feb. 1, 2007)

» Code of Professional Responsibility (Superseded Feb. 1, 2007)
+» Rules for the Government of the Bar of Ghio

Code of Judicial Conduct

» Rutes for the Government of the Judiciary of Ohio

Judicial Candidate Information

L

Clients' Security Fund

Ohio Ethics Commission

Ohio Lawyers Assistance Program

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

Board on the Unauthorized Practice of Law

7 POF files may be viewed, printed, and searched using the free Acrobat® Reader
Acrobat Reader Is a trademark of Adobe Systems Incorporated.



i
t
'

DISCIFIJINAE{Y r}}{GCi?&,S : -

vavances cin e made about o judge eratomeyso the Disciplinary Counse ov o o gzj.m‘ié_mﬂm;r;mmfnee ufadocal

Abar wssociation. U ofther of these hoddtex Rruds thac-the grisvance hax prohabie onn
tigss Ipves 1a 5 probable cause panel of the Board of Conaissiones on Gelovances &1

froal Lomplaint i Qb 1L
iphive, which deisfinhigs i thesw

an probable ciuse. B e progt determing tha there ds prninsble cawe, (he Faonwd o wipliing bocanies prllic and s filed
it Ihe Board of Convnbahiers on Grievapees & Discipline. Hearing are then coniiicted by thse bt undd i o Higa o
s amadde try dve Stpreine Conin of Ohio. Thi Suprame Coyrd of Olin nmbes T fivad cherisiony oy

Molaion, 8 recozmnendaion i
- b ey of hrisegnghic ond

sanies w0 appropeiie swcinn.

¢ ﬁ:gﬂmﬁi e i Eimugti:fimmé of Hsese two Badiess }

T

10 1S dutermined v there is abstarial condible evidenzy of
- risegenduck, a complain isdraficd sd it pmieedsto -

o d

PROBABLE CAUSE PANEL OF THE BOARD OF

- COMMISSIONERS ONGRIEVANCES & DISCIPLINE

.

prodadile ege is fossd, the complaint begomes pablie ned prieeeds fo; [

! i

7

"Frmf: HOARD GF COMMISSIONERS ON GRIBVANCES & DISCIFLINE

¥
USRI st | - -
L I no sansiver is Fled: ] ' I ansvier i flad: - ]
, ﬂ ¥ c v
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS ON GRIEVANGES & | -] ROARD OF COMMISSIONERS ON GRIEVANGES &
NSCIPLINE » Master Commissioner DESCIPLIENE = Thres-Momber Punel B
& 1¥ o ansver ke FDy the subsfecr of the complaing, . * Han wsver is fled by the sabjecy of sl complving.
daarteon fordefauls i Bled sind e bearing is hele. diseiptinsry leriags ey condugted by o Giresmembes
A guasier cammtssionar b appolated to mako o “peosel apd @ yecomr: - isanade (g e fielk ’
vesagaenkation o the fill board. Boured i o whether 3 32
apgrapriste sanesisn,

| BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS ON GRUVANCES &

DISCIPLING » Full Boorid

v iEthe Bl board agrees wish the paned ar the taster

eomnissionge, it aukesit cocompzmudstion w e Supreme

Cour for sn appeoprinte sanctlon,

FHE SUPHEME COURT OF QHIO

* The cuase is Sl win the slerk of the Supreme Cours, jretivs

winy file oljeuilens i e Brud’s repan and have an oml
AENIGHL o

¢ The Court ronders a decision,

Exhd

C



s
i

"
- ke
5 gs;

Ly
Fo

Eugene P. Wheizel, Gen. ﬁmamw@m
ormgmmmw}mmﬁ

~ POB 165862
,_ ..._ocwcavcw OH @mmhmmrmm,mm.

ebefras iy HoyelFossEidiedbopsafetellpe s LL




	page 1
	page 2
	page 3
	page 4
	page 5
	page 6
	page 7
	page 8
	page 9
	page 10
	page 11
	page 12
	page 13
	page 14
	page 15
	page 16
	page 17
	page 18
	page 19
	page 20
	page 21
	page 22
	page 23

