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INTRODUCTION
- Now comes the Relitor, the Certiﬁed Grievance Cbmmittee of the Akron Bar

Association, and respectfully moves this Honorable Court to uphold the Findings of Fact,
Cdﬂclusions of Law and Recommendations of the Board of Commissioners on Grievance and
Discipline herein. As set forth mote fully in the Brief in Support below, both the Board’s
Findings of Fact and Concluéions of Law, as well as recommended sanctions, are reasonable and
should be upheld.

Relator points out that its Brief replies to Respondent Groner’s (hereinafter “Groner’s™)
- objections in two (2) parts. Thus, Relator has combined Groner’s Objective I, Objection II and
Objection 1II, into one (1) general discussion of why the Board of Commissioners on Grievance
and Discipline accurately determined, by clear and convincing evidence, that Groner violated
Professional Conduct Rule 4.1, 3.1, 3.3(a)(1) aﬁd (3) and 8.4(c), (d) and (h). Relator has

separately in Part B of its Argument, discussed the sanction and why it should be upheld.

L. STATEMENT OF FACTS

- Respondent, Betty Groner (hereinafter “Groner”), submitted a pleading and documents to
the Probate Court of Summit County, which alleged felonious conduct and a bankruptcy on the
part of Brenda Fowler. Respondeﬂt need not have made any of those allegations. It is clear
under Ohio law that an objection by several beneficiaries of an estate is sufficient for the Probate

Court to consider an independent attorney as executor or executrix of a Probate estate.

Respondent Groner found an Internet website called ntelius. Tt clearly listed criminal records
and bankruptcies for several different Brenda Fowler. The website, itself, indicates that

information found on it should not be relied upon, and should be vetted for its accuracy. In this



case, the Brenda Fowler who sought to be the executor, is an African American. The Brenda
Fowler that committed the felonies and bankruptcy is Caucasian. The two (2) Brenda Fowlers
live in different parts of Ohio. Their birthdays are vastly different. Yet Groner failed to note
those differences. In doing so, Groner represented to the Court that the Brenda Fowler in
‘question was both a felon and a bankrupt. That Brenda Fowler was neither.

When this was brought to Groner’s attention, she failed to adequately correct it. She
could have filed a pleading that indicated that, in no uncertain terms, the Brenda Fowler in
question was not a felon and had never declared bankruptcy. She did not do so. Groner’s
attempted correction was to file a Motion for Mediation.

The language of that Motion can easily be interpreted as holding back the pleading in
which she alleged felonious conduct and a bankruptcey for practical reasons. That is, it is not

~ terribly conducive to settlement at a mediation to accuse the party on the other side of being a
felon and a bankrupt. At no point did Groner specifically say this Brenda Fowler did not commit
any felonies, and this Brenda Fowler was never a bankrupt.

A review of the transcript indicates that Betty Groner does not understand what she did
wrong, and doesn’t seem to get it. The filing of these objections further underlines the fact that
Groner just doesn’t get it.

At first, the Akron Bar felt that an appropriate sanction to this matter would have been a
public reprimand. But, given Groner’s conduct at the hearing before the Board of
Commissioners on Grievance and Discipline, and given her objections to this matter, the Akron

SR ""*Bar_ﬁﬁ’\?‘fbf‘:ﬁe‘v‘eSFﬂTc’It*tJﬂ'ﬁBﬁ&Fd*Gfeﬁmﬁﬁ'SS’iﬁﬁET“ﬂg°t*i{*l‘igﬁt*iﬁ%eﬂnﬁ@fﬁ%{ﬁfsaﬁctiﬁfn' —
Further, Relator suspects that, if Groner feels so much stress in the relatively non-stressful legal

area of Probate work, perhaps some monitoring of her practice would be advisable.



II. ARGUMENT

A. The Board of Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline accurately

determined by clear and convincing evidence that Groner violated Prof. Cond.

R. 4.1, 3.1, 3.3(a)(1) and (3), and 8.4(c), (d), and (h).

Groner’s brief is premised on the argument that there was no clear and convincing
evidence cited by the Board of Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline (“Board”) in their
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law (FT'CL) (Attached hereto as Ap‘pendix. A) that proved a
violation of the Ohio Rules of Professional Conduct. Groner adimits to making a mistake in ﬁling
her objections to Brenda J. Fowler, but Groner argues she did not make these miétakes
llqiowin'gly and therefore has not violated the cited sections of the Ohio Rules of Professional
Conduct.

Gréner overlooks the true crux of the issue at hand. It is the duty of an attorney to analyze
and carefully review all materials that he or she submits to the court, and the evidence and
exhibits presented before the Boa‘rd. in this case clearly shows Groner failed to do so. Groner
focuses significantly on the requirement of conduct being done “knowingly” in order to violate
the cited Professional Rules of Conduct. This Court has previously held that the “knowing”
requirement is met by the circumstances of the case. An accused will rarely admit they knew the
evidence they submitted to the court was inaccurate. The sources of the information upon which
Groner’s objections relied are sources that any attorney (or lay person for that matter) should
know require detailed examination.. |

The Internet is a wonderful source of information, and it has led to the advancement of

the legal profession. However, sources found and used on the Internet cannot merely be taken at
face value. They, just as with any other source, must be vetted for their validity, and it is the

lawyers duty under Prof. Cond. Rule 3.1, to ensure that all materials presented before the court



are accuraté. And if later found to be inaccurate, the attorney has a duty to ¢orrect the recofd
before the court.

The bulk of the objections to the appointment of Brenda J. Fowler submitted by Groner
were based on a 16 page online repoft from Intelius (Intelius Report attached in Appendix B).
Gréner has readily acknowlédged she examined this report in haste in order to meet a “pressing”
court deadline, and claims she did not knowingly submit the false information contained therein.

- There was no need for this information to be submitted at all. The Ohio Supreme Court in
In re Estate of Henne, 66 Ohio St.2d 232, 421 N.E.2d 506 (1981) determined that the mere fact
that other beneficiaries of an estate object to the appointment is sufficient for the court to closely
scrutinize the propdsed executor. Groner gilded the lily, by embellishing her argument against
Fowler’s as an execulrix with false accusations.

To forego thoroughly examining the information being submitted to the court is a clear
violation of Prof. Cond. Rule 3.1 and 4.1. The first page of the Intelius report cleatly states, “It is
important to understand that public records are only as accurate as the agencies that input them.
Please be sure to closely review the public information listed about the individual that you may
be researching in the report.” The first page also states, “Personal public record data can be
inaccurate, so it’s important to understand what is in the public records for Brenda J. Fowler.”

The report contained 16 pages of both a criminal and civil judgment report for Brenda J.
Fowler. Groner acknowledged she had received minimal identifying information regarding Ms.
Fowler. Even is she had no information at all, the report clearly states information involving
—more tharone Brenda J- Fowler-The-individuals-contained inthe report ave different -
identifying races, physical characteristics, different date of births, and different addresses. Even

examining this report in haste, Groner should have recognized these disparities in the report and



acted accordinglj to ensure they were not submitted to the court. The failure to do so (which
would have likely led to no substantive failure to meet the court’s deadline) shows by clear and
convincing evidence that there was indeed a violation of the above cited sections of the
Professional Conduct Rules.

Groner has repeatedly stated that pursuant to Prof. Cond. Rule 3.3, she made attempts to
correct the false statement as soon as possible. Groner’s only statement regarding a “correction”
was 4 desire to remove any allegation of criminal char‘g'és and any statements éoncerni'ng the |
bond. This general statement can hardly be deemed a correction of the false statements. In
addition, there were substantial allegations of civil judgments contained in the Intelius report that
Gfoner has made no attempt to remove from the record, and the criminal allegations are in fact
~ still contained in the court record.

‘The ease at which Groner could have analyzed the information contained in the Intelius
report along with the disclaimers printed on the first page of the report show a clear lack of dué
diligence on the part of Groner. The Professional Conduct Rules, specifically 3.1, 3.3(a)(1) and
(3), 4.1, and 8.4(c}, (d), and (h), are in place to not only ensure that attorneys do not misrepresent
information to the court but to ensure that attorneys thoroughly analyze any and all
documentation. Groner failed to do so. It is a fundamental principle that an attorney must
thoroughly analyze all materials before presenting them to the court as evidence, and there was a
clear failure to do that in this matter. Accordingly, the findings issued by the Board of

Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline should stand.



B. The sanction recommended by the Board of Commissioners on Grievances and
Discipline is in accordance with both Ohic Case Law and the ABA Standards on
Imposing Lawyer Sanctions.

Groner has argued that the sanction recommended by the Board of Comfnissioners on
Gﬁévaﬁcés and Discipline, and the case law utilized to justify such a sanction is not in accord
with the facts at hand. The Board’s reliance on Disciplinary Counsel v. Robinson, 126 Ohio
St.3d 371, 2010-OChio-3 829, is perhaps the most pertinent to the sanction that was recommended.
(FFCL pp. 13-15). Groner wishes to focus on the facts of Robinson in order to show the present
case is not analogous; however, the Board’s use of Robinson is based on the similar submission
of false information and the reasons given afterwards. Just as in Robinson, Groner cited the
extreme stress of meeting a deadline imposed by the court as the cause of hef actions. (FFCL pp.
13-15). |

The Court’s suspension of Robinson for a period of 12 months was directly related to his
lack of remorse. (FFCL pp. 14-15). Robinson seemed to only give excuses for his actions rather
than show a true sense of understanding of why his actions were wrong. Groner, while
apologizing before the board, has continually throughout this process listed the stress and
pressure of meeting the court deadline as the reasoning for not thoroﬁghly checking the
objections she submitted. (FFCL pp. 14-15). While this excuse may seem plausible for a newly
practicing attorney, Groner ilas been practicing for 25 years. (FFCL p. 15). She is well aware of
the requirements of the practice. If in fact Groner felt too overwhelmed to meet the court’s

“deadline,” she could have requested an extension to submit her objections. And, all she needed

to do to obtain a thorough court review of Brenda Fowler’s suitability as an executrix was to
raise an objection by the other heirs. No such request was made. Groner chose not to thoroughly

check that which was being submitted.



It is this misrepresentation and excuse that could héve easily been remedied for which the .
Board has based their recommended sanction, not on the specific facts of Robinson. The sanction
is thus directly in line with the Ohio case law submitted by the Board. (FFCL pp. 13-15).

Groner, in arguing that this is a case of first impression and one that is not founded in
analogous case law, has cited the ABA Standards on Imposing Lawyer Sanctions as evidence
that the recommended suspension is not valid. However, section 7.2 of the standards clearing
states, “Suspension is generally appropriate when a lawyer knowingly engages in conduct that is
a violation of a duty as a professional and causes injury or potential injury to a client, the public,
or the legal system.”

| The conduct Groner has engaged in is conduct that could.have easﬂy been remedied by
| conducting a thorough analysis of the materials before she presented them to the court. This was
not done, and it a clear violation of both the Ohio Professional Conduct Rules and the ABA
Standards. Such actions do not send a message of confidence in the legal community. We as
attorheys are held to a certain standard to thoroughly examine all that we submit to a tribunal for
considérﬁtion, no matter the source. To not do this is conduct that as ABA Standard 7..2 states
ccauses injury or potential injury to the legal system. And Brenda Fowler’s character and
reputation were called into question by the publication of the false materials Groner submitted to
the court on the probate court website.

Thus, whether this Court chooses to look to the body of Ohio case law submitted by the

Board or the ABA Standard on Imposing Lawyer Sanctions, a recommendation of suspension is

- ~“imaccordance with either body of authority.



III. Conclusion

This case can be summed up by the requirement that attorneys have a duty to diligently
represent their clients, and in doing so are required to examine any and all documentation before
its subm.issioﬁ to the court. While Groner may have not had actual knowledge of the false nature
of hef claims, the ease by which she could have determined their lack of validity shows a
violation of her duty. It is the request of the Relator that the Court impose the reéommended one-
year suspension with six months stayed. In doing so, this Court will rerind ¢ac'h and every
attorney that the requirement to examine all information rings true no matter the. source of the
information. Perhaps attorneys do need to be reminded that information found on the internet
must be vetted and analyzéd just as rigorously as more traditional forms of p'o.tential evidence
must be evaan;ied before submission to the courts.

While this may be an isolated incident in the 25 year cafeer of Groner, that above all ¢lse
shows that Groner has 25 years experience of understanding the importance of analyzing that
which she submits to the court prior to its submission. Groner’s allegation that a sanction such as
this will lead to a lower standard of justice provided to Ohio citizens is misguided. A sanction
will send a message to the legal community that the high standards expected of attorneys must be
followed, and when they are not, action is taken to ensure they will be in the future. The Akron
Bar urges this Court to uphold the findings and recommendations of the Board of Commissioners
in this matter and respectfully asks the court to impose the recommended sanction suggested by .
the Board. Groner’s continued inability td “get it” as eVidefnced by her pleading in this case,

“~suggests that some monitoring of her practice may be advisabie.



Respectfully submitted,
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
ON
GRIEVANCES AND DISCIPLINE
' OF
THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

In Re:
Complaint against : Case No. 10-041
Betty Groner : Findings of Fact,
Attorney Reg. No. 0030130 Conclusions of Law and
: ‘Recommendation of the
Respondent. Board of Commissioners on
: Grievances and Discipline of
Akron Bar Association the Supreme Court of Ohio

Relator

Relator and Respondént filed an_agreem'enf for consent to discipline that called for
a public reprimand in this matter on October 13, 2010, The panel rejected the agreement
on October 18, 2010 and set a hearing for February 8, 2011, before a panel. consisting of
Judge Thomas F, Bryant, Judge John B. Street, and Lynn B. Jacobs, Chair. None of the
panel memb'ers is from the appellate district from which the complaint arose or served oﬁ
the probable cause panel m this matter. Relator was represented by Alfred E. Sc_hrader
and Donald J. Malarcik; Jr. Respoﬁdent was represented by Rasheeda Z. Khan. |

OVERVIEW

In July 2009, Zachary Hopson, (hereafter “Hopson™) a Texas resident, hired

-...—Respondent to-contest his sister’s; Brenda Fowler (hereafter “Fowler™), applicationtothe ..

Probate Court of Summit County, Ohio, to be appointed fiduciary of the estate of their

deceased Mother, Lee-Anner Hopson.



During the course of 'ﬁer representation of Hopson, Respondeﬁt received notice of
a September 8, 2009 hearing in probate éourt. Respondent_arrivéd With her witness on
the morﬁing'of September 8 for fhé oral heafing she anticipated. Requndent was
informed _that the heal‘"ing‘ would not .be oral, but rather, she was expécted to submit
written objections to the appoiﬁtn_aént of Fowler as Administratrix by Sejptember 8, 2009.

This case arises from a grievance filed by Fowler stating that Respondent filed
objections based on untrﬁe and damaging statements .about Fowler élleging that she had a°
signiﬁcarit criminal record, including convictions of éharges involving theft and drug and
alcohol abuse, and that she had filed personal bankruptcy. Respondent obtainéd this
misinfofmation from Internet reseai“ch, which she testified to having read too hastily and
used in the document ﬁléd in court on September 8, 2009 on her client’s behalf,

F'm'“ther-more., Resp_oncient"é Brief in support of objections referred to a document
that appeared--to bea ﬁduciary"s bond application denying Fowler a ﬁducié.ry bond based
on her criminal convictions and bénlquptéy. Ten days later, Respondent filed a motion
for mediation, Whibh ﬁ\;as granted. On Névember 18, 2009, the dispﬁte over the
appointmént ofa ﬁducidry was 'successfullﬁf completed through mediation. The
offending accusations remain in the prﬁbaté court récord.

Relator alleges the following violaﬁons of the rules:

Prof. Cond. R. 3.1 {a llawyer shall not assert an issue unless there is a basis . . . for
doing so that is not frivolous); Prof, Cond. R. 3.3(a)(1) (a lawyer shall not knowingly
e —makersrﬁlsejutatemeﬁt—e—ﬂfafe,tferfLaWJ:erfartyibunal}and{a}@}{aflewyepshaﬂfngt .
khowingly offer evidence that the laWyef knows to be false); Prof. Cond. R. 4.1 (a) (a

lawyer shall not knoWingly make a false statement of material fact or law to a third



person); Prof. Cond. R. 8.4(c) (conduct that involves dishonesty, fraud, deceit or
misrepresentation); 8.4(d) (conduct prejudicial to the administration of ustice); and
8.4(h) (conduct thé.t adversely reflects on the lawyer’S‘ fitness to practice 1a§v).

The parties submitted Miﬁen stipulatioﬁs ofj' fact, factors in niitigaﬁon, and agreed
t;) the auth_enticit_f and admiséibility of fifteen documents. The parties did not stipulate to
any rule violations, nor did they propose a recommended saﬁc_tion. The pan¢1 has made
additional findings drawn from the testimony of Respondeﬁt and the other witnesses who

testified at the hearing.

FIND_INGS OF FACT
1. Respondent, Ohio Registration No. 0030130, was admitted to the practice of law
in Ohio'in 1985. |
2. * Her law practice includes 18 yéais of representing cliénts in probate matters.

Cuirently, most of her practice.cenfefé on elder. clients, tax matters, fore'closures‘(pro
bone), and veterans’ work. |

3. Lee-Anner Hé’pson died Vleaving' three daughters, Brenda Fowler, Audrey Hopson-
Lawton, aﬁd Linda Hopsbﬁ; and one son, Zachary Hopsén. Her will named Hopson, then
reSiding in Texas, as her Executor.

4. Fowler filed an Application on her behalf to be appointed adminiStrator of her
mother’s estate. The original will had been lost.

5. A Hearing on the applicatioxﬁ for Admission to Probate ofa Spoliated or Lost Will

- W\A@swechQLluLy;LSTQ.OQQﬁArmﬁ,ﬁgaﬁgnieuemjowleﬂsﬂbLing&mquesjed them to hire

legal counsel if they intended to oppose the appointment of Fowler as Administratrix.



6. In July 2009, Respondent was hired by Hopson to contest this application.
Respondent knew that the Summit County Probate Court woyld not.permit Hopson to
serve alone as executor since he resided in Texas. She decided to file a Motion to Allow
Executor in which she requested that a close family friend who resided in Summit
County, David Pierce, be appointed as co-fiduciary with Hopson. | |

7. Hopson’s two sisters, Linda Hopson and Audrey Hopson-Lawton, also ropposed
Fowler’s application and supported Hopson’s position, but took no legal action of their
owWn.

8. On August 17, 2009, the court issued a notice of hearing to take/l place on
September 8, 2009, at 9:60 am and did not specify what type of hearing, (Joint Ex. 1)

9. At the appointed day and time, Respondent appeared in court for the hearing,
bringing David Pierce as the potential co-applicant to serve as fiduciary with Hopson.
Fowler also appeared in court without her attorney.

10. At the disciplinary hearing, Respondent testified that only upon her appearance at
probate court on September 8, 2009, did she learn from the chief clerk that the magistrate
was not present and that there would be no oral hearing. Instead, it was a “counter
hearing,” meaning that September 8 would serve as a deadline to submit written
objections to the Court. (Tr. 30-31)

1. Respondent testified that she was completely uﬁprepared to submit ﬁitten
objections and that she had come to court with Pierce to orally advoéate for his

- —appointment a .79-ﬁdusia;py%imerdaziLbHepsepgerTfiiltha@.vasan@t_allgwedrtb,en,a.s;,,

Fowler’s co-fiduciary. -



12.  Respondent testified she had never heard of a counter hearing. (Tr. 31) When the |
clerk informed her that it meant that this date was the deadline for subrn-ission of written
objections, she panicked. The clerk told her that another attorney had tried to circumvent
a deadline before this judge and insinuated that it was frowned upon. (Tr. 31) Thus,
Respondent took the deadline “very seriously.” She immediately returned to her ofﬁce,
where she set in motion several actions which gave rise to prler’s grievance,
Respond.ent directed her secretary to search the internet for any criminal background on
‘Fowler, while Respondent accessed PACER.

13. The background search on Intelius, a fee-based online service providing
background checks, revealed that a Brenda.J oyce Fowler, residing in New Philadelphia,
Ohio, had filed for bankruptcy in 2008, (Joint Ex. 9) |

14, Respondent also reviewed printouts of an Intelius search that ‘confirmed” that a
Brenda Fowler in New Philadelphia, Ohio had filed personai bankruptcy.

15.  The printout also revealed to Respondent that a Brenda Joyce T owler had also
been convictéd of several misdemeanors, felonies and DUIT offenses. (Joint Ex. 8, p. 10-
14) |

16.  Armed with this informaﬁon, Respondent telephoned Frank Duffy of CBS
Agency, Inc., a bonding subsidiary of the Columbus Bar Associatién, with whom she had
had previous contact.

~17.  She asked him whether a bond could be obtained for a fiduciary who had filed for

1.

- —bankruptcy-and who had-committed felonies- He-informed her that such-an-applicant -~ -——

would be declined a bond.



1‘8. Duffy testified that it was highly unusual to receive such a request for this
information from an attorney calling on behalf of a non-client. (Tr. 99)

19, When Respondent then asked him to confirm his opinion in writing, Duffy stated
that no such document existed. - After she persistently pressed him further, Duffy |
completed a form adding in his handwriting the conditions for rejection that he had orally
stated. He testified the form he used Waé a “pre-application” form appro?ed by the
Franklin Coﬁnty Probate Court to meet its particular requirements and not used by other
courts. ‘Duffy testified fﬁrther that he héd ﬁlléd out the form and initialed it “FD” o
satisfy Respondent’s request.

20.  Duffy testified that he would not have filled out the form denying the bond for
Fowler had he known that Respondent did not represent Fowler._ (Tr. .1 (02)

21.  Respondent filed her written objections attaching this document as “Exhibit A,”
by the deadline. The essence of her written objectidns was that Fowler should be denied
appoiitment as the fiduciary of Lee-Anner Hopson's estate because of Fowler’s supposed
criminal record and bankruptcy filing.

22.  After filing the objections in Probate Court on September 8, 2009, Respon’deﬁt
called Fowler’s attorney to notify him and sent him a copy of the pleading. He
subsequently notified his client and sent-her a copy of the document.

23.  Fowler was incensed upon reading the document because she had never filed
personal bani{ruptcy and had no criminal record. |

24— The information from PACER and Intelius used by Respondent-in the pleading

referred to persons named Brenda Joyce Fowler who were not the Brenda Joyce Fowler,



Hopson’s sister, who had made application to become fiduciary of the estate of Lee-
Anner Hopson.

25.  Respondent testified that she was very upset to discover that her hasty research
which was the essence of her pleading filed in the probate court was incorrect.

26.  Respondent testified that she couid have and should have based her written
objections solely on the fact that her client (as well as his sisters with whom she had also
had email correspondence) opposed the appointment of Fowler as fiduciary on grounds
that they believed she had taken possessions, including jewelry and cash fro_rn their
mother’s house, after Lee-Anner Hopson’s death and prior to the funeral, without
permission of her siblingé. (Tr. 125-127)

27. | Ten days after filing her written objections, Respondent filed a motion for
mediation of this matter.

28. A mediation hearing was held and the parties successfully resolved their dispute
through mediation in November 2009.

29. On Sepfember 25, 2009, Fowler filed a grievance against Respondent with the
Akron Bar Aésociation, on the grounds of the false accusations made against her.

30.  Before she found it necessary to file an objection to the appointment of Fowler as
Administratrix of L.ee-Anner Hopson’s estate, Respondént had learned identifying
information about Fowler from Hopson, her client, from the documents filed by Fowler’s
lawyer, and from her own observation of Fowler at probate court the morning before the
' '"*obj*ecﬁonﬁwerepreparedﬁﬁfﬁeér.' -

31.  Respondent, in an attempt to gain information on Fowler for the purpose of

~ contesting her appointment as administratrix, used an online reporting system called



“Intelius.” By entering in what limited information Respondent knew about Fowler into
the Intelius website (her name, Brendé_ 1. Fowler; her date of birth, September 28, 1957;
her age, 51; and.her address, 212 Rosemarie Dr., Lebanon, OH 45036), Intelius would
return information about the search subject on a multitude of contents, including: address
history, criminal and civil records, marriage and divorce records, property history
Vsummary, and several others. The report was presented to the panel as Joint Exhibit 8.

| 32.  Respondent, in her haste to file her objections mth the probate court, failed to
carefully read the report, which led to her assuming that the entire 16-page document was .
abbut the Brenda Fowler at issue in the case. In fact, the report provides information on
every “Brenda J. Fowler” that Intelius could find in the United States, some 19 separate
individuals in Ohio alone. (See Ex. 8,p.5-7) It puiled civil records that showed
‘bankruptcy pro;:eedings, an eviction, and state liens, all in various cities across Ohio.

(See Ex. 8, p. 3-4) The report further pulled ¢riminal records from across the United
States, including felony offenses in Florida, misdemeanors in Texas, the minor offense of
failing fo obey a stop sign in Alaska, among others (See Ex. 8, p. 10-14) These “Brenda
J. Fowler” results provided people who ranged in age, physical description, geographic
location, and even sex. ! |

33, The Intelius report contained several disclaimers about its accuracy, noting that |
positive or false matches in criminal searches may nof provide confirmation of an

individual’s criminal or civil judgment background. The report also, at times, provided

cr

—superfluous information because none could be found using the search terms-given.

Under the “Single State Criminal Check” section, the report states that “We have

! The criminal records results returned entries for a Brendan John Fowler, illustrating the inaccuracy of the
service used by Respondent and Respondent’s lack of due diligence in vetting the results before submitting
them to the probate court.



searched the follqwing for Brenda J. Fowler in OH-state matched to the date of birth Sep

_ 28_, 1957, [records -lis;ed],. No records were found.” (See Ex. 8, p. 3)

34.  Respondent made no attempt fo Verify_that' the New Philadglphia address and the

Social Security information given in the PACER report she found were truly those of her

client;_s éister. In fact, they were not. |

35,  Exhibits 8 and 9 clearly and lmmmta,kably.do not pertain to the person named

Brenda Fowler about whom Respondent was seeking discrediting information. |

36.  When asked at the .panel hearing how she determined the ihformation about

Brenda Johnston Fowler, a white female residing in Texas and wei ghing' 240 Ibs with
green éyes who had been convicted of a theft offense in 2006, related to Brenda J. |
Fowler, a black 51-year old fe'malélwho lives in Lebanon, Ohio about Whoni information
was sought, Respondéﬁt ackﬁowlédged that this wés a “mistake” on her part. (Tr. 156)

37. S'peciﬁc'ally, Respondent testified that she was especially pbor at predicting
"‘measurer'nents”.a:tlld “'v&éights"’ and that she had not noticéd the eye color. (Tr. 41) She
furthér diminished her c.redibilit.‘y:by stating that black persons have maﬁy different
colored eyes. Asked if she knew whether FéWIer lived in New Philadelphia or not, she
answéreci: “I was fuzzy on geography.” (Tr. .166) o
38. Resj)ondent admitted that her “analysis” of the Intelius background report’
consisted of reading only the "‘rigfﬁ -f:olzumn” of each page-and that she ignored the “left
column™ which géve not only '.the name, but 'alsg other verifiable facts about the person

. rfnanieé,—linﬂsespenseth'afeaeéqaestienﬁégtfthe@anethapingfmgardingrﬂ;exaﬂw&Br,enda,,,

Fowlers, Re;s,pondént lsuggested that she thought they were all the same person and she

moved around a 10i. {Tr. 125)



CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

After reviewing the record and hearing testimdny in this matter, and upon the
findings of fact set forth above, the panel finds, by clear and convincing evidence that -
Respondent violated all of the Rules of Professional Conduct charged, including Prof.
Cond. R. 3.1 for‘oidding a lawyer from asserting an issue unless there is a basis to do so.

The panel concludes that there was no basis in fact or iaw for Respondent to
present false assertions of facts and specious and misleading arguments in a pleading in
the probate court regarding the application of Brenda J. Fowler for appointment as
administratrix of her mother’s estate, and that by doing so, Respondent violated Prof,
Cond. Rule 3.1 |

The pahel concludes that Respondent knowingly made false statements of fact in
a pleading based in part upon an aﬁached document knowing that it was not what the
document Wés represented to be and that the information stated did not support the

.inferences the court was urged to draw from it. The false statements and the false
impressions made by Respondent to the court have riever been corrected. The panel thus
concludes that Respondent, by these actions and omissions, violated Prof. Cond. R.
3.3(a)(1) and (3) requiring candor toward a tribunal, |

By filing a pleading containing false statements of material fact in the probate
court, and thus in the public record for information and use by the magistrate and judge

of the court, and available to any member of the public as well as other parties, counsel,

o mﬁmﬁmbeTS_Oﬁhe’pﬁbiltﬁﬂteTeStﬁdii’fth@?ﬁ)CeedITIgSTRESpﬁﬁdentJ\’Tﬁ}a‘te&ﬁﬁ:ﬁeﬁﬁé e

R.4.1.
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The panel concludes that Respondent, by her knowing misrepresentations of fact,
by her disregard fér'the truth of matter presented to a court intended to influence the
court’s decision on a pending matter, and by her procurement and use of misleading
evidence in a legal proceeding has engaged in fundamental dishonesty and

misrepresentation in violation of Prof. Cond. R. 8.4(c), (d), and (h).

AGGRAVATION AND MITIGATION

The panel considered the aggravating and mitigating'factors pursuant to the
requirements of BCGD Proc. Reg. 10(B)(1).and (2) With regard to this case.

The parties have submitted stipulations of mitigation, but not of aggravation, as
follows:

Respon_dent has no prior disdiplinary record; Respondent has made full and free
disclosure to Relator and the Board, and has demonstrated a cooperative attitude toward
these proceeding; and Respondent has good character and reputation.

The panel accepts these three mitigating factors, noting the submission of eleven
character letters from Respondent’s colleagues, clieﬁts, rabbi, and a fellow congregant
Ph.D. psychologist.

There are, however, several aggravating factors under BCGD Proc. Reg. 10(B)(1)
to be considered, inclﬁding: : |

(b) Seifish motive: Respondent éeemed more concerned with meeting a court
deadline to preserve her own professional reputation than with making sure that the |
- —incrimimating statenrents against the grievant were true.

(d) Multiple offenses: Respondent submitted false and da:naging information to

the court in her written objeciions. She also filed a paper that was not what it purported

11



or offered to be and it was marked Exhibit A and appended to the objections that created -
the false impression to the court that Brenda Fowler could not legally serve as
administratrix of her mother’s estate because she had been declined bond. The two
actions constitute multiple offenses,

(h) Resulting harm to the victim: The panel accepted Fowler’s testimony that she
was personally humiliated by\the false accusations asserted and filed in court by
Respondent. The panel, however, does not credit her testimony that her siblings have
severed their relationship with her solely because of a continuing belief in those
accusations.

The record shows that several emails fraveled back and forth between the siblings
and Respondent prior to the September 8, 2009 hearing. The essence of these emails was
distrust of Fowler for altogether different reasons. The siblings believed Fowler and her
husband had removed personal property from their mother’s home prior to the memorial
service without their permission, (Joint Ex. 4)

The panel therefore concludes that; although personal harm to the victim did
result, Respondent’s false accusations per se were not the cause of an irretrievable break
in family relationships.

(g) Refusal to acknowledge wrongful nature of conduct: Throughout her
testimony, both on direct and cross-examination, Respondent insisted that she was sorry
for her actions. However, the r-paneI has difﬁculty accepting this as true remorse. The
- —-panel-finds-these statements-to-be mestly self-serving. Fowler testified (and the record-

“ shows) that Respondent never apologized for her egregious accusations.

12



Respondent’s repeatedly expressed apologies to the panel and stated wish to now
apologize to the grievant revealed a lawyer who was thoroughly embarrassed by both the
quality of her work and the notoriety of this case.

The panel has trouble accepting Respondent’s explanation that she was motivated
only by a desire to do the best job possible for her client. The results speak for

themselves,

RECOMMENDED SANCTION

- The parties have not stipﬁlated any recommended sanction. At the hearing,
Respondent asked for dismissal of all charges or, in the alternative, a public reprimand.
Relator recommended a six month suspension, all stayed, based on the belief that despite
violations of all of the rules alleged, they did not rise to the level of two recent
-~ disciplinary cases involving the same rule violations.

In Diséiplinary Counsel v. Rohrer, 124 Ohio §t.3d 63, 2004-Ohio-5930, the
respondent was given a six-month suspension. He had directed a staff member to deliver
a copy of a motion to a local newspaper in violation of the trial court’s verbal order
prohibiﬁng counsel from discussing the case with the media. He denied to the court that
he had done so and ﬁréd his assistant for allegedly breaching confidentiality. The Court
found violations of Prof. Cond. R 3.3(a)(1), 3.4(c), 8.4(c), (d), and (h)- close to the
_ violations in the present case. The same mitigating and aggravating factors accepted by

the Court in Rohrer are also present here.

T Disciplinary Counselv-Robinson, 126 Ohio St:3d 371, 2010-Ohio-3829; the— -
¥

respondent, a former partner of a Columbus law firm, lied in a deposition about removing

confidential firm documents from the firm, providing them to competitor firms with

13



Whom he was seeking employmem, and ithen destroying some of them. At the hearing,
Robinson 'at‘temptf_:d to mitigate his failure to precisely answer questions regardihg past
behavior giving rise to the grievance, allegedly due to great personal stress and lack of
litigation experience. Finding violations of Prof. Cond. R. 3.4(a) and 8.4(c), (d), and (h),
the.CO'u-It sﬁspended him for 12 months.

Similar mitigation testimony to Robinson’s has beeﬁ offered by Respondent in
explanation of h@r rﬁle violations. She claimed that the extreme stress of meeting a
deadline caused her to panic and submit false doéumentaﬁon. She also claimed that her
inability to correctly recall the sequence of events on September 8, 2009 was also due to
stress, as well as her Fh'.staste for litigation, which she repeatedly stated _wés
counterbélancedby her strength at négotiating and resolving disputes before ever they
ever got that far,

| In Robiﬁ&on_, the Court found a lack of remorse in the respondent’s tesﬁmony,
labeling them more accurately “excuses.” Likéwise,_-the panel heard lengthy explanétions'
~ for Respondent Groner’s errors. Her apologies were also profuse, but centered more on
why her mistakes arose from haviﬁg to meet a deadline she did not know existed, rather -
than true _ré'morse for violating the fundamental thical code for attorneys. The panel is
mystified why Respondent could be gCﬁtcly aware of her obligaﬁons as to “form,’; yet
totally Sblivious.to a concem for “éﬁbst'anée” in her quest to “get it righf.” :

Her testimoﬁy th'at,. “Lord, there would E;e S0 many thjillgs-I would do

o ,_,,inffe,taniL}c=4,,,I_j&o,ulctnsm[siélgoﬁgin;an,yﬂkinioﬁd@laﬂlhﬁLwouldjyﬁhuUﬂ,yone,= I
did and I'm sorry. I can’t tell you how sorry [ am,” (Tr. 126) may truly be sincere when

made. Unfortunately, it does not erase the harm done to the victim, to the feputation of

14



the legal profession and to the integrity of the court proceedings. Just as in Robinson, this
Respondent has not harmed her own clients. Nevertheless, she has impugned the
bersonal reputaﬁion of an innocent person and took no action to correct her errors. Such
behavior is unac:cep.tlable fora 25-year lawyer whose personal actions themselves creéted
the cause fof this grievance. |

Based on clear and convincing‘ evidence derived from case law, written records,
and tesﬁmony at the heafing, the panel recommends that Respondent be suspended from
the practice of law in Ohi(:') for twelve months, with six months stayed bﬁ condition that
she commit no further violations of the Rules of Professional Conduct,

BOARD RECOMMENDATION

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

and Discipline of the Supreme Court of Ohio coﬁsidered this métter-on April 8, 2011.
The Board adob‘ied the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and ReCoinxﬁendation of
the Panel and recommends that Re'spon&exit, Betty Groner, be suspended from the.
practice df law for a period of twelve months with six months stayed. ‘The Board further
recommends that the cost of these proceedings be taxed to Respondent in any disciplinary
order entered; so that execution may issue.

Pursuant to the order of the Board of Commissioners on

Grievances and Discipline of the Supreme Court of Qhio,

I hereby certify the foregoing Findings of Fact, Conclusions
of Law, and Recommendation as those of the Board.

. Board of Commissioners on
Grievances and Discipline of
the Supreme Court of Chio
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Posl!lva of false matches in civl) gearthes may not provide confirmation of en Individual's civil judgmant
background.

Please referancs the updated inlelius User agreemenl for sddiianal restrictiona regerding the usage of data.

6144642634 To:

3307622255

P.28-32
YISO LS AM

Current & Historical People Search Report

wes:/ lwww.lmellus.:om[sear:h-dalall-oﬁt.php‘lDan40651276&Repon‘l‘ype-3#5

What I& a Currant & Historlcal
Nare Address History Previous Cities | A¥6- 1nS0mMa [Homo Reskdents Search?
Branda J Fowler Thiz section stz current and
-l Address 1: histerical peaple search racords thal
ORI Nov 15,  [ans7 MEAD .share the same na_m?[h and stale as
1048 CLEVELAND, OH 44127 your search subjacl, The Pespia
M. o, Of Search Summary can be halpful in
AGE: 65 Years © Ava. bheame: providing a tmasolidated view of
old Address 2: ' "93‘21 v matching curment and historizal
3158 88TH Claveland, OH ’ reconds for your subjects nama
1 |RELATIVES: CLEVELAND, OH 44102 Bennettaville, 8C acrogs mubiple public sourcss,
Lon ) Enavder 163 429~ Me Call, 3C Avg. Home Valye: Inzame & Home Value are compiled
g9 Fowjar ‘$18300 from praperty, damographic, census,
Chares Jaseie | Address 3: " & other public recorg sounces.
Eowlar ILA6 48TH STE Income & Homo Value may condain
8.C Fawler CLEVELAND, OH 44105 spacific household end area
Gamal Fowtar | (216) 4201602 stelistics assoclated with an
| Paul A Fovter individual or sddress,
Sugan A Fowlar
Brendy J Fowlar
Addresy 1:
008: Apr 25, 123 MATHEWS
1852 ASHLAND, OH 44805
1418) 269-8457 Avyg. Incoma:
AGE: 57 Years Ashland, OH $a7 450
2 {0 Addresy 2 Patk, OH
PO BOX 2 Granvilia, OR
RELATIVES: POLK, OH 44866 Sereca, SC Avg. Heme Valug:
$43.200
Addreas §;
wgng} A Bovlar | GRANVILLE, OH 42023
Staghen H
Eawisr
Brends Jo
Fewler Address +:
4304 DUBLIN FALLS
DOB U7, COLUMBUS, QH 43221 o
1960 Address 2: Avg. Ingoma:
AGE: 48 Years | PO ROX 14808 &A‘;":t::' 3,'3 §66.971
3 Ol COLUMBYS, OH 43214 Ltho polls' OH
RELATIVES:  |Adadress & Huron, OH ""9'5‘::;“;;;“'“"
RepgidRaa | 1844 N PEARDALE RD :
Eqwiar COLUMBUS, OH 43220
Ryt B Fowlar  [{814) 8230885
Tl Ruth
Fowler
Branda Jeyce  |Address 1:
Fowler . (838810 BOwER
SCI0, OH 430388
DOB: [749) 945-6612
1904E Jan 16, Avg. Income:
i ﬂddgfu"uf: —Tade OH- - o SRS — T
4 X 11RR1 Tuscarawas, OH
ooRBaYears | SC10, OH 43088 New
. 40} 9458513 Philadeiphia, OH | Avg. Home Vaiua:
RELATIVES: ' 503,500
Address 3!
BRBEEM PO BOX 283
Foulgr SCI0, OH 43980
Address 1
i} 8685 CHATFORD 2
Branda J Fowler | COLUMBUS, OH 43232
DOE: Jul 12, Address 2 Avg. Income:
1852 5568 GANGES FIVE POINTS |~ ;e A1 337 444

Page S of 16



* DEC*@T-291@ 16:37 From:KEGLER BROWN

hank You far Your Order - Inteilus.com

6144642634

To:3387622255

e iy )i iy

5 RO FIVE Shitoh, OH Eroperty
AGE: 57 Years | SHILOM, OH 44878 ' Hagort
O : Crestine, OH Avg, Home Vatue: :

397,500

RELATIVES: Addrass 3! .

32 NWILEY 5T

CRESTUNE, OH 44027

Address 1

80 COLLEGE

FREDERICKTOWN, QH
Eronda J Fowler | 4an1a

(7491 392-7390
DOB: Mar 03, : . Avg. Incomae:
1685 Address 2: S’,:d'""""m' $43,432 .

e 14700 KCKINSEY Mount Varnen Propony.
AGE: 43 Yeais | MOUNT VERNON, OH 43050 OH ' val Eeport
Old (7401 3827309 Calumbys, OH | A% ;'g:‘;bn alue:

RELATIVES: Addrese 3: :
Bobent Eowter | 4059 BLAINE PARK
COLUMBUS, QH 43227
{740) 392-7330
Aduresa 1;
4024 EASTWAY C
Brende J Fowler | COLUMBLUE, OH 43213
{61d) 8479012
?:3? Nav 14, Address 2 Av%n;:;ne;
4832 EASTWAY 4C Columbuw, OH ’ Prageny

7 | AGE: 41 Years | COLUMBEUS, OH 43212 Whitehail, OH : : o

Oid (614) 8830563 Westarvilts, OH Avg. Home Valus:
84,400
Address 3! 4
RELATIVES: = |47 pARKLAWN
WHITEHALL, OH 43213
{614) 863-0365
Adsress 1!
Brenda J ¥ 310 TTH
renda J Fowler LORAIN. OH 44052 -
- vg. [ncome:
e O 18 | address 2 Loraln. OH $32.322
a 1702 28T Elyris, OH Proevty
\ LORAIN, OH 44052 s ) Rapoit
gﬁz 48 Yaars Bawis, MD Avg. Home Value:
Address 3: 382,400
1728 RANDALL
LORAIN, OM 44052
Bronda J Fowlor | Address 1: .
PO BOX 37142 Avg. Income:
CINCINNATI, OH 4%222 340,141
9 AGE: 56 Yaars |Address 2 Clncinnatl, OH Report
Otd 37142 PQ BOX 57142 Avg. Home Value: ‘
CINCINNATI, OH 45222 71,600
Brenda J Fowler
. Avg. incoma:;
5‘:33- Nov 14, Addrg::ﬁ. .}w 335,280
32 AY GT AC Progery

1) ard1 vears | COLUMBUS, OH 43212 Columbue, OH Renent

old Avg. Homs Vilue;
_ 4 _ - i} 1
| Name Addregs History Pravious Citles | AV9" m%‘;’l';:; Home
Brenda .t Fowlar ‘
Avg. Income:
Address 1: $47 662
14878 RO Proserty
Y COLUMBUS, OH 43214 Cotumbus, OH Rapent
Avg. Home Valuo:
RELATIVES: $136,500
Fanh B Emwder
Birenda J Fowler

t:ps:!iwww-in:ellus.comlsearch-deml-out.php?DlDu4065lZ?S&ReponTypeua#S

F.21-32
9/8/05 10:58 AM

Pana 6 of 16



To: 33687622255

pP.22-32

DIUINT Avaw £

DEC-@7-2918 16:37 From:KEGLER BROKN 6144642634
ik You for Youi Ordar ~ Intellys.com
. Avg. Incoma:
?'90592 duz, Address 10 $44,.007
1zl 347 US HIGHWAY 42 Poli, O4
AGE:57 Years |POLK, OH 44888 1 .
ol AvQ. Home Value:
$85,700
- I Bronda J Fawler
. Av(. Income:
1139(:5 Sep 29, Address 1: $83,063
1 212 ROSEMARIE DR Lebanon, OH
AGE: 51 Years LEBANON, OH
oM ’ Avg, Home Value:
5144
Branda J Fowler
. _ ‘ ) Avyg. incpma:
::;g. May 28, 2’.?;;?} . 358171
& A8TH 5T
1 AGE:66 Years | CLEVELAND, OH Cleveland, OH
o ! Avg. Home Vatue:
$46,100
Branda J Fowlar
. i Avy. Income:
?35. Sap 28, Address 1; $103,083
212 ROSEMARIE DR Lebanon, OH

LEBANON, OH 45036

1646

2145 LAWVER DR SE

NEW PHILADELPHIA, CH

Naw

. SEE: £1 Years Avﬁ. Homa Value:
144,100
Brenda J Fowler
' Avg: Income;
?:Bg, Naov-14, Addrass 1: $52,062
16 | 4480 BITTERROOT DR
AGE: <1 Your WESTERVILLE, ON . Wastervillg, OH .
o : Avg. Home Value:
$136,300
Y
Brenda J Fowlar
) Avg. Income:
DOB:
OB: Jan 14, Aderass 4 553,003

MOUNT VERNON, OH 43050 | OH

Avg. Homa Value:
LEER Y

. Philedelphla, OH
.ggE. 83 Years : Avg.- Home Value:
$138
Brenda J Fowler
., Avg. Income:
oay 12 adaress v, , 353,063
5588 GANGES-FIVE PTS RO
14 SHILO. Shiloh, OH
AGE: 57 vears ILOH, DH
O Avg. Homa Value:
3138
B
rends J Fowlar N 1 Avmtwcome: |
Address 1:. 335,104
1 654 N SANDUSKY ST Hlount Vemnen,

Marriage & Divorce Record Results

L

Tyme 1

Party 1 Nume & Age

Perty 2 Name & Age

Date & Location

W wwwintellus.com [ sedrth~detall-out.php?DID w406 512 765Report Type=EHS

What are Manlage and Diverce
~ Records?

Pate 7 of 1K



DEC-B7-2018 16:37 From:KEGLER BROWN

hank You for Your Order - intalius.com

{Age: 15)

{Age: 18}

6144642634

DATE: -
LOCATION: OH

PILE NUMBER: 031355

To

1 33E7628200

{Age: 28)

{Aga: 28)

DATE: -
LOCATION: OH
FILE NUMDER: 08168

(Age: 22

B i
(Age: 22)

DATE: -

LOCATION: OH

FILE NUMBER: 042810

- (Age: 22}

(Age: 21)

DATE: -
LOCATION: GH

FILE NUMBER: 080738

{Age: 38)

(Ape: 38)

DATE: -
LOCATION: CH
FILE NUMBER: 080585

(Age: 18)

{Age: 15)

DATE: -
LOCATION: OH
FILE NUMBER: 002448

(Age: 24)

(Age: 24)

| DATE: -

LOCATION: OH
FILE NUMEER: 04 1384

{Age: 22)

{Age: 18)

DAYE: -
LQCATION: OH
FILE NUMBER: 042833

(Age: 19)

(Age: 20)

DATE! -
LOCAYION: OH
FILE NUMBER: 048314

10

(Age: 18) °

(Age: 29}

DATE: -
LOCATION: OH

| FiLE NUMBER: 020328

Type

Party 1 Name & Age

Party 2 Name & Age

Dete & Locatlen

11

(Age: 28)

(Age: 37)

DATE: »
LOCATION: CH
FILE NUMBER: 024031

12

(Age: 87)

Brenda L Cby
D)

DATE: -
LOCATION: OH

FILE NUMBER: 068092

13

(Age: 18)

{Aga: 18}

DATE: -
LOCATION: OH -

FILE NUMBPR: 040592

14

(Age: 42)

{Ape: 36)

DATE: -
LOCATION: OH
FILE NUNMBER: 032580

teps;/ fwww.Intelivs,com fsearch~detail-oul.php?DID = 4065 12 764 ReponType =845

Adladnani A Raundas

Dovonrloe | blhaflad s

DATE: -

P.23-32

9/8]09 10:58 AN

This section lels memage and
divoren secards hal share ha game
Name and stale 88 your saarch
subject The maniage ard divorce
report con be helpful In providing
hiziarieal information for your saarch
subjact. Resulls may indude
groom's name g age, bride's
name and age, locallon, dats and
filg number,

Page 8 af 16



DEC-27-201@ 16:37 From:KEGLER BROWN

-y

AL

Thnank yeou for ¥our Doder - inelits.com

6144642634

To: 3387622255

AR o LOCATION: O
18 ra (Aget 23) Age: 23)
) FILE NUMBER: 055280
- DATE: -
M | T i .
18 M (Age: 33) (Age: 37) LOCATION; OH
F'ILE_ NUMEER: 631070
. DATE: -
I( Wi B L Br X
1] m Age: 3 (g0 30, [ LQCATION: OH
FILE NUMBER: 010429
DATE: -
o owler nda J Grov .
1 M {Age; 25) (Age: 24) LOCATION: OH
FILE NUMBER: 092084
DATE; -
Fowl i : )
" M (Age: 19) {Age: 20) LocATION: O
FILE NUMBER: 077424
DATE: +
i Fowl randa J Smedle: i
X omM (Age: 54) (Age: 29) LOCATION: OH |
_ FILE NUMBER: 01 8051
Fno. Party 1 Neme & Age Farty 2 Name & Age Date & Location
DATE:.
2l oM mothy L Fowjer Brond a LOCATION: OH
(Agm: 28) . [Age: 28) -
FILE NUMBER: 015258
DATE: -
p Fyr F r renda F rs .
= M {Age: 31) T (Age: 28) LOCATION: CH
FILE NUMBER: 041350
DATE: -
FOOD sl owlor . )
23 M ) [Age: 19) (Age: 15) LOQATIDN. OH
' FILE NUMBER: D&3280
. DATE; -
a izer G0, Qwier ,
@y M (Age: 19) (b= 19) LOCATION: OH
FILE MUMB_ER: 251037
DATE: -
: ichae] S \Wal i
a1 M Age: 30) V9o 26) LOCATION: OH
FILE NUMBER: 010535
R
Name Aga Blrth Date Denth Date | Location Bora Lagi Resldence
[1 (Shdafowler | 17 | Mov29, 1880 | Aug 0l 178 OH - Chillisdthe, OH 45601

P.24/32
5709 10

Whit are Death Records ?

This section fisis death ecords hal
share the same name and siats ag
your seafeh subject. The daath
recards refen can be helpfut in
Providing historical informgtion far
your s0arch subjact. Resulle may
Include aubjesrs neme and aga,
birth date, daath dale, locafion bom
and st regidence.



DEC+B7-201

B 16:37 From:KEGLER BROWN

\ For Your Qsdar — ngelius.com

’

M
\as o courtesy, df (1o charge (6 your, We £an a crim|oal scarch for Brenda J Fowler whh no daute of binh,

B rlei L L

Bl

Nt

COURTESY EXFANDED SEARCH

any eAminil records ¢o not have a date of birkh, Wa found 0 recacdy foryour search with a data of hirth.

e ——

e

5144642634

i, i

""""‘"“""“"“'M

CRISINAL CHECK FOR ALL BRENDA J FOWLER IN THE UNITED STATES

To:3307622255

-~

Rwcard 1 of 15

IDENTIFICATION
Btendn Johnslon Fowinr

WHITE F ooy ,4/\
30U .i'—T'mewaﬂtv d gf‘p"fi
DOY, 0872411957 mf \

ALIASES-FOWLER, BRENDA; JOHNSTON. BRENDA

PROFILE INFD
WEIGHT: 240 LBS
HEIGHT: 5 FT 7 IN
EYE COLOR: GREEN
HAIR COILLOR: SROWN

OFFENSE DETAILS
CASE NUMBER: Contirm C
AHRREST AGENCY:

FOR NCIC 2000 DATA

CONVERSION PURPQSES ONLY -

DISPOSITION DATE: D6/10/1986

t the Gourthousg

ARREST DATE: 05/11/19586

DISPOSITION: CONVICTED

© STATECODE: ™ OFFENSE: Dl
iecord 2 0f 15
IDENTIFICATION PRAFILE INFO
Arenda Jahnston Fowlar WEIGHT: 240 LBS -
WHITE F REIGHT: 6§ FT 71N
sou EYE COLOR: GREEN

b HAIR COLOR: BROWN

ALIASES: FOWLER, BRENDA, JOHNSTON, SREMDA

JEFENSE DETALS

SASE NUNMBER: Confirm Cagy at ths Concthoygs

\RREST AGENCY: TAYLOR COUNTY COURT ARREST DATE: 01/05/2005 -

AT LAW

ATATION NUMBER: 31.04(€)(2) DISFOSITION DATE: 01128/2006

HSPOSITION: CONVICTED QRIGINAL PLEA:  NO CONTEST OR NOLO
CONTENDERE

TATE CODE: TX 'QFFENSE ID: TX_DPS22454802

FFENSE DATE:  07/21/2008 OFFENSE CODE: 23690027 '

FFENSE TYPE:  MISDEMEANOR - CLASS B OFFENSE: nggz"r OF SERVANT » $20
f.

reord 3 of 15

IENTIFICATION PROFILE INFO

—ratdeJohnsion Fowier

HITE &
JURCE; Texas

e
e sz-aﬁi.l?/
JASES: FOWLER, BRENDA; JOHNSTON, BRENDA

WEIGHT: 240 LBS

HEIGHT: § ET7 I
EYE COLOR; GR&‘EN
HAIR COLOR: BROWN

*FENST DETAILS

ASE NUMBER: Confinm Gave gt the Coyrthogige
IREST AGENEY:  TAYLOR COUNTY COURT

AT LAW #1
TATION NUMBER: I1.04(E)(2)

ARREST DATE:

01/GE/2006

CISPOSITION DATE: 03/26/2009

inteflus.com /scarch-detall-our. ph p?DID = 4065 1 3 76£B amanTern oo 0an

P.25-32

What [s a2 Nationwida Crimt
‘Check?

This saclion bms crimingl record:
[rom coupty Gourts, department ©
ceirections, administralion of tht
courls. and other legal agencies
Tha types of offenses inelude
felonivs, misdemeanors, soxual
cifanses, and mare. Ploase ¢os
review each record Bs subjects |
& comton nama may relusr mu
crimipal racord results.

Criminal Check Disclaimar

Cuslomers are charged & ssarch
for execuling a Criminat Chedk.
Criminal Chetk repor returms e
which may include afl griminal
Fecsds of no resulls ‘ound on th
indwvicual,

In the-evenl of using Ihis senrco

© criminat background checks, yau

shoutd pol assume that (his data
Providas & complele or accurate
hislery of any person's eriming
history. :

You shawdd use extreme caulion
whan interpreting the sesulls of 2
criming background seamh for g
type of personal verification

Fosilive or falso malches in crimi
searches may nol provide
confirmation of an individeals
crimimal backgroung.

Please referanca the updned
in{elius User Agreement lor
agditional resirictions regarding i
usaqa of this data.



. DEC-87-2018 16:37 From!:KEGLER BROMWN 6144642634 To: 3307622255
‘yank You For Your Qrder - intelius.com
DISPOSITION: PROBATION DISCHARGE  ORIGINALPLEA:  NO CONTEST ORKOLO
: CONYENDERE -
STATE CODE: ™ OFEENSE 1D: TX_DPS22454808
-| OFFENSE DATE:  07/21/2005 OFFENSE CODE: 22990027
OFFENSE TYPE:  MISDEMEANOR-CLASS B  OFFENSE: TIS-IEOI;T OF SERVANT > 320
<!
Recom 4 of 15
IDENTIFICATION PROFILE INFO
Branda Johnston Fowtar WEIGHT: 240 LBS
WHITE F . HEGHT: 5FTTIN
SOUREE: To EYE COLOR: GREEN
Dog: HAIR COLOR: BROWN
Atd ER. BRENDA: JOHNSTON, BRENDA
OFFENSE DETAILS
CASENUMBER:  Confirm Case al the Gounthouse
ARREST AGENCY: TAYLOR COUNTY COURT  ARREST DATE: 0102008
ATLAW &1 :
CITATION NUMBER: 37.03{EN2)Al) DISPOSTTION DATE: 01/26/2000
DISPOSITION: CONVICTED ORIGINAL PLEA:  NO CONTEST OR NOLO
: CONTENDERE
STATE CODE: ™ OFFENSE iD: TX_DP522454834
OFFENSE DATE:  07/21r2005 OFFENSE CODE: 23980033
OFFENSE TYPE:  MISDEMEANOR-CLASS B  OFFENSE: THEFT PROP > $20 <$500 BY
CHECK
Racord 5 of 16
IDENTIFICATION PROFILE INFO
Branda Johneton Fowlor WEIGHT; 240 LBS
WHITE F HEMHT: § FT7 IN
SOURGE-Texaq, EYE COLOR: GREEN
ooa@gw@" HAIR COLOR: BROWN
ALIASES: FOWLER, BRENDA; JOHNSTON, BRENDA
OFFENSE DETAILS
CASENUMBER:  gonfirm Cage 2t the Courthouss
ARREST AGENCY: TAYLOR COUNTY COURT  ARREST DATE: 0510212007
AT LAW 1 ,
CITATION NUMBER: 521.457 : DISPOS(TION DATE: 08/05/2007
DISPQSITION: CONVICTED - LESSER ORIGINAL PLEA:  NO GCONTEST OR ROLO
: CHARGE CONTENDERE
STATE COOE: ™ OFFENSE DATE:  OW08/2008
OFFENSE: NO DRIVERS LICENSE
Recora 6ol 16
IDENTIFICATION
Brando Joyer Fowler
WHITEF
i SOURCE S3uh Comlina .
Dozqmsnsasj*‘ _
OFFENSE DETAILS
CASE NUMBER; fion & th U
COUNTY CONVICTED: SPARTANBURG STATE CODE: SC
OFFENSE ID; 5C_DOC000826941 OFFENSE:  DISORDERLY CONDUCT
Record 7 of 15
IDENTIFICATION

Branda Joy¢e Fowler

lpsi/ Iwmv.lntglius.cumlsaan:h-deiail-out.php?DlD-40 65 1276&ReponTypenldys

P.2e"3&

Page 11 of 16



DEC B7-231A 16:37 From: KEGLER BROWN
k You For Your Order — Inigllus.com

WHITE £

s Wmina
DB 10/ smry

6144642634

To: 3307622255

OFFENSEDETALS

DOB: 107241547

CASE NUMBER: Sonfirm Caxe at the Courthoyse

COUNTY CONVICTED; SPARTANBURG SYATE CODE: 8C

OFFENSE 10 SC_DGCo01 12387 OFFENSE:  DRUNKENESS-UNKNOWN
Record 8 of 15

IDENTIFICATION

Brenda Joyca grimes Fowler

WHITE (INCLUDES MEXICANS) £

SOURCE: Flarida

OFFENSE DETAILS

CASE TYPE: MINOR OFFENSE

‘DISPOSITION: )

OFFENSEID:  AI_AQC4840041
OFFENSE: FAIL TO GBEY 27TOF SIGN

STATE CODE: ~  AK
OFFENSE CQDE:

CASE NUMBER:  951142CFD5T - sg_mwm_qm

COUNTY CHARGED: ESCAMBIA ARRERT DATE; 03121896
ORIGINALPLEA:  NOLO-CONTENDERE VERD)CT FINDING: ADJUDICATION WITHHELD
STATE CODE: FL OFFENSE D! FL_AOCT3476241
OFFENSEDATE:  0W12M1989 OFFENSE CODE: 08120142

OFFENSE CLASS:  3RD DEGREE OFFENSE TYPE:  FELONY

OFFENSE COUNTY: ESCAMBIA OFFENSE: UNSPECIFIED OFFENSE
Racord 8 of 15

IDENTIFICATION

Brendan J Fowtar

SQURCE: Alaska

DOB: 08123/1587

GFEENSE DETAILS

CASE 3AN-03-29178MO - Confinm Case pt the Courthause

NUMBER: ' ' -

COLIRT NAME: ANGHORAGE COURT CODE: AN

DISPOSITION DATE: 02/41/2005

AMGS.18.050(B)

Record 10 of 16

IDENTIFICATION
Brandan John Fowler
SOURCE: Minnesala
DOB: DBOZM 7

OFFENSE DETAILS

CASE NUMBER:  D2005308 - Confinm Cese it the Gourthouse

COURT NAME: DAKOTA DIST COURT- COURT Cone: ' MNO19015)
HASTINGS
ARREST AGENCY: EAGAN PQ DISPCQITION DATE: 110772002
DISPOSITION: CONVICTED STATE CODE: NN
OFFENSE 0: MN_DPSeaasa OFFENSE CODE: 10242011
OFFENSE TYPE: MISDEMEANOR OFFENSE: DRIVING WHILE BPAIRED-
ALCOROL

Rocord 11 of 15

{DENTIFICATION
Brendan John Fowler

fIwwwantellus, com/ search-detall-out, phpiDiDn40651276 4R eportTypewdss

P.2v-32

Page 12 of 15



: , BROMN 6144642634 To: S3BTEREESS
DEC-A7-2018 16:38 From:KEGLER _

aOURC.E: winresola

DOB: DB/0YTITE

OFFENSE DETAILS

CASE NUMKER: 02095308 - Cont : e Cou 4

COURT NAME; DAKOTA DIST EOURTY- COURT CODRE: MNQT9015]

HASTINGS :

ARREST AGENCY: EAGAN PD DISPOSITION DATE: 1UQ7 72002

DISPOSITION: CONVICTED SYATE CODE: MN

OFFENSE (D: MN_DPSegs3sz OFFENSE CODE: 808 50.2,2

OFFEMSE TYPE: GROSS NEE‘-LIGENGE DEFENSE: OBSTALICT LEGAL PROCESS-

ggRCENlOLENCE OR THREAT

Record 12 ot 15

IDENTIFICATION
Branda Joyce Fowlar
CA

SOURCGE: e
B CA .
ROBY 07274 950

OFFENSE DETAILS
CASE NUMBER:
COUNTY CHARGED:
OFFENSE DATE:

DFFENSE DESCRIFTION:
e

F31058215-1~ Sonfiem Cazo A thy Coprthoyse

FRESND DISTRICT:
87/0011891
PC488.1 PCAAT(B)

CENTRAL MUNICIPAL
QOFFENSE COUNTY: FRESNO_

Record 13 of 15

IDENTIFICATION
-Hrenda Joyca Fawler
.CA

SOUR_Q“E_:_QA ‘

CFFENSE DETAILS

CASE NUMEER: T95002077+4 - Confirg Casg at the Gourthgnze

COUNTY CHARGED: FRESNG DISTRICT: SELMA MUNICIRAL
OFFENSE DATE: 12/08/1095 OFFENSE COUNTY: FRESNO
'OFFENSE DESCRIPTION: VC12500A VC4000A

VCAOS08A V405095

Rocord 14 of 15 .

IDENTIRICATION

Bronda Joyce Fowler

CA

SQURGE: CA

DOB: 0772711980

OFFENSE OETAILS

CASE NUMBER: T8B00207T-6 - Coaflirm Case ot fhe Gourghouse o e

—..| COUNTY cHARGED:  FRESNG— DISTRICT: SELMA MUNICIPAL

OFFENSE DATE: 12/08/ 1085 OFFENSE COUNTY: FRESNO
OFFENSE CESCRIFTION; VC4a82 5

Record 15 of 15

IDENTIFICATION
Brenda Joyce Fowlar
caA

SOURCE: CA

:S:/fm.‘inrelius.:nrn.fsearch-derall—out.p!w?le::«;DGS1276&chonTvpe=-q#5

P.28-32

Piage 13 cf 16



C DEC-A7-2P183 16:38 FromtKEGLER BROMWN
ank You Tor Yoy Ordar - Wiveliui.com

6144642634

P.29-32
YIE10Y 15 Av

Ta: 3307622255

SELMA MUNICIPAL

OFFENSE COUNTY: FRESNO

DOB: a27/1950
OFFENSE DETAILS _
CASE NUMBER: FS5B00745-0 - Confinm Cage 2t the Courlhoune
COUNTY CHARGED:  FRESNO DISTRICT:
DFEENSE DATE: OR/27/1008
OFFENSE DESCRIPTION: HS11380(8) HS11378

H811379

Federal Criminal Check

 FEDERAL CRIMIMAL CHECK FOR BRENDA J FOWLER IN THE BTATE OF OB

NAME: ] Erendo J Fowlar
 STATE GEARCHED: o
RESULT:

We have searchad the following for Brenda J Fowtar tor all available federa) cowrs in (he stabw al OH:

+ Faderal Appellate records
~ Dlstrict Court recards

No records ware found. Positve of talsa malches within 6 crimingl search may nol provide confirmalion of @ criminal background.

Faderal Criminat Chack Dlsclaimer

Cusiomers ara charged a geanch foe lor axacutling a Criming) Check, The Criminal Check repén retucns resulls which may Include all eriminal necords or

no results found on (he individust,

In tha avent of using thig service for criminal background checks, you hould not assume ihat this dala provides a complele or sccurate bistory of any

person's eriminal history.

You should usa axtreme ¢3ulion when Interprelng Lha resulls of a ciminal background search for ¥ny type of parsanal varificalion,

Pegillve or false maiches in criminal searches may nol presade confirmalion of an individual's criminal background.

Plaase refarence the updated Intelius User Agreement for additional mtrld.l&ns ragarding tha uzsage of this data.

Business People Search

Record 1 of B

Praflle info
BRENDA FOWLER

PHONE
(740) 2770111

- Emptloyment History

+ YVillaga Fleor Covering
- —Pogltioar
Owner
Contact Irfo;
G2 4N StEE
Soulh Point, On 45880
Phone; (740) 377-0141

Regord 2 of &

Profile info

ERENDA FOWLER
ADDRESS

i/ fwierw.intellus.com search-datall-ouLphpTDID=4065 1276&RepantType=8N5

Whal Is a Business People
Soarch?

Thia seciion lisls current and
Risterival busingss peaple reconis
that sharg the game name and s1ala
a3 your saarch subjecl. The
Business Peopls Search canbe
hedphul in providing B consclidated
view of maiching curment and
tastorical records for your subjels
nami asroas mukiple public and
publicty-avajlable record sources.
The tita, amployment history, B
edjucation and company dala may
provids useful professicnal
inforrnation to help you locate an
Inghvidual.

Page 14 0f 16
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"hank Yeu for Your Order — Intellus.com 9/8/09 10:58 AM

BOZ N SLE
South Pein, OH 45880

PHONE
{T40) 377-0111

Employment History
¢ Villege Floor Covering

Position:
Owner

Recard 3 of 9

Profile info

BRENDA FOWLER
ADODRESS

802 dIWSLEE

South Poln, OH 45680

PHONE
{740) 3770111

Employment History
v Viliage Floor Covaring

Position:
Qvimer

Recerd 4 of &

Proflie Info
BRENDA FOWLER
ADDRESS

915 Man 81
Grafon, OH 44044

PHOME
{440) 8281505

Edploymant History
= Country Heants

Recprd 5 ot &

Prafile infe
BRENDA FOWLER

ADDRES2
35600 Delvll Rd
Avon, OM 44011

PHONE
{440) 9375544

Employmant History
= Couniry Helrs

~ Record6of9

Profile Infa

BRENDA FOWLER
ADDRESS

2661 E Main St £203
Calumbus, OM 43209
Empioyment History
» AgbleBliiing Sve Ine

Pogition:
Qwmer

tlos:l)mmlntellus.cornlsearch-?detarl—our.php?olnn40651276&Rapbnﬂpe-s#5 Page 150f 16



DEC-@7-2018 16:38 From:KEGLER BROKN 6144642634 To: 3387622255 F.31-32

A
Fhank You for You Order - Inteltus.com B/8)D9 10:58 AM

1 :
! Record 7 ¢F & :
H K
| profiie into I
| BRENDA FOWLER i

] ADDRESS :
Canton, OH i

© Record B of 9 ‘ ' . :
| .
1 i Profils Inle _ - i ‘
BRENDA FOWLER ' (

| | ADDRESS !
Coshocien, OH I l

‘ ; Record 9 of $ : i
Proflla Info f
BRENDA FOWLER

’ ADDRESS _ . : _ ’
1 Morwalk, QK ) i o
R ; |
L ) T T — N

ups:f !www.lnteﬂus.oom!sear:h-detali—oul.php?Dan4065IZVG&Rlpan'I‘ypé-B#S : Page 16 of 16



DEC-B7-2218 16:38 From!KEGLER BROWN

‘ellowpages.com

Neme | PhonaMumber | Address’

6144642634 To: 3387622255 P.32/32
9/8/09 10:52 AM

Sg-de | oRégee | vt our B s

Other Lookups: ArenCoden | ZipQodos

FIND BY NAME:

First Name: Laat Nama:~ Required Floid

Brenda _ Fowler SearchTipg
Clry or Zip Cotla: State:

Lebanon : OH

 Porsonal Ideatifying Information avaiiabla on YELLOWPAGES.COM Is not provided by ATAT and I8 provided seioly by an uniafiialed ihird party, intellus, Inc. Eull Dlsclatmer.

81 Fowler ' : " En r
800 Frankdln R .
Labanon, OH 45M36 ' Emall apd Unlisyed Phione Lookuin

. Find B ] Fowlers Emal) Address & Linlsted Nurmber,

($12) 225-1950 :
Aot to Adgirees Dook | Nearby Busistizes | Map | Deying Directions
2eg Ligi Get Detalied Backamund lofarmatien
Run aBadnmu_nd Check on B ) Fowdar

%/ fwhitepages.yellowpages.com/ rsults.php?ReportType=34arafa.. ke 10&qn=Fowler&qs=0H&PHPSESSID=9305d51929%¢cb94bas 92 fdc630bFSdbE

Page 1 of ?



Certificate of Service

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Relator’s Response to Groner; Betty

Groner’s Objections to Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Recommendations of the

Board of Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline, and Brief in Support Thereof was served

this _t_day of August, 2011, via regular U.S. mail upon:

Donald J. Malarcik, Jr. Esq. (0061902)
Gorman, Malarcik, Pierce & Vuillemin
54 E. Mill St., Suite 400
Akron, Ohio 44308
Tel: 330-253-0785
Fax: 330-253-7432
dim@gmpvlaw.com

Relator

William G. Chris (0006593)
Akron Bar Association

57 S. Broadway St.

Akron, OH 44308

13

Betty Groner (0030130)

3584 Ridgewood Road

Akron, Ohio 44333

Tel: 330-666-7765

Fax: 330-777-0067

bettygroner@mac.com.
Groner

Y T

ALFRED E. SCHRADER
Relator
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