
THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

LORAIN COUNTY BAR ASSOC. CASE NO. 2011-0483

Relator,
RELATOR'S REVISED

V. MOTION TO SHOW CAUSE
AND REOUEST FOR

KING AYETTEY ZUBAIDAH, SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO
fka GERALD McGEE, ET AL. S. CT. PRAC. R. 8.7

Respondents.
....................................

1. INTRODUCTION

On April 11, 2012 Relator, Lorain County Bar Association, filed a Motion to Show

Cause and Request For Sanctions.

On Apri120, 2012 Relator filed a Motion to Stay the April 11, 2012 Show Cause

Motion.

On April 30, 2012 the Court granted the Motion to Stay.

On June 8, 2012 Relator filed a Motion to Lift Stay and Revive Show Cause Motion.

This Motion has not been ruled upon.

Relator now wishes to amend its' original Show Cause Motion, filed April 11, 2012

by filing a Revised Motion, pursuant to S.Ct. Prac. R. 8.7.
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II. REVISED MOTION TO SHOW CAUSE AND REOUEST FOR SANCTIONS

Now comes the Lorain County Bar Association, by and through the undersigned Bar

Counsel, and respectfully moves this Honorable Court for an Order requiring

Respondents, King Ayettey Zubaidah, fka Gerald McGee, and STAND, Inc., to appear

before it and show cause why they should not be held in contempt for failing to comply with

this Court's Order of Apri129, 2011 requiring that they immediately cease and desist

engaging in the unauthorized practice of law and for sanctions.

For cause, Relator states that on April 29, 2011 this court ordered Respondents to

cease and desist from the unauthorized practice law and determined that they posed a

substantial threat of serious harm to the public. (See Exhibit "A," Order, attached and

incorporated herein.)

Upon information and belief, Respondents have violated this order by again actively

engaging in the unauthorized practice of law in recent months.

In general, Respondents have "assisted" defendants with their criminal cases;

held themselves out as "representing" individuals, and interfered in the defense of serious

criminal cases.

Specifically, in a Lorain County case captioned State of Ohio v. Kareem Tucker,

Case No. 10CR081026, on March 27, 2012, the defendant, Kareem "Kill" Tucker

(hereinafter, "Tucker") was sentenced by Judge Mark Betleski to 25 years in prison for

kidnapping and home invasion (See Exhibit "B," Judgment Entry, attached and incorporated

herein.)

Tucker had been offered three years in prison during pretrial negotiations while

represented by court-appointed defense attorney Kenneth Lieux. After firing Lieux
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immediately prior to trial, Tucker proceeded to trial pro se and asserted various nonsensical

arguments such that he is a Moor; that the Uniform Commercial Code makes the court

system illegal; that since he has no "contract" with the state, he cannot be prosecuted; and

that because the Judge's flagpole had gold leaves on it maritime law should apply.

Respondent, Zubaidah, was present at some of the hearings and the trial. Judge

Betleski made reference to Respondent as early as January 30, 2012 at Tucker's pre-trial

stating,

Sir, just a final point, for what it's worth, and I've had this conversation with you
before. And, in the past, only the person besides yourself who was concerned about

it was the gentleman King Zubaidah who was sitting in the back of the
courtroom ... you are still presenting arguments that sound like it came from
him in that regard.

(See Exhibit "C," Transcript of proceedings, 1/30/12, pg. 17, lines 5-12, attached and
incorporated herein, emphasis added.)

Later, at the same hearing, Judge Betleski states,

That's not the way to get this case dismissed. You don't win this case by claiming
the UCC controls, because there's a person in this building, there's not a judge in
this state who will apply the UCC to a criminal case. Apparently, the only person

who thinks the UCC has some possible application in the criminal code is King
Zubaidah and the fools that follow his advice.

(Exhibit "C," pg.19, lines 11-17, emphasis added.)

After Tucker's conviction he was sentenced as noted above on March 26, 2012 to 25

years in prison, having rejected a plea offer of three years and having waived his attorney.

At the sentencing, Judge Betleski noted,

I think also during that period of time Mr. Tucker may have been talking to other
people who have provided consistently bad advice to young black men in this
building who have criminal cases pending against them. I only hope [the black]
community understands how damaging he has been to a number of people ... in my
courtroom, Judge Rothgery's courtroom ... Judge Miraldi's courtroom, and
eventually he will stop appearing in this courthouse because nobody will be foolish
enough to hire him or listen to his advice. But I do note that he is not in
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attendance at the sentencing today. That's not surprising. If I gave advice as
bad as his, I wouldn't show up at my clients' sentencings either.

(Exhibit "D," Transcript of proceedings, 3/26/12, pgs. 18-19, linesl9-25 & 1-7,

attached and incorporated herein, emphasis added.)

Further, upon information and belief, it appears Zubaidah supported Tucker's

theories and the proposition that Tucker should not have been subject to the court's

jurisdiction. And, Zubaidah, speaking on behalf of Tucker and his case, stated to a local

newspaper reporter that Tucker would likely be convicted "because he knows the system has

already made up its mind." (See Exhibit "E," article from The Chronicle, Brad Dicken,

attached and incorporated herein.)

In fact, Zubaidah's conduct in the Tucker case was so outrageous that Andrew R.

Young, Editor of The Chronicle (hereinafter, "Editor Young,") wrote an opinion chastising

Zubaidah that was published two days after Tucker was sentenced. Editor Young stated,

Tucker effectively sacrificed the next quarter century of his life on the altar of
the baseless legal theories that King Ayettey Zubaidah embraces. [Judge]

Betleski denounced Zubaidah from the bench ... for giving bad advice to Tucker
and other defendants. Zubaidah ... told our reporter Brad Dicken that Tucker,
whom he said he knew, should not have been subject to the court's jurisdiction.

(See Exhibit "F," Editorial, Andrew R. Young, 3/28/12, attached and incorporated herein.,

emphasis added.)

Editor Young went on to state,

... Tucker's association with Zubaidah appears to have served him ill. Zubaidah's
remark to Dicken that Tucker likely would be convicted because "the system has
already made up its mind" revealed a breathtaking contempt for the jurors and

Betleski. On top of that, his cockamamie legal theories, which Tucker used,
insulted their intelligence.

(Exhibit "F," emphasis added.)

Finally, Editor Young stated,
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Zubaidah's approach to justice tilts the scales against the people he's supposedly

trying to help. His greatest contribution to fairness in the courts, a cause he says
he's trying to advance, would be to stay away from them.

(Exhibit "F," emphasis added.)

Given the seriousness of the Tucker matter, others like it, and still others yet to

come, Zubaidah must be silenced and prevented from giving such disastrous, ineffective

legal "advice" to defendants awaiting serious criminal charges in Lorain County.

In its last filing (June 8, 2012), Relator Moved the court to lift the stay and

supplement the original Motion with part of the transcript of proceedings before the UPL

Board Panel. Relator had additional information regarding the Kareem Tucker matter and

wished to present this material to the court.

After careful review of that Motion, Relator believes it necessary, in the interest of

justice and fairness, to disclose to this court and Respondents that Relator had Kareem

Tucker interviewed while he was incarcerated in the Lorain County Jail after being

sentenced by Judge Mark Betleski.

Mr. Tucker was asked about his involvement with Respondent, King Zubaidah, and

whether or not The King gave Mr. Tucker advice about his case. Mr. Tucker advised

Relator's investigator that The King "did not." Mr. Tucker further maintained that he did

not discuss his case with The King at all.

It should be noted that Relator interviewed all four criminal defendants identified in

the UPL complaint and none of them would admit or discuss their involvement with the

King, despite having signed "contracts" with STAND, Inc., being driven to attorney

meetings by The King, and appearing in court with The King.
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Regardless, how this information impacts Relator's Motion is unclear; what is clear

is that it should have been disclosed to the court and Respondent and Counsel for Relator

regrets that it was not included in the June 8, 2012 Motion.

WHEREFORE, Relator requests an Order from the Supreme Court of Ohio

requiring Respondents to show cause as to why they should not be held in contempt and for

any and all other and further relief that is just and equitable in the premises including an

order of costs, interest, additional attorney's fees in an amount to be ascertained at hearing,

incurred by Relator in enforcing this Court's Order and any and all other sanctions as this

Court deems appropriate.

Respectfull

D. cAkikiffoK, #0061073
520 Broadway, Third Floor
Lorain, OH 44052
PH: (440) 246-2665
FX: (440) 246-2670
email: cooklaw@centurytel.net
Attorney for Relator
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PROOF OF SERVICE

This is to certify that a copy of the foregoing Motion was sent to the following by

way of Regular U.S. Mail this /!7^ day of July, 2012:

Michael J. Duff, Esq.
745 Broadway Ave.
Lorain, OH 44052
Attorney for Respondents

Minerva Elizaga
Board on Unauthorized Practice of Law
The Supreme Court of Ohio
65 S. Front Street, 5"' Floor
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Gene Whetzel, General Counsel
Ohio State Bar Assoc.
1700 Lakeshore Drive
Columbus, Ohio 43204

Attorney for Relator
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Lorain Countv Bar Association,
Relator.

V.
King Ayettey Zubaidah, f.k.a. Gerald McGee,

and STAND. Inc.,
Respondents.

ON REPORT OF THE. BOARD ON THE
t)NAUTIIORIZED PRACTICE OF LAW

Case No. 2011-0483

ORDER

The Board on the Unauthorized Practice of Law filed a Motion for an Interim Cease and
Desist Order in this court on March 25, 2011, requesting that, pursuant to Rule VII(5a) of the
Supreme Court Rules for the Govemment of the Bar of Ohio, the Supreme Court of Ohio order
that respondents. King Ayettey Zubaidah, f.k.a. Gerald McGee, and STAND, Inc., cease and
desist the unauthorized practice of law and that they pose a substantial threat of serious harm to
the public. Respondents did not file a response and this matter was considered by the court.

On consideration thereof, this court orders that respondents immediately cease and desist
the unauthorized practice of law in any.form effective as of the date of this entry, pending final
disposition of proceedings predicated on the conduct threatening the serious harm.

It is further ordered, sua sponte, that all documents filed with this court in this case shall
meet the filing requirements set forth in the Rules of Practice of the Supreme Court of Ohio,
including requirements as to form, number, and timeliness of filings. All case documents are
subject to Rules 44 through 47 of the Rules of Superintendence of Ohio which govem access to

court records.

It is further ordered that the clerk of this court issue certified copies of this order as
provided for in Gov.Bar R. VII(19)(E); that publication be made as provided for in Gov.Bar R.

VII(19)(F); and that respondents bear the costs of publication.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that this document
is o true and uccur:c copy of the
enhyq, the te otwR of Ohto

,

fi led L
e ounbcrcCourt

In witness whereof t have hercuuto
.;ubscribed ny na:.te and affixed the
senl of ^^y of of Q ioZo ^
on this

OF COUR7

Depnty

Maureen O'Connor
Chief Justice
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LORAiNiCOUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
LORAIN COUNTY, OHIO

RON NABAKOWSKI, Clerk
JOURNAL ENTRY

Mark A. Betieski, Judge

STATE OF OHIO,
Plaintiff

VS.

CASE NO. 10CR081026

DONNA FREEMAN
Assistant Prosecutor

KAREEM L TUCKER
Defendant

PRO SE
Defense Counsel

DEFENDANT IN COURT WITH COUNSEL FOR SENTENCING: DEFENDANT
SENTENCED TO PRISON; SEE SENTENCING JUDGMENT ENTRY.

VOL JJAO^ PAGE Al
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ark A. Bett'eski;'Judge
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LORAIN COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS .,;

LORAIN COUNTY, OHIO

RON NABAKOWSKI, Clerk
JOURNAL ENTRY

Mark A. Betleski, Judge

MARCH 26, 2012

STATE OF-0HIO,
Plaintiff

VS.

KAREEM L TUCKER
Defendant

CASE NO. 10CR081026

DONNAFREEMAN
Assistant Prosecutor

PRO SE
Defense Counsel

JUDGMENT ENTRY OF CONVICTION AND SENTENCE

1. Defendant appeared in Court for sentencing after having plead not guilty to and
been found guilty by a Jury of the following charges:

1. Kidnapping, a violation of R.C. 2905.01 (A)(2), a 1 st degree felony;

2. Kidnapping, a violation of R.C. 2905.01(A)(2), a 15f degree felony;

3. Aggravated Robbery, a violation of R.C. 2911.01 (A)(1), a 15t degree felony;

4. Aggravated Burglary, a violation of R.C. 2911.11(A)(1), a 15t degree felony;

5. Kidnapping, a violation of R.C. 2905.01(A)(2), a 2nd degree felony;

6. Kidnapping, a violation of R.C. 2905.01(A)(2), a 2nd degree felony;

7. Kidnapping, a violation of R.C. 2905.01(A)(2), a 2nd degree felony;

8. Robbery, a violation of R.C. 2911.02(A)(2), a 2d degree felony;

9. Burglary, a violation of R.C. 2911.12(A)(2), a 2od degree felony; and

10. Vandalism, a violation of R.C. 2909.05(A), a 5th degree felony.
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2. A pre-sentence report and investigation were not ordered.

3. Defendant was present with counsel in open court for sentencing March 26, 2012.
A stenographer was present. Defendant's counsel and Defendant were afforded an
opportunity to speak and present any information in mitigation of punishment,
pursuant to Criminal Rule 32(A)(1).

4. Upon consideration of all matters set forth by law it is the judgment of law and
sentence of the Court that Defendant be sentenced to:

Count 1: 7 years in prison;

Count 2: 6 years in prison;

Count 3: As this Count is an allied offense to Count One, and The State'elects to
have the Court sentence Defendant on Count One, this count is merged
with Count One.

Count 4: As this Count is an allied offense to Count Two, and The State elects to
have the Court sentence Defendant on Count Two, this count is merged
with Count Two.

Count 5: 3 years in prison;

Count 6: 4 years in prison;

Count 7: 5 years in prison;

Count 8: As this Count is an allied offense to Count One, and The State elects to
have the Court sentence Defendant on Count One, this count is merged
with Count One.

Count 9: As this Count is an allied offense to Count Two, and The State elects to
have the Court sentence Defendant on Count Two, this count is merged
with Count Two; and

Count 10: 7 months in prison.

The sentences issued in Counts One, Two, Five, Six and Seven are to be served
consecutively to each other and concurrently to Count Ten. Defendant is to serve a
total of Twenty five years in prison.
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5. For reasons set forth on the record, the court finds that Defendant must serve
Counts 1, 2, 5, 6 and 7 consecutively because consecutive service is necessary to
protect the public from future crime and to punish Defendant, and consecutive
sentences are not disproportionate to the seriousness of.Defendant's conduct and to
the danger Defendant poses to the public, and the court further finds that the
multiple offenses were committed as part of one course of conduct and the harm
caused by the multiple offenses was so great or unusual that no single prison term
for any of the offenses committed as part of the course of conduct adequately
reflects the seriousness of the Defendant's conduct. The Court further finds that
Defendant's history of criminal conduct demonstrates that consecutive sentences
are necessary to protect the public from future crime by the Defendant.

6. POST-RELEASE CONTROL

The court has further notified Defendant that post-release control is mandatory in
this case for up to 5 years, as well as the consequences for violating conditions of
post-release control imposed by the Parole Board under R.C. 2967.28. The
Defendant is ordered to serve as part of this sentence any term of post-release
control imposed by the Parole Board, and any prison term for violation of that post-
release control. If post-release control is imposed, for violation of post-release
control conditions; the Adult Parole Authority or Parole Board could impose a more
restrictive or longer control sanction, or return defendant to prison for up to nine
months for each violation, up to a maximum of %2 of the stated prison term. If the
violation is a new felony, Defendant may receive a prison term of the greater of one
year or the time remaining on post-release control, in addition to any other prison
term imposed for the new offense.

7. The Defendant is therefore ordered conveyed to the custody of the Ohio Department
of Rehabilitation and Correction. Credit for 143 days is granted as of this date along
with future custody days while the Defendant awaits transportation to the appropriate
state institution. The Defendant is ordered to pay restitution of $500.00 and all costs
of prosecution. Any payments made by the Defendant to the Clerk of Courts are first
to be applied to the restitution.

Dated: March 26, 2012

I HEREBY CERiIFY THI^3 r0 t3r'. A 7RUE COPY
OF THE ORIGINAL ON FiLE IN THIS OFFICE.

RON NABAKOWSKI, LORR!?1 COUNTY
CLERK OF TH,COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

BY L-DEPUTY_--_---
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The State of Ohio,

County of Lorain.

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

The State of Ohio,

Plaintiff,

vs.

Kareem Tucker,

Defendant.

) Case Nos. 10CR081231

10CRO81026

11CR082085

COMPLETE TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS HAD IN THE

ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER ON MONDAY, JANUARY 30, 2012, BEFORE

THE HONORABLE MARK A. BETLESKI, PRESIDING JUDGE OF SAID

COURT.

APPEARANCES:

Appearing on behalf of the State of Ohio:

Dennis P. Will,

Lorain County Prosecuting Attorney, by

Donna Freeman,

Assistant Prosecuting Attorney.

Appearing on behalf of the Defendant:

Kareem Tucker, Pro Se.
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PROCEEDINGS, MONDAY, JANUARY 30, 2012

THE COURT: Why don't we go ahead

and call Mr. Tucker's case.

Come on up, Mr. Tucker.

MS. FREEMAN: Next case is

Kareem Tucker, three cases, 10CR081026, 10CR081231 and Case

No. 11CR082085, and these matters are set for --

THE COURT: Pretrial.

MS. FREEMAN: Yes, or possibly final

pretrial. The matters are set for jury trial on March

20th.

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you,

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

counsel.

Good afternoon, sir. I've got something from you in

writing, and I'm not quite sure whether I'm reading this

correctly or not, but it confronts an issue that we talked

about at least briefly. I think ultimately you stopped

talking to me, but an issue that we talked about when we

were last together in the courtroom earlier in the month of

January. And so I just want to make sure I got this

straight, because I think at that time I had suggested to

you that I would appoint you counsel if you wanted me to

appoint you counsel to represent you with regard to these

matters. And this sort of reads like you are willing to

allow me to appoint you counsel to represent you in this
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going to be the matter that's going to be set specifically

for trial on that date. I will then journalize an entry

and make sure Mr. Tucker gets a copy of that entry in that

regard.

Sir, just a final point, for what it's worth, and I've

had this conversation with you before. And, in the past,

only the person besides yourself who was concerned about it

was the gentleman King Zubaidah who was sitting in the back

of the courtroom. And I notice that he hasn't been here

the last two times you've been here, although you still are

presenting arguments that sound like it came from him in

that regard. But I know you've got some family members

sitting back there.

All I can tell you is that some of the statements that

you've been making to me have been made by other

individuals to the judges after getting poor advice from

King Zubaidah. I appreciate that there may be a sense that

the justice system is not as fair to the African-American

man or the African-American as it is to the white man or

whatever it might be. But the fact of the matter was is

that I had made a proposal towards trying to resolve these

three cases that your counsel thought was an excellent

offer, and you didn't accept it. That's fine. That's

neither here nor there. I've had plenty of offers that

I've made with regard to a resolution of cases before me
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merely thought of as laughable.

The fact of the matter is is that I don't know whether

you committed these acts some months ago or not in that

regard. But, if you think the road to success regarding

remedying the problems you present yourself or that the

State has presented to you, if you think the road to

success is by ignoring the laws of the State of Ohio and

the Constitution, and suggesting to the Court that he

doesn't have the authority to serve in this position that

he's served in for the last 13 years, that's not the way

you win your case. That's not the way you get this case

dismissed. You don't win this case by claiming the UCC

controls, because there's not a person in this building,

there's not a judge in this state who will apply the UCC to

a criminal case. Apparently, the only person who thinks

the UCC has some possible application in the criminal code

is King Zubaidah and the fools who follow his advice.

All I can tell you, sir, is that I want to do my best

to deal fairly with your situation, but the fact of the

matter is you create so many more problems for yourself.

You compound whatever problems you've created for yourself

in the past, you compound them by setting forth some

argument that, in fact, you're not subject to the laws, and

that you, even if found guilty with regard to these

charges, do not suffer any repercussions because for some
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C E R T I F I C A T E

3

4 The State of Ohio,
SS:

5 County of Lorain.

7 I, Jacquelyn Waldron, Official Court

8 Reporter of the Court of Common Pleas, Lorain County, Ohio,

9 do hereby certify that this is a correct transcript of the

10 proceedings in this case on January 30, 2012.

11
I further certify that this is a complete

12 transcript of the proceedings on that date.

13
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have subscribed my

14 name this 29th day of March, 2012.

15 .

16

17
^ 1 ^̂ ^Y oXJ i ^.^---

18

19 Jaquelyn Wal^d

Official Court

ron, RMR

Reporter
20

21 Court of Common Pleas

22
Lorain County Courthouse

23 Elyria, OH 44035

24 (440) 329-5727

25
My commission expires 10-27-15.
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County of Lorain.

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

The State of Ohio,

Plaintiff, }

vs. ) Case No. 10CR081026

Kareem Tucket,

Defendant.

COMPLETE TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS HAD IN THE

ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER ON MONDAY, MARCH 26, 2012, BEFORE THE

HONORABLE MARK A. BETLESKI, PRESIDING JUDGE OF SAID COURT.

APPEARANCES:

Appearing on behalf of the State of Ohio:

Dennis P. Will,

Lorain County Prosecuting Attorney, by

Donna Freeman,

Assistant. Prosecuting Attorney.

Appearing on behalf of the Defendant:

Kareem Tucker, Pro Se.

PLAINTIEP'S.
EXHIBI2
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PROCEEDINGS, MONDAY, MARCH 26, 2012

THE COURT: Good afternoon,

Ms. Freeman. Good afternoon, sir.

Do you want to go ahead and call our case?

MS. FREEMAN: Good afternoon, Your

Honor. The case is State of Ohio versus Kareem Tucker,

Case No. 10CR081026. This matter is set for sentencing.

THE COURT: Thank you.

Sir, do you have anything you wish to say on your own

behalf before I proceed with sentencing in this matter?

MR. TUCKER: You people found me

guilty here, and okay. That's fine. But I have one

question I want to ask you. Who is going to certify the

records on to the Court?

THE COURT: The Court will, as far

as the exhibits and the transcript, assuming you pursue an

appeal with regard to this matter, my Court Reporter would

insure that the proper exhibits and the transcript of

testimony and statements in the trial case is properly

certified to the Court of Appeals. With regard to any

other issues, the Clerk's Office downstairs is required to

certify any filings made in the case pending before me and

submit that to the Court of Appeals, so they will be

certifying that if they are served with a proper praecipe

requesting that.
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other defendants through their counsel in my 13 and a half

years on the bench, and ones that I -- promises that I've

always honored, and that promise was to give Mr. Tucker if

he ended up pleading guilty to all the charges the minimum

prison sentence available to the Court with regard to this

matter, that being three years in prison.

My recollection is that Ms. Riedthaler didn't have any

substantial objections to the Court's offer in that regard,

mostly because I did not think she had full information yet

as to Mr. Tucker's prior record, but also because she knew

of the difficulty in insuring the attendance and

believability of a person who is in prisonor in another

state. And so my understanding and recollection is

Mr. Stepanik was ecstatic about that and spent a good deal

of time trying to persuade Mr. Tucker to accept that.

At some point during that process, Mr. Tucker stopped

I think considering the legal advice of Mr. Stepanik, and,

ultimately, Mr. Stepanik's law firm withdrew as counsel.

I think also during that period of time Mr. Tucker may

have been talking to other people who have provided

consistently bad advice to young black men in this

building who have criminal cases pending against them. I

only hope that at some point the black community

understands how damaging he has been to a number of people

who have been sentenced in the Courts, in my courtroom,
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and in Judge Rothgery's courtroom, and in Judge Miraldi's

courtroom, and eventually he will stop appearing in this

courthouse because nobody willbe foolish enough to hire

him or listen to his advice. But I do note that he is not

in attendance at the sentencing today. That's not

surprising. If I gave advice as bad as his, I wouldn't

show up at my clients' sentencings either.

But, be that as it may, that's not really relevant

from the Court's perspective as to how it views the

sentencing today, but it's important to put in perspective

what little information and minimal information I had at

the time that I made my promise to Mr. Tucker that he

ultimately rejected.

What really is important from the Court's perspective

is what's transpired since that time. Because I put forth

another effort to try to get this matter resolved just

prior to trial in which I tried to get all four of the

cases resolved, and that was not possible.

But it's really been the conduct of Mr. Tucker

throughout since that period of time, since he ended his

relationship with Mr. Stepanik's law firm that -- and in

light of a thorough understanding now by the Court of what

transpired on July 17th and 18th of 2010 that lead this

Court to come to the conclusion it is going to be coming to

today regarding sentencing.
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The State of Ohio,

County of Lorain.

I, Jacquelyn Waldron, Official Court

Reporter of the Court of Common Pleas, Lorain County, Ohio,

do hereby certify that this is a correct transcript of the

proceedings in this case on March 26, 2012.

I further certify that this is a complete

transcript of the proceedings on that date.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have subscribed my

name this 29th day of March, 2012.

r
Ja&quelyn Wald=on, RMR

Official Court Reporter

Court of Common Pleas

Lorain County Courthouse

Elyria, OH 44035

(440) 329-5727

My commission expires 10-27-15.

25



APR-10-2012 08f22 - CHRONICLE TELEGRAM 440 329 7177 P.02

Etyrta Chrontcle 7elegrrem 03/21t2012 Copy Reduced to °bitlYex ftbm ortgfnal to fn Itmer page

Kargam •NCher tMfends hlmseM from robberY, kdnappMg and other chaign In court'Neaday.

Robbe suspect defending
hirnsel after firing attorney

eredofat.n "I don't know what htsgame plan ts. l don't
Troct^ drT.^n knowthat he'sgotaptan."

FlYWA-Atareimmondefendi t^{ Keftnetlt 1.19tnt
hinwult en rl+mgee he wae Invalved W rwn T+okr'a delaw rlanun whe wo 8md tq Tualmr Vdw te bY)

in`a Iuly 2010 robbcty and homo ..._....^ •-•••••
Invu.Ionin.Wedenthe0wadayot ^ewmmardalmatteaTMhdp 1r,'heeetd'identlnmvthatha4got
hletrWNeedaydutheehouldmt 1.tamlubt+ntbeenabiem9nd aplaa•
face crlminat chat6a becamo he ^^" ndW` thd bxb up gul Nnr Ayoaor Zuhaldah, who
damttthavaaeo^withllwaewt .N^yaqrymew4 leeda3trlvingTewetdaANawDry•
ayetem nr anY other puvnrmment Uousaaidhdahamdthaotp®ant whfr,hrittrmtomoniwrtheeaueu
^uaom'FrL' Tucker fitM PJyitn IucYetx maldnr be6yn bm daant forLimeq eadhe belleum Ilmkar

R
defenaeecemeytfnmethLamr,who haIlarohtrvctwotkd

h.'rhertYkttoia
When du tdN beren eGet75rYar He aeW thaHwa of OhW cath ho

wee euotroaed m advha him durNR lbad 1lem• ha dldM quaedon any epplird m'Nrkee wlmout his peo-
d1fa^Y4atleidyhef0[@Illiyl01aad0a pmYptlenWlLNte.dl(h1YmllreM mtympbnttlfahafYmtlldl6agtetl

hepn m lerabt Cmuny t.omnua opcnhmR patamnt and didnt aefr a wldtT+cRerL nduol taenragu In tlr
Pleae IudSe Matic 0atleekl4 coun^ made qucOmatthe9ntwhnaw. 4is6
mom IlamaidthataoWdcndbadtyfor dtbatdaheafdTocRer. whomhe

Tutlcar.7A•toWdgecdendeem 7hckrbecaurthowanag[mpor• eafdbelmavn,ahoWdbeWdnr
daed dwqanNan• doltmn+eomwannm queedbm eod meNna arpumentr,t an amf dwf

tt,n. mmmethrnr th><zub^dah aa,
âlw keapso h^im^om bdnp plaeed a
tfiaL

Melstant Cmunty P,vJeente
Donm Frecmaa teld juran the
tbLkeq Planr wah De1nE Ctn}Re:

ru
and fvan &oala, wo htvoNed fn th

opolnt mhbalet and kmttaPPmt
cfGhinPetl^reod 9tomrkaHWa t
Julf201a .

Freemea Wd lLytnn hrvite
'}^1• rkar m aa au tae e hne d[mb1 ml

mtn
Jm itĝu n̂poIntdemodeets^pod hlm t
h8 d+atts, kepa and ethm penona
imuuPetkerwn tben bound wtt
duet ape and put In the tnutk of
wr• wham ho was held while ^eSne.
mdTbrllaf fbRed [heh wey Inm th
anmtmont whota Igsk and duerom mu qpr wn

deLLsmburglargmbbetya0pavued adeiulhtmwdYhumelivunalallega• butonlyaGetttadngdutbehdem0 chOdtmwata
mbbery,appawred burµlary and Wm, wunderduna ftWettltlLeddutthehedbee:
wdmPPktQ• "bYtulddq• Wtseefd'IDh@tya Heeddhebelfavee76dcarlllcdy waitintt up fm Pmkec whom eh

'Nckm bm aqued In cmot hoar• foaltK a lot ofyean In pt[wo If heY wil ba mnWeted and wtlt amept caddMt teuft on the phona. m
Npenddonmmnneemmgeddd mnetttod' whamemeantancehotraalraintho whenaltehaatdteyetnthalackeh

amear^w^c

p
htoto

fi"
amdfo

.r^? out therourtptaaaed7n¢thatbn 'IIknotb̂oaaueahaw^ian6a,but ^ Wa^herawtClaytunend•Ndu
hecatue he mntendt the nufmf wuwehAto'mybmeGtt' an eppao- because Be mows the "em bu whom ahe laow, fama thek wa
Dni{amt Cammerdal Code maYea em mfatenoo to ha mgument that alreadym,dauplwmHd. ZuhaiJ°I" 1ruWe

theeourtayetemOegaL OwetlalLawvunenialomcryt(ralo eaid SheaaWltaekerPunehedheemd+
tvthautaeemmdwbhthertata whlrhbehenotaputy 11Nekerdeohaa9tedcauttdocu- fawandthantho pabfoacedheran

lbdret appeon to have atguad• ha (s tteua tald he len4 eemm e%aCty mente clelmin g tAet n^ a Moor, he hmtben•3•yamald aon Into a bad

unuttmefinmpmeeadon. IwwduuhilpeTuekec heedlplamdemununOXwhlehaho
p.tlerW roldTudo:r dne hIW aWt 'I dnnk know what hl+geaur Plan 6T+n Itun proo!nlon hom pmteeu• 9es DEp4/D, C

lly`r,t+n,t•.>t onn^ic^ ,t+n^n+ssn I Loraln man Is stunned by potics Taset
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DEFEND the robbers wete gone.
Freeman said Parker man-

aged to flee to a gas atauon
where a video surveiUance sys-
tem captured him wearing
underwear and a dirty T-shirt
while he ptilled duct tapa off
himselE

Brooks and Clayton have
pleaded gutlty In the case.
Brooks is serving a four-year
prison sentenca. An aa¢et war-
rant was tssued for Clayton
afrer he fiited to show vp fot a

His1e test(ited that aftcr sev- sentencing hearing.
eralhoursofbeingheldagainst 74cker'sui,iresumestodax
her will, dudng'uhich she said owWaralDtWnVy.7147
she dozed off, she discovered aeamwr®aumuwetcnm.

From GT

room, where Ctayton kepther
pinned under a b1®aket Two
older chDdien in the home
were ordered into another
room at gunpotnc

Freeman satd that Parker
eventuaRy gave the combina-
tion to the safe In the apart-
ment, whetb he kept thousands
of dopara tn rash and drugs, to
the robbees.

440 329 7177 P.03
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Adviee should
be helpful

K/np AyetteyZuba/dah7e odd abateyy ptoved
to be Atflo defense for robbarin court

KateemlLUkeh btuve perfacmanu aa htc own
Iawyer mtght make sease tf he muld appeol his eonvk.
don an thebads that he tece(vad InaRecdve esaistence of
muntd.

Nis tawyer did not Immvwhat be was doing, that's for
suteWithno«alninginthelaw,iLekcr.2a.choseto
defendhimaeH In Lorain CountyC,ommon Piaes Court
lact week agdnst chatyms otiddnapph'& aggrawtad f0b-
bery, mbbery, aggravamd burglary, btuglary odd vandal-
fem.He disputed the mtutY authoritym proaemte htm,
arguing that Itwaa tllegal under the natlonh UNfomt
Commumlat Code, thathe was a Moor and thus ea0thed
to diplomatic immunity, and that agakf-hmged aag in
the courrtoom aignlded Otat It operated under marttlme
law.

He[a waa raw matedd fnr a cemie bent on wthiring
the legal system, butltwae useten to'Btcker as a stmteg}:
)udge Mack eetlesld found no tnedt to his arguments, a
JutymovtcmdbimThnrrdayaBerontytwuhoumda6b-
eratlons, and BoOa+ld sentenced him Monday to 25 yeats
In prisonDuring negotiatSons with prosemtore hefote
the tda1, Bedeskl notad,'Ibcker had beeno8emd a tluee-
ycer pcison sanlence to rnofve thts cue and thna oth-
ert

7LekarolTectlWfysacclBcedthenest9uetercentury
of his life on uu altar of the baseless legat theodes that
IOngAyetteyZubaid.att embraces. Be0eskl dauotmcod
Zuhaidah frum the bunch, aldmugh nat by name. for giv-
ing bad advin mTGckerand other defendants, Actlng
aimost a year ago an the basis af a mmplsint from the
countyBarAssoalatfon, the Ohio Supmme Cnurt otdocad
Zubaidah, a sei6appointed oounwatehdog, to cease and
desist the unauthorized pratuca af Ww pending a Onat
tu0ttg on the comptelnt

7ubsidah denied ttatt he had glvenlUcker legal
advice, but he attmded soora of the trial and told out
reporter Bnd 1Neken that•Ibcke4 whom he said he knew
sh0ufd not have been subicct m tho mtut9 juctadiction.

Tlicker canR argue dul hia lawyerwas Inetfective, even
thaugh It waa painHltyobvlous, bemuse he chose to mp-
tesenthlutself.On top of that, just oa his trlal ber,en, he
gced the towyur who had bcon appointed to advisehlm
aa hu dcfunded hfmselL ItY not Just a pun to say he was
leftdafeneeleaa.

1Lcker deserwts BWe sympathg He kidnapped a mut
and terroaizad that man9 gltl&iend and har chOdten for
haum in mmmitpnga robbery. ButYbckerY assocWtton
with Zubaidah appcan to havc served him t0.

Zubaidahk remerk to Dlcken that'lhckez ]lkelywould
be convicted becausc "tha aystam has aheadymade up
lu mind` tevealed a hnathtaking contempt for the Jurot's
end BetleskL On mp of that, bit mckamemie legal theo-
des, which'I4cker used, Imutted their tnteWgcaca

Zetbaldahq approach to Justlea Wu the srJlm against
the people Ito9 suppastally trying to help. Hfs grnteat
contrlbution m ihimess in the court+, a cause he says he'a
trying to advance, would be to stay away from them.

.. .... ... . .. .... .
t , : t t t ^
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