THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

LORAIN COUNTY BAR ASSOC. : CASE NO. 2011-0483
Relator,
: - RELATOR’S REVISED
v. MOTION TO SHOW CAUSE
. : AND REQUEST FOR
KING AYETTEY ZUBAIDAH, SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO
fka GERALD McGEE, ET AL. : S.CT.PRAC. R. 8.7
Respondents.

------------------
------------------

I INTRODUCTION

On April 11, 2012 Rélator, Lorain County Bar Association, filed a Motion to Show
Cause and Request For Sanctions.

On April 20, 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 8.Ct. Prac. R. 8.7.
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IL. REVISED MOTION TQ SHOW CAUSE AND REQUEST 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 April 29, 2011 reqﬁiring 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 theniselves out as “representing” individuals, and interfered in the defense of serious
criminal cases.

Sp.eciﬁcally, 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



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,” Transeript 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 eriminal 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 1o 25
years in prison, having rejecied 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



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, lines19-25 & 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 con\lficted “because he knows the system has

alteady 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 (heteinafter, “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,



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.

Tt 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.



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 Ohjé
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 indluding 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 nytesAd,

D. CHRIFCHOOK, #0061073
520 Broadway, Third Floor
Lorain, OH 44052

PH:  (440) 246-2665

FX:  (440)246-2670

email: cooklaw(@centurytel.net
Attorney for Relator



PROQOF 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 Z E z% 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

D. CHRIS CHOK

Attorney for Relator




[T
PO
el

| / EPR2Y 2
Che Supreme Court of Olhio
Lorain County Bar Association, ON REPORT OF THE BOARD ON THE
Relator, UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE OF LAW
v.
King Ayettey Zubaidah, f.k.a. Gerald McGee, ~Case No. 2011-0483
and STAND. Inc.,
Respondents. _ 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 Government of the Bar of Ohio, the Supreme Court of Ohio order
that respondents, King Ayettey Zubaidah, fk.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 govern access to

court records.

[t is further ordered that the clerk of this court issue certified c.opies of this order as
provided for in Gov.Bar R. VII(19)(E); that publication be made as provided for in Gov.Bar R.
" VI(19)(F); and that respondents bear the costs of publication.

[ HEREBY CERTIFY that this dacument

is a triie and accurate copy of the :
en the Sugpme c;urt of Ohio ,
fil creme

-—

Court ¢ numbcr

In witness whereof | have hereunto
subscribed my nexie and offixed the

1 of the Supreme Cougf of Qhio
giath?s day of. ) OLL Maureen O’Connor

AL . OF COUR} Chief Justice
WJQ&MDW |
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LQRAIN COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
LORAIN COUNTY, OHIO

i

RON NABAKOWS_KI, Clerk
JOURNAL ENTRY
Mark A. Betleski, Judge

CASE NO. 10CR081026

DONNA FREEMAN
Assistant Prosecutor

STATE OF OHIO,
Plaintiff
VS,

PRO SE
Defense Counsel

KAREEM L TUCKER _
Defendant

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

VoL II%\ PAGE Qﬁﬂ / %/

. Mark A. Bétleski/Judge
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LORAIN COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS .. 23
LORAIN COUNTY, OHIO -~ 0 i)

BT e

Mark A. Betleski, Judge

) CASE NO. 10CR081026
)
STATE OF OHIQ, } DONNA FREEMAN
Plaintiff ). Assistant Prosecutor
VS. )
)
KAREEM L TUCKER } PRO SE
Defendant ) Defense Counsel

JUDGMENT ENTRY OF CONVICTION AND SENTENCE

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

1.
2.

8.

9.

Kidnapping, a violation of R.C. 2905.01(A)2), a 1% degree felony;
Kidnapping, a violation of R.C. 2905.01(A)(2), a 1° degree felony:
Aggravated Robbery, a violation of R.C. 2911.01(A)X(1), a 1* degree felony;
Aggravated Burglary, a violation of R.C. 2911.11(A)(1), a 1% degree felony;
Kidnapping, a violation of R.C. 2905.01(A)(2), a 2" degree felony;

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

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

Robbery, a violation of R.C. 2011.02(A)(2), a 2" degres felony;

Burglary, a violation of R.C. 291 1.12(A)(2), a 2" degree felony; and

10. Vandalism, a violation of R.C. 2909.05(A), a 5 degree felony.

géaus‘nal_ﬂﬁ‘?\_%gemi




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;
' Count7:5 years in prison;

Count 8: As this Count is an allied offense td Count One, and The State eleéts 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.

AN RO A AR



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 controt 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 ¥ 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 ail 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

| HEREBY CERTIFY THl5 TO G& A TRUE COPY

OF THE ORIGINAL ON FILE IN TriS OFFICE. eski, Judge

RON MABAKOWSKI, LORAIMN COUNTY
CLERK OF THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
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The State of Ohio, )

County of Lorain. )

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

The State of Ohio, )

Plaintiff, )
vs. | '} Case Nos. 10CR081231
Kareem Tucker, D) 10CR081026
Defendant. ) 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 Staterof Chio:
Dennis P. Will,
Lorain County Prosecuting Attorney, by
Ponna EFreeman,
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 gd 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 juiy trial on March
20th.

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you,
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 courtréom 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. 1 appreciate that there may pe a sense that
the justice system 1s 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
rhat 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
ﬁeither here nor there. I've had plenty of offers that

I've made with regard to a resolution of cases pefore 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 agd or not in that
regard., But, if you think the road to success regarding
remedyiﬁg 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 thé 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-ﬁot 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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CERTIFICATHE

The State of Ohio,

L

county of Lorain. )

I, Jacquelyn Waldron, Official Court
Reporter of.the Coﬁrt of Common Pleas, Lorain County, Chio,
do hereby cértify that this is a correct transcript of the
Proceedings in this case on January 30, 2012.
T 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.

C,»4aA:GL&¢b£lv~:iZ(Jﬁfzﬂé

Jaé&uelyn Wafﬁron, RMR

Official Court Reporter
Court of Common Pleas
Lorain.County Courthduse
Blyria, OH 44035

(440y 329-5727

My commission expires 10-27-15.
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The State of Ohio, )

County of Lorain. )

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

The State of Ohio, )
o Plaintiff, )
vs.. ‘ ) Case No. 10CRO81026
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.

* * .-k
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, 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 1is State of Chio versus Kareem Tucker,

Case No. 10CR081026. This matter is set for sentencing.
THE COURT: o 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 hére, 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 endéd 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 recollecticn is that Ms. Riedthaler didn't have any
substantial objectiqns 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 énd
believability of a person who is in prison or 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 will be 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 inférmatién 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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CERTIFICATHE

The State of Ohlo, )

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 daté;
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have subscribed my

name this 29th day of March, 2012.

(:::}¢4:Z?oubaup~j72Llﬂlﬁ?éfbénm_ﬂ
Jaé&ﬁelyn Waldron, RMR

Official Court Reporter

Court of Common Pleas

Lorain County Courthouse

Elyria, OH 44035

(440} 329~5727

My commission expires 10-27-15.
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_ suspect defending
himself after firing attorney

Robbe

Bewd Dicken
The Chrexicla-Tolegram
ELYRIA-—A Lomin man defend
Hirmelf on chasges b was Lavols

- im's July 2010 robbery and hems

tnvasion insisted on the Niost day of
his trish Tuesday that he should not
face criminat churges becsuse he
doownt have a contact with the court
syslem o any other government

Kareern “Kill* Tucker Fred Elyrin
delense aronsey Ksnnath Lieux, who
waas supposed (o advise him during
the triat, shortdy before jury sdlection
biegun by Loraln Courgy Conunan
Piens Tudge Mark Betleskis court

roozk

‘Tuckar, 28, could get decedes In
prison if convictad on charges af vane
daltem, burglary, robbery, aggravated

robbiery, .aggravated bundary and 4o

idnapping,

Tucker has argued In court hears
Ings and doctunents sant to Batledkd
that ho cannot be prosecuted for the
ciimes of which hels sccused
bacause he contends the nadon’s
Uniferm Commercial Codo makes
the coust system (egal

Without a contract with the atats,
Tucker agg;;:s to heve arguod, ha is
Lyusaiine

rmewm :
Detleskd told Tugher that hls ind

“I don't know what his game plan is. I don’t
know that he's got a plan.”

mmwdmmm-nmwmmwh

Kenneth uagm

Lsn't 2 commercial oyatten The judey
ales said ks haank been abla to find
any priot tourt ruling that backs up
Tucker's arguivents.

Lioux said ho's heard tha aopument
"lucker’s making before hut dossnt
bollave it tver worked.

When (ha trial began ater Tuckar
firedd Lieux, b didnY quesdon ay
prospective jurors, didn't make an
opening stasement and didnk sk
singlo question of the find witnies

Liovx said that oould end badly for
Tueker becuuss those are all inpar-
tanyr thivgs a do if sorseona wants to
uefierd Bimaelf (rsms exininal sllega-

ns.

*Iry sufcids” Lisuee sald “This guy’s
fheltig & lot ol yesvs in prison if hay
convicted”

Tucket sald savaral tinies dunugh-
out ¢ite court procnedh‘p that he
was walving "my benafite” an appaz-
enl reference (2 his arguient that
the whal isa commerstal omterprise e
which he [s 8 not s party.

1feux sald he lan't corain exactly
150w dhat selpys Tueker,

“{ et know what his pume plan

i, Besaith " dan't imow that he's got
aplmn”

But Ayeticy Zubaidah, who
1eads Striving Towards A New Diy,
whith claims W menitr the courls
fot Ixirnees, anld he beliwves Tucker
his the right 2 b

o said the laws of Olilo can't bo
applied to Tucker without his par-
miasion, But he also ssid e dicagress
with Tuckey's refuss! 1z engaye U the

irisl

Zubaidah said Twacker, whom he
wald he imows, shiould be psking
quastions and maxing arguments,
but only after stating that helt doing
2 undes chams.

He said he bellaves Tucker tkely
will e eonvieted and will accept
whatover sentencs ho resvives in the
casnbecansa ha has no chole

*Its oot bocause he woats to, but
hecause hie knows tha system
alrady mde upits ind,’ Zubraidzh

waide

Tucker alst has flad court docu-
mients cisiming that, as a Moor, he
has diplonaris which also
grants b protestian from proseeu-

BTEVE MANHEIE / CHRONG.

tlon. samathing that Zubaidal an

Angistanl  County - Prodexiile
{onna Freemen told juroms the
Tucker, alang with Delna Clayta:
and Ivan Brooks, was fvofved in th
punpeins robberes ond Kdnsppleg
of Calvin Purker and Shamika Hislo £
Mg me

reeman said Clayton lovite
Forkey Izt go but for 3 D delnlos on
night, but instead the three men heb
him et {at and strippod him ¢
his sharts, keys and other parsons
fromn, Packer was then baund wit
duet tupe asd put in the trunk of
can where he was held while Clayta
and Tucker forced their way inte th

ﬁmmu whoro Hisls and thie
dran were
Miale tescified that she had bex

watiting wp for Puker, whom sh
couldn't rsach on the phone. an
when she heard kiya i the lack sh
got up and want i see who it wa
Shae aaid she taw Claytun and Tueke

has whom sho know, forco thelr wa

inalde.

Shesald Tucker punched her inth
Faco and then the pair foed heram
her then-3-yoar-old son into 3 bed

Sas DEFEND, C

TV rnnern canl-e vnlancn

Copyright © 2012 Chronicle Telegram 012012

April 10, 2012 11:28 am / Powered by TECNAVIA

| Lorals man I1s stunned by police Tasal
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room, where Clayton kept her
pinned under a blanket. Two
older children in the home
were ordered Inic another
room at gunpoint.

Freeman sald that Parker -

eventually gave the combina-
tion to the safe in the aparn-
ment, where he keptthousands
of doftars in cash and drugs, to
the robbers.

Hisle testified that after sev-
eral hours of being held against
her will, during which she said

the dozed off, she discovered'

the robbers were gone.

Freeman sald Parker maq-
aged to flee to a gas statlon,
where a video surveillance sys-
tem captured him wearing
underwesr and 2 disty T-shirt
while he pulled duct tape off

Brooks and Clayton have
pleaded guilty In the case.
Brooks s serving a four-year
prison sentence. An arrest war-
rant was issued for Clayton
after hs failed to show up for a
sentencing hearing. _

 Tucker's trial sesumes today.

Contact Brat Dicken at 325-7147
or boickan@ohronicletcomt. .
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be helpful

' King Ayettey Zubaldah's odd strategy proved

o be iittle defanse for rolber in court

Karearn Tucker's bizarra performance as his own
Tawyer might make sense If e could appeal his convic.
#on on tha basiy that ha recefved ineffective assistance of

. counsel,

Hia lawyet did not know what ha was doing, that's for

st With no trining In the lsw, Tucker, 26, choue lo
"defend himself in Lorain County Comtmon Fleas Court

lust week against charges of kidnapping. aggravated rob-
bery, robbery, ageravated burglary, burglary and vandal-
ism. He disputed tha courts sutharity to prosecuts him,
arguing that It was illegnl under the nation’s Uniform
Commarcial Code, that ke was 2 Moor and thus eatitiod
to diplomatis immunity, and that & gold-Ginged Bag in
lr:e sourtroom signified that it operated under maritime
W

Here was raw material for & comic bant on sstrizing
the legal system, but it was useless to Tucker as a strategy.
Judge Murk Betlesid found no marit to his arguments, =
Juby convieted hita Thursday aftor unly twu houns delb-

eratdons, and Betleskd sentenced him Monday to 25 years '

In prisan. During negotations with prosecutors before
the trial, Betleskd noted, Tucker had been offered a three-
yosr prison senlence (o resolva thix case and thres oth-

ars.

" Jucker eifectivaly sacrificed tha next quarter ceatury
of his life on the alter of the baseless lega) theorles that
King Ayettey Zubaldah embraces, Betleski denounced
Zubsiduh frum the bench, although not by name, for giv-
Ing bad advice to Tucker and other defendants. Acting
almost 2 year 2g0 on the basis of a complaint fram the
county Bar Assoclation, the Ohlo Supreme Court orderad
Zubaidah, 1 salf-appointed cours watchdog, to cease and
desist the unauthorlzed practice of law pending a finat
ruling on the complaint :

Zubaldah denied that he had given Tucker legal
advice, but he attended somo of tha trial mnd told our
reporter Brad Dicken that Tuckar, whom he sald he knew,
should not have been subject to tho court’s jusisdiction.

‘Tueker can't argue that his lawyer was Ineffective, gven
thaugh it was painfally abvious, because he chose to kep-
resent hinyself, On top of thax, just ax hix trial began, he
firedd the lawyor who had been appoeinted to advise him
as ho defended himsall. it not fust 8 pun to szy he was
left dafenaslean

Tucker descrves little sympaihy. He iddnapped s man
and terrorized that man’s girlfriend and hor children for
hours in committing a obbrery. But Tucker’s association
with Zubaldah appeant to bave served him fil.

Zubaidahs remark to Dicken that Tucker Likely would
be convicted because “the system has already made up
{iz mind" revealad a breathtaking contempt for the Jurors
and Batfesid. On top of that, his cockamamie legal theo-
ries, which Tucker used, insuited thetr intelligenca,

Zubaldahs approach 1o justice Lilts the scales against
the people hel supposedly trying to help. His greatest

¢ontribution 1o (airness tn the courts, & cause he says he's -

trying to advance, would be to stay away rom them.
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