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THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

LORAIN COUNTY BAR ASSOC. CASE NO. 2014-1516
RELATOR’S NOTICE OF
FILING INVESTIGATIVE
SUMMARY WITH EXHIBITS

Relator,

RELATOR'’S BRIEF IN OPPOSITION

TO RESPONDENT’S REQUEST TO
TERMINATE INTERIM DEFAULT
SUSPENSION

RAMI MAJED AWADALLAH

Respondent.
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Now comes Relator, Lorain County Bar Association, by and through the
undersigned Bar Counsel, and respectfully submits its Investigative Summary With
Exhibits in Support Omitted in Support of Relator’s Brief in Opposition to Respondent’s
Request to Terminate Interim Default Suspension: Motion to Convert Interim Default
Suspension to Interim Remedial Suspension. (See Exhibit “A,” Investigative Summary,
attached and incorporated herein.)

Relator has filed concurrently herewith its Brief in Opposition to Respondent’s
Request to Terminate Interim Default Suspension: Motion to Convert Interim Default
Suspension to Interim Remedial Suspension.

In support of the Brief, and in support of Relator’s efforts to convince this
Honorable Court to maintain, in one iteration or another, the Interim Suspension imposed
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contained in the Certified Complaint so that the Court may have a full picture of the
seriousness and breadth of Respondent’s alleged misconduct.

Respectfully, the Exhibits in Support of the Investigative Surnmary have been
omitted in the interest of brevity as they comprise Twenty Seven (27) Exhibits, many
certified and/or sworn to, including Affidavits, and consist of alinost 200 pages.

WHEREFORE, for the forgoing reasons, Relator respectfully notifies this
Honorable Court and all parties of the filing of Relator’s Investigative Summary With
Exhibits in Support Omitted in support of Relator’s efforts to maintain, in one iteration or
another, the previously ordered Interim Suspension of Respondent’s license to practice
law.

Respectfully b}f’gf ttad,

/g/" g

D. CHRIS COOK, #0061073
The Commons

520 Broadway, Third Floor

PH: (440) 246-2665

FX: (440) 246-2670

Email: cooklaw@centurytel.net
Bar Counsel - Attorney for Relator
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PROOF OF SERVICE

This is to certify that a copy of the foregoing MNotice of Filing was sent to the

o A
FARAN
following by way of Regular U.S. mail this Z :é_ day of October, 2014:

Timothy T. Brick, Esq.

Kevin R. Marchaza, Esq.
Gallagher Sharp

1501 Euclid Avenue, 6™ Floor
Cleveland, Ohio 44115
Attorneys for Respondent

Scott Drexel, Esq.

Supreme Court of Ohio

Office of Disciplinary Counsel
250 Civic Center Drive, #325
Columbus, OH 43215-7411

Eugene P. Whetzel, Esq.

Ohio State Bar Association
Certified Grievance Committee
1700 Lakeshore Drive
Columbus, OH 43204

Jeannie Motylewski, Exec. Director
LCBA

627 Broad Street

Elyria, OH 44035

Richard Dove, Esq.

Secretary of the Board of Commissioners
On Grievance and Discipline

65 S. Front Street, 3" F1. /
Columbus, Ohio 43215 //,, s
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B. CHRIS COOK
Bar Counsel - Attorney for Relator
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LORAIN COUNTY BAR ASSOQCIATION: CASE MO.
LEGAL ETHICS AND GRIEVANCE
COMMITTEE
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Relator respectfully submits the following Investigative Summary of Information
and Exhibits in Support of its Complaint.

i INTRODUCTION

Respondent, Rami M, Awadallah (“Respondent™), was admitted to the practice of
law in the State of Ohio on November 7, 2005 and is subject to the Code of Professional
Responsibility; The Ohio Rules of Professional Conduct; and. the Ohio Supreme Court
Rules tor the Government of the Bar.

Respondent has prior Discipline from the Supreme Court of Ohio, to wit:

A) Attorney Registration Suspension — 12/3/2007,
B) CLE Sanction - 12/17/2010;
C) CLE Sanction & Suspension — 11/13/12.

Respondent’s current status as an attorney in the State of Ohio is “Active.”
(Exhibits “I(a-c),” attached and incorporated herein.)

Respondent is also currently licensed to practice law in the State of West Virginia
and was duly admitted to that State’s Bar on October | 1, 2007. However, Respondent’s
current status as an attorney in the State of West Virginia is “Suspended” due to non-
compliance with mandatory CLE requirements. (Exhibits “2(a-b)." attached and
incorporated herein.)

On March 12, 2013 a Grievance ("The Grievance™) was filed with the Lorair
County Bar Association ("LCBA.”) (Exhibit *3.” attached and incorporated herein.)

The complaining party is one John P. Kilroy, Esq. ("Altorney Kilray™)., Attorney
Kilroy Is an Assistant Prosecuting Attorney {or the Lorain County Prosecutor’s Otfice and

the Attorney tor the Lorain County Auditor,
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As aresult of the foregoing, on May 6, 2013 Attorney Meckler sent Respondent a
copy of Attorney Kilroy’s May 3, 2013 letier (the “Third Request.™) (Exhibi
attached and incorporated herein.)

Respondent failed and refused to respond to this request.

On May 8, 2013 Attorney Kilroy sent Attorney Meckler yet anothe
correspondence with additional information regarding allegations of Respondent’s
misconduct. (E\hlblt . attached and incorporated herein.)

On May 9, 2013 Attorney Kilroy forwarded an email from Jill Hall, Brown
County Auditor, to Attorney Meckler regarding additional allegations of misconduct
against Respondent. (Exhibit “12,” attached and incorporated herein.)

As a result of the foregoing, on May 15, 2013 Attorney Meckler sent Respondent
a copy of Attorney Kilroy’s May 8, 2013 and May 9, 2013 letters and again requested that
Respondent reply (the “Fourth Request.”) (Exhibit “13,” attached and incorporated
herein.)

Respondent failed and refused to respond to this request.

On May 17, 2013 Attorney Meckler wrote Attorney Kilroy and requested that
Attorney Kilroy re-send a CD-ROM that had information regarding The Grievance.
Attorney Kilroy re-sent the CD-ROM to Attorney Meckler with the additional
information contained therein regarding the “Albine™ hearing. (Exhibit “14,” attached
and incorporated hersin.)

A ot

On May 29, 2013 Atiorney Kilroy sent Attorney Meckler vet another

correspondence with vet additional information regarding allegations of Respondent’s

LS IO S OPNS TES ALPIE TS B LA RUNPE (S NS SRR NSRDUDNSUPUNDE I SRS S
masconduct. (Exhibit 715, attached and incorporated herein.)



: On June 18, 2013 Attorney Kilroy sent Attorney Meckler another correspondence
with additional information regarding allegations of Respondent’s misconduct, (Exhibit
“16,” attached and incorporated herein.)

Asaresult of the foregoing, on June 19, 2013 Attorney Meckler sent Respondent
copies of Attorney Kilroy's May 29, 2013 and June 18, 2013 letters and again requested

that Respondent reply (the “Fifth Request.”) (Exhibit 17, attached and incorporated

herein.)
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Respondent fatled and refused to respond to this request.

On June 21, 2013 Attorney Kilroy sent Attorney Meckler yet another

correspondence with additional information regarding allegations of Respondent’s

misconduct. (Exhibit “18,” attached and incorporated herein.)
As aresult of the foregoing, on June 25, 2013 Attorney Meckler sent Respondent

a copy of Attorney Kilroy’s June 21, 2013 letter and again requested that Respondent

reply (the “Sixth Request.”) (Exhibit “19,” attached and incorporated herein.)
Respondent failed and refused to respond to this request.

On August 7, 2013 Attorney Meckler sent Respondent, via Certified U.S. Mail,

Return Receipt Requested, information regarding a new, but related Grievance (the

“Stmonson Investments, Inc. Grievanee™) and instructed Respondent to reply within 20
days, or by August 27. 2013 (the “Sceventh Request.”) (Exhibit “20.” attached and
incorporated herein.}

1o respond Lo this request,

On Ociober 17, 2013 Atiorney Kilroy sent to Attorney Meckder and undersigned

5 o g I B vt gt T A s o £ ATy
Bar Counsel o COPY ol an Chio Board of Tax / f)ijm‘{(\ Ordey TINCEET

[



contenipt and ordering him to reimburse the Lorain County Board of Revision and the
Lorain County Auditor the sum of $8,529.76. (Exhibit “21,” attached and incorporated
herein.)

On October 21, 2013 Attorney Kilroy sent to Attorney Meckler and undersi gned
Bar Counsel a “Letter from 74 Ohio Treasurers” sent to Ohio Attorney General Mike
DeWine alleging additional misconduct against Respondent and warnin 1g the public about
him. (Exhibit *22,” attached and incorporated herein.)

As such, other than Respondent’s incomplete and inadequate reply of April 9,
2013, Respondent failed and refused to reply, respond, or cooperate with the investigation
instituted by The Committee and completely ignored six (6) letters of inquiry sent from
the investigator.

On July 29, 2013 at a regularly scheduled meeting of The Committee, affirmative
votes were recorded finding probable cause that Respondent had committed multiple
violations of the Ohio Rules of Professional Conduct and the Ohio Supreme Court Rules
for the Government of the Bar.

The matter was thereafter assigned to Attorney D. Chris Cook, undersigned, a
member of The Committee and Bar Counsel to LCBA, for prosecution. (Exhibit <23,
Affidavit of Steven G. Meckler, aitached and incorporated herein.)

On April 24, 2014 a Notice of Intent to File and copy of the Certified C ‘omplaini
were emailed to Respondent. (Exhibits “24,” NITF & “25," E-Mail, res spectively,
hed and incorporated hepein.)

8y g sy et S PO I F DN PP [N P i v ; g
Fursuant to the Motice of Intent to File and the local rules of The Commitiee,
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Commitiee to address the Certified Complait, Investigative Summary, and allegations
contained therein.

As of the date of service of the Certified Complaint, it is unknown whether
Respondent will attend the meeting of The Committee, though he indicated that he
would.

In addition (o the above, Respondent has never produced professional liability

insurance for the periods of representation at issue.

H. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS
A) ATTORNEY JOHN P. KILROY GRIEVANCE

As previously stated, the Grievant, Attorney Kilroy, is an Assistaﬁt Prosecuting
Attorney for the Lorain County Prosecutor’s Office and the Attorney for the Lorain
County Auditor. (Exhibit “26,” Affidavit of John P, Kilroy, attached and incorporated
herein.)

Attorney Kilroy became aware of Respondent’s misconduct as a hearing board

; member of the Lorain County Board of Revision (“LCBR”). (Exhibits “3” & “26.”)

On March 29, 2012 Respondent filed a complaint against the Valuation of Real

Property with LCBR, Case Mo, 2012-1306, on behalf of one Keith Moore (*Moore”), the

property owner of real estate located at 1607 Missouri Avenue, Lorain, Ohio 44052,
Moore did not retain Respondent or authorize Respondent to file the Complaint

‘ on his behalt. Respondent submitted in his Reply to the Commitiee that he filed the

Complaint on behalf of the previous owner of the property, Adans Realty Co., with its

consent. (Exhibits 37 & =206
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Respondent specifically stated that he was retained by a Third-Party, Tax
Compliance Services, to file seven Complaints with LCBR on behalf of Adana Realty Co.
seeking reductions in valuation for certain property owners. (Exhibit *3.7)

Respondent further stated that he was unaware that Adana Realty Co. was no
longer the owner of the property subject to the complaint in LCBR 2012-1306, yet when
Respoundent filed the Complaint in LCBR 2012-1306, he identified Keith Moore as the
owner of the subject property. (Exhibits 77 & “26.7)

On August 6, 2012 Respondent failed to appear at the scheduled hearing before
the LCBR on Moore’s complaint. Due to Respondent’s failure to appear at the hearing
and the absence of evidence presented to the LCBR, LCBR dismissed the complaint.
(Exhibits “7" & *26.™)

On October 22, 2012 Respondent fited a notice of appeal with the Ohio Board of
Tax Appeals (hereinafier, “OBTA™), on behalf of Moore; when Respondent filed the
Notice of Appeal to the OBTA, he identified Keith Moore as the owner of the subject
property.

Respondent did not advise Moore of the appeal to the OBTA. Moore became
aware that a property tax appeal was pending when he received a hearing notice from the
OBTA. And, Moore did not initiate a tax appeal on his property, nor did he authorize
¢

Respondent to do so; did not engage the services of Respondent or retzin Respondent for

any purpose at any time; and, upon information and belief, Moore has never met

Respondent. {Exhibits 77 & )



In addition to filing a complaint on behalf of Moore with the LCBR, Respondent

filed complaints on behalf of numerous other individuals with the LCBR in March,

but failed to appear at any of the respective hearings, including;

Respondent did not waive the hearings or communicate to the LCBR that he

D.

1

Daniel Gerbick: LCBR #2012-1377

()

Six Lions Development: LCBR #2012-646
Andrew & Cassandra Burns: LCBR #2012-1398
2217 Wisteria: LCBR #2012-723

Timothy and Lisa Volzer: LCBR #2012-1358
Raymond & Jo Ann Nedwick: LCBR #2012-1391
Arthur & Carol Gibbs: LCBR #2012-1391
Monica Seo: LCBR # 2012-655

Daniel & Neimaliz Ortiz: LCBR #2012-1301

would not appear at said hearings. As a result of Respondent’s failure to prosecute the

complaints and the lack of evidence presented before LCBR, LCBR denied the reque

valuations. (Exhibits

7 & <26.7)

ested

Respondent failed to oblain his clients” informed consent to waive the hearings

and tailed to inform them of the potential adverse consequences of failing to appear at

said hearings
Ina

individuals

dditiontot

(Exhibits =77 & 726.7)

1

he above, Respondent filed complaints on behalf of numerous

but tailed to appear at the respective hearings on May 1, 2013 including:
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Victor & Laverne Sedivee: LCBR #2013-678
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C. Elizabeth Smith: LCBR #2013-684

. Flizabeth Smith: LCBR #2013-685
k. Iplan Group, LLC: LCBR #2013-686

F. Leon Hamrick: LCBR #2013-687
Respondent did not waive the hearings or communicate to the LCBR that he
would not appear at said hearings. (Exhibits “9” & “26.™)

In addition to the above, Respondent failed to appear at nine hiearings on the May

6, 2013 docket of LCBR for which he was either the Complainant/Agent or listed as

attorney of record on the complaint form. (Exhibits “11” & “26.7)

In those cases, the client/property owners appeared at three of the hearings on the
May 6, 2013 LCBR docket but Respondent did not.

On May 6, 2013 in LCBR 2013-791, the client property/owner, Carmen Albino,
stated under oath that she did not authorize 'Respondem to represent her and was unaware
that he was doing so. (Exhibits “11” & “26.7)

Further, on March 25, 2013 Respondent filed a complaint against the Valuation of
Real Property with LCBR on behalf of Terry J. Liebhardt (“Liebhardt™). the property
owner. (Exhibits “157 & “26.7)

On May 9, 2013 Respondent again failed to appear at the scheduled hearing
belore LOBR; Licbhardt never authorized or retained Respondent to act his attorney;
Liebhardt did not wish to file a complaint with the LCBR or intend to seck a reduciion in

valuation and Licbhardt never met Respondeni. {Exhibits “15 & “26.7)

to



In addition to the above, on March 23, 2013 Re spondent filed 2 complaint against
the Valuation of Real P roperty with LCBR on behalf of Matthew Pedraza (“Pedraza™),
the property owner. (Exhibits “15” & “26. ™)

On May 9, 2013 Respondent failed to appear at the scheduled hearing before
LUBR for Pedraza’s case; Pedraza never authorized or retained Respondent to act his
attorney; and, Pedraza never met Respondent.

Pedraza received unsolicited mail from a company known as Tax Compliance
i Services which Respondent has some unknown relationship with.

Respondent invoiced Pedraza $150.00 plus late fees for services that Pedraza did

not request or authorize. (Exhibits “15” & ©26.7)

Inn tolo, Respondent filed twenty-five (25) complaints with LCBR in 2012 and
2013 yet failed to appear at a single hearing for any of them. (Exhibits “16” & “26.”)
Further, Respondent filed a complaint against the Valuation of Real Property,

LCBR #2013-01431, with LCBR on behalf of Betty Jane Coates (“Coates™). (Exhibits

187 & 226.7)
Coates received notice from LCBR regarding a hearing on her complaint and
’ contacted LCBR to advise that although she had received solicitations from Tax

Compliance Services, she did not approve of any filing of a complaint for her property.
] Coates has been invoiced by Tax Compliance Services and has been pressured
:f about incurring possible late charges. (Exhibits 187 & t26.77)

o addition to the above, Respondent filed four cemplaints against the Valuation

of Real Property for individual property owners which were scheduled for hearings on
| June 17,2013 at the Lowin County
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In each of the respective cases, Respondent filed a Notice W aiving Appearance a
the hearing on behalf of cach of the property owners and in each of the respective cases,
the property owners appeared at their respective hearings and stated that they had no
knowledge of a waiver being tiled on their behalf,

Moreover, each property owner indicated to LCBR that he or she wanted a
hearing.

On July 25, 2013 the Lorain County Prosecutor’s Office (“The Prosecutor™) filed
a Motion to Dismiss: Motion for Sanctions with OBTA relative to several of the
aforementioned complaints. (Exhibits “21” & “26.”)

The Prosecutor filed motions in cach appeal before OBTA requesting that they be
dismissed and that Respondent be suspended from appearing or practicin g before the
OBTA on the basis of his involvement in the preparation and filing of the initial
complaints with the LCBR and his subsequent filing of appeals with the OBTA, both of
which The Prosecutor believed to be frivolous, (Exhibits “217 & #26.7)

On September 4, 2013 a hearing was held before OBTA wherein The Prosecutor
presented testimony that Respondent has frequently been involved in the filing of
complaints with both LCBR and appeals with OBTA and routinely fails to appear or
waive hearings scheduled by both tribunals. (Exhibits “217 & “26.7)

In addition, OBTA received testimony from a property owner, Lawrence Adams
("Adams”), who indicated that he engaged the services of Tax Compliance Services (o
assistin the fus valuation process,

Adams testiied that Tax Compliance Services of

crol consoral mashon e
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familiarity with tax matters, he selected the more expensive option which ensured the
presence of an attorney at future v aluation proceedings. (Ixhibits “21 & “26.7)

Adams also testified that he understood that Respondent would be his
representative although he had no direct communication with Respondent and that all of
his interactions were with the administrative personnel of Tax Compliance Services.

Based on the September 4, 2013 hearing and the testimony presented therein,
OBTA issued an order in, Simonson Investrients, ¢l al. v, Lorain Cty. Bd. of Revision
(Interim Order, Sept. 5, 2013), OBTA No. 2013-1 852, et al. unreported, requiring
Respondent to appear for a hearing on September 30, 2013 to show cause why sanctions
should not be imposed. (Exhibits “217 & “26.77)

Despite the show cause order, Respondent did not appear before OBTA nor did he
appear as scheduled at other merit hearings on the same date. Regardless, The Prosecutor
presented information reflecting time and expenses incurred in prosecuting the sanctions
sought and requested fees in the amount of $3,529.76.

After hearing the matter, OBTA issued a sanction against Respondent ordering
him to remit to The Prosecutor $8,529.76 for the costs sought by The Prosecutor, plus the

os1s of the two sanciions hearings convened and a punitive award to be paid wi ithin
fourteen (14) days of the issuance of the order. (Exhibits “217 & ¥26.7)
Finally, upon information and belief, during the listed periods of re egentalion,
Respondent did not at all times carry professional liability insurance or advice any ol his

clients (both those he was ¢ authorized to represent and those that ie was not) ot this fact,
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B) SIMONSON INVESTMENTS, INC. GRIEVANCE

The Grievants in this matter, Cliffion Simonson and Mary Beth Simonson (“The
Simonsons™), are the sole owners of Simonson [nv estments, Inc, ("SI7). (Exhibits “207
& 7267

SIF owns certain rental properties, {ive of which are the subject of the instant
grievance,

On November 30, 2012 Sif received a solicitation from Tax Compliance Services
which advertised their services and offered a 100% guaranteed reduction in real estate
taxes and further indicated that they offered a money back guarantee if the property
owner’s taxes were not reduced by at least $125.00 which was the one-time filing fee for
the tax reduction. (Exhibits “20” & “26.7)

On January 1, 2013 Mary Beth Simonson contacted Tax Compliance Services
who provided evaluations of five (5) of SII’s rental properties which Tax Compliance
Services represented would be worth pursuing tax reductions on through LCBR.

Tax Compliance Services initially quoted The Simonsons a fee of $100.00 per
parcel plus and additional $25.00 for attorney fees to obtain their services.

On January 23, 2103 The Simonsons received an invoice from Tax Compliance
Service charging $150.00 per parcel for their services. The Simonsons inguired as to why
they were not charged according to the initial quote and were advised by Tax Compliance

e W

Services that the additional $25.00 fee was added hecause Tax Compliance Services was

filins o Behalf ol a cormaratinn (Ewlhihiie 593017 6, <50 1
filing on behalt of a corporation. (Exhibits “20” & 26,7

) The Bimonsons paid $750,00 to Tax Compliance Services and

YT O e et e Aot it b T2 movgmeyiardpas
P, 2012 5i received copies of hearing notices which were issued to Respondent



Sl s

Gl

[T

one moiith and further advised that it would cost The Simonsons an a wdditional $150.00
per parcel to have an attorney represent 51 before the ORTA. (Exhibits “20" & “26.™)

On June 19, 2013 511 received correspondence from Tax Compliance Services
confirming that it appealed the LC BR’s decision to the OBTA and that there would be no
additional charges for their services.

SIT was further advised by Tax Compliance Services that SI would receive g
Notice of Filing and a Merit He: aring Notice directly from OBTA and directed ST to
immediately forward the Notice to Tax Compliance Services.

On July 25, 2013 the Lorain County Prosecutor’s Office ("The Prosecutor”) filed
a Motion to Dismiss: Motion for Sanctions with OBTA relative to SI’s Appeal. The
Simonsons” appeals were not dismissed by the OBTA, however, Respondent was
sanctioned in an amount of $8,529.76 for the costs sought by The Prosecutor, plus the
costs of the two sanctions hearings convened and a punitive award to be paid within
fourteen (14) days of the issuance of the order. (Exhibits “20,” “21,” & “26.”)

Finally, in addition to the above, upon information and belief, during the listed
periods of representation, Respondent did not at all times carry professional liability
insurance or advice The Simonsons or SI1 of this fact

111, CTHICAL VIOLATIONS

All as outlined above, Respondent failed to diligently represent his clients (both
those he was authorized to represent and those that he was not) by failing to do anythi mng
other than file cor mplaints {generally withoui his “client’s knowledge) which were
usually thereafier dismissed without the consont. permission, or knowledg:

r% 11 T2 e S PR
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As a direct and proximate result of Respondent’s failure to act diligently, multiple
clients (both those he was authorized to represent and those that he was not) were harmed
by the dismissal of their claims.

a further direct and proximate result of Re espondent’s failure to act di ligently,
multiple governmental agencies were harmed by processing numerous complaints and/or
appeals that were never prosecuted, by scheduling untold hearings that did not go
forward, and by managing cases that were frivolous and/or often filed without the
informed consent of the “clients.”

Respondent’s fatlure to represent his clients (both those he was authorized to
represent and those he was not) with reasonable diligence constitutes a violation of
ORPC 1.3

Further, Respondent failed to properly and adequately communicate with his
clients (both those he was authorized to represent and those that he was not) as a result of
the following:

A. Failing to reasonably consult with his clients about the status of
their cases;

B. Failing to return emails, make te lephone calls, or schedule
appointments;
C. Failing to communicate with his clienis regarding the filing of a

lawsuits and/or complaints:

B, Failing to advise or discuss with his clients the voluntary
dismissals of their claims and/or the dismissal of their claims to
due his failure to prosecute then and the ramifications thereto.
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Respondent’s failure 1o properly and adequately communicate with his clients

v

3

{both those he was authorized to represent and those that he was not) constitutes a
violation of ORPC Ld{ap(1-4).

In addition, at all times refevant hereto, Respondent was required by the Ohio
Rules of Professional Conduct to either maj ntain professional lability insurance or to
inform his clients in writing that he did not.

Upon information and belief, during the entire course of Respondent’s
representation of the multiple clients at issue (both those he was authorized to represent
and those that he was not), upon information and belief, Respondent failed to either

maintain professional liabi lity insurance or inform his clients in writing that he did not.

- Respondent’s failure to either maintain professional liability insurance or inform

his clients (both those he was authorized to represent and those that he was not) in writing
that he did not constitutes a violation of ORPC 1.4(¢).

Respondent also engaged in a business relationship with a company known as Tax
Compliance Services.

Upon information and belief, Res spondent,

A) Shared legal fees with a non-lawyer;
B) Formed a partnership with a non- lawyer where activities consist of

£

the practice of {aw.
£,

Respondent’s professional rel: ionship with Tax Compliance Services ma y

constitute a violation of QRPL 5, 4{a}.

Further, and ;
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representation by Respondent as a condition of the engagement of
that business;

B) Failed to disclose his interest in Tax Compliance Services to his
clients (both those he was authorized to represent and those that he
was not); and

C Failed to disclose to his clients (both those he was authorized to
represent and those that he was not) that those clients who were
customers of Tax Compliance Services could obtain legal services
elsewhere before performing legal services for them.

Respondent’s professional relationship with Tax Compliance Services also may
constitute violations of ORPC 5.7(b).

In addition, Respondent failed on multiple occasions to cooperate with the
investigation by The Committee.

Examples of Respondent’s failure to cooperate include, but are not limited to:

A. Respondent’s failure to timely, adequately, and properly respond to
the initial letter of inquiry sent by Attorney Meckler;

B. Respondent’s failure to ever respond fo any of the six (6)
additional letters of inquiry sent by Attorney Meckler;

C. Respondent’s failure to cooperate, participate, or in any way,
shape, or form engage in the investigation by The Committee that
pended from March 18, 2013 to August 7, 2013- a period of five
(5) months.

Respondent’s failure io cooperate in a disciplinary investigation constitutes
violations of ORPC 8.1(b) and Gev. Bar 2 YEUG).

Moreover, by holding himself out as representing multiple individuals in
numerous forums that he had no professional relationship with or authorization or

consent to represent, Respondent engaged in dishonest, traudulent, and deceitful conduct




and misrepresented himself to multi iple governmental forums and agencies as an attorney
with the authority to act on his “clients™ behalf.

As alleged above, Respondent aceepted compensation from some of the clients he
represented yet gave them no value by way of legal services for the funds he received as
most, if not all, of the complaints he filed were dismissed for want of prosecution.

Respondent’s dishonesty, fraud, deceit, and misrepresentation constitute
violations of ORPC 8.4(c).

Finally, as alleged above, multiple governmental agencies were harmed by
processing numerous complaints and/or appeals that were never prosecuted; by
scheduling untold hearings that did not go forward; and, by managing cases that were
frivolous and/or often filed without the informed consent of the “clients.”

Respondent’s misconduct constitutes violations of ORPC 8.4(d). (Exhibit “27,”
Affidavit of D. Chris Cook, Bar Counsel, attached and incorporated herein.)

IV, CONCLUSION

It is the position of The Committee and counsel undersigned that Respondent,

-Rami M. Awadallah, committed eight (8) violations of the Ohio Rules of Professional

Conduct and multiple viclations of the Ohio Rules For The Government of The Bar as
outlined above and that this matter should be certified by the Board of Commissioners on

Grievances and [ ne of the Supreme Court of Chio for prosecution.
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Respecttully subui aited,

D. CHRIS COOK, 40061073
Attorney for Relator & Bar Counsel
Lorain County Bar Association

Legal Ethies and Grievance Commitiee
The Commons

520 Broadway, Third Floor

Lorain, OH 44052

PH:  (440) 246-2665

FX: (440) 246-2670

email: cooklaw@centurvielne!

PROOF OF SERVICE

The undersigned represents that a copy of the foregoing Investigative Summary

7 With Exhibits in Support was served upon the following via Hand-Delivery and/or Fed-
v &7

Ex this /-~ day of April, 2014:
x Richard Dove, Esq.

Secretary of the Board of Commissioners

on Grievance and Discipline
65 S. Front Street, 5™ Floor
Columbus, OH 43215-3431

Scott Drexel, Esa.

Supreme Court of Ohio

Office of Disciplinary Counsel
250 Civic Center Drive, #325
Columbus, OH 43215-7411

) Eungene P. Whetzel, Esq.
Ohie State Bar Association
Certificd Grie ’mm{ummm >
1700 Lakeshore Diriv

Columbus, OH 4 32 3%

K o e

Teannie Motylewski, Ex
Lorain County Bar Ag
4 627 Broad bt
Elyria, Ohio 44435




Rami M. Awadallah, Esq.

Bernlohr, Nickamp, & Weisensell, LLP
23 South Main Street, Thir
ron, Chio 44308
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D. CHRIS COOK-—

Attorney for Relator & Bar Counsel
Lorain County Bar Association

Legal Ethics and Grievance Committee
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