
IN THE SUPREME COURT OHIO 
Carlean Dates, sui juris in propria persona 
c/o Hazelhurst Drive 
Cincinnati, Ohio [45208] 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

OHIO FIRST APPELLATE COURT OF APPEALS 
Lee H. Hildebrandt Jr. (Judge), 
Patrick F. Fischer (Judge), 
Patrick T. Dinkelacker (Judge), 
Penelope R. Cunningham (Judge), 
Richard P. DeWine (Judge) 
Sylvia S. Hendon (Judge) 
230 East Ninth Street 12th Floor 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202 

and 

CARPENTER, LIPPS & LELAND LLP 
David A. Wallace 
280 Plaza Suite 1300 
280 North High Street 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 

Respondent 

Case No. 2015-0238 

MAY ‘l ‘l Z1115 

CLERK OF COURT 
SUPREME COURT OF OHlO 

Demand For Reconsideration and 
Findings of Fact and Conclusion of Law 
Of Dismiss Writ of Mandamus 
by Declaration Pursuant to 28 USCA 
l746(l) without the United States 
By Carlean Dates In Special 
Appearance/Presentment 

DEMAND FOR RECONSIDERATION AND FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

Now Comes, Carlean Dates, sui juris living woman sentient being, de jure American under penalty 

of perjury and my unlimited commercial liability and demand this Court reconsider its decision to 

dismiss the Writ of Mandamus and denial of Motion to Strike Respondent's Motion to Dismiss. The 

Petitioner comes before this body in full life, and in her Propria Personas. The Petitioner comes before 

this court Sui luris, de jure American National and the Petitioner is not Pro se or alieni juris. The



Petitioner is neither ‘collective entity’ nor ‘artificial construct’ of any contrivance of man. The Collective 

Entity Rule/Doctrine does not apply in this matter as the Petitioner is a dejure American National and 

sentient being as a matter of Heritage, and progeny, and is vested and shrouded by the organic United 

States (”a more perfect union") under the Constitution for the united States of America (1791 to date) 

as ordained and established, and thereof, such an application of an artificial person, legal entity and or 

labeling is hereby rebutted! 

I am not a lawyer or Attorney and based on the law of Ohio and the United States each party to the 

mandamus must take an oath to uphold the U.S. Constitution and must produce its oath and bond on 

request. I will more fully explain in my memorandum in support. 

Carlean Dates



MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORTOF RECOSIDERATION 

INTRODUCTION 

I, We the people Carlean Dates, sui juris am not a lawyer and only deal in facts before the Court. 
The Facts before the Court is I requested the Oath and Bond ofall the Officers of Court who 

entered my case and did not receive from any of the Officers of the Court their Oath and Bond 
which is required bylaw which all the judges and attorney(s) have taking an oath to uphold U.S 

Constitution of America. 

David A Wallace (Attorney), CARPENTER, LIPPS & LELAND LLP are not attorney(s) of record in my 
case and are interlopers. The Jurisdiction of the Court was challenged and also a demand for the 

Judges and Attorney(s) oath and bond in this case pursuant to state and federal law. We the 
people Carlean Dates has accept Respondent's offer in contract contingent upon my written 

receipt of Respondent's statement of the claim and proof of the claim in the Truth that HSBC 

BANK USA NA as Trustee claim is true, complete and certain under the penalties of perjury and 

under bond. 

Pursuant to the CONSTITUTION of the UNITED STATES OF America ANALYSIS AND 

INTERPRETATION by the Legislative Reference Service, Library of Congress (prepared expressly 

for the functionally illiterate new members of Congress) in essence states on page 1088, 1089, 

et seq. that a corporation, legal fiction has no right to life, liberty or property and includes but is 

not limited to due process, a counter claim, barratry, deceptive trade practices, or any other 

claim by the plaintiff or the court that deny due process to Carlean Dates. 

There is no evidence before the Court that proves David A Wallace is not an Officer of the Court 

or that the judges of the first appellate court are not officers of the Court and all are required by 

law to take an oath to uphold the U.S. Constitution of America and must produce their oath and 

bond on demand.



LAWS AND FACTS 

ALL RESPONDENT'S ARE OFFICERS OF THE COURT 

Officer of the court- noun advocate, appointed official of the court system, attorney, attorney- 

at-law, barrister, counsel, counselor, counselor-at-law, designated official of the court system, 

judicial designate, judicial officer, judicial official, legal advisor, legal advocate, legal consultant, 

legal practitioner, member of the legal profession, official of the court 

Officer of the court definition— any person who has an obligation to promote justice and 

effective operation of the judicial system, including judges, the attorneys who appear in court, 

bailiffs, clerks, and other personnel. As officers of the court lawyers have an absolute ethical 

duty to tell judges the truth, including avoiding dishonesty or evasion about reasons the 

attorney or his/her client is not appearing, the location of documents and other matters related 

to conduct of the courts. 

The OHIO RULES OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT is what lawyers/attorneys in Ohio are governed 

by and the PREAMBLE: A l.AWVER’S RESPONSlBlLlTIES section one states: [1] As an officer of the 

court, a lawyer not only represents clients but has a special responsibility for the quality of 

justice. Therefore, David A Wallace is an attorney in Ohio and is governed by The Ohio Rules of 

Professional Conduct and it states he is an officer of the court 

In its public assertions, the legal profession promotes a different model: lawyers are officers of 

the court in the conduct of their professional, and even their personal, 8 affairs. The organized 

bar has expressly emphasized this obligation in each of its major codifications of the ethical 

obligations of the profession, including the American Bar Association's most recent effort 

Article iV, Section 2(B)(1)(g) of the Ohio Constitution grants the Supreme Court of Ohio exclusive 

jurisdiction to regulate admission to the practice of law in Ohio. The Supreme Court exercises 

this jurisdiction pursuant to Rule l of the Rules for the Government of the Bar, which establishes



10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

requirements for admission to the practice of law. All lawyers/attorneys agree to be governed 

by The OHIO RULES OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT 

The American Bar Association rule 3.3 section two states: [2] This Rule sets forth the special 

duties of lawyers as officers of the court to avoid conduct that undermines the integrity of the 

adjudicative process. Again lawyers are officers of the court at the moment they appear in a 

case 

There is no dispute that judges are officers of the court 

OATH OF OFFICE TO FOLLOW THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND 

STATE CONSTITUTION 

The Ohio Revise Code 3.23 states: The oath of office of eachjudge of a court of record shall be 

to support the constitution of the United States and the constitution of this state, to administer 

justice without respect to persons, and faithfully and impartially to discharge and perform all 

the duties incumbent on the person as such judge, according to the best of the person's ability 

and understanding. The oath of office of every other officer, deputy, or clerk shall be to support 

the constitution of the United States and the constitution of this state, and faithfully to 

discharge the duties of the office. Lawyers are officers of the court, therefore the oath of office 

of every other officer includes lawyers/attorneys 

Except for justices of the supreme court as provided in section 2701.05 of the Revised Code, 

each judge of a court of record shall take the oath of office on or before the first day of the 

judge's official term. The judge shall transmit a certificate of oath, signed by the person 

administering the oath, to the clerk of the respective court and shall transmit a copy of the 

certificate of oath to the supreme court. The certificate of oath shall state the term of office for 

that judge, including the beginning and ending dates of that term. If the certificate of oath is not 

transmitted to the clerk of the court within twenty days from the first day of the judge's official



14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

term, thejudge is deemed to have refused to accept the office, and that office shall be 

considered vacant. If the court does not require the judges to summit its oath that office was 

considered vacant and all ruling are void ab initio. 

The Supreme Court Rules For The Government Of The Bar Of Ohio section 8. Induction to the 

Bar. (A) Each applicant accepted for admission to the practice of law in Ohio shall take the 

following oath of office: 

I, , hereby (swear or affirm) that I will support the Constitution and the 

laws of the United States and the Constitution and the laws of Ohio, and I will abide by the Ohio 

Rules of Professional Conduct. 

In my capacity as an attorney and officer of the Court, I will conduct myself with dignity and 

civility and show respect toward judges, court staff, clients, fellow professionals, and all other 

persons. 

I will honestly, faithfully, and competently discharge the duties of an attorney at law. (So help 

me God.). In paragraph two of the oath the iawyer/attorney states they are officers of the court 

All Respondents are required by Ohio to take Oath 

Many judges have a total disregard for their oath of office under Title 28 Section 453, All judges 

take this oath of office swearing to uphold the U.S. Constitution. Arbitrary Exercise of 

Government Powers Missouri v. Mackey, 127 US 205, 8 S Ct 1161; Minneapolis v. Herrick, 127 

US 210, 8 S Ct 1176; Lepper v. Texas 139 US 462, 11 S Ct 577 

LAWYERS ARE NOT LICENSED TO PRACTICE LAW 

LAWYERS AND ATTORNEYS ARE NOT LICENSED TO PRACTICE LAW THE NATURE OF LAWYER- 

CRAFT IN AMERICA AS PER THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT; The practice of Law CAN NOT 

be licensed by any state/State. (Schware v. Board of Examiners, 353 U.S. 238, 239)



18. 

19. 

20. 

21. 

22. 

23. 

The practice of Law is AN OCCUPATION OF COMMON RIGHTI (Sims v. Aherns, 271 S.W. 720 
(1925)) 

The "CERTIFICATE" from the State Supreme Court: ONLV authorizes, to practice Law "IN 

COURTS" As a member ofthe STATE JUDICIAL BRANCH OF GOVERNMENT. Can ONLY represent 

WARDS OF THE COURT, INFANTS, PERSONS OF UNSOUND MIND (SEE CORPUS JURIS 

SECUNDUM, VOLUME 7, SECTION 4.) 

LACK OF DUE PROCESS 

I never received notice of Motion Dismiss and have not had an opportunity to be 

The Sixth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States establishes several "substantive" 

or constitutionally-secured due process rights. One is the right to know the nature and cause of 

action against you, another is the right to confront adverse witnesses, and yet another is the 

right to compel testimony by whoever has relevant knowledge. 

The Fourth, Fifth and Sixth Amendments secure due process in the course of the common law. 

This, too, is a substantive right, with one of the more important distinctions between due 

process in the course of the common law and due process in the course of the civil law being 

that any case or controversy must clearly set out fact and law. 

Bills of rights in our respective state constitutions secure corresponding rights, including rights 

to access to courts and redress of wrongs. All states other than Louisiana are common law 

states. Louisiana implemented the civil law system. Insular possessions of the United States also 

retained civil law process. 

Government, government agencies, and corporations are creatures of law. Collectively they are 

known as "juristic" entities. As creatures of law, they may exercise only powers they are vested 

with by law. Where government departments and agencies are concerned, the scope of 

authority and procedure are detailed in statutes, regulations and intra~departmental policy.



24. 

25. 

26. 

Officers, employees and agents of governmental entities must act within procedural bounds 

prescribed by statutes, regulations and published policy. 

(1) Notice. "An elementary and fundamental requirement of due process in any proceeding 

which is to be accorded finality is notice reasonably calculated, under all the circumstances, to 

apprise interested parties of the pendency of the action and afford them an opportunity to 

present their objections. "This may include an obligation, upon learning that an attempt at 

notice has failed, to take "reasonable follow up measures" that may be available. The notice 

must be sufficient to enable the recipient to determine what is being proposed and what he 

must do to prevent the deprivation of his interest. Ordinarily, service of the notice must be 

reasonably structured to assure that the person to whom it is directed receives it. I, did not 

receive notice of Motion to dismiss 

ALL RULINGS IN COLOR OF LAW 

Title 42 U.S. Code § 1983 is protections guaranteed to me by the First, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, 

Seventh, Eighth and Ninth Amendments of the federal Constitution, by the defendant under 

color of law in his/her capacity as a judge in First Appellate Court of Ohio. 

18 U.S. Code § 242 ~ Deprivation of rights under color of law states: Whoever, under color of any 

law, statute, ordinance, regulation, or custom, willfully subjects any person in any State, 

Territory, Commonwealth, Possession, or District to the deprivation of any rights, privileges, or 

immunities secured or protected by the Constitution or laws of the United States, or to different 

punishments, pains, or penalties, on account of such person being an alien, or by reason of his 

color, or race, than are prescribed for the punishment of citizens, shall be fined under this title 

or imprisoned not more than one year, or both; and if bodily injury results from the acts 

committed in violation of this section or if such acts include the use, attempted use, or 

threatened use of a dangerous weapon, explosives, or fire, shall be fined under this title or



imprisoned not more than ten years, or both; and if death results from the acts committed in 

violation of this section or if such acts include kidnapping or an attempt to kidnap, aggravated 

sexual abuse, or an attempt to commit aggravated sexual abuse, or an attempt to kill, shall be 

fined under this title, or imprisoned for any term of years or for life, or both, or may be 

sentenced to death. 

CONCLUSION 

Wherefore, there is no dispute that lawyer/attorney are officers of the court and ORC 3.23 

cover judges and officers all respondents are covered by the statue there is no reason for the 

Writ of Mandamus to be dismiss and it is my constitutional right to due process, l demand the 

court reconsider its decision.. 

Without Prejudice 

«J I 
Carlean Dates , Sui Juris 
c/o Hazelhurst Drive 
Cincinnati, Ohio near [45240] 
non-domestic



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

On 5 / day of, 

the foregoing by U.S. MAIL to the 

, 2015, the undersigned, sewed a copy of 
~~ lowing parlies: 

CARPENTER LIPPS & LELAND LLP 
280 PLAZA SUITE 1300 
280 NORTH HIGH STREET 
COLUMBUS, OI-[IO 43215 
Phone: (614) 365-4100 
Attorney(s) for Plaintiff-Appellee 

OHIO FIRST APPELLATE COURT OF APPEALS 
230 East Ninth Street 12th Floor 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202 

By: g Q“) %: 
Cariean Dates, living woman 
c/0 12062 Hazelhurst Drive 
Cincinnati, Ohio near [45240] 
non-domestic
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