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Relator

Relator, Mahoning County Bar Association, states for its cause of action agaist

Respondent, Roger Bauer:

I. Parties

1, Relator is a local Bar Association which maintains a Certified Griemnce

Committee pursuant to Gov. Bar R. V, Section 3.

2. Respondent is an attorney at law and is duly licensed to practice law in thefate

of Ohio. His Bar Registration Number is 0015998.



3. Respondent’s last known business address is 244 Seneca Ave., Warren, Ohio

44481.

II Factual Background
4.  Debra Cobb gave birth to her daughter, Haley Cobb, at Trumbull Memorial

Hospital on January 4, 2000.
5. Debra Cobb is married to Okey Cobb, Jr., the father of Haley Cobb.

6. Haley Cobb was born in a compromised state. She required resuscitation.
After her birth she was transferred to Tod Children’s Hospital where she remained a
patient for several weeks. During Haley’s hospitalization at Tod Children’s Hospital,
Debra Cobb and Okey Cobb, Jr. learned that Haley may have suffered brain damage.
At that time, they did not know whether the brain damage was the result of natural

causes or negligence.

7.  Thereafter, Debra and Okey Cobb, Jr. decided to consult with a lawyer to

investigate a potential claim for medical negligence.

8.  William Dye II is the brother of Debra Cobb. Sometime in 2000, Debra Cobb

asked William Dye II if he knew of any lawyers who handled medical negligence cases.

9. At that time, Willam Dye II was a friend of Respondent, Roger Bauer.
Sometime in 2000, William Dye II telephoned Respondent to ask if he knew any

attorneys who handled medical negligence cases.



10. Respondent recommended Attorney Martin White.

11. During their telephone conversation, Respondent asked William Dye II to
obtain some information from his sister, Debra Cobb, to forward to Attorney Martin
White. He requested William Dye II's sister’s full name and address, her husband’s full

name and address, their dates of birth, and their social security numbers.

12. William Dye II calied Debra Cobb and obtained the requested information.
Dye subsequently called Respondent and provided the requested information to

Respondent.
13. William Dye II gave the name of Attorney Martin White to Debra Cobb.

14. Subseqguently, Debra Cobb, along with her sister, Denise Sherman, who was a
nurse at Trumbull Memorial Hospital, scheduled an appointment to meet with Attorney

Matrtin White.

15. Sometime in the interim, Respondent relayed the Cobb information to Attorney

Martin White,

16. Debra Cobb and Denise Sherman met with Attorney Martin White and Wanda

Burns, R.N., a nurse employed by Attorney White.,

17. Debra Cobb and Okey Cobb, Jr. hired Attorney Martin White to investigate a

potential claim for medical negligence with regard to Haley Cobb’s brain injury.

18. Debra and Okey Cobb, Jr. signed a written fee agreement. (Exhibit 1).
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19, On December 9, 2003, Attorney Martin White filed a complaint in the Court of
Common Pleas, Trumbull County, Ohio, on behalf of Haley Nicole Cobb, a minor, Debra

R. Cobb, and Okey F. Cobb, Jr. The complaint was assigned case number 03 CV 2921.

20. Based upon the call from Respondent in which he provided basic information
about the Cobbs, Attorney White assumed that Debra Cobb and Okey Cobb, Jr. were

clients of Attorney Roger Bauer. They were not.

21. The Cobb complaint in case number 03 CV 2921 was voluntarily dismissed on

November 17, 2005.

22. Subsequent to the dismissal, Debra Cobb received a phone call from
Respondent. During the call, Respondent questioned Debra Cobb about the reason the

complaint was dismissed.

23.  On November 14, 2006, the complaint was refiled and assigned case number

06 CV 2992 on the docket of the Trumbull County Common Pleas Court.

24. In March, 2009, a status conference was scheduled with the court. At that
time, Attorney White was of the opinion that the complaint against Tara Shipman, M.D.
would not settle and that, given the complexity of the case, he would need additional
help in prosecuting the case. At that time, being under the assumption that the Cobbs
were Respondent's clients, Attorney White called Respondent and discussed the issue of

going forward, the compiexity of the case, and the costs with Respondent,



25. Subsequently, Attorney White consulted with the Cobbs relative to the future
course of the litigation. Specifically, White discussed his telephone call with Bauer
regarding the future complexity of the case and the cost. It was at that time that
Attorney White came to the realization that there was no relationship between the

Cobbs and Respondent.

26. Specifically, the Cobbs explained that they never consulted with any attorney
before Attorney White. The Cobbs never agreed to have Respondent represent them or

act as co-counsel in any case.

27. The reason the Cobbs consuited Attorney White was because Denise Sherman,
Debra Cobbs’ sister, and William Dye, II, Debra Cobb’s brother, recommended Attorney

White.

28. Shortly thereafter, Attorney White confronted Respondent with the fact that

the Cobbs did not consider Respondent to be their attorney.

29. The next day, Respondent faxed information to Attorney White which
Respondent claims established an attorney-client relationship with the Cobbs and a co-
counsel relationship with Attorney White. Again, Attorney White consulted the Cobbs

relative to this relationship.

30. On June 11, 2009, as a result of the above revelations, Attorney White

authored a letter to Respondent.



31. In his letter, Attorney White explained to Respondent that no attorney-client

relationship was established between Respondent and the Cobbs.

32. Attorney White also explained that he was of the opinion that Respondent was

not co-counsel on the case and was thus not entitled to any legal fees.

33. On or about June 23, 2009, Debra Cobb and Okey Cobb Jr. signed a new
contingent fee agreement with Attorney Martin White which included Attorney Norman
Moses, and the law firm of Djordjevic, Casey, Marmoros Co. L.L.C. as co-counsel to

prosecute the case on their behalf. (Exhibit 2).

34, Before their case proceeded to trial against Tara Shipman, M.D. and
Associates in Female Health, Inc., Respondent again contacted Debra Cobb. During the
phone call, Respondent asserted that he was sorry that Debra Cobb did not remember
meeting with him. Debra Cobb told Respondent she would not even recognize him.
Prior to this call, Debra Cobb never met Respondent nor talked to him more than as set

forth above.

35. On September 13, 2010, Attorney Michael D. Rossi wrote to Attorney Martin

White, indicating that Attorney Rossi represented Respondent.

36. Attorney Rossi’s letter represents that William Dye II introduced Debra Cobb
to Respondent. Both William Dye I and Debra Cobb deny that any such introduction

occurred.



37. Rossi's letter represents that Debra Cobb considered Respondent to be her
lawyer. Debra Cobb and her husband Okey Cobb Jr. deny that they ever considered

Respondent to be their attorney.

38. Rossi’s letter represents that Respondent personally interviewed Debra Cobb,
reviewed her paperwork, and “took copious notes.” Debra Cobb denies this, and no
such “copious notes” exist. Respondent has provided his entire file to Relator. It is

attached as Exhibit 3.

39. Attorney Rossi's letter represents that Respondent “convinced Debbie to bring

you [Attorney Martin White] in on the case.” Debra Cobb denies this.

40. Attorney Rossi's letter also represents that Respondent “made arrangements
for” Debra Cobb ™“to interview with your nurse [Attorney White's nurse] Wanda.”

Attorney White and Debra Cobb deny this.

41. The letter maintains that Attorney White agreed to his “customary 50/50 fee

division.” Attorney White denies this.

42. The letter represents that Respondent “repeatedly inquired into the status of

case.” Attorney White, Debra Cobb, and Okey Cobb Jr. deny this.

43. As the case proceeded, Respondent did not communicate or participate in the

case with either Attorney White, Debra Cobb, or Okey Cobb Jr.



44. On October 21, 2010, the jury returned a verdict, and the Court entered
judgment, in favor of plaintiffs, Haley Cobb, Debra Cobb, and Okey Cobb Jr., in the

amount of thirteen million nine hundred thousand dollars ($13,900,000.00).

45. On October 28, 2010, Respondent sued Attorney White in the Court of
Common Pleas, Trumbull County, Ohio, aileging that he was entitled to share in any
attorney fee earned. Respondent’s claims included breach of contract, unjust
enrichment, joint venture/partnership, and promissory estoppel, and requested

declaratory judgment. The case was assigned the number 10 CV 2846.

46. On June 10, 2011, the Court entered judgment with prejudice against
Respondent. The Court referred the matter to the Trumbull County Bar Association for
arbitration or mediation and indicated that, if the Trumbull County Bar Association was
unable to resolve the matter, it should be referred to the Ohio State Bar Association for
resolution. The Court concluded that Respondent’s claim was a dispute about a fee
sharing agreement between attorneys which was an issue to be decided pursuant to

the Rules of Professional Conduct and/or the Code of Professional Responsibility.

47. On or about July 7, 2011, Respondent filed a Notice of Appeal from the
Judgment Entry of the Court of Common Pleas, Trumbull County, Ohio, to the Court of
Appeals for the 11™ Appellate District. Respondent’s appeal was assigned the case

number 2011 T 71.



48. On March 19, 2012, the Court of Appeals for the 11 Appellate District
affirmed the judgment of the Trumbull County Court of Common Pleas. It was a

unanimous decision.

49. On March 27, 2012, Respondent filed a motion to certify a conflict to the Ohio
Supreme Court. On March 27, 2012, Respondent filed an application for

reconsideration with the Court of Appeals.

50. On April 20, 2012, Respondent filed a Notice of Appeal to the Supreme Court.

The Ohio Supreme Court assigned his appeal the number 2012-0629.

51. On May 3, 2012, the Court of Appeals for the 11t Appellate District overruled

Respondent’s motion to certify a conflict.

52. On July 5, 2012, the Ohio Supreme Court declined to accept jurisdiction.
Respondent continued to assert a claim even though he was never retained by the

Cobbs.
III. Procedural History

53. On February 16, 2011, counsel for the Relator forwarded to Respondent a

letter notifying him of Relator’s investigation.

54. Thereafter, Relator investigated the facts and circumstances set forth in

paragraphs 4 through 52 of the Complaint.



55. On September 13, 2012, the Mahoning County Bar Association Certified
Grievance Committee found that sufficient evidence existed to proceed forward with the

filing of a formal complaint.

56. Thereafter, the Relator, through its counsel, drafted a complaint which was

forwarded to counse! for the Respondent for review.

57. Counsel for the Respondent reviewed the complaint and prepared an initial

response on behalf of the Respondent.

58. In the interim, the Trumbuli County Common Pleas Court referred the dispute

between Respondent and Attorney White to the Ohio State Bar Association.

59. The Ohio State Bar Association appointed a panel to address the fee dispute

which Respondent had instituted.

60. After reviewing the matter with bar counsel, Relator came to the conclusion
that it would be inappropriate for the fee dispute and grievance investigation to proceed
simultaneously. Therefore, on December 4, 2012, Relator dismissed its investigation of
Respondent until the Ohio State Bar Association’s' proceedings were concluded.
Respondent was advised that Relator would decide whether or not it would take further

action at that time.

61. Respondent was expressly advised that the dismissal of the grievance was not

a dismissal on the merits.
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62. Relator learned in early August of 2013 that the arbitration of the dispute

between Respondent and Martin F. White had been concluded.

63. Thereafter, Respondent reviewed the facts, circumstances, and the procedural
issues which had occurred after the grievance and complaint had been dismissed on or

about December 4, 2012.

64. On March 13, 2014, Relator’s Certified Grievance Committee again found that

sufficient evidence exists to proceed with the filing of this complaint.
1v. Misconduct

65. Paragraphs 1 through 52 set forth above constitute a violation of Rule 2-107
of the Code of Professional Responsibility, in that the Cobbs never provided consent for
Respondent to serve as their counsel, and Respondent failed to set forth in writing the
division and identity of all lawyers sharing in the claimed fee; to the extent that the
conduct continued after February 1, 2007, the conduct of the Respondent also violates
Rule 1.5(c) and (e) of the Ohio Rules of Professional Conduct in that a written
contingency fee agreement was never signed by the client which sets forth the division

of fees and responsibilities of the counsel.

66. Paragraphs 1 through 52 set forth above constitute a violation of DR2-107(b)
in that any dispute between lawyers arising under Rule 2-107 must be resolved via the
local bar association or the Ohio state Bar Association; to the extent the dispute arose

after February 1, 2007, the conduct of the Respondent constitutes a violation of
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Rulel.5(f) of the Ohio Rules of Professional Conduct which provides a case which is a
dispute between lawyers for fees shall be resolved in accordance with the mediation or

arbitration provided by the local bar association or the Ohio State Bar Association.

67. Paragraphs 1 through 52 set forth above constitute a violation of Rule
3.3(a)(1) and (3) of the Ohio Rules of Professional Conduct, a lawyer shall not
knowingly make a false statement of fact or law to a tribunal or offer evidence that the

lawyer knows to be false.

68. Paragraphs 1 through 52 set forth above constitute a violation of the Ohio
Rules of Professional Conduct, Rule 8.1(1)(a) and (b), providing that in connection with
a disciplinary matter a lawyer shall not knowingly make a false statement of material

fact or fail to disclose a material fact.

69. Paragraphs 1 through 52 set forth above constitute a violation of Rule 8.4(c) -
“"Misconduct - engage in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or

misrepresentation” and DR 1-102(A)(4), Code of Professional Responsibility.

70. Paragraphs 1 through 52 set forth above constitute a violation of Rule 8.4(d) -
"Misconduct — engage in conduct that is prejudicial to the administration of justice” and

DR 1—102(A)(5), Code of Professional Responsibility.

WHEREFORE, pursuant to Rule V of the Rules for the Government of the Bar

of Ohio, and the Code of Professional Conduct, Relator alleges that Respondent is

12



chargeable with misconduct; therefore, Relator requests that Respondent be disciplined

pursuant to Rule V of the Rules for the Gover
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nment of thé Bar of Ohio.

MAHONING COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION

DAVID C. COMSTOCK, JR(0040145)
Comstock Springer ilson Co. L.P.A.
Bar Counsel

100 Federal Plaza East, Suite 926
Youngstown, Ohio 44503

(330) 746-5643

N7 (-

RONALD E. SLIPSKI (0014404)
Green Haines Sgambati Co., L.P.A.
Bar Counsel

120 Westchester Dr.

P.O. Box 4338

Youngstown, Ohio 44515

(330) 797-0086




CONTRACT

We hereby engage Atiomey Martin F. White, hereinafter referred to as "attorney,"
to represent-us and our daughter, Haley Nicole Cobb, in the prosecution of a claim for
medical malpractice arising from our daughter’s birth at Trumbult Memorial Hospital.

The attorney shall charge a reasonable fee for his services which will be paid only
if he is successful in retaining recovery on the claim. Regarding all claims, the attorney
fees shall not exceed 40% of the amount collected, regardiess of whether the case is
setled, arbitrated, tried before a jury or appealed.

The attorney shall advance all costs necessary for the preparation and
presentation of the claim including, but not limited to, expert fees, investigative fees,
deposition fees, and all other reasonable and necessary services and materials relating
to the claim. In addition to his fee, the atiomey shall be reimbursed for the expenses of
this nature that he actuélty incurs. The atiomey shall not seek reimbursement for
expenses in the event there is no recovery on our daughter’s claim.

No settlement of this claim shall be made without the consent of the ciients and

the approval of the Trumbull County Probate Court.

P
adn
OKEY F. BB, JR.

DEBRA R, COBB, as Court Appointed
Guardian of Haley Nicole Cobb

MARTIN F. WHITE
Attorney at Law

EXHIBIT
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 CONTINGENCY FEE AGREEMENT

This confract supersedes o prior confingznt fee agrezment entered info befween OKEY F. COBB, JR. and DEBRA R. COBRB and Attorney
Martin F. Whitz, and is subject to the approval of the Trumbuil County Probote Court. We hereby retain the law firm of Djord jevie, Casey &
Marmares Co. LLC {DCM), Norman A, Moses, and Martin F, White fo act os u‘r‘r'ornzys to ::nves?igcz’rz, prepare, file in Court and pursue a personal
injury claim against Tara A, Shipman, M.D., Trumbull Anesthesta Group, Inc., the estate of Edmundo Salero, M.D., and Forum

E— ul
Memorial Hospital or any other person, firm, or-corporation lisble for injuries, sustained Yo Haley Nicole Cobb, a minar, Eﬁ

ATTORNEYS FEES | ocr 2y

As compensation for their services, I (we) agree to pay fo scid aftorneys 40% from the total pr Ezf recovery, %g:gg fee
will be shared 60% to DCM/Norman A. Moses and 40% to Martin F. White. TRUMBULL THOM 45
Coy

N
, ) ) ) ) Wa TYeRg
Mo further or greater fee will be charged by the attorneys if there ore additional frials of the case, nor if there ore one or more appeals in @B.Elﬁb

the Supreme Court in such cases where the attorney's determine in their sole discrefion that Yhere is & meritorious bosis to file soid appeal. In Tgeg I

event of o
structured settlement, the ottorney's fee will be bosed on the present volue of the setflement or award. IT I5 AGRFED THERE IS NO ATTORNEY FEE
WITHOUT RECOVERY, ‘

CASE EXPENSES

In consideration of their undertoking this work, I/we understand that said atforneys may ineur out-of-pocket expenses in the investigation, preparafion, probating
and litigation of the zase ond the reasonable eost of investigaters’ services, non-testifying medicol, nursing and other non-legal consultation, expert witnesses ond
consultants, milenge ond travel expenses, ali of said expenses collectively defined herein as “Case Expenses”, Client(s) understand atforneys may utilize independent
nurse consultants and hereby authorize suid offorneys fo poy “Case Expenses,” medical expenses and subrogated interests from the proceeds of recovery directly
tn medical or other providers, IT IS AGREED THAT REPAYMENT OF CASE EXPENSES BY CLIENTS OF OUR FIRM REFERRED TO HEREIN IS
CONTINGENT ON THE OUTCOME DOF THE MATTER. Notwithstonding The preceding sentence, Case Expenses incurred ofter attorneys in good foith advise the
Client(s) that the merits of the cose do not warrant the incurrence of further Case Expenses shall be the sole responsibility of the Client(s) and attorneys shall
have the right 1o be paid in advance by the Client(s) before any such additional Case Expenses ore incurred,

LETTERS OF PROTECTION

Clien$(s) authorize attorneys at their diserefion and/or client's request fo send letters fo medical providers which outhorizes payment to said medical provider in
the event of recovery.

VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL OF A LAWSUIT

Chent{s) cuthorize atforreys fo voluntarily dismiss o lowsuit after it is filed with o right te refile the cloim if atterneys deem said dismissal to be in the client(s)
best interest,

TERMINATION OF ATTORNEY-CLIENT RELATIONSHIP/ASSIGNMENT

If the otforneys or clients do not wish to proceed with further representation on the cloim {or claims), the otvorneys' representation may be ferminated by express
communication 10 the other porty at the inst known address, However, the attorneys shall be entitled to the fee stated herein bosed upon ony settiement or award
or offer to settle at the fime of ferminction, or pending offer o setfie of the Hime of terminafion which is the result of their services. In the event thot e
settlement or aword or offer to settle hos not been made, or pending offer to settie does not exist at the ¥ime of terminotion by the Client ond/or at the time of
termination by the atforney provided the client vlfimafely receives o recovery, then Yhe attorneys sholl be paid the reasonable value of their services rendered phus
Case Expenses. In np event shall there be any ettorney's fees paid or expense liabilifies contrary fo the low of Ohie, including its Code of Professional

Responsibilivy. Client(s) hereby assign an interest in proceeds recovered equivalent to the aterney’s fee and case expenses should the relationship be terminated
by the client,

CLIENTS DUTY TO COOPERATE

Clent{s} hereby ogree 1o keep ottorney advised of their whereobouts and current oddress and phone tumber at ali times and to appear on reasonable notice af
depositions and court oppearonces and to comply with ali reasonable requests made of client in connection with the preparation and presentation of the cose.

SETTLEMENT/LITIGATION

T hereby authorize you, my Attorneys fo negotiote the settlement of this chim, and also to institute such legal ections os moy be adviseble in your judgment 1o

enforce my rights. Mo settlement will be made without the oral or written consent of the client(s), Client{s) authorize all checks and drafts fo be payable to
client(s) and ottorneys jointly.

Special arrangements if any:

DATED at —%Wba_k , Ohio, this 2 7) day of %{‘v‘m—@/ , 2009,

= Deef—
576/

™ rAc A MARPMAROS 70 VO

CLIENT
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o

SHIPMAN IS THE DOCTOR WEHO DELIVERED HALEY
1 DID NOTHING WRONG |
HE HAS A MILLION NO OFFER
POTOSIN NOT EFFECTIVE
HOSPITAL NONEWO NATALIST OR PEDEATRICIAN
KID SHOULD HAVE BEEN BORN BY C SECTION
DR LETS GIVE IT ONE MORE PUSH
ATGAR SCORES AWFUL CODE PINK.|
NON QUALIFIED PEOPLE CAME
. SALERC ANESTHESIOLOGIST WRONG TUBE WRONG PLACE
XID GOBS T NURSERY 10 12 MINUTES LATER NURSE PUS IN THE RIGHT TURE
N | KID BINKS UP
- SALERO 1,000,000 WILL PAY RIGHT NOW
| HOSPIAL 1,000,000
EXCESS 10,000,000
TDM MANION
| FORUM HEALTH CARE INS COMPANY
- INDEPENDANT WELLFUNDED
CAPTIVE OFF SHORE
i‘sﬁAm DAMAGE AND CEREBRAL PALSEY
CAROL GREEN HALEYS NEUROLOGIST NOT RELATED TO BIRTH

MOM HAD HERPIES MOM HAD A FALL

-

MJLT}ZE’LE BREAXS IN THE STAKDARD OF CARE

“rtie,



UM BTTY Unaries Richnaras woU-ous—orel

- '.,‘:.. -.-v-."h

2. KID NEVER SHOULD HAVE BEEN ADMITTED TO THIS HOSFITAL
NEED A TRAINED NEO NATAL UNIT
CRITISIM OF SALARO

PLUS }aﬂJ‘TUSTﬂvIEDFB}RTHISWHENTHECH[[DWASHAEMED .

10 BXPERTS SAY IT WAS BEFORE SHE WAS IN THE HOSPITAL

o

4 1 EXPERTS

] LAW CHANGED ONFEE SPLIT ILL QUIETLY TAKE CARE OF YOU

IIIEEDTGEERE OTHER LAWYERS CLEVE AKRON

o TEEYNEEDP&ID

ROGER YOUR END IS CUT FORGET 50 50 BUT BUT BUT

HDW MUCH MARTY

I DON’T KNOW I MUST SEE 'WHAT IMUST PAY TBEM

PROBATE W]LL NEVER ALOW YOUR FEE BUT I WILL COVER YDU

Céll. ME WHEN YOU XNOW SOMETH]NG AB‘{)UT MY END

o

IF WE WIN APPEAL DOES EXCESS COVERAGE AFPLY TO SHIFMAN AND SATERO

'IE{EY ARE ]}H)EPENDANT CONTRACTORS NO
TBERE IS AGENCYBY ES’IOI’EL BY AGENCY WE WOULD PREVAIL

‘1 ;
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BTN CERTIFICATE

The undersigned Chairman of the Grievance Committee

iPresident, Secretary, Chairman of the Grievance Conunines or Disciplinary Counsel}

of the Mahoning County

hereby certifies that David C. Comstock, Jr.
S . duly authorized to
(is or are)

represent Relator in the premises and has accepted the responsibility of

{has ar have)

prosecuting the complaint to its conclusion. After investigation, Relator believes reasonable cause exists

to warrant a hearing on such complaint.
Dated /‘5"‘ k‘é”fﬁne 19 , 2014
Ebs @Cﬁ. Chairman

(Titie;

(Rule V of the Supreme Court Rules for the Government of the Bar of Ohio.)
Section (4)

(4) (I} (8) The Complaint; Where Filed; By Whom Signed. A complaint shall mean a
formal written complaint alleging misconduct or merital illness of one who shall be designated
as the Respondent. Six (6) copies of all such complaints shall be filed in the office of the
Secretary of the Board. Complaints filed by a Certified Grievance Committee shall not be
accepted for filing unless signed by one or more members of the Bar of Ohio in good standing,
who shall be counsel for the Relator, and supported by a certificate in writing signed by the
President, Secretary or Chairman of the Certified Grievance Committee, which Certified
Grievance Committee shall be deemned the Relator, certifying that said counsel are duly
authorized to represent said Relator in the premises and have accepted the responsibility of
prosecuting the complaint to conclusion. It shall constitute the authorization of such counsel
to represent said Relator in the premises as fully and completely as if designated and appointed
by order of the Supreme Court of Ohio with all the privileges and immunities of an officer
of such Court. The complaint may also, but need not, be signed by the person aggrieved.

Complaints filed by the Disciplinary Counsel shall be filed in the name of Disciplinary
Counsel as Relator.

Upon the filing of a complaint with the Secretary of the Board, Relator shall forward
a copy thereof to Disciplinary Counsel, to the Certified Grievance Committee of the Ohio
State Bar Association. to the local bar association and to any Certified Grievance Committee
serving the county or counties in which the Respondent resides and maintains his office and
for the county from which the complaint arcse.
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