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Relator

s - Now comes reiator and alieges that Jenmfer Lynn ConelI an attorney~at law duly B

T ':.': _'.:_admltted fo the practlce of law in the state of Oth 1s gullty of the follomng rmsconduct

.:__:' 1 -_"Respondent Jenmfer Lynn Cor1e11 ‘was admltted to the practlce of iaw in the state of
i ...Ohl() on November 20 2000 Respondent 1s sub_;ect to the Code of Professwnal

' _E 5 _-_:_-:;..'ResponSIblhty, the Ruies of Professzonal Conduct and the Rules for the Government of
the Bar of Oh10 . o e
' 2 i _j '_-_'3'-'_'Respondent has noe pfewousiy been dlSCiplined

'. 3 __:In each count of th1s complamt in Wthh 1t 1s aIleged that respondent receiued legal fees. | S
i _from a grlevant but did not complete the work on the grlevant s behalf l‘esp(mdent Sho“ild.'.:.-i': o
S be requ1red to pay restltutlon to the grlevant in an amount up to the amount pald but not

' -__--':.eamed in Iegal fees



i -'and would make sure everythtng was COpled and returned over the upcommg weekend o e

e 10 : ;.On Juiy 11 2014 Harold emalled respondent because he had not heard from her srnce A o

COUNT I

On July 15 201 3 Harold Lee (“Harold”) met Wlﬂl respondent to.seek her assrstance w1th
a post cothctton rehef rnot10n for hts son Andrew Lee (“Audrew”) who was . G
= L lncarcerated .Respondent agreed to represent Andrew and 1nd1cated that the fee wouId. be..:.i.:__."-_'-._::_. - i
: f-._..$5 OOO Harold pald respondent $2 SOO at that tlme L | | |
g ."Harold pald respondent an addlttonal $3 000 over tnne, whlch 1ncluded $500 to pay 4 L
. fI-j'-prrvate mvestrgator Martrn Yant Yant had referred Haroid to reSpondent
: On or about October 8 2013 respondent met Wlth Andrew regardmg the post. convrctron '
: ;reiref n‘lotlon . e | S o o
. ;:Other than meetrng wrth t{arold and Andrew on the ahove mentroned occasro‘ns” |
' .-_.respondent completed no Work on’ Andrew 3 case . i g

' At the begmmng of the representa’non Harold prov1ded respondent wrth Andrew 5 case | .. A
. ﬁle mcludmg a Voluminous trtal transcrtpt At that tlme Harold requested that S
o 'respondent eopy the ﬁle and return the or1g1nal to hnn g s

. :On June i 1 2014 Haroid emaﬂed respondent regardlng the- case ﬁIe .and whether she had.-: '_ i

i _'-_.':copred it yet Respondent rephed to: Harold that same day, explammg that she Was n trlal : : j

e -‘._"-'.'the prevrous ematl and stlll had not recerved the case ﬁle
: -On Juiy 14 2014 respondent emaﬁed Harold apologrzrng because she had not yet

o returned the case ﬁle to htm In the emarl respondent menttoned that she had pard Yant ;_'.:' e

R '.'$500 to contact the wrtnesses 1n Andrew s case and to update the afﬁdavrts they had .



s

o Ofﬁee Max gettrng copled Due to the Volume of documentatron they are havmg to scan - '; -: SRR

_;'.prevrously subnutted durlng Andrew 5 crrm.rnal trral Respondent atso 1nd1cated that.she
B _:had begun draftrng the petrtlon to ﬁle wrth the court S .

_Although respondent pard Yant to complete work on Andrew s case she.falled to. G

' respond to Yant’s messages regardtng the work that he had completed or to otherwrse

'-'_:communtcate w1th Yant about Andrew s case e e |

.Respondent never began draftlng Andrew s post-conthron petrtlon o

.Harold ematled respondent about the case ﬁle agam on August 11 2014

"Respondent rephed by text message on August 13 2014 1ndlcat1ng [t]he transcri'p't'is' at ..

. 1t tn and also copy it. It is takmg them longer than they quoted me As soon as 1t 1s ready

- to prck up, I wﬂI get 1t to you So sorry for the delay ? .At no tlme d1d respondent send

16

i ";Andrew s ﬁIe 0 Ofﬁce Max for copytng
-:On September 8 2014 Harold sent respondent.a text message askrng about her progress: _ '.; '
“on the case and requesttng, agarn that she return the ease ﬁle fo h1m Lo
.’When respondent dld not repiy to Harold’s text message on September 16 2014 he sent : - | :'

i her another message rndlcatmg “J enmfer I need to have a conversatron wrth you ASAP | : e

o

o :.:contact you last week to 1et You know that it was ready to be prcked up at the Ofﬁce MY.- 2

' Respondent rephed to Harold’s text message an hour later In the message respondent ; LR o

stated “{h]l Harold Stapies ﬁnally got everythtng copted My paralegal was supposed to ';".: :

o receptzontst }ust 1nformed the 1t Was st111 there The front desk closes between 4 30 5 00

| o I thmk you have the address but 1f not 1t is 1900 POlaI'iS Pkwy Ste 450 Respondent '3_':- ._: S



S sent her text message to Harold at I 26 PM At 1o trme d1d respondent send Andrew s

| -'ﬁle to Staples for copylng

a0

On September 16 2014 at 1 44 PM I—Iarold rephed to respondent that he would be on, hrs .:_ - b

'-Way to the ofﬁce in. about a half hour When Harold arrrved at the Polarrs Parkway ST
'IOfﬁce he dlscovered that no ﬁle had been left for h1m by respondent He sent respondent

= : '::a text message at that tnne = she dld not respond : S o

'01‘1 September 18 2014 Harold sent respondent a tex.t message asklng why she toId h1m.. _' S o

L ";that the ﬁle had been copled when in fact it had not been Respondent drd not reply o e

- "'-"'."':;"'.Harold smessage e

I:_.:On October 20 2014 Harold agatn Sent respondent a text message demandtng that she B B

. .:::_';_return Andrew s case ﬁle Respondent drd not reply to Harold’s essa g e ;: S

-'On January 29, 2015 Ha;rold emaﬂed respondent after Iearnrng that she 1ntended to olose‘ : -

L : 'her law practrce In the ernazl Harold requested that respondent return the case ﬁle to ' SROEE

L "hrm as well as return the $5 500 that had been patd to her

o

S _request that respondent return the case ﬁle along wrth the retarner and that she cease SECER

Respondent rephed to Harold s emall on F ebrnary 2 2015 In her response respondent e o
= '_1nd10ated that she was contmurng to work on Andrew S case and was wartmg to hear R R
from Marty about the afﬁdavrts

On February 3 2015 and February 17 2015 Harold emarled respondent retteratrng hrs {' SE

i jdorng any work on Andrew s case ';- L _' '.:
: Respondent rephed to Harold’s emall on February 27 2015 In the ernan respondent o

e "noted that She had provrded the case ﬁle to relator and woutd return 1t to Harold when ;._; S



o _relator returned it to her Relator copred and provrded the ﬁle to Harold on February 25 : L

s

- -'.'-prornptness in representtng a clrent] Rule l 4 (a)(3) [a lawyer shall keep the cllent Sl

.Respondent s conduct as alleged in Count I Vrolated the Ohlo Rules of Professwnal

_' Conduct spemﬁcally, Rule l 3 [a lawyer shall act w1th reasonable drhgence and

. -}'reasonably 1nformed about the status of the matter] Rule l 4 (a)(4) [a lawyer shall

L comply as soon as pract1cable vvrth reasonable requests for mformatron from the chent] . i

: : _'Rule 1 16 (d) [a Iawyer shall promptly dehver to the chent all papers and property to

:-.: Wlnch the clrent 1s entltled] Rule 1 16 (e) [a lawyer shall refund promptly any part ofa B i

i : ':';{_._fee pard in: advance that has tiot been earned] and Rule 8 4 (c) [1t is professmnal
s _l::mrsconduct for a lawyer to engage 1n conduct mvolvmg drshonesty, fraud decert or.

i mlsrepresentation]. 8 s

COUNT II

" On or about February 1 l 2014 Tawnya Ballard retamed respondent to 1n1t1ate a drvorce: .:.'_: L R

o proceedmg agamst her husband Gary Ballard pard respondent a $2 500 retatner at the e _'

S . '.trme Ballard pard respondent an addltronal $2 630 83 on’ Aprrl 23 2014

_ On March 5 2014 respondent ﬁled a Complamt for Drvorce and a Motron for a o

i Temporary Restratnmg Order on: Ballard’s behalf in the Delaware County Court of

_Common Pleas Domestrc Relatrons Drvrsron Tawnya Ballard V. Gary Ballard Case

o ;'-j;.No 14 DR B 030105

o

o : hearmg for July 23 2014 Ballard only learned of the hearmg after checkmg the i : i SE

On June IO 2014 Gary s attorney, Anthony Heald ﬁled a Motron of Defendant for

:._3-Temporary Restraxnmg Order on hrs chent s behalf The court scheduled a Rule 75



e "._3: 300 :'_:'_.-:Because Ballard was' unable to attend the July 23 hearmg due to work oblrgatrons, | |

5___”:Delaware County Clerk of Courts websue on July 19 2014 Respondent had fatled to : ': ._: S

inform her of the hearmg prlor to that date L

- respondent requested and was granted a contmuance untll August 28 2014

SIS B
S requests for admrssrons and requests for the productlon of documents to respondent S

- _ Respondent never responded to the requests on Ballard’s behalf and drd not even provrde i = o

| ¥ 'Prror to August Ballard had prevrously rece1ved a brlhng statement 1n Aprll Respondentl'-':_l_-.' S

On or about July 8 2014 Heald submttted drscovery requests 1nclud1ng 1nterrogator1es ?_Z'f 1=

B . ;:_:'..'these 1tems to Ballard unttl August 7 2014 after the 28 day deadlrne for respondrng to ;
i "_'::_:3_'_'the requests had passed | . | S o

3 On August 8 2014 Ballard emalled respondent and asked for her latest brlhng statement e

e .'.:dld not reply to Ballarcl’s emar]

- _-_.___.__Juha Levertdge as well as return any port1on Of ‘Ehe funds pald to respondent that had 1 ot-' - L

: On August 19 2014 Ballard emarled respondent and termtnated therr attorney-chent

S relat1onsh1p Ballard requested that respondent provrde her case ﬁle to her new counsel

(e 'yet been earned Respondeut rephed that she would send Ballard a current brllmg _ S

L statement along wrth any refund and that she would provrde the case ﬁles to Leverrdge =

S :.Respondent dld not keep her pronnse to Ball d ' 'ﬁ.: '_.3.: e

: Sometrme dunng August 2014 Levendge emarled respondent to request that she sxgn a o
S -motron for Subsututlon of counsel that Levertdge had prepared Respondent dechned to f.f Gl

i :_. _ do so and 1nd10ated that she Would ﬁle a rnotron to thhdraw from the case Respondent 8 o S

never ﬁled amotlon t0 w1thdraw _as promrsed.-j R o



1 _'f:'_had not been earned The letter was recerved on October l6 2014 Respondent drd not._ . i

On October 14 2014 Ballard sent respondent a letter by certtﬁed rnarl agam requesungf T

- _'E_that respondent return her case ﬁle and refund any portron of the funds pard to her that S

e reply to Ballard’s letter

e 36 f.: | _.'Respondent S conduct as alleged in Count H v1olated the Ohlo Rules of Professmnal .. i

e : ':-'Conduct specrﬁcally, Rule 1 3 [a lawyer shall act wrth reasonable drlrgencc and

i : __'-:Rule L. 16 (d) [a lawyer shall promptly dellver to the clrent all papers and property to _' L

-'_-".'_'5wh1ch the clrent is entrtled] and Rule l 16 (e) [a 1awyer shall refund prornptly any part';;:':' 8

S promptness m representrng a chent] Rule l 4 (a)(3) [a lawyer shall keep the chent
""'.'-reasonably 1nformed about the status of the matter] Rule l 4 (a)(4) [a lawyer shall

= __cornply as soon as practrcable w1th reasonable requests for mforrnanon frorn the clrent], o

S .'..._'ofa fee pard in advance that has not been earned]

COUNT III

In ot about September 2013 Ralph and Deana Deplnet retalned respondent to as51st therr |

i son Andrew (“AJ ”) Deprnet ona post convrctron rehef motron AJ was 1ncarcerated at

o 'the nme Respondent agreed to represent AJ and Mr and Mrs Depmet pa1d her $5 000

o over the next several months

' _:.39:. . Other than vrsrtrng AJ respondent completed no work on AJ s behalf

4t "-_On August 6 2014 AJ 1n1t1ated a fee arbrtratron w1th the Columbus Bar Assocratron (the S

In J anuary 2014 respondent vrsrted AJ at the Mansﬁeld Correctronal Instrtutlon

In June 2014 AJ requested that respondent return hrs case ﬁle and the retarner to h1m

s :.Z'.'_.Respondent d1d not reply to AJ ’s request and dld not return AJ S ﬁle

o : '-";-':“CBA”) seekrng the return of the money pard to respondent



S .'_'Z_Ithh arbltratton

owl

The CBA Wrote to respondent on’ August 21 2014 and requested that respondent srgn the

o | ._ -arbltratlon agreement and return 1t to the CBA’s office Respondent d1d not reply to the L e

o -';.3 'CBA’S let‘ter Pursuant to Gov Bar R V (4)(G) respondent was requrred to cooperate = Lo Lo

.On Septernber 8 2014 the CBA wrote to respondent a second trme sendlng the letter by:_':: ST

B 5 :certrﬁed marl to the bus1ness address respondent had prov1ded to the Attorney

i :_"-Reglstranon Ofﬁce i, e 1900 Polarts Parkway, Sutte 450 Columbus Ohlo 4324{) The : o
L ....Ietter was recetved on September 9 2014 Respondent dld not reply to the CBA’s letter

Because respondent d1d not reply to the CBA s efforts regardlng the fee ar‘ortratron the _ |

b '_'fCBA referred the matter to relator 5 ofﬁce for 1nvest1gatron - f._ :

_-:_;._'.Respondent ﬁnally provrded AJ ’s ﬁle to relator on February 12 201 S whrch relator

g _' returned to AJ s father on March 3 2015

TR

'3Respondent has never returned any portlon of the money pald to her by AJ or his parents.':' : Gt
Respondent s conduct as alleged in Count III v1olated the Ohlo Rules of Professmna} '. : BRI

- Conduct spec1ﬁcally, Rule L. 3 [a lawyer shall act W1th reasonable dllrgence and

s _""promptness in. representmg a chent] Rule l 4 (a)(4) [a lawyer shall comply as soon as

practtcable wrth reasona‘ole requests for 1nformat1on from the c 1ent] Rule l s (a) [a

s '.lawyer shall not charge or collect a clearly excesswe fee] Rule l 16 (d) [a lawyer shail

| 'promptly dehver to the chent all papers and property to whrch the cl1ent is entltled] and i : .: s

| :_'-_'f_ Rule 1 16 (e) [a lawyer shall refund promptly any part of a fee pard in advance that has e

not been earned]

T Gov. Bar RV (4)(G) was amended effective January 1, 2015 and is now Gov: Bar -V (ONGY. - - o



o '.'vrolated Gov Bar R V (4)(G) [no Iawyer shall neglect or refuse to assrst or testrfy in an o

2 ‘.By farhng to cooperate wrth the Columbus Bar Assocratron s fee arbrtratron respondent '

: 1nvestrgat10n or hearmg]

COUNT IV

Respondent represented J arnes Iohncox in a crrnnnal proceedmg 1n the Morrow County

L '_':Court of Common Pleas Stare othzo v, Johncox Case No 2013 CR 0010

50

_'On August 15 2014 the court sentenced Johncox to 11 months mcarcerauon suspended ' T e

g cornpletely, _and 5 years probat1on nonng that J' ohncox s drlver s hcense was

S -'-':suspended but that 1t could modrfy the hcense suspensron When approprlate i

o :Respondent advrsed Johncox that she Would prepare a motron for rernstatement of S

: ermg pr1vrleges as well as an afﬁdavrt for hrm to s1gn .ﬁ' -:_ P

Respondent was to call J ohncox regardmg the motlon on August 18 2014 When she drd : L

. not call J ohncox telephoned respondent a;nd contrnued telephomng her every day for a

S week Respondent chd not return any of Johncox § calls

5 G 52, Respondent drd not prepare or ﬁle the motton or an afﬁdavrt to ailow I ohncox to obtam S

: _dnvmg pnvﬂeges |

_IZ'IOn September 3 2014 Johncox ﬁled a Motron for Occupanonal Dnvrng Prwrleges pro e :

S E se T he court gra_nted the motron on September 10 2014

s

i '_ '_ .promptness in representmg a chent] and Rule 1 4 (a)(4) [a lawyer shall comply as soon o

{Respondent § conduct as alleged 1n Count IV Vrolated the Oh1o Rules of Professronal

= = _Conduct Spec1ﬁcally, Rule 1 3 [a awyer shall act Wrth reasonable drhgence and

k '-"_'-"as practzcable Wlth reasonable requests for 1nformatron from the chent]



56

COUNT V

On or about Noyember .1 5 2013 Stephen and Nancy .I.<en1sh. retamed respondent to..assmt g

i .': _:thern rn obtarnlng custody of therr grandchlldren from therr daughter Susan Mr and : s
| :_.':'_.: Mrs Kenlsh pald respondent a $5 000 retatner at that trme i o

On December 17 2013 respondent ﬁled a Complamt Allegmg Negiect and Dependency s

e '.-on behalf of Mr and Mrs Kenrsh 1n the Frankhn County Domes’nc Relatrons Court In o R

.'the Matter ofJohn Kemsh et al Case No 14 JU—OI 1148

On or about Apnl 2 2014 reSpondent requested an add1t1onal $3 OOO retamer Indrcatmg = e g

i :_ -"_-that she had aiready earned more than the $5 000 prev10usly provrded to her Mr and o

et __'_Mr and Mrs Kemsh to proceed unrepresented in her absence Respondent contacted M. S

T '.:that she was stuck in trafﬁc At that Same tlme respondent contacted Irene Knapp, the B

-__}Mrs Kenlsh pald respondent $3 000 as requested

: f'.. :On Apl‘ﬂ }8 2014 respondent falled to appear at a scheduled pre-tnal hearlng, forcmg

o 3.'_jand Mrs Kenrsh about an hour after the heanng was scheduied to begm and explatned |

S '-_'prosecutrng attorney present for the custody proceedmg, and 1nformed her that

SE 'respondent was in another courtroom and that the Judge refused to allow her to leave Rt

'On Apnl 22 2014 Mrs Kenrsh contacted respondent S ofﬁce termmatlng the

= :representatron and seekrng a return of $4 000 and therr caSe ﬁle from respondent

SR | 'Aithough respondent agreed to rewew the case ﬁle and deterrrnne what money was owed .:_-': S

- 'to Mr and Mrs Kemsh she d1d not do so and had no further contaet w1th her chents after e - B i

o "Apnl 22 2014 Respondent d1d not return the case ﬁle to Mr and Mrs Kenrsh and d1d g

- :._:not refund to them any pornon of the fees they had pald to her -

e



-_'On May 9 2014 Mr and Mrs Kemsh ﬁled a gnevance agamst respondent wrth relator
feE ._ 8 Respondent § reply to the allegatzons was recewed by relator on August 19 2014 and

i : ' -mcluded an 1tem12ed accountmg of the worl( she purportedly completed on behalf of Mr

L .j_and Mrs Kemsh

e

S _promptly any part of a fee pald in advance that has not been earned] and Rule 8 4 (c) [It o

.Th‘e Itemrzed acc‘ountmg contained se‘Veral incorreCt entr'ies' CienTiasls

Respondent bllled Mr and Mrs Kemsh for meetlng Wlth her on November 12 and

S '-_.'November 14 2013 wh1ch was prior to the trrne that they actually met wrth and "j '-: e

o _retamed her, i R TR

e : _Respondent et w1th Mr and Mrs Kemsh along Wlth an 1nterpreter on’ s
i o November 18 2014 Although the meetmg only lasted two hours and respondent-."-f .

gy : 'brought the 1nterpreter wrth her respondent b1iled Mr and Mrs Kemsh for three it

o :. hours of her tlme and two hours of the 1nterpreter s trme Addrttonally, |

respondent dld not pay the 1nterpreter for h1s t1me

_' Re.spondent s conduct as alleged in Count V v1olated the Oluo Rules .of Profes.sronal.

- _.Conduct spemﬁcally, Rule 1 3 [a lawyer shall act w1th reasonable dlhgence and .
'_ promptness m representmg a chent] Rule 1 5 (a) [a lawyer shall not charge or collect a G
o ':'.':.:-'clearly excesswe fee} Ru e l 16 (d) [a lawyer shall prornptly dehver to the chent all o

-'_papers and property to Whlch the chent is ent1tled] Rule 1 16 (e) [a lawyer shall refund

S : 15 professmnal mlsconduct for a lawyer to engage in conduct 1nvolv1ng drshonesty, fraud ; ;

: ;f_decelt or m1srepresentat10n]
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COUNT VI

_'_:On or about Aprrl 15 2013 Storm Klern retamed Jav1er Armengau to represent htm on a _'; o
L 'custody matter 1nvolvrng hls daughter He pald Armengau $2 000 at the trme T
: At Armengau s request and w1th Klern s agreement respondent proceeded to handle hrs-.'_ o

S _: "case On Apnl 26 2013 respondent ﬁled a Compiarnt for AIlocatton of Parental Rrghts._': i

e '.;and Custody wrth the Frankhn County Dornestrc Relatrons Court on Kletn s behalf

i _ 65 .j. Respondent ﬁled an Amended Complarnt for Allocatron of Parental Rrghts and Custody - L

_:.:Srorm Klem v, Stephame Buscemr Case No 13 JU 04 5972

: on Klem behalfon Juiy 15 2013

B -'ﬁ'agreement for Custody Respondent prepared a Shared Parentrng Decree for the partres L R

g ;-on behalf of Kleln and Buscenn She did not however ﬁle the Shared Parentrng Decree o o
o .'_'.:._':at that tlme Whlch was requlred by the court As a result no order for shared parentrng g e

s 68 'On J anuary 9 2014 the mag1strate 1ssued a 30 day n0t1ce to file the approprlate S

_:-In September 2013 Klern and Stephanre ancemr hlS daughter s mother reached an

T ;__:_"_'.'s1gnatures Both Kletn and Buscemt srgned the decree on September 18 2013

.fOn October 8 2013 and on January 6 2014 respondent ﬁled the Shared Parentrng Plan : ;

S was 1ssued-

Gl paperwork and 1nd1cated that the matter wouid be drsmrssed if nothrng was ﬁled by

- -.-'.February 7 2014 Respondent drd not ﬁle the necessary documents by that date

o6

S .- proceedrngs on Busceml s behalf and on March 6 2014 he ﬁled a Motron to Drsmrss gy

_' _. On March 5 2014 Attorney Chrrstopher Tamrns entered an- appea;;ance 1n the i S

S argurng that the rnatter should be drsrmssed because the necessary paperwork had not



Yo prevrously been ﬁled and noting that Buscerm no longer agreed Wlth the terrns contamed e o Sy

s _1n the shared parentlng plan

_ On March 17 2014 respondent ﬁnally ﬁled the Shared Parentrng Decree 1n the matterl |
On Aprd 3 2014 the court granted an Agreed Judgment Entry Vacatmg Shared .' " : s
Parentlng Decree Flled March 17 2014 | | Bais | s
- :On numerous occasmns from 0ctober 3 2013 through February.27 2014 respondent g

i jfalsely 1nformed Kleln that the decree Was elther waltrng on the Judge s desk for

. -'srgnature or that the decree had been srgned and that respondent would send 1t to hlm

Respondent s conduct as alleged in Count VI Vrolated the Ohro Rules of Professronal

-' .' .'_Conduct specrﬁcally, Rule 1 3 [a lawyer shaIl act Wrth reasonable dlhgence and

e . --.._:.promptness in representlng a chent] Rule 1 4 (a)(3) [a laWyer shall keep the ohent

- reasonabiy 1nformed about the status of the rnatter] Ruie 8 4 (c) [1t is professmnal

i e _'mrsconduct for a lawyer to engage m conduct mvolvmg dtshonesty, fraud decert or

o mlsrepresentatmn] and Rule 8 4 (d) [zt is professronal mrsconduct for a lawyer to engage

o _1n conduct that is prejudlclal t0 the admmlstratton of Justrce]

COUNT VII

On or about January 22 2013 Amanda Moyer retamed respondent to assrst her in a

o custody matter that was pendlng 1n the Franklrn County Juvenlle Court Ryan NOI‘IE’?‘ v.
Amanda Moyer Case No 12 JU 16198 Moyer srgned a fee agreement Wlth respondent S
i Cat that trme Several Weeks later Moyer prox 1ded respondent \Nlth a $1 000 retamer | ._
On February 21 2013 respondent ﬁled a Response to Ryan S Notter s Complamt for ; ::_ -. o

i - Alloca‘non of Parental nghts/Custody and Defendant s Motlon for Allocatlon of Parental - j'

-_ _ .-:Rrghts and Custody w1th the court on Moyer 5 behalf

o :_..:_: —13_ o



_ On F ebruary 2l 2013 the partles appeared before the Juvemle court Judge for a pretrlal

o _-The court granted a temporary vzs1t1ng order because the parties Were unable to reach an

= greement on any other 1ssues in the matter the pretrial was contlnued unttl Apnl 23

: }2013

e off frorn work Because she could not do 50, Moyer asl{ed respondent to obtarn another _' S

'-Moyer was unable to attend the Aprll 23 2013 pretrlal and the matter was agaln
i conttnued untrl June 3 2013 | | e

:When Moyer learned of the new hearmg date she attempted unsuccessfully, to take t1me

o ;.-'._-_contlnuance The hearlng was contlnued untll August 6 2013

: 'and Attorney Fees Pursuant to Seetron 2323 51 of the Ohlo Rev1sed Code and ClVll Rule "; S
80
L f_-Moyer and Notter reached an agreement relatmg to custody of therr Chlld Whlch Makar i T

sl

-_-:{-'_On August 6 2013 respondent ﬁied Defendant Amanda Moyer s Monon for Sanetlons _ L

o ll agalnst Notter on Moyer 5 behalf
On August 6 2013 the court held a ﬁnal hearmg on Moyer s case.. When Moyer - ' e i
- appeared for the heanng, she learned for the ﬁrst time, that respondent was unable to- : _' ._: - o :

' '-'.-"appear and that another attorney, Samantha Makar was appeanng 1n respondent s place S

o '_:..:'_._'_;.;purportedly was to”memorlahze and ﬂle. w1th1n 30 days e
_ ._::_On August 20 2013 Moyer ernalled respondent askmg about the .status of the custody o
i '-.:"_;agreement Respondent rephed explammg that Makar had fa1led to complete the |
: _2.'.__'paperwork a:nd that respondent Was worlnng on the entry and would have 1t to Moyer
'.Wlthln the Week S s . . . : : . S . .

- On Septernber 5 2013 respondent ernalled Moyer 1nd1cat1ng “I have gone through the o Sk

o "_ﬁle and cannot ﬁnd any spe01ﬁc notes from Sam re: the agreement you and Ryan carne '



o "-_and how you are gomg to spltt fees (school medrcal) » Moyer rephed 1rnmed1ateiy wrth i S

I have aIl the basw 1nformatron put in, but need to know parentmg trme schedule . o SRR

= _: 'the 1nforrnat10n respondent explarned that she would draft the agreement and get 1t to

o | Moyer for her and Notter £l s1gnatures Respondent drafted the agreement for Moyer s o

83 Moyer forwarded her and Notter s srgnature to respondent by facsrmﬂe transmission on o

_'-and Notter S srgnatures and emalled it to Moyer

September 16 2013

.f_On September 26 2013 after not heartng anythlng further from respondent Moyer .;'.'.

i -._emazled her askrng Whether the agreement had been ﬁled

> _.Respondent rephed that she had never recerved the srgnature page frorn Moyer When : desies
i Moyer answered that she had prevrously faxed it to respondent and would fax it agam

' _' :'Moyer also questroned Why respondent never touched base wrth her 1f she had not

= '__'recelved the 51gnature pages Moyer faxed respondent a second copy of the s1gnature o

..':pages

Cer

- 'On October 1 2013 Moyer ernarled respondent and requested a copy of the fee Sl
e 'g.}:':-agreement that they had entered rnto Respondent dld not reply to Moyer s emaﬂ Moyer !
i emalled respondent agarn on OCtober 11 2014 e | | i
_:.__'On October 21 2013 respondent answered Moyer s emaﬂ and noted that she. would send .

e 'i'z-the fee agreement that sarne day She also 1nd1cated that she had strll never recerved the '

SR srgnature page from Moyer but stated that she would ﬁle the custody agreement

'- 1mmed1ate1y upon recerpt of the 51gnature page .';'. o : -'

-Moyer sent respondent an emarl on October 23 2013 conﬁrmmg that she had sent the

___--faxed srgnatures the prevrous day. S 3_



. On October 29 201 3 Moyer sent respondent an ernatl askmg Whether the custody o

i agreement had been ﬁled Respondent replled to Moyer statrng that because Moyer had

S 1n1t1ated a grlevance agarnst her w1th the Columbus Bar Assocratton she was gomg to -:

i : thhhold any further actron on Moyer s case LT

: __-Because no entry was ﬁled the court dlsrrnssed the matter w1thout prejudrce on

.. '_'_.:___Septemher 13 2013

-Respondent E conduct as alleged in Count VII v1oIated the Ohlo Rules of Professmnal S

i -_Conduct spemﬁcally, Rule l 3 {a lawyer shall act W1th reasonable d1hgence and

e promptness in representlng a clrent] and Rule l 4 (a)(3) [a lawyer shall keep the chent

o -_reasonably tnformed about the status of the matter]

P "__to a351st in 1ts 1nvest1gatton of the appeal that Amanda Moyer had ﬁled of the Columbus o )

B

COENT VIH

= :On December 23 2013 relator sent respondent a letter requesttng addttlonal 1nfor1nat10n

__: -.Bar Assomatron s dec1sron to CllSIIllSS her grtevance agalnst respondent Relator sent the‘ s .' ;
o | -.:letter to the address that respondent had prov1ded to the Attorney Regtstratron Ofﬁce as S i i
S _ her busmess address 1 e 1900 Polarls Parkway, Coiumbus 0h10 43240 Respondent i
":-"-__dld not reply to relator s}etter S T L
__'_lOn J anuary 23 2014 relator sent respondent another 1etter regardmg Moyer S appeal

e _Th1s letter was also sent to the PoIarrs Parkway address Respondent nrnely subm1tted a 3 L

i '_:':_-reply to relator s letter

s

Foa _' assrst 1n 1ts mvestrgatlon of the gnevance ﬁled b} Storm Kleln Relator sent the letter to'-_ R

On August 26 2014 relator sent respondent a letter requestlng addltlonal 1nformat10n to

o -._the Polarts Parkway address that respondent had pr0V1ded to the Attorney Reg1strat10n _ i



. .9'5"_ |

= : -_Ofﬁce and where respondent had prevrouslv recetved ma11 from relator Respondent drd":_j' - S =
S i not reply to the letter as requested

; On September lO 2014 relator sent respondent a letter of 1nqurry by certlﬁed rnarl to the'_'.' S

i P larls Parkway address whrch related to the grrevance ﬁled by James J ohncox

e

o grzevance ReSpondent apparently recelved relatcr s letter because on October 7 2014 :' S

' _ '_'Although the domestlc return recelpt Was srgned respondent dld not reply to thls letter

' _On September 29 2014 relator sent respondent a second letter regardrng the Klern i

i :: _"'she faxed relator a smgle page document crttng B4 0994 the case number for the Klem T _. E

S : .':'lrnvesttgatlon Relator Wrote to respondent on October 13 2014 1nd1cat1ng that the fax

ERI had been 're'ce'ived .but notrng that'no 1nforrnat1on' Was a‘tta‘ched to -1t. - Relator requested . Ry

3that respondent please subrnrt a response to the earlrer letters Relator s letter was sent to s

S _'the Polarls Parkway address Respondent dtd not reply to thrs letter

::':' ':':;assrst in 1ts mvestrgatron of the gr1evance ﬁled by Stephen Kentsh Although relator sent ;' : _'

: 'On September 30 2014 relator sent respondent a second letter of mqulry relatrng to the L
S Deprnet grrevance by cert1ﬁed rnarl Although the domesttc return recelpt Was srgned
: 'Z"respondent drd not reply to thlS letter

On October 7 2014 relator sent respondent a letter requestlng add1t10nal 1nformatlon to e

: '._-:"the letter to the Polar1s Parkway address where respondent had prevmusly rece1ved marl o

i from relator respondent drd not reply to the letter as requested

0.

"'_On October 13 2014 relator sent respondent by certlﬁed maﬂ a letter of 1nqu1ry relatrng BRE : .
; tc the grrevance ﬁled by Al Deplnet Although the domestlc return recerpt Was srgned

o respondent d1d not reply to relator s letter S



100, On

: Polarrs Parkway address Whrch reiated t0 the grlevance ﬁled by Harold Lee Respondent S

S 51gned the domestrc return recelpt on December 1 2014 ReSpondent dld not 1'6131)’ tO the _.: L

g Ietter as requested L

T01

_.Z-On December 23 2014 at the request of another assrstant drscrphnary counsel

o __":;'__'respondent contacted relator At that trme relator agreed to send respondent a copy of -. o

_-""_'each outstandtng request that was pendmg in reIator s ofﬁce

02

- :_-_'.:-"__"along wrth enclosures Although relator sent the letter t0 respondent s res1dent1a1 addressg'-'_:._:' o ..

103, ¢

':'On December 23 2014 relator sent respondent a copy of all of the unanswered letters

o 5_0n Ironhorse Drlve as respondent requested respondent drd not reply to relator 5 Ietter w _-:: S

'On January 21 2015 relator personaliy served a subpoena requtnng respondent s

15 appearance for a deposrtron at retator $ ofﬁce on February 12 2015 Respondent G

- -.'_.-_:_appeared as d1rected

1040 1

Durrng the deposrtton respondent explamed that she dtd not respond to several of

o reIator 5 letters because she had Vacated the Polans Parkway address due to a dlspute." S

S : .. ;. Wrth the landlord regardlng the rent and that the bulldtng Was refusrng to glve her the. - __: o S

s

i ';-___'rnad Thrs statement Was false R

:On October 29 2014 Alesa Woods manager of PS Executlve Centers the Iandlord ':"t . e

o "-.:_'..-.Where respondent S Polarls Parkway ofﬁce Was Iocated ernarled respondent and advrsed

L 'her that due to her farlure to pay pursuant to her contract her contract was bemg

 voice mall, _contalnmg 73 'unheard me‘ssages wouId be-deleted-, an_d _all future mail would- S

S termlnated as of October 31 2014 the telephone number would be drsconnected the

On November 24 2014 relator sent respondent a letter of 1nqu1ry by certlﬁed mall to the | '.f _' i



i _:'-_-be returned to sender Woods also 1nformed respondent that there was maﬂ bemg held : S

i _for her at ‘rhe ofﬁce, .1nelud1ng a letter from relator 5 ofﬁce

e _. 106 ::':'_. .On November 13 2014 a \aoman preked rrp .ali of resl.oo.n.dent s Qméﬂ from tlre ?olarrs
- '.'.:..'_'Parkway address These 1terns 1nciuded ﬁve separate letters from reIator .

107 _' :' ':'.Respondent s conduct as aileged in Count VIH Vrolated the Rules of Professronal |

o '-.::..Conduct speeiﬁcally, Rule 8 1 (a) {m connectlon Wrth a drscrphnary maiter, a Iaﬁer :

i ';shali not knowrngly make a false staternent of materral fact] and Rule 8 1 (b) [a lawyer

o ':'_.':-'shall not in response to a demand for 1nformat10n from a d1smphna1'y authorrty, i : e

e ._._:_".':..:'.:';'knowmgly farl to reSpOnd] as well as Gov Bar R V (4)(G) [no lawyer shall negiect or __: o _' :::

_"-'-frefuse to assrst or testrfy inan mvestrgatron or hearrng]



CONCLUSION

Wherefore pursuant to GOV Bar R V the Code of Professmnal Respons1b1hty and Rules :

of Professmnal Conduet relator alleges that respondent is chargeable w1th mlsconduct therefore 3'_ 8 : i

relator requests that respondent be dlsc1pl1ned pursuant to Rule V of the Rules of the ':';. :

' _' Government of the Bar of Ohlo

. Scous. Drekel t0091467)
- DisciplinarnC lunsel

e gtacy Solc{chek Beckrnan (0063306)
- Assistant Disciplinary Counsel- :
- -Office of Disciplinary Counsel of

. The Supreme Court of Ohio -

250 Civic Center Drive, Suite 325 - R

' Columbus, Ohio 43215-7411 =~ =
" Telephone (614) 461- 0256 SRty
. Facsimile (614) 461: 7205

 scott.drexel@sc.ohio.gov -

. .":"f_'stacv beckman(@sc.ohio g gov s
s Counsel for Relamr i




CERTIFICATE

The underszgned Scott J Drexel Dlsc1phnary Counsel of the Ofﬁce of Dlsmphnary

o : Counsel of the Supreme Court of Oth hereby cemﬁes that Stacy Solochek Beckman 1s duly

_,_authorxzed to represent relator n the prermseq and has accepted the responSIblhty Ofproseeutm g'-- -

= the Complamt to lts conc.lusmn After mvestxgatlon relator beheves reasonable cause: ex1sts to L

P -;.'Warrant a-h'earmg'on such._complamt.‘-

. Dated: May29,2015




