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Nou comes the 1eiat01 and alleges that Robert Hansford Hoskms an ixttorne 3 at La\\ 4
i duly admmed to the practme of law in the state of Ohlo N gmlty of the followmg, nnseondudﬁ

5 -'1. ! Respondent Robert Hansford Hoskms was admltted 10 the pracuce of law in tho stclte of

Ohl() on November ;O 1997

- Rerondent is subjeet te the Ohm Rmes ot Pxofesswnal Conduct and the %preme C ou't

KO

: _Rules for the Govunmem of Jl(‘ Ben of’ ()h1o ( ‘Gov. Bar R ”)
AR "Respondent has a record of prxor disuplme in the followmg mattels il

' (a) By order ﬁled Apr11 23 2015 in Case \Io AOI 5 0481 the Supreme Court suspended
i ; respondent from the practlce of law i in Oth for smty days mn aecordance Wlth me s

rec1procal dlsc1p1me prows;om of (rox Bar R VOO ) g he ‘Supreme ( ourt s _'



o _.suspenston order 1n.Case T\Io 2.01 5- 0481 was based upon.a srxty-day suspension that
: . had been 1mpos.ed. upon respondent by the. Supreme Court of Kentucky on F ebruary
. .'_19 2015 in Kentucky Bar Assoczaz‘zon V. Robert H Hoskzns Case No 2014 SC~
. 000614 KB The Supreme Court of Ohro condmoned respondent s remstatement to
o 'the practlce of law in Oth upon among other thmgs lns 1e1nstatement to the practlce
£ 'of law in Kentucky; his comphance w1th the Supreme Court of Oth S suspensmn |
o | "order and other orders 1ssued by the Court and the ﬁhng of an order by the Supreme 2
o :_-'_.Court of Oth remstatlng hrm to practlce By order ﬁled November s. 20] S, the i .
: Supreme Court found respondent in contempt for hls fallure to obey the Court S A.prll'_'
i :..23 201 5 suspensron ordcr Respondent has remamed suspended from the practmc of .
i : Iaw in Ohlo at all tlmes since Aprll 43 2013 : e |
. (b) A though 1t is not yet ﬁnal on June 15 3 201 5 the Board of Professmnal Conduct of _
the Supreme Court of Ohlo (“Board”) ﬁ ed a Report and Recommendatron W1th the %
: : 'Sﬁpreme Court in whlch 1t has recommended that respondent be mdeﬁmtely =
| suspended from the practrce of law in Ohlo bee Supreme Court Case No ”01 S 1003 i
: [Board Case No 2014 014] Respondent ﬁled 0b_]€Ct10nS to the Boarc‘ S Report on’
: ._ _*July 14 2014 After relator Clncmnm Bar Assoc1at10n ﬁled lts Answer Bncf on -
: _: August 10, 2015,’ the Supreme_Court_ scheduled oral ar‘gument for December_l, 2015.. iy
: _ COUNT ONE  TEEH
The Bertke Electrlc Compan), Inc Matter .

4. On February 3 2015 respondent ﬁled a complarnt in the Hamllton County Mumclpal

“Court i in the case of Berfke nlecmc Company Inc V. Plum Street LLC Case 1\10 15 CV et

02404 (”Bem‘ke Electrzc V. Plum Sn eet ) 'l ‘he case was as31gned to Judgc Dwayne :



~ Mallory. Attorney Kenneth R. Reed answered the complaint on behalf of defendant

5 Plum-Street 'LLC and'attorne’y J ame's Calk‘ins'entere'd a pro haé i)’ice appearance' as co- -
i counsel to Mr Reed based upon Calkms llcense to practlce law in Florlda

.__"On Apr11 29 2015 six days after the Supreme Court ﬁled its Aprll 23 201 5 suspen51on

2o : "ﬁ_order in Supreme Court Case No 2015 0481 (see 1{ 3(a) above) Judge Mallory S clerk

B conducted a telephonlc status conference in the Bertke Electrzc v Plum Street actlon An e

| : __-'1nd1v1dua1 who 1dent1ﬁed hlmself as “Thomas Mayes part1crpated in th‘e status
e _conference statlng that he was new counsel for plalntlff Bertke Electrrc Company

Between the Apnl 29 20] 5 telephomc status conference and Junc 20[5 Calkms 1ece1ved S

' -multlple emarl messages from i l;omasm ay esesqral\ a‘roo cOoTil regardmg dlscm ery in the
Bertke Electrzc V. Plum Streez‘ actlon Calklns also sent reply emalls to that address

| 'On May -7 2015 Calkms recelved an emall from respondent s emall accOunt (1.e. fro'm' 75

_xhosl\mslawa C’mdll com) requestmg addltlonal tlme to respond to defendant Plum

: Street s dlscovery requests i

e On May 18 2015 Calkms recelved Bertke Electrlc Company S 1n1t1al CllSCOVGI‘V '

5 responses by emarl from thomasmavesesqtalyahoo com.

: On May 20, 201 5 Calklns senta letfer by ﬁrst class ma11 and by emall to both respondent'_;'
: and to Thomas Mayes requestlng that Bertke Electrlc Company prov1de addrtlonal and
supplemental dlscovery responses In order to mail the letter to Mayes Calkms obtalned Bl
. hIs malllng address from the Oh1o .Supreme Court.s Attorney lnformatlon webs1te There
. 1s only one Thomas Mayes who is admltted to the practlce of law n the state of Ohro At
4 all times between November 2014 and July l 015 Thomas Lee Mayes (Atty Reg No

i 009023 5) was located in Montgomery, Alabama and served as Dean of Admlssmns at his



: alma mater the’zTho‘mas Goode Jones School of Law at Faulkner University in s

s Montgomery, Alabama

100507

= ':-'_; ; address from wh1ch Calkms had recerved communrcatrons regardmg the Bertke Electrzc B

In late May 2015 Mayes recelved the May 20 201 5 letter from Calklns The letter flom

; '_Calklns mclude‘d the emall address thomasmayesesqta yahoo corn, -_whlc‘h is the emarl

i Plum Street action on and aﬁer Aprll 29 2015

]1

2212,

5 :_"'Thomas Mayes Durlng thrs telephone call Mayes mformed Calklns that he had recerv\,d'_::-'. 5

: : On May 27, 201 s, Calkrns received supplemental dlscovery responses by cmatl ﬁom

'_--thomasmavesesq«@vahoo com ety

-_f'_'.On June 20, 20l 5 Calkms was contacted by an 1nd1V1dual who 1dent1f1ed hlmself as’ SR

i _'_'.Calkms May 20, 201 5 letter and motlon for sanctlons in the Bertke Elecz‘rzc l/ Plum

i that he d1d not serve drscovery response or part1c1pate ina telephone status conference ST

__Streez‘ action. However Mayes told Calkrns that he has no knowledge of tne htlgatron

. '__"wrth the court on behalf of Bertke Electrrc Company, that thoma«mayesesg al yahoo tom ;

2 '1s not hls emarl address and that he d1d not recerve or respond to emalls drrected to hrm at

- "F_hataddreSS,. e

S

Ma'yes did not 'create the thomasr'na\}'esesq@vahoo.com email addreSS has neyer iis'e’d_

i '.that ema11 address and has no mformatlon about the owner of that emarl address :

5.3

In the1r June 20 201 5 telephone conversatlon Mayes 1nformed Calkrns that he had
_ --.prevronlslv worked at a law ofﬁce \Mth respondent | . | |
.After speaklng w1th Mayes on J une 20 201 5 Calkms revrewed hrs ofﬁce telepnone &
i ; records for Aprll 20 2015 the date of the telephonrc status conference w1th the court 1n

e _'the Bertke Elecn'zc V., Plum Street actlon. The pers’on who 1dent1ﬁed hrmself as Thomas =



: Mayes on Apr11 29 2015 had called Calklns ofﬁce prror to the status conference in order

- :to coordlnate the conference call w1th Calkms and the court. Calklns telephone records

o show that the call Came from (513) 379-6450 .whlch is the same telephone number that 1s'

o 'reglstered by respondent w1th the Ofﬁce of Attorney Servrces

B e v

_Respondent cont1nued to pract1ce law followrng the Supreme Court s Aprll 23 2015
' suspens1on order by 1mpersonat1ng Thomas Lee Mayes (Att} Reg No 0090235)

- Respondent created an emarl account rn the name of Thomas Mayes and otherwrse posed

' 'as Thomas Mayes in communrcatmg VVlth both opposmg counsel and w1th the Hamrlton

: -County Mun1c1pal Court 1n the Bertke Electrzc v. Plum Streez‘ actlon

On October 5 201 5 relator sent a Letter of Inqu1ry to respondent by certrﬁed mall return o

o recelpt requested addressed to hrm at the address malntalned by respondent wrth the i

% Supreme Court s Ofﬁce of Attorney Serwces In 1ts Letter of Inqurry, relator asked

i respondent to provrde a'wrltten response to the 'allegatlons that he had engaged 1n the _
R _unauthorlzed practlce of law in the Bertke Electrzc V. Plum Street actlon and that he had
i falsely posed as Thomas Mayes in order to fac111tate hrs unauthorlzed practlce of law

: Although relator s Letter of lnqulry was dehvered to respondent s address on October g,

i 201 5 respondent did not reply to relator S Letter of Inqulry, erther by the spe01ﬁed due :

184

date of October 19, 2015, or at any later_tlme. e
' ln light ':o.t:respondent"s'failure .to'resp"on.d.to re]at:or"s 1n1t1al .Letter of laniry, o.n'"Octobe'r B
.23 2015 relator sent a second Letter of Inqulry to.respondent by cert1ﬁed mall return i

"._..recerpt requested addressed to h1m at the address that he had reglstered Wlth the Supreme' .
. Court s Ofﬁce of Attorney Servrces In 1ts second Letter of Indurry, relator noted that |

' respondent had not responded to the 1n1t1al __L'etter of Inqulry and asked respondent o'



19,7

Lo (b) By falsely 1dent1fy1ng hlmself to and communrcatlng with opposrng counsel in the i R

: _:provrde an 1mmed1ate response to that letter a copy of wh1ch was enclosed w1th the
second Letter of Inqurry Although relator advrsed respondent that his response to the ;
e Letter of Inqurry must be recetved by relator on or before November 6, 201 3, respondent. 9

e has not provrded any wrrtten response to relator :

Respondent s conduct as aIleged 1n Count One of the Complalnt in th1s matter v1olates 2

2 __the followmg prov151ons of the Olno Rules of Professronal Conduct and of the Supreme
. Court Rules for the Government of the Bar of Ohro

: (a) By falsely 1dent1fy1ng hlmself to the court at the telephonlc status conference on April

29 2015 in the Bertke Electrzc v. Plum SZreet actron as Thomas Mayes respondent :
. V1olated Prof Cond R 3 3(a) [a 1awyer shall not knowmgly make a false statement of

fact to a trrbunal] |

Bertke Electrzc V. Plum Street action as Thomas ’\/Iayes respondent v1olated Prof

Cond R 4 l(a) [a lawyer shall not knowrngly make a false statement of material fact

' -to a thrrd person]'

(c) By contmumg to engage in the pract1ce of law In the Be) tke Electrzc V. Plum Slreet

: actron after he was Suspended from the practlce of law by the Supreme Court of Ohlo :

/o on Apl‘ll 23 2015 respondent v1olated Prof Cond R S. S(a) [a lawyer shall not -

' practrce law ina Jurrsdlctlon in vrolatron of the regulatron of the practlce of law in’

that Jurls‘chctron];

(d) By impersonatlng an'd'falsely identifylng' himself to thie c"ourt and to opposing counsel' :

as Thomas Mayes in the Bertke Electrzc v. Plum Street action in order to fac1htate his

contmued practrce of law in v1olatron of the Supreme Court of Oh10 s Aprrl 23 201 5% :



20.

ENpE

suspensron order respondent V1olated Prof Cond R 8 4(0) [1t 1S professronal

mlsconduct for a Iawyer to engage in conduct 1nvoiv1ng drshonesty, fraud decelt or

mrsrepresentatlon]'

(e) By 1mpersonat1ng and falsely 1dent1fy1ng hlmself to the court and to opposmg counse]
as Thomas Mayes in the Bertke Electrzc v Plum Street actron in order to fac111tate hrs :

--cont1nued practrce of law in vroIatron of the Supreme Cou'rt s'Aprrl 23 2015 o

j:suspensron order respondent engaged in egregrous conduct that adversely reﬂects
o upon h1s ﬁtness to practrce law in Vlolatlon of Prof Cond R 8 4(h)
S ®) __By knowmgly falhng to respond to relator s demands for 1nformat10n in connectron 2

5 . w1th 1ts d1$01p11nar} 1nvest1gatron of thc ailegatlons of thls Count respondent vrolated

& Prof Cond R 8 l(b)

(g) By neglectlng or refusrng to ass1st 1n relator S dlscrphnary 1nvest1gat10n of the i

allegatrons contamed 1n th1s Count respondent vrolated Gov Bar R V(9)(G)

= S COUNT TWO : P
The Preferred Interlors Drywall Systems Matter S

: 'On July 23 2014 a complamt for damages was ﬁled in the Clermont County Court of |
'. Common Pleas in an actlon entrtled Preferred Interzors Drywall Systems LLC ot al Vi
Justzn Allen Fletcher Case No. 2014 CVH 00984 (“Preferred Interzors Drywall v

.Fletcher action’ ) Respondent was counseI of record for the plamtrffs in that actlon

On February 6, 2015,:the court set a sch'edulm‘g conference in the Preferred Tnteriors

: Drywall'v. Fletcher action to be held on June 19, 2015, at 8130 am, .



326

1235

: As prev1ously stated at 1[ 3(a) above on Aprrl 23 2015 in Case No. 201 5 0481 the .
Supreme Court of Ohro suspended respondent from the pract1ce of law in the state of
_ Oth Respondent has remamed suspended from the Ipractrce of law in Ohlo at all t1mes i
; ; 'srnce Aprrl 23 2015 . o
'. | The schedulrng conference in the l’} eferred ]nterzlors Drywall v Fletcher actron was. o
conducted on June 19 2015 Counsel for defendants personally appe.ared at the . o
' schedulmg Iconference wh1le” respondent part1c1pated in the conference by telephone
S Durlng the schedullng conference respondent 1dent1ﬁed hrmself as counsel for plalntrff s =
: Preferred Interrors Drywall Systems LEC and made no mentron of the fact that the i
| -Supreme Court had suspended hlm from the practrce of law effectrve Aprrl 23 2015 or o

i _that he was not entltled to pract1ce law At the conclusron of the conference the court -

el scheduled a follow up conference for September 18, 2015 at 8 30 am. Respondent

conﬁrmed that the date of the follow-up conference was ava1lable on hls calendar
Thereafter respondent scheduled the deposrtlon of defendant Justln Fletcher for July Y

e 2015 at respondent s law ofﬁce at 750 E State Street in Georgetown Ohro 45121

i 5 Defendant Fletcher appeared at the deposrtron along w1th his counsel Jeffrey S Hale of =

L

Kroener Hale Inc

Shortly after the commencement of the depos1t10n Hale asked respondent whether he had

o ::been remstated to the practrce of law in Oh1o statlng as follows : H

i _MR HALE If I could }ust real qurckly, Robert ~if we could JU.St clar1fy, I sent o
~“you an e-mail request — and in speaking with the Supreme Court yesterday have

it you been reznstated in Ohio? . i : : :

MR HOSKINS Thisve

i MR HALE Do you have anythmg showmg that9 ; 7



o MR HOSKINS 1 don i

i -MR HALE Because as of yesterday when I spoke w1th d1301pl1nary councrl s [51c]
..attorney, they said that you had not been relnstated ' P R e

5 IIMR HOSKINS I had spoken wzth them yesterday and I had been But I don t
have anythmg from them ' : : ettt

MR HALE Okay

3 __'.MR HOSKINS I drdn t brrng anythlng

%6

Y :_MR HALE Okay 1 Just wanted to clarlfy So 1f your representatron is that you Ve
- been reinstated, then we ll take it, take it on the value.” (Emphasrs added B '

o Whlle Fletcher S deposrtlon was bemg taken Hale s law partner Mellssa A Kroener o e

o _-.'_contacted the Board of Professronal Conduct and learned from Semor Counsel Allan

ol Asbury that respondent had not been 1e1nstated to the practlce of law in Oth Ms

. _ Kroener relayed th1s 1nformat10n to Hale by text message Thereafter durmg a break in

o the deposmon Hale contacted Honorable Rlchard F erenc, the assrgned ]udge in the :

; -'Preferred Interzors Drywall v. Fletcher actlon to not1fy h1m about respondent s
e partxcrpatlon in the Fletcher depOsmon desplte l‘llS suspensron from the pract1ce of law.
: "Wh'ile Hale was' on the telephone with Judge'F erenc" respondent carrie to the location

. from Wthh Hale was maklng the telephone call and told hzm that the deposmon was Ty

2 ~over. Respondent then rushed evervone out of hls law ofﬁce

275

'After conﬁrmlng that respondent .was still suspended from the.practlce of law in Ohro
_.Judge F erenc 1ssued an order in the Preferred Interzors Drywall V. Fletcher actlon staymg et :
: _all further proceedlngs unt11 further order of the court. Judge Ferenc also proh1b1ted .
_-_:lrespondent from partrcrpatmg in any way in the Preferred Interzors Drywall V. Flelcher .

i 'actlon and dlrected h1m to 1mmed1ately advise hrs cllents of hlS 1nabll1ty to practrce lavx :

: '-'_1nOh10l e



_ 28 ' .: .'ReSpondent’s conduct as alle.ged m 'Co'u'nt. lwo of theComplalnt in this matter, y.iolates
the followmg provrs1ons of the Oh1o Rules of Professwnal Conduct . | o
. (a) By contrnurng to engage in the practlce of law in the Preferred [nterzors Drywall V.
s Fletchef actron after he was suspended from the pract1ce of law by the Supreme Court
'.'of Oth on Aprll 23 2015 respondent V1olated Prof Cond R 5 S(a) [a lawyer shall
i __.not practice law in a Jur1sd1ct1on in v1olat10n of the regulatron of the practlce of law mn
}that jurlsdlcuon], : 5 - G

(b) By falsely representlng to J effrey S Hale counsel for defendant F letcher 1n the

Preferred ]nterzors Drywall v. Fletcher action, at Fletcher S July 7 2015 deposmon e

i that he had been reinstated to the practlce of law on July 6, 201 5, respondent vrolated i
Prof Cond R 4 l(a) [a lawyer shall not knowmgly make a false statement of |
: mater1al fact to ath1rd person] : S .
(c) By falsely representlng to Jeffrey S Hale counsel for defendant Fletcher in the
Prefer; ed Interzors Drywall V. Fletcher actlon at Fletcher S July 7 2015 depos1tlon .: =
that he had been relnstated to the pract1ce of law on July 6, 201 5 respondent Vlolated
Prof Cond R. 8. 4(c) [1t is profess1onal mlsconduct for a lawyer to engage in conduct
lnvolvmg drshonesty, fraud dece1t or mrsrepresentat1on] . i
(d) By scheduhng and conducttng a depos1t10n in the Preferred [nterzors Drywrall V.
F letcher actlon after h1s suspensron from practlce maklng m1srepresentatxons to-
= .' : counsel for the defendant'regardmg his relnstatement to the practrce of law and i
: :ult.ima_tely :requir_ing thecourt to issue 'an.ord.er' staying'.all- proc'eedlngs 'pendinglthe e

resolution of the issues regarding respondent’s status and eligibility to practice law,

i g



o ».

0

a3

hetsy respondent vrolated Prof Cond R 8 4(d) [a lawyer shall not engage in conduct thatis

pre;udlctal to the admlnlstratlon of _]USUCC]

e COUNT THREE s
- The Davron Hounchell Adoptron Matter -

-'_.As preylously 1ndrcated in 1] 3(a) above by orde1 ﬁled Aprrl 23 201 5 in Case No 2015- e
it 0481 the Supreme Court of Ohro suspended respondent from the practrce of law in Oth
. 'Respondent has remamed suspended from the practlce of law in Oh1o at all tlmes smce 4 :
= _:Aprll 23,2015. ' e
_On 'June s, 2015 respondent 'ﬁl'e'd an adult a&opﬁ'oﬁbéﬁtiéﬁ and 'pa.id the oourt cos‘ts .for. a :
e proceedmg in the Hamllton County Probate Court entltled Irz the Matter of the Adoptzon | S Carei
. :of Davzon Devante Hounchell Case No 2015 002350 (“Hounchell Adoptzon matter”)
.A hearmg on the adoptlon proceedmg in the Hourzchell Adoptzon matter was scheduled
- for July 6 2015 On that date respondent appeared on behalf of the petrtloners DaV1on : ..
- ._ ;Devante Hounchell J ana Hounchell and Gerald Hounchell In makmg hlS appearance on jf 3 _
.therr. behalf respondent rdentrﬁed hrmself to the court as foltows

'_"‘THE COURT Okay We are back on the record Thisisa contmuatron of the :

docket for Monday, July 6, 2015. Chief Magistrate Paul Rattermann presiding.

: - Next case is that of Davion Devante Hounchell, Case No. 1015-002350. We are -

~here today on a - in an adult adoption petition, which has been filed. The star

of the show, Mr. Davion Hounchell is present together with the co-petttzoners e

: aml their attomey

Counsel please ldentz[y yourself “for the record

MR HOSKINS My name is Robert Hoskms, the attomey for the petzttoners SR

:. (Emphasrs added. )



3.

a3y

: -Actmg in his role as counsel for petltloners at the J uly 6 201 5 adoptron hearmg,
2 respondent exammed both the adult adoptee Davron Devante Hounchell and each of the el
’ plospect1ve adoptrve parents J ana Hounchell and Gerald Hounchell

:'_._Respondent ] conduct as alleged in Count Three of the Complarnt in th1s matter Vlolates' i

_. .-:’-"the followmg provrslon of the Ohro Rules of Professronal Conduct

Ly

35,

£ (a) By engagmg m the practlce of law in the Hounchell Adopnon matter after he was -

suspended from the pract1ce of law by the Supreme Court of Ohro on Aprrl 23 201 5 :

respondent vrolated Prof Cond R. 5 S(a) [a lawyer shalI not practrce law in a

B Jurlschctlon 1n._vrolat10n of the regulat1on of the pract1ce of law in that Jurrsdrctron]. i

COUNT FOUR
The Hanks Matter

On or about December 23 2014 respondent was retalned by Robert M Hanks to

: represent hlm 1n a dlvorce proceedlng in Adams Coun‘fy Court of Common Pleas entrtled ; S

"Robert Maz‘thew Hanks V. Patrzcza Lynn Hanks, Case No DRB 20l4 0524 On the same -:;'_ :

._.'.:_:date Hanks pald respondent a fee of$l OO for h1s representatlon e | .

As prevrously stated in t‘ 3(a) on Aprrl 23, 2015 in Supreme Court Case No 2015 0481 " o

' the Supreme Court of Oth suspended respondent from the practlce of law in Ohro .
'Respondent. has remamed suspended at all trmes since Apr1l 23 2015

'_: 'Desplte the Supreme Court S specrflc requlrement inits Aprrl 23 201 5 suspensron order -
“that respondent provrde written not1ce of hrs suspensmn from the pract1ce of law to each i

i of his exrstmg c‘hents and that he refund unearned fees and return chent ﬁles ;to'each -

client, respondent failed to provide notice to Hanks of his suspension, either orally orin

s



o

._'_-.;_Writ'ing. Additionally, respondent failed to refund any unea'rned fobs i TIanks Y o et
5  his ciient ﬁlej'to hirn L

: :Notw1thstand1ng respondent s farlure to notrfy Hanks of h1s suspens1on from the practlce '

A ”of law, Hanks learned from a nerghbor in late May ot early Iune 2015 that respondent

.3'8.1' :

| had been. suspended frorn-the practxce of Iaw in Ohro Hanks accessed the Intemet and i
. .conﬁrmed that respondent was suspended from the practrce of .law in Ohro o
.In early.J une 2015 Hanks contacted respondent and 1nqu1red ahout his suspenswn from
. the practlce of Iaw Respondent fa]se]y stated to Hanks that the allegatlon that he was

s 'suspended from practlce was not true and that he was- st111 ent1t1ed to practrce lavs in’: G

7 _Ohlo

VA0

g Howe\ er after the above referenced conv ersatlon Wlth Hanks respondent stopped
i _communrcatmg .wrth hlm and falled to return' hlS telephone calls' and_messages seekmg , '
o 1nformat10n about the status of hlS drvorce proceedmgs

In hght of respondent s fallure or refusal to cornmunrcate wrth h1m Hanks was A

" compel]ed to retam another attorney, Davrd E Grlmes o represent h1m in 1 his dlvorce i

i e proceedmg and was requlred to pa\ h1m an addltronal retarner of $I 750

41.

: Hanks requested that respondent refund the $1 500 retalner that he had pa1d to h1m and

e that he prov;de h1m w1th a copy of hrs file, 1nclud1ng the documents and papers that e

' __Hanks had grven to respondent in the course of his represertatlon Howevcr respondent
has nelther refunded to Hanks any port10n of the $1 500 that he recelved from Hanks nor -
4 '.-'_prov1ded h1m w1th a copy of h1s ﬁle or Wrth any of the documents and papers that Hanks :._ o

: had entrusted to hlm

; _13‘



e 42 }. Respondent s conduct as alleged in Count Four of the Complarnt in thrs matter v1olates--' el

__'the followmg provxsrons of the Oh1o Rules of Profess1onal Conduct :

‘ (a) By faﬂmg to notrfy Hanks of h1s suspensron from the pract1ce of law and 'co:n'sequ'e.nt.- _ S

d1squalrﬁcatron from contlnued representatlon of Hanks in hrs ongomg d1vorce s
proceedmg, respondent vrolated Prof Cond R 4] 4(a)(3) {a lawyer shall keep the : | | :
cllent reasonably 1nformed about the status of the matter] =i b .
: 7 : '(b) By faxlmg to respond to Hanks repeated teIephone calls and messageslrn and after
| Iate May 2015 regardmg the status of hls d1vorce proceedmg.s.and respondent s '_ :
.:. rnab111ty to contlnue wrth hrs representatlon .respondent v1olated Prof Cond .R
1 4(a)(4) [a lawyer shall comply as soon as practlcable with re.asonable requests for
1nformatron from the chent] . G e | .

(c) By fa1hng to promptl delrver to Hanks followmg respondent s suspensron from the .

pract1ce of law and the term1nat1on of hls employment a copy of h1s cllent ﬁle and all s %

s paper'v and property to Wthh Hanks was entrtled respondent v1olated Prof Cond R
- l 16(d) [as part of the termmatron of representatlon a lawyer shall take steps to' '
o S _. protect the cllent S 1nterest 1nclud1ng promptly dellverlng to the clrent all cllent

._ papers and property to whlch the clrent is entltled] z 1 ..

(d) By farhng to promptly refund to Hanks any portlon of the $l 500 that was pa1d to
respondent and remamed unearned ' respondent vrolated Prof Cond R 1 16(e) [a
lawyer who wrthdraws from employment shall refund promptly any part of a tee pa1d

- m advance that has not been earned] | | :

(e) By knowmgly dlsobeylng the Supreme Court of Ohro g requlrement inits Aprll q3

201 5 suspensron order i in Case No 2015- 0481 that respondent notrfy hlS cltents

e
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i mcludlng Hanks of hls suspensron from the pract1ce of law and consequent 1nab1hty :

R to contlnue wrth hlS representatron of h1m respondent vrolated Prof Cond R 3 4(0)

[a Iawyer shall not knowmgly dlsobey an oblrgatlon under the rules of a tnbunal} B

(f) By faIsely stanng to hrs chent Robert Hanks in early June 2015 that he was not

suspended from the practlce of Iaw in Ohto respondent vrolated Prof Cond R 8 4(c) S

[1t is professronaI mrsconduct for a Iawyer to engage in- conduct mvolvrng dtshonesty, i

fraud decert or mlsrepresentatron]

 COUNT FIVE
The Howser 'Viatter

On or about October 21 2014 Laura L How ser retamed respondent to represent her in

2 -::seeklng a modrﬁcatron of the parenttng.agreement that she had prevrously entered mto

w1th her e)s husband Respondent agreed to represent Howser for a ﬂat fee of $8'§O At
.:'__respondent s request Howser plompt]y pald the $850 fee in October 2014 and provrded :

i _. 'respondent Wlth the 1nf0rmat10n he needed tor the preparatlon of the modlﬁcatzon i

8 _motron. f

Aimost irnmediately aﬁer retaining respondent 'Howser experienced 'great'difﬁculty in =

= contactmg hlrn and communlcatlng Wlth h1m Howser. repeatedly caIled respondent and g
: _'sent hrm emalls seeklng.mformatlon about the ﬁhng and status.of her modlﬁcatron -. _ . :
' 'motron Although Howser s emalls .and t/01cema11 me.ssages asked respondent to contact %
o . her'about the status o_f he’r matter,-respondent’ farled to contact Howser or otherwtse : o
iy respond_ .10 hel‘ meésages_.' S ' ; ' ' S :

""Respondent never filed the motion for modification of the parenting agreement_for which

.':he had been 'rétaiﬁ'ed by Hotvser. | _. S

B
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AT S

As prevrously stated in 1 3(a) aboye on Aprll 23 2015 1n Case No 2015 0481 the
.Supreme Court suspended respondent from the practrce of law in Ohxo Respondent has 2
....:_remarned suspended from the practrce of Iaw at all .trmes since Aprrl 23 2015 o : i
:..':The. Supreme Court s Aprrl 23 2015.suspens10n. order spec1ﬁcally requlred respondent 4

e among other _thlngs, to provrde wrltten notification to each of hrs 'cu'rrent.chents ot h1s

Hand 'suSpension from the practice of Iaw and'his eonseduent inability to eontinue With his _:

g representatron of those chents The Supreme Court S order further requrred respondent to

Boet 5 promptly refund unearned fees to hrs chents and to promptly delrver to the ohent alI ﬂles i
) paper and property to whrch the ehent 1s entrtled

.Respondent d1d not notrfy Howser of hxs suspensron from the practice of law, 'Likewise,

2 .__he nelther refunded to her any portlon of the $850 in fees that she had pald to h1m nor. . -

b ; returned to her the cllent ﬁle and materlals that she had prowded to h1m in ) connection

f _f.wrth the proposed motlon to modrfy the parentlng agreement

A : 49, 5 _.-On June 3 2015 Howser sent an emarl to respondent requestmg a refund of the $850

o | '.advanced fee that she had pa1d to hrm .'When Howser was ﬁnalIy able to speak w1th :

50.

respondent in Iate June 201 5 respondent told Howser that he was on vacatron but that he
: __Would call her when he returned. 72t : : :
When r.es:ponde'nt fai._l.ed. to._. call Hotirser s he had promrsed, Howser senthlm .anothe‘r'
email on J u'ly._'9, 2015. Thereafter on August 72(5,-__20'1.5.,:respondent.told Howser' that he .
& ..yyould like.._to. sehedule'.a telephone eonferenee Wrth her 'toidiscu'ss her :m.atter..._ ..Hoyzveve_"r.,.
_r_e..s.pOnde'nt‘ thereafter: .f'a.il.ed to respond to'f—'I_:o\yser"s.multip.le e.f'f.orts to eontact hrm by .

telephone and by _emaii to schedule the conference. =
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. :_:'.To date, respondent has nerther refunded to.Howser any portlon of the $85 0 that she pard_ i
o " to him nor returned Howser s cllent ﬁle or paperwork to her gt i .. .
; .. “On Octoberé 201 5, relator sent a Letter of Inqurry to respondent by certrﬁed mall return"__ &
: recelpt requested addressed to h1m at the .address malntamed by respondent mth the i
s Supreme Court s Ofﬁce of Attorney Servrces In 1ts Letter of Inqulry, relator asked

L '.1espondent to provrde a wrrtten response to the allegatlons made by Laura L: Howser as-

'well as to numerous questlons posed by relator The Letter of Inqu1ry also asked

i respondent to provrde relator w1th copres of speclﬁed documents Although notrce of the _

L attempted del1very of relator S Letter of Inqurry was Ieft at respondent S address on SR

.'.-..-..October 6 2015 respondent nelther 51gned for nor clalmed the certrﬁed marl from

: relator s ofﬁce As a result respondent dld not reply to relator S Letter of Inqurry, elther

i . by the specrﬁed due date of October 16, 2015 or at any later trme

530

In hght of respondent S farlure to respond to relator 1n1t1al Letter of Inqurry, on October o

L -'23 201 5 relator sent a second Letter of Inqulry to respondent by certrﬁed mail, return

2 | recerpt requested addressed to respondent at the address that he had reglstered wrth the ;

.'Supreme Court’s Ofﬁce of Attorney Servrces In its second Letter of Inqurry, relator

.noted that respondent had nelther accepted. dellvery of the 1n1t1a1 Letter of Inqurry nor -

! responded to that letter Relator asked respondent to prov1de an 1mmed1ate response.to s

: that letter a copy. of whrch Was enclosed with the.second Letter of Inqulry | Although )
 relator adVlsed respondent that hrs.tesponse to the Letter of Inqulry must be recerved by

: .relator on or before November 6 201 5, respondent has not provrded any wrrtten response e

~ to relator.
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Respondent’s ¢ohdu¢t; as alleged in Count Five of thelco'mplaint in this matter, violates
.: the'fo'lloWing' proyisions "of the Oth Rules" of Professlonal Conduct'
L (@ By faxhng to prepare and ﬁle the motlon for modrﬁcatron of the parentrng agreement e

i _' between Howser and her ex-husband for Wthh he had been retarned and pard by

Howser respondent v1olated Prof Cond R. 1 3 [a lawyer shall act wrth reasonable

dlllgence and promptness m representmg a chent]

ks ; '(b) By fallmg to notlfy Howser of hrs suspensron from the practrce of law and consequent" '
S dlsquallﬁcatlon from.contmued representatron of Howser wrth _respect to the e

modiﬁcationlofl her lparentin.g"agreement responde’nt v:iolated Pr’df. ..Co.nd'.' R li4(a)(3) F

[a lawyer shall keep the cllent reasonably 1nformed about the status of the matter]

A I(c) By falllng to respond to Howser s repeated telephone calls and messages seekmg

s 1nformat10n about the status of her motton for modrﬁcatron of the parenttng

_. .agreement follo.wmg hlS. retentron in October 20l ke respondent vrolated Prof Cond
R 1. 4(a)(4) [a lawyer shall co.mply as soon 4s practlcable with reasonable 1equests

. -. -for 1nformat10n from the cllent]' ] e e |

(d) By fallrng to promptly delrver to Howser followmg respondent S suspensron from the
practrce of law and the consequent termlnatlon of h1s employment a copy of her

client ﬁle and all papers and property to whlch Howser was entltled respondent e

: _'vrolated Prof Cond R 1: l6(d) [as part of the termlnatlon of 1epresentat10n a lawyer |

: ; shall take steps to protect the cl1ent ] mterest mcludmg promptly dellvermg to the
’ cl1ent all chent papers and property to wh1ch the cllent is entrtled]
(e) By farlmg to promptly refund to Howser any portron of the $85 0 that was pard to

respondent all of wh1ch remamed unearned respondent vrolated Prof Cond R

gl



e ; 1 16(e) [a lawyer who wrthdraws from employment shall refund promptly any part of
- a fee pald in advance that has not been earned] .
(f) By knowmgly dlsobeymg the Supreme Court of Ol’llO s requ1rement 1n 1ts Apnl 23

2015 suspens1on order in Case No 2015 0481 that respondent notlfy h1s cllents i

lncludmg Howser of his suspensmn from the pract1ce of law and consequent mabrhty e

to contmue w1th hlS representatlon of her respondent v1olated Prof Cond R 3. 4(c) [ '
- lawyer shall not knOW1ngly drsobey an obl1gat10n under the rules of a trlbunal] S
(g) By knowmgly farhng to respond to relator $ demands for 1nformatlon in connectron s
w1th 1ts dlsc1plrnary 1nvest1gatron of the allegatrons .of thlls Count respondent yrolated :
Prof Cond R 8. 1(b) e . . | .
(h) By neglectmg or reﬁJsmg to ass1st in relator s d1sc1pl1nary 1nvest1gatron of the '

allegatlons contalned n thls Count respondent v1olated (xov Bar R V(9)(G)

| . . CONCLUSION
. Wherefore pursuant to Gov Bar R A% and the Olno Rules of Professwnal Conduct
_ -relator alleges that respondent 1s chargeable W1th mlsconduct therefore | relator requests that
. respondent be dlSClpllned pursuant to Rule V of the _Supreme Court Rules of the Qovernment of

_the Barof Ohio.

o __ScottJ Dre el};oo91467)
~ Disciplinary Cqunsel
+.-.250 Civic Ce er Drive, Suite 325
- Columbus, Ohio 43215- 74l1 :
H614) 461-0256 -
: (614) 461-7205 ~ fax
. scott.drexel@sc.ohio.gov

g



CERTIFICATE

The undersrgned Scott J Drexel stcrpllnary Counsel of the Ofﬁce of Drsmphnary

i : Counsel of the Supreme Court of Ohro hereby certrﬁes that Scott J Drexel 1S duly authorxzed to :

7 'represent relator m the premlses and has accepted the respon51b1hty of prosecutmg the complamt Y
] to 1ts conclusron After mvestlgatron relator belleves reasonable cause exrsts to warrant av
hearmg on such'complalnt. i enion

. : Date'd.:fiDecember'l,-‘ 2015

Scott J. D@ Drsmplmary Counsel
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