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T, ParITION FOR DISBARMENT OR DISCIPLINARY ACTIGH
Ko Imiroduction
This petition is brought before the court under Tennessee Code
(29-308, 309, 310) authorizing any individual to file proceedings in Cireuit
Court against any attorney who is guilty of any unprofessioral conduct,
dishonesty, malgractice, or any conduct which rendsrs him unfit to be a mezber
of the bar (TCA 29-308, pare (5)); and who shall comnit or may have committed

1 2 ‘
any misdameanor involving moral twrpitude (TG 29~303, Par. {1))3.

B. Charges

SPECIFIC CLADMS in this petition will cover ths alleged unethical
. pract_ic:es of Defendant respaciing his rela;tions with litigants and with i'a?f.'}.ow
bar members, including, but not ultimately limited to, the following points: :
1. Xnowingly introducing incompletz and oéhemisa misleading affidavits; 2.
Knowingly introducing only partial case files to supp-ort allegations; 3o Casting
aspersions against litigants that are lmmaterial and are not subsequently supported
by either further argumentation or proof; L. Making stipulations and agreemenis
with fellor bar members that are thereafter willy nilly rescinded; Se 'Uofg;scati:g
issues unnscessarily for tha purpose of delay and the defeat of justice; 6o mtro-
ducing only partizl evidence 4Q support a negative claim against litigant a1l the .
time Xmowing that; the remainder of the evidence nullifies the claim; 7. Offering |
£0 use the power of the Attorney General Office either in a way contrary to law,
or, by selectively inhibiting its exercise thereof, denying Plaintiff equal
protection before the law; 8o Slandering Plaintiff {o news reporter for purpose
of praventing article demonsirating relationship of Plaintiffls probl;ms to
State actions; 9. Citing cases that are not related t.? the issues, and also
declaring e Cowrt that the preponderance of cases are overwhelming in Defendant's

favor when, in faci, the opposite is trus.

i
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C, Proocced Extended Idne for Court Inquiry !

Tt is respectfully suggested that the Court direci inquiry into the past - r.
one and a half to two years of files, wherein Defendant has defended or prosecubed; g
to ascartain if the above pattern also I;v:lds true for other cases. In pariicular,

for example, .:-md fron information and ]muwled_,e received, the celebrated Jazes

Early Ray case, convicted dller of E:u-nm Tuther King, will probably be found
congested with similar incidents of gneﬂucal behavior on the part of Defendante 4

8 !
(Jim Lesar, Attornay]:' 1231 Lth 8to Se V, Weshingten De Ce 2002l), From other

information received, at least one falsahood %ill be found in the Nashville

Civil Suit Th-2L5, Cincinmati Court of Appealse By reviewing past files and
examining opposing atbornies, the Court can rapdily ascertain whether or not
the ‘pattern herein declared is and has been wide spread, possibly resulting
in the mis-carriage of jusiica for both Criminal.and Civil Law, whersver Defendant
has practised., Perhaps the Cowrt will alsc; take cognizance of the severe damagezg
that can bs done by a practising attorney who performs unethical and fraudulent

hehavior before the bar also as an Athormey General .sssistantzs normally presumad

by the Courts to have the best interssts of the people in mind at all timese

1, On the Jury finding Defendant gu:.lty, on one? or more points as charged,
herein ;and in other cases as the Court dirscts its mquiry‘, that the Defendant
ba recommended for sumary disbarment and/or disciplined a.ccording to the measure . g
of the Court's findings. ;

2, That the Court direct the Defendant to make such other restitution and
recompense as necessary, feasible, and appropriate, according to the Jury's

1
inquiry 4 and the Court!s findings.
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iI. BILL CF PARTICULARS
1:  XNGIINGLY INTRODUCING INCOMPLETE AND OTiENTISE AMISLEADING

;.FFID.'JTI’ESL."’ 6s 8, 36, 18, T

Ae Poind

29
Tn Case A-31l2 ~ Defendant filed ard nimself signed an affidavit

purporting to show 4hat Civil Engincers were required to study land surveyiag

courses at Vanderbilt Universitye This affidavit was supporied by two duplicated

college catalog pages, the first and the third in a sequence of threa related

1o the topic of discussion. By deliberately leaving ou’ the middle page,

Defendant thereby made appear to the Court that his allagations were true, whem,

in fact, the middle page of the three denied his assertion.

: ) 29 30
References: Technical Record Case A-31L2;  Robert Kamenshine;

also see foutnotes 9 end 10

B, Point 2: IOTINGLI. INTRODUSING ONLY PARTIAL CASE FIIES T0 SUPPCRT

8, 16, 18
_mzaa'rlomlf’ ¥ ' .

During pro-trial phases in Case L—l&h03 lDefenda.nt alleged to

have brought to the attention of Chancellor and Plaintiff's attornays a prior
complete case fila from Federal Court, theraby permitting Defendant to claim
res judicata as a defense, and also appearing to demolish Plaintiff's case

against tha state. Finding that a single otion for Nen-sulb repained in the

Federal file effectively countered State's clain to res judlcatas

Refersnces: Case A-18L0 B__'é} of Exceptions, corrected copy lies with
James Peiarsen; “Attorney; Cowrt ap ﬂaved recording a2lso
available; o Jack Thompson ITI”-Attorney; Chancellor
Ben Cantrells™ Federal Court Records to be found both
in Noshwille Federzl Court and in Technical Record, Case
4-1840;5 also see footaotes § and 10, .




¢, Point 3: CASTING ASPENSIONS UPUN LITIGANTS VEEN NOT MA TERTAL A/

AR SUSSEQUENTLY NOT SUPPCRTED BY EITH:R FURTHER ARGRENTATION (R
L. 6, 8, 11, 16, 19, 20, 21

PROG . ‘
1. Defendant accused Plaintiff in Case A;lﬂho of stealing
documents from Secresary of State Office that would show the {true teacher tenure
law +0 be five years instead of three years. After trial, subsequent searcﬂ”éi L7
revealed copies of letters easily available to both the Attorney General and the
Board of Education (Regents) showing that then Attorney General lMcCanless did
not approve then Commissioner of Educat:‘.o.n Vharf request for change of tenure
lawe
References: See letters attachment 1 and 2, hereto;

Bill of Exceptions, Case A=l BhO Chancellor
Ben Cantrell; Attorneys Petersen and Thompson.

2, Other inecidents in Case A-18L0 are numsrous and consisting

chiefly of :Lma_t’erlal and unsubstantiated testimony or commsnts aimed at destroying

S

the legitimate 1egal case by destroying the credibility and character of Plaintifis

These attempts includs page 1 and page 2 of a certain pre~trial moidon wherein
Defendant writes that Plain$iff ¥...has bzen a misfit in every job he ever held.
The fact that he was tolerated at Tennesses State University for four years is
rerarksbles" In a 1a+.er document entitled MOTION FOR A N&Wl TB.IAL AND, IN THE
ALTERNATIVE, FOR AN AMENDMENT OF JUDGMENT, Paragraph L, Page 2, Defendant mtes-
a seriss of clains that are (a) entirely false; (b) half-iruths; (c) mis—directive
to the Courbs; (d) kmowingly slanderous and untrue by Dafendants own research

efforts during ard before pre-trial stages.

— w»
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Referances: Sse 2111 of Exgeptions in entirety, Case A 18L0;
Interogatories”? taken by Dafendant favorable
to Plaintiff bubt not submitted to trial Court;
Chancellor Ben Canirell; iAttornays Petzrsen
and Thompson.
also see footnotss 9 and 10.
Do Point Lz MAKING STIPULATIONS AND AGREEMENTS WITH FELLGY BAR MEMBERS THAT

8
ARE VIILY NILLY RESCINGZD 15’ 16, 1

1. De’andant stipulated that change of teacher temure tims from three

years t0 five years was not signed by Attorney General, a:; required by law,
during pre-trial confarence. Subsemxentl{, in trial, Dsfendant refused to so
stipnlate, although having no factual basils for turnzbout, preferring, apparently,
to use this i‘a.ctor as basis to later introduce evid‘ance construed to be damaging
to P"..\a.m*:.ff, for the sols purpose of character assassinatmn.

See Bill of Exceptions, Case A lBhO- Chancallor
_Cantre l.. Attorneys for Plaintiff 2 etersen and
monpsm.

also see footnotes 9 and 10,

Raferences:

2, Defendant advised by lstter *ha’- if Pla:.na.:_ff's attorney, Casa

A 3142 ‘vould agree to drop challenge to State's police power, Defendant would

agres to go for sumary judgment, Subsequently Defendant rensged on this agreement,

leaving Plaintiff in waaker position, ca.using.u!macessary case delay which caused 7
and is causing hardship cn Plaintiff, and providing himself with an oppriunity

to further obfuscate issues to the detiment of Pla:l.nt.i.ff. '

Robert Kamens*u.gg Letter held by famenshine;”

Chancellor High
also see foo..notes 9 and :LO.

References:




E. Doint O ORFUSCATING ISSUSS UNNECESSARTLY FOR THR PURPCH: OF DEIAT AMD
8, 16, 18, 19, 2L, 26, 27
\

1, During the first hearing dn case Mll;,229 the Chancellor offered to

DIFEAT OF JUSTICS.

give summary judgment in Plaintiff's favor. Qa. Defendant's guarantee that
important factual issues must be resolved, Couwrd directed Attornies to resolve
the factual issuese During pre—trial conference Defendant offered several
exctrenaly weak issues that were immediately stipulated, Defendant refused to
zccept stipulations, thus further obfuscating issues, creating thereby an additional
year of delay that has seriously damaged Plaintiff's ability and right to earn
a living, and thereby defeating the cause of justice. This wmnecessary and ill-
founded delay also permitted Defendant to move against Plaintiff's employer in
wmfair namner, thus also threatening Plaintiff's sole source of incomse
References: Chancellor Druwo'bag'? Robert Kamnenshma30 Technical
Record Case A 31L2 §

./‘

§2. Related o seciion 1, above, and also displaying the trus motive
behind umrillg.ngness to accept stipulation and also pl‘aiming that factual issues .
mist bs heard, is the following: After obfuscaling a year 's delay, Defendant
moved to include the charge that Plaintiff was practising Land Surveying withoud
a license, striving to attach this eriminal charge +0 a permissive Civil Suit, and
wishous proof or foundation, Defendant zlso signed complaint against Plaintiff'!s
smployer before Board of Examiners for Land Surveyors, charging said employer with
fraud, deceii, and aiding and abebiing the practice of Land Surveying without a

licenses By signing the complaint hinself, and also bscoming the witness against

Plain =5:;‘.’*“*&1 employer, Defendant also and at the same time performs as prosecutor

by proxy, all based upon knowingly fauwlty and deliberately misconstrued ;mforma‘.:ion,
thus substentiating Plaintiffls thes:.s that Defendant practices personal vﬂndatta )
asainst Plainsiff, thus also mis-using the position of his office 23 the Attorney

General Assistamue




References:

F. Point 6:

INTRODUCTZ ONLY PARTIAL EVIDENGE

Chanecllor Iugh
Jack R, Under.-rocd

for Land Surveyors
Robers, Kamenshine3)
& 314227

$u—a Jennings, Jro3Cattorney;
Lembers of Board of Examiners

4]

3 Gary Blackburn™ A torney;
Tne Technicazl Record Case

AT

TC SUPPCRT A NZGATIVE

CLATH AGATNST LITICGANT 4LL TFEE TRE

KNGTG T"u! T THE REVAINDER CF THE EVIDENCE

NULLIFIZS THE CILATH.

l. Defendars

ational Science Foundation grant terminated solp

L, 6, 16, 18, 19

elaimed in Case A-18L40 that Rlaintiff had

because of PLmt:.ff 's

incompetence, this despite contrary affidavits sought by Defendant, and in

Defendant!s hands,

signed and swore by Nationzl Science

Foundation Executives

shoring satisfastion with Pl.;in'l':i‘i"s perfomance. : )
References: Bill of Exceptions, Case A—lBhO Affidaviss
signed by Alfred Borz and Jerome Danahg
other documents to ba found in Technical Record
of :L“lal;O.
also see footnotes 9 and 10,
Gs Point 7: EFIRDNG TO USE THE PCAER OF THE ATTCHEY GENERAT, GFICE

ETITHER IN & VAY CONTRARY TO I&Y, OR, BY SELECTIVELY INHIBITING I'i‘S EXZRCISE,
13, 15, 16, 25

THIREBY DINYLNC PLAINTITF TQUML SROTECTION BEFORE THE 14X,

1. During nre-irial negotiations, Case A 18L0, Defendari offered

a deal in return for droppinz the Cose. Defendant offered to intercede vith the
Board of Examiners for Land Surveyors to aid Plaintiff in getting his license,
Viren Plaintiff filed an affidavit during trial exposing the proferred arrangements,

tated that the offer vas unq1.:‘.1:4_i‘:|.e.d113 The Court should respectfully

Defendant s
rote that if thz 3card of Exsrinars for land Surveying acied lawfully in deming.
Flaintifs right o telke exaninztion, than presumably the Ajtorney Ceneral Q:?;‘ice

did nct have tha rignt and aut .a*:.ty o interfere with ths process. Conversely,




—f-

if the Boerd of Ewzminers for Land Surveying acted unlawfully, then Plainbiff

had right to equal protection bsfore the 1a..fs through Attorney Gencral Cffice,
irrespective of "deals." Court should a.?:ég talee cognizant of the faci that
after a year's delay, and in spite of thid offer made bafore the Cowrt, Defendant
now incorrectly charges Plaintiff with practising land surveying withouv a
licensee

References: Bill of Excepbtions, Case 18L0; Technical
Record, Case 18L0; Richard Buerg Attornay

H, Point 8: SIANDERING PIAINTIFF TO NEWS REPCRTER FOR PURPUSE OF PREVENTING
; 13, 15

ARTICLE DEHCNSTRATING HELATIONSHIP (F PT.hAilNTQIE'F"S DROBIENS TO STATS ACTICHS.

7 l. A news reporiter called Defendant to explain that he was
considering writing a feature article on Plaintiff, and Plaintiff's five years
of troubles with various stzte functionaries o, Defendant irmediately begin to
slander Plaintiff in srays calculated to discburag‘e the reporter from pursuing

the topice pv

”ﬁ-_‘ . References: see footnote LS.

I. Point 9: CITING CASES THEAT ARE NOT RELATED 70 THE ISSUES, AND AISC

DECLARING THAT TiE PREPCONDEBANCE CGF CASES CITED AMD THCSE NOT CITED ARE OVERVAELMING

T DEFENDANT'S FAVOR WHEY, TN FACT, THE CPEGSITE Is mmuz.r 0s 18 19, 23

1. In Case A 1BLO Defendant submitted before tha Court a half
page of citations purporting to prove his claim, and alsc declared that a certain
case was the sole key case; he also asserted to the Court that the prepornderance
of cases was overvhelming in Defendant's favor. Subseguent research demonstrated
"that virtually none of the citations were related to the case, that there werg
two Koy cases, under different conditions, and that all cases cited were extreme_ly
old, since contravened by a preponderance of state and federal cases which
demonstrated exoctly oprposite Cours rulingss -

Reference: See Technical Fecord, Case A 18LO
also footmote 9 and 10 7

et




IIT, SUNURY AYD EFFECT ON PLAINTINF OF UMATHICAL ACTS
A. This petitioner ther shows and avows that he is a
pauper, having been reduced to this condition by unlawful state actions, and having
been continuad in this condition because of his ina_{bility +0 obtain a license for
land surveying from a beard which he alleges is unconsiitutionally formed; _
B, That he has filed a suit®’against the aforeremtioned Board,
sesking to remove its restraints on his ability to earn a living;
Co That during the course of a year during which said lawsuid
has been psnding in the Chancery Court Zor Devidson County, Flaintiff, greatly
£0 his disiress and contimued detriment, has been subjected to inordinate
delays and extra~legzl personal zbuse on the part of Defendant, in his office
of Assistant Attormey General. : |
D. That said Defendant, hamg been administratively removed from
future representations of the Board of Evaminers for lLand Surveyors, continues on
Plaintiff's case, and also £iles personal and malicious complaints against "':
Plaintiffis employer in an effort o get the Board to revoks the Plaintiff's
emplogerts license,

E. That Defendant, having been involved in other actions brought

by Plaintiff in years past has a personal and abiding prejudicelB

against
Defendant beyord all reason for the normel adversary role, the basis 7ta vrifx.ich
Plaintic? dogs not understand, but nonetheless exists;

Fo. Thz Defendamt, knowing and being fully apprised that Plaintifi's
very livelihood and hope for the fubure success in supporting his rather large
family depends on this case being expeditiously resolved, has used all manner of
tactics, legal, exira-legel, and unsthical to prevent a speedy and mely

resolutien of the lawsui-t.%s




IV, GITATIONS AMD LECAL PRINCIPLES AID "’ SICES

Ao Citations ard Legal ﬁ*frcinlea

1, Kisdemeanor as used herein is the equivalent of pé'r:fessienﬂ :

mistehavier and is not necessarily used in any technical sense of an offense
punishable by fine or impriscrment.
’
2. Moral turpitude cemprises everything done contrary to

Justice, honesty, or good morals, and misconduct in reference to one's duties and

cbligaiions as an attorney in conduct conirary to justice, honesty, modesty, or

¥

good roralss

30 The lsgislature did not intend to limit the power to
disbar 1o the causes specificelly menticned, ‘but there-may be disbarment for any
good cause. Ingersoll ve Coal Cresk Coal co. (1906), 117 Temno 263, 98 So W 178,
9 Lo Re As (No So ) 282, 119 Am. Sto 1003, 10 An.n. Cas 829,

L. False Evicence, presentmg or perrrﬂ.tﬁ.ng, as ground
for dlsourmentb- 1k A, L. R, 868,

5. Perjury es ground for disbarment or suspension of attomey,

9 ko Le B, 200; L3 Ao Lo Re 1205 55 Ao Lo Ra 1375

6. In disbarment proceeding for ... abuse of witnesses
whsTe no proof was introduced to support more -than half of the charges sgainst
the viinesses.e.disbarment was proper. Stabe ex rel turner ve Derman (1952J; -
Tenno Apps __ , 259 S. W, (2d)891, 1

Te A single act of misconduct or indescretion may not alcne
Jgutify disciplins but where discipline is not ordered for the single act such acth
w2y 1:’-";,? combine with subsequent acts to jus4ify a Judgzent of unfitness and
discipﬁne. Berke vo Chattancoga Bar Assn. (1908) » 58 Tenn. App. 636, l;36 S, ¥,
(2d) 296,

&
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8o TFabrication or suppression of evidence as ground ol
disciplinary action against attorneye LO As Lo Re (3d) 1690

9, If a lawyer is accused of misconduct in handling 2
case then any part of the record in that case wiich evidences the m’.scomlmt or
its circumstances is edmissable, Berks V. Chatitancega Bar Assie (1568), 58
Temn. App. 636, L36 Se W. (2d) 296,

10, Pleadings and proof in cases in which an atierney

appeared either as an attorney or as a parvy can be offered in evidence to tha

4 that they are relevant to the issus of fitrness to practice....Tennessee

Bar AsSNe Ve Be;‘ka (1960) LB Temo Appe 1h0, 3Lk S. Ve (2d) 567.

11, Although an atiorney who conducts a case is privileged,
as leng as the matier introduced by 'him is relevant to the issue, in a few instances
the courts have disbarred an atforney who aspersed.the character of a 1itigant,
whara, in the opinicn ef the court such aspar:v.ion W3S -i:relevant, and gensrally
indicative of an obbuse moral and ethical attitude ~m‘h:'x.cl‘x wnfitted such a-btomey
for the practice of the lawe Re Mecy (1921) 109 Kane 1, 14 Ae Lo Re 848, 196 Pace

1095; Re Hansen (1518) 182 Appe Div; 568, 169 No Yo Suppe 881; Ae Lo Ro L1, Po LSL:

. "ASPERSING CHARACTER OR REPUTATIQV OF IITIGANT AS CROUND FOR DISBARMENT OF ATTGRIEY,.

12, While a license to engage in the practise of law will
not bs revoked for trivial causes, impropriety, or 'breachss of good taste, discipline
for misconduct is not limited to cases where the atiorney's gets are infamous or
of a gross or serious nature, Ill. — Paopln ex rele Chicago Bar JLss'n Vo Lo"t.e.rman,
187 Mo o L2L, 353 T1lo 399; Okle Cit; Pa. Cit; Se Do Cit; Wis. Cit; Lewis ve Beard
of Governance of Pennsylvania Bar, 173 A. 652, 316 Pa, 193.

136 An atiorney is admitted as a member of the bar to
prezote the ends of Justica, and that implies something more than prlvg.te gain —

n ra 3ond 21 P, (2d) 921, 148 Cdl, 161; Sze Co Jo S, Attormey and Client, Pars 19,




. [ N

¥ page T3h for more citations, y
e Attormey m.st conduct his acta.vrnt:.es so that he

vill not be repeatedly open to asszults upon his honor, and repeated failura

i ——

to do so raises suspicion of unfitness and tends to d.u.cred:.t the profession —
People ex rel Chicago Bar Assin Ve Sharwin h No Eo (2d) L77, 36l I, 350; -

more citations in C. Jo S. Op. mt, page T35

& 15, Immoral conduct is that conduct which is willful,

; Llzgrant, or shameless; and which shows a moral indifference to the opinion of
' the gooed and respectable merbers of the commnitye Co Jo So Opa Cito
16. Malpractice by an attomey comprises amy conduct which
skews such inteh@iur.el fraud on the court or client as involves moral turpitude,
; Co Ja _5. Cpe Cite ) " . 4

17. Professlonal ethics is not a distinct system of
morality, tut it is the application cf the actepted standards of right and wrong
to the gonduct of professional men in t"ze business relations peculiar to their
profescional e..fployment — Inre \‘eﬂli:u.s, (Gd,) 50 Pe (2d) 7290 ‘

18, Unfair dezling with other attorneys, intexm?ddljl‘:g

-

with their clients, making false and scandalous remarks concerning them, etcy

it

constitutes ground for disciplinary proceedings. Co Jo S, Opo City Page 751

19, Conduct on the part of an attorney tending to subyert
oxr obstruct Justice is a grouznd for suspensicn or disbarment...endeavoring by ‘
dishonest means to mislead the court or Julyo..A duty rests on the cowrts to
maintain the integrity of the legal profession by disbarring attorneys vho
induvlge in practices designed to tring the courts or the profession into disrepute,
or Lo puspetrate a fraud on the courts, or to corrupt and defeat the adwinistration

PSSR " P
PUSINEEIN o

i p—_Cs e e

of justice: People ex rel, Chicago Bar Asstn va Sherwin, L N. B, (2d) 477, 36L D1,
350, An attorney may be suspended or disbarred for perverting, or atitempiing to

arvert, a do.,‘ sicn of a causa on the meriis, by deceiving or misizading the courtess

B
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Toid. . filing a sham answer or aifidavit for the purpese of dela¥se.ibide..
subdtting only a periizl sitziement of material fecis Imovm to hine..Ibidess
proscouting a claim Mnovn o him to ba wmnjust and without merit,..Ibidess
20, Permitting client to testify falsely — In re Hoaver,
triz L6 Po (24) 64T, '
21. lisrepresentation to discredit witnesses — In re
Yetzger, 31 Hawaii 929, ‘
22, Zealousness no excuse — In re Hoover, Ope Cite
23, Citing a case as controlling without informing the
court of unrgported decisions lnown to him which discredit it; Matter of ¥ . 3
L2 N, Y. 8, 268, 10 App. Div. L91. '
_ 2he Filing false or sham pleadings; In re T:_rmey, 176
Ne Y. S, 102, 18? Appo Dive 569 — 6 Co Ja P 597 note 2L
25, lisconduct of an attorney ac'l_'.ing in an official
caracity such as attorney general has been held bo constitute a ground for
his suspension or disberment; In re Becker, 203 No Y, S, 437, 208 App. Div. 224
— Cu Jo p 600 note 83 (b)e l
26. Using crinﬁpal.;.wc_:cecbﬁ'a or threatening criminal
proceedings to enforce a civil claim; Co Jo Se Op Cit 760.seblackmailing;
Ibid; It was dichonorable and mmfessianai for an atterney £o cause prosecution
to be instituted without fmmdation or pro"hable cause t0 bring about a settlement
. of acivil actioneseIn re, Vagnoner, 199 No Vi Zhh, L7 S. D, LO1,
27+ Civing false testimony before :anst.lgatmg board'
In re Kohler, 270 No Yo 5, 63L, 20 Appe Dive 501 — In re Branch, 165 No Yo Se
688, 178 Appe Dive 585;‘a3.so bringing actions on groundless claims; In re Hacy,
196 P. 1095, 109 EKane 1, 1L As Lo R. 848,
28, Technical defenses are unavailable t0 an attorney where

ke knows his conduct was ethically wronge..should not rely on technical defenses




§e

cr ezploy sorhisixy in argumentd in an ati_tempi: to establich a éuperi‘inial
justification; in re Feinstein, 253, Ne Y, S. LSS, 233 Apps Dive Sl mor is it
any defense thet others in the same co:p:_:mimity have been guilty of the sama offense
Co Jo Se Opo Cite Po 76L; that he was ignorant of the law viclated, that he
was acting for himsel? and not for another, that he acted for his client, the State;
nor is an attorney justified in wzongfully deviating {rom a strict performance
of his duty to the court because of a bona fide belief that his adversary is .
atterpting to take an unfair advantage; Co Jo S Ope Cites po 7650
Bo References

. 29, PERRY A. CHAPDELATNE VSo BCARD CF EXAMINERS FOR
LAND, SURVEYCRS, Case A 3142, in Chancery Court of Davidson Countys (Now before
Lith judge for hearing in peried of a year.)

‘ 30. Robert Kamenshine, Prc;fessor and Attorney, Vanderbilt

Law School, i:f'r;cmey in case A 312, for Flaintiff. _

' 3l. PERRY A, CHAPDEIATIE vs. TEANESSEE STATS UNIVERSITY

P,

s

AND UNTVESSITY OF TEMVESSEE, Case A 1840, in Chancery Court of Davidson County
(Judgment in Flaintiff's favor; status, imperfect appeal pleas on both sides)
32, James FPatersen, (ntre sq;me, Franklin, Temn.j; Attorney
in Case A 18L0y for Plaintiff.
33. Court approved magnetic reel tape available from
Plaintiffe )
: 3le Jack Thompson IIT, Nashville, Termj; Attorney in Case
& 18L0, for Flaintiffe '
- 35, In particular, interogatories from Alfred Borg and
Jewoms Dane secured by Defendant frem National Science Foundation.

36, Rober: Kamenshine made allegation before Chancellor High, |

Chancecy Courd of Davidson Coundy




7e OCkanegllor Drowoita initially offered summary judgrment
in Flaintiffis favor, was subsequently preomoted 1o ""_npe:.‘ls Court; thersafier case
has dvifted vdthout decision through two more judges, and now faces a fourti.
36, Tom Jenmnings, Jr, Assistant Attorney Ceneral; dafends
Defendant in suits; substitutes for Defendant; has taken scme of Defendant's
prior responsibilities. _
39, Jack R, Underwood, Pegram Term, Idcensed Surveyor
wao empleys Flaintiff, and who is now under attack by _Defend.a.nt on spurious growmds,
LO. lezbers of the Board of Exeminers far Land Stmvayzg}?_;

“y

Jonn Jo Harris; A. Be Thompsen; L. We !-im'p’fvo
Llo Gary Blackbuwrm, Atterney for Jack R. Underwood, in
Nashville, Tenne ) “
L2, See footnote ?50
l3s "I offered Mre él:xapdelaﬁ.l‘lle — offered $0 go up there
and intercede with the Board in his behalf — periocd. No reasons, Isnt% that
traa, V. Sha*.-pdalaina?"' Quotes froa Bill of Exceptions taken from Gase 4 1840,
whera Defendant asserts befors Court that he had offered to intercede with Board.
L. Richard Buefger, Franklin A%ttorney, who also witnessed
some of the Defendant’s offers to settle on apparently spurious grounds,
) LS. Permission for full disclosure of this incident is
pending, after which nams will be divulged. ) ) ) :
L6o Attachment I: Leiter from Vharf to McCanless requesting ]
permission to change teacher tenure law,
47. Attachment II: Letter from cCanless refusing permission 2

to change teacher temure law,
48, Permission granted by Jim Lesar, Attornsy for Jzmes

Ear] Ray.
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V. CIRVIFICATE (F ACCURACY AND PAUPER'S GATH A

o
v e
L+ Certificate of accuracy S =
il u-‘-)-‘-"}

I heraay “that thé foregoing, and atta.ch...e"xts, are -

correct and sccurate to the bast of my lma::‘.Ledga.( _L,Q,’u \io O e jg'», %—-—{
} POTTY A Jhapuela;.;\a'

¥itnessad and subscribed bafore me this ./' {wred I , '1975. Notary Pub].'f.c-
—, . !
My Comzission Expires -io/ Y./¢ 75 ﬂ%ﬂ—x/k&’.{‘
2 :

Bo 'Pauper!s Oath
I hersby avow and make knmovm that I am a Pawper, /;
T/

ha.ving no resources of any s:.gnl.t‘:.ca.nce.&_Lf(/\A""/ Q. t(/
ParTy Chapdeiz ine -/

Titnessed and subscrided befors me this &H. e h A, 1975, Notary Publice
: i E 1 o - - /’ B ‘ B
Ny Comission Sipisesdid (/o970 T
f“ : .
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vpzesy Osuvt Dullding
Fz3iwille, Teonadsea

- Y e
e

Daar Gemeral MeCanmless: & |

I em enclosing four coplss of “Polieied of the Stato Zeard of Fdvzctiod )
Implemanting Chapiar 252, FPublic Acts of 1251, An 4zt to Authorizg and -
Require the State Board of Bdusaticn o Totabilch A System of Tamuze™.. .

for Teachers in the Stato Colicnes ond Univezgities Czder thig Coatrol =

of Said Dosrd; and £0 Dafine a Toachor (Mg Codifisd g Saciion 49-1421
and 49-1422 of Tenndasze Coda Aanotated), Thoze are sent for your. ™ :

revizw and approval oo to legality Zn secordancs with tha pro;da!onz‘ o
of Sectlon 4-501 through 4-506, Tennesces Cole Aongtated, AT

. Lo : L Po=E TR 3
Upon receint of your amproval, caples of this policy will be filed with - |
the Secretary of Stata, ' ) S e e

- ¥

Sinceraly yorwa,
' " 3. H. Warf, Chagr=sn
' State Beazd of Educatlon

it/ i oo y
Enclosuras “ g
. \ !

J‘: - i
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: . ) G, HAYES COONIY SR o
YEA N . . . By
ATT; ANEY OENZALL & MEFOAYE . . . :PLLlHS BONOD G, ol

. May 29, 1969 :: t e g,

N T U s

Honorable J, H. Warf, Chairman
‘State Board of Education
Cordell Hull Building
Nashville, Tennessee

Dear Mr. Chairman:
s :
I havé just received your letter of May 20,
: 1969, with which you sent me copiés of a draft of
2 rules and regulations relating to the tenure of college oo
and university teachers under the State Board. Before
considering them further, I should like for you to give
“ me your views about the Board's right to revise the
[ regul#rions at this time in view of the provision in?
' Section 49-1421, Tennessee Code Annotated, that the ﬁ
Board wiil promulgate and publish its rules and regula=~ !
tions on or before September 1, 1961

Yours very truly,

George F. McCanless,
Attorney General




