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I. PETITION FOB DISBABBENT OR DISCIPLIMkRY ACTION 

.f.1$  Introduction 

This petition is brought before the court under Tennessee Code 

(29-308, 309, 310)  authorising any individual to file proceedings in Circuit 

Court against any attorney ltho is guilty of any unprofessional conduct, . 

dishonesty, malpractice, or any conduct 'which renders him unfit to be a member 

of the bar (TCi 29-308, par, (5)); and who shall commit or may have conmitted 

any misdemeanor
1 
 involving moral turpitude2 (Ta 29-308, Par. (1))3. 

B. Charges  

SPECIZIC CLUZ-4S in this petition will cover the alleged unethical 

practices of Defendant respecting his relations with litigants and uith fellow 

bar meMbers, including, but not ultimately limited to, the following points: 

1. Knowingly introducing incomplete and otherwise misleading affidavits; 2, 

Knowingly introducing only partial case files to support allegations; 3. Casting 

aspersions against litigants that are immaterial and are not subsequently supported 

by either further argumentation or proof; 14. Baking stipulations and agreements 

with fellow bar members that are thereafter millynilly rescinded; 5. Obfuscating 

issues unnecessarily for the purpose of delay and the defeat of justice; 6. Intro-

ducing only par171!1 evidence to support a negative claim against litigant all the 

time knowing that the remainder of the evidence nyllifies the claim; 7. Offering 

to use the power of the Attorney Genera]. OffiCe either in a way contrary to law, 

or, by selectively inhibiting its exercise thereof, denying Plaintiff equal 

protection before the law; 8. Slandering Plaintiff to maws reporter for purpose 

of preventing article demonstrating relationship of Plaintiff's prOblems to 

State actions; 9. Citing cases that are not related to the issues, and also 

declaring to Court that the preponderance of cases are everwhelili-kg in Defendant's 

favor when, in fact, the opposite is true. 



C. Proccmcd 2xtended Line for Court Inqui
ry 

It is respectfully suggested that the Court direct
 inquiry into the past 

one and a half to t7.-o years of files, l&crein Def
endant has defended or prosecuted, 

to ascertain if the above pattern also holds true
 for other cases. In particular, 

for example, and from information and knowledge re
ceived, the celebrated James 

Early Ray case, convicted ]-filar of Martin Luth
er King, will probably be found 

congested with si7,4 1” incidents of unethical be
havior on the part of Defendant. 

48  
(Jim Lesar, Attorney, 1231 lath St. S. 17, Washingt

on D. C. 200214), From other 

information received, at least one falsehood will 
be found in the Nashville 

Civil. Suit 74-245, Cincinnati Court of Appeals. B
y reviewing past files and 

examining opposing attornies, the Court can rapdil
y ascertain whether or not 

the pattern herein declared is and has been wide 
spread, possibly resulting 

in the mis-carriage of justice for both Cr_..m.inal
 and Civil Law, wherever Defendant 

22 

has practised. Perhaps the Court will also take c
ognizance of the severe eanage 

that can be done by a practising attorney who perf
orms unethical and fraudulent 

25 

behavior before the bar also as an Attorney Gener
al ,assistant normally presumed 

by the CourtSto have the best interns is of the p
eople in mind at all baps. 

D. Remedy 

1. On the jury finding Defendant guilty, on one
7 

or more points as charged, 

28 

herein:and in other cases as the Court directs it
s inquiry, that the Defendant 

be recommended for summary disbarment and/or disci
plined

12according to the measure . 

of the Court's findings. 

2. That the Court direct the Defendant to make s
uch other restitution and 

recompense as necessary, feasible, and appropriate
, according to the Jury's 

17 
inquiry and the Court's findings. 



BILL CF P2,RTICULUS 

A. Point 1: XNOWINGLY INTRODUCIM IN=IPLETE AND OT
HERWISE ITSIEADING 

FIT 	S241 
5 a
" 

16, la, 19 
AFSNT  

29 
Is Case 4-31112 Defendant filed and himself signed 

an affidavit 

purporting to show that Civil. Engineers were require
d to study land surveying 

courses at Vanderbilt University. This affidavit wa
s supported by two duplicated 

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

to the topic of discussion. By deliberately leaving
 out the middle page, 

Defendant thereby made appear to the Court that his 
allegations were true, when, 

in fact, the middle page of the three denied his ass
ertion. 
29 

References: Technical Record Case A-31):2; Robert 
also see footnotes 9 and 10. 

Be Point 2: KNCOIVOLY• INTRODUCING ONLY PARTIAL CAS
E FILES TO SUPPORT 

4, 8, 16, 18 
ALLEGATIOIZ. 

- 
During pro-trial phases in Case 4-1840

31  Defendant allged to 

have brought to the attention of Chancellor and Plai
ntiff's attorneys a prior 

complete case file from Federal Court, thereby permi
tting Defendant to claim 

roe judicata as a defense, and also appearing to dem
olish rlaintiff's case 

against the state. Finding that a single 'lotion for
 Non-suit remained in the 

Federal file effectively countered State's claim to 
res judicata. 

References: Case A.-1840 34; of Exceptions, correcte
d copy lies with 

James Pete;sen-,'Attorney; Court aNroved recording a
lso 

available l' also Jack Thompson III)L4Attorney; Chancellor 

Ben Cantrelli Federal Court Records to be found bot
h 

in Nashville Federal CoUrt and in Technical Record, 
Case 

k-1840; also sea footnotes 9 and 10. 

Kanenshine °  



C. Point 3: OASTTNO AsPE:isicn UPON LITIOANTS 7,-,IEN NOT YATERIAL.gTVCR 

ARE SUSSEQUI=LY NOT SUPPCRTM BY EITICRFURTHER ARGU=ATICN CR  

PROQ% 6, 8, 11, 16, 19, 20, 21 

1. Defendant accused Plaintiff in Case A-1840 of stealing 

documents from Secretary of State Office- that muld show the true teacher tenure 

law to be five years instead of three years. After trial, subsequent search460 47  

revealed copies of letters easily available to both the Attorney General and the 

Board of Education (Regents) shoring that then Attorney General UCCanless did 

not approve then Commissioner of Education Wharf request for change of tenure 

law. 

References: See letters attachment 1 and 2, hereto; 
Bill of Exceptions, Case A-1840; Chancellor 
Ben Cantrell; Attorneys Petersen and Thompson. 

2. Other incidents in Case A-1840 are numerous and consisting 

chiefly of imr±-;erial and unsubstantiated  testimony or comments aimed at destroying 

the legitimate legal case by destroying the credibility and character of Plaintiff. 

These attempts include page 1 and page 2 of a certain pre-trial motion wherein 

Defendant writes that Plaintiff "...has been a misfit in every job he ever held. 

The fact that he was tolerated at Tennessee State University for four years is 

remarkable." In a later document entitled 'LOTION FORA NEU TRIAL AND, IN THE 

ALTERNATIVE, FOR AN A=TMENT OF JUDGMENT, Paragraph 4, Page 2, Defendant writes: 

a series of claims that are (a) entirely false; (b) half-truths; (c) mis-directive 

to the Court; (d) knowingly slanderous and untrue by Defendants own research 

efforts during and before pre-trial stages. 



References: See Bill of Ercqptions in entirety, Case 1,1640; 
Intsrogatorie535 taken by Defendant ,favorable 
to Plaintiff but not submitted to trial Court; 
Chancellor Ben Cantrell; Attorneys Petersen 
and Thompson. 
also see footnotes 9 and 10. 

D. Point 4: WING sTrnurcvs AMO AGFEEMIIS WITH FELLOW BAR MEMEa3 THAT 

ARE ;ALLY N:1LY RESCDTDF.D.
15, 16, 16 

1. Defendant stipulated that change of teacher tenure time from three 

years to five years was not signed by Attorney General, as required by law, 

during  pre-trial conference. Subsequently, in trial, Defendant refused to so 

stiptilate, although, having no factual basis for turnabout, preferring, apparently, 

to use this factor as basis to later introduce evidence construed to be damaging 

to Plaintiff, for the sole purpose of character assassination. 

References: See Bill'of Exceptions, Case A. 1640; Chancellor 
Cantrell; Attorneys for Plaintiff Petersen and 
Thompson. 
also see footnotes 9 and 10. 

2. Defendant advised by letter that if Plaintiff's attorney, Case 

A 3142
30 

would agree to drop challenge to State's police power, Defendant would 

agree to go for summary judgment. Subsequently Defendant reneged on this agreement, 

leaving Plaintiff in weaker position, causing unnecessary case delay which caused 

and is causing hardship on Plaintiff, and providing himself with an oppartunity 

to further obfuscate issues to the detriment of plaintiff. 
0 References: Robert Kamenship2 3 ; Letter held by Jamens ' 

Chancellor BighJ°  
also see footnotes 9 and 10. 
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E. Point 5: OBFUSCLTINC ISSUES U,11'1E=5:^..RILY FOR THE PURPCSE Cl, D-SIAT  

16 	
9 24, 

DEFEAT OF JUSTICE.82 	
, 18, 1 , 	26, 27 

 
29 

1. During the first hearing in case A3142, the Chancellor offered to 

give summary judgment in Plaintiff's favor. Ch Defendant's guarantee tha
t 

important factual issues must be resolved, Court directed Attornies to resolve 

the factual issues. During pre-trial conference Defendant offered sever
al 

extremely reek issues that were immediately stipulated. Defendant refuse
d to 

accept stipulations, thus further obfuscating issues, creating thereby an additional 

Year of delay that has seriously damaged Plaintiff's ability and right t
o earn 

a living, and thereby defeating the cause of justice. This unnecessary 
and ill-

founded delay also permitted Defendant to move against Plaintiff's emplo
yer in 

unfair manner, thus also threatening Plaintiff's sole source of income, 

References: Chancellor Drouota31 Robert Xammenshine39 Technical 

Record Case A 31h22Y. 

Related to section 1, above, and also displaying the true motive 

behind urcrillingness to accept stipulation and also claiming that tactua
l issues 

must be heard, is the follouing: After obfuscating a year's delay, Defe
ndant 

moved to include the charge that Plaintiff was practising Land Surveying
 without 

a license, striving to attach this criminal charge to a permissive Civil
 Suit, and 

without proof or foundation. Defendant also signed complaint against Pla
intiff's 

employer before Board of Examiners for Land Surveyors, charging said e
mployer with 

fraud, deceit, and aiding and abetting the practice of Land Surveying wi
thout a 

license. By signing the complaint himself, and also becoming the witnes
s against 

Plaintiff's employer, Defendant also and at the same time performs as pr
osecutor 

by prov, all based upon knowingly faulty and deliberately misconstrued information, 

thus substantiating Plaintiff's thesis that Defendant practices personal
 vendetta 

41;:sinzt Plaintiff, thus also 4is-using the position of his office
 az the Attorney 

General Assistan.. 

I 	 4 
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36 References: Chancellor High ;,gom Jennings, Jr.38Attorney; 
Jack R. Underwood-I Lambers of Board of Examiners 
for Land Surveyors4C); Gary Blackbnrn4lAttorney; 
Robert Kamenshinen The Technical Record Case 
A 3142P 

F. Point 6: INTRO:Z=3. ONLY PARTIAL EV:DENCE TO SU??ORT A NET/AT:32  

CLAIM AGAINST LITLI!..N7 AIL T-riE T 	ENO= THAT THE RE=.INDER CF THE EVIDENCE 

NULLIFrIS TH2 CLAI:1.4 8, 16, 18, 19 

1. Defendant claimed in Case A-1840 that Plaintiff had 

National Science Foundation grant terminated soqr because of Plaintiff's 

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

Defendant's bands, signed and swore by National Science Foundation Executives 

showing satisfaction with Plaintiff's performance. 

References: Bill of Exception, Case A-1840; Affidavits 

h2 signed by Alfred Borg and Jerome Dane--; 

other documents to be found in Technical Record 

of A-1840. 

also see footnotes 9 and 10. 

G. Point 7: +:7',17"..,1:::C; TO USE TEE PC= OF THE AT 	GENERAL CY:F.10E  

EITHER IN A 17A.Y CONTRARY TO IX.; OR, BY SELECTIVELY INHIBITING ITS ENERCISE,  

THE= DENY= PLAINTIFF 1:17z.IL PROTECTION BEFortz THE IA:T.23 
 1$, 16, 26 

1. During pre-trial negotiations, Case A 1840, Defendant offered 

a deal in return for dropping the Case. Defendant offered to intercede with the 

Board of Examiners for Land Surveyors to aid Plaintiff in getting his license. 
Lhen Plaintiff filed an affidavit during trial exposing the preferred arrangements, 

Defendant stated that the offer 7:2,5 unqua1ified The Court should respectfully 

note that if the Emard of 3,;--laminers for Land Surveying acted lawfuLly in denying 

Plaintiff right to take examination, then presumably the Attorney General Office 

did not have the right and authority to interfere with the process. Converse1:4 
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if the Board of E.L....miners for Lana Surveying ac tad unlawfully, then Plaintiff.  

had right to equal protection before the laws through Attorney Genoral Office, 

Irrespective of "deals." Court should also take cognizant of the fact that 

after a yearte delay, and in spite of thid offer made before the Court, Defendant 

naa incorrectly charges Plaintiff with practising and sunroying;r1hout a 

license. 

References: Bill of Exceptions, Case 1840; Tecttpical 
Record, Case 184C; Richard Buerger44Attornay 

H. Point 8: SIANECRING PIAINTM TO NEWS REPORTER FOR PURPOSE OF PREVENTIND  

ARTICLE DELONS7RATING RELATIONSHIP OF PLAINTIFF'S PRGBIZAS TO STATE ACTIONS.13' 
ly 

1. it news reporter called Defendant to explain that he was 

considering writing a feature article on Plaintiff, and plaintiff's five years 

of troubles with various state functionaries. Defendant immediately begin to 

slander Plaintiff in ways calculated to discourage the reporter from pursuing 

the topic. 

References: sea footnote 45. 

I. Point 9: CITING CASES ThAT ARE NUJ, RELATED  TC TIM ISSUES, AND ALSO 

BECLARING THAT  THE PREPCNDaRANCE Cr CASES CITED AND THCSE NOT Crap iRE OVERZHELEING 

IN )2FENDANT'S FAVOR WBEN, IN FACT, THE DPF0SITE IS T
a
UE.' 16' 18'  19'  23 

10  In Case A 1840 Defendant submitted before the Court a half 

page of citations purporting to prove his claim, and also declared that a certain 

case was the sole key case; he also assorted to the Court that the preponderance 

of cases was overwhelming in Defendant's favor. Subsequent research demonstrated 

'that virtually none of the citations were related to the case, that there were 

two key cases, under different conditions, and that all cases cited were extremely 

old, since contravened by a preponderance of state and federal cases which 

damonstrate e:oetly opnos-Ite Court rulings. 

Reference: See Technical Record, Case 18)40 
also footnote 9 and 10 
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III. ,S;;:l:LaY 4D EFFECT 9N PLAINTIFF.CF 111.17,THICAL.kCTS.  

A. This petitioner further shows and avows that he is a 

pauper, having been reduced to this condition by unlawful state actions, and havinz 

been ocntinued in this condition because of his inability to obtain a license for 

land surveying from a board which he alleges is unconstitutionally formed; 

B. That he has filed a suit29against the aforementioned Boards  

seeking to remove its restraints on his ability to earn a living; 

C, That during the course of a year during which said lawsuit 

has been pending in the Chancery Court for Davidson County, Plaintiff, greatly 

to his distress and continued detriment, has been subjected to inordinate 

delays and extra-legal personal abuse on the part of Defendant, in his office 

of Assistant Attorney General. 

D. That said Defendant, having been administratively removed from 

future representations of the Board of EXaminers for Land Surveyors, continues on 

Plaintiff's case, and also files personal and malicious complaints against 

Plaintiff's employer
9
in an effort to get the Board to revoke the Plaintiff's 

employer's license. 

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

by Plaintiff in years past has a personal and abiding prejudice13  agpiwst 

Defendant beyond all reason for the normal adversary role, the basis to which 

Plaintiff does not understand, but nonetheless eidsts; 

F. The, Defendant, knowing and being fully apprised that Plaintiff's 

very livelihood and hope for the future success in supporting his rather large 

tactics, legal, extra-legal, and unethical to prevent a speedy and timely 

family depends on this case being eNpeditiously resolved, has used all manner of 

resolution of the lawsuit.29 



N. r:TTATIONS AND SEC AL PRINCIPLES AID R7163mrs 

A. Citations and Legal Principles 

1. Misdemeanor as'Used herein is the equivalent of professional 

misbehavior and is not necessarily used in any technical sense of an offense 

punishable by fins or imprisonment. 

2. Vera' turpitude comprises everything done contrary to 

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

obligations as an attorney.in conduct contrary to justice, honesty, modesty, or 

Good morals. 

3, The legislature did not intend to limit the power to 

disbar to the causes specifically mentioned, but there. may be disba-mant for any 

gccd cause. Ingersoll v. Coal Creelc.Coal co. (1906), 117 Tenn. 263, 98 S. W. 178, 

9 L. R. A. (N. S. ) 282, 119 Am. St. 1003, 10 Ann. Cas 829. 

4. False Evidence, presenting or permitting, as ground 
. 7  

for disbermentA• 14 A.. L. R. 868. 
5. Perjury as ground fOr disbarment or suspension of attorney, 

9 A. L. R. 200; 43 A. L. R. 110; 55A. L. R. 1375. 

6. In disbarment proceeding for ... abuse of witnesses 

where no proof was introduced to support more than half of the charges against 

the witnesses...disbarment was proper. State ex ref turner v. Denman (1952), -- 

Tenn. App. 	, 259 S. l7. (2d)891. 

7. A single act of misconduct or indescretion may not alone 

j414tify discipline but where discipline is not ordered for the single act such act 
may later combine with subsequent acts to justify a judgment of unfitness and 

discipline. Berlm v. Chattanooga Bar Assn. (1960), 58 Tenn. App. 636, 436 S. Fla 
(2d) 296. 



8. Fabrication or suppression of evidence as ground of 

disciplinary action against attorney. 40 A. L. P.. (3d) 1690 

9. If a lawyer is accused of misconduct in handling a 

case than any part of the record in that case which evidences the misconduct or 

its circumstances is adnissable. Berke V. Chattanooga Bar Assn. (1968), 58 

Tens. App. 636, 436 S. W. (2d) 296. 

10. Pleadings and proof in canes in which an attorney 

appeared either as an attorney or as a party can be offered in evidence to the 

extent that they are relevant to the issue of fitness to practice....Tennessee 

Bar ..;:sen. v. Berke (1960) 48 Tern. App. 140, 344 S. 7i. (2d) 567. 

11. Although an attorney who conducts a case is privileged, 

as long as the matter introduced by'him is relevant to the issue, in a few instances 

the courts have disbarred an attorney who aspersed.the character of a litigant, 

where, in the opinion of the court such aspersion was irrelevant, and generlly 

indicative of an obtuse moral and ethical attitude which unfitted such attorney 

for the practice of the law. Re ',!ra.cy (1921) 109 Kan. 1, 114 A. L. R. 848, 196 Pao. 

1095; Re Hansen (1918) 182 App. Div; 568, 169 N. Y. Supra. 881; A. L. R. 141, P. 494: 

ASPERSING CY,ABACTER OR REPUTATICU OF LITIGANT AS GROUND FOP DISBARLENT OF ATTCRIZEY. 

12. Mile a license to engage in the practise of law will 

not be revoked for trivial causes, impropriety, or breaches of good taste, discipline 

for misconduct is not limited to cases where the attorney's acts are infamous or 

of a gross or serious nature. Ill. -- People ex rel. Chicago Bar Assin v. Lotternan, 

187 N. F. 424, 353 Ill, 399; Oki. Cit; Pa. Cit; S. D. Cit; his. Cit; Lewis v. Board 

of Governance of Pennsylvania Bar, 173 A. 652, 316 Pa. 193. 

13. An attorney is admitted as a member of the bar to 

promote the ends of justice,, and that implies something more than private gain --

In re Bond 31 P. (2d) 921, 168 al. 161; See C. J. So _Attorney and Client, Par. 19a  



I/ 	page 73h for more citations. 

14. Ittorney must conduct his activities so that he 

will not be repeatedly open to assaults,uPon his honor, and repeated failure 
to do so raises suspicion of unfitness and tends to discredit the profession 
People ex rel Chicago Bar Ass=n v. Sherwin t N. E. (2d) 477, 36L Tilo 350; 
more citations in C. J. S. Cp. Cit, page 735. 

15. Immoral conduct is that conduct which is willfUl, 

Liagrant, or shameless, and which shows a moral indifference to the opinion of 

the good and respectable menbers of the community.  C. J. S. Op. Cit. 

16. Iralprectice by an attorney comprises any conduct which 

shams such intentional fraud on the court or client as involves moral turpitude. 

C. J. S. Cp. Cit. 

17. Professional ethics is not a distinct system of 

morality, but it is the application of the accepted standards of right and wrong 

professional aLipleyment -- In re Williams, (Cklo) 50 P. (2d) 729. 

to the conduct of professional men in the business relations peculiar to their 

I 

18. Unfair dealing with other attorneys, intermedciling 
with their clients, maldng false and scandelousremarks concerning them, etc, 

constitutes ground for disciplinary proceedings. C, J. S. Cp. Cit,, Page 751. 

19. Conduct on the part of an attorney tending to subvert 
or obstruct justice is a ground for suspension or disbarment...endeavoring by 

dishonest means to mislead the court or jury...A duty rests on the courts to 
maintain the integrity of the legal profession by disbarring attorneys who 

indulge in practices designed to bring the courts or the profession into disrepute, 

or to popetrate a fraud on the courts, or to corrupt and defeat the administration 

of justice: People ex rel. Chicago Bar Assn v. Sherwin, 4 N. E. (2d) 177, 364 111. 
353. An attorney rosy be suspended or disbarred for perverting, or attempting to 
parvort, a decision of a cause on the merits, by docei'ring or misleading the court... 



Ibid...filing a sham answer or affidavit for the purpose of delay...Ibid... 

sub;i.tting only a rarer r1 statement of material facts, known to hin...ibid... 

prosecuting a clai 	o7.11 to him to ba unjust and without merit...Ibid... 

20. Permitting client to testify falsely -- In re Hoover, 

(Lxis 46 P. (2d) 647. 

21. lasrepresentation to discredit witnesses -- In re 

.l'etzger, 31 Hawaii 929. 

22, Zealousness no excuse -- In re Hoover, 'Cp. Cit, 

23. Citing a case as controlling without informing the 

court of unreported decisions known to him which discredit it; :Latter of V 	, 

42 N. Y. S. 268, 10 App. Div. 491. 

24. Filing false or shah pleadings; In re Finney, 176 

N. Y. S. 102, 187 App. Div. 569 -- 6 C. J: p 597 note 24. 

25. Liisconduct of an attorney acting in an official 

capacity such as attorney general has been hold to constitute a ground for 

his suspension or disbarment; In re Becker, 203 N. Y. S. 437, 208 App. Div. 224 

-- C. J. p 600 note 83 (b). 

26. Using criminal.procedUre or threatening criminal 

proceedings to enforce a civil claim; C. J. S. Cp Cit 760...blackmailing; 

Ibid; It was dishonorable and unprofessional for an attorney to cause prosecution 

to be instituted without foundation or probable cause to bring about a settlement 

of a civil action.'..In re,tagnoner, 199 N. tii. 244, 47 S. D. 401, 

27. Giving false testimony before investigating board; 

In re Kohler, 270 N. Y, S.  634, 240 App. Div. 501 -- In re Branch, 165 N. Y. S. 

688, 178 App. Div. 585; also bringing actions on grour:91ess claim's; In re Macy, 

196 P. 1095, 109 Zan. 1, 14 A. L, R. 848. 

28. Technical defenses are unavailable to an attorney where 

he knows his conduct was ethically wrong...should not rely on technical defenses 



cr employ soThistry in argument in an attempt to establish a superficial 

justification; in re Feinstein, 253, N.• Y. S. 455, 233 App. Div. 541; nor is it 

any defense that others in the some community have been guilty of the same offense 

C. J. S. Op. Cit. P. 764; that he vas ignorant of the law violated, that he 

vas acting for himself and not for another, that he acted for his client, the State; 

nor is an attorney justified in wrongfully deviating from a strict performance 

of his duty to the court because of a bona fide belief that his adversary is 

attempting to take an unfair advantage; C. J. S. Op. Cit. p. 765. 

B. References 

29. PERRY A. CRAPD:ELAINE vs. BOARD OF EXAIIINERS FOR 

L SURVEYORS, Case A 3142, in Chancery Court of Davidson County. (Nov before 

lath judge for hearing in period of a year.) 
• 

30. Robert Kamenshino, Professor and Attorney, Vanderbilt 

Lear School, A-c.',tormey in case A 3142, for Plaintiff. 
4. 	

. 

31. PERRY A. CRI.PDELAINE vs. TEENESSED STATE UNIVERSITY 

AND UNIVERSITY CF TEn4ESSED, Case A 1840, in Chancery Court of Davidson County 

(Judgment in Plaintiff's favor; status, imperfect appeal pleas on both sides) 

32. James Petersen, 4Elte Square, Franklin, Term.; Attorney 

in Case A 18409  for Plaintiff. 

33. Court approved magnetic reel tape available from 

Plaintiff. 

31i. Jack Thompson III, Nashville, Tenn; Attorney in Case 

A 1840, for Plaintiff. 

35. In particular, interogatcries from Alfred Borg and 

Jerome Dane secured by Defendant from National Science Foundation. 

36, Robert Kamershine made allegation before Chancellor High, 

Cha:wery:Court of Davidson County 

I 
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37. Chancellor Brevets initially offeredsurImPry judzment 

in Plaintiff's favor, was subsequently promoted to -rIppeals Court; thereafter case 

has drifted without decision through two more judges, and now faces a 2otva. 

36. Tom Jennings, Jr, Assistant Attorney General; defends 

Defendant in suits; substitutes for Defendant; has taken some of Defendant's 

prior responsibilities. 

39. Jack R4  Underwood, Pegram Tenn, Licensed Surveyor 

rho employs Plaintiff, and who is now under attack by Defendant on spurious ground.. 

40. 2ambers of the Board of Examiners for Land Surveyors; 

John J. Harris; A. B. Thompson; L. mr. Murphy. 

41. Gary Blackburn, Attorney for Jack R. Underwood, in 

Nashville, Tenn, 

42. See footnote 35. 

43. "I offered Br. Chepdelaine -- offered to go up there 

and intercede with the Board in his behalf -- period. No reasons. Isn't that 

true, Mr. Ohapdalaineq .  Quotes from Bill of Exceptions taken from Case A 1840, 

rhera Defendant asserts before Court that he bad offered to intercede with Board. 

44. Richard Bueilter, Franklin Attorney, no also witnessed 

some of the Defendant's offers to settle on apparently spurious grounes. 

I. Permission for full disclosure of this incident is 

pending, after which name will be divulged, 

460 Attachment I: Letter from Valarf to UCCanless reqUesting 

permission to change teacher tenure law. 

47. Attachment II: Letter from ::!eCanless refusing permission 

to change teacher tenure law, 

48. PerriAsion granted by Jim Lesar, Attorney for James 

Earl Ray. 
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. May 29, 1969.  

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

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

I have just received your letter of May 20, 

1969, with which you sent me copies of a draft of 

rules and regulations relating to the tenure of college 

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 

regul4pions at this time in view of the provision in' 

Section 49-1421, Tennessee Code Annotated, that the 

Board will promulgate and publish its rules and regula-

tions on or before September 1, 1961. 

Yours very truly, 

George F. McCanless, 
Attorney General 

GFMcC/sb • 
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