
 
 
 
 
 

SUPREME COURT OF OHIO 
 

COLUMBUS 
 

 
 

ANNOUNCEMENT 
 
 
  TUESDAY 
  May 22, 2001 
 
 

MOTION DOCKET 
 
01-423.  Crown Midland Limited Liab. Co. v. Franklin Cty. Bd. of Revision. 
Board of Tax Appeals, Nos. 98-K-1446, 98-K-1447, 98-K-1448 and 98-K-1449.  
This cause is pending before the court as an appeal from the Board of Tax Appeals.  
Upon consideration of the joint motion to remand case to Board of Tax Appeals 
upon settlement, 
 IT IS ORDERED by the court that the motion be, and hereby is, granted, and 
this cause is remanded to the Board of Tax Appeals for entry of an order. 
 It is further ordered that the parties are to bear their respective costs herein 
expended, and that a mandate be sent to the Board of Tax Appeals to carry this 
judgment into execution, and that a copy of this entry be certified to the Board of 
Tax Appeals for entry. 
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MISCELLANEOUS DOCKET 
 
 
In re Report of the Commission on : 
Continuing Legal Education. : 
 :  O R D E R 
Howard Mervyn Allison :     [Filed May 22, 2001] 
(#0005338) : 
Respondent.  : 
 
 
 This matter originated in this court on the filing of a report by the 
Commission on Continuing Legal Education (the “commission”) pursuant to 
Gov.Bar R. X(6)(A)(1)(b) and (A)(2)(d).  The commission recommended 
the imposition of sanctions against certain attorneys, including the above-
named respondent, for failure to comply with the provisions of Gov.Bar R. 
X, Attorney Continuing Legal Education, for the 1998-1999 reporting 
period. 
 
 On February 13, 2001, pursuant to  Gov.Bar R. X(6)(B)(3), this court 
entered an order adopting the recommendation of the commission, imposing 
a fee sanction upon the respondent. 
 
 On March 13, 2001, the commission filed a motion to vacate, 
requesting that the order of February 13, 2001, pertaining to the respondent, 
be vacated.  Upon consideration thereof, 
 
 IT IS ORDERED by the court that the motion to vacate be, and 
hereby is, granted. 
 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED by the court that the order of February 
13, 2001, pertaining to respondent, is hereby vacated and this cause is 
dismissed. 
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In re Report of the Commission : 
on Continuing Legal Education. : 
   : 
   :  O R D E R 
Cynthia M. Bartlett :  [Filed May 22, 2001] 
(#0061424), : 
Respondent. : 
 
 This matter originated in this court on the filing of a report by the 
Commission on Continuing Legal Education (the "commission") pursuant to 
Gov.Bar R. X(6)(A)(1)(b) and (A)(2)(d).  The commission recommended the 
imposition of sanctions against certain attorneys, including the above-named 
respondent, for failure to comply with the provisions of Gov.Bar R. X, Attorney 
Continuing Legal Education, for the 1998-1999 reporting period. 
 
 Respondent has been granted corporate status under Gov.Bar R. VI.  
Gov.Bar R. VI(4) provides that an attorney, who is admitted to the practice of law 
in another state but not in Ohio, and who is employed full-time by a 
nongovernmental Ohio employer, may register for corporate status by filing a 
certificate of registration and paying the registration fee required under the rule.  
An attorney who is granted corporate status may perform legal services in Ohio 
solely for a nongovernmental employer, as long as the attorney is a full-time 
employee of that employer.  The legal education requirements of Gov. Bar R. X 
apply to attorneys registered under Gov.Bar R. VI for corporate status. 
 
 The commission’s report recommended imposition of a sanction against the 
respondent in the total amount of $750 for noncompliance with Gov.Bar R. X in 
the 1998-1999 reporting period.  Furthermore, the commission's report 
recommended that the respondent be suspended from the practice of law pursuant 
to Gov.Bar R. X(5)(A)(4) for failure to pay a previous court-ordered sanction for 
noncompliance in a previous reporting period in addition to noncompliance in the 
1998-1999 reporting period.  On November 17, 2000, this court issued to the 
respondent an order to show cause why the commission’s recommendation should 
not be adopted and an order so entered against the respondent.  Respondent filed 
no objections to the commission’s recommendation and this cause was considered 
by the court.  Upon consideration thereof, 
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 IT IS ORDERED by the court that the recommendation of the commission is 
adopted and the corporate status granted to respondent pursuant to Gov.Bar R. 
VI(4)(A) is immediately revoked. 
 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that respondent immediately cease and desist 
from the practice of law in Ohio in any form, and respondent is hereby forbidden 
to provide legal services as an employee of a nongovernmental Ohio employer. 
 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that respondent is divested of each, any, and 
all of the rights, privileges, and prerogatives customarily accorded to an attorney 
registered in good standing for corporate status. 
 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that respondent’s name be stricken from the 
roll of registered attorneys maintained by this court. 
 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, within thirty days of the date of this 
order, respondent shall: 
 
 1. Notify respondent’s employer of the revocation of respondent’s 
registration in corporate status and consequent disqualification to provide legal 
services for the employer after the effective date of this order; 
 
 2. File with the Clerk of this court and the Disciplinary Counsel of the 
Supreme Court an affidavit showing compliance with this order and setting forth 
the address where the affiant may receive communications. 
 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, within thirty days of the date of this 
order, respondent shall pay to the Commission on Continuing Legal Education, by 
certified check or money order, a sanction fee which is hereby imposed in the total 
amount of $750. 
 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, payment of the sanction fee 
notwithstanding, respondent shall comply with the requirements imposed by Gov. 
Bar R. X for the 1998-1999 reporting period.  See CLE Reg. 503.4. 
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In re Report of the Commission on : 
Continuing Legal Education. : 
 :  O R D E R 
Michael Blischak :  [Filed May 22, 2001] 
(#0002455) : 
Respondent.  : 
 
 
 This matter originated in this court on the filing of a report by the 
Commission on Continuing Legal Education (the “commission”) pursuant to 
Gov.Bar R. X(6)(A)(1)(b) and (A)(2)(d).  The commission recommended 
the imposition of sanctions against certain attorneys, including the above-
named respondent, for failure to comply with the provisions of Gov.Bar R. 
X, Attorney Continuing Legal Education, for the 1998-1999 reporting 
period. 
 
 On February 13, 2001, pursuant to  Gov.Bar R. X(6)(B)(3), this court 
entered an order adopting the recommendation of the commission, imposing 
a fee sanction upon the respondent. 
 
 On March 13, 2001, the commission filed a motion to vacate, 
requesting that the order of February 13, 2001, pertaining to the respondent, 
be vacated.  Upon consideration thereof, 
 
 IT IS ORDERED by the court that the motion to vacate be, and 
hereby is, granted. 
 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED by the court that the order of February 
13, 2001, pertaining to respondent, is hereby vacated and this cause is 
dismissed. 
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In re Report of the Commission : 
on Continuing Legal Education. : 
  : O R D E R 
Andrew Paul Bodnar, Jr. :  [Filed May 22, 2001] 
(#0032329), : 
Respondent. : 
 
 This matter originated in this court on the filing of a report by the 
Commission on Continuing Legal Education (the "commission") pursuant to 
Gov.Bar R. X(6)(A)(1)(b) and (A)(2)(d).  The commission recommended the 
imposition of sanctions against certain attorneys, including the above-named 
respondent, for failure to comply with the provisions of Gov.Bar R. X, Attorney 
Continuing Legal Education, for the 1998-1999 reporting period. 
 
 The commission's report recommended imposition of a sanction against the 
respondent in the total amount of $750 for noncompliance in the 1998-1999 
reporting period.  Furthermore, the commission's report recommended that the 
respondent be suspended from the practice of law pursuant to Gov.Bar R. 
X(5)(A)(4), for failure to pay a previous court-ordered sanction for noncompliance 
in a previous reporting period in addition to noncompliance in the 1998-1999 
reporting period.  On November 17, 2000, this court issued to the respondent an 
order to show cause why the commission's recommendation should not be adopted 
and an order so entered against the respondent.  Respondent filed no objections to 
the commission's recommendation and this cause was considered by the court. 
 
 It appearing to the court that respondent, Andrew Paul Bodnar, Jr., was 
permanently disbarred from the practice of law on December 13, 2000, see Akron 
Bar Assn. v. Bodnar (2000), 90 Ohio St.3d 399, 739 N.E.2d 297, 
 
 IT IS ORDERED by the court that, within thirty days of the date of this 
order, respondent shall pay to the Commission on Continuing Legal Education, by 
certified check, bank check or money order, a sanction fee which is hereby 
imposed in the total amount of $750. 
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In re Report of the Commission on : 
Continuing Legal Education. : 
 :  O R D E R 
Douglas G. Coulter :    [Filed May 22, 2001] 
(#0058283) : 
Respondent.  : 
 
 
 This matter originated in this court on the filing of a report by the 
Commission on Continuing Legal Education (the “commission”) pursuant to 
Gov.Bar R. X(6)(A)(1)(b) and (A)(2)(d).  The commission recommended 
the imposition of sanctions against certain attorneys, including the above-
named respondent, for failure to comply with the provisions of Gov.Bar R. 
X, Attorney Continuing Legal Education, for the 1998-1999 reporting 
period. 
 
 On February 13, 2001, pursuant to Gov.Bar R. X(6)(B)(3), this court 
entered an order adopting the recommendation of the commission, imposing 
a fee sanction upon the respondent. 
 
 On March 13, 2001, the commission filed a motion to vacate, 
requesting that the order of February 13, 2001, pertaining to the respondent, 
be vacated.  Upon consideration thereof, 
 
 IT IS ORDERED by the court that the motion to vacate be, and 
hereby is, granted. 
 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED by the court that the order of February 
13, 2001, pertaining to respondent, is hereby vacated and this cause is 
dismissed. 
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In re Report of the Commission on : 
Continuing Legal Education. : 
 :  O R D E R 
David E. Friedlander :  [Filed May 22, 2001] 
(#0031263) : 
Respondent.  : 
 
 
 This matter originated in this court on the filing of a report by the 
Commission on Continuing Legal Education (the “commission”) pursuant to 
Gov.Bar R. X(6)(A)(1)(b) and (A)(2)(d).  The commission recommended 
the imposition of sanctions against certain attorneys, including the above-
named respondent, for failure to comply with the provisions of Gov.Bar R. 
X, Attorney Continuing Legal Education, for the 1994-1995 reporting 
period. 
 
 On January 27, 1997, pursuant to  Gov.Bar R. X(6)(B)(3), this court 
entered an order adopting the recommendation of the commission, imposing 
a fee sanction upon the respondent. 
 
 On March 13, 2001, the commission filed a motion to vacate, 
requesting that the order of January 27, 1997, pertaining to the respondent, 
be vacated.  Upon consideration thereof, 
 
 IT IS ORDERED by the court that the motion to vacate be, and 
hereby is, granted. 
 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED by the court that the order of January 
27, 1997, pertaining to respondent, is hereby vacated and this cause is 
dismissed. 
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In re Report of the Commission : 
on Continuing Legal Education. : 
  : O R D E R 
Joseph Alan Kral :  [Filed May 22, 2001] 
(#0019883), : 
Respondent. : 
 
 This matter originated in this court on the filing of a report by the 
Commission on Continuing Legal Education (the "commission") pursuant to 
Gov.Bar R. X(6)(A)(1)(b) and (A)(2)(d).  The commission recommended the 
imposition of sanctions against certain attorneys, including the above-named 
respondent, for failure to comply with the provisions of Gov.Bar R. X, Attorney 
Continuing Legal Education, for the 1998-1999 reporting period. 
 
 The commission's report recommended imposition of a sanction against the 
respondent in the total amount of $750 for noncompliance in the 1998-1999 
reporting period.  Furthermore, the commission's report recommended that the 
respondent be suspended from the practice of law pursuant to Gov.Bar R. 
X(5)(A)(4), for failure to pay a previous court-ordered sanction for noncompliance 
in a previous reporting period in addition to noncompliance in the 1998-1999 
reporting period.  On November 17, 2000, this court issued to the respondent an 
order to show cause why the commission's recommendation should not be adopted 
and an order so entered against the respondent.  Respondent filed no objections to 
the commission's recommendation and this cause was considered by the court. 
 
 It appearing to the court that respondent, Joseph Alan Kral, was permanently 
disbarred from the practice of law on November 8, 2000, see Disciplinary Counsel 
v. Kral (2000), 90 Ohio St.3d 298, 737 N.E.2d 956, 
 
 IT IS ORDERED by the court that, within thirty days of the date of this 
order, respondent shall pay to the Commission on Continuing Legal Education, by 
certified check, bank check or money order, a sanction fee which is hereby 
imposed in the total amount of $750. 
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In re Report of the Commission : 
on Continuing Legal Education. : 
   : 
   :  O R D E R 
Richard J. Lubasch :  [Filed May 22, 2001] 
(#00039457), : 
Respondent. : 
 
 This matter originated in this court on the filing of a report by the 
Commission on Continuing Legal Education (the "commission") pursuant to 
Gov.Bar R. X(6)(A)(1)(b) and (A)(2)(d).  The commission recommended the 
imposition of sanctions against certain attorneys, including the above-named 
respondent, for failure to comply with the provisions of Gov.Bar R. X, Attorney 
Continuing Legal Education, for the 1998-1999 reporting period. 
 
 Respondent has been granted corporate status under Gov.Bar R. VI.  
Gov.Bar R. VI(4) provides that an attorney, who is admitted to the practice of law 
in another state but not in Ohio, and who is employed full-time by a 
nongovernmental Ohio employer, may register for corporate status by filing a 
certificate of registration and paying the registration fee required under the rule.  
An attorney who is granted corporate status may perform legal services in Ohio 
solely for a nongovernmental employer, as long as the attorney is a full-time 
employee of that employer.  The legal education requirements of Gov.Bar R. X 
apply to attorneys registered under Gov.Bar R. VI for corporate status. 
 
 The commission’s report recommended imposition of a sanction against the 
respondent in the total amount of $190 for noncompliance with Gov.Bar R. X in 
the 1998-1999 reporting period.  Furthermore, the commission's report 
recommended that the respondent be suspended from the practice of law pursuant 
to Gov.Bar R. X(5)(A)(4) for violation of Gov.Bar R. X for the third consecutive 
reporting period, and for continuous and ongoing noncompliance with Gov.Bar R. 
X during the last three reporting periods.  On November 17, 2000, this court issued 
to the respondent an order to show cause why the commission’s recommendation 
should not be adopted and an order so entered against the respondent.  Respondent 
filed no objections to the commission’s recommendation and this cause was 
considered by the court.  Upon consideration thereof, 
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 IT IS ORDERED by the court that the recommendation of the commission is 
adopted and the corporate status granted to respondent pursuant to Gov.Bar R. 
VI(4)(A) is immediately revoked. 
 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that respondent immediately cease and desist 
from the practice of law in Ohio in any form, and respondent is hereby forbidden 
to provide legal services as an employee of a nongovernmental Ohio employer. 
 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that respondent is divested of each, any, and 
all of the rights, privileges, and prerogatives customarily accorded to an attorney 
registered in good standing for corporate status. 
 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that respondent’s name be stricken from the 
roll of registered attorneys maintained by this court. 
 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, within thirty days of the date of this 
order, respondent shall: 
 
 1. Notify respondent’s employer of the revocation of respondent’s 
registration in corporate status and consequent disqualification to provide legal 
services for the employer after the effective date of this order; 
 
 2. File with the Clerk of this court and the Disciplinary Counsel of the 
Supreme Court an affidavit showing compliance with this order and setting forth 
the address where the affiant may receive communications. 
 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, within thirty days of the date of this 
order, respondent shall pay to the Commission on Continuing Legal Education, by 
certified check or money order, a sanction fee which is hereby imposed in the total 
amount of $190. 
 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, payment of the sanction fee 
notwithstanding, respondent shall comply with the requirements imposed by Gov. 
Bar R. X for the 1998-1999 reporting period.  See CLE Reg. 503.4. 
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