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      Open Letter to All Attorneys

      I accuse the U.S. Court of Appeals
for the Sixth Circuit of case-fixing!

      I am an attorney and Ivy League graduate who has been in good standing and has never been disciplined since my first bar admission 35 years ago. I have worked for state-court judges, a U.S. Senator, the U.S. Department of Justice's Criminal Division, the U.S. Attorney's Office, and (until its recent dissolution) I was the Co-Executive Director of a pro bono legal-services organization founded and led by a former federal appellate court judge. I have never taken even one penny in attorney's fees from a private law client in my life.

      Yet, in the spirit of the writer Émile Zola, who challenged the unlawful conviction of Alfred Dreyfus in what became known as the "Dreyfus Affair," I demand that the Disciplinary Counsel of the Supreme Court of Ohio institute disciplinary proceedings against me based on my accusation that U.S. District Court Judge Algenon ("Monty") Marbley and a panel of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit (composed of Judges Amul R. Thapar, Jeffrey S. Sutton, and David W. McKeague) blatantly, obviously, and illegally "fixed" a court case to cover up the perjury and legal malpractice of the politically-powerful "Am Law 200" law firm of Frost Brown Todd.

      Moreover, as explained below on this website, I am offering over $100,000.00 to someone who can disprove my accusation.


    

  

    

  
    
      FramedByJudgeMarbley.com

      As demonstrated in this short summary of the pleadings posted below, U.S. District Court Judge Algenon ("Monty") Marbley and a panel of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit blatantly, obviously, and illegally "fixed" a court case not merely to cover up the perjury and legal malpractice of the law firm of Frost Brown Todd, but also to frame me — the son of Frost Brown Todd's client — for Frost Brown Todd's own legal malpractice.

      Moreover, I am willing not only to risk my law license to say so, but also to put my money where my mouth is:

      	I will give the American Bar Association (ABA) $10,000.00 to keep or to donate to the charity of its choice if the ABA can find any well-respected full-time law professor of its own choosing who will say that he or she is certain that the federal trial and appellate courts did not corruptly "fix" this case to favor the politically-powerful "Am Law 200" law firm of Frost Brown Todd.
	I am already offering $100,000.00 to anyone who can convince three law professors of his or her own choosing that the law firm of Frost Brown Todd did not commit blatant, obvious, and wholesale perjury in that case.  The details of this offer are explained in this website below:


      Finally, I demand that Ohio's attorney-disciplinary officials institute disbarment proceedings against me — based on my allegations of case-fixing against the trial and appellate judges — so that I will finally get a hearing on these allegations inasmuch as the judges in question denied all requests for oral argument in the legal-malpractice case against Frost Brown Todd, knowing that their favored side would lose if these issues were aired publicly.

   
      Jonathan R. Zell

      Attorney-at-Law


    

  

    

 


    
 
            
    
 
            
               
 
            
 
 





  

    
      $100,000.00 CHALLENGE OFFER

    

  


  

    
      I will pay $100,000 to anyone who can convince any 3 full-time law professors from Ivy-League schools that no attorney or attorneys from the law firm of

      

      FROST BROWN TODD, LLC

      https://www.frostbrowntodd.com

      COMMITTED PERJURY IN THE TRIAL OF
EILEEN ZELL v. KATHERINE KLINGELHAFER, ET AL.

      

      as that perjury was alleged in Zell's
PLEADINGS, BRIEFS, & PETITIONS
before the
U.S. District Court for the Southern District of Ohio
(Case No. 2:13-CV-458)
and the
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit
(Case No. 17-3534)

    

  








    
      
        TERMS & CONDITIONS OF CHALLENGE OFFER


        	Eligibility Requirements. In order to be eligible for the $100,000 reward pursuant to this Challenge Offer being made by Jonathan R. Zell (“Offeror”), you must comply with all of the following eligibility requirements:

            	You must be an individual over the age of 18 and a resident of the United States.
	You must deliver a letter with your full name, mailing address, e-mail address,     and phone number -- along with verifiable written statements from three (3) full-time law professors from Ivy League schools opining that, in their expert opinions, no attorneys from the law firm of Frost Brown Todd LLC committed perjury in the trial of EILEEN ZELL v. KATHERINE KLINGELHAFER, ET AL, Case No. 2:13-CV-458 (S.D. Ohio) -- to the Offeror at Jonathan Zell, 5953 Rock Hill Road, Columbus, Ohio 43213-2127; and you must receive written confirmation from the Offeror that your submission has been received.  (NOTE: The above words "attorneys from the law firm of Frost Brown Todd LLC" include both the former and current Frost Brown Todd attorneys who testified at the trial about their time while employed at Frost Brown Todd.)
	You must not have violated any federal, state, or local laws or regulations when obtaining the written statements that you are delivering to the Offeror with your application.
	You must be the first person to submit such verifiable written statements to the Offeror.
	No contractual relationship based on the Challenge Offer is created unless and until you have satisfied all of the above eligibility requirements, and each requirement is an essential term.


          
	Determination of Reward. The maximum amount to be paid under this Challenge Offer (no matter how many individuals submit an application form) is a single reward of $100,000. The Offeror has sole discretion to determine whether a reward has been earned based on his good-faith determination.  Also, in the event of multiple applications for a reward, the Offeror has sole discretion to determine which individual is entitled to receive the reward.
	Challenge Deadlines.  This Challenge Offer will remain open until further notice.  Keep checking on this website to see if and when this Challenge will end.  Once this Challenge ends, no further applications will be considered.
	Entire Offer. This document contains all of the terms and conditions that apply to the Challenge Offer, and it supersedes all prior oral and/or written representations pertaining to this offer. No addition or modification to these Terms & Conditions shall be binding on the Offeror unless it is reduced to writing and signed by the Offeror.
	Arbitration Required. Please read this section carefully because it affects your rights in the event of a dispute with the Offeror: ANY DISPUTE, CONTROVERSY OR CLAIM ARISING OUT OF OR IN CONNECTION WITH THIS CHALLENGE OFFER, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO AND RESOLVED EXCLUSIVELY THROUGH BINDING ARBITRATION CONDUCTED BY AND PURSUANT TO THE RULES OF THE AMERICAN ARBITRATION ASSOCIATION (“AAA”). ANY ARBITRATION PROCEEDING HEREUNDER SHALL BE CONDUCTED IN FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO. The prevailing party shall be entitled to recover his or her reasonable attorney’s fees and costs incurred in connection with such a proceeding.
	Limitation of Liability. IN NO EVENT WILL THE OFFEROR BE LIABLE TO ANYONE BASED ON THIS CHALLENGE OFFER FOR ANY INDIRECT, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, SPECIAL, PUNITIVE OR OTHER SIMILAR DAMAGES.
	Governing Law. These Terms & Conditions – as well as any contractual relationship that may arise or be related to them -- are governed exclusively by Ohio law.
	Severability.  If any term or condition of this Challenge Offer is ruled to be invalid and/or unenforceable, the remaining terms and conditions shall be unaffected and shall remain in effect.



      

    








    
      
        
          POST-TRIAL PLEADINGS

          Zell v. Klingelhafer

          Case No. 2:13-CV-458 (S.D. Ohio)

          
          	Plaintiff Zell's Motion for a New Trial Based on Frost Brown Todd's Perjury
	Plaintiff Zell's Reply Brief in Support of the Motion for a New Trial Based on Frost Brown Todd's Perjury


        

      


      
        
          APPELLATE BRIEFS

          Zell v. Klingelhafer

          Case No. 17-3534 (6th Circuit)

          
          	Plaintiff-Appellant Zell's Opening Appellate Brief 
	Plaintiff-Appellant Zell's Appellate Reply Brief 
	Plaintiff-Appellant Zell's Separate Appendix


        

      



 

      
        
          PETITIONS  

          Zell v. Klingelhafer

          Case No. 17-3534 (6th Circuit)

          
          	Plaintiff-Appellant Zell's Petition for Rehearing and Rehearing En Banc



          


          Zell v. Klingelhafer

          Case No. 18-1005 (U.S. Supreme Court)

          
          	Petitioner Zell's Petition for a Writ of Certiorari 
	Petitioner Zell's Petition for Rehearing 


        

      




    




 

  
  


     
 
  





  





    
  
    
      
       
        
          OccupyTheFranklinCountyCourts.com
        

        
          “Lawyers risking their law licenses to expose what goes on in the courts”
        

        

        Copyright © 2018 OccupyTheFranklinCountyCourts.com, LLC

      
      
 
    

  






    
    
    
    
    

    
    


  

