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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

JACKSONVILLE DIVISION 
 

 
 
IN RE: LARRY KLAYMAN 
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Case Number: 3-22-mc-14-JRK 

                                
   

   
 

INTERIM RESPONSE TO MAGISTRATE JUDGE’S ORDER OF JANUARY 13, 2023 
 

Petitioner Larry Klayman (“Mr. Klayman”) hereby submits the following interim 

response to the Court’s order of January 13, 2023 directing him to: 1) file a notice stating that he 

stands on the Petition and attached exhibits that were already submitted to the Court; or 2) 

submit the entirety of the record for the disciplinary proceedings in the District of Columbia on 

or before January 27, 2023. 

Mr. Klayman will respond in full prior to the January 27, 2023 deadline, and in the 

interim is providing the Court for its consideration with a copy of an important order and letter 

issued by the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit, Exhibit 1, staying consideration of any 

reciprocal discipline until the resolution of Mr. Klayman’s challenges to the suspension order of 

the District of Columbia Court of Appeals in In re Klayman, 20-BG-583 (D.C.C.A.) (the 

“Suspension Order”). Specifically, the Fifth Circuit wrote, ruled and  ordered: 
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Further to your response to this Court’s Order to Show Cause, please be advised 
that the order of suspension became final on December 7, 2022. However, the 
Court has chosen to withdraw the suspension order and hold this Court’s 
reciprocal disciplinary proceeding against you in abeyance pending final 
disposition of your Superior Court Rule 60 complaint and writ of mandamus or 
certiorari petition proceedings. 
 
Please advise this Court when the above-referenced proceedings are concluded. 
Failure to keep this Court informed of the status of the proceedings may result in 
the imposition of reciprocal discipline without further notice. 
 
Please find enclosed a copy of an order with cover letter withdrawing the order of 
suspension. Exhibit 1. 
 

Clearly, the Fifth Circuit recognized the merits of Mr. Klayman’s complaint filed in the District 

of Columbia Superior Court pursuant to D.C. Superior Court Civil Rule 60, Klayman v. Sataki et 

al, 22-CAB-5235 (D.C. Sup. Ct.) (the “Rule 60 Complaint”), Exhibit 2, which is why it issued 

the attached order staying consideration of reciprocal discipline. Tellingly, other courts, 

including the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of Texas, have followed the Fifth 

Circuit’s lead and also stayed any consideration of reciprocal discipline until Mr. Klayman’s 

Rule 60 Complaint has been litigated.  

Dated:  January 16, 2023    Respectfully submitted,    

By: /s/ Larry Klayman_____________ 
       Larry Klayman, Esq.  

Klayman Law Group P.A. 
7050 W. Palmetto Park Rd 
Boca Raton, FL, 33433 
Tel: 561-558-5536 cell 
leklayman@gmail.com 
 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT 1 



United States Court of Appeals 
FIFTH CIRCUIT 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK 
 
 LYLE W. CAYCE TEL.   504-310-7799 
 CLERK 600 S. MAESTRI PLACE 
  NEW ORLEANS, LA  70130 

 
December 8, 2022 

   
Larry Klayman 
7050 W. Palmetto Park Road 
Boca Raton, FL 33433 
 
Dear Mr. Klayman: 
   
Further to your response to this Court’s Order to Show Cause, please be advised that the order of 
suspension became final on December 7, 2022. However, the Court has chosen to withdraw the 
suspension order and hold this Court’s reciprocal disciplinary proceeding against you in abeyance 
pending final disposition of your Superior Court Rule 60 complaint and writ of mandamus or 
certiorari petition proceedings.  
 
Please advise this Court when the above-referenced proceedings are concluded. Failure to keep 
this Court informed of the status of the proceedings may result in the imposition of reciprocal 
discipline without further notice. 
 
Please find enclosed a copy of an order withdrawing the order of suspension.  
 
  Very truly yours, 
 
  LYLE W. CAYCE, Clerk 
 
 
 
  By_______________________________ 
        Melissa Shanklin, Deputy Clerk 
 
Enclosure 
 
 
 



United States Court of Appeals 
for the Fifth Circuit 

 

ORDER 

 

 On November 2, 2022 this Court issued an order directing Larry E. Klayman 

to show cause why his right to practice before this Court should not be suspended 

reciprocal to a September 15, 2022 order of suspension issued by the District of 

Columbia Court of Appeals. This Court’s self-executing show cause suspension 

order became effective December 7, 2022.  

 At the direction of the Chief Judge, IT IS ORDERED that the order of 

suspension hereby is WITHDRAWN. 

 

       LYLE W. CAYCE, Clerk 

       United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit 

 

 

       By_________________________________ 

                      Melissa Shanklin, Deputy Clerk  

 

    FOR THE COURT - BY DIRECTION 

    Address: 

    Clerk of Court,  

      U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit 

    F. Edward Hebert Building 

    600 S. Maestri Place 

    New Orleans, LA 70130 

MelissaShanklin
Filed Stamp

MelissaShanklin
Certify Stamp
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Washington DC 20005 
      
     And 
 
MICHAEL E. TIGAR 
601 W Rosemary St #317 
Chapel Hill, NC, 27516 
 
      And 
 
WARREN ANTHONY FITCH 
3930 Georgetown Court NW #602 
Washington DC 20007 
 
                              Defendants. 
 
 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. Plaintiff Larry Klayman (“Mr. Klayman”) brings this action against individual 

Defendants Hamilton Fox (“Defendant Fox”), Elizabeth Herman (“Defendant Herman”), H. Clay 

Smith III (“Defendant Smith”), Julia Porter (“Defendant Porter”), Office of Disciplinary Counsel 

(“ODC”), Matthew Kaiser (“Defendant Kaiser), Michael Tigar (“Tigar”), and Warren Anthony 

Fitch (“Fitch”) pursuant to D.C. Superior Court Civil Rule 60(d) which states that “[t]his rule 

does not limit a court’s power to: (1) entertain an independent action to relieve a party from a 

judgment, order, or proceeding; or (2) set aside a judgment for fraud on the court.” (hereinafter 

“Rule 60”).  

II. PARTIES  

2. Plaintiff Larry Klayman is an individual, a natural person. Mr. Klayman is at all 

relevant times a citizen and resident of the state of Florida. 

3. Defendant Sataki is an individual, a natural person.  Defendants Sataki is a citizen 

and resident of California. 
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4. Defendant Hamilton Fox is an individual, a natural person. At all material times, 

Defendant Fox was employed by ODC as Bar Disciplinary Counsel. Defendant Fox is a citizen 

and resident of the District of Columbia.  

5. Defendant Elizabeth Herman is an individual, a natural person. At all material 

times, Defendant Herman was employed by ODC. Defendant Herman as a Deputy Bar 

Disciplinary Counsel and  is a citizen and resident of the District of Columbia 

6. Defendant H. Clay Smith III is an individual, a natural person. At all material 

times, Defendant Smith was employed by ODC as Assistant Bar Disciplinary Counsel Defendant 

Smith is a citizen and resident of the District of Columbia 

7. Defendant Julia Porter is an individual, a natural person. At all material times, 

Defendant Porter was employed by ODC as Deputy Bar Disciplinary Counsel. Defendant Porter 

is a citizen and resident of the District of Columbia 

8. Defendant Office of Bar Disciplinary Counsel serves as the chief prosecutor for 

attorney disciplinary matters, and purports to have a dual function: “to protect the public and the 

courts from unethical conduct by members of the D.C. Bar and to protect members of the D.C. 

Bar from unfounded complaints.” 

9. Defendant Tigar is an individual, natural person. Defendant Tigar was at all 

material times a member of the Ad Hoc Hearing Committee (“AHHC”) in the disciplinary 

proceeding styled In re Klayman, 20-BG-583 (D.C.C.A.) (the “Sataki Matter”). Defendant Tigar 

is a citizen and resident of North Carolina. 

10. Defendant Fitch is an individual, natural person. Defendant Fitch was at all 

material times a member and chairperson of the AHHC in the Sataki Matter. Defendant Fitch is a 

citizen and resident of Washington D.C. 
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11. Defendant Kaiser is an individual, natural person. Defendant Kaiser was at all 

material times the chairperson of the District of Columbia Board on Professional Responsibility 

(“Board.”), which oversees ODC and the AHHC. Defendant Kaiser is a citizen and resident of 

the District of Columbia 

III. STANDING 

12. Mr. Klayman has standing to bring this action because he has been directly 

affected by the unlawful conduct complained herein.  His injuries are proximately related to the 

conduct of Defendants. Mr. Klayman has standing under Rule 60 to challenge the Suspension 

Order and Judgment of September 15, 2022 issued by the District of Columbia Court of Appeals.  

IV. FACTS 

13. On September 15, 2022, the District of Columbia Court of Appeals (“DCCA”) 

suspended Mr. Klayman for a period of eighteen (18) months with a reinstatement provision (the 

“Suspension Order” or “Judgment”) - notwithstanding the fact that Mr. Klayman had already 

been serving an unwarranted and unconstitutional “temporary suspension” for the twenty (20) 

prior months – stemming from his representation of Defendant Sataki back in 2010. This 

Suspension Order and Judgment was the direct and proximate result of fraud by Defendant 

Sataki and the ODC Defendants – Defendants ODC, Fox, Porter, Herman, and Smith – at every 

single level of this disciplinary proceeding that mandate action under Rule 60. This fraud was 

furthered by Defendants Tigar, Fitch, and Kaiser. Defendants were driven by an extrajudicial 

bias and animus based on both ideology, politics and gender and their singular and admitted goal 

to remove Mr. Klayman from the practice of law. 

14. This instant action is therefore a continuation of In re Klayman, 20-BG-583 

(D.C.C.A), as Mr. Klayman is simply seeking relief from judgment under Rule 60, and is 

therefore not a new action.  
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15. Notwithstanding the egregious fraud that has infected this proceeding that 

mandate vacatur under Rule 60, it is also important for the Court to understand that the 

completely frivolous and meritless nature of Defendant Sataki’s Complaint.  

16. First, Defendant Sataki had filed identical bar complaints in Florida and 

Pennsylvania in or around October of 2011, and both of these jurisdictions summarily dismissed 

the complaints as entirely frivolous and meritless. 

17. Second, Mr. Klayman provided ODC with an opinion from one of the preeminent 

legal scholars and experts on the subject of legal ethics, the late Ronald Rotunda, that clearly 

showed (1) that Defendant Sataki’s allegations were frivolous and meritless, and (2) that in any 

event, the extreme delay from ODC in instituting this matter – the Specification of Charges was 

filed on July 20, 2017, approximately seven years after the events in question – ODC was time 

barred from pursuing Defendant Sataki’s Complaint against Mr. Klayman. Exhibit 1; Opinion of 

Ronald Rotunda. 

Facts Pertaining to Mr. Klayman’s Representation of Defendant Sataki 

18. On November 2, 2010, exactly 12 years ago, a Complaint was filed against Mr. 

Klayman with the ODC, styled In re: Klayman, Bar Docket No. 2011-D028. (the “Sataki 

Complaint”). 

19. The Sataki Complaint was implemented as the result of a complaint  prepared and 

filed by non-lawyers on by or on behalf, one of which was a convicted felon by the name of Sam 

Razavi. 

20. Defendant Sataki did not identify who prepared and filed her operative complaint, 

but later it was disclosed that it was filed by Sam Razavi, her cousin, who uses many aliases and 

is a convicted felon over gambling fraud in Las Vegas, Nevada. 
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21. The Sataki Complaint was based on Mr. Klayman’s representation of Defendant 

Sataki’s interests in an alleged sexual harassment and workplace retaliation action against her 

former employer, Voice of America (“VOA Lawsuit”) in case styled Sataki v. Broadcasting 

Board of Governors, et al, 1:10-cv-00534 (D.D.C). This was a lawsuit brought pursuant to 

Bivens v. Six Unknown Fed. Narcotics Agents, 403 U.S. 388 (1971), against the governors of the 

Broadcasting Board of Governors (“BBG”).  

22. The scope of Mr. Klayman’s services, performed along with Defendant Sataki’s 

union representative and president, Mr. Tim Shamble (“Mr. Shamble”) included, inter alia, 

attempted settlement discussions,  the filing of an administrative EEO/VOA Office of Civil 

Rights (“OCR”) complaint, lobbying congressmen and senators to intervene on Defendant 

Sataki’s behalf, engaging in approved publicity by Defendant Sataki to try to coax a settlement, 

and filing the VOA Lawsuit in the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia (“District 

Court”) to preserve the “status-quo” while the EEO/OCR complaint proceeded administratively.  

23. The VOA Lawsuit, which was also filed with Defendant Sataki’s knowledge and 

consent, and which sought to ask the District Court to put Defendant Sataki to work at another 

VOA office in Los Angeles - away from her alleged harasser – was eventually improperly 

dismissed by the District Court, without even providing an evidentiary hearing. 

24. Furthermore, the EEO/OCR administrative complaint was ultimately not 

successful, as after a thorough investigation, the OCR found that Defendant Sataki’s allegations 

of sexual harassment and workplace retaliation never actually occurred. Of course, Mr. Klayman 

did not know this at the time, and therefore believed her and agreed to represent her.  
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25. Prior to and during the course of Mr. Klayman’s representation of Defendant 

Sataki, he developed a close friendship with her, within the bounds of the relevant rules of 

professional responsibility and ethics. 

26. At the time, Mr. Klayman sympathized with Defendant Sataki’s apparent plight, 

as she had claimed to be destitute and stuck in an untenable work situation. Mr. Klayman was 

himself going through a difficult time in his life, and therefore identified with Defendant Sataki’s 

alleged problems. This motivated Mr. Klayman to work extremely diligently on Defendant 

Sataki’s behalf, pro bono.  

27. As a close friendship developed further during the course of the legal 

representation, Mr. Klayman took it upon himself to help Defendant Sataki, including moving 

her out to Los Angeles to escape her alleged harasser, paying for her apartment, and other 

expenses, at a personal cost of about $ 30,000, and even finding psychologists for her and paying 

for some of her psychological counseling, for which she was otherwise insured. 

28. Defendant Sataki, however, began to exploit and take advantage of her close 

friendship with Mr. Klayman, at one point asking Mr. Klayman to purchase a car for her. Mr. 

Klayman declined to do so. 

29. Specifically, as a “final straw,” Defendant Sataki’s requested that Mr. Klayman 

purchase a car for her and her other actions led Mr. Klayman to realize that he could not continue 

legal representation of Defendant Sataki. Mr. Klayman thus suggested that it would be best if 

Defendant Sataki found new counsel to represent her in her claims against VOA.  

30. Mr. Klayman even referred Defendant Sataki to his personal friend, Gloria Allred, 

Esq., a famous, accomplished and highly successful women’s rights legal advocate, as well as 
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Tim Shea, Esq., legal specialist in VOA matters, who had come suggested by Mr. Shamble.  

Defendant Sataki however insisted that Mr. Klayman continue to represent her. 

31. When Defendant Sataki’s complaints against VOA did not yield immediate 

results, Defendant Sataki became more difficult, demanding, belligerent, frequently 

disrespectful, and hard to reach.  

32. Due to this, Mr. Klayman suggested that they memorialize their attorney-client 

relationship with a contingent fee agreement, but no agreement was ever reached in this regard, 

meaning that at all times, Mr. Klayman represented Defendant Sataki pro bono. 

33. Mr. Klayman and Mr. Shamble were unable to reach Defendant Sataki after this 

point, and in an abundance of caution, Mr. Klayman filed at his further expense on Defendant 

Sataki’s behalf, an appeal to the U.S. Court of Appeals to the District of Columbia Circuit, 

regarding the District Court’s dismissal of the VOA Lawsuit in order to ensure that Defendant 

Sataki’s right of appeal was protected and not lost. 

34. At the end of the day, Defendant Sataki was not able to obtain relief through 

either the EEO/OCR process or the District Court, but not due to lack of effort from Mr. 

Klayman, who worked extremely diligently on her behalf, even on a pro bono basis. 

35. Ultimately, OCR, which did a thorough investigation of Defendant Sataki’s 

sexual harassment and workplace retaliation claims, made the finding that this alleged sexual 

harassment and workplace retaliation never occurred, and therefore was simply made up by 

Defendant Sataki – the first in a series of proven false statements by Defendant Sataki. 

Facts Pertaining to Defendant Sataki’s Complaint Against Mr. Klayman 
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36. On November 2, 2010,  exactly twelve years ago, Defendant Sataki  filed and 

later supplemented with ODC a complaint against Mr. Klayman  – as set forth previously - 

regarding the VOA lawsuit (“Sataki Complaint”) pertaining to his other pro bono representation. 

37. Again, of great import, Defendant Sataki filed her bar complaint in November  

2010 which was later supplemented by non-lawyers, with identical corresponding  complaints 

sent to The Florida Bar and the Pennsylvania Bar at that time, both of which were summarily 

dismissed about eleven years ago because they were not based upon fact or law, much less the 

clear and convincing evidence required to substantiate these types of claims.  

38. Nevertheless, ODC sent Defendant Sataki a letter dated July 7, 2011 containing 

Mr. Klayman’s response, with explicit instructions that “[i]f we do not hear from you promptly, 

we may assume that you are satisfied with the attorney’s explanations.” 

39. Afterwards, Defendant Sataki abandoned the Sataki Complaint, as evidenced by 

ODC’s own internal correspondence, admissions and policy.  

40. On January 15, 2014, Defendant Smith sent an email to ODC investigators Chuck 

Anderson and Kevin O’Connell, stating, “I am trying to locate a complainant [Defendant Sataki] 

that has dropped off the map…She filed a complaint vs. Larry Klayman in 2011. Her only 

correspondence with us was the ethical complaint that she filed.” 

41. Then, Defendants, for their own unethical, unconstitutional, illegal, and tactical 

reasons, outrageously and incredibly resurrected Defendant Sataki’s complaint seven (7) years 

later, waiting until July 20, 2017 to file the Specification of Charges in this case. During this time 

period, believing that the Complaints before ODC had also been dismissed, as they had been in 

Florida and Pennsylvania, Mr. Klayman understandably did not retain the files necessary to 
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defend himself. In addition, during this interim time period, relevant documents were discarded, 

witnesses moved, and memories faded.  

42. A draft of the Specification of Charges was prepared even before Mr. Klayman 

was given an opportunity to file a supplemental response, which evidence ODC’s punitive and 

biased mindset and improper, unethical, unconstitutional and illegal motivations, all in violation 

of accepted norms concerning statutes of limitations, laches, and other laws. 

43. Before the Specification of Charges was filed on July 20, 2017, Mr. Klayman 

received a phone call from Defendant Smith where Defendant Smith informed him that ODC 

was likely be going to institute  the Sataki Complaint. Mr. Klayman was shocked, as he believed 

that ODC had dismissed the Sataki Complaint, much like what The Florida Bar and 

Pennsylvania Bar had done since he had not heard from them in the intervening seven year 

period. Mr. Klayman had already discarded crucial documents pertaining to his representation of 

Defendant Sataki, as he believed the matter was behind him. 

44. Defendant Smith was sympathetic to Mr. Klayman and said that pursuing the 

Sataki Complaint was “out of his hands,” and therefore appeared to be doing the bidding of his 

superiors at ODC, which Mr. Klayman at the time believed to be Deputy Disciplinary Counsel, 

Defendant Herman. Mr. Klayman therefore set a meeting with Defendant Herman and Mr. Smith  

in order to discuss the Sataki Complaint. 

45. On July 28, 2017, Mr. Klayman met with Defendant Herman and Defendant 

Smith in order to try to explain his position in a polite and civil manner. However, he was met 

with an extremely hostile and disrespectful demeanor by Defendant Herman, who clearly had no 

interest in resolving the issues. Defendant Herman abruptly and in a hostile voice refused to say 
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whether she had had contact and/or met with Ms. Sataki. In fact, she told Mr. Klayman that this 

was “none of his business.” 

46.  Furthermore, Defendant Herman’s brazenly and openly admitted her bias and 

animus against Mr. Klayman due to his political beliefs, activism, free speech, and gender, which 

explains her participation in her baseless prosecution against him, when she curtly and in a 

hostile manner, on more than one occasion, stated to Mr. Klayman, “I [we] don’t like the way 

you practice law.” 

47. Furthermore, when Mr. Klayman advised Defendant Herman at the same meeting 

that The Florida Bar and the Pennsylvania Bar had summarily dismissed Ms. Sataki’s claims, she 

on behalf of Defendants stated that “we could care less.” 

48. Pursuant to the District of Columbia’s one-party consent laws, Mr. Klayman 

recorded this meeting with Defendant Herman. Seeing that he was not going to be able to get 

anywhere by speaking with Defendant Herman, Mr. Klayman then sought a meeting with 

Disciplinary Counsel, Defendant Fox, who was Defendant Herman’s superior. Mr. Klayman 

believed at the time that Defendant Herman was solely behind the baseless resurrection of 

Defendant Sataki’s Complaint, and that by speaking with Defendant Fox he would be able to 

resolve the issues. 

49. On September 29, 2017, Mr. Klayman was finally able to meet with Defendant 

Fox, where Defendant Fox set the tone of the meeting by refusing to hear from Mr. Klayman 

why the Sataki complaint should not be instituted.  

50. Then, in a subsequent meeting on May 11, 2018 to discuss the Sataki Complaint, 

which Mr. Klayman had asked for to disclose evidence of bias and misconduct by Deputy Bar 
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Counsel Herman Defendant Fox acted with extremely hostility towards Mr. Klayman and 

shouted  that he had no interest in discussing anything.  

51. Mr. Klayman was surprised to find that both Defendant Deputy Bar Counsel, 

Defendant Porter, and ODC’s described investigator, Kevin O’Connell would be present in the 

meeting, which had not been disclosed previously. 

52. From the outset, Defendant Fox immediately and belligerently stated that he was 

not going to hear anything about or discuss dismissal of the Specification of Charges 

53. Mr. Klayman calmly responded that he would not be dictated to as to what he 

could discuss. This prompted Defendant Fox to stand up threateningly and scream “this meeting 

is over” and that Mr. Klayman “should leave [his] office.” 

54. When Mr. Klayman got up from his chair, he indicated that this gross 

prosecutorial misconduct would leave him no recourse but to resort to legal action. 

55.  Defendant Fox then charged at Mr. Klayman at the door of his office as Mr. 

Klayman was leaving, as if to physically assault him  and screamed, "I welcome your 

complaint," adding in a hostile voice, "do you seriously believe that I would not welcome the 

opportunity through discovery to show how you practice law."  

56. This more than confirmed to Mr. Klayman that each and every ODC Defendant, 

acting at the direction of Defendant Fox, harbored improper motivations towards Mr. Klayman 

and that they had decided that they were going to try to unlawfully attempt to remove Mr. 

Klayman from the practice of law, by whatever unprofessional, unethical, unconstitutional, and 

illegal means are used to "justify" these ends. 

Facts Pertaining to Defendants’ Highly Politicized Motivations 
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57. ODC had previously been run by Bar Disciplinary Counsel Wallace “Gene” 

Shipp prior to his retirement in 2017. During Mr. Shipp’s tenure, ODC had been what it was 

supposed to be – a fair, unbiased, and neutral body. Once Defendant Fox took over, everything 

changed, and ODC became weaponized ad morphed into a highly politicized tool to remove 

conservative and Republican activist  attorneys like Mr. Klayman from the practice of law. 

58. This explains why Defendant Sataki’s Complaint sat dormant and thus abandoned 

for seven years until Defendant Fox took over. It is clear that Defendant Fox ordered ODC and 

his deputies Herman and Porter, as well as Assistant Bar Disciplinary Counsel Clay Smith, to 

revive the abandoned Sataki Complaint in order to try to remove Mr. Klayman from the practice 

of law. 

59. The ODC Defendants, since Defendant Fox arrived, have engaged in a pattern and 

practice of abusing and exceeding their  position of authority, which is granted under state law, 

which authority is not to act outside the scope of their official duties and intentionally to violate 

the constitutional and other rights of bar members such as Mr. Klayman by selectively 

prosecuting them because of their political activism and free speech as well as other bases such 

as gender. 

60. Mr. Klayman is a prominent conservative and non-partisan attorney and public 

interest activist who has brought lawsuits against Hillary Clinton, Barack Obama, George W. 

Bush, and other politicians and government officials. He conceived of and founded the 

prominent public interest watchdogs, Judicial Watch, Inc. and Freedom Watch, Inc., and is a 

former U.S. Department of Justice federal prosecutor, having been on the trial team which broke 

up the AT&T monopoly during the Reagan administration. In 2003-2004, he ran for the U.S. 

Senate in the Florida Republican Primary. Mr. Klayman is also the only lawyer to ever have a 
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court rule that a president,  former President Bill Clinton, had committed a crime, when he 

illegally released the Privacy Act protected White House government file of a woman he had 

allegedly sexually abused and harassed in the Oval Office. Her name is Kathleen Willey. Mr. 

Klayman has also represented Juanita Broaddrick, Gennifer Flowers, Paula Jones, Dolly Kyle 

Browning, and other Bill Clinton female victims, who Hillary Clinton is alleged to have 

retaliated against and tried to destroy to advance her and her husband’s political interests. Mr. 

Klayman is a supporter of and legal advocate for women’s rights. At Freedom Watch, which he 

founded, he successfully enjoined the National Security Agency during the Obama 

administration over its unconstitutional mass surveillance and later played a prominent role in 

invalidating President Obama’s illegal executive order granting amnesty to over 5 million illegal 

aliens. This latter case went all the way to the U.S. Supreme Court. In sum, Mr. Klayman has had 

a very successful career as a public interest legal advocate. 

61. On the other hand, even a quick search of FEC records shows that Defendant Fox, 

as well as Defendant Herman both donated significant sums of monies to Hillary Clinton and 

Barack Obama as well as other liberal Democrats, many of whom Mr. Klayman brought suit 

against as a public interest advocate. 

62. ODC, especially during the Trump years and thereafter in the wake of the 2020 

presidential election in particular, filed, accepted and initiated ethics complaints against Trump 

White House Counsellor Kellyanne Conway1 over remarks she made on cable news, against 

former Trump Attorney General William Barr2 (this partisan complaint was incredibly filed by 

all four (4) prior presidents of the District of Columbia Bar as well as a former Senior Bar 
 

1 https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/law-professors-file-misconduct-complaint-
against-kellyanne-conway/2017/02/23/442b02c8-f9e3-11e6-bf01-d47f8cf9b643_story.html 

2 https://thehill.com/regulation/court-battles/508489-more-than-two-dozen-dc-bar-members-
urge-disciplinary-probe-of-ag 
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Counsel) for withdrawing the indictment of General Mike Flynn and for remarks he made on 

Fox News, Senators Ted Cruz3 and Josh Hawley4 over their role in advocating for President 

Trump in the last election, and of course former U.S. Attorney Rudy Giuliani, who was 

temporarily suspended without even a hearing,5 over his representation of President Trump, to 

name just a few. And, Defendant Fox himself personally charged former Justice Department 

attorney Jeffrey Clark with disciplinary action stemming from his relationship with Donald 

Trump. Exhibit 7. To the contrary, and as just one of many examples of selective prosecution,  

when an ethics complaint was filed against Defendants counsel, Mark MacDougall, for making 

false statements in court pleadings, and  fellow leftist Democrat lawyer David Kendall of 

Williams & Connolly over his admitted involvement in the destruction of Hillary Clinton’s 

33,000 emails illegally retained on a private server, which complicity is not even in dispute, the 

ODC, under the “leadership” of Defendant Fox,  turned a blind eye toward their ideological 

“soul brothers.”  The MacDougall complaint and the Kendall complaints thus were 

characteristically dismissed. Most notably and telling,  the ODC summarily and quickly rejected 

the complaint filed by conservative lawyer and public interest advocate Ty Clevenger against 

Hillary Clinton.  The ODC then sought to disbar Mr. Clevenger – that is until they drove him 

into submission due to the cost of defending himself, and he simply resigned.6 

 
3 https://www.texasstandard.org/stories/lawyers-law-students-officially-file-grievances-

seeking-to-disbar-senator-ted-cruz/ 
4 https://thehill.com/homenews/state-watch/534783-attorneys-urge-missouri-supreme-court-

to-probe-hawleys-actions 
5 https://www.law.com/newyorklawjournal/2021/03/03/nyc-bar-details-complaints-calling-

for-full-attorney-discipline-investigation-of-
giuliani/#:~:text=Under%20the%20New%20York%20state,censured%20or%20receive%20no%
20punishment. 

6 Ty Clevenger, State bar prosecutors are flouting the law, protecting Hillary Clinton and her 
lawyers, LawFlog, available at: https://lawflog.com/?p=1389 
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63. The highly politicized nature of ODC lends itself to only one possible conclusion; 

that Defendants  “packed” the Ad Hoc Hearing Committee with persons that were ideological 

foes to Mr. Klayman. This included Defendant Tigar – a proud and avowed communist, Exhibit 

2 – and Defendant Fitch, was openly deferential to Defendant Tigar and himself highly 

politicized and leftist. 

64. Bob Woodward wrote in his book about the Supreme Court, titled The Brethren, 

that Defendant Tigar in his early career had been fired, at the urging of J. Edgar Hoover, from his 

High Court clerkship by Justice William Brennan for his subversive communist ties. Exhibit 2. 

65.  Defendant Tigar’s book, Mythologies of State and Monopoly Power, a Marxist 

rant against capitalist law, relishes his time with Fidel and the Castro brothers. His proud thank 

you letters from Fidel and a photo with his revolutionary brother Ramon is even housed in the 

archives of the University of Texas School of Law. Exhibit 2. 

66. Then after ensuring that Mr. Klayman stood no chance at the AHHC level, the 

Sataki Complaint went to the Board, whose president, Defendant Kaiser, has openly publicized 

his political beliefs, having penned articles for the leftist legal publication “Above the Law,” 

extolling the virtues of Hillary Clinton and trashing Donald Trump.7 

67. As conclusive evidence of the fact that the Defendants are driven by their  

political ideology and affiliations, the Report and Recommendation of the Board was hyper-

fixated on and incredibly angered and offended by the fact that the lawsuit that Mr. Klayman 

filed on behalf of Defendant Sataki named Hillary Clinton as a Defendant, despite the fact that it 

was a Bivens Complaint against all of governors of the BBG, and also included a conservative 

and Mr. Klayman’s personal friend, Blanquita Collum, as a Defendant. Thus, it was clear that 
 

7 https://abovethelaw.com/2016/08/hillary-clinton-truthfulness-and-bias-in-white-collar-
cases/; https://abovethelaw.com/2016/07/trump-and-tyranny/ 
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Clinton was not included for political purposes, but out of necessity. This did not stop the 

Defendants from taking great umbrage, however.   

68. Furthermore, as the as the final “nail in the coffin,” confirming the Defendants’ 

politically motivated bias and prejudice, the Court need not look any further than the completely 

disparate “selective prosecutorial” treatment afforded by the Defendants to one Kevin Clinesmith 

in handling In Matter of Kevin E. Clinesmith, 21-BG-018 (D.C. App.). 

69.  In that case, Kevin Clinesmith—the former senior FBI lawyer who dishonestly 

falsified a surveillance document which helped trigger the Trump-Russia investigation and who 

pled guilty to felony charges—was completely ignored by ODC, and only temporarily suspended 

for five months after he pled guilty, and only after ODC’s “blind eye” was uncovered and 

subjected to negative publicity. Clinesmith also did not submit any affidavit under Rule 14(g) for 

five (5) months after he was suspended. Despite this, not only did the D.C. attorney disciplinary 

apparatus fast-track if not whitewash his case—clearly in order to minimize his temporary 

suspension period —the D.C. Court of Appeals let Clinesmith off with “time served” in just 

seven (7) months. And importantly, the Court imposed no reinstatement provision on Clinesmith, 

despite him literally being a convicted felon. Attached hereto as Exhibit 3 is an article detailing 

this cover-up and the D.C. Court of Appeals’ opinion in In Matter of Kevin E. Clinesmith, 21-

BG-018 (D.C. App.). Had Clinesmith been treated in an unbiased and non-preferential fashion 

by the D.C. Bar disciplinary apparatus, run by Defendant Fox at ODC, and Defendant Kaiser of 

the Board of Professional Responsibility, he would have surely been permanently disbarred as 

the convicted dishonest felon was convicted to be. 

Facts Pertaining to Fraudulent Misconduct 
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70. At the disciplinary hearing in the Sataki Matter, the ODC Defendants and 

Defendant Sataki conspired and worked together in concert to suppress material evidence and 

suborned and provided perjurious testimony to the AHHC.   

71. These fraudulent actions tainted and infected the entire disciplinary proceeding, as 

they were allowed to remain on the record due to the actions of Defendants Tigar, Fitch, and 

Kaiser.  These fraudulent actions therefore directly and proximately caused the entire Suspension 

Order and Judgment, and therefore the only possible remedy is to “throw the baby out with the 

bathwater,” or in other words, to vacate the Suspension Order and Judgment in its entirety.  

72. This was furthered by Defendants Tigar and Fitch on the AHHC, as they 

repeatedly denied Mr. Klayman leave to conduct discovery, which allowed the ODC Defendants 

and Defendant Sataki to suppress material evidence and provide perjurious testimony, as Mr. 

Klayman did not have the benefit of discovery to uncover suppressed evidence and obtain the 

truth.  

73. Then, when exculpatory material evidence was independently discovered by Mr. 

Klayman’s legal team after the disciplinary hearing, the head of the Board on Professional 

Responsibility, Defendant Kaiser played his part by refusing to reopen the record or to even 

consider the newly discovered exculpatory evidence in order to ensure that the ODC Defendants 

and Defendant Sataki would not be held accountable for their illegal and unethical conduct.  

74. The suppression of exculpatory material evidence and perjurious testimony is set 

forth herein. 

75. First, Ms. Sataki gave the fraudulent testimony that she had not approved of 

engaging in publicity. On May 31, 2018, Ms. Sataki gave the following fraudulent testimony to 

the AHHC (Exhibit 4) : 

Mr. Klayman: And that we agreed we would get some positive publicity here to 
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try to coerce VOA into a favorable settlement so you could be in LA, correct? 
Defendant Sataki: Correct. 
Mr. Klayman: And – 
Defendant Sataki: But I didn't agree to do it. You explained all this to me. Ex 
 
Chairman Fitch: Did he send you copies of some articles that he had written? 
Defendant Sataki: Yes, he did. 
Mr. Klayman: At that time you did not tell me, "Don't write any more." 
Defendant Sataki:  I did. 
Mr. Klayman: There's nothing in writing that you presented to that effect at that 
time, did you? 
Defendant Sataki:. We talked to each other. I explained to you on the phone 
why I don't want articles out there. 
 
76. Defendant Sataki further fraudulently testified that she did not approve of 

publicity because of how sexual harassment was perceived in the Persian community: 

Defendant Sataki: So sexual harassment, in the Persian community, is rape. It's 
the actual act of  intercourse and rape. So to this day I have to answer all those 
questions 

…. 
 

That I want this to be handled as quiet as possible, so nobody finds out. And I did 
this complaint because I -- I still wanted to keep my image. My image was just 
this person that – I didn't want it to change and I didn't want too much talk 
regarding about my personal life. I wanted people to look at the Sataki that is 
covering the stories and not know about my private life. Because I was not open 
about my private life in front of the camera. People would ask me, I would never 
answer. I would always leave it without answer when they asked me about my 
private life. Exhibit 4.  

 
77. However this conflicts with the testimony of numerous material witnesses who 

testified on Mr. Klayman’s behalf, including Mr. Shamble, as set forth above, that Ms. Sataki 

personally participated in publicizing her case! 

78. The record clearly showed that Defendant Sataki agreed to this publicity, with Mr. 

Klayman writing positive and complimentary articles and arranging for interviews with major 

publications, such as the Los Angeles Times. Indeed, a crucial piece of evidence  is an email 

which Mr. Klayman sent to the LA Times, copying both Defendant Sataki and Mr. Shamble, 

attempting to arrange such an interview. Exhibit 5. 
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79. This was consistent with Defendant Sataki being provided contemporaneously 

with all the articles and publicity that Mr. Klayman, who along with Mr. Shamble, he had 

generated for her. At no time did Defendant Sataki object and instead approved, and there is no 

contemporaneous written record of any objection. 

80. In fact, Defendant Sataki personally engaged in the publicizing of her case by 

personally handing out copies of one the articles written by Mr. Klayman on Capitol Hill. 

Extensive efforts to lobby politicians were made, often with Defendant Sataki present, but 

always with her informed consent. 

81. And, as the final “nail in the coffin,” Mr. Klayman uncovered evidence that was 

fraudulently hidden by Ms. Sataki and ODC in September of 2019—after the AHHC hearing had 

concluded—that Ms. Sataki had even participated in making a widely aired and publicized public 

video broadcast on Persian television about her case, with intimate personal details about her 

personal life, discussing her sexual harassment and workplace retaliation complaint against VOA 

and others, which further undercuts and totally refutes any possible false claim that Ms. Sataki 

did not agree to publicize her case.8  The video, which is in Ms. Sataki’s native language Farsi, 

was translated by one of Mr. Klayman’s witnesses, Keya Dash, as well as a respected Farsi 

certified translator who used to work for VOA. Exhibit 6. To be certain of and confirm the 

content, Mr. Klayman had the documentary translated by Mohammad Moslehi, a certified 

translator who did translations for VOA. Exhibit 6. Mr. Moslehi translates this “smoking gun” as 

follows: 

Whenever I am at my desk and I am not paying attention, he allows himself, to 
touch me under variety of pretexts. 
(displaying Elham [Sataki]’s photo) former broadcaster of VOA.  

 
8 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=e3g5f61muZ4 
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Mr. Falahati, Asal has written this for us, Well: let us answer the first caller (by 
the name of - Translator) Hossain from Kerman. Hello, go ahead please.  
(displaying photo of Mehdi Falahati) broadcaster for the VOA network VOA: 
Voice of America 
Voice of America has been recognized as the worst entity of American 
government. Therefore, lots of such coteries and issues exist there. Everybody 
says that the atmosphere is of a security one. Nobody can talk with anybody. 
Everybody makes insinuations against one another. The environment is very dirty. 
This week is second evening of being online with the subject of presidential 
elections in Iran and it's outcome, with your phone calls, emails and online 
weblogs and websites that Elham [Sataki] will introduce to you. 
Regarding Mr. Falahati: He repeatedly asked me to go out with him. I didn't want 
to do it. Mr. Falahati and I started the ONLINE show together and we were 
performing it together. Aside from other aspects, it was very unprofessional. 
When two individuals appear on camera and conduct a show, going out on a date, 
since it can directly affect the show is not right. They may fight with each other 
and that will affect the show, and vice-versa. He was not the type of person that I 
would accept his offer, and say that, all right let's go on a date. 
The problem was, he did not know how to take a no. After a while I reached to the 
point that I was always calling sick and did not go to work. Since I wanted to start 
working, and Mr. Falahati wanted to come to my desk and again ask me let's go 
have a coffee or have dinner·. And this no, and saying no to him repeatedly had 
become exhausting for me, had made me very tired. I went to Suzanne who was 
our executive producer and told her the situation, that he (Mr. Falahati) does so. 
and I (Elham [Sataki]) don't know what to do at this point. Personally, I am not 
able to handle it. 
The situation will go over the board of the status of going out for dinner, and he 
will come to my desk and while I am not paying attention, under various excuses 
touch me. Since I was afraid, I told her (Suzanne) that, can you handle it without 
anybody to know?? That day she told me that "Legally I cannot do it and you 
must formally file a complaint."  
Mr. Falahati wanted to take revenge, since I complained and stated that the 
situation was so. As I was behind my desk, twice he came to my desk (audio 
censored) the dress that I had on and my bra-cord. I hollered at him (audio 
censored) he laughed and said "don't tell anybody." I was not feeling well. I was 
seeing psychiatrist. I was seeing psychologist. I was not feeling well. All the 
documents are available. Everything related (to this matter) exists. I was seeing 
doctor and the doctor was prescribing relaxing pills for me to take. 
At this point, I am just saying, Mr. Falahati is a sick person that has not done so 
just with me, but the system of VOA has problem. Jamshid Chalangi testified for 
me. Look what happened? Mahmonir, another lady testified for me. She suffered 
a lot. Mr. Ali Sajjadi and Mr. Falahati were friends. At that time Mr. Sajjadi was 
very powerful there. They all got together. And even Suzanne who was my 
executive producer and was mad from this incident, she teamed up with them. 
And this caused the problem to be difficult for me, and no attorney was taking my 
case, because this case had become very big. And when the case became so big, 
then the Board of Governors had to defend itself, and defending itself caused the 
case to become against me. And they say that Elham left, Falahati stayed. When 
they fired me, I was not the only girl. There are a number of others. 
Caption dispalying Falahati and [Sataki] with written scripts. 
The law suit against Mehdi Falahati due to the VOA influence did not get to 
anywhere, and El ham Sattaki was fired from this network .. After a short period 
of time Jamshid Chalangi and Ms. Mahmonir Rahimi were fired from this 
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network. 
 
Display of Mehdi Falahati laughing loud. 
 
82. Unsurprisingly, Ms. Sataki and ODC Defendants – which on information and 

belief knew about this video - did not disclose this to the AHHC and Mr. Klayman’s defense 

team had to find this themselves. This clearly fraudulent conduct was obviously done in concert 

with the ODC Defendants, who must have known about this crucial evidence and chose not to 

disclose it in order to further their goal to attempt to remove Mr. Klayman from the practice of 

law. This clear fraud grossly prejudiced Mr. Klayman because it was not part of the record at the 

Hearing Committee or the Board level. That the D.C. Court of Appeals denied a motion to 

remand this matter back to the Board to open the record to review this video shows its inherent 

bias on this and other issues – a clear violation of Mr. Klayman’s due process and other rights. 

Thus, Mr. Klayman was never even given a chance to use this clearly relevant evidence that 

completely undercut any possible assertion that Defendant Sataki did not agree to use publicity 

and herself publicize detailed personal details about her case—one of the key “violations” found 

by the D.C. Court of Appeals in suspending him for eighteen months. 

83. Because Mr. Klayman knew that Defendant Sataki had a propensity for 

untruthfulness, he prior to the disciplinary hearing moved to take discovery and depositions of 

Defendant Sataki as well as her psychiatrist, Arlene Aviera (“Dr. Aviera”) on February 15, 2018. 

84. Even this simple request was tellingly vehemently opposed by the ODC 

Defendants, and then denied by the AHHC (Defendants Tigar and Fitch), despite discovery 

clearly being allowed and an integral part of the attorney discipline process, particularly in a case 

such as this one where ODC delayed seven years to even file a Specification of Charges, 

resulting in passage of time causing memories to fade, documents to be discarded and lost, and 

witnesses to become unavailable. See Board on Professional Responsibility Rules, Chapter 3.   
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85. Then, the ODC Defendants – on the first day of the hearing (!) – sought to and 

was allowed to introduce into evidence a slew of “new” emails into evidence that they clearly 

coached Defendant Sataki into perjuriously stating that she had just “discovered.”   

86. Even then, when Mr. Klayman renewed his request to take discovery, he was still 

denied by Defendants Tigar and Fitch. This allowed the ODC Defendants and Defendant Sataki 

to put perjurious testimony onto the record and suppress the exculpatory evidence of Defendant 

Sataki’s video interview publicizing her case without being caught.  

87. This is especially important as the AHHC had said prior to the hearing that Mr. 

Klayman would be able to renew his request for discovery at the hearing if necessary. Discovery 

was clearly necessary, as Mr. Klayman would have been able to (1) discover the fraudulently 

withheld exculpatory video evidence had he been able to depose Defendant Sataki, and (2) 

would have been able to elicit testimony from Dr. Aviera that Mr. Klayman had competently and 

diligently represented Defendant Sataki to the best of his abilities, as she had contemporaneous 

personal knowledge and records of the details of Mr. Klayman’s representation of Defendant 

Sataki. 

88. As set forth above, only after the disciplinary hearing, once the matter was before 

the Board, did Mr. Klayman’s legal team independently discover and unearth Defendant Sataki’s 

video interview publicizing her case – clearly exculpatory material evidence. However, despite 

being faced with this clear illegal, unethical and fraudulent conduct by the ODC Defendants and 

Defendant Sataki, Defendant Kaiser still without any bases, refused to open the record or even 

consider this new exculpatory evidence, thereby ensuring that the ODC Defendants and 

Defendant Sataki were allowed to suppress exculpatory material evidence and give perjurious 

testimony without repercussions.   
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89. Second, on May 31, 2018, Ms. Sataki gave further perjurious and fraudulent 

testimony, at the instruction of the ODC Defendants, that she never wanted to move to Los 

Angeles, and that somehow Mr. Klayman had made the decision for her and forced her to move 

out to Los Angeles – in order fraudulently and falsely create the impression that Mr. Klayman 

was controlling her: 

Ms. Sataki: Well, in the beginning when he – when  I moved -- he moved me to 
Los Angeles and he paid for everything. Exhibit 4 at 83:17-19 
 
90. However, this false and fraudulent testimony was also exposed by numerous other 

witnesses, including Mr. Shamble, as well as Ms. Sataki herself being forced to admit that it was 

false. 

91. On May 31, 2018, Mr. Klayman was able to show that the decision to move to 

Los Angeles was collective, and part of a legal strategy to have her assigned there due to having 

a medical exemption: 

Mr. Klayman: And we decided that, if we could show that you had a medical 
reason why you had to be in  Los Angeles, that we could qualify for a reasonable 
medical accommodation move to Los Angeles. 
 
Defendant Sataki: Yes. 
 
Mr. Klayman: And therefore we submitted documentation from Dr. Aviera, from 
the prior psychologist that you saw, and also from a doctor  named Long, an 
internist, to Voice of America with various documentation arguing that you 
needed to be in Los Angeles because those were where your  physicians were, 
that's where your family was,  that's where your friends were, and besides, you 
could do your work out of the Persia News Network on Wilshire Boulevard at the 
federal building, which was run by Voice of America. Do you remember that? 
 
Defendant Sataki: Yes. Exhibit 4 at 351. 

 
92. Third, Defendant Sataki, at the direction of the ODC Defendants, perpetuated the 

fraudulent notion that she had wanted Mr. Klayman to dismiss her cases, which was completely 

contradicted by her own actions where she (1) filed pro se a notice of appeal after the fact and 

(2) when ODC hunted her down years after the fact, she even asked them if they could still 
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prosecute her sexual harassment and workplace retaliation claims for her, despite the fact that the 

Office of Civil Rights had thoroughly investigated her claims and found them to be meritless: 

Mr: Klayman: That you wanted Bar Counsel to file a sexual harassment case for 
you. You asked them that within the last year, against VOA. 
Defendant Sataki: I asked if it's doable. 
Mr. Klayman: And you asked Bar Counsel to do it for you, correct? 
Defendant Sataki: I asked if it's doable…. Exhibit 4 at 489:3-10 (May 31, 2018). 

 
93. The actions of Defendants Tigar, Fitch, and Kaiser, the ODC Defendants and 

Defendant Sataki, resulted in fraud on the court, with imperviousness and without and 

repercussions. This fraud on the court directly and proximately led to the Suspension Order and 

Judgment at the DCCA.    

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
Relief from Judgment Pursuant D.C. Superior Court Rule 60(d) 

 
94. Mr. Klayman repeats and re-alleges all of the previous allegations of the entirety 

of this Complaint, including, but not limited to, the Introduction and the exhibits to this 

Complaint, with the same force and effect, as if fully set forth herein again at length. 

95. D.C. Superior Court Civil Rule 60(d) states that “[t]his rule does not limit a 

court’s power to: (1) entertain an independent action to relieve a party from a judgment, order, or 

proceeding; or (2) set aside a judgment for fraud on the court.” 

96. The ODC Defendants and Defendant Sataki have committed a fraud on the court 

by willfully suppressing exculpatory evidence and suborning and committing perjury at the 

disciplinary hearing. 

97. These fraudulent statements include:  

Mr. Klayman: And that we agreed we would get some positive publicity here to 
try to coerce VOA into a favorable settlement so you could be in LA, correct? 
Defendant Sataki: Correct. 
Mr. Klayman: And – 
Defendant Sataki: But I didn't agree to do it. You explained all this to me. Ex 
 
Chairman Fitch: Did he send you copies of some articles that he had written? 
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Defendant Sataki: Yes, he did. 
Mr. Klayman: At that time you did not tell me, "Don't write any more." 
Defendant Sataki:  I did. 
Mr. Klayman: There's nothing in writing that you presented to that effect at that 
time, did you? 
Defendant Sataki:. We talked to each other. I explained to you on the phone 
why I don't want articles out there. 
 
Defendant Sataki: So sexual harassment, in the Persian community, is rape. It's 
the actual act of  intercourse and rape. So to this day I have to answer all those 
questions 

…. 
 

That I want this to be handled as quiet as possible, so nobody finds out. And I did 
this complaint because I -- I still wanted to keep my image. My image was just 
this person that – I didn't want it to change and I didn't want too much talk 
regarding about my personal life. I wanted people to look at the Sataki that is 
covering the stories and not know about my private life. Because I was not open 
about my private life in front of the camera. People would ask me, I would never 
answer. I would always leave it without answer when they asked me about my 
private life. Exhibit 4.  
 
Ms. Sataki: Well, in the beginning when he – when  I moved -- he moved me to 
Los Angeles and he paid for everything. Exhibit 3 at 83:17-19 

 
98. Also included are fraudulent statements that Defendant Sataki wanted Mr. 

Klayman to drop and dismiss her cases.  

99. Defendants Tigar and Fitch furthered this fraud on the court by refusing to allow 

Mr. Klayman leave to conduct discovery which clearly would have unearthed this exculpatory 

material evidence and prevented perjurious statements from being put on the record, which 

directly and proximately resulted in the September 15, 2022 Suspension Order and Judgment in 

its entirety. 

100. Defendant Kaiser and the Board then furthered this fraud on the court by refusing 

to open the record and refusing to even consider the buried exculpatory evidence when it was 

independently discovered by Mr. Klayman’s legal team, which directly and proximately resulted 

in the September 15, 2022 Suspension Order and Judgment  in its entirety. 
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101. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ fraud, misrepresentations and 

misconduct, including but not limited to perjury and subornation of perjury, Rule 60’s  

requirement for relief from a judgment or order come into play.  

102. Plaintiff prays that this Court set aside and vacate the DCCA’s Suspension Order 

and Judgment as it was a direct and proximate result of fraud on the court.  

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
Civil Conspiracy 

 
103. Mr. Klayman repeats and re-alleges all of the previous allegations of the entirety 

of this Complaint, including, but not limited to, the Introduction and the exhibits to this 

Complaint, with the same force and effect, as if fully set forth herein again at length. 

104. Each and every one of the Defendants conspired to enter into an agreement to 

participate in committing fraud on the court in the Sataki Matter. 

105. The Defendants did, in fact, commit a fraud on the court. The ODC Defendants 

and Defendant Sataki buried and suppressed exculpatory evidence and suborned and committed 

perjury. Defendants Tigar, Fitch, and Kaiser then furthered this fraud by refusing to hold the 

ODC Defendants and Defendant Sataki accountable for their fraud, allowing for routine 

discovery under the circumstances of extreme delay in the prosecution which would have 

disclosed the fraud in full detail, and ensuring that the fraud remained  on the record when 

presented to the DCCA, which then directly and proximately caused the issuance of the 

September 15, 2022 Suspension Order and Judgment. 

106. As a direct and proximate result of this, Mr. Klayman has suffered an injury in the 

form of being suspended from the practice of law in the District of Columbia for eighteen (18) 

months with a reinstatement provision as well as the possibility of reciprocal discipline, however 

unwarranted,  in other jurisdictions. 
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THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
Laches 

 
107. Mr. Klayman repeats and re-alleges all of the previous allegations of the entirety 

of this Complaint, including, but not limited to, the Introduction and the exhibits to this 

Complaint, with the same force and effect, as if fully set forth herein again at length. 

108.  There was an undue, egregious and highly prejudicial delay of seven years by the 

ODC Defendants in instituting the Specification of Charges on July 20, 2017, approximately 

seven (7) years after the underlying events in question – Mr. Klayman’s representation of 

Defendant Sataki – had occurred. 

109. Mr. Klayman was grossly and severely prejudiced by this undue, egregious delay 

because (1) he believed that this matter had been dismissed and therefore destroyed records 

pertaining to his representation of Defendant Sataki, (2) memories had faded, and (3) witnesses 

were unavailable to testify, as material witnesses Professor Rotunda passed away in the interim 

period and Dr. Aviera was diagnosed with cancer, among other areas of fatal prejudice resulting 

from this delay.  

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE , Plaintiff Klayman prays that the DCCA’s September 15, 2022 

Suspension Order and Judgment be vacated pursuant to Rule 60 for the Defendants’ fraud and 

related egregious misconduct, including but not limited to perjury and the suborning of perjury, 

before and on the court.  Mr. Klayman also seeks attorney fees and costs for having to defend the 

meritless Sataki Complaint and for having to bring this instant action.  

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL  

 Plaintiff demands a trial by jury on all counts, as to all issues so triable. 

DATED: November 4, 2022  Respectfully submitted, 
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/s/ Larry Klayman 
Larry Klayman  

           7050 W.Palmetto Park Road  
                       Boca Raton, FL 33433      
                                        Email: leklayman@gmail.com 
       Tel: 561-558-5336 

            Plaintiff Pro Se 
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RONALD D. ROTUNDA May 2, 2014 
Email: rrotunda@chapman.edu Home Page � http://www1.chapman.edu/~rrotunda  

Office Address: 
Chapman University  
Dale E. Fowler School of Law 
Room 406 
One University Drive 
Orange, CA  92866-1005 
�: (714) 228-2698 
Fax: (714) 228-2576 

Experience: 

Since August, 2008  DOY & DEE HENLEY CHAIR AND DISTINGUISHED 
PROFESSOR OF JURISPRUDENCE, CHAPMAN 
UNIVERSITY 

June 17, 2009 – Jan. 31, 
2013 

COMMISSIONER, Fair Political Practices Commission 
a regulatory body of the State of California,  

2006- August 2008 UNIVERSITY PROFESSOR AND PROFESSOR OF LAW, 
George Mason University 

2002-2006  THE GEORGE MASON UNIVERSITY FOUNDATION 
PROFESSOR OF LAW, George Mason 
University School of Law 

Nov. to Dec. 2002 Visiting Scholar, Katholieke Universiteit 
Leuven, Faculty of Law, Leuven, Belgium 

May 2004  Visiting Lecturer, The Institute for Law and 
Economics, Institut für Recht und Ökonomik, 
The University of Hamburg, Germany 

June 2004-May 2005 Special Counsel to Department of Defense, 
The Pentagon 

December 2005 Visiting Lecturer, The Institute for Law and 
Economics, Institut für Recht und Ökonomik, 
The University of Hamburg, Germany 

1993 - 2002 THE ALBERT E. JENNER, JR. PROFESSOR OF LAW, 
University of Illinois College of Law 

Since 2002 THE ALBERT E. JENNER, JR. PROFESSOR OF LAW, 
EMERITUS, University of Illinois College of 
Law 

Fall, 2001 Visiting Professor, George Mason University 
School of Law 

mailto:rrotunda@chapman.edu
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Spring & Fall 2000 Cato Institute, Washington, D.C.; Senior 
Fellow in Constitutional Studies [Senior 
Fellow in Constitutional Studies, 2001-2009] 

Spring, 1999 Visiting Professor, holding the JOHN S. STONE 
ENDOWED CHAIR OF LAW, University of 
Alabama School of Law 

August 1980 - 1992 Professor of Law, University of Illinois College of 
Law 

March 1986 Fulbright Professor, Maracaibo and Caracas, 
Venezuela, under the auspices of the Embassy 
of the United States and the Catholic 
University Andres Bello 

January – June, 1981 Fulbright Research Scholar, Italy 
Spring 1981 Visiting Professor of Law, European 

University Institute, Florence, Italy 
August 1977 – August, 1980 Associate Professor of Law, University of Illinois 

College of Law 
August 1974 – August 1977 Assistant Professor of Law, University of Illinois 

College of Law 
April 1973 - July 1974 Assistant Counsel, U.S. Senate Select Committee on 

Presidential Campaign Activities 
July 1971 - April, 1973 Associate, Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering Washington, 

DC 
August 1970 – July 1971 Law Clerk to Judge Walter R. Mansfield, Second 

Circuit, New York, N.Y. 

Education: 

Legal:    HARVARD LAW SCHOOL (1967- 1970) 
Harvard Law Review, volumes 82 & 83 
J.D., 1970 Magna Cum Laude 

College: HARVARD COLLEGE  (1963- 1967) 
A.B., 1967 Magna Cum Laude in Government 

Member: 

American Law Institute (since 1977); Life Fellow of the American Bar Foundation (since 1989); Life 
Fellow of the Illinois Bar Foundation (since 1991); The Board of Editors, The Corporation Law 
Review (1978-1985); New York Bar (since 1971); Washington, D.C. Bar and D.C. District Court Bar 
(since 1971); Illinois Bar (since 1975); 2nd Circuit Bar (since 1971); Central District of Illinois (since 
1990); 7th Circuit (since 1990); U.S. Supreme Court Bar (since 1974); 4th Circuit, since 2009.  
Member: American Bar Association, Washington, D.C. Bar Association, Illinois State Bar 
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Association, Seventh Circuit Bar Association; The Multistate Professional Responsibility 
Examination Committee of the National Conference of Bar Examiners (1980-1987); AALS, Section 
on Professional Responsibility, Chairman Elect (1984-85), Chairman (1985-86); Who’s Who In 
America (since 44th Ed.) and various other Who’s Who; American Lawyer Media, L.P., National 
Board of Contributors (1990-2000). 
 
Scholarly Influence and Honors: 
 
Symposium, Interpreting Legal Citations, 29 JOURNAL OF LEGAL STUDIES (part 2) (U. Chicago 
Press, Jan. 2000), sought to determine the influence, productivity, and reputation of law 
professors.  Under various measures, Professor Rotunda scored among the highest in the nation.  
E.g., scholarly impact, most-cited law faculty in the United States, 17th (p. 470); reputation of 
judges, legal scholars, etc. on Internet, 34th (p. 331); scholar’s non-scholarly reputation, 27th (p. 
334); most influential legal treatises since 1978, 7th (p. 405). 
 
In May 2000, American Law Media, publisher of The American Lawyer, the National Law 
Journal, and the Legal Times, picked Professor Rotunda as one of the ten most influential Illinois 
Lawyers.  He was the only academic on the list.  He was rated, in 2014, as one of “The 30 Most 
Influential Constitutional Law Professors” in the United States.  
 

• 2012, Honored with, THE CHAPMAN UNIVERSITY EXCELLENCE IN 
SCHOLARLY/CREATIVE WORK AWARD, 2011-2012. 

• Appointed UNIVERSITY PROFESSOR, 2006, George Mason University; Appointed 
2008, DOY & DEE HENLEY CHAIR AND DISTINGUISHED PROFESSOR OF 
JURISPRUDENCE, Chapman University. 

• The 2002-2003 New Educational Quality Ranking of U.S. Law Schools (EQR) 
ranks Professor Rotunda as the eleventh most cited of all law faculty in the United 
States. See http://www.leiterrankings.com/faculty/2002faculty_impact_cites.shtml  

• Selected UNIVERSITY SCHOLAR for 1996-1999, University of Illinois. 
• 1989, Ross and Helen Workman Research Award. 
• 1984, David C. Baum Memorial Research Award. 
• 1984, National Institute for Dispute Resolution Award. 
• Fall, 1980, appointed Associate, in the Center for Advanced Study, University of 

Illinois. 
 

 

http://bestcriminaljustice.com/the-30-most-influential-constitutional-law-professors
http://bestcriminaljustice.com/the-30-most-influential-constitutional-law-professors
http://www.leiterrankings.com/faculty/2002faculty_impact_cites.shtml
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LIST OF PUBLICATIONS: 
BOOKS:  
 
PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, Mineola, 

N.Y., 1976) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

CALIFORNIA SUPPLEMENT TO PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL 
RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, Mineola, N.Y., 1976) (with Thomas D. 
Morgan).  

1978 SUPPLEMENT TO PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL 
RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, Mineola, N.Y., 1978) (with Thomas D. 
Morgan). 

1979 PROBLEMS, CASES AND READINGS SUPPLEMENT TO PROBLEMS AND 
MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, Mineola, N.Y., 
1979) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

1979 CALIFORNIA RULES SUPPLEMENT TO PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON 
PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, Mineola, N.Y., 1979) (with 
Thomas D. Morgan). 

1979 STANDARDS SUPPLEMENT TO PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL 
RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, Mineola, N.Y., 1979) (with Thomas D. 
Morgan). 

1980 CALIFORNIA RULES SUPPLEMENT TO PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON 
PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, Mineola, N.Y., 1980) (with 
Thomas D. Morgan). 

1980 STANDARDS SUPPLEMENT TO PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL 
RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, Mineola, N.Y., 1980) (with Thomas D. 
Morgan). 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minnesota, 1978) (a one volume 
treatise on Constitutional Law) (with John E. Nowak and J. Nelson Young). 

1978 SUPPLEMENT TO CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 1978) (with John E. Nowak and J. Nelson Young). 

1979-1980 SUPPLEMENT TO CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1979) (with John E. Nowak and J. Nelson Young). 

1982 SUPPLEMENT TO CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 1982) (with John E. Nowak and J. Nelson Young). 
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MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  CASES & NOTES (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 1981). 

1981 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1981). 

1982 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1982). 

1983 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1983). 

1984 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, MINNESOTA, 1984). 

PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, Mineola, 
N.Y., 2d ed. 1981) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

1981 STANDARDS SUPPLEMENT TO PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL 
RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, Mineola, N.Y., 1981) (with Thomas D. 
Morgan). 

1983 STANDARDS SUPPLEMENT TO PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL 
RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, Mineola, N.Y., 1983) (with Thomas D. 
Morgan). 

THE UNITED STATES FEDERAL SYSTEM:  LEGAL INTEGRATION IN THE AMERICAN 
EXPERIENCE (Giuffrè, Milan, 1982) (with Peter Hay). 

SIX JUSTICES ON CIVIL RIGHTS (Oceana Publications, Inc., Dobbs Ferry, N.Y., 1983) (edited 
and with introduction). 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minnesota, 2d ed. 1983) (with John E. 
Nowak and J. Nelson Young) (a one volume treatise on Constitutional Law). 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (West Publishing Co., 1984, Black Letter Series). 

PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, Mineola, 
N.Y., 3d ed. 1984) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

1984 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, Mineola, N.Y. 1984) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

1985 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, Mineola, N.Y. 1985) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 
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1986 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, Mineola, N.Y. 1986) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

1987 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, Mineola, N.Y. 1987) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  CASES & NOTES (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 2d ed. 1985). 

1985 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1985). 

1986 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, MINNESOTA, 1986). 

1987 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1987). 

1988 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1988). 

THE POLITICS OF LANGUAGE:  LIBERALISM AS WORD AND SYMBOL (University of Iowa 
Press, 1986) (with an Introduction by Daniel Schorr). 

TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND PROCEDURE (West Publishing Co., 
St. Paul, Minnesota, 1986) (three volume treatise) (with John E. Nowak and J. Nelson 
Young). 

1987 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., 
1987) (with John E. Nowak). 

1988 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAw (West Publishing Co., 
1988) (with John E. Nowak). 

1989 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., 
1989) (with John E. Nowak). 

1990 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., 
1990) (with John E. Nowak). 

1991 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., 
1991) (with John E. Nowak). 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minnesota, 3d ed. 1986) (a one volume 
treatise on Constitutional Law) (with John E. Nowak and J. Nelson Young). 
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1988 POCKET PART TO CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., 1988) (with 
John E. Nowak). 

JOSEPH STORY’S COMMENTARIES ON THE CONSTITUTION (Carolina Academic Press, 
Durham, N.C. 1987) (with introduction) (with John E. Nowak). 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  PRINCIPLES AND CASES (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minnesota, 
1987). 

PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, Mineola, 
N.Y., 4th ed. 1987) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

1988 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, Mineola, N.Y. 1988) (with Thomas D. Morgan).  

1989 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, Westbury, N.Y. 1989) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

1990 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, Westbury, N.Y. 1990) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minnesota, 2d ed. 1988, 
Black Letter Series). 

MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW: CASES AND NOTES (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 3d ed. 1989). 

1989 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1989). 

1990 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1990). 

1991 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1991). 

1992 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1992). 

PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, 
Westbury, N.Y., 5th ed. 1991) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

1991 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, Westbury, N.Y. 1991) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 
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1992 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, Westbury, N.Y. 1992) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

1993 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, Westbury, N.Y. 1993) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

1994 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, Westbury, N.Y. 1994) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

1995 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, Westbury, N.Y. 1995) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minnesota, 4th ed. 1991) (a one volume 
treatise on Constitutional Law) (with John E. Nowak). 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minnesota, 3d ed. 1992, 
Black Letter Series). 

TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND PROCEDURE (West Publishing Co., 
St. Paul, Minnesota, 2d ed. 1992) (four volume treatise) (with John E. Nowak). 

1993 POCKET PART TO CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 1993) (with John E. Nowak). 

1994 POCKET PART TO CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 1994) (with John E. Nowak). 

1995 POCKET PART TO CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 1995) (with John E. Nowak). 

1996 POCKET PART TO CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 1996) (with John E. Nowak). 

1997 POCKET PART TO CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 1997) (with John E. Nowak). 

1998 POCKET PART TO CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 1998) (with John E. Nowak). 

1999 POCKET PART TO CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Group, St. Paul, Minnesota, 
1999) (with John E. Nowak). 

MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW: CASES AND NOTES (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 4th ed. 1993). 
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1993 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1993). 

1994 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., 
St. Paul, Minnesota, 1994). 

1995 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1995). 

1996 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1996). 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minnesota, 5th ed. 1995) (a one volume 
treatise on Constitutional Law) (with John E. Nowak). 

PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, 
Westbury, N.Y., 6th ed. 1995) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

1996 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, Westbury, N.Y. 1996) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

1997 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, Westbury, N.Y. 1997) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

1998 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, Westbury, N.Y. 1998) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

1999 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, New York, N.Y. 1999) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

2000 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, New York, N.Y. 2000) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minnesota, 4th ed. 1995, 
Black Letter Series) (with computer disk). 

Treatise on Constitutional Law:  Substance and Procedure — EXPANDED CD ROM EDITION 
(West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minnesota, 1995) (with John E. Nowak). 

MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW: CASES AND NOTES (West Publishing Co., St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 5th ed. 1997). 

1997 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1997). 
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1998 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1998). 

1999 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Publishing Co., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 1999). 

TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND PROCEDURE (West Group, St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 3d ed. 1999) (five volume treatise) (with John E. Nowak). 

2000 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND 
PROCEDURE (West Group, St. Paul, Minnesota, 2000) (with John E. Nowak). 

2001 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND 
PROCEDURE (West Group, St. Paul, Minnesota, 2001) (with John E. Nowak). 

2002 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND 
PROCEDURE (West Group, St. Paul, Minnesota, 2002) (with John E. Nowak). 

2003 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND 
PROCEDURE (West Group, St. Paul, Minnesota, 2003) (with John E. Nowak). 

2004 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND 
PROCEDURE (West Group, St. Paul, Minnesota, 2004) (with John E. Nowak). 

2005 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND 
PROCEDURE (West Group, St. Paul, Minnesota, 2005) (with John E. Nowak). 

2006 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND 
PROCEDURE (West Group, St. Paul, Minnesota, 2006) (with John E. Nowak). 

뾁Ꙋ: 闑넭넍 녅냕꿵 놽뗝ꌱ [AMERICAN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW: INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES 

AND PROCEDURE; published in Korean] (Korean Constitutional Court, 1999) (with 
John E. Nowak). 

PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, 
Westbury, NY, 7th ed. 2000) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

2001 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, New York, N.Y. 2001) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

2002 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, New York, N.Y. 2002) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

2003 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, New York, N.Y. 2003) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 
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LEGAL ETHICS: THE LAWYER’S DESKBOOK ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (ABA-West 
Group, St. Paul, Minn. 2000) (a Treatise on legal ethics, jointly published by the ABA 
and West Group, a division of Thomson Publishing). 

MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW: CASES AND NOTES (West Group, St. Paul, Minnesota, 6th 
ed. 2000). 

2000 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Group, St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 6th ed. 2000). 

2001 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Group, St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 6th ed. 2001). 

2002 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Group, St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 6th ed. 2002). 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (West Group, St. Paul, Minnesota, 6th ed. 2000) (a one volume treatise 
on Constitutional Law) (with John E. Nowak). 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (West Group, St. Paul, Minnesota, 5th ed. 2001, Black Letter 
Series). 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY: A STUDENT’S GUIDE (ABA-West Group, St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 2001). 

LEGAL ETHICS: THE LAWYER’S DESKBOOK ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (ABA-West 
Group, St. Paul, Minn., 2nd ed. 2002) (a Treatise on legal ethics, jointly published by the 
ABA and West Group, a division of Thomson Publishing). 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY: A STUDENT’S GUIDE (ABA-West Group, St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 2nd ed. 2002). 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (West Group, St. Paul, Minnesota, 6th ed. 2002, Black Letter 
Series). 

LEGAL ETHICS IN A NUTSHELL (West Group, St. Paul, Minnesota, 1st ed. 2003, Nutshell 
Series) (with Michael I. Krauss). 

MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW: CASES AND NOTES (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 
7th ed. 2003). 

2003 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (Thomson/West, St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 2003). 

2004 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (Thomson/West, St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 2004). 
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2005 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (Thomson/West, St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 2005). 

2006 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (Thomson/West, St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 2006). 

PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, New 
York, N.Y., 8th ed. 2003) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

2004 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, New York, N.Y. 2004) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

2005 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, New York, N.Y. 2005) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 7th ed. 2004) (a one volume 
treatise on Constitutional Law) (with John E. Nowak). 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 7th ed. 2004, Black 
Letter Series). 

PRINCIPLES OF CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 1st ed. 2004) 
(with John E. Nowak). 

LEGAL ETHICS: THE LAWYER’S DESKBOOK ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (ABA- 
Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minn., 3rd ed. 2005) (a Treatise on legal ethics, jointly 
published by the ABA and Thomson/West) (with John S. Dzienkowski). 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY: A STUDENT’S GUIDE (ABA-Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minn., 
3rd ed. 2005) (a Treatise on legal ethics, jointly published by the ABA and 
Thomson/West) (with John S. Dzienkowski). 

PRINCIPLES OF CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 2nd ed. 2005) 
(with John E. Nowak). 

LEGAL ETHICS IN A NUTSHELL (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 2nd ed. 2006, Nutshell 
Series) (with Michael I. Krauss). 

PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, New 
York, N.Y., 9th ed. 2006) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

2006 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, New York, N.Y. 2006) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

2007 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, New York, N.Y. 2007) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 
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2008 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation 
Press, New York, N.Y. 2008) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

LEGAL ETHICS: THE LAWYER’S DESKBOOK ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (ABA-
Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minn., 4th ed. 2006) (a Treatise on legal ethics, jointly 
published by the ABA and Thomson/West) (with John S. Dzienkowski). 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY: A STUDENT’S GUIDE (ABA-Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minn., 
4th ed. 2006) (a Treatise on legal ethics, jointly published by the ABA and 
Thomson/West) (with John S. Dzienkowski). 

MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW: CASES AND NOTES (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 
8th ed. 2007). 

2007 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (Thomson/West, St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 2007). 

2008 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (Thomson/West, St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 2008). 

TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND PROCEDURE (Thomson/West, St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 4th ed. 2007) (first two volumes of six volume treatise) (with John E. 
Nowak). 

2007 Pocket PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND 
PROCEDURE (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 2007) (with John E. Nowak). 

LEGAL ETHICS IN A NUTSHELL (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 3rd ed. 2007, Nutshell 
Series). 

LEGAL ETHICS: THE LAWYER’S DESKBOOK ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (ABA-
Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minn., 5th ed. 2007) (a Treatise on legal ethics, jointly 
published by the ABA and Thomson/West) (with John S. Dzienkowski). 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY: A STUDENT’S GUIDE (ABA-Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minn., 
5th ed. 2007) (a Treatise on legal ethics, jointly published by the ABA and 
Thomson/West) (with John S. Dzienkowski). 

언론의 자유와 미국 헌법, FREEDOM OF SPEECH AND THE AMERICAN CONSTITUTION 
(Korean Studies Information Co. Ltd.  Publishers, Korea, 2007) (translated into Korean 
by Professor Lee Boo-Ha, Yeungnam University College of Law and Political Science), 
coauthored with Professor John E. Nowak. 

PRINCIPLES OF CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 3rd ed. 2007) 
(with John E. Nowak). 
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TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND PROCEDURE (Thomson/West, St. 
Paul, Minnesota, 4th ed. 2008) (last four volumes of six volume treatise) (with John E. 
Nowak). 

2008 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND 
PROCEDURE (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 2008) (with John E. Nowak). 

2009 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND 
PROCEDURE (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 2009) (with John E. Nowak). 

2010 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND 
PROCEDURE (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 2010) (with John E. Nowak). 

2011 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND 
PROCEDURE (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 2011) (with John E. Nowak). 

2012 POCKET PART TO TREATISE ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAW:  SUBSTANCE AND 
PROCEDURE (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 2012) (with John E. Nowak). 

PROBLEMS AND MATERIALS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, New 
York, N.Y., 10th ed. 2008) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

2009 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, 
New York, N.Y. 2009) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

2010 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, 
New York, N.Y. 2010) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

2011 SELECTED STANDARDS ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Foundation Press, 
New York, N.Y. 2011) (with Thomas D. Morgan). 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 8th ed. 2008, Black 
Letter Series). 

LEGAL ETHICS: THE LAWYER’S DESKBOOK ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (ABA-
Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minn., 6th ed. 2008) (a Treatise on legal ethics, jointly 
published by the ABA and Thomson/West) (with John S. Dzienkowski). 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY: A STUDENT’S GUIDE (ABA-Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minn., 
6th ed. 2008) (a Treatise on legal ethics, jointly published by the ABA and 
Thomson/West) (with John S. Dzienkowski). 

MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW: CASES AND NOTES (West Thomson Reuters, St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 9th ed. 2009). 

2009 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (Thomson/West, St. Paul, 
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Minnesota, 2009). 

2010 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (Thomson/West, St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 2010). 

2011 SUPPLEMENT TO MODERN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (Thomson/West, St. Paul, 
Minnesota, 2011). 

LEGAL ETHICS: THE LAWYER’S DESKBOOK ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (ABA-
Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minn., 7th ed. 2009) (a Treatise on legal ethics, jointly 
published by the ABA and Thomson/West) (with John S. Dzienkowski). 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY: A STUDENT’S GUIDE (ABA-Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minn., 
7th ed. 2009) (a Treatise on legal ethics, jointly published by the ABA and 
Thomson/West) (with John S. Dzienkowski). 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minnesota, 7th ed. 2010) (a one volume 
treatise on Constitutional Law) (with John E. Nowak). 

LEGAL ETHICS: THE LAWYER’S DESKBOOK ON PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (ABA-
Thomson/West, St. Paul, Minn., 8th ed. 2010) (a Treatise on legal ethics, jointly 
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Caperton, and Citizens United, 64 U. ARKANSAS LAW REV. 1 (2011)(Hartman-Hotz 
Distinguished Lecture). 

Transparenţa Judiciară, Etica Judiciară şi o Soluţie Judiciară, REVISTA FORUMUL 
JUDECĂTORILOR 16 (No. 2, 2011). 

The Intellectual Forebears of Citizens United, 16 NEXUS 113 ((2010-2011). 

Are Capitalists Happier?, REUTERS, Aug. 12, 2011, http://blogs.reuters.com/great-
debate/2011/08/12/are-capitalists-happier/ (co-authored with Vernon Smith, 2002 Nobel 
Laureate in Economics, & Bart Wilson), reprinted in, e.g., THE DAILY STAR (Dhaka, 
Bangladesh), Aug. 15, 2011; ETHIOPIAN REVIEW, Aug. 12, 2011.  

Lawyers: Why We Are Different and Why We Are the Same: Creating Structural Incentives in 
Large Law Firms to Promote Ethical Behavior – In-House Ethics Counsel, Bill Padding, 
and In-House Ethics Training, 44 AKRON LAW REV. 679 (2011)(Miller-Becker 
Professional Responsibility Distinguished Lecture Series), reprinted in, 61 DEFENSE LAW 
JOURNAL (Aug. 2012). 

Does ObamaCare, As Written, Prevent Congress From Repealing It?, FOXNEWS.COM (Oct. 28, 
2011, http://www.foxnews.com/opinion/2011/10/27/does-obamacare-prevent-congress-
from-repealing-it/ 

Perry Is Right on Immigration, NATIONAL REVIEW ONLINE, 
http://www.nationalreview.com/corner/281735/perry-right-immigration-ronald-d-rotunda 
(Oct. 31, 2011). 

Kagan’s Recusal from ObamaCare, WASHINGTON TIMES, Dec. 15, 2011, 
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2011/dec/15/kagan-must-recuse-from-
obamacare-case/ . 

Evidence Mounts against Justice Kagan for Recusal in ObamaCare Suit, FOXNEWS.COM (Jan. 
26, 2012), http://www.foxnews.com/opinion/2012/01/26/evidence-mounts-against-
justice-kagan-for-recusal-in-obamacare-suit/  

Kagan Should Recuse from ObamaCare Case, WASHINGTON EXAMINER, Feb. 14, 2012, 
http://washingtonexaminer.com/kagan-should-recuse-from-obamacare-
case/article/269386   

Supreme Court Justice Elena Kagan and the Obamacare Constitutional Challenge, JUDICIAL 
WATCH SPECIAL REPORT, March 2012. 

Obamacare vs. Conscientious Beliefs, ORANGE COUNTY REGISTER, March 28, 2012, 
http://www.ocregister.com/opinion/government-346533-religious-federal.html  

http://blogs.reuters.com/great-debate/2011/08/12/are-capitalists-happier/
http://blogs.reuters.com/great-debate/2011/08/12/are-capitalists-happier/
http://www.foxnews.com/opinion/2011/10/27/does-obamacare-prevent-congress-from-repealing-it/
http://www.foxnews.com/opinion/2011/10/27/does-obamacare-prevent-congress-from-repealing-it/
http://www.nationalreview.com/corner/281735/perry-right-immigration-ronald-d-rotunda
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2011/dec/15/kagan-must-recuse-from-obamacare-case/
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2011/dec/15/kagan-must-recuse-from-obamacare-case/
http://www.foxnews.com/opinion/2012/01/26/evidence-mounts-against-justice-kagan-for-recusal-in-obamacare-suit/
http://www.foxnews.com/opinion/2012/01/26/evidence-mounts-against-justice-kagan-for-recusal-in-obamacare-suit/
http://washingtonexaminer.com/kagan-should-recuse-from-obamacare-case/article/269386
http://washingtonexaminer.com/kagan-should-recuse-from-obamacare-case/article/269386
http://www.ocregister.com/opinion/government-346533-religious-federal.html
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Lessons of Watergate, 54 ORANGE COUNTY LAWYER 19 (April 2012). 

Prosecutorial and Judicial Misconduct, NATIONAL LAW JOURNAL, p. 42 (April 30, 2012)(with 
Alan Dershowitz), reprinted in, THE JERUSALEM POST, May 13, 2012. 

The Wrong Legal "Help" for NY's Poor, NEW YORK POST, June 1, 2012. 

ObamaCare Legal Battles Not Over, ORANGE COUNTY REGISTER, Sept. 27, 2012, at p. 9, 
http://www.ocregister.com/opinion/ipab-372820-congress-proposal.html  

Obama Tax-raising Against JFK precedent: Hiking Rates Will Lose Money, WASHINGTON 
TIMES, Dec. 13, 2012, http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2012/dec/12/obama-tax-
raising-against-jfk-precedent/  

Geithner’s “Story of Inflation,” ORANGE COUNTY REGISTER, Jan. 5, 2013, 
http://www.ocregister.com/opinion/inflation-382532-comic-geithner.html  

Blaming Hollywood for Gun Violence Doesn’t Work, WASHINGTON TIMES, Feb. 20, 2013, 
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2013/feb/20/blaming-hollywood-for-gun-
violence-doesnt-work/  

Exporting American Freedoms, in MODEL, RESOURCE, OR OUTLIER? WHAT EFFECT HAS THE U.S. 
CONSTITUTION HAD ON THE RECENTLY ADOPTED CONSTITUTIONS OF OTHER NATIONS?, at 
12 (Heritage Foundation, May 17, 2013), 
http://www.heritage.org/research/lecture/2013/05/model-resource-or-outlier-what-effect-
has-the-us-constitution-had-on-the-recently-adopted-constitutions-of-other-nations  

‘What did he know, and when did he know it?’, WASHINGTON TIMES, June 5, 2013, 
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2013/jun/5/what-did-he-know-and-when-did-he-
know-it/?utm_source=RSS_Feed&utm_medium=RSS  

Egypt's Constitutional Do-Over: This Time Around, Take a Closer Look at America's Bill of 
Rights, WALL STREET JOURNAL, JULY 17, 2013, at p. A13, 
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424127887323740804578601383340547860.html?
mod=WSJ_Opinion_LEFTTopOpinion#articleTabs%3Darticle  

On the Health-Care Mandate, Obama Reaches Beyond the Law, WASHINGTON POST, July 18, 
2013, http://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/on-the-health-care-mandate-obama-
reaches-beyond-the-law/2013/07/18/d442aefc-efb4-11e2-a1f9-ea873b7e0424_story.html  

The Boston Strangler, the Classroom and Me, WALL STREET JOURNAL, JULY 26, 2013, 
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424127887324783204578623714232084132.html?
KEYWORDS=rotunda  

http://www.law.com/jsp/nlj/PubArticleNLJ.jsp?id=1202550419883&Prosecutorial_and_judicial_misconduct&slreturn=1=1
http://www.jpost.com/Business/Commentary/Article.aspx?id=269791
http://www.nypost.com/p/news/opinion/opedcolumnists/the_wrong_legal_help_for_ny_poor_w5qc3Q7CB3EMaqiD496sAO
http://www.ocregister.com/opinion/ipab-372820-congress-proposal.html
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2012/dec/12/obama-tax-raising-against-jfk-precedent/
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2012/dec/12/obama-tax-raising-against-jfk-precedent/
http://www.ocregister.com/opinion/inflation-382532-comic-geithner.html
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2013/feb/20/blaming-hollywood-for-gun-violence-doesnt-work/
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2013/feb/20/blaming-hollywood-for-gun-violence-doesnt-work/
http://www.heritage.org/research/lecture/2013/05/model-resource-or-outlier-what-effect-has-the-us-constitution-had-on-the-recently-adopted-constitutions-of-other-nations
http://www.heritage.org/research/lecture/2013/05/model-resource-or-outlier-what-effect-has-the-us-constitution-had-on-the-recently-adopted-constitutions-of-other-nations
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2013/jun/5/what-did-he-know-and-when-did-he-know-it/?utm_source=RSS_Feed&utm_medium=RSS
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2013/jun/5/what-did-he-know-and-when-did-he-know-it/?utm_source=RSS_Feed&utm_medium=RSS
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424127887323740804578601383340547860.html?mod=WSJ_Opinion_LEFTTopOpinion#articleTabs%3Darticle
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424127887323740804578601383340547860.html?mod=WSJ_Opinion_LEFTTopOpinion#articleTabs%3Darticle
http://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/on-the-health-care-mandate-obama-reaches-beyond-the-law/2013/07/18/d442aefc-efb4-11e2-a1f9-ea873b7e0424_story.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/on-the-health-care-mandate-obama-reaches-beyond-the-law/2013/07/18/d442aefc-efb4-11e2-a1f9-ea873b7e0424_story.html
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424127887324783204578623714232084132.html?KEYWORDS=rotunda
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Generous Pensions Give New Meaning to 'If It's too Good to Be True,' FORBES MAGAZINE, Sept. 
27, 2013, http://www.forbes.com/sites/realspin/2013/09/27/generous-pensions-give-new-
meaning-to-if-its-too-good-to-be-true/  

Applying the Revised ABA Model Rules in the Age of the Internet: The Problem of Metadata, 52 
HOFSTRA LAW REVIEW 175 (2013). 

On Deep Background 41 Years Later: Roe v. Wade, CHICAGO TRIBUNE, Jan. 22, 2014.  

Congress Cannot Stop the Exporting of American Oil, THE HILL: THE HILL’S FORUM FOR 
LAWMAKERS AND POLICY PROFESSIONALS, Jan. 27, 2014. 

Congress and Lois Lerner in Contempt, DAILY CALLER, April 10, 2014.  

Using the State to Bully Dissidents, VERDICT: LEGAL ANALYSIS AND COMMENTARY FROM 
JUSTIA, April 24, 2014. 

Endangering Jurors in a Terror Trial, WALL STREET JOURNAL, May 2, 2014, at p. A13. 

http://www.forbes.com/sites/realspin/2013/09/27/generous-pensions-give-new-meaning-to-if-its-too-good-to-be-true/
http://www.forbes.com/sites/realspin/2013/09/27/generous-pensions-give-new-meaning-to-if-its-too-good-to-be-true/
http://thehill.com/blogs/congress-blog/judicial/196398-congress-cannot-stop-the-exporting-of-american-oil
http://dailycaller.com/2014/04/10/congress-must-hold-lois-lerner-in-contempt/
http://verdict.justia.com/2014/04/24/using-state-bully-dissidents
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Other Activities: 

March-April, 1984, Expert Witness for State of Nebraska on Legal Ethics at the Impeachment 
Trial of Nebraska Attorney General Paul L. Douglas (tried before the State Supreme 
Court; the first impeachment trial in nearly a century). 

July 1985, Assistant Chief Counsel, State of Alaska, Senate Impeachment Inquiry of Governor 
William Sheffield, (presented before the Alaskan Senate). 

Speaker at various ABA sponsored conferences on Legal Ethics; Speaker at AALS workshop 
on Legal Ethics; Speaker on ABA videotape series, “Dilemmas in Legal Ethics.” 

Interviewed at various times on Radio and Television shows, such as MacNeil/Lehrer News 
Hour, Firing Line, CNN News, CNN Burden of Proof, ABC’s Nightline, National 
Public Radio, News Hour with Jim Lehrer, Fox News, etc. 

1985--1986, Reporter for Illinois Judicial Conference, Committee on Judicial Ethics. 

1981-1986, Radio commentator (weekly comments on legal issues in the news), WILL-AM 
Public Radio. 

1986-87, Reporter of Illinois State Bar Association Committee on Professionalism. 

1987-2000, Member of Consultant Group of American Law Institute’s RESTATEMENT OF THE 
LAW GOVERNING LAWYERS. 

1986-1994, Consultant, Administrative Conference of the United States (on various issues 
relating to conflicts of interest and legal ethics). 

1989-1992, Member, Bar Admissions Committee of the Association of American Law Schools. 

1990-1991, Member, Joint Illinois State Bar Association & Chicago Bar Association 
Committee on Professional Conduct. 

1991-1997, Member, American Bar Association Standing Committee on Professional 
Discipline.  
CHAIR, Subcommittee on Model Rules Review (1992-1997).  [The subcommittee that I 

chaired drafted the MODEL RULES FOR LAWYER DISCIPLINARY ENFORCEMENT 
that the ABA House of Delegates approved on August 11, 1993.] 

1992, Member, Illinois State Bar Association [ISBA] Special Committee on Professionalism; 
CHAIR, Subcommittee on Celebration of the Legal Profession. 

Spring 1993, Constitutional Law Adviser, SUPREME NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CAMBODIA.  I 
traveled to Cambodia and worked with officials of UNTAC (the United Nations 
Transitional Authority in Cambodia) and Cambodian political leaders, who were 
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charged with drafting a new Constitution to govern that nation after the United Nations 
troop withdrawal. 

1994-1997, LIAISON, ABA Standing Committee on Ethics and Professional Responsibility. 

1994-1996, Member, Illinois State Bar Association [ISBA] Standing Committee on the 
Attorney Registration and Disciplinary Commission. 

Winter 1996, Constitutional Law Adviser, SUPREME CONSTITUTIONAL COURT OF MOLDOVA. 

Under the auspices of the United States Agency for International Development, I 
consulted with the six-member Supreme Constitutional Court of Moldova in 
connection with that Court’s efforts to create an independent judiciary.  The Court 
came into existence on January 1, 1996. 

Spring 1996, Consultant, CHAMBER OF ADVOCATES, of the CZECH REPUBLIC. 

Under the auspices of the United States Agency for International Development, I 
spent the month of May 1996, in Prague, drafting Rules of Professional 
Responsibility for all lawyers in the Czech Republic.  I also drafted the first Bar 
Examination on Professional Responsibility, and consulted with the Czech 
Supreme Court in connection with the Court’s proposed Rules of Judicial Ethics 
and the efforts of the Court to create an independent judiciary.  

Consulted with (and traveled to) various counties on constitutional and judicial issues (e.g., 
Romania, Moldova, Ukraine, Cambodia) in connection with their move to democracy. 

1997-1999, Special Counsel, Office of Independent Counsel (Whitewater Investigation). 

Lecturer on issues relating to Constitutional Law, Federalism, Nation-Building, and the Legal 
Profession, throughout the United States as well as Canada, Cambodia, Czech Republic, 
England, Italy, Mexico, Moldova, Romania, Scotland, Turkey, Ukraine, and Venezuela. 

1998-2002, Member, ADVISORY COUNCIL TO ETHICS 2000, the ABA Commission considering 
revisions to the ABA Model Rules of Professional Conduct. 

2000-2002, Member, ADVISORY BOARD TO THE INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF TEAMSTERS 
(This Board was charged with removing any remaining vestiges of organized crime to 
influence the Union, its officers, or its members.)  This Board was part of “Project 
RISE” (“Respect, Integrity, Strength, Ethics”). 

2001-2008, Member, Editorial Board, CATO SUPREME COURT REVIEW. 

2005-2006, Member of the Task Force on Judicial Functions of the Commission on Virginia 
Courts in the 21st Century: To Benefit All, to Exclude None 
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July, 2007, Riga, Latvia, International Judicial Conference hosted by the United States 
Embassy, the Supreme Court of Latvia, and the Latvian Ministry of Justice. I was one 
of the main speakers along with Justice Samuel Alito, the President of Latvia, the Prime 
Minister of Latvia, the Chief Justice of Latvia, and the Minister of Justice of Latvia 

Since 1994, Member, Publications Board of the ABA Center for Professional Responsibility; 
vice chair, 1997-2001. 

Since 1996, Member, Executive Committee of the Professional Responsibility, Legal Ethics & 
Legal Education Practice Group of the Federalist Society; Chair-elect, 1999; Chair, 
2000 

Since 2003, Member, Advisory Board, the Center for Judicial Process, an interdisciplinary 
research center (an interdisciplinary research center connected to Albany Law School 
studying courts and judges) 

Since 2012, Distinguished International Research Fellow at the World Engagement Institute, a 
non-profit, multidisciplinary and academically-based non-governmental organization 
with the mission to facilitate professional global engagement for international 
development and poverty reduction, http://www.weinstitute.org/fellows.html  

Since 2014, Associate Editor of the Editorial Board, THE INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF 
SUSTAINABLE HUMAN SECURITY (IJSHS), a peer-reviewed publication of the World 
Engagement Institute (WEI) 

Since 2014, Member, Board of Directors of the Harvard Law School Association of Orange 
County 

Since 2014, Member, Editorial Board of THE JOURNAL OF LEGAL EDUCATION (2014 to 2016). 

 

http://www.weinstitute.org/fellows.html
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'Free speech' advocate works to 
silence Larry Klayman 
Exclusive: Jack Cashill exposes radical ideology of lawyer pushing 
punishment 

By Jack Cashill 

Published January 1, 2020 at 5:38pm 

 
In July of 2019, a hearing committee of the District of Columbia Bar Board of 
Professional Responsibility made a recommendation that Judicial Watch 
founder Larry Klayman be suspended, a recommendation now under appeal, 
from the practice of law in the district for 33 months. 

The three-person committee strangely and inexplicably included only two 
attorneys, both of whom are of the left, and one of whom, Michael Tigar, is 
proudly far left. 

How far left? Consider the following review on the jacket of Tigar's most 
recent book: "'An incisive, unsparing, creative, brilliant critique of capitalist 
law and its dire human consequences.' – BERNARDINE DOHRN, co-editor 
with Bill Ayers, Race Discourse: Against White Supremacy." 

In the book, "Mythologies of State and Monopoly Power," Tigar emphasizes 
the Marxist notion that "the law is not what is says but what it does." Not 
liking the "dire human consequences" of the law as it exists, Tigar is not above 
twisting the law to his own ends. 

Klayman suspects that Tigar, something of a superstar in Marxist circles, was 
recruited by the committee chairman, Anthony Fitch to sit on the committee 
with him. The two appeared chummy throughout the proceeding, and Fitch 
seemed downright deferential. 

Throughout the proceeding, Tigar could barely conceal his disdain for the 
conservative, pro-capitalist, pro-Israel, pro-Trump activist Klayman. 



In testifying as to why he founded Judicial Watch, Klayman explained his 
objections to the fact that federal judges were often chosen on the basis of 
political contributions by their law firms, labor unions or corporations. 

As a result, said Klayman, "the best and the brightest" do not always make 
their way onto the bench. At this, Tigar grew visibly angry and shot back that 
his son, Jon Tigar, also a graduate of Berkeley Law School, was a federal judge. 

President Barack Obama had appointed young Tigar to the federal bench in 
San Francisco. Klayman said he did not mean to impugn Tigar's son, but 
Judge Tigar deserved impugning. Tigar is the same federal judge who willy-
nilly enjoined President Trump's asylum policy for illegal immigrants. 

In its article on Klayman's recommended suspension, the Washington Post 
observed, that the "conservative" Klayman "is a notably combative litigant 
whose no-holds-barred tactics and robust use of the Freedom of Information 
Act have made him a dreaded – and sometimes loathed – inquisitor." 

The Post also noted that Klayman writes for "WorldNetDaily, a right-wing 
news aggregator site." As to the left-wing politics of Fitch and Tigar, the Post 
predictably made no mention at all and failed to take seriously Klayman's 
claim that "It was a very politicized hearing committee." 

The case itself has little to do with politics. It involves Klayman's pro-bono 
defense of a female Persian broadcaster at Voice of America. When she did not 
get the result she wanted, she turned on Klayman. 

Both the Florida and Pennsylvania Bars dismissed identical complaints six 
years earlier. Following Trump's election, the head of the D.C. Bar Disciplinary 
Counsel resurrected the complaint six years after the woman had abandoned 
it. 

Klayman believes that it was his high-profile legal advocacy on Trump's behalf 
that awakened legal radicals to the political potential of what is now a 10-year-
old case. 



"For Tigar, I am a conservative scalp," says Klayman, who is still able to 
practice law in D.C. during the appeal, "and one that he obviously harbors an 
animus toward, particularly given my support of Trump." 

The 78-year-old Tigar has been an 
unapologetic disciple of the hard left from his 
student days. In his memoir, he boasts of his 
fond feelings for the brothers Castro and his 
attendance at the notorious Soviet-sponsored 
World Festival of Youth and Students in 
Helsinki in 1962. 

Tigar's radicalism alarmed even liberal 
Supreme Court Chief Justice Earl Warren. 
According to Tigar, in 1965 Warren ordered 
Justice William Brennan to fire Tigar, then 
clerking for Brennan, and Brennan did just 
that. 

Tigar has not mellowed as he has grown older. 
In fact, he has turned as the larger progressive movement has from defending 
free speech to suppressing it. 

"Of all the remarkable developments of the past decade," argues British author 
Frank Furedi, "none has been more sinister than the West's gradual surrender 
of mankind's most important values: the twin ideals of freedom of speech and 
expression." 

In Washington, that "surrender" has been imposed almost exclusively on the 
political right. Enforcing it are attorneys like Tigar and Fitch, the Democrats in 
Congress, federal judges of the Jon Tigar mold, and the intel agencies, all with 
the indispensable support of an increasingly leftist media. 

The same Michael Tigar who supported the free speech movement while a law 
student at Berkeley in the 1960s is now working actively to silence Larry 
Klayman. It is hard to interpret Tigar's behavior otherwise. 

	

	

Michael	Tigar	with	Ramon	Castro,	the	
oldest	of	the	Castro	brothers,	in	1978.	
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Kevin Clinesmith, convicted ex-FBI

lawyer: Allowed to negotiate a light

sentence.

YouTube/Fox News

A former senior FBI lawyer who falsified a surveillance document in the Trump-Russia investigation has
been restored as a member in "good standing" by the District of Columbia Bar Association even though
he has yet to finish serving out his probation as a convicted felon, according to disciplinary records
obtained by RealClearInvestigations.

The move is the latest in a series of exceptions the bar
has made for Kevin Clinesmith, who pleaded guilty in
August 2020 to doctoring an email used to justify a
surveillance warrant targeting former Trump campaign
adviser Carter Page.

Clinesmith was sentenced to 12 months probation last
January. But the D.C. Bar did not seek his disbarment, as
is customary after lawyers are convicted of serious
crimes involving the administration of justice. In this case,
it did not even initiate disciplinary proceedings against
him until February of this year — five months after he
pleaded guilty and four days after
RealClearInvestigations first reported he had not been
disciplined. After the negative publicity, the bar
temporarily suspended Clinesmith pending a review and

DC Bar

DC Bar Restores
Convicted FBI Russiagate
Forger to ‘Good Standing’
Amid Irregularities and
Leniency
By Paul Sperry, RealClearInvestigations 
December 16, 2021

https://www.realclearinvestigations.com/
https://www.dcbar.org/
https://www.realclearinvestigations.com/articles/2021/01/28/dc_fails_to_disbar_anti-trump_fbi_lawyer_despite_guilty_plea_126937.html
https://www.dcbar.org/
https://www.realclearinvestigations.com/authors/paul_sperry/
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John Durham, Trump-Russia special

counsel: He may still have Clinesmith

in his sights.
Department of Justice via AP

temporarily suspended Clinesmith pending a review and
hearing. Then in September, the court that oversees the
bar and imposes sanctions agreed with its

recommendation to let Clinesmith off suspension with time served; the bar, in turn, restored his status to
"active member" in "good standing."

Before quietly making that decision, however, records indicate the bar did not check with his probation
officer to see if he had violated the terms of his sentence or if he had completed the community service
requirement of volunteering 400 hours. 

To fulfill the terms of his probation, Clinesmith volunteered at Street Sense Media in Washington but
stopped working at the nonprofit group last summer, which has not been previously reported. "I can
confirm he was a volunteer here," Street Sense editorial director Eric Falquero told RCI, without
elaborating about how many hours he worked. Clinesmith had helped edit and research articles for the
weekly newspaper, which coaches the homeless on how to "sleep on the streets" and calls for a
"universal living wage" and prison reform. 

From the records, it also appears bar officials did not consult with the FBI's Inspection Division, which has
been debriefing Clinesmith to determine if he was involved in any other surveillance abuses tied to
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act warrants, in addition to the one used against Page. Clinesmith's
cooperation was one of the conditions of the plea deal he struck with Special Counsel John Durham. If he
fails to fully cooperate, including turning over any relevant materials or records in his possession, he could
be subject to perjury or obstruction charges.

Clinesmith — who was assigned to some of the FBI's
most sensitive and high-profile investigations — may still
be in Durham's sights regarding others areas of his wide-
ranging probe. 

The scope of his mandate as special counsel is broader
than commonly understood: In addition to examining the
legal justification for the FBI's "Russiagate" probe, it also
includes examining the bureau's handling of the
inquiry into Hillary Clinton's use of an unsecured email
server, which she set up in her basement to send and
receive classified information, and her destruction of
more than 30,000 subpoenaed emails she generated
while running the State Department. As assistant FBI
general counsel in the bureau's national security branch,
Clinesmith played an instrumental role in that
investigation, which was widely criticized by FBI and
Justice Department veterans, along with ethics
watchdogs, as fraught with suspicious irregularities. 

Clinesmith also worked on former Special Counsel
Robert Mueller's probe into the 2016 Trump campaign as
the key attorney linking his office to the FBI. He was the
only headquarters lawyer assigned to Mueller.
Durham's investigators are said to be looking into the
Mueller team's actions as well. 

The D.C. Bar's treatment of Clinesmith, a registered Democrat who sent anti-Trump rants to FBI
colleagues after the Republican was elected, has raised questions from the start. Normally the bar
automatically suspends the license of members who plead guilty to a felony. But in Clinesmith's case, it
delayed suspending him on even an interim basis for several months and only acted after RCI revealed
the break Clinesmith was given, records confirm.

It then allowed him to negotiate his fate, which is rarely
done in any misconduct investigation, let alone one

https://join.dcbar.org/eWeb/DynamicPage.aspx?Site=dcbar&WebCode=FindMemberResults
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involving a serious crime, according to a review of past
cases. It also overlooked violations of its own rules:
Clinesmith apparently broke the bar's rule requiring
reporting his guilty plea "promptly" to the court — within
10 days of entering it — and failed to do so for five
months, reveal transcripts of a July disciplinary hearing
obtained by RCI. 

"I did not see evidence that you informed the court,"
Rebecca Smith, the chairwoman of the D.C. Bar
panel conducting the hearing, admonished Clinesmith.

"[T]hat was frankly just an error," Clinesmith's lawyer
stepped in to explain. 

Smith also scolded the bar's Office of Disciplinary
Counsel for the "delay" in reporting the offense, since
it negotiated the deal with Clinesmith, pointing out:
"Disciplinary counsel did not report the plea to the court
and initiate a disciplinary proceeding." Bill Ross, the
assistant disciplinary counsel who represented the office

at the hearing, argued Clinesmith shouldn't be held responsible and blamed the oversight on the COVID
pandemic. 

The Democrat-controlled panel, known as the Board on Professional Responsibility, nonetheless gave
Clinesmith a pass, rubberstamping the light sentence he negotiated with the bar's chief prosecutor,
Disciplinary Counsel Hamilton "Phil" Fox, while admitting it was "unusual." Federal Election Commission
records show Fox, a former Watergate prosecutor, is a major donor to Democrats, including former
President Obama. All three members of the board also are Democratic donors, FEC data reveal. 

While the D.C. Bar delayed taking any action against Clinesmith, the Michigan Bar, where he is also
licensed, automatically suspended him the day he pleaded guilty. And on Sept. 30, records show,
the Michigan Bar's attorney discipline board suspended Clinesmith for two years, from the date of his
guilty plea through Aug. 19, 2022, and fined him $1,037.

"[T]he panel found that respondent engaged in conduct that was prejudicial to the proper administration
of justice [and] exposed the legal profession or the courts to obloquy, contempt, censure or reproach," the
board ruled against Clinesmith, adding that his misconduct "was contrary to justice, ethics, honesty or
good morals; violated the standards or rules of professional conduct adopted by the Supreme Court; and
violated a criminal law of the United States." 

Normally, bars arrange what's called "reciprocal discipline" for unethical attorneys licensed in their
jurisdictions. But this was not done in the case of Clinesmith. The D.C. Bar decided to go much easier on
the former FBI attorney, further raising suspicions the anti-Trump felon was given favorable treatment.

In making the bar's case not to strip Clinesmith of his
license or effectively punish him going forward, Fox
disregarded key findings by Durham about Clinesmith's
intent to deceive the FISA court as a government
attorney who held a position of trust. 

Clinesmith confessed to creating a false document by
changing the wording in a June 2017 CIA email to state
Page was "not a source" for the CIA when in fact the
agency had told Clinesmith and the FBI on multiple
occasions Page had been providing information about
Russia to it for years — a revelation that, if disclosed to
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court, would have
undercut the FBI's case for electronically monitoring

https://www.adbmich.org/getattachment/22bfdfe7-6645-4cf9-9dcf-e71167571fc7/22bfdfe7-6645-4cf9-9dcf-e71167571fc7.aspx
https://www.adbmich.org/getattachment/22bfdfe7-6645-4cf9-9dcf-e71167571fc7/22bfdfe7-6645-4cf9-9dcf-e71167571fc7.aspx
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undercut the FBI s case for electronically monitoring
Page as a supposed Russian agent and something that
Durham noted Clinesmith understood all too well.  

Bar records show Fox simply took Clinesmith's word that
he believed the change in wording was accurate and that
in making it, he mistakenly took a "shortcut" to save time
and had no intent to deceive the court or the case agents
preparing the application for the warrant. 

Durham demonstrated that Clinesmith certainly did
intend to mislead the FISA court. "By his own words, it
appears that the defendant falsified the email in order to
conceal [Page's] former status as a source and to avoid making an embarrassing disclosure to the FISC,"
the special prosecutor asserted in his 20-page memo to the sentencing judge, in which he urged a prison
term of up to six months for Clinesmith. "Such a disclosure would have drawn a strong and hostile
response from the FISC for not disclosing it sooner [in earlier warrant applications]." 

As proof of Clinesmith's intent to deceive, Durham cited an internal message Clinesmith sent the FBI
agent preparing the application, who relied on Clinesmith to tell him what the CIA said about Page. "At
least we don't have to have a terrible footnote" explaining that Page was a source for the CIA in the
application, Clinesmith wrote.

The FBI lawyer also removed the initial email he sent to the CIA inquiring about Page's status as a source
before forwarding the CIA email to another FBI agent, blinding him to the context of the exchange about
Page.

Durham also noted that Clinesmith repeatedly changed his story after the Justice Department's watchdog
first confronted him with the altered email during an internal 2019 investigation. What's more, he falsely
claimed his CIA contact told him in phone calls that Page was not a source, conversations the contact
swore never happened.

Fox also maintained that Clinesmith had no personal motive in forging the document. But Durham cited
virulently anti-Trump political messages Clinesmith sent to other FBI employees after Trump won in 2016
– including a battle cry to "fight" Trump and his policies – and argued that his clear political bias may have
led to his criminal misconduct. 

"It is plausible that his strong political views and/or personal dislike of [Trump] made him more willing to
engage in the fraudulent and unethical conduct to which he has pled guilty," Durham told U.S. District
Judge Jeb Boasberg.

Boasberg, a Democrat appointed by President Obama,
spared Clinesmith jail time and let him serve out his
probation from home. Fox and the D.C. Bar sided with
Boasberg, who accepted Clinesmith's claim he did not
intentionally deceive the FISA court, which Boasberg
happens to preside over, and even offered an excuse for
his criminal conduct. 

"My view of the evidence is that Mr. Clinesmith likely
believed that what he said about Mr. Page was
true," Boasberg said. "By altering the email, he was
saving himself some work and taking an inappropriate
shortcut." 

Fox echoed the judge's reasoning in essentially letting
Clinesmith off the hook. (The deal they struck, which the
U.S. District Court of Appeals that oversees the bar
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approved in September, called for a one-year
suspension, but the suspension began retroactively in
August 2020, which made it meaningless.)
Boasberg opined that Clinesmith had "already suffered"
punishment by losing his FBI job and $150,000 salary. 

But, Boasberg assumed, wrongly as it turned out, that
Clinesmith also faced possible disbarment. "And who
knows where his earnings go now," the judge
sympathized. "He may be disbarred or suspended from
the practice of law." 

Anticipating such a punishment, Boasberg waived a
recommended fine of up to $10,000, arguing that
Clinesmith couldn't afford it. He also waived the regular
drug testing usually required during probation, while
returning Clinesmith's passport. And he gave his blessing

to Clinesmith's request to serve out his probation as a volunteer journalist, before wishing him well: "Mr.
Clinesmith, best of luck to you." 

Fox did not respond to requests for comment. But he argued in a petition to the board that his deal with
Clinesmith was "not unduly lenient," because it was comparable to sanctions imposed in similar cases.
However, none of the cases he cited involved the FBI, Justice Department or FISA court. One case
involved a lawyer who made false statements to obtain construction permits, while another made false
statements to help a client become a naturalized citizen – a far cry from falsifying evidence to spy on an
American citizen. 

Durham noted that in providing the legal support for a warrant application to the secret FISA court,
Clinesmith had "a heightened duty of candor," since FISA targets do not have legal representation before
the court.

He argued Clinesmith's offense was "a very serious crime with significant repercussions" and suggested it
made him unfit to practice law.

"An attorney – particularly an attorney in the FBI's Office of General Counsel – is the last person that FBI
agents or this court should expect to create a false document," Durham said.

The warrant Clinesmith helped obtain has since been deemed invalid and the surveillance of Page illegal.
Never charged with a crime, Page is now suing the FBI and Justice Department for $75 million for
violating his constitutional rights against improper searches and seizures.
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Explaining the D.C. Bar's disciplinary process in a 2019
interview with Washington Lawyer magazine, Fox said
that "the lawyer has the burden of proving they are fit to
practice again. Have they accepted responsibility for
their conduct?" His office's website said a core function is
to "deter attorneys from engaging in misconduct." 

In the same interview, Fox maintained that he tries to insulate his investigative decisions from political
bias. "I try to make sure our office is not used as a political tool," he said. "We don't want to be a political
tool for the Democrats or Republicans."

Bar records from the Clinesmith case show Fox suggested the now-discredited Trump-Russia "collusion"
investigation was "a legitimate and highly important investigation."

One longstanding member of the D.C. Bar with direct knowledge of Clinesmith's case before the bar
suspects its predominantly Democratic board went soft on him due to partisan politics. "The District of
Columbia is a very liberal bar," he said. "Basically, they went light on the him because he's also a
Democrat who hated Trump."

Meanwhile, the D.C. Bar has not initiated disciplinary proceedings against Michael Sussmann,
another Washington attorney charged by Durham. Records show Sussmann remains an "active member"
of the bar in "good standing," which also has not been previously reported. The former Hillary Clinton
campaign lawyer, who recently resigned from Washington-based Perkins Coie LLP, is accused of lying to
federal investigators about his client while passing off a report falsely linking Trump to the Kremlin.

While Sussmann has pleaded not guilty and has yet to face trial, criminal grand jury indictments usually
prompt disciplinary proceedings and interim suspensions.

Paul Kamenar of the National Legal and Policy Center, a government ethics watchdog, has called for the
disbarment of both Clinesmith and Sussmann. He noted that the D.C. Court of Appeals must
automatically disbar an attorney who commits a crime of moral turpitude, which includes crimes involving
the "administration of justice."

"Clinesmith pled guilty to a felony. The only appropriate sanction for committing a serious felony that also
interfered with the proper administration of justice and constituted misrepresentation, fraud and moral
turpitude, is disbarment," he said. "Anything less would minimize the seriousness of the misconduct" and
fail to deter other offenders.

Disciplinary Counsel Fox appears to go tougher on Republican bar members. For example, he recently
opened a formal investigation of former Trump attorney Rudy Giuliani, who records show Fox put under
"temporary disciplinary suspension" pending the outcome of the ethics probe, which is separate from the
one being conducted by the New York bar. In July, the New York Bar also suspended the former GOP
mayor on an interim basis. 

Giuliani has not been convicted of a crime or even charged with one.

This and all other original articles created by RealClearInvestigations may be republished for
free with attribution (These terms do not apply to outside articles linked on the site )
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In re Clinesmith

District of Columbia Court of Appeals

September 2, 2021, Decided

No. 21-BG-18
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2021 D.C. App. LEXIS 253 *; 258 A.3d 161; 2021 WL 4074424

IN RE KEVIN E. CLINESMITH, RESPONDENT. A 
Suspended Member of the Bar of the District of 
Columbia Court of Appeals (Bar Registration No. 
984265).

Notice: THIS OPINION IS SUBJECT TO FORMAL 
REVISION BEFORE PUBLICATION IN THE ATLANTIC 
AND MARYLAND REPORTERS. USERS ARE 
REQUESTED TO NOTIFY THE CLERK OF THE 
COURT OF ANY FORMAL ERRORS SO THAT 
CORRECTIONS MAY BE MADE BEFORE THE 
BOUND VOLUMES GO TO PRESS.

Prior History:  [*1] (DDN 305-19).

Judges: Before GLICKMAN and DEAHL, Associate 
Judges, and NEBEKER, Senior Judge.

Opinion

On Report and Recommendation of the Board on 
Professional Responsibility Hearing Committee Number 
Four Approving Petition for Negotiated Discipline

PER CURIAM: This decision is non-precedential. Please 
refer to D.C. Bar R. XI, § 12.1(d) regarding the 
appropriate citation of this opinion.

In this disciplinary matter, Hearing Committee Number 
Four (the Committee) recommends approval of an 
amended petition for negotiated attorney discipline. See 
D.C. Bar R. XI, § 12.1(c). The amended petition is 
based on Respondent's guilty plea to one count of 
making a false statement in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 
1001(a)(3) for his actions in modifying a document while 
employed by the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 
as Assistant General Counsel in the National Security 
and Cyber Law Branch of the FBI's Office of General 
Counsel. The Committee determined this was a serious 
crime in violation of D.C. Bar R. XI, § 10(d), but not one 
involving moral turpitude, either per se or on the specific 
facts. The Committee concluded that Respondent's 
misconduct violated Rule 8.4(b) and (c) of the District of 

Columbia Rules of Professional Conduct. The 
Committee determined that the negotiated discipline of 
a one-year suspension nunc pro tunc to August 25, 
2020—the date he self-reported his conviction [*2]  to 
Disciplinary Counsel—was not unduly lenient.

Having reviewed the Committee's recommendation in 
accordance with our procedures in uncontested 
disciplinary cases, see D.C. Bar R. XI, § 12.1(d), we 
agree this case is appropriate for negotiated discipline 
and the proposed sanction is not unduly lenient or 
inconsistent with dispositions imposed for comparable 
professional misconduct. Accordingly, it is

ORDERED that Respondent Kevin E. Clinesmith is 
hereby suspended from the practice of law in the District 
of Columbia for one year nunc pro tunc to August 25, 
2020.

So ordered.
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1           MR. KLAYMAN:  Ok.
2 BY MR. KLAYMAN:
3      Q.   That you wanted Bar Counsel to file a
4 sexual harassment case for you.  You asked them
5 that within the last year, against VOA.
6      A.   I asked if it's doable.
7      Q.   And you asked Bar Counsel to do it for
8 you, correct?
9      A.   I asked if it's doable.

10           I asked, once this is over, can I
11 take -- once I prove --
12           THE WITNESS:  Can I say exactly what
13 I -- I don't know.
14           Is it just yes or no, or I can say what
15 I asked?
16           I asked, once this is over, and so we
17 can prove and show why I couldn't have him as my
18 attorney any more, that he was not capable to work
19 as my attorney any more because he had more
20 interest, so, then is there any way that I can
21 pick the VOA case up, because then we can show
22 that I didn't fail to apply.  It was that I had

Page 490

1 this problem that I had to resolve before I go
2 back to VOA.
3 BY MR. KLAYMAN:
4      Q.   What did Bar Counsel tell you?
5      A.   He said he doesn't know.  He can't
6 advise me on that.
7      Q.   So you think that this case right now
8 that you're here on today is going to somehow
9 revive your sexual harassment claim against VOA?

10      A.   No, I don't think that.  It was just
11 asking I asked.  That's not why I'm here.
12      Q.   You also told Bar Counsel that you
13 wanted to pursue the case now because you wanted
14 to be able to say to future employers, or explain
15 to them, why your career had not gone as well as
16 you had wanted, correct?
17      A.   Correct.
18      Q.   So basically you want, as you testified
19 yesterday, revenge against me and Mr. Falahati to
20 explain why you're unhappy with your professional
21 and personal life?
22      A.   No, I did not say that.

Page 491

1           I said, when I was in a bad state of
2 mind, in a hole eight years ago, I was so angry
3 and hurt for what Mr. Klayman did and before.
4           So, in that state of mind, I was going
5 to take my life and then everybody would find out
6 what happened.
7           Because, to this day, I haven't been
8 able to tell anyone that -- anyone what Mr.
9 Klayman did to me and why I couldn't have him

10 represent me any more.
11           To this day, everybody's asking me,
12 "Did you wrongly accuse your coworker for sexual
13 harassment?  How come that he's still working
14 there and you're not?"  People are still wondering
15 why.
16           But I cannot go and say that my own
17 attorney that's representing me for a sexual
18 harassment case is suddenly falling in love with
19 me and cannot at all, as you said yourself,
20 several times, that "a car cannot run on empty
21 fuel" and you cannot represent me because you're
22 too in love with me and you're feelings are coming
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1 in the middle of this.
2           I can't say that, because it's -- I
3 always think what people are going to think and
4 say that, "So, her own lawyer now?"
5           So therefore, I wanted this to be
6 resolved here.
7 BY MR. KLAYMAN:
8      Q.   Over the lunch break you talked about
9 your testimony, not with Mr. Smith, but with some

10 other people, didn't you?
11      A.   Over what?
12      Q.   Over our lunch today, you talked about
13 your testimony, not with Mr. Smith, but with some
14 other people.
15           You talked with Sam?
16      A.   No, I didn't.
17      Q.   You talked with Kathleen?
18      A.   No, I didn't.
19      Q.   Now, assuming what you say is correct,
20 you're aware that I advised you --
21      A.   I didn't.  That is correct.
22      Q.   That's your opinion.
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1 sir.
2      Q.   And we decided not to use -- you
3 decided not to use that psychologist, and then I
4 found the name of another psychologist through a
5 former client of mine, Alice Elise.
6           Do you remember that?
7      A.   I don't remember.
8      Q.   You did meet Alice, though?  You
9 remember her?

10      A.   I remember my two -- at that point I
11 was very sick, so, I remember that I saw a few
12 doctors, yes.
13      Q.   Yes.  And I took you to see -- I got
14 the name of a psychologist from Alice, you
15 remember that, and then that psychologist, because
16 she was representing Alice -- because Alice had
17 been a sexual harassment victim, as well, I had
18 represented her -- represented that someone else
19 could perhaps help, you and that person was Arlene
20 Aviera.
21           Do you remember that?
22      A.   Yes.

Page 350

1      Q.   And then I took you to Arlene Aviera?
2      A.   Yes.
3      Q.   I believe that we sat down with Arlene,
4 we'll call her Arlene, and you explained your
5 situation and started crying and sobbing again?
6      A.   Yes.
7      Q.   You remember that?
8      A.   Yes.
9      Q.   And I asked Arlene in front of you,

10 "Can you please help Elham."
11           Do you remember that?
12      A.   Yes.
13      Q.   And I said, "If she can't pay the fees,
14 Dr. Aviera, don't worry about it, I'll pay them."
15      A.   Yes.
16      Q.   You then began to see Dr. Aviera?
17      A.   I'm sorry, what?
18      Q.   You then set up a schedule to be
19 counseled by Dr. Aviera?
20      A.   Yes.
21      Q.   And I was not present during those
22 counseling sessions.  That was with you and Dr.
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1 Aviera?
2      A.   You "were" present or "not present"?
3      Q.   Not.
4      A.   Not, yes.
5      Q.   And in and around this time period we
6 had discussions with Tim Shamble, your union
7 represent, president for the AFL-CIO, Voice of
8 America, as to what we now could do to get you
9 back to work in Los Angeles at the Persia News

10 Network.
11      A.   Yes.
12      Q.   And we decided that, if we could show
13 that you had a medical reason why you had to be in
14 Los Angeles, that we could qualify for a
15 reasonable medical accommodation move to Los
16 Angeles.
17      A.   Yes.
18      Q.   And therefore we submitted
19 documentation from Dr. Aviera, from the prior
20 psychologist that you saw, and also from a doctor
21 named Long, an internist, to Voice of America with
22 various documentation arguing that you needed to
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1 be in Los Angeles because those were where your
2 physicians were, that's where your family was,
3 that's where your friends were, and besides, you
4 could do your work out of the Persia News Network
5 on Wilshire Boulevard at the federal building,
6 which was run by Voice of America.
7           Do you remember that?
8      A.   Yes.
9      Q.   One of the reasons why there is a

10 Persia News Network division in Los Angeles is
11 because Los Angeles has a very big Persian
12 population, correct?
13      A.   Correct.
14      Q.   You're aware of that, there's over one
15 million Persians, or Iranians, however you want to
16 say it?
17      A.   Yes.
18      Q.   Los Angeles.  And sometimes people joke
19 about it, they call Los Angeles "Tehrangeles"
20 rather than Los Angeles, because it's so heavily
21 populated.
22      A.   Correct.
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1 helped me to send -- to send her an email.  I'm
2 trying to remember her name now.  She's always on
3 TV with this kind of cases.
4           I can't remember her name now.
5      Q.   Ok.  So, at this dinner that you --
6      A.   Gloria Allred.
7      Q.   Ok.  So at this dinner that you had
8 with Mr. Klayman, you discussed your case but you
9 did not hire him at that time?

10      A.   Right.
11           MR. KLAYMAN:  Leading, objection,
12 leading.  You gave her testimony.
13           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  I would be careful of
14 that, Mr. Smith.
15 BY MR. SMITH:
16      Q.   Did there come a time that you did hire
17 Mr. Klayman to be your lawyer in this matter?
18      A.   I think it was sometime in the
19 beginning of 2010, I want to say in January that
20 we talked about this and I started seriously
21 working on, yes, me hiring him.
22           In February I sent an email to Mr.
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1 Shamble with information about Mr. Klayman, that
2 he's going to be representing me.
3      Q.   Did you have a fee agreement with Mr.
4 Klayman?
5      A.   I'm sorry?
6      Q.   Did you have a fee agreement or
7 arrangement with Mr. Klayman?
8      A.   Well, we talked about that, at the end,
9 whatever it is, that it's going to be 40 percent

10 goes to him.
11      Q.   Ok, were --
12      A.   Which he later changed it to 50
13 percent.
14      Q.   Were there any other arrangements you
15 had with respect to the representation, financial
16 arrangements?
17      A.   Well, in the beginning when he -- when
18 I moved -- he moved me to Los Angeles and he paid
19 for everything.
20      Q.   Ok.  Was that part of the
21 representation agreement?
22      A.   Well, that's what he said, that he --
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1 because I told him that I can't afford moving to
2 LA, and he said he's going to pay for everything,
3 but then he gets his money back when he gets his
4 40 percent.  All that's going to be included
5 there, on top of that.
6      Q.   Did you ever have a writing from Mr.
7 Klayman reflecting the terms of this
8 attorney/client relationship?
9      A.   I don't understand the question.

10      Q.   Did Mr. Klayman give you a written
11 agreement, representation agreement?
12      A.   I don't believe so.  I don't know.  I
13 really don't know.
14           I know we had emails going back and
15 forth later regarding this, but I don't remember
16 that now.  I don't know.
17           In my mind I don't remember.
18      Q.   Let me ask you to look at what has been
19 marked in Bar Counsel's book of exhibits as
20 Exhibit Number 1.  It is the blue book before you.
21 I'll come over.
22

Page 85

1           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  What exhibit number?
2           MR. SMITH:  Bar Exhibit Number 1.  For
3 the record it is an Office of Bar Counsel
4 complaint form dated November 2nd, 2010.
5           (Witness peruses document.)
6 BY MR. SMITH:
7      Q.   Have you had a chance to look at this?
8      A.   Yes.
9      Q.   Did you mail this correspondence to the

10 Office of Disciplinary Counsel at or about --
11           MR. SUJAT:  A leading question.  I
12 object, your Honor.
13           MR. SMITH:  I'm laying a foundation to
14 introduce the document.
15           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  Overruled.
16 BY MR. SMITH:
17      Q.   Did you mail this letter to the Office
18 of Bar Counsel on or about November 2nd, 2010?
19      A.   Yes.
20      Q.   Was this your handwriting on the second
21 page of this document?
22      A.   No.
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1 because people in administrative agencies and
2 judges tend to react to cases that are known and
3 are out there for the public to know about."
4 BY MR. KLAYMAN:
5      Q.   I told you that, right?
6      A.   You told me that and I responded that I
7 don't want it to be --
8           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  Ma'am --
9           THE WITNESS:  Yes?

10           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  I asked did he tell
11 you that.
12           THE WITNESS:  Yes, he told me that.
13           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  You said yes.
14           THE WITNESS:  Yes, he told me that.
15 BY MR. KLAYMAN:
16      Q.   And we talked about that in the
17 presence of Mr. Shamble as well, correct?
18      A.   Correct.
19      Q.   And that we agreed we would get some
20 positive publicity here to try to coerce VOA into
21 a favorable settlement so you could be in LA,
22 correct?
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1      A.   Correct.
2      Q.   And --
3      A.   But I didn't agree to do it.  You
4 explained all this to me.
5           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  Ok, that's his only
6 question.
7           THE WITNESS:  Ok.  Sorry.  I'm sorry.
8 BY MR. KLAYMAN:
9      Q.   You are aware that, and you testified

10 to this yesterday, that I believed that you had
11 agreed to that and I wrote articles that were very
12 favorable to you.
13           You're aware of that?
14      A.   Yes.
15      Q.   And I sent you copies of them at the
16 time.
17      A.   Yes.
18      Q.   Emailed them to you.
19      A.   Yes, you did.
20      Q.   And there's nothing in writing that
21 ever tells me at the time that you didn't want me
22 to do that, correct?
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1      A.   Not correct.
2      Q.   The only time that comes up --
3           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  Wait a minute.  The
4 problem with the question is "at that time" is
5 unclear.
6           Are you talking about before you filed
7 the superior court complaint on March 1, if that's
8 when it was filed?
9           MR. KLAYMAN:  Yes.

10           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  Or are you talking
11 about --
12           MR. KLAYMAN:  Yes, around the time
13 period of these filings of these complaints.
14           CHAIRMAN FITCH:   Ok.  And your
15 question is...
16 BY MR. KLAYMAN:
17      Q.   That I sent you copies of some of the
18 columns I had written that were very favorable to
19 you and you did not tell me that you didn't like
20 them or I shouldn't have done it.
21           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  Well, that's a
22 compound question.
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1           Did he send you copies of some articles
2 that he had written?
3           THE WITNESS:  Yes, he did.
4           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  Ok.  Go ahead.
5 BY MR. KLAYMAN:
6      Q.   At that time you did not tell me,
7 "Don't write any more."
8      A.   I did.
9      Q.   There's nothing in writing that you

10 presented to that effect at that time, did you?
11      A.   We talked to each other.  I explained
12 to you on the phone why I don't want articles out
13 there.
14      Q.   But you are aware that I copied you on
15 an email to Los Angeles Times where I was trying
16 to get an interview for you?
17           You're aware of that, I copied you on
18 that email with Mr. Shamble?
19      A.   I don't remember it, but, yes.  If you
20 say so, then that's correct.
21      Q.   Turn to Exhibit D, in the beginning of
22 your counsel's -- not your counsel's, but Bar
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1      Q.   Whose handwriting is that?
2      A.   The person who helped me writing this.
3      Q.   Who is that person?
4      A.   I don't remember now.
5      Q.   Before you sent this letter in --
6           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  What was the answer of
7 that question?
8           MR. SMITH:  She does not remember.
9           THE WITNESS:  I don't remember who

10 helped me writing it.
11 BY MR. SMITH:
12      Q.   Before you mailed this letter in, did
13 you read what was written here?
14      A.   Yes.
15      Q.   Did you talk to the person who was
16 writing this to tell them what was going on in
17 your case?
18      A.   Yes.
19      Q.   And you agree with everything that's
20 written down in here?
21      A.   Yes.
22      Q.   In the first sentence of the letter it
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1 says, "He does not represent me and he keeps
2 calling me and texting me."
3           Would you tell the hearing committee
4 briefly what you're referring to there.
5      A.   Well, I asked him, I told him that I
6 don't want to -- I don't want him to represent me
7 any more, but after I -- after I asked him not to
8 represent me any more, I don't want him to
9 represent me any more, he wouldn't stop calling,

10 texting and emailing me.  He would still calling,
11 texting, emailing me regarding the case, or
12 regarding other things.
13      Q.   I'd like to go back to the
14 representation when you first hired Mr. Klayman to
15 represent you in the matter.
16           What discussions did you have with Mr.
17 Klayman about how he was going to pursue your case
18 against Voice of America?
19      A.   Well, there was -- he told me that he's
20 going to try to settle with them and talk to them.
21           You know, I mean, it was so much legal
22 stuff that he would tell me that "I'm going to
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1 talk to this person and talk to that person," and,
2 you know, it was letters that he was sending in.
3      Q.   Have you ever had any legal training?
4 Have you ever had any legal training in the law?
5      A.   No.
6      Q.   Did you understand any of the legal
7 terms or conversations that Mr. Klayman was
8 telling you about how he was proceeding with your
9 case?

10           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  I'm going to strike
11 that question.  No foundation yet for that.
12           There is no foundation for -- there
13 hadn't been a discussion.
14           MR. SMITH:  Ok.
15 BY MR. SMITH:
16      Q.   What did you tell Mr. Klayman about how
17 you wanted to proceed in this case?
18      A.   Well, because it was a sexual
19 harassment case, and because of the community and
20 my background, I wanted it to be very quietly
21 handled.  I even, the first time when I went to my
22 executive producer and I told my executive
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1 producer what my co-host did to me, I asked him to
2 keep it off the record, because I didn't want
3 anybody to know.  I just needed help.
4           Because just -- the way it is, the
5 sexual harassment is just something that it's not
6 fun to be out there and everybody find out about
7 it, so.
8      Q.   Tell me about your community and how
9 they perceive, in the context of what you were

10 saying -- what is the --
11      A.   Well, regarding the sexual harassment
12 case, to this day they're still asking me "Was I
13 raped by Mr. Falahati"?  "How was I raped by Mr.
14 Falahati?"  "Where was I raped by Mr. Falahati?"
15 "What did he do?"
16           So sexual harassment, in the Persian
17 community, is rape.  It's the actual act of
18 intercourse and rape.
19           So to this day I have to answer all
20 those questions.
21      Q.   So describe for the committee the
22 conversation you had with Mr. Klayman about these
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1 concerns.
2      A.   That I want this to be handled as quiet
3 as possible, so nobody finds out.  And I did this
4 complaint because I -- I still wanted to keep my
5 image.  My image was just this person that -- I
6 didn't want it to change and I didn't want too
7 much talk regarding about my personal life.  I
8 wanted people to look at the Sataki that is
9 covering the stories and not know about my private

10 life.
11           Because I was not open about my private
12 life in front of the camera.  People would ask me,
13 I would never answer.  I would always leave it
14 without answer when they asked me about my private
15 life.
16      Q.   Did Mr. Klayman respond to you when you
17 said that you wanted to proceed with the case
18 quietly?
19      A.   Yes.  He did.  I mean, that's what he
20 was supposed to do in the beginning, yes.
21      Q.   He --
22      A.   But then it changed later.
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1      Q.   How did it change?
2      A.   He started writing articles, and so it
3 came out in the internet regarding the case.
4      Q.   Did you ever have conversations with
5 Mr. Klayman about publicizing your case?
6      A.   I did.  I asked him not to do it, but
7 then later I -- when he explained to me how much
8 it's going to help my case -- because he was going
9 back and forth with the people, the VOA management

10 and the stuff that he said that, "It's going to
11 take, say, no-brainer.  It's very easy.  It's only
12 going to take two weeks," or whatever, and it's
13 going to be easy, a task, like you said to me, he
14 said how easy it's going to be to transfer me from
15 DC to LA and work out of the LA office.
16           All of those stuff that I listen to him
17 because he's the attorney, he knows best, and none
18 of that happened.
19           So then he -- I mean, the complaint
20 from the person, the person -- the sexual
21 harassment person, my boss, his boss and all that,
22 it went up to Board of Governors and suing
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1 everybody, and the case got so big that all this
2 he said that it's just in my benefit.
3           So, I started listening to him.
4           May I add something?
5      Q.   Please.
6           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  Wait a minute.  With
7 respect to what?
8           MR. SMITH:  To the last question I
9 would imagine.

10           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  Do you have something
11 to add to your last answer?
12           THE WITNESS:  Yes.
13           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  That relates to that
14 question?
15           THE WITNESS:  Yes.
16           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  Go ahead.
17           THE WITNESS:  That the reason that I
18 didn't want this to get so huge and so public is
19 just the Persian community and how they react to
20 it.
21           Just to give you an example, after that
22 it got so public and everybody found out, they
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1 opened Facebook pages, fake Facebook pages under
2 my name with pornographic pictures in it, which,
3 together, with Mr. Klayman, we went to FBI to shut
4 it down.  But in there they were threatening me,
5 threatening my life and all that.
6           So that was one of the reasons that I
7 didn't -- I wanted to keep this case so private,
8 because I didn't want all this to get so huge and
9 so big and hit everywhere.

10           MR. KLAYMAN:  Objection, your Honor.  A
11 lot of that was hearsay.  No foundation.
12           MR. SMITH:  So, just --
13           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  Wait a minute.  Mr.
14 Klayman raises a perfectly good question.  I'm
15 trying to decide how to deal with this.
16           Give us a moment.
17           (Off-the-record discussion amongst
18 hearing committee members.)
19           CHAIRMAN FITCH:  I think that we are
20 going to strike that answer as hearsay.  That's
21 too far removed.
22           If you want to ask a different question

oliverpeer
Highlight
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Subject LA Times 

From: Larry Klayman <lekJayman@gmail.com> 

Sent: Jun 10, 2010 01:53:38 PM 

To: tsbamble@verizolll.net 

CC: eUiesatliki@yahoo.com, mahmonirrahimi@gm.ail.com, jamshideh@gmail.com 

Tim: 

rage l UI l 

:·Pnnt·: 
•~ ;• ... ....... ,. · 

Please call Paul Richter of the LA Times, DC Bureau. He is the top Iran reporter for the newspaper. 

His munber is 202 824 8300 and his email address is pauJ.rithti;tr{t/).Jatim~s:GOlll. 

If we can get one national story. this can help move things along. 

Thanks 

Lany 

RRDE 0963 
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Oliver Peer <oliver.peerfw@gmail.com>

Fwd: Sataki Documentary 

Larry Klayman <klaymanlaw@gmail.com> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 9:35 AM
To: Oliver Peer <oliver.peerfw@gmail.com>

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Keya Dash <keyadash@gmail.com> 
Date: Sat, Aug 24, 2019 at 6:20 AM 
Subject: Re: Sataki Documentary 
To: Larry Klayman <leklayman@gmail.com> 

Hi Larry,

It jumps right into some clips in Ellie's voice referring to VOA. They are kind of disjointed. The format is like an interview
but you don't hear the questions, you only hear the answers. She never names you or refers to you. The only time she
talks about lawyers she says no lawyer would take her case. It could be there are more parts that aren't included in this
edit. Clearly this is heavily edited. I think the intended audience is the general Iranian public.

Following are the things she says. 

She says when she's behind her desk and not posting attention she's getting harrassed. She says VOA is known to be the
worst American government agencies, that the people there protect each other and they is a dirty setting.

She says that the show on VOA that she shared with Falahati was created by both of them but he often tried to make her
go out with him which she didn't want to do. To go out with him would have been unprofessional because they were doing
the show together and the relationship would affect the show. What if they'd argued one day and it was obvious to viewers
they were going out?

The problem is that he didn't know how to accept no for an answer. She says she stopped showing up to work because
each time he'd say tonight let's have coffee or tonight let's have dinner. She was exhausted for having to say no to him.

She says she complained to Susan, their executive producer, she told Susan that she doesn't know what more to do at
this point, that he's taking liberties with her when she's behind the desk not paying attention. She asked Susan to privately
handle the issue and Susan said that she couldn't, that Ellie needed to file a public complaint. 

Two times, Fallahati came to her when she was behind the desk not paying attention and, she says the clothes that she
was wearing and her bra strap--and then everything is bleeped out. She says she yelled at him--and it's bleeped again.
She then says "unfortunately..."--and an echo effect is used before the sentence can be continued. 

After a clip of her holding her head in her hand with music playing, she then resumes talking, dug that she laughed that no
one saw, that she was seeing a psychiatrist, that she was not feeling good, and that that is all documented. She was
going to a doctor and taking mood stabilizers. 

Fallahati is a sick man and he didn't only harass Ellie. The system in VOA has problems. James d Chalangi supported her
story, and he beared witness as to what happened. Another lady named Mahmunir also beared witness in her favor and
incurred problems. Mr. Sajadi and Mr. Falahati were friends and at the time Sajadi had a lot of authority there. They were
holding each other's hands (a Persian expression meaning helping each other, conspiring, working together in an effort)
and Susan fell into their team. 

No attorney would accept her case because her case had gotten very big. When the case for very big, when the issue
became the board of governors, the board had to cover for itself. In defending themselves, they said Elham left and
Fallahati stayed. As for Fallahati, she wasn't the only girl and there are a number of others. 

I'm sorry for the delay. I've been traveling and didn't see the email.

Best, App.0119

mailto:keyadash@gmail.com
mailto:leklayman@gmail.com
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Keya 

Thank you,

Keya Dash
 +1 (703) 963-7531

  +1 (703) 962-1707

 +1 (703) 962-1726

 keyadash@gmail.com

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 21, 2019, at 1:40 PM, Larry Klayman <leklayman@gmail.com> wrote: 

This is the video. Thanks Keya 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Barbara Nichols <ban@bogoradrichards.com>
Date: Wed, Aug 21, 2019 at 10:25 AM 
Subject: Sataki Documentary 
To: Larry Klayman <leklayman@gmail.com> 

Larry,

 

The YouTube video at the link below is some kind of documentary about Ms. Sataki’s case which was
uploaded 11/5/2016, around the time you were gathering files and providing them to Bar Counsel. From the
comments, I can see that she is discussing her case and from what I can tell she never mentions you but
who knows. We were just wondering if you had a friend who could watch this and let us know what this is
saying and if anything she said might be a “smoking gun” since the video is not in English.

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=e3g5f61muZ4
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11/4/22, 12:47 PM Ex-Trump DOJ lawyer Jeff Clark faces ethics charges for election lies
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POLITICS

Jeffrey Clark, ex-Trump DOJ official,
faces disciplinary charges for election
misstatements

Published 12:24 p.m. ET July 22, 2022 Updated 1:44 p.m. ET July 22, 2022

Erin Mansfield

USA TODAY

Former Justice Department lawyer Jeffrey Clark, a central player in Donald Trump's effort to
overturn the 2020 presidential election, faces disciplinary proceedings from the District of
Columbia's chief investigator of attorney misconduct. 

Hamilton P. Fox, III, the disciplinary counsel for the District of Columbia Bar, has charged
Clark with attempting to engage in dishonest conduct and "conduct that would seriously
interfere with the administration of justice," according to a copy of July 19 filing.

Fox said Clark was served Friday morning. Clark's attorney did not immediately respond to a
request for comment. 

Rachel Semmel, a spokesperson for the conservative Center for Renewing America, where
Clark is a senior fellow, said Clark was "one of the only lawyers at the DOJ who had the
interests of the American people at heart." 

The charges center around a letter Clark drafted that urged officials in Georgia to convene a
special session in the state legislature relating to the 2020 election. Clark sought to get
deputy attorney general Jeffrey Rosen and colleague Richard Donoghue to sign the letter,
according to the filing. 

That letter, called a  proof of concept letter, claimed the Department of Justice had
"identified significant concerns that may have impacted the outcome of the election in
multiple states, including the state of Georgia," according to the filing.

In truth, the Justice Department was not aware of any election fraud allegations in Georgia
that would have affected the results of the presidential election, the filing said. 

https://www.usatoday.com/
https://www.usatoday.com/news/politics/
https://www.usatoday.com/staff/3063822001/erin-mansfield/
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https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2022/07/22/trump-watched-tv-rebuffed-pleas-jan-6/10086162002/
https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/22111902-jeffrey-clark-specification-of-charges-from-dc-bar
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Feds search home of Jeffrey Clark, ex-DOJ official at center of Trump's effort to overturn
election

After then-Attorney General William Barr resigned from his position, Trump sought to install
Clark as acting attorney general, an idea that many Department of Justice employees
opposed. At one point, according to the filing, Clark sought in a private meeting to get
Donoghue to sign the letter, and in the same meeting offered Donoghue a position as his
deputy. Donoghue refused. 

An environmental lawyer in the Department of Justice's Civil Division, Clark briefly oversaw
the division during the final days of the Trump administration because of a vacancy.
Lawmakers on the House committee investigating the Jan. 6, 2021 attack on the U.S. Capitol
say Clark repeatedly attempted to use his position to try to overturn the 2020 election and
"interrupt the peaceful transfer of power."

The Jan. 6 committee also aired testimony from three former top Justice officials, including
Rosen, about Clark's efforts surrounding the proof of concept letter. 

During a recorded video interview with the Jan. 6 committee, Clark declined to answer
questions.

Asked about the letter intended for Georgia officials, Clark invoked his Fifth Amendment
protection against self incrimination.

"Fifth," he said.

In June, federal authorities searched Clark's suburban Virginia home.

Contributing: Kevin Johnson 

Jan. 6 committee subpoenas former DOJ official Jeffrey Clark, accused of attempting to
overturn 2020 election
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