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b
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P
etitioner:

T
H
E
PE

O
PL

E
O
F
T
H
E
STA

TE
O
F
C
O
L
O
R
A
D
O

R
espondent:

SH
A
R
O
N

D
A
Y

A
C
O
U
R
T
U
SE

O
N
LY

A

Jam
es

C.
C
oyle

#
14970

C
ase

N
u
m
b
e
r:0
j3
4

A
ssistant

R
egulation

C
ounsel

A
ttorney

for
P
etitioner

600
17th

S
treet,

S
uite

200-S
outh

D
enver,

C
O

80202

P
hone

N
um

ber:
(303)

893-8121,
ext.

328
fax

N
um

ber:
(303)

893-5302

PE
T
IT
IO
N
F
O
R
IN
JU
N
C
T
IO
N

P
etitioner,

by
and

through
Jam

es
C
.

C
oyle,

A
ssistant

R
egulation

C
ounsel,

respectfully
requests

th
at
the

C
olorado

S
uprem

e
C
ourt

issue
an

order
p
u
rsu

an
t
to

C
.R
.C
.P.

234
directing

the
respondent

to
show

cause
w
hy

she
should

not
be

enjoined
from

the
unauthorized

practice
of

law
.

A
s
grounds

therefor,
counsel

states
as

follow
s:

1.
T
he

respondent,
S
haron

D
ay,

is
not

licensed
to

practice
law

in
the

state
of

C
olorado.

T
he

respondent’s
address

is
623

4
th

A
venue,

S
terling,

C
olorado

80751.

T
he

Z
uniga

M
atter

1.
Phillip

Z
uniga

is
an

inm
ate

at
the

F
rem

ont
C
orrectional

F
acility

in
C
anon

C
ity,

C
olorado.

A
fellow

inm
ate,

R
ay

Pollard,
convinced

M
r.
Z
uniga

th
at

the
respondent

w
ould

provide
inexpensive

legal
assistance

to
him

for
a
federal

law
suit.2.

M
r.

Z
uniga

hired
the

respondent
and

paid
her

$360
($160

for
a

federal
court

filing
fee

and
$200

to
draft

pleadings).
M
r.

Z
uniga

sent
the

respondent
all

of
his

paperw
ork

for
the

civil
m
atter,

as
w
ell

as
all

paperw
ork

on



C
0

his
crim

inal
case

for
her

review
for

possible
post-conviction

relief.
T
his

paperw
ork

involved
volum

es
of
court

transcripts
and

presentence
reports.

3.
T
he

respondent
did

little
or

nothing
on

M
r.
Z
uniga’s

behalf
and

did
not

use
any

of
the

m
oney

for
a
filing

fee.
S
ubsequent

attem
pts

by
M
r.
Z
uniga

to
get

a
refund

from
the

respondent,
and

for
return

of
all

of
his

paperw
ork,

have
been

unsuccessful.

4.
T
he

respondent
has

acknow
ledged

that
M
r.
Z
uniga

had
hired

her
to

prepare
pleadings

on
his

behalf,
and

acknow
ledges

th
at

she
did

prepare
a

com
plaint.

T
he

respondent
has

acknow
ledged

responsibility
for

returning
M
r.

Z
uniga’s

paperw
ork,

but
has

not
done

so
despite

repeated
requests.

W
herefore,

petitioner
prays

at
the

conclusion
hereof.

T
he

T
yler

M
atter

5.
R
obert

T
yler

is
another

inm
ate

at
the

F
rem

ont
C
orrectional

Facility
w
ho

w
as

encouraged
by

inm
ate

Pollard
to
hire

the
respondent.

M
r.
T
yler

had
a

state
district

court
law

suit
against

the
C
olorado

Parole
B
oard,

w
hich

had
been

dism
issed.

6.
M
r.
T
yler,

w
ith

the
assistance

of
an

inm
ate

assistant,
filed

an
appeal

w
ith

the
C
olorado

S
uprem

e
C
ourt.

T
he

C
olorado

S
uprem

e
C
ourt

set
the

m
atter

for
a
briefing

schedule
and

hearing.
R
ay

Pollard
inform

ed
M
r.
T
yler

th
at

“he
knew

a
paralegal

in
S
terling

w
ho

could
finish

the
case”

for
him

.

7.
M
r.

T
yler

contacted
the

respondent
by

telephone.
T
he

respondent
discussed

the
m
atter

w
ith

M
r.
T
yler

and
provided

him
w
ith

legal
advice.

T
he

respondent
directed

M
r.
T
yler

to
send

her
all

of
his

paperw
ork,

and
agreed

to
com

plete
an

appellate
brief

on
his

behalf.
She

stated
th
at

she
needed

$200
for

the
case.

M
r.
T
yler’s

daughter
sent

her
$200.

8.
T
he

opening
brief

w
as

due
on

January
5,

2001.
M
r.

T
yler

heard
nothing

from
the

respondent.
S
hortly

after
the

due
date,

M
r.
T
yler

received
an

order
to

show
cause

as
to

w
hy

his
appeal

should
not

be
dism

issed
due

to
failure

to
file

the
opening

brief.

9.
M
r.

T
yler

attem
pted

again
to

contact
the

respondent.
D
espite

all
attem

pts,
the

respondent
w
ould

not
respond

to
M
r.

T
yler.

T
hrough

the
assistance

of
an

inm
ate

assistant,
M
r.
T
yler

received
another

30
day

extension.

10.
S
ubsequently,

M
r.
T
yler

w
as

able
to
contact

the
respondent.

S
he

2



Ci
C

stated
th
at

she
w
ould

file
the

opening
brief

on
his

behalf
by

the
new

due
date.

T
he

respondent
did

not.
S
ubsequently,

the
C
olorado

S
uprem

e
C
ourt

dism
issed

M
r.
T
yler’s

appeal
for

failure
to

file
the

opening
brief.

11.
T
he

respondent
has

failed
to
return

any
of

M
r.
T
yler’s

paperw
ork.

T
he

respondent
has

inform
ed

others
th
at

she
w
ould

return
the

paperw
ork

and
M
r.
T
yler’s

m
oney,

b
u
t
has

not
done

so
to
date.

W
herefore,

petitioner
prays

at
the

conclusion
hereof.

T
he

R
udnick

M
atter

12.
Jam

es
R
udnick

is
an

inm
ate

at
the

L
im
on

C
orrectional

Facility
in

L
im
on,

C
olorado.

M
r.
R
udnick

w
as

also
referred

to
the

respondent
by

inm
ate

Pollard.13.
M
r.
R
udnick

hired
the

respondent
to

do
legal

w
ork

on
his

behalf,
and

w
as

directed
by

her
to
send

her
his

paperw
ork

and
a
retainer.

14.
M
r.
R
udnick

provided
the

respondent
w
ith

his
legal

paperw
ork

and
paid

her
a
total

of
$936.

T
he

respondent
provided

M
r.
R
udnick

w
ith

legal
advice

and
agreed

to
prepare

legal
docum

ents
on

his
behalf.

T
he

respondent
then

took
no

further
action.

15.
M
r.
R
udnick

has
attem

pted
to

get
his

paperw
ork

and
m
oney

back
from

the
respondent.

T
he

respondent
has

failed
to
return

either
the

m
oney

or
the

paperw
ork

to
date.

16.
T
he

respondent
has

adm
itted

th
at

she
w
as

hired
to

prepare
docum

ents
on

behalf
of

M
r.
R
udnick,

that
she

received
paperw

ork
from

M
r.

R
udnick,

and
th
at

she
received

$936
from

M
r.

R
udnick’s

fam
ily.

T
he

respondent
has

acknow
ledged

responsibility
th
at

she
m
ust

return
the

paperw
ork

and
the

m
oney.

D
espite

num
erous

follow
-up

attem
pts

to
get

respondent
to
return

this
property,

the
respondent

has
failed

to
do

so
to
date.

W
herefore,

petitioner
prays

at
the

conclusion
hereof.

T
he

W
atkins

M
atter

17.
A
ndre

W
atkins

is
an

inm
ate

in
a
federal

correctional
facility

located
in
S
heridan,

O
regon.

18.
M
r.
W
atkins

hired
the

respondent
to
assist

him
in

legal
m
atters.

M
r.
W
atkins

paid
the

respondent
$300

and
sent

her
three

W
ashington

state

3



C
C)

case
files.

S
ubsequently,

the
respondent

provided
M
r.

W
atkins

w
ith

legal

advice.19.
T
he

respondent
has

since
done

nothing
on

M
r.
W
atkins’

behalf.

D
espite

num
erous

requests
that

she
refund

M
r.
W
atkins’

m
oney

and
return

M
r.
W
atkins’

paperw
ork,

the
respondent

has
not

provided
M
r.
W
atkins

any

refund
or
returned

his
paperw

ork.

W
herefore,

petitioner
prays

at
the

conclusion
hereof.

T
he

B
oyd

M
atter

20.
A
rthur

B
oyd

is
another

federal
inm

ate
in
S
heridan,

O
regon.

21.
O
n
A
pril

20,
2000,

M
r.
B
oyd

hired
the

respondent
to
assist

him
in

a
legal

m
atter.

She
directed

him
to

send
her

his
paperw

ork
and

$100.
M
r.

B
oyd

provided
the

respondent
w
ith

his
paperw

ork
and

a
retainer

in
the

am
ount

of
$100.

T
he

respondent
provided

som
e
legal

advice
to

M
r.
B
oyd.

22.
S
ubsequently,

the
respondent

did
nothing.

W
hen

asked
to
return

M
r.

B
oyd’s

paperw
ork

and
m
oney,

the
respondent

did
not

do
so.

T
he

respondent
has

not
returned

M
r.
B
oyd’s

paperw
ork

or
m
oney

to
date.

W
herefore,

petitioner
prays

at
the

conclusion
hereof.

T
he

H
asan

M
atter

23.
A
bdul

H
asan

is
another

federal
inm

ate
in
S
heridan,

O
regon.

24.
M
r.
H
asan

hired
the

respondent
to
assist

him
in
preparing

a
post-

conviction
relief

m
otion

on
his

behalf.
T
he

respondent
w
as

paid
$900

by
M
r.

H
asan

for
this

service.
M
r.
H
asan

provided
the

respondent
w
ith

all
of
his

legal

paperw
ork.

T
he

respondent
provided

legal
advice

to
M
r.
H
asan.

25.
S
ubsequently,

the
respondent

did
not

perform
anything

on
M
r.

H
asan’s

behalf
and

has
not

returned
either

m
oney

or
paperw

ork
to

M
r.
H
asan

to
date.26.

T
he

respondent
engaged

in
the

unauthorized
practice

of
law

by

providing
legal

advice
to

M
essrs.

Z
uniga,

T
yler,

R
udnick,

W
atkins,

B
oyd

and

H
asan;

and
by

preparing
pleadings

an
d
/o
r
by

agreeing
to

prepare
pleadings

and
other

legal
docum

ents
on

behalf
of

these
individuals.

See
D
enver

B
ar

A
ssociation

v.
P.U

.C
.,

154
C
ob.

273,
391

P.2d
467

(1964)
(the

unauthorized

practice
of

law
includes

acting
as

a
representative

in
protecting,

enforcing
or

4



C
defending

the
legal

rights
and

duties
of
another

an
d
/o
r
counseling

advising
and

assisting
th
at
person

in
connection

w
ith

legal
rights

and
duties).

W
H
E
R
E
FO

R
E
,
the

petitioner
prays

th
at

this
court

issue
an

order
directing

the
respondent

to
show

cause
w
hy

she
should

not
be

enjoined
from

engaging
in

any
unauthorized

practice
of

law
;
thereafter

th
at

the
court

enjoin
this

respondent
from

the
practice

of
law

,
or

in
the

alternative
th
at

this
court

refer
this

m
atter

to
a

hearing
m
aster

for
determ

ination
of

facts
and

recom
m
endations

to
the

court
on

w
hether

this
respondent

should
be

enjoined
from

the
unauthorized

practice
of

law
.
F
urtherm

ore,
petitioner

requests
th
at

the
court

assess
the

costs
and

expenses
of

these
proceedings,

including
reasonable

attorney
fees

against
this

respondent;
order

the
refund

of
any

and
all

fees
paid

by
clients

to
the

respondent;
order

the
return

of
all

client
files;

and
assess

restitution
against

the
respondent

for
losses

incurred
by

clients
or
third

parties
as

a
result

of
the

respondent’s
conduct;

and
any

other
relief

deem
ed

appropriate
by

this
court.

R
espectfully

subm
itted

this
L
of

O
ctober,

2’

.ounsel
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