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Under Rule 9{a) of the Delaware Lawyers’ Rules of Disciplinary Pro i ure, the ODC
“shall screen and evaluate &fi information coming to its attention b cw'n;, nt or otherwise
concerning possible misconduct by or incapacity of a lawver,” P wedumi Rule ) {c} provides
“Information relating 1o a lawyer ical or mental condition which adversely affects the
lawyer’s ability to practice law sha igated by the ODC. If there are reasonable grounds
to believe the interests of reg;:seszdw‘%'ﬁ clients or the public are endangered, such information shall
be the subject of formal proceedings to determine wbc&hw the re wpi}vdm shall be transferred to
disability inactive status. The procedures fé‘ﬂd hear mw S*sdii be conducted in the same manner a
diseiplinary proceedings. The Board may %s: or whatever action it deems necessary or
proper to determine whether the respondent 15 50 mcapaciated, it Muww the examination of the
respondent by qualified medical expaits at z? fﬁh;’} ondent’s ex: pmm* If, after reviewing the
recommendation of the Board and upon due consideration of the matter, the Court concludes that
the respondent is incapacitated from continuing to practice law, i %s}mi% enter an order fransferring
the respondent to disability inactive status for an indefinite period and until further order of the
Court.”
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6.

In September 2020, Respondent filed a lawsuit in the Court of Chancery

of Delaware against former-President Donald Trump: Meghan Kelly v. Donald

Trump, Case No. 2020-0809 (September 21, 2020). The Cowrt of Chancery

dismissed Respondent’s complaint, Respondent appealed to the Supreme Court of

Delaware, which affirmed the Court of Chancery. On August 23, 2021, Respondent

filed a writ of certiorari with the Supreme Court of the United States.
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to practice law. Respondent’s statements and arguments: lack focus
objectively illogical; and rely on non-legal sources, including the Bible, in
propriate legal authority. The following excerpts demonstrate,

only, Respondent’s apparent inability to make cogent, rational legal arguments:
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The factual averments, argument, and other content in Respondent’s

13.  The President’s words and conduct supporting
religion, as discussed below, were accepted as truth by
many, thereby, instilling the belief, supporting the
President’s perceived thinking or conduct or his
candidacy, despite all of his sinful misbehavior and in a
way supporting his sins, as excusable without confession
or without repentance, is supporting God, when I believe
sinfully doing your own will leads to damnation. Mark
8:34, ““Whoever desires to come after Me, let him deny
himself (meaning not doing their own will, their own
selfish, sinful desires, but exercise self-discipline, using
their mind, their brain, which is their free will to do God’s
will, love), and take up his cross, and follow Me (by love
in truth, not lusts in deception).”); Aiso see, (Maithew
16:24, Luke 9:23 regarding the same message of personal
sacrifice to follow Jesus).
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