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I. INTRODUCTION

II. THE JUDGMENT OF THE CALIFORNIA COURT 
WAS NOT AFFECTED BY HAZEL ALERS’S 
REPRESENTATION OF HERSELF 
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Alers v. Kossuth, No. B322634, 2024 WL 2972674, at *1 
(Cal. Ct. App. June 13, 2024)

III. THERE WAS NO APPEAL OF THE JUDGMENT 
THAT DISMISSED THE ESTATE; NOTICE 
OF ENTRY OF THAT JUDGMENT WAS ON 
DECEMBER 16, 2021 
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Alers v. Kossuth, supra, 

2021.  

Ct. 8.104 (a)(1)(B). 
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HCP-RA 43-45. 

IV. THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA PROPERLY 
REQUIRES THAT ONLY A LICENSED LAWYER 
CAN REPRESENT AN ESTATE

In 
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In 

a

 “The 
prohibition against unauthorized law practice is within 
the state’s police power and is designed to ensure that 
those performing legal services do so competently.  

Hansen v. Hansen, 114 Cal. App. 
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Ct., 21 Cal. App. 4th 1826, 1830-1831 (1994); see also, City 
, 263 Cal. App. 2d 775, 780 (1968). 

(Hansen v. Hansen (2003) 114 Cal.App.4th 618, 

 
at p. 621.)
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Alers v. Kossuth, No. B322634, 2024 WL 2972674, at *6. 



8

Alers v. Kossuth, No. B322634, 2024 WL 2972674, at *4, 
fn. 11. 
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V. CONCLUSION
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