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Darren Chaker < >

Request for Original File
Darren Chaker < > Thu, Nov 15, 2018 at 10:22 AM
To: Tom Michaelides < >, "Thomas C. Michaelides, Esq." < >
Cc: @tcmlawgroup.com, @tcmlawgroup.com>, 

@tcmlawgroup.com>

A�orney Michaelides,

As you know I have made numerous a�empts to obtain my original file. You are also aware I believe your
office commi�ed malprac�ce in several respects, however am unable to have counsel assess your conduct
absent my file. Your offer to provide a copy of the file is not what I requested. I specifically requested for my
original file, all documents, and computer files with meta-data intact. You have failed to provide the
records.

You are aware you allowed your former paralegal who was jailed for the unauthorized prac�ce of law
[1]

,
prac�ce law in my case. I no�fied you of his conduct via email and a cer�fied le�er explaining such. You
filed a paternity ac�on and failed to file proof of service allowing it to be dismissed. You then filed a second
paternity ac�on, however when default was sought, the court rejected the complaint since it did not have
statutorily required informa�on in it. Might I men�on I had to retain counsel to file for default since you
were suspended at the �me. I would also men�on your office did not file the case properly as it was not
filed under seal when uploaded since your staff failed to check the box (per the clerk) designa�ng it as a
paternity ac�on. You are also aware your office filed papers a�es�ng to documents under “penalty of
perjury” with my signature on it, but do not believe I ever signed any document for the second case you
filed – e-filing documents with a client’s signature amounts to fraud on the court where the client never

signed the document
[2]

.

Your last correspondence with me several months ago stated you would contact the a�orney who operates

a law school out of a small office who has yet to have a single graduate in twelve years
[3]

 is ac�vely suing
me in California federal and state court. You have a duty to maintain all correspondence and records
confiden�al. Nonetheless, the plain�ff in that case has failed in every respect. His appeal from the dismissal

of his federal ac�on has been met with the appellate chair
[4]

 of a major firm, and as of today a former

federal judge
[5]

 who has also sat on several appeals through designa�on has taken over the appeal in the
Ninth Circuit. Nonetheless, if you want to align yourself with a cyclical loser, while viola�ng your fiduciary
du�es, then legal recourse will be taken.

Again, I am reques�ng my original file. Since this is the same request I have made for well over a year,  do
not believe it would take much �me to get my file. I will be by your office tomorrow to get my original file
and all records I have requested.

Nothing in this or any prior communica�on should be deemed to waive any rights, defenses or claims
unless done so in wri�ng. Please reply in wri�ng if a response is needed by your office.

[1]
 An a�orney is liable, in malprac�ce or as an ethical viola�on, for his paralegal's acts. In re Discipline of Laub, 2002

Nev. LEXIS 113, *1.
[2]

 "When [a] pe��on [is] received, the court [is] presented with a document which stated on its face that [a] debtor
had signed it, under penalty of perjury, when it was not true. This amounts to fraud." In re Wenk, 296 B.R. at 725.
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[3]
 “Since opening, only three students have ever completed MAOL’s first-year curriculum and were able to

take the First Year Law Students’ Examina�on; two of the students eventually passed the examina�on but
each then le� MAOL and transferred to other law schools. Since MAOL has had no students nor has held
any classes in almost five years, its program of legal educa�on has now been dormant for more than four
years. As a result, and as confirmed by the inspec�on, MAOL is noncompliant as to three material
requirements: Its law library is noncompliant since its hardcopy legal authori�es have not been updated
since 2013; without any tui�on income, the law school’s current and future financial viability appears
ques�onable; and its website and wri�en materials offer outdated and misleading informa�on to both the
general public and poten�al applicants.”

http://apps.calbar.ca.gov/cbe/docs/agendaItem/Public/agendaitem1000002149.pdf
[4]

 https://www.hansonbridgett.com/Our-Attorneys/gary-a-watt
[5]

 https://larsonobrienlaw.com/attorneys/

-- 
Darren Chaker
1140 Wall Street, #77
La Jolla, CA 92038
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