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James A. Judge

Dear James Bennett;

An attorneyforthe State Bar's Office of Chief Trial Counsel has reviewed yourcomplaint against
James A. Judge to determine whether there are sufficient 6lrounds for proceeding to pr<lsecute

a possible violation of the State BarAct and/or Rules of Professional Conduct.

You l^ave stated that Mr. Judge has pursued a foreclosure complaint against yourwife that is

frarudulent because there is no lien, no property at issue, and no personaljurisdiction. 1-he

cornp laint was filed on December 28, 2009.

We have concluded that because the conduct complained,cf is beyond the time limit allowed,
we are unable to proceed with your complaint.

Rule |i.21, Rules of Procedure of the State Bar of California, prohibits the State Bar from
initialing disciplinary proceedings against an attorney for alleged misconduct occurring more

than 'ive years from the date of the violation(s). The rule recognizes various exceptions to
extend the five-year period, including for example, when the attorney continues to represent
the complainant; whr:n the complainant is a minor; when there are pending civil, criminal, or
adrnittistrative investigations or proceedings based on the same acts against the attornery; or
when the attorney cclnceals facts about the misconduct.

After reviewing whether any of the possible exceptions avarilable under rule 5.21 would apply to
perm t your complaint to proceed, we conclude that your complaint fails to meet an exception

to the five-year limitations rule. However, if you have additional information showing tlrat an

exception applies, you may request in writing that your cornplaint be reopened. ln explaining
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wny ln exception may apply, please give specific dates of llossible violations so that we mav
prop,:rly evaluate your additional information.

Further, even were the complaint filed within the five-year limitations period, we find thererare
insuf "icient facts to support a finding that Mr. Judge has cc,mmitted misconduct by filing his
action. lt is the duty of a lawyer to counsel or maintain those actions only as appear to the
lararyt)rto be legal or just. A lawyer, however, may rely in good faith upon information riecei'ved
from the lawyer's clirent as the basis for a belief that a proceeding or litigation strategy is

warri nted. In addition, many disputes are reasonable disagreements between reasonable
peop e, and even an unsuccessful action or argument is not sufficient on its own to support a

finrCir g of misconduct by a lawyer. The closing of your complaint is not a determination of the
validity of any legal claim you may have, only that the allegations you made do not support a

finrJir g that the lawyer violated the State Bar Act or the Rules of Professional Conduct.

For tlrese reasons, the State Bar is closing this matter.

lf you have new facts; and circumstances that you believe nray change our determination to
close your complaint, you may submit a written statement with the new information to the
Intilk,l Unit for review. lf you have any questions about this process, you may call Trial Counsel

Paul -. Brennan at 415-538-2443. lf you leave a voice message, be sure to clearly identilfy the
;31nury€ r complained of, the inquiry number assigned, and your telephone number including the
area r)ode. We should return your call within two business days.

lf you have presenteri all of the information that you wish to have considered, and you rlisagree

with the decisiorr to close your complaint, you may requesl, that the State Bar's Complaint
Review Unit review your complaint. The Complaint Review Unit wili recommend that your

cornplaint be reopened if it determines that further investigation is warranted. To request

revierv by the Complaint Review Unit, you must submit your request in writing, either:

1) Via email: Wil.hin 90 days of the date of this letter, by email to: CRU@calbar.ca.sov; or

2) Via United States Mail: Post-marked within 90 days of the date of this letter, by lJnited

States Mailto:

The State Bar of California

Complaint Review Unit
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Office of General Counsel

180 Howard Street

San Francisco, CA 94105-1,617

lf y'or decide to send new information or documents to this office, the 90-day period will
conti'lue to run during the time that this office considers the new material. you may wish to
consttlt with legal counsel for advice regarding any other a'yailable rernedies. you may contact
your ocal or county bar associati<ln to obtain the names o1'attorneys to assist you in this
tnattr)r.

Wetvlould appreciate if you would complete a short, anonvmous survey about r/our exp,arispcg
with 'iling your comprlaint. While your responses to the survey will not change the outcome of
ther crlmplaint you filed against the attorney, the State Bar will use your answers to heltrr

improve the services we provide to the public. The survey can be found at

Irttpg //www.su rvevrnon kev.com/r/HJG KWy7.

Thanlr you for bringing your concerns to the attention of thre state Bar.

. f.i;-.,c'alv.v."

: *,.-if " ''*

'.. $.-\
Piiul J. Bref,nnan

r \,.
Tr,al t-ounsel

pjb

,''l't

1i--.----\
i \*,,,,_...-
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Janrt s Bennett
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Ran< ho Santa Fe

Ctlt | 2067

RE: Case Nurnber:

Respondent:

Sarr Fr, rncisco Office
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San Fri ncisco, CA 94105

20-'O-00479

James Judge

Delar Mr. Bennett:

The itate Bar's Office of Chief Trial Counsel has reviewed your complaint against James Judgel

to determine whether there are sufficient grounds to prosecute a possible violation of the State

Bar ttct and/or Rule:; of Professional Conduct.

ln ycur complaint to the State Bar, you stated that your wife, Pamela Bennett, was a pro se

deferdant in a civil case in which the plaintiff, a homeowner's association, sued to recover

unp; id fees. You stated that James Judge represented the plaintiff in that case. You alleged

that Mr. Judge filed this law suit in 2009, then left the case unattended for L0 years. ln20t9,
Mr.. udge finally moved to prosecute the case. You alleged that the events that have

tran:;pired during that time have rendered plaintiff's causes of action moot, and that therefore

Mr. . udge has presented a claim unwarranted by existing law.

Alrcng with your complaint, you provided the transcript of a trial readiness hearing on A,ugust 9,

2CrL! . At that hearing, you appeared on behalf of your wife, the true defendant of that case.

The :ourt informed you at that time that you could not appear to argue the case because you

wertr neither a licensed attorney nora partytothe case. l\tthis hearing, you raised your

con(ern that plaintilT's causes of action may have been moot, but the court refused to thearthe

ar,gument because y'ou were not a party to the case, and you were not a licensed attorney. You

al:;o provided the State Bar with the court'sJudgement on the case, which indicated that the

court entered judgnrent by default against your wife because she failed to appear at trial.

www.caroa r.ca.gov
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Based on our evaluation of the information provided, we ;tre closing your complaint. Under the
laws of California, tl"re facts as you have alleged them would not be grounds for disciplinary
actic n.

As o lposing counsel, James Judge did not owe you a duty to perform legal services on \/our
beh: lf or to cooperarte with you in a manner favorable to 1reu. Instead, he had a responsibility

to pttrsue his client':; best interests, and is entitled to take the civil actions he deemed

nec€ssary to protect those interests. This is true even when to do so might directly conflict
with your interests, or those of other parties involved. Thir; conflict alone is insufficient to
de m lnstrate mi sconduct.

Aclditionally, the issues you have raised with the State Bar, i.e. that the plaintiff's causes of
actic n were moot, are best directed to and addressed by ar court of competent jurisdiction. The

St;rtc Bar cannot give you legal advice regarding the appearl of your case. lf you or your wife

wish to consult an attorney about any other remedies avalilable to you, a certified lawyr:r

referral service can ;rrovide the names of attorneys who nray be able to assist you. In order to

finrd a certified lawyr:r referral service, you may call our automated Lawyer Referral Serrrices

Direr:tory at 1-866-442-2529 (toll free in California) or 415-538-2250 (from outside California) or

access the State Bar's website at www.calbar.ca.gov and l<lok for information on lawyen referral

se rvi ces.

For these reasons, tlre State Bar is closing this matter.

lf '1or have new facts and circumstances that you believe may change our determination to

close your complaint, you may submit a written statement with the new information tc,the

Inltalle Unit for review. lf you have any questions about this process, you may call Depurty Trial

Courrsel Bo Yang at :2L3-765-1338. lf you leave a voice message/ be sure to clearly identify the

lawyer complairred of, the case number assigned, and your telephone number including the

area code. We shourld return your call within two busines:; days.

lf 'you are not aware of new facts or circumstances but othrerwise disagree with the decision to

close your complaint, you may submit a request for revievr by the State Bar's Complaint Review

Unit which will review your complaint and the Intake Unit's decision to close the complaint.

Thre Complaint Review Unit may reopen your complaint if it determines that your complaint

wils inappropriately closed or that you presented new, significant evidence to support 'your

complaint. To requr:st review by the Complaint Review Unit, you must submit your request in
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writing, together with any new evidence you wish to be considered, post-marked within 90
days of the date of this letter, to:

The State Bar of California

Complaint Review Unit

Office of General Counsel

L80 Howard Street

San Francisco, CA 94105-1,617

We ruould appreciate if you would complete a short, anonymous survey about your experience

with filing your complaint. While your responses to the survey will not change the outcome clf

the r:omplaint you filed against the attorney, the State Bar will use your answers to helgr

irrrprove the servicers we provide to the public. The survey can be found at

http ://bit. ly/State Ber rSu rveyl-.

Tharrk you for bringing your concerns to the attention of the State Bar.

Sittcr

z{-

BoY

:rely,
-tt2- 

7/----

ang

Deputy Trial Counsel
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1.80 Howard Street, San Francisco, CA 94105

Per:;o ral and Confiderntial

Marcl'26,2020

Pamela Bennett
PO l3crx 675733
Rancho Santia Fe, CA 92067

415-538 2575

Cornplaint Review Unit

RF: Case lJcr.: 2A-O-00479; 20-0,00480
Respondent{s): Jarnes Arthur Judge; David Mangikyan

Dear t'amela Bennett:

The Crrmplaint Re'vievr,r Unit received your correspondence ()n February L8,2A2O, reques,ting
recon:,ideration 0,f the decision to close your complaint. An attorney reviewed all the
inforn ation provided and has deternrined that there is not a sufficient basis to recommend
reoperring your comp laint.

The Complaint Revierru Unit will recommend reopening a complaint wl'ren there is signifir:ant
new e'ridence or 'ruhen we determine there is good cause tc) recomrnend that the matter be
reopletted. The St;lte Eiar Court is authorized to impose or r€rc()mmend disciplinary sanctions
only if there is clear and convincing evidence to establish that the attorney has committr:d a
viol:lti,:n of the Rr"iles of Professional Conduct or the State Bar Act. Therefore, the Complaint
Revievr Unit will rrot recommend that a matter be reopenecl unless therre is a reasonable
pos:;ibility that a disciplinary violation can be proven by cleerr and convincing evidence.
Yr:u h; ve alleged that attorneys James Arthur.ludge and David Mangikyan committed
profes;ional misconduct by continuing to prosecute a suit filed against Pamela Bennett !10 years
earlier, the causes of action in which had been rendered moot. Specifically, you make legal and
factr:a arguments that the caiJses ,,:rf action, seeking to collect delinqur:nt homeowners 1'ees,

werr: rendered moot by a superior lien and the recording of a Notice of Delinquent Lien. You
allege that by prosecirting this case and obtaining a default iudgment in their client's favor, Mr.
Jr"rdg;e rnd Mr. M;rngikyan violated the Rules of Professional C,onduct.

The Olfice of Chief Trial Counsel ("OCTC") evaluated your cl,aims carefully and explained to you
bysi:paratelettersdatedJanuaryl3and 14,2O2O,thatitwas;closingyourcomplaintsbecausel
the 1'at;ts as you have alleged them would not be grounds for disciplinary action. Specifically,
OCTC ttoted that lVlr. Judge and Mr. Mangikyan, as opposing counsel, did not owe yoLr a duty to
coopei"ate with yriu in a particular manner favoi'able to your interests, and that they were
entil.led to take tl're civil actions deemed necessary to protect their client's interests.

San Franc sco Otfice
180 How; rd Street
San Fnlnc sco, CA 94105

Los Angeles ottice
845 S. Fifluerra Street
Los Angeles, CA 90011'www.ca lbar.ca.gov
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Furthrlrmore, OCTC noted that the specific factual and legal issues you raised regarding
whetlter the cau:;es of actions in your case were moot are best directed to and addressed bv il
civiil crrurt of competent jurisdiction.

In yoL r request for review, you again state that Mr. Judge arnd Mr. Mangikyan "obtained a
def;rult judgment by misrepresenting an unmeritorious Cornplaint as [] viable when in truth
the'y ; dmitted the Complaint was Moot." You state that y6u disagree with OCTC's conclusion
and a13ain attach the documents that accompanied your initial complaints.

The CDmplaint Review Unit has carefully reviewed your initialcomplaints, as wellas your
reqrJest for revierru and the attached documentation, and we affirm the decision of OCTC to
close'lour complaints without further investigation. As a general matter, the Coniplaint Revie,w
Unilt utill only recommend reopening a complaint when a rerquest for review provides significant
nerrv evidence or otherwise demonstrates good cause. Your request for review does not submit
any n(lw evidence or information that was not already considered by {)CTC when it decided tq
close rrour complaint.

Furthermore, we agree with OCTC that your specific arguments regarcling whether or not the
cau:;e:; of action in your case had been rendered moot are appropriately addressed by a civil
coutt rlnd not by the State Bar. The State Bar cannot substitute its judgment for the civil court.
in your case; nor can the State Bar give you legal advice regarding any potential post-juclgment
or app ellate remeldies.

We have thus determined your cornplaint was properly closed.

lf yc'u disagree with this decision, you may file an accusation against the attorney with the
Calil'otniaSupremeCourt. Acopyoftheapplicableruleisenr:losed. (SeeRule9.L3,sub:sections
{d} through (f), Carlifornia Rules of Court.) lf you choose to f ile an accu:;ation, you must cto sc,
within 60 days of the date of the mailing of this letter. Together with your accusation, yor-t

shot.rlc provide the Supreme Court {1) a copy of this letter and (2) a copy of the original closing;
letter ''rom the OlTice of Chief Trial Counsel.

T'he State Bar cannot give you legal advice or representation. lf you have not already done so,
you m ay wish to consult with an attorney for advice regarding any oth,:r remedies whicl"r may
be available to you. Attornevs can be located by contacting a lawyer r':ferral service certified
by the State Bar itr your area, You rnay obtain a list of State Bar certifir:d lawyer referral
servictrs by calling; the State []ar at 866-442-2529 or by visiting the State Bar website at:

http://www.ca |ba r.ca ilwver-Refr:rra |-Service

Sinc,en:ly,

Complaint Revieur Unit
Encl,os rre
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Perso nal and Confidential

June 15, 2021

Pamela Bennett
PO Box 675733
Rancho Santa Fe CA 92067

Complaint Review Unit

RE: Case No.: 16-31410
Respondent(s): Jered Taylor Ede

Dea r [\4s. Bennett:

We have received and reviewed your most recent corresp,cndence dated May 27,2O2I,
regarding the above-referenced matter.

It apptlars that your correspondence presents no new allegations or evidence that merit
reoperring your complaint. Therefore, the matter will remain closed.

Please consider this our final communication regarding tht-. aforementioned decision to close
your cr>mplaint.

Sincerely,

Complaint Review Unit

San Francisco Office
180 Hc,ward Street
5an Francisco, CA 94105

Los Angeles Office
845 S. Figueroa Street
Los Angeles, CA 901117www.ca lbar.ca.gov
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Mar:ch 28,2019

Mr. James Bennett
Ms, Pamela Bennett
P.Ct. Box (75733
Rarrcho Santa Fe, Ca. 92067

RE: flarie Number: 19-10988

. Fler;pondent: Jered Taylor Ede

Dear Mr. and Ms. Bennett:

The Stat,: Ilar's Office of Chief Trial Counsel has reviewed your letters dated February 23,2Llg,March
9,2019, and March 12,2019, in which you provided additional information and documentsr in support of
your complaint against attorney Jered Taylor Ede. As you knolv, the State Bar informed you in a letter
dated Febrrrary 5,2019 that it decided to close your complaint against attorney Ede because there were
insufficien. facts to show that he committed misconduct.

In y'our crornplaint and your letters dated February 23,March 9, and March 12,2019, you stated that
attorney E<le perjured himself in two documents. He filed a fals;e substitution of attorney in which he
stated that he represented Bank of America. Later, he file a sworn declaration stating that h,e was
representing Deutsche National Bank. You also accused attorney Ede of having an improper ex parte
conlmunication with a judge and of changing the register of acl.ions in San Diego County Superior Court
case nunrb,:r 37-2015-00024336-CU-FR-NC to reflect that Deutsche National Bank rather than Bank of
America was the defendant.

Based on our evaluation of the information provided, we are closing your complaint. The clocuments
you pro\,'ided do not contain facts which show that attorney Ede cornmitted misconduct.

With your cornplaint and your February 23 and Ivlarcir 9,2019letters, you provided the State Bar with
docruments which you believe show attorney Ede committed misconduct. Thank you for providing these

documents. They are helpful.

One docunrent you provided was Ms. Bennett's civil complainl. in case number 37-2015-00024336-CU-
FR-NC. On July 22,'2015, Pamela Bennett as plaintiff filed a complaint fbr fraud and wrongful
foreclosure against Bank of America N.A. for the benefit of Droutsche Bank National Trust Company as

Trustee 1br holders of the GSR Mortgage Loan Trust 2007-0.41.. By naming Bank of Amerjica and

Deutsche ttank National'Irust as defendants, Ms. Bennett was aware of the identities of these par:ties

and their irLvolvement with the foreclosure of your home.

In the documents you provided, attorney Michael Withem of thLe law firm of Rosenthal, Withem, and

Zeff represented Bank of America and Deutsche Bank National 'frust in Ms. Bennet's lawsuit. You
provided nre with copies of pleadings signed by Mr. Withem on behalf of these parties. These
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documents included demurrers to the two causes of action in the complaint and a notice of motion to
expunge a lis pendens against your former home filed by Ms. E]ennett.

On October 10,2076, the law firm of Green & Hall and attorne:y Ede filed a substitution of'attorney
replacing attomey Withern and Rosenthal, Withem, and Zeff as; attorneys for Bank of Ame.rica N.A. and
Deutsche llank National 'Irust Company. Green & Hall and attorney Ede replaced attorney Michael
Wilhem who apparently retired from the practice of law.

Based on these documents, attorney E<le did not make any false s;tatements about the clients he
represente<l. Nor did he srubstitute Deut[scht: Bank National Trust for Bank of America, N.A.. Grer:n &
Halland attorney Ede, as new substitu[e cciunsel, informed the superior court through the substitution of

l attorney that they represented the sarne parties as attorney Withem.

The docunrents you provided also includedl a heavily redacted r:-mail dated August 9,2017 addressed to
James Br:nnett. The author of the e-mail is not identified. In thart letter, the author stated he spoke with
"fSuperi,or Court] Clerk (iarland, Judge Stc:rn, and the supervisor in charge of the Civil Records
division." 'fhe author wrote that these persons told him that the register of actions is not a flactual
document and that what trappened in court is the fact, not what is listed in the register of actions. The
author wrote "...[a] dispute about what is on the ROA is a dispute about how the court keeps their
records no1 a dispute of ftrcts.

Perhaps you are focusing on the following statement in the August ,2017 e-mail: "...[i]n this case, Bank
of Americzr and Deutsche Bank both had an interest in the property and when a new attorney became
part of ttLe case, he updated the record fronr Bank of America to Deutsche Bank for whatever reason...."
This statenrent is not supported by the doctrments you submitted. Attorney Withem's demurers and

motion trl oxpunge the lis pendens were filt:d on behalf of Bank of America and Deutsche []ank National
Trust. Deu:sche Bank National Trust was not added as a party lly'Green & Hall and attorney Ede.

The factr; and documents you provided do not show that attomcy Ede committed misconduct, Futlher,

the court hlving jurisdicttion over this mattr:r is the appropriate venue for deciding whether attorney Ede

imprroper:ly changed the register,cf actions, whether he filed a false substitution of attorney, and whether
he liad an improper ex parte communication with a judge. These are procedulal matters u'ithin the
jurisdictiorr of the San Diego County Superior Court.

For these rlasons, your rnatter will remain closed.

If you havc new facts anc[ circumstances that you believe may change our determination to close your

complaint, you may submit a written staternent with the new information to the Intake Unit for review.

If you havr: any questions; about this proces;s, you may call Senior Trial Counsel Brandon K-. Tady at

(213) 765-1385. If you leave a voice message, be sure to clearly identify the lawyer complained of, the

inquiry nurnber assigned, and your telephone number includinplthe area code. We should return your

call within two business <lays.

If you are rrot aware c,f new facts or circurrrstances but otherwise disagree with the decision to close your

complaint, you may subntit a request for review by the State Bar's Complaint Review Unit, which will
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review yotLr complaint arrd thrl Intake Unit's decision to close the complaint. The Complaint Review
Unrit may leopen your compla.int if it determines that your complaint was inappropriately closed or that
you presented new, signi.hcant evidence to support your complaint. To request review by the Complaint
Rer',iew Uttit, you must submit your request in writing, together with any new evidence you wish to be
considered,, post-marked within 90 days of the date of this letrter, to:

The State Bar of California
Complaint Review Unit
Office of General Counsel
180 Howard Street
San llrancisco" CA 94105-l6l'7

The State llar cannot give you legal advice. If you wish to consult an attorney about any orther remedies
available to you, a certifirsd lawyer referral service can provide the names of attorneys who may be able
to aLssist yc u. In order to find a certified lawyer referral service, you may call our automated Lawyer
Relbrral S<:rvices Directory at l-866-442-2529 (toll free in California) or 415-538-2250 (from ouLtside
California) or access the iState Bar's website at www.calbar.ca.gov and look for information on lawyer
referral services.

We would appreciate if you u'ould complete a short, anonymous survey about your experie,nce with
filing your complaint. While your responses to the survey will not change the outcome of the complaint
you filed against the attorney, the State Bar will use /our onsw,ers to help improve the services we
provide to the public. The survey can be found athttp:llbit lyllitateBarSurveyl.

Thank you for bringing your c:oncerns to the attention of the State Bar.

Uo 
,:Ft "r, 

yours, 
,,- !

i. .- 
, 

..; I

Brindon K. Tady
Senior TrirLl Counsel

BKlI
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Persona I and Confrdential

lrpril I l\,2017

Pamela llenrLett
P.O. Bc;< 67:il33
F.ancho Santa lie, CA 92067

R-E: ,[]ase No.: 1(i-3I 410
Fi-espon'ient: Jered Ede

Dear Ms. Bennett:

T'he Complaint Review Unit recei',red your correspondence on April 5, 2017, requesting review of the decision
to close your complaint. Your request has been assigned to attorley Carissa Andresen.

T'he Cor:nplaint Review Unit, housed in the State Bar's Office of General Counsel, reviews decisionrs of the
C)ffice of Chiel'Trial Counsel to clLose complaints against attomeys when requested by complainants. The
Complaint Review Unit will recornmend to the Office of Chief Trial Counsel that a case be re-openecl when
there is good ciruse to do so. Whether a particular re-opened matter is investigated further or whethel charges
are filecl is witlLin the sole discretion of the State Bar's Chief Trial Counsel.

T'he Corlplaint Review attorney ar;signed to review your complaint will inform you whether the matter will be

rr:-opene,d. IIyour complaint is re-opened, the matter will be returrLed to the Office of Chief Trial C]ounsel with
a recomrnenclalion for furt;her investigation. If your complaint remains closed, the Complaint R.evieu' attorney
vzill exprJtain thc reasons for that dercision and advise you of your right to file an accusation against an attomey
directly with the Supreme Court of Califomia.

Please n,ote thalthe State Bar is not your attorney. 'I'he State Bar's function is to determine whether: a particular
complai.nt warrants disciplinary action. If you believe that you have a civil, criminal or adminis;trative claim
rr:lated to your complaint, you should consult an attorney regarding any available remedies. Attorney's can be

located by contacting a lawyer referral service certified by the State Bar in your area. For a list ,of certified
lawyerreferal services call the State Bar at866-442-2529 orvisitthe State Bar's website at

http ://w1vw.c,al rar. ca. gov/Pub,lic/l,aw]zerRefenalServicesLRS.aspx.

\/ery tmly youls

'\\ '.\.\c" 
"

Stelanie MiranJa
I'dministrati ve Assistant II


