
U
pon

c
o
n
sid

e
ra
tio
n
o
f
th
e
S
tip
u
la
tio
n
,
A
g
reem

en
t
an
d

A
ffid

a
v
it

c
o
n
se
n
tin
g
to

an
O
rd
er

o
f
In
ju
n
c
tio
n
,
an
d

now
b
e
in
g

s
u
ffic

ie
n
tly

a
d
v
ise
d
in

th
e
p
re
m
ise
s,

IT
IS

O
R
D
ER

ED
th
a
t
th
e
O
rd
er

an
d
R
u
le

to
Show

C
au
se

issu
e
d

on
M
arch

2
8
,
2
0
0
2
,
is

W
ITH

D
R
A
W
N
.

IT
IS

FU
R
TH

ER
O
R
D
ER

ED
th
a
t
th
e
R
e
sp
o
n
d
e
n
t,

L
a
rry

A
.

G
o
etz,

is
E
N
JO
IN
E
D

fro
m

th
e
u
n
a
u
th
o
riz
e
d
p
ra
c
tic
e
o
f
law

.

IT
IS

FU
R
TH

ER
O
R
D
ER

ED
th
a
t
th
e
R
esp

o
n
d
en
t
p
ay

th
e

c
o
sts

o
f
th
is

m
a
tte
r
in

th
e

am
ount

o
f

$
9
1
.0
0
.

BY
TH

E
C
O
U
R
T,

M
A
RCH

2
9
,
2
0
0
2
.

cc

Jam
es

C
o
y
le

A
s
s
is
ta
n
t
R
e
g
u
la
tio
n
C
o
u
n
sel

L
a
rry

G
o
etz

P
.O
.

B
ox

29227
T
h
o
rn
to
n
,

CO
80229

J
e
ffre

y
W
einm

an
C
h
a
p
te
r

7
T
ru
ste
e

600
1
7
th
S
t.,

#1800
S

D
en
v
er,

CO
80202

U
.S
.
T
ru
ste
e

721
1
9
th
S
t.,

#408
D
en
v
er,

CO
80202

:1V
—
—M

A
aV

116N
FO

R
D
i

Court
c
r
p
e
,c
,,m

J
Seal

t
(
1

SU
PR

EM
E

C
O
U
R
T,

STA
TE

O
F

CO
LO

RA
D
O

S
E

N
O
.

02S
A
82

TW
O

E
A
ST

1
4
T
H

A
V
EN

U
E

D
E
N
V
E
R
,

C
O
LO

R
A
D
O

8
0
2
0
3

O
R
IG
IN
A
L

PR
O
C
EED

IN
G

IN
U
N
A
U
TH

O
R
IZED

PR
A
C
TIC

E
O
F

LAW

________________________________

R
EC

EIV
E)

IN
TH

E
M
A
TTER

OF:
LA

R
R
Y

A.G
O
ETZ

MAR
2
9
2002

A
H
O
R
N
EY

O
R
D
ER

O
F

C
O
U
R
T

REG
U
LA

TIO
N

N
M
atth

ew
S
k
een

S
k
een

&
S
k
een

707
B
ro
w
n
e
ll
S
t.

P
.O
.
B
ox

2
1
8

G
eo
rg
eto

w
n
,

CO
80444

W
illiam

Z
u
rin
sk
a
s

75
M
an
h
attan

D
r.,

#103B
B
o
u
ld
e
r,

CO
8C
T

Suprem
e
C
ourt

State of C
olorado

C
ied

be aU
bU

ad
ccirect

29
2002



0
F

SU
PREM

E
COUR1

4’R
25?flfl2

SU
PR

E
M
E
C
O
U
R
T
,
STA

TE
O
F
C
O
LO

R
A
D
O

-‘

O
R
IG
IN
A
L
PR

O
C
E
E
D
IN
G

IN
U
N
A
U
T
H
O
R
IZ
E
D

PR
A
C
T
IC
E
O
F
LA

W

P
etitioner:

T
H
E
PE

O
PL

E
O
F
T
H
E
STA

TE
O
F
C
O
LO

R
A
D
O

R
espondent:

LA
R
R
Y

A
.
G
O
E
T
Z

A
C
O
U
R
T
U
SE

O
N
LY

A

Jam
es

C
.
C
oyle

#
14970

C
ase

N
um

ber:
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

L
arry

A
.
G
oetz

P.O
.
B
ox

29227
T
hornton,

C
O

$0229

ST
IPU

L
A
T
IO
N
,
A
G
R
E
E
M
E
N
T
A
N
D
A
FFID

A
V
IT

C
O
N
SE

N
T
IN
G
T
O

A
N
O
R
D
E
R
O
F
IN
JU
N
C
T
IO
N

O
n

this

_
_
_
_
_
_
_

day
of

M
arch,

2002,
Jam

es
C.

C
oyle,

A
ssistant

R
egulation

C
ounsel,

and
L
arry

A
.
G
oetz,

the
respondent

enter
into

the
follow

ing
stipulation,

agreem
ent,

and
affidavit

consenting
to

an
order

of
injunction

(‘stipulation”)
and

subm
it
the

sam
e
to

the
C
olorado

S
uprem

e
C
ourt

for
an

order
of
injunction

p
u
rsu

an
t
to

C
.R
.C
.P.

229-237.

1.
T
he

respondent’s
address

is
P.O

.
B
ox

29227,
T
hornton,

C
olorado

80229.
T
he

respondent
is
not

licensed
to
practice

law
in
the

S
tate

of
C
olorado.

2.
T
he

respondent
enters

into
this

stipulation
freely

and
voluntarily.

N
o
prom

ises
have

been
m
ade

concerning
future

consideration,
punishm

ent,
or

lenience
in

the
above-referenced

m
atter.

It
is

the
respondent’s

personal
decision,

and
the

respondent
affirm

s
there

has
been

no
coercion

or
other

intim
idating

acts
by

any
person

or
agency

concerning
this

m
atter.



C)
0

3.
T
he

respondent
is
fam

iliar
w
ith

the
rules

of
the

C
olorado

S
uprem

e
C
ourt

regarding
the

unauthorized
practice

of
law

.
T
he

respondent
acknow

ledges
the

right
to
a
full

and
com

plete
evidentiary

hearing
on

the
above-

referenced
petition

for
injunction.

A
t
any

such
hearing,

the
respondent

w
ould

have
the

right
to

be
represented

by
counsel,

present
evidence,

call
w
itnesses,

and
cross-exam

ine
the

w
itnesses

presented
by

the
petitioner.

A
t
any

such
form

al
hearing,

the
petitioner

w
ould

have
the

burden
of

proof
and

w
ould

be
required

to
prove

the
charges

contained
in

the
petition

for
injunction.

N
onetheless,

having
full

know
ledge

of
the

right
to

such
a
form

al
hearing,

the
respondent

w
aives

th
at
right.

5.
T
he

respondent
and

the
petitioner

stipulate
to

the
follow

ing
facts

and
conclusions:

the
respondent

provided
legal

advice
to

client
B
illie

Jay
C
raig,

and
selected

and
prepared

legal
form

s
on

her
behalf.

B
y
giving

legal
advice

and
by

selecting
and

preparing
legal

form
s
on

M
s.

C
raig’s

behalf,
the

respondent
engaged

in
the

unauthorized
practice

of
law

.
See

D
enver

B
ar
A
ss

‘n.
v.
P.U

.C
.
154

C
ob.

273,
391

P.2d
467

(1964)).

6.
T
he

respondent
has

read
and

studied
the

petition
for

injunction
and

is
fam

iliar
w
ith

the
allegations

therein,
and

a
true

and
correct

copy
of
the

petition
for

injunction
is
attached

to
this

stipulation
as
ex
h
ib
it

A
.

7.
P
ursuant

to
C
.R
.C
.P.

251.32,
the

respondent
agrees

to
pay

the
costs

and
adm

inistrative
costs

in
the

sum
of

$91
incurred

in
conjunction

w
ith

this
m
atter

w
ithin

thirty
(30)

days
after

the
acceptance

of
the

stipulation
by

the
C
olorado

S
uprem

e
C
ourt.

R
E
C
O
M
M
E
N
D
A
T
IO
N
FO

R
A
N
D
C
O
N
SE

N
T
T
O
O
R
D
E
R
O
F
IN
JU
N
C
T
IO
N

B
ased

on
the

foregoing,
the

parties
hereto

recom
m
end

th
at

an
order

be
entered

enjoining
the

respondent
from

the
unauthorized

practice
of

law
,
and

requiring
th
at

the
respondent

pay
costs

in
the

am
ount

of
$91.

2



C
C’

L
arry

A
.
G
oetz

the
respondent,

and
the

petitioners
attorney,

Jam
es

C.
C
oyle,

acknow
ledge

by
signing

this
docum

ent
th
at

they
have

read
and

review
ed

the
above.

Ja
9’(C

)y
1/#

1
9
70

L
a

.G
oetz

ssjst,%
t
R
g
u
1
i6
n
C
ounsel

P.O
.
B
ox

29227
600

17th
St
e
e
t,u
ite

200-S
.

T
hornton,

C
O

$0229
D
en
v
r,

C
ol
)$
4
0

$0202
T
e1ehone:

0
3

893-8121
ext.

328
A
ttor

ey
fo

Pet
tioner

S
L
rib
e
d

and
sw
orn

to
before

m
e

this

_
_
_
_
_
_

day
of

)V
7zV

I!J)
,2002,

by
L
arry

A.
G
oetz.

W
itness

m
y
hand

and
official

seal.
(
C
0
T
A
N

M
y
com

m
ission

expires:

3



MAR—
62002

SU
PR

E
M
E
C
O
U
R
T
,
STA

TE
O
F
C
O
LO

R
A
D
O

D
2
E
ast

14th
A
venue,

4
th
Floor

D
enver,

C
olorado

80203

O
R
IG
IN
A
L
PR

O
C
E
E
D
IN
G

IN
U
N
A
U
T
H
O
R
IZ
E
D

PR
A
C
T
IC
E
O
F

LA
W

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

A
C
O
U
R
’T

U
SE

O
N
LY

A
v
s
.

_
_
_
_
_

_
_
_
_

C
ase

N
um

tjer:
R
espondent:

_
_

_
_

_
_
_
_
_

O
2A

82
Jam

es
C
.
C
oyle

#
14970

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.

32$
Fax

N
um

ber:
(303)

893-5302

PE
T
IT
IO
N

FO
R
IN
JU
N
C
T
IO
N

P
etitioner,

by
and

through
Jam

es
C
.
C
oyle,

A
ssita

n
t
R
egulation

C
ounsel,

respectfully
requests

that
the

C
olorado

S
uprem

e
C
oizirt

issue
an

order
p
u
rsu

an
t
to

C
.R
.C
.P.

234
directing

the
respondent

to
sh
o
v

cause
w
hy

he
should

not
b
e
enjoined

from
the

unauthorized
practice

of
1
w
.

A
s
grounds

therefor,
counsel

states
as

follow
s:

1.
T
he

respondent,
L
arry

A.
G
oetz,

is
not

licensed
to
p
ractice

law
in
th
e

state
of
C
olorado.

T
he

respondent’s
address

is
P.O

.
B
ox
2
9
2
7
,
T
hornton,

C
O

80229.2.
T
he

respondent
presently

operates
an

independent
araleg

a1
service.

H
e
advertises

in
the

R
ocky

M
ountain

N
ew

s.
T
he

respondent’s
Jan

u
ary

7,
2002

ad
states

“D
ivorce/B

ankruptcy,
F
ast/E

xact/L
ow

R
ates.

W
e
czom

e
to
you

650-
6462.”3.

O
n
Ju
ly

28,
2000

U
nited

S
tates

B
ankruptcy

Judge
D
onald

E.
C
ordova



issued
his

order
granting

debtor
B
illie

Jay
C
raig’s

m
otion

p
tirsu

an
t
to

§
110,

finding
th
at
th
is

respondent
had

violated
a
certain

federal
sta
tu
te

concerning
bankruptcy

preparers.
T
his

order
w
as
entered

follow
ing

an
evidentiary

hearing
on

Ju
n
e

22,
2000.

T
he

respondent
w
as

present
at
th
e

hearing,
w
as

represented
b
y
counsel,

had
an

opportunity
to
present

evidence
and

object
to

and
cross-exam

ine
evidence

provided
by

debtor’s
counsel.

A
copy

of
the

order
is
attached

hereto
as

exhibit
1.

4.
T
he

issue
in

the
underlying

bankruptcy
proceeding

w
as

w
hether

or
not

this
respondent

violated
11

U
.S.C

.§
1
10(f),

(h)
an
d

(i), fed
eral

statutory
law

setting
forth

requirem
ents

for
petition

preparers.
In

his
o
rd
er,

Judge
C
ordova

found
th
at
th
e
respondent

gave
legal

advice
to

M
s.

C
raig

b
y

deciding
w
hich

property
to
p
u
t
on

her
schedule

of
claim

exem
ptions,

by
talk

in
g
to

M
s.
C
raig

about
the

exem
ption

statute,
and

by
telling

M
s.
C
raig

that
sh
e
m
ust

file
the

petition
w
ithin

90
days.

T
he

respondent
also

appears
to
h
av
e
selected

an
d

prepared
pleadings

on
behalf

of M
s.
C
raig

at
the

tim
e
of their

in
itial

conference.

5.
U
.S.

D
istrict

C
ourt

Judge
W
iley

D
aniel

h
as

approved
and

adopted
Judge

C
ordova’s

findings
and

has
m
ade

Ju
d
g
e
C
ordova’s

reccm
m
endations

an
order

of
court.

A
copy

of
Judge

D
aniel’s

order
adopting

the
recom

m
endations

of
Judge

C
ordova,

and
the

U
.S.

D
istrict

C
ourt

judgm
ent,

is
attach

ed
hereto

as
ex
h
ib
it
2.

6.
T
he

respondent
provided

legal
advice

to
client

B
illie

Jay
C
raig

by
deciding

w
h
at

property
belonged

on
M
s.

C
raig’s

schedule
of

exem
pt

property,
and

by
providing

M
s.

C
raig

other
inform

ation
contained

fri
the

bankruptcy
exem

ption
statu

te,
and

by
telling

M
s.
C
raig

inform
ation

on
filin

g
a
petition

for
bankruptcy.

T
he

respondent
also

selected
legal

form
s
and

p
rep

ared
pleadings

on
M
s.
C
raig’s

behalf.

7.
B
y
providing

legal
advice

to
a
client,

selecting
legal

fo
rm
s
on

behalf
of

th
at

client,
an
d
by

preparing
such

legal
form

s,
the

resp
o
n
d
en
t
engaged

in
the

unauthorized
practice

of
law

in
C
olorado

(the
u
n
au
th
o
rized

practice
of

la
w

includes
acting

as
a
representative

in
protecting,

enforcing
or

defending
the

legal
rights

an
d
duties

of
another

an
d
/o
r
counseling

advising
and

assisting
th
at

person
in

connection
w
ith

legal
rights

and
duties.

S
ee

D
enver

B
ar

A
ssociation

v.
P.U

.C
.,
154

C
ob.

273,
391

P
.2d

467
(1964)).

W
H
E
R
E
FO

R
E
,
the

petitioner
prays

that
th
is

court
issue

an
order

directing
the

respondent
to

show
cause

w
hy

he
should

not
be

enjoined
from

engaging
in

an
y
unauthorized

practice
of

law
;
thereafter

th
a
t
the

court
enjoin

this
resp

o
n
d
en
t
from

the
practice

of
law

,
or

in
the

alternative
th
at

this
co
u
rt

refer
this

m
atter

to
a

hearing
m
aster

for
d
eterm

in
aticn

of
facts

an
d

2



recom
m
endations

to
the

court
on

w
hether

this
respondent

sh
u
1
d
be

enjoined
from

the
unauthorized

practice
of

law
.
F
urtherm

ore,
petitioner

requests
th
a
t

the
court

assess
the

costs
and

expenses
of

these
proceedings,

including
reasonable

attorney
fees

against
this

respondent;
order

the
r&
u
n
d
of
any

an
d

all
fees

paid
by

clients
to

the
respondent;

and
assess

restititio
n
against

th
e

respondent
for

losses
incurred

by
clients

or
third

parties
a
s

a
result

of
th
e

respondent’s
conduct;

and
any

other
relief

deem
ed

appropriate
by

this
court.

R
espectfully

subm
itted

this

_
_
_
_

of
M
arch,

2002.

JA
M
E
S

.
Y
L

A
ssist

t
R
gu

on
C
ouizisel

A
ttor

y
fo

eti
•oner

3



1niteb
ta
te

3l3auftruptcp
(iiiit

jfor
tije
(tric

t
of

(Colocabo

E
xem

plification
C
ertification

I, B
radford

L. Bolton, Clerk
ofthe

U
nited

States
Bankruptcy

Court for
the

D
istrict of

Colorado, and
keeperand

custodian
of the

records
ofthe

C
ourt, do

hereby
certifS’ that

the
docrnents

attached
hereto

and
item

ized
are

true
copies

of the
original(s) now

rem
aining

am
ong

the
records

of

said
C
oirt.

In
testim

.ny
w
hereof

I hereunto
affix

m
y
nam

e, in
said

D
istrict,

atD
enver,C

olorado,

this
day

o
f

,20
O
i

Clerk
[S
i
of court]

i,
L
).

,U
nited

States
Bankruptcy

Judge
forthe D

istrict of

Colorado, do
hereby

certify
thatB

radrdrd
L. Bolton,w

hose
nam

e
isabove

w
ritten

and
subscribed,

is
and

w
as

at
the

date
thereof

Clerk
of said

Court,
duly

appointed
and

sw
orn,

and
keeper

o
f
the

records thereof
and

that the
above

certificate
by

him
m
ade, and

his
attestation

o
frecord

thereof
is

in
due

form
of law

.

D
ated:

in
/C
/J
o
!

/
/
i
t
L

/c1
U
nited

States Bankruptcy
Judge

!S
c
tc
o
’]

I,
B
radford

L.
Bolton,

Clerk
of

the
U
nited

States
Bankruptcy

C
ourt

for
the

D
istrict

of

Colorado, and
keepe1

and
custodian

of the
recordsof the

Court, do
hereby

certify
thatthe

H
onorable

rel#ectR
.

)w
tE
C
J.—

, w
hose

nam
e
is w

ithin
w
ritten

and
subscribed, w

as
on

the
e
4

day
of

49zA
obQ

r
, 20O

’_,
and

now
is Judge

of said
C
ourt,

duly
appointed,

confirm
ed, sw

orn, and
qualified; and

thatI am
w
ellacquainted

w
ith

his/herhandw
riting

and
official

signature
and

know
and

hereby
certify

the
sam

e
w
ithin

w
ritten

to
behis/hers.

In
testim

ony
w
jereof

I
hereuto

affix
m
y
nam

e,
at the

City
ofD

enver,
in

the
S
ate

of

Colorado, on
this

g
4

D
ay
of

U
1T
O
3L
’Q
..

, 200

C
le
rk

fsI
of cou1J

_
.
—
—
—

.
,
.
—

Item
izati

n
of docum

ents
attaed

hereto:
€v.-

/i7922
-c

c
,se

7tL
&
e
24,v

(€
A
i?

In
itlso

fD
e
P
u
tc
N
e
rk
%

f
7
E
t
7
r



In
re:

)
D
S
T
R
IrT

rc
t

BThLTE
JA
Y
C
R
A
IG
,

)
Case

N
o.

00-10792
D
E
C

SS#:
575-96-9193

)
C
hapter 7

)
D
ebtor.

)
The

H
onorable

D
onald

B.
Cordova

U
nited

States
B
ankiuptcy

Judge:

O
R
D
E
R
G
R
A
N
TIN

G
D
EB

TO
R
’S

M
O
T
IO
N

PU
R
SU

A
N
T
TO

S
E
C
T
IO
N

110

TifiS
M
A
T
T
E
R
cam

e
on

forhearing
on

June
22, 2000,

on
the

D
ebtor’s

M
otion

U
nder

11
U
.S.C

.
Section

110
and

the
Response

filed
by

Larry
A.

G
oetz.

The
D
ebtor

w
as

represented
by

W
illiam

Zurinskas,and
Larry

G
oetzw

asrepresented
by

M
atthew

Skeen.
The

C
ourthas

considered
the

evidence
and

legalargum
ents

presented
by

the
parties, and

hereby
m
akes

the
follow

ing
findings

offactand
conclusions

oflaw
.

FA
C
TS

The
D
ebtor,Billie

Jay
Craig, filed

hervoluntary
C
hapter 7

petition
on
January

27,2000.
Larry

A.
G
oetz,

w
ho

has
been

a
bankruptcy

petition
preparer

for
four

years
under

the
nam

e
of Largo

ParalegalServices,prepared
herpetition,schedules,

statem
ent of financialaffairs,

and
statem

ent of
intentions

in
late

O
ctober

orearly
N
ovem

ber,
1999.

M
i.
G
oetz’s

educationalbackground
includes

tw
o
years

of
college

and
com

pletion
of

a
paralegaf

course:
H
e-testified-that--he—

w
orked-for

an
attorney

nam
ed

A
lZiun

before
M
r.Zinn’s

death.
H
e
has

neverw
orked

underthe
supervision

ofa
bankruptcy

attorney.
H
e
stated

thathe
consultsw

ith
attorneys

w
hen

hehas
a
question,butdid

not
provide

the
nam

es
ofany

such
attorneys.

M
r.G

oetz
and

the
D
ebtoragree

thatshe
contacted

him
afterreading

his
advertisem

entin
the

R
ocky

M
ountain

N
ew

s,w
hich

stated:“D
IV
O
RCE—

BA
N
K
RU

PTCY
M
Iform

s—
fastlexact!low

rates
W
E
CO

M
E
T
O

YOU—
650-6462”.

This
advertisem

ent
appeared

in
the

classified
section

of
the

new
spaperunderthe

heading
“LegalServices.”

M
r. G

oetz
traveled

to
the

D
ebtor’s

residence
in

late
O
ctoberorearly

N
ovem

ber,
1999.

H
e

testified
that during

his
firstvisithe

read
to

the
D
ebtor

each
of the

item
sin

the
bankruptcy

form
s
he

obtained
from

B
radford

Publishing
Corporation,

and
pencilled

in
the

responses
she

gave.
H
e

estim
ated

this
process

took
one

to
one

and
one-half hours.

H
e
recalled

that
the

D
ebtor gave

him
$175

in
cash

for
hisservices,butacknow

ledgesit could
have

been
acheck,w

hich
she

asked
him

not
to
cash

forafew
days.

H
e
claim

ed
to
have

given
her a

receipt, buthasno
record

o
fit.

He
could

not
recallw

hether
he

visited
herone

ortw
o
tim

es
after the

first visit,butestim
ated

that
a
second

visit
w
ould

have
taken

one-half
to

three-fourths
of

an
hour

for
reviewing

and
signing

the
prepared

z



docum
ents,

and
that

a
third

visit
would

have
taken

about
tw
enty

m
inutes,

for
any

changes
or

corrections
to
the

com
pleted

docum
ents.

A
fter gathering

inform
ation

from
the

D
ebtor, he

typed
the

inform
ation

onto
a
clean

copy
of

the
form

s, w
hich

took
fourto

five
hours

due
to

his
slow

typing
speed.

H
e
uses

new
copies

of
the

sam
e
B
radford

form
s;

he
does

notuse
com

puterized
form

s
or softw

are.
H
e
stated

thathe
does

not
keep

precise
tim

e
records

ofthe
w
ork

he
perform

s
for

debtors,
and

does
n
o
t keep

the
pencilled

“rough
drafts”

he
com

piles
atinitial m

eetings w
ith

debtors.

A
ccording

to
M
r.
G
oetz,

at hisfirst m
eeting

w
ith

the
D
ebtor, he

satw
ith

her
at herkitchen

table, so
that each

ofthem
could

see
theform

s from
w
hich

he
w
as

reading.
H
e
also

m
aintained

that
the

D
ebtor

m
ay

have
been

“distracted”
by
the

presence
of several children

during
the

m
eeting.

H
e

asserted
that the

D
ebtoT

directed
him

not to
include

her incom
e
from

hom
e tutoring

in
her statem

ents
and

schedules,
and

that
she

told
him

she
ow

ned
a
m
obile

hom
e
w
hen

he
asked

her
ifshe

had
real

estate.

M
r.G

oetz
denies giving

the
D
ebtor legal advice.

H
e
concedes thathe prepared

her Schedule
C
of claim

ed
exem

ptionshim
selffrom

the
inform

ation
she

gave
him

, butasserts
thathe

m
erely

read
and

interpreted
the

C
olorado

exem
ptions

statute, and
did

not render legal advice.
H
e
contends

that
he

listhd
her cash

as
exem

pt on
the

basis of looking
at other cases

and
“doing

research.”
He

claim
s

he
told

the
D
ebtorhe

w
as

a paralegal,not an
attorney,

and
could

notgive legal
advice.

H
e believes

“legal advice”
does

not include
“inform

ation”
he

gave
the

D
ebtor, such

asw
hatproperty

belonged
on

the
schedule

of
exem

pt
property,

and
does

not include
“talking

about”
w
hat

is
w
ritten

in
the

exem
ptions

statute.

H
e
adm

its
the

only
question

he
asked

the
D
ebtor

as
to

the
proper venue

ofthe
case

she
intended

to
file

w
as

w
hether she

had
resided

in
C
olorado

for the
previous

sixm
onths.

H
e
could

not
recall w

hetherhe
discussed

w
ith

giving
the

D
ebtor advice

as
to
herautom

obile
orm

obile hom
e,and

denies telling
hernot to

listcertain
creditors.

H
e
told

her he
w
ould

prepare
am

endm
ents,ifnecessary, free

of charge.
Since

he
did

not hear from
the

D
ebtor

after
he

delivered
the

docum
ents,

he
presum

ed
she

had
filed

her
C
hapter

7
case

successfully.

M
r.G

oetz
adm

itted
thatthe

first fee
disclosure

he
prepared

wason
the

w
rong

form
, and

did
not

contain
the

required
statem

ent
that

the
disclosure

w
as

m
ade

under
penalty

of
perjury.

(R
espondent’s

E
xhibit

C).
H
ow

ever,he
has

since
developed

a
new

form
w
hich

com
plies

w
ith

the
requirem

ents
of

11
U
.S.C

.
§1

lO
(h)(l).

Further
he

recognizes
that

the
C
ode

prohibits
a
petition

preparer from
advertising

under
any

category
thatincludes

the
w
ord

“legal.”
H
e
testified

thatthe
new

spaper staff placed
alladvertising

related
to

legal m
atters

underthe
heading

“Legal Services”.
H
e
has

since
persuaded

them
to

change
the

heading
to

“Paralegal
Services”,

under
w
hich

his
advertisem

ent
currently

appears.
(Respondent’s

Exhibits
A
and

B).
He

acknow
ledged

that he
has

som
etim

es
offered

to
refund

fees
to

dissatisfied
clients,and

has
offered

to
refund

the
D
ebtor’s

fee
in

this
case.

2
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The
D
ebtor’s

recollection
ofthe

firstm
eeting

differs
from

thatofM
r.
G
oetz.

She testified
thathe

used
no

form
s,butm

ade
notes

on
a
blank

legal pad
w
hich

w
as covered

w
ith

a
blank

sheet
of

w
hite

paper.
She

contends
that

only
one

child, her
goddaughter, was

present.
According

to
the

D
ebtor,she

asked
M
r.
G
oetz

aboutthe
possibility

of losing
herhom

e
and

her
car,

and
wasassured

thatshe
had

no
cause

to
w
orry

because
she

could
use

the
exem

ption
laws

to
save

those
assets.

H
e

did
notask

w
hen

each
ofherdebts

wasincurred.
She

stated
that hevisited

her
tw
o
m
ore

tim
es,

and
thatthe

second
neeting

w
as

longerthan
the

first because
her“pow

er ofattorney”
w
as

present
and

read
allthe

docum
ents.

The
D
ebtor explained

that atthe
tim

e
she

was
taking

pain
m
edication

for
a

recentback
surgery,and

needed
assistance

from
her room

m
ate

in
m
aking

decisiO
ns.

A
pparently, the

D
ebtorbelieved

she
had

given
herroom

m
ate

a pow
er
of attorney, butno

w
ritten

pow
er of attorney

w
as
introduced

as
evidence.

The
D
ebtor

co’nsuhed
Consum

er
Credit C

ounseling
(“CCC”) before

contacting
M
r.G

oetz.
She

decided
not

to
pursue

the
CCC

program
after

CCC
representatives

told
her

she
could

file
bankruptcy

since
nearly

allofherdebtsw
ere

m
edical bills.

She
claim

s
she

had
placed

her financial
inform

ation
on

the
CCC

form
s,w

hich
she

provided
to

M
r.
G
oetz.

A
ftertalking

to
attorneys

who
quoted

her
fees

fora
bankruptcy

filing
atbetw

een
$500

and
$2500, the

D
ebtor

contacted
M
r.G

oetz
because

he
advertised

he would
com

e
to

her residence,
and

because
ofhis

low
fee.

She
believed

M
r.

G
oetz

to
be

an
attorney, and

asserts
she

paid
his

fee
in

installm
ents.

M
r.
G
oetz

inform
ed

hershe
had

ninety
daysfrom

the
preparation

ofthe
docum

ents
to

file
the

petition,
before

am
endm

ents
w
ould

be
necessary.

She
stated

that
she

w
aited

to
file

the
petition.untilshe

had
paid

the
final installm

ent to
M
r. G

oetz.
She

claims he
told

herhe
would

notor
could

notprepare
am

ended
docum

entsw
ithout an

additional $20
fee.

She
denied

telling
M
r. G

oetz
that

she
w
as

a
hom

e
tutor,

because
her

only
tutoring

activities
consist

o
f
hom

e
schooling

her
goddaughter,

for
w
hich

she
w
as

notpaid.

The
D
ebtor’s

goddaughter, K
u’uopilani B

lanton,
corroborated

the
D
ebtor’s

testim
ony

that
M
r.G

oetz
used

no
form

s
during

theinitialinterview
.
She

also
testified

thatthe
initial interview

took
one

hour,and
thatM

r.G
oetz

w
as

on
the

telephone
for tw

enty
m
inutes ofthat

tim
e.

The
D
ebtorw

as
contacted

by
attorney

W
illiam

Zurinskas
after shefiled

her petition, through
a
letter

sentto
her

address.
H
e
attended

the
first m

eeting
ofcreditors

w
ith

her.
The

D
ebtor

has
agreed

to
pay

M
r.
Zurinskas

fifty
percentof any

recovery
she

m
ay

obtain
against M

r.
Goetz.

M
r.

Zurinskas
adm

its
that

he
solicited

the
D
ebtor’s

business,
and

that
he

believes
abusive

petition
preparersshould

be
stopped.

TheD
ebtoradm

itsshe
received

herChapter 7
discharge, but states

that
certain

hospitals
continue

to
threaten

suits
against her.

D
ISC

U
SSIO

N

11
U
.S.C

.
§110

w
as

added
to
the

Bankruptcy
Code

aspart ofthe
B
ankruptcy

Reform
A
ct

of1994.
Itdefines

a
“petition

preparer”
as“a person,

other than
an

attorney
or

an
em

ployee
ofan

attorney,w
ho

prepares
forcom

pensation
a
docum

ent for filing.”
11

U.S.C.§
110(a).

It goes
on

to

3



•
provide

lim
itations

on
preparers’

activities,
and

various
penalties

for
negligently

or
fraudulently

preparing
petitions,

including:

(9
(1,)A

bankruptcy
petition

preparershalt not use
the

w
ord

“legal”
orany

sim
ilarterm

in
any

advertisem
ents,

or
advertise

under
any

categoly
thatincludes

the
w
ord

“legal”
or

any
sim

ilarterm
.

(2)
a
bankrztptcypetition

preparershallbefined
notm

ore
than

$500 for
each

violation
of paragraph

1.

(h)(1)
W
ithin

10
daysafter

the
date

of thefiling
of apetition,

a
bankruptcy

petition
preparershall file

a
declaration

under
penaltjofperjuiy

disclosing
any fee

receivedfrom
oron

behalfofthe
debtorwithin

12
m
onths

im
m
ediately

prior
to

thefiling
ofthe

case,and
any

unpaidfee
charged

to
the

debtor.
(2)

The
courtshalldisallow

and
order

the
im
m
ediate

turnover
to

the
bankruptcy

trustee
ofanyfee

referred
to

in paragraph
(1)

found
to

be
in
excessofthe

value
of services

renderedforthe
docum

ents prepared.
An

individualdebtor m
ay

exem
ptany

fltnd5’so
recovered

undersection
522(b).

(z)(1)if a
bankruptcy

case
orrelated proceeding

is
dism

issed
because

ofthefailure
tofile

bankruptcypapers,
inchtding

papers
specified

in
section

521(1) ofthis
title,

the
negligence

[sic]
or

intentional disregard
of this

title
of the

federal Rulesof

_____B
ankrtptcy

Procedure
by
a
bankruptcy petition

preparer,
or

a
bankruptcypetition

preparerviolates
this

section
orcom

m
its

any
fraudulent,

unfair,ordeceptive
act,

the
bankruptcy

court
shallcert5ithat factto

the
districtcourt,

and
the

districtcourt,
on

m
otion

ofthe
debtor,the

trustee,
ora

creditor
and

aftera
hearing,

shallorderthe
bankruptcypetition

preparer
to
pay

to
the

debtor—
(A) the

debtor’s
actualdam

ages,
(B)thegreater

of (1)$2000;or(ii)
tw
ice

the
am

ountpaid
by

the
debtor

to
the

bankruptcypetition
preparerforthe

preparer‘s services;
and

(C) reasonable
attorneys‘fees and

costs
in

m
ovingfordam

ages
underthis

subsection.

C
ongress’s

concerns
leading

to
the

enactm
entof

§110
are

clearly
set

forth
in

the
R
eport

of the
H
ouse

Judiciary
C
om

m
ittee:

B
ankruptcypetition

preparers
not em

ployed
or supervised

by
any

4
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attorney
have

prolferated
across

the
countly.

J’77iteitispernzissthle
fo
r
a
petition

preparerto
provide

services
solely

lim
ited

to
typing,

far
too

m
any

of them
also

attem
pito provide

legal advice
and

legal
services

to
debtors.

Thesepreparers
often

lack
the

necessaiy
legal

training
and

ethics
regulation

toprovide
such

services
in
an
adequate

and
appropriate

m
anner.

These
services

m
ay

take
advantage

of
persons

w
ho

are
ignorantoftheir rights

both
inside

and
ozttsid,e

the
bankruptcy

system
.

FIR
Rep.

103-834,
1
0
3
td
C
ong.,2”

Sess.
40-41

(O
ct.

4,
1994);

140
Cong

R
ec.

H
.
10770

(O
ct.

4,
1994).

Section
110

addressesa
very

realconcern.
A
lthough

law
yers

are
subfrctto

com
petency

requirem
ents

and
character

assessm
ents

before
they

m
ay
practice

law
,petition

preparers
are

presently
subjectto

no
regulation

or
licensing procedures.

In
addition,

attorneys
can

be
disbarred,

suspended
or otherw

ise
sanctionedf

theyfailto
obey

the
ethicalrules prom

ulgated
by

the
M
aine

Suprem
e
JudicialCourt and

adopted
by

the
U

S. D
istrictC

ourtoJliaine.
W
hen

a
tm
vyer‘s conduct

breaches
the

professionalstandard
of care

and
dam

age
results,

the
com

m
on

law
provides

relief
In

the
bankruptcy

context,§11
0fills

the
breach

by providing
statutorily

defined
regulation

of non-attorneys
w
hose

w
ork

signficantly
affectsdebtors

and
the

business
ofthis

court.

fessenclen
v.Ireland

(In
reH

obbs),213
B.R.207, 210

(Bankr.D.M
e.
1999).

The
C
ourt findsthatthe

Respondentclearly
violated

the
express provisions

of110(f)(l)
by

advertising
under

the
categdry

“legalservices.”
(R
espondent’s

Exhibit A).
T
he

D
ebtor

saw
and

responded
to
the

advertisem
entunderthis

category.
The

Court
also

finds
that

the
R
espondent’s

subsequentchange
to
the

category
“paralegalservices”

does
notcure

theviolation.
(R
espondent’s

ExhibitB).
The

term
“paralegal”,while

it
m
ay

m
ean

thatthe
services

do
not

com
e
directly

from
attorneys,nonetheless

creates
a
false

im
pression

because
it suggests

that the
services

include
som

e
legalexpertise

orjudgm
ent.

A
dvertising

under“paralegal services”
instead

of“legalservices”
does

notbring
the

R
espondentinto

com
pliancew

ith
§110

because
such

advertising
does

notm
akeit clear

thatthe
assistance

provided
is
lim

ited,as
itm

ustbe
under§ 110,to

docum
ent

preparation.
?vloore

v.Jenks
(In

re
M
oore,),

232
B.R.

1, 10
(Bankr.D

. M
e.

1999).The
Courtnotes

thatBlack’s
L
aw

D
ictionary

defines
“paralegal”

as“a
person

w
ith

legalskills, butw
ho

isnot alaw
yer,

and
who

w
orks

underthe
supervision

ofa
law

yeror who
is
otherw

ise
authorized

by
law

to
used

those
legalskills.”

A
dvertising

under
the

category
“paralegalservices”

im
plies

association
with

an
attorney

or at least
prom

otes
the

R
espondent’s

legal
skills,

w
hen

in
fact

he
cannot

legally
offer

such
skills.

In
re

K
aitangian,218

B
R
.
102,

107
(Bankr.S.D

.Cal.
199$).

The
Respondentadm

its
thathe does

not

5
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presently
w
ork

under
the

supervision
of

an
attorney,

and
that

he
has

never
w
orked

under
the

supervision
of a

bankruptcy
attorney.

Forthese
reasons, the

C
ourt findsthe

R
espondentshould

be
fined

$500
forhis

adveriising
practices.

Furthe,the
C
ourt finds

that such
advertising

constitutes
a

fraudulent,unfair,
or

deceptive
actunder

11
U
.S.C.

§1
10(i)(l),

w
hich

m
ay
be

enjoined
under

ii
u.s.c.

§1l0(j)(2)(A
)(i).

See, In
refish,

210B
.R
.
603,

609
(Bankr.D.C

ob.
1997).

The
R
espondentviolated

11
U
.S.C.§ 1l0(h)(l)

because
he

did
notfile

a
proper

disclosure
of

the
feeshe

w
as
paid.

In
addition,although

the
form

he
files

has
since

been
corrected,the

Courtm
ust

look
atthe

value
received

by
the

D
ebtorand

orderthe
R
espondentto

return
td

the
D
ebtorallfees

received
in
excess

ofthat value.
Section

110(h)(2)
and

(3)
preventpetition

preparers
from

charging
excessive

fees.
H
ow

ever,in
this

case,because
the

R
espondentw

as
engaged

in
the

unauthorized
practice

of law
,
and

because
he

used
deceptive

advertising
practices

in
violation

of
11

U
.S.C

.
§1

10(f)(1),
the

C
ourtbelieves

thatno
fee

should
be

allow
ed.

In
re
Farness,

244
B.R.464,

473
(Bankr.D. Idaho

2000).

The
R
espondent

also
violated

11
U
.S.C

.
§1l0(i)(l)

by
engaging

in
fraudulent,

unfair
or

deceptive
practices.

The
Colorado

Suprem
e
Court

has
defined

the
practice

of
law

as
follow

s:
“generally

one
w
ho

acts
in

a
representative

capacity
in
protecting,

enforcing,o
r
defending

the
legal

rights
and

duties
ofanother

and
in
counseling,advising

and
assisting

him
in
connection

w
ith

these
rights

and
duties

is
engaged

in
the

practice
oflaw

.”
D
enver B

arA
ssociation

v.
P. U

.C.,
154

C
ob.

273,279, 391
P.2d

467,471
(C
ob.

1964),quoted
in
U
nauthorized

Practice
o
f L
aw

C
om

m
ittee

v.
Frog,

761
P.

2d
1111,

1115
(C
ob.

1988).
The

C
ourt

finds
that,

despite
the

R
espondent’s

protestations
to

the
contrary,

he
w
as

giving
legaladvice

by
deciding

which
property

to
puton

the
D
ebtor’s

schedule
ofclaim

ed
exem

ptions,by
talking

to
the

D
ebtor aboutthe

exem
ption

statute,and
by

telling
her

that
she

m
ust

file
the

petition
w
ithin

ninety
days.

Therefore,
he

appeared
to
have

engaged
in
the

unauthorized
practice

oflaw
.

Such
unauthorized

practice
o
f
law

constitutes
a

fraudulent,unfair,ordeceptive
practice.K

angarloo
v.A

rotionians
(In

reK
angarloo)

,
B
.R
.__,

2000
W
L
873519,

*6
(Bankr.

C.D
.Cal.,June

23,2000); In
re

G
uttierez,

s
u
p
ra
,
at

24$
B
R
.
294.

A
ccordingly,

the
C
ourtw

illrecom
m
end

that the
D
istrict

C
ourt

aw
ard

the
D
ebtor

$2,000
for

this
violation,plus

any
actualdam

ages
and

costs
she

m
ay

be
able

to
establish.

Based
upon

the
above

findings
and

conclusions,it is

O
R
D
ER

ED
thatLarry

A.
Goetz

shallpay
to
the

C
lerk

of the
B
ankruptcy

C
ourt a

statutory
fine

in
the

am
ountof $500

forhis
violation

of11
U.S.C.§ 11 0(f)(1) within

thirty
days

ofthe
date

of
this

O
rder.

Itis

FU
R
TH

ER
O
R
D
ER

ED
thatLarry

A
.G

oetz
shall be

perm
anently

enjoined
from

advertising
his

services
as

a
bankruptcy

petition
preparer under the

category
“paralegalservices”.

Itis

FU
R
TH

ER
O
R
D
ER

ED
thatLarry

A.G
oetz

shall return
to

the
Debtor,

w
ithin

thirty
days

of
the

date
of this

O
rder,all fees

he
received

from
the

D
ebtorin

connection
with

this
case,pursuantto

11
U
.S.C

.§11O
(h)(2).

Itis

6

7



FU
R
TH

ER
O
R
D
ER

ED
thatthisorderis certified

to
the

U
nited

States
D
istrictCourtfor

the
D
istrictofC

olorado
under

11
U
.S.C.

§110(1),w
ith

the
recom

m
endation

thatthe
D
ebtorbe

aw
arded

statutory
dam

ages
of

$2,000
for

M
r.
G
oetz’s

violation
of

11
U
.S.C

.
§llO

(i)(l),
plus

any
actual

dam
ages

a
costs

she
m
ay

establish,upon
herfiling

ofan
appropriate

m
otion

in
that

Court.

D
A
T
E
D
%
f
2

B
Y
TH

E
CO

U
RT:

D
nald

E. C
ordoa

U
nited

States
B
ankruptcy

Judge

7



C
ase:

00-10792
Form

Id
:

136
N
tc

-
_ce:

08/29/2000
O
ff:

1
Page

:
1

T
otal

n
o
tk
e

m
aited:

6

C
raig,

B
it
tie

Jay
PD

B
ox211116,

D
enver,

CO
8022

Z
u
rin
sk
as,

W
illiam

E.
75

M
anhattan

D
r.,

S
te.

103
B,

B
oulder,

CO
80303

W
eirinan,

Jeffrey
A
.

600
17th

S
t.,

S
te.

1800
S
.,

D
enver,

CO
80202-3132

G
oetz,

L
arry

A
.

d
o

M
atthew

D
.
S
keen,

1600
B
roadw

ay,
S
te.

2350,
D
enver,

CO
80202

S
keen,

M
atthew

D
1600

B
roadw

ay,
S
te.

2350,
D
enver,

CO
80202

US
T
ru
stee,

721
19th

S
t.,

S
te.

408,
D
enver,

CO
80202

4

D
ebtor

A
ty
T
ru
stee

o
th
er

pro
A
ty



S
.’) jt/

A
D

132
(R
ev.

5/85)
E
xem

plification
C
ertificate

e

c
L

14nht2b
b
t
I
i
r
c
t
Q
nurI

D
ISTR

IC
T
O
F

C
O
L
O
R
A
D
O

E
X
E
M
PL

IFIC
A
T
IO
N
C
E
R
T
IFIC

A
T
E

I,
Jam

es
R
.
M
a
n
s
p
e
a
k
e
r

,C
lerk

ofthis
U
nited

States
D
istrict

C
ourt,

keeper
ofthe

records
and

seal,certify
thatthe

attached
docum

ents:
C
A
S
E

N
U
M
B
E
R

O
O
—
C
V
—
1
9
6
0

O
R
D
E
R
(
N
u
i
n
b
e
r
1
1
)
and

J
U
D
G
M
E
N
T
f
N
u
m
b
e
r
1
2
)

are
true

copies
of
records

ofthis
C
ourt.

In
testim

ony
w
hereof

I
sign

m
y

nam
e

and
affix

the
seal

of
this

C
ourt,

in
this

D
istrict,

at
D
enver

-
i
-

_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_on

-
-
‘

(By) D
eputy

C
lerk

e
v
iis

T
.
B
abcock,

C
hief

Judge
a
Judicial

O
fficer

ofthis
C
ourt,

certify
that

Jam
es

R
.
M
anspeaker

,nam
ed

above,is
and

w
as

on
the

date
noted,

C
lerk

of
this

C
ourt,

duly
appointed

and
sw
orn,

and
keeper

ofthe
records

and
seal,

and
thatthis

certificate,
and

the
attestation

ofthe
record,are

in
accordance

w
ith

the
law

s
ofthe

U
nited

States.

/
1

D
ate

Signature
of JudicialO

fficir

Title

I,
J
a
m
e
s

R
.
M
an
sp
eak

er
,C

lerk
ofthis

U
nited

States
D
istrict

C
ourt,

keeper
ofthe

seal,certify
thatthe

H
onorable

Lew
is

T
.
B
a
b
c
o
c
k
,
C
h
ief

Ju
d
g
e

Judicial O
fficer

nam
ed

above,
is
and

w
as

on
the

date
noted

a
Judicial

O
fficer

of
this

Court,
duly

appointed,
sw
orn

and
qualified,

and
that

I
am

well
acquainted

w
ith

the
Judicial

O
fficer’s

official
signature

and
know

and
cer

tify
the

above
signature

to
be
thatofthe

JudicialO
fficer.

In
testim

ony
w
hereofIsign

m
y
nam

e,and
affix

the
sealofthis

C
ourtat______________________________

this
S
ta
te
,o
n

t5
D
ate

(B
v)D

eputy
C
lerk

;jj
E
X
H
IB
IT



t
.

$
I

U
N
ITED

STA
TES

D
ISTR

IC
T
CO

U
RT

FO
R
TH

E
D
ISTR

IC
T
O
F
CO

LO
RA

D
O

Judge
W
iley

Y.D
aniel

CivilA
ction

N
o.

00
-
D
-
1960

IN
RE

BILLIE
JA
Y
CRA

IG
B
ankrupty

C
ase

No.
00-10792

DEC,

BILLIE
JAY

C
R
A
IG
,

Plaintiff,

V
.

F
IL
E
D

ITED
STATES
O
p

JUL3
02001

—
.1.

4
w
p

LA
RRY

A.G
O
ETZ,

D
efendant.

O
R
D
ER

THIS
M
A
TTER

is
before

the
C
ourtfollow

ing
a
hearing

on
Plaintiff’s

M
otion

for

O
rder

under
11

U
SC

§
110

A
dopting

the
R
ecom

m
endations

of B
ankruptcy

Judge
and

R
educing

them
to
Judgm

entfiled
O
ctober

3,2000.
A
s
stated

on
the

record
atthe

hearing,
itis

O
R
D
ER

ED
that

Plaintiffs
M
otion

forO
rder

under
11

USC
§
11
0
A
dopting

the

R
ecom

m
endations

of B
ankruptcy

Judge
and

R
educing

them
to
Judgm

entfiled
O
ctober

3,2000,
is
G
R
A
N
TED

.
C
onsistentw

ith
the

B
ankruptcy

Judge’s
recom

m
endation,

Plaintiffisentitled
to
$2,000

in
statutory

dam
ages,

$210
in
actualdam

ages,
and

$4,000

in
attorney’s

fees.
Itis

FU
R
TH

ER
O
R
D
ER

ED
thatthe

Clerk
ofthe

C
ourtis

directed
to
enter

JU
D
G
M
EN

T
in
favor

of
Plaintiffin

the
am

ount of$6,210.
This

case
is

D
ISM

ISSED
.



D
A
TED

at
D
enver,

C
olorado,this

day
ofJuly,2001.

BY
TH

E
CO

U
RT:

W
iley

V.
D
ahiel

U
nited

States
D
istrict

C
ourtJudge

E
N
T
E
R
E
D

O
N
T
H
E

D
O
C
K
E
T

JUL
3
0

2001
A
M
Es

\K
E
R

&
ER

K

2



U
N
ITED

STA
TES

D
ISTR

IC
T
CO

U
RT

FO
R
TH

E
D
ISTR

IC
T
O
F
CO

LO
RA

D
O

Civil A
ction

N
o.

00-D
-1
960

CERTIFICA
TE

O
F
M
AILING

Ihereby
certify

that a
copy

ofthe
above

O
rder w

as
m
ailed

to
th
e
follow

ing
on

July-21
2001:

W
illiam

E. Z
urinskas

75
M
anhattan

Dr., #103B
B
oulder, CO

80303

Jeffrey
W
einm

an
C
hapter 7

T
rustee

600
1
7th
Street

#1
800

S
D
enver,

CO
80202

U
.S. Trustee

7211
9th
Street

#408
D
enver,CO

80202

Larry
A. G

oetz
P.O

.
Box

29227
Thornton,

C
O

80229

M
atthew

D. Skeen
Skeen

&
Skeen,

P.C
.

707
Brow

nell
Street

P.O
.
Box

218
G
eorgetow

n,
C
O
80444

Seci’etary/D
eputy

C
lerk

4



JUl.
3

1

J’JL.02801
U;.

IN
TH

E
U
N
ITED

STA
TES

D
ISTR

IC
T
CO

U
RT

y
Cl.EIK

FO
R

TH
E
D
ISTR

IC
T
O
F
C
O
LO

R
A
D
O

z
7

CivilA
ction

N
o.

00-D
-1
960

IN
R
E
BILLIE

JA
Y

CRA
IG

B
ankruptcy

C
ase

No.00-1
0792

D
EC,

BILLIE
JA
Y
C
R
A
IG
,

Plaintiff,

V
.LA
RRY

A. G
O
E
T
Z
,

D
efendant.

JU
D
G
M
EN

T

P
ursuant to

and
in
accordance

with
the

O
rder

signed
by
Judge

W
iley

Y.D
aniel

on

July
27,

2001,
incorporated

herein
by

reference,
itis

O
R
D
E
R
E
D

that
Plaintiffs

M
otion

for
O
rder

U
nder

11
USC

§
110

A
dopting

the

R
ecom

m
endations

ofB
ankruptcy

Judge
and

R
educing

T
hem

to
Judgnient

filed
O
ctober

3, 2000,
is
granted.

C
onsistentwith

the
B
ankruptcy

Judge’s
recom

m
endation,

Plaintiffis

entitled
to
$2,000

in
statutory

dam
ages,

$210
in
actualdam

ages,and
$4,000

in
attorneys

fees.
Itis

FU
R
T
H
E
R
O
R
D
ER

ED
thatjudgm

entis
entered

in
favorof Plaintiff

Billie
Jay

C
raig

and
against

D
efendant

Larry
A.

G
oetz

in
the

am
ount

of$6,210.
Itis

FU
R
T
H
E
R
O
R
D
ER

ED
thatpostjudgm

ent
interestshall accrue

at
the

legalrate
of

3.59%
from

the
date

ofentry
ofthis

judgm
ent.

It is

c



Civil A
ction

N
o.00-D

-1960
Page

2FU
R
TH

ER
O
R
D
ER

ED
that

Plaintiff
shall

have
her

costs
by
the

filing
of a

Bill
of

C
osts

w
ith

the
Clerk

ofthis
C
ourt w

ithin
ten

days
ofthe

entry
of judgm

ent.

D
A
TED

atD
enver,

C
olorado, this

day
of July, 2001.

FO
R
TH

E
CO

U
RT:

Jam
es

By:

O
D

tFfED
STATES OtSTRCT

COUFi’
l)€NVER

‘.‘O

JUL
2
O
1I1

JAM
ES B. M

ANS VRKE
%
z
-
’

CLEF

C
hief

D
eputy




