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PETITION FOR INJUNCTION

A

Petitioner, by and through James C. Coyle, Assistant Regulation
Counsel, respectfully requests that the Colorado Supreme Court issue an order
pursuant to C.R.C.P. 234 directing the respondent to show cause why she
should not be enjoined from the unauthorized practice of law. As grounds
therefor, counsel states as follows:

1. The respondent, Sharon Day, is not licensed to practice law in the
state of Colorado. The respondent’s address is 623 4th Avenue, Sterling,
Colorado 80751.
The Zuniga Matter

1. Phillip Zuniga is an inmate at the Fremont Correctional Facility in
Canon City, Colorado. A fellow inmate, Ray Pollard, convinced Mr. Zuniga that
the respondent would provide inexpensive legal assistance to him for a federal
lawsuit.

2. Mr. Zuniga hired the respondent and paid her $360 ($160 for a
federal court filing fee and $200 to draft pleadings). Mr. Zuniga sent the
respondent all of his paperwork for the civil matter, as well as all paperwork on

4. The respondent has acknowledged that Mr. Zuniga had hired her to
prepare pleadings on his behalf, and acknowledges that she did prepare a
complaint. The respondent has acknowledged responsibility for returning Mr.
Zuniga’s paperwork, but has not done so despite repeated requests.
Wherefore, petitioner prays at the conclusion hereof.
The Tyler Matter

5. Robert Tyler is another inmate at the Fremont Correctional Facility
who was encouraged by inmate Pollard to hire the respondent. Mr. Tyler had a
state district court lawsuit against the Colorado Parole Board, which had been
dismissed.

6. Mr. Tyler, with the assistance of an inmate assistant, filed an appeal
with the Colorado Supreme Court. The Colorado Supreme Court set the matter
for a briefing schedule and hearing. Ray Pollard informed Mr. Tyler that “he
knew a paralegal in Sterling who could finish the case” for him.

7. Mr. Tyler contacted the respondent by telephone. The respondent
discussed the matter with Mr. Tyler and provided him with legal advice. The
respondent directed Mr. Tyler to send her all of his paperwork, and agreed to
complete an appellate brief on his behalf. She stated that she needed $200 for
the case. Mr. Tyler’s daughter sent her $200.

8. The opening brief was due on January 5, 2001. Mr. Tyler heard
nothing from the respondent. Shortly after the due date, Mr. Tyler received an
order to show cause as to why his appeal should not be dismissed due to
failure to file the opening brief.

Subsequently, Mr. Tyler was able to contact the respondent.

She

9. Mr. Tyler attempted again to contact the respondent. Despite all
Through the
attempts, the respondent would not respond to Mr. Tyler.
assistance of an inmate assistant, Mr. Tyler received another 30 day extension.
10.
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Mr. Tyler’s money, but has not done so to date.
Wherefore, petitioner prays at the conclusion hereof.
The Rudnick Matter

James Rudnick is an inmate at the Limon Correctional Facility in
12.
Limon, Colorado. Mr. Rudnick was also referred to the respondent by inmate
Pollard.

Mr. Rudnick hired the respondent to do legal work on his behalf,
13.
and was directed by her to send her his paperwork and a retainer.

Mr. Rudnick provided the respondent with his legal paperwork and
14.
paid her a total of $936. The respondent provided Mr. Rudnick with legal
advice and agreed to prepare legal documents on his behalf. The respondent
then took no further action.

Mr. Rudnick has attempted to get his paperwork and money back
15.
from the respondent. The respondent has failed to return either the money or
the paperwork to date.

The respondent has admitted that she was hired to prepare
16.
documents on behalf of Mr. Rudnick, that she received paperwork from Mr.
The
Rudnick, and that she received $936 from Mr. Rudnick’s family.
respondent has acknowledged responsibility that she must return the
Despite numerous follow-up attempts to get
paperwork and the money.
respondent to return this property, the respondent has failed to do so to date.
Wherefore, petitioner prays at the conclusion hereof.
The Watkins Matter

Andre Watkins is an inmate in a federal correctional facility located
17.
in Sheridan, Oregon.

Mr. Watkins hired the respondent to assist him in legal matters.
18.
Mr. Watkins paid the respondent $300 and sent her three Washington state
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refund or returned his paperwork.

idan, Oregon.
Arthur Boyd is another federal inmate in Sher

The Boyd Matter
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Subsequently, the respondent did nothing.
22.
The
respondent did not do so.
Mr. Boyd’s paperwork and money, the
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respondent has not returned Mr. Boyd’s pape

idan, Oregon.
Abdul Hasan is another federal inmate in Sher

The Hasan Matter

hereof.
Wherefore, petitioner prays at the conclusion

23.
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24.
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conviction relief motion on his behalf. The
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paperwork. The respondent provided legal
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25.
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26.
Tyler, Rudnick, Watkins, Boyd and
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/or by agreeing to prepare pleadings
Hasan; and by preparing pleadings and
these individuals. See Denver Bar
and other legal documents on behalf of
P.2d 467 (1964) (the unauthorized
Association v. P.U.C., 154 Cob. 273, 391
sentative in protecting, enforcing or
practice of law includes acting as a repre
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Lof October, 2’

.ounsel

refer this matter to a hearing master for determination of facts and
recommendations to the court on whether this respondent should be enjoined
from the unauthorized practice of law. Furthermore, petitioner requests that
the court assess the costs and expenses of these proceedings, including
reasonable attorney fees against this respondent; order the refund of any and
all fees paid by clients to the respondent; order the return of all client files; and
assess restitution against the respondent for losses incurred by clients or third
parties as a result of the respondent’s conduct; and any other relief deemed
appropriate by this court.
Respectfully submitted this
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