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STATE OF MINNESOTA March 16, 2016
OFFIGE OF
IN SUPREME COURT APPELLATE COURTS
A16-0240

In re Petition for Disciplinary Action against
Jaren Lee Johnson, a Minnesota Attorney,
Registration No. 0290427.

ORDER

The Director of the Office of Lawyers Professional Responsibility has filed a
petition for disciplinary action alleging that respondent Jaren Lee Johnson committed
professional misconduct warranting public discipline—namely, failing to timely provide
discovery requests to a client and to submit discovery responses to opposing counsel;
failing to inform a client regarding the status of the case and to respond to the client’s
requests for information; making a false statement to opposing counsel; and failing to
properly withdraw from representation. See Minn. R. Prof. Conduct 1.3, 1.4(a)(1),
1.4(a)(3), 1.4(a)(4), 1.4(b), 1.16(d), 3.4(d), 4.1, and 8.4(d).

Respondent waives his rights under Rule 14, Rules on Lawyers Professional
Responsibility (RLPR), unconditionally admits the allegations in the petition, and with the
Director recommends that the appropriate discipline is a 30-day suspension followed by 2
years of probation.

The court has independently reviewed the file and approves the recommended
disposition.

Based upon all the files, records, and proceedings herein,



IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

1. Respondent Jaren Lee Johnson is suspended from the practice of law for a
minimum of 30 days, effective 14 days from the date of this order.

2. Respondent shall comply with Rule 26, RLPR (requiring notice of
suspension to clients, opposing counsel, and tribunals).

3. Respondent shall pay $900 in costs pursuant to Rule 24, RLPR.

4. Respondent shall be eligible for reinstatement to the practice of law
following the expiration of the suspension period provided that, not less than 15 days before
the end of the suspension period, respondent files with the Clerk of Appellate Courts and
serves upon the Director an affidavit establishing that he is current in continuing legal
education requirements, has complied with Rules 24 and 26, RLPR, and has complied with
any other conditions for reinstatement imposed by the court.

5. Within 1 year of the date of this order, respondent shall file with the Clerk of
Appellate Courts and serve upon the Director proof of successful completion of the
professional responsibility portion of the state bar examination. Failure to timely file the
required documentation shall result in automatic re-suspension, as provided in
Rule 18(e)(3), RLPR.

6. Upon reinstatement to the practice of law, respondent shall be subject to
probation for 2 years, subject to the following conditions:

(a)  Respondent shall cooperate fully with the Director’s Office in its efforts to
monitor compliance with this probation. Respondent shall promptly respond to the
Director’s correspondence by its due date. Respondent shall provide the Director
with a current mailing address and shall immediately notify the Director of any
change of address. Respondent shall cooperate with the Director’s investigation of



any allegations of unprofessional conduct that may come to the Director’s attention.
Upon the Director’s request, respondent shall provide authorization for release of
information and documentation to verify respondent’s compliance with the terms of
this probation; and

(b)  Respondent shall abide by the Minnesota Rules of Professional Conduct.

Dated: March 16, 2016 BY THE COURT:

Ot 4

David R. Stras
Associate Justice
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STATE OF MINNESOTA
IN SUPREME COURT
In Re Petition for Disciplinary Action PETITION FOR
against JAREN LEE JOHNSON, DISCIPLINARY ACTION

a Minnesota Attorney,
Registration No. 0290427.

TO THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:

At the direction of a Lawyers Professional Responsibility Board Panel, the
Director of the Office of Lawyers Professional Responsibility, hereinafter Director, files
this petition.

The above-named attorney, hereinafter respondent, was admitted to practice law
in Minnesota on April 20, 1999. Respondent currently practices law in Edina,
Minnesota.

Respondent has committed the following unprofessional conduct warranting
public discipline:

FIRST COUNT

1. Craig Miller owned a condominium (condo) in Apple Valley, Minnesota.
Sometime in 2007, Mr. Miller moved out of state and rented the condo to tenants. In
September 2007, the condominium association, Garrett Square Association (Garrett
Square), evicted the current tenant and the property sat vacant. In 2010, Garrett Square
commenced foreclosure proceedings against Mr. Miller.

2. On February 14, 2011, Garrett Square sent Mr. Miller a petition for a new

certificate of title after the assessment lien foreclosure.





3. On or about February 16, 2011, Mr. Miller retained respondent to
represent him in the Garrett Square matter and to file a counterclaim against Garrett
Square. Mr. Miller signed a retainer agreement and paid respondent $1,000 toward the
representation.

4. On May 25, 2011, respondent attended a hearing in the matter on
Mr. Miller’s behalf. On June 8, 2011, respondent filed an answer and counterclaim in
the matter.

5. On August 8, 2011, opposing counsel sent respondent an answer to the
counterclaim along with interrogatories and request for production of documents.

6. On September 17, 2011, opposing counsel emailed respondent, stating that
respondent’s discovery responses were overdue and requesting respondent let them
know when opposing counsel should expect to receive the discovery responses.

7. On September 28, 2011, opposing counsel emailed respondent, again
requesting an update on the overdue discovery responses and indicating they would
file a motion to compel if respondent failed to contact them by September 30, 2011.

8. On September 28, 2011, respondent emailed opposing counsel stating in
part, “The draft responses were sent to Mr. Miller for review and execution.” This was
a false statement. Respondent had not sent draft discovery responses to Mr. Miller by
September 28, 2011.

0. On October 4, 2011, Mr. Miller emailed respondent, stating in part, “I
haven’t received copies of any documents, excluding one invoice last week from K&G
for a few recent emails.”

10.  On October 6, 2011, opposing counsel emailed respondent, again

requesting a status update with respect to discovery responses.





11.  On October 10, 2011, respondent emailed Mr. Miller, attaching opposing
counsel’s discovery requests. Respondent further stated that discovery had been
“postponed and on hold” until Garrett Square appointed insurance attorneys.

12.  On October 10, 2011, respondent replied to opposing counsel’s October 6
email, indicating he would check on the status of discovery and get back to her.

13.  On October 10, 2011, Mr. Miller responded to respondent’s October 10
email, inquiring about who was going to complete discovery responses. Mr. Miller also
requested respondent “answer my previous emails about motion copies, invoices, trial
dates, etc. . ..” Respondent failed to respond to Mr. Miller’s request for documents.

14.  On October 14, 2011, opposing counsel emailed respondent requesting an
update on discovery.

15. On October 17, 2011, respondent emailed opposing counsel, stating he had
not heard from Mr. Miller and that he would send what he had if Mr. Miller did not
respond by Thursday, October 20, 2011.

16.  On October 27, 2011, opposing counsel filed a motion to compel
discovery. Respondent did not inform Mr. Miller of the motion to compel.

17.  On November 10, 2011, respondent attended a hearing on the motion to
compel. Respondent did not inform Mr. Miller of the hearing.

18.  On November 14, 2011, the court issued an order requiring Mr. Miller to
submit discovery responses by November 28, 2011, and to pay $500 for attorney’s fees
incurred in connection with the motion to compel. Respondent did not inform Mr.
Miller of the court’s order or the sanction against him.

19.  OnDecember 2, 2011, Mr. Miller wrote respondent, again requesting
information including “the dates documents, time charged, and legal references of all

actions taken in this matter. . . .” Respondent failed to respond to Mr. Miller’s request.





20.  On December 6, 2011, opposing counsel filed a motion for additional
attorney’s fees and requesting an order directing the registrar of titles to issue a new
certificate of title naming Garrett Square as the owner of the condo. Revspondent did not
inform Mr. Miller of opposing counsel’s motion.

21. ’ On January 9, 2012, respondent wrote Mr. Miller, stating in part, “I need
the discovery answered that I sent to you in early October 2011. I cannot represent you
unless you answer discovery. More importantly, your case will be dismissed if you
don’t answer and complete discovery so it can be given to the attorney for Garrett
Square.”

22, OnJanuary 10, 2012, respondent attended a hearing on opposing
counsel’s December 6, 2011, motion to compel. Respondent did not inform Mr. Miller
of the hearing.

23.  OnFebruary 27, 2012, the court issued an order granting the original $500
in sanctions against Mr. Miller, dismissing Mr. Miller’s counterclaim with prejudice,
striking Mr. Miller’s answer, and directing the registrar to name Garrett Square as the
sole owner of the property.

24.  On February 29, 2012, respondent emailed Mr. Miller attaching a copy of
the court’s February 27, 2012, order and advising him that he had a short window to
appeal the decision.

25. On or about March 2, 2012, Mr. Miller emailed respondent, again
requesting hard copies of documents from his file.

26.  On March 2, 2012, Mr. Miller sent respondent an email requesting
respondent appeal the court’s February 27 order immediately. Shortly thereafter,

Mr. Miller sent respondent another email asking respondent to instead file a motion to

reconsider and to “File with the Court, what ever [sic] is necessary, ASAP!”





27.  On March 5, 2012, Mr. Miller wrote respondent, again requesting
documents and information about his case and asking respondent to take immediate
action to protect his interests.

28. On March 7, 2012, respondent emailed Mr. Miller, stating, “I have been
out of the office and just saw your email below. I can send copies of the emails and
letter to your [sic] asking for discovery answers and warning you of the possible
dismissal. You can ask the court to vacate the dismissal but will likely have to appeal
the decision. I will send a copy of your file. Please note there are strict and short
timelines to appeal the decision.” Respondent did not appeal or otherwise take action
to challenge the court’s February 27, 2012, order. Respondent also did not inform
Mr. Miller that respondent was not taking any action nor did respondent withdraw.

29.  Respondent’s failure to timely provide discovery requests to Mr. Miller
and to submit discovery responses to opposing counsel before October 10, 2011,
violated Rules 1.3, 3.4(d), and 8.4(d), Minnesota Rules of Professional Conduct (MRPC).

30.  Respondent’s conduct in failing to notify Mr. Miller of various deadlines,
motions, hearings, and orders violated Rule 1.4(a)(1) and (3), MRPC.

31.  Respondent’s failure to comply with Mr. Miller’s requests for documents
and information relating to his case violated Rule 1.4(a)(4), MRPC.

32.  Respondent’s false statement to opposing counsel violated Rules 4.1 and
8.4(d), MRPC.

33.  Respondent’s failure to properly withdraw and protect Mr. Miller’s
interests violated Rules 1.4(b) and 1.16(d), MRPC.

WHEREFORE, the Director respectfully prays for an order of this Court

imposing appropriate discipline, awarding costs and disbursements pursuant to the





Rules on Lawyers Professional Responsibility, and for such other, further or different

relief as may be just and proper.
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MARTIN A. COLE

DIRECTOR OF THE OFFICE OF LAWYERS
PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY

Attorney No. 0148416

1500 Landmark Towers

345 St. Peter Street

St. Paul, MN 55102-1218

(651) 296-3952
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JUEIE E B}%NE&%T

SENIOR ASSISTANT DIRECTOR
Attornéy No. 0289474
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STATE OF MINNESOTA

IN SUPREME COURT

In Re Petition for Disciplinary Action

against JAREN LEE JOHNSON, - STIPULATION

a Minnesota Attorney, .FOR DISCIPLINE
Registration No. 0290427.

THIS STIPULATION is entered into by and between Martin A. Cole, Director of
the Office of Lawyers Professional Responsibility, hereinafter Director, and Jaren Lee
Johnson, attorney, hereinafter respondent.

WHEREAS, respondent has concluded it is in respondent’s best interest to enter
into this stipulation,

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and
between the undersigned as follows:

1. Pursuant to the Rules on Lawyers Professional Responsibility (RLPR), the
parties agree to dispense with further proceedings under Rule 14, RLPR, and
respondent agrees to the immediate disposition of this matter by the Minnesota
Supreme Court under Rule 15, RLPR.

2. Respondent understands this stipulation, when filed, will be of public
record.

3. It is understood that respondent has certain rights pursuant to Rule 14,

RLPR. Respondent waives these rights, which include the right to a hearing before a





referee on the petition; to have the referee make findings and conclusions and a
recommended disposition; to contest such findings and conclusions; and to a hearing
before the Supreme Court upon the record, briefs and arguments.

4, Respondent hereby admits service of the petition and unconditionally
admits the allegations of the petition.

5. Respondent understands that based upon these admissions, this Court
may impose any of the sanctions set forth in Rule 15(a)(1) - (9), RLPR, including making
any disposition it deems appropriate. Respondent understands that by entering into
this stipulation, the Director is not making any representations as to the sanctions the
Court will impose.

6. The Director and respondent join in recommending that:

a. The appropriate discipline is a 30-day suspension pursuant to
Rule 15, RLPR, effective 14 days from the date of the Court’s suspension order;

b. The reinstatement hearing provided for in Rule 18(a) through (d),
RLPR, be waived;

c. Respondent be required to successfully complete the professional
responsibility portion of the state bar examination within one year of the date of
this Court’s order;

d. Respondent comply with Rule 26, RLPR;

e. Respondent pay $900 in costs pursuant to Rule 24(a), RLPR;

f. Respondent be reinstated following the expiration of the
suspension provided that at least 15 days before the expiration of the suspension

period, respondent files an affidavit with the Clerk of Appellate Courts and the





Director’s Office establishing that respondent is current with Continuing Legal
Education, has fully complied with Rules 24 and 26, RLPR, and has satisfactorily
completed all other conditions imposed by the Court in its decision.

g. Upon reinstatement, respondent shall be placed on probation for a
period of two years upon the following conditions:

i Respondent shall cooperate fully with the Director’s Office
in its efforts to monitor compliance with this probation and promptly
respond to the Director’s correspondence by the due date. Respondent
shall provide to the Director a current mailing address and shall
immediately notify the Director of any change of address. Respondent
shall cooperate with the Director’s investigation of any allegations of
unprofessional conduct which may come to the Director’s attention.
Upon the Director’s request, respondent shall provide authorization for
release of information and documentation to verify compliance with the
terms of this probation.

ii. Respondent shall abide by the Minnesota Rules of
Professional Conduct; and
7. This stipulation is entered into by respondent freely and voluntarily,
without any coercion, duress or representations by any person except as contained
herein.
8. Respondent has been advised of the right to be represented herein by an

attorney but has freely chosen to appear pro se.





IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, the parties executed this stipulation on the dates

indicated below.
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Dated: %}‘)y o] | i 54%&” Za
k MARTIN A. COLE

DIRECTOR OF THE OFFICE OF LAWYERS
PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY

Attorney No. 0148416

1500 Landmark Towers

345 St. Peter Street

St. Paul, MN 55102-1218

(651) 296-3952
Dated:___ Lo
JULIE E. BENNETT
SENIOR ASSISTANT DIRECTOR
Attorney No. 0289474

Dated: 02,1 5«*;’@

/}AREIQT\EEE”IéHNSON
e
RESPONDENT
Attorney No. 0290427
7201 West 78th Street, Suite 207
Edina, MN 55439
(612) 466-0668
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