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(N THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNE sé‘i”“ HUSSELL C&

THIRTIETH JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT MEMPHIS e BY:

BRADLEY TEPLITSKY,
Petitioner,

Vs, Case No, CH-12-1250-1
BOARD OF PROFESSIONAL
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE
SUPREME COURT QO TENNESSELE,

uuvvvw\’\/vv"—'

Respondent,

ORDER OF FINAL JUDGMENT

This watter came on for final hearing on September, 1§, 2013, before the Honorable Ben
H. Cantrell, Senior fudge sitting by desighation of the Supreme Court, upon the Pelition for Writ
of Certiorari filed by Bruclley Teplitsky and the Motion to Dismiss (iled by the Tennessee Boarl
of Professional Responsibility. Upon review of the pleadings lled by the partics and the record

as o whole and aller considering the arguments ol counse!, the Court linds as follows:

l. The record hefore the Courl contains substantial and matevial cvidence to support

the judgment of the Hearing Pancl that Mr. Tepiitsky did not altend wo (2) seminars for which
he submitted an affidavit o the Tennessee Continuing Legal Bducution Commission (CLE)
asserting hus attendance and requesting eredil toward his yearly mandatory CLE vequirement
The Heaving Panel eredited the lestimony of Ms. Beach, Ms. Frilz and Ms. Bond-McKissack, as

wel as olther evidence in the recard, over the wstimony af My, Teplitsky, and this Count cannot
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substinie its judgment for that of the Hearing Pancl as to (he weipht of the evidence on questions

of Tact,

—

The Motion lo Recuse filed by Mr. Teplilsky on M:\y 30, 2012, was filed oo lale
and any abjcction to the coustitulion of the Hearing Punel was waived, Mr. Tephitsky wus aware
of the facts and circumstances giving rise 10 his Motion 1o Recuse on November 21, 2011, M,
Teplitsky did not bring his objeations to the altention ol the Hearing Panel immediaely or even
al the final hearing held May 21, 2012, The comduct complained of wis not so egregious that Me.
Teplitsky wus excused from timely iling his recusal molion. As to the first Motion to Recusc

filed by Mr. Teplitsky on Ceteber 12, 2011, the Court finds na reuson 1o reverse the decision of

the Mearing Panel denying the motion,

3. This Cowrt finds that the Petition for Weil of Certiorari filed by Mr. Teplitsky on

August 1, 2012, wus untimely. Tean, Cade Ann, § 27-9-100 et seq., requires the Wril of

Cerliorart be filed within sixly (G0} days of the filing of the order. Tean. Sup. CL R 9, § 823

modified the stolutory language lo provide thit the Writ of Certiord be fited within sixty (60) ol

the mailing of the order. The st order of the Hearing Pancl was filed and mailed on May 30,
2012, and the Petion for Writ of Certiorart was filed hevond the sisty (60) day requirement.

Mr, Teplitsky asserts ihat Rule 6.05 of the Tennessee Rules of Civil Procedure allows an
additional three (3) days hecause the Order was mailed. The Supreme Court hes mude it clear
hat strict complisnee with Tenn, Code Ann § 27-9-101 el seq., is required by pelitioners
seeking o perfect their appeal, The Supreme Court has provided very specific excepiions io

Tenn. Code Ann. § 27-9-101 et seq.. however, the application o1 Rule 6.05 of the Rules of Civi)

Procedure 1o extend the statutory appeal deadline of Tenn. Code Ann, § 27-9-102 is nol one ol
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those exceptions, Had the Supreme Cowrt inlended (o create o [urther exception 1o Tenn. Code

Ann. § 27-9-101 ¢t seq., it would have specifically done so in Tenn, Sup. C1L R, 9.

CONCLUSION

For the reason so stated, it 1s the judgment of the Court that the Petition for Wit of
Certiorari filed by Mr, Teplitsky be dismissed. Costs in this matler e taxed 1o the Pelitioner for

which cxccution, if necessury, may issue,

1T 15 SO ORDERED this g}g k:[uyos‘ @cﬁza) L2013,

Rt Lactay

Ben H. Canlrell, Senior Judge
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Approved for Entry
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A. Russell Willis, BPR #01119)
Disciplinary Counsel - Litigation
10 Cadillac Drive, Suite 220
Brentwood, Tennessee 17027
(6135)361-7500

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a copy of this Ovder of Final ludgment has been served upon
Respondent, Bradley Teplitsky, by First Class U, S, Mail addressed 10 70 Bond Street. #200.

Toranto, Ontario, M3B-1X3, wnd by enil addressed o brucleyieplitsky@hatmail.com on this
the 27" dav of September, 2013,

WZ%W Zeoe o,

AL Russcll Willis




