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LAW OFFICES OF SAMUEL R. SPIRA
SAMUEL R. SPIRA (SBN 175983) FILED
ﬁss Sunset Bé}z{l Suite 205
| Los. Angeles, 90064
Telephone: ~ (424) 235-0706 JAN 06 201
STATE BAR COURT
CLERK'S OF| FICE
Attorney In Pro Per for LOS ANGELES
| Samuel Robert Spira
STATE BAR COURT
HEARING DEPARTMENT — LOS ANGELES
IN THE MATTER OF: FIRST AMENDED ANSWER OF
SAMUEL R. SPIRA TO NOTICE OF
| SAMUEL ROBERT SPIRA, DISCIPLINARY CHARGES
No. 175983, Case No.: 15-0-11209
A MEMBER OF THE STATE BAR

Samuel R. Spira (“Spira™), hereby responds to the Notice of Disciplinary Charges (“NDC”)
on behalf of himself, as follows:

1. In response to paragraph 1 of the NDC, Spira admits all of the allegations therein.

2. In response to paragraph 2 of the NDC, Spira specifically and generally denies each |
and every allegation contained therein.

3. In response to paragraph 3 of the NDC, Spira specifically and generally denies each
and every allegation contained therein. If anything, at all times pertinent, Spira communicated
with the State Bar (and its overzealous and unusually hostile investigator, Chin Eronobi) and
attempted to continue such communications with the State Bar concerning the format of specific
answers, certain specific privacy objections and the general procedure for the status of the
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purported investigation as well as the unexpected actual filing of the NDC without actually
receiving the mandated 20-day pre-filing notice.

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
(Estoppel)
1. As a separate and affirmative defense, Spira alleges that the State Bar’s claims are
barred or diminished by the doctrine of estoppel.

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
(Unclean Hands and Fraud)
2. As a separate and affirmative defense, Spira alleges that the State Bar’s claims are
barred or diminished by the doctrine of unclean hands and fraud, both general and specific.

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
(Laches)
3. As a separate and affirmative defense, Spira alleges that the State Bar’s claims are
barred or diminished by the doctrine of laches. '

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
(Constitutional Privacy Objection)
4. As a separate and affirmative defense, Spira asserts his Constitutional right of

| privacy on behalf of himself and his immediate family members who are minor children.

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
(Constitutional Objection)
5. As a separate and affirmative defense, Spira asserts his Constitutional right of due
process to prevent discriminatory practices by governmental action (or pseudo governmental
action) as practiced by the State Bar.
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|| Federal Trade Commission, 574 U.S. (2015), slip opinion No. 13-534), the State Bar lacks
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SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
(Constitutional Objection — Supreme Court)
6. As a separate and affirmative defense, Spira asserts that under the very recent ruling
of the Supreme Court of the United States (North Carolina State Board of Dental Examiners v.

the requisite unbiased authority to oversee and/or to punish the activities of Spira as a licensed
attorney in the State of California.

WHEREFORE, Spira prays for judgment as follows:
1. That the State Bar take nothing by virtue of the NDC;
2. That the claims be dismissed, with prejudice, as to Spira; and
3. That, if applicable, Spira be awarded a reimbursement of costs and such further relief
as this Court deems just and proper.

Dated: January 2, 2016 Law Offices of Samuel R. Spira
Samuel R. Spira

w do? T e

amuel R. Spira
Attorney in Pro Per
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{{ on the interested parties in said action by placing [ ] the original [X] a true copy thereof in a sealed
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} am aware that on motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date

H[X] STATE I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California,

PROOF OF SERVICE
1013A(3) C.C.P.

||STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

) Ss.
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )

I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California; I am over the age of 18
and not a party to the within action; my business address is: (S5 Wi Ssu
BAR. o LA, (A F- Qoo .

On January ©& 2016, I served the documents described on the attached “List of Documents™
envelope(s) addressed as follows:
See Attached Service List

[X]I BYMAIL

I am “readily familiar” with the firm’s practice of collection and processing correspondence for
mailing. Under that practice, it would be deposited with the U.S. Postal Service on that same day
with postage thereon fully prepaid at Los Angeles, California in the ordinary course of business. I

or postage meter date is more than one date after date of deposit for mailing the affidavit.

[] BYFAX

[ ] [Ifaxed such documents pursuant to Los Angeles County Rules of Court, Section 520(c) (4),
to the fax number(s) listed on the attached service mailing list. And

[ ] By placing a true copies thereof enclosed in sealed envelope(s) addressed as stated on the
attached service mailing list.

[1 BYPERSONAL SERVICE
I caused such envelope(s) to be delivered by hand to the offices of the addressee(s) noted above.

Executed on January __, 2016, at Los Angeles, California.

JR—

that the foregoing is true and correct.

[] FEDERAL [declarethat I am employed in the office of a member of the bar of this Court
at whose direction the service was made.

‘“FTM?@\ oS

Type or Print Name w

Page 4

First Amended Answer of Samuel R. Spira




LIST OF DOCUMENTS

tnd

FIRST AMENDED ANSWER OF SAMUEL ROBERT SPIRA TO NOTICE OF
| DISCIPLINARY CHARGES

O w0 N & W s W N

N NN N N NN O g S e T ey
N BRI E ST &I & & 82 60 ~ o

28 ||

Law Offices of Samuct R. Sgira Page 6
8265 Sunset Blvd.,

Suite 205
Los Angeles, CA 90064

@A) 25076 i First Amended Answer of Samuel R. Spira




