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Court filing ties lawyer into diet- drug pay scheme
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New evidence shows that prominent Cincinnati lawyer Stan Chesley was one ofthe "chief architects" of
a scheme to defraud plaintiffs in Kentucky's multimillion-dollar case over the diet drug fen-phen, the
lawyer who now represents most of them contends in court papers filed last week.

Chesley has contended that he had no direct contact with clients and merely served as the lawyer for the
three Lexington attorneys later accused of plundering the $200 million settlement.

But a forensic computer expert's report "blows that position apart," according to a filing by Angela Ford,
who has sued Chesley and the Lexington lawyers on behalf of more than 400 former clients.

The expert says that a letter sent to clients in 2002 was written on the computer of a lawyer in Chesley's
firm.

Ford says in court papers that the report "proves beyond any doubt" that Chesley was a "co-conspirator"
in what "appears to be the biggest theft in Kentucky history."

Chesley, a nationally renowned product liability and mass disaster lawyer, didn't respond to requests for
comment; one of his lawyers, Frank Benton IV, declined to comment.

Along with Chesley, Lexington lawyers William Gallion, Shirley Cunningham Jr. and Melbourne Mills
Jr., are accused in Ford's suit of misappropriating $64.4 million from the 2001 accord in the diet-drug
case. Clients collected only about one-third of the $200 million settlement.

No criminal charges have been filed, but a federal grand jury in Covington heard evidence in the case
Thursday, including testimony from two plaintiffs in the fen-phen litigation.

All four lawyers have denied wrongdoing, although the Lexington attorneys have been found to have
breached their duty to their clients and have been temporarily suspended from practice.

Chesley has consistently contended he had no contact with the clients -- and therefore no legal duty to
them.

But in the report, Stan Mitchell of Nashville's LogicForceConsulting, said his analysis of computers
used by lawyers in the case shows that the April 7, 2002, letter to clients was written on the computer of
Fay Stilz, an attorney in Chesley's firm. She didn't respond to a message left on her voice mail.




