
Frankfort prepared documents. Brady was not retained until 7.28.2015 after the below documents were written. 

Note above that divorce lawyer Frankfort is objecting for Asyntria rather than Brady. Since Brady had only been 

retained for a couple of days for Asyntria at the time of this deposition, Brady would not have been up to speed on 

the issues as well as Frankfort. 

The original bylaws for Asyntria were written by Wendy Meigs using software that did not allow removal of any of 

the shareholders or directors. Because Wendy Meigs refused to allow participation in an SBA loan that she found 

possibly derived from inaccurate accounting, Johnston sought to eliminate Wendy by creating false documents and 

bylaws. Meigs has video of Johnston entering her office and allowing manipulation of her computer by computer 

techs for what purpose could only be to delete any files associated with the creation of the original bylaws of 

Asyntria. Johnston sought to eliminate all rights of Wendy Meigs and Wendy Meigs’ previous company, Healthquest, 

is what funded the development and operation of the corporation, Asyntria/NPTA, for the first two to three years of 

operation. Johnston probably did not want to pay Wendy Meigs for her shares of stock as that would have revealed 

inappropriate corporate actions of Johnston in regards to assets and money and the bank. Evidence exists for this. 

Also note below that Brady does not even understand that the SBA was a new loan and that the corporation never 

had an SBA loan prior. A corporate lawyer would know this thus further showing that Brady was recently acquired. 
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Also note that the revenue stream discussed above by Johnston is not necessarily true. Although Johnston would be 

making immediate income through sale of his books through this school, the corporation itself would suffer from 

extreme debt with possible start of income after five years and recovery of previous debt much longer. As early as 

2012, Johnston began experiencing great personal debt from his personal expenditures as told Meigs by Johnston in 

2013.  

Because the shareholder meeting referred to was improperly noticed determined by lawyer, the meeting was not 

valid. Thus the emergence of preemptive rights and the increase in Johnston and Jody Meigs shares were invalid. All 

evidence appears that only Frankfort was the lawyer for the corporation at that time. 
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Again, notice above that regarding the corporate Business Organization Code, Frankfort is the first to object with 

Brady following. Frankfort again appears to be the lawyer knowing most about the stock sale agreement that stole 

Asyntria shares or attempted to steal. Note also that Zucker clarifies that the shareholders must vote for preemptive 

rights which were denied by Meigs and since the stock increases at all times were invalid, so was the preemptive 

addition. 
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Note here again that Brady does not understand the business. Had Brady understood the business, he would 

understand what “sales calls to physicians” means. 

 

Next three copies of Johnston’s deposition show Johnston allowed the corporation, Asyntria, to go into forfeiture for 

not paying the taxes. In forfeiture, no decisions or processes can be legally performed by a forfeited corporation. 

Hence, everything that Johnston did including shareholder meetings, preemptive rights, addition of shares, 

redistribution of shares, and all are not valid while a corporation is in forfeiture. This leaves Meigs with the same 

control as director as before and same voting rights.  
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Note above on line 23 that Frankfort acted as corporate counselor and prepared the notice of special meeting. Thus, 

evidence shows that Frankfort dual-represented early in the creation of documents for Johnston and Asyntria at the 

detriment of both Meigs and their shares of the company. 
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At this point, as seen above, from line 20 through 25 above, Zucker, Meigs’ attorney, begins to protect Frankfort by 

telling Johnston that he did not what to know which counsel told Johnston that he could take Meigs’ stock without 

Meigs’ approval. Zucker already knew that Frankfort dual-represented as seen in earlier statements of the 

deposition on page 7 above. 
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For the above section, Johnston appears to not tell the truth as the retainer for Brady occurred much later after 

Evans questioned Frankfort over what company that he represents, with the retainer check dated 7.28.2015 and 

with no evidence of Brady prior to this date. Also note that immediately after Johnston replies what appears falsely, 

Zucker calls for a break to allow Johnston, brady and Frankfort to convene. It is at this break where Bohreer tells 

Meigs that Frankfort and Brady messed up and that they will need to pay for all of Meigs’ legal expenses. Upon 

Bohreer asking if Meigs wanted to have Bohreer/Zucker represent this case as well, Meigs said yes. After this event, 

Bohreer and Zucker dodged every question regarding pursuing the dual-representation of what is now known to be 

by Frankfort although could have appeared to be Brady at that time as Brady was supposed to have been the 

corporate lawyer from inception but was not. Hence, Bohreer asking Zucker in an email if Meigs had dual-

representation claims against Brady was actually against Frankfort…. And Zucker said yes to those dual-

representation claims existing. At a 2016 mediation, Zucker told Meigs that Bohreer was not very smart. On 

hindsight, such a statement by Zucker probably had to do with representing Meigs against Frankfort rather than 

taking advantage of apparently a big mistake made by Frankfort and protecting Frankfort for some type of 

renumeration or advantage. An advantage in the courts as payback could prove very beneficial to all lawyers who 

became involved in appearing to protect Frankfort. Had Frankfort been elected as judge in November of 2022 and 

such protection of Frankfort for appearing to dual-represent occurred, the judicial process would be turned upside 

down and the process destroyed if Frankfort decided to pay back those colleagues through favors as judge on a 

bench. The question should be what judges sit on the benches now under the same pressure of payback. 

 

Since no CPAs were used to value the shares of stock per above and Zucker caught on to this mistake and appeared 

to know that Frankfort dual-represented and did so without getting a fair value of the stock before writing the 

contracts to take the stock, Zucker again gives them a break.  

Note on line 18 above that Frankfort immediately objects to the question of the meetings between Frankfort, Brady, 

and Johnston to discuss the stock purchase agreement. Since Brady apparently did not represent Asyntria at the 

time of the Stock Agreement and previous emails and the flow the of the fraud for the next several years followed 

with a appearing presumption of Brady as corporate lawyer to appear to protect Frankfort, Johnston would need to 

confess that Brady did not exist and the rouse to protect Frankfort would be destroyed. 
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Again, as seen above, Zucker does a wonderful job of demonstrating the dual-representation of Frankfort with 

Johnston and the stock purchase agreement. Meigs did not understand what took place at that time and for some 

time after or the reason for the refusal to pursue Frankfort as discussed at the break for this deposition is evident 

that Frankfort did dual-represent. Because only discovering upon receipt of all case files after spending hundreds of 

thousands of dollars and hundreds of hours of time and stress did Meigs realize that all lawyers employed by Meigs 

worked to protect Frankfort from discovery… with the exception of the first pleading from Rodney Castille who 

pointed out the missing remedy/code for the family court mediation agreement where Brady/Frankfort attempt to 

force signature on a printed version of that agreement that released all liability of Frankfort, Brady and all lawyers 

and of which….. Meigs REFUSED to sign.  

These lawyers threatened, abandoned, and falsely expensed Meigs for representation….. all to protect Frankfort and 

what they did to protect Frankfort. Meigs prays someone reads this and helps stop this type of corruption.  

Based on Meigs experience, neither Frankfort or any of these lawyers should ever hold a position of honor, office, or 

even still have a license… and should be imprisoned for manipulating the core judicial process as well as denying the 

rights guaranteed by the Constitution and of which men and women give their lives to protect.  
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Preemptive meeting and increase in shares of stock was not noticed appropriately per Business Organization Code of 

21 days notice, and thus all actions negated leaving 50/50 ownership of Asyntria with Johnston and wendy. 
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Note that Meigs retains an email that states that additional shares were distributed to Johnston and Jody Meigs for 

their outstanding work and not to reimburse debt… does this mean Johnston lied on his deposition? 
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Also note that it appears that the shareholder distribution occurred while Asyntria was in forfeiture thus making all 

distribution of shares invalid with the company going back to 50/50, currently. 

 

Note above that Johnston did not file taxes for the corporation as CEO from 2013 until forced to much later. Hence, 

the transaction of releasing debt would not be visible on tax forms. Also, Meigs does not believe that an extension to 

file taxes occurred as stated by Johnston in the deposition a seen above. If not, another Johnston lie at depositon? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

wendy
Highlight

wendy
Highlight



Note below that no notification was given to the other majority shareholder, Meigs, that Johnston and Jody 

increased their shares of stock and not that of Wendy Meigs, and that Jody Meigs gave Johnston without 

renumeration, 250k shares which Jody could asked back at any time for what appears is to hide the stock from 

Wendy Meigs during the divorce so that Wendy Meigs could not acquire the stock as per divorce agreement. Thus, 

Wendy Meigs would not know about the 250k shares of stock during the divorce fraudulently allowing Johnston 

majority ownership of the companay. 
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Note above that no recording of the issuance of the 200k shares to Johnston was recorded in a meeting or minutes 

nor was did such exist in writing.  

 

Note that Johnston just gave himself 200k shares of stock without shareholder approval as well as 100k issued to 

Jody. No record exists of these transactions at that time. 
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Note above that Johnston issued himself greater shares than Jody knowing of the impending divorce as Jody was 

living with another woman at that time. Again, Zucker goes for break to give time for the opposing counsel to 

address the issue that Johnston just presented. 

 

If Johnston received legal counsel about the dilution, did he receive the same counsel on how to dilute the shares? 
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From the excerpts above, Frankfort does appear to be the dual-representing lawyer and if so, those actions of 

Frankfort seriously oppressed Meigs and created years of events following. Even worse, Frankfort’s actions 

contributed to the addition of numerous lawyers fighting for an agreement created in family court under family 

court order and under family court codes per Meigs’ own family court lawyer, rightly rescinded with the missing 

remedy by Meigs for the extreme abuse at the hands of Frankfort, Bergman, Brady, Zucker and Johnston, and as 

such impossible for any judge to make a judgment. Rather than accept the 2015 mediation failed so that Meigs could 

continue pursuing her company, all lawyers worked hard to prevent Meigs from entering back into Asyntria through 

repetitive pleadings and summary judgements on the same topic… with pleadings and summary judgments always 

never judged. Why did these lawyers need to deplete every penny that Meigs owned sending her into great debt to 

fight this atrocity of law?  What were these lawyers afraid that Meigs would find? What else did Frankfort do to 

create such concern? Is the ability to manipulate a judge so great that protecting Frankfort over their client offered 

greater potential? How many people were involved that even court documents on the dockets were tampered as 

seen in screenshots by Meigs? See the list of lawyers involved and what it appears that they did in order to prevent 

such atrocities from furthering for others. Exposure protects. Protect the People. 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………. 

Note below that the reason to issues the shares as stated above in Johnston’s deposition was not to release debt 

but for valuable services. What are the ramifications for Johnston lying at deposition? Note that Asyntria/Npta 

corporation was forfeited at the time the below took place. 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 




