
- .                         Bar Coati of the State Bar of Callf,~B~a

counsel t~ the State Bar                  Ca~e number(s}
THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF TRIAL COUNSEL
SUZAN L ANDERSON, No. 160559

¯ i 149 South Hill StreW, 10th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90015-2299
Telephone: (213) 765-1000

Counse! for Reapondent

Arthur L. Margolis.
Margolis & Margolis LLP
2000 Riverside Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90039-3758

In the Matter of

Tony Forberg

Bar #     172220 .

A Member of th~ Slate Be.’ of Collfomla
(Respondent]

A. Parties’ Acknowledgmentl:

02-0ol 1776

kwiktag ¯ 03q 974 747

FILED
NOV 26 2003

8TA’I’~, BAR COU RT
CLEKK’S OFFICE

[’UBLIC MATTEI

Submitted to [] assigned Judge [] settlement judge

STIPULATION RE FACTS. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DISPOSITION
AND ORDER APPROVING

ACTUAL SUSPENSION

r-I PREVIOUS STIPULATION REJECIIED

(1) Respondent b o member of the Sto~ Bar of Collfo~lo. admfft~=t    December 2,
(date)

(2] ~e ~es ogr~ to be ~und by ~e facial ~pulafl~ confaln~ herein even If ~tudons of law or
dispodti~ are rejected ~ chong~ W ~ Supre~ ~d.

[3) NI inves~oPJ ~ pr~eedlngs llst~ by co~ num~l In ~e cap~ of ~is ~la~, are
resolv~ by ~is stipulation and are deem~ conselidaled. ~smissed charge(s)/count~s} are lisl~ under
"~s~It." ~e sfipulafi~ and order ~ ~ ~ ~ge~.

(4] A datement oi acts ~ omissions acknowledged by Respondent a~ cause or cauls for di~ipl~e
included under

[5] C~ud~s of Mw. drawn ~ and ~ificolly referring ~ ~e facb are also includ~ un~r "C~clusions
of Low."

(6~ ~ ~re ~on 30 days pri~ ~ ~e filing of ~is s~pulaflon, Res~ndent has been o~ in wd~ng of any
pending Invesfigaflo~proceeding hal resolved by this stipulation, excepl for criminal investigo~ons,

(7] ~yment of ~scipltnaw Cost~Resp~dent acknowledges ~e provisions of ~s, &ROf. C~e ~6086.1 0
& 6140.7. (Ch~ ~e ~n ~1~:

until costs are paid in full, Respondent will remain actually suspended tram the practice of law unless
relief is obtained per rule 284. Rules of Procedure.
costs to be paid in equal amounts prior Io Februaw I for the fallowing membership years:

(hardship, special circumstances or other good cause per ru~e 284 Rules of ~ocedure]"
[] costs waived in part as set forth under "Par~al Waiver of Costs"
[3 costs entirely wolved

Note: All information required by this form and an}, additional information which cannot be provided in the space provided, shall be set forth iv
text component of this stipulation under specific heading& Le. "Facts," "Dismissah," "Conduslons of Law."

Actual Su~pensi(St~pul~tion form aDproved by 5BC Ex~.cufive Committee 10/16tOO]



B. A~gravating Circumstances [to flnifion, see Standard= for Altorney S for Ptofesdonal Misconduct,
standard I ~2[b);] Facts supporting aggravating circumstances are required.

(1) ~ Prior record of discipline [see standard 1.2(fj|

(a} ~1 State Bar Coud case # of prior case 00-0-10772~ 00-0-11604 (cons.) .

(b| ~’1 date prior discipline effective Oct:ober 18, 2001

(c) I~l Rules of Professional Conduct/State Bar Act violations: Business and Pro£essions

Code, section 6106

(d]

(e)

~ degreectpdor~sci~ine 45 days actual suspension

[] If Respondent has two or more incidents of prior discipline, use space provided below or
under "Prior Discipline’.

(2) [] Dishonesty: Respondenl’s misconduct was surrounded by or followed by bad tollh, didnonedy,
concealment, overreaching or other violations of the State Bar Act or Rules of Professional Conduct.

(3] ~ Trust V~olation: Trust funds or property were involved and Respondent refused or was unable to
account to the client or person who was the. object of the misconduct for Improper cor~duct toward
said funds or properly.

(4) [] Ham’~ Respondent’s misconduct harmed dgniflcon#y a cllent, the public or the admini=kalion of juslice.

|5] 1:1 Indifference: Respondent demonshated Indifference loword rectification of or atonement for
consequences of hi= or her misconduct,

(6] [] Lock of Cooperation: Respondent displayed a lack of candor and cooperation to victims of his/her
misconduct or Io the State Bar during disclplinary investigation or proceedings.

(7) [] Mulfiple/Paflem of Misconduct: Responden1’$ current misconduct evidences multiple act= of wrong-
doing or demonstrates a pattern of misconduct.

[8] O No aggravaling circumstances are involved.

Additional aggravating circumstances:

Actual Susper~=lof(Stipulation form approved by SBC Executive Commiflee 10/16/00] ~



Circumstances Is dard 122[e1.1 Facts supporting miti circumslances are required.

|I] f-I No Prior Discipline: Respondent has no pdor record of discipline over many years of practice coupled
with present misconduct which ~ nol deemed sedous.

No Han’n: Respondent did not harm the client or person who was the object of the misconduct.

[3) I~ Condor/Cooperation: Respondent dlsplayed sponlaneous candor and coopefctJon to the victims of
his/her misconduct and to the State Bar during disciplinory inve~gation and proceedings.

[4) [] Remorse: Respondent promptly took objective steps spontaneously demonstrating remorse and
recognition of the wrongdoing, which steps were designed to timely atone for any consequences of
his/her misconduct.

[5) 0 Restitution: Respondent paid $
restitution to
or criminal proceedings.

on                        in
without the threat or force of disciplinary, civil

Delay: These dlsciplinaly proceedings were excessively delayed. The delay Is not attributable Io
Respondent and the delay prejudiced him/her.

Good Faith: Respondent acted in good faith.

Emotional/1~’nysical Difficulties: At the tlrne of the stipulated act o~ acts of professional misconduct
Respondent suffered extreme ~motional difficulties or physicof disabilities which expert testimony
would establish was directly responsible for the misconduct, The difficulties or disabilities were not

the product of any illegal conduct by the member, such as illegal drug or substance abuse, and
Respondent no longer suffers horn ~ch difficulties or dlsabilltle$.

(9) [] Severe Financial Stress: At Jlm time of the misconduct, Respondent suffered from severe financial
stress which resulted from circumstances not reasonably foreseeable or which were beyond his/her
(iontrol and which were directly responsible for the misconduct.

[I0] ~ FamilY Problems: At the time of the misconduct, Respondent suffered extreme difficulties in his/her
personal life which were other than emotional or physi(:x:ll In nature.

[I I) D Good Character: Respondenl’s good character Is atlested 1o by a wide range of references In the
legal and general communities who are aware of the full extent of his/her misconduct.

(12) I~ Rehabllltotion: Considerable time has passed since the acts of professional misconduct occurred
followed by convincing proof of subsequent rehabilitation.

[13] [] No mitigating circumstances are Involved.

Additional mitigating circumstances:

IStipulatlon fo~rn-~iplSrove~ by S~ Executive Cb~rnlltee 10/16joa) ~ Actual SUSl~mlon



D’. DiscilSlin~

I.. Stayed Suspension.

A. Respondent shall be suspended from the practice of law for a pettod of Six (6) months

[] I. and until Respondent shows proof satisfactory to the State Bar Courl of rehabllltation and
present fitness to practice and present learning and ability in the law pursuant to
standard 1.4[c}[li], Standards tar Attorney Sanctions for Professional Misconduct

and until Respondent pays restitution to
[payee[s]] [or the Client Security Fund, if appropriate], in the amounl of

, plus 10% per annum accruing from
and provides proof thereof to the Probation Unit, Office of the Chief Trial Counsel

[] Ill. and until Respondent does the tollowlng:

B. The above-referenced suspension shall be dayed.

2. Probation.

Respondent shall be placed on probation for a period of One (i) 7ear
which shall commence upon the effective date of lhe Supreme Court order herein, [See nJle 953,
California Rules of Court.}

3. Actual Suspension.

A. Respondent shall be actually suspended from the practice of law in the State of Catitamla for a
period of     Ninet~ (90) daTs

and until Respondent shows proof satisfactory to the State Bar Coud of rehabilitation and
present fitness to practice and present learnlng and ability In the law pursuant to
standard 1.4[c](ti]. Standards for Attorney Sanctions for Professional Misconduct

[] It. and until Respondent pays restitution to
[payee[s)] (or the Clienl Securlty Fund, if appropriate], in the amount of

, plus 10% per annum accruing Tram
and provides proof thereof to the Probation Unit, Off~ce of the Chief Trial Counsel

I’I IlL and until Respondent does the totiowlng:

E. Additional Conditions of Probation:

(I] r~ If Respondent is actually suspended for two years or more, he/she shall remain actually suspended until
he/she proves to lhe State Bar Coud hi~/her rehabilitation, fitness to practice, and leamlng and ability in
general law, pursuant to standard 1,4[c](II], Standards for Attorney Sanctions for Professional Misconduct.

(2] [] During Me probation period, Respondent shall comply with the provisions of the State Bar Act and
Rules of Professional Conduct.

(3] [] Wilhln ten (10] days of any change, Respondent shall report to the Membership Records Ofllce of the
Slate Bar and fo the P~obation Unit, all changes of information, including current office address and
telephone number, or other address for State Bar purposes, as prescribed by section 6002.1 of the
Business and Ftofessions Code.

[4] B Respondent shall submit written quaderly reports to the Probation Unit on each January 10, April 10,
July 1 O, and October 10 of the period of probation. Under penalty of perjuw, respondent shall state
whether respondenl has complied with the State Bar Act, the Rules of Professional Conduct, and all

form aDoroved I 0/’16/001



cohditions of probation.     ~ the preceding calendar quarter,      tirst report would cover less
than 30 days, that report shall be submitted on the next quarter date, and cover the eXJended
period.

In addition to all quarterly reports, a final repod, containing the some information, is due no earlier
than twenty [20] days before the last day of the period of probation and no later than the last day of
probation.

[5] E] Respondent shall be assigned a probation monitor. Respondent shall promptly review the terms and
conditions of probation with the probation monitor to establish a manner and schedule of compllo
ance. During the period of probation; respondent shall furnish to the monitor such reporJs as may be
requested, in addition to the quarterly reports required to be submitled to the Probation Unit. Re.
spondent Shall cooperate fully with the probation monitor,

[6] ~ Subject to assertion of applicable privileges, Respondent shall answer fully, promptly and fruthfully
any inquiries of the Probation Unit of the Office of the Chief Trial Counsel and any probation monitor
assigned under these conditions which are directed to Respondent personally of in writing relating to
whether Respondent Is complying or has complied with the probation condltions.

[7] [] W~thln one [I] year of the effective dale of the discipline herein, respondent shall.provide to the
Probation Unit satisfactory proof of attendance at a session of the Ethics School, and potage of the
test given at the end of that session.

[] No Ethics School recommended.

[8] I-I Respondent shall comply with all conditions of probation imposed In the underlying orlmlnal matter
and shall so declare under penalty of perjury in conjunction with any quarterly report to be filed with
the Proballon Unit.

[9] [] the following conditions are attached h~reto and Incorporated:

[I0] []

Substance Abuse Conditions []

Medtoal Conditions r-I

Olher conditions negotiated by the parties:

Law Office Management Conditions

Financlal Conditions

Multistale Professional Responsibility Examination: Respondent shall provide proof of passage of the
Multistate Professional Responsibility Examination ["MPRE"), administered by the National Conference
of Bar Examiners, to the Probation Unit of the Office of the Chief Trial Counsel during the period of
actual suspension or within one year, whichever period is longer. Failure to bass the MPRE results

¯ in actual suspension without further hearing until passage. But see rule 951(b|, Catitomia Rules of
Court, and rule 321(a][I] & |o|, Rules of Procedure.

I~ No MPRE recommended.

Rule 955, California Rules of Court: Respondent shall comply with the provislons of subdiv~slons [a] and (c]
of rule 955, California Rules of Court, within 30 and 40 days, respectively, horn the effective date of

the Supreme Court order herein.

Conditional Rule 955, California Rules of Court:. If Respondent remains actually suspended for 90 days or
more, he/she shall comply w~th the provisions of subdivisions [a] and [c] of rule 955, Califomla Rules of
Coud, within 120 and 130 days, respectively, from the effective date of the Supreme Coul~ o~der herein.

r’l Credit for Interim Suspension [conviction referral cases only]: Respondent shall be credlled for the period
of his/her interim suspension toward the stipulated period of actual suspension.

Actual Suspension
(Sflpulaf~n form approved bySSC Executive Committee I0116/00) -~



ATTACHMENT TO

STI~1~ION RE FACTS. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DISPOSITION

IN ~ MATTER OF:    TONY FORBEKO

CASE NUMBER(S): 02--0..11776

FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW.

FACTS

1. On or abou~ February 2, 1998, Elba Larios ("Elba") and her motlu:r Rosa Larios
("Rosa") employed Respondent to represem them in a personal injury/property damag© claim
arising from an automobile accident suffered by Rosa while she was driviag Elba’s automobile on
or about Janua~ 29, I998. Elba w~s not in the car a~ ~be time of the accident and was only
interested in the property damage aspec~ of~e ca~e.

2. On or about February 10, 1999, Mercury Insurance/ssued check aumher 2152~984 in
the amount of $6,471.00 payable to Elba, Nissan Motor Acceptance Corporat/on and
Respondem. The men~ section of the check stated, "In full settlemcnt of PD claim arising out of
in~Jd~t on 01/29/98:’

3. On or abon~ May 12, !999, Respondent deposited the PD s~I~a~nt check into his
diem tru~ account, accoum number 16648-07547 at Bank of America (~Kespondem’s client trust

4. Following the M~y 12, 1999 deposit of the PD se~emen~ fund~ received ~om Mercury
Insurance, the balance in Responde~’s ¢l/em tn~-t account fell below $6,471.00 on repeated
dates, ~luding bu~ not lh~ed to, Ma~ 20, 1999 wh¢~ the bahv~ fei~ to $97.~0.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

By not nm~ntaining at ~ $6,373.50 received from Mercury Imurance on behalf of Elbe in
Responde~t’s client trust account, I~ondcnt f~lcd to maintain clicn~ funds i~ a U’ust account
~ violation of Rules of Professional Conduct, rul~ ~,-100(A).

Page
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FACTS

~. Th© ~eg~om ofparagraph~ 1 through 3 arc incorporsted by reference.

6. On or abotrt May 1, 1999, prior to the deposit ofElba’s PD settlement fimds, the
balance in Re~ponde~’s cli~ tru~ account was $¢50. The first activity ~ Respondent’s client
tr~ account .in May 1999, was the deposit of’ Elba’s PD settlement fi~ls of $6,473 on or about
May 12, t999. The belan._ce on that day ~6,475.50.

7. On or about May 15, 1999, Respon~ut made a deposit of $30,185 into his client trust
account. The ba~m~e onthat day $16,660.50.

8. On or about May 14, 3999, check nmnber 782, wr/tten by P, espondent, in the ammmt
of 56,300 payable to the Law Offices of Tony Forberg and cheek number 783, written by
Respondet~ in the amour of 5350 payable to the Law Otfic~s ofToay Forberg clea~ed
Respondent’s ~tent trust account. The balance on that day 510.010.50.

9. On or about May 17, 1999, a deposited item was retm-nexi from P,e~pondeut’s client
trust account in the amount of $5,685 end a deposited item rctm’n fee of $28 was charged against
Respondem’s client trust account. Additionally, on or about May 17, 1999, check number 784,
written by Respondent, in the amouat of $3,500 payable to the Law Offtfes of Tony Forberg
cleared gespondent’s client tru~ sccom~. The balance on that day $797.50.

30. On or about May 20, 1999, check mmaber 795, written by Respondent, in the
of $700, payable to the Law Ofl~es ofToay Forbe~g, cleared Respondent’s client trust
The balance on that day 597.50.

I 1. On or about May 2g, 1999, Respondent made a deposit into his client trust account of
$500. The balmxce on*hat day $597.50,

12. On o~ about May 28, 1999, R~pondent mad, a deposit into his ¢3ient trust ac¢ouat of
$500. Additionally, on or about May 28, 1999, check nmnber 786, written by Respondent in the
amount of $500 payable to the Law Offices of Tony Forberg and check number 787, vMtten by
Respondem in the at~ount of $80 payable to the Law Offices of Tony Forberg, cleared
Respondent’s client trust accoeat. The balauce on that day 5517.50.

13. The only checks written by Respondent for the month of May, 1999, were to
gespoadm.

2
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t 4. Respondent with gross negligen¢~ misappropriated ~Iba’s PD settlement funds and
convm~d th~an to his ix-rsonal use and benefit.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

coquet

FACTS

15. The allegations ofparagraphs I tl~’ough 9 are/ncorporated by

16. At no time ctid Re.spondenl Jnfomq E/~ba that he had received PD settleznent Rmda on
her be2aalf.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

By not iz~forming Elba of his receipt ia Fela’u~ 1999 of $6,4"/1 in PD settlement fends on her
behalf, Respondent wiifully failed to notify a cheat of the receipt of settlement funds in viohtion
of Rttles of Professional Conduct, rule ~-100(B)(1).

FACTS

17. The a~gations 0fparagrapbs 1 through 3 are incorporated by reference.

18. At ~he time she employe~ Respondent, R~ent assure~ Elba that he would handle
tile property damage aspect of the case. Elba requested that he take care of the property damage
as soou as possible, as that was her only t~ans~or~atio,.

19. At no time d~ Respondent pay the PD settletmm fun4s received on behalf of Elba to
Elba or Nissm Motor Acoeptanoe Corporation.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

By not paying EIba’s PD settlement fends to Elba yard/or Nissan Motor Acceptance Corporation,

Page #
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Respondent w/Ifully failed to pay �~ant funds as requested by his client in vio/afion of Ru/es of
Professional Conduct, rule 4-100(BX4).

COUNT FIVE

FACTS

20. The a~egations of p~ragyaphs 1 through 3, and 16 are incorporated by reference.

2 I. On or about March 21, 2002, Elba recewed notification fromthe Courrty Clerk ~d
Recorder of Rivers/d© County that there was an abstract ofjudgmant ~ded against her in ~he
amount of $II,I04.95 by Nissan Motor Acceptance Corporation pursuant to a defa~ judgment
they received on or about February 7, 2002 in case nurober 00K24313 in Los Angeles Superior
CouP.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

~COUNT SIX

FACTS

22. The allegations ofpasag~aphs I through 3 are incorporated by reference.

23. On or about Apr~ 24, 2002, the State Bar Investigator assigned to ~fis case, wrote to
Respondent regarding the allegations of professional misconduct made by Elba against ~ The
mveatigator requested that Respondent provide, ~nter al~a, ~ clien~ trust account ledgers relating
to Rosa Larios and the writte~ trust accotmt journal and each monthly reconciliation from and
including thc datc the scttlcment checks were tcccivcd to the prcsant.

24. By response dated June 5, 2002, Respondent admitted that h~ fa~ed to maintain any
client tru~ account ledger and Rr.apondent failed to pro~de affy trust acc, olmt joun~ and/or
monthly reconciliation.

LEGAL CONCLUSIONS

By failing to maimai~ a client ledger, trust account journal a~d reconciliation, Respondent wx~uily

Page #
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failed to maintain and preserve complete records of Rosa and Blba’s ftm~ which ~ into his
possession in wilful violation of Rules of Prof~sional Conduct, rule 4-I00(B)(4),

PENDING PROCE~DINC~.

Tbe disclosure date rcfe~ed to, on page one, paragraph A.(6), was October 10, 2003.

STATE BAR ETHJCS SCHOOL EXCLUSION.

It is not recomrr~-nded that respondent attend State Bar Ethics School since respondent attended
Ethics School ~ the last two years on August 15, 2002 in connection wi~ csse numbe~ 00-
O- 1-772.

STATE BAR CLIENT TRUST ACCOUNT SCHOOL EXCLUSION.

It ~ not recommended that respc~tent attend S~te Bar ~ Trust Acco~mt School
respondent attended Cliextt Tr~st Aocount School within the last two years on August 15, 2002 in
com~cction with case number 00-0- !0772.

MULTISTATE PROFESSIONAL KESPONSIBILrrY EXAMINATION EXCLUSION.

It is recommended that respondent not be required to take the Multistate Professional
Responsibility Examination because he or she was ordered to take and pass the examination on
Augu~ 9, 2002 in �om~ctioa with case n~ber 00-O-10772.

error co �l)moNs NEGOTIATED BY PARTIES.

Within one (1) year of the effective da~ of the discipline herein, Respondent shall provide
to the Probation Unit a declaration unde~ penalty of perjury that Respondent has reconciled ~ll
disbursements from hi~ client trust a~count from January 1, 1999 through December 31, 1999,
with all client ~.es from the same time period. If Respondent locates arty problems with those
disbursements, details are not required, only a statement that all problems have been resolved.

///

MITIGATING CIRCUMSTANCES.

Page #
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FACTS SUPPORTING MITIGAT]SWG C/RCUMSTANCES.

In~996, Respond~ opened a se~oad oiti~ with another attorney ~ Glendale, Californ~
~handIiz~ work~’s’ compensation cases. In 1997 Re.spondem ~ployed hi~ wifo as a second
auoracy ~n his raa~ o~�= aad err@loyed ~ par~gal. Rcspondem handled sll p~soaal injury dvil
trial litigation ~d hi~ wife handled f’ar~y law ca~�~ ~d ass~ed wic.h d~s¢ov~’y ~n the
litigation cases. "I’ae pa~alegaI was assigned all noa-lkigafion wock oa tic perso-~l ~jury cas~.

I~ late 1998, R.~po~:leat aad ]~s wife se~pa~ated aad she ceased !~acticing law with
Respondent. About. the same t~me, Resp0ndcnt’s paralegal also leR h~ o{~ce. Rcsponde]~
attc~apted to handle the ~ncrcascd work]oacTL However, Respondent was not able to handle all h~s
o~cc man.emit responsibilities with d~� a~litional caseload- Acco~cHngly, h¢ ~ to
properly manage his clieat Cast account,

In m attempt to regain con~ol of his caseload and oi~ce ~r~nagerarnt respons’b~Cies, ~
S~cr 1~9, R~pon~t closed ~e Ol~e o~ce ~d ~g~ s~g o~e ~e ~
~o~ ~o~ who ~sisted ~n~nt ~th ~ c~�lo~.

Respondent stopped taking complicated personal injury cases umit he felt tha~ he could
properly supe~v~e h/s caseload, i.e., closing old ca~es, and ]ds o~ce managemcm respon,s~ilit~es.
In an effort to properly mamge his cl~at trim account, Respondent has employed a bookkeeper
to assist ~n the record keep/rig ofh~s variou~ accounts. Rcspondent’s practice consists now of a
roanageable case load with a rdatively small number ofbusinms clients.

Upon being notified of the problem, Respondent made
full restitution of the funds in question.

This matter grew out of the same time period and
circumstances which gave rise to the prior disciplinary
proceeding.

6
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Tony Furbecg
pdnl namo

Arthur L. PIargoli$
6~’n~ name

ORDER

Finding the stipulation to be fair to 1he parties and that II adequately protects l he public,
I1’ IS ORDERED thal the requested dismissal of counls/chorges, it any, Is GRANI~D wL1hout
prejudice, ond:

~ the slipulatecl facts and disposition ore APPROVED and the DISCIPLINE RECOMMENDED
to the Supreme Court.

the s11pulofec~ facts and disposition are APPROVED AS MODIFIED as ~et forth below.
and the DISCIPLINE IS RECOMMENDED to the Supreme Court.

The podies ore boun~l by the stipulation as approved unless: 1) a motion to wlfl~lraw or
modify the slipulotlon, filed within 15 days after service of this order, Is granted; or 2] this
cOL~rl modifies or furrner madlfies the approved stipulation. [See rule 135~)0 Rule~ of
Procedure.) The effective dote of this disposition Is the effective date of the SupremeCourt order heteln, normally 30 days after~oteCOUrt.)////~//O ~.                   ,,xt~dge of the’flli~~"l’~ le ~ °fState Bar Coud
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY REGULAR MAIL

CASE NUMBER: 02-0-11776

I, the undersigned, over the age of eighteen (18) years, whose business address and place
of employment is the State Bar of California, 1149 South Hill Street, Los Angeles, California
90015, declare that I am not a party to the within action; that I am readily familiar- with the State
Bar of California’s practice for collection and processing of correspondence for mailing with the
United States Postal Service; that in the ordinary course of the State Bar of California’s practice,
correspondence collected and processed by the State Bar of California would be deposited with
the United States Postal Service that same day; that I am aware that on motion of party served,
service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date on the envelope or
package is more than one day after date of deposit for mailing contained in the affidavit; and that
in accordance with the practice of the State Bar of California for collection and processing of
mail, I deposited or placed for collection and mailing in the City and County of Los Angeles, on
the date shown below, a la-ue copy of the within

STIPULATION RE FACTS, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DISPOSITION AND
ORDER APPROVING

in a sealed envelope placed for collection and mailing at Los Angeles, on the date shown below,
addressed to:

Arthur L Margofis
Margolis & Margolis LLP
2000 Riverside Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90039-3758

in an inter-office mail facility regularly maintained by the State Bar of California addressed to:

N/A

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct. Executed at LOs Angeles, California, on the date shown below.

~’up~ :P’ach6co-GY’anados
Declarant



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
[Rule 62(b), Rules Proc.; Code Civ. Proc., § 1013a(4)]

I am a Case Administrator of the State Bar Court. I am over the age of eighteen and not a party to
the within proceeding. Pursuant to standard court practice, in the City and County of Los Angeles,
on November 26, 2003, I deposited a true copy of the following document(s):

STIPULATION RE FACTS, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DISPOSITION
AND ORDER APPROVING ACTUAL SUSPENSION, filed
November 26, 2003

in a sealed envelope for collection and mailing on that date as follows:

IX] by first-class mail, with postage thereon fully prepaid, through the United States Postal
Service at Los Angeles, California, addressed as follows:

Arthur Lewis Margolis
Margolis & Margolis LLP
2000 Riverside Dr
Los Angeles    CA 90039 3758

ix] by interoffice mail through a facility regularly maintained by the State Bar of California
addressed as follows:

SUZAN ANDERSON, Enforcement, Los Angeles

I hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed in Los Angeles, California, on
November 26, 2003.

Tammy R. Cleaver
Case Administrator
State Bar Court

Certificate of Service.wpt


