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

ACTUAL SUSPENSION

[] PREVIOUS STIPULATION REJECTED

NOte: All Intormafion required by this form and any additional information which cannot be provided
in the space provided, must be set foelh in an affachment to this slipulation under specific headings,
e.g., "Fact~," "Dismlssal$." "Conclusions of Law," "Supporting Authorib/,* etc.

A. Patties’ Acknowledgments:

(I) Respondentlsamember~theStateBarctCalffomla, admlffed DecerJrd0er 11, ]9S7

(2) The parties agree to be bound by the factual stipulations contqlned he~ein even if conclusions o| law or
disposition are rejected or changed by the Supreme Court.

(3) All inve~gaflons or proceedings listed by case number in the caption of thl~ ¢tlpulaflan, are entirely resolved
by thls stlpulatJon and are deemed consolidated. Dismissed charge(sJ/counl(s| are listed under "Dbmlssab."
The ~flpulation and order consist of 1~ pages.

(4] A statement of acts or cm~iens acknowledged by Respondent as cause or ¢ause~ tar dbc~ptJne is included
under "Facts."

(SJ Cor~ciu~ions of law) drawn from and speclflcali,/refeltlng to the facts are also included under "Conclusions of

{.6) The I:K~dles must include supporting aulhorriy for the recommended level of dlsclpline-under the heading
"Supporltng Authority"

(7) No more than 30 days prior to the tiling of this stipulation, Respondent has been advlsed In writing of any
pending InvestigatiOn/proceeding not resolved by th~s sflpularion, except for criminal investigations.

~Jl~lon fon~ apptove¢l by SBC Executive Cornmlltee 10J16/20(~. Re~/l~eCJ 12JI~2004) Actual
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(Do nct wdte above thI= Ilne,)

(~J ~ayment~fD~s~r~naW~st~.-Respondentaokn~w~edgesthep~v~si~r1=~fBu=.&Pro~Code§§6~86.1~&
6140,7. (Check one optfon only]:

[] unlll costs are pald In full, Respondent will remain actuol~y Suspended from the practice o! Jaw unless
relief I~ obtained per rule 284, Rules of P~cedure.
costs to be pald In equal amounts prior to February ] for the following membership years:

2006 and 2007
[rl(3ra=nlp, ~peCIQl Cflcun’1$f~’nce$ or otl’~ergooa Cause per rule ",o4, NUllS 0T ~,roceaure}

[] c~ walved In port as set fodh in a separate attachment entitled "Partial WoNet’ of Costs"
[] co~b enlJmly waived

B, Aggravating Cltcumstancel [fot �lefinition, see Standards for Attorney Sanction6
for Pfofesslor|al Mlseonduct, dandard 1.2{b]]. Fa�ts supportlng aggravating
�Ircumstances are requlrecl.

(I] m Pffar re¢o~l of ~l~lp~lne [see standard 1.2[f]]

[a] [] State Bar Court case # of prior case

(b] [] Date pdor discipline eft’��tire

(c) [] Rule~ of Professional Conduct/Slate nor Act violations:

[dJ n Degree of prior dbcl#lne

(e) [] It Respondent has two or more Incidents of prior discipline, use space provided below or a
separate ofldohment entitled "Prior Dl~¢lplthe."

[2} [] DMIone~: Re,~pondent’= misconduct was surrounded by or followed by bad faith, abhonedy,
concealment, overreaching or other violations of the State Bar Act or Rules of Professional Conduct.

lh,llt Vtolalloft: Trust fund= or properly were Involved and Respondent refused or was unable to
aoooLlnt to the ollenl or person who was the object of the misconduct for Improper concluct toward
sold funds or pmpedy.

(’4] [] I’k:l~: RespOndents misc~duct harmed dgnmcantty a oilerS, Ihe public or the odminishatlon otjudice.

{811pdQllo~ fo~m ~roved by 80~ Executive Cccnmi~tee 10/16/2000. Revbed 1 P.JI 6/2004} .~�=ua= Smper~o~
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(Do not wdte above this line,)

(5) [] thdlff~mnae: Respondent demonsbafed indifference toward ~Cflflcotlon ~ or a~ement ~ the
~n~qu~ces Of his or her miscondu~.

[6} ~ ~ of ~: Respon~M di~l~ed o lack ~ candor and c~per~on to vicfi~ ~ h~er
m~du~ or fo ~ ~ ~r dudng ~clpltn~ inv~ga~on ~ preceding.

(7) ~ ~~ of M~du~ Res~nde~s cu~nt ml~on~ e~den¢~ multiple acts of
~d~ng ~ demo~t~ a p~ of mbcondu~.

Q No ~ng olreums~ are Involved.

Additional ~grav~g ~lroumdanoes;

C,Mltlgatlng Clrcumstances [see ~tandard 1.2(e)]. Facts Supportlng mltlgatlng
¢lrcumstance~ are required.

[1] x~ No Prior Dbc~0lk~e: Respondent ha= no prior record of discipline ayer many yea~ of practice
¯ coupled wtlh preSent misconduct which Is not deemed sedaus.

[2) C] No l.kam: Respondent did not harm the client or person who was the object of the mlsconduot.

(3J ,~ Cando~JCcmpesallon: Respondent displayed spontaneous candor and cooperation with the
victims of his/her mL~¢onduot and fo the ~tete Bar during dlsclpllnan/Investigation and proceedings.

Nomorle: Respondent promptly took obJecltve steps spontaneously demonstrating remorse and
reoognltlon of the wrongdoing, which steps were designed to timely atone for any consequences of
hie/her miscondu~.

[5) [] Redltutlon: Respondent pald $

In restltuJlon to
civil or cdminal pmceedlngs.

without the threat or force of dlsclplinary,

(6] [~ Delay:. These disciplinary proceedings were excessively delayed, The delay i= not attributable to
Respondent and the delay prejudiced him/her,

[TJ [] Good Faith: Rer, pondenf acted in good taith,

Emcdk:~l~ol IDffik~utik~ At the time of the dlpuloted act or act~ of profe~onal misconduct
Respondent suffe~’ed extreme emotional difficulties or phyeical disabilities which expert testimony
would establish was directly responsible for the misconduct. The difficulties or disabilitieswere not Ihe
product of any Illegal conduct by the member, such as Illegal drug or sub@once abuse, and Respondent
no longer suffers from s~Jch difficulties or di=abililies.

(9) O Severn Rnanclal ~Ires¢ At the time of the mieconduct, Respondent suffered from severe flnonclol
dress which resulted from clreumstance~ not reasonably foreseeable or which were beyond hisJher
control and whlch were dlrectly responeible for the m~sconduat.

(~flo~ fo~m apl;~Oved by SBC I~e~.d~ve CommlJJee 10/’~6,’2000, ]~evl=ed 12/16/2004) AC.tUOl
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(Do not w~t,e,above this line.)

[101 0 FamllyFroblmm~: At the time of the mlmconduct, RespondentsufferedexlremedJfflcuffieslnhl~/her
personal life which were other th~n emotional or physical In nature.

Ill] 0 ~lChaf~-,~t: R~ponde~t’sgoodcharacterlsattemtedtaloyaw~derangeoftefemncesinthe
legal ofld general ¢ommunitie~ who are ~vare of the full extent of his/her misconduct.

(I 2) [] Rehabllltofl~n: Conslderable time has pa~ed ~Ince the acts of pr~fe~Icnal mir~onduct occu,’ed
followed by convJnclng proof of subsequent mhabilitoflon.

[13] Q No mrllgatlng clraumstanoes ate involved.

Addltlonal mltlgatlng clreumltonce$:

D. Discipline:

(1) t~ Stayed Sulpenslon:

(at ¯ Respondent mud be suspended from Jhe pracllce of law i’or a period of 12 months

and until Respondent =how~ proof ~fsfactory to the ~tate Bar Court of mhablllfaflon and present
~ne,~ to ptactlce and pre~ent learning and al~llty In the law pur~Janf to standard t .4[c)~]
Standards for Attorney Sanctiol1$ for Profes~lonal Mbcond~ct.

IL m and unfit Respondent pays restitution as $~’ f0ffh In the Financial Conditions fo~m (~tached to thl~
sllpulatlon.

ill. E] and until Respondent does the following:

(b) [] Theabove-refemncedsuspendonJs~’ayed.

(2] [~ Pmbatlon:

Respondent must be placed on probation for a peflod ot 24
Which will commence upon the effective date of the Supreme Court order In this maffer,
{See rule 953, Calif. Rules of

(’~on Join1 opp~wed by~,C r=xe~.~ve Commlltee 10/16/2000. Revl.~d 12/16/2004) AClU~ Su~oeml~
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(Do nat wrtte al:x~e this fine.)
(31 Q[ A~t~al $1,1spenslon:

Respondent must be actually suspended from the proctlce of law in the state of Califomla for a
perlodof ~irty (30~ days ....

and until Respondent shows proof Soff~toOtory to the Stole Bar Court of rehobllltotion and
present fitness to practice and present leamlng and abtilty In the low pursuant to standard
1.4[c){fl}, Slandards for Attorney Sanctlons for Professional Misconduct

II. [] and until Respondent pays resttiullon as set fodh in the Financial Conditions form attached to
this stlpulaiton.

and bni’ll Respondenf daes the following:

E. Additional Conditions of Probation:

ll) [] ff Respondent is act,.,ally suspended for two years ~r more, he/she mud remain actually suspended Until
he/she prov~ to the Stale Bar Court his/her rehoblI#ation, ftiness to practice, alld learning and abilityin
generaJ law, pursuant to dondard 1.4(c]~, stor~ards fo~’Altorney Sanctions for Professlonol Misconduct.

Duflng the probation pedod, Respondent must comply with the prov~gons of the State Bar Act and
.Rules of Profe~Ional Conduct,

.Within ten (10) days of any change, Respondent must repoff to the Membership Records Office of the
State Bar and to ~he Office of Probation of lhe Slate Bar of California ["Office of Proboflon’J, all changes
of Information, Including cunent office address and telephone number, or other addre~ for State Bar
purposes, as prescribed by section 6002.1 of the Business and Professions Code.

Within thlrly (30) days from the effective date of discipline, Respondent must contact the Office of
Probation a~d schedule a meeting wilh RespondenJ’s esdgned probation deputy to discuss these terms
and conditions of probation. Upon the dlrecfion of the Office of Probation, Respondent must meet with
the probation deputy elther in-person or by telephone. During the period of probation, Respondent must
promptly meet with the probation deputy as directed and upon request.

Respondent must submit wrlffen qualterly repods to the Office of Probation on each January I0, Apdl 1 O,
July 10, and October 10 of the pedod of probation. Under penalty of perjury, Re~oondent mud state
whether Respondent has compfied with the State Bar Act, the Rules of Profesdonal Conduct, and all
condffion= of probation during the preceding calendar quarter. Respondent must also flare whelher there
are any proceedlngs pending ogalmf hlm or her in the Slate Bar Court and it so, the case number and
cutre~l, status of that proceeding. If the first report would cover less than 30 days, that report must be
submitted on the next quarter date, and cover the extended period.

In oddliton to all quoderiy i~, a final report, containing the some Information, is due no eadier than
twenty (20) days before the last day of the peded of probation and no later than the last day of
probation.

(6) ~ Respondent must be a~signed a probation monltor. Ret~oondent mud promptly review the terms and
condlllons of probation wlth the probotlon monitor to estal~ish a manner and schedule of compllance.
Dudng the perlod of probation, Respondent mud’ [umlsh to the monitor such reports as may be requested,
In addition to the quarterly reports requlred to be submlffed to the Office of Probation. Respondent must
cooperate fully wlth the probotlon monltor.

(7) ¯ Subject tO a,~ertion of oppllcable privileges, Respondent must answer fully, promptly and truthfully any
inquiries of the Office of Probation and any proba~on monitor a~igned under these conditions whioh are
directed ~0 Respondent personally or In writing relating to whether Respondent is complying or has
complied wlth the proboflon conditions.

(S’lJl~Jk]11on form approved by SBC Executive Committee 10/I 6/2000. Revlsed 1 ~T 6/~004) AClUal Su~ger~lon
5
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~)0 ~of wr~ �~oove ~is line.)

(8] ~ ~h~n one (1) year of the effecfive dofe ~t ~e ~c~p~ine herein’ Re~p~ndent mu~ pr~de ~ the ~ffice
of Probation safidactow proof of attendance of a session of the Ethics School, and passage of the test
given at the end of that so.Ion.

[] No Ethi<’J School recommended. Reason:

Respondent must comply wlth all conditions of probatlon Imposed in the underlying cdminal matter and
must so declare under p~naity of perjury in conjunofion with any quarterly mpoM to be filed wlth the
Office of Probation.

(10) [] lhe following condltlons are aff~ched hereto and incorporated:

[] Sub~tance Abuse Conditions

[] Medlcol Co~lltlor~

[] Low Office Management Conditions

[] Financial CondilJons

Other Conditions Negotiated by the Padles:

Muffidate Professlonal Responslblllty ExamlnaJlon: Respondent must pmvlde proof of
passage of the Multl.state ~ote~Ional Respor~dbility Examination {’MPRE"], administered by the
Notional Conference of Bar Examlners, to the Office of Probation durlng the peitod of actual
suspension or wlthln one year. whichever period is longer. Follure to par~ ’lhe MPRE
resu~ In actual suspension wllhout further headng unt!! pauage. But see rule 951
Caitfornla Rules of CoulI. and rule 321[a][I] & (�]0 Rules cf Procedure.

[] No MPRE re¢ornmended. Reason:

[2) Rule 985~ C~Remla Rules of Coud: Respondent must coml:~Y with the requlrement~ of rule
955, Callfomla Rules of Court, and peMorm the act~ specified In ~ubdlv~Ions {a] and [c) of that rule
wllhln 30 and 40 calendor day~, respectively, afle~ the effeclive dote of the Supreme Court’s Order
In fhb mailer.

�ondl#onal Rule 955, California Ru.~l of Court:. If Respondent remalns actuaBy suspended
90 days ot m~e, he/she met comply with the mquiremenb of rule 955, California Rules of Courl, and
perform the acls speclfled In subdivLdons [a] and [o] of that rule w’dhln 120 and 130 calendar dalr~
r~ly. after the effeclive date at the Supreme Court’s Order in this matter.

(4] [] Credff for Intedm Su4pendon [convlc~lon mfe~al cases ~ Respondent will be credited
for the period of h’xs/h er interim suspension toward the dlpulated perlod of actual suspension. Date
of cornmencemenl of Interlm suspel~Ion:

[5~ [] Other Condltlon~:

(~Dtdcdlon ~ OlDpmved by SBC l~x~cu~ve cora~11tfee I0/I ~#2000. Revl~ 12/I~2004] ,~�lual ~,~pet~oM
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ATTACHMENT TO
S.T.I~_ULATION RE FACTS. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

IN THE MATTER OF:

CASE R~rM~EI~:

PENDING PROCEEDINGS.

RICHARD E. ACKERKNECHT, SB#132175

04-C-15195; 04-C-15110

The di~losure date referred to, on page one, paragraph A.(6), waS July 29, 2005.

WAIVER OF FINALITY OF CONVICTION (rule 607):

Pursuant to the RUl~ of Procedure of the Sta.te Bar of California, rule 607 the patties
stipulate that the Court may decide the issues as to the &scipline to be imposed even if the criminal
convictions di~ussed herein are not final.

Respondent waives ~qnaiity of his conviction and consents to the State Bar Court’s
acceptance of this Stipulation as to facts, conclusions of law and discipline in all respects as if the
conviction was final, including the enlry of findings consistent with th~s Stipulation, imposition of
discipline, or entry era recommendation as to the degree of the discipline to be imposed.

Respondent waives any rig~ .t to challenge on the basis of a lack of finality of his conviction
the State Bar Cotm’s recommendation of disgipline, if any, and the actual imposfiion ofd/scipline,
if any, by the State Bar Court or the Caiifomia Supreme Court.

Respondent further waives any right he may have to seek review or reconsideration on the
basis of any rdief he may receive as a result of any appeal o~, or petition regarding, the criminal
conviction underlying any recommendation of anger actual imposition of discipline by the State
Bar Court or the California Supreme Court.

STIPULATION AS TO FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW.

Respondent admits that the following facts are true and that he is culpable of violatiom of
the specified statues and/or Rules of Professional Conduct, or has otherwise committed acts of
misconduct warranting discipline:

Facts for Case No. 04-C-15195:

On June 4, 1999, Respondent was observed while shopping at the West Los Angeles
Robinson-May Company, through closed circuit television. After Respondenl teok a shirt in the
Polo department, he concealed it in his Robinson-May shopping bag. Respondent proaeeded to
another depar~ent, selected other shirts and went into the fitting morn. Twenty re’mutes later,
Respondent was observed exiting with all of the clothing he had selected from that department. The
clerk checked the fitting room and did not see the first shirt Respondent had selected from the Polo
department. When Respondent paid at the register, he did not pay for one of the shirts he had
previously selected in the second department, nor did he pay for the first shin he had concealed in
his Robinson- May Company shopping bag. Respondent then attempted to exit the store with both

7
Page # A~:~:achmenC ~age I
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of the unpaid shirts draped over his shoulder. After bein~ confronted by security, the shirts ware
recovered. Further, at the time of the arrest, five little black balls containing heroin were discover¢d
on Respondent’s person.

While in the Robinson-May Company security office, Respondent verbally admitted to the
facts which were later contained in the arrest r~ort.

On :lane 4, 1999, the District Attom~’s office filed a felony complaint in the Los Angeles
Municipal Court in case no. SA036129, consisting of one felony offense for the above dascdbed
incident:

Violation of Health and Safety Code section 1 B51, possossiun for sale of a
controlled substance, heroin.

On luly 14, 1999, the complaint was amended by interlineation, adding two more felony
offenses consisting of the following:

Two: Violation of Health and Safety Code section 11350(a), possession of a
controlled gubstance.

Count Three: Violation of Penal Code section 484(a), theft of property.

On that same day, the matter was referred out for a deferred entry ofjudglnent, a Penal Code
section 1000.1 probation referral issued and Respondent was referred to probation for a diversion
evaluation.

On August 25, 1999, the Penal Code section 484(a) thor charge in count three was deemed
a misdemeanor, pursuant to Penal Code section 17(b)4, to which Respondent pied no contest. The
certified plea was also sent to the Los Angeles Superior Court, West District where a new complaint
was filad reflecting the change consisting of two felony offenses and one misdemeanor offense.

As to count two, on August 25, 1999, Respondent was placed on deferred entry of judgment
for a period of 18 months. Respondent was also ordered not to use or possess any narcotics,
dangerous or resMcted drugs or assorted paraphernalia (except with valid prescription), to stay away
f~om associated places (except an authorized drug counseling program), and to pay fees and fines
totaling $250. Count one was dismissed.

A~ to count three, on February 24, 2000, Respondent was placed on 24 month~ summary
probation and was ordered to serve one day in the Los Angeles County jail minus credit for one day,
perform 100 hours community service and pay a $100 restitution fine.

On February 27, 2001, Respondent pied guilty to the previously defen:ed felony count two.
The deferred entry of judgment was terminated and the cause was dismissed.

On September 28, 2001, Respondent filed a petition and order under Penal Code section
1203.4 and 1203.4a. On January 30, 2002, the guilty plea as to count two was set aside and
dismissed pursuant to Penal Code section 1203.4 and a not guilty plea was entered.

Conclusions of Law for Case No. 04-C-15195:

Respondent’s conviction for wilfullyviolating Penal Code section 484(a): Thet~ of property,

8
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amisd~mean~r~inv~v~dm~r~tu~pitud~pursuantt~BusinessandPr~fessi~nsCod¢~sec~ons6~
and 6102.

Fae~s for Case No, 04-C-151 I0:

On or about October ] I, 2004, Respondent was observed in a Vons Crroce~/Store by a store
security officer. While in the store and prior to proceeding though the checkout aisle, Re~pondent
was se~n to place several items into his backpack. These items included: cheese., bologna, ham, light
bulbs, candle, s, beef jerk-y, and beans. Respondent then procoedecl to the checkout aisle and paid for
only those items in his shopping cart. Respondent did not attempt to pay f~r the ~te~-ns concealed
in his backpack.

ARor compl~ng the checkout, Respondentpmce~ded to.w, ards the .~xit. lust prior to ~xiting
the store, Respondent took a halloween pail and 1oR the store without paying for it.

Respondent was contactedby store securitya.fl~er e~itingthe Vons Store. Re~oondent a~reed
to reenter the store and admitted to takiag the items idenfificxi above. R~.sponden~ told the security
guards that he was financially unstable. Respondent was found to be carrying $4.00 casl~ four credit
cards, and one check book.

On or about Octob~ 13, 2004, a mis. demeter complaintwas filed again.st Respondent, Case
No. 4W-L04267, char~jng R.e~pondent w~th a vmlafiun of Penal Code, sac~ion 484~), with an
additional allegation era prior conviction of Penal Code, section 666/484(a) in Case No. SA036129.

On or about March 2, 200~, Respondent plod nolo contendore to violath~g Penal Code,
section 666 as sot forth in the misdcrneanor complaint. Rcspundent was placed on sunmmr~
probation for 36 months, l ~ days in countyjsil, and a $500 fine or 16 days of Cal Trans work. All
fines and fees duo totaled $1645.00.

Conclusions of Law for Case No. 04-C-15110:

Res’pundent’s conviction for wilfully violating Penal Code sectiun 666/4~4(a): Theft of
property, a misdemeanor, involv~ moral turpitudo pursuant to Business and Professions Code,
sections 6101 and 6102.

9
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Do not w~e above thb llne.)
l ln 11~e Maffer of

RICHARD E. ACKERKNECHT

Case number(s]:
04-C-15195
04..C~15110

SIGNATURE OF THE PARTIES

By their signatures below, the parties and their counsel, as applicable, slgnlfy ~elr agreement
with each of the recitations and each of the terms and conditions of thls Stipulation Re Facts,
Conclusions of Law and Disposition,

RICHARD E. ACI~ILKNECI~
P.Cnt home

DAVID T. SAUBER

(~JpUl~lO~ ~ ~pp~ov~ by ~C B~-’u~e C~m~l~ 10/16/"~0, Revlmd 12/I 6/2004)                      Actu~l
10
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In the Matter of

RICHARD E. ACKEP, KNECHT

Case number[s]:

04-C-15195
04-C-15110

ORDER

Finding the stipulation to be fair to the parties and that it adequately protects the public,
IT IS ORDERED that the requested dismissal of counts/charges, if any, is GRANTED without
prejudice, and:

[] The stipulated facts and disposition are APPROVED and the DISCIPLINE
RECOMMENDED to the Supreme Court.

[] The stipulated facts and disposition are APPROVED AS MODIFIED as set
forth below, and the DISCIPLINE IS RECOMMENDED to the Supreme Court.

[] All Hearing dates are yacated.

1. On page 1, in the caption, an "x" is inserted in the box indicating that the stipulation is
submitted to the assigned judge.

2. On page 2, under section A(8), the year "2006" is deleted and the year "2008" is inserted. By
the time the disciplinary recommendation is effective, it will be too late to bill respondent for the
2006 membership year. Thus, respondent is to pay costs in equal amounts prior to February 1
for the 2007 and 2008 membership years.

3. On page 4, under section D(1), an "x" is inserted in the box next to paragraph (b), indication
that the 12 months suspension is stayed.

The parties are bound by the stipulation as approved unless: I ) a motion to withdraw or
modify the stipulation, filed within 15 days after service of this order, is granted; or 2) this
court modifies or further modifies the approved stipulation. [See rule 135(b], Rules of
Procedure.] The effective date of this disposition is the effective date of the
Supreme Court order hereln, normally 30 days after file date. [See rule 953(a],
California Rules of Court.]

[Fon~n adopted by the SBC ExeCutive Commlttee [Rev. 2125/05]] Actual Suspendon
Page 1 1



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
[Rule 62(b), Rules Pro¢.; Code Cir. Pro�., § 1013a(4)]

I am a Case Administrator of the State Bar Court of California. I am over the age of eighteen and
not a party to the within proceeding. Pursuant to standard cotu’t practice, in the City and County of
San Francisco, on November 3, 2005, I deposited a true copy of the following document(s):

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

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

[X] by first-class mail, with postage thereon fully prepaid, through the United States Postal
Service at San Francisco, California, addressed as follows:

MAYNARD DONALD DAVIS
3415 S SEPULVEDA BLVD # 320
LOS ANGELES CA 90034 6060

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

DAVID SAUBER, Enforcement, Los Angeles

I hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed in San Francisco, California, on
November 3, 2005.                  ~.(~~

Case Adaninistrator
State Bar Court


