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A Member of the State Bar of Calitornia
{Respondant) [ PREVIOUS STIPULATION REJECTED

Note: All information required by this form and any additional information which cannot be provided
in the space provided, must be set forth in an attachment ta this stipulation under specific headings,
e.g., "Facts,” "Dismissals,” “Conclusions of Law,” "Supporting Authority,” eic.

A. Parties’ Acknowledgments:

1) Respondentis a member of the State Bor of California, odmited . June 17, 1987
[date)

{2 The parties agreefo be bound by the factual stipuictions contained herein even if conclusions of iow o1
disposition are rejected or changed by the Supreme Coun. :

(3] Allinvestigations or proceedings listed by case number in the caption of this stipulation are enfirely resclved
by this stipulation, ond are deemed consclidated. Dismissed chargesycount(s) are listed under "Dismissals.”
The stipulation and order consist of_11_pages.

(4] Astatement of acts or omissions acknowledged by Respondent as cause or causes for discipline is included
under "Facts.”

(5] Conclusions of law, drawn from and specifically referring to the facts are also included under "Conclusions of
LO'W,"

{6) The paries must include supporiing autharlly for the recommended level of discipline under the heading

“Supporting Authority.”
L
{7) No more than 30 days priot fo the filing of this spulation, Respondent has been advised in writing of any
pending Investfigoiion/proceeding not rescived by this stipulalion, except for criminal investigations.

[Stipulation torm approvad by $BC Executive Cornmiftea 10/14/2000, Revised 12/16/2004.)
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(8) Payment of Disciplinary Cosis—Respondent acknowledges the provisions of Bus. & Prof Code 554086.10 &
6140.7. (Check one option only):

(@) ©® costs added o membership fee for calendar year following effective date of discipline {public reproval)

(b} [ case ingligible for costs (private reproval)
(¢} O costs to be paid in equal amounts for the following membership years:

(hardship, special circumstances or other good cause per rule 284, Rules of Procedure)
(d) O costs waived in part as set forth in a separate affachment entitled "Particl Waiver of Costs”

{e) [ costs enfirely waived

{9} The parties understand that:

{@) O Aprivate reproval imposed on a respondent as a result of a stipuiation approved by the Court prior to
initiction of o Siale Bar Courl proceeding is part of the respondent’s official Siate Bar membership
records, but is not disclosed in response to public inquires and is not reported on the Stale Bar's web
page. The racord of the proceeding in which such o private reproval was imposed is not available to
the public except as part of the record of any subsequent proceeding In which it is infroduced as
evidence of a prior record of discipline under the Rules of Procedure of the State Bar.

(o) O A private reproval imposed on a respondent after inifiation of a State Bar Court proceeding is part of
the respondent's official Siate Bar membership records, is disclesed in response fo public inguiries
and Is reported as a record of public discipline on the State Bar's web page.

(c] X Apublic reproval imposed on a respondent is publicly available as part of the respondent's official

State Bar membetship records, is disclosed in response to public inquiries and is reported ds a record
of public discipline on the State Bar's web page.

B. Aggravaling Circumstances [for definltion, see Standards for Attorney Sanctions
for Protessional Misconduct, standard 1.2(b)}. Facts Suppotting Aggravating

Circumstances are requlred.

(1} O Prior record of discipline [see standard 1.2{1)]

(o) [ state Bar Court case # of prior case

(b) [ Date prior discipline eftective

ic) Ul Rules ot Professional Conducy State Bar Act violatlons:

{dy [ Degree of prior discipline

{Stipulation form approved by 58C Execulive Commiitae 1071 4/2000. Revised 12/14/2004.} - Reproval
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(e) I If Respondent has iwo or more incidents of prior discipline, use space provided below or a
separate attachment entitled “Prior Discipline”.

(2) [ Dishonesty: Respondent's misconduct was surrounded by or followed by bad faith, dishonesty,
concedlment, overeaching ar other viotations of the Siate Bar Act or Rules of Professional Conduct.

(3) [ Trust Violation: Trust funds or property were involved and Respondent refused or was unable 1o
account to the client or person who was the object of the misconduct for improper conduct toward

said funds or property.

(4) 0 Hamn: Respondent's misconduct harmed significantly a client, the public or the administration of jusfice.

{50 O Indifference: Respondent demonstrated indifference toward rectification of or afonemenl for the
consequences of his or her misconduct.

{6) [ Lack of Cooperation: Respondent displayed a lack of candor and cooperation to victims of histher
misconduct or fo the State Bar during disciplinary investigation or praceedings.

(77 O Mulliple/Pattern of Misconduct: Respondent's current misconduct evidences mulliple acts of
wrongdoing or demonstrates o pattemn of misconduct.

(8) 3@ No oggravaling circumstances are involved.

Additional aggravating circumstances:

C. Mitigating Circumstances [see standard 1. 2[9]] Facts supporting miﬂgaﬂng
circumstances are required.

(1} X No Prior Discipline: Respondent has no prior record of discipline over many years of practice coupled
with present misconduct which is not deemed serious.

{2) [J No Harm:; Respondent did not harm the client or person who was the object of the misconduct.

(3) O Candor/Cooperation; Respondent displayed spontaneous candor aond cooperation with the victims of
his/her misconduct and fo the State Bar during disciplinary investigation and proceeadings.

[4‘)’ (1 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/fher misconduct.
{Stipulation form approved by SBC Execufive Committee 10/74/2000. Revised 12/14/2004.)
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Restitution: Respondent paid $ on in
restitufion to without the threat or force of disciplinary, civil or

criminal proceedings.

Delay: These disciplinary proceedings were excessively delayed. The delay is not oftributable to
Respnnd_ent and the delay prejudiced him/her. '

Good Fatth: Respondent acted in good faith.

Emotional/Physical Difficulties: At the time of the stipulated act or acts of professional
misconduct Respondent suffered extreme emotional ditficulties or physical disabilitles which exper!
testimony would establish was directly responsible for the misconduct. The difficuliies or disabilities
were not the product of any iilegal corduct by the member, such as illegal drug or substance abuse,
and Respondent no fonger suffers from such difficuities or disabilities.

Severe Financial Stress: At the time of the misconduct, Respondent suffered from severe financial
stress which resulted from clrcumstances not reasonably foreseeabile or which were beyond his/her control

and which were directly responsible for the misconduct.

Family Problems: At the time of the misconduct, Respondent suffered extreme difficulties in his/her
personat life which were other than emotional or physical in noture,

Good Character: Respondeni's good character is aHested to by a wide range of references in the
legal and generaf communities who are aware of the full extent of hisfher misconduct.

Rehabilitation: Considerable time has passed since the acts of professional misconduct accurred
followed by convincing proof of subsequent rehabilitation.

No mifigating circumsiances are Involved.

Additional mlIigoHnQ circumstances:

{Stipulgticn form approved by SBC Executive Commillee 10/18/2000. Revised 12/16/2004.)
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D. Discipline:

1)) O Private reproval (check applicable conditions, if cny, below)

{q) a Approved by the Court prior fo inffiaiion of the State Bar Court proceedings [ﬁo
public disclosure). _ .

{=)] O Approved by the Court after iniflafion of the State Bar Court proceedings {public
disclosure].

(2) 5 Public reproval (check applicable conditions, if any, below)

E. Conditionis Attached to Reproval:

1 b ~ Respondent must comply with the condilions altached to the reproval for a pericd of
1 vear :
(2) R  During the condition period attached fo the reproval, Respondent must comply with the provisions

of the State Bor Act and Rules of Professional Conduct.

(3) X Withinten (10) days of any change, Respondent must report to the Membership Records Office and
fo the Office of Probation of the Siate Bar of Califomia ("Office of Probalicn”), all changes of
information, including current office address and telephone number, or other address for State Bor
purposes, gs prescribed by section 6002.7 of the Business and Professions Code.

(4) X . within 30 days from the effective date of discipline, Respondent must contact the Office of
Probation and schedule o meeting with Respondent’s assigned probation depuly to discuss these
terms and ¢ondifions of probation. Upon the ditection of the Office of Probafion, Respondent must
meet with ihe probation deputy either in-persen or by ielephone. Duting the peried ot probation,
Respendent must promplly meet with the probation deputy gs directed and upon request.

5) BB Respondent must submif written quarledy repors to the Office of Probation on each Jonuory 10,
April 10, July 10, and Octobaer 10 of the condifion pericd atiached fo the reproval. Under penally of
perjury, Respondent must stafte whelher Respondent has complied with the State Bar Act, the Rules
of Professionat Caonduct, and all condltions of the repraval during the preceding calendar quarter,
Respondent must also state in each report whether there are any proceedings pending against him
or her in the State Bar Court ond, if so, the case number and current stalus of that proceeding. i
the first report wouid cover less than thifly (30) days, that repert must be submitted on the next
following quarter date and cover the extended period.

In addition to all quartery reports, a final repeort, containing the same information, is due no eatier
than twenty (20} days before the lgst day of the condition period and no later than the last doy of

the condition period.

i4) 0  Respondent mustbe assigned o probation monilor. Respondent must prompily review the ferms ond
conditions of probation with the probation monitor fo establish o manner and schedule of compliance.
During the period of probation, Respondent must fumnish such reports as may be requested, in addition
o o quortedy veporis recuired 1o be submilied 1o the Office of Probation. Respondent must cooperate

tully with the monitor.

(Stipulafion form approved by $BC Executive Committea 10/14/2000. Revised 12/158/2004.) Reprovol
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Subject to assertion of applicable privileges, Respondent must answer fully, promptiy and

truthfully any incuiries of the Office of Probation and any probation monitor assigned under
these conditions which are directed to Respondent personally or in wriing relating fo whether
Respondent is complying or has complied with the conditions attached to the reproval, :

Within one (1) yeor of the effective date of the discipline herein, Respondent must provide to the
Office of Probafion satisfactory proof of afiendance of the Ethics School and possage of the test

given of the end of that session.

| No Ethics School ordered. Reason:

Respondent must comply with all conditions of probation imposed in the underlying criminal matter and
must so declore under penalty of perjury in conjunchion with any quarterly report required fo be filad

with the Office of Probation.

‘késpohdent must provide proof of passage of the Muilistale Professional Respdnsibllﬂv Examination
("MPRE") , administered by the Nalional Conterence of Bar Examiners, to the Otfice of Probation
within one year of the effective date of the reproval.

J No MPRE ordered. Reason:

The following conditions are attached hereto and incorporated:

O]  Substance Abuse Condifions O LowOffice Management Condilions

[ Medical Conditions &J  Financial Conditions

F. Other Conditions Negotiated by the Partles:

{Stipulation form opproved by SBC Executive Commiffee 10/146/2000. Revised 12/1 6/2004.)
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ATTACHMENT TO

STIPULATION RE FACTS, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DISPOSITION

IN THE MATTER OF: DENNIS J. SANCHEZ
CASE NUMBER(S): 04-0-12571 & 04-0-12791
FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW.

Respondent admits that the following facts are true and that he is culpable of violations
of the specified statutes and Rules of Professional conduct.

Case No. 04-0-12571.

Statement of Facts:

On or about January 8, 2004, Hector Machorro hired Respondent to represent him in a
juvenile dependency matter. On or about that date Machorro paid Respondent $3,000 as
advanced legal fees.

In or about January 2004, Respondent attended a hearing with Machorro. At the
conclusion of the hearing, Machorro told Respondent that Machorro was terminating
Respondent’s services and requested a refund of the uneared fees. Respondent simply walked
away and failed to respond in any manner.

Respondent’s retainer agreement indicated that his rate for legal fees was $175 per hour.
Respondent was only hired by Machorro for less than a month and the only services he provided
were in relation to the hearing he attended with Machorro.

On or about April 2, 2004, Machorro mailed Respondent a letter requesting an invoice
showing the amount of fees incurred. Respondent received this letter and failed to respond in
any manner.

On or about June 4, 2005, Respondent mailed Machorro a check in the amount of
$3,000.00 as a refund for advanced legal fees. Machorro attempted to cash the check twice, but
was unable to do so because Respondent’s account had insufficient funds.

On or about June 14, 2005, Respondent sent six money orders totaling $3000.00 to
Machorro. Machorro received and cashed said money orders.

Page #
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Conclusiens of Law:

By failing to respond to Machorro’s requests for an invoice and refund, Respondent
failed to respond promptly to reasonable status inquiries of a client in violation of Business and
Professions Code, section 6068(m).

By failing to promptly return the unearned portion of Machorro’s retainer fees,
Respondent failed to promptly refund unearned fees in violation of rule 3-700(D)(2) of the Rules
of Professional Conduct.

Case No. 04-0-12791

Statement of Facts:

On or about March 24, 2004, Tony Escamilla hired Respondent to defend Escamilla in a
pending civil matter entitled A/bino v. Durham, et al., Los Angeles Superior Court Case no.
KC043329. On or about June 3, 2004, Escamilla filed a complaint with the State Bar of
California alleging misconduct on the part of Respondent.

On or about June 8, 2004, the State Bar opened an investigation, case no. 04-0-12791,
pursuant to a complaint filed by Tony Escamilla. (“the Escamilla matter””). On or about July 26,
2004 and August 11, 2004, State Bar Investigator Leslie Escoto wrote to Respondent regarding
the Escamilla matter.

The July 26, 2004 and August 11, 2004 letters were placed in sealed envelopes correctly
addressed to Respondent at his membership records address. The letters were properly mailed
by first class mail, postage prepaid, by depositing for collection by the United States Postal
Service in the ordinary course of business on or about the date on each letter. The United States
Postal Service did not return any of the investigator’s letters as undeliverable or for any other
reason.

The investigator’s letters requested that Respondent respond in writing to specified
allegations of misconduct being investigated by the State Bar in the Escamilla matter. Atno
time did Respondent respond substantively to the investigator’s letters.

Conclusions of Law:

By not providing a written response to the allegations in the Escamilla matter or
otherwise cooperating in the investigation of the Escamilla matter, Respondent failed to

Page #
Attachment Page 2




cooperate in a disciplinary investigation in violation of Business and Professions Code, section
6068(i).

AUTHORITIES SUPPORTING DISCIPLINE.

In Samuelson v. State Bar (1979) 23 Cal.3d 558, the respondent failed to expeditiously
process probate proceedings by delaying the matter for five years even though the issues were
not complex. Samuelson failed to communicate with one of the heirs to the estate and failed to
communicate with the State Bar even after promising to do so. In mitigation, the Court
considered respondent’s 30 years of practice without prior discipline. The respondent received a
public reproval.

DISMISSALS.

The State Bar requests the Court dismiss the following in the interest of justice:
L Count Three of Case No. 04-0-12571

Page #
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n the Matter of

DENNIS J. SANCHEZ

Case numbet(s):
04-0-12571 & 04-0-12791

SIGNATURE OF THE PARTIES

By their signatures below, the parties and their counsel, as applicable, signify their agreement
with each of the recitations and each of the lerms and condifions of this Shpulcﬂion Re Facts,.__
Disposition.

Conclusions of Law and

DENNI
name
Dafe Respondent’s Counsel’s sighafure Peinl name
1
—
Q- 15 -05 GORDON L. GRENI
o 2 8 J N T 0 _GORDON RENIER
Dafe Dapuly Trial Counsel's signature Prinf name
ra
{Stipulgfion form approved by SBC Execulive Committee 1071 &/2000. Revnsed 12/16/2004.} Reproval
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in The Maffer of Case number(s):
DENNIS J. SANCHEZ 04-0-12571 & 04-0-12791
ORDER

Finding that the stipulation protects the public and that the interests of Respondent will
be served by any conditions aftached to the reproval, IT 1S ORDERED that the requested
dismissal of counts/charges, it any, is GRANTED without prejudice, and:

>

M The stiputated facts and disposition are APPROVED AND THE REPROVAL IMPOSED.

I The stipulated facts and disposition are APPROVED AS MODIFIED as set forth below,
and the REPROVAL IMPOSED.

O All court dates in the Hearing Department are vacated.

The parties are bound by the stipulation as approved unless: 1) d motion to withdrow or modity
the stipulation, filed within 15 days after service of this order, is granted; or 2} this court modifies
or futher medifies the approved stipulation. (See rule 125(b), Rules of Procedure.) Otherwise
the stipulation shall be effective 15 days after service of this order

Failure to comply with any conditions aftoched o this reproval moy constitulie cause
for a separate proceeding for willful breach of rule 1-110, Rules of Professional
Conduct.

’ 69-/9-0% /

Date i Judge of the State Bar Court

[Stipulation form opproved by SBC Executive Committee 10/146/2000. Revised 12/16/2004.) Reproval

11




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
[Rule 62(b), Rules Proc.; Code Civ. Proc., § 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 court practice, in the City and County of
Los Angeles, on September 20, 20035, 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 Los Angeles, California, addressed as follows:

DENNIS J SANCHEZ
ATTORNEY AT LAW

5410 E BEVERLY BLVD

LOS ANGELES CA 90022

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

Gordon Grenier, Enforcement, Los Angeles

I hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed in Los Angeles, California, on
September 20, 2005.

Ntiair?
l\fl‘liagroﬁel R. Salm€ron
Case Administrafor
State Bar Court

Centificate of Service.wpt




