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A. Parties’ Acknowledgments:

(I] R~po~t is a mem~r of ~e ~le Bor ~ Ca,~lo, adm~ 11/1/~ 999

(2] ~e ~ ogr~ fo ~ ~und ~ the fo~u~ dlpulati~s contoin~ herein e~n ~ ~cludons ol I~ or
dls~i~ am mJ~ or c~nged ~ the Supreme Coud.

(3] ~1 ~l~flon= ~ ~l~s I1~ by ~ nu~ In ~e ~pflon of thb =lp~lon, am entire~ re~lv~

(4) A ~t~e~ of acts ~ omlssl~ ~nowl~ed W Reside1 ~ cau~ ~ ca~ f~ disclpll~ is included
~der "F~,"    see a¢¢a~ent

[5] ConciSe= of I~, dr~n ~ and =~1~ m~g to ~e f~s ~e also In~ under "Con~uslom of
See

(~) ~he ~dl~ m~ i~ude supping ou~hodW f~ the [e~mmended level of dis~line unde; t~ h~dlng

No more ~on 30 days pdor Io lhe filing of this ~a~, R~n~nf has ~n advised In wrying of any
~ndlng In~tig~o~p~Ing ~ rem~ by th~ ~pul~l~, ~e~ ~r odminal Inve~fl~tlons,

......... , .... ,.~ ~,, ~ ¢.,m.-,~ ~’rm-e~Itt~ 1 O/I &/*ZDOD. Rm/bed 1~/t ~/2004) ActUal ~
I
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(Do not wrfle above this line.]

[8) Payment ct Dlselpllnary Cast.Respondent acknowiedge~ the pray’talons of Bus. & Prof. Code §§6086, I0 &
6140.7,, (Check one optlcq only):

:Bc¢ until oosts are paid In full. Respondent will mmoln aclually suspended from the practice of law uniess
relief Is obtalned per rule 284. Rules of Procedure.

[] costs fo be paid in equal amounts prior to February I for the followlng membership years:

u~a~asmp, special o~raums;ances or omer gob~ cause per CUle ~§4, I~ules O~ "~rooeaumj
[] costs walyed in pad as set forth In o separate altachment entitled "Palllal Walver of Costs"
[] costs entirely waived

B. Aggravating Clrcumstances [for definition, see Standards for Afforney Sanctions
for Ptofes$1onal Mlsconcluct~ standard 1.2[b]], Facts supporting aggravating
clrcumstances are requlred.

(I} [] Prior record of dlselp.n~ [see standard 1.2(0]

(a) O . Slate Bar Coud case # of pdo~ case

Dole pdor discipline eftective

(c) [] Rules of Profe=slonal Conduct/State Bar Act vlolation~:

[d| O Degree of prlor disclpllne

(e| E] If RespondeN has lwo or more Incidents of prior discipline, use space provided below or a
separate attachment entitled "Prior Disclpllne."

(3] []

Dishonesty: Respondent’s mlsconduof was surrounded by or fo~Iowea by bad faith, dishoneslY.
concealment, overreaching at ofhe~ violations of the State Bar Act at Rules of Professional Conduct.

See attached
l~’ud Vtolatlon: Trust funds or property were Ifwolved and Respondent refused o~ was unable fo
account to the client or person who was the objec! of the ml=conducf for improper conducl toward
said funds or properly.

[4). ~ Harm: Re~rx)ndenl’= mlsconducl harmed |Ignlflcantiy a cBent, the public or the admlnldraflon of justice.
See

(~k:~Jollo~ fo~m approval by gBC Execute ¢ornmlffee 10/16/2(300. Re,~bea 12/)~2004i 2
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not write above this llne.)

IIldlffe~no~: Re~ponde~l demon~ted indifference towQrd recJff’K~tlon of or atonement for the
consequences of his at her misconduct.

[6] [] Lack of Cooperation; Respondent a]splayed a lack of candor and cooperation to victims of hi~Jher
misconduct orfo the ~tate Bar during dlsclpllna~y investigation or proceedlngs.

[71 ~ Multlple/Pottem of Ml.~onduck Respondent’s current misconduct evidences multiple acts of
wrongdolng or demond~ates a pattern of misconducL

IS) ~ NO aggravating al:~umsl~nces Ore Involved.

Additional aggravating circumstances:

See atta~h~

C. Mltlgatlng Clrcumstances [see standard 1.2(e]]. Facts supporting mitigating
clrcurnstances are required.

(I) t~ No Pdot Discipline: Respondenl ha~ no pnor rec~d c~ dbclp~ine over monV years ct practice
coup4ed with present misconduct which b r~ot deemed serious.

(2) [] NO Harm: Respondent did not harm Ihe client oi" person who was the ob~ecl of the misconduct.

(3] rl Condor/Cooperation: Respondent displayed spontaneOuS candor and c~x:~peralton with the
victims at his/her misconduct and to the Slate Bar dudng dlscJpllnaw Investigation and proceedings.

(4] n Remorse; Respondent pr’omptlY took ob eclive stel:~s spontaneou=W demonstratlng remorse and
recognition at the wrongdoh’~g, which ~tep= were designed Jo tim~ atone for any consequences o!
his/her mlsconduct.

Restltulion: Respondent paid $
in restitution Io,,
civil or criminal proceedings.

, on

Delay; these dlsclplinaty proceedings were excessively delayed, The delay b hal o11rlbu~oble to
Respondent and the delay prejudiced hlnVher.

[7] [] Good Faith; Respondent acted In good faith.

(s] r~ Ematlonat/Phylioal Dlffioultie=: AI the llme of lhe slipulaled act or acts of profe~Ional misconduct

Respondent suffered extreme emotional dlffiaultles or phys!cal di~billt~es which expert testimony
would establish was directly respons!ble for the misconduct, the difficulties or dl=:~bllltle= were not the
product of any illegal conduct by the member, such as illegal drug ot substance abuse, and’Respondent
no longer suffers from such difficulties or dls~Mlllie~.

[9] O Severe Flnanctat ~res~: At the tlme at ~ne mlsconduot, Respondent suffered from severe financial
stress which resulted from circumstances not reasonably foreseeable or which were beyond hls/her
=onhol and which we~ directly respondb~e fo~ the misCOndUct.
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[Do nor wine abeve !h~,s line.)

[10] r~ Family Problems: At the ,me of lhe misconduct, Respondent =ufferecl extreme dlflicullim In hWhet
peTsonal life which were other lhan emctionol or physical in nature.

[] Good. Charaoler: Respondent~ good character is attested to by a wide range of reference= in the
legal and general communlliss who are aware of the full exienl of his/her mlsconducl.

[] Rehabllltaticn: Conslder~ble time has pacsed slnce the acts of professlonat misconduct occurred
followed by convincing proof of =ubSecluer~t rehabllitotlon.

(13) [] No mitigating clrcumdonaes am Involved.

Addlflonal mltlgatlng circumstances:

(I I)

(I 2)

See

D. Dlsclpline:

(I] [] stayed Suspension:

{a) [] Respondent must be suspetlded from the practice of law for a pedod of

and until Respondent shows proof satisfactory fo lhe Slate Bar Coud of rehab,ltotlon and pre~ent
fitness to practice �=nd present leomlng and ablllly in the law pursuanl to standard 1
Standards lol" Attorney Sancllon= for Professional Mlscondud.

II. [] and until Respondent pays restitution as set fOlth In the F nclnc at Condit ons fon’n attached Io this
stipulation.

IlL [] and unlll Respondent does the following:

The above-referenced suspenslon is stayed.

(2) [] Probation:

Respondent must be placed on r~ol:~icn for o period o,f
which will commence up<~ lhe effective dote of the Supreme ~oud o~er In this mailer.
(See rule 953, Calif, Rule~ of Cf.)

tStlpulaffon, fawn approved toy SBC Execuilve Commlllee 10/I 6/2000. Re~l~d 12/I 6/2004}        4
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not wr~e above this
~’,,~ Actual Suspension:

[a);i~xRe~pondenl mustbeactual~ sulc~ndedhomtheplaatice of|awinthe ~cfle alCalitom|a ~ro
period of      ~l~-L=ty (30) ~ay=

L :E~:.arcl untll Re~oor~d~nt shows proof mt~tac|ory to the state Bat Cou~t of rehabBitation and
pre~e, nf tithe,Js |o prac’tl¢e and pre~ent learning and ablllly in the law pursuant |o standara
1.4[c|(II], Standards for Altamey Sanctions for Professional Mi~onduct

II. [] . and until Re~pot~dent p~/s res~tution as set to#h In the Financial Conditions form attached
this stlpuldiIon.

and until Respondent does the following: see ~.I:~-~h~.,t ,

E, Add|tlonal Condltlon~ of Probation:

[I ] [] If Respondent L~ actually ~.~pended for lwo year~ or more, he/’st~e musl remaln actually suspended until
he/she proves Io lhe Slate Bar Coud hl~/her rehabllllation, fdne~s Io pfactlce, and leomlng and obllllv In
genea31 law, pursuaflt k~ standard 1.4(c)[ll], standards for Aflomey Sanctions for Professional Ml~::~nduct.

(2] Q During the probation period, ReJpondenl mud comply wlth the provlslon,1 of the State Bar Act and
Rules of Profe~lonol CorlducL

[4] []

Within ten [10) days of arty change, Respondenl must reporl to the Membership Records Office of the
State Bar and to the Office of Probation of the State Bar of Calitamla ["Office of Probation’), atl change~
of Info~moticn. In¢ludln~3 eut’rent office addres~ and telephone number, or other addre~ tot State Bar
purposes, as prescribed by &ectlon 6002.1 of the Business and Pratesslons Code.

Within thirty [’30] days from the effeclive date of dl~.Jpllne, Respondent musl contact the Office of
P~batlon and schedule a meeting with Re~pondent’s asdgn ,ed probatior~ deputy to discuss the~e lem~s
and conditions of prol:x:lflon. Up¢~ the dlreclion at the Office of Probatlon, Respondent must meet with
|he ~obdiiOn deputy ellher In-pelscn or by telephone. During lhe period of Proballon, Respondent must
promptly meel wlth the probalicn deputy as dil’ected and upon request

Respondent must subn~t written quarlerly report~ to the Office at Probation on each January I0, April 10.
July I O, and October lg of the period of probollon, Under penalty at perlur¥, Respondent must stale
whelhor Respondent has oomplled wffil the 8tale Bar Act, the Rules of Profesdonal Condu=t, and all
conditions of probation during the preceding cafenda~ quarter. Respondent must also state whether there
ale any proceedings pe~dlng against hlm er her in the state Bar Coud and If ~o. the case number and
current status of that proceeding. If lhe fird repod would cover less than ,10 days, that report must be
submltied on the next quarter dote, and cover the extended period,

In addition to all quarterly tepo~ts, a flnat report, containing the same Infon’notion, i~ due no ear|let than
twenty (20) days before the lad day of the pericd of probation and no later than |he la~l day of
probation,

[6] [] Re&oondent must be a~igned a probation monl~or, Respondent mud promptly review the terrn~ and
conditions of probatlon with the probation monitor to edabllsh o manner aod schedule of compliance,
During Itre petlod of probation, Respondent mud furnish to the monitor such repods o.s may be requested,
In addition Io the quaderi1( reports required Io be subm~ed to the Office of Probation. Respondent musl
cooperate ~ully wlth the p~obaflon monltor.

(7) [] Sul:~ect 1o assertion of applicable ~ivileges, Respondent mud answer fully, promptly and Iruthfully any
inclul~le~ of the Of~e of Probation and any p~obotion monitor a.~lgned under these conditions which are
directed to Respondent persona~y or In wril]ng relating to whether Respondent Is complying or has
comp~ed with the proboti?n conditions.

5
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(Do nat write above thls line.] ....

{8) C] Within one {1} year of rne effective date of Jhe discipline hefeln,.Respondent musl I~Ovlde to the Office
of Probation ~:|tisfaofofy proof of attendance of (3 zes~ion.of the Ethics School. and passage of the ted
given at the end o~ that session,

[9]

El No Bhlcs School recommended. Reason: ,

Respondent must comply wllh ¢ri~ condrilons at p~obofion imposed in the underlying criminal matter
must so declare under penally of perjury in conjunction wilh any quarterly report to be filed wlth the
Office of Probation.

(I O] [] The following condltlons are attached hereto and Incbrporofed:

[] Substance Abuse Conditions

0 Medical Conditions

[] Law Office Management’ Condillons

0 Financial Conditions

F. Other Condltlons Negotiated by the Parties:

(Z) [3 MuttlSlate hofelllonol I~espormlblllty Examllrtaflon: Respondenl must ~ovlde proof at’
passage of the Multls~ate Pmfmslonal Respor~blllly Examination {"MPRE"], administered by the
Noflonol Conference of Bar Examiners. to the Office of Probation dudng the pedod of actual
suspension or within one year, whicheve~ period ts longer, I~allUre to pass the MPRE
results In actual ~.uspenslon wlthoui fudher heodng until passage, But see rule 951(b],
California Rules of Court, and rule 321{o][1} & (o], Rules of Procedure,

[] No MPRE recommended. Reason:

Rule 955, C¢~Hfomlo Rules of courh Respondent must comply with the requirements of rule
95.5. Callfornia Rules of Court, and perform the acts specified In subdivisions [o} and (c) of that ru~
withln 30 and 40 calendar days. respectively, offer the effecllve date of the Supreme Coud’s Order
In lhls matter.

Condril~tal Rule 955, Callto~’nla Rules of Coud: ff Respondent remains oclually suspended for
90 day~ er atom, he/she mud comply with lhe requlmrne,’~ of rule 955, Coflfomla Rules of Coud. and
perfon’n the oct~ specified In subdlvblons (o] and {cl of that ru~e withln 120 and 130 calendar days,
respectively, offer the egecllve date of ~he Supreme Court’s Older in th~ molter,

(4] [] Credit for Interlm Suspension [oonvi~llon refem:ll eases only]: Respondent will be credited
for lhe oedod of hLVher Interim suspemlon toward the stipulated pedod of actual suspension. Date

of commencement of tntedm suspension:

(5} ~ Other Conditions:

see attached

6



ATTACHMENT TO

STIPULATION RE FACTS, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DISCIPLINE

IN THE MATTER OF:

CASE NUMBER(S):

MICHAEL CHAPNIK

04-O-11273; 04-0-11476; 04-0-12709

FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW.

Case No. 04-0-11273 (Dorothy llle)

Facts: In October 20, 2003, Dorothy Ille employed Respondent to represent her in a
probate matter, and paid him $3500.00 in advanced attorney fees. Respondent thereafter
made three court appearances on Ms. Ille’s behalf. At the hearing on January 6, 2004,
Respondent was ordered to file an accounting by February 20, 2004, and to appear for
another hearing on March 8, 2004. Thereai~er, Respondent failed to tako any further
action on Ms. Ille’s behalf, or to provide any further legal services. From January to
March 2004, Ms. Ille telephoned and wrote to respondent on numerous occasinn~ to
inquire about the status of her civil matter and to demand the return of her file and
unearned fees. Respondent failed to return her telephone calls or to respond to her
letters, and did not refund her unearned attomey fees until May 2005, after the
intervention of the State Bar.

Conclusions of Law: By recklessly failing to the accounting or to perform any
substantive legal services on Ms. Ille’s behalf after January 2004, Respondent failed to
perform competently the legal services for which he was employed, in violation of Rule
of Prof. Conduct 3-110(A). By willfully failing to respond to Ms. llle’s repeated requests
for information about her case, Respondent failed to communicate adequately with his
client, in violation of Bus. and Prof. Code section 6068(m). By willfully failing to
respond to Ms. Illc’s repeated requests for the refund of unearned attorney fees,
Respondent failed to refund unearned attorney fees promptly, in violation of Rnle of
Prof. Conduct 3-700(D)(2).

7
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Case No. 04-O-11476 (Ann Bradley)

Facts: In June 2003, Ann Bradley employed Respondent to represent her in an appeal of a
marital dissolution matter. Ms. Bradley and Respondent agreed that she would perform
the legal research and he would draft and file the appellate brief. Respondent did not file
the brief in a timely fashion, despite twice being notified to do so by the clerk of the
appellate court in November and December 2003. Respondent also failed to respond to
numerous telephone inquiries from Ms. Bradley from December 2003 to February 2004.
Finally, Respondent failed to return Ms. Bradley’s client file to her upon her munerous
requests until March 22, 2004, after the intervention of the State Bar.

Conclusions of Law: By recklessly failing to file the appellate brief, Respondent failed to
perform competently the legal services for which he was employed, in violation of Rule
of Prof. Conduct 3-110(A). By willfully failing to respond to Ms. Bradley’s numerous
telephone messages, Respondent failed to communicate adequately with his client, in
violation of Bus. and Prof. Code section 6068(m). By willfully failing to release Ms.
Bradley’s client file to her upon her repeated request, Respondent failed to release to his
client the papers she was entitled to receive, in violation of Rule of Prof. Conduct 3-
700(D)(1).

Case No. 04-0-12709 (Llane Estrada)

Facts: In October 2002, Llane Estrada employed Respondent to represent him in an
immigration matter, and paid him $755.00 in advanced attorney fees on that date.
Thereafter, Respondent failed to perform any legal services on the matter. Respondent
spoke to Mr. Eslrada in November 2003. However, he thereafter failed to respond to Mr.
Estrada’s numerous oral and written demands for information about the case. Finally,
Respondent failed to refund the unearned attorney fees until May 2005, after the
intervention of the State Bar.

Conclusions of Law: By recklessly failing to perform any legal services on Mr. Estrada’s
behalf, Respondent failed to perform competently the legal services for which he was
employed, in violation of Rule of Prof. Conduct 3-110(A). By willfully failing to respond
to Mr. Estrada’s repeated oral and written requests for information about the case,
Respondent failed to communicate adequately with his client, in violation of Bus. and
Prof. Code section 6068(m). By willfully failing to refund unearned attorney fees until
after the intervention of the State Bar, Respondent failed to refunded unearned attorney
fees promptly, in violation of Rule of Prof. Conduct 3-700(D)(2).

Page #
Attachment Page 2



NEXUS BETWEEN CHEMICAL DEPENDENCY AND MISCONDUCT.

If called as a witness, Respondent would testify that at the time of misconduct stipulated
to herein, he was suffering from chemical dependency to alcohol.

PENDING PROCEEDINGS.

The disclosure date referred to, on page one, paragraph A.(6), was September 2, 2005.

AGGRAVATING FACTORS.

Multiple Acts of Misconduct: The misconduct stipulated to above involves multiple acts
of misconduct.

Failure to Cooperate with Investigators: Although he has cooperated through counsel
with the State Bar deputy trial counsel on the resolution of these cases, Respondent failed
to cooperate with the State Bar investigator on all three eases.

Dishonesty: Respondent misrepresented to all three clients that he was working on their
cases when he was not.

Simaificant Harm: In the Bradley matter, default was entered and Ms. Bradley had to
employ other counsel to have it set aside; this was made more difficult by Respondent’s
failure to release Ms. Bradley’s client file until after the default was set aside. In the llle
matter, as a result of Respondent’s inaction and failure to refund the unearned fees
promptly, Ms./lie did not have the financial ability to hire replacement counsel and, lost
any claim she might have made to her mother’s estate.

MITIGATING CIRCUMSTANCES.

Additional Mitieating Circumstances.

No Prior Discipline: Although Respondent has only been admitted since 1999, it.should
be noted that he has no prior record of discipline.

Restitution: Although he did not do so until after the intervention of the State Bar, it
should be noted that Respondent refunded the attorney fees to Ms./lie and Mr. Estrada,
in full, plus interest, in July 2005.

9
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Chemical Dependency: Before the intervention of the State Bar, Respondent had begun
to address his addiction to alcohol by voluntarily consulting the State Bar Lawyer
Assistance Program (LAP) in February 2004. At the suggestion of LAP, Respondent
obtained residential treatment for his chemical dependency. Respondent also signed a
long term participation plan with LAP on March 28, 2005. However, Respondent has
determined to move to Israel and not to continue his participation with LAP.

RESPONDENT’S RELOCATION TO ISRAEL AND
OTHER CONDITIONS TO RETURN TO ACTIVE STATUS.

Respondent has told the State Bar that he wishes to relocate to Israel to continue to
address his chemical dependency issues. Accordingly, the parties have agreed that
Respondent will not be placed on probation, but will have to satisfy a number of
conditions before he can return to active status. In addition to complying with std.
1.4(c)(ii) of the Standards for Attorney Discipline, Respondent will also have to
demonstrate that he has undergone a meaningful and sustained period of rehabilitation
from his chemical dependency (Harford v. State Bar (1990) 52 Cal.3d 93, 101; In re
Billings (1990) 50 Cal.3d 358, 367). He will also have to provide proof that he has
attended the State Bar Ethics School, and taken and passed the Ethics School test, and
that he has passed the Multi-State Professional Responsibility Examination, both within
one (1) year before being readmitted to active status.

ELECTION NOT TO REQUEST STATE BAR COURT’S
ALTERNATIVE DISCIPLINE PROGRAM,

By signing this stipulation, Respondent acknowledges that he was provided information
about the State Bar Court’s Alternative Discipline Program, that he was offered the
opportunity to request referral to and participation in that program, and that he has
elected not to do so.

lO
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30 not ~vrlle alx~ve thi~ line.)
~n ihe Matter of "’j Case Nurnbe~s]:

J 04--0-11273; 04-0-11476; O~-0-,2709

NOLO CONTENDERE PLEA TO STIPULATION AS TO FACTS, CONCLUSIONS OF
LAW AND DISPOSITION

Bus. & Prof. Code § 6085.5 D|sclplinaty Charges; Pleas to Allegations

There are lhl’ee Idn@s ~ pleas tu ~e dlegatlom at a nolic~ of disdp~ll~ary ¢horge~ ~’ other pleading whlch
In~ale= a. dlsdpllnaly pro~eedng against a member:

|o) Admi~lon of eulpablilly.

(c) Nolo oontendere, lubJect to lhe approved of the State Bar COUd. The �ourl ~hofl asoertaln
whether the member completely under=tends that a plea of nolo oeatondere shall be
oomldered the same a= an admLtslen of culpablllty and that, upon a plea of nolo
conlendete, the coud iholl find the member qulp~ble, The legal effect of such a plea
=hall be the some m that of an admlsslon at culpobillty fat all purpoles, except that the
plea and any admlsdons tequlred by the cour~ dudng any Inqullv it makes as to the
voluntadne~ of, or ttte faduol ba~Is for, the plem, may not be wed agaln=t the member
as an adml=lon In any dvll sult based upon a¢ growing out of the ~Ict upon whlah the
al~:Ipllnartf prooeedlng Ii Ix~ed. [Ad~ed by Slat=. 1996, oh. 1104,) (emphmls suppfled]

RULE 133. Rule~ at Procedure of the Slcte Bat of Callfomla StIPULAtIONS h~ TO FAC~, CONCLUSIONS OF
LAW AND D|SPOSIi"~ON

(a) A p~opo~ dipulollon a= to taffy, ~or~usk:)ns of law, and dispodtto/1 m~Lat set fOdh each of the IOllowlng:

(5) o stalement that Responded eith~

[I) admib th~ fact~ ~1 f(xlh In the ~tlpui~li~n are hue ar~ 1hat he c* she is culpable d vtolatlons of the

¯
specllied sl~l-,JteS and/or Rules ~ Professional Co~duct er

(11) pleads nolo contendere to those |acts and violations. If the Respondent
pleads nolo oontendere, the stipulation shall Include eaoh of Ihe tallowing:

|(~) an ocknowledgmenl that the Re~pondent completely understands that the plea
of nolo ~ntendere shall be �onsidered the same m an admission of the
=tlpuloted fools and of hls or her culpability of the clotures arC/or Rules of
Prctesslonal Conduct spe~Itled In the i11pulotlon; and

[b) If teque~tnd by the court, a statement by the Deputy 1~lal Counsel lhat the
factual stipulations ate supported by evidence obtained in the State Bar
Investigation ol the matter. (emphasis supplied]

I. the Respondent In this matter, hove read the applicable provlslori~ o! Bu~, & Prof. Code
§ 6085.5 and rule 133{o)(51 oflhe Rules of Procedure of the State Bat of Col|fern|a, I plead nolo

oontende~’e to the oharge¢ set todh in thl= stlpulatlon and I completely underslan~ that my p~ea
must be considered the some as an oclm~ssion of culpability excepl as sta~’ed in Business and
P~ofe,~slom Code =eotlon 6085.5(c),                                      ~

I~Ynl nameOa~e / Slgna1=e I "

[Nolo Co~terl~r~ ~ea ~orm appmve~l by ~ ~ecul~ve C~liJe~ 10/~2/1997,’ Revls~ 12/16/2004,J
11
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3o not write above thl~ line.)
In the Mailer of Ca~e humber|s]:

0~.~--11273; 04’.-0-11476; 0z~0-12709

SIGNATURE OF THE PARTIES

By their signatures below, the parties and fheir counsel, as appl.icabte, signify lheir agreement
wilh each of the recitations and each of the terms anc~ conditions of this Stlpu, lation Re Fac-ls,
Conclusions of Law and Dispositlon.

P~lnt name ....

~ o~..~m~ foftn al~oved b~ SBC EXe~ullve Cofllcntllee I[~16/20D0. ~ 12/16~2004J
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Do not write above this line.]
In the Matter of Case number[s]:

04-0-11273; 04-0-’11Z~76; 04-0-12109

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 Coud.

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

All Hearing dates are vacated.

The parties are bound by the stipulation as approvea unless: I ] a motion to withdraw or
modify the stipulation, filed within 15 days after service of this order, is granted; or 2] this
coud 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,
Callfornia Rules of Court.]

Date

normally 30 days after file date. [See rule 953{a],

[$tip~allon form approved Dy SBC Executive Cornmiffee 10/16/2000. Revlse~ 12116/2004)
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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
San Francisco, on October 18, 2005, I deposited a l~ue 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:

ROBERT W. STEWART
21 TAMAL VISTA BLVD #295
CORTE MADERA    CA 94925

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

CYDNEY BATCHELOR, Enforcement, San Francisco

I hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed in San Francisco, Caiifomia, on

Case Admiffmtrator
State Bar Court


