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Note: All information required by this form and any addifional information which cannot be provided
in the space provided, must be set forth in an atiachment to this stipulation under specific headings,
‘e.g.. "Facis,” “Dismissals,” "Conclusions of Law," “Supporiing Authority,” efc.

A. Parties’ Acknowledgments:
(1) Respondenl is @ member of the State Bar of Cafifornia, admitied, 11/1/1999

. (date}
(2) The partles agree to be bound by the tactual slipulations contained herein even if conclusions of law or
disposition are rejected or changed by the Supreme Court. . : :

(3) Al invesligations or proceedings listed by case number In the caption of this stiputation, ate entirely resolved
by thls stipulation and are deerned consolidated. Dismissed chargets)/count(s) are listed under “Dismissals.”
The sfipulation and ordar conslst of 13 pages, -

(4) Astalement of acts or omissions acknewledged by Respondent ds cause or causes for discipline is included
under “Faots. See attachment . :

(6) Conclusions of law, diawn from and specifically refering o the facis are also Included under "Conclusions of
Law.”. ' See attachmeut ' .

" (6)  Tne parties must include supporting authorlly for the recommended level of discipline under ihe heading
*supporfing Authonity” - '

{73  Nornore than 30 days prior lo the flling of this sfipuialion, Respondent has been advised in writing of any
pending Investigation/proceeding not rescived by this slipulation, except for criminai invasfigations.
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(&) Payment of Disciplinary Costs—Raspondent acknowledges tha prowsions of Bus. & Prof, Code §§6036 10 &
6140.7, (Theck one option only):

Hex until cests are paid In lull, Respondant will remain aclually suspended trom fhe prachice of law unless -
reflef is obtalned per rule 284, Rules of Procedure. :
El costs to be paid in equal amounts prior jo Fabruary 1 for the following membership years:

_ dardship, specia CTOUMEIGNCas o7 O eI g couse per (e , Rules of Procedure
O costs walved in pert as set forth In a separate attachment entiied “Partial Walver of Costs™
a

- costs entirely walved

B. Aggravaiing Circumstances [for definition, see Standords for Aftorney Sanctions
for Professional Misconduct, standard 1.2(b)]. Facts supporﬁng aggravating
clrcumstances are requlired.

(1} - OO Prlor record of dlsélpuna [see standard 1.2(0]

(@) O . Slote Bar Court case # of prior case

© O Dale prior discipline effeclive

€} O Rules of Professional Conduct/ State Bar Act violations:

(dy O Degree of prior disclpline

(@ O i Respondent has lwo or more Incidents of prior discipline, use spuce provided below ora
* separate aftachment entitied “Prior Discipline.”

{2) &&= Dishonesty: Respondent's misconduct was surrounded by or followed by bad faith, dishonesty.
: concealment, overreaching of other violalions of the Stale Bar Act or Rules of Professional Conduct.
See attached
(3) O  Tust Violation: Trust funds of property were involved and Respondent refused or was unable to
o account 1o the client or person who was the object of the mlsconduc) for improper conduct toward

said funds or property.
. {4). = Harm: Respondents misconducl hurmecl significantly o client the publlc orthe odmlnlstralfon of jusﬂce
S5ee attached
(sfiouialion feim opproved by §BC Execulive Committes 10/16/2000, Revised 12/14/2004) 2 Achuci 5‘-“*"‘"“"
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(5 O Indifference: Respondent demonsirated indlffetence toward reclification af or atenement for the
consequences of his of her misconguct.

[6]‘ O \lackof Coopsraﬂou. Respondent displayed a lack of candor and cooperuilon 1o victims of hls/he;
: misconduct or fo the Sfata RBor during disciplinary investigalion or proceedings.

N o= Multiple/Pattem of Mlsc:onduct' Respondent's current misconduct evidences multiple acts of

wrongdelng or demonsivales a pattemn of misconduct.
See attached

® o No aggravating clreumstqnces are [nvolved.

Additional oggravating clircumstances;

Sce attéched :

C. Mitigating Clrcumstances [see standard 1.2(e)]. Focts supporﬂng mitigating
' clrcumstances are required.

{1} O No Prior Discipline: Respondeni has no prior re:ord of discipiine over many yeafs of pruc\lca
coupled with present mlsconduct which Is hot deemed seflous. :

(2) D No Harm: Respondent dic nof hamn the client or person who was the object of the misconduct.

(3) O Coandor/Cooperation; Respondent displayed sponlaneous candor and cooperation with the
viclims of histher misconduct and to the State Bar duting disciplinary nvestigation and proceedings.

[4) O Remorse: Respondent pr'urt'li:m\(r took objeclive steps spontainecusty demonstrating remorse ond
recognition ot the wrongdoing. which steps were designed io timely alone for any consequences of

his/her mlsconduc:i
(5 O Reslitulion: Respondent paid § : : on :
in restitution to wihout tha threal or force of disclplinary.

¢lvil or criminal proceadings.

i 0O Deloy: These disciplinary proceedings wese excessively delayed. The delay is not atirbutable 1o
- Respondent and the delay prejudiced him/her. '

) O Good Faith: Respondent acted In good faith.

(8) O Emolional/Physical Dificulties: Al the Hime of the stipukated act or ocls of professional misconduct
Respondent suffered extreme emotional difficuliles o physical disabillties which expert festimony
_ would establish was direcily responsible for the misconduct. The difficulties or disabilittes were nof the
product of any ilegal conduc! by ihe membet, such as llegal drug of substance abuse, and Respondent
ne ionger sutters from such difficulties or disabiiiies.

@ O Severs Flnanclui Stross: At the fime of the misconduci, Respondent sutfered from savere financial

stress which resutted from circumstances not reasonably foreseeable or which were beycnd hisiher
contiol and which were ditectty responsible for the misconduct,

[Bipuiciion foim approved by $BC Execilive Commites 10/14/2000, Revised 12/16/72004) 3 AGTucl SuBpeneon
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. (1) O Family Problems: Al Ihe fime of the misconducl, Respondent suffered exrreme difficullies In histher
persondal life which were aiher than emotional or physical in ncﬂure

- 1) O Good cnot_uc!er: Respondent's good chqracier is altested to by a wide range of references in the
legal ond general communiiies who ate aware of the full extent of hisiher misconducl,

a2y O Rehabllﬁoﬂon Considerable fime has passed since the acls of professional mlsoonduct occurred
followed by convincing proof of subsequent rehcbllilaﬂon

(13 DO No rnlflgoﬂng clrcumstances are Involved,

Addiflonal mitigating clrecumstances:

_See attached

D. Disclpline:
-(13' 0O Siayed Suspénslon:

(@) O Respondent must be suspanded from the practice of law for a perod of

. O anduntll Respondent shows proof safisiactory fo the Slate Bar Court of rehabliitation and present
fitness to practice and present leoming and ablilty In the law pursuanl to standard 1.4{c)i)
Standards for Atlomey Sanclions for Professional Misconduct.

iI. O anduntil Respondent pays resﬂtuﬂon as sef forth In the Financlal Conditions fomn attached to this
stipulation. :

M. O and untll Respondent does thefouoiving:

) O The above-eferenced suspension Is stayed.

(2) o, Pmbaﬂon'

Respondent must be placed on probation for a peried of , v
which will commence upon the effective date of the 5uprerne Court order In this matter.
{See rile 953, Cdllf, Rules of Ct.)

Sfipuialion form approved by SIC Execulive Commiies 1071 42000._Revisad 12116/2004) % ”C"”m
; _ R
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l[3] xFxx Aclual Suspension:

(0) Hx Responden! must be actually suspended from the practice of law in the Stale of Callfomia’ for. Q.
patiod of thirty (30) days

. Bcx and until Respondent shows proot safistactory to the Sh:ﬂe Bar Court of rehub:mnﬂon ond
present filness lo practice and present leaoming and abllity in the kaw putsuont o sfcmdurd
1.4(c)m, Siundards far Aﬂomey Sanctions for Professional Misconducf

il. 03 .anduntii Respondent pays reshhmon as sef farth Inthe Flnqncicl Condmons form attached lo
this sllpuldlon

. Ex and uniil Respondent does the following: __see aftached

£ Addifional Conditions of Probation:

m o i Raspondant Is aclually suspended for two yaars of mote, hefshe must ramain octually suspended untl
hefshe proves lo the Siale Bar Court his/her rehabiliiation, fiiness lo praciice. and leaming and ablity In
generol law, pursuunf le siandord 1.4(c)(), Standcuds for Alomey Sanctions for Professional Misconduc?. -

() 0O Duingihe probahon pariod, Respondent must complv with the provisions of the State Bar Act and
Rules of Profasslonal Conduct.

(3) O Within ten (10) days of any change, Responden) must report 1o ihe Membership Records Office of the
State Bar and to the Office of Probafion of the State Bar of Californla ("Office of Probation®), aill changes
of information, including currént office address and telephone number, or olher address for Siate Bar
purposes, as prescribed by section 6002.1 of the Business and Professions Code.

(4 O Wihin thidy (30) days from the affeclive date of discipline, Raspandent mus! contact the Office of
) Prabation and schedule a meating with Responcent's assigned prabation deputy to discuss these tams
and condllions of probxation. Upon fhe direction of the Office of Probation, Respendent must meet with
the probation depuly elther in-person or by felephone. During the perlod of probalion, Respondent must
prompiy meel with the probation deputy os directed and upon request.

(5)° 0 Respondent must submit wiltten quarterly reports {o the Olfice of Probation on each January 10, Apsil 10,
July 10, and October 10 of the perdod of probalion, Under penally of perjury, Respondent must stale
whether Respondent has complied wiih the Stafe Bar Act, the Rules of Professlonal Conduct, and all
caonditions of probation during the preceding calendar quarter. Respondent must also stale whother thare
are any proceadings pending against him or her in the State Bar Court and If 50, the case number and
cunent status of that proceeding. i the firsi reporl would cover less than 30 days, that repor must be
submitted on the next quarter date, and cover the exiended pedod

In addition o all quartery reporls, a finai report. containing the same Information, is dus no earlier than
twenfy (20) day: befora the last day of the period of probation and no later than the iost day of
probation,

[6) 0O Respondent mustbe assigned a probation moniior. Respondent must promptly review the terms and
conditions of probation with the probation monitor to establish @ manner and schedule of compliance.
During the perlod of probation, Respondent must furnish fo the monitor such reporis as moy be requesied
-In addiflen o the quarterly reports required fo be submiifed to the orﬂoe of Probation. Respondent must
cooperate lully with the probation monltor

(7) O Subjectio assertion of applicable privileges, Respendent musi answer fully, promptly and lruthfully any

. inquiries of the Office of Probation and any probation monitor assigned under these conditions which are
directed to Respondent personally or In wiiling relating to whether Respondant is complying or has
comphed with the probation conditions,

fShieletion form aooiovad by SAC Exaculive Commites 10/162000. Bavisad 12/1420041 s Aciual suspenson
5 .
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& 04 Within one (1) year of Ihe effective date of the ditcipline hetaln, Respondent must pravide 1o the Ofice
of Probation satisfactory proof of atendance ot o session.of the Eihics Schoal, and passage of the asl
given at the end of that session,

8 No Ethlcs School recornmended. Reqson:

% 0O Respondent musl comply wiih &t condions of probation imposed in the underiying crlmlnul mofier and
must so declare under penalty of perdury in conjunction with any quarterly rapon fo be ﬂ!ed with the
Office of Probation. '

(100 O The following conditions are oﬂqched hereto and incorporated

O  Subsiance Abuse Conditions O Law Oftice Management Condllions
D - Mediccl Conditions -3 Financlal Condlfions

F. Other Conditlons Negotlated by the Parties:

(1) 0O Mullistate Profostional Responsibliify Examination: Respondent must provide proof of
passage of the Multistote Professional Responsibility Exarnination {*MPRE"), administered by the
National Conference of Bar Examiners, jo ihe Qifice of Probailon during the period of actual
suspanslon or within one year, whichaver pericd Is longer.  Fallure fo pats the MPRE
resufts In actual suspension withoul further hearing untll passage. But see rule 951(b),
Californla Rutes of Court, and rule 321{a)(1} & (c), Rules of Procedure,

- t

B No MPRE recommended. Reason:

(2) = Rule 955, Califomnia Rules of Courl; Respondent must comply wﬁh {he requirements of rule
‘955, Calltomila Rules of Court, and perform the acts specified In subdivisions (0) and (c) of that rule
within 30 and 40 calendar days, tespecﬂvelv. after the effective date of the 5uprame Court's Order
In Ihls matier.

(3] O Condiional Rule 955, Colfornia Rules of Courl: if Respondent remains aclually suspended for
: 90 days or more, he/she musi comply with the requirements of rule 955, Califomia Rules of Court, and
periom the acls specilled In subdivisions (@) and (¢) of that rule within 120 and 130 calendar days,
respeclively, after the effeclive date of he Supreme Coutl's Order in this matter,

() 0O Credit for Inferlm Suspension [conviciion referral cases onlyl: Respondent will be credited -

tor Ihe period of histher Interim suspension toward the stipulated period of actual suspension. Date
of commencement of interim suspension: ' '

(5 =mx Other Condilons:

S5ee attached

e tarms el s S Brtventiva Commifiee 10/ 6/2000, Revised 12/16/2004) ' o AGiGS Suspansic
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ATTACHMENT TO

- STIPULATION RE FACTS. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DISCIPLINE

IN THE MATTER OF: MICHAEL CHAPNIK

CASE NUMBER(S): 04-0-11273; 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. Thereafter, Respondent failed to take 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 occasions 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 attorney fees until May 2003, 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. Ille’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. Ille’s repeated requests for the refund of unearned attorney fees,
Respondent failed to refund unearned attorney fees prompily, in violation of Rule of
Prof. Conduct 3-700(D)(2).

"~ Page#
Attachment Page 1



Case No. 04-0-11476 (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 numerous
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. Estrada in November 2003. However, he thereafier 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 20035, 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: Aithough he has cooperated through counsel
with the State Bar deputy trial counse! on the resolution of these cases, Respondent failed
to cooperate with the State Bar investigator on all three cases.

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

Significant Harm: In the Bradiey 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 7lie
matter, as a result of Respondent’s inaction and failure to refund the unearned fees
promptly, Ms. Ille 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 Mitigating 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. Ille and Mr. Estrada,
in full, plus interest, in July 2005. :

Page #
Attachment Page 3



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 piaced 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
Biliings (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. -

10
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In the Matter of o ' Case Numbseris):
MICHAEL CHAPNIK | 04-0-11273; 04-0-11476; 04-0-12709

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

Bus. & Prof. Code § 6005.5 Discipinary Chm‘ges Pleus to Allegalfions

There are three Kincs of plexs io the allegations of o notice of dlsclpllnury chqrges of other pieading which
Inficles @ disciplinary proceeding agulnst d member:

. fa} Admizsion of culpabliily.
{b) Denial of cuipablilty.

{c) Nole contendere, subject to 1he approval of the Siate Bar Court. The courl shall ascertain
~ whether the member completely understands that a plea of nolo contandare shall be

considered the some o5 an admission of culpablitty and thot, upon a plea of nolo
contendars, the court shall {ind the membar culpable, The legal effect of such a pleq
shall be the some as that of an admission of culpabillty for all purposes, except that the
plea and any admisslons raquired by the court during any Inquiry it mokes as fo the
voluntariness of, ar the factual basls for, the pleas, may not be used against the member
ax an admission In any civll sull based ypon or growing out of the dct upon which the
disciplinary proceeding i based. [Added by Stals. 1994, ch. 1104,) [emphasis supplled)

RULE 133, Rules of Procedure of !he Stale Bar of Callfornia STIPULATIONS AS TO FACTS, CONCI.USIQNS OF
LAW AND DISPDSIT[ON

() A proposed sfipuiofion s fo facts, conlusions of o, and disposttion must set forih each of the tollowing:

{5} astalement that Respondent sithes

fl} admits the locts se forth In the stipulation are frue and that he or she Is eulpable of viclalions of the
specilied statutes ancdfor Rules of Professional Conduct or

() pieads nolo contendere o thote lacty and violatlons. If the Respondent
pleads nolo contendete, the sﬂpuluﬂ_on shall include each ol the following: -

fa) an acknowlagdgmeni that the Respondent completety understands that the plea
of nolo contendsre shail be consldered the some as an admission of the
sfipulated focts and of his or her culpabliity of the statufes andjor Rules of
Professlonal Conduct gpeciiied In the stipuletion; and ,

{bl If requasted by the Court, a statement by the Deputy Trlal Counsel that the
~factual stipulations are supporied by evidence obtalned in the State Bar-
investigotion of the mcmor (emphesis supplled]

I, the Respondent In his matter, hove reod the gpplicable provisions of Bus. & Prof. Code
§ 6085.5 and rule 133(a)(5) of the Rules of Procedure of the State Bar of Califoniq, | piead nolo
conlendere to the charges set forth in this stipulation and | completely undersiand that my plea
must be considered the same as an admission of culpabillity except as stated in Buslness and
Professlons Code section 6085.5(c).

3 /o ﬂg‘fbﬂé MICHAEL CHAPNIK
__ Ea:%' 7 gnature Pinlhome

~ [Nolo Conlendere Plea form approved by $8C Executive Commilies 10/22/1997. Revised 12/1 6/2004.) " Nolo
: ‘ 11
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In the Matter of - Case humbeit(s):

MICHAEL CHAPNIER { 04~0~11273; 04~0-11476; 04-0-12709

SIGNATURE OF THE PARTIES

By their signatures below, the pcrﬁes and their counsel, as abplicabre. signify their agreement
with each of the recitations and each of the terms and conditions of this Stipulation Re Facis,
- Conclusions of Law and Disposifion. N

%ﬁ[}o/bg w( M% ' N _ Mlgﬁﬁl L HAPN )X '
/ s signature nt name |

[stipuiation forn aproved by SBC Execulive Committes 10/16/2000, Revised 12/14/2004) "~ AEET Smpanec
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in the Matter of _ Case number(s}:
MICHAEL CHAPNIK : 04-0-11273; 04-0-11476; 04-0-12709
ORDER

Finding the stipulation to be fair fo the parfies and that it adequately protects the public,
IT 1S ORDERED that the requested dismissal of counts/charges, if any, is GRANTED without
prejudice, and:

d The stipulated facts and dlsposltlon are APPROVED and the DlSCIPLINE
RECOMMENDED to the Supreme Coun

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

‘Q Al Hearing dates are vacated.

The parties are bound by the stlpulohon as approved unless: 1) a motion to withdraw of

. 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 herein, normally 30 doys after file date. (See rule 953[0),
California Rules of Court.). _

@d«owb l%‘-,'nozﬂ | Ocd‘

Date . _ Judge of 1he Sfcﬂe BoﬁCourt

(Sfipuction form Gppioved by SBC Execufive Commitiee 10/16/2000. Revised 12/16/2004) 13 AcTa Smpension
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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. Iam 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 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:

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

[X] 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, California, on
October 18, 2005. : =

State Bar Court

Certificate of Service. wpt



