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In the Matter of STIPULATION RE FACTS, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND
KEITH G. JORDAN DISPOSITION AND ORDER APPROVING

Bor # 171267 ACTUAL SUSPENSION

A Member of the State Bar of California

[Respondent] O 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 to this stipulation under specific headings,
e.g., “Facts,” “Dismissais,” “Conclusions of Law,” “Supporting Authority,” efc.

A. Parties’ Acknowledgments:

(1) Respondentisa member of the Stale Bar of Californla, admitted __June 7, 1994

{date)

(2) The paries agree to be bound by the factual stipulations contained herein even if conclusions of law or
disposition are rejected or changed by the Supreme Court,

3) All investigations or proceedings listed by case number in the caption of this stipulation, are entirely resolved
by this stipulation and cre deemed congolidated. Dismissed charge(s)/count(s} are listed under “Dismissals.”
The stipulation and order consist of pages. '

{4} A staternent of acts or omissions ocknowledged by Respondent as cause or causes for discipline is included
undet "Facts.”

(5) Conclusions of law, drawn from and specifically referring to the facts are olsb included under "Conclusions of
LGW_“

(4)  The porties must include supporting authority for the recommended level of discipline under the hédding
“Supporting Authority.”

{7 No more than 30 days prior to the flling of this stipulation, Respondent has been advised in writing of any
pending investigation/proceeding nol resolved by this stipulation, except for criminal investigations.
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{8) Pcymenl of Disciplingry Costs—Respondent acknowledges the proviswns of Bus. & Prof. Code §56086.10 &
6140.7. [Check one oplion only):

IX until costs are paid in full, Respondent will remain actually suspended from the praclice of low unless
relief is oblained per rule 284, Rules of Procedure.
O cosls to be paid in equal amounts prior fo February 1 for the following membership years;

araship, special Crcumsiances of oiner gQood cause per ruie , kKules of Frocedure

O costs waived in part as set forth in a separate attachment entitled “Partial Waiver of Costs”
O costs entirely woived

B. Aggravating Circumstances [for definition, see Standards for Attorney Sanctions
for Professional Misconduct, standard 1.2(b}]. Facts supporting aggravating
circumstances are required.

{I)- [0 Prior record of discipline [see standard 1.2(f)]

(@) O State Bar Court case # of prior case

(b) O Dale prior discipline effective

{c) [0 Rules of Professional Conduct/ State Bar Act violations:

(d O Degree of prior discipline

() O It Respondent has two or more incidents of prior discipline, use space provided below or a
separate attachment entifled “Prior Discipline.”

(2) O Dishonesty: Respondent's misconduct was surrounded by or followed by bad faith, dishonesty,
concealment, overreaching or other violations of the Stale Bar Act or Rules of Professional Conduct.

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

said funds or property.

(4) gk Ham: Respondeni's misconduct harmed significantly a client, the public or the administration of justice.

{Stipulation form opproved by SBC Executive Committee 10/1&/2000. Revised 12/14/2004) Actual Suspension
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(5 O Indifference: Respondent demcnstrated indifference toward rectification of or alonement for the
consequences of his or her misconduct.

(& O Lock of Cooperalion: Respondent displayed a lack of candor and cooperation to viclims of his/her
misconduct or to the State Bar during disciplinary investigation or proceedings.

(77 XX Muitiple/Paltern of Misconduct: Respondent's curreni misconduct evidences multiple acts of
wrongdoing or demonstrates a patiern of misconduct.

(8) [0 No aggravating clrcumstances are involved.

Additional aggrovoling circumstances:

C. Mitigating Circumstances [see standard 1.2(e}]. Facts supporting mitigating
circumstances are required,

{1) O No Prior Discipline: Respondent has no prior record of discipline over many years of practice
coupled with present misconduct which is nol deemed setious.

(2) O No Harm: Respondent did not harm the client or person who was the abject of the misconduct.

(3) XX Candor/Cooperation: Respondent displayed spontaneous candor and cooperation with the
victims of his/her misconduct and to the State Bar during disciplinary investigation and proceedings.

{4} X¥x Remorse: Respondent promptly icok objective steps spontanecusty demonstrating remorse and
recognifion of the wrongdecing, which steps were designed fo fimely atone for any consequences of

hisfher misconduct,
(55 O Restitution: Respondent paid § on
in restitution to without the threat or force of disciplinary,

civil or criminal proceedings.

(6) O Delay: These disciplinary proceedings were excessively delayed. The delay is not attributable to
Respondent and the delay prejudiced him/her.

(7)) O Good Falth: Respondent acted in good faith,

(8) O Emoctional/Physical Difficulties: Al the time of the slipulaled act or acls of professional misconduct
Respondent suffered extreme emotional difticulties or physical disabilities which expert testimony
would establish was directly responsible for the misconduct. The difficulties or disabilities were not the
product of any llegat conduct by the mémber, such as illegal drug or substance abuse, and Respondent
no longer suffers from such difficullies or disabilities.

(9) O Severe Financial Siress: Af the time of the misconduct, Respondent suffered from severe financial

stress which resulled from circumstances nol reasonably foreseeable or which were beyond his/her
contro!l and which weie directly responsible for the misconduct.
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(10) O Famlly Problems: At the time of the misconduct, Respondent suffered extreme difficulties in his/her
personal life which were other than emotional or physical in nalure,

(11) O Good Character: Respondent's good character is attesied to by a wide range of references in the
legal and general communities who are aware of the full extent of his/fher misconduct.

(12) O Rehabilitation: Considerable time has passed since the acts of professional misconduct occurred
followed by convincing proof of subsequent rehabililation.

(13) O No mitigating circumstances are involved.

Additional mitigating circumstances:

D. Discipline:
() f& Stayed Suspension:

{a) ¥ Respondent must be suspended from the practice of law for a pericd of __ two (2) years

i. O ond until Respondent shows proof satisiactory to the State Bar Court of rehabilitation and present
fitness to practice and present leoming and ability in the low pursuant to standard 1.4(c)(ii}
standards for Attorney Sanctions for Professional Misconduct.

i. O and unlil Respondent pays restitution as set forth in the Financial Conditions form ctlached to this
stipulotion.

iiil. O and unilil Respondent does the following:

(b} EX The above-referenced suspension is stayed.
{2) X¥ Probation:

Respondent must be placed on probation for a pefiod of three (3) years
which will commence upon the effective date of the Supreme Court order in this matier.
(See rule 953, Calif. Rules of Ct.}

(Stipulation form approved by SBC Executive Commitiee 10/16/2000. Revised 12/16/2004) Actual Suspension
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(3) EK Actual Suspension:

(a) &X Respondent must be actually suspended from the practice of Idw in the State of California for o
pericd of mnine {9) months

i. O and uniil Respondent shows proot satisfactory 1o the State Bar Court of rehabilitation and
present fitness to praclice and present learning and ability in the law pursuant fo standord
1.4(c)(ii), Standards for Attorney Sanchons for Professional Misconduct

i. O and uniil Respondent poys restitution as set forth in the Financial Conditions form altached to
this stipulation.

iii. 0 and until Respondeni does the following:

E. Additional Conditlons of Probation:

() XX (fRespondentis actually suspended for two years or more, hefshe must remain actually suspended until
hefshe proves to the Siate Bar Court histher rehabllitation, fitness to practice, and leaming and ability in
genera! law, pursuant fo standard 1.4{c){il}, Standards for Attormey Sanctions for Professional Misconduct.

(2) ¥ Duringthe probation period, Respondent must comply with the provisions of the State Bar Act and
Rules of Professional Conducl.

(3) XX Within ten (10) days of any change, Respondent must report to the Membership Records Office of the
State Bar and to the Office of Probation of the State Bar of California ("Office of Probation™), ali changes
of information, including current office address and telephone number, of other address for State Bar
purposes, as prescribed by section 6002.1 of the Business and Professions Code.

(4) XX Within thirty (30) days from the effective date of discipline, Respondent must contact the Office of
Probation and schedule a meeling with Respondent's assigned probation deputy to discuss these terms
oand conditions of probation. Upon the direction of the Office of Probation, Respondent must meet with
the piobation deputy either In-person or by telephone. During the period of probation, Respondent must
promptly meet with the probation deputy as directed ond upon request.

(5) X® Respondent must submit written quorerly reports fo the Office of Probation on each January 10, April 10,
July 10, and Ocilober 10 of the period of probation. Under penalty of perjury, Respondent must state
whether Respondent has complied with the State Bar Act, the Rules of Professional Conduct, and ait
conditions of probation during the preceding calendar quarter. Respondent must also state whether there
are any proceedings pending against him or hei in the State Bar Cour and if so, the case number and
current status of that proceeding. If the first report would cover less than 30 days, that report must be
submifted on the next quarter date, and cover the extended period.

In addition 1o all guarerly reports, a final report, coniaining the same information, is due no earlier than
twenty (20) days before the last day of the pericd of probation and no laler than the Jast day of
probation.

(6) O Respondent mustbe assigned a probation monitor. Respondent must promptly review the terms and
conditions of probation with the probation moniter to establish o manner and schedule of compliance.
During the period of probafion, Respondent must furnish to the monHor such reports as may be requested,
in addition 1o the quarterly reports required to be submitied o the Oftice of Probation. Respondent must
cooperate fully with the probation monitor.

(7) O Subject to assertion of applicable privileges, Respondent must answer fully, promptly and truthfully any
inquiries of the Office of Probation and any probation monitor assigned under these conditions which are
directed to Respondent personaily or in writing relating to whether Respondent Is complying or has
complied with the probation conditions,
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() XX

Within one (1} year of ihe effective date of the discipiine herein, Respondent must provide to the Office

of Probation satistactory proof of allendance ot a session of the Ethics School, and passage of the test
given at the end of that session,

O No Ethics School recommended. Reason:

(99 O Respondent must comply with ali conditions of probation imposed in the underlying criminal matter and

must so declare under penalty of perjury in conjunction with any quarterly report fo be filed with the
Office of Probation.

(10) XX The following conditions are attached hereto and incorporated:

0 Substance Abuse Conditions (] Law Office Management Conditions

] Medical Conditions % Financial Conditions

F. Other Conditlons Negotiated by the Parties:

() ¥ Multistate Professional Responsibility Examination: Respondent must provide proof of
passage of the Multistate Professional Responsibility Examination (*"MPRE"), administered by the
National Conterence of Bar Examiners, to the Office of Probation during the period of aclual
suspension or within one year, whichever period is longer. Fallure to pass the MPRE
results In actual suspension without futher hearing until passage. But see rule 951(b},
Californla Rules of Courl, and rule 321(a)(1) & (c), Rules of Procedure.

J No MPRE recommended. Reason:

(2) XX Rule 955, California Rules of Court: Respondent must comply with the requirements of rule
955, California Rules of Court, and perform the acts specified in subdivisions (a) and (c) of that rule

within 30 and 40 calendar days, respectively, after the effective date of the Supreme Court's Order
in this matter.

(33 0O Conditional Rule 55, California Rules of Court: If Respondent remains actually suspended for
90 days or more, hefshe must comply with the requirements of rule 255, California Rules of Court, and
perform the acis specified in subdivisions {a) and (¢} of that rule within 120 and 130 calendar days,
respectively, after the effective date of the Supreme Court's Order in this matter,

() DO Credit for Interim Suspension [conviction referral cases only]: Respondent will be credited

for the period of hisfher interim suspension toward the stipulated period of actual suspension. Date
of commencement of interim suspension: '

(5) 0O ©Other Conditions:

(Stipulation form approved by SBC Executive Committes 10/14/2000. Revised 12/16/2004) Actual suspension




ATTACHMENT TO

STIPULATION RE FACTS, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DISPOSITION

IN THE MATTER OF: Keith Jordan

CASE NUMBER(S): 04-0-13740, ¢t al

FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,

Case No. 04-0-13740

On or about October 30, 1997, an immigration judge terminated Rajendra Prakash’s
(“Prakash™) deportation proceedings and reinstated an order of exclusion. Prakash, represented
by attorney Vickie Steinheimer (“Steinheimer™), timely filed an appeal with the Board of
Immigration Appeals (“BIA™). Steinheimer died in 2001 while Prakash’s appeal was pending.
On May 6, 2002, Prakash’s appeal was dismissed. The dismissal was sent to Steinheimer’s
office. Prakash did not receive notice of and was not informed of the dismissal.

On or about November 10, 2002, Prakash employed respondent to review his file and
consult with him about the status of his case. Prakash paid respondent $500.00. Respondent
told Prakash he would review his file with someone else and get back to him. Respondent also
told Prakash that he would look into renewing his work permit, but never got back to Prakash.

Respondent reviewed the file, but did not take any steps to determine the status of the
case, such as calling the INS. Respondent never informed Prakash that the Board denied his
appeal or that the time for filing a further appeal had passed.

Conclusions of Law

By not taking steps to determine the status of Prakash’s appeal, and by not informing
Prakash that his appeal had been dismissed, respondent failed to perform legal services in wilful
violation of rule 3-110(A) of the Rules of Professional Conduct.

Case No. 05-0-0_0992

On May 13, 2004, Mikhail Uryevich (“Uryevich”) employed respondent to file an
application for political asylum. Uryevich was a Russian native and had been working in the
U.S. on an H1-B visa, which is valid for six years. Uryevich’s visa was set to expire later in
2004. Uryevich paid respondent $5,000.00 as a flat fee.
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Although respondent’s strategy concerning the political asylum application was to wait
enough time for some other viable option to transpire, i.e. Uryevich marrying a U.S. citizen or
his employer sponsoring him for a green card, respondent did not believe Uryevich had a good
case for political asylum.

Subsequently, respondent prepared the political asylum application. Respondent told
Uryevich that he conducted research on the internet regarding country conditions in Russia and
possible experts. However, respondent did not provide copies of the articles themselves or the
titles to Uryevich.

Respondent never filed the political asylum application or took any other steps to help
Uryevich obtain legal status in the U.S.

On or about September 3, 2004, Uryevich lost his legal status in the U.S, and was ordered
to leave the country. '

On or about October 1, 2004, Uryevich discharged respondent and asked for his file
materials and a refund of fees. Respondent refunded $2,500, representing one half of the fees
paid.

Conclusions of Law
By not filing the political asylum application or pursuing another method for legalizing
Uryevich’s status in the U.S., respondent failed to perform, in wilful violation of the Rules of

Professional Conduct, rule 3-110(A).

Case No. 05-0-02536

On or about October 11, 2004, Petra Perez (“Perez”) employed respondent to file a
motion to reopen a cancellation of removal application. Perez and her son, Efrain Estrada, were
in removal proceedings before the BIA. Perez paid respondent $600.00 towards a total flat fee
of $3,750.00.

The BIA dismissed Perez’s appeal on or about December 10, 2004. The motion to
reopen was therefore due by March 10, 2005. Respondent did not take steps to determine when
a motion to reopen would be due, such as placing the date on his calendar. Perez met with
respondent on December 27, 2004. Thereafter, Perez called respondent to determine the status
of her case, but respondent failed to return the phone calls. Respondent failed to file a motion to
reopen.

Conclusions of Law

1. By not filing a motion to reopen, respondent failed to perform, in wilful violation

g
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of the Rules of Professional Conduct, rule 3-110(A).

2. By not returning Perez’s telephone calls, respondent failed to respond promptly to
reasonable status inquiries of a client, in wilful violation of Business and Professions Code,
section 6068(m).

Case No. 06-0-10726

Mario Ramirez (“Ramirez”) retained respondent some time in September, 2004, to try
and reopen his INS appeal. The contract called for a flat fee of $5,000. The client paid
respondent $3,000. The deadline for the appeal to the Board of Immigration Appeals was ninety
days from August 12, 2004, until November 10, 2004, to appeal.

Respondent failed to timely file the appeal. He filed in July of 2005. The appeal was
rejected due to respondent’s untimeliness. Respondent then sought to bring an appeal based
upon ineffective assistance of counsel. He did not, though, mention his own malfeasance, but
tried to attribute the delay to prior counsel, without making the required State Bar complaint. He
also filed it July 2005, which was untimely. Therefore, respondent’s claim was rejected.

Conclusions of Law

1. By not timely filing the appeal on Ramirez’s behalf, respondent failed to perform,
m wilful violation of the Rules of Professional Conduct, rule 3-110(A).

2. By failing to advise his client that the appeal was untimely, respondent failed to
keep his client reasonably informed of significant matters pertaining to the legal matter for
which he was retained, in wilful violation of Business and Professions Code, section 6068(m).

3. By filing an untimely appeal, respondent provided no services of value to the
client, and failed to promptly return the unearned fee, in wilful violation of Rules of Professional
Conduct, rule 3-700(D)(2).

Case No. 06-0-10099

Margarito Rios paid respondent a flat fee of $3,500.00 and hired him on or about
November 16, 2004 to file an appeal. Respondent failed to file the petition for review after
being hired to do so. Respondent admits to failing to file the petition. New counsel, Sean
Olender, was hired May 31, 2005 and discovered that their appeal was dismissed on F ebruary
25, 2005 because the appellate brief was not filed in a timely fashion.

Conclusions of Law

1. By failing to timely file an immigration appeal, respondent failed to perform, in
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wilful violation of the Rules of Professional Conduct, rule 3-110(A).

2. By failing to advise the client that he missed the deadline and the appeal was
dismissed, respondent failed to keep his client informed of significant developments in the legal
matter for which he was retained, in wilful violation of Business and Professions Code, section
6068(m).

3. By missiﬁg his deadline, respondent provided no services of value to the client,
and failed to promptly return unearned fees, in wilful violation of Rules of Professional Conduct,
rule 3-700(D)(2).

Case No. 06-0-10031

Raja Aftab Akbar (“Akbar”) hired respondent in March of 2004 to file an appeal for a
denial of asylum. The fee agreement called for a flat fee of $3,000.00. The client made
payments towards this fee and paid a total of $1,200. The appeal was denied in March of 2005.

The client was denied a work permit on or about September 28, 2005 and became
concerned about his asylum case. In October, 2005, Akbar contacted respondent, and met with
respondent outside the courthouse in San Jose. Respondent told Akbar that his case was still
pending but that his chances were not good. Respondent gave the client a copy of the Notice of
Appeal and told him to re-file the Application for Empioyment and include a copy of the Notice
of Appeal. In fact, the appeal had already been denied.

Due to respondent’s malfeasance, the client’s time period to file an appeal with the Ninth
Circuit passed. .

Conclusions of Law

1. By failing to timely advise the client of the results of the pending immigration
matter, respondent failed to keep the client reasonably informed of significant matters related to
the matter for which respondent was hired to perform legal services, in wilful viclation of
Business and Professions Code, section 6068(m).

2. By failing to properly advise the client regarding the Notice of Appeal,
respondent failed to perform, in wilful violation of Rules of Professional Conduct, rule 3-
110(A).

Case No. 06-0-10098

Clients Pastor Perez (a.k.a. Enciso) and Andrea Lopen (a.k.a. Andrea Enciso) paid
respondent $2500.00 to file an appeal, and hired respondent in February 2004. Respondent
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failed to timely file the appeal. In June 2003, the clients were notified they should be deported.
Conclusions of Law

By failing to timely file the appeal, respondent failed to perform, in wilful violation of
Rules of Professional Conduct, rule 3-110(A).

Case No. 04-0-10660

This matter was referred by Jennifer Barnes, Bar Counsel, Office of the General Counsel,
Executive Office for Immigration Review. After conducting an inquiry, respondent was
admonished for failing to appear at four scheduled hearings, in three separate client matters. He
failed to appear on June 10, and September 23, 2003 in the Matter of Elda and Dora Avila-
Morales, he failed to appear in the Maiter of Taurino and Maria Esperanza-Rocha on September
22, 2003, and he failed to appear in the Matter of Mohani Mohani on September 24, 2003,

Conclusions of Law

1. By failing to make his scheduled court-ordered appearances in the above-entitled
matters, respondent failed to perform, in wilful violation of the Rules of Professional Conduct,
rule 3-110(A).

PENDING PROCEEDINGS.

The disclosure date referred to, on page one, paragfaph A.(7), was November 8, 2006.

COSTS OF DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS.

Respondent acknowledges that the Office of the Chief Trial Counsel has informed
respondent that as of 12/20/06, the estimated prosecution costs in this matter are approximately
$ 6,992.58. Respondent acknowledges that this figure is an estimate only and that it does not
include State Bar Court costs which will be included in any final cost assessment. Respondent
further acknowledges that should this stipulation be rejected or should relief from the stipulation
be granted, the costs in this matter may increase due to the cost of further proceedings.

AUTHORITIES SUPPORTING DISCIPLINE.

In the Matrer of Valnoti (Review Dept. 2002) 4 Cal. State Bar Ct. Rptr. 498

Gadda v. State Bar (1990) 50 Cal.3d 344

i
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In the Matter of Brockway (2006 W.L. 1360438) Cal. Bar. Ct. May 15, 2006

AGGRAVATING CIRCUMSTANCES.
Standard 1.2(b)(ii) — Multiple Acts or Pattern

Standard 1.2(b)(iv) — Significant Harm

FACTS SUPPORTING AGGRAVATING CIRCUMSTANCES.

Respondent demonstrates a pattern of misconduct with over five failures to perform in
immigration matters, and demonstrates multiple acts

Several of respondent’s clients face deportation due to respondent’s failures to perform,
including client Akbar and clients Pastor Perez (a.k.a. Enciso) and Andrea Lopen.
MITIGATING CIRCUMSTANCES.

Standard 1.2(e)(v) — Candor and Cooperation

Standard 1.2(e)(vii) — Remorse and Recognition of Wrongdoing

FACTS SUPPORTING MITIGATING CIRCUMSTANCES.

In the Enciso Perez matter, respondent refunded $2,125.00 to the clients prior to State
Bar involvement.

In the Petra Perez matter, respondent refunded $600.00 to the client before State Bar
mvolvement.

In the Mikhail Uryevich matter, respondent refunded $2,500 to the client before State Bar
involvement (representing one half of the fee he collected).

Respondent showed candor and cooperation by reaching an early stipulation in this

matter.

STATE BAR ETHICS SCHOOL.
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Page #
Attachment Page 6




Because respondent has agreed to attend State Bar Ethics School as part of this
stipulation, respondent may receive Minimum Continuing Legal Education credit upon the
satisfactory completion of State Bar Ethics School.

VARIANCE FROM NOTICE OF DISCIPLINARY CHARGES AND WAIVER OF
NOTICE OF DISCIPLINARY CHARGES IN THE INVESTIGATORY MATTERS,

Respondent waives any variance between the langnage in this Stipulation and the Notice
of Disciplinary Charges. In addition to the matters as set forth in the Notice of Disciplinary
~ Charges, this Stipulation incorporates five additional investigatory matters. As to these matters,
respondent waives his right to an Early Neutral Evaluation Conference, Notice of Disciplinary
Charges, and rights attendant to a Notice of Disciplinary Charges, in order to resolve this matter
by Stipulation.
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in the Matter of

Case Numbei(s):

EKEITH G. JORDAN 04-0-13740, et seq. .

Financial Conditions
a. Restitution

XX  Respondent must pay reshtuiion (including the principal amount, plus interest of 10% per annum)
to the payee(s) listed below, If the Client Security Fund ("CSF”) has reimbursed one or more of the
payee(s) for all or any portion of the principal amount(s) listed below, Respondent must also pay

1estitution to CSF of the amount(s) paid, plus applicable interest and costs.

. Payee Princlpal Amount interast Accrues From
Rajendra Prakash ' $500,00 _11/1/02
Mario Ramirez $3,000.00 9/1/04
Margarito Rios $3,500.00 12/1/04
Raja Akbar $1,200.00 3/1/05

O Respondent must pay the qbove-referenced resfitution and prowde safisfactory proof of payment
o the Office of Probation not later than .

b. Installment Restitutlon Payments

KK Respondeni must pay the above-referenced restitufion on the payment schedule set forth below.
Respondent must provide satisfaciory proof of payment o the Office of Probation with each
quarery probation report, or as otherwise directed by the Office of Probation. No later than 30
days prior to the expiration of the petlod of probation (or period of reproval), Respondent must
make any necessary final paymeni(s) in order fo complete the paymeni of restitution, including
Interest, in full.

Payee/CSF (as upplicable]l Minimum Payment Amount Payment Frequency
Rajendra Prakash $100.00 monthly

Mario Ramirez $200.00 "
Margarito Rios $100,00 "

Raja Akbar ' $100.00 "

c. Client Funds Cartificate

If Respondent possesses client funds af any fime during the pericd covered by a required
quartery report, Respondent must file with each required report a cedificate from
Respondent and/or a cerfified public accountant or other financial professional approved
by the Office of Probation, certifying that:

O 1.

a. Respondent has maintained ¢ bank account in ¢ bank authorized ?o do business in .
the State of California, at a branch located within the State of Califomia, ond that
such account is designated as o “Trust Account‘ or “Clients’ Funds Account”;

4
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In the Matter of Case Number(s):

KEITH G. JORDAN 04-0-13740, et seq.

b. Respondenl has kept and maintained the following:

i. a wiitten ledger for each clien! on whose behalf funds are held that sels forth:
1. the name of such client;
2. lhe date, amount and sowrce of all funds received on behall of such client;
3. ihe dale, amount, payee and purpose of each disbursement made on behail of

such client; and,
) 4. the current balance for such client.

ii. a witten journal for each client frust fund account thot sets forh:
1. the name of such accouni;
2. the dale, amount and client offected by each debit and credit; and,
3. the curreni balance In such account.

ii. all bonk stalements and cancelled checks for each client trust occount; and,

iv. each monthly reconciliation (balancing) of (i), (i), and {iii}, above, and if there are
any differences between the monthly lotai balances reflected in (i}, (i), and (i},
above, Ihe reasons for the differences.

¢. Respondent has maintoined a written joumnal of securities or other properiies held tor
cliends that specifies:
i. each item of secuiity and piopery held;
li. the person on whose behalf the security or property Is held;
iil. the dale of receipt of the security or property;
iv. the date of distribution of the securlty or property; and,
v. the person to whom the security or properly was dislributed.

2. If Respondent does not possess ony client funds, property or securilies during the entire period
covered by a repor, Respondent must so state under penclly of perjury in the repon filed with
the Office of Probation for that reporing period. In this circumstance, Respondent need
not file the accountant's cetlificote described above,

3. The requirernenis of this condilion are in addition to those set forth in rule 4-100, Rules of
Prolessional Conduct.

d. Client Trust Accounting School

L1 Within one (1) year of the effeclive date of the discipline herein, Respondent must supply to the
“Office of Probation satisfactory proof of alendance ot o session of the Ethics School Client Trust
Accounting School, within the same period of time, and passage of the test given ot the end of that
session.

(Financial Conditions lorm approved by $BC Executive Committee 10/146/2000. Revised 12/16//2004.) / { |
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in the Mafier of ‘Case number(s):

KEITH G. JORDAN 04-0-13740, et seq.

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 terms and conditions of this Stipulation Re Facts,

Conclusions of Law and Disposition.

KEITH G. JORDAR
Prant name

. JONATHAN I. ARORS

Prinf ncme
{2 }Q. 1 } 2000 Z)Z',._\,% 5714@ ROBIN B. BRUNE
Daole * ! De@ify Trial Counsel's signafure Prnt narme

(Slipulation form approved by SBC Execulive Committee 10/14/2000. Revised 12/16/2004) Aciual Suspension
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In the Matter of Case number(s):
KEITH G. JORDAN 04-0-13740, et seq
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 vacated.

1. On page 5, section E(7), an "x" is inserted in front of the box re: respondent's responsibility to
answer fully, promptly and truthfully any inquiries of the Office of Probation.

The parties are bound by the stipulation as approved unless: 1) 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 modlifies the approved stipulation. (See rule 135(b), Rules of
Procedure.) The effective dale of this disposition is the effectlive date of the
Supreme Court order herein, normally 30 dczys after file date. (See rule 953{qa),
California Ruies of Court.)

D_%m 24, 2007 .G‘d’ Me

PAT MCELROY
Judge of the State Bar Court

[Form adopted by the SBC Executive Committee [Rev. 2/26/05] b 17 Actual Suspension
age | °




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
Los Angeles, on January 31, 2007, 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:

JONATHAN I ARONS

LAW OFFICE JONATHAN I ARONS
101 HOWARD STREET #310

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105

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

ROBIN BRUNE, Enforcement, San Francisco

I hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed in Los Angeles, California, on
Janvary 31, 2007,

Angela Owens-Carpenter
Case Administrator
State Bar Court

Certificate of Service.wpt



