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In the Matter of

ARTHUR EGBERT FISHER,

Member No. 91650,

A Member of the State Bar.
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Case No.: 05-0-00089

ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR
RECONSIDERATION; ORDER
AMENDING DECISION

On May 21, 2010, the court filed its Decision and Order Sealing Certain Documents

(Decision) in the above-entitled matter.

On May 27, 2010, the Office of the Chief Trial Counsel of the State Bar of California

(State Bar ), by and through Deputy Trial Counsel Erica Dennings filed a request for

reconsideration and modification of the May 21, 2010 Decision. Respondent filed no response

or objection to the State Bar’s request.

In the first paragraph of the first page of the Decision, the court stated, that it would be

recommending to the Supreme Court that respondent be suspended from the practice of law in

California for one year, that execution of the period of suspension be stayed, and that he be

placed on probation for one year subject to certain conditions. Additionally, on page 5 of the

Decision the court also stated that it had found that respondent successfully completed the ADP

and would recommend to the Supreme Court the imposition of the discipline set forth in the

Confidential Statement of Alternative Discipline and Orders [Statement] if respondent



successfully Completed the ADP. On page 3 of the Statement, lodged January 8, 2007, it is set

forth that that the court would recommend that respondent be suspended from the practice of law

for one year, that that period of suspension would be stayed, and that respondent be placed on

probation for one year, if he successfully completed the Alternative Discipline Program.

The discipline recommendation, as set forth on pages 5 and 6 of the Decision, however,

states that respondent "be suspended from the practice of law in California for one year, that

execution of the period of suspension be stayed, and that he be placed on probation for two

years" subject to certain conditions. It is apparent that the word "two" which appears prior to the

word "years" in the first line of page 6 of the Decision is a clerical error.                   ~

Therefore, after reviewing and considering the State Bar’s motion, the court GRANTS

the State Bar’s motion, and it is ordered that the court’s Decision and Order Sealing Certain

Documents, filed on May 21, 2010, is hereby amended as follows:

The words "two years" which appear in the first line on
page 6 of the Decision are deleted; and, the words, "one
year" are inserted in their stead.

As respondent did not object to the State Bar’s request for reconsideration/modification,

the time for filing a motion to reopen the record and/or for reconsideration of the court’s May 21,

20010 Decision under rules 222 and 224, respectively, of the Rules of Procedure of the State Bar

of Califomia, and the time for filing a request for review of the Decision under rule 300 of the

Rules of Procedure will be calculated from May 21, 2010, the date the Decision and Order

Sealing Certain Documents was served on the parties

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: June i’~ ,2010 PAT McELRO’Y       d
Judge of the State Bar Co
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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, June 17, 2010, I deposited a true copy of the following
document(s):

ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION; ORDER AMENDING
DECISION

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

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

ARTHUR EGBERT FISHER
PO BOX 5591
KETCHUM, ID 83340

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

ERICA DENNINGS, Enforcement, San Francisco

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

(L-’~ur ett a Cramer
Case Administrator
State Bar Court


