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A Member of the Siale Bar of Califormio STAYED SUSPENSION; NO ACTUAL SUSPENSION
{Respondent) ‘ [0 PREVIOUS STIPULATION REJECTED

GORDON G. BONES

Note: All information required by this form and any additional information which cannot be provided in
the space provided, must be set forth in on attachment to this stipulation under specific hecdlngs, e.g.
“Facts,” "Dismsssdls." “Conclusions of Inw " "Suppomng Authority,” eic. :

A, Partles’ Acknowledgments

(1] Respondent is @ member of the State Bar of California, admitted July 25, 1990
{dale)

(2) The parties agree fo be bound by the factual stlpuldﬂons coniained herem even if conclusions of law or -
disposition are rejected or changed by the Supreme Court,

(3) - Allinvestigations or proceedlngs listed by case number in the caption of ihis stipulation are entirely
resolved by ihis stipulation, and are deemed conso}idated Dismissed charge(s]!couni(s] are listed under
- "Dismissals.” The sfipulation and order consist of pages. _

(4} A stalement of acts or omissions dcknowledged by Respondent as cause or causes for disclpllne Is
included under “chts _

(5) Conclusions of law, drawn from and specifically refernng o ihe facts, are also included under “Conclusions of
Law.”

(6) The parties must Inciude supporﬂng authority for the recommended level of discipline under the heading
- “Supporting Authorliy

(7) No more than 30 doys prior fo the filing of this stipulation, Respondent has been advised in writing of any.
pending investigation/proceeding not resolved by this slipulation, except for ciminal investigations.
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(8) Payment of Disciplinary Cosrs-—-Respondent acknowledges the provisions of Bus. & Prof. Code §§6086.10 &
4£140.7. (Check che option only}:
{a) © cosis added to membership fee for colendar year following effective date of discipline
(b) O coststo be pald in equal amounts prior o February 1 for the following membership years:

: {hardshlp, special ckcumstances or other goad cause per rule 282, Rules of Procedure}
{c] O costs waived in par as set forth In a separate attachment entitled "Partial Waiver of Costs”
{d} 0O costs entirely walved

- B. Aggravating Circumstances [for definition, see Standards for Attorney Sanctlo.né
for Professional Misconduct, standard 1.2(b)]. Facts supporting aggravating
circumstances' are required.

(1) O Prior fecord of disciptine [see standard 1.2(0]

f@ O State Bar Court case # of prior case

(b) O Daie prior discipline effactive

B

{c), O Rules of Professional Conduct State Bar Act violations:

(d} O Degree ot prior dlsciplihe

(e) a If Respondent hcrs two of more Incldenis of prior discipline, use space provided belowora
- separate aftachment entitied “Prior Discipiine”. I

2 O Dlshonestv Respondent's misconduct was surrounded byor rollowed bv bcrd forth dishonesh/,
: concecrlment overraqching or other vloloﬂons of ihe Sicte Bor Acr ot Rules of Protesstonol Conduci .

(3) LI Trust Violation: Trust funds or property were involved crnd Respondent refused or was unubla to account
~ {othe clientor person who was fhe objecr of the misconduct for lmproper conduct toward scrid funds or
- propertv . .

(4) 00 Harm: Respondent’s misconduct harmed significantly a client, the public ot the crdminisirdﬂon of justice.

{5 O Indifference: Respondent demonsirated Indifference foward rectification of or atonement for the
consequences of his or her misconduct.

-

(Form adopled by the SBC Execulive Commitee (Rev. SISIﬁS] : Stoyed Suspension
2 )




(Do not write above this line.)

(6 03 Lackof Coopéruﬂon: Respondent displayed a lack of candor and cooperation to victims of his/har
misconduct of to the State Bar during disciplinary Investigation or proceedings.

(71 O Mulliple/Patiern of Misconduct: Respondent's current misconduct evidences multiple acts of
' wrongdoing or demonstrates a pattern of misconduct.

@) ™ No aggravaling clrcumstances are involved.

Additional aggravoting clrcumslanées:

Coa e

o

e

C. Miilgctlng' Circumstances [sée standard 1.2(e)]. Facts supporting"miﬂgafing
circumstances are required. :

{1) & No Prlor Discipline: ' Respondent has no prior record of discipline over many years of pfcciice coupled
with present misconduct which is not deemed serious. - _ ' _

See attached ' :
(2) O No Hamn: Respondent did not harm the client or person who was the object of the misconduct.

(3) & Candor/Cooperation: Respondent disptayed spontaneous candor and cooperation with the victims of
his/ner misconduct and to the State Bar during disciplinary investigation and proceedings. ‘
See attached
(4) {1 Remorse: Respondent promptly took objective steps spontanecusly demonsirating remorse and
' recognition of the wrongdoing, which steps were designed to timely atone for any consequences of hisfher -

misconduct.
(5 O Rastltuﬂon:' Respondéhi paid § on
~ - inrestifutionto - o . without the threat or force of disciplinary, civil or

criminal'prc':c'eedings.
¥ 0O Délay: These disciptinurv proceedings were excessivel'yr delayed. The delay is not atfributable to
Respondent and the delay prejudiced him/her.

~ {7) O _Good Falth: Respondenl'acied' in good falth.

~(8) O Emotional/Physical Difficutties: At the time of fhe slipulated act or acls of professional misconciuct,

_Respondent suffered extrieme emotionat difficulties or physical disabilities which exper festimony would
establish was directly responsibie for the misconduct. The difficulties or disabllities were not the product of
any illegal conducl by the member, such as ilegal drug or substance abuse, and Respondent no longer
suffers from such difficulties or disabilifies. ' ' '

{9) O Family Problems: A! the time of the misconduct, Respondent suffered extreme difficulties in his/her
personal l_ife which were other thon emotional or physical In nature. -
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(10) [ Severe Financlal Stess: At the lime of the misconduct, Respondent suffered from severe financial stress
which resulted from circumstances not reasonably foreseeable or which were beyond hisfher control ang
which were directly respansible for the misconduct.

(11) O Good Character: Respondent's good character is attested to by a wide range of references in the legal
and general communiiies who are aware of the full extent ot histher misconduct.

0 2) 01 Rehabilitation: Considerable fime has passed since the acls of professioncl misconduct occurred
followed by convincing proof of subsequent rehabililation.

* (13) 0 No mitigating circumstances are involved.

Addltional mitigating clrcumstances:

;"‘ [

D. Discipline
1. Stayed Suspension.

(a) Respondent must be suspended from the practice of law for a period of 1 year

i. 0o and until Respondent shows prool satisfactory to the State Bar Courl of rehabilitation and
present fitness to pracfice and present leamning and ability in the law pursuant to standard
1.4(c)(ii), Standards for Attorney Sancﬂons for Professional Misconduct.

i, 0 and until Respondent pays resﬂtullon as set forth inthe Flncmcml Conditions form. aﬂoched
io this Sﬂpulaﬂon
fif. | ] and until Respondent does the following:

The above-referenced suspension s stayed. |

2. ® Probation.

Respondent is pluced on probuiion for a period of 2 years ' ' whlc:h
will commence upon the effective date of the Supreme Coun order hereln (See rule 953 ‘Californict Rules
~of Court.)
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E. Additlonal Conditions of Probation:

(1)) M  Durng the probation period, Respondent must comply with the provisions of the State Bar Ad and
Rules of Professional Conduct.

{2) @  Within ten (10) days of any change, Respondent must report fo the Membership Records Office of
_the State Bar and fo the Ofiice of Probation of the State Bar of California ("Office of Frobatlon®), all
changes of information, including current office address and telephone number, or other address
for State Bar purposes, as prescribed by section 6002.1 of the Business and Professions Code,

(3 [  Within 30 days from the effective date of discipline, Respondent must contact the Office of
Probation and schedule a meeting with Respondent's assigned probation deputy to discuss these
terms and conditions of probation. Upon the direction of the Office of Probation, Respondent must
‘meet with the probation deputy either In-person or by telephone. During the period of probation,

. Respondent must promptly meet with the probation deputy as directed andg upon request,

I

ba

i

(4) ®  Respondent must submit written quarterly reports fo the Office of Probation on each January 18—
April 10, July 10, and October 10 of the period of probation. Under penally of perjury, respondent -
must stote whether respondent has complied with the State Bar Act, the Rules of Professional
Conduct, and all conditions of probation during the preceding calendar quarier. Respondent must
also state in each report whether there are any proceedings pending against him or her in the State
Bar Court and, if so, the case number and current status of that proceeding. If the first report would

. covel less than 30 days, that report mus be submitied on the next quarter date, and cover the
exiended period. : '

In addition to all quorterly reporis, a final report, confaining ihe same Information, is due no earller
than twenty (20} days before the fast day of the period of probation and no later than the last day
~ of probation. : ' .

(5) O Respondent must be assigned a probation monitor. Respondent must prompily review the terms
' and conditions of probation with the probation monitor to establish a manner and schedule of
compliance. During the period of probation, Respondent must furnish to the monitor such reports
as may be requested, in addition to the quarterly reports required to be submitied to the Office
_ of Probation. Respondent must cooperate fully with the probation monitor,

(6) %  Subject to assertion of applicable privileges, Respondent mus! 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 personally orin wiiting relating to whether
Respondent is compiying or has complied with the probation conditions. ' h

(7). . @ Withia one {1) year of the effective date of the discipline herein, respondent musl provide tothe
“Office of Probation safisfactory proof of attendance at a session of Siate Bar Ethics School, and
~ passage of the fest given at the end of that session. -

O :N_o Ethics School recommended. Reason:
"@® O Respondent must comply with all conditions of probation imposed in the underlying criminal malter

and must so declare under penally of perjury in conjunction with any quarieriy report to be filed
with the Office of Probation. ' o

9 O Thefollowing conditions are aftached herelo ond Incorporcted-:

O substanceAbuseCondiions ~ O LawOffice Management Conditions

O  Medical Conditions O Financial Conditions
" (Foim adopted by the SBC Executive Commitee (Rev. 5/5/05) Stayed Suspension
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E Other Conditions Negotiated by the Parties:

A} Multistate Professional Responsibility Examination: Réfspondem must provide proof of
passage of the Mullistate Professional Responsibitity Examination ("MPRE"), administered bythe
National Conterence of Bar Examiners, to the Office of Probation within one year. Faliure o pass

the MPRE results In actual suspension without further hearing untll passage. But see rule
951(b), California Rules of Court, and rule 321(a)(1) & (c), Rules of Procedure.

O No MPRE recommended. Reason:

- (2) [ Other Conditions:

(Form adopted by the SBC Executive Commites (Rev. 5/5/05) Stayed Suspension
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ATTACHMENT TO

STIPULATION RE FACTS, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DISPOSITION
IN THE MATTER OF: | Gordon Bones |
" CASE NUMBER(S): 05-0-01449
FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW.

Respondent admits that the following facts are true and that he is culpable of viclations of the
specified statutes and/or Rules of Professional Conduct:

Count One

Statement of Facts

On or about December 25, 2000, Manuel Zapata’s (“Zapata™) sister and primary
caretaker, Mary Lou Estrada (“Estrada”), passed away leaving an estate containing a piece of
property on 1525 E Street in Rio Linda, California. Zapata was the only named beneficiary of
Estrada’s estate. On or about November 4, 2001, Zapata’s niece, Erlinda Zapata (“Erlinda”),
received power of attorneys {“POA™) for the care of Zapata’s health and assets.

On or about December 19, 2001, Erlinda signed a retainer agreement with respondent for
the purpose of representing Erlinda as the attorney-in-fact on behalf of Zapata. Respondent had
~ a fiduciary relationship to protect the interest of Estrada’s estate for the benefit of Zapata.

On or about December 28, 2001, escrow closed on the sale of the Rio Linda property.

- In or around early J aﬁuary 2002, Erlinda requested respondent provide her with a letter

" estimating the value of the care she provided Zapata from October 24, 2000, through November

21,2001, and the value of the care she provided to Estrada from October 22, 2001, through
December 26, 2001. ' : ' .

On or about January 7, 2002, respondent wrote a letter to Erlinda stating, based on his
research and information given to him by Erlinda, Erlinda was entitled to be compensated in the
amount of $41,827.00 for the care of Zapata and Estrada. At no time did respondent receive or

“seek any writing from Zapata permitting Erlinda to receive assets from Estrada’s estaie for the
care of Zapata and/or Estrada. =~ = R

- ‘Prior to on'or about January 8,72002, Erlinda had control over an account at Schools

" Financial Credit Union containing the proceeds of the sale of the Rio Linda property. Eriinda
was obligated to hold those funds for the benefit of Zapata. Prior to January 8, 2002, respondent
knew that Erlinda intended to pay herself $41,827 from the funds that she was obligated to hold

-1
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for the benefit of Zapata. On or about January 8, 2002, Erlinda transferred to herself $41,827 out
of the Schools Financial Credit Union. By permitting Erlinda to withdraw $41,827 without
Zapata’s permission, respondent violated his fiduciary duties to protect the interest of Estrada’s
estate for the benefit of Zapata. '

On or about July 16, 2002, Zapata terminated his POA’s given to Erlinda and gave a new
POA’s to his daughter Terri Lynn Zapata (“Terri””}. On or about October 11, 2002, following
notification from G. Cat Stokes (“Stokes™), Terri’s attorney, that Terri was given Zapata’s POA,
respondent enclosed a $35,000.00 check with his letter to Stokes to be held in Stokes’ Client
Trust Account and informing Stokes that he was withholding $6,196.22 “pending a final
resolution of all potential issues with respect to this matter, including Mr. Zapata’s capacity to
execute legal document.”

On or about November 24, 2003, Stokes filed against Erlinda a Petition To Compel
~Accounting And To Compel Return Of Assets (“Petition”) in Sacramento County Supenor Court
demandmg the return of approximately $47,000.00 plus accrued interest.

On or about April 19, 2004, respondent ﬁled a response to the Petition on behalf of
 Erlinda. Onor about July 13, 2004, at the settlement conference in Zapata, Erlinda agreed to pay
the disputed amount. On or about July 27, 2004, respondent paid $5,000 from his own funds as

part of the settlement. Respondent expected that Erlinda would reimburse him.

Prior to on or about July 16, 2002, Erlinda was removed as the attorney-in-fact for
Zapata. On or about July 16, 2002, respondent declared the $6,196.22 that he withheld as the
payment of his legal fees for the services he provided Erlinda as Zapata’s attorney in fact.
Respondent did so without Terri’s knowledge or permission.

As a result of respondent’s breach of his fiduciary dutles Zapata ultimately lost $1 148
plus 1nterest from July 2002,

On or about November 28, 2006, respondent repaid Zapata the $1,148 plus interest.
Conclusions of Law
By advisiﬁg and allowing Erlinda to withdraw approximately $41,827.00 out of the
Estate of Estrada, respondent violated his fiduciary duties to protect the Estate of Estrada for the

benefit of Zapata and thereby failed to support laws of the State of California, in w1lfu1 vmlatlon
of Business and Professions Code sectxon 6068(3) ' - i

Page #




Count Two
~ Statement of Facts

On or about December 19, 2001, Erlinda signed a retainer agreement with respondent for
the purpose of representing Erlinda as the attorney-in-fact on behalf of Zapata. On or about
January 7, 2002, respondent provided legal advice to Erlinda when he advised her regarding the
~ compensation she could charge Zapata and gave her permission to withdraw funds from the

‘Estate of Estrada. Zapata’s and Erlinda’s interests actually conflicted because they both were
claiming a right to the same funds.

Respondent constructwely accepted representatlon of Erlinda, in her 1nd1v1dual capacity,
regarding her request for compensation from the Estate of Estrada. Respondent accepted
representation of Erlinda without providing any written disclosure to Zapata or Erlinda
regarding the actual conflict of interest. At no time did respondent receive the written informed

consent from either Erlinda or Zapata to represent Erlinda.

Conclusions of Law
By accepting and continuing representation of Erlinda and Zapata without their informed

written consént regarding the actual conflict of interest, respondent represented more than one
client in 2 matter in which the interests of the clients actually conflicted, in wilful violation of

Rules of Professional Conduct, rule 3-310(C)(2).
MITIGATING CIRCUMSTAN CES

‘Standard 1 .2(e)(1). No Prior Record. Respondent has been admitted since 1970 and has
no prior record of discipline. :

Standard 1. 2(e)(v) Cooperatxon Respondent agreed to the 1mpos1t10n of discipline
without requmng a heanng _

~ PENDING PROCEEDINGS. -

The disclosure date referred to, on page one, paragraph A.(7), was November 2, 2006.
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n the Marer Of T case number(s):
GORDON G. BONES,

Bar # 147679

05-0-01449

SIGNATURE OF THE PARTIES

By their signatures below, the patties ond 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. : S

GORDON G. BONES
Print name

JONATHAN I. ARONS
Piint name

WONDER J. LIANG
_ Frinfnome

{Form adopted by the $8C Executive Commitea [Rev. 5/5/05) f n ' Stayed Suspension
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In the Matter of _ Cdase numbet(s):

05-0-01449

GORDON G. BONES

- ORDER

Finding the stipulation fo be fair to the partfies and that it adequately protects the public,
IT IS ORDERED that the requested dismissal of countsfcharges, if any, Is GRANTED without
prejudice, and:

D The shpulc:fed facts and dnsposmon are APPROVED and the DISCIPLINE
RECOMMENDED fo the Supreme Cour.

Thé stipu!cteg facts and disposilion are APPROVED AS MODIFIED as set
forth below, and the DISCIPLINE IS RECOMMENDED to the Supreme Court,

[[] All Hearing dates are vacated.

1. On pagé's under Conclusions of Law, respondent violated section 4128 of the California
Probate Code and thereby failed to support the Iaws of the State of California in violation of
Business and Professions Code section 6068(a). '

2. On page 9 under Mitigating Circumstances the year 1970 is deleted and in its place is
inserted the year 1990 ' T ,

The parties are bound by the stipulation as approved unless: 1} a motion to withdraw or
modify the stipulation, filed within 15 days atfter 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 hereln, normullv 30 dCIYS uﬂer ﬂie date [Sea rule 953[0]
- Culifomlu Ru!as of Courf) .

e i8, Jcoh | OMMC &nna, |

Date | PAT MCELROY
' ' Judge of the State Bar Court
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~ CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
[Rule 62(b), Rules Proc.; Code Civ. Proc., § 1013a(4)]

Iam a Case Administrator of the State Bar Court of California. 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 December 20 2006, 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 collectlon 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:

JONATHAN ARONS
101 HOWARD ST #310
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105

[X] by interoffice mail through a facility regularly maintained by the State Bar of California
addressed as follows:
WONDER LIANG, Enforcement, San Francisco

I hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed in San Francisco, California, on
December 20, 2006.

State Bar Court

Certificate of Service.wpt




