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e. Aggravating Clrcum~.es [h~ dellnitlon, lee St~ndmm
fo~ Pmfenk~t Mbc~nduct, ~tandmd t;3(1~J|. T-act~ ~Uppo~ing aggravotlr~
o~oumdanoes am, mqulrecL

bee ~

(a) ’~ Slo~e ~ar Cotut aa~ # of ,odo~ .,I~M~28~/.8@-G-19570.’~Supreme "Cour~ Ce~ No. S008362)

~| m Dotel~db~~ ~zch’l~, 19~9

car~l~ a concea~e~ flre~, ~ ’a ~o~ed ¢~rea~, an4 reckless ~£Y~. In ~s

~1. tug,rude but ~arra~ dt~£pl~e.

{~) O tlR~pondeldhmh~omm~elncideot~ofi:~/Io~cl~cll:gi~,u~R:~oceprovk~dbelowoca

11u~ ~ f~n,’~ ~ pmoe~y were ~nvolved and Re~ondent rm’med o~ wa~unable ~o
a<x~un~ to ’~he cllent o~ l~¢mn who wa~ the obWc~ of th~ mbcor, duct foe Imlm:C~r ¢ondu¢110~ard





(I 1) "0 ’~md’C:hal~8~. 1~e~g~d.chai,octer bolte~h~d tobya ~de range of refemnce~ In Jhe

Respomtent Tu~-~y ~wmpereY~ed ,~th.~e. ~ta£e, ~z a~er Ibls, proceedin~ ~as co~nced.

D. Dlsolpllne:

(1) ;~ ~ayed Su~t~mnslon:

Wn~s$ top~:~’km and l:x~ae~t le~:~mlng and al:dlfyln fhe law pursuant to standard 1.4[¢~ii]

JL [] and~dilR~pa~md~on~sseJ’~forlhln.theF~ancialCondfllonsformaJk~tolhb

D an~ until l~f does the following:.

The above-referenced ~u~oendon b doyed.

Probation:

Re~poadentmuslt~plc~ced~nproLx;dlonf~.,aLoe~od~ One(l) year
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E. Additional Condffions of Probation:

(6~ 0



[Do not v~e obove ~ Iine.]

(8| E) y~fl.dn one (1) yeo~ of 1he effedive dote of the dlr, dpllne hem~n, Respon~s~nt must provide ~o II~e OMce

glven at |he end ot thal t,e~0n,

(10). ~

[] NoEih~c~Schoalteco/imnellde~ Reasoft:

Re~ mu~ comply tdlh all �ondllk~m of probation Im[oo~d In the undel~f~ climlnal matte’ and
rnu~t ~o deotam ~e~ penally o/pefJu~ ~ �on~uncll~ v/~h any quafledY mpod Io be ~ed wllh 1he
Office of Probalk~,

The foSowlng condffion~ am otlached he~4o ~nd Incaq:~xated:

0 Subs~:mce Abuse Con~ql~om

O ~ Condltlom

[] LOW OMce Management Condlllons

[] Financial Conc~kx~

F. Other Conditions Negotlale~l by the Parties:

(1] ~

~u~oen~on o~ wflNn one yeor. ~I¢~eve~ ~ b ~o~ger. ~ Io ~ ~ MI~
mlut~ In ~ol m.mp~mlon ~ lu~er heo~ng unlll potage. ~ me role 9~I[b),
Collfom]o Rule~ of Cou~ on~ lUle $21[a)(I) & (c), RUle~ of Proc4~um.

0 No MPRE re~:ommended. Reason:

of come’nencement o~ lnte~rn ~pendon: ,

(~ [] Olhe!



STllq3~. ~T.~N~RE FACTS. CON(~USIONS Or LAW ,~ND DtS OSmO 

IN THE M _A~a~_ OF: .L~WIS ROBF.gT TITIOS, Jl~

0~-O-01952-RMT

FACTS ANDCO~C£. VSION$ OF LAW.

1. Lewis R. Ti .tu~_ C’_l~gmd~t".) w~ admitted to tlm ~�~ of law in ~’b’tatv of
Ctdifot,~ on December 20, t973, ~ a ttmmb~ ~t all timm lmt~tmm ~ tb__~ e, lmrg~ a~d is
currmtly a memlmr oftho gtate Bar of C~

3.    Be, two~a Fe~rua~ ! 5, ~005 ~d April 20~5, the da~e ~he ch~�~_ account wa~ ¢los~t~
R~poa~t wrom tlm ~low~

lost Bate Clm¢l~ Ammmt Balms.ha ETA o,, pm’t date

.03/04/05 .....108 $1#00 -$2A91_
031Og/0~ 12~ ~I,000 -$1,791

’ 03/~ IAL5 111 $5,000 .$4,541

0~e27/05 1~ $~ -$501.00

4. None of the ~ sot forthab~ve w~ imid bY the bank
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By rvpoatedIy is*uing ¢-h~ drawn upon tim e.hocking ~ Wh~ he was gro~.aly
nvgiigeilt ~s to th~ fact that tlmm.wezv inm~i¢icttt flttt~ in llm ~.l~Jdng avvount, Rv~xmdent

.Protmtiom Code sveti~’610~.

PENDING PROCEEDINGS,

The disvlosttre dat~ t~fim~d to,~m.pag~oae,.paragtt~’A(7). Wa~ April 13, ~00~.

AO’I’HOIUTI~ ~JI~OR’~NG DISCIPLINF.

Standant 1.7~ .a) pmvidm *Imt,.wlmm.a member ha~ a’r~ati Of ~no prior impmifion of

impmie8 greeter diseipline in the etnrent proceeding wtmkl lm manifestly unjust.

Standani 2.3.provides tlmt ¢altmbility of~ memO, of an act ofi~ora2 ttupitude, fiaud, or
inteational dishomsty toward a oou~-¢lieat or enother ~ ,am~] result in aotnal smpension or
disbarment, depending on the gravity o~.

Where an attorney w~ fmmd to have.wfi~enmmttiple bad e.~.£s, the Supreme C~tat has
fott~d ~ ¢.ontinued ~tmt. to be,m aet of mmal ~’(l~ the Matter of Heiaer (Review
Dept,, 1990) i. Ca. State Bar O. Rim’. 4.7~
eve~ when the ~he~we~ wdttm ~ peteenid a~uums fur mm-ie~ expeme~. (Supra,)

In tte~aer, the attorn~ was found culpable of two oount~ ofse~tiotlt 6106 violation~ by
ismtttg ~ ~ of ~en flzec, ka dramxagaimtbo~ a ~ oheeking w.~ount end a closed
~tient trust aenount o~t ~.p~rio~t ofaPl~ximately tO montlm, I-~imsr had written thoso ~
~or persotm[ e,~mases t~t~ling $5,42g. I-lei~ w~ tdm found c~ of violatin~ fom~r ntle
£- tOl(A) ~f t~e C~maia Rulee of Pmfe~onat Comtt~ by t:i ruing h~ client trust ~
. for pertumal ~ ~, Hei~et vlola~m~li-ei~,,iom (i) and f~) of teetion 60~g by
~ to ~x~ato with tt~ Stare Bar i~it~ iav~gation anti failing to maintat~ ld~ eun~
offico addv~ with tl~ State Ba~ Vlvls~s dt~ltvdh~.thv ~.

~ All ~ftt~n~ to "~f" h~ ato t~ tlm Calitb~a tkmiae~ trod Profmsiom Cod,.
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Although no evidence on mi~ostion was p~eseated, the referee notedthat Heiser had no
prior record of discipline and the misconduct did not involve clients as lhe checks at issue were

su~’"pemiom two yea~ ot~probatkm, conditioi~d on s~x months of actual suspension and other
prob~t/o~.c~mdi6om~/nclud~n___g ~itution.

None o f]Imse chec~ were paid bythe baltlc ,~ Re~pende~ has’ one prior itnposition of
discipline, it was a public reproval for miseonduet ~ot ~elated to the hmuilk~ ofenlmsted funds
/n any way. Therefore, the level ofdiseipl~ne set for~ in tl6s Stipulation is consistent with the
Standards and case law.

~AIVgRO¥ VARIA~C~.B~ NOTIC~ OF DISCJPLINARY CHARGES AND
STIPI/LATED, FACT~ AND CULI~ABILrrY

Additionally, the parties waive the iaauance of an amended Notice of Discildinary Charges. The
parties further waive the right to the filing of a Noticeof Disciplinary Charges and to a fonaal
hearing on any cimge not inedudedln the pending Notice of Disciplinary Charges.
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,lln the.Motter of

SI~NA]tJRE OF THE PARTIES

+By lhelr slgnolute+ below, Pne l~O~es oncl lhelr <~)unsel,.os oppllcol~e, ~ly.~ ogmement

I0



ORDER

pre~ua~ce,, and:

~lhe stlpuloJed facband.di~o~e APPROVED and Jhe DISC~qJNE
.RECOMMENDEJ) t<> the Supmm~Cou~t.

Cattfomla Rulel~ of CoUrt.)

,~Judge Of the S~ate Bm Court

ROBERT M. TALCOTF



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
[Rule 62(b), Rules Proc.; Code Civ. Proe., § 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
Los Angeles, on April 26, 2006, I deposited a true copy of the following document(s):

STIPULATION RE FACTS, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DISPOSITION
AND ORDER APPROVING ACTUAL SUSPENSION

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

IX] by first-class mail, with postage thereon fully prepaid, through the United States Postal
Service at Los Angeles, California, addressed as follows:

LEWIS ROBERT TITUS, JR.
940 E COLORADO BLVD # 624
PASADENA, CA 91106

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

ERIC HSU, Enforcement, Los Angeles

I hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed in Los Angeles, Califomia, on
April 26, 2006.

TAMMY R. CLEAVER
Case Administrator
State Bar Court


