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A. Partles’ Acknowledgments:

(1} Respondent Isa member of the Siate Bor of Callfomio, odmitied __December 20, 1973
@) ==

{2) The porlies agree 1o be bound by the toctudl stipulations confained hereln even if conciuslons of kaw or
disposifion are rejected or changed by the Supreme Court.

3}  Alinvestigations i praceedings isled by cate numberin the caplion-of ihis stipulation, ars eniirely resolvad
by this sfipulation and are deenad consoidaled. Dismissed cherge(sycount(s) are listed under "Dismissals.”
The stipulation and order consist of 11 pages.

(4} Asialementol acts of omissions Goknowledged by Respendent as cause of causss tor discipline kincuded
under “Facls.”
5 Iﬁwmmnsolm mmmmmtommsmmmm *Conclusions of

(6} The parties must inciude supporiing authorly for the recammended level of discipline under the heoding
“Suppoiting Authoitty.”

7 Nameﬂmnwmwmhmamﬁmpm Respondent has boen advised in wiiling of any
pending investigafion/proceading not resolved by this stipulafion, except tor ciiminal invastigalion.
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{Do not witte abava this line.}

8 Payment of Disciplinary Cost-—Respondent aicknowledges the provisions of Bus. & Prot. Code 356086.10 &
6140.7. {Chatk one opfion-onhyy:

0 unﬂcoslmrspddinmmwmmmeﬁdﬁmewﬂcﬂmoﬁmm
-refief kb oblained per nile 284, Rules of Piocadiue.
‘® cmﬁfobapddhoqudmwnﬂmhb&hm?hrhﬂbwhgm&mb&uﬁpvm
The mext two(2) biiling cyel. 1, g | Suprems Court Order.

a mmmmwmmm'mmdw
0 - costs enfraly waivec

B. Aggravating Circumstances [for definifion, see Stondards for Attorney Sanctions
for Professionat Misconduct, stondord- 1.2()). Facls suppoding aggravaling
chicumstances ore required,

(1} & Prior record of discipline [see standard 1.2(0]

{aq) X Siate Bar Count case # of prior case BN5285/86-C~19570 (Supreme Court Case No.5008362)

(o} K Dale prier discipline slecive  March 17, 1989

{c) O Russ of Frotassional Conduct/ State-Bar Act violations:
carrying a concealed firearm, carrylng a leaded firearm and reckless driving. In this
conviction matter, it was detsrmised that Resp:mﬂant's misconduct did vot involve
moral turpitude but warranted digcipline.’

{d} & . Degres of prior discipline Public Reproval with duties.

fe) O #HRespondent hos iwo or mone incidents of prior discipline, use spuce provided below or a
separate attachment antitled “Prior Discipline .

{2) O Dishonosly: Respandent's misconcuct was surounded by or fuffowed by bad faith, dishonesty,
concedimant, ovetreaching or olher viclalions of ihe Siate Bar Act or Rules of Prolessional Conduct.

3] O Tust Violation: Thust funds or property were involved ond Respondent rafused or was unable fo
aecount fo the cliant of pelson who was the abject of tha misconduct for improper conduct loward
said lunds o propety.

{4 O Hamn: Respondents misconduct hamed sgniicanily a cllent, ihe pubiic o the adminisinalion of jusiice.
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6 O~ indiference: Respondent demonskatad indifleronce foword rectifloalion of or alonemant for tha
consequences of his of her misconduct.

G O Lack of Cooperafion: Respondent dispiayed o tack of candor and cooperaiion fo victims of hisher
misconduct of fo the Siate Bar duiing discipiinasy investigation o proceadings.

) O Mullipla/Paftem of Misconduck: Respondents curent miscoriduet evidences mulfiple acls of .
wrongdoing of demonsinalas a poatiom of misconduct.

(8 O No aggravaling cicumstances aie Involved.
Addiiional agyraveling clrcumsionces:

-Rone.

C. Mitigating Chreutnsiances fsee standard 1.2{e)]. Facis: supporting miligoting
‘chreumstances are rcqum)d.

m 0O No Pdor Discipline: Respondent has no piior record of discipine over many yecars of praclice
‘coupled wilh present misconciuct which Is not deemed sesdous.

2} 2 NoHoem: Respondent did not hamn the client or peason who wos fhe object of the misconduct.

{3y O CondogCooperation: Respondent dispiaved spontoneois condor and. cooperofion with the
victims of hisher misconduct and io the State Bar during disciplinary investigation and procesdings.

{44 O Remorso: Respondent prompily ook objsctlive steps spontanecusly demonstrating remorse and
recogniiion of the wrongsiong, mmmmhmmmmvmmo!

- higfher misconduct,
{8} O fReaiulion: Respondent pald §. - on -
in regtitution o _.without the threat of force of disciplinary,
civil or ciiminal proceedings.

6 O Delay: These discipinory proceadings were excessively deloyed. The delay is not aiifbutable fo
Respondent andihe delay prejudiced him/her.

{71 O GoodFoith: Respondent acled in good falih.

8] O EmoflonclPhytical Piiicullies: Al the fime of the sipukafed oct or ocls of professional misconduct
Respondent suffered extreme emolional diffiouliios or physicat disabliities which experf fastimony
would estoblish was directly responsible for ihe misconduct. Tho dificalties or disobilifies wete not the
product of any llegal conduct by the-member, such ay llegol dnig of substance abuse, and Raspondent
no longer sutfers from. such dificullies or disabliiifes.

(91 O Severs Financlol Sieexs. Al the iime of the misconduct, Regpondent suffared from severe nanciat
‘mmMMMWMWMMWMwmmmW
control and which were direcily responsible for the misconduct,

memﬂcmmmméwwmmy .. “ASx Snpangon
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- (1) ‘0 Fomily Problems: Al the fime of the misconduct, Respondent suffered exrerne difficulies In higher
pensonal fife which ware other than emolional or physical in nature,

(1) 'O -Good Characier: Respordents gaod chargeter is allested o by.a wide range of references in the
- tegol and geneml conwmmities who are aware of the full extent of hisher misconduct.

(12) ‘0 Rehabfifodion: ' Considerable fime has passed since the acls of professional misconduct occulred .

+{13) .0 ..No miligafing crcumstances are invoived.

“Respoadent ‘fully tooperated with the State. Bar efter ‘this proceeding was commenced

D. Discipline:
{1} B Stayed Suspenilon:
(a) & Respondent must be suspended. from the proclice of law for a pertod of  81x(§) months

R x| md.uﬂﬂ‘nupmduummﬂmmmyb the Stata Bar Cowrt of ishabiiitation and prasent

ﬁmbmmmmlmmnmamwhmmmmimw?.A(c](n
Stondards for Attamey Sancions for Professional Misconduct.

40O . ondunill Raspondent pays restitution s set forih in the Finoncial Condilions form atiached fo fhis
stipulation,

il. O andunfit Respondant does ihe following:

{t) @ Theuboveveferenced suspension s stayed.
(2) X Probation:
- Raspondent must be placed on probation for, aperod of One(l) year

which wil commencs upon the sfleclive date of the Supreme Court order In this matier.
{See rule- 953, Calit. Rulas of C1,)

'mmmwm&mmtmawmim Adudl Sspansion




(Co not wite-abova this tine.)
3 & Actual Suspansion:

{a) @ RmdﬂmmtmmwmmmamhmeMdWMana
perod ot thirey(30) ddys

. O and unfil Respondent shows proof saitlstaciony fo the Siate Bar Cowt of rehabilliation and
pretoni finess 1o practice and present laoming and ability in the low pursuant to siandard
- LAgeym), Standards for Afomey Sonclions for Professlonal Misoonduct

i O and unfi Respondent pays sestiulion as sef forth In the Fnonciol Condiions form affached fo
jhis sEpulafion.

8. O ond unil Respondent does the following:

E. Additional Condifions of Probation:

{1 1 - ifRespondentls ochudly suspended for two yers or mose; he/she mast rerain aciuaily suspended unfl
hefthe proves to the Sicte Bor Court hisher rahabiitalion, finest o prociics, and leaming and abiflly iIn
geherct iow, pursuant fo stasdderd 14, Standards ferAliomey Semelions for Professionat Misconduct,

(21 B Durng ihe probalion pariod, Respancdent must comply with the promsions of the $iate Bar Act ond
Ruies o Professionat Conduct.

@) & Wihinfen {10} days of any change; Responckmt must repor 10 the Membershin Records Office of the
- Sicle Bar ond jo the Office of Frobation of the.Siale Bar of Collformio ("Office- of Probafion™), all changes
ofinformation, inciuding curent office address.and iateghons numbes, of other address for Siate Bar
PRORS, % Praschbed by secllon 6002.) of the Busihess and Professions Code.

143 B - winin thiny {35) days from the effieciive tale-of discipiine, Respondent must ontact the Office of

. Bromphy meet witrthe protion depuly o direcied and upon recuest.

9 B Rmmmmwmbmammmmmm Apiki 19,
July 10, ond Ocdobe 10 of the peiod of probation. Underpenally of peduty, Respondant mut state
whather Raspondent ha complhied with the State Sar Act, the: Rates of Profassional Conduct, and oll
conditions of probation during #he preceding calondar quarier, Respondent raust ako siote whether there
dré any proceadings pending against Alm of hel-in.tha Siala Bor Courl cnd if 50, ihe cote number and
current stafius of that proceeding. If the fest repart weuld cover tessthan 30 days, that report must be
submitied on henexd quarier dote, and cover the exiended perded.

In oddifion o off quartery repors, a fingl repor, confaining the sorme informcation, is due no earller than
twenty (20) days befors the kst day of the pailod of probatton and nodater than he iast day of
proboton.

) O Responcent must beassignad o probation mandat. Responciant must promptly review the terms and
conditions of probetion with the proboiion montiorn 1o establish @ sonnecond schadule of complionce.
Dusing ihe period of probalion, Respondent must iunish jo the moniior such teporis as may be requested,
in cididition o the quarterly repors required o be submitied 1o the Office of Probafion. Respondent musf
cooperate fully with #ive probation monltor,

(1 B Sublectto cssarion ofapplicable priviages; Respondent rust answer fully. promplly ond fruihfully any
inquirles of the Oftce of Probalion and any proticiion montior assigned undef these conditions which are
mhRWMmMWMMMWMhWQGW
compiiad with ine probation condiiions,

mmwwmmm.mmaém1mm AR RRpenTon.
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(8] B Within one (1) yeor of the affective dale of the discipiine herein, Respondent must provide fo the Office
of Probation satistactory proct of altendance at a session of the Ethics School, and passage of the fest
given at the end of that session. ————

0 No Ethics School fecommended. Reasoh:

(%) O Respondent must compiy with atl conditions of probation Imposed in tha underying criming mater and
must so deciare under panalty of petjury in conjunciion with any quarierdy report fo be filed with the
Offiea of Probation.

(101 01 The following congitions are alfachead herelo md incorporated:

81  Substance Abuse Conditions 0 Law Office Management Conditions
2  Medicadl Conclilions 0 Financial Condifions

F. Other Conditions Negotiated by the Pariles:

(1 & Mulfistole Professional Reaponsibility Examinafion: Respondent must provide proof of
pamgemmmmmwmmmmmmm.mmwm
Naotional Conference of Bor Bxaminers, 1o the Office of Probafion duing the perlod of gciual
suspension or within one year, whichever perlod.ls longel. Faliure 1o pass the MPRE
results In actual suspension without fusher haaring unil passage. Butl see rule 951(b),
Callfornia Rules of Cout, and nile 321{a)(1) & (c}, Rules of Frocedure.

{1 No MPRE recommendad. Reason:

(23 O Rule 955, Califomia Rules of Court: Respondent must comply with the requirements of wule
955, Cafifomia Rules of Courf, and petform the acls specified ih subdivisions {a) ond {c} of that rute
within 30.anrdd 40 colendar days, mspeclively, atfer the effoctive date of the Suprems Courf’s Qrder
in this matter.

33 11 Condiionct Rule 956, Colfomia Rules of Cowt # Respondent remains actuclly suspendied for
- %0.days or mora, hevshe must comply with the requiraments of i 958, Califomic Rules of Cour, ond
pertam the ack spacified in subcibdsions {o) ond (o) oHhatule within 120 and 130 calendor days,
respaciively, after the effeciive ddle of the Supreme Court's Order in fhis mattet '

(8 .- Credit for inlerim. Suspension foonviclion referrcl coses onlyk Respondent wil be credited

for the period of hisher interim suspenson toword the siipulated perlod of actual suspension. Date
of commancament ¢f Inferim suspension;

5y O Other Conditions:

BHpuition fomm approved by SC.Execulive Commities muzmuém 21 2004 AL Bispanion



IN THE MATTER OF: . LEWIS RGBERT TITUS, JR.

CASE NUMBER: 05-0-01952-RMT
FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS QF LAW.

- admits that the following facts are true and that he is culpable of violating
the specificd statute.

L Facts.
1. Lewis R. Titus ("Respondant") was admitted 1o the practice of law in the-State of

Califomia an December 20, 1973, was a member at all times partinent to these charges, a6d is
currently a member of the State Bar of California.

2. On February 15, 2005, Respondent opened a personal checking acoount, aumber
268002258 at HSBC Bauk {"the checking account”™).

3. Between February 15, 2005 and April 2005, the date the checking acoount was elesed,
Respondent wrote the following personal checks-against insufficient funds, mcludmz

PostDate  Check# Amannt Balagce in CTA on post date
03/01A05 105 87,500 -$8,291
03/04/05 108 ‘ 41,500 $2,491
-03/08/85 126 31,000 1,791
oIS Ml $5,000 -$4,541
CON/I8/0s T 148 $500. -$1,601 -
04/27/05 124 - 5346 -$501.00

4, None of the checks set forth above was paid by the bank.

5. On Febraary 22, 2005, Respondent made a $295 deposit in the checking account. This
was the only depogit made into the checking account.

Page ¥
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6. Respondent issued the checks set forth in paragraph 4, above, when he was grossly
negligent as 10 the fact that there were insufficient funds in the checking account.

I, Conclusion of Law.

By repeatedly issuing checks drawn upon the checking accouit when he was grossly
negligest as to the fact that there were insufficient fiiids in the ¢hecking acoount, Respondent
committed acts mvolvmg moral turpittide, in wilfil violation of California Business and
Professions Code section 6106.

PENDING PROCEEDINGS.
The disclosure date referred to, on page one, paragraph A(7), Was April 13, 2006.
AUTHORITIES SUPPORTING DISCIPLINE.

Standard 1.7(a) provides that, where a member has arecordt 6f one prior imposition of
discipling, the degree of discipline imposed in the curvent proceeding shall be greater than that
imposed in the prior proceeding, unless the prior discipline imposed was so remote in time 16 the
. current proceeding and the offenso for which it was Imposed was so minimal in severity that
imposing greater discipline inr the current proceeding woukl be manifestly unjust.

~ Standard 2.3 provides that culpability of « membes of an act vf iioral tupitude, fraud, or
inteational dishonesty toward a court, cliont or another person shall result in actual suspension or
disbarment, depending on the gravity of harm.

Where an attorney was faund to have written multiple bad checks, the Supreme Court has
found such continued conduct to be an act of moral turpitide. (fn the Matter of Heiser (Review
. Pept. 1950) 1. Cal. State Bar Ct. Rpir. 47; 54: Moreover, sttormneys have been found culpable
-even when the checks wéte writien on personal accounts for non-fegal exXpenses. (Supra.)

In Heiser, the attorngy was found culpable of twa counts of sectton' 6106 violation, by
{usuing & deries of seven checka drawn against both 4 personal checking account and & closed
client trust account over a period of approximately 10 months. Heiser had written those checks
for personal expenses totaling $5,428. Heiser was also found culpabie of violating former rule
8-101{A) of the Cilifornia Rules of Professionat Conduct, by by iising his client trust accounts

. - for parsonal parposes. Additionally, Heiser ¥iolated subdivisions (i) and () of section 6068 by

failing to cooperate with the State Bar in its investigation and failing to maintain his current
office address with the State Bar. - Heiser’s defaulted in the proceeding.

! All references to “section” herein are to the Califomia Business and Professions Code,

Page ¥
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Although no evidence on mitigation was presented, the referee noted that Heiser had no
prior record of discipline and the misconduct did not involve clients as the checks at issue were
presented to satisfy personal debis. The Review Depariment recornmended one year of stayed
-suspension, two years of probation, conditioned on six menths of actual suspension and other
* probation conditions including restitution.

‘Here, Respondent issued a.series of six checks drawn against a personal checking
account over approximately two months and that account has been closed since April 2005.
None of those checks were paid by the bank. -Although Respondent has one prior imposition of
discipline, it was a public reproval for misconduet not related to the handling of entrusted fands
_in any way, Therefore, the level of discipline set forth in this Stipulation is consistent with the
Standards and case law.

WAIVER OF VARIANCE BETWEEN NOTICE OF DISCIPLINARY CHARGES AND
STIPULATED FACTS AND CULPABILITY

The parties hereby waive any variance between the Notice of Disciplinary Charges filed
on November 9, 2005, and the facts and cenclusions-of law contained in this stipulation.
Additionally, the parties waive the issuance of an amended Notice of Disciplinary Charges. The
parties further waive the right to the filing of a Notice of Disciplinary Charges and to a formal
hearing on any charge not included in the pending Notice of Disciplinary Charges.

Page #
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‘the Matter of Case number(s):

Lewis Robert Titus, Jr. 05-0~01952-RMT

. SIGNATURE OF THE PARTIES

‘By héir signahnres below, the parties and thelr counsel, as applicabile, signify their agreement
with edch ¢f the reciiations and each of the terms and condilicons of this Stipulation Re Facts,
Conciugions of Law and Disposition.

R, -lewie Robert Titus, Jr.
PAnfname

Tete . . Reipandets CoRwT Srahie R GTe

Eric H. Hau
name
(teuicion om apprrered by SAC Bxeculive Commities 10/16/2008; Revissd 12/] 4/2004) ) Ak Bipenmion
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. _in {he Molter of Cease number(s):
"Lewis Robert Titus, Jr. 05-0-D1952-RMT
ORDER

Finding the stipukation 10 be falr to the parfies and that it adequately profects the public,
iT 1S ORDERED that the tequested dismissal of counts/charges, if any, ls GRANTED without
_prejudice, and:

(i e stipulated facts and disposilion cve APPROVED and he DISCIPLINE
_-RECOMMENDED 1o the Supreme Couri.

3 The stipulated facts and disposition are APPROVED AS MODIFIED as set
.. orin below, and #he BISCIPLINE 15 RECOMMENDED 1o the Supreme Court.

0 Al Heasing dotes are vacated.

The porfies are bound by the dipulciion o3 appioved uniess: 1} amofion 1o withdrow or
modify the stipulation, fled within 15 days afier service of this order, i gramted; or 2} this

 court. modifies or further modifies the-approved siiputation. (See wule 135(b), Rules of

.. Procedwre.): The- effective date of ihix dispodition ks the effective_date of the

. Supreme Court order herein, norally 30 days file date. (See rnule 953(0).
Cailiformnia Rules of Cou.)

o J24 Jo 6
/7 ﬂﬁdge of the Sicle Bat CDU!‘I

Dale
ROBERT M, TALCOTT '
(Horachor fam Cpproved bF G Execuve Commibes 10192000, B 12162004

J—'_——-—-——_-»



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
[Rule 62(b), Rules Proc.; Code Civ. Proc., § 1013a(4)}

[ 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:

[X] 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

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

ERIC HSU, Enforcement, Los Angeles

[ hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed in Los Angeles, California, on

April 26, 2006.

TAMMY R. CLEAVER
Case Administrator
State Bar Court

Centificate of Service. wpt




