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

ACTUAL SUSPENSION

[] 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 aflachment to this stipulation under speclfic headings,
e.g., "Facts," =Dismissals," "Conclusions of Law," "Supporting Authority," etc.

A, Parties’ Acknowledgments:

{I) Respondenl is a member of the State Bar ol California, admitted June I O, 1986
(date)

[2) The parties agree to be bound by the factual stipulations contained herein even if conclusions of law or
disposition are reJeoted 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 thls stipulation and are deemed consolidated. Dismissed charge(st/count[st are listed under "Dismissals,"
The slipulotJon and order consist of 13 pages.

(4] A statement of aots or omissions acknowledged by Respondent as cause or causes for discipline is included
under "Feats."

[5] Conclusions of law, drawn from and speciflcot]y ret~’ring to the facts are also included under =Concluslons of

[6] The parties must include supporting authority for the recommended level of dlsc[pline under the heading
"Supporting Aulhortiy."

[7] Nd more than 30 days prior to the filing of this stipuiotlon, Respondent has been advised In writing of any
pending Investigation/proceeding not resolve~ by this stipulation, except for criminal investigations.

[StlpulaJion lorrn approved by SSC Esecutlve Comrnll~ee 10/16/2000. Revised 12~16/2004) Actual Suspension
1 Printed: (07120106)



not write above this line.]

Payment of Disciplinary Costs--Respondent acknowledges lhe provlslons of Bus. & Prof~ Code §§6086.10 &
6140.7. [Chock one option only):

until costs ~re paid in full, Respondent will remain actually suspended from the praclice of law unless
relief Is obtained per rule 284, Rules of Procedure.
costs to be paid In equal amounts prior to February t for the following membership years:
for the twe (2) billing cycles following the effective date of the Sup~’eme Cour~ Order
[narasmp, spec~a~ c~rcumsrances or omer gooa cause pe~’ ru~e z~4, ~u~es or l’roceaure~

[] costs waived In port as set forth In.o separate attachment entitled *Partial Waiver of Costs"
[] costs entirely waived

B. Aggravating Clrcumstances [for deflnltlon, see Standards for Attorney Sanctlons
for Professional MIsconduct, standard 1.2(b]]. Fac|s supporting aggravatlng
circumstances are requlred.

Prior record o~ dl=clp~Ine |see standard

[a] [] State Bar Court case # of prior case

(b] [] Date prior discipline effective

[c] [] Rules of Professional Conduct/State Bar Act vlolatlons:

[d] I~ Degree ot prior discipline

(el [] If Respondent has two or more Incidents of prior discipline, use space provided below or a
separate attachment entitled "Prior Discipline."

Dishonesly: Respondent’s misconduct was surrounded by or followed by bad faith, dishonesty,
concealment, overreaching or other violations of the State Bar Act or Rules of Professional Conduct.

Trust Violallon: Trust funds or property were Involved and Respondent refused or was unable to
account to the client or person who was the abject at the misconduct for improper conduct toward

¯ said funds or property.

[4) [] Harm: Respondenl’s misconduct harmed slgnllicantly a cllent, the public or lhe administration of justice.
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[5) [] Indlfference: Respondent demonstrated indifference toward rectltlcatlon at or atonement for the
consequences of his or her misconduct.

[6] [] Lack of Cooperation: Respondent displayed a tack of candor and cooperation to victims of hls/her
misconduct or to the State Bar during disciplinary investigation or proceedings.

[7] ~ MultlplcCPaJtem of Misconduct. Respondentl current misconduct evidences multiple acts of
wrangdolng or demonstrates a pattern of misconduct.

[8] [] No aggravating circumstances are involved.

Additional aggravating circumstanoev:

C.Mitigating Cltcumstances [see standard 1.2[e]]. Facts supporting mltlgatlng
clrcurnstances are requlred.

[I] ~ No Pilot DlsclplJne: Respondent has no prior record of discipline over many years of practlce
coupled wtih present mlsconduct which is not deemed serious.

[2] ~ No Harm: Respondent dld not harm the client or person who was the object of the misconduct.

13} [] Candor/Cooperation: Respondenl displayed spontaneous car’)dot and cooperattan with the
victims of his/her mlsconduct and to the State Bar during disciplinary inves~’igaflon and proceedings.

(4) ~ Remorse: Respondent promptly look objective steps spontaneously demonstrating remorse and
recognition of the wrongdoing, which steps were designed to timely atone for any consequences of
hls/her misconduct.

[5) [] Restltutlon: Respondent paid $
In restitution to
civll or crimlnal proceedings.

on
without the threat or force of disciplinary,

[6) [] Delay: These disciplinary proceedings were excesslvely delayed. The delay is not atlrfbutable to
Respondent and the delay pre~udlced hlm/he.

[7] ~ Good Falth: Respondent acted In good fallh.

Emotional~hydcol Difficulties: At the t~me of the stipulated act or acts of professional mlsconduct
Respondent suffered extreme emotional difficulties or physical disabilities which expert testimony
would establish was directly responsible for the misconduct. The difficulties or disabilities were not the
product of any illegal conduct by the member, such as illegal drug or substance abuse, and Respondent
no longer suffers from such difficulties or dlsabillties.

Severe Flnanclal Stress: At the time of the misconduct, Respondent suffered from severe financial
shess which resulted from circumstances not reasonably foreseeable or which were beyond hls/her
control and which were directly respanslble for the misconduct.
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[10]

01]

[12)

(13)

Family Problems: At the time of the misconduct, Respondent suffered extreme difficulties In hls/her
personal llfe which were other than emotional ar physical in nature.

Good Charactei’: Respondents good character is attesled to by a wide range of references in the
legal and general communities who are aware of the full extent of his/her misconduct.

Rehabllltallon: Conslderable time has passed since the acts of 0rctesslonol misconduct occurred
followed by convincing proof af subsequent rehabilltallon.

No mitigating clrcumstanc~l are involved.

Addltlonal mitigating clrcumstances:

[I]

Dl~clpllne:

Stayed Suspension;

[a] ~ Respondent must be suspended from the practice ol law for a period of one (I) year

and until Respondent shows proof satisfactory to the ~late Bar Court of rehabilitation and present
fitness to practice and present learning and abillly in the law pursuant to standard I
Standards for Aflorney Sancllons for Professional Misconduct.

II. [~ and untll Respondent pays resllfuflon as set forth In the Flnanctal Conditions form attached to thls
stipulation.

lli. [] and until Respondent does lhe following:

(b) ~ The above-referenced suspension is stayed.

[2] J~ Probation:

Respondent must be placed on probation for a period of two 12) years
which will commence upon the effective date of the Supreme Courl order in this matter.
[See rule 953, Calif. Rules of Ct.J

[Stipulation form approved by SBC Executive Comrnllh~e 10/I 6/2000. Revised 12~16J2004) Acl~,ol Suspension
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[3] J~ Actual Suspension:

Respondent must be actually suspended from the practice of law In the state of California tar a
period of 30 days

i, rn and until Respondent shows proof saflstactorl/to the State Bar Court of rehabilitation and
present fitness 10 practice and present learning and ability in the law pursuant to standard
I .a.[c](li), Standards for Attorney Sanctions for Professional Misconduct

ii. [] and until Respondent pays restilutlon as set forth in the Financial Conditlons form aflached to
this stipulation.

IlL [] and until Respondent does the following:

E. Additlonal Condltlons of Probatlon:

(i] rn

[2]

If Respondent is actually suspended for two years or more, he/she must remain actually suspended until
he/she proves to the State Bar Coud hls/her rehabilitation, fitness to p~actkce, and learning and ability In
general law, pursuant to standard t .4(c][Irj, Standards for Afforney Sanctions for Profess]chat Misconduct.

During the probation period, Respondent must comply with the provisions of the State Bar Act and
Rules of Professional Conduct.

(3) ~ Withln ten (I 01 days of any change, Respondent must report to the Membershlp Records Office of the
State Bar and to the Office of Probation of the State Bat" of California ["Office of Probation"], all changes
of thtotmation, Including current office address and telephone number, or other address for State Bar
purposes, as prescribed by section 6002.1 of lhe Business and Professions Code.

[4] ~ Within thirty [30] days from the effective date of discipline, Respondent must contacl the Office of
Probation and schedule a meeting with Respondent’s asslgned probation deputy to discuss these terms
and condltlons of probation. Upon the direction of the Office of Probation, Respondenl must meet with
the probation deputy either In-perscn or by telephone. During the period of probation, Respondent must
promptly meet with the probation deputy as directed and upon request.

(51 ]~ Respondent must submit wrilten quarterly reports to lhe Office of Probation on each January 10, April 10,
July 10, and October 10 of the period of pmbatlon. Under penalty of perjury, Respondent must stale
whether Respondent has complled with the State Bar Act, the Rules of Professional Conduct, and all
conditions of probation during the precedlng calendar quarter. Respondent must also state whether there
are any proceedings pending agalnst him or her in the State Bar Court and if so, the case number and
current status of that proceeding. If the first repo~t would cover less than 30 days, that repod must be.
submitled on the next quader date, and cover the extended period.

In addltlon to all quaderly reports, a final report, containing the same ~ntormaflon, is due no earIler than
twenty [20] days before the last day of the period of probation and no later than the last day of
probation.

[6] [] Respondenl must be osslgned a probation monitor. Respondent must promptly review the terms and
condltlons of probalion 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 quaderly reports required to be submitted to the Office of Probatlon. Respondent must
cooperate fully with the probation monltor.

Subject to assertion of applicable privileges, Respondent must answer fully, promptly and truthfully any
inquiries of the Office ol Probation and any ptoballon monltor assigned under these conditions which are
dlrected to Respondent personally or in writing relating to whether Respondent is complying or has
complied wilh lhe probation conditions.

[stlpu~ation form approve<J by SBC Execullve Colnrnlltee 10116/2000. Revlssa 12/I 6/2004] Actual Su~pensl~n
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i9] o

(10) []

~ Within one [I) year of the effective date of the dlsc]ptine herein, Respondent must provide to the Office
of Probotlon satisfactory proof of attendance at a session at the Ethics School, and Passage of the test

¯ given at the end of that session.

rn No Ethics School recommended. Reason:

Respondent must comply with all condltions of probation imposed in the underlying cdmlnal maffer and
must so declare under penalty of perJuw in conjunction with any quarterly report to be filed with the
Office of Probation.

"the following conditlons are atJached hereto and Incorporated:

r’l Substance Abuse Conditions

rn Medical Conditions

[] Law Oftice Management Condltlons

C] Financial Conditions

F. Other Conditions Negotiated by lhe Partle~:

Mul,state Profe=slonal Responslblllty Examlnatlon: Respondent must provide proof of
passage of the Multlstale Professional Responsibility Examination ["MPRE"], administered by the
National Conference of Bar Examiners, to the Office of Probation during the period of actual
suspension or within one year, whichever period is longer. Fallure to pa== the MPRE
results In aotual auspenslon without further hearing until passage. But see rule 951(b)0
Callfornla Rules of Court, and rule 321[a)(I] & [c], Rules of Procedure.

~ No MPRE recommended, Reason:

(21 Rule 955, Callfomla Rule= of Court: Respondent must comply with the requirements of rule
955, California Rules of Court, and perform the acts specified In subdivlslons (o) and (c] of that rule
within 30 and 40 calendar days, re~pectlvely, after the effective date of the Supreme Court’s Order
In thts matter.

Conditional Rule 9115, CaIlfomla Rule= of Court:. If Respondent remains actually suspended for
90 days or more, he/she must comply with the requirements of rule 955, California Rules of Court. and
pertorm the acts specitied In subdivisions (a) and [c) of that rule within 120 and 130 calendar days,
respectively, otter the effective date ol the Supreme Court’s Order in thls matter.

(4] 0 Credit for Interlm Suspert41on [convlcllon referral case= only]: Respondent will be credlled
tar the pedod of his/her interim suspension toward the stipulated period of actual suspension. Date
of commencement et Interim suspension:

(5) [] Other Conditions:



ATTACHMENT TO STIPULATION

RE: FACTS, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DISPOSITION

IN THE MATTER OF: MAURICIO ERNESTO HERNANDEZ

CASE NUMBER(S): 05-0-02012

A.) FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW:

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

WAIVER OF VARIANCE BETWEEN NOTICE OF DISCIPLINARY CHARGES
AND STIPULATED FACTS AND CULPABILITY:
The parties waive any variance between the Notice of Disciplinary Charges filed on
March 9, 2006, and the facts and/or conclusions 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.

]Tacts:

1.    On August 13, 2002, Rose Gutierrez employed Respondent, an associate
at the law firm of Eric D. Paris ("Paris"), to represent her on a contingency fee basis for a
personal injury claim arising from a false arrest incident at Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. ("Wal-
Mart") on July 8, 2002.

2.    On July 7, 2003, Respondent filed an action in the Riverside County
Superior Court on behalf of Gutierrez, entitled Gutierrez v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., case
no. RIC396147 ("Gutierrez matter").

3.    On May 12, 2004, Respondent agreed with Claims Management, Inc.,
("Claims Management"), Wal-Mart’s claims negotiator, to settle Gutierrez’s case for
$5,000. Respondent received the settlement check from Claims Management.
Respondent did not inform Gutierrez that he had received her settlement check.

4.    Wal-Mart’s, settlement check made out to payees Eric D. Paris and
Gutierrez was received by Respondent on or about June 15, 2004. The check was
deposited into Paris’ client trust account on or about June 18, 2004.

5.    On September 23, 2004, Gutierrez placed a telephone call to Respondent’s
office and left a message for Respondent to return her call inquiring about the status of
the Gutierrez matter. Respondent did not reply to this inquiry.

7



6.     On October 29, 2004, Gutierrez placed two telephone calls to
Respondent’s office and left a message for Respondent to return her call inquiring about
the status of her matter. Respondent did not respond to the inquiries.

7.     On November 30, 2004,Gutierrez placed two telephone calls to
Respondents~office for Respondent to return her call inquiring about the status of her
matter. Respondent did not reply to the inquiries.

8.     On February 24, 2005, Gutierrez wrote a letter to Respondent, which she
sent registered mail, return receipt requested, inquiring as to the status of her case.
Respondent did not reply to the Gutierrez letter.

9.    As a result of not receiving a reply to her February 24, 2005, letter,
Gutierrez filed a State Bar complaint against Respondent on March 30, 2005.

10.    On May 5, 2005, Respondent mailed a "Case Settlement Breakdown
Sheet" and an "acknowledgment and approval of all disbursements" for the Gutierrez
matter, to Gutierrez for her approval.

11. On August 10, 2005, Gutierrez signed the "acknowledgment and approval
of all disbursements" form. On August 17, 2005, Gutierrez returned the approval form to
Respondent.

12. On August 18, 2005, Respondent sent Gutierrez her share of the Wal-Mart
settlement in the Gutierrez matter, $1089.74.

13. The State Bar of California sent Respondent a correspondence dated
September 22, 2003, notifying Respondent he was not in compliance with the MCLE
Rules and Regulations ("the Rules"), and that pursuant to section 13.1 of the Rules,
Respondent was enrolled on "not entitled" status effective Sept. 16, 2003. As of
September 16, 2003, Respondent was not entitled to practice law in California.
Respondent received the correspondence.

14. Respondent’s not entitled status was in effect from September 16, 2003,
until January 26, 2004. Respondent was not entitled to practice law in California during
that time period.

15. From August 6, 2002, until on or about August 18, 2005, Respondent was
the attorney of record for Rosa Gutierrez in the case of Gutierrez v. Wal-Mart Stores,
lnc., case no. RIC396147, Superior Court of the State of California, County of Riverside.

16. On October 24, 2003, Respondent sent Gutierrez legal correspondence
relating to a deposition in the Gutierrez matter. Said correspondence was in the form of a
facsimile on Respondents’ legal letterhead. Said correspondence instructed Gutierrez to
"Please arrive 15 to 30 minutes earlier to the deposition site."

8



17. On November 3, 2003, Respondent sent Gutierrez legal correspondence
regarding the Gutierrez matter. Said correspondence was in the foma of a letter on
Respondent’s legal letterhead signed by Respondent. Said correspondence included three
verification forms. Said correspondence instructed Gutierrez to: "Please sign each form
where indicated, and return to our office no later than November 10, 2003. Also, please
forward a copy of your California Driver’s License/Identification Card with the signed
Verifications."

18. On November 17, 2003, Respondent sent Gutierrez legal correspondence
regarding the Gutierrez matter. Said correspondence was in the form of a letter on
Respondent’s legal letterhead signed by Respondent. Said correspondence advised
Gutierrez: "Please be informed that the defense counsel has set your deposition as
follows." In said correspondence Respondent also instructed Gutierrez to: "Please make
arrangements to anive at the above location by 12:00 p.m. in order to meet with me prior
to the deposition. Your attendance is imperative also please bring photo identification."

19. Respondent remained attorney of record in the Gutierrez matter
throughout his period of not entitled status from September 16, 2003, until January 26,
2004.

20. At no time from September 16, 2003 to January 26, 2004, did Respondent
inform Gutierrez of Respondent’s not entitled status.

Legal Conclusion:

By failing to inform his client of the receipt of her settlement funds from June
2004 to May 2005, Respondent failed to promptly notify his client of the receipt of her
settlement funds, in violation of Rules of Professional Conduct, rule 4-100(B)(1).
By not sending Gutierrez an "acknowledgment and approval of all disbursements" form
after her telephone and written inquiries until May 5, 2005, so that she could receive her
funds, Respondent failed to deliver promptly funds in his possession which his client was
entitled to receive, in violation of Rules of Professional Conduct, rule 4-100(B)(4). By
failing to respond to Gutierrez’s telephonic and written requests for information
regarding the status of her case between September 2004 and May 2005, Respondent
failed to respond promptly to reasonable status inquiries of a client, in violation of
Business and Professions Code, section 6068(m). By sending legal correspondence to
Gutierrez on October 24, 2003, November 3, 2003 and November 17, 2003, and by
remaining as attomey of record in the Gutierrez matter during his period of not entitled
status, Respondent willfully violated Business and Professions Code, section 6068(a), by
holding himself out as practicing or entitled to practice law or otherwise practicing law
when he was not an active member of the State Bar in violation of Business and
Professions Code, sections 6125 and 6126.

9



B. SUPPORTING AUTHORITIES

Standard 2.2(b) provides that discipline for a violation of role 4-100, Rules of
Professional Conduct, where there is no willful misappropriation of entrusted funds or
property, shall result in at least a three month actual suspension, irrespective of
mitigating circumstances.

Standard 2.4(b) provides that the discipline for willfully failing to perform
services in an individual matter or matters not demonstrating a pattern of misconduct or
Culpability of a member of willfully failing to communicate with a client shall result in
reproval or suspension depending upon the extent of the misconduct and the degree of
harm to the client.

Standard 2.6 applies to violations of Business and Professions Code, section
6068. It provides for disbarment or suspension depending on the gravity of the offense or
the harm, if any, to the victim, with due regard to the purposes of imposing discipline set
forth in standard 1.3.

Standard 1.6(a) states that where two or more acts of professional misconduct are
charged and different sanctions are prescribed by the standards for the acts, the sanction
imposed shall be the more or most severe of the different applicable sanctions.

In Guzetta v. State Bar (1987) 43 Cal.3d 962, an attorney with no prior record of
discipline received six months actual suspension for multiple violations related to two
client matters, including violations of rule 8-101(A) and (B)~ in one matter and rule 6-
101(2)5 in another matter. The facts were compounded by the attorney’s
misrepresentation to the client regarding the status of the client’s ease.

In the Matter of Lazarus (1991) 1 Cal. State Bar Ct. Rptr. 387, an attorney who
failed to notify his client in a timely manner of receipt of a medical payment draft and
failed to render appropriate accounts, in violation of former rules 8-101 (B)(1) and 8-
101(B)(3), was suspended for two months, execution stayed with one year probation and
various conditions. In aggravation, the attorney had a contractual lien for fees but had
withdrawn before completion of the case, rendering the actual amount he was entitled to,
uncertain at the time he unilaterally determined his fee and withdrew trust funds to
satisfy the amount. In mitigation, the attorney had been a member of the bar for over ten
years with no record of discipline and no monetary harm occurred as a result of the
attorney’s conduct.

C. AGGRAVATION / MITIGATION
Respondent’s misconduct, including failing to notify Gutierrez of the Wal-Mart

settlement funds, failing to deliver to Gutierrez the balance of settlement funds she
received on her behalf, failing to deliver promptly funds in his possession which his
client was entitled to receive, failing to respond to telephonic and written requests for

Rule 8-101 is now rule 4-100.
Rule 6-101(2) is now rule 3-110.
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status information in the Gutierrez matter, and holding himself out as practicing law
when he was not an active member of the State Bar, evidences multiple acts of
wrongdoing.

In mitigation, Respondent’s son suffered a serious medical condition requiring
surgery and his hospitalization from October to November 2004. Respondent’s failure to
respond to Gutierrez’s inquiries during this time was attributable to respondent’s serious
family stress. Additionally, Respondent has been a licensed attomey for twenty years
with no prior history of disciplinary action2

D. DISMISSALS
The parties move the Court to dismiss Count One [Violation of Rule 3-110(A),

Failure to Perform with Competence] and Count Five [Violation of Business and
Professions Code §6106, Moral Turpitude: Misrepresentation to Client.]

E. COST ESTIMATE
The cost assessment for the use of State Bar resources in the instant case is

estimated at $3,654.00.
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MAURICIO E. HERNANDEZ
Member #: 123368
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SIGNATURE OF THE PARtiES

By their signatures below, Jhe parties and their counsel, as a~opilcable, signify thelr agreement
with each ot the recitations and each of the terms and conditions of this Stipulafk)n Re Fact~,
Conclu,~ons ot Law and Dlsposltlon.

MAURICIO E. HERNDANDEZ

~~ M"..’~..",~--’-" MICHAEL E. WINE

EEANIE J. LAWRENCE

Oe~ld~, ~ ~"~ I’~ ~I~
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In the Matter of

MAURICIO E. HERNANDEZ
Member #: 123368

Case number(s):

05-0-02012

ORDER

Finding the stipulation to be fair to the parties and that it adequately protects the public,
IT IS ORDEREDthat the requested dismissal of counts/charges, if any, is GRANTED without
prejudice, and:

~I~ The stipulated facts and disposition are APPROVED and the DISCIPLINE
RECOMMENDED to the Supreme Court.

I~I 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.

The parties are bound by the stipulation as approved unless: I) a motion to withdraw or
modify the stipulation, filed within 15 days after servlce of thls order, Is granted; or 2] this
court modifies or further modifies the approved stipulation. [See rule 135[b], Rules of
Procedure,] The effectlve date of thls dlsposttlon Is lhe effectlve date of the
Supreme Court order hereln, normally 30 days after file date. [See rule 953[a],
Callfornla Rules of Court.]

Date
~Bar Cou~

ROBERT M. TAI.CO’PF
Actual Suspenslon



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 Los Angeles,
on July 26, 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 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:

MICHAEL E WINE ESQ
301 N LAKE AVE STE 800
PASADENA, CA 91101-5113

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

Melanie J. Lawrence, Enforcement, Los Angeles

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


