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STIPULATION RE FACI~. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND
DISPOSITION AND ORDER APPROVING

ACTUAL SUSPENSION
A IViemb~’ of the St,’~te ~at ~ Callf~;xnlo
(Respondent) [] PREVIOUS S’flPUIATION REJECTED

Note: All information requlmd by this form and any addifionol information which cannot be provided
in the space provided, mu=t be set forth in an attachment to this dJpulatlon Under specific headings.
e.g., "Facts," "Dismissals," "Conclusions of law," "Supporting Authority," etc.

A. Partles’ Acknowledgments:

[I) Respondent is a member of the Stale Bar of Callfornla, admlffed D~ce=ber 3~ 1984 .

(2] The patties agree lo be bound bY the foctual sfipuloflon= confalned herein even If ¢oncluston= of law or
dispodtion are rejected or changed by ~ Supreme Coati.

{3] All Investigations or proc.eedlngl listed by cam number In the caption of this stipulation, are entirely resolved
by thla =tll0~l~llon and are deemed ¢onmlidated. Disrn~md charge{sycounl[s) are llsted L~cler
the stipulalto~ and o~er conslst of 14 pages.

A ~totement of acts or om~Ions aal(nowJedged by Respandent as ¢auee or causes fo~ di=ctpline is frmluded
under "Facts,"

(5) Conclt~’~ of law, drawn ham and ~peci~cully refe.lng to the facl= are also included under "Co~cJuslons of

(6] The podles must include supporting authority for the recommended level of disclp,ne under the headlng
"S~pparting Authority."

(7] No more than 30 days pdor to the flllr~ of thls stipulation, Respondent has been advised In writing of any
pending Investlgation/proceeding not resolved by this stipulation, except for crimlnct investigations.

(~11pUlOl~;~n form appzoved I~" ~C F.X~UlK, e Comml.ee I0/16/2000:
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($} Povment at Obclptinaw Co,is--Respondent acknowledges 1he parisians Of Bus. & Prof. Code §§6nO6,10 ~
6140.7. (Check one option only):

~3{ until oo~$ ore pold in full, ReJpondenl will remain octuc~IIy suspended f~onl lhe practiae of law unles~
teller Is obtalned per rule 284, Ru~es of Procedure.

[] co~ts to be pold In egua! amounts prior to February I for the following memberslIIp years:

~harosnlp, special circumstances or airier gooo cou~e per ru e
O co~ts waived In I:~ad as set forth In o ~eparofe aitachmenl entitled "Pa~lal Waiver of Costs"
0 cads entim~y waived

B. Aggravating. Clrcumstonces [for deflnltlon, see Standards for Afforney SanctlonJ
for Professional Misconduct, slandord 1.2|b)]. Facts SUpl0odlng aggravating
clicu _n~ances are requlred.

(1| ~ ~ record of dl~lpllne [see dandard 1.2|fJi See pages 13. to 12 of this stipulat:Lon.

rule 4-200(A) of �he rules ofjule~of.@rofe~ioDol!Condu~E$1~.@ Bar~q~.vlolo~9~ . ,

subdlvls~on (i); and section 6106 of the BuslneBs a~ Professions Co~e,

~e ~iolations Of rule ~-ZO0 ~nd ~acti~n 6068~ SuSdivisiOn (a) i~ case

n~er 05~-02448 occurred afte~ ~he violations of ¢~le ~-200 and sectio~

6068, 8ubd~vosion (a) in curren~ ca~e n~ber 05-0-02~91-~.

other
Degree of]BIBl:ditclpllne .one-year sta~yed susp|!neion and one-year p~obaeOdn’,
cond1¢ioned on a ~hlroy-day actual suspension.

I~ Respondenl has ~o or more Incidents of prior dl~ipllne, use ~p~ pmvided ~I~ m a
separate affaahment entitled "Prior Discipline."

[2] [3 Dishonest. Re#pendent’s mlmoriduct was surrounc~ed by or to#owed by bad talth, dlshone~ty.
concealment, overreochlng or other violalion~ of the ~ote Bo~’ Act or Rules of Profer~lonal concluot.

(3) [] Trust Vlolatlan; 1~rust funds or property were involved and Respondent refused or wos unable to
account to the cltenl or person who was the ob~ect ot the mlscond~ot lo~ Improper concluct towo~
sold funds or properly.

{4~ ~ Harm: Responc~smbconductharmed~Ignificantiyacllmd,~~B~~B~
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(5) ~ Indlffesence: Respondent demonstrated indifference toward rectification of or atonement for the
consequences of hls or her misconduct.

[6) [] Lack of Coopesoffon: Respondent dlspliyed a lick of candor and cooperation to vlcllms of his/her
m~soonduot orto the State Bar during dlsclpllnaP/Investigation or proceedings.

Acts
(7] ~ Multlp]e/lllll~l~ of MlloOrlduct: Respondents current misconduct evidences multiple acts of

(8) r~ No aggravating clrcumstartses are involved.

Additional aggravating circumstances:

C, Mltlgaflng Circumstances [see standard 1.2{e]]. FaCts suppodlng mltlgatlng
circumstances are requlred.

[I) 0 No Pdor Dlsclpline: Respondent has no prior record of discipline over many years of proctlce
coupled wlth present misconduct which Is nOt deemed serous,

[2] 0 No Harm: Respondent dld not harm the clienl or ;~e~on who was the object of the misconduct,

(3] [] Candor/Cooperatlon: Respondent dimplayed spontaneous candor and cooperotlon wlth the
victims of hls, ther misconduct and to the State Bar clullng dlsclpllnow Investigation and proceedings.

(4) o Remorse: Respondent promptly took obJeclive steps spontaneously demonstrating remorse and.
recognltlon of the wrongdoing, which steps were designed to tlmedy atone for any oortsequences of
hb/her mlsconduot.

Re$fllutlon: Respondent paid $ _ _
In restitution to
ctvil or cdmlnot p~oceedlngs.

on

wlthout the threat or force of dl=otpllnary,

Delay; These disciplinary proceedings were exce.Ively delayed. 1he delay I$ not attributable to
Respondent and the deliV prejudiced him/her.

Good Falth: Respondent acted in good fo]lh.

Emotlono~=hyll¢¢� Offfioultkm: At the time of the dlpulated oct or oct= of profe~Conol miscondu~
Respondent suffered extreme emotional difficulties or physics| d|sobililies which experl testimony
would establi~l was directly responsible for the misconduct, l~e difficuffies or disabilities were not Ihe
producJ of any illegal conduct by the member, such as lllego! �Irug or substance abuse, and Respondent
no longer suffers from such difficulties or dlsoblllfles,

[9] [] Severe Flnanclol ~lres~: At the time of the misconduct, Respondenl suffered from severe flnanc~l
str-’,~s which resulted from circumstances not reasonably foreseeak)le of which were beyond hl.Vhor \ -~
control ar~l which were direc-fly responsible for the misconduct.

~l~

(slll:~latlon fom~ ~ppmved ~w $Bc Executive Co~mlltee.IQ/1~/2OO0, Revb~d ~ 2/I ~2004) AClUOl S~permof,
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[10] [3 Fan~ Problems: At the time of the misconduct. Respondent suffered extreme difficulties In hl=lher

personal life which were other than emotional or physical I,n ncdure.

(11} [] Go~ Character: Respondent’$ good aharocter Is affested to by a wide range of references I1~ the
legal and general communities who are aware of the full exlent of his/her misconduct.

[12] l~ Rehabllllalfon; Conslderob~e time has passed since the acts of professional misconduct occurred
followecS by convincing proof of subsequent ~ehobllllollon.

|13] E] No mitigating �lrcumdanae~ are involved.

Addltlonol mltlgatl~g clrcum~once=:

Eesponden~ experienced serious family problems a~ ~he time of the s~Ipula~ed acts
o£professlonal misconduct i~ ~he cnrren~ cases,

D. Dlsclpllne:

(1] K~K Stayed Sulpemlon:

(o) ]~. Re,~pondent mud be suspended from tile procti~e of low tor a pedod of one (1) year ,..

I. I-] und until Respondent show~ proof safist’udoly to the ~tole Bar Cou~t of rehobiatatlon
fitness to practice and present learning and oblllly In the law pursuant to ~tandard
Standards for Alton’my Sancllom for Professional Misconduct.

IL ~ and unN Responde~It pays m~Nutlon as I~M fodh In the Fin~nclal Collditiom form oltcched to tl
stlpulotton.

ill. r’l ¯ and until Respondent does the following: ....

(b) [] the above-referenced 8u=penslan b stayed,

[2| ~ Probatlon:

Respondent mu~t be ploced on l:)~obofion tar a l~’lod of Cwo (2)
which will commence Ul:X~ the effective dote of the Supreme Court o[d~" in thl$ mol~er.
[See nJle 953, Calif. Rule~ at Ct.]

(S1~or~ fom~ apptave¢~ Oy’ ~8C ~outtve Commi~1~ 10/’16/2000. ~ 12~16/2004]
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i3) i~ Actual Suspension:

(a) B Respondent must be actually suspended from the proclice of low in the State of Calliomlo for o
periodof ~l~ne.~’v (qO) J,*v_~_ ....

/
I. [] orv:l until Respondenl shows proof sotldactow to the State Bar Court of rehabifitation and

pmmnt Iftness to practice and present learning and obllity In lhe law pursuant to danclaml
1.4(c)(li), Standa:ds for Attorney Satiations for Professional Mlsconduof

IL ~11 and until Respondent I:~ys re~kdion as set fod’h In lhe Financial Cer~lllons form attached Io
this stipulation.

IlL O and until Respondenl doesthe following:

E. Ad tlc al Condltlons of Probation:

(1] ~, If Remondonl Is actually suspended for lwoyears or more, he/she ~ remain actuo~ suspencled until
he/she proves to the State Bat Coud 1,4=/her rehabilitation, fitness to pracltee, and leomlng and c=l~IIfy In
ge~ law, l~r=uant to standard 1.4(c)(II], ~tcndords for Altomey Sanctions for Pralessional Mlsconduol,

[2) ffi During the probation period, Respondent must comply with lhe pmvlsion= of the State Bar Acl and
RUl~ al Professional Conduct.

Within ten (10) �~ays of any change, Respondent must repod |o the Membership Records Office of
Stale Bar and to the Office of probation of the State Bar of Colito¢nla (’Office of Probation"), all change~
of information, Inclu~llng current office address and telephone number, or other addm. for State Bar
purposes, as prescribed by ~sotlon ~O02.1 of the Business and Professions Code,

[4] =~

(5) S

Wlthln thirty [30) days from the effective date of dlsclpllne, ResponclenI must contact the Office of
Probation and schedule a meeting with Respondent’s osslgned probation deputy to discuss these terms
and conditions of probation. Upon the direction of the Office of Probation, Respendent must meet wlth
the probation deputy either in.person or by telephone. Dudng the period of probation, Respondent musl
promptly meet with the prol:~ifon deputy as directed and upon mquesl.

Respondent mud submit w~iflen qua~erly ~=porls to lh~ Office of Proballon on each Jonuaw I 0. ~ I 0
July 10. and October 10 of the period of probation. Under penalty of perjury, Respondent must slate
whether Respondent has complied wlth the Stale Bar Acl. the Rules of Profe~Ional Conducl, and all
conditions of probation dudng the preceding cal~dar quarte~’. Respondent must also dole whether the=
am any proceedlngs pendlr~g ogah,.st him or her In the State Bar Coud and If so, ~he case number and
cument status of that proceedlng, if the f’n’st repod would cover less than 30 days. that reporl musl be
submltted on the next quader dale, and covet the extended period.

In addition to all quadedy repods, o final report, contolnlr~l the same Inf(m’notlon, is due no eoriler than
twenty [20] days before itle lost day of the petlod of probation and no later than the lad day of

Respondent must be asdgned a iorobatlo~ monitor. Respondent must promptly revlew the tem~ and
condItions of probation wlth the proboifon monllo=" to e~sbllsh a manner and ~chedule ol compllanoe.
During the ~ of probaBan, R~pondent must fumlsh to the monitor such mpods os may be requeSte
In addition Io the quaderty repods requlred to be submitted to the Office of Proboflon. Respondent mus
cooperate fuify with the ~obatlon manila(.

(7) ffi SubJecl Io assertion of applicable privllege4, Respondenl mud answer fully, promptly and truthfully any
ioqulrles of the Office of Probation and any’ probotlon rnonltor asdgned under them condffions which ar
dlrected to Respondent p~rsonoliy or in wrlflng mlatlng to whether Resl:rondent is complylng o~ ha= ~.~.~

complied wilh the probafl .on condltions.

~llt~,~ltlOt~ form aD~XOved by $8C Exe~uJ/ve Cofflmlltee 10~’16~000. l~ev~ed 12/16/20041                        ~ sur, p~-
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|8| ~ W~lhln one {1) year of 1he effecllve data of the discipline heroin. Respondent must pravlde to the
of Probation satlstactory proof of attendance of a sesslon.ot the Ethics School, and passage of ~he ~est ’
glven at the end of tt~at sesdon, $�e ~,~e 12,

r-I No EthlcsSchool recommended,

Respondent must comply with all conditions of probatlon Impose~ in lhe underlylng criminal mofl~" and
must so declare undm porto/Iv of perJuly In conjuncJton with an’,/quarterly report to be filed wllh the
Office of Probation.

1he fogowlng concgl|ons are atlache~ hereto and incorporate~:

[] Sub..~tance Abuse Condilion~ [] Law Office Management Conditions

~ Medical Condltlom ~ Financial Condltlo~

F. Other Conditions Negotiated by the Parties:

[11 ll~ Mull~te Profe~stonal Respondblllty Examination: Respondent must provlde proof of

p~’~3ge of Ihe Mulltstofe Profe~lonal Respomll~llly ~omlna~ton {"MPRE~), administered by the
Noflonal Conference of Bar Exam~ne~s. to the Office of P~obatlon during the period of aclual
suspenston or within one year, whichever period Is longer. Failure to pa~ the MPRE
results In actual .~uspenslon wlthout furlher headng until pa.age, But see role 951[b|.
Collfornla Rules of Coud, and rule 321{a)(I) & (c), Rules of Procedure..See ~e I=~,

[] No MPRE recommended. Rear, on:

(2] Rule 955, Callfomla Rules of Coud: Respondent must comply wilh the requlmments of nJle
955, Collfornla Rules of Coud, and perform the acts specified in subofvlsions |a] and (c) of lhat rule
within 30 and 40 P...ale~dor days, respectively, after the effective date of the Suloreme Court’s Orcle~
In this tootler.

Condlllonal Rule 955, Cagfomla Rules of Courl: If R~poe~dent remolm actually suspended for
90 days or more, he/she must comply wllh lhe mClUlmments of ~ule 9,55, Callfomla Ruk~ of Coud. and
pen’~ml the acb meclf~:l In subc~’,4.~on. [a) and It! of that ~ule wilhin 120 and 130 calendar �loys.
mspecllve~,, after lhe effective date of the SUl:~eme Cou#s O~lm In Ihls molter.

(4] n Credit for Interim Smpenslon [conviction referral (:aces only]: Respondent will be credlled

for the peflod of hll/her Interim Sml:)enslor~ towa~ the ~puloted Period of oclua| suspendon. Dote
of commencement of Intedm suspemion:

(5) [] Olhef Cortdlllons:

~llaulaflor~ form a~ by sBC Ex~cullve ~ I~/16/2000. Rm~sed 1~./16/20041
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J
in the Maffer of

JANET ~ GALEBO
~o~ I14814
A N~be~ o£ ~be S~ate

Flnanclal Conclttlons

Cos~ Number[s):

05-O-02~OI-J-M~; 06-0-I0094-3H~

a. Restitution

Respondenl must pay restitution [Inoludlng the pdnclpal amount, plus Interest of 10~ per annum]
!o Ihe I~(s] ~ below. If the Client ~¢mtly Fund |’CeF’) ha reimbursed one or more of the
poyee[@ for all or any I:x~tlon of the prlncll0al amount(s] listed below, Rec~nderd mu~t obo PeW
rastltutlon to CSF of the amount(s) paid, plus op1:~-cable interest ond cods,

Payee
Robert

~nclpof Amount
$1~5o0.00

Inferesl Accrues From

December .5, 2001

bo

£X Respondent mu~t ~ the abov~-refemn~ ~esttluk~on and pr~de ~s~ow ~f of ~!
to the ~ or h~n ~ ~er ~ stxcy day~ afte¢ ~e e~fec~ive date
Lhe Calt~o~nia Supreme Cou=~ order in ~he curren~ cas~.

Instollment Rosqfutlon Paymentl

Respondent must poy the obove-mferenced redll0fl0n o~ the I>oyment schedu~ sel forth below.
Respondent must provide satbfacto~ proof of payment to the Office of Probation with
quolterly I;ffobatlon repofl, or as otherwise directed by the Office of Pmba~on, No later than 30
days I~lor to the expiration of the period o~ probollon (or pariod of mprovol), I~Dondent mud
make any necessaw llnal payment(s) in order to complete the payment of redifuflon, InCludlng
interest, in full.

Payee/CSF (as oppllcof~e] Minimum Payment Amount Payment Frequenoy

c. Client Funds Certlfloate

f’l    I. If Rmpondent pa~ine~ client funds at any time dudng the perlod �overed by a required
quarterly report. Respondent must ~e with each mqulm¢l re~t a oediflcofe from
Respondent and/or a codified publ~ accountant or othe~ flnonclof profasdonal approved
by the Office of Probatlon, oedifylng thai:

a. Respondent has malntalned a bank account in a bank au~orbed l~ do budness In
the Stofe of Callfomla, at a branch located withln the Slole of Calffomlo, and that/
such accouof fs dedgnate~l as o "TnJsf Account," or "Clients’ Funds Accounr’~

7[Flnanclal Con~tlons fo~m Op~xoved by SBC Execuilve Cc~nrnlffee ! 0/I 6/2000. ReVlse~l 1211 ~’2004,)
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{Do not wrlle above this line.)
"In Ihe Matter el

A He~be~ of the I
Cam N-mber[s]i

~I

05-0-02401-~HI~; 06-0-I0094-JI~

b. Respondent l~as kept and malntalne<~ tl~e folk:wlng:
L o wd~n ~gBr f~ ~h cllenl on wh~ ~half ~nds am he~ ~ot sel~ fodh:

I. lhe name of =uch cl~nt:
2. lhe ~le, amounl and ~tce of aW ~nds ~c~ on ~hal( Of s~h eliot;
3. t~ dale, ~t, ~y~ and pur~ of each @l=bu~eN ~de ~ ~If of

such ~ent; a~,
4. ~e ~n~ ~nce for ~h ~ent.

’ il. a w~ ~ol ~ ~ �llenl t~l fu~ o¢~unl I~l ~
l. Ih8 ~ Of ~h a~o~l; .
2. the dole. am~ a~ ~nf aff~ ~ ~ch d~il ~d c~; a~,
3. f~ ~I ~ In ~uch ~nL

ill all~nkstol~nb~ncell~ahec~foreachcllentlru~ac~unt:and,
~. ~h ~t~ ~~ ~I~] ~ ~, ~], and ~I~, a~e, ~d if throe are

any dl~em~s ~n lhe ~ ~ ~l~es m~l~ b [~, (~, ~ ~I].
o~, lhe r~s ~r lhe dlf~r~es,

�, Respondent hm malrdcdn~d a wrJtlen ~ourrw~l of se¢;urilies
ell(mrs ~ Sl:K)clfles:
I. ead~ llem of s~;:udly and pr(:~0edy held;
IL the ~ on wl~:~e l:ml~alf the r, ecudl,/, or
iii. lhe (:k:ite d toce~13t of lho mudly m plx31:)(~ly;
Iv. the dale of dlditb~ton of the security of properly; and,
v. lhe pert, on fo whom the secudly or pm~dy was dlslribul~:l.

2. If Respondenl does hal po~ess any cgenl funds, properly at securities during the entire pedod
covered by a mix)d, Respondent mud so stole under penally of perjury in the tepod filed,with
1he at)ice at Probalion lot thal reporting period, In this ¢imumdc;nce, Respondenl need
not tile the accountanl’l certfflcafe desctlbed ebove.

3. The requk’emenls of Ibis condition are In addition to Ihose le| fotlh In Rile 4-100, Rules of
l’1Ole~Ional Conduct.

d. Client Trult Accounting School

Wilhln one (1) year or ~ eff~::~Ive dale of lhe ~scil:~im~ hereli% ReJ~x)ndenl ~ mJpq~4y Io lhe
Office of Prol:xdion soli$|acloty~’~:of of attendance olo $esd~ of Ihe Ethics So_.hool Client Itust
Accounllng School. wllhin 1he ~ame pedod oI time, and postage of the led given ol Ihe end of thai

[Finan(;ia~ ConditIom foem approved by SBC ExeCUtiVe Committee 10/16/2000. Revised 12/’; 6//2004.)
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In the Matter of

JANET ANN GALENO~
No. 114814,

A Member of the State Bar.

Case Nos.: 05-O-02401-J’MR
06-0-10094

STIPULATION RE FACTS,
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND
DISPOSITION

FACTS

Case Number 05-O~2401-JMR

From September 2001 onwards, respondent was not entitled to practice law in California bemuse
of her failure to comply with the mandatory continuing legal education requirement.

In December 2001, respondent met with Robert E. and Katherine Krause ("the Kmuses"), At the
meeting, respondent identified herself as a lawyer entitled to practice law in California. The
Kxauses paid re~pondent an attorney’s fee of $1,500,00 for legal advice concerning the creation
era living trust and for the preparation of legal documents related to the living trust. The
Krauses also provided respondent with the original deed to a timeshare property they owned.

In February 2002, respondont sent the Krauses an invoice for professional services. The invoice
was produced on letterhead identifying respondent ~s an attorney at law.

On August 16, 2002, the California Supreme Court issued order number S108829, effective
Sept©tuber 4., 2002. Order number S 108829 suspended respondent from the practice of law in
California for failure to pay her State Bar membership du©s.

On September 10, 2002, respondent met with the ICrauses; and they executed the legal
doouments related to the living trust.

By 2005, respondent’s professional relationship with the Krauses had ended, In May 2005, Mrs.
Krause sent respondent a letter asking her to return the origiml deed to the timeshare property.
Respondent received this letter, but did not promptly return the deed.

In May 2005, the State Bar opened an investigation pursuant to a complaint filed by Mrs. Kxanse
(’~he Kreuse complaint").

q
Page #
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On ~une 15, ~005, SUite Bar ~ves~tor C~stal V ct~ ~’W¢l~co") sent ~pondent an h~iti~l
letter regarding the Kranse complaint. This letter asked respondent to r~spond in writing to
allegatitms of misconduct in the Krause complaint Respondent received Velazco’s initial letter
and a~ked for an extension of time to respond substantively to the letter.

On June 29, 2005, Velazco sent respondent a second letter confirming that respondent had until
July 13, 2005, to provide a substantive response to the Krause complaint investigation.
Respondent received Vel~zco’s second letter.

On July 13, 2005, respondent faxed Velazco a note stating that she was attempting to hire a
lawyer to represent hex in relation to the State Bar investigation of the Kranse complaint.
Respondent also stated that she would contact Velazco once she had secured representation. The
note did not include any substan6veresponse to the allegations under investigation in relation to
the Krause complaint. The State Bar subsequently ieceived no notice that respondent had
. secured representation.

On July 26, 2005, Velazco sent respondent a third letter asking her to confirm that she had
secured representation or to provide a substantive response to Velazco’s initial letter concerning
the Krause complaint. Respondent received Velazeo’s third l¢-tter, but did not respond to it.

Csse Number 06-0-10094

ha November 2004, respondent signed a stipulation ~egarding fa0ts, conclusions ofhw, and
disposition ("the prior stipulation") in State Bar case number 03-O-02448. In the prior
stipulation, respondent agreed to the following discipline: a one-year stayed suspension and a
one-year probation, cvnditioued on a thirty-day actual suspension. The prior sttpulat/un
specified the following requirements as conditions of probation: (1) that respondent must file ....
quarterly reports ("the reporting requirement") and (2) that she must pay restitution of $1,000
plus interest to Francisca Guevarra not later than ninety days after the effective date of the
discipline in ca~e number 03-O-02448 ("the restitution requirement").

On December 17, 2004, the State Bar Court filed an order approving the stipulation and
recommending the agreed-upon discipline.

On May 12, 2005, the California Supreme Cou~ filed order number S 131532, In re ~ranet Ann
Galeno on Discipline, ("the Su~eme Court order") in State Bar case number 03-0-02448. The
Supreme Court order imposed the agreed-upon discipline, including the reporting and restitatior~
requirements, ~d became effective as of June 1 I, 2005. Respondent was properly served with,
and she received, a copy of the Supreme Court order.

Page#
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Kespondent did not file the qua_~fly reports due as of October 10, 2005, and January 10, 2006.
Nor did she pay the ~estit~tion due as of September 9, 2005.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Case Number 05:O-02401~.IMR

Respondent wilfully violated section 6068, subdivision (a) of the Business and Professions Code
by failing to support the laws of California insofar as she engaged in the unauthorized practice of
law ("UPL’3 in violation of sections 6125 and 6126 of the Bxtsintss and Professions Code.
Respondent engaged in UPL as follows: (1) she held herself out to the Krauses in~2001 and 2002
as entitled to practice law when she was not entitled to practice law and (2) she practiced law in
the g2ause melter in 200l and 2002 (i.e., by giving legal advice p¢rtaining to the creation o.fa
living trust and by preparing the legal documenls related to the living trust) when she was not "
entitled to practice law.

Respondent wilfully violated rule 4-200(A) of the Pules of Profeasional Conduct by charging
and collecting an illegal fe¢ as follows: she charged and collected an attorney’s fec of $1,500.00
in the Krause matte~ lot legal services performed while she was not entitled to practice law in
California.

R~pondent wilfully violated rule 3-700(D)(l) of the Rules of Professional Conduct by failing to
release promptly, upon termination of e~nployment, to the client, at the request of the client, all
the client papers and property as follows: she did not promptly return the original timeshare de~d
to Mrs. Kranse aRer Mrs. Kranse asked for the deed in her lctt~ of May 5, 2005.

Respondem wilfully violated section 6068, subdivision (i) of the Business and Professions Code
by failing to cooperate and participate in a dlsciplinmy investigation pending against her as
follows: she did not provide a substamivc response to the allegations under investigation in
relation to the Krans© complaint as requested by Smt~ Bar IMvestigato~ Velazco.

Case Number ~PO-1009.4

Respondent wilfully violated section 6103 of the Business and Professions Code by disobeTing a
court order requiting her to do acts counected with her profession which she ought in good faith
to have done as follows: she failed to fde.th¢ quart~ly reports due as of October 10, 2005,:and
.Ianuary 10, 2006, and to pay the restitution du~ as of Septemhar 9, 2005.
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ESTIMATED PROSECUTION COST

The estimated prosecution cost of State Bar case number 05-O-02401-JlvIR and case r~urnber
06-0-10094 (’qhe current cases") is $2,915.00 This sum is only an estimate. If the current
stip¢lation is rejected or if relief from the current stipulation is granted, the prosecution
the current cases may increase because of the cost or" further ixroceedings.

SUPPORTING AUTHORITY

The Rules of Procedure of the State Bar, Tide IV, Standards for Attorney Sanctions for
Professional Misconduct, standards 1.3, 1.4, 1.6, 1.7, 2.6, and 2.7 support tim discipline
recommended in the current stipulation.

DATE OF DISCLOSURE OF ANY PENDING INVESTIGATION OR PROCEEDING

On ~’anuary 18, 2006, the State Bar faxed respondent’s counsel a letter disclosing any pending
investigation or proceeding not resolved by this stipulation.

ETHICS SCHOOL

California Supreme Court order number S131532 requires that by June 11, 2006, rc~pondent
must complete a session of Ethics School and must provide proof of attendance and passage of
the test given at the end of the session- If respondent complies w~th this requirement, such
compliance shall also satisfy the Ethics School requirement recommended in the current
stipulation.

MULTISTATE PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY EXAMINATION

California Supreme Court order number S 131532 requires that by June 11, 2006, respondent
must provide proof that she has passed the Multistate Professional Responsibility Examination
("MPRE"). If respondent complies with tiffs requirement, such compliance shall also sat/sly the
MPRE requirement recommended in the curreat stipulation.
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Do not w~ite_obove thls line.]
In the Matter of

JANET ANN ~ALEN0

C-d~’e number(s):

05-0-02401-J~; 06-0-10094-,TH~

SIGNATURE OF THE PARTIES

By their signatures below, the parties and their counsel, as applicable, signify their agreement
with each of the recffottons and each of the terms and conditions of this Stipulation Re Facts,
.Co~clusior~, of Low and Dlsl:x)siflo~.

T~,

Print nom~ ’

epu~/ o~me s gn~ure erlmn~me

~Ipulallon Ibn~ aPl~OVea I~ IIOC Execullve Co~ lq’16/2000. ~ 12/I 6/2004) ACtual



Do not write above this line.)
In the Matter of

JANET ANN GALl=NO

Case number[s):

05-O-02401
06-0-10094

ORDER

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

[] ]he stipulated facts anddisposition are APPROVED and the DISCIPLINE
RECOMMENDED to the Supreme Coud.

[] 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.

On Page 4, under "Discipline," an "x" is inserted in the box next to paragraph (1)(b), clarifying that
the above-referenced suspension is stayed.

On page 7, under =Financial Conditions," the =x" in the second box under =Restitution" is deleted,
removing the requirement that respondent pay the restitution no later than 60 days after the
effective date of discipline. The recommended discipline is 90 days actual suspension and until
respondent pays the restitution. Accordingly, if respondent fails to timely pay the restitution, she
will remain on actual suspension. The court finds the "and until" provision provides sufficient
public protection.

The parties are bound by the stipulation as approved unless: I ) a motion to withdraw or
modify the stipulation, filed within 15 days after 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 clare of this disposition Is the effective date of the
Supreme Court order hereln, normally 30 clays after file date. [See rule 953[a],
California Rules of Court.]

Date / / JOA    . REMKE       ~---
Jud~l~ of the St~e Bar Coud

[Form adopt~ by lhe SBC Executive Committee [Rev. 2~2~05]] Actual suspension
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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 February 24, 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 San Francisco, California, addressed as follows:

EPHRAIM MARGOLIN
240 STOCKTON ST 4Tn FL
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94108

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

MARK HARTMAN, Enforcement, San Francisco

I hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed in San Francisco, California, on
February 24, 2006.

Case Administrator
State Bar Court

Certificate of Service.wpt


