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STIPULATION RE FACTS, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND
DISPOSITION AND ORDER APPROVING
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[] 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 affachment to this stipulation under specllic headings,
e.g., "Facts," =Dismissals," "Conclusions of Law," "Supporting Authorlfy," etc.

A, Parties’ Acknowledgments:

(I] Respondent is a member of the State Bar of California, admitted    December 12, 1983
(date)

[2] The parties agree to be bound by the loctual stipulations contained herein even if conclusions of law o~
disposition are rejected 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 ore deemed consolldated. Dismissed charge(s]/oount[s) are listed under "Dismlssais."
The stipulation and order consist of 13, pages.

{4| A statement of acts or omlsslons acknowledged by Respondent as cause or causes for dlsclpllne Is included
under "Facts."

(51 Cormlusions of law, drawn from and specifically referring Io the facts ore also included under "Conclusions of

[6) The padies must include supporting auJhorily for the recommended level of discipline under the heading
"Supporting Authority."

(7} Nd more than 30 days prior to the filing of thls stLpulation, Respondent has been advised In writing Of any
pending Investigation/proceedlng not resolved by this stipulation, except for cdmlnol investigations.

[$tlpul~tion form oppcoved by SBC Executive Carom[free 1Q/I 6/2000. ~ 12/I 6/2004} Actual Sutp~r~[on
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[8) Payment ct Disclplinary Costs---Respondent acknowledges the provlsions of Bus. & Prof. Code §§6086.10 &
6140.7. [Check one option only]:

r’l until costs are paid In full, Respondent will remain aofualty suspended from the practice of law unless
relief is obtained per rule 284, Rules of Procedure, .

~ costs to be pald in equal amounts prior to February I for the tallowing membershlp years:
for the three (3) billing cycles following the effective date of the Supreme Court Order
|narasn~p, spec~a~ c~rcumsrances or orner gooa cause per rule :~4, l~uies or ~’roceaurej

[] costs waived in part as set forlh In a separate attachment entitled "Partial Watve~ of Costs"
E] costs entirely waived

B. Aggravatlng Clrcumstances [for definltlon, see Standards for AJtorney Sanctions
for Professional Mlsconduct, standard 1.2[b]]. Facts supportlng aggravating
circumstances are required.

[I] J~ Prior record of dLsctpllne [see starldard 1.2[f]]

State Bar Court case # of prior case 04-0-12716

Date prior discipline effective October 9, 2005

Rules of Professional Conduct/State Bar Act violations: 6068(a), 6068(m), 3-110(A),

4-100(B)(3), & 3-700(D)(2)

id| ~ Degree of prior discipline one year-stayed suspension; 60 days-actual suspension

[e] [] If Respondent has two or mare Incidents o! prior discipline, use space provided below or a
separate aflachment entitled "Prior Discipline,"

[2] Dishonesty: Respondents misconduct was surrounded by or followed by bad falth, dishonesty,
concealment, overreaching or other violations of the State Bar Act or Rules of Professional Conduct.

Trust Violation: lYust funds or property were Involved and Respondent refused or was unable to
account to the client or person who was the object of the misconduct for Improper conduct toward
said funds or properly.

[4] [] Harm: Respondents misconduct harmed significantly a client, the public or the administration of justice.

($tlpulal~on turin appcoved by SSC Execu~ve CommIHee 10/I 6/2000, Revised 12/16/2004] Actual Suspenslon
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|5] [] Indifference: Respondent demonstrated Indilference Ioward recliticofion of or atonement for the
consequences el his or her misconduct.

{6] ~

|7) D

Lack of Cooperation: Respondent displayed a lack of candor and cooperoflon to vlctlms of his/her
misconduct or to the State Bar during disc~plInan/Investigation or proceedings,

MullJpte/Poftem of Ml~�onduck Respondent~ current mlsconducr evidences multiple acts of
wrongdoing or demonstrates a paltern of misconduct.

[8) [] No aggravating clrcumstances are Involved.

Additional aggravatlng circumstances:

C.Mltlgatlng Circumstances [see standard 1,2[e]]. Facts supportlng mltlgatlng
circumstances are required.

No l~lar D~olpline: Respondent has no prior record of discipline over many years of pracllce
coupled with present misconduct which b not deemed serious.

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

(3] [] Candor,/Cooperoflon: Respondent displayed spontaneous candor and cooperation with the
victims ot his/her misconduct and to the State Bar du~ing disciplinary investigation and proce~lings.

[4] D Remorse: Respondent promptly took obJectlve 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 l:)aid $
in restihJtion to
civil or crimlnal proceedings.

on
without the threat or force of dlsclpllnary,

[6] l~ Delay: These disciplinary proceedings were excessively delayed. The delay Is not altributable to
Respondent and the delay prejudiced hlm/he,

(7] [] Good Faith: Respondent acted in good faith.

Co) [] Emoficnal/Phydcof Dl~ticulties: At the llme of the stipulated act or acts of professional m~sconduot
Respondent suffered extreme emotional difficulties or physical dlsabiiities 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 dlfflcultles or discbllities,

|9] 0" Severe Flnanclal $lse~: At the time of the misconduct, Respondent suffered from severe financial
stress which resulted from circumstances not reasonably foreseeable or which were beyond his/her
control and which were directly responslble for the misconduct.

{S~pulallo~1 form approved by SBC Execullve Commiltee 10/I 6/2000. Revi~ed 12/16~2004] Actual
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[10) El Family Problem=: At the tlme of Ihe misconduct, Respondent suffered extreme difficulties In hls/her
personal life which were other than emotional or physical in nature.

(I I) E] Good Chara~er: Respondent’s good character is attested to by a wide range of references in the
legal and general communities who are aware of the full extent of hls/her misconduct.

(12] E~ Rehabliltaiton: Considerable tlme has passed since the acts of professional mlsconduct occurred
followed by convincing proof of subsequent rehabilitation.

[13] [] No mitigating ctreumslances are involved.

Addltlonal mltlgatlng circumstances:

Respondent has displayed candor and cooperation with the State Bar
during the disciplinary proceedings.

D. Dlsclpllne:

[I] ~ Stayed Suspenslon:

[a] ~ Respondent must be suspended f~om the practice of law for a period of two (2) years

I. E] and until Respondent shows proof satisfactory to the State Bar Court of rehabilltatlon and present
fitness to practice and present learning and ability in the law pursuant to standard 1.4(c](il]
Standards for Aflorney Sancllons tar Professional Misconduct.

it. [] and until Respondent pays restitution as set forlh In the Financtal Conditions form attached to this
stipulcd~on.

ill. D and until Respondent does the tollowlng:

[b] ~ Theabove-referencedsuspensionisstayed.

[2] ~I~ Probation:

Respondent mud be placed on probation for a period of three I3) years
which will commerce upon the eflectlve dote of the Supreme Courl order in this matter.
(See rule 953, Calif. Rules of Ct.)
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[3) ~ Aclual Suspension:

[a] J~ Respondent must be actually suspended from the practice of law in the State of California for a
period of nine (9) months

L [] and until Respondent shows proof satisfactory to lhe State Bar Court at rehabllltation and
present fitness to practice ancl present teaming and abliity In llne low pursuant to standard
1.4(c](il], Standards for Attorney Sanction_s for Professional Misconduct

II. r’l and until Respondeni pays restituflon as set fodh in the Financial Condltions form attached to
this stipulation.

lit. [] and until Respondent does the following:

E. Addltlonal Condltlons of Probation:
If Respondent is actually suspended for hvo years or more, he/she must remain actually suspended until
he/she proves to the State Bar Court his/her rehabilitation, tilness to p~actlce, and learning and ablllly in
general law, pursuant to standard 1,4[c]01|, Standards for Attorney Sanctions for P~ofesslonat Misconduct.

(2] ~ During the probation pedod, Respondent must comply with the provisions of the State Bar Act and
Rules of P~ofesslonal Conduct.

Wlthth ten [1 O| 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 Bar of California ("Office of Probation"], all changes
of information, including current office address and telephone number, ar other address for State Bar
purposes, as prescribed by section 6002,1 of lhe Business and Professions Code.

Wlthln thlrty (30] days from the effective date of discipline, Respondent must contact the Office of
Probation and schedule a meeting with Respondenl’s assigned probation deputy to discuss these re’ms
and conditions of probation. Upon the dlreoflin 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 and upon request.

Respondent must submit wrilten quadedy reports to the Office of Probation on each January I O, Aprll IO,
July I0, and October 10 of the period of proboflon. Under penalty of perjury, Respondent must state
whether Respondent has complied wlth the State Bar Act, the Rules at Professlondi Conduct, and all
conditions of probation during the preceding calendar quarter. Respondent must also state 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 repod would cover less than 30 days, that report must be-
submitted on the next quarter (:late, and cover the extended period.

In addition to all quarterly reporls, a finat report, containing the same Information, Is due no eadier than
twenty (20] days before the list day of the perlod of probation and no later than the last day of
probation.

[6| [3 Respondent must be asslgned a probation monltor. Respondent must promptly review the terms and
conditions of probation with the probation monitor to establish a manner and schedule of compliance.
During the pedod of probation, Respondent must furnish to the monitor such reports as may be requested,
In addition to the quade~ly reports required to be submitted to the Office of Probation. Respondent must
cooperate fully wllh the probation monltor.

Subject to assedion of applicable privileges, Respondent must answer fully, promptly and truthfully any
inquldes of the Office of Probation and any probation monitor assigned unde~ these conditions whlch are
directed to Respondent pe~sonally or In wrlting relating to whether Respondent is complying or has
complied wilh the probation conditions.
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[8] ~ Wlthln one [I] year of ~ effective date of the dlsclpllne he~eln, Respondent must provide to the Office
of Probation satisfactory proof of attendance at a session of the Ethlcs School, and passage of lhe test
given at the end of that session,

[] No Ethics School recommended. Reason:

[9] rn Respondent must comply with all conditions of probation lmpo~ed in the underlying crlmlnal matter and
must so declare under penalty of perjury in conjunction with any quarterly report to be tiled with the
Office of Probatton.

[101 [3 The following conditions are attached hereto and incorporated:

[3 Su~fance Abuse Condlifons

[] Medical Conditions

E] Law Office Management Conditions

[] Financial Conditions

F. Other Conditions Negotiated by the Partles:

|I] [] Multl=tofe Profe=$10nal Re=pon=Iblllty Examination: Respondent must provide proof of
passage of the Multlstofe Professional Responsibility Examination ["MPRE"), admlnistered by the
National Conterence of Bar Examlners, to the Olflce of Probation during the period of actual
suspension or within one year, whichever period is longer. Fallure to pass the MPRE
results In actual suspension without further hearing until passage. But see rule 951
Caiffornla Rules of Court, and rule 321[a](I) & [c], Rules of Procedure.

~1~ No MPRE recommended. Reason: Respondent took and passed the MPRE on March 11,2006.

[2] Rule 955, Calltomla Rule= of Coud: Respondent must comply with the requirements of rule
955, Callfomla Rules of Coud, and pedorm the acts specified in subcllvlslon~ [a) and (c) of that rule
wilhln 30 and 40 calendar days~ respectivety, after the ettective date of the tiupreme Court’s Order
in this matter.

[3] [] Conditional Rule 955, California Rules of Coudr if Respondent remalns actually suspended for
90 clays or more, he/she must comply with the requirements of rule 955, California Rules of Courl, and
Perform the acts specified In subdivisions [a] and [c] of that rule wlthln 120 and 130 calendar days,
respectively, ariel" the effective date of the Supreme Court’s Order in thls matteL

(4) [3 Credit for Interim Susper~lon |convloflon ref~,~al car, e= only]: Respondent will be credited
lor the period of hitcher Inledm suspenston toward the stipulated period of octuof suspension, Date

of commencement ol interim suspension:

[5) [] Other Conditions:

iSl~pulallon form approved by SBC Executive Commiflee 10/16/~000. Re~se~ 12/16/2004) ActUal Su~pen=k~
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ATTACHMENT TO

STIPULATION RE FACTS, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DISPOSITION

IN THE MATTER OF:

CASE NUMBER(S):

MICHAEL W. COOPET

06-N-10791, 06-0-12534

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 Rules of Professional conduct.

Case No. 06-N-10791

Statement of Facts:

1. On September 9, 2005, the California Supreme Court filed Order No. S135175
("Suspension Order") requiring that Respondent be suspended from the practice of law for one
year, that execution of the suspension be stayed, that Respondent be placed on probation for two
years on condition that he be actually suspended for sixty days and until he makes restitution to
Bradley Oakes and provide proof of payment to the Office of Probation of the State Bar.

2. Pursuant to the September 9, 2005 Supreme Court order, Respondent was ordered to
comply with California Rules of Court, rule 955, subdivisions (a) and (c) if he was actually
suspended for 90 days or more. The Supreme Court further ordered Respondent to perform the
acts specified in the subdivisions (a) and (c) of rule 955 within 120 and 130 days, respectively,
after the effective date of October 9, 2005.

3. On September 9, 2005, the Clerk of the California Supreme Court properly served upon
Respondent a copy of the Suspension Order. Respondent received a copy of the Suspension
Order.

4. Respondent failed to provide to the Office of Probation proof of payment of restitution to
Bradley Oakes. Therefore, Respondent remained actually suspended for more than 90 days.
Accordingly, by February 16, 2006, Respondent should have filed with the Clerk of the State Bar
Court an affidavit showing that he had fully complied with rule 955.

///
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5. On September 21, 2005, a probation deputy of the Office of Probation of the State Bar of
California wrote a letter to Respondent reminding Respondent of the terms of the discipline
imposed pursuant to the Suspension Order. In this September 21, 2005 letter, the probation
deputy advised Respondent that the California Supreme Court had ordered him to comply with
rule 955 and that the affidavit required by mle 955 was due no later than February 16, 2006.
This letter was properly mailed to Respondent’s membership-records address and was received
at that address.

6. On February 9, 2006, a probation deputy of the Office of Probation of the State Bar of
California wrote a letter to Respondent regarding his failure to comply with the terms of his
probation. Enclosed with this letter was a copy of the September 21, 2005 letter. This February
9, 2006 letter was properly mailed to Respondent’s membership-records address and was
received at that address.

7. Respondent did not file with the Clerk of the State Bar Court a declaration stating
compliance with rule 955 by February 16, 2006. Nearly three months later, on May 11, 2006,
Respondent attempted to file a declaration of compliance with rule 955. Respondent’s May 11,
2006 filing was rejected by the Office of Probation of the State Bar of California due to fonn.
Respondent’s declaration of compliance with rule 955 was ultimately filed on June 5, 2006.

Conclusion of Law:

8. By failing to timely file with the Clerk of the State Bar Court a declaration of compliance
with role 955 as required by the Suspension Order, Respondent wilfully violated an order of the
court requiring him to do an act connected with Respondent’s profession which he ought in good
faith to do in violation of Business and Professions Code section 6103.

Case No. 06-0-12534

Statement of Facts:

9. On September 9, 2005, the California Supreme Court filed an Order in Case
No. S 135175 (State Bar Court Case No. 04-O-12716) that Respondent be suspended from the
practice of law for one (1) year, that execution of suspension be stayed, and that Respondent be
placed on probation for two (2) years subject to the conditions of probation recommended by the
Hearing Department of the State Bar Court in its Decision filed on September 9, 2005, including
sixty (60) days actual suspension and until payment of specified restitution.

10. Pursuant to the September 9, 2005 California Supreme Court Order, Respondent was
ordered to submit to the Probation Unit written quarterly reports each January 10, April 10, July
10 and October 10 of each year or part thereof during which the probation is in effect, certifying

Page #
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under penalty of perjury that he has complied with all provisions of the State Bar Act, the Rules
of Professional Conduct and all other conditions of his probation during the preceding calendar
quarter or part thereof covered by the report and to file a final report no later than sixty days
prior to the expiration of the probation period.

11. On September 9, 2005, the Clerk of the California Supreme Court properly served upon
Respondent a copy of the September 9, 2005 Order. This order became effective on October 9,
2005.

12. On September 2 I, 2005, Probation Deputy Lydia G. Dineros ("Ms. Dineros") of the Office
of Probation of the State Bar of California ("Office of Probation") wrote a letter to Respondent in
which she reminded Respondent of the terms and conditions of his suspension and probation
imposed pursuant to the September 9, 2005 Califomia Supreme Court Order. /al this September
21, 2005 letter, Ms. Dineros specifically advised Respondent regarding his obligation to timely
submit quarterly reports beginning January 10, 2006. Enclosed with Ms. Dineros’ September
21, 2005 letter to Respondent were, among other things, a copy of the September 9, 2005
Califomia Supreme Court Order, a copy of the relevant portion of the Hearing Department’s May
16, 2005 Decision setting forth the conditions of Respondent’s probation, a Quarterly Report
Instructions sheet, and a Quarterly Report form specially tailored for Respondent to use in
submitting his quarterly reports and final report.

13. Ms. Dineros’ September 21, 2005 letter was properly mailed to Respondent’s
membership-records address and was received at that address.

14. On or about February 9, 2006, Ms. Dineros wrote a letter to Respondent advising him that
the Office of Probation had not received his first quarterly report due no later than January 10,
2006, and reminding him of his obligation to timely submit quarterly reports during the period of
the probation.

15. Ms. Dineros’ February 9, 2006 letter to Respondent was properly mailed to Respondent’s
membership-records address and was received at that address.

16. On June 8, 2006, Respondent filed with the Office of Probation the quarterly reports that
were due on January 10 and April 10, 2006.

Conclusion of Law:

17. By failing to comply with all conditions attached to any disciplinary probation imposed
pursuant to a court disciplinary order, Respondent wilfully violated Business and Professions
Code sections 6068(k) and 6103.

Page #
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AUTHORITIES SUPPORTING DISCIPLINE

Standard 2.6(b) provides that culpability of a member of violation of Business and
Professions Code section 6103 shall result in disbarment or suspension depending on the gravity
of the offense or theharm, if any, with due regard for the purposes of imposing discipline set
forth in Standard 1.3.

In Shapiro v. State Bar (1990) 51 Cal. 3d 251, the California Supreme Court suspended
the respondent for two years, stayed on condition of a one year actual suspension. This case
involved a 955 violation consolidated with one count of abandoning a client in a civil matter.
The respondent was unclear whether it was necessary to file an affidavit under Rule 955 and
sought advice from his probation monitor. The monitor gave respondent inaccurate information,
which he later corrected. Respondent attempted to file a 955 affidavit, but the affidavit was
rejected by the Court due to form. Thereafter, respondent delayed 3 months before hiring
counsel who filed a proper 955 affidavit. In the consolidated matter, respondent was found
culpable of abandoning a client in a civil matter which resulted in a default entering against the
client. Although the default was later set aside by new counsel, the client had to pay a $1,500
sanction to reinstate the lawsuit.

In In the Matter of Friedman (Review Department 1993) 2 Cal. State Bar Ct. Rptr. 527,
the respondent was minimally late (14 days) to file his 955 affidavit, filing it before the State Bar
Court’s referral order was issued. The respondent accepted responsibility for his own error,
participated in the 955 disciplinary proceeding and cooperated with the State Bar. The Review
Department balanced all relevant factors and imposed a 30 day suspension to Underline to the
respondent the seriousness of his duties to comply with all aspects of court orders.

The conduct involved in the instant case is more severe than Friedman, but less
egregious than Shapiro. Unlike Shapiro, Respondent does not have any new misconduct
involving client matters. Respondent has now filed his 955 affidavit and quarterly reports.
Additionally, Respondent has accepted responsibility for his misconduct.

MITIGATING CIRCUMSTANCES

Respondent has displayed candor and cooperation with the State Bar during the
disciplinary proceedings.

QUARTERLY REPORTING CONDITION

As Respondent is already subject to quarterly reporting requirements in Case No.
S135175, Respondent is not required to submit separate quarterly reports under the current case
numbers. For each reporting period, Respondent may submit a single quarterly report for both

10
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the instant Case and Case No. S135175.

Upon completion or termination of Case No. S135175, Respondent will continue to file
quarterly reports under the current case numbers as necessary.

RESTRICTIONS WI/ILE ON ACTUAL SUSPENSION.

1. During the period of actual suspension, Respondent shall not:

¯ Render legal consultation or advice to a client;

¯ Appear on behalfofa client in any hearing or proceeding or before any judicial
officer, arbitrator, mediator, court, public agency, referee, magistrate,
commissioner, or heating officer;

o     Appear as a representative of a client at a deposition or other discovery matter;

¯     Negotiate or transact any matter for or on behalf of a client with third parties;

¯     Receive, disburse, or otherwise handle a client’s funds; or

¯ Engage in activities which constitute the practice of law.

2. Respondent shall declare under penalty of perjury that he has complied with this provision
in any quarterly report required to be filed with the Probation Unit, pertaining to periods in
which the Respondent was actually suspended from the practice of law.

I1
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In the Malter of

MICHAEL W. COOPET
Member #: 111063

Case number(s):

06-N-10791, 06-O-12534

SIGNATURE OF THE PARTIES

By their signatures below, the parties and thelr counsel, as applicable, signify their agreement
with each of the recitations and each of the terms and conditlons of this Stipulation Re Facts,
Conclusions of Law and Disposition,

~ Respondent’s Coun~el’s slgnalure P~Int name

¯ Dep~ 1~I Cou~’s signature Pdnt name

MICHAEL W. COOPET

GORDON L. GRENIER
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In the Matter of ICase number(s]:

IMICHAEL W. COOPET I 06-N-10791, 06-0-12534
Member #: 111063 I

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:

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

The stipulated fact~ 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 service of this order, is granted; or 2] this
coud 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 herein, normally ,10 days~’l~’ flle date. [See rule 953 a~[,~
Callfornla Rules of Court.]

///~’�/~)~’

"~/Judge of the State Bar CourtDate / /
ROBERT M. TALCOTT



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
[Rule 62(b), Rules Proe.; 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 August 15, 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:

MICHAEL WARREN COOPET
16761 VIEWPOINT LN #190
HUNTINGTON BEACH, CA 92674

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

GORDON GRENIER, Enforcement, Los Angeles

I hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct.
August 15, 2006.

Executed in Los Angeles, California, on

Tammy R. Cleaver
Case Administrator
State Bar Court


