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NOV 0 7 2008

STATE BAR COURT CLERK'S OFFICE
SAN FRANCISCO

STATE BAR COURT OF CALIFORNIA

HEARING DEPARTMENT - SAN FRANCISCO

In the Matter of Case No. 07-H-14221

)

)

MIGUEL A. CHACON, ) MODIFICATION ORDER
)

Member No. 99469, )
)
)

A Member of the State Bar.

TO ALL PARTIES AND COUNSEL IN THE ABOVE ENTITLED MATTER:
On the court’s own motion, the parties’ stipulation and order approving same filed on
September 24, 2008, are amended as follows:

1. On page 2, paragraph A. (8) Payment of Disciplinary Costs — Delete “three billing
cycles following the effective date of the Supreme Court order” and replace it
with “2010, 2011 and 2012.” Respondent will be required to pay costs in three
equal installments for the years 2010, 2011 and 2012. Stating the specific years is
preferred.

2. On page 5, paragraph E. (10), the box regarding “Law Office Management
Conditions” is checked.

3. On page 5, paragraph F. (2) Rule 9.20, California Rules of Court, the box checked
is hereby deleted. Because Respondent will be placed on actual suspension for 30

days, there is no need to require him to comply with rule 9.20.
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4. On page 8, the fifth line stating “respondent willfully violated rule 1-110(A)” is
changed to “respondent willfully violated rule 1-110 of the Rules of Professional
Conduct” because there is no “(A)” provision under rule 1-110 of the Rules of
Professional Conduct.

5. On page 10, the paragraph regarding “MPRE” is deleted and replace it with:
Respondent must provide proof of passage of the Multistate Professional
Responsibility Examination (MPRE), administered by the National Conference of
Bar Examiners, to the Office of Probation within four months of the effective
date of the Supreme Court order in this matter. Failure to pass the MPRE
within the specified time results in actual suspension without further hearing
until passage. But see California Rules of Court, rule 9.10(b), and rule 321 of
the Rules of Procedure of the State Bar.

The parties have 15 days to object to this order. If no timely objection is filed, the record

of this proceeding will be transmitted forthwith to the California Supreme Court.

IT IS SO ORDERED.
g
Dated: November . , 2008 LUCY ARMENDARIY.

Judge of the State Bar Court




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. [ 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 November 7, 2008, I deposited a true copy of the following
document(s):

MODIFICATION ORDER

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

DX by first-class mail, with postage thereon fully prepaid, through the United States Postal
Service at San Francisco, California, addressed as follows:

DOUGLAS L. RAPPAPORT

LAW OFC DOUGLAS L RAPPAPORT
260 CALIFORNIA ST #1002

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

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

TREVA STRWART, Enforcement, San Francisco

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

November 7, 2008. W
[

Case Administrator
State Bar Court




