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STIPULATION RE FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

[] PREVIOUS STIPULATION REJECTED

(Respondent)
Note: All information requi~ed by this form and any additional informal(on whioh’,~nnot be
provided in the space provided, mu~t be set forth in an attachment to this stipulation under speeifl~
headings, e.g,, "Facts," "Dismissals," "Conclusions of Law," "Supporting Authority," etc.

A, Parties’ Acknowledgments:

(1) Respondent is a member of me Stets Bar of California, admitted March 19, 1957.

(2) The partJes agree to be bound by the factual stipulations contained I~ereln even if c, onolusions of law Or
disposition Ire be attached separately) are rejected or changed by tl~e Supreme Court. However, ;f Respondent
is not accepted into the Lawyer As$i=tanee Program, this stipulation will be rejected anti will not be ,binding on
the Respondent or the State l~sr.

(3) All investigations or proceedings listed by case number in the caption of this stipulation are entirely resolved by
~his stipulation and are deemed consolidated, except for Probation Revocation proceedings, Dismissed
~har9e(s)/=ount(s) are listed under "Dlsr~ssals." The stipulmion �onsists of 6 pages, excluding the order.

(4) A statement of acts or omissions ackr~owledged by Respondent as �~use or causes for discipline is Included
under "Facts."

(5) Conclusions of law, drawn from anti specifically referring to the facts are at¢o In~luded under"Concluslons of

(Stipulation form approve= I~y SBC Executive Commit~e 9118/2002." Rev. 12111~/2~04;

kwikta~ ~ 078 543 755
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(6) ~ NO more man 30 days prior to the filing of this stil~ulation, Respondent ha~ been advised in writing of any
pending investiget~oNpro~eedtng not resolved by this stipulation, except for criminal investigations.

(7) Payment of DIscfpllnaw Costs--Respondent acknowledges the provisions of Bus,
6140.7 and will pay timely any disciplinary costs imposed In this proceeding.

B. Aggravating Circumstances .[for definition, see Standards for Attorney Sanctions for
Professional Misconduct, standard 1.2(b)]. Fasts supporting aggravating circumstances
are required,

(1) [] Prior record of discipline [see standard 1,2(t~]

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

(b) [] Date prior discipline effec’clve.

(c) [] Rules of Professional Conduct/State Bar Act violations:

(d) [] Degree of prior discipline

(e) [] If Respondent has ~o o~ more Incidents of prior discipline, use space provided below’.

(2) [] Dishonesty: Responclent’s misconduct was surrounded by or followed by b~d faith, dishonesty,
concealment, overreaching or other violations of t~e 6~te Bar Act or Rules of Professional Conduct,

(4) []

(6) []

Trust Violation." Trust funds or propert~ were involvecl and Respondent refused or w-~s unable to account
to the ¢lient or person who was the object of the misconduct for improper conduct toward said funds or
proper’0L

Harm: Respondent’s misconduct h8n~ed signh~cant]y a �lient, the public or the admlnistratlon of justice.
see page s.

Indifference: Respondent demonstrate~ indifferen~’e toward rectification of or atonement for
consequences of his or her misconduct.

Lack of Cooperation: Respondent displayed a Iaok of candor and cooperation to victims of hls/her
misoonc~u~t or to the State Bar during disciplinary inves~gation or proceedings.

MultiplelPatt~m of Miscond uct: Respondent’s current misconduct evidences multiple acts of wrongdoing
or demonstrates a pattern of misconctuct, see page S.

(8) [] No aggravating circumstances are involved.

Additional aggravating circumstances:

C. Mitigating Circumstances [see standard 1.2(e)], Facts supporting mitigating
(;ir~um~tances are required.

(~lpul~tlon form approvect by 8SG Executive C~’nmittee ~/15/2002. Rev. 1211612004: 12113/2006,)
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(1) [] No Prior Discipline: Respondent has no prior record of discipline over many years of practi~e coupled
with present miseonduct which is not deemed serious_

(2) [] No Harm: .Respondent did not harm the client or pe~on who was the object of the misconduct,

(3) [] Oandor/Coopemtion: Respondent displayed spontaneous candor and cooperation with the victims of
his/her rr~sconduct and to the State I~r during disciplinary Investigation and proceedings. See page

(4) [] Remorse: Respondent promptly took objective steps spontaneously demonstrating remorse and
recognition of the wTongdoing, which steps were designed to timely atone for any consequences of his/her
mis~ondu~,

(5) [] Restitution: Respondent paid $     on
dlsciplina~, civil or odminal proceedings.

in restitution to without the threat or fom~ of

(6) [] Del~y: These disciplinary proceedings were excessively delayed. The delay Is not attributable to
Respondent end the delay prejudiced him/her.

(7) [] Good Faith: ReSl~ondent acted in good faith,

Emot~nallPhysical Difficulties: At the t~me of the stipulated act or acts of professional misconduct
Respondent suffered extreme emotional difficulties or physical dlsabi~ties which expert testimony would
establishwas directly responsible for the misconduct. The difficulties or disabilif.ies were not the product of
any illegal ~onduet by the member, such as illegal <]rug or substance abuse, and Recpondent no longer
suffers from such difficulties, or ~isabilities.

[] Severe Finaneial Str~,~:s: At the time of the miscondu~ Respondent suffered from severe financial stress
which resulted from circumstances not reaeonably foreseeable orwhlch were beyond his/her control and
which were directly responsible for the misconduct.

(10) [] Family Problems: At the time of the misconduct, Respondent suffered extrem~ dlffioulties in his/r~er
personal life which were other tha~ emotional or physical in nature,

(11) [] Good Character: Respondent’s good character is mttested to by awide range of references in the legal
and generat communities v/no are aware of the full extent of hie/her misconduct.

(12) [] R~habllitation: Considerable time has passed sin¢e the acts of professional mi$conductocourred
followed by convincing proof of-subsequent rehabilitation.

(13) [] No mitigating ¢i~umstances are involved,

Additional mitigating circumstaneee’-

(Stipulation form approved by SBO Exe=utlve Commltt~ 9118/20o2. Ray, 1;~/lS/2004; 12/13/2006.) P~mm
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In th~ Mater of:

M~’aber~hip No.

Stat~ Bar ~ ~o.:

FACTS

ATTACHMENT_T_O_S_TIP_ULATION RE FACTS

CONCLUS_IONS OF_LAW

Jagroop Singh Gill

11396

08-C-12809-PEM

Respondent admits that ~� following facts ar~ true:

Case N~, 08-Cd~$0

1, On May 30, 2007, respondent was arrested by ~h~ California Highway Patrol
for driving under the influence of alcohol,

2. A blood test d¢~ermined ~hat respondent’s blood alcohol level was .34 pcrcenL

3. On July 13, 2007, r~pond~nt was charged in Placer County Superior Court
with felony violations of Vahide Code section 23153(a) [drivin8 under the irrfluenee of
alcohol] concurrent with Vehicle Code section 22~50 [to wit, proximately caused bodily
injury to Michael Kirkman). Respondent was also charged with fclony violations o:f
Vehicle Cod~ s~ion 23152(o) [driving wi~h a b~ood alcohol contcm of 0.08 ~roent or
hlgh~r] ¢oncurrcnt with Vehicle Code ~ect~on 22350 [to wit, proximately causing bodily
injury to Michael Kirkman). In addition, ha was charged with a further allegation of a
violation of Vehicle Code ~eotion 23575, a blood alcohol eon~a’~ of 0.15% or higher.

4. On May 14, 2008, respondent entered into a no contcst pica to violating
Vehicle Code s~’tion 23153(b), driving a vehicle while having a .08 tx’a’cem or more, by
weight, o~alcohol in his blood and causing bodily injury, one count, a felony; w/th an
adraiued ~lleg~on that def~dant had a blood alcohol Icvcl of.34 p~rcent within the
moaning of Vehicle Code ~ction 23578. The othcr charg~ were dismissed.

5, Respondent was sentenced to 300 days in jail and placed on formal probation
for five years.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Respondent acknowledges that by the conduct underlying those convictions, he
willfully violated Business and Professions Code section 606g(a).
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M~TIGATING CIR~$TANCES

Candor and cooperation: P,¢spondcnt has been candid ~nd cooperative with the
State Bar and self-reported hi~ felony conviction, pursuant to the s~If-rcpoi~g
requirement of Business ~d Professions Code 6068

AGGRAVATING CIRCUMSTANCES

Multiple Acts of Mis.egnduct: By the misconc~ugt s~tipulated to above.~
r~sponde~t committed multiple ac~s of misconduct.

Sjanifi.c~.t..Harm: The c~me involved the threat of great bodily hm’m,
si~nificant emotional and menta~ harm as well as financial harm to the victim’s vehicle.

Additional Aggravating Circumstances.

Hir.h_bbod alcohol lc~e|: Respondent’s blood alcohol level Rt the time of ~¢
accident was dclermined to be .34 pem~nt

DATE O1~ DISCLOSURE OF ANY PENDING INVESTIGATION

On March 4, 2009, the Smt¢ Bar faxcd a disclomtre letter to respondcnt’s counsel.
In tl~s letter, the State Bar a~viscd h~n of any pending investigations or proc0edings
against him.

COMPLIANCE WITH CONDIT/ONS OF PROBATION/PAROLE IN
UNDERLYING CRIMINAL MATTE~L

Respondent shall comply with all conditions of his probation impose~lin the underlying
ca’iminai matters ~nd shall so declare under penali’y of perjury in conjunction with any
quarlcrly report required to be filed with the Probation Unit.

, 5
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SIGNATURE OF THE; PARTIES

By their signatures below, tl~e parties and their counsel, as applicable, signify their agreement with
each of the recitations and each of the terms and conditions of this Stipulation Re Facts and
Conclusions of Law.

Respondent enters into this stipulation as a condition of his/her participation in the Program.
Respondent understands that he/she must abide by all terms and, conditions of Respondent’s
Program Contra=.

If the Respondent is not accepted Into the Program or does not sign the Program contract, this
Stipulation will be rejected and will not be binding on Respondent orthe State Bar.

If the Respondent is accepted into the Program, upon Respondent’s suocessful completion of or
termination from the Program, this Stipulation will be filed and the speoified level of discipline for
successful completion of or termination from the Program as set forth in the State Bar Court’s
Statement Re: Discipline shall be imposed or recommended to the Supreme Court.

Date

¯                    _
R~pon;da~a ~il~hsture

R~llpondep’s’Coun~el Signature

Dep~rty Trial ~unsel’s Signa~m

Ja~[o.oj~_,S. Gill
Pdnt Name

, , E.d..wa.rd O. Lear
Print Name

Mark P. Hartma~_
Prim Name

(stipulation fo~ &pptov~-b~BCExecu~e ~,ommittee 9118102. Revised t2/16/2004.)
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In the Matter Of
JAGROOP ~. GILL
No. 1 13SgS

A Mem~r of the State Bar

Number(s):

I
08-C-12B09

ORDER

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

[~/ The stipulation as to far.,ts and conclusions of law is APPROVED.

The stipulation as to facts and conclusions of law is APPROVED AS MODIFIED as set
forth below.

[-I All coud dates in the Hearing Department are vacated.

The parties are bound by the stipulation as approved unless: 1) 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; or 3) Respondent is not accepted for partioipetion
in the Program or does not sign the Program Contract. (See rule 135(b) and 802(a), Rules of
Procedure.)

Date ~J’u~ge of the State rt "

(Stipulation form approved by SE~C Executive C0mmit~e 10116/2008. Revised 12fl/2008.)

Page ~
P~j~m Order

TOTAL P.010



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 September 23, 2009, I deposited a true copy of the following
document(s):

STIPULATION RE FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

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

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

EDWARD O. LEAR
CENTURY LAW GROUP LLP
5200 W CENTURY BLVD #345
LOS ANGELES, CA 90045

by certified mail, No. , with return receipt requested, through the United States Postal
Service at    , California, addressed as follows:

by overnight mail at , California, addressed as follows:

by fax transmission, at fax number
used.

¯ No error was reported by the fax machine that I

By personal service by leaving the documents in a sealed envelope or package clearly
labeled to identify the attorney being served with a receptionist or a person having charge
of the attomey’s office, addressed as follows:

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

Erica Dennings, Enforcement, San Francisco

I hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed in San Francisco, California, on
September 23, 2009. ........ ~"

Case Administrator
State Bar Court


