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	DECISION ON PETITION FOR REINSTATEMENT


INTRODUCTION

Petitioner Jonathan D. Rowe (petitioner) was admitted to the practice of law in the State of California on July 21, 2000.  Petitioner resigned from the practice of law, without disciplinary charges pending, effective January 28, 2007.

On February 13, 2008, Petitioner filed a petition for reinstatement.


On May 29, 2008, the State Bar of California, Office of the Chief Trial Counsel (State Bar) filed its response to the petition for reinstatement, setting forth that the State Bar was not aware of any conduct or factual basis upon which to affirmatively oppose petitioner’s reinstatement, but that petitioner bore the burden of proving, by clear and convincing evidence, his fitness for reinstatement.

The State Bar took petitioner’s deposition on or about August 15, 2008.  Thereafter, on October 21, 2008, the parties filed a Joint Stipulation as to Facts and Waiver of Hearing in which the parties waived any and all rights to a hearing in this matter.  In addition, the joint stipulation set forth that the State Bar would not oppose petitioner’s reinstatement to the practice of law in this state.  

Petitioner was represented in this matter by attorney Patrick J. Coughlin.  The State Bar was represented in this matter by Acting Supervising Trial Counsel Kimberly Anderson and Deputy Trial Counsel Carla L. Garrett.  

This matter was submitted for decision as of October 22, 2008. 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

A.
Present Moral Qualifications for Reinstatement


Petitioner was born on March 19, 1954.  He was admitted to practice law in Michigan in June 1983.  No discipline has ever been ordered or recommended against petitioner in Michigan.  
On July 21, 2000, petitioner was admitted to the practice of law in the State of California. 

He resigned from the practice of law in California effective January 28, 2007.  At the time petitioner resigned from the practice of law in this state, there were no matters pending against him in the State Bar Court, and, to his knowledge, there were no matters not yet filed with the State Bar Court which were pending on the date he tendered his resignation.  Furthermore, on the effective date of his resignation, there were no criminal charges pending against him which resulted later in either conviction or dismissal.   


Petitioner practiced law without any disciplinary action or question of his moral character from 1983 to January 2007.  In addition, during his years of practice, petitioner had not engaged in any immoral activities.  Petitioner had not been convicted of any crime and did not have any substance abuse issues.  Furthermore, no allegations of fraud had been made against petitioner.  Therefore, at the time petitioner resigned, there was no pending challenge of any kind to his moral character qualifications in either California or Michigan, or anywhere else.   

 
Following the effective date of his resignation, petitioner resided in the United Kingdom until mid-July 2007.
  From July 14, 2007 to October 1, 2007, petitioner resided in Ann Arbor, Michigan.  Thereafter, petitioner has resided in the United Kingdom.

After resigning from the practice of law, petitioner was engaged full-time in writing a screenplay and a novel.  He also did occasional free-lance lecturing on literary and legal topics.   In February 2007, petitioner, without honorarium, gave a lecture to a library reading group in the Netherlands.  He also gave a lecture, without honorarium, to a library reading group in the United Kingdom in November 2007.  He was also the featured speaker, without honorarium, at a United Kingdom Insurance Law Forum for United Kingdom insurers and attorneys from the United States in November 2007.  Petitioner has held no salaried job since resigning from the practice of law.   

Petitioner has not been a party or claimed interest in any civil case(s) or bankruptcy proceeding(s) since resigning from the practice of law.  Furthermore, petitioner has not been arrested, charged or convicted of any criminal charges, and no charges of fraud have been filed in any legal proceeding against petitioner since the effective date of his resignation.  Since his resignation, petitioner has lived a fully moral life.    


Based on the foregoing, the court finds that petitioner has met his burden, by clear and convincing evidence, of establishing that he has the present moral qualifications for reinstatement to membership in the State Bar of California.  (Rules Proc. of State Bar, rule 665(b).)   

B.
Present Learning and Ability in the General Law


When petitioner resigned in January 2007, he was recognized by his peers as a highly competent practitioner with an AV rating from Martindale Hubbell, and he was fully up to date in all required continuing legal education in both Michigan and California.  Petitioner also guest lectured at the University of Michigan Law School approximately twice per year in ethics issues and trial practice.  Petitioner was also a published writer on topics such as libel law issues, legal education, and practice issues.


Since his resignation from the State Bar of California, petitioner was invited by the London office of an international law firm to lecture on November 5, 2007, at an all-day forum on American trial practice issues to a group of approximately 80 lawyers and insurance executives.  


Based on the foregoing, the court finds that petitioner has met his burden, by clear and convincing evidence, that he has demonstrated the present ability and learning in the general law to qualify him for reinstatement as a member of the State Bar of California.  (Rules Proc. of State Bar, rule 665(b).)  
C.
Passage of Professional Responsibility Examination

On or about August 8, 2008, petitioner took the Multistate Professional Responsibility Examination (MPRE) and passed with a score of 98.  Thus, petitioner passed a professional responsibility examination after the effective date of his resignation but not more than one year prior to the filing of his reinstatement petition.  (Rules Proc. of State Bar, rule 665(a).)     
D.
Miscellaneous

Petitioner has paid all membership fees.  In addition, no Client Security Fund reimbursement applications have been filed against petitioner, and there were no pending reimbursement applications filed against petitioner as of November 13, 2007.     
DISCUSSION

In order to be eligible for reinstatement, a petitioner who resigns without disciplinary charges pending must show timely proof of passage of a professional responsibility examination and must establish, by clear and convincing evidence, his present moral qualifications for reinstatement and his present learning and ability in the general law.  (Rules Proc. of State Bar, rule 665(a)-(c).)  As set forth above, petitioner has timely passed the MPRE and has demonstrated, by clear and convincing evidence, that he has the present moral qualifications for reinstatement to membership in the State Bar of California, and that he has the present ability and learning in the general law to qualify him for reinstatement as a member of the State Bar of California.  Accordingly, the court will make the following recommendation to the California Supreme Court.       
RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that petitioner JONATHAN D. ROWE be reinstated to the practice of law in the State of California upon payment of all applicable fees and the taking of the oath required by law.  

	Dated:  November _____, 2008
	DONALD F. MILES

	
	Judge of the State Bar Court


� There appears to be a typographical error in the reinstatement petition with regard to this date. 
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