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STATE BAR COURT CLERK’S OFRCE
SAN FRANCISCO

STIPULATION RE FAG:]& CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND
O~SPOSIT~ON AND ORDER APPROWNG

STAYED 8USP!ENS|ON; NO ACTUAL SUSPENSION

kwikta~ ~ 018 044 578

{1) Respondent ~s a member d the S~te Bar of California., ,admitted becemb~r 1 & 1997,

(2) The parties agree to be bound by the factual s:t~pu188ons ~o~ah~ed he~e[n even, if conch, miens o’f law of
dispo@tk-m; are rej~ected or changed by the 8upreme Court.

(3) A~t investigations or’ ~mceedin, gs listed by ease rtumber in the csp~orl of this stiputa~.io~ am enttre~y resolve,~ by
tNs st~p.u~at~on and are deeme~ cot~so[idated, Dismissed charge(s)tcoun~(s) are ~lsted under "Dismissals." The
stipulation coa~ists of ! 0 pages, not lncl, ud~#9 ~he order.



Coats are. added ~:o membership fee for ca-lemdar yea!’ foI~ov,4n# dfecAi~e date of
Cos~ a~ to, be pa~}d in equa~ amounts pdor t:e. ~ebtuary I ~or the ~b.l, kw~@~ n~mbe,~shi~ years: two

deso~:b~d a~ve,, or a~ may b~ modified by th~ Sia~e Bar C.ou~L ~1~e ~emeJni~g ba~r~ce ~s du.~ and
pa~ab~e ~mme~tately.
Costs ~re wa.ived. ~n, par~ as set [o~h ~ s s~p~.~a[e at.tachmen[ one,tied "P.arfla~: Wab,er of
Costs. are entirely waived,

(1} [.~ Pr~or record. Of ~I~.cip~i,~ [see.

(a} L~’,] state Bar Court case # d pdor case

Degree of prio~: discipline

~.~ If Respo~der~t h~s two- or more !ncidet"~{s of prior di~oip.{i{~e, [~se spsce provi,~.ed b~{ow ~r ~ sepa.ra:~e
attachmen~t entitled "Prior Dbc~p.lineo

:D~shones~y: Respondent’s misconduct ~a~ surrounded by o; ~0;J.owed by bad fa.ifh, d~shoae;s{y,
concealment, overreaching or or.her v!o].ations o:f.t.he S!:ate Bar Act ot Ru~es d Profe-ssio#al Co,dueL

Trust: V~olat~o~: Trust fun~s or propedy were [~volved and Responde~,f r@~sed or was, u~b~e to account
the client or per~)n who was ~he ebb.oct o~ fl’~e rn~sco~ct for ~mproper co~du~ct

I~diffe~e,noe,~ Respondent demonstrated ir~di:ffer~oe i~w’a~d r~c~fic~fion o~ or a,~e,nemen~: ~o~" ~he
consequences of his o~ her m~sconduoL
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(7)

No Pr~e~ Disct#~lr~.e.." Respondent #a-s no prbr record c,f d~s,c~p,~,ne over m.aay years of prac~e, co~p.~d
with presen~ mis¢oaduc~ w;Nch ~s not deemed ser~ous~ Res-pondenf has no p~~or reco.rc~ of d~scp~ne for’
opproxi’mafe~y n~ne yeors o,f prac, t:~ce prior I0 lhe cu~ren.~ mis<:;or~-duc.L

d!sc~ip~:ina~y., divfl or cr:i~:~inaI proceedh"~gs.

(@ ~ Delay: These di:sciptlnary proceedings were excessively ~elayed. The o~e4ay is not altfibu(abie ~o
Respondent and fl~e delay #rejudice;d him/her,,

Respondent suffered ex{reme emotiona~ diffiou~.i.es ot physlca~ d~sa~J{~es wh~ expert t~#mo~y wou~d

any ~egaf conduct by 1he member~ such as ~ltega} dru9: or substa~ce ab~e~ an~ Re.s~o.nde~t no Ringer
suffers from sucln difficulties o~ disebii:i~ie~.

wNch ~su~ted from @’cumsta~es ~ot reasoaably ~or.e~ea;b~e ~r ,~#ch. we,re b~yond h~s]h~r ~tro~ and
whh~h were d)rectly ~es~pon~b~e for #~e m.is~mdu,ct~

personal; ~ife which were other than emo~ion~{l or ph#~ca~ ~n na~u:re, During lhe time 1he compony
~nit~oted the pattern of underp:r~ymenf in 200-6, respondent was empt:o, yed fulFflm¢ ~n. cmot.h.er ~ob
wh.ich ~n@ud:ed frequent ou~-o!4own ffc]veL Moreover, d:ur;ng fi~e t[me, o~ 1he rnisconc~uct, she
w~a.s unde:tgoing mu!~iple oou~’ses o~ ~n Vitro
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~nd #~nera! communities who are av,,ar~ of the fui~ ex~ent
s~roV~d~eO bye dr~arac’rer’~e~’~ers ~om two Cdf~!orfi’,~
;~e Managing Director from t-~er former employer,

-̄.u, ~.,~,.~e~ ,~1~., ,,~ ~,~s~es~u.        since ~, ,e ~,.,~s of                    .c’rofessional imsoonduct occurred
fblJ-owed By convincing proof-of-subsequent rehabifitation.

(13} ~ No mitigating circumstances areinvolved~.

Additional rniflgating’ circumstances

(Effective Ja, nu,.~.~ ,~, 201 t )
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Respo~denf. is p~ac{~d on probalk)n �"or ~ per~o~ of lwo (’2) yeGs, which v¢~{~ c~>n:m~({nc, e u~r~ t!i~ et:fec.l:fv.e date
o-f ~#e £~preme Ceur( or,rj:er in fl~is matter. (See rx~te

E. Additiona! Conditions of Probation:

Pi~o~es~ional Co,dueL

(4)

Wilh~in. ten {10~ d~.ys d any char~ge, Respor,;d, en~
8tat~ Bar a~d t.o ~e Offk~e of Probation o~ the State B~:r of Cal~m~a. ("Ofttce of P:ro.~t~on~’)~ ~f cha~ges of

W~thin thirty (30) days from the ~ffedt-ive date Of di~.f:pl~he,, Respo~den~ ~j,si~ ~nta’c~ #~e Office ol Probat}o~
and s.ch~edu~e
tender,oRs d probation, Upon the d.~recfion of the Oft%e d Ptebet’~on, ~,~qde.nt mus4 ~eet w~h the
probatk~n ~eputy either in-pers~ o~* by te~epho.ne., Dudr~g; the pe~od of prob-a~.}on, Respe~dlent must
prompUy mee¢ with flhe probati.en deputy 8s directe~ and upo~ request,,

Ju:ty 10, and O~obo~ 10 d {he p.adod d pto~on, Uader :p~na~t:y d perj.~y~ Res~o~de~nt ~mus;t -s~e
wheth~ Respondent has complied ~t:h t:he :Sta~e Ba:r Act, :~he Ru:tes d ~P-~ss~o~a~ Conduct, ~.d ai~
cond}tions d p~ob.a~t~en dadn, g the prec.ed~n# ca~nda}" quarter. Resportden~ m~st also s~a~e w~her ihere
ate ~ny proceedings pendin9 against: him or her ~{~ the: Sta~e Bar Ceu.d: and ff so, ~h:e case. numbe~ and
curre~ s.;ta, tus of [fl~t proceeding, tf the fi~t report wo,u;~d o~ve~r ~ess ~h~n: 30 days, ~eti repo~t mu~t be
submitted on the nexl quarter ~a~e~ a~d cover ~he excepted period,

In addltio:n to all qu~’~r.tefly reports, a final raper*,, contai~i~3g ~the ~a~;~e ~f.orma!~&o~, ~s d~e no ea’riJet ~han
¯ twenty <20) days ;before the tas~ day d the period d ;p:rob’a~o~ and no ’fat.e~ than ~th8 ~ast day of #robaf~ion.

condifion~ d probation wi~h the probation mon~t~)r to esta:b~sh a manner a-~ sc~ed~l:e d compliance.
During the period d probation~ Res:ponder~t mu:st fu,rn~sh to the merit:tot s~ach {eports ~8 ~’~a.y be ~’eques~ed~
~n addition to the qu~riefly r~).orts requi~ed to be submitted to the O:fffce d Probs~:~en, R~pond~:r~ must
cooperate ~u:lly ’~{h the probation

January 1,20! I}
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(g~ L~i "[’he, folbwing con@t!o~s, are a~1~ached Inere~o ~n~ ~ ,co.mor~e~.

~ Med’lca! Conditions
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IN THE MATTER OF: CHERYL, A, LEE~ SBN

FACTS AND -CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,

Code m~d ,a~le 9~ 10 ef ~he Califb~:nia .r~tes of

On .ApI~it 8, 20I 1, Resl~m~d~nt was ~x~victed of’v:iot~ti~N sec~gi.~ 2tl 8

tiae m~tter to the Hearing Depar~nent.

claim lbaaa to the C~]iforn.M De~x~rtme~t of ]:~.sm’at~ce repo~£~g fi’a~idu~ent activity hwoMr~g {.iae h~sured,

R e~pondmat was the owt~er, CNef E~ec~h/e Officer, and on .two .occasi.o:~8 flied legal

respe,~de~at; her h~sbm~.4 arid PBOC f:o~md~, Ieffi’ey (-£tox.~egg~o; aad PBOC C:{x~:m>}k~’, Bruce

--- was ,,~aer-repo~;mg tee ~;mfber of hom:s embgtoyee, s were wof£ing ~a orfi, er m a~%c:t~now

comp~tTy’s premNm for wofke~’ compensation :h~st~ran.ce w~rs detem"~ined.

6-, N additkm, dining Oc~ober 2006 t-~?~;~ May 2008, the Depa~mea~t:

discover-e~l that t~ayroll was be~n~g repol~ed unde~ businesses in Nevada ~:d[~ 1.he names:

tl~ak dfivers Nat w~e employed by PBOC.

7. Responde:~.~t was given (he ownership e~d presi.de~cy of PBOC’. by her



when they mal~qed in 2005. During the period when fl~e improper accountings w~re imtiat~d,

respondent had a limited rote {n the day-to-day o~erations of the company. She worked l~II-tim.e at an

urn’elated job, wthch required fi’equent business travel, and was undergoing a sen es of courses of In

V~t~ Fertihza~ion procedures.

8, On or abottt April 13, 2010, a Felony Complaint was flied in Santa Clara County

Controller, Brace Campbell, wifl~ muliipte felony c~unts involving aciivjty commonly ~own as

9, On April 8,201 [, r~po~dent pied no contest to an amended complaint of violated

sect/on Zf 2 ~ offhc Unompfoj~en/~ fi~surance Code, a m/s~femem~or, f;gr lb,’ling ~o wi~hhofff or pay over

taxes. She was plac~ o~ co~ p~vbatio~ i~z,r one 5,car and oa’dm’ed m pay restit~.tion in the following

approximate amoums and payees: $339,722 to EDD; $248,421 to Applied Undev.vriter; and $tl 0,440

to First Camp/Enduran.ce Reitasurat~ee Curperatioa of :~nmca,

l 0. By October 14, 201 ~, respondent l~ad paid K~li restitutions.,

1 I, On October t4, 2011, ~’espondent suc.cessR~lly completed her probation and her t~mt~aiion

was terminated early.

CONCLUSION OF LAW:

~rhe f~cts and circumstances s~ounding the. abovc-dcscribcd violation did t~.ot involve moral

turpffuffc bur dfd h~vofve orfier m/scon&~c~ wm~angfng a’fscfph~e.

PENDING PROCEF,~INGS.

The disclosure date ret?ta’ed Io, oa page 2, paaN’aph A(7), was December 2, 2011.

AUTHORITIES SUPPORTING DISCIPL~E,

Sta:~dard 3.4 provides that final convictioa of a member of a crime which does nel involve mora[
tu~itufle inherently or ~n the facts m~d circ.umsta~ces sm-ro~mding the crime’s commission but which
~oes involve ogner misconduct waaami~g ~iscipli~e ff~¢~ result in a saac~ion as prescribed ~mder pan B
of these standards appropriate to th.e natm’e m~d extent of ll~e misconduct tbund to have 5een committal
by the member.

1}~. Re Browr~. on D~scipiine (1995) i 2 Col.4t~ 205,208, the a~e~-ney was convicted of flu’co misdemeanor
cotmts of violating section 2118 of the Unemployment Insuratzc9 Code. Tt~c State Bar Coln~ Review

8 Attaci=~icN Pagc 2



::.he disoipli~ae inclosed, ;(ld, at 214~) Following a ta;~,o day ~ri.~d,

apt?e~J.ed,. The Review Dead-men.t. reve.rse:~ t]:~e orde~~ ~m~ remanded

(fd.) .AgaJ~ ~e 8ta{e Bar @peate4L The Rev~ ew .[)ep~u~nt ~je~ted

mis~propriate the funds :For her :personal :use~ R~po~adent was no~ solet:~’ .resl~o.~f~e tbr [h:e ~.~;~s of

COSTS OI? DIgCtPLINARY PI~OCEEDINGN.

Re~pondent aeknowtedg, es that fhe O~l¢-e of rife Chief’Ikiat Cxxmset has fi~xned re--dent tl’~a, ~s of
Dew,ember 2, 2011, the prosecution co;s~ts

ma~,/er may h’~erease d~ue to ff.~e cos( of
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DiSC~PL,INE 18 R~COMM~NDED Io e’~e 8u~:~eme O~u~t,

w]th~ 18 days after sew~oe ~f th~s ,ortte~, ~s granted;
s~pu[ation,, {See %~e :5 58,(E)& (F)~ ~u~e:~ of tP~ocedu~e.)



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[Rules Proc. of State Bar; Rule 5.27(B); 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 January 4, 2012, 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:

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

DORON WEINBERG
523 OCTAVIA ST
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

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

SHERRIE B. McLETCHIE, Enforcement, San Francisco

I hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed in San Francisco, California, on
January 4, 2012.                  /~..%,~) (_.../~/] {/~ie

Bernadette C.O. Molina
Case Administrator
State Bar Court


