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MODIFICATION ORDER RE
STIPULATION

TO ALL PARTIES AND COUNSEL IN THE ABOVE ENTITLED MATTER:

On N~vember 18, 2011, respondent Moses Sheldon Hall asked the court to set aside the

stipulation and order of involuntary inactive enrollment, filed November 9, 2011; or in the

alternative, change the effective date of his inactive enrollment.

On No

Chief Trial Cc

asked that cert

On De~
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vember 29, 2011, deputy trial counsel Agustin Hemandez of the Office of the

unsel of the State Bar of California (State Bar) did not oppose the motion but

ain interim conditions be imposed to protect the public.

,’ember 6, 2011, a status conference was held.

CAUSE HAVING BEEN SHOWN, the court hereby MODIFIES the stipulation

and order filei November 9, 2011, in accordance with the parties’ agreement at the status

1
conference, ai~d ORDERS as follows:
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Dated:

discip
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Respondent’s motion to set aside the stipulation is DENIED. The stipulated

line of disbarment and the disbarment recommendation stand.

Respondent’s motion to change the effective date of his inactive enrollment is

,~TED. On page 15 (Disbarment Order) of the stipulation, the last paragraph,

"three (3) calendar days after this order is served by mail" is deleted and substituted in its

place:i "March 1, 2012." Thus, the sentence reads as follows:

"Respondent’s inactive enrollment will be effective March 1, 2012, and will

terminate upon the effective date of the Supreme Court’s order imposing discipline
he~’ein, or as provided for by rule 5.111 (D)(2) of the Rules of Procedure of the State
Bar of California, or as otherwise ordered by the Supreme Court pursuant to its
plenary jurisdiction."

Accordingly, the original effective date of respondent’s inactive enrollment (November

12, 20~ 1) is retroactively vacated and respondent is to return to active membership status.

The o~der of inactive enrollment will take effect on March 1, 2012.

3. In view ofrespondent’s anticipated disbarment and for public protection, these

additi6nal stipulated requirements are added to page 5 of the stipulation and respondent

must Comply with them before March 1, 2012:

¯ Close respondent’s law offices;

¯ Find substituting attorneys to handle his cases;

¯ Return any unearned legal fees to clients;

¯ Accept no new clients; and

¯ Cease the practice of law, except for limited purposes in Mabry v. Aurora

Loan Services, Orange County Superior Court, case No. 30-2009-003090696.

IT IS $O OROERED.

Decerr.ber ~ ,2011
Judge of the State Bar Court



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

tules 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 part~ to the within proceeding. Pursuant to standard court practice, in the City and
County of Sa~ Francisco, on December 8, 2011, I deposited a true copy of the following
document(s):

MODII~ICATION ORDER RE STIPULATION

in a sealed env ~lope 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:

MOSt!S S. HALL
LAW OFC MOSES S HALL
2651 1:~ CHAPMAN AVE #110
FULLERTON, CA 92831 - 3738

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

AGUSTIN HERNANDEZ, Enforcement, Los Angeles

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

Bernadette C.O. Molina
Case Administrator
State Bar Court


