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STIPULATION RE FACTS, CONGLUSION8 OF LAW AND
DISPOSITION AND ORDER APPROVING

PUBLIC REPROVAL

[] PREVIOUS STIPULATION REJECTED

Note: All Information required by this form and eny additional infommtion whk-.h calmer bs provided In ~
s~ce p~l~, m~t ~ ~ fo~ in =, ~me~ ~ ~ s~pu~U~ un~r s~ ~1~, e,g~ =Faro,~
"D~m~oa~,~ =Conc~s~ns of ~," "Sup~mng Au~," ~,

A. Psrtls.’ Acknowledgment=:

(t) Respondent Is e member of the Stale Bar of California, ~lmitted Deoember 4, ~)~,

~)

(3)

The parties egr~e ~o be bound by the factual stipulations ~}n~fned herein even If ¢onglu~lons of taw or
dlspolltion are rejected or ¢h~r~;~d by the-Sup~me Court

All ~nvesligetions or proceedings listed by case number In the caption of this ~puletlon a~ entirely resolved by
thl~ ~pulatlon and am deemed consolideted. Distained cherge(s)/count{s) are listed under’DlemIaal$.’ The
stipulation ¢onsllKs of 10 pages, not incduding the order.

(4) A stetemont of aot~ or omiesh:)n~ acknowledged by Respondent as ~use or =auses for dlsclpllne is lnotucled
under "Facts."
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(5) Cormlusions of Isw, drawn from and =.~:~¢Iflc,~fly referring to t~e facts am t=l=o i.~uded ~nder ,Conclusions of

(6) The partJe~ mu~ include suppo~g ~u~hor’~ty for the recommended I~vet of ~lscipline under the ha~llng
"Supporting Authority.’

(7)

(8)

NO more th~n 30 �ley~ prior to 1he ~tng of ~[~ stipulation, Re~’pondent has been acMead in writing of any
pending tnvestigmlon/procceding, not reso~vecl by th/= atiputetlon, except for ©r~lna~ inve=ttg~ttons.

Payment of Disciplinary Gosts~-Respondent acknowledl~es ~e provisions of Bus. & Prof. Cocte ~6086,10 &
6’140.7. (Check or~e option

Go~t= are ~ded to membership fee for calendar y~ar following effective date of discipline (public

~ ~ ineligible for oo~ (pr/v~e repr~v~l).
Costs am to be p~Id in equal amounts pdor to February 1 for the follow~ng membemhtp years:
IHamBhip, special ~mummno~ or other good ¢au=e per rule 5.132, Rules of Procedure.) If
Re~pomlent fails to pay any Installment as described above, or as may be modified by the ~tate
Court, the rem=lnlng balance i= due ~J~d pay~le Immediately.

[] Costs are w~lved in pare as ~et forth In a separate a~chment entitted =Ptrt~l Waiver of
[] Costs are antlrely waived,

(9) The parties under=rand t~at:

(a) [] A pdvate mpmv¢ Imported on a ~e~ond~nt a= = ~uft ~ a ~n ap~ ~ ~e ~u~ p~ ~
in~n ~ ~ ~ B~ ~u~ ~ = pa~ of ~ ~~’~ ~=I 8=~ ~r ~htp
m=~e, ~ ts n~ dlml~ed in ~nee to ~ i~u~s arid is n~ mp~ on ~ ~ B~ ~b
~. The ~ ~ ~e ~g tn ~1@ ~ i pfl~ ~pro~l ~ ~s~ ~ n~ ~il~ ~
~e publ~ ~ ~ ~K ~ ~e ~o~ of any sub~q~nt P~n9 In which It ie ~ ~
~i~n~ ~ a p~or ~ ~ d~pNne u~ ~ Ru~ of Pr~d~ ef ~e ~ ~,

A private mproval impose¢( on e respondent afar initiation of a State Bar Court proc~ing Is part of
the re~pondent’e official State B=r membership records, is dtecloeed.in ~espo~s~ t~ public inqutde=
end i~ reported as a recx~l of publi~ ~l~¢ipllne on the 8tare Bar’s web page.

A pubil¢ re~rovat imposed on a respo~nt is publicly avallabl~ ae part of the re~ondent’s ofrcial
=~late B~r member=hip records, is dLSol~ed in response to public Inquiries and ~ mportsd as e record
Of public discipline on the State Bsfs we~ p~e.

B, Aggravating Clreumstance= [Stands~s for Atf~rney ~nctions ~or Profe~ional
Ml~oonduct, standards 1.2(t) & 1.b’]. F=ct= supporting aggrmrating circumstances am
~lu|~d.

(I) [] Prior record of dlar~Jplln,

(e} [] 8t:~te Bar Courl case # of prior case

(b) [] Date prior di~ip)ine effe~ive

(¢) l~ Rule= of Profe~sional Conduct/Stat~ Bar Art viomtlons:

[] Degree of prtor dlsdpltne

(e) ~-] If Respondent has two or more kc’idents of prior diso~pline, use spa~ provi0ecl below
attaohment entitled °Pdor ~l~ipline,

::
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(2) [] DIMmnesty: Respondent’s misconduct was Intentional, surrounded by, or foUowed by bed faith,
dishonesty, cort~ealment, ovefm~hing or other v~oiatiorm of the ~tate Bar A~t or Rule~ of Professional
Conduct.

(3) E:] Trust Vio~ation: Trust funds or prope~ were Involved and Respondent refueed or was unable to account
t= the client or person who was the object of the mlse.onduot f~r Improper ~nduct toward a~d flJnds or

{4) [] Hamt: Re~pondent’s mi=conduc~ han~ed significantly a client, the public or the edmlnistretion of justice.

(5) [] Indlfferenae: Respo~dem demonstrated tndiff~r¢~ toward reotlfl~tion of or atonement for the
consequences of his or her mbconducL

(6) ~] La,~’k of Coo~r~on: Respondent dlspleYeO a le~ ot c~ndor and ~ooperatio~t to vi~m= of hi~her
ml~onduct or to the 6tare Bar during dt,3clpllrtary Investigation or proceedtflg~.

(7} ~ Muflip~PaCtem of Mllc~ndm¢ Reapondent’= current mls~nduu"t ev~en=~= multiple acts of wrongdoing
or demormtm~ a pattern of mieoanduc¢

(6) [] Reetltutlon; Respondent failed to make

(g) [] No aOgmvuting circumstances are InvoivecL

Additk)nal =ggravatlng ©lmumstant;ee:

C. Mitigating Circumstance= [see standards 1.2(g) & ,1.6]. Facts supporting mitigating
circumstances mm required.

(1) [] NoPdorOledldl.e: Respondemhannoprlorrecordofdlscipllneovermanyyesmofpmctk:~ooupled
with present misconduct whloh Is not deemed ~-ious,

(2) [] No Harm: Respondent diO not h~rm the client, the public, or I~ eclmlni~tmtion ofju~l~e.

CendorfCnopemtlon: Respondent dlspleyed spontaneous ~ndor a~ r.~0eretlon with the victims of
his/he~ mls~nduct and to the Slate Bar during dli~lpgnary Investigation and proceeding=.

Remorse: Respon~nt prom~y took obJecUve steps spontaneously dernonatreting mmo~e
mo~gnition of the wrongdoing, which steps were designed to timely stone for eny ¢x~nsaquBces of hitcher
mJe~ndu~t.

(s) (::] Rmsff’ml~on: Re=pondent paid $     on
dimp~ary, civiJ or �flminal proceedings,

in resUtution to

Delay: The~ disciplintlry proceedings were excessively delayed. The del~y Is not attributable ~o
Re=pondent and the delay prejudiced him/her,

(7) D

(s) []

Good Falffi: Respondent acteO w~ a good fail~ belief that wa~ hon~y heid end res~abie.

Emotlonal/Phy=l~d Difficulties;: At the drne of the s~iputeted act or e~e of professional misconduct
Respondent suffar~ ~ ernoItonal difl~ ~es or pl~yat~l or mental dl=ablttt~ which expert teatlmony
w~uld est~blk~h wes direly responsible for the mis¢~ondu~, Tne diff’~il~.s or diaabllltie= were not the

3
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prod~-’t of a~y glegaJ ~onduot by the mem~r, s~ ~ II~gal drag or ~ ~u~, and ~ di~
cr d~abili~ no ~ger ~ ~ d~k ~ Re~dent ~]l ~mmlt

(9) ~ 8ev~ Finln~ ~: ~ the ti~ # the m~n~, R~pond~t
whi~ ~lted ~om ¢i~ms~ ~ r~aMy ~eable or~l~ ~m be~d h~er m~l and
~i~ were dl~y ~ns~ ~r the mfs~ndu~.

(10] ~ Faml~ ~ob~ At ~ time of~ m~n~ R~e~ ~ e~ ~ in hi~r

(11) ~ ~ Gha~ R~rs ~~rlly good ~
In ~e ~� end genii ~mmun~ ~ am ~ of~

(12) ~ ~ha~n: ~ns~emb~ time ~ ~ sl~ ~ ~ of ~f~ ~u~~
~ by s~u~t

(13) ~ No m~ga~g cl~u~~ am Invol~.

No P~r D~l~ne- ~e ~la~on ~hme~ ~e 7.

Good G~r- 8~ ~pu~n ~ch~nt ~e

~s~on - ~ ~Uon A~ment ~ge 7,

P~ffi~g ~lp.~n - 8~ 8~U~ ~chm~t page

O, Diaoi.olinm

[] Pdvltl repr(wal (ohe~k =ppIlo4~bis conditions, if any, bslowl

(a) [] App;~,ed by the Court prior to init~tlon of the S~ale Bar Court proceedings {no puldk; disolosum).

|b) [] Approved by the Court 8fret initiation of the ~ Bar Court proceedings (pUbliC disPJosum).

[] Publk; ml~O~s! (Check apfllk;abk~ conditions, If sW, below)

E, Conditions Attached to Reproval:

(1) []

(2) []

(4) []

Respondent must comply wlth the conditions at~hsd to th~ rep~Wt fore period of one y~mr.

During the ¢onalUon period attached to the reprovaf, Respondent mu~t �=mply vdth ~e provision= of the
I~ate B~=r A~ and Rules of Profe~lon=l Conduct.

W~n t~m (10) days of sny ch=nge, R~spondent must report to the Membership R~cotds Of~ of the
8~t~ 8st and t~ t~e Off~e of Probation of the Stat~ Bar of Califomla C’Offlce of Probstiofl’), all changes of
information, Including current offl= address anti t~lephone number, or other address f~’ ~ Bar
purposes, as prescribed by section 6002.1 of the Busine== eed Professions Code.

W[~in thkly (30) days from the effective clete of di~l~lne, Respondent mu= ~n~ ~e

~n= # ~n, U~n ~e d~on of ~ ~ # P~, R~nt must

4
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(~) []

probetlon deputy either in.pePllon or l:)y telephone. During the period of probetlon, Res~on¢l~nt mu~t
promptly meet with the probation deputy a~ �llr’ec~ed er~ upon reque¢.

Respondent must submit wfl~n quarterly repo~ ~ ~e ~ of P~on ~ ~ J~ue~
July 10, ~d O~r 10 M~e ~ndi~o~ ~rlod e~ ~ ~e ~m~l. Under ~
R~t mu~ s~ wh~er R~pon~ ~ ~mp~ ~h the ~ Bar ~ ~a Ru~ of
~lOns~ ~nd~ ~d sit ~ of ~ m~ro~l du~ ~e prying ~nd~r q~r,
mu=~o st~e In ~ ~o~ ~ ~ am any ~s ~ndbg e~ him or h~
Bar ~uK a~ ~ ~, ~e ~=e hUmOr ~ ~nt s~= of ~at p~i~. If ~e flint m~ ~ld ~r

e~nd~ pared.

In ad~l~tion to all quarterly repot, e final report, containing the ~ information, ia due no earlier than
twenty (20) days before the last day of the condttioll period aP, d i~o IBter th=l the I~=t day of the condign
period.

(~) [] R~sponderlt must be migne¢l a probation monitor. Respondent mu=t promptly review the terms and
�onditions of probation with the probation rnon~r to eelat)l~sh a manner and ~t~:lule of ~ompaenoa.
Dudng the period of ~, R~pondent must fume# ,=utah reports as may be r~queetP..d, in addition
the quaderty reports requtre~ to be submitted to th8 oriel= of Probation. Reel0Ondent must ¢oopemt~ ruby
with ~a monitor,

(7)

(8)

Subject to e~ertton of applicable privileges, Respondorlt must al~w~r fully, promptly and tr~llfully any
Inquiries of tbe Office of Pmbatl~ and any probation monitor assigned under ~ese conditions which are
directed tO ResponderR i~rsonally or in writing re~lng to whether Respondent Is complying or
complied w~th the ¢ondRIons atlac, hed to ~e mproval.

Within one (1) year of the effeCive date of It~ dbclpltna heroin, Respondent mu~t provide to the Oftk~ Of
Probation =atisPactocy proof of 8ttendance at a session of the Ethlc~ ~;~hoot, and pa=mge of the t~t given
at the end of Ihat session.

(~o) []

[~ No Ethics Sd~ool recommende~. Reason:    ,

R~’pondent must comply with all ~ondR~ons of pro~etlon Imposed in ~e un~ng ~mi~i m~r a~
m~t ~ ~ under ~ of ~Ju~ in ~nJu~ wi~ any quad~ mp~ ~ ~ fi~ ~ ~ ~
of Pm~n.

Recpondent rn.st provide proof of passage ,of the Multk~tata Profsssion.al
("MPRE’), i|dm~lstared by the Na~onal Conference of Bar Examinert, to
yelr of ~ effective dat~ of the reprova[.

(~) []

[] No MPRE moommended. Reason:

The following oo~¢llt~ons are etta~hed hereto and Incorporate�

[] Subitance Abuse Conditions ~1 Law Office Management Conditions

[] Medical Condltion’~ [] Financflal Conditbns

F. Ol~er Co~ditior~ Negotla~J~d by the Parl~s:

i~!



ATTACHMENT TO
~.~IPULA’HON RE FACTS~ CONCLUSIONS OF_~.W’ AND ,DISPOSITION

IN THE MATTER OF: BRODERICK H. BROWN

CASE NUMBER: 13-O-I 3990-LMA

FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW.

Respondent admits that the following facts are truc aad that hc is culpabb of violations of the specified
statutvs and/or Rules of Professional Conduct.

Case No. I3-O-13990-LMA {Randadl McCune)

FACTS:

1,    On Decembor 1, 2012, respondent w~s employed to perform legal services by the mothe~
of a minor, Summer, who was born in March ! 996 and injured in an auto accident in October 2012.

2.    R~spondent never spoke to or met Summer, nor did he advise her that he ~ ¢ntcmd into
a settlement of her claim,

3.    On April 19, 2013, respondent filed a petition to approve compromise of Summer’s
dispute1 minor’s claim which omitted any mention era Blue Cross claim when respondent was awar~
that Blue Cross had funded medical treatment for Summer r~uired after the auto acoident.

4.    Respondent never notified Summer of the filing of the petition to approve compromise of
Summer’s disputed minor’s claim, or the hearing thereon. Nor did respondent notify Summer’s father,
who heal joint legal and physical custody of Summer, of the settlement, petition to approve th~ minor’s
compromise, or the hearing thereon.

5.    In the petition, respondent requested that the court approve an annuity which would tie up
the bulk of Summer’s settlement until she was 27 years old.

6,    OnMay 14,2013, ahearing on the petition was held. Nc,~ther Summer or her fath~were
present. The court approved the minor’s compromise.

7.    In June 2013, Summer’s father contacted respondent aRvr learning of his daughter’s
settlement. By letter dnted July 18, 2013, addressed
defend the propriety of his representation and stated that "Summer’s interests were adequately protecteA
by her mother ....

8.    On October 9, 2013, the State B~r received a complaint against respondent from
Surmner’s father.

9.    On December 30, 20 t 3, counsel for Summer’s father moved to set aside the minor’s
compromise.
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~ O, On April 24, 20] 4, ~ co~r~ issued ~a order setting asldc ~he o~r approving the mi~or~s
compromise.

I I, On October g, 2014, respondent refunded to Summer the $24,083.75 in attorney’s fees
original approved by the court for his representation of her.

CONCLUSION OF LAW:

12. By not speaking with the real party in interest who he represented while she w~s 16 ½ to
more than 17 years old, not notifying her or one of her l, gal guardians of his representation, svttbmvnt
of the disputed minor’s claim, filing of a petition to approve the minor’s compromise or h~ing thereon,
and requesting approval of an armui~y which would tie tip the bulk of the settlement until the real party
in interest tinned 27 years old, respondent re, cklessly and relatedly failed to perform legal services with
competence in willful violation of Rules of Professional Conduct, r~le 3-110(A).

ADDITIONAL MITIGATING CIRCUMSTANCES

No Prior Dlseipllne: Respondent practiced six years before the misconduct hexcin b~gan.
the Matter of Aguiluz (Review Dept. 1992) 2 Cal. Sta~� Bar Ct, Rptr, 32 [aRomcy with seven years
practice prior ~o misconduct in a single-client matter involving failur~ to perform legal services and
commtmicate, and improper withdrawal accorded slight weight in mitigation].)

Good Character (Std. 1.6(0): Rcsponde.~t’s cx’a’aordinary good character is attested to by 10
witnesses from the general and legal communities, some of whom were aware of the misconduct, who
praised his passion for helping those in nell, integrity, and commutrity servic~ (coaching for year~
middle-school basketball for more than six years, although he is not rel~ to any of the players, and
giving motivational spccw2~es to grade school, middle school and high school students in public schools).
(In the Matter of Chesnut (Review Dept. 2000) 4 Cal. State Bar Ct. Rptr. 166, 176 and 178 [eight
character w~tnessc¢ generally aware of the misoonducq and the attorney’s oxtra-ourrieula sohoo!
programs not found overwhelming].)

Restitution: Prior to entering into this stipulation, n,~spondcnt refunded to Summer .the
attorney’s fccs originally approved by the court for his representation of her.

Prefiling Stipulation: By ~ntcring into ~.his stipulation prior to the filing of disciplinary charges,
respondent has saved the S1at~ Bar Coua’t time mad resources. Respondcnt’s stipulation to facts,
culpability, and discipli~.e i.s a mitigating circumstance. (Silva-V~dor v. State Bar (1989) 49 Cai,3d 107 l~
1079 [where mitigative crcAit was giv~ for entering into a stipul~on as to fa~’~s and culpability~.)
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AUTHORITIES SUPPORTING DISCIPLINE.

The Standards for Attorney Sanctions for Professional l~fisconduct "set forth a means for determim’ng
the appropriate disciplinary sanction in a particular case and m ensure consistency across cases dealing
with similar miscvnduct ~ surrounding circumstances." (-R’Mes Prec. of State Bar, fit. IV, Srds. for
AttT. S~nctions for Prof, Misconduct, std. 1.1. All further retbr~nccs to Stm~dards ar~ to this source.)
The Standards help fulfill the primary purposes of discipline, which includ¢: protection of the public, the
courts snd the legal profession; maintcnanc~ of the highest professional standards; and preservation of
public confidence in the bgal profession. (See std. 1,1; In re Morse (1995) 11 Cal.4th 184, 205.)

Although not binding, the standards are entitled to "great weight" and should be followed ’~nen~v~
possible" in determining level of discipline. (In re ,~ilverton (2005) 36 Cal.4th 81, 92, quoting In re
Brown (1995) 12 Cal.4th 205, 220 and In re Young (1989) 49 Cat.3d 257, 267, ~. 11.) Adherence to the
start ’dards in the great majority of cases serves the valuable purpose of eliminating disparity and assuring
consistency, that is, the imposition of similar attorney di~ipline for instances of similar attorney
misconduct. (In re Nancy (1990) 51 Cal.3d 186, 190.) Ira recommendation is at Lhe high end or low
end of a Standard, an explanation must be given as to how the recommendation was reached. (St. I.I.)
"Any disciplinary recommendation that deviatss from the Staadards must include clear rea~sons for the
dopartu~." (Std. l.l; B/a/r v. State Bar (1989) 49 Cal.3d 762, 776, fn. 5.)

determining wh~&cr ~o impose a sanction gre~ or l~s than th~ sp~ ~ a ~v~ ~d~, ~
M~on m ~e factom set fo~ ~ ~e ~c~c s~d, ~nsid~fion ~ m be ~v~ ~ ~e ~m~
p~ of ~scipline; ~e b~mc~g of ill a~avafing md ~u~a~g c~c~s~s; ~e ~e of
m~nd~t at ~s~; whc~cr ~� ~cn~ pub~ leg~ sy~ or ~f~sion was ~; ~d ~e
m~b~’s ~llin~s ~d abili~ to ~o~ m ¢t~ ros~nsibilitics in ~e ~�. (S~. 1.7~) ~d
Co).)

The sanction applicable to respondent’s misconduct is found in standard 2,5(¢), which applies to
mspondent’s violation of Rules of Professional Conduct, rule 3-I 10(A),

Standard 2.5(c) proviclcs that "ReprovaI is appropriate for failing to ped’orm bgal services or properly
communicate in a single client matter."

In this single client marker, respondent reckIessly faLlcd to perform legal services with comp~.mnc¢ on
behalf of his injured teen-aged client by, among other things, failing to conduct common-sense due
diligence as to the legal custody of the minor, give notice to the co-custodial parent, and to present the
minor to the court at the hearing on the minor’s compromise. Even after contact from Sumr~or’s father,
respond~t continued to defend his performance which ff~en necessitated the hiring of an attorney to set
aside ~e minor’s comlxromise. Because the minor’s compromise was set aside and respondent
voluntaRly paid his attorney’s f-sos to now adult Summer, harm was mitigated and no significant harm to
the client, the public, or the administration of justice occurred. Nonetheless, respondent’s belated
realization of his misconduct justifies a public, rather than a private, reprovai.

As stated above, the primary purposes of discipline are "protection of the public, the courts and the legal
profession’, maintsnanc,� of the higheg professional standards; and preservation of public confidence in
the legal profession." After consideration of the primary purposes of discipline, the lack of aggravating
circumstances and the mitigating cboumstances (lack of prior discipline, good character, restitution, and
a prefiling stipulation), the type of misconduct at issue, whether the client, public, legal system or
profession was han~ed, and the member’s willingness and ability to con.form to ethical responsibilities
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hn the future, a public reproval with condilions, including, but not llr~itcd to, attendance at S~ate Bar
Ethics School i~ an appropfial~ levd of discipline.

COSTS Olt DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS.

Rvsponde~ut a~knowlcdges that the Offic~ of the Chief Trial Coun~l h~ inf~ ~nd~t ~ ~ ~
~~r I I, 2014, the ~o~ution ~sm in ~s ma~er ~e $2,992. R~ndem f~ ~owl~es
t~t sh~d t~s ~p~afion ~ rejec~d or ~o~d relief ~om ~� stipulation bc ~ ~hc ~s~ ~ ~
mawr ~y in~�~ d~ ~ ~� cost of~ pmc~gs.

EXCLUSION FROM MCLE CRI~.DrU

Responde.~ul may not receive Minimum Confimdng Lvgal Fcxiucafion crvclit for completion of State Bar
Ethics School ordered as a condition ofreproval or suspension]. (Rubs Proc, of State Bar, rule 3201.)

9
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8RODERICK HANSON BRO~

SIGNATURE OF THE PARTIES

~~ ........ C~o~~
~n~t’~ ~n~~ ~rlnt Heine

.................. ~e~l~4~ C+..m~ ~+~mm ......... ~+~m+

~t~

/ a-.l~ ,-,,.~ V
~t~ .........
I~
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Matter of;, ’ ’
BRODERICK HANSON BROWN

Case Number(s):
1. 3 -O- 17326

REPROVAL ORDER

Finding ~at the ~pulatJon protects the public and that the Intemel= of Respondent wilt be sewed by any conditions
attached to the reproval, IT I$ ORDERED that I~e requested dismLsse! of counts/~harge% If any, is GRANTED without
prejudice, end:

JThe stipulated feels and disposition ere APPROVED AND THE REPROVAL IMPOSED.

[] The sUpulated facts end disposition ere APPROVED A8 MODIFIED as set forth below, end the
REPROVAL IMPOSED.

yAII court dates In the vacated.Hearing Department

The parties era bound by the stipulation as approved unless: 1) a mo~lon to withdraw or moolfy the stipulation, filed
wlthln t5 days after sen/Ice of this order, is granted; or 2) ~ls court modifies or further modifies the approved
stipulation. (See rule 5.58(E) & (F), Rules of Procedure.) Otherwise the stipulation shell be effective 15 dayS efter
service of this order.

Failure to ~omply with any oonditlone attached to ~is reprov~zl may oonz~ttute cause for a separate,or o, o,o ,.,,o, i
-Date ’ " LUCY ARMEND,~RIZ ~/ - ~

Judge of the Stal~ Bar Court

(Effective January I, 20’14)

Page lt._.L_
Reprovll Order



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 Califomia. 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 December 29, 2014, 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:

CAROL LANGFORD
100 PRINGLE AVE #570
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94596

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

SHERRIE B. McLETCHIE, Enforcement, San Francisco
TERRIE GOLDADE, Probation, Los Angeles

I hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed in San Francisco, California, on
December 29, 2014,

Case Administrator
State Bar Court


