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RUSSELL J. THOMULKA, SBN 63007

Attorney at Law

5850 Canoga Avenue, Suite 302 I?II;IBI)
Woodland Hills, California 91367 ’

(818) 594-5004 JUN 2 3.2016

v STATE BAR COURT
Attorney for Respondent, Andrew M. Weitz CLERK'S OFFICE
State Bar No. 129962 LOS ANGELES

STATE BAR COURT

HEARING DEPARTMENT - LOS ANGELES

IN THE MATTER OF: Case Number: 16-C-11032-WKM
ANDREW MARK WEITZ,
No. 129962, RESPONDENT ANDREW MARK WEITZ'
ANSWER TO DISCIPLINARY
CHARGES

A Member of the State BRar.
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The Respondent submits the following:

1. Réspondent was convicted pursuant to a nolo contendre
plead and Reépondent denies that the crime of stealing a court file
is one of moral turpitude.

2. The allegation within the Complaint fails to state a
cause of action or define what misconduct warranted discipline,

therefore, the allegations lack the foundation of due process.

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

The allegations in the Complaint are insufficient to charge

professional misconduct.
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-EXTENUATING AND MITIGATING CIRCUMSTANCES

In the event Respondent 1is found to be guilty of
unprofessional conduct charged, Respondent respectfully submits the
following fécts in mitigation without admitting that such charges
are true or that the facts alleged therein constitute professional

misconduct:

Respondent has practiced law in the State of
California since 1988 without any prior
charges of misconduct or prior disciplinary
record. Throughout his professional career,
Réspondent has successfully endeavored to
maintain a high 1level of respect and an
excellent reputation among his fellow
aftorneys and the courts for honesty,
integrity, and professional competence in
diligently and vigorously representing his

clients.

WHEREFORE, Respondent prays that the Court finds that the acts
charged did not constitute professional misconduct; or, 1if
misconduct 1is found, that such be excused by virtue of the

extenuating ‘circumstances submitted.

Dated: June 21, 2016 J

EL J LEH MULKA, ESQ.
At for Respondent
Andrew M Weil
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(C.C.P. Sections 1013 (a) and 2015.5)

State of California )

) sSs.
County of Los Angeles )

I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of
California. I am over the age of 18 and not a party to the within
action; my business address is 5850 Canoga Avenue, Suite 302,
Woodland Hills, California 91367.

On June 21, 2016, I served the foregoing document described as
RESPONDENT ANDREW MARK WEITZ’ ANSWER TO DISCIPLINARY CHARGES on the
interested parties by enclosing _X the original _X a true copy
thereof in sealed envelopes and addressed as follows:

See Attached List

X (BY MAIL) As follows: I am "readily familiar" with the firm's

practice of collection and processing correspondence for

mailing. Under that practice it would be deposited in the U.S.

Postal ‘Service on that same day with postage thereon fully

prepaid at Woodland Hills, California, in the ordinary coursq
of business. I am aware that on motion of the party served,

service is presumed invalid if the postal collection date or

postage meter date is more than one day after the date of

deposit for mailing in this affidavit.

(BY FACSIMILE) I caused the foregoing document to be
transmitted via facsimile transmission telephonically to the
offices of the addressee at the facsimile number listed on the
attached service list. I also caused said document to be
enclosed in a sealed envelope and sent to the addressee by
mail, as stated above.

X (VIA EMAIL) to Anand Kumar, Esq. (Anand.Kumar@calbar.gov) and
Sue Hong, Esg. (Sue.Hong@calbar.ca.gov)

Executed on;June 21, 2016 at Woodland Hills, California.
X (Statef I declare under the penalty of perjury under the
laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct.

(Federal) I declare that I am employed in the office of a
member ;0f the bar of this court at whose direction the
service was made.

TERRI L. CAI{TON Kﬁ( u; [_/ @Cm

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) Signature
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THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA vs. ANDREW WEITZ

i

Mr. Paul Barona

Case Administrator for the Honorable W. Kearse McGill
Hearing Judge, Los Angeles

STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA

845 South Figueroa Street

Los Angeles, CA 90017

(Original Plus Two Copies via U.S. Mail)

ANAND KUMAR, ESQ. - Via email
Senior Trial Counsel

STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA

845 South Figueroa Street

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Via email at Anand.Kumar@calbar.gov

Sue Hong, Esqg. - Via email

Deputy Trial Counsel

STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA

845 South Figueroa Street

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Via email at Sue.Honglcalbar.ca.gov
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