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In the Matter of ) Case Nos. 16-N-13168-MC; 17-C-03665
) (Consolidated)
ANTHONY EMMANUEL PAGKAS, )
) DECISION; ORDER SEALING
A Licensed Attorney of the State Bar, ) DOCUMENTS; AND ORDER OF
No. 186112. ) INVOLUNTARY INACTIVE
) ENROLLMENT
INTRODUCTION

In this consolidated disciplinary proceeding and conviction referral matter, Respondent
Anthony Emmanuel Pagkas was accepted for participation in the State Bar Court’s Alternative
Discipline Program (ADP). Respondent has been terminated from ADP due to his failure to
comply with its requirements. Pursuant to Rules of Procedure of the State Bar, rule 5.384 and in
light of his admitted misconduct, the court recommends that Respondent be disbarred from the
practice of law.

SIGNIFICANT PROCEDURAL HISTORY
A. Case No. 16-N-13168

The Office of Chief Trial Counsel of the State Bar of California (OCTC) filed a notice of

disciplinary charges (NDC) against Respondent on October 17, 2016. Respondent filed a

response to the NDC on November 10.
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B. Case No. 17-C-03665

On March 14, 2017, Respondent was convicted of violations of Penal Code sections 242-
243 (e) (battery - relationship), 591.5 (unlawful interference with wireless communication device
with intent to prevent use of device to summon/notify law enforcement), and 166 (c) (contemﬁt
of court - violation of protective order). These were misdemeanors which may or may not
involve moral turpitude. On September 21, 2017, the records of Respondent’s convictions were
transmitted to the State Bar Court. On October 11, 2017, the Review Department referred the
matter to the hearing department for a hearing and, if the court determined that Respondent’s
convictions involved moral turpitude or other misconduct, the recommended discipline.

A Notice of Hearing on Conviction was filed on October 12, 2017. On November 20, the
court consolidated the two matters, case nos. 16-N-13168 and 17-C-03665.

C. Respondent’s Acceptance into the Alternative Discipline Program

Respondent requested a referral by the court to evaluate his eligibility for ADP.
Respondent contacted the State Bar’s Lawyer Assistance Program (LAP) and signed a LAP
Participation Plan on January 10, 2018. Respondent submitted a declaration to the court
establishing a nexus between his mental health issues and misconduct in this matter.

On March 19, 2018, OCTC and Respondent filed a Stipulation Re Facts and Conclusions
of Law. The court issued a Confidential Statement of Alternative Dispositions and Orders
(Statement), formally advising the parties of (1) the discipline which would be recommended to
the Supreme Court if Respondent successfully completed ADP and (2) the discipline which
would be recommended if Respondent failed to successfully complete, or was terminated from,
ADP. After agreeing to those alternative possible dispositions, Respondent executed the
Contract and Waiver for Participation in ADP (Contract). The court accepted Respondent for

participation in ADP beginning on March 19.






