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STIPULA]]ON RE FACTS, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DiSPOSiTION AND
ORDER APPROVING

REPROVAL ~ PRNATE ~ PUBUC

l-I PREVIOUS SllPULATION REJECTED

,~ Parties’ Acknowledgments:

(I| Resportde~t is a member ct the State Bar of California, odrrdifed December 3, 1996
(Oats)

(2] 1he pa~ies agree to be bound by the factual stipulations contained herein even if conclusions of law or
disposition are rejected or changed by the Su~eme Court,

(31 ,NI |avast[gallons or proceedings listed by case number in the caption of this stipulation are entirely resolvecl by
this stipulation, and ore deemed consolidated. Dismissed charge[s)/counl(s] are listed under "Dismissals." 11~e
stipulation and order consist of 8. pages.

{4) A statement of acts or omissions acknowledged by Respondent as cause or causes for discipline is included
under *Facts."

(5| ~;oricludons’of law, drawn from and speclticatiy refenlng to the facts are also Included under "Conclusions of
Law."

(6] No more than 30 days prior to rite tiling of this stipulation, Respondent has been advised in writing of any
pending |avast[gallon/proceeding not resolved by this stipulation, except for cdminal investigations.

[7) Payment of Disciplinary Cos|s--Respondent acknowledges lhe provisions of Bus. & Prof. Code §§6086.10 &
6140.7. (Check one option only):

costs added Io membership fee for calendar year following effective dale of discipline [public reproval)
I-I case ineligible for costs (pdvale replays[)

[] costs to be p~id in equal amounb for the foltowing mergoership years:

(hardship, special cir’cu~slances or other good cause per rule 284, Rules of Procedure]
i-I costs waived in part as set forlh under "Partial Waiver of Costs"

[] costs entirely waived

Note: All information I’eqUh~l ~y fltis foIm an4 any additional information whkb cannot be provided in the space pro~vided, shall be
the text component of Ibis stipulation under specific head/eta. Le. "Facts," "Diomi~ab," "Conclusions of
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t11e parties understand that:

A private reproval In’~3osed on a respondent as a result of a stipulation approved by’ lhe Court l:)do~ to
initiation of a State Bar Court proceeding is part of the respondent’s official State Bar member~;q:)
records, but is not disclosed in response to public inquires and is not repoded on the State Bar’s web
page. ’lhe record of the proceeding In which such a pdvale reprovol was imposed Is not avcdlOble 1o
the public except as Ix:fit of the record of any subsequent proceeding ~ which it is inlroduced as
evidence of a prior record of discipline under the Rules of Procedure of the State Bar.

A pdvate re.’oval Iml:x)sed on a respondent after ~itiation of x~ State Bat Court p~x~eedi~g is part of
the respanden1’s official State Bar member~hlp records, is disclosed in respr~se to public incluldes
and is reported as a record of public discipline on the State Bar’s web page.

A public reptova! ~mpmed on a respondent is publicly available as part of the respondent’s official
Stale Bar membership records, is disclosed in response to publ~c inquiries and is reported as a record
of public discipline on the State Bar’s web page.

B. Aggravating Circumstances [fof definition, me Standards for Affomey Sanctions for Rofesdonai Misconduct,
standard 1.2[b]|. Facts supporting aggravating circumstances are mqulred.

[I] [] Prior record at disclptine [see standard 1.2|f]]

(a| [] State Bar Court case # of prior case

(b} [] Dote prior discipline effective

(c~ [] Rules of Pfofesslondi Conducl/’ Stale Bar Act v~otations:

[] degree of prior discipline .            .

[] If Respondent has hva or more incidents of prior discipline, use space provided below or
under "prior Discipline’.

(2) [] Dishonesty: Respondents misconduct was surrounded by or totiowed by bad faith, dishonesty, conceal-
merit, ovefreachlng of other violations of the Stdie Bal Act.of Rules of Profes~ondi Conduct.

Trust Violation: Trust funds of property were involved and Respondenl refused or was unable to account
to the client or person who was the ob|ect of the misconduct for improper conduct toward said fund~
of property.

[4] ~ Han’n: Respondents rnilconduci harmed dgnificantiy a client, the public or the adrninlslralJon of juslice.

pfll0Ulc~on t0~m approved by SBC E~C~Ve Conln’dltee 1(~I 6/(~i -- 2 -- Reot’ovob



indifference: Respoadent demonstrated indifference toward rectification of o~ atonement for ~he conse-
quences of his or her misconduct.

~ D

(7) O

Lock of Cooperation: Respondent displayed o lack of cor~dor and cooperation to victims of his/her
misconduct or to the State Bar during disciplinary investigation or p~oceedings.

Multiple/Pattern of Misconduct: Respondent’s current misconduct evidences multiple acts of wrong.
doing or demonstrates a pattern of misconduct.

No aggravating circurmlances am involved,

Additional aggravating circumstances:

C. Mitigctlng Circumstances [see standard 1.2{e]|. Facls supporting mitigating circumstances are required.

(I) ~,~ No Prior D~sdipline: Respondent has no prior record of discipline ~ .~..c.".;" ;’==::~,~r~_c!!ce coupled wtih

l:~esent misconduct which is not deemed serious.

[2) [] No Harm: ’Respondent did not harm the client or perscn who was the object at ~he misconduct.

(3] [~ Candor/CooperalJon: Respondent displayed spontaneous condor and cooperation to the victims of his/
her misconduct and to the Stile Bar during disdplinory investigation and proceedings.

(4) [] Remorse: Respondent promptly took objective steps ~oontoneously demonstrating remcxse and recogni-
tion of the wrongdoing, which steps were designed to timely alone for any consequences of his/her
misconduct.

[$I [] Resti|ution: ~dent paid $

|6) [] Delay: 11"~ese disciplinary proceedings were excessively delayed, 11"~e delay is hal a~Ibutable to Respon-
dent and the delay prejudiced hlm/her.

(7) ~ Good Faith: Respondent acted in good fdilh.

Emotional/Physical Difficulties: At the time of the stipulated act or acts of professional misconduct
Respondent suffered extreme emotional difficulties or physical disabilities which expert testimony
would establish was directly responsible for the misconduct. The difficulties ~r disabilities were not the
product of any Illegal conduct by the member, such as Illegal drug or substance abuse, and Respon-
dent no longer suffers from such difficulties or disabilities.

Severe Financial Skess: AI the time of the misconduct, Respondent suffored tram severe financial stress
which resulted from citcurns|ances not reasonably foreseea~e or which were be’fond his/her control and
which were dlfectiy responslb~e fat the m~sconduct.

Family Problems: At the time of the misconduct. Respondent suffered extreme difficulties in hls/her persondi
llfe which were olher than emotional or phy~cal in nature.

(I I] [] Good Character: .Respandonf’sgood cHaracter is attested to by a wide range of references in lhe I@I
and general communities who are aware of the full extent of his/her misconducl.
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[13] []

Rehabilitation: Considerable time has passed since the acts of professional misconduct Occurred fotiowed
by convincing proof of subsequent rehab~titat~on.

No mitigating circumstances are involved.

Additional mitigating clrcumstances:

D. Discll~ine:

(!) I-I Private reproval [check applicable conditions, if any,: betoW]

(a)    I-I A,op~’oved by the Court prior to initiation of the State ftaf Court l:~x::eedlngs [no
pu~c di~.tosure).

(b)    I-1 Approved by the Court after initiation of Ihe State Bar Court proceedings fpuMic
disclosure).

Public mp~ova$ (check applicable conditions, |! any, below)

E. Condilions Attached to Reproval:

(2) ~

Respondent shall comply with the conditions altached to the reproval for a period of

Duflng the condition period attached to the reproval, Respondent shall Comply with the ~ov|dons
of lhe State Bar Act and Rules of Professional Conduct.

Within.ten [I O] days of any change, Respondent ~hall repo~t to the Member~n~ Recofcb Office and to
the P~obali(m Unit, all change~ of intom~#on, Including current office addre~ and telephone number,
or other addm~ for State Bar puq3oses, as presc~bed by section 6002.1 of the BUsiness and Profes-
stons Code.

Respondent shall ~ubmit written quaderly tepods to the ~obalion Unit on each Januaw I O, April 1 O, July
I O, and October 10 of the condition period altached to the reprovdi. Under penalty of perjury, req3on-
dent shall date whether respondent has complied with lhe State Bar Acl, the Rules of Professional
Conduct, and all conditions of the reprovol during the preceding calendar quarter. If the first rep~’!
would cover less lhan thlrly [30) days, that report shal~ be submitted on the next following quarter date
and cover the extended period.

in addition to all quarterly reports, a final report, containing the same information, is due no ea~tie~ lhon
lwenly [20} days before ine last day of the condllion period and no later than the last day of the
condition period.

(Siipulailon fo~’m approved by ReurOVa~



[I0)

Subject to assertion of applicable privileges, Respondent shall answer fully, promptly.and trulhfully
any inquii’ies of the Probation Unit of the Office of Jhe Chief Trial Counsel and any probation monitor
assigned under these conditions which are directed Io Respondent personally or in w~ling relating
Io Whelhm Respondent is complying or has complied wilh the co~alitc~s attochb-~l to the reproval.

Wllhln one (I] year of lhe effective date of lhe discipline herein, respondent shall provide to the
P~:~baflon Unit saflsfacfon/proof of aHendance of lhe Elhics School and passage of rne ted given at
end of lhaf session.

~ No EJhics School ordered.

Re~t shall comply with all �o~llilons of p~oboflcn Imposed in the u~ded~ng criminal mctte~ and
shall so dectom unde~ penally of perjury in cc~juncl~or~ v~lih any quadet~/repod requlmd to be l~led wlth

Respc:~de~t shall provide proof of passage of the Multlstote l~’ofes~(~al Respor~biti~/Examlna~
|"MPRE"], administered by the Naflonal Conference of Bat Examiners, to the P~obation Unit of the
O~ce ot the Chief Trial Counsel wilhin one year of the effective dote of the reproval.
[] No MPRE ordered.

[] the following conditions are attached herelo and incorporated:

[] Substance Abuse Conditions [] Law Office Management Conclitk~s

[] Medical Conditions [] Financial Conditions

(11 ) [] Other conditions negotiated by the p~tles:

(Sflpulatio~ form ap~’oved by SBC Ex~utive Cornndltee I0/16~00) "~ ReDfOVOI~



ATTACHMENT TO

STIPULATION RE FACTS. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DISPOSITION

IN THE MATTER OF: ERIKA JORDENING

CASE NUMBER(S): 02-O-13121-JMR

FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW.

Statement of Facts: Count One (Case No. 02-0-13121)

1.    On or about September 1, 1998, Rachel Hanner employed respondent to represent
her in a dissolution of marriage. Harmer paid respondent $1,000.00.

2.    On or about September 18, 1998, respondent filed a petition for dissolution of
marriage. Marriage of Rachel Hanner aka McLaughlin v. Kevin McLaughlin, Orange County
Superior Court, case no. 98D009005.

3.    In or about October 1998 respondent decided to dose her law practice and pursue
a different career.

4.    On or about December 8, 1998, respondent filed a request to enter default and the
default was entered.

5.    Thereafter, respondent failed to take steps to finalize the dissolution, including
failing to follow up to determine whether the final judgment was filed.

6.    On or about February 13, 2002, Hanner spoke with respondent on the phone.
During this conversation, respondent agreed to file the necessary papers to finalize the
dissolution.

7.    On or about March 13, 2002, Hanner received the forms from respondent.
However, when Hanner attempted to file the forms, the clerk rejected the documents.

8.    In or about mid-March, 2002, respondent received a call from Hanner stating the
clerk had rejected the documents. Respondent told Hanner she would correct the documents and
resend everything to her within a week.

9.    Thereafter, respondent failed to send corrected forms and failed to take any
further steps to finalize the dissolution.

Conclusions of Law: Count One (Case No. 02-0-13121)

10. By not taking steps to finalize the dissolution for more than three years,
respondent repeatedly and recklessly failed to perform services competently, thereby committing
a wilful violation of Rule 3-110(A) of the Rules of Professional Conduct.

Page #
Attachment Page I



PENDING PROCEEDINGS.

The disclosure date referred to, on page one, paragraph A.(6), was January 12, 2004.

DISMISSALS.

The parties respectfully request the Court to dismiss the following alleged violations in the
interest of justice:

Case No. Connt Alleged Violation

02-O-13121 TWO 3-700(A)(2)
02-O- 13121 THREE 3-700(D)(2)
02-0-13121 FOUR 6068(i)

COSTS OF DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS.

Respondent acknowledges that the Office of the Chief Trial Counsel has informed respondent
that as of January 12, 2004, the estimated prosecution costs in this matter are approximately $ 2,
335. Respondent acknowledges that this figure is an estimate only and that it does not include
State Bar Court costs which will be included in any final cost assessment. Respondent further
acknowledges that should this stipulation be rejected or should relief from the stipulation be
granted, the costs in this matter may increase due to the cost of further proceedings.

STATE BAR ETHICS SCHOOL.

Because respondent has agreed to attend State Bar Ethics School as part of this stipulation,
respondent may receive Minimum Continuing Legal Education credit upon the satisfactory
completion of State Bar Ethics School.

7
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i:h-lnt name

Date Responder t’s Counsel’s signature print name

~dnt name

ORDER

Finding that the stipulation protects the publlc and that Jhe Interests of Respondent will
be served by any conditions attached to the reproval, IT IS ORDERED that the requested
dismissal of counts/charges, It any, Is GRANTED without prejudice, and:

The stipulated facts and dl~oo~iflon are APPROVED AND THE REFROVAL IMPOSED.

The stipulated facts and di~pos~lion are APPROVED AS MODIFIED as set forJh below, and lhe REPRO~AL

The parties are bound by the stipulation as approved unless: I) a motion to withdraw or
modify the stipulation, filed within 15 days after service of this order, Is granted; or 2] this
court modifies or further modifies the approved stipulation. [See rule 135[b), Rules of Proce-
dure.] Otherwise the stlpulation shall be effective 15 days after service of this order.

Failure to comply with any conditions attachec~, to this reproval may constitute cause for a
separate proceeding for willful breach of rule 1-I 10, Rules of Professional Conduct.

~,flpuk~’, to~m al~vecl by $~C Execute CCm~ee



IN THE MATTER OF ERIKA JORDENI~G
State Bar Court Case No. 02-0-13121

COURT’S MODIFICATIONS TO STI~ULATED FACTS,
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DISPOSITION

By entering into this Stipulation, the parties are agreeing to set aside the default entered in
State Bar Court Case No. 02-0-13121 on October 20, 2003. Accordingly, it is ordered
that the parties’ agreement to set aside Respondent’s default is hereby GRANTED.

It is further ordered that the court’s order filed October 20, 2003, entering Respondent’s
default and ordering her to be placed on involuntary inactive enrollment pursuant to
Business and Professions Code section 6007, subdivision (e), is hereby VACATED.

Dated: January 16, 2004



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
[Rule 62(b), Rules Proc.; Code Civ. Proc., § 1013a(4)]

I am a Case Administrator of the State Bar Court. 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 16, 2004, 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:

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

ERIKA JORDENING
1130 GUERRERO ST #5
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94110 6902

COURTESY COPY
ERICA JORDENING
173 SHAKESPEARE
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94112

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

MARIA OROPEZA, Enforcement, San Francisco

I hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed in San Francisco, California, on
January 16, 2004.

]~aine Silb~-r
Case Administrator
State Bar Court

Certificate of Serv~ce.wpt


