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Submiffed to [] assigned Judge ~ seffiernent Judge

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

STAYED SUSPENSION; NO ACTUAL SUSPENSION

[] PREVIOUS S11PUI.ATION REJECTED

(I ] Respondent Is o member of the State Bar of California, admitted    June 3. 3t 19 8 4
(date)

(2) 1he podles agree to be bound by the factual stipulations contained herein even If conclusions of low or
disposition ore rejected or changed by the Supreme Court.

Ati investigations or proceedings listed by case number In the caption of this stipulation are entirely
resolved by this stipulation, and are deemed consolidated. Dismissed charge(s)/count[s] are listed under
"Dismissals." the dlpulation and order consist of --LI.-.- pages.

A statement of acts or omissions acknowledged by Respondent as cause or causes for discipline is
Included under "Feats."

[5] Conclusions of law, drawn from and specifically referring to the facts are alto included under "Concludom
of Law."

[6) No more than 30 days prior to the tiling of this ~pulation, Respondent has been advised in writing of any
pending investlgation/proceedlng nol resolved by this stipulation, except for criminal Investigations.

(7) Payment of Disclpllnaw Costs~Respondent acknowledges the provisions of Bus. & Rot Code §.~086.10 &
6140.7. {Check one option only):
r-I cost~ added to membership fee for calendar year following effective date of dlscipllne

costs to be paid in equal amounts I:xlor to Feb~ory 1 for the following membership yeon:
2004 and 2005

(hardship, �~clol circumstances or other good cause per rule 284, Rules of Procedure)
[] costs waived in pad as set fodh under "Partial Waiver of Costs"
r-i costs entirely waived

Note: ,~1 Lororma~ton Rquired b,J, ~ds form and any addilJonaJ informa~inn width cannot be pro~dded in ~be space pro,~ded, sbal] be set forth in the
text component of this stipula~on under sped f~c headings, Le. "Feet&" "Dismissab;’ "Conclosiens ef Law."

[StJpulatlot~ form aPl)roved by SBC Executive Commffee 10/16/00]                                              Stayed Suspension
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,B’.’ Aggravating Circumstances [ efinlt~on, see Standards for Attorney
standard 1.2[b].] Facts supporting aggravating circurmtances are required.

(I] n Prior record at discipline [see standard 1.2(f]]

[a] r-I State Bar Court case # of prior case

[b] [] date prior discipllne effective ..

(c] [] Rules of Profe~41onal Conduct/’ State Bar Act violations:

for Profesdonal Mtscor~luct,

(d] [] degree of pdor dscipllne

(e) [] If Respondent has two or more Incldenfs of prior discipline, use space provided below or
under "Prior Discipline’.

(2]

{4) []

(5) []

(6) []

[7) []

Di~onesty: Respondenf’$ misconduct was surrounded by or followed by bad faith, dl~honesty, .
concealment, overreaching or other violations of the Slate Bar Act o~ Rules at Protes~onal
Conduct.

Trust Viola~on: 1~ust funds or property were involved and Respondent refused or was unable to
account to the client or person who was the object of the misconduct for improper conduct toward
said funds or properly.

Harm: Re~pondenf~s mbconduct harmed dgnlflcantly a client, the public or the administration of
justice.

Indifference: Respondent demonstrated indifference toward rectitication of or atonement for the
consequences of his or her misconduct.

Lack of Cooperation: Respondent dlr4:~ayed a lack of candor and coccmratian to vic~ms of hb/her
misconduct or to the State Bar during disciplinary investigation or proceedings.

Multiple/Pattern of Misconduct: Respondents current misconduct evidences multiple acts of wrong.
doing or demon~ofes a pattern of misconduct.

No aggravating circumstances are Involved.

Additional aggravating �Ircumstanaes:

{Sffpuloflon form approved by SBC Executive Commltee 10/16jO0| Stayed Su~pemlon
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C..’ Mltli~ating Circumstances |s ndard 1.2(el.) Facts supporting circumstances are required.

[I ] i~ No Prior Discipline: Respondent has no prior record of discipline over many years of practice coupled
with present miscoriduct which is not deemed serious.

(2) [] No Harm: Respondent dld not harm the client or person who was the object of the misconduct.

(3} (I Candor/Cooperation: Respondent displayed sioontoneous candor and cooperollon to the victims of
his/her misconduct and to the State Bar during dlsclpllnary Invedigation and proceedings.

(4] [] Remorse: Respondent promptly took objectlve steps spontaneously demonstrating remorse and
recognition of the wrongdoing, which step~ were dedgned to timely atone tar any consequences or his/
her misconduct.

(5] [] Re~.fllon:
to
In .

Res mdent pa d $
without the threat or force of dl~clplinary, alvil or cdminal proceed-

(6| l-i Delav: These discipllnary proceedings were excessively delaved. The delav is nol atlributable to
Respondent and the delay prejudiced hlm/her.

[7) [] Good Faith: Respondent acted in good faith.

13 Emotional~Phystoal Difficulties: At the lime of the dlpulated act or acts of p~ofesdonal ml~:luct
RecKlndent suffered exlmme emotional difficulties or physical disabilities which expert testimony would
establish was dlrectlv respxmsible for the mlscond,Jct. The difflcultie~ or disabilities were not the product of
any illegal conduct by the member, such as Illegal drug or substance abuse, and Respondent no longer
suffers from such di/ficuities or disabillJtes.

(9] [] Family Problems: At the time of the misconduct, Respondent suffered extreme difficulties In his/her

personal life whk~h were other than emotional or physical In nature.

r~ Severe Financial Stress: At the time of the misconduct, Respondent suffered from severe financial s~e~
which resulted from clrcumstonces not reasonably foreseeable or which were beyond hie’her control and
which were directly responsible for the misconduct.

(I I] [] Good Character: Respondents good character Is attested to by a wide range of references in the
legal and general communities who are aware of the full extent of his/her misconduct;

(12) Q Rehabilitation: Considerable time has passed since the acts of profesdonal misconduct occurred
followed by convincing proof of subsequent rehabilitation.

(I 3] r~ No mitigating alrcurmtances are Invohted,

Additional mitigating circumstances:

tO.

(Sflpulatlon form approved by SBC Executive Commltee 10/I 6/001 Stayed Suspension
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D.. D~scipline

I. Stayed Suspension.

A, Respondent shall be suspended from the practice of law for a period of one ye, ar

and until Respondent shows proof satisfactory to the State Bar Court of rehabilitation and
present fitness to practice and present learning and abitiJy in the law pursuant to
standard 1.4(�|(li|, Standards far Attorney Sanctions for Professional Misconduct

[] ii. and until Respondent pays restitution to
[payee(s]] (or the Client Security Fund, If appropriate], In the amount of

. , plus 10% per annum accruing from.
and provides proof thereof to the Probation Unit, Office of the Chief 1~ial Counsel

[3 Ill. and until Respondent does the fallowing:

B. "lhe above-referenced suspendon shall be stayed,

2. ~obation.

Respondent shall be placed on probation for a pedod of , t.w~ y’~’~
which shall commence upon the effective date of the Supreme Court (xder herein. [See rule 953,
California Rules of Court.]

E, Additional Conditions of Probation:

[] During the probation period, Respondent shall comply with the provisions of the State Bar Act
and Rules of Profesdonal Conduct,

Within ten (10| days of any change, Respondent shall report to the Membership Records Office
of the State Bar and to the Probation Unit, all changes of Information, Including current office
addmr, s and telephone number, or other address for State Bar ~s, as prescflbed by
section 6002.1 of the Business and Professions Code.

(3]    [] Respondent shall submit written quorfedy reports to the Probation Unit on each January I0, April
I0, July I0, and October. 10 of the period of probation. Under penally of pedury, respondent
shall date whether respondent has complied wlth the State Bar Act, the Rule~ of Professional
Conduct, and all conditions of probation during the preceding calendar quarter.ff the first
report would cover less than 30 days, lhat report shall be submitted on the next quader date,
and cover the extended perlod.

In addition to all quarterly reports, a final report, containing the same Information, is due no
earlier than twenty (20] days before the last day of the pedod of probation and no later than
the last day of probation,

(4)    [3 Respondent shall be assigned a probation monitor. Respondent shall promptly review the terms
and conditions of probation with the probation monitor to establish a manner and schedule of
compliance. During the period of p~obatton, respondent shall furnish to the monitor such reports
as may be requested, In addition to the quarterly reports requ/red to be submitted to the Proba-
tion Unit. Respondent shall cooperate fully with the probation monitor.

Subject to assertion of applicable privileges, Respondent shall answer fully, promptly and
truthfully any Inquldes of the Probation Unit of the Office of the Chief ’~rlal Counsel and any
probation monitor assigned under these conditions which are directed to Respondent
personalty o~ in writing relating to whether Respondent is comping or has corrc)iled with the
probation conditions.

form approved by SSC ExecufN’e Cornmttee IO~’16/00)                                               $ta~d suspension
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(7)

(9)

Within one ~I] ye~f the effecllve date of the di~clpline~eln, respondent chaff provide to the
R’obaflon Unit safi~actory proof of atfendance at a session of the Ethics School, and pa~age of
the test given at the end of that session.

[] No Ethics School recommended.

Re~ponder~t dlali comply with all conditions of probation imposed In the underh/Ing criminal
matter and dnall so declare under penally of perjury In conjunction with any quarterly report to
be filed with the Probation Unit.

~ the following conditions a~’e atfoched hereto and Incorporated:

Substance Abuse Condltions Iri Law Office Management Condlllons

Medical Conditions [] Financial Conditions

Othercondltionsnegoflatedbythel0a~es:
Respondent recently completed Ethics School Client Trust Accounting
School ("CTA School"], therefore it is not recommended that he
attend CTA School.

Multistate Profesdonal Responsibility Examination: Respondent dnall provide proof of pa~clge of the
Multistate Professional Responr, ibillty Examination {"MPRE"], administered by the National Conference of
Bar Examiners, to the Probation Unit of the Office of the Chief Trial Counsel within one year. Failure to paw
the MPRE result~ In actual suspensk~ without further heating until passage. But see rule 951 ~), California
Rules of Court, and rule 321(a](I] & (c|, Rules of Procedure.

[] No MPRE recommended.

15llpulatlon fo~m approved by SBC Executive Commllee I0116/00) Stayed Su~penllort
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the Matter of TERRENCE L.

Member of the State Bar
BUTLER

Case Number[W:
02-0-15550

Medical Condltion$

Respondent shail obtain psychiatric or psychological help,’ treatment from a duly llcensed
psychlaMst, psychologist, or clinical social worker at respondent’s own expense a rn~nirnum of

one times per month and shall furnish evidence to the Probation Unit that respondent is so
complying with each quarterly reporL Help/tmaiment should commence immediately, and in
any event, no later than thirty [30) days after the effective date of the discipline In this matter.
Treatment shall continue to~]gK~ one yeaill~

~l~lMi~�01" until a motion to modify this condition is granted and that ruling
becomes final.

ff the treating psychiatrist, psychologist, or clinical social worker detelmines that Jhem has been
a substantiai change in respondent’$ condition, respondent or Office of the Chief IHai Counml
may file a marion for modification of Jhis condition with the Hearing Deportment of the State Bar
Court, pursuant to rule 550 of the Rules of Procedure of the State Bar. lhe motion must be
supported by a writte~ ~tatement f~om the psychtah’Ist, psychologist, or ailnlcal social worker, by
affidavit or uncle’ penalty of perjury, in support ofthe proposed modlfica#on.

Upon the request of lhe Probation Unit, respondent shall provide the Probatk)n Unit with medical
waivers and access to all of respondent’s medical records. Revocation of any medicai waiver Is

a violation of this condlfton. Any med~ai records obtained by the Probation Unit shall be confi-
dential and no Information concerning them or their contents shall be given anyone except
members of the Office of the Chief Trial Counsel, including the Probation Unit, and the State Bar
Court, who are directly Involved wiJh maintaining, enforcing or adjudicating this condition.

(Medlca~ Condl~ms folm approved by SBC Executive Commlltee 10/I 6/00)
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In the Matter of
TERRENCE L.

A Member of the State Bar

Law Office Management Conditions

BUTLER
Case Number[s]:

02-0-15550

a. [3 Within ~ days/.~_.rnonlhs/._.__~r= of ti’,e effective date of the discipline herein, Res~=on-
dent shall develop a law office management/organization plan, which must be apl:~oved by
respondent’s p¢obafion monitor, or, If no monitor is assigned, by ~ Probation Unlt. this plan must
Incdude procedures to send pedocr~¢ report= to clients; the clocurnentalion of telephone rnes.
sages received and =enl; file maintenance; the rneeling of deacltines; the establishment of
procedure= 1o wllhdraw as attorney, whether of record or not, when client= cannot be �ontacted

or located; and, for the training and supe~don of support.personnel.

Wlthln    ~ 6 monlhs ~xgl~"~, of rne effective date of the discipline hemln,
r6=pondent shall submit to the Probation Unit ~atistactory evidence of completion of no less than
,6 hours of MCLE approved course~ In law office management, attorney client relations and/’
or general legal ethics. Ibis requirement is separate from any Minimum Continuing Legal Educa-
lion [MCLL=J requirement, and respondent shall not receive MCLE cmdlt for atlending them
courses [Rule 3201, Rules of P{ocedure of lhe State Bar.]

W1thln 30 days of the effective date of the discipline, respondent shall Join the Law Practice

Management and Technology Section of the State B~Ir of California and pay the dues and
costs of enrollment for 1 year[s]. Respondent shall furnish satisfactory evidence of
membership in the section to the Probation Unit of lhe Office of Chlef Trial Counsel in the
first report required.

[Law Office Management CondBon,, fom~ approved by SSC Ex~ctdtve Commh’tee 10/I
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ATTACHMENT TO

STIPULATION RE FACTS, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DISPOSITION

IN THE MATTER OF:

CASE NUMBER(S):

TERRENCE BUTLER

02-0-15550

FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW.

Case No. 02-Q-15550

In or about March 1998, Mario Hemandez ("Hernandez") employed Respondent
on a 40% contingency basis to represent him in a personal injury matter.

In or about January 2000, Respondent received $1,000~000 in settlement proceeds
in Hemandez’s case which was deposited into his Bank of America Client Trust
Account number 16645-31497 ("CTA") on or about January 27, 2000.

On or about February 4, 2000, Respondent issued check number 2115 to
Hemandez in the amount of $354,500 which represented the client’s share of the
settlement proceeds.

On or about February 4, 2000, Respondent issued check number 2118 to John
¯ Donlou, M.D. in the amount of $9,135.45 which represented the medical
provider’s lien on the Hernandez case.

On or about March 13, 2000, Respondent issued check number 2117 to National
Union in the amount of $175,000 which represented the worker’s compensation
lien on the Hernandez ease.

Between February 9, 2000 and March 3, 2000, the balance in the CTA fell below
the requisite amount which should have remained in the account reaching a low of
$18,027.44 on February 29, 2000. ~
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In or about August 2000, Respondent borrowed $75,000 from Hemandez without
providing the terms of the transaction in writing, advising Hemandez to seek advice
From an independent attorney, or obtaining Hemandez’s written consent to the terms
of the transaction.

By the time of the loan, all funds had been distributed from Hemandez’s settlement,
and Respondent did not believe that the business transaction requirements applied.
In or about November 2000, Respondent paid back the loan to Hemandez with an
additional $7,500 in interest.

LEGAL CONCLUSIONS

By negligently allowing his CTA to drop below the requisite amount which should have
remained on deposit on Hemandez’s behalf, Respondent failed to maintain funds in a client trust
account for the benefit of his client in wilful violation of Rules of Professional Conduct, rule 4-
100(A). Additionally, by entering into a business transaction with Hernandez without
transmitting in writing: the terms of the transaction, advise that Hernandez may seek independent
counsel and obtaining the written consent of Hemandez to the terms of the transaction,
Respondent wilfully violated Rules of Professional Conduct, rule 3-300.

Respondent admits that the foregoing facts are true and that he is culpable of violations of the
specified Rules of Professional Conduct.

PENDING PROCEEDINGS.

There are no pending investigations/proceedings as of August 15, 2003, the disclosure date
referred to on page one, paragraph A.(6).

Although this case involved a misappropriation of funds and interests adverse to a client which
would normally carry greater discipline, it is agreed by the parties that Respondent acted
negligently in the manner in which he handled his client trust account rather than with any intent
to unjustly enrich himself. The period of time during which the account fell below the amount
which should have been maintained in trust was less than a month and the client had previously
been paid his share and was not harmed by the short delay in payment to satisfy the worker’s
compensation lien. Additionally, although Respondent recognizes in hindsight that having the
appropriate writings would have been a much better procedure in obtaining the loan money from
Hernandez, the terms of the loan were beneficial to Hemandez, the loan proceeds were paid back
in a timely manner with substantial interest and there was no intent to take unfair advantage of
Hemandez.
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COSTS OF DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS.

Respondent acknowledges that the Office of the Chief Trial Counsel has informed respondent
that as of August 15, 2003, the estimated prosecution costs in this matter are approximately
$1,983.00. 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.

The parties stipulate that the costs are to be paid in two equal amounts, one being added to and
becoming part of the membership fees for each of the years 2004 and 2005.

ADDITIONAL MITIGATING CIRCUMSTANCES

Respondent volunteered his time as a Los Angeles Municipal Court Judge Pro Tem between 1991
and 1997. He is a member of the American Trial Lawyers Association and the Consumer Attorneys
Of California (CAOC). Respondent has been a speaker at CAOC conventions and also published
an article in the CAOC magazine, the "Advocate." He has participated in conmaunity lecture
progran~s by CAOC, to educate people about their legal rights.

Respondent was an Adjunct Professor of Law at the University of West Los Angeles from 1988
through 1994, and has lectured at an "after class" seminar at USC School of Law. He organized and
chaired the "After the Verdict Symposium," following the Rodney King riots in Los Angeles in
1992, which included national speakers such as Congresswoman Maxine Waters.

Respondent was on the organizing committee of the 2000 World Bum Congress in San Francisco,
and was a speaker at the World Bum Congress in Philadelphia in 1997. He is a sponsor of the
Children’s Burn Foundation, and has been a volunteer for the Burn Institute of San Diego, Shriner’s
Hospital and the County-USC burn unit in Los Angeles. He has been a speaker at the UCSD
hospital burn unit in San Diego. Respondent has chaperoned busses for burned children at the
armual Alisa Ann Ruch Champ Camp for burned children in Fresno. Respondent was a member of
the board of directors of the Orange County Burn Association, and has been a member of the
Panerican Burn Association since 1997.

Since 1996, Respondent has accepted the cases of approximately a dozen burn survivors, charging
no legal fees of any kind, and has also paid all costs of these cases, including filing fees.

:tO
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Date

D~,te

BUTLER

JQANNE E. ROBBINS
p~tname

MURRAY B. GREENBERG
p.mtname

ORDER

Finding the stipulation to be fair to the parties and that It adequately protects the public,
IT IS ORDERED that the requested dlsml~sal of counts/charges, If any, Is GRANTED without
prejudice, and:

The stipulated facts and disposlflon are APPROVED and the DISCIPLINE RECOMMENDED
to the Supreme Court.

The stipulated dlsposltion are as set forth below,facts and APPROVED MODIFIED
and the DISC~PHNE IS RECOMMENOED to the Supreme Court.

On page 1, paragraph A. (7), after "[x] costs to be paid in equal anaotmts prior

to February 1 of the following membe(ship years:", delete "2004 and" and insert
after "2005" - "and 2006."

On page 10, at the end of the second paragraph under "COSTS OF DISCIPLINARY
PROCEEDINGS.", delete "2004 and" and insert after "2005" - "and 2006."

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
Procedure.] The effective date of thls disposition Is the effective date of the Supreme
Court order herein, normally 30 days after file date. [See r~le 9531a], Callfomla Rules of

Date RICHARD A. HONN
Judae of the State Bar Court

~Sflpulaflon form approve~ by sBC Executive Commlttee 10./22/97J II
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
[Rule 62(b), Rules Proc.; Code Civ. Proe., § 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 Los Angeles,
on September 25, 2003, I deposited a true copy of the following document(s):

STIPULATION RE FACTS, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DISPOSITION
AND ORDER APPROVING, filed September 25, 2003

in a sealed envelope for collection and mailing on that date as follows:

[X] by first-class mail, with postage thereon fully prepaid, through the United States Postal
Service at Los Angeles, California, addressed as follows:

JOANNE E ROBBINS ATTORNEY AT LAW
KARPMAN & ASSOCIATES
9200 SUNSET BLVD PH #7
LOS ANGELES, CA 90069

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

Murray B. Greenberg, Enforcement, Los Angeles

1 hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed in Los Angeles, California, on
September 25, 2003.

(V’ Case Administrator ~
State Bar Court


