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DISC]IPI,I NAT1Y i* OA11 I)

OF'l]-lE
WA SFIINC'TO}J S'IAI"b] J3AI( AS$OCIA1'ION

Pt'oceeclinB No, I 4i/0()0 t 4

S'f I'PLJLA"]:ION 1"0 DI,$8r\RMEN:l

tlncler Rrile 9,1 of thcj llules lirr.Hn:tbrcement of L,aw;'er Concluct ('EtC), the ti:llowing

Stipulation to l)jsbanrcrrt is cnferecl into by the O"l ce of Disciplinnry Counsei (ODC) ot the

Washington litate Bar Association (Associatiorr) through clisciplinnry counscl Jonnthnn Burke,

I{espondeut,'s Cjoun"qol Erc:tt P'rLrtzer and resporrc{errt Iarvyer: lVlattfiew llyan l(i:ng (Itespo,nde nt).

Resporxlent unclelstands thot lre is entitled unde,r the lll-C 1o tr hear:ing, to present

exhibits ancl witnesses on his be]ral:l; an,cl to hal'c a hetiring ollicer: cletemritrc thc facts,

nrisconcluct a.nd sanctlon ir:r '{'lris case. llespondent I'urther unrt*rstancls thnt he js entitlecl urrcler:

the 0LC to a,ppeal the oittcoure of a heerring to the Disciplinary Bqrarcl, find, in ccfiain cases, fhe

Suprenre Court, Rcsponclcrrt i'urther unclerstancls thaf a liearing aircl appeal cor-rld result in arn

oLrteotr:le nrcre favornhle ol less l'avorolile to hirn. ll.esporrdent cltooses 1o reslllve this

pruceccling noiv by cntoling into tte ltrlJowirrg slipr"rluion to facts, flriscond'uol tttct satrction to
litipu lation to l)isuipiine
Page I
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nvoid lhe rislc, time, expen$e and publicity attendant to ilrrther prcrceedings,

Responclent wishes to st1pulate tcl disbarment q,ithout tlJinnlrtiveiy ridmitti:rig the lircts

arrcl misconcluct iu TlJ 2l-23, fl 46, 11 55, rather than prooeed to a public henring, Respondenl

agr:sss thar il'tJris matter wsre t0 pn:ceecl to a purblic liearing, tlter,e is a sullstantial likelihctod

thal ODC wor"rld be ab)e [o p:nve, by a clear pleponcleran,cs ol'' Lhe eviclenco, the lircxs ond

mi,sconcluict in llli21.-2"3, 1146, 1[55, ancl't]rattjre j$ct,s *rrcl n:isconduct wilJ [:c decmed proved fur

any subseclurerrt disciplinary proccecling in any juliscliction.

I. A.DMTS,SION T'O I'T{AC:TICH

1, Ile.spondent rvos adnritted to praclice lnw in tJre Stnte cl0 Wit^thing:ort ott Novsmbcr

27, ?001,

N, $TII'LILATND FAC'IS

A, tlarynoqMgl-tqr

1, trn or ab<lut May 2011, Rebecceliansoti (ilanson) flrled apetifiotr fbr clissolution

lzro,rs, I.ltnsorr had no children, ancJ thE only issues involvecl plcperty disti:ibution, rviricir lveie

resolved by the parries 7:ro se thr:ough rneciialion on, August 1?, ?01 I .

2, LJncler tlre ter:ms r,llithe urcdiation agrosment, Ilan.son \yas rospol'rsible 1'rrr. amon&

other things, hir:ing counsel to fur:mslize the lrarlstbr of two p,arceliri o1' real pmperty to lter,

herenfler rcfen:eil to as the KiLlcland Property errrd flrc Federal Way Property,

3. On or nbout September 11, 2011, Ilanson hii:ed l{ospontl,ent to "fhrnl,i.r,e divorce

and drall cluit claim deeds jbr: resiclcnce and reLrlal plopelty,"

4. Responclent cli:allted the cluit clnim deecls, At thc tin:e, Ilesl:oudent djcl noi leeilii{a

that lre aliio neecled 'l'he ]lans<ms to eKecute real estate excise tax a,fJltclavit.t tt'r ellf'ectuate the

ttanst'er 0f'the real propert;'.

$tiprrlatiorr uo Discipline
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5. On or srbout Oclober 24,2A11. Hanson's estranged husbancl executecl cpr:i,l uluiur

deecis to lranslbr the Kirkland P:ropcrty and the l,'ecier:al Way Proper:ty to ]{anscrn,

6. (Jn or n,boul November l,20ll,l{esponclent se'nt an enrail to I'{arrson conlimritrg

that hc receivecl lhe slgned qr"rir claim cleeds:firom lIan$ono$ estrnngecl ]rtrslland ar:r.d'that he "rvj,ll

be rercor:ding the cluit olnirl deeds this weelc."

7 , Il"esponclent negligently l'ailecJ to promptly recoxl the quit claim d,eeds,

8, Responclent preparecl a clecree of dissolution (f)ccree)" lindi"rrgs of ,L'act irnci

conclusiot'ts uIi lar.v (FOF/COI..), and s. cleqlaration in, licu crf Jlorrtol nroolf and liled tirese

'pleadings by er:'rtiil. ILe'sponcient provided llonsor: rvith the ploposed l)ectce anct FOF/COI,,

9, On ol abont Novemlier 2, 2011. Respor:clent reseiveci copies o1'thc Decrrle ruid

ftOF/ClOL eflered by thc court,

10. On or nbcNrt November 3, 20'| I , fie spondent stlnt an email ta l{ansu:r in,fo1rning her

tliat the c<lut't harj eniered the ljecree ancl FOF/COI, and rhnl he woulcl lonvnrcl copies ol tlrern

to her on Novenr,ber 8, 201 l,

I l. Ilesponcient negligently failed to send l-lanson c.opies olil)re Decree and IiOF/COL.

12. On or about January 3 l. 201?, l":lanson sent 0 lelter lo ]{esponclent asJcin,g h:im lLlr a

coJ:y 6f 11l* l)ecree zuld ]iOJilCOL, and to uc:rrlim th*t the <,luit ci{}ixr cleeds had beeu recordecj,

13" In respolrse, Itesponden,t sent an emsil to Hanson. in Februar1,2012 stating: "[ an.]

lr.roking irrtti this, ancl will aclvjse you shortly" brft negl.igently ltriled to fr]^:lklw throLrgh r.vith

lilfirri;on's reclurcst and ciid nol reoofcl the quit uJaim eleeils.

1.1, On Nzlalclt 22.,2012, f'Ianson .ssnt a.n emn:il to ltesponden.t requesling copies oI'thc

I)ccrec nrid ):;'OF'/COL, u,ncl confirn:atiorr that he hacl recorcled the cluit clainr deeds Iler enrail

stalecl that she nipecled copies ilJithc finerl di.sscrlr"rtior: docunrcnts to re,finnnce her inor"tgage nncl

Silipulation to Discipline orFl cH 0F D l.qclPr,.lNAnY {:0t i Fi srir, Of:r'l-i Ii
WASflln*Q"l'ON Silnl Li l3Ail. ASSOCIA'rION

l 3?i 4d' AvcnuQ, $uito 600
Scattle, \\rA 9,8 101.2539
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ttr provicle to her tax r)rcparer,

15, On March 29, 2012, Responderrt sent Fl&nson an email stdting "l unrr looliing into

this. nnd will nclvisE you shortly" ilrt he negligently fhiled to fbllow up on Fleinsun's requ,est.

16, Orr.lanunr.v" 16, ?013, l;ianson filect a grieriance witli ODC alleging lack oil

diligence artd conrrunica{ion ilnr ltriling to provide lrer lvith cop,ies of the Decree and IOh/COl,

and lbr iailirtg to reeor:d tho quil clainr cleeds,

l,7, In or nboul Fehruary 2013, ODC obtaiued co1:ies o1'the Deoree ond FOIr/COL

Ij:o:n Responcle"nt ancl emailed thrl:n to llanson, who srill haci not receivc<1the,m.

18. On lvlny 9,2013, Responclenf recr:rclcd tlre quit clai.nr deeds rlerng r+ith rcal estate

excise fax eiffidavits. I,le did not charge l{ernson for the aciclitional tirne for tl.ils service,

B, Facts Resarulins fhe CIcltgbqt?,?,,.2{l.l{ EgUd!

19, Orr or iibout liebrunry 17, 2013. ilespondent iilecl o responsc fo l-fanson's

grierrnnce.

20, Ilesponclent's Febnrary 17,2A13 response firlscly stated that he "s,ent an email to

Flnnscrn on Oclotrer 29, 2012 nski:rg hel anrl ir.er ex-husbancl to complete the ntlerchcd iax

afJidavits, but that llanson ncver rcspondcd to the email,

2I, I{esponrlenl knr:rvingly provi.cled ODC ri'it}r a copy o1'a purported October:29,

20 l2 enrail (heleufler: r:elbrrecl to as the ]llnrnil)"

22, Respondent cJicl r:of prepare or sei:cl the linrail nn October 29,2012 as alleged in

his resnonse,

23. 'l'he lirla.il was lbbr:icaLecl on ltesporrdent's compriler on or about Fetr:r:unry 17,

2013 using lvlicrosolt Wcx'cl,

.fitipu Int ion t0 Disoiplire
Page 4
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C. Ngtryg.lt Ci {ier'&npe

24, On ur about October 29.2012. [:lnr.:"nah Nguyen 6t'lgrryen) hired ltesponclent to

represent lierln a pending larvsrdt lirled on her behalf by her: prior lau'yer in l(in.g County

Distriot Court a,gainst a nunriret of del'enclants claiming breach of conftact, interfcrense rvjth

cOntract, arrcl clefh,mation,

25. Ngttycn's bileach' o,f contruct claim reloted to er dispute o\,ef approxinr*tely $300 in

un'l:aid flees {'ur ffanslation senices she povicled du.ring mootings, [n conrrection rvith heL $300

cla.im, Ngu,r,e:r receiverl a check in the arnount oll $1,062.50 thal she rellsecl to cnsh trecause she

ctairrecl to be owecl.$1,362.50,

26. Nguyen also claimecl that the cleJi'enciarrts made defanr&tor? statemerrts ugains't hcr

that were containsd in nreeting nrinutes,

?1. On Novenrber 13,2012, lawyer Peter Smitlr (Smith), who lclxcsel{Bd tr.vo o,f thc

dst'errdants in Nguyen's lawsuit, sent Bn enra.il to l{esporrclent iulbr:ming hi:ri that his client was

cancclling the outstnncling cherck issitecl l0 Ngu1,e.t:l J'crr: $1,062.50, ancl 
"vtrs 

going Xo issue a new

clrech tbL $862,50 anci senclit lo l{esporident.

28, On ol about l)ecemboL"8,2012, S:nith'$ elienl senx an emn:il fo Itespnrident

info:rning hinr tl"rat the cireck llor $862.50 bacl been nmile(i to hirrr thal clary,

2c). "l'he ohcrck ji'<tm S'n:ith's olierrl was issued to Ngr.ryen.

30, On c.r.r al"rorf I)egembsr lT,2Al2,ltesponrient clepusited the $862.50 chcck inlo his

tru,,it &ce0un1.

3i. On or abourt l)ecenibor 3I, T0lZ,Itesponclent appliecl lhe entire $862.50 fo lris

oulstanding lbes.

32, I{esponclenl. negJigcntly l'ailcd to infbnrr Nguyen ab,oLrt the $862.50 check urd ths

StipLrlation t,.r Discipl ine Otr'l 
jlClf 0l D i S(l lPl,lN'\ I{\i 00 l^ lt'r- $l:it, Ol''lFlli

WA $l'l l N CiilO N $'l rl'l'$, 8,AIt A$iS (X)ld']'l ON
I125 4'l'A!0tiuo, suitc 6ito
$ca:ttle" WA 98101-?539
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corrurlurliuat.ions regarcli ug the eheck,

33, Respcnclent agreed to chargc l*{guyen at the hourly r.afe of',$.l87 {trr represerrlirrg

hcr.

34, Nguyerr told Rcsporrdent that shc did n,o't wirnt tn spencl a slgni:ficant arnouut of

I'ces on the nrntte:' &rrcl lte.$trondent tolctr her tirot he would "endeavor to kcep fees low,'?

35, f)uuing fhe periocllhat he rcpr:esenlecl her:" trtespcnclent chai:gecl unrensonfli:le lbes

to Nguyen, Reslruudent charged fi:r time tlrtrt exceeded the aunnunl of tim:e thnt fl re&sonnble

lawycr woulcJ have char:geci for the tnsks. Ilespunclent nJ^so chargecl llor"tiine that pnrv,ided no

discemnble benefit to Nguyen clu.e to l(espondent'F eftors,

36, Nguyen clid not paty all ol'tlie lbes billecl. by l{espondett,

37, On or about May 22,2013, Nguyen tsrminsted llespor:cJent.urd lrir:ed lawyer,loc.l

Mr.rrray (Murrilrv) to represent he{,

ll.egarding Rerluests for Admi.rsion

38. On crr about DecembeL 3'.1,2012" iLesporrdent's otlioe receivecl ltecluesis Rx

Aclmission propoiir:decl by Oarvey, Schr.rbert, f3ar:er (Oarvey Schuber:t), ti,re ottntncys fcx'cortain

defenclants in Nguyen's pending lawsuit,

39. Responde;nt negligent.ly lailecl, to tiruerly inllcrrnr Ng,*yen abont the liequests f'or

Adnrission ur:til lre mct witir her on Fehruary 7,6,20'13, aJier tirc 30-day rosporlse cleoclliue

expired,

40, Dr"rrin.g the ;liebnrary 26,2013 n:eciing, Respondenl ancl r.,'guvcr) wcllt through the

I{ecl"rests ttrn Aclmission ar:d }.lgr.ryen hand wtole he.r responses to eacl': reque$I"

41. l{es1:onilent negli,gently failed to sencl thc responsre$ to the Requests lbr Admis,sion

to Garvey $chubert,

Stipu lution to Discipline
Page 6
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42. Resp<lnclenl lidled Lo proviclc Nguyerr wjth a copy ol'the Requests I'crr: Admis.sicrrr

and lailed to lteep fl c0py of tte ll.equests lbr Aclnilssion in the clierrt lilc.

43. Wten ll.espondent provided Nguyen's client file to Murray, the Recluesls:for

Actrnission were not in the client 11le.

44, Nguyen: trltilrtttely abandonecl her c'lainr,

IIT. STIII'I-'I.,ATION 1]O MI$CONNTJC"f

'15. I3y tlailiug to cliligently rc.present ancl r:ommu:nicute r.vit,[r l{alrsorr, Responclent

violatcd RPC 1.ij arrd II.PC 1,4,

46. By pr:ovicling &rlse inib::nation to ODC. regarvJing i.h,s Octoller 29,2A12 eura,il ancl

by lrleseuting ODC with tlre fabricated October 29, 2012 enrail" Itesponc,lent viololecl T{PCI

[i,3(n) a:rcl (b), ancl RIIC 8.4(c),

4'/, I3y lniling to c{iligenlly conr;:lote nnd roturn th.e Requests o1l Admissiiln. Rr:d

fiiiling to tirnely comrnnuicafe rvith Nguyen regarding th"e $862.50 ancl the Reclr.rests 1'or

Adn:ission, llespondent violtrted I{PC 1,3 ancl IIPC 1,4.

48. I35, r;harging unreasonable:fees 1o Ngu-ven, Rcsponclcnt vii:latecl ILI)CI 1,5(a),

IV, PI{IC,II DISiCIPI,INII

49, llesponclerrt has no pdor discipline.

V, AI'}PLI CA'I]I0N Ol' AllA $TANDAIID$i

50. 1'he llollow.i:ng Americun llar: Associlrtion Stagdatdt_jbl-Ippp-s_1gg.l,glryyelg-nUg1:ipns

(1991 ed. & Feb. i99? Supp") apply to thi* case,

l, ngk olj) lllqg$tq iH tl, Cerrg Ln u ni SaILgU

51, AIIA,$."igCdAd4.4 appl,ies to Respond,ent's violnlinrrs olrRPC 1,3 sncl RFC 1.4 and

prnvides as follorrys;

Stipulntion to Discipline
Pagu ?
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4.4 l",ncli of Diligcucc

4.41. Disbnrment is generaily appropr'iate when:
(a) a lawy(:1 abandous fhe pra,cxice ancl cartses serious <x l,rote.ntially serious i.4jurv 1'o

a client; clr

(b) a lilwycr knowingly {bliis to per,furnr services for a clier"rt zurd caurses serious r:r
polentinlly seriouii injury to a cli:ent; or
(c) a la.wyer engages in a pattern of neglect i.vith lespect to client nteltleru ancl causes

ssriours ol potcntially seidous injuty to n client,

4,42 Suspension is generally appropriate when;
(a) a law;'st' knowingly thils to perlirrnr sc,rviccs tirr a client and causes irr.iury or
pcltential iniury to a clienl or
(:b) n lalvyer engagss jn a pattern o{'neglcrut nnd c'auses iniury or polenitifl.l injury ti: a
client.

4,43 lleprinrand is genernlly npproprinte rvhen n lr!$ryer ir negligenf n,nd clocs

nof act with rs:rsonahle rliligence in reprssenting * elient, itnd cnttses iniury nr
poteutl*l injury to a client,

4,44 Adnrouition is gener:aliy apprrprinte when a la:wyer is ne gligent ancl does nol act

rvjlh rcasonable cliligcnce in represc$ting a client, and. causes little 0r no aclual or
potential injury tl: a client.

52.l::lalr$qfi. Rcsponclent ncgligently fajled to act with ressonable' cliligenc'e in

rcpre$enting and comn:unicating wifh lrlanson resulting in urneces,$ury clelay and htu:m tc:

Han,soir. [leprhnand i"s 1he presuttptive sanction untler A.IJA $i{ud+{d 4,43.

53.NgUyS!. Respondent negligenfl:y liriled to act vi,itlt reasonablc cliligenuc in

conrnlur:ricutilg with Nugyeu aud responcling tire ldequests Ibr, Ad:li.ssion resulling in ptrtential

harrn, Ileprinrancl is lhe presuntntjve seuption itnder ABA, $trindnld 4,43.

Fnblicnted Enrail

54, AIIA Slq:dafd 7.0 applies to Responcient's having proviclecl ODC with the

fabricaterl ]iinrail. lt provicles as lttllows:

7.0 Violations of l)uties Orvetl ns a I'rrll'essiunal

7,L llish*rruenf i generally npprlpriate whcn u {twy*r hnun'iugly c:ngagc* ilr
conduct thot is s violntion of *r duty owcd n.q * pro,{b5sionnl w,ith the intent to ob't$t*

Stipulntion to Dil;cipline
Pege I
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a benefit for t'lre lnrtycr or $nother, tnd crruses s'erious or poterrtinlly s,erioils injury
to n clicnt, th*r public, or the legnl systcm.

7,2 Suspensicx is ge,nerally app:r:priate when a lar,vyer krowitrgly engnge.s in
cutrduci thal is a violation oli a cluly owed *s n, prnibss:ionerl and csuses irtjury or polcrrtial
iu:iury to a clieill, the public, or the legal sy$tenr,

7.3 Reiprim.ancl is gener,ally appr'opriote rryhen a lawyel negligently engages in
cr:ncluct that is n violation o1'a ctrrty oweclas a prclli:ssiclnal n.nrl causes ijtj:ury or potential
inirury to a client, tJre public. or the legnl system,

7.4 Adrnoni;tion is generaiiy apnloprinte r,vhen a lar.vyer engages in nn isolated
in.stance of n:egligence thal" is a vio,lntion <lf n cirrty owecl as a prol'essional, and cause$

little or n0 ochr{ll or potcntial injury u: a c)ient, t}re puhlic, or the legal systern.

55, Ilesponclent krrorvingly provided ODC rvilh n lttbr{cat*cl lintail ancl llalse stalemefits

regarding the Ernail iutending to minimize itnd r:onceal his nrisconciucL, ltespondcnt's

misconciuct cnuseci potentialiy seLiours injwy to the lawyel discipline systcm,

56. Disbarunent is the p.resunxptivs sanction uncler ABA $tandAXl 7,1. ln.le..l).i.lciBl!*Uy

lltopqeclinq Agerjlirtljllill. 149'Wn.2d 7A7,72 F,3d 1 73 (?003) (lawye.r djsbarr:ccl fbr fabricnting

evidcnce),

Un{onsonable ['ecs

57, A.tlA Stpt"f&Utl 7"0 zrpplies to viokitions of IIPCI LS(aXunleasonnble ft'cs),

58, I(espr:rrdent negligently ch*rged Nguyen unreruonilble fees resulting in aclrral or:

potenfial iiarn"L.

59, iieprirnnncl is the p:ssumplj\re sa:rslion ibr chargilg tmreer.sonabJe fees trnder AB.A.

$tqncia.rd,7,3.

60.'l'hc Supreme Coult litus Louncl fhat, rvhe;re tilere are n:uitiple ethicol vittln,tions, fhe

"ullinrate smctiqn imposed shoulcl at learit he corrsistent with l.he snnclion :[or l:he n:lost seri.olrs

instance cll':nisconcluct among a number o1'viokifions." l,*:Eflgljlt[nglyjfgggqdjlg-{gil1;I

Iletcr:scn. 120 Wn.2d f|33, {i54,, 846 ll.?d I330 (1993) (qucrtirrg Al}A $lgndru:cl,t rit 6).
Sliprr lation to Discipline otattrJcti 0u DtsctPt.,lNARY f:OiJN$Iit. 0ll rHH

wA$H fN (i'troN Ii t:A't11l IIAR Ali$Qcla'n0N
li]25 4,r!' Averrue, Suilc fi00
$cnttle" WA 91ll0l-2539

\?06) 7?"'t -8247
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61, Disbiu'menl is tlre n:ost serious snricli0r"1 ib:'Responclent's misconcluct. Acsordingly.

clisbzu:rnerrt is lhe presurnptive sanclion,

62. 'l'l:c follorvttrg rlgglrftvating t'actors npply under,ABA $Jg$fttd 9.22:

(b) p-:Uhpftg5lerJrd Seltish...Ut-crtive [Responclent's l]abrjcaition ol'the llmail wr.rs nroti\rrltcd

by selfish reasonsl;

(d) X{ulljd_q-A&!$gt l,Responclent engaged in multiple RI']Ci viokrtionsl; and

(i) $-UbSlglljrrl qxps':iqnqe i fitesponclerrt has beer:r practicing hw

siru,e 200i.h

63, 'l'he.llcrllorving lrritigating lbctol applics undsr ABA $lA$19S19,32:

(a) Absctce o{l n prior ctj$qilli$ri,u#gard.

64,'I'he fbotor"s set fonh above do not wefl'ftint nny clepiutnre frorn the presumpti:ve

sanc(i 0 n of cli sb arrn ei:t.

VI. STII'ULAT&D DI$CIPLINE

65, 'l'he parxies stipulate thnt l{espondent "sirall bs clisbnrred tbr }iis co,nctuc[,

66. ODC ha-r agreed to recluest that the $rq:ren:e Corrt nral*e Resportclent's dii,sciplinc

eft'ective al'ter May l. 201 5,

VII. RIX,STITU:TION

67, No restifufiorl is requir:ecl,I

V]il. CO$TS ANI} IJXI'IINSII$J

6S.ltespclnrlent shallpay $750 in attolney tL:es ancl $4,789,93 in ac{mir:Listrati,vecosts:li:r

a totnl of $5,399.30 in erccordance with fil.,C 13,9(i), lf'he Assoc,itr'lion wilJ seelc fl mone)i

I Alrhourgh Responclent churged Nguyar: unrEa.sonat:rlc flees, th,e pulies agree 'tltat uo r:estilution is
recluirecl becsuse Nguyen clid not pay all olithe lbes clrru'ged by liesporlclent, and the specilic anrounto{i
overch{ra.es can nof be ascelllnirreel,

Stipulfltion m Disclrline
Pr,gc lf)

oFir lc[ oF nt.$cJ pl, tNA IlY c:otJNiitil, oF'J-t.{[
wAst{ri,'l0'l'0i..i s't'A I'fi. ll,4[{ Ass0cl^'I tON

1325 41n Averl$e, $uite 600
Sr:nttle, WA^ 98 lfJ l-2539

12.06) 72.7-B?-l't
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.judgnrent unc{er ,ll.L,C 13,9(1) iJlthc.se costs &re not paicl wittrin 30 days o1'approval o[ this

stipulatir:rT.

IX. VOLUNTARY AGRE$,MNNT

69, Ilesi:r:ndent statcs that prior to en,tedng into tJris $tipulntion lrc has consulted

independent legal ooirnsel regarding this Stipulatiotr, tha* Ilcspondenf is enluring i.ilto tlris

:stipuintion: voluntarily, nnd thnt no pronrlses or th::eafs lrrve been mfldc by ODC, the

r\ssocjartion, nor by any repressntative thereol; to irtcluce the Re,sponclunl to errter jnto tltjs

$tipul*tiorr exccpl us provicled he::ein.

70, Once llurlly execuled, this stipulatic.nr is a aeniracl governecl by the legal principles

npplicable to contrftsts, and mny not be r"r::ilaterally rgvoked or muclilied by eithcrr par"ty.

x. L,uvtn'ATI0Ns

71, 
-Ilhis fitiprtlntirrrr is a compror:rise agrcenrent itrlenclecl to rssolvc this matter in

nccordance uri1ll 11r* pul'pose$ 0f law;,s!' disciplirre while avoiilj:nrr I'tnttrer proceedings ar:d the

exilencliture oll;rdciitionnl resources by the Responclent and ODC. Both the llesponcterlt lawysi'

ancl ODC flcknowledge that the resull after: firther proceedings in th.is ltl{lter might d.illet firom

tho rcsult agrecd to lrerejn,

72" This Stipulation is not binding u.poin ODC ol' the re sponcl.ent i'iii a st*letuent of all

c-x,isting {ircts r.eluting to thc profbssioual ccrndnct of'thc respondent lriwyet, and eny aclclitior:al

existing l'ncts may be proven ir: ony subsecltrcnt clisciplinary proceedings,

71. This Stipulalion rfsults Jirm: tlrc cons:irJ,erstion cri'varjous 1lttctors- by botlt padiers,

incluc{ing tl:e benefits tr: both by pronrptly rerolving thi.smaltelrvithourt:the tirne atrd expense of

heiurings, Disciplinary Board appeais, emci $ugrremE Clorut appeals 0t p'etitiotls :[ivr review. As

,such. approval o1'this Stipulation will rrot constltute p:"ecedent in deten::iini:rg the al:l:ropriatc

fitipulation to Disuipllne
Page l l

OITIC:ll O,f DI$C{}[,lNAIiY COllNsl:il, Oir'ft"lli
wA sl'n N01'oN $'r)\'f lii BAld A,sli0cl^l'l()N

Lil25 4r!'Averrug, :i[itc 600
$caltlo, Wl\ gil l0 I -?.539

(206) 721-S?01
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sanlrtion tr: lre inrposecl in other cases;rlrut, illappr:oveti, this Stipulation

subsequenf proceeclings ngainst Respondent 10 lhe same sxterlt as

Stii:ulation,

lvill

lllly

be adrnissihle in

othcr npproved.

74. Llndet Di.sciplinary .lloard policy" in adctition to the Stiptt.lntiorl the :Dlsoiplinary

llozu:d shnrll have avai:labk'to itjbr consideLati.on all docunrents,thal the part,ies agl'ee to srtb:ntit

to rhe Disciplinary lJoarel, and all public documenl$, l.lnclet: Iil-C 3.,l(b), all dopr"me::ts that

l'onn tfis lecord belbre the l3oarcl .ft):t: its reviuw Llecome pLrhlic inf]crr:nrati:nn on approval crt't]trs

Stipulation by tJre Boarcl, unless disclosure is resn ictecl by order eit: r:ule of, law.

75. If this $tiprrl"ationr is nppn:ved :by the Disciplinary lJoar:d ancl Suln'eme Coltt't, iL rvill

be fgilowsd by t,tre disciplina'ry action agreecl to in this StipLrJation. A,il nol;ices requ.itecl in the

Itules lbr liinfbrr:enrenl of T.nwyer Concluot rvill be macle,

76, lf this Stiirulntion is :rol approved by lhc Discipl"inary Bomd. and St"tprer:nc, Coutrt. tlris

Stipirlaticin will hnve no {br'ce or el'lisct, and neither it not thc lttct of its cxoculion rvill be

aclnrissitrlc as eviclenco in the penciing clisciplirrnr:y ploceeciirrg. in any subsequent clisciplinnry

proceecl,ing. or in nny civil or crirninal action.

Stipulotion to Disciplittc
Page 12
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