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AUG 1 I2015

DISCIPLINARY
BOARD

BEFORE THE
DISCPLINARY BOARD

OF THE
WASHINGTON STATE BAR ASSOCIATION

Notice of Reprimand

Lawyer Christopher Lee Neal, WSBA No. 33339, has been ordered Reprimanded by the

following attached documents: Order on Stipulation to Reprimand and Stipulation to

Reprimand.

CEBTIFICATE OF qFqI''CF

r cerrify rhat I earsprl a coov or'no t[$tl#4@

Notice of Reprimand
Page I of 1

WASHINGTON STATE BAR ASSOCIATION
1325 Fourth Avenue - Suite 600

Seattle, WA 98101-2539
(206) 727 -8207

WASHINGTON ST TE BAR ASSOCIATION

to the Disciplinary Board

Offrce of Disr:inlrnary Cnrrnsel and to be mailed

postage prepatd on the.
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FitED
AUG I 0 2015

DISCIPLINARY
BOARD

BEFORE THE
DISCPLINARY BOARD

OF THE
WASHINGTON STATE BAR ASSOCIATION

Proceeding No. 14#00077

ORDER ON STIPULATION TO
REPRIMAND

On review of the Stipulation to Reprimand, dated June 18, 2015, June 22,2015, and

August 4,2015, and the documents on file in this matter,

iT IS ORDERED that the Stipulation to Reprimand is approved.

L.S
ine Officer

oF sEqr,fcF

r cerrify rhar I carrsprr , *o" or rnrWWrMhMul'W'M

Order on Stipulation
Page I

CHRISTOPHER LEE NEAL,

Lawyer (Bar No. 33339).
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ORI6INAL

BETORE THE
DISCPLINARY BOARD

OT THE
WASTUNCTON STATE BAR ASSOCIATION

Proceeding No. 14#00077

STIPULATION TO REPRIMAND

LJnder Rule 9.1 of the Rules for. Enforoement of Lawyer Conduct (ELC)' the following

Stipulation to Rqptimand is entered into by the Oflipe'of Dlsciplinary Counsel (ODC) of the

Washington State Bar Association (Association) through disciplinery counsel Jonathan Burke,

Respondent's Counsel Anno L SEidel and Resportdont lewyer Clrristopher Lee Neal.

Reslondent und.erstands that he is emitled under the ELC to a hearing to present

cxhibits and witnesses on his behalf, and .to have a hearing officer determine the facts,

nriscon'duct and sanction in rhis case. Respondent fi;rther understands that he is entitled under

the ELC to appeal the outcome of a hcaring to the Di5ciplinary Board, and, iil cerlain cases, the

Suprenre Clourt. Respondent hrrther understands thar a hearing aud appeal could result in an

outcome mnre favorable or less fhvonrbls t: him. Respoudent chooses to resolve this

proceeding nolv by entering into the following stipulation to fhcts, misconduct and sanetion 1o

Stipulation to Diseipt inc oF.F]cE oF DrsclPLrNARY COU'NSEL O-F TltS
WASHINGTON STATE I}AR ASSOCIATION

I 325 44 Avcnue, $uirc 600
Scattlc; WA 98101-?539

(206\127-8107

CII RISTOPTIT:R LEU NEAL,

[-4rvyer (Bar No. 33339).

Page I
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avoid the risk, time, and expense attcndant to further ploceedings.

I. ADMISSION TO PITACTICE

l. Respondent was admitted to practice larv in the State of Washington on January 29,

2003.

II. STIPULATED FACTS

2.. In Augrxt 2012, Nestcr Cisneros (Ne.ster) and Tomasa Ontiveros (Tomasa),

collectively referrcd to as the Cisncroses, mot with, Respondent to diseuss representing them in

connection with a disptte with the United States Internal Revenue Service (IRS) regarding

incomc tax credits claimed fbr dependenF in the tax year 2009.

3. 'l-he Cisnerose,s do not speak Englislr fluently, Norma Cisneros (Norma), the

Cisneroses' daughter, attended all meetings with Respondent and translated for them, and made

al.l telephone oalls to Respondent for the Cisneroses.

4. Tlrerc rvas no r.vriEen fee agreenrent or other docurnentation r.eflecting when

Ilespondent was hired hy the Cisneroses. The Cisneroses believed rhat that they hired

Respondent in August 2AL2 and provided bim with, documentation regarding their tax claims.

-does--not-reeall-Jhe-.August 2012=neepting-wi& the.Cisner.oses.*-ln*m1.€v"ctrt,

Ilespondent believes that he rvas hired by tlre Cisneroses in March 2013, irrespective if he rnel

with the Cisnerose$ in August 2012. Forpurposes of this stipulation, the parties agree that it

was unolear whcn llespondent was hired by the Cisneroses.

5. On January 22,2013, the Cisneroses enEred into an installnrent payment plan

w'ith the IRS and .started making monthly payrnents to the II{S on the alleged debt owed,

Respondent was not involved in negotiating,the pay'ment plan.

Stipulation to Discipline
Page 2

orrlcE oF DrsclPLlNARY c9uNSr?L OFTFIE
WAST ilNCTON STATE BAR ASSOCIATION

1325 4e Avcnuc, Suite 600
scattlci wA 98101.2539
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6. The Cipnerose$' clieBt file was losl st Rpspondent's law office for a period of at

least 4 months.

7, Respondent ditl rrot pronlplly in'form tho CisBsroset that their olient file was

rnissing and did not retumr'tolephones messagos ftom the Cisneroses regardlng the status of their

client matter during the period when their file was lost

8. Nester and Tomas cach signedIRS Form 2848 (Fower of Attorney and Declara[ion

of Representalion) and provided tho executed. forms to Respondent by no latet than May 6,

2013.

9, On Mny 6; 2013, Respondent informed the IRS about his representation of the

Cisneroses arrd rcquested an aceount transcript for tho Cisneroses, w'hich the IRS provided that

day.

10, 11s*r.rdent.did n.ot mainhin oontemporenpous time. records reflecting how much

time he spent on the Cisreroses case. Respondent'q reeords leflect that he performed some

legal research regarding the Cisrtelosesi clairn.

t I. Alter ldespondent's initial cotrtagt with'the lRS on May 6, 2013, Respondcnt did not

contsol the IRS and resoll'e the issues regarding the.Cimeroseq' depandent &x credit$ for the

tax year 2009.

12" On or about Nsvember 6, 2013; the Cisnerose.s termiuated Rospondent because

they belieVed that Respondent was not:dillgently;ptrsuing their matter.

I3. In Novenrber 201.3; Reslpondest sent the Cjsneroses a billing st&l€rnent for $i,660

for,lcgal servioes rendered, This was the first biLl and only bill Respondent provided to the

Cisneroses.

tr4, Some of the serviees oharged tcr the Cisneroscs in the billing statement were

Stiputation to:Discipline O.FFICS OlqISClpi,lNanV COTNSEL Or rHE
pqi" s wAsl{iNTflTflfffi,Xtf,t:i8.,''',n"

sea$ls, \iA 98101-2t39
(206) 72'1-E207
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inaccurate, Tlrere was also wprk.performed by Respoudest'that was not'includgd in the bill.

R.espondeflt believes that hc may have negligently charged the Cisneroses for legal services

provided to anqth.er client.

I5. 'Ihe Cisneroses refused to pay Respondent's bill and filed a griev.ance n'ith ODC.

16. Respondent did net pursue the Ctsnero$es for payment of the 'bil! Ard has agnced to

write otlfl the charges.

ItI. STIPULATION TO MISCONDUCT

17. By misplacing the Cisnsroses' client file and their doctrmentation, Respondent

violated RPC 1. l. 5A(c)(3).

18, By failing to diligently complete the'Cisnerospsl tax matrer wittrrin a reasonable time

frante, Respondent violated IiPG I.3,

19. By failing lo rolum telephone,calls fiorn the Cisneriises,regardingtlre status of t}eir

matter, Responclent violated RPC 1,4(a).

20. By charging unsupported fees to the Cisneroses, Respondent violated RPC 1.5(a).

IV. PRIOIT DISCI'pLINS

- 21. Respondcnt lrasao..priordiscipline,

Y. AI'PLICATION OF ABA STA}IDARDS

22. fhe lbllowing American Bar Associatioa Starrdards. .r_lgrposingLawyer Sanctions

(l 991 ed: & Feb. 1992 Supp,) (ABA Standards) 6pply to this casc:

Violation of ILPC tl5.A.(c)(c)(3)

23. ABA Stanclard 4,1 applies to violations of 'RPC l.l5A(c)(3); and provides as

follc,rws:

4,1 Failwe to Preserye tke Clienl's Property

Stiputation to Discipline
Page.{

oPprcE oF DlscPIlNARy corrl\lstsL oI: IFIE,VIAS}IINGT:ON 
YTATE BAN ASSOCIA'IION
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4.:11 Disbarrnent 'is generally 'agpropriate w'lren a.lawyer knowingly: convefts
ulient propefiy and cauies injrry oi g.xlturtial i$jury to a clleut,

,4.12 Suspension i.s gcrterally appropriatc when a lawyer knowg or s-hould know
that he is dealing inrproperly with olient proporty and causes iqiury or potential

injuryto a client.

4.13 Rcprimand is generally rppropritte when a lawyer is negligent in
dealing with cliont ppperty and cruseq injury or potential injury to a client.

,4:.14 Admonition is,generally appropdate whem a lawyer is neglfuent in dealing
with client property and causqsilittle orno actual or:potential injury to a client.

24, Respondent was negligent in dealing with the Cisneroses' client file resulting in

delay in handling their to( mattcr.

25. Reprimand is the presumptive.sanction under ABA S.tandgld a.13,

Vlolntion of RPC 1.3 and RPC l.a(a)

26. ABA Standqfd 4,4 applies to vlolations of RPC i.3 and RPC l;4(a), and prrcvides as

follows:,

J,4 Laok of Dtligence

4.41 Disbannent.isgenerally appropriate when:
(a) a,latvyer ahandons_ the pracJics ard pau$es scrious or polentially serious
injury to a cltenq qr
(b) a lutvyer knowingty thilsto perform servioes fol a client and.causes serious
or potentially serious iqiury to a olienqor
(c) a .lawyet engages,in a pattom of neglect wlth respeot to client matters and
causes seriorts or po:tentidlly:s"1p6:i$ur/ tg a elient"

4.42 Suspeusion is generally appropriale when:
(a) a lawyer knowingly fails to perforni servlces for a:client and causes injury
or: potential ihjury to a ctient, or
(b) a lauryer engages'in a paltem of'neglect and causes lnjury or potential
injury to a clicnt.

4..13 Reprirn,artcl is genernl$ qppropriate when a lawyer ls negtlgent and
does not abt with res$ohrble dillseuce in repreienting a clientl, tnd causes
injury or potertial iqiury to a client

4,44 Adnronition is generally-,appropriate whea a lawyer is negligent aniJ does

Stipulatiori to Disoipline OTFICE OF DI.SCUILINARY COTNSEL O}'IfiE
WASHTNGTON S',[ATt, BAR A$SoCIATION

1325 4s AvcDuc, suite 600
Seat(lc, WA 98l0tA$9

(206)727-8?;Q7
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not act with reasonable diligence in representing a olient, and causes little or no

27. Respondent was negligent in handtiug the Cisneroses' olairu and responding to rhE

Cisneroses' salls resulting in delpy,

28. Reprimand is the presumptive.sanction under ABA Stan0Erg 4:43.

Violation of IU>C 1;5(a)

29, ABA Standard 7,0 applies to vjolations of RPC 1.5(a), and provides as follows:

7.0 Violatiom of:D*les Owed,,as a PrqlbittCInql

7.1 Disbarment. is g.enera{ly apjropriate wheu a lawyori knowingly engaggs in
condust that is a violation of a duty owed as a professional with the intent to
obtain a benefit for the lawya or another, and causes serious or potentialty serjous
injury to a clicnt, the.public, or thc legal sy-stem.

'1.2 Suqrnsion is generally approprialo when a lewyer knowingJy engages in
conduct that is a violation of a duty oqred.:as,a prolbssional and causes r4iury or
potential injury to a cli'ent, thepublic. or the,legal system.

7.3 Reprimand is generally appropriate when a lawyer negligently
engages in couduct that is a violation of a dq$ owod as a professional and
causes lnjury or potential injury to a client, the,puUlic, or tho legal system,

7.4 Admonition is generaltl appfopri'ate whet a lawyer engages,in an isolated
instance of negligence that is a violation of, n: duty owed as a:professional, and
causes little or no-.aclual or potential injgry tp a client, ttre public, o1 the legal
syslem.

30. Respondent negligontly failcd: to

resulting in potential harm,

maintain billing records for the Cisnereses,

31, Reprimand is,the presumptivc sanction under.ABa Sttrud3rd 7.3

32. 1'hc fotlowing aggravating firc{orrs appl under,A,Bytr Standard 9.22: l

(d) Multiple offenses [respondent vioiated several HC*J,

(i) Substantial experience in the practice of lbw [Respondent was 4dmitted to pracrice in

Stipulation to Disciplino OSFICE OF DISC:PLTNARY' COUNSEL Of THE
WASHINCTON S'TATE BAR AS$OCIAT'QN

iSzs +u AvEnuc, Iiuite 600
Sicuttlc; WA 9Al 01.2539

(206) 7?7"8207
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33. 'llhe lbllowing mitigating factors:e1ply undu ABA Stapdard 9.32:

(a) Absence of a prior disoiplinaty reqord';,

(b) Personal and enrotional problerns iDurins the period in questions, Respondent was

dea[ing with signiticant family issues, his wife was being reated for cancer and his

son suffered from a traurnatic heid.:injury as a result ofa sledding accident]; and

(c) Physical disability lDuri.trg material times, Respondent's legal pmctice was impacted

by his diabetesl"

34. On balance the'aggravating and mitigating factors do not require a departure tlom

the presumptive sanction of repdmand

VI. $TIPULATED DI.SfiPLINE

3,5. The parties stipulate that Respondcnt shllll receive a reprimand for his conduct

36. Rospondont will be subjcct to probation for a period of trvo.years beginning when

this stipulation. receives final approval, During the tw0-Year probation period (1) Respondent

wilt prepare and rnaintein urittgn .f€s agr,e-ements for,all clients for whom he provides legat

services, and (2) Respondent will keep acarate time records for all clieuts,for whom he is

providing legat services oq an hourly basisr Every six mpnths during &e probation period,

Respondent shall providc disciplinaq, couusetr with, copies of (I) all fee agreements for legal

slienrs,. and (2) all billing::stat€Rl€nts fnr legal servige$ pfovidpd to clicr*s on an hourly basis.

YII, RSSTITUTION

37. Restfturion is not appticalte.

Stipulatiorr to Pirpiplinc
Fage 7

OIIIIICE.OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL OF THE
WASHINGTON STATE BAR.ASSOCTATION

1325 46 Ai"nuc, suito 600
seaulq wA 98101-2539

.... -(20$m7-8207
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VRI. COSTS ANDEXTENSES

38. Ilespondent shall pay afiornBy fees aird adrninistrative costs of $852.50 ($500 in

expenses and $352.50 in oosts) h.accordancp wifli EI-C t-'3,9(i)i The Assop.iation will seek a

nroney judgrnent under EI-C 13.9{l) ifthese,coits arenot:paid within 30 days of approval of this

stipulation,

IX. VOLUNTARY AG.REE,KIENT

Sg,Re.spondent states that prior to entering into this Stipulation he has consirlted

indeperident legal ceiunsel regarding this Stipulatig.rr, that Reqpondent is entering into ttiis

Stipulation volturtarily, aud that no promises or threats hove been :made by ODC, the

Association, nor by any repr€ssn-tative theteof, to induce the Respondeil! to, enter into.this

Stipulation except as provided herei:n.

40, Once fully executed, this stipulation is a confapt governed by the lega! principles

applicable to contxaets, and rnay not be,unilateratly .revoked or modifiod by either pary.

X. LIIVTITAT[ONS

4l.This Stipulalion it a oompromisc agrer,ynenl intc,ndgd ts resolve this mattsr in

accordance with.the puqposcs of laryyer disciplise whirc- avo-id.ing further proccedings and thc

expenditurc of adclitional resources by the R.ospondent and ODC, Both the Respondent lawyer

and O.DC acknowledge thal the result after furtter proceedings in this matter might differ from

the result agreed to herein.

42,This Stipulation is nor bintling upon ODC sr,thorespo.ndsntas a $tatqrnent of all

existing facts relating to the professional conduct of the respondent lawyet, and any additional

exisring facts may be proven irr any subsequgnt disciplinary proceedings.

43. This $tipr.rlation rezults fipm the qonside-{ation of various facJors by both parties,

Sripulation to Disclpline
Page 8
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,includiug the benefits to both bv promply resolvlng ttis marterwithout the thne and expense of

hearings, Disciplinary Boartl appeals, and Supreme Court appeals or petitioas. for review. As

spctr, approyal of rhis Stjpulation will not con$titute precodent in determining t[e appropriate

:

sancrion to be imposed in other cases; but, if approve{ this Stipulation wjll be aclmis.sible in

subseqtwnt groceedines against llospondent to ths same 
:$xtqt 

qs any other approved

Stipularion.'. :

44. Under ELC 3.1(b), all doeuments that form the record beibre the Flearing Officer for

his or her review becomp puhlic intbuuarion on approral of the Stipulation by the Hearing

Officer, unlesS disclosure is rcstricted by order or rule of law.

45. If this Stipulation ls approvet! by ihe }learirrg Oflicer, it will be followed by the

clisciplinary ia06on agreed to rin this Stipulatlon, .A.ll notices required in the Rules for

Entbrcement qf Lalvyer Condrrct lvill be nradc.

46. If this .Stipulation is not approved by the Hearing Ofticer, this Stipulation will have

no forcb or effee! and neither it nor the fagt of its exocffiion will be admissible as evidencein

the pepding disciplinary prqceeding, in any subsqquent disciplinary procecding, or in any civil

or criminal action.

Slipuladon to Discipljne
Page 9

OTFICE OP DISCIPI.INARY COUNSFJ, OF THE
WAS}IINCTON STATE BAR ASSOCIATION

1325 4'h Avenuer Suito 600
.Sgnttlc" WA 9810l;2539

tu6>x2?-8207 - -



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

IO

II

t2

l3

14

l5

.16

l7

l8

l9

20

21.

22

23

24

WHEREfORE the undersigned beire,fi,illy advised",adqpt and,egree !o.this Stipulation

Anrre L Seidel, BarNo. 7:2742
Counsel for Respondent

Dated: +l*_

to Discipline as

BarNo.20910

Stipu lation to Discipl ine
Page l0

OfIF'TCIE OF DISCTPLINARY COUNSPJ* OF'TIIE
WASTIING'TON, STATE BAR, ASSOCIA'TION

1325 46 Ar.enuc' Suito600
Seattlo, WA 9El0l:2539

(?06\'t27-8247
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