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INTRODUCTION
I OnNovember3,2008; Real Parties In Interest Del Rey Shores Joint Venture and

I Del Rey Shores Joint Venture North (“Real Parties”) filed 4n-application for an Order to Show Cause

4, The:OSC set forth sixteen specific charges of contempt:

&, Refusing torespond:to-questions ata Jidgment Debtor Exarination on

| June 18,2008, despite valid servioe of an Order Requiring Appeararice and two orders by

‘overruling Fine’s objections and ordering him'to produce the: dociitents requested by the

|| subpoena;

¢ Refusingtorespond to'questions:at a Judgment Debtor Examination o

|| October15,2008, despite valid service of an Order Requiring:Appearance and'an order by

- “Commissioner Gross overruling Fine's objectionis and-ordefing him to answer quéstions;
, 3 s‘objections and:ordering him 6.4 :

TIUDGMENT AND ORDER-OF CONTEMPT RE RICHARD I EINE

2
ExHiBr A
PAGE "3 OF _[_S-___PAGEs
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EaiOticcof Joshis Lokosee:

|| Tecum on October 15, 2008; and failing to comply with the order of Commissioner Gross
|| overnuling Fine’s objections and ordering hifn to produce the documents requested by the

| -Subpoena;

- pleadings and other documents filed ‘with the court;:

'~ violationiof

13l couirt;

‘general in various pleadings and other'documents filed with the cotirt;

1 f;pleadmgs and other: docum

pleadifigs and other documents filed with the court;

£ Failing to produce documents pursuant to a duly served Subpoeria Duces

g:8 Repeatedly malqng knowingly: false statermentsiof fact and lawir

Making repeated motions for reconsideration:of the court’s Janary 8, 2008

n.various pleadings.and other |
j Repeatedly.attacking the:integrity of the court in-oral staterients 1o the:

ke RePeatedlYaﬁackmgthemtegntyofthelosAﬂgelesSupenorCourtm

L Repeatedly attacking the integrityof the Los:Angéles Superior Cotirt ini-

generatin. to-vatious bench officers;

. Reyeatedly attackmg the: mtegnty of the State Bar Court in various:

0.  ‘Behaving in-a disorderly, contemptuous; or:insolent manner toward the:

RXCHARD I FINE

ExHiBT A
PAGE l/ or_[3_ eaces




 osr0a/20P I8 5P QAR W CW D%Q@@ﬁ Udrcefled 0500112009 Page 6 hifavors

a0 fiees of 1thiua L Rgsen:

AR T I - T TR T

3: Forthe purposes of trial, the sixteen “charges” stated in the OSC were groupedinto |

five categories:

4 (Charge'l—TFailing to answer questions and produce documents at the

: Judgment Debtor Examiiations: despite valid semce ofd subpoena and bemg lawfully ordered to. |

doso. by Conm551oner Gross: ('m] 4 a through f)
b. Charge Dz Attackmg the: mtegnty of this‘court; the Los: Angeles Supenor

ind the State Bar Court (14 4,1 through o).

<. Gl_;_a_;:geﬁ~'~'-;Mg[_ggg-fggpggtﬁd{l}?lﬁh’on's,:for{reccirisﬁieraﬁbﬁs51’11‘*.vid}_ati’b’;};:‘qf i

d. Charged ~ Practicing law, and/or holditig himself out as enitled to practice

1) lawin the'State:of California when he:.szwas- n@tgﬁtiﬁ@qft()_';vp;;aréxfjg‘;ef%;gw. in:the State-of California

1 o).

€. Charge 5~Lying about his'status with the State Bar in'pleadings filed i

31 Eﬁ;@;miyg&ﬁms,gnghtzato;;counsel; Emez‘asseﬁéd‘p ght»;iaggihst’ff’sgl’-fz' rxrmnatxon

9. The courtconsidered the evidence and exhibits that were'admitted into-¢vidence, or |

 were judicially noficed, and the arguments of Fine and counsel for Real Parties.

SFOSED] JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF CONTEMET RE RICHARD T FINE
4! .
ExHiBIT A

pacE_S__oF IS eaces
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|| -aMotion to Dismiss:the Petition pursuant to Public Resources Code §21167.4..

4. ‘OnOctober 12,2007, the State Bar Court'issued:an Order: reconmendmg the

6| (@xhibits 1 and 2)

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. On Jiine: 14 2007, Petitioner, Marina Strand Colony I, Homeowners. Association,.

' with Finie as:counsel of record, filed the Petition in the underlying riandate action,

2. OnSepfember 13,2007, Respondent; County of Los: Angeles and Réal Parties filed -

er 10 2007‘fmeonbehalfefPetmcnerﬁledaMo&onforRehefﬁom

8 :Qn,l?cbmanye1.;9,_42008:.,1-,and. Mar(:h--5;:_2OOEQE,Fme‘EﬁlediiﬂMoﬁons,tor'?’If‘iaXi»itheszamwats

* sought by Real Paties, scheduled for hearing on March'20, 2008 and April 10, 2008, respecively.

9. OwMarch20,2008; this court continued thie Hearing and stated that it would hear

"_ U_} JUDGMENT AND ORDE,:_E 0] .,sCONTEMPT ‘RERICHARD L FINE.

" LaWOMEs B Iehua L Rodes e /4
. : HIBIT

PAGE [( OF /‘S— PAGES
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1| 10. OnApril 10,2008, ahearing was held on both of Fine’s Motions. | Fine refused to
o o || PRECRED Wiy o o
D? Faake. the Motions, asserting that the court had been'disqualified and could not _

(OB O APRICI, Tops FInE FIoll AmeTisn ”7’:‘!‘1";‘ OLSR UL 1BrCA Town BT
hear the Motions. This court took the Motions off calendar.  §.57A% 4% 2= Secvsd ov|

1L OnApril 15,2008, this court sntered an Order awarding Real Parties $46,329.01 in. |

5. 0tder”), THE *RVER pimd Beizn) svsrrred
nop fORTY 7 AIRIL 1 2O, v T B PR
ot REqiifife Hppedtinte-(“ORAP™),

5 compensatory atforneys fees and costs (the “Ap
| Tozoses TAERE BY coverge rotgie iatie

7r S O MEY ST, Fine wad served Wil % ,
ment'1-A for 2 Judgment Debtor Examination, |

7 | requiring Fine to appear on June 18, 2008 in Departn

and was/also served with a Subpoena Duces Tecum fequiring hiti1 to produce various documents at |

| the Fudgment Debtor Examination Exhibits 3 and 4). |
n June 16, Fine filed a Memorandum of Costs claiming $51/425.43 in “Other”

10 13.;

11.f ‘Costs: Fineinsisted e was filing the Memorandum on behalf of Petitioner.

| 12 14: Justbefore the Judgment Debtor Examination on Juie 18, Fine filed a fourteert
13| page objection to the Judgment Debtor Examination and to the production 6f documenits pirsuant
14 to the Subpoena Duces Tecum. (Exhibit 8). The objections raised included that the. April 15:Order

15 ‘wasvoid because this court had been:disqualified, and that the-award :of?'comj_;_:)cnsatory*'Iegai.‘:feesz'

2 16.  Pinethen allowed himself to be:sworn but refiised to answer any.question posed to -
22/ hit'other than stating his name, that he had been served with the Order'to Appear and the
1d that he had

1y docuirments in responise to the subpaen

23| subpoens, that e Wwould ot produce

20| his objection. Conumissioner Gross found that he could. (Ex.9:at 14, 37)
\
I

24 ‘not obtained a'stay of execution of the April 15 Order eithier from the Sipetior Court or'an
25| -appellate:court; He refuised to answer any other questioiiposed to'him based on'the-overruled
26| objections, and indicated that he would assert the:objection to any question. (Ex; 9 at15:33),

27 17.  Commissioner Gross then found that the questions were proper, and once again.

28| overruled the objec ordered Fine to-answer the questionsand produce the documents:

© T IPEQEOSED] JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF CONTEMBT RE RICHARD 1 FINE
Law'éfga:_qf'beﬁu;.,&. fosen.. ' . ' & EXH}B]T A’

PAGE 7 OF (5 paces
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 requested by the subpoena. Fine nonetheless indicated that he would continue to-assert the

ik

- e hail thé auithority toTule on the objections and order the examination to go forward: Finie was

ordered

Department 1-A for the:coritinued Judgmient Debtor Examination.. .Fine again refused to answer:
|| anyquestions.or produce any documents pirsua - the Subpoena, ‘Commissioner Gross then:

* ordered Firie to answerthe questions and produce documients pursuant to the Subpoena.

LI T - T S G

|| Notwithstanding the-order, Fine refused to respond to any questions or produice any documents,

10| ‘Gomimissioner Gross ordered Fine to appear-agait in Departrent 1-A. 6 October 15, 2008,

o
R=

19 'OnOgtober 15, 2008, Fine and counsel for Real Parties again appeared in

Department 1-A-for'the continued Judgment Debtor Examination. Fine againrefused to answer

any-documents plrsuant to-the Subpoena: ‘Commissioner Gross:then

any questions-or prod

ordered Fine:to answer the questions and. produce documerits pursuanit fo the Subpoena,

e
£

| Notwithstanding the-order, Rine refused torespond to'any questions or produce any documents.

[2.028

19 | anyquestions or produce any:docuients pursiant o the Subpoena, Commissioner Gross then:

AL )

ordered Fine to answer the questions aiid produce do ursuiant to the Subpoena.

Kyt
O

Notwithstanding the order; Fine refuised to respond to iy qustions or produce any documerits,

BoR

- Commissioner Gross ordered Fine to appear again'in Department 1-A. ori March 16, 2009.

21;  On September 19,2008, the Review Department of the State Bar Court issued an

8

Opinion and Order affirming the Hearing Department’s Order, including the recommendation-of

 disbarment, and faiataining his status as an involuntarily inacfive member of the State Bar

5| pursusnt:to Businiess and.

27| Rule220.

*P] JUDGMENT:AND ORDER

K4

F CONTEMPT RE RICHARD LEINE

Law:Gliices oﬁég}ius [‘.;'}-lg_s_e_:_s_:'v
EXHIBIT A

PAGE__"Z__,_OF_Q:__PAGES
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' (Exhibit 22) (“the website”). The website is entitled “Law Offices of Richard L. Fine-and
|| Associates.” The website lists an address in Beverly Hills; California for the Law Offices of

1 ‘Richard 1. Fine and.Associates,. The website 's‘t'a'te's‘the?éfi)ilbviﬁggc\»at"i
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22.  Fine'hasand continues to maintdin'a website at htt :{ll,www;riéhardﬁneia_w,com;,

R - YT~ N R

BN N N R R s
S B D = S v s N Gt & Ge 2B

96

27| and willfully disobeyed it:

28

- ttps//vevi v.richardfinelaw.com/thefirm. html :

the.abuse of governmental power anid safeguard constitutional rights.

‘continuesto:protect their personal interests fn‘eivil, criminaliand ifnmigration
:matters.”

23.  Finesigned, and purported tosissue, numerous subpoenas in this proceeding,

251 disobeyed it.

“The Law Offices of Richard I. Fine & Associates is unique-amongst Jaw firmas in

e fin s been Sought out By govermiments, multinational and

domestic corporations, and individuals'to solve a diverse ranige of public and
private problems. Throughout its practice; the firm has remained small and:
supremely client-oriented while addressing interests on a-loéal, national and global

scale.

firm to resolve a whulti

protect their rights. The firm has Helpi

Richard 1. ﬁincg{&e;Assodia%e_s_iias':effecti%elyj_'stqp_ipé:d5‘526‘5§years_‘lbﬁi’jﬁﬁgetfbxises S1:8

s:changed the way that public.donations are processed in-Asderi

Orva miore individual level, the fitin Has wos inillions of dollars for iis clients and

25, Fine was aware of the Subpoens Duces Tecum, had the ability to comply with it

Taw:Dflides ;g{‘)bsl;‘xgc"l;)._ Rosen

FOSEDTIUDGMENT AND ORDER OF CONTEMPT. RE RICHARD 1, FINE

ExHiBiT A

race_ D or_[Seaces
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26.  Finewasawareof Commissioner Gross® June 18,2008, August 25, 2008, October

R

15,2008 and December 29, 2008 Orders, had the ability to comply with them and willfully
 disobeyed thern,

T

: with CCP-§§1211 and 1212, and Fing receivedadequateé notice of the charges-againsthim..

5 R P R - VIR R N SO )

2. Fine received adequate no’ace and an‘opportunity to'be heard: pncr 1o the issuance

s
«

t-‘of"fiie‘%Ap"r'i'-l'?il--s:;_Order-.:
3. ‘Fine’sdue processirightsiwere not violated by the April 15 Order.

4. TheApril 15 Order is:a valid.and enforceable Order of the Court; and s meither

Void nor voidable.

A
S

and is neitheér-void:norvoidable..

o

6. TheSubpoena Duces Tecum served on Fine-on May 27, 2008 is valid and
18]l enforceable.

B S
G NSO

0

Pursuant to CCP'§708.140; Commissioner Gross had the authority to issue the June

| 18,2008, August 25, 2008, October 15,2008 and December 29, 2008 Orders even absenta

[T N%
S W

' stipulation by the parties.

9. Disobedience:of this.court’s April 15 Order and Commiissioner Gross” June 18,

i

6| 2008, August 25, 2008; October 15, 2008 and December29; 2008 Orders; are puishable by

SR N
RN

|| ‘contempt pussuant to GCP §1209(2)5.

Folen }JUDGMENT AND ORDE

 RICHARD 1. FINE-

EXHIBIT /4'
PAGE__/_(_)___OF {5 paces
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1 | 10. .Disobedienice ofthascourt’sAanS@rder and CoMsSionchros# Tune 18,
2008, August 25,2008, October 13,2008 and Decemiber 29, 2008 Orders, are punishable by

'v contempt pursuantto CCP'§128:

‘ 11.  Disobedience of this:court’s April 15'Order and Commissioner Gross’® June 18

6 CCP §§177and 178,

‘Disobiedienice of the Subpoend Duces Tecurn served:on Fine-on May 27, 2008 is

2
3
41
5 || 2008; August 25, 2008, October 15, 2008 and Deceniber:29, 2008 Ordes, are punishable by
6 |
7 Al
5 pusishable-by contempt pursuant to CCP §1209(a)9.

9 13.  Disobedience of the Subpoena Duces: Tecum:served on Fine on May 27, 2008 is
10 punishable by contempt pursuarit to CCP.§1991: |

11 14, Pufsuantto Business and Professions Code §§6007(c)(4) and 6086.5 and State Bax

12| Ruile of Procedure Rile:220(c) the State Bar Courtmustorder the:involuntary inactive enrollment
13| of anattorney upon the filing of a recommendation of disbarment after hearing or default.
14 15.  Richard 1. Fine was involuntarily-enrolled as an inactive memberof the State Bar of AA

15 ,C'éiiffami.éz;.Aeiffcc'tiiye;fdéitbbcr 17,2007, -and has.remained involuntarily inactively enrolled at all

17 ;,1‘:§.:.: Pu ._<aﬁt;ffb_gsBi:‘siﬁess;raﬁé:yrdfess‘iéﬁs@@ddé;:;’§}§j_j§é’f)§éﬁaﬁa=,5122‘_55_-@1yfacxi;v:e..mezr;iimsf

18] of the State Bar-of C

ifornia are entitled to practice law in the:State: of California.

19) 17.  Pursuantto Business'and Professions Code §6127(b), advertising'or holding

20| oneselfoutas practicing orasentitled to practice law or otherwise practicing law in any court,

21 without being an active member of the State Bar is punishable by contempt in proceedings under
22| COP§§1209, et seq,
23 18.  Atall times since October 17,200

24 Stateiof Caleoml‘t
25|l 19 . Atall times since October 17 12007, Fine has not been entitled to. advemse orold:

26| E’himseifaoﬁﬁfhs‘?;practxb}mg?or ,as:f-enmiedeto:pragtxcﬁ-.la_w‘-m;?hﬁ ‘State of California.
27|

A :
=EP1 FUDGMENT-AND: ‘ORDER.OE; CONTEMPT RE:-RICHARD I: FINE
’ 19:

£33 OTfices ol Foshua Ly Rasen: T
LawOffices ol foshua L Rasen EXHIBIT A
once_[{_or_ 5 pees

Fine has niot been-entitled to practice law in'the |
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1] 20.. ‘Pursuant to €CP §1985(c) subpoenas tinist be {ssued by a clerk or.a judge except

2 || ‘thatan attorney at law may signiand issue a subpoenain a proceeding which ke is counsel of
3 " record:

4 21.  Byfiling the Memorandum of Costs purportedly on belalfof Petitioner; Fing'
5

practiced law and held himself out as practicing of as enititled to practice law in the State of

o

California..

22: - By maintaining the website, Fine held himself out as practicing or-asentitled to

.
8| practicelawin the State of California. -Any reasonable person-viewing the website would believe. |
9

|| that Fine was entitled to practice law in the State 0f Califotnia, and that he was holding himself out |

10| aspracticing faw or as'entitled to. practice law in'the State:of California.
11 23.  Bypurporting to issue the .s‘t’ibpoenas in this proceeding, Fine practiced law and.

12| *held Himself out as practicing or as entifled to, practice law:in the:State of California..

14 v
15 FINDINGS

17 1. 'TheCourt finds Fine guilty of contempt on Charge 1, beyond a reasonable doubt,.
18 basedonthe

21 b.  Willful disobedience of Commissionier Gross’ June 18, 2008; August 25,
2008, October 15,2008 and December 29, 2008 Orders pursuant to COP §1209(2)5;:

P L E T 3R P LA TR T R~ % K 5 Ao 3 it
Qi B auvyivymeaifo]olaey GO SO I T T UG DUTSUe

24 d;  'Willful disobedience of Commissioner Gross? June 18; 2008, August 25,
25 2008, October 15,:2008 and December 29,2008 Orders pursuant to:CCP!§128;

SETY] JUDGMENT AND ORDER-OF CONTEMPT RERICHARDLFINE

Layomediottoshunl Roselt. |

EXHIBIT A
PAGE ,L_“l‘;__OF_____/-f__PAGEs
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a8 N

10

12
13

14| Fine practiced law and held himself out as practicing or as-entitled to practice law. in the State of

19

21

22

23

24

25

27
x|

Law Oﬂ’ic:scl‘} oshus L Rosen

2008. October 15, 2008 and December 29, 2008 Orders pursuant to CCP.§§177.and 178;
27,2008 pursuant to CCP §1209(2)9;

27,2008 pursuant to-CCP §1991.

pe R T N

(58 |

isf
16|

17| entitled to practice law in the State of California in violation of Business and Professiois Code

£ Willful disobedience of Commissioner Gross June 18, 2008, August 25,
g Willful disobedience of the Subpoena Duces Tecum served on Fine on May
he  ‘Willful disobedience of thé Subpoena Duces Tectim served onFineon May | - |

2. TheCourt finds Finemot guilty of contempt beyond a reasonable doubton Charge

3. The Courtfinds Fine not guilty of contempt beyond a reasonable doubt on Charge |
%

4. The Courtfinds Fin guilty of contempt on Charge 4, beyond a reasonable doubt,

based-on the following::

& Byfiling the Memorandum of Costs purportedly on behalf of Petitioner,

violation of Business.and Professions Code §§6006, 6125 ‘and 6127(b);

b Firie Hield himself out as practicing or as

§§6006, 6125 and 6127(5);

o Bypurporting tossue subpoenas in this proceeding, Fine practicedlawand |

‘’held himself o taSPractwmgorasennﬂedtopracucelawm he:State-of California in violation of
‘Business and Professions Code §§6006, 6125 and 6127(b).. '

5: The Court finds Fienot _g_x;‘m’y:e;q,ﬁ.c_énteﬁgptbgyonaﬁa:r'easona‘ﬁfefabustsbnfcha;ge' ,

SENTENCING AND ATTORNEYS FEES

This matteri§ Continued to March 4; 2009,.at.9:30 a:m. in Department 86-of this-court for

sentencing.

IPROPEEED] TUDGMENT AND ORDER OF CONTEMPT RE RICHARD LFINE
2 __ - |
exwislr A
/.3 oF /S PAGES
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1 The Court has consxdered and rejects Fine’s explanation that he was entitled to refuse to
comply with the. Order by Commissioner Gross that he answer'the questions put to hitn in'the Judgment |

Debtor’s Examination, because: Commissioner ‘Gross did ggt.-havq.ﬁh@qu;hgnty ‘tp»make;.that orderas |

he was not “aeferee appointed by the court” withiin the meaning of Section 708:140(a) of the Code of |

Civil Procedure. ‘The contertion has fio mésit for the following reasons. Judgment Debtor Proceedings :

in. cases pending i the ¢ enitral District of this Court are assigned to Department. 1A of the Central
District by Loeal Rule 2:5(d). In-January’ of 2008 Commissioner Gross:was assigned to preside.in |
Department 1A 1 ot f néar year,. 2008, The factthat Commissioner Grossis-also a commissioner
'of this court:does ot quahfyhlm from being the “referee” referred to.in Qggi_e_;--;_Qi_\\Q;Yx-I_;iﬁ:pggg_l';‘“ .|

section 708.140(a). That statute expressly authorizes thereferce to order witnessesto atterid and testify iv

at a Tudgment Debtor Proceeding, but only the Court may punish such a witaess for disobeying the order |
of the referee. (Code Civ. Proci; § 708.140(a)(1).) |

2. The Court’has also considered and'rejects Mr. Fine's confenﬁbnsééitbaffhﬁ ,:can;d‘isqiialify

Procedure..
- t 3. The -C@ﬁrt»ﬁhds‘be‘ymcté téé‘sbiiaﬁié“dbﬁgt. that: Mﬁ;Fine;fiS”1%‘iﬁf‘yiff()f,@ontemptgof st

Miz. Fine had kuowledge of the |

'oxéiérs'i;_ié,sii‘éds-by Cénms,szs?ﬂetﬁwss'af’th¢f1udg§nent.ﬂ.debtgrgheann&; {(¢) Mx: Fine was able'to comply |

|| with the orders made by Commissioner Gross at the time they were made; (d) M. Finie continues to have |

E N/
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‘suchability-to-comiply with said orders; (¢).Mr. Fine has willfully.refused to comply with:said orders;

and (f) M. Firie continues to willfully fail to complywith said orders.

+4: Pursuant. to :Section 12119.@) of the Code of ‘Civil Procedure, Mr, Fine is sentenced to |

confinerent in the County: Jail until hie provides all of the information that he has been ordered.to |

‘EF"‘?idé»f ’"'f;ifS;ﬁéi@?ﬁﬁﬁiﬁi@éﬁﬁdti‘ivaid;e;hyf’ﬂie@gmf i ‘_"_1"s:s_fidrier’.ﬁatfi@:assigne&fTq}{;-i:he.-P::es_ifding;f?udgc 3

of the Central District of this Court.

o preside over Departmerit 1.

‘by which Mr. Fine may- end his-confinement is as follows: (1) Mr. Fine may |

answer all questions:put to him i the Judgment Debtor Proceeding which e has'been or is ordered o :

declaration fhis Court will set a.date and time for the resumption of the.Judgment Debtor Proceeding,
oty opposing Counsel thereof, and authorize th Sheriffto ransport Mr. Fine to said procesding (3) |
if M. Fing-does'not tefuse-to answer any-question after being ordered to‘do so by the commissioner | 5
assigried to Department 1A, this:Court:will authorize theshenfftereleaseMr Fine from ciistody, |

-

ction 6127 of the Business and Professions Code, Mr. Fine is sentenced to pay |
rto sperid five days-in:the County. Jail foradvertising or holding himself out'as |

urt without being-an active |

FI5 TUDGMENT AND ORDER‘OF CONTEMPT RE RICHARD 1. FINE.
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