STATE OF CONNECTICUT
JUDICIAL BRANCH

STATEWIDE GRIEVANCE CGIV\IHTTEE
Michael P. Bowler, Statewide Bar Counsel _ 287 Main Street
Second Floor — Suite Two
East Hartford, CT 06118-1385
(860) 568-5157 Fax (860} 568-4953
Judicial Branch Website: www jud.cr. gov

Attorney Beth Baldwin Attorney Stephen Chinitz

- Assistant Disciplinary Counsel Stephen S. Chinitz & Associates
100 Washington Street : 34 Jerome Avenue, Suite 212

- Hartford, CT 06106 - Bloomfield, CT 06002

RE:  Grievance Complaint #1'0-0_059, Benson v. Chinitz |
Dear Assistant -Disciplinaiy Counset and Respondent:

_  Pursuant to Practice Book §2-82(g), the undersigned, duly-appointed reviewing

- commiftee of the Statewide Grievance Committee, have reviewed the Agreement to Order of
. Presentment (heremafter “Agreement”), filed on August 3, 2010 and submitted for approval in

the above-referenced matter. After careful consideration of the Agreement and the entire -
‘record of the complaint, and after conducting a hearing on August 3, 2010, the undersigned

hereby APPROVE the Agreement, a copy of which is attached hereto. Accordingly, the

Respondent- is hereby ordered presented to the Superior court upon the terms set forth in the

Agreement and said presentment is to be consolidated with the matter presently pending before

the court.

So ordered.

cc: J(_)nathan Benson ,
Attorney William F. Gallagher
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Attorngy Joseph Foti ‘ \



Grievance Complaint #10-0059
Decision
Page 4

Mr. Malcolm Forbes



STATEWIDE GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE

GRIEVANCE NO. 10-0059

JONATHAN BENSON
Complainant

Vs.

STEPHEN CHINITZ
Respondent.

AGREEMENT TO ORDER OF PRESENTMENT

Pursuant to Practice Book § 2—82(9) the undersngned Respondent and Dlsc:phnary
Counsel stlpu!ate and agree as follows: _

1. This maiter was tnstltuted by grievance complaint filed by the Complalnant,

Sk : on January 19, 2010.

SMaF NG, Qy_;mm
2. On March 19, 2010, the local Grievance Panel for the New Bntaln J.D. and J. D.
of Hartford and G.A. 12 and the towns of Avon, Bloomfield, Canton, Farmington
and West Hartford found probable cause that the Respondent had violated Rules
1.1,1.3, 1.4, 1.5 and 8.1 of the Rules of Profess:onal Conduct and §2-32(a)(1) of

' the Practice Book.

3. ReSpondent is the subject of an appncatlon for interim suspens:on pendmg
before the court, Docket No. CV-106011 934-4023617, Disciplinary Counsel

v.Chinitz_ ChlnﬂZ ‘in the Judmlal District of Hartford.

4, -'ReSpondent and Disciplinary Counsel and Respondent agree that an order of
presentment may: enter in the present matter.

5. Respondent and Dlsmplmary Counsel agree that pursuant to Practice-Book § 2-
82 (g) that this-order of presentment is agreed to for the purpose of consoli datmg

this matter witti the matter currently pending before the court.



' WHEREFORE, this matter is submitied in accordance with Practice Book § 2-82
(9)
: _ Office of Disciplinary Counsel

Date _ Eth@Baldwin—
' _ ~  Assistant Disciplinary Counsel

Respondent, Stephen Chinitz

2’0 ) | | 7 By - /’ ;

Date - - . William F.'Galtagher, his-attomey



