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UNI}T']RTAKIN(} OF

ANTHONY .IOSEPT{ JASTCH

1' l, Anthuny Joseph .lasich- a retircd mernbcr, vnluntalily undertake to the Discipline
Comrnittec of the Litw Socicty of British Colurnlria [r$nr the datc March Z, ZOll) to not
provide legal advice or scn-ices t)r otherwise rcpresent per$o$s in relation to iegal rnnttcrs 1;n a
ptre fis71s basis.

Dated at , Brirish Columbia, this Z day of Mrtf#_, 2010.
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Note
The alleged undertaking of JASICH on March 2, 2010, in order to have his Citation revoked, does not stand the test.   



There is no evidence that the LSBC accepted this undertaking.  Alternatively, if the LSBC accepted JASICH's undertaking, it would make the LSBC reckelss and vicariously liable for member Anthony Jasich, who at no time,  gave notice of withdrawal to his client Harold Gaffney, contrary to the professional  rules that govern lawyers in B.C.



The purpose of such plea bargain, done behind closed door, is to cover up the crime committed by CIBC and some members of the bar, namely and not limited to, Keith Oliver. 
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Note
Who will be supervising JASICH, whose only identity is being a lawyer, to not provide legal advise? 



Will the LSBC assigned a bouncer 24/7 to ensure that JASICH upholds his voluntarily undertaking?  



The witnesses signing the document are not part of the LSBC nor are they lawyers.  They are simply personal friends of JASICH. 
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Note
This document, is as fraudulent, as the document JASICH purported to be fraudulent i.e. Mortgage discharge. 



In effect JASICH discharged himself in the same fraudulently way as CIBC, the bank he is accusing of fraud. 



Was JASICH's coerced by the LSBC? 












