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11. Mr. Goldberg has been challenged throughout is life with a physical ailment and 
mental health issues, including diagnoses of [REDACTED].
He has had difficult experiences within his family, particularly his relationship with his 
father, and those it seems contributed to his insecurities, fears and [REDACTED]. As 
noted above, the panel was provided with two very extensive medical reports that set out in 
great detail the respective doctors' summaries of Mr. Goldberg's relevant history and their 
conclusions as to his mental health challenges and prognosis. While the medical reports are 
critical in understanding Mr. Goldberg's actions commencing in November 2015 through 
September 2016 as alleged and admitted in the Amended Citation, we do not believe it 
necessary to set out here additional details of those challenges. We accept that Mr. 
Goldberg was suffering from mental health issues and find persuasive the opinions of the 
doctors that the particular history Mr. Goldberg had with Mr. M.O. likely explains his 
completely unprofessional treatment of Mr. M.O., behaviour that would not probably have 
unfolded with any other client under an otherwise similar retainer.

12. Mr. M.O. consulted Mr. Goldberg in the summer of 2015 regarding a family trust. 
The initial conversations took place under the umbrella of old friends having a drink and 
were informal. Mr. M.O. and his three siblings, a sister and two brothers, were residual 
beneficiaries of a trust. Mr. M.O. was interested in learning whether the trust could be 
wound up and his and his siblings' interests be paid out in the near future. Mr. Goldberg 
determined that with consents from all interested parties, that could be done. In due course 
he was retained by Mr. M.O. and he drafted documents to implement an immediate 
distribution of trust assets and circulated them to interested parties.

13. In September 2015, Mr. Goldberg lent Mr. M.O. the sum of $2,300.00 in the 
expectation that the trust would be liquidated shortly and Mr. M.O. would repay him out of 
his share of the trust. Mr. Goldberg did not suggest to Mr. M.O. that he should obtain 
independent legal advice regarding the loan and none was provided. Mr. Goldberg now 
had a personal interest in the windup of the trust.

14. In November 2015, Mr. Goldberg authorized Mr. M.O. to charge Mr. Goldberg's 
credit card with two rental payments, each in the amount of $527.80, for Mr. M.O.'s 
apartment which charges were made. Mr. Goldberg also discussed lending a further sum 
of some $21,000.00 to Mr. M.O. on terms. Again, no independent legal advice was 
recommended and no consent in writing obtained from Mr. M.O. The second loan was not 
made. With respect, at least, to the two rental payments, Mr. Goldberg anticipated at the 
time he authorized his credit card to be used that the revisions to the trust would proceed 
and he would shortly be repaid from his client's share of distributions.

15. Mr. M.O.'s sister was not willing to consent'to a revision of the trust. It seems that 
over the years Mr. M.O. had become estranged from her and they were not on good terms. 
Mr. Goldberg, with a view to securing the sister's consent, drafted, in Mr. M.O.s name, an 
apologetic email to be sent by him to his sister. Mr. M.O. told Mr. Goldberg he wanted no 
part of sending the email in question and that it was not to be sent. The same 












