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A Member of the State Bar.

On October 1, 2007, respondent Wayne Winrow filed a motion for relief from costs and for
modification of probation and other conditions imposed by the California Supreme Court in its
disciplinary order no. S142778, filed on June 27, 2006.! On October 10, 2007, the Office of the
Chief Trial Counsel and the Office of Probation, by Susan I. Kagan and Terrie Goldade, resp ectively,
filed opposition thereto. A

-On the grounds of financial hardship caused by family health and other unfortunate
circumstances that occurred between March and August of 2006 and October, 2006 and May, 2007,
respondent asks for relief from or more time to:

(1) Complete Ethics School, which was due to be completed by July 27, 2007;

(2) File, with his quarterly reports, proof of mental health treatment received twice a month;

(3) Complete the Multistate Professional Responsibility Examination (MPRE); and

(4) Pay disciplinary costs.

Having considered the parties’ contentions and good cause appearing under the particular
circumstances surrounding these requests (i.e., the unfortunate family events and resulting financial

hardship), the court GRANTS and DENIES the requests as follows as consistent with the protection

'The motion was originally filed in the Review Department of the State Bar Court. By
order filed on October 3, 2007, the Review Department referred it to the Hearing Department.



of the public and the successful rehabilitation of respondent (rule 550, Rules Proc. of State Bar):

(1) Respondent is allowed three months from the date of service of this order to complete
Ethics School as previously ordered;

(2) Proof of mental health treatment: Respondentis allowed 15 days from the date of service
of this order to submit to the Office of Probation all outstanding proof of mental health treatment.
The request for modification of this probation condition is otherwise DENIED and respondent is to
comply with it as originally ordered;

(3) The request for an extension of time to complefe the MPRE is not ripe because
respondent was ordered to complete it within one year or during the period of his actual suspension,
whichever is longer, and he remains actually suspended?®; and

(4) Respondent must pay the costs imposed in Supreme Court order no. S142778, filed on
June 27, 2006, in equal installments with State Bar membership fees for the years 2009 and 2010.
It is further ordered that if respondent fails to pay any installment within the time provided herein
or as may be modified by the State Bar Court pursuant to section 6086.10, subdivision (c), the
remaining balance of the costs is due and enforceable both as provided in Business and Professions
Code section 6140.7 and as a money judgment.

IT IS SO ORDERED.
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Dated: October J, 2007 LUCY ARMENDARIZ
Judge of the State Bar Court

’Respondent was ordered to be actually suspended for 120 days and until he makes
restitution.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
[Rule 62(b), Rules Proc.; Code Civ. Proc., § 1013a(4)]

I am a Case Administrator of the State Bar Court of California. Iam over the age of eighteen and
not a party to the within proceeding. Pursuant to standard court practice, in the City and County of
San Francisco, on October 29, 2007, I deposited a true copy of the following document(s):

ORDER REGARDING RESPONDENT’S MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM
COSTS AND FOR MODIFICATION OF PROBATION CONDITIONS

in a sealed envelope for collection and mailing on that date as follows:

[X] by first-class mail, with postage thereon fully prepaid, through the United States Postal
Service at San Francisco, California, addressed as follows:

WAYNE WINROW

WINROW & ASSOCIATES

1736 FRANKLIN STREET, TENTH FLOOR
OAKLAND, CA 94612

[X] by interoffice mail through a facility regularly maintained by the State Bar of California
addressed as follows:

SUSAN I. KAGAN, Enforcement, San Francisco
TERRIE GOLDADE, Probation, Los Angeles

I hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed in San Francisco, California, on

October 29, 2007. W\IQ\

Bernadette C. O. Molina
Case Administrator
State Bar Court

Certificate of Service.wpt



