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On February 18, 2011, respondent Randall John Bobus filed a request to stay the terms
and conditions of his disciplinary probation contained in State Bar Court case nos. 06-0-15379;
07-C-11768; 07-C-12132 (Cons.) (“the Decision”). This motion was based on the fact that
respondent has been incarcerated in the Sonoma County Jail since January 8, 2011. His tentative
release date is July 8, 2011.

On February 28, 2011, the Office of Probation of the State Bar‘of California (“Office of
Probation™) filed an opposition to respondent’s motion.

After thorough consideration of the parties’ moving papers, the court issues the following
orders:

1. Good cause having been shown, respondent’s request to stay the provision that
requires him to obtain psychiatric or psychological help/treatment, found at pages 10-11 of the
Decision, is GRANTED. The requirements of this provision are hereby stayed for the duration

of respondent’s incarceration at the Sonoma County Jail; kwiktag ® o1
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2. Good cause having been shown, respondent’s request to stay the provision that
requires him to furnish blood and/or urine samples to a licensed medical laboratory approved by
the Office of Probation, found at page 11 of the Decision, is GRANTED. The requirements of
this provision are hereby stayed for the duration of respondent’s incarceration at the Sonoma
County Jail;

3. Good cause having been shown, the time permitted for respondent to provide to the
Office of Probation satisfactory proof of attendance at a session of the State Bar Ethics School,
found at page 10 of the Decision, is extended to December 31, 2011;

4. Good cause having been shown, the time permitted for respondent to take and pass the
Multistate Professional Responsibility Examination and provide satisfactory proof of such
passage to the Office of Probation, found at page 11 of the Decision, is extended to December
31,2011;

5. No good cause having been shown, respondent’s request to stay the provision that
requires him to submit written quarterly reports to the Office of Probation, found at page 10 of
the Decision, is DENIED. Furthermore, all other conditions of probation reflected in the
Decision, with the exception of those referenced above, remain in full force and effect; and

6. Respondent is ORDERED to notify the Office of Probation within 10 days of his

release/termination from incarceration at the Sonoma County Jail.

IT IS SO ORDERED.
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Dated: March ,2011 PAT McELROY

Judge of the State Bar Court




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[Rules Proc. of State Bar; Rule 5.27(B); Code Civ. Proc., § 1013a(4)]

[ am a Case Administrator of the State Bar Court of California. I am 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 March 7, 2011, I deposited a true copy of the following
document(s):

ORDER RE RESPONDENT’S REQUEST FOR MODIFICATION OF THE TERMS OF
HIS PROBATION

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:

RANDALL JOHN BOBUS

LAW OFFICE OF RANDALL J. BOBUS
3425 DEER TRAIL RD

SANTA ROSA, CA 95404

] by certified mail, No. , with return receipt requested, through the United States Postal
Service at , California, addressed as follows:

(] by overnight mail at , California, addressed as follows:

[] by fax transmission, at fax number . No error was reported by the fax machine that I
used.

] By personal service by leaving the documents in a sealed envelope or package clearly

labeled to identify the attorney being served with a receptionist or a person having charge
of the attorney’s office, addressed as follows:

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

Terrie Goldade, Probation, Los Angeles

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

March 7, 2011.
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Case Admiflistrator
State Bar Court



