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BARBARA SHARPE ORDER RE COSTS

Petitioner for Relief from Costs.
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On April 3, 2010, petitioner Barbara Sharpe (“petitioner”) drafted a brief seeking relief
from or extension of time to pay disciplinary costs associated with California Supreme Court
Case No. S085613 (“Motion for Relief”).! Petitioner’s motion was based on financial hardship.

On April 16, 2010, the State Bar filed a response. The State Bar does not oppose
petitioner’s request for an extension of time for payment of disciplinary costs.

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

1. Petitioner’s motion for relief from payment of disciplinary costs is DENIED, no good
cause having been shown; and

2. Petitioner’s motion for extension of time to comply with the order to pay disciplinary

costs is GRANTED. The court orders that petitioner’s time to pay the disciplinary costs

! Petitioner served a copy of the Motion for Relief on the Office of the Chief Trial
Counsel of the State Bar of California (“State Bar”), but failed to file it in the State Bar Court. In
its response, the State Bar attached a copy of the Motion for Relief. For the purposes of judicial
economy, the Motion for Relief (Exhibits 6, 7, & 8 of the State Bar’s response) will be deemed
filed as of April 5, 2010.
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associated with Supreme Court Case No. S085613 be extended by three years from the date of
filing of the present order.

The court’s case administrator is ORDERED to file the Motion for Relief (Exhibits 6, 7,
& 8 of the State Bar’s response) as of April 5, 2010, nunc pro tunc.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: April Y, :\’, 2010 LUCY MARMENDARIZ
Judge of the State Bar Court




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. 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 April 27, 2010, I deposited a true copy of the following
document(s):

ORDER RE COSTS

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:

BARBARA SHARPE
991 CANYON HEIGHTS
SAN MARCOS, CA 92078

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:

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

MARK HARTMAN, Enforcement, San Francisco

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

April 27, 2010.
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Bernadette C.O. Molina
Case Administrator
State Bar Court



