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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

FRIDAY, OCTOBER 2, 2020 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 S264719   IN RE TEMPORARY  

   WAIVER FOR THE BAR  

   EXAM REQUIREMENT FOR  

   ADMISSION TO THE STATE  

   BAR OF CALIFORNIA &  

   ENACTMENT OF  

   PROVISIONAL LICENSING 

 Petition for writ of mandate/prohibition denied 

 

 The court has considered petitioners’ request for an emergency order waiving the California Bar 

Examination requirement for admission to the practice of law and granting provisional licensure 

to all applicants registered for the California Bar Examination on October 5 and 6, 2020, and who 

otherwise meet all qualifications for admission to the State Bar of California.  The court has also 

considered petitioners’ alternative request to administer an open book version of the California 

Bar Examination. 

 The request for an emergency order is denied. 

 

 

 S127119   PEOPLE v. GIVENS (TODD) 

 Order filed 

 

 Appellant’s “Application to File Supplemental to Appellant’s Opening Brief,” filed on  

September 21, 2020, is granted.  Appellant’s “Motion for Leave to File Supplement to Opening 

Brief in Excess of Word Limit,” filed on September 21, 2020, is denied as unnecessary.  (Cf. Cal. 

Rules of Court, rules 8.630(d) and 8.520(d)(1).).  Respondent must serve and file a supplemental 

respondent’s brief within 30 days from the date of this order.  Any supplemental appellant’s reply 

brief must be served and filed within 30 days after the supplemental respondent’s brief is filed. 

 

 

 S263576 B299307 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 MOORE (ROOSEVELT) ON  

   H.C. 

 Order filed 

 

 The order filed on September 30, 2020, is hereby amended to correct the case number as follows:  

People v. Padilla, S263375. 

 

 



 

 

SAN FRANCISCO OCTOBER 2, 2020 1356 

 

 

 S264570   PEOPLE v. BELL (RONNIE) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District 

 

 The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, for 

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767. In the event the Court of 

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious 

petition must be denied. 

 

 


