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Introduction‘ 

In this probation revocation proceeding, Frank Edward Goseco (Respondent), is charged 

with violating his probation conditions imposed by the California Supreme Court. The Office of 

Probation of the State Bar of California (Office of Probation) seeks to revoke his probation, to 

impose upon Respondent the entire period of suspension previously stayed, and to involuntarily 

enroll Respondent as an inactive member of the State Bar. 

The court finds, by preponderance of the evidence, that Respondent has violated his 

probation conditions and hereby grants the motion. Therefore, the court orders that Respondent 

be involuntarily enrolled as an inactive member of the State Bar. The court also recommends, 

among other things, that Respondent's probation be revoked, that the previously stayed, two-year 

suspension be lified, and that he be actually suspended for two years and until he provides proof 

to the State Bar Court of his rehabilitation, fitness to practice and learning and ability in the 

1 Unless otherwise indicated, all references to rules refer to the State Bar Rules of 
Professional Conduct. Furthermore, all statutory references are to the Business and Professions 
Code, unless otherwise indicated. kwakt.-.39 226 3 321 
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general law before his suspension will be terminated. (Rules Proc. of State Bar, tit. IV, Stds. for 

Atty. Sanctions for Prof. Misconduct, std. 1.2(c)(1).) 

Siggificant Procedural Histogg 

On July 11, 2017, the Office of Probation filed and properly served a motion to revoke 
probation on Respondentz The motion was mailed to Respondent’s official membership records 

address. Respondent did not file a response within 20 days of the service of the motion. 

The court took this matter under submission on August 30, 2017. 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 
Respondent was admitted to the practice of law in California on December 17, 1987, and 

has been a member of the State Bar of Califomia at all times since that date. 

Facts 

On March 19, 2015, in Supreme Court case no. S223448, the California Supreme Court 
ordered, among other things, that Respondent be suspended from the practice of law for two 

years, that execution of the suspension be stayed, that he be placed on probation for four years, 

and that he be actually suspended for six months. 

The Supreme Court also ordered that Respondent comply, among other things, with 

certain probation conditions. As stated below, Respondent failed to comply with the following 

probation conditions: 

1. Within 30 days from the effective date of discipline — by May 18, 2015, contact the 
Office of Probation and schedule a meeting with his assigned probation deputy to 

discuss the terms and conditions of his probation. Respondent did not comply in that 

he contacted his probation deputy almost two months late, on July 10, 2015, to 

2 The court takes judicial notice of the certified copy of Respondent's prior record of 
discipline attached to the motion (Supreme Court order No. 223448; State Bar Court case nos. 
14—C—02707; 14-C-02708; 14-C-02710). 
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