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Legal historians often characterize the California 
Supreme Court as a leader among state courts in 

the development of American jurisprudence. As is per-
haps inevitable in such a geographically large and heav-
ily populated state, California’s highest court confronts 
an unmatched number and range of legal matters. 
Whether one takes the view that the California Supreme 
Court has, over the course of its history, actively shaped 
or merely responded to the issues of the day, the mat-
ter of leadership—by individuals and by the court as an 
institution—is one of great historical interest.

Some eras in the California Supreme Court’s his-
tory were notable for stability of both the leadership and 
the membership. But unlike the “Long Court” of 1945 to 
1956—so dubbed by longtime research attorney Don Bar-
rett because the court’s composition did not change during 
that time—more recent periods were decidedly different. 
In only six years, from 1977 to 1982, Governor Jerry Brown 
made seven appointments to the Court, which operated 
under the leadership of Chief Justice Rose Bird.

As is well known, California voters in November 
1986 unseated Chief Justice Bird and two of Governor 
Brown’s other appointees, Justices Cruz Reynoso and 
Joseph Grodin—largely over the death penalty—set-
ting in motion the greatest turnover of membership in 
the Court’s history. The succeeding governor, George 
Deukmejian, made eight appointments to the Califor-
nia Supreme Court between 1984 and 1991 (including 
three seats he filled twice). Early in 1987, he elevated his 
first appointee to succeed Chief Justice Bird. Although 
Chief Justice Malcolm Lucas provided continuity of 
leadership until his retirement in 1996—terming the 
1986 election a “hundred-year storm” unlikely to be 
repeated—the California Supreme Court during this 
period was, if anything, a “Short Court.” Changes to the 
membership were the rule rather than the exception.

This backdrop of frequent change amid legal complex-
ity provided the inspiration for the California Supreme 
Court Oral History Project, launched three years ago to 
conduct in-depth oral histories with retired members of 
the California Supreme Court during this unusual period. 
Justices Reynoso and Grodin had already recorded oral 
histories, so the project centered on justices appointed to 
the Court by Governor Deukmejian.

The plan took shape with scholarly guidance from 
Professor Harry N. Scheiber, director of the Institute 

for Legal Research at Berkeley Law School (and editor 
and co-author of the forthcoming Society-sponsored 
book on the history of the California Supreme Court). 
The goal was to interview four eligible retirees (Justices 
John Arguelles, Armand Arabian, and Edward Panelli 
and Chief Justice Malcolm Lucas) and place their com-
pleted oral histories in the permanent research archive 
of the Bancroft Library, the primary special-collections 
library at UC Berkeley, for the use of scholars, students, 
and the bench and bar in perpetuity.

Administered by the Institute of Governmental Stud-
ies, Berkeley’s premier research center on politics and 
government, the project builds upon a tradition of con-
ducting archival oral histories on the California Supreme 
Court. Although interviews have been carried out by 
others over many years—the earliest was a 1959 interview 
with Justice Jesse Washington Carter—this project was 
the first to interview several former justices who were 
appointed by the same governor and who served over-
lapping terms. The project design reasoned that, while 
any single oral history would provide a rich resource, a 
series of coordinated interviews might yield still more 
historical depth. Each justice would, however, document 
his own career, including judicial philosophy, goals, 
motivations, and decisions, independently of the others.

All four eligible justices agreed to participate. Inter-
views commenced in 2005, and by late spring of 2008, 
the interview phase was complete, yielding sixty-two 
recorded hours of high-quality digital audio. The oral 
histories were professionally transcribed, and four jus-
tices have reviewed their draft transcripts.

As a separate and critical archival matter, the director of 
the Institute of Governmental Studies Library, Nick Rob-
inson, negotiated deposit of the digital audio recordings, 
at no cost to the project, into the state-of-the-art Digital 
Preservation Repository maintained by the University of 
California libraries. This arrangement assures permanent, 
safe storage of the original sound files. The IGS Library also 
is designing a project Web page, which may be available 
as soon as the spring of 2009. Meanwhile, editorial work 
on the oral history manuscripts continues and will culmi-
nate with deposit of the series into the Bancroft Library 
for research use. (Some material will remain sealed for a 
period of time before being opened for use.)

The oral history method differs from other types of 
interviews in several ways. First, the careers of judges 

Oral Histories Explore Supreme Court  
in Changing Times

L au r a Mc C r e e ry  
Proj e c t Di r e c t or ,  I nst i t u t e of  G ov e r n m e n ta l St u di e s ,  UC  Be r k e l e y
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and many other public servants are documented 
already with a substantial written record. Oral history 
interviews aim to supplement and enrich that record by 
fleshing out details known only to those who witnessed 
or participated in historical events. 

Second, oral history often produces relatively lengthy 
sets of interviews recorded over a span of time, a pro-
cess that allows the narrator (interviewee) to answer 
questions in some depth, if desired, and to make the-
matic associations brought to life by anecdotes. As a 
general matter, politicians and other public figures 
accustomed to press interviews may at first offer famil-
iar responses to issues they have addressed many times; 
the oral historian welcomes those responses and then 
tries to go beyond them into new areas of reflection 
and discussion. With multiple interview sessions, both 
interviewer and narrator can think about and possibly 
return to key themes, such as leadership or collegiality 
on the California Supreme Court. 

After extensive preliminary research and planning, 
the oral history interviewer attempts to broach topics 
essential to the historical record while allowing the 
narrator to shape the emphasis and expand the dis-
cussion as memory and interest dictate. Because the 
aim is collaborative in the service of history, topics are 
approached through open-ended questions that are, it 
is hoped, relatively free of bias and of implied expec-
tation of particular answers. While outlines and even 
specific questions may be prepared ahead of time, the 
discussions themselves often go in unplanned direc-
tions, requiring both parties to seize the moment. In the 
end, the oral history interview is simply a conversation, 
a spoken account that attempts to fill the lacunae of his-
tory using the imperfect tools of memory and opinion.

While it is premature to reveal the contents of the 
California Supreme Court Oral History Project, in gen-
eral the interviews explored key events, such as changes 
wrought by the 1986 election, and also such themes as 
capital punishment, victims’ rights, challenges to bal-
lot measures, sentencing guidelines, alternative dispute 
resolution, and state constitutionalism. Each inter-
viewee talked in detail about his own background, 
education, early career in the law (with an emphasis 
on judicial experience), and development of personal 
views, philosophy, and judicial methods. The conver-
sations also explored each interviewee’s interest in and 
views of California’s political setting leading up to the 
time of his Supreme Court appointment and his rela-
tionship with the appointing governor before, during, 
and after his own Court service.

In keeping with the key research theme of leadership 
in changing times, each justice was asked to comment 
upon Court leadership prior to and during the service 
period and to recall details and events that might illu-
minate the working relationships among the justices. 

Although the four interviewees varied in their expo-
sure to and interest in leadership roles, details emerged 
about their own philosophies and skills, both adminis-
trative and judicial. All four had been trial judges, for 
example, and each touched upon the value of bringing 
trial experience to the appellate bench.

Each justice was invited also to talk about key legal 
themes, cases, and issues in California during his Court 
service, views of California’s executive and legislative 
branches vis-à-vis the judiciary, leadership and deci-
sions of the U.S. Supreme Court, the evolution of U.S. 
and California constitutional law (with comparisons 
to other states, where applicable), and recent develop-
ments at the California Supreme Court.

The legal and scholarly communities owe a debt of 
gratitude to Chief Justice Lucas and to Justices Panelli, 
Arguelles, and Arabian. Long ago, each of them was 
asked by Governor Deukmejian to give his utmost as a 
California Supreme Court jurist on the shifting ground 
of a “Short Court” environment. Years later, through 
the California Supreme Court Oral History Project, 
each generously and graciously recorded both a per-
sonal story and a professional view of leadership and 
key events in the Court’s history. As the project winds 
down, the justices will gather next spring at the Califor-
nia Supreme Court chambers in Los Angeles to receive 
their completed oral histories.

Meanwhile, scholars continue to view the California 
Supreme Court as a leader in American jurisprudence, 
both through its opinions and through administrative 
innovation. (California led the nation, for example, in 
Dear and Jessen’s study of “followed” opinions by supreme 
courts in all fifty states [41 UC Davis Law Review, 683, 
2007].) Historians can only hope that—short or long be 
their tenure or their courts—current and future Califor-
nia Supreme Court justices will in time produce more 
fine oral histories for the benefit of all.

Although the oral histories are not yet publicly available, 
four justices interviewed for the California Supreme 
Court Oral History Project kindly agreed to publication 
of a biographical summary and a short quote from the 
early-career portion of their interviews:

Chi ef Justice  
M a l col m Lucas 
(2 6 hou r s of i n t erv i ews 
ta ped i n 2 007-2 008)
Chief Justice Malcolm Lucas was 
born in Berkeley in 1927 and 
raised primarily in Long Beach, 
where he attended public elemen-
tary and high schools. He and his 
brothers also lived for two years at their mother’s family 
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home in Montrose, Scotland. He served in the U.S. Navy 
at the end of World War II before taking both his bache-
lor’s and law degrees at the University of Southern Cali-
fornia. In 1954 he entered private civil law practice with 
his brother, the late Campbell Lucas, who became a trial 
judge and a justice of the California Court of Appeal. In 
1962, George Deukmejian joined their law practice while 
serving in the state legislature.

In 1967, Governor Ronald Reagan named Malcolm 
Lucas a judge of the superior court of Los Angeles 
County. In 1971, President Richard Nixon appointed 
him to a newly created seat as a U.S. district judge for 
the Central District of California, where he served until 
1984, also sitting pro tem on the Ninth Circuit Court 
of Appeals. Upon becoming governor of California, 
George Deukmejian in 1984 selected Judge Lucas as 
his first appointment to the California Supreme Court, 
elevating him to chief justice in 1987. In 1996, after more 
than nine years leading the California Supreme Court, 
Chief Justice Lucas retired and returned to private law 
practice and alternative dispute resolution.

In his oral history, Chief Justice Lucas recalled his 
first judgeship in the Los Angeles Superior Court in 
1967, where he was assigned to Judge Emil Gumpert 
under the court’s mentor system:

“I went to see him in his chambers…. Among other 
things I said, ‘Emil, what’s your best piece of advice you 
can give me in terms of being a judge and doing a good 
job?’ [In his courtroom Judge Gumpert had] a desk blot-
ter. He said, ‘On the left-hand upper corner there’s the let-
ter K, and on the right-hand upper corner there’s the letter 
Y, and on the lower-left-hand corner there’s the letter M, 
and on the right-hand lower corner there’s a letter S. K-Y-
M-S.’ I said, ‘I see, Emil. What does that mean?’ He said, 
‘It’s the most important thing I can tell you that you have to 
learn as a judge. K-Y-M-S means Keep Your Mouth Shut. 
Don’t interrupt witnesses because you know you can cross 
examine better. Don’t interfere with things. When you’re 
asked to rule on something, of course you do. But once you 
start thinking that you know more about this than the law-
yers, the truth is you’ll never know as much as the lawyers 
do. They’ve been working on this case for months…and 
the more you intrude into it, the more opportunity there is 
to create error…. Always remember K-Y-M-S.’ I have, and 
it’s stood me in good stead.”

Justice Edward  
Panelli 
(1 4  hou r s of i n t erv i ews 
ta ped i n 2 005-2 006)

Justice Edward Panelli was born 
in Santa Clara in 1931. Before his 
first birthday he moved with his 
parents to their native Italy for 

two years, but for the most part he grew up amid Cali-
fornia’s agriculture industry, where he too worked from 
the age of six. He was educated in public schools before 
completing both his bachelor’s and law degrees at Santa 
Clara University. He rose to the rank of first lieutenant 
with the U.S. Army Reserve (1950-1962). As a founding 
partner of the private law firm Pasquinelli & Panelli in 
San Jose (1955-1972), he specialized in probate, personal 
injury, domestic relations, and general business prac-
tice. He served also as general counsel of Santa Clara 
University from 1963 to 1972.

Governor Ronald Reagan named him to the superior 
court bench for Santa Clara County, where he served 
from 1972 to 1983. Governor George Deukmejian ele-
vated him to associate justice of the California Court 
of Appeal; there he served briefly in the First Appellate 
District (1983-1984) before becoming presiding justice 
of the newly formed Sixth Appellate District (1984-
1985). Governor Deukmejian elevated him to associate 
justice of the California Supreme Court, where he sat 
from 1985 to his retirement in 1994. He continues today 
as a private judge and mediator.

In his oral history, Justice Panelli recalled the pro-
cess for making judicial assignments at the Santa Clara 
Superior Court at the end of 1972, and he described how 
his own assignment altered his views of the juvenile jus-
tice system:

“They sent around a yellow pad, and it showed, let’s 
say, twelve civil departments, twelve criminal depart-
ments, three criminal-legal departments. Then they had 
domestic-relations departments and juvenile. When it 
came to me the only thing left was the presiding judge 
of the juvenile court, and so that was my assignment. 
The good part of it was that I was the P.J. of the juve-
nile department, so I had a very nice chamber set-up. 
The problem was that it was probably the most difficult 
assignment that I ever had, because I went out there 
with the expectation that I was going to save all these 
kids. After six months I thought maybe I’d save half of 
them. At the end of the first year I said, gee, maybe one. 
So it was very, very difficult.

“…We had a program called the Foundry School, 
and that’s where kids who would not go to school were 
sent. It was beyond a continuation school…I went out 
and visited this Foundry School, and I said, ‘What’s 
going on here?’ The girls are putting on fingernail pol-
ish and combing their hair, and the boys are sitting there 
talking or reading a magazine. I said, ‘What kind of a 
school is this? This is ridiculous.’ Then the instructors 
got me aside and they said, ‘Judge, do you realize that 
for some of these people to come to the same place for 
two days in a row is a major accomplishment? The fact 
that they’re coming here and they’re learning how to 
groom themselves might not seem important, but they 
come back every day. That is the first step for them to 
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get back to school.’ I said, ‘You’ve got a very, very good 
point about that.’”

Justice Joh n  
A rgu el l e s 
(1 2  hou r s of i n t erv i ews 
ta ped i n 2 006)
Born in Los Angeles in 1927, Jus-
tice John Arguelles was educated 
in public schools and served 
in the U.S. Navy at the end of 
World War II before complet-
ing his bachelor’s and law degrees at UCLA. His father 
came from a European ranching family in Toluca, 
Mexico, and was educated at Columbia University in 
New York. His mother, a graduate of Oklahoma College 
for Women, was raised in territorial Oklahoma before 
statehood; her lawyer father later became a county 
judge. After law school, Justice Arguelles entered pri-
vate law practice with a cousin (1954-1958) and with 
Munnell Mullendore Peetris & Arguelles (1958-1963). 
He was a registered legislative advocate in Sacramento 
and also served on the Montebello City Council in the 
early 1960s.

In December 1963, Governor Pat Brown appointed 
him a judge of the municipal court of Los Angeles 
County. In 1969 Governor Ronald Reagan elevated 
him to the superior court, where he served until 1984. 
Governor George Deukmejian appointed him associ-
ate justice of the California Court of Appeal, Second 
Appellate District (1984-1987) and later—in the after-
math of the 1986 election—associate justice of the 
California Supreme Court (1987-1989). After retiring 
from the bench, Justice Arguelles returned to private 
law practice with Gibson Dunn & Crutcher in Irvine, 
California.

In his oral history, Justice Arguelles recalled trying 
a superior court case in 1963 when the trial was inter-
rupted by a phone call, and the judge ordered a recess:

“The judge then followed up by saying, ‘Mr. Arguelles, 
this call is for you. It’s from the governor’s office, and 
you may take the call in my chambers.’… It was Gov-
ernor [Pat] Brown personally on the phone. Here’s the 
governor of California, with a multitude of important 
things to do statewide, and he is taking his time to per-
sonally call me. I listened carefully to his words. He 
impressed upon me that as a lawyer himself…he had 
a special interest in the California judiciary. Now that 
he was governor, he felt that appointing judges was one 
of his most important duties, and he put a great deal of 
thought into the selection process.… He asked me to 
give up my law practice to serve as a municipal court 
judge….We must have talked for fifteen, maybe twenty 
minutes. I accepted the appointment.

“…They made the announcement from Sacramento 
one late November afternoon. I came into my office 
early the next morning…the news of my appointment 
having made the papers that morning…I sat back to 
enjoy what I thought would be one of the most pleasant 
days that I’d ever spent, just taking congratulatory calls. 
But in mid-morning the phone stopped ringing, and 
it never rang again. President Kennedy had just been 
assassinated in Dallas.”

Justice A r m a n d 
A r a bi a n  
(10  hou r s of i n t erv i ews 
ta ped i n 2 007)
Justice Armand Arabian was 
born in 1934 in New York City, 
the first of five children of immi-
grant Armenian parents. His 
father, a master tailor trained 
in Paris, moved the family business from the garment 
district on the Lower East Side of Manhattan to Long 
Island, where Justice Arabian and his siblings grew up. 
He studied business administration at Boston Univer-
sity and then completed law school there. In between, 
he served two years in the U.S. Army, attaining the rank 
of first lieutenant and graduating from Airborne, Jump-
master, and Pathfinder schools. Upon visiting relatives 
in Southern California after law school, he moved west 
and in 1962 became a deputy district attorney for Los 
Angeles County for one year. He then went into solo 
private practice in Los Angeles (1963-1972), emphasiz-
ing family law, criminal defense, and personal injury 
cases while also attending the University of Southern 
California to earn the LL.M. degree. 

He was appointed a judge of the municipal court 
(1972-1973) and superior court (1973-1983) of Los Ange-
les County by Governor Ronald Reagan. Governor 
George Deukmejian named him associate justice of the 
California Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District 
(1983-1990) and also elevated him in 1990 to associate 
justice of the California Supreme Court. Since retir-
ing in 1996, Justice Arabian continues in private prac-
tice and alternative dispute resolution in Van Nuys, 
California.

In his oral history, Justice Arabian told of pursuing 
a job in the district attorney’s office for Los Angeles 
County in 1962:

“You interviewed for the public defender, the D.A., 
and the county counsel at the same time. There was 
a representative of every one of those in a room, and 
then you would come in. I had no interest in the county 
counsel’s office. The public defender I could have done 
in a New York second. But I wanted that shiny badge of 
being a D.A. out there. Ted Sten, who was the head of the 
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Long Beach office, was a cutthroat kind of a character. 
This guy was tough. Don’t mess with Ted Sten. He ran 
Long Beach with an iron hand. Well, my luck, he’s in the 
room that day, so he starts in on me. I guess he saw the 
spark. He says, ‘Mr. Arabian, between prosecuting and 
defending, does one side of the badge seem shinier than 
the other?’ [Laughter] …In effect, I told him I liked that 
one side a little better.”
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Richard McFarlane

2009 Journal:  The Society is pleased to announce that the following scholars have agreed to serve 
on the editorial board of the Journal: 

Submissions:  We welcome articles and book reviews on all aspects of California legal history. This is  
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Members of the Icelandic Bar 
Association, students from 

Mills College, Norwegian Supreme 
Court justices, high school students 
from Sacramento, Teen Court par-
ticipants from Lassen County, the 
Chief Justice of Nepal, judicial 
delegations from Pakistan, France, 
and China, and high school civics 
teachers from throughout Califor-
nia are but a few groups that have 
toured the California Supreme 
Court in recent months, thanks in 
large measure to a grant from the 
California Supreme Court Histori-
cal Society.

Recognizing the need to provide 
groups and interested individuals 
with greater access to and more 
information about the California 
Supreme Court and its beautifully 
restored San Francisco headquar-
ters, the court applied to the Society for a grant to fund 
the reproduction of printed materials and the court’s 
introductory video, “Inside the Supreme Court” for 
wide distribution to students, teachers, judges and 
court personnel, and others who visited the court or 
participated in its outreach efforts.

The California Supreme Court Historical Society’s 
grant was a key ingredient in expanding the Supreme 
Court’s tour program and outreach efforts at a time 
when budget resources were scarce and the court’s abil-
ity to offer visitors printed materials about the court 
was very limited. Now, several times a month, groups 
and individuals learn about the operation and history 
of the Supreme Court and California’s judicial system.

Whenever possible, the Supreme Court tour begins 
in the boardroom of the Judicial Council, which is 
located in the Hiram Johnson Building adjacent to the 
Supreme Court in the State’s Civic Center Complex. 
There, visitors are introduced to California’s three-tier 
court structure, the governance role of the Judicial 
Council, and the support mission of the Administra-
tive Office of the Courts. The presentation then focuses 
on the Supreme Court, with the viewing of the video 
“Inside the Supreme Court” (the video is available on the 
court’s Web site at: http://www.courtinfo.ca.gov/courts/
supreme/educational.htm).

After an opportunity for questions and answers, 
the tour moves across the Great Hall, in the center of 
the complex, to the fourth floor courtroom in the Earl 
Warren Building. There, visitors are offered a more 
detailed explanation of how a case reaches the Califor-
nia Supreme Court, and how the court operates with 
its weekly conferences, the granting of review, oral 
argument, the assignment, preparation and circula-
tion of proposed opinions, and finally, the process of 
filing the court’s decisions. Information is also provided 
about the justices, their nomination and confirmation 
process, their terms of office and judicial confirmation 
elections, along with the history of the court’s head-
quarters in San Francisco, and the oral argument ses-
sions in Los Angeles and Sacramento. The court’s recent 
practice of convening for oral argument at various loca-
tions throughout the state to provide educational out-
reach and the opportunity for high school students to 
attend oral argument is also discussed.

Now, at the conclusion of each tour, and at the court’s 
oral argument sessions, visitors are routinely provided 
with printed materials about the history and operation 
of the California Supreme Court—thanks in large mea-
sure to the impetus provided by the California Supreme 
Court Historical Society’s grant.

To schedule a tour, call (415) 865-7597.� ✯

The Supreme Court’s San Francisco courtroom in the historic  
Earl Warren Building with the Court in session during Oral Argument. 

Photo: William A. Porter

Supreme Court Hosts World Visitors

Fr e de r ick K .  O h l r ic h  
C ou rt A dm i n ist r at or a n d C l e r k of  t h e Su pr e m e C ou rt
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Justice Stanley Mosk served California 
for more than half of the twentieth cen-

tury. A giant in the law, he was recognized 
internationally for his defense of individual 
liberties and for the development of novel, 
significant and lasting legal theories. In 
more than 600 opinions, including many 
landmark rulings, he left his imprint upon 
California law and influenced the develop-
ment of federal and state law. Special Col-
lections & Archives at the California Judicial 
Center Library is honored to be the reposi-
tory of The Stanley Mosk Papers, a generous 
gift of the Hon. Richard M. Mosk.

The generosity and support of the California Supreme 
Court Historical Society made it possible to secure, 
arrange, describe and provide an inventory for Justice 
Stanley Mosk’s extensive collection. Grants provided 
by the Society in 2003 and 2004 enabled the Library to 
engage the services of noted archivist, Professor Andrea 
M. Hinding.� Professor Hinding’s continuing engage-
ment with the Library dates from 2001. In addition to 
the arrangement and extensive description of the Stan-
ley Mosk Papers recorded here, she provided essential 
direction and training to library staff to assure continu-
ing archival services and functions. Preservation of and 
accessibility to this outstanding collection would have 
been impossible without her leadership and scholarship. 
The formation of The Stanley Mosk Papers as a signifi-
cant manuscript collection and the description provided 
here owe much to the Society and to Professor Hinding.

Justice Mosk’s papers record and describe his life and 
work. A memorable man, he was also a man of memories. 
Because he cared for the words and objects that marked 
his life’s passages they remain with us today, to inform and 
enhance our appreciation of this great man and the time in 
which he lived. In The Stanley Mosk Papers, the remark-
able collection of papers that documents his personal and 
professional lives, he left a lasting legacy for students of 

*JD, MA; Member, Academy of Certified Archivists. Ms. 
Jones expresses her deep appreciation to Professor Andrea M. 
Hinding and to Martha Noble for their significant contribu-
tions to this article.  She also acknowledges with gratitude the 
dedicated work of Ms. Noble, Pamela Williams and Patrick 
Worrell in support of The Stanley Mosk Papers.
�   Professor Emeritus of History, University of Minnesota, Soci-
ety of American Archivists, Fellow, 1977–; President, 1984–85.

American law, history, government and 
politics.

Biogr a ph y

Born in San Antonio, Texas, in 1912, Stan-
ley Mosk received his primary and sec-
ondary education in the public schools 
of Rockford, Illinois. His involvement in 
community service developed early. A 
fledgling journalist, he co-edited his high 
school newspaper and represented Rock-
ford in the annual Illinois High School 
Press Conference. He was a member of 
the school’s championship debate team. 

An athlete as well as a scholar, he played baseball dur-
ing his high school years and covered the football and 
basketball seasons for the school paper.

Mosk received a bachelor of philosophy degree 
from the University of Chicago, Division of the Social 
Sciences, in June 1933. He continued his education at 
Southwestern University School of Law and was admit-
ted to the practice of law in California in 1935.

 He married Edna Mitchell on September 27, 1936. 
Their son, Richard, was born on May 18, 1939. Edna 
Mosk conducted a small manufacturing business, and 
was later a realtor in Beverly Hills as well as an artist. 
She played an active role in the management of her hus-
band’s campaigns for attorney general in 1958 and 1962, 
and remained a lifelong Democrat, active in the party, 
until her death in 1981. 

Mosk’s life of public service began with his appoint-
ment to the staff of Governor Culbert L. Olson in 1939. 
He served in the cabinet as legal advisor and later as 
executive secretary. In 1943 he was appointed to the 
Superior Court in Los Angeles. He resigned his judge-
ship to serve in the U.S. Army during World War II. 
At the conclusion of his military service, he returned 
to the bench, remaining until his successful campaign 
for Attorney General. He won the 1958 election for that 
office by a margin of more than one million votes, the 
largest in any contest in the United States that year.

In his nearly six years as Attorney General, Mosk issued 
more than 1,500 written opinions in matters ranging from 
water rights to voting rights. He is remembered for his 
strong stand in favor of permitting an African-American 
golfer, Charlie Sifford, to participate in a PGA tournament, 
condemning the sport’s then-prevalent racial restrictions. 

Justice Stanley Mosk

The Stanley Mosk Papers

Fr a nc e s  M .  Jon e s* 
Di r e c t or ,  C a l i for n i a J u dici a l  C e n t e r L i br a ry
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Among his many constructive proposals in the field of law 
enforcement was the establishment of the Commission on 
Peace Officers’ Standards and Training. 

Justice Mosk was appointed to the California Supreme 
Court in September 1964 and served until his death in 
June 2001. He was at all times an esteemed colleague, a 
legal scholar of the highest order, and a seeker of just and 
workable solutions. He is the author of more than 1,400 
opinions in matters as varied as the use of racial quotas as 
a basis for admission to medical school (the Bakke deci-
sion); the ability of disabled parents to retain custody of 
their children; the requirement that physicians disclose 
treatment options and risks to their patients (doctrine of 
informed consent); and the holding that journalists can-
not be jailed for contempt of court for refusing to give 
prosecutors unpublished material.

At his death on June 19, 2008, Justice Mosk was sur-
vived by his widow, Mrs. Kaygee Kash Mosk, and his 
son, Richard.

Justice Mosk served California for more than 60 
years. His participation in public policy development 
and judicial decision making is unparalleled in the his-
tory of the state. His life and work remain models of 
service and excellence, and his memory will be honored 
for many years to come. 

The Stanley Mosk Papers
scope a n d con t e n ts
The Stanley Mosk Papers consist of 160 cubic feet of 
records in 3,150 folders; 54 scrapbooks and albums; 3,580 
photographs; approximately 40 audio-visual items; and 
approximately 250 objects, which range from plaques 
and paperweights to political memorabilia and original 
art. Approximately 250 books from Justice Mosk’s home 
and chambers are housed with the Papers.

The collection spans the years 1912 to 2006, the date 
of the last publication by or about Justice Mosk. The 
bulk of the materials in the collection date from the 
1930s to 2001. 

Prov e na nce
With minor exceptions, the Papers are the gift of Justice 
Mosk’s son, Hon. Richard M. Mosk, Associate Justice, 
California Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District 
(Los Angeles). The majority of the papers were trans-
ferred to Special Collections & Archives from Justice 
Stanley Mosk’s chambers and home in San Francisco, 
with additions from the home of Justice Richard Mosk. 
Justice Stanley Mosk gave a group of letters of congratu-
lation upon his appointment to the California Supreme 
Court and approximately 20 volumes of Who’s Who in 
America to the California Judicial Center Library in 2000. 
With few exceptions for items of significant market value 
for which digital reproductions have been made, all of the 
items received remain in Special Collections & Archives. 

A r r a nge m e n t a n d i n v e n tory
The Stanley Mosk Papers are arranged in eight series: 
Personal and Family Papers, Professional Papers, Politi-
cal Campaigns, Publications by and about Stanley Mosk; 
Speeches; Photographs; Objects and Audio-Visual 
Materials. With the exception of Objects, all series are 
fully processed and inventoried. The Web site of the 
California Judicial Center Library provides a compre-
hensive inventory in the California Supreme Court and 
Courts of Appeal Database, a fully searchable database 
accessible at: http://library.courtinfo.ca.gov.

Ba r E x a m St u dy M at e r i a l s a n d 
Ce rt i f ic at e of A dm is sion. 

Success on the bar exam followed diligent study.  
Justice Mosk’s outline and notes are shown in the foreground 

of this photo. He was admitted to the practice of law in 
California on October 29, 1935.

The Eight Series

P ersona l a n d Fa m i ly Pa pers {443 Folders}

The 443 folders in this series are arranged in nine subseries: 
biography, education and military service; calendars, day-
books and diaries; the Mosk family; obituaries, memori-
als and dedications; politics and elections; scrapbooks and 
albums; subject files; tributes; and writings. Notable in the 
series are the very early records of Mosk’s life, including his 
birth certificate and records of his accomplishments as a 
young student. Edna Mosk’s early life is represented by her 
high school yearbooks. Mosk family genealogies and papers 
of other family members are also collected in this series.

Justice Mosk’s early engagement in civic and political 
life is well-documented in scrapbooks and albums, and 
in folders of textual materials. He was a prolific writer, 
extensively published, and his writings are represented 
in this series (with copies of published articles found in 
the Publications series).

P rofe ssiona l Pa pers {1,443 Folders}

The 1,443 folders in this series are arranged in six sub-
series: Executive Secretary to Governor Culbert Olson; 
Los Angeles Superior Court; California Attorney 
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General; California Supreme Court; Commission on 
Judicial Performance; and the Richard Mosk papers. 
E x ecu t i v e Secr eta ry to G ov er nor 
Cu l bert Ol son
Justice Mosk began his professional life of public service 
with his appointment, in 1939, to the staff of Governor 
Culbert Olson. He served there until his appointment 
to the Superior Court in Los Angeles County in 1943. 
Notable among the 22 folders in this subseries are those 
regarding acts of executive clemency and pardons 
occurring during the period.
Su per ior Cou rt i n L os A nge l e s Cou n t y
Folders in this subseries are arranged in two groups: 
correspondence and papers, and subject files. Two hun-
dred sixty-two folders, arranged in chronological order, 
record Judge Mosk’s extensive correspondence. Thirty-
eight folders of subject files document his interest in 
jury instructions, other judicial appointments and spe-
cific cases, including celebrity divorces. His tenure on 
the Superior Court was marked by significant decisions, 
including his 1947 ruling in Wright v. Dye, invalidating 
a restrictive covenant based upon race. 
C a l ifor n i a At tor n ey Ge n er a l
The 320 folders in the subseries, California Attorney Gen-
eral, are arranged in two groups: Opinions and Subject Files. 
The 53 folders in the Opinions group are arranged alpha-
betically, preserving the arrangement found in the note-
books kept by Attorney General Mosk. An extensive group 
of subject files (267 folders) includes such general topics as 
commendations and criticism of his office, together with 
a broad range of specific topics, including: appellate pro-
cedures, the John Birch Society, correspondence with the 
Governor’s Office, and President John F. Kennedy.
C a l ifor n i a Su pr e m e Cou rt
This series, comprising 493 folders, is arranged in two 

J ust ice Mosk’s  Ch a m be r s f u r n ish i ngs  
Furnishings, including his desk and sofa, were transferred to 
Special Collections & Archives from Justice Mosk’s chambers. 

Partially visible in the foreground is his typewriter stand.

groups, Correspondence and Subject Files. Correspon-
dence is further subdivided into Letters of Congratula-
tion Upon Appointment; Correspondence Regarding 
Opinions; and Chronological correspondence files. 
This arrangement preserves the order in which papers 
in this series were received. 

Letters of Congratulation are arranged alphabeti-
cally by correspondent. Correspondence Regarding 
Opinions is arranged chronologically, covering the 
period 1964 through 1972. There are 169 folders of gen-
eral correspondence arranged chronologically, from 
August 1964 to June 2001. 

Subject files in this subseries document the wide 
range of topics of interest to Justice Mosk during his 37 
years on the Court and include, for example, the Bakke 
decision; Chief Justice Rose E. Bird; state constitution-
alism; international human rights; and the San Fran-
cisco International Film Festival.
Com m is sion on J u dici a l Per for m a nce
Sixty-two folders contain records of Justice Mosk’s 
interactions with the Commission on Judicial Perfor-
mance. The lawsuit, Stanley Mosk v. Commission on 
Judicial Performance, in which Justice Mosk brought 
suit to maintain the constitutionally-required confiden-
tiality of Commission proceedings, is well documented 
in 58 folders. The four remaining folders contain cor-
respondence dating between 1981 and 1983.
R ich a r d M.  Mosk Pa per s
This subseries, comprising 47 folders, documents some 
of the work performed by Richard M. Mosk as attorney 
for his father. Folders relating to political campaigns, 
in particular the judicial retention election of 1986, are 
found in this subseries.

Pol itica l Ca m pa igns {487 Folders}

Three subseries document Justice Mosk’s political cam-
paigns for election to the Los Angeles Superior Court, 
the office of California Attorney General, and the Cali-
fornia Supreme Court. The largest segment covers Jus-
tice Mosk’s highly successful campaigns for the office 
of Attorney General in 1958 and 1962, with coverage 
of the 1958 campaign subdivided into folders from the 
Northern and Southern California campaign offices. 
Four hundred seventy-two folders document his cam-
paigns. Notable inclusions are folders relating to the 
active participation of Edna (Mrs. Stanley) Mosk in the 
campaigns, and folders of campaign ephemera.

P u bl ications {345 Folders}

This series comprises publications by and publications 
about Stanley Mosk. Justice Mosk is the author of 225 
of the publications, and 120 publications were written 
about him. The earliest publication by Justice Mosk is 
dated 1930 and the latest, a 2006 article entitled State 
Constitutionalism: Both Liberal and Conservative, was 
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published posthumously. Eighty additional authors 
are represented in the series. Inventory entries for this 
series supply publication information including date, 
article title, publication in which the article appeared, 
co-authors if any, and pagination.

Speech e s { 769 Folders}

Justice Mosk was welcomed frequently as a speaker at con-
tinuing legal education seminars and other gatherings of 
the bench and bar. An active participant in civic and polit-
ical organizations, he was also often called upon to pro-
vide keynote or panel presentations. The earliest speech in 
this series was delivered at an anniversary dinner of the 
American Civil Liberties Union on November 8, 1948. The 
latest speech was an address delivered to the Stanislaus 
County Bar Association in Modesto, California on May 
4, 2001, just a few weeks before his death. Between these 
first and last speeches Justice Mosk delivered 767 addi-
tional speeches. He retained paper copies of his speeches, 
together with related materials, for more than half a cen-
tury. Inventory entries for folders in this series provide 
the date, title, sponsor, event, and location associated with 
each speech where this data was available.

P hotogr a phs
More than 3,500 photographs in this series are housed 
in albums, boxes, folders and a map case. The earliest 
photograph dates from 1913, the latest from the 1990s. 
Photographs illustrate and relate to Justice Mosk’s per-
sonal and professional life; he appears in the majority of 

them. Where the data is available, the inventory of pho-
tographs supplies names, dates and other data regard-
ing individual photos or groups of photos.

Obj ects
Furnishings from Justice Mosk’s chambers have been 
placed in Special Collections & Archives. Twenty-four 
cartons of objects are stored in a secure location, and 
remain to be inventoried. Among them are proclama-
tions of federal, state and local governments honoring 
Justice Mosk; honorary degrees; his tennis racket and 
many trophies; objects commemorating his service 
anniversaries; and many smaller gifts. 

Au dio Visua l M ater i a l s
Forty-two items, including video and audio cassettes, slides 
and films have been received and 32 have been digitized 
for preservation. Among them are the address delivered 
at Attorney General Mosk’s 1959 inauguration, recordings 
of messages to his family during his military service, and 
recordings of radio and television interviews. 

In both size and significance, The Stanley Mosk Papers 
have become an essential primary resource for the study 
of California legal history. Researchers are welcome at the 
California Judicial Center Library, for use of this unparal-
leled collection and the other resources available in Special 
Collections & Archives. For additional information, or to 
arrange a visit, please contact the library by phone, (415) 
865-4383 or by email, Archives@jud.ca.gov.� ✯

An active participant in the study of the history of the California Supreme Court and Courts of Appeal, 
the California Judicial Center Library (CJCL) strives to contribute to the development of historical 

resources. By collecting, preserving, indexing and cataloging collections and other materials donated by 
justices and their families and others, CJCL intends to contribute resources for historical study. Primary 
and secondary resources are held in Special Collections & Archives at CJCL. Other resources, including 
the library’s Web site (http://library.courtinfo.ca.gov) and exhibits are intended to foster wide interest in 
the study of California’s court history and influence on the development of American law.

CJCL welcomes visitors to the collections. Rules for use of the collections have been established in accord 
with approved policies that ensure compliance with all applicable California and federal law. Admission 
to Special Collections & Archives is by written permission, requested in advance and in writing. Requests 
may be submitted by email to Archives@jud.ca.gov. CJCL is located in the Hiram Johnson State Building, 
Room 4617, 455 Golden Gate Avenue, San Francisco. 

Th e C ol l ections

The largest collection of papers is that of the late Justice Stanley Mosk, discussed in detail elsewhere in this 
issue. Other collections available for study include papers of or relating to: Hon. Janice R. Brown, Hon. 
Otto M. Kaus, Hon. Frank C. Newman, Hon. Niles Searls, and Mr. Bernard E. Witkin.

continued on page 14

Ca li f or n i a  C ou rt  H is t ory  at  t h e  

Ca li for n i a  J u dici a l  C e n t e r  Li br a ry
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This fall, the Society had the opportunity to sup-
port Berkeley Law’s first-time Conference on the 

Supreme Court of California. Focused on the current 
work of the Court as a leading state high court, the con-
ference was presented by the UC Berkeley School of Law 
as a full-day event on November 14 at the university’s 
Clark Kerr Campus in Berkeley. The Society was pleased 
to co-sponsor the reception preceding the address by 
Chief Justice Ronald George, attended by the presenters, 
registrants, and Society directors and members.

Each of the day’s four plenary sessions was moder-
ated by a justice of the California Supreme Court. Top-
ics included a review of the current year’s term (Justice 

Kathryn Werdegar), the death penalty and appellate 
process (Justice Carol Corrigan), arbitration and pri-
vate judging (Justice Ming Chin), and access to justice 
in Family Court (Justice Marvin Baxter). The program 
opened with presentations by Berkeley Law Dean 
Christopher Edley, Jr., former and current State Bar 
presidents Jeffrey Bleich and Holly Fujie, respectively, 
and former governor Pete Wilson. Plenary sessions 
featured panel discussions by leading academics and 
practitioners. 

A special luncheon panel on judicial elections and 
impartiality was led by professor and former dean Jesse 
Choper.  It included former Texas Chief Justice Thomas 

First Berkeley Conference on the California Supreme Court 

Clockwise, from upper left 
Society Board (l.-r.): Board Chair Chief Justice Ronald George and  

Board members Associate Justice Kathryn Mickle Werdegar, Jake Dear, Selma Moidel Smith,  
Immediate Past President Ray McDevitt, and President David McFadden.

Holly Fujie, President of the State Bar of California.
President Vice President Ophelia Basgal and Chief Justice Ronald George.

Luncheon Panel (l.-r.): Professor and former dean Jesse Choper, former Texas Chief Justice  
Thomas Phillips, Chief Justice Christine Durham of Utah, and Chief Justice Thomas Moyer of Ohio.
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Clockwise, from upper left 
Luncheon program at the Clark Kerr Campus dining hall.
Justice Kathryn Werdegar, former governor Pete Wilson, 

and Dean Christopher Edley, Jr. (UC Berkeley Law).
Board Members (l.-r.): Ray McDevitt,  

Selma Moidel Smith, Jake Dear, Frederick Ohlrich, and  
President David McFadden.

Panel Moderators (l.-r.): Associate Justices  
Marvin Baxter, Kathryn Werdegar, Ming Chin, Carol 

Corrigan, and Chief Justice Ronald George.
 Jesse Choper (professor and former dean,  

UC Berkeley Law) and Eric George (partner, Dreier Stein 
Kahan Browne Woods George LLP).

Phillips, and Chief Justices Christine Durham of Utah 
and Thomas Moyer of Ohio, who discussed the impera-
tive for maintaining the independence of the judiciary 
in the face of varying challenges.

In his address, California Chief Justice Ronald George 
emphasized the importance of state courts—in which 
ninety-eight percent of all cases are decided—and the 
particular importance of the California Supreme Court, 
“whose decisions are the most followed by other courts 
of all the state high courts in the nation.”  

The Society appreciates his gracious remarks in rec-
ognizing the support given by the Society to the Court 
in general and to the conference in particular. � ✯
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Records of the California Supreme Court His-
torical Society, dating from 1980 through 1993, are 
also available. 

The earliest records in the collections date from 
the 1850s. The collection of Chief Justice Searls 
includes Mining Laws of Junction Bluff Mining Dis-
trict, 1858. The most recent record is that of Stanley 
Mosk’s article, “State Constitutionalism: Both Lib-
eral and Conservative,” published in the Society’s 
California Legal History, vol. 1 (2006).

T h e CJCL W eb sit e a n d t h e  
C a l ifor n i a Su pr e m e Cou rt a n d 
Cou rts of A ppe a l Data base
A link on the Web site homepage takes research-
ers to the California Supreme Court and Courts 
of Appeal Database. This database contains cur-
rent and historical information about the Califor-
nia Supreme Court and Courts of Appeal, in three 
types of records. 
◆  justices’ records. More than 500 records for 
California Supreme Court justices and justices of 
the California Courts of Appeal include: justices’ 
names; dates of appointment; year(s) of birth (with 
dates of death for deceased Justices); and dates of 
service on the court(s). Also included are appellate 
district, division, and appointment as chief justice 
or presiding justice, if applicable. 
◆  Oral History Records. More than 60 records 
describe transcripts of oral history interviews with 
Courts of Appeal Justices, conducted by the Cali-
fornia Appellate Court Legacy Project. Records 
include: Justice’s name, interviewer’s name, inter-
view date, contents and index or highlights notes. 
Information about video recordings of the oral his-
tory interviews is available in the Library Catalog 
on the Web site.
◆  Special Collections & Archives. More than 
2,700 records provide brief descriptions or com-
plete listings of holdings of papers of justices of 
the California Supreme Court, Bernard E. Witkin, 
and others; and records of the California Supreme 
Court Historical Society. 

Extensive searching is possible in the database, 
using familiar search strategies similar to those 

of most online library catalogs. Researchers can 
obtain data about an individual justice, or about 
all of the justices of the California Supreme Court, 
or of an appellate district or division. Oral his-
tory interview transcripts have been indexed and 
selected index terms are displayed as highlights in 
the oral history records. Because highlights are key-
word-searchable, topical access to the contents of 
the interviews is available in the database. Records 
in Special Collections & Archives can be searched 
by personal name or name of an organization, and 
so it is possible to discover, for example, whether 
Justice Mosk spoke to a particular organization and 
the date, location and topic of the speech. 

Search results can be refined using one or more 
of the methods available for sorting or limiting 
retrieved data. Data can be sorted to alphabetical 
order, chronological or reverse chronological order, 
or by relevance to the search request. It is also pos-
sible to limit search results to specific dates or types 
of records. Examples and directions for searches 
are provided on the library Web site. 

E x hibits

Carefully researched and documented, exhibits 
are intended for a general audience. Exhibits have 
included California Women and the Law and Cal-
ifornia’s Chief Justices. Two permanent exhibits in 
the Stanley Mosk Courthouse, Los Angeles, com-
memorate Justice Mosk’s life and work. Striving for 
Justice: Yesterday, Today and Tomorrow marked the 
centennial celebration of the Courts of Appeal. In 
Writing With Reasons Stated: The Reporter of Deci-
sions and the California Official Reports described 
the work of Reporters from the nineteenth to the 
twenty-first century. Brochures describing other 
past and current exhibits are available in News on 
the library Web site. 

CJCL welcomes all visitors, virtual and in person, 
to the library Web site and to Special Collections & 
Archives. Suggestions are also very welcome, and 
can be sent via the Web site or directly to Archives@
jud.ca.gov. CJCL is honored to collect, preserve and 
provide access to the records that shape and reflect 
the history of California’s courts.� ✯

Ca li f or n i a  C ou rt  H is t ory  at  t h e  

Ca li for n i a  J u dici a l  C e n t e r  Li br a ry

continued from page 11
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The Stanley Mosk Courthouse, the headquarters of 
the Los Angeles Superior Court, lies in the midst of 

the Los Angeles Civic Center. Surrounded by the Dis-
ney Concert Hall, The County Hall of Administration 
and City Hall two blocks away, the courthouse, like the 
man it is named for, is an icon of justice. Upon enter-
ing the courthouse at either its East or West entrance, 
members of the public, litigants, litigators, and others 
pass by separate displays of pictures and memorabilia 
of Justice Mosk’s life. The displays are critically impor-
tant to inform people who may not know who Justice 
Mosk was, and why the building is named for him. 

Justice Mosk’s service to the State of California for 
over sixty years touches on many of the issues that 
shape our society today. It is not just the accomplish-
ments of the man that are significant, but the impact 
they have had on society that makes the Mosk displays 
so important. They allow everyone who takes the time 
to look at the printed material in the display cases to see 
how Stanley Mosk and his life affects each of our lives. 

Every day, thousands of people walk through the 
Stanley Mosk Courthouse and many hundreds of them 
pass by the displays. Passersby of all ages and vocations 
find items of interest. Young people and students see a 
high school diploma, University 
of Chicago pennant and a South-
western Law School graduation 
photo. The practicing attorney 
is inspired by various rulings in 
Justice Mosk’s career. The per-
son contemplating public service 
sees campaign ads related to the 
Justice’s various public offices. 
The military person sees Justice 
Mosk’s U.S. Army photo, and 
nearly everyone recognizes pho-
tos of Justice Mosk with Martin 
Luther King, Jr., Frank Sinatra, 
Dean Martin, and Presidents John 
F. Kennedy and Harry Truman. 

If we look at the panorama of 
Justice Mosk’s life, we see a young 
man educated in the public school 
system, an athlete and scholar 
who excelled in his education 
through high school, college, and 
law school, with achievements not 
beyond the hopes of many people 

today. To young men and women, this says, “I too can 
rise from my modest beginnings to contribute greatly to 
society.”  Then we see the young Stanley Mosk entering a 
career of public service that is unparalleled by most. 

Although the dates and events are generations old, 
enduring values appear in the displays. Photos with 
President Kennedy represent the era of the civil rights 
struggle. Photos with Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., rep-
resent non-violent social action. The resignation of his 
judgeship to serve in the military during World War II 
symbolizes the ultimate in civic duty. Further, Justice 
Mosk’s legal opinions range from permitting Charlie 
Sifford to become the first African-American golfer to 

play in a PGA tournament, to 
the rights of disabled parents, to 
the right of journalists to refuse 
to surrender unpublished mate-
rial without being held in con-
tempt of court. From civil rights 
to parental rights to freedom of 
the press, Justice Mosk’s legacy 
touches the lives of many people 
who come to our court today. 

Our thanks go to the Califor-
nia Supreme Court Historical 
Society for their help in making 
the Stanley Mosk displays at our 
courthouse a reality.� ✯

One of two display cases  
donated by the Society at the 

Stanley Mosk Courthouse.  
The objects displayed are from 
the Stanley Mosk Collection, a 
gift of Justice Richard M. Mosk, 
in the Archives at the California  

Judicial Center Library.

Celebrating the Life of Stanley Mosk at the Mosk Courthouse 

Joh n C .  Va n Wh e rv i n,  Di r e c t or 
Facilities Services and Capital Projects Divisions, Los Angeles Superior Court

Photos include Mosk with Indira Gandhi (left),  
Martin Luther King, Jr. (center), and Robert and John 

Kennedy (second from right).
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Preserving Our  
Pictorial Legal History

Howa r d K .  Wat k i ns

My life as a lawyer has been enriched for more 
than thirty years by my avocation as a legal 

photographer. My photographic work has given me the 
opportunity to record the pictorial history of our legal 
profession in California. I am now donating my collec-
tion of over 180,000 photographs to the Madden Library 
at CSU Fresno with the goal of making them available 
as an online database free to the public. Donations from 
many organizations and individuals, including a grant 
from the California Supreme Court Historical Society, 
have already raised more than two thirds of the funds 
needed to create the Howard K. Watkins Photographic 
Archive project.

While much of my work focuses on the legal history of 
the Central Valley—the area surrounding Fresno where 
my law practice is located—the collection includes pho-
tographs on all aspects of California legal history. Espe-
cially notable are photographs of all of the state Supreme 
Court justices since the 1970s. The collection chronicles 
the swearing-in ceremony of virtually every State Bar 
president since 1983 and a large number of Annual Meet-
ing speakers and activities of the Conference of Del-
egates. Subjects range from California Women Lawyers 
events to Bernie Witkin (at home in his study) to numer-
ous bar-related activities throughout the state. 

A special highlight of my photographic work was 
serving as official photographer of the California 
Supreme Court during its special session in Fresno on 

October 8, 2002. It has also been my privilege to pho-
tograph events of the California Supreme Court His-
torical Society, the Administrative Office of the Courts, 
the State Bar, and the California Judges Association. 
In return, I have always felt it my duty to make photo-
graphs available to such organizations without charge. 

Unlike many other photographic collections, the 
goal of my project is to have the photographs digitized, 
indexed, and available free to the public via the Madden 
Library Web site. The Fresno Regional Foundation, a 
501(c)(3) non-profit corporation, is working with me to 
raise funds for completion of the project. Information is 
available at www.watkinsphotoarchive.com. 

Former State Bar Presidents Don Fischbach and 
Tony Capozzi noted in a recent letter to State Bar lead-
ers, “It is not often that one can help preserve the legal 
community’s pictorial history for easy retrieval for gen-
erations to come. Please join us in helping to ensure this 
marvelous legacy.” I am pleased to express my apprecia-
tion to the California Supreme Court Historical Society 
for helping to support this goal.� ✯

Top Left: Bernie Witkin at home in his study  
with his manual Royal typewriter. 

 Top right: Chief Justice Ronald George administering 
the oath of office to former California Attorney General  

John Van De Kamp as the State Bar’s 80th president. 
Bottom left: Chief Justice Malcolm Lucas 

administering the oath of office to Margaret Morrow, the 
first woman president of the State Bar of California.

Bottom right: The Supreme Court arriving at the Fresno 
Amtrak station for its special session held at the Court 
of Appeal, Fifth Appellate District. Pictured are (l to r.) 

Associate Justices Carlos Moreno, Janice Brown, Ming Chin, 
Kathryn Werdegar, Marvin Baxter, and Joyce Kennard, 

Chief Justice Ronald George, and Fresno Mayor Alan Autry.
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A pioneering Mexican-American lawyer in Califor-
nia, Francisco P. Ramirez, is the subject of a biog-

raphy on which I have been working for several years 
while also practicing law in Claremont, California. A 
grant from the California Supreme Court Historical 
Society has made it possible to write several additional 
chapters, and now eleven of the projected twelve chap-
ters are complete. 

Ramirez (1837-1908) was well known during the 
1850s as the precocious bilingual editor of a Los Angeles 
Spanish-language newspaper, El Clamor Público. This 
publication failed because of unpopular political edito-
rials and protests against unfair treatment of Mexicans. 
By 1869 Ramirez abandoned journalism to become a 
lawyer in Los Angeles. He formed a law partnership in 
1872 with Frederick A. Stanford, a former colonel in the 
Texas State Militia. The last twenty-eight years of his life 
were spent in Baja California. The rare photograph that 
accompanies the text, showing him at age sixty-five, 
was recently discovered in a 1902 government file in 
Mexico City. 

The following is a condensed excerpt from Chapter 
One, “A Precocious Journalist.” (For reasons of space, 
the footnotes have been omitted.)

◆  ◆  ◆

The first edition of the Spanish-language newspaper, 
El Clamor Público, was distributed in Los Angeles on 
June 19, 1855 to a curious group of initial subscribers. 
The weekly publication was produced almost single-
handedly by a brilliant and astonishingly precocious 
eighteen-year old named Francisco P. Ramirez who 
presented his journal as a champion of the Mexican 
people.

Ramirez’s hopes for his newspaper were frustrated 
by its unpopular content. He often expressed radically 
liberal views on politics and race relations that both 
conservative Mexicans and Americans found offensive. 
Many readers recoiled at the unrestrained emotion pre-
sented in some of his editorials, a consequence of his 
extreme youth. Subscriptions and advertising gradually 
diminished until Ramirez, bankrupt and embittered, 
printed his last edition on December 31, 1859.

Francisco P. Ramirez was born in Los Angeles on 
February 9, 1837, the fourth of thirteen children. He 
was raised at his father’s homestead near the plaza. 
As a nine-year-old, Ramirez may have witnessed the 

entry of American troops into the little town on Janu-
ary 10, 1847. In good marching order, the force passed 
very near the Ramirez residence on Alameda Street, a 
stirring event enhanced by a brass band, the first ever 
heard in the city. His maternal grandfather’s widow, 
Encarnación Sepúlveda de Avila, fled to the home of 
Louis Vignes, Ramirez’s wealthy French-born godfa-
ther, leaving her residence at the plaza unattended. An 
American officer noticed the fine appearance and fur-
nishings of the abandoned Avila adobe and ordered it 
taken for use as a military headquarters. This structure 
still stands on Olvera Street and is the oldest house in 
the city. The seizure of his grandfather’s house by invad-
ing American forces was the first of many acts by which 
Ramirez learned, even as a child, that he belonged to a 
conquered people.

Ramirez grew up during an unstable period when 
Los Angeles was evolving from a remote adobe village 
on the Mexican frontier to an American city. He was 
a remarkable boy who quickly acquired an excellent 
knowledge of English from American settlers. Earlier in 
his life he had learned French, probably taught to him 
by Louis Vignes and his compatriots. Ramirez’s mastery 
of French and English, together with his native Spanish, 
made him conversant in three languages before he was 
fourteen years old.

In his later years, Ramirez provided the historian 
Hubert Howe Bancroft with a biographical “dictation” 
in which he said that his education was mainly acquired 
by “self-application to books.” The results were impres-
sive. His later writing appears to be the work of a highly 
educated person. Without knowing his background, 
some historians have erroneously concluded that 
Ramirez must have been the product of a Mexican uni-
versity. In fact, he was a self-taught prodigy who never 
went to school outside California.

During 1851, Ramirez was hired by the Los Angeles 
Star as a compositor. The newspaper first appeared on 
May 17, 1851, to serve American residents who were a 
distinct minority in a Mexican population. As a gesture 
toward its surroundings, the back page of the journal 
was printed in Spanish under the title La Estrella de Los 
Angeles. Ramirez’s fourteenth birthday occurred just 
two months before the first edition of the Star. Despite 
his youth, he was a natural candidate for employment 
by the newspaper. Ramirez was one of the few people 
in Los Angeles who was at home with the printed word 

Francisco Ramirez:  
Pioneering Mexican-American Lawyer

Pau l G r ay 
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in English and Spanish. He became an expert typesetter 
and absorbed the details of operating a newspaper.

[Ramirez then attended a Jesuit college in northern 
California and settled in San Francisco, where he was 
employed at the short-lived newspaper, The Catho-
lic Standard, from 1853 to 1954. Thereafter, he worked 
briefly at The Weekly California Express in Marysville.]

Toward the end of 1854, Ramirez left Marysville and 
returned to Los Angeles. Upon his return he was only 
seventeen years old, but highly skilled in newspaper 
work and far more sophisticated than his age would 
suggest. These qualities induced James S. Waite, owner 
of the Los Angeles Star, to offer Ramirez the editorship 
of the paper’s Spanish page, La Estrella de Los Angeles. 

By January 1855, Ramirez transformed La Estrella 
into a lively source of local news and items of interest to 
Spanish-speaking readers. The February 2, 1855, issue of 
San Francisco’s Alta California remarked, “The editor 
of the Spanish page of the Los Angeles Star is a native 
Californian named Francisco Ramirez, only fifteen 
years of age. Those versed in the Castilian language say 
that La Estrella is a model for purity of style.” Actually, 
Ramirez was only a week short of his eighteenth birth-
day when this item was published, but it shows that he 
was acquiring a reputation among journalists as some-
thing of a phenomenon. 

Ramirez was not long content as the editor of La 
Estrella. He aspired to begin his own Spanish-language 
newspaper in Los Angeles. This ambition was encour-
aged by his employer, James S. Waite, who thought that 
profits could be increased by abandoning the Spanish 
page altogether and using the extra space for English 
advertising. Waite allowed Ramirez to publicize his 
proposed newspaper in the pages of the Star. Ramirez 
chose to call his newspaper El Clamor Público, a name 
already in use by one of Madrid’s great journals.

Throughout May 1855, the Star announced the forth-
coming appearance of El Clamor Público, a newspaper 
to be “devoted exclusively to the service and interests of 
native Californians.” Ramirez produced the first edition 
of El Clamor Público on June 19, 1855. A week later, the 
June 27 Daily Alta California in San Francisco passed 
a favorable judgment: “We received yesterday, the first 
number of El Clamor Público, a newspaper printed 
wholly in the Spanish language. It is edited and pub-
lished by Francisco P. Ramirez, a native Californian, 
a mere youth in years… but uncommonly talented 
and well educated. El Clamor Público is a handsomely 
printed sheet and published at the low rate of $5 per 
annum. We trust the Spanish people of the South will 
give this newspaper a liberal support. 

Ramirez probably intended El Clamor Público to be 
an ethnic newspaper based on models he observed in 
San Francisco. It is highly doubtful that he was influ-
enced by the example of the Mexican press. There 

was no tradition of free elections in Mexico. After its 
independence in 1821, every government was installed 
through a violent revolution. Except for official gazettes 
and literary journals, most Mexican periodicals were 
ephemeral organs of insurrection and agitation. In con-
trast, El Clamor Público called for orderly social change 
and attempted to influence elections in the same man-
ner as an American newspaper. Its format and style 
were nearly identical to any of the state’s other three 
dozen or so newspapers. Ramirez’s understanding of 
journalism was clearly a result of his experience work-
ing in the American press.

While his newspaper experiences taught Ramirez 
much about American society, he could not accept the 
position of Spanish-speaking people within it. He was 
aware that white Americans had the most alarming 
attitudes toward racial differences. As Bancroft wrote, 
“The feeling bred by border war and conquest, and 
more or less defiant contempt among Anglo-Saxons 
for the dark-hued and undersized Hispano-Americans, 
nicknamed greasers, had early evoked an ill-disguised 
animosity between the two races.” Anglo-Saxon racism 
was the central problem in Ramirez’s life. He under-
stood that the inevitable result of American bias would 
be the subordination of Spanish-speaking people. His 
response was to publish El Clamor Público as an organ 
of Mexican resistance and political action.

The success of Ramirez’s newspaper was jeopar-
dized because he was out of touch with the profoundly 
conservative Mexican community in Los Angeles. At 
some point Ramirez had embraced the principles of 
nineteenth-century liberalism, especially the variety 
encountered in Mexico. He probably read the work of 
Mexicans like José María Luis Mora and other ideo-
logues of the liberal movement headed by Benito 
Juárez. 

Several recurrent themes appeared in the pages of El 
Clamor Público that were drawn directly from Mexican 
Liberalism. Among them was a fervent belief in racial 
equality and the abolition of slavery. Others included 
the impartial administration of justice and full political 
rights for every citizen. Such ideals were incorporated 
in the United States Constitution, a document greatly 
admired by Ramirez, but he believed they were largely 
nullified by American racism and slavery.

The traditional Mexican society of Los Angeles was 
not amenable to the views espoused by Ramirez. The 
most damaging opposition to El Clamor Público came 
from wealthy Spanish-speaking landowners who made 
up only about three percent of California Mexicans. 
This influential group resided in adobe townhouses 
adjacent to the plaza in Los Angeles when not visiting 
their outlying ranches. Sometimes known as the “ran-
chero elite” they controlled the economic, political, and 
social life of Mexican Los Angeles.
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The first American political leaders cultivated an 
alliance with the ranchero elite. One early politician, a 
young lawyer named Joseph Lancaster Brent, learned 
to speak fluent Spanish and set about recruiting promi-
nent rancheros into the Democratic Party. Brent, a 
Catholic from Maryland, captivated 
many wealthy Mexican families by his 
personal charm, shared religious beliefs, 
and ability to speak the native language. 
He represented a branch of the Demo-
cratic Party originating in the Deep 
South known as the “Chivalry,” which 
zealously supported slavery and its 
extension into the territories acquired 
after the Mexican-American War. Many 
of the ranchero elite found the Chivalry 
appealing. There was a certain analogy 
between their position as owners of vast 
estates supported by Indian labor and 
the aristocratic plantations of the South 
worked by Black slaves.

The vast majority of Mexicans in Los 
Angeles in the 1850s were members of 
the working class. In 1860, skilled and unskilled labor-
ers made up about eighty-six percent of the town’s Mex-
ican population. Many were dependent on the ranchero 
elite for a living and stoically accepted their humble 
position as a normal part of the Mexican social order. 
Nevertheless, most Hispanic landowners and their 
workers had an ancient element of reciprocity in their 
relationship which was rooted in Spanish feudalism. 
Mexican patrones often sponsored weddings, baptisms, 
and funerals for their employees. They were likely to be 
chosen as godfathers by their workers, a highly impor-
tant undertaking in Mexican society that bound them 
to assume responsibility for the children should their 
parents die or become disabled. In such manner, cer-
tain personal loyalties developed between master and 
servant that were unknown in American society. This 
helped the ranchero elite to gather the votes of those 
they employed. 

For the most part, working class Mexicans had little 
interest in politics. La Estrella de Los Angeles noticed this 
fact on October 30, 1852, in a Spanish column written 
by the editor: “We have seen with pain the great apathy 
that has existed on the occasion of elections. We have 
heard with surprise the statements of many people that 
election results are not important.” Much as Ramirez 
would later do in the pages of El Clamor Público, the 
editor exhorted ordinary Mexicans in Los Angeles to 
participate in public affairs and vote for “honest and 
just men who will attend to your complaints.” 

Ramirez was not a member of the ranchero elite 
or the working classes. His family belonged to a small 
number of agriculturists, merchants, and entrepreneurs 

who stood outside the traditional relationship between 
rancheros and their workers. As a liberal, he tended to 
align himself with the laboring classes. He hoped to 
raise their political awareness and induce them to vote 
for candidates who would somehow reduce discrimi-

nation and improve the condition of 
Spanish-speaking people. Yet few of the 
Mexican poor subscribed to his news-
paper or reflected on the merits of his 
work. A tremendous apathy existed 
on the part of most Mexicans toward 
politics, a fact which helped defeat the 
aspirations of Ramirez and caused him 
much personal anguish.

Los Angeles Mexicans failed to sup-
port Ramirez for additional reasons. 
Most would not subscribe to El Clamor 
Público, or any other newspaper, simply 
because they could not read. In 1850, far 
less than half of Spanish-speaking adults 
in Los Angeles were literate. There was 
also a tendency for Mexicans to move in 
and out of the city in accordance with 

demand for their labor. Only eleven percent of Spanish-
speaking families resided continuously in Los Angeles 
from 1850 to 1880. 

In this first issue, El Clamor Público was represented 
as an “independent newspaper, following the banner of 
no political party or religious sect.” Ramirez wrote that 
it was “built on the foundation of liberal ideas” and its 
columns would always be open for “impartial discus-
sion of all public affairs.” It contained only four pages, 
but the annual subscription rate for fifty-two weekly 
copies was five dollars. This must have discouraged 
many Mexican laborers from subscribing since most 
earned less than a dollar a day.

Despite the purported “independent” position of El 
Clamor Público on political matters, Ramirez immedi-
ately used his newspaper to attack the American Party, 
a growing force in California politics in 1855. The party 
began in Massachusetts as a protest against a huge wave 
of Irish immigration to the United States. The American 
Party advocated restrictions on further immigration to 
the United States and exclusion of Roman Catholics 
from public life. It tried to be a secret society whose 
members were instructed to keep silent on its activities 
and objectives. Because of this, those belonging to the 
party were soon called “Know-Nothings.”

In the July 3, 1855, issue of El Clamor Público, 
Ramirez sarcastically wrote that the Know-Nothings 
were “miserable and fanatic beings” who were intent 
on destroying the rights of every person “of whatever 
class or condition who has the misfortune to profess the 
Catholic religion.” He urged his readers not to fall vic-
tim to their usual apathy: “Many of you believe that the 

Francisco P. Ramirez
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right to vote is of little importance and completely fail 
to do so. But the right you view with so much indiffer-
ence and lethargy is the only guarantee of our liberty.”

In a July 24 editorial, Ramirez unburdened himself 
on slavery, an issue that deeply disturbed him. It was the 
first public expression of his unusually radical views:

The idea of liberty in the United States is truly 
curious…. Certain people have no liberty at all. It 
is denied by the courts to every person of color…. 
But there is the great liberty of any white man to 
buy a human being in order to arbitrarily hang 
him or burn him alive. This happens in states 
where slavery is tolerated and the vilest despo-
tism runs wild—this, in the center of the nation 
that calls itself a “model republic.”

The next edition had another editorial on slavery 
in which Ramirez displayed an impressive knowledge 
of the subject. The Compromise of 1850 and the part 
Henry Clay played in it was briefly discussed. Ramirez 
mentioned protests against slavery published by ex-
president John Quincy Adams and outlined the devel-
opment of the abolitionist movement in New England. 
He deplored the suffering of slaves caused by separa-
tion from their families, being sold like animals, and 
the horrors of severe punishment imposed at the whim 
of white masters.

These attacks on slavery were not favorably received 
by most Americans in Los Angeles. A few local peo-
ple from the northeast quarter of the United States 
opposed slavery, but their objections were not based on 
any humane considerations. They thought that bring-
ing slaves into the West would degrade the value of 
free white labor and reduce wages. Ramirez’s hatred of 
slavery was consistent with the ideal of racial equality 
introduced into Mexico by liberals who abolished slav-
ery as early as 1810 and attempted to give full juridical 
and civil rights to Indians. Although constant war-
fare between liberals and conservatives impeded such 
reforms, a belief in racial equality remained fundamen-
tal to Mexican liberal ideology and was one of Ramirez’s 
most deeply held convictions. He was a defender of 
every racial group in California.

Ramirez published a January 19, 1856, editorial 
opposing a bill in the legislature to exclude Chinese 
from the state, saying: “America is a free country and a 
haven for the oppressed of other nations, and it would 
not be reasonable or just to close its doors to an indus-
trious people merely because their customs are differ-
ent from ours and they have another color.” At this time 
there was virtually no popular support for the Chinese 
who were willing to work for greatly reduced wages. 
But beyond being a champion of this maligned group, 
Ramirez was an almost solitary voice of protest against 
mistreatment of Indians. Such advanced views on race 

directly challenged the pretensions of the ranchero elite 
and repudiated American beliefs in white supremacy.

The radical tone of El Clamor Público provoked criti-
cism from the community. Without identifying those 
responsible or stating the nature of their grievances, 
on November 6, 1855, Ramirez wrote: “We have been 
attacked by every means possible...but to those who 
have done so, both in our presence and outside it, we 
offer only our contempt.” He defiantly continued, “as 
journalists, private citizens, and honest men, we have 
a right to go about with our heads held high and not 
bow to anyone for any reason.” A few months later, Feb-
ruary 2, 1856, Ramirez complained that “some people 
consider themselves censors of everything written or 
spoken by the editor and threaten him with death and 
all manner of tortures worthy of the inquisition.”

American indignation toward El Clamor Público 
may have been mollified during the first year of its exis-
tence by occasional articles expressing admiration for 
the United States and its people. Ramirez felt a close 
connection with American democracy. He understood 
that Mexican Liberalism and the United States politi-
cal system arose from a common European origin. In 
some respects they were nearly identical, but America 
had achieved a level of stability and respect for the 
electoral process that was unknown in Mexico. One 
of Ramirez’s earliest editorials, July 3, 1855, praised the 
American Declaration of Independence and presented a 
remarkably detailed account of the men and events that 
inspired it, as well as a Spanish translation of the text. 
Ramirez wrote another laudatory column on August 
28 saying that the government of the United States was 
“formed by men of such greatness and profound wis-
dom that they have no parallel in history.” Three weeks 
later, El Clamor Público published a short biography of 
every American president.

There was a strange juxtaposition of articles in the 
newspaper on May 24, 1856. One article, written by 
Ramirez, described the phenomenal development of 
commerce, railroads, and telegraphic systems on the 
east coast of the United States. This progress toward 
becoming a world power was attributed to America’s 
liberal principles and democratic form of government. 
Immediately next to it was an item reprinted from El 
Eco del Pacífico reporting the slaughter of seventeen 
Chileans and three Mexicans by an American mob 
near Coulterville in the gold country. It was the latest 
in a long series of unpunished atrocities committed by 
Americans in northern California against the Latin race. 
The two articles stood side-by-side in utter contrast, one 
portraying Americans as founders of a great democracy 
and the other describing them as murderous enemies 
of Spanish-speaking people. Whether by coincidence 
or not, this issue marked the end of articles expressing 
an exalted opinion of the United States.� ✯
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Civil And Uncivil 
Constitutional Rights In California: 

The Early Legal History

◆  ◆  ◆

A  C O L L O Q U I U M  P R E S E N T E D  B Y

T h e  C a l i f o r n i a  S u p r e m e  C o u r t

Historical Society
A N D

David S. Terry
California Supreme  

Court Justice
October 1857–September 1859

Chinese Field Hands 
in 1858

Clara Shortridge Foltz 
First Woman Lawyer 

in California 
admitted September 4, 1878

Peter H. Burnett
California Supreme  

Court Justice
January 1857–October 1858

♦   �What is the legacy of early California civil rights cases that provided a foundation for 
changes in the 20th and 21st centuries?

♦   How were various racial groups treated differently by the legal system a century ago?
♦   Who were the people trying to advance California’s civil rights jurisprudence?

PA N E L I S T S : 	� Professor Joseph R. Grodin, Hastings College of the Law 
Professor Charles J. McClain Jr., University of California, Berkeley 
Professor Shirley Ann Moore, Sacramento State University

MODE R AT OR :  	� John F. Burns, Former California State Archivist and current Member, 
Board of Directors, California Supreme Court Historical Society 

DAT E :  	 Thursday, January 22, 2009, 4:30 p.m. to 6:30 p.m.
L O C AT ION:  	� Milton Marks Auditorium, Lower Level, State Office Building, 350 

McAllister Street, San Francisco (underground parking at Civic Center 
Garage; close to Civic Center BART)

A DM I S SION:  	� Free for Historical Society members; free for students; $10 for non-members; 
refreshments will be provided

MC L E C R E DI T: 	� 2 hours; MCLE registration 4:00 p.m. to 4:30 p.m. (credits apply also 
to judicial branch officers and employees under Cal. Rules of Court, rule 
10.481(b))

R S V P: 	� Mail and include check, if applicable, to CSCHS, P.O. Box 1071, Fresno, CA 
93714-1071 (Please include name(s), status [member, non-member, student] 
and contact number in correspondence), by phone at call (800) 353-7537, or 
register online via http://www.cschs.org/01_society/01_c.html. 

The Bar Association of San Francisco is certified  
as an MCLE provider by the State Bar of California

Introduction by Chief Justice Ronald M. George
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State Archives Digitizes 
Constitutional Convention Papers

L a r e n M etz e r ,  De pu t y Stat e 
A rc h i v ist,  C a l i for n i a Stat e A rc h i v e s

With funding provided by the California Supreme 
Court Historical Society, the State Archives 

recently completed a project to digitize the working 
papers of the 1878-1879 Constitutional Convention.

Totaling over 18,000 pages, the working papers have 
long been largely inaccessible for research. These working 
papers reflect the work of delegates who convened in Sac-
ramento from September 1878 to March 1879. Their work 
resulted in the creation of the 1879 Constitution, which 
still serves as the legal foundation for state government.

The papers include several sections that relate directly 
to the history of the state’s judicial system. In the Com-
mittee Files, one can find records concerning the delib-
erations of the Judiciary and Judicial Department. Much 
of the work of the convention focused on the creation 
of articles for the new constitution. Within the Proposed 
Amendments and Articles Files, there are records relat-
ing to the judiciary. Amendment 3, for example, concerns 
the Supreme Court solely. The Minutes of the proceed-
ings are also a rich source for information about the judi-
ciary. Other portions of the collection, of course, contain 
documents relating to myriad legal issues. 

The digitized collection, which will be available via the 
Internet at the State Archives Web site (www.sos.ca.gov/
archives), consists of several parts, including the working 
papers, a user’s guide, a finding aid, and two indices, a sub-
ject index and document type index. The working papers 
are organized into several distinct parts, including admin-
istrative files (3 file folders), committee files (12 file folders), 
memorials (5 file folders), reports (12 file folders), petitions 
(45 file folders), resolutions (5 file folders), amendments 
and articles (82 file folders), printer’s drafts of articles (10 
file folders), and minutes (126 file folders).

First-time users of the collection would do well to look 
at the comprehensive finding aid to the collection. This 
finding aid, prepared by State Archives staff, provides a 
wealth of information about the records and the political 
context of their creation. It includes a background sum-
mary relating to the convention, a listing of all elected 
delegates with their age, birthplace, residence, occupa-
tion, political party affiliation, and district represented, a 
listing of each committee with its respective representa-
tives, a chronological chart depicting the dates when each 
article was reported, debated, amended, and adopted, 
and a record series-level description of the papers, which 
includes the number of file folders, identification number, 
and a summary description of the contents. 

Two indices are included as well in the finding aid: 
convention resolutions are indexed numerically by 
number and provide subject, author, and date intro-
duced; amendments are indexed numerically by num-
ber and provide subject, author, and date introduced.

If users have a particular subject to focus their 
research, it will be valuable to consult the subject index, 
which was especially created by State Archives staff in 
preparation for the digitizing of the records. The index 
is arranged alphabetically by subject term and includes 
the subject, identification number, and box, folder, and 
page references where the subject material is located. 
Note that many of the subject terms do not include a 
page reference since not all the documents in the col-
lection contain page numbers. In addition to scrolling 
through the index to search for a topic, a user can enter 
a subject term in the box at the top of the page.

Users who want to search the collection by type of 
document should consult the document type index. 
This index, arranged by type of document, includes a 
link to an identification number, and other information 
as needed. Minutes, for example, which are organized 
chronologically by date, are broken down to the folder 
level with corresponding span dates.

A division of the Secretary of State’s office, the State 
Archives is charged with selecting, managing, and preserv-
ing the historical records of state government. Holdings cur-
rently total about 105,000 cubic feet of records or about 252 
million pages. Among the collections are 3000 linear feet of  
maps, drawings and architectural records, 675 linear feet  
of photographs, 650 linear feet of moving images, 150 linear 
feet of sound recordings, over 250 linear feet of microfilm 
and a small but growing collection of electronic records.

The State Archives has sizeable holdings from nearly 
all state agencies, including the state legislature, the state 
supreme and appellate courts, and constitutional offices. 
These records date to the 1850s. Included are the records 
of former governors Earl Warren, Goodwin Knight, 
Pete Wilson and Gray Davis, and the so-called Spanish 
archives, applications and maps for land deeded to private 
parties during the Spanish and Mexican eras, which date 
to the 1760s. Local government records transferred by cit-
ies and counties over the years include the records relating 
to the assassination of Robert F. Kennedy (1968) and the 
mass murder trial of Juan Corona (early 1970s). The State 
Archives also maintains all original laws, executive orders 
and proclamations dating to 1850.

Research of the collections can be divided into four 
distinct groups: the legal community, including legisla-
tive intent companies, the courts, law firms, district attor-
neys and litigants who are interested in court case files or 
bill files that may provide evidence of a law’s purpose; 
academic researchers, including professors, teachers 
and students focused on a particular subject; genealo-
gists who use census records, property records, military 
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records and licensing records 
to develop family histories; and 
general researchers pursuing a 
variety of particular topics.

LearnCalifornia is another 
resource that makes regular use 
of our collections. This innova-
tive Web site, active since 2000, 
provides an on-line resource 
about California history and 
government for teachers and 
students. Resources include les-
son plans, summaries of key 
events, background information 
about significant individuals, 
and selected records and images 
from the State Archives. The site 
received over 4.5 million hits in 
fiscal year 2007–2008.

Recent publications that have made use of the records 
include Ethan Rarick’s California Rising: The Life and 
Times of Pat Brown (2005), Anthony Kirk’s A Flier in Oil: 
Adolph B. Spreckels and the Rise of the California Petroleum 
Industry (2005), Clare McKanna’s Race and Homicide in 
Nineteenth-Century California (2002), David Vaught’s Cul-
tivating California: Growers, Specialty Crops, and Labor, 
1875-1920 (1999), Kurt Schuparra’s Triumph of the Right: 

The Rise of the California Conser-
vative Movement, 1945-1966 (1998), 
Wendy Kline’s Building a Better 
Race: Gender, Sexuality and Eugen-
ics from the Turn of the Century 
to the Baby Boom(2001), and Ed 
Cray’s Chief Justice: A Biography of 
Earl Warren (1997).

Numerous books, articles and 
television shows have made use 
of the Robert F. Kennedy records, 
including Dan Moldea’s The Killing 
of Robert F. Kennedy: An Investiga-
tion of Motive, Means, and Oppor-
tunity (1995), William Klaber and 
Philip Melanson’s Shadow Play: The 
Murder of Robert F. Kennedy, the 
Trial of Sirhan Sirhan, and the Fail-
ure of American Justice (1997), and 

The History Channel’s production, Conspiracy: The Robert 
F. Kennedy Assassination (2004). 

Unexplored topics at the State Archives to date include 
the Juan Corona mass murder trial, the evolution of state 
government’s treatment of mental patients, urbaniza-
tion in twentieth-century Southern California, the rise 
of large-scale water projects and the story of Japanese-
American internment during World War II.� ✯

 A memorial to the President and Congress  
regarding Chinese immigration

De a dl i n e:  Ju n e 30,  2 009 

Award: The winning author will receive a prize of $2,500 and publication in the Society’s journal, Califor-
nia Legal History. Second and third place winners may also be chosen, and all winning papers will be posted 
on the Society’s Web site. 
Topic: Original, unpublished scholarly writing on any aspect of California legal history, ranging from the 
Supreme Court itself and its justices and decisions, to local events of legal historical importance—includ-
ing biography, significant trials, independent state interpretation, the California Constitution, and judicial 
administration, as well as areas of law such as criminal law, civil rights, family law, tort liability, environ-
mental law, and taxation—in any time period from 1846 to the present. 

On the leading position and nationwide influence of the California Supreme Court, see the article on 
“Followed Rates” by Jake Dear and Edward W. Jessen: http://lawreview.law.ucdavis.edu/issues/41-2_Dear.pdf

Judges: The entries will be judged by a panel of legal historians.
Eligibility & guidelines: The submission must be written during the student’s enrollment in a school 
of law or as a graduate student in history, political science, government, public policy, or a related field. For 
further information please see the announcement on the Society’s Web site.
Submissions & questions: Please send to the CSCHS Student Writing Competition Chair at  
smsth@aol.com.� ✯

20 0 9  St u de n t  W rit i ng  C om pet it ion
Ca ll  for  E n t r i e s

The complete announcement, as sent to California law schools and universities,  
is posted on the Society’s Web site, www.cschs.org. 
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Historical Society

2 0 0 9  M e m b e r s h i p  F o r m

Please denote your membership level, make 
checks payable to CSCHS, and include your 
contact information below.

2009 members receive our annual journal, 
California Legal History, Volume 4 and the 
CSCHS Newsletter, published twice yearly.

❏	 Benefactor...$2500 & above	 ❏	 Grantor ........$250 to $499
❏	 Founder .......$1000 to $2499	 ❏	 Sustaining...$100 to $249
❏	 Steward........$750 to $999	 ❏	 Judicial .........$50 to $99
❏	 Sponsor........$500 to $749

Name			   Professional Affiliation

Address			   City

State	 Zip	 Phone	 Fax

Email

Credit Card Number		  Expiration Date	 Donation Amount

Signature

Please sign up online at www.cschs.org, or return this 
form along with your membership contribution to:
The California Supreme Court Historical Society
P.O. Box 1071, Fresno, CA 93714-1071
Or send by fax to (559) 227-1463

New and existing members can now  
pay their dues online at

WWW.C SCHS.ORG

http://www.cschs.org
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