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Panelists at the October 5, 2011 symposium, “Can Direct Democracy Be Saved?”
Left to right: Robert Stern; Peter Schrag; Justice Carlos Moreno (Ret.); Joel Fox;
Moderator Trudy Schaefer. (Full Story on pages 3 to 7.)
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Dear members and friends
of the Society,

the landmark 1967 U.S. Supreme Court decision on this
issue, Loving v. Virginia.

We live in challenging times.
Regardless of political
view or judicial philosophy,
most of us share the sense
that both our country and
our state are navigating profoundly troubled times. We
are witness to economic distress, political gridlock, a
widening gap between the
rich and poor, and systemic attacks on an independent judiciary. Which is why the mission and work of
the California Supreme Court Historical Society have
never been more important or relevant.
The Society, founded in 1989, is dedicated to recovering, preserving, and promoting California’s legal and
judicial history, with a particular emphasis on the state’s
highest court. The Society examines our collective
judicial legacy, good and bad, popular and unpopular,
decided by legal giants and mere mortals alike.
The national historical significance of the California
Supreme Court is beyond serious debate. In 1972, the
Wall Street Journal opined: “The [California] high court
over the past 20 years has won a reputation as perhaps
the most innovative of the state judiciaries, setting precedents in areas of criminal justice, civil liberties, racial
integration, and consumer protection that heavily influence other states and the federal bench.” The trend continues. Jake Dear (a member of the Society’s board) and
Edward Jessen, in their 2007 study “ ‘Followed Rates’ and
Leading State Cases 1940–2005,” 41 U.C. Davis L. Rev. 683,
concluded that the decisions of the California Supreme
Court have been, and continue to be, the most followed
of any state supreme court in the nation.

Strict Liability for Product Defects: In Greenman v. Yuba Power Products, Inc. (1963) 59 Cal.2d 57, Justice Traynor wrote a majority opinion adopting the rule
of strict liability for defective products. This rule has since
been adopted throughout most of the United States.

H ist or ic , Fa r- S e e i ng D e cisions
For over 150 years, decisions of the Court have fundamentally shaped our lives as Americans and Californians. The
examples are as numerous as they are profound:
Power of the People: In its 1894 decision in Livermore v. Waite (1894) 102 Cal. 113, the Supreme Court
limited the power of the legislature to alter the California Constitution by ruling that the power to change the
Constitution rests exclusively with the people.
Racial Equality: In Perez v. Sharp (1948) 32 Cal.2d
711, the Court overturned the statutory ban on interracial
marriage as unconstitutional. Perez directly influenced
2

Educational Opportunity: Serrano v. Priest (1971)
5 Cal.3d 584, invalidated California’s unequal system of
public school funding as violating the Equal Protection
Clause.
Fair Juries: In People v. Wheeler (1978) 22 Cal.3d 258,
the Court, speaking through Justice Mosk, held that it
was a violation of the federal and state constitutional
right to a fair and impartial jury for a prosecutor to
select a jury in a racially biased manner. The holding
of Wheeler was adopted in the landmark U.S. Supreme
Court decision of Batson v. Kentucky (1986).
Wh at Ju dici a l H ist ory C a n D o
for Us Today
The California Supreme Court is a true national leader.
But to many of us, the importance of the Society’s work
goes beyond its promotion and assessment of one of the
most important judicial bodies in the country. The Society’s work provides all of us critical historical context
to understand the difficult issues of our own times and
the role that great jurists can play in resolving seemingly
intractable disputes.
The legacy of the work of past giants of the Court,
including Justices Traynor and Mosk, is not simply the
brilliance and impact of their opinions. Rather, their
work is a powerful reminder that, as difficult as these
times may be, we have faced and overcome worse. By
engaging with our judicial history, we affirm that the
study of California’s long history of wisdom, courage
and an abiding commitment to justice can help us chart
a course past our current troubles.
On behalf of the Society, I invite you to attend our
public programs, review our outstanding journal,
California Legal History, and support our efforts in
the upcoming year. You may discover, as you study
the Court’s legacy, that its innovative and thoughtful
approaches to resolution of critical disputes in times
past have important lessons to teach us about our own
challenging times.
With warm wishes for a Happy New Year,

Dan Grunfeld 
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“Can Direct Democracy Be Saved?”
a symposium Held in Los Angeles, October 5, 2011

Joel Fox, former President of the Howard Jarvis
Taxpayers Association, vigorously defended California’s
system of direct democracy, pointing out that 75 percent of
Californians polled favor it, while only 20 percent
approve of the Legislature’s performance.

Retired California Supreme Court Associate Justice Carlos
Moreno offered a straightforward recommendation when
asked for one reform to improve the initiative process in
California: impose a word limit on ballot measures and
require that they be written in “simple, plain English.”

Photos by Greg VerVille

T

he California Supreme Court Historical Society
marked the centennial of the initiative process in
California by co-sponsoring a symposium on its historical, legal, and political legacy over the past 100 years.
The Society partnered with the League of Women Voters of California and Zócalo Public Square in presenting
a panel discussion in downtown Los Angeles on October 5, 2011. That date is almost exactly a century after
California voters enacted the modern system of direct
democracy by approving Proposition 7, which established the initiative and referendum, in October 1911.
The symposium was titled “Can Direct Democracy
Be Saved?” and the issue for discussion was framed in
the following terms:
“The promises of direct democracy are to promote
citizen involvement and level the playing field of politics. But after a century of initiative and referendum
in California, many wonder how level the playing field
is, and whether ballot box legislation has advanced the
cschs newsletter
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cause of good governance, or only contributed to governmental dysfunction. In recent decades, dozens of
initiatives have profoundly changed the state’s budgeting process, its criminal justice system, its educational
system, and the autonomy of local governments. What
are the practical and legal limits of governing by initiative, and is California better or worse for it? When
it comes to direct democracy, whose voice is being
heard?”
Those questions, and others, provoked a lively
exchange of views among the distinguished panelists:
Joel Fox, a political consultant, author, and former
president of the Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association;
Hon. Carlos Moreno, a former federal district court
judge and recently retired Associate Justice of the California Supreme Court;
Peter Schrag, author and columnist, as well as former editorial page editor of the Sacramento Bee; and
3

Peter Schrag, former editorial page editor of the
Sacramento Bee, was blunt when asked what he
would do to improve the initiative system:
“I’d like to eliminate it, period.”

Zócalo Public Square Managing Director Dulce Vasquez
welcomes audience, thanks CSCHS and League of
Women Voters for co-sponsorship.

4

Robert Stern, President of the Center for Government
Studies and the first General Counsel of California’s Fair
Political Practices Commission, challenged the audience to
“Name one initiative that the voters later regretted passing.”

Robert Stern, President of the Center for Governmental Studies and former general counsel for the California Fair Political Practices Commission
The evening’s discussion was expertly facilitated
by the knowledgeable moderator, Trudy Schaefer, the
League of Women Voters Senior Director for Programs
and, like Joel Fox, a member of the 2000–2001 commission on the initiative appointed by then-Assembly
Speaker Robert Hertzberg.
Opinions about the desirability of California’s brand
of direct democracy ranged across the spectrum.
Peter Schrag was the system’s most severe critic,
declaring unequivocally “I’d like to eliminate it, period.”
He observed that half of the states do not have anything
resembling California’s system and doubted that anyone
could successfully argue that California was better governed than they are. He also pointed out that initiatives,
whose express purpose is to restrict the power of the
legislature, often provoke legislative responses which in
turn lead to additional initiatives in a self-perpetuating
and harmful cycle, further reducing the legislature’s
effectiveness. For example, Proposition 13 was followed
in 1979 by the “Gann initiative,” which imposed a limit
on both the State’s receipt and expenditure of taxes. In
1987, when Governor Deukmejian decided that the State
had exceeded its “Gann limit” he refunded hundreds
of millions of dollars to taxpayers, thereby reducing
fa l l / w i n t e r 2 011
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funding for schools. This led school interests to support Proposition 98 the following year, guaranteeing
a floor for K-12 educational spending. Although protecting schools, this led the legislature to take revenues
from local governments, giving rise in turn to initiative
measures that insulated local governments from state
“raids” on their revenues but only by further limiting
State legislative control over public finance.
Joel Fox took the opposite view: “When you look at
the polling, 75 percent of the people like direct democracy and only 20 percent like the legislature. So maybe
we should be talking about how do we save the legislature.” In response to suggestions that there are too
many initiatives, he noted that in 100 years only 116 laws
have been enacted by initiative, while in the last seven
months alone the legislature passed over 600 bills, many
of which emerged only at the last minute and were never
the subject of committee hearings. Finally, he emphasized that initiatives arise only when the legislature fails
to act on perceived problems.
Bob Stern, a principal co-author of the 1974 California Political Reform Act (an initiative measure passed
by 70 percent of the voters) recognized problems with
the initiative process but championed reforming the
current system rather than eliminating it. He challenged the audience to “Name me an initiative that’s
passed, since the beginning, where the voters regretted
passing it.” He also argued that there are some subjects
that the legislature will never act on, such as term limits,
redistricting reform, and political/campaign ethics.
Justice Moreno offered a measured assessment, based
on the several occasions he had to consider the legal
validity of initiatives during his 10 years on the California Supreme Court. He observed that initiatives tend to
be overly-long and poorly drafted, in part because their
proponents do not necessarily have the benefit of professional staff, which the Legislative Counsel’s office provides for bills. In addition, he observed, they don’t have
the “record” that the legislative process typically develops through committee hearings, staff reports and findings of fact. This makes it more difficult for the courts to
determine the intent of the drafters and voters.
Turning to possible reforms, the panelists found
more areas of agreement.
Without abandoning his preference for complete
abolition of the initiative, Peter Schrag recommended
that California incorporate provisions (in effect in several other states) that place an automatic “sunset date”
on initiative measures or that allow the legislature to
amend or repeal an initiative measure after a specified
number of years.
Joel Fox thought that the power to write the ballot
summary and assign the ballot title to initiatives should
be removed from the Attorney General because it is a
partisan office.
cschs newsletter
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Bob Stern felt that the time limit within which signatures must be gathered on initiative petitions (150 days)
is far too short. It effectively requires the use of paid signature gatherers, giving an advantage to those interests
with plenty of money. His assertion that “If you have $2
million you are guaranteed to get on the ballot” was not
challenged by Joel Fox. However, Mr. Fox insisted that

CSCHS board members John Caragozian
and Bob Wolfe react differently to a point made
by a panelist.

Peter Israel, judicial staff attorney at the California
Court of Appeal, Second District, and CSCHS
board member Ray McDevitt.

5

CSCHS President Dan Grunfeld, former California
Supreme Court Associate Justice Carlos Moreno, CSCHS
board members John Caragozian and Bob Wolfe.

Pepperdine School of Law Professor and
CSCHS board member Kristine Knaplund.

money would not similarly guarantee passage, pointing
to the failure of two recent measures, one sponsored by
Mercury Insurance the other by Pacific Gas and Electric Co., despite those companies having vastly outspent
their opponents. Stern recommended the time limit to
circulate petitions be extended to one year, enabling
“grass roots” groups to more easily qualify measures.
He also encouraged the audience to look at the range of
other reforms recommended by the Center for Governmental Studies in its report on the initiative, “Democ6

racy by Initiative: Shaping California’s Fourth Branch
of Government,” which can be found at www.cgs.org .
Justice Moreno’s plea was straightforward: a word
limit on initiatives and a requirement that drafters use
“simple, plain English.”
All agreed that greater disclosure of the identity of
the principal supporters and opponents of initiative
measures would be useful to voters, as would clear
information on those measures’ likely governmental
costs and other financial effects. None of the panelists
thought that on-line voting for initiatives was ready to
be implemented, given the concerns for both accuracy
in tabulating results and preserving individual voters’
privacy. And most of the panelists, regardless of their
views about the initiative process generally, thought
that proponents of a measure should have “standing” to
defend it in court if neither the Governor nor the Attorney General are willing to do so.
Justice Moreno provided the evening’s most fascinating personal observation. He remarked that this was the
first time he had been in the theater in which the panel
discussion was being held, recalling that when he was a
child growing up in Los Angeles the theater showed Japanese language films. He also remembered getting his
hair cut at the “Barbers College,” right next door to the
theatre, where haircuts cost only 25 cents — and were
free if you went to the chairs in the back.
Society board members Bob Wolfe and John Caragozian worked diligently to coordinate the Society’s
fa l l / w i n t e r 2 011

·

cschs newsletter

CSCHS Administrative Director Chris Stockton welcomed
audience members, managed the MCLE sign-up process,
and distributed information about the Society.

involvement with its two co-sponsors in this program
and deserve much credit for its success. The Society’s
administrative officer Chris Stockton capably handled
logistical details before, during and after the event. Vice
President Eric Joss and Paul Hastings, LLP, arranged for
attorneys attending the symposium to receive State Bar
CLE credit, distributing a comprehensive compilation
of court opinions and scholarly analysis of the law in
California on the initiative and referendum.
The complete audio/video recording of the panel
presentation can be viewed online at the Zócalo website, http://zocalopublicsquare.org . The Zócalo website
also contains a series of brief, briskly-written essays on
the topic “This Doggone Democracy — Would California be Better Off Without Ballot Initiatives?” under
the heading “Up for Discussion.” Contributors include
Tracy Gordon, a Brookings Institution Fellow; Roger
Noll, emeritus professor of economics at Stanford
University and senior fellow at Stanford’s Institute for
Economic Policy Research; Jessica Levinson, visiting
associate professor at Loyola Law School, Los Angeles;
David McCann, associate professor of economics at
Sonoma State University; and Robert Stern, President
of the Center for Governmental Studies and one of the
participants in the Symposium.
✯

100 Years of Direct Democracy in California, 1911–2011

California Governor Hiram Johnson sucessfully
campaigned for several Progressive causes
including popular election of United States
senators, women’s right to vote, and direct
democracy. The latter two were approved
by California voters in 1911.
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In October 1911, California voters enacted the
modern system of direct democracy by approving
Proposition 7, which established the initiative
and referendum. In the same election,
voters approved a constitutional amendment
giving women the right to vote.

7

At the ceremony held on July 7, 2011 in the Great Hall of the Hiram Johnson State Building in San Francisco to
present a framed resolution of the Judicial Council are: (Left to right) William Vickrey, Administrative Director of
the Courts, since retired; Frances M. Jones, Director of the California Judicial Center Library; Mrs. Eleanor Manuel,
wife of the first African-American to serve on the California Supreme Court, the late Justice Wiley Manuel;
Ronald Overholt, Interim Director of the Administrative Office of the Courts; Associate Justice Timothy Reardon of the
First District Court of Appeal; Judge Winifred Younge Smith of the Superior Court of Alameda County;
and Mr. Michael Thompson, son of the late Court of Appeal Associate Justice Leon Thompson.
Photo: Rita Mah, Administrative Office of the Courts

“. . . And Justice For All”
Celebrating 50 years of Service by
California African-American Justices, 1961-2011
Fr a nce s M. Jon e s*

Our children must never lose their zeal for
building a better world. They must not be
discouraged from aspiring toward greatness, for
they are to be the leaders of tomorrow.
From “My Last Will and Testament”
by Mary McLeod Bethune.

T

he exhibit, “. . . And Justice for All” was inspired
by the ideal of encouraging leadership potential in
young people, an ideal powerfully articulated by distinguished African-American educator, Mary McLeod
Bethune.1 Volunteers in Sacramento’s Black Youth
Leadership Project, who introduce young students to
California’s legislative process, observed many school

visits to the State Capitol’s Rotunda each year. Project
volunteer Dia Poole’s2 work with the Administrative
Office of the Courts’ Black History Month Committee led to collaboration with the California Legislative
Black Caucus, and to the development of an exhibit in
the Rotunda honoring the service of seventeen outstanding African-American jurists on the California
Supreme Court and Courts of Appeal.
When planners also observed that the year 2011
marked the seventieth anniversary of the appointment
of the first African-American trial court judge as well as
the fiftieth anniversary of the appointment of the first
African American to the Court of Appeal, the exhibit
began to focus on these milestones. The two anniversaries in 2011 — the 70th and the 50th — celebrate one
man, the Hon. Edwin L. Jefferson, who served on the

*Frances M. Jones, M.A., J.D., Member, Academy of Certified Archivists. Director, California Judicial Center Library. The
author acknowledges and thanks the Hon. Henry E. Needham, Jr.; Hon. Patricia J. Titus; and Mr. Michael L. Thompson for
their guidance and participation in the preparation of this article. And for research support and for kind and constructive criticism, thanks to library colleagues Jessica A. Brasch, Judith S. Mitchell and Martha R. Noble.

8
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Los Angeles Municipal Court from 1941 until 1949, on ing the contributions of African-American jurists to the
the Los Angeles Superior Court from 1949 until 1961, development of California law. The exhibit, originally
and in Division Four of the Second Appellate District, developed for the Capitol Rotunda, is currently scheduled
from October 1961 until his retirement in May 1975.
to appear in six cities throughout the state.
The celebration of African-American justices
In celebration of the judicial appointments made
fifty and seventy years earlier, Senator Curren D. Price, marks important anniversaries but, as Judge Titus has
Jr. (D-Los Angeles), introduced Senate Concurrent Res- observed, the dedication and serious purpose of the
olution 38 and Assemblymember Mike Davis (D-Los current justices — Presiding Justice Raye and Justices
Angeles) introduced Assembly Concurrent Resolu- Needham, Jenkins, Johnson, Murray and Codringtion 47 to mark the anniversaries. Senator Price and ton — also are to be honored and celebrated. They are
Assemblymember Davis are Chair and Vice-Chair, a continuing source of encouragement and inspiration
respectively, of the California Legislative Black Caucus, to young people and to all who respect and honor the
which provided essential leadership and support for the law. At the San Francisco ceremony honoring the Judicial Council’s resolution Mr. Michael Thompson, Justice
exhibit and celebration.
Los Angeles Superior Court Judge Patricia J. Titus’s Leon Thompson’s son, remarked:
important role on the Judiciary Committee of the
“So as we honor these African-American women
California Association of Black Lawyers prompted
and men, let their service be a reminder of the
planners to request her guidance and direction. Comwork still to be done: to encourage more Africanmenting on the significance of the
developing exhibit, Judge Titus
remarked that “for a century African Americans have looked to the
courts for resolution of injustices.
Acknowledging the role of the
courts is essential and, without
question, confidence in the courts
increases with the participation
of African Americans in judicial decision making.”3 At Judge
Titus’s suggestion, the exhibit was
entitled “. . . And Justice for All.”
The seventeen Justices have been
honored in formal resolutions by the
California Senate, the Assembly and
the Judicial Council, and in dedication ceremonies in Sacramento, San
Francisco and Los Angeles. The
Assembly and Senate Concurrent
Resolutions were signed on April
25, 2011 and an opening ceremony
for the exhibit was held in the State
Capitol on that day. The Judicial
Council’s Resolution, presented
by Justice Martin Jenkins of the
First District Court of Appeal and
William Vickrey, Administrative
Director of the Courts, was unanimously approved on June 24, 2011.
A dedication program followed on
July 7, 2011. The California Supreme
Court Historical Society’s support
One of several display panels prepared for the exhibit by the
for the Los Angeles program, held
Administrative Office of the Courts, highlighting the three
at USC Gould School of Law on
African-American justices who have served on the California Supreme
October 26, 2011, acknowledged the
Court: Wiley Manuel; Allen Broussard; and Janice Rogers Brown.
historical significance of celebratcschs newsletter
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Standing with framed Concurrent Resolution of the California State Senate and Assembly displayed at exhibit’s
presentation at the University of Southern California Gould School of Law are: David McFadden, Immediate Past
President of CSCHS; Selma Moidel Smith, CSCHS board member; and Dan Grunfeld, current CSCHS President.
Photo: Martha Noble, California Judicial Center Library

American students to pursue careers in the legal
profession.”4
“. . . And Justice for All” commemorates and reflects
the Judicial Branch’s continuing commitment to
embracing judicial diversity. Because it honors the dedicated service of seventeen outstanding California appellate jurists and their past and present achievements, it
offers encouragement to California’s young people and
the gift of inspiration to all.
✯

✯

✯

African-American Justices
Who Have Served on California
Appellate Courts
C a l i for n i a Su pr e m e C ou rt J us t ic e s

The first appointment of an African American to the
California Supreme Court occurred two years after
Justice Jefferson’s retirement from the Second Appellate District. In 1977 the Hon. Wiley W. Manuel was
appointed to the Court, where he served until 1981. He
was followed in office by the Hon. Allen E. Broussard,
who served from 1981 until 1991. Five years later, in May
1996, the Hon. Janice Rogers Brown was elevated to
10

the Court from the Third Appellate District, where her
service had begun in November 1994. Justice Brown’s
nomination to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District
of Columbia Circuit was confirmed in June 2005, and
she continues her service there today.
F i r s t A ppe l l at e Dis t r ic t J us t ic e s

Four African-American justices have served in the First
Appellate District. The Hon. Clinton W. White, Presiding Justice, joined Division Three in June 1978 and continued there until his retirement in 1994. In December
1978, the Hon. John J. Miller began his term in Division Two, where he served until his death in 1985. Justice Miller was also a member of the California State
Assembly, where he served from 1967 until 1978. He was
Assembly Minority Leader, 1970–1971, and a member of
the Judicial Council from 1974 until 1978.
Current members of the First Appellate District are
the Hon. Henry E. Needham, Jr. and the Hon. Martin J.
Jenkins, serving in the Divisions Five and Three, respectively. Justice Needham’s appointment was confirmed
in January 2007 and Justice Jenkins’s appointment was
confirmed in April 2008.
Se c on d A ppe l l at e Dis t r ic t J us t ic e s

As noted above, the Hon. Edwin Jefferson was the first
African-American to serve on the Court of Appeal. His
brother, the Hon. Bernard S. Jefferson, distinguished
fa l l / w i n t e r 2 011
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author of a leading legal treatise,5 began his service in
Division One of the Second Appellate District in 1975,
shortly after his brother’s retirement. He became Presiding Justice of the division and served until his own
retirement in 1980.
The Hon. Arleigh Maddox Woods was the first
African-American woman appointed to the Court of
Appeal. Joining Division Four in March 1980, she was
appointed Presiding Justice in May 1982, and served in
that capacity until her retirement in December 1995.
The Hon. Vaino Spencer was appointed Presiding Justice, Division One, in August 1980 and served until her
retirement in August 2007.
The Hon. Leon Thompson was appointed in December 1982 and served in Division Seven until his death in
May 1988.
The Hon. Candace D. Cooper, appointed Presiding
Justice of Division Eight in November 2001, served until
December 2008. The Hon. Jeffrey W. Johnson assumed
office as an Associate Justice in Division One in August
2009 and continues in office.

Susan Jefferson, daughter of the late Associate Justice
Edwin L. Jefferson, standing next to exhibit panel honoring
her father, the first African-American to serve as a trial
court judge and as an appellate court justice in California.

T h i r d A ppe l l at e Dis t r ic t J us t ic e s

As noted above, the Hon. Janice Rogers Brown served
on the Third Appellate District from November 1994
until May 1996 before elevation to the State Supreme
Court and subsequent appointment to the U.S. Court of
Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit.
The Hon. Vance W. Raye took his oath of office as
Associate Justice in January 1991, and was confirmed
as Presiding Justice of the Third Appellate District on
December 10, 2010. The appointment of the Hon. William
J. Murray, Jr. also was confirmed on December 10, 2010.

Dan Grunfeld, CSCHS President, speaks at the exhibit
presentation at University of Southern California
Gould School of Law in October 2011. Justice Jefferson
was a graduate of USC’s Law School.

Fou rt h A ppe l l at e Dis t r ic t J us t ic e

The Hon. Carol D. Codrington currently serves in
Division Two. Her appointment was confirmed in January 2011.
✯
E n dno t e s
1. Mary McLeod Bethune, Mary McLeod Bethune: Building
a Better World: Essays and Selected Documents, eds. Audrey
Thomas McCluskey and Elaine M. Smith (Bloomington:
Indiana University Press, 1999), 61.
2. Senior Governmental Affairs Analyst, Office of Governmental Affairs, Administrative Office of the Courts.
3. Hon. Patricia J. Titus, in communication with the author,
October 25, 2011.
4. Michael L. Thompson, remarks at the opening ceremony
honoring “. . . And Justice for All,” Ronald M. George State
Office Complex, Hiram Johnson State Building, San Francisco, California (July 7, 2011).
5. Bernard S. Jefferson, California Evidence Benchbook
(Berkeley, California: Continuing Education of the Bar, 4th
ed., 2009).
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CSCHS President Dan Grunfeld and Susan Jefferson
at USC Gould School of Law.
Photos Above & Pg 2: Mikel Healey Photography
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Chief Justice Ronald M. George
Records Comprehensive Oral History
L au r a M c Cr eery*

E

mbracing retirement with the same vigor he
brought to nearly four decades on the bench, Chief
Justice Ronald M. George devoted substantial time in
2011 to documenting his career in an extensive series of
oral history interviews. Recorded over six months by
the Institute of Governmental Studies, UC Berkeley’s
premier research center on politics and government, the
project is part of the ongoing California Supreme Court
Oral History Project (see Fall/Winter 2008 issue).
In eighteen collaborative interview sessions recorded
over dozens of hours, Chief Justice George looked
back on his family origins, education, early appellate
advocacy, and service at every level of the California
judiciary. The conversations explored personal views,
philosophies, and methods, delving also into his liaison
with courts throughout the state and with all branches
of California government. The following biographical
summary, which will appear in expanded form as part
of the forthcoming oral history in late 2012, conveys the
project’s broad scope and valuable contributions to the
historical record.
✯

✯

✯

C

hief Justice Ronald M. George was born in Los
Angeles in 1940. Although he and his younger sister
were educated in the Beverly Hills public schools, in the
1950s they twice spent a full school year abroad at the
International School in Geneva, Switzerland, receiving
all instruction in French. After graduating from Beverly Hills High School, Ronald M. George took a bachelor’s degree at Princeton’s Woodrow Wilson School of
Public and International Affairs and — disillusioned
with his intended career of State Department diplomat — returned to California to pursue a law degree at
Stanford.
Hired out of law school by Attorney General Stanley
Mosk in 1964, he became a deputy attorney general in
Los Angeles, specializing in representing the State of
California in criminal matters on appeal. He appeared
before the U.S. Supreme Court in six oral arguments,
including the initial lead case on the constitutionality of the death penalty (Aikens v. California, 1972,
mooted by People v. Anderson and replaced by Furman
v. Georgia as lead case). He argued before the Califor-

*Project Director, Institute of Governmental Studies at
UC Berkeley.

12

Rona l d M . Ge orge ,
C h i e f J us t ic e OF C a l i for n i a, 19 9 6 –2 01 1

nia Supreme Court in eleven cases, including People v.
Anderson and People v. Sirhan Sirhan, both in 1972. He
also handled more than 100 appeals and writs before
the U. S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit.
In 1972 Governor Ronald Reagan appointed him
to the Los Angeles Municipal Court, where he later
served as supervising judge of the West Los Angeles
branch and of the criminal courts division, an assignment interrupted in 1977 when Governor Jerry Brown
elevated him to the Los Angeles Superior Court. There
Judge George presided over the notorious Hillside
Strangler case, rejecting District Attorney John Van de
Kamp’s motion to drop charges against the defendant,
Angelo Buono. After a trial lasting a record-breaking
two years and two days, Buono was convicted of nine
murders.
In 1983, while serving as president of the California
Judges Association concurrent with the Hillside Strangler trial, Judge George was named supervising judge of
the superior court’s criminal division, serving also as
fa l l / w i n t e r 2 011
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ex officio on the court’s executive committee. In 1985
he requested and was granted reassignment to the civil
division, where he tried cases and served on the mandatory settlement panel.
In 1987, Governor George Deukmejian nominated Judge George to succeed Associate Justice John
Arguelles on the California Court of Appeal for the
Second Appellate District, and in 1991 Governor Pete
Wilson elevated him to associate justice of the California Supreme Court. Upon the retirement of Chief
Justice Malcolm M. Lucas in 1996, Governor Wilson
again turned to Justice George, nominating him as the
twenty-seventh Chief Justice of California.
Just two weeks after taking the oath of his new
office, Chief Justice George announced in his first State
of the Judiciary address to the legislature that he would
visit court facilities in each of California’s fifty-eight
counties, which he did in a single year. Those visits,
completed in August 1997, had both immediate and
lasting effects on Chief Justice George’s views of, and
advocacy for, a fully independent co-equal judicial
branch of California government. Within the California Supreme Court, throughout the state judiciary,
and in the executive and legislative branches in Sacramento, he expounded on the principle that full access
to justice must, under the state Constitution, extend to
all Californians, not only in name but in practice.
Walking the halls of the Capitol so often that Senate
President Pro tem John Burton quipped that he should
register as a lobbyist, Chief Justice George worked with
all branches of government and with a wide array of
“justice system partners” — the State Bar, counties,
judicial organizations, civil plaintiffs’ and defense
groups, as well as prosecution and defense counsel
groups — to pursue major reforms: the Trial Court
Funding Act of 1997; voluntary unification of municipal and superior courts in each county (effectuated
by constitutional amendment in 1998); and the Trial
Court Facilities Act of 2002, which transferred more
than 500 county court facilities to state ownership
and management, an undertaking eventually supplemented by a separately won $5 billion revenue bond
to enable the construction and renovation of court
facilities.
Coordinating all efforts with the Judicial Council and its Administrative Office of the Courts, Chief
Justice George also pressed for jury reforms, obtained
funding to increase judicial salaries, and worked to
establish new judgeships and uniform filing fees.
Through it all, he carried his one-seventh load of cases
on the California Supreme Court itself, steadfastly
insisting that his judicial duties, including the writing
of opinions, were his favorite part of the job. Indeed,
his judicial robe — a gift from his colleagues in the
attorney general’s office when he first took the bench
cschs newsletter
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in 1972 — always hung in full view in his chambers
unless he was wearing it.
Although the decisions of the George Court did not
consistently attract ideological labels or yield predictable voting patterns, Chief Justice George himself often
held the center of the seven-member panel, authoring
and casting deciding votes in such key cases as the
1997 rehearing of American Academy of Pediatrics v.
Lungren, which reversed, on the basis of privacy provisions of the state Constitution, the California Supreme
Court’s own prior ruling requiring parental consent
for minors seeking abortions.
In the most closely watched decision of his tenure,
Chief Justice George in 2008 authored and carried
the 4-3 vote on In re Marriage Cases, which reversed
a court of appeal decision to hold that Family Code
provisions defining marriage as “between a man and
a woman” violated the constitutional right of all Californians to marry. Known as a conservative jurist on
criminal matters and a moderate on civil issues, he
assigned the Marriage Cases and certain others to
himself on the grounds that, as Chief Justice, he should
have the “broad shoulders” to withstand criticism of
the court for rulings on controversial issues.
Ever mindful of judicial ethics and discretion, Chief
Justice George nonetheless spoke publicly about matters that in his view stymied the California Supreme
Court’s ability to uphold its constitutional responsibilities. Citing the backlog, inefficiencies, delays, and
spiraling costs of administering capital punishment,
he famously told the New York Times in 2004 that a
death row inmate in California was more likely to die
of old age than by execution. He came to favor amending the state Constitution to modify the automatic
appeal of death cases to the California Supreme Court
by sending a limited number of those cases instead to
the courts of appeal. This proposal and others championed by the Commission on the Fair Administration
of Justice (2005–2008) have not thus far swayed the
legislative and executive branches to enact significant
reforms.
Concerned by a sharp decline in civics education,
Chief Justice George initiated annual special sessions
of California Supreme Court proceedings in varying
locations around the state, often arranging for high
school, college, and law students to observe oral argument and ask questions of the justices. He spoke publicly about the importance of civics knowledge for all
Californians, who are called upon to decide statewide
ballot initiatives. He served on the steering committee of the “Sandra Day O’Connor Project on State of
the Judiciary” at Georgetown University, a three-year
public education effort addressing civics and judicial
independence.
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Chief Justice George announced in July 2010 that
he would step down six months hence rather than seek
retention for another twelve-year term. After tending to myriad administrative and judicial matters in
his final months, he was succeeded in the first days of
2011 by Chief Justice Tani Cantil-Sakauye, who was
nominated by Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger for
elevation from the California Court of Appeal for the
Third Appellate District and approved by voters in the
November 2010 general election.
Although Chief Justice George won dozens of awards
and honors throughout his career, including induction
into the American Academy of Arts and Sciences, he
was traveling in Antarctica in December 2010 and did
not immediately learn of one of the finest tributes of all:
Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger’s executive order that
San Francisco’s Civic Center State Building Complex
would henceforth be known as the Ronald M. George
State Office Complex in honor of “a superbly effective
leader.” The complex (the Hiram M. Johnson State
Office Building and the Earl Warren Building, both of
which retain their individual names) houses the California Supreme Court, the Court of Appeal for the First
Appellate District, the state Judicial Council, and the
Administrative Office of the Courts, as well as various
executive and legislative branch offices.
Although Chief Justice George spent the early
months of his retirement traveling, reading, attending
cultural events, and visiting with friends, often in the
company of his wife Barbara George — former chair
of the California Arts Council — and their sons and
granddaughters, he also has retained ties with former
colleagues from all branches of California government
and the U.S. Supreme Court. He continues to promote
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civics education and government reforms, both independently and as a member of the Think Long Committee for California.
✯
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Now Available

California Legal History
Volum e 6 , 2 01 1

Jour na l of the C a lifor ni a Supr eme court Histor ic a l Societ y

T A BL E OF CON T E N TS
OR A L HIS TOR Y

The four remaining unpublished oral histories
conducted by the former State Bar Committee on History of Law
in California, each with an introduction:
L E ON T HOM A S DAV I D
Superior Court Judge, Los Angeles; Assistant City Attorney, Los Angeles;
faculty, USC Schools of Law and Public Administr ation; Colonel, US Army

RU TH CHURCH GUP TA
prominent San Fr ancisco lawyer; first woman president, The Lawyers Club of
San Fr ancisco; member, State Bar Board of Governors

SH A R P W H I TMOR E
a founding partner, Beverly Hills office of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher;
president, Los Angeles County Bar Association; member, ABA Board of Governors

GE OR GE YON EH I R O
Superior Court Judge; Colonel, California State Military Reserve;
member, all-Japanese-American 442nd Regimental Combat Team in World War II

SPEC I A L BO OK SEC T ION
(preview of forthcoming book chapter):
Freedom of Expression Under the California Constitution

Joseph R. Grodin, PhD; Associate Justice, California Supreme Court 1982-1987; Distinguished Emeritus
Professor, UC Hastings College of the Law

A R T IC L ES
“Devilishly Uncomfortable”: IN THE MATTER OF SIC — The California Supreme
Court Strikes a Balance Between Race, Drugs and Government in 1880s California

Mikelis Beitiks; student writing competition winner (now Esq.), UC Hastings College of the Law
Nine Treasures: California Legal History Research
in the Bancroft Libr ary, UC Berkeley

William Benemann; Archivist, School of Law, UC Berkeley

One Hundred Twenty-eight Years in the History of Los Angeles
as seen from the City Attorney’s Office

Leon Thomas David, PhD (subject of interview in Oral History section)

Tr anslating California: Official Spanish Usage in California’s
Constitutional Conventions and State Legislature, 1848-1894

Rosina Lozano, PhD; Independent Scholar

The Lady in Purple: The Life and Legal Legacy of Gladys Towles Root

Richard McFarlane, Esq., PhD; Independent Scholar

Anti-Corruption Crusade or “Business Man’s Revolution”? —
An Inquiry into the 1856 Vigilance Committee

Donald R. Warner, Esq.; Loyola Law School, Los Angeles
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2011 St u den t W r iti ng Com petition
W i n n er s A n nou nced

First-place winner Mikelis Beitiks (center) is congratulated by Chief Justice Tani Cantil-Sakauye (second
from right), Associate Justice Kathryn Mickle Werdegar (right), Society President Dan Grunfeld (left),
and Society board member Selma Moidel Smith, who initiated and conducted the competition —
at the California Supreme Court, San Francisco, October 24, 2011.
Photo by William A. Porter
(Published in the San Francisco and Los Angeles editions of the Daily Journal on December 2, 2011)

T

he California Supreme Court Historical Society is
pleased to announce the winners of its 2011 Student
Writing Competition.
First place was won by Mike Beitiks of UC Hastings
College of the Law, for “ ‘Devilishly Uncomfortable’:
In the Matter of Sic — The California Supreme Court
Strikes a Balance Between Race, Drugs and Government in 1880s California.” He receives a prize of $2,500
and publication of his paper in the 2011 volume of the
Society’s annual journal, California Legal History.
His paper traces the origins and fate of an ordinance
adopted in 1885 by the city of Stockton, the underlying
purpose of which was to force the exit of local Chinese
residents. (He passed the July 2011 bar exam.)
Second place was awarded to Jaime Massar of
Loyola Law School, Los Angeles, for “The Taco Truck
Rush: Regulating the Commons in Boom Times.”
(Photo not available.) Her paper proposes parallels
between the use of public space by miners of the
Gold Rush era and taco truck operators of present-day
Los Angeles. (She passed the July 2011 bar exam.)
The third place winner is Pantea Rahbar of University of West Los Angeles School of Law, for “Federal
Government Exceeds its Power to Regulate California’s
16

State-Authorized
Medical
Marijuana under the Guise
of the Commerce Clause.”
Her paper discusses California’s marijuana laws in the
context of federal regulation.
(She will graduate in Spring
2012.)
The three distinguished
judges, all of whom are AmerThird-place winner
ican legal historians, were:
Pantea Rahbar
Ariela Gross, Professor of Law
and History, USC School of Law; Laura Kalman, Professor of History, UC Santa Barbara; and Chris Waldrep,
Professor of History, San Francisco State University.
The competition was open to law students and to
graduate students in history, political science, government, and related fields. Student papers may address
any aspect of California legal history, ranging from the
decisions and justices of the Supreme Court itself to
local events of legal and historical importance, at any
time from 1846 to the present. The winning papers are
available on the Society’s website, www.cschs.org (at
“History of the California Courts”).
✯
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member news member news member news member news member news
George Abele was elected a
Fellow of the College of Labor
and Employment Lawyers in
the Class of 2011. The College is comprised of leading
attorneys in this field of law
nationwide, including management lawyers, union lawyers, attorneys representing
individual employees, and
neutrals (primarily government officials, arbitrators, and scholars). He also was
selected as one of the outstanding labor and employment lawyers nationally in the 2011 edition of Best
Lawyers in America.
Mr. Abele, a graduate of the University of Virginia and the UCLA School of Law, is a partner in the
Employment Law Department of Paul Hastings, LLP.
He represents employers in wage/hour class actions and
in employment discrimination litigation, at both the
trial and appellate levels. He has been a member of the
board of directors of the Society since 2010 and serves
on its Publications Committee.
John F. Burns, a historian
who has served on the Society board since 2005, recently
published an essay entitled
“Education and the State Constitution” in Remaking California: Reclaiming the Public
Good, by R. Jeffrey Lustig, et
al. (2010). A former naval officer who fought in Vietnam, he
is currently working on a book
highlighting the little-known role of combat support by
Navy amphibious ships in that war.
Previous publications include Taming the Elephant:
Politics, Government and Law in Pioneer California,
co-editor, with Richard J. Orsi (2003); Sacramento:
Gold Rush Legacy, Metropolitan Destiny, editor (1999);
chapters in Courthouses of California, by Ray McDevitt
(2001) and What’s Going On? California and the Vietnam Era, Marcia A. Eymann & Charles Wollenberg,
eds. (2004); as well as numerous articles and reviews on
history, education and archives.
Now retired from California state service, for many
years he was State Archivist of California, oversaw
the planning and construction of the new Archives/
Museum complex, and subsequently became an
administrator with the California Department of
Education, as well as a university lecturer. Currently,
cschs newsletter
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he directs and teaches a history professional development institute aboard the USS Midway Museum and
is president of the non-profit Friends of California
Archives.
As a Society board member, he serves on the Grants
and Sponsored Projects Committee and previously
chaired the committee on public programs, publications and grants. He also is a member of the editorial board for the Society’s journal, California Legal
History.
John S. Caragozian has been
an active participant in the
ongoing public discussion of
the problems besetting California government and possible solutions to them. Most
recently he and Society board
member Bob Wolfe organized
the Society’s participation in
the October 2011 symposium,
jointly sponsored with the
League of Women Voters and Zócalo-Public Square,
concerning California’s experience with direct democracy. (See article at pages 3–7.) He played a leading role
in Loyola of Los Angeles Law School’s September 2010
symposium, also co-sponsored by the Society, entitled
“Rebooting California: Initiatives, Conventions and
Government Reform.” His scholarly analysis of two
recent books addressing the challenges faced by California, “From Crisis to Solution: California’s Problems
in Two Books” recently was published in 44 Loyola Law
Review 687 (2011). (The books reviewed are Remaking California: Reclaiming the Public Good, by R. Jeffrey Lustig, et al. (Heyday Books 2010); and California
Crackup, by Joe Mathews and Mark Paul (University
of California Press 2010).) His article on term limits and their unforeseen consequences, “The California Quagmire,” appeared in the Los Angeles Times on
May 24, 2010.
Caragozian is the Corporate Secretary and Counsel
at Sunkist Growers, Inc., an agricultural cooperative
owned by California and Arizona citrus growers. He
is an adjunct professor at Loyola Law School, where he
teaches a course on California legal history. He also
volunteers as legal counsel to the nonprofit Friends of
Los Feliz Library, a branch of the Los Angeles public
library system. He has been a member of the Society’s
board since 2010 and serves as co-chair of the Public
Programs Committee.
continued on page 18
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member news member news member news member news member news
Harry Scheiber continued his
scholarly contributions, during
2011, to several fields including
the international law of the sea,
American legal history, and
comparative law. Among other
accomplishments,
• He authored a chapter, “Economic Uses of the Oceans
and the Impacts on Marine
Environments: Past Trends
and Challenges Ahead,” in Davor Vidas & Peter Johan
Schei, eds., The World Ocean in Globalization (Nijhoff
Publishers, 2011);
• His article, “Taking Legal Realism Offshore: The Contributions of Joseph Walter Bingham to American Jurisprudence and the Reform of Modern Ocean Law,” was
published in Law, Society and History, Robert W. Gordon & Morton J. Horwitz, eds. (Cambridge University
Press, 2011);
• He presented the plenary address, “Contested Visions
of Ocean Governance and International Law,” at the firstever meeting of the international law societies of China,
Japan, and South Korea, held in Seoul in June 2011;
• He was a coauthor of an article, “Hawaii’s Kibei under
Martial Law: A Hidden Chapter in the History of
World War II,” published in the current issue (Vol. 22)
of Western Legal History, with Jane L. Scheiber and Benjamin Jones. Material for this article was drawn from
research by Harry and Jane Scheiber for a forthcoming
book on the history of martial law in Hawaii and legal
challenges to Army rule in the Islands during the Second World War;
• As director of the Sho Sato Program in Japanese and US
Law at the UC Berkeley School of Law, he co-organized
a conference on “The Japanese Legal System in an Era of
Transition,” held at Boalt Hall in February 2011;
• Finally, he will chair a session on the history of water
law at the annual national meeting of the American
Society for Legal History (of which he is a past president) to be held in Atlanta, Georgia.
Scheiber is the Stefan A. Reisenfeld Professor of Law
and History at the UC Berkeley School of Law. He is a
board member of the Society.

✯ ✯ ✯

Karen R. Smith, Professor of
Law at Southwestern Law
School, has received the 2011
Excellence in Teaching Award,
marking the fifth time since
1997 that she has been so honored. In several previous years,
Professor Smith has been recognized for her academic
accomplishments and administrative/service contributions
through awards conferred by the Dean and Board of
Trustees. The students themselves select the professor
chosen for the Excellence in Teaching Award.
In addition to her interests in the history of the California Supreme Court, Professor Smith has recently become
involved in efforts to preserve and promote appreciation
of the United States Courthouse at Temple and Spring
Streets in downtown Los Angeles. The courthouse, completed in 1940, is an important example of Art Moderne
architecture, which was characteristic of WPA and other
federal buildings constructed during the 1930s. Recently
added to the National Register of Historic Places, it has
been the venue for a number of notable trials, including
the 1973 federal prosecution of Daniel Ellsberg for leaking the “Pentagon Papers.” The Court Historical Project
Committee was formed in 2009 and is composed of, in
addition to Professor Smith, two federal judges from the
Central District, an assistant U. S. Attorney, the District
Court Executive, the Chief District Architect, representatives from the General Services Administration, courthouse staff, the director of the Ninth Circuit Historical
Society, and lawyers. The Committee has been working to
locate murals originally installed in the courthouse that
have been mislaid or are missing as well as photographs
showing the interior of the building in earlier decades.
The Committee also is creating signage to identify the artists who created the historically important sculptures and
paintings displayed in the lobbies, and to provide background information concerning the work of those artists.
Smith began her career as an appellate attorney in
the Criminal Division of the California Attorney General’s Office. She later served in the then-newly-formed
California Public Defender’s Office and, subsequently,
as a trial attorney in the Federal Public Defender’s
Office. She is a board member of the Society.
✯

let us hear from you ✯ ✯ ✯

Send contributions for Member News as well as suggestions for articles and book reviews to the editor,
Ray McDevitt, at rmcdevitt@hansonbridgett.com
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Membership donors October 1, 2010 – September 30, 2011
We print here the names of all benefactors who have generously made donations to the Society during the past year.
Jack Esensten, Esq.
Bertram Fields, Esq.
Dennis Fischer, Esq.
Robert Fisher, Esq.
Donald Franson, Esq.
Hon. Jack Goertzen
Hon. Barry Goode
Arthur Gray, Jr., Esq.
Howard Greenbaum, Esq.
Hon. Ronald Grey
Richard Grosboll, Esq.
Jeremiah Hallisey, Esq.
Edward Horowitz, Esq.
Jack Hug, Esq.
Eric Joss, Esq.
Hon. Stephen Kane
Mitchell Keiter, Esq.
Hon. Joyce Kennard
Paul Killion, Esq.
Jennifer King, Esq.
Kenneth Kofman, Esq.
William Kopeny, Esq.
Kenneth Larson, Esq.
Ruth Lavine, Esq.
Hon. James Marchiano
James Martin, Esq.
Hon. Louis Mauro
Prof. Charles McClain
John McDonald, Esq.
Hon. William McKinstry
Beth McLellan, Esq.
Grover Merritt, Esq.
Dale Minami, Esq.
Hon. Wendell Mortimer, Jr.
Gene Noland, Esq.
Mr. Frederick Ohlrich
Prof. David B.
Oppenheimer
James Pattillo, Esq.
Hon. Charles Renfrew
Lynette Robe, Esq.
James Roethe, Esq.
Maria Sanders, Esq.
Prof. Harry Scheiber
Molly Selvin, Ph.D.
George Skelton, Esq.
Kenneth Slimmer, Esq.
Willie Smith, Esq.
Selma Moidel Smith, Esq.

Founder Level
$1,000 to $2,499
Elizabeth Cabraser, Esq.
Diane Wasznicky, Esq.
Sponsor Level
$500 to $749
Hon. Ronald M. George
Hon. Malcolm M. Lucas
Mr. David L. McFadden
Kathleen M. O’Dea, Esq.
Grantor Level
$250 to $499
Prof. Gordon Morris
Bakken
Daniel Bromberg, Esq.
Joyce Cook, Esq.
Mark Goldzweig, Esq.
Hon. Joseph Grodin
Douglas Littlefield, Ph.D.
Hon. Elwood Lui
Ray E. McDevitt, Esq.
Hon. Richard M. Mosk
Francis O. Scarpulla, Esq.
James Shekoyan, Esq.
Robert S. Warren, Esq.
Rosalyn Zakheim, Esq.
Sustain ing Level
$100 to $249
Phillip E. Allred, Esq.
Akram Adib Awad, Esq.
Hon. Marvin R. Baxter
Charles A. Bird, Esq.
Odessa J. Broussard, Esq.
Hon. Victoria Chaney
Hon. Richard Charvat
Madeline Chun, Esq.
Owen Clements, Esq.
Hon. Melvin Cohn
Thomas H. Coleman, Esq.
Alan Crivaro, Esq.
Richard De Luce, Esq.
Hon. Betty Deal
Vicki DeGoff, Esq.
Hon. Mark Eaton
Jon Eisenberg, Esq.
Hon. Norman Epstein
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Susan Steinhauser, Esq.
Kimberly Stewart, Esq.
John Taylor, Esq.
Norman Taylor, Esq.
Ms. Conness Thompson
William Thomson, Esq.
Gregory Thorpe, Esq.
Roy Weatherup, Esq.
Matthew Werdegar, Esq.
Harvey Wittenberg, Esq.
Robert Wolfe, Esq.
Judicial Level
$50 to $99
Alameda County Law
Library (Clara Lim)
Associated Historical
Societies of Los Angeles
County (Daniel T. Munoz)
California Court of Appeal
Library – San Diego
(Nanna Frye)
California Judicial Center
Library (Frances M. Jones)
Los Angeles County Law
Library (Marcia Koslov)
Riverside County Law
Library (Sarah Eggleston)
UC Berkeley Law Library
(Joaquin Clay)
UC Davis Mabie Law
Library
UC San Diego Legal
Research Center
Charles Adair, Esq.
Scot Bernstein, Esq.
Peter Bertino, Esq.
Leonard Birnbaum, Esq.
John Briscoe, Esq.
Mr. John Burns
Harold Cohen, Esq.
Melissa Cohen, Esq.
Michael Convey, Esq.
Hon. Lee Cooper, Jr.
Marino Crinella, Esq.
Brian Curtis, II, Esq.
Jake Dear, Esq.
Julian Decyk, Esq.
Norman Delaterre, Esq.
Mitchell Ebright, Esq.

Robert Erickson, Esq.
Robert Fletcher, Esq.
Charles Forbes, Esq.
Hon. Robert Freedman
James Gallenbeck, Esq.
Anthony Gibbs, Esq.
Larry Gomez, Esq.
Hon. Allan Goodman
Hon. Richard M. Harris
Jacqueline Hill, Esq.
Hon. Steven Howell
Hon. Thomas Jenkins
Hon. Quentin Kopp
Catharine KrogerDiamond, Esq.
Hon. James Lambden
Kenneth Lemberger, Esq.
Jordan Luttrell, Esq.
Steven Macias, Esq.
Lawrence Murphy, Esq.
Robert Nguyen, Esq.
Hon. Robert O’Neill
Sylvia Papadakos-Morafka,
Esq.
Eric Quirk, Esq.
Mr. LeRoy Reaza
Hon. Ron Robie
Stuart Robinson, Esq.
Wilford Ross, Esq.
Alan Rothenberg, Esq.
Hon. Joel Rudof
Prof. John Schick
Peter Schwartz, Esq.
William Seligmann, Esq.
Raphael Shannon, Esq.
Winslow Small, Esq.
Hon. Michael Stern
Hon. Mark Thomas, Jr.
Hon. Brian Van Camp
Hon. Judith Vander Lans
Jon M. VanDyke, Esq.
Bradley Williams, Ph.D.
Leah Williams, Esq.
Mrs. Alba Witkin
Stephen Wurzburg, Esq.
Connie Yi, Esq.
Jonathan Zasloff, Esq.
Hon. Patrick Zika
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Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye
Chair
Dan Grunfeld, Esq.
President
Eric Joss, Esq.
Vice President
Jennifer King, Esq.
Treasurer
Molly Selvin, Ph.D.
Secretary
David L. McFadden
Immediate Past President
Selma Moidel Smith, Esq.
Publications Chair
Ray McDevitt, Esq.
Newsletter Editor
Jake Dear, Esq.
Newsletter Associate Editor

The Califor nia Supr eme Court
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Chris Stockton
Director of Administration
CSCHS
P.O. Box 1071
Fresno, CA 93714-1071
Phone (800) 353-7537
Fax (559) 227-1463
director @ cschs.org
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California Legal History and the CSCHS
Newsletter, published twice yearly.

Benefactor...$2500 & above
Founder.......$1000 to $2499
Steward........$750 to $999
Sponsor........$500 to $749

❏ Grantor.......... $250 to $499
❏ Sustaining..... $100 to $249
❏ Judicial.......... $50 to $99

Name			

Professional Affiliation

Address			

City

State

Phone

Fax

Expiration Date

Donation Amount

Zip

Email
Credit Card Number		
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 renewing members may
pay their dues online at
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