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O ffic ia lly, Division Six of the Second Di strict ca me
into ex istence in 1982. In fac t, the di vision had been
created by the legislature a few years earlier along with
oth e r d iv isio n s th ro ugh o ut the sta te. H o weve r, a
Superior Court judge held that legislation unconstitu tional. Luckil y, he was reversed, and here we are.
W e a re th e n or th e rn o utpost of the Co urt of
Appea l's Second Distri ct. The six other divisions are
loca ted in Los Ange les, includ in g Di v isio n Seve n
which was created at the same time we were. Doesn't it
sta nd to reaso n th a t we sh o ul d h ave bee n ca ll ed
Di vision Seve n ? W e think it best not to co mpla in.
What good would it do? Now there is a Division Eight
in Los Ange les. O ur jurisdiction includes Los A ngeles,
Ventura , Santa Barbara, and San Luis Obispo Counties.
O n Dece mbe r 27 , 1982, Steven Stone was confirmed as Divisio n S ix's first Pres iding Ju sti ce, and
Rich ard Abb e a nd I we re confirm ed as A ssoc ia te
Ju sti ces, by th e Co mmi ss io n o n Ju d ic ia l Appo int ments. The Commiss ion was composed of the C hief
Just ice, the Atto rney Ge neral, and the most se nior
presid ing justice in our district. W e were unanimo usly
approved. Whew.
Although we were then called the Santa Barbara
Division of the Second Appellate District, our chambers came to be located in Ventura. That is where most
of the attorneys are and that is where the rent was reasonable. Over ten years, we saved the state in excess of
a million do llars in rent. Fo r the first thirteen years of
our existence, our chambers were in a prosa ic offi ce
building with a picturesque view of cars speeding up
Victoria A venue. O ur oral arguments, however, were
held in Santa Barbara .
O ur first o ral argument took place in the grand
mural courtroom of the Santa Barbara courthouse. It is
a magnificent room with impressive high -backed chairs
that hearken back to a mythologica l time. Steve Stone
looked like Prince Valiant presiding.
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Unfo rtunately, however, we h ad to give up the
gra nd e ur o f th e mu ra l
courtroom. W e had tro uble
h ea rin g th e argum ent beca use th e aco usti cs we re
bad (poss ibl y a reaso n to
stay !), tourists in Bermuda
shorts blinded us with their
fl as hbulbs, and we h ad no
c h a mb e rs . S h a rin g th e
l_
_j me n 's roo m with lawye rs
j11s1ire Arthur Cilberr
and litigants detracted from
the mystiq ue. So we moved
o ra l a rgum e nt to th e h ea rin g ro o m of th e Sa nta
Barbara Board of Supervisors.
Ri chard Abbe ret ired on the last day of N ovember,
1990, and Ken Yegan was appo inted the nex t month.
Ken fit in ni ce ly with the Di vision S ix ethos. No coats
and ti es unless it's ora l argument day.
In A ugust, 1994, we moved out of our drab office
building and into o ur own courthouse on Santa C lara
Street in Ventura. A ll three justices had a hand in the
proj ect. Construction was completed on time because
of Justice Stone's leadership . The building has more
character than most government structures because of
Justice Yegan's design suggestions. I take credit fo r the
windows that open, allowing rea l air into the cham bers. It helps us think better.
W e now h ave o ral argument in our o wn courtroom. W e also hold oral argument once a yea r in San
Luis O bispo and Santa Barbara.
With our ever-expanding case load, the legislature
wise ly created a new pos iti o n fo r our di visio n. O n
April 15 , 199 7, Paul Coffee both pa id his taxes and
jo ined us as the first fo urth justice of Division S ix. He
gets an A+ on the test for informality and collegiality.
Justice S tone retired in January, 1999, and I became
the acting Presiding Justice, or, as I was called, the "titula r h ead." I was ap po inted the offi c ia l Pres iding
Justice in November, 1999 , but I'm sti ll known as the
titu lar head, an indication of modest Co111i1111ed 011 page 15

court's early years was to pay little heed to efforts to
supplant the co urt's uniqu e informal manner with
decorous process. Howeve r, with personnel changes
and an increas ing case load, system-wide procedures
fo und their way in, and autonomy gave way to AOC
influence over the court's resources. Meanwhile, cameo
appearances by Gi lbert and S ulli va n, Will Roge rs,
Lew is Carroll , Mark Twain , Satche l Paige, William
S h akespea re, and th e like in the co urt' s op ini o n s
became rare. A lthough the division continues to conduct business more informally than most, much of the
innocence and independence that marked those early
years has faded. Sic transit gloria.
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power. Mr. Ventura, Steven Perren , was appointed to
the division at the same time, solidify ing our info rmal
character. W alk down any street with him and every
passerby will offer a greeting, while he in tum inquires
about their health, fam ily, and views on the weather.
Ou r caseload varies year to yea r, but on average
each justice produces about one hundred and fifty opinions annually. For cases where we are not the lead
justice, we must also rev iew the briefs and records, and
our colleagues' opinions, which is like reading War and
Peace every day. U nfo rtunately, the similarity is in the
number of pages, not the content.
W e welcome you to visit us at Division Six ... the
think tank with the tank tops!

Will Gorenfeld graduated from Loyola University
School of Law in 1969. From 1970 through 1981 , he
worked in various poverty law programs. J oining the
Court of A ppea l in 1981 , he served Division Six as a
An earlier version of this article appeared in the Ventura
writ attorney, retiring in D ecember, 2005. At present, he
County Bar Journal and is reprinted with permission.
handles indige nt appeals and p ens articles on the
Arthur Gilbert is the Presiding Ju stice of District
Mexican -American Wai'.
Six. Prior to his appointment to the Court of Appeal,
Justice Gilbert served on the Los Angeles Municipal
and Superior Co urts.
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Court of Appeal Justices James Marchiano and Arthur
G ilb e rt, and resea rch a tt o rne ys Lev in a nd Will
Gorenfeld, fo r providing inside views into the history
of the districts and divisions. I encourage the Society
to ex tend this series until all six districts are featured.
Finally, sincere gratitude goes to someone whose
n a me appea rs nowhere in o ur iss ues but wh ose
imprint is pervasive: our talented designer, C hristopher Kahl. C hristopher has establish ed the elegant,
historic look of the newsletter, and has demonstrated
an unparalleled dedication to the Society and its mission . In a testament to the Internet Age, over the
years Christopher and I have conducted all of o ur
business by computer, fax, and phone. Perhaps now
that a newsletter deadline does not loom, we' ll have
time to meet in person 1
I have also enj oyed creating educational programs
for the state bar's annual meeting. Our aim has been to
choose timely topics where history can info rm current
debate. T o that end, our panels have addressed the use
of historians as expert witnesses, Califo rnia courthouses, WWII repa ra ti o n s cases, c iv il libe rti es during
wartime, and the First Amendment religion clauses.
O ur members and directors have given generously of
their time in this venue as we ll : our speakers have
included Gordon Bakken, Bill Keller, Peter Reich, and
Ray McDev itt. Over the years, the CSCHS's programs
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deve loped a reputation fo r high quality and engaging
discussion, drawing large audiences and kudos for being
the best of the convention.
Our most recent program, "Religion and the State:
Evolution of the First Amendment," was held at the
annual state bar meet ing in San Di ego in October,
2005. The panel was chaired by A lan J. Reinach , an
a tt o rn ey with th e P ac ifi c Union Co nfe re nc e of
Seventh-day Adventists, who contextualized the subject and moderated an incredibly live ly question and
answer period. Our pane lists were Le igh Johnsen, who
holds a doctorate in American history and specializes
in colonial and early national Baptist history; Carolyn
N. Lo ng, a politica l sc ientist at W ashingto n S tate
University who has written extensively on twentiethcentury free exercise cases; and Steven D. Smith, the
W a rr e n Distinguished Professo r of Law a t th e
University of San Diego School of Law, who spoke on
the future direction of the Supreme Court with regard
to establishment clause cases. The program was well attended and well -rece ived, with audience members
commenting that the panel was "brilliant and well se lected," leading to an "absolutely superb presentation ." The Society fo llowed this program with a recepti o n , a nd we th ank th e C hief Ju stice, alo n g with
Justice Moreno and fo rmer Justice C ruz Reynoso, for
joining us.
Thank yo u again fo r the opportunity to serve the
members of the Califo rnia Supreme Court Historical
Society.
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