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Judicial Council Announces 2009 
Winners of Distinguished Service Awards  

 
Four Honored for Service to Justice System and Public  

 
San Francisco—The Judicial Council of California today announced the 
winners of its 2009 Distinguished Service Awards. The highest honors 
given by the council, the awards are presented to those who demonstrate 
extraordinary leadership and make significant contributions to the 
administration of justice in California.  
 
Now in their 15th year, the awards will be presented later this year by 
California Chief Justice Ronald M. George and Administrative Director 
of the Courts William C. Vickrey. The recipients are as follows.  
 

Jurist of the Year Award 
 
This award honors members of the judiciary for their extraordinary 
dedication to the highest principles of the administration of justice.  
 
Associate Justice Ming W. Chin, of the California Supreme Court, was 
selected for his many contributions to judicial administration, including 
diversity and fairness, science and the law, judicial independence and 
impartiality, and advances in technology.  
 
A jurist for 21 years, Justice Chin has served on both the trial and 
appellate courts. As a member of the California Supreme Court for 13 
years, he has authored landmark opinions on cutting-edge legal issues 
such as DNA, toxic tort insurance, surrogate parents, and hate crimes.  
 
In addition to his contributions on the bench, Justice Chin has 
demonstrated leadership and commitment in addressing major challenges 
facing the legal system today. Justice Chin is a longtime advocate of 
increasing diversity on the bench and addressing fairness issues in the 
courts. He served on the Judicial Council’s Advisory Committee on 
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Racial and Ethnic Bias in the Courts, 1991–1997, and participated in the panel’s statewide 
public hearings. That group’s final recommendations in 1997 laid the foundation for the 
Judicial Council’s long-term strategic goal to improve access, fairness, and diversity in 
California state courts. 
 

In 2007, Chief Justice George appointed Justice Chin as chair of California’s Commission 
for Impartial Courts, an 88-member statewide group that will issue its final report to the 
Judicial Council in October 2009. The commission’s report will include more than 100 
recommendations to improve judicial campaign finance, candidate campaign conduct, 
selection and retention, and public information and education.  
 

A recognized judicial expert on genetics and DNA forensics, Justice Chin has taken a 
leadership role in how the judiciary responds to scientific evidence in the courtroom. He 
chaired the Judicial Council’s Science and the Law Steering Committee, 2005–2007, which 
resulted in proposals to improve how California courts handle issues in the area where 
science and the law intersect.  
 

Justice Chin has advanced the use of modern, innovative, information technology in the 
state judicial branch. For the past seven years, he has chaired the Judicial Council’s Court 
Technology Advisory Committee and has assisted in the development of automated systems 
throughout the courts. During his tenure, the technology committee has responded to new 
issues such as electronic access to court information in high-profile criminal cases. Justice 
Chin and the advisory committee have supported development of the California Court Case 
Management System, which would create a single statewide case management system for 
the superior courts.  

 
Judicial Administration Award 

 

This award honors individualsin judicial administration for significant contributions to and 
leadership in their profession. 
 

Stephen Nash, director of the Finance Division of the Administrative Office of the Courts 
(AOC), was chosen for his fiscal leadership of state courts during one of the most 
challenging economic times in recent years.  
 

During his service at the AOC, Mr. Nash has played a key role in securing a stable and 
predictable source of revenue for the trial courts by the creation of the state appropriations 
limit (SAL) funding. SAL funding, put into place during fiscal year 2005–2006, has resulted 
in critical new ongoing funding for the trial courts, particularly in the areas of court security 
and staff retirement costs, as well as incremental increases in court-appointed counsel, self-
help centers, and other access programs.   
 

Mr. Nash has ensured that the methodology and templates used for allocating funds have 
been continuously updated so the most urgent court needs are addressed while providing the 
highest level of flexibility and discretion at the local court level. During the budget 
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reductions of the past two fiscal years, Mr. Nash worked diligently with the Trial Court 
Budget Working Group to develop a rational and fair approach to the allocation of those 
budget cuts.  
 

In his previous role of overseeing budget operations for the judicial branch and now as chief 
financial officer, Mr. Nash has been a tireless advocate for the courts and has displayed a 
deep commitment to improving judicial administration. 
 

Before joining the AOC in 2002, Mr. Nash was deputy director for administrative services 
at the California Youth Authority, responsible for departmental financial, human resources, 
training, research, and capital outlay functions. He also worked at the California Department 
of Finance, where he coordinated budgetary and other fiscal policy issues for state 
regulatory and correctional agencies.  
 

Bernard E. Witkin Amicus Curiae Award 
 
This award honors individuals other than members of the judiciary for their outstanding 
contributions to the courts of California. There are two winners this year: San Mateo 
County District Attorney James P. Fox and Riverside County Chief Public Defender Gary 
Windom.  
 

James P. Fox, district attorney of San Mateo County since 1983, is known for his many 
contributions to improving the administration of justice through his leadership and service at 
national, state, and local levels.  
 

For more than a decade, Mr. Fox has been a board member of the National District 
Attorneys Association and served as president, 2007–2008. A longtime member of the 
California District Attorneys Association, Mr. Fox served as association president in 1995. 
He was a member of the California Commission on the Fair Administration of Justice and is 
part of a small group of prosecutors who meet annually with Chief Justice George to discuss 
the administration of justice.   
 

Since 1994, Mr. Fox has served on the Judicial Council’s Criminal Law Advisory 
Committee, which regularly reviews and provides advice on the important policy and 
procedural matters affecting criminal justice. In addition, he served on the State Bar’s  
Commission on Judicial Nominees Evaluation (1980–1982) and the Judicial Council Court 
Profiles Advisory Committee (1990–2000.) 
 

In 2007, Mr. Fox was a founding member of a group of judges and probation officers who 
created the concept of a mental health court for repeat criminal offenders in the Superior 
Court of San Mateo County. The court provides treatment and intensive probation 
supervision as an alternative to incarceration.  
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In 1995, Mr. Fox was a major proponent of the creation of the San Mateo County Drug 
Court. He worked with judges and other justice system stakeholders to create the court, 
which provides intensive treatment for drug offenders.  
 
In 1987, Mr. Fox proposed and worked with superior court judges to create one of the first 
pre–preliminary hearing disposition calendars in the state to resolve felony cases at an early 
stage. The successful program continues to this day.  
 
Gary Windom became the chief public defender for Riverside County in 1999 after a long 
career as a senior deputy public defender in Ventura County. He is credited with revitalizing 
and modernizing the Riverside public defender’s office by providing management and staff 
training and holding cooperative meetings with other stakeholders in the criminal justice 
system.  
 
Mr. Windom has actively supported increased diversity in the judiciary at the local and 
statewide level. He urged the Governor to increase the diversity on the bench and to appoint 
a judicial appointments secretary who made this a priority.  
 
Mr. Windom was a key participant in the discussions that led to Chief Justice George’s 
decision to assign dozens of judges around the state to the Superior Court of Riverside 
County to help that court address its backlog and increasing caseload. He has actively 
participated in local, regional, and statewide efforts to modernize and integrate all of the 
judicial branch’s computer networks.  
 
Among many firsts in his career, Mr. Windom was a founding member of the California 
Council of Chief Public Defenders, a statewide coalition of chief public defenders who meet 
regularly to discuss management issues facing justice system stakeholders. He is the first 
African-American public defender in Riverside County and was the first African-American 
president of the California Public Defenders Association (CPDA) in 1999. He led the CPDA 
to support state allocations for new judgeships and has personally lobbied for enhanced 
retirement benefits for judges. 
 
Mr. Windom has served as chair of the California Children’s Justice Act Task Force, a 
member of the Judicial Council’s Proposition 36 Advisory Committee, a member of the 
Riverside Leadership Institute, and past chair of the state’s Sexual Assault Commission.  
 

-#- 
 
The Judicial Council is the policymaking body of the California courts, the largest court system in 
the nation. Under the leadership of the Chief Justice and in accordance with the California 
Constitution, the council is responsible for ensuring the consistent, independent, impartial, and 
accessible administration of justice. The Administrative Office of the Courts carries out the official 
actions of the council and ensures leadership and excellence in court administration.  


