
JUDICIAL COUNCIL MEETING 
Minutes of the July 29, 2009, Meeting 

San Francisco, California 

Chief Justice Ronald M. George, Chair, called the special business meeting to order at 
11:00 a.m. on Wednesday, July 29, 2009, at the Administrative Office of the Courts 
(AOC) in San Francisco. 

Judicial Council members present: Chief Justice Ronald M. George; Justices Marvin 
R. Baxter, Tani Cantil-Sakauye, and Richard D. Huffman; Judges George J. Abdallah, 
Jr., Lee Smalley Edmon, Peter Paul Espinoza, Terry B. Friedman (attended remotely by 
phone), Carolyn B. Kuhl, Thomas M. Maddock, Dennis E. Murray, Winifred Younge 
Smith, Sharon J. Waters, and James Michael Welch; Mr. Raymond G. Aragon, Mr. 
Anthony P. Capozzi, Mr. James N. Penrod (attended remotely by phone), and Mr. 
William C. Vickrey; and advisory members: Judges Kenneth K. So and Mary E. Wiss; 
Commissioner Lon F. Hurwitz; Mr. Michael D. Planet, and Mr. Michael M. Roddy. 

Absent: Justice Brad R. Hill; Senator Ellen M. Corbett; Assembly Member Mike Feuer;
and Mr. Joel S. Miliband. 

Others present included: Judges Mary Ann O’Malley, Michael P. Vicencia, and David 
S. Wesley; Ms. Miriam A. Krinsky, Mr. Ronald G. Overholt, and Ms. Kim Turner; 
staff: Ms. Dianne Bolotte, Ms. Deborah Brown, Ms. Sheila Calabro, Ms. Nancy 
Carlisle, Ms. Marcia Carlton, Mr. Philip Carrizosa, Mr. James Carroll, Ms. Roma K. 
Cheadle, Mr. Curtis L. Child, Mr. Kenneth Couch, Dr. Diane E. Cowdrey, Ms. Linda 
Cox, Mr. Ekuike Falorca, Ms. Claudia Fernandes, Mr. Rubin Gomez, Mr. Michael 
Guevara, Ms. Fran Haselsteiner, Ms. Lynn Holton, Mr. Shawn Jackson, Ms. Maria 
Kwan, Ms. Althea Lowe-Thomas, Ms. Carolyn McGovern, Mr. Frederick Miller, Mr. 
Mark Moore, Ms. Lynn Muscat, Ms. Vicki Muzny, Mr. Stephen Nash, Ms. Amy Nunez, 
Ms. Diane Nunn, Ms. Jody Patel, Ms. Christine Patton, Ms. Kim Pedersen, Ms. Mary 
M. Roberts, Ms. Jeannine Seher, Mr. Colin Simpson, Mr. Christopher Smith, Mr. Curt 
Soderlund, Ms. Nancy E. Spero, Mr. Jim Vesper, Ms. Valerie Vindici, Mr. Lee 
Willoughby and Ms. Sonia Sierra Wolf; visitors: Ms. Christine Ace, Ms. Terry Akel, 
Ms. Jo Bars, Mr. Wayne A. Bilowit, Ms. Michelle Castro, Ms. Carolyn Dasher, Deputy 
Sherriff  Bob Fonzi, Ms. Vorie Gemanis, Mr. Larry Gobelman, Ms. Gwendolyn D. 
Jones, Ms. Rosa Junqueiro, Ms. Melanie Kellnes, Mr. Myron Kelso,  Mr. Thomas Kim, 
Mr. Alex Manners, Ms. Connie Mazzai, Ms. Corrine Moos, Mr. Bill Murray, Jr., Ms. 
Karen Norwood, Ms. Victoria O’Brien, Ms. Donna O’Hara, Ms. Debra Pearson, Mr. 
John Picone, Ms. Liberty Sanchez, Mr. Cesar Serrano, Ms. Arnella Sims, Mr. Dave 
Soon, Mr. Earl Thompson, Ms. Carolyn A. Welch, Mr. Oris Wheat, Mr. Anthony 
Williams, and Ms. Maggie Wong; and media representatives: Ms. Julia Cheeves, Bay
City News Service, Mr. Paul Elias, Associated Press, Mr. Howard Mintz, Mercury News,



Ms. Barbara Taylor, KCBS Radio, and Ms. Amy Yarbrough, San Francisco Daily 
Journal.

Public Comment Related to Trial Court Budget Issues 
Written statements and letters submitted to the Judicial Council for the meeting are 
attached.  Ten members of the public requested to speak on trial court budget matters.
The speakers, listed in order of appearance, were: 

1. Ms. Karen Norwood, President,  American Federation of State, County, and 
Municipal Employees (AFSCME) Local 3302  

2. Deputy Chief Bob Fonzi, San Bernardino County Sheriff’s Department 
3. Lieutenant Wayne A. Bilowit, Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department
4. Ms. Michelle Castro, Senior Government Relations Advocate, California State 

Council of the Service Employees International Union (SEIU) 
5. Captain David Souza, San Joaquin County Sheriff’s Office 
6. Ms. Arnella Sims, Court Reporter, Superior Court of Los Angeles County 
7. Ms. Tanya Akel, Deputy Director of Research and Policy, SEIU, Local 721, 

representing court employees in Los Angeles, Riverside and Ventura Counties 
8. Ms. Donna O’Hara, Clerk, Superior Court of Santa Clara County, and member, 

SEIU, Local 521 
9. Ms. Debra Pearson, employee, Superior Court of Alameda County 
10. Ms. Liberty Sanchez, representative of the California Public Defenders Association 

and the Laborers’ International Union of North America, Local 777 

Welcome Extended to Prospective Judicial Council Members 
Chief Justice Ronald M. George welcomed the incoming Judicial Council members 
present at the meeting:  Judges Mary Ann O’Malley, Michael P. Vicencia, and David S. 
Wesley; and Ms. Miriam A. Krinsky and Ms. Kim Turner.   

Chief Justice’s Opening Remarks
The Chief Justice acknowledged the serious situation presented by the state’s current 
economic crisis, as expressed by court employees, sheriff’s representatives, and 
members of the public in writing and orally at this meeting. In view of the guiding 
principle in the judicial branch’s strategic plan, to increase access to justice, the branch 
does not take lightly the court closures proposed to address branch budget cuts; these are 
considered with the greatest regret and as the last resort. The council gave direction to 
the Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) to develop a plan for court closures only 
if absolutely necessary in order to avoid the kind of reductions that, in the long term, 
could be even more devastating than the court closure option now under council 
consideration. The Chief Justice noted that the proposed court closures of one day per 
month come at a time when many state employees face furloughs of three days per 
month. It is important to take a broad perspective on the budget implications and to 
protect the 20,000 plus employees who serve in the judicial branch. The Chief Justice
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pledged that he would be among the first judges to elect a voluntary salary waiver to 
acknowledge the sacrifice of court employees. He appealed to all judges and justices to 
participate in the program. 

The Chief Justice also acknowledged the contributions of Justice Marvin Baxter, chair 
of the council’s Policy Coordination and Liaison Committee, Mr. Curtis L. Child, 
Director of the AOC Office of Governmental Affairs, along with his staff; and Mr. 
William C. Vickrey and Mr. Ronald G. Overholt in working with the legislature to 
secure the branch’s financial position. He also acknowledged the work of the Trial Court 
Budget Working Group in preparing the budget recommendations before the council, 
the assistance provided by Mr. Anthony Williams, and the partnership and support of 
the California Judges Association. 

The Chief Justice turned to the meeting agenda and the council’s task to find an 
equitable way to maintain services to the public and to protect court employees with 
considerably reduced resources as a result of the state fiscal crisis. 

CONSENT AGENDA

No consent items were submitted.

DISCUSSION AGENDA (Items 1–3) 

Item 1 Judicial Council Distinguished Service Awards for 2009

Justice Marvin R. Baxter, chair of the Policy Coordination and Liaison Committee 
presented this item. 

The chairs of the three Judicial Council internal committees recommended that the 
council approve the winners of the 2009 Distinguished Service Awards.  Their 
recommendations were distributed at the council meeting.  The awards will be 
presented on a date at an event to be determined.

Council action 
The Judicial Council approved the following winners of the 2009 Distinguished 
Service Awards. 
Jurist of the Year:  Hon. Ming W. Chin, Associate Justice of the Supreme Court 
Judicial Administration Award: Mr. Stephen Nash, Director, Finance Division, 
Administrative Office of the Courts 
Bernard E. Witkin Amicus Curiae Award: Mr. James P. Fox, District Attorney, 
San Mateo County; and Mr. Gary Windom, Chief Public Defender, Riverside 
County

3
Judicial Council Meeting Minutes July 29, 2009 



Item 2 Allocation of Trial Court Funding for Fiscal Year 2009–2010, 
Including Recommendations Regarding Statewide Reductions in 
Funding   

The Administrative Office of the Courts and the Trial Court Budget Working Group 
recommended the allocation of funding to the trial courts for fiscal year 2009–2010. 
This recommendation included allocation of resources to address various court cost 
issues as well as approval of methodologies for implementing trial court funding 
reductions included in the 2009 State Budget.  

Council action 
The Judicial Council approved the following allocations. 
1. Allocated to courts the net $190.13 million ongoing reduction in fiscal year 

2009–2010 (which increases to $225.13 million in fiscal year 2010–2011) 
based on each court’s relative share of the total statewide non–security base 
allocation, as indicated in column D of the Proposed Allocation of FY 2009
2010 Trial Court Funding and Reduction Adjustments chart provided to the 
council in Attachment 1 of the Finance Division’s report to the council1.

2. Adjusted individual court allocations to reflect anticipated cost adjustments 
for fiscal year 2009–2010, as indicated in column E of Attachment 1. 

3. Allocated the net security funding shortfall of $10.26 million to all courts 
based on each court’s share of the total statewide security funding. The 
specific court-by-court allocation is displayed in Column F of Attachment 1. 
This allocation reflects the following adjustments to court security funding: 

 • Security cost increases for existing service levels ($8.74 million); 
 • Amount of unfunded ongoing costs ($30.60 million); 
 • Security share of the overall unallocated budget reduction ($17.68 
  million); 
 • Redirection of one-time security funding ($6.76 million); 
 • $10 increase in the court security fee ($31.67 million in fiscal year 2009– 
  2010); and 
 • $8.33 million from statewide special funds. 

4. Authorized the distribution of funding to each court once the court has 
provided documentation to the Administrative Office of the Courts verifying 
that security compensation and retirement cost increases are confirmed and 
ratified.

1 See the Proposed Allocation of FY 2009–2010 Trial Court Funding and Reduction Adjustments following the 
public statements attached. 
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5. Allocated savings of $2.45 million from rate-driven retirement reductions to 
offset a portion of the costs for those courts that will have or project to have 
rate-driven increases for fiscal year 2009–2010 (as indicated in columns G 
and H of Attachment 1) and authorized the use of monies from the statewide 
special funds on a one-time basis to address the remaining $7.62 million 
retirement cost shortfall for fiscal year 2009–2010, as indicated in column I of 
Attachment 1. 

6. Allocated $9.28 million from the statewide special funds in fiscal year 2009–
2010, on a onetime basis, to fund the Court-Appointed Dependency Counsel 
program at the fiscal year 2008–2009 level. 

7. Authorized the allocation of savings from the statewide special funds, on a 
one-time basis, to address the anticipated shortfall in the court interpreter 
program for fiscal year 2008–2009. (This amount is currently estimated to be 
less than $1 million.) 

8. Allocated to each court interpreter region a prorated share of the baseline 
appropriation in fiscal year 2009–2010 as a guaranteed reimbursement level 
for planning purposes for fiscal year 2009–2010. The program would reflect 
each region’s current share of overall eligible program costs. Any funding 
unused for reimbursement in any region at the end of the fiscal year would be 
available for payment of unfunded eligible costs in other regions. 

9. Guaranteed 100 percent reimbursement of court interpreter cross-assignment 
costs to courts in fiscal year 2009–2010. 

10. Allocated $644,973 in one-time funding from statewide special funds for 
non–security costs for new and transferring facilities in fiscal year 2009–
2010, as indicated in column J of Attachment 1. 

11. Delegated authority to the Administrative Director of the Courts to make 
minor or technical one-time and ongoing allocations of funds to courts, as 
needed, to address unanticipated needs and contingencies, to the extent that 
program savings are identified during the fiscal year from reimbursable or 
other funds. 

The council requested that the Chief Financial Officer of the Administrative Office 
of the Courts report to the council with further recommendations on potential 
budget adjustments for courts that qualify as under–funded and under–resourced 
according to Resource Allocation Study standards.
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