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2017 CADC Conference Preview
Justice Werdegar Will Give the Keynote Address
(Dependency and Criminal)
CADC is happy to announce
that California Supreme
Court Associate Justice
Kathryn Mickle Werdegar
will give the keynote
address at our 2017
Conference in San Diego.
Justice Werdegar will
briefly share her
observations about the
changes she has witnessed
since 1994, when her service
on the court began.
Following these remarks,
she will respond to questions which members are
encouraged to submit prior to the event.
Justice Werdegar previously served in the U.S.
Department of Justice in Washington, D.C., Civil
Rights Division. There, she worked on speeches for
Attorney General Robert Kennedy, civil rights
legislation, and an amicus brief urging the release
from jail of Martin Luther King, Jr. She also served
as Director of the Criminal Law Division of California
Continuing Education of the Bar; a Senior Staff
Attorney with the California Court of Appeal and the
California Supreme Court; a Professor and Associate
Dean for Academic and Student Affairs at the
University of San Francisco School of Law; and a
justice of the Court of Appeal.
(http://www.courts.ca.gov/5761.htm)

http://www.sfgate.com/news/article/CHRONICLEPROFILE-Kathryn-Mickle-Werdegar-3308567.php,
at p. 3.)
Governor Wilson, her law school classmate and
longtime friend, said of Justice Werdegar: “In the
first semester, everybody wanted to carry her
books . . . . After the first semester, everybody wanted
to look at her notes.” (Chiang at p. 3.) On the
California Supreme Court, Justice Werdegar has long
been known for her great intellect and her sense of
fairness and concern for ordinary people. (See
Chiang at pp. 5-6.)
We are very fortunate to have this opportunity to
hear from Justice Werdegar. If you would like to
submit a proposed question, please send it to
sschorr@san.rr.com.
Don't miss Justice Werdegar's Keynote Address
on Friday afternoon, March 10, 2017!

The grand-daughter of a lawyer and a suffragette,
Justice Werdegar lost her mother at an early age and
had to be tough to survive a difficult childhood. That
toughness served her well as one of only two women
in her Boalt Law School class of 350 in the early
1960s. (See Harriet Chiang, CHRONICLE PROFILE /
Kathryn Mickle Werdegar / Quiet Might of a
Justice / State Supreme Court's Werdegar a
Champion for Ordinary People,
CalAppNews

Page 1

Don’t miss CADC’s 2017
Conference and Seminar
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Justice William W. Bedsworth
Persuasive Writing
(Dependency and Criminal)
CADC is happy to
announce that the
Honorable William W.
Bedsworth will speak at
our 2017 conference.
Justice Bedsworth is an
Associate Justice of the
Fourth District Court of
Appeal, Division Three.
He is a former prosecutor,
trial court judge, law
school professor, athlete,
and National Hockey
League Goal Judge.
(http://www.courts.ca.gov/3829.htm)
Justice Bedsworth is also an accomplished writer
on and off the bench. He has written numerous
articles published in law reviews and other
publications — most recently, Sierra and Coast
magazines. His monthly humor column “A Criminal
Waste of Space” is nationally syndicated:
http://www.acriminalwasteofspace.com/
journal_beds.asp.
Justice Bedsworth has won multiple awards for
his writing, including five from the California
Newspapers Association. In 2010, he won one of
George Mason University’s coveted Green Bag
awards — the two other winners in his category were
Nina Totenberg of NPR and Jeffrey Toobin of The
New Yorker. In 2003, The Times of London gave
Justice Bedsworth its Judicial Wisdom of the Year
award for recognizing that “[t]here is no non-culpable
explanation for monkeys in your underpants.” His
third collection of legal humor, Lawyers, Gubs and
Monkeys, was published in 2016.
We are delighted that Justice Bedsworth has
accepted our invitation to speak at CADC's 2017
conference, on Saturday March 11, 2017. Don't
miss it!

CalAppNews wants to hear from you!
We welcome submission of letters,
photos, drawings, cartoons, articles,
poems, opinion pieces, announcements,
and interesting transcript excerpts.
Please send submissions to
rcovin13@gmail.com.
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Matt Thue and Rosemary Bishop
Americans with Disabilities Act
(Dependency)
The ADA prohibits discrimination against people
with disabilities in employment, transportation,
public accommodation, communications, and
governmental activities. While practitioners have
argued in the past that dependency proceedings fall
under “governmental activities,” this has recently
been made explicit.
According to an August 2015 memorandum from
the Department of Justice and the United States
Department of Health and Human Services, the ADA
applies to dependency proceedings. Thus, the welfare
of children and families must be protected in a way
that also protects the civil rights of disabled parents.
With the term “parents,” the memo includes
biological, foster, and adoptive parents, thus covering
most of the families we come across in our
dependency practice.

parents with disabilities may not be treated on the
basis of generalizations or stereotypes and must be
given opportunities to benefit from services in a
manner equal to parents without disabilities. Similar
to ICWA’s active efforts requirement, this would seem
to give rise to a higher standard for parents with
disabilities, and appellate practitioners will be tasked
with ensuring this higher level of services is provided.
A panel of presenters including Matt Thue,
Rosemary Bishop, and an attorney from Disability
Rights California will provide the memo to the
session’s participants and lead us through its
implications for and uses in our practice.

As the memo states, the two principles that are of
particular importance are (1) individualized treatment
and (2) full and equal opportunity. Which means that

Michelle Pena

Shawn McMillan and Donnie Cox

Researching Legislative History

Civil Rights Seminar (Dependency)

(Dependency and Criminal)
Legislative history
can be used to argue the
intent behind a statute or
the validity of a statute,
both useful topics for our
appellate briefs. Yet,
historically, gathering
legislative history has not
been easy. It used to
mean going to the
California State Archives
or other physical sites,
and sifting through dusty legislative records. Now,
more and more, this information is available online.
Which, in turn, means there are more opportunities
for us to use legislative history in our briefs.
However, while the information is technically
available with a few mouse clicks, finding it can be a
challenge. This session will address that difficulty
and teach both dependency and criminal practitioners
to easily access this important tool. With Michelle
Pena’s guidance, participants will learn how to find,
and use, the legislative history of both state and
federal statutes.

CalAppNews

In a session that conference organizer Andrea St.
Julian calls “a little out of the box,” civil rights
attorneys Shawn McMillan and Donnie Cox will lead
this training on civil rights actions.
As some of us may have already experienced,
dependency cases can give rise to civil rights actions.
When we understand the factual bases for these
actions, we can better advise clients on when they
should be looking for a civil rights attorney. Because
these actions can have
practical benefits for our
clients, in the form of
compensatory or punitive
damages, and may deter state
agencies from practices that
harm our clients, it’s
important for us to be familiar
with them. In addition, being
a part of such a case can be a
way for dependency
practitioners to effect change
— an outcome that often
Shawn McMillan
eludes us.
Dependency previews by Region 1 Director
Alexis Collentine.
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Dean Strang
Making a Murderer

CACJ Report
by Heather Shallenberger

(Criminal)
Many of us were enthralled
last year watching heroic
trial attorneys Dean Strang
and Jerome Buting defend
Steven Avery in the
gripping 10-part Netflix
documentary series,
Making a Murderer.
(https://www.netflix.com/
search?q=making%20a%
20murderer.) Mr. Avery
was wrongfully convicted of
sexual assault and
attempted murder in
1985. He was exonerated by DNA evidence in 2003
after serving 18 years in prison.
After suing the county - Manitowoc County,
Wisconsin - Mr. Avery soon found himself accused of
a new crime - the rape and murder of Teresa Halbach.
Mr. Avery and his then 16-year-old nephew, Brendan
Dassey, were convicted of Ms. Halbach's murder in
2007. Mr. Dassey's conviction has since been
reversed because his confession, the main evidence
against him, was obtained using unconstitutionally
coercive interrogation procedures. A second season
of Making a Murderer is reportedly in production.
(http://variety.com/2016/digital/news/making-amurderer-season-2-new-episodesnetflix-1201817364/)
CADC is happy to announce that Dean Strang has
accepted our invitation to speak at our 2017
conference. Mr. Strang practices law in Madison,
Wisconsin, as a shareholder in StrangBradley, LLC.
He was Wisconsin’s first Federal Defender and has
argued in the United States Supreme Court, five
federal circuits, and the Wisconsin Supreme Court.

California Attorneys for Criminal Justice
("CACJ") held its annual Appellate Practice Seminar
this year at the San Francisco Bar Association on
September 10, 2016.
Al Menaster, Los Angeles County Chief Deputy
Public Defender for Appeals and Writs, started off the
seminar with his "Year in Review," discussing a
plethora of recent cases. One notable case discussed
was People v. Sanchez (2016) 63 Cal.4th 665, in
which the California Supreme Court finally held that
case-specific out-of-court statements recounted by an
expert to explain the basis of his or her opinion are
hearsay and present a confrontation problem.
Another interesting case discussed was K.R. v.
Superior Court (2016) 243 Cal.App.4th 495, in which
the Third District held that People v. Arbuckle (1978)
22 Cal.3d 749, only requires sentencing by the same
judge who accepted a plea if sentencing by the same
judge was a term of the agreement. Review was
granted in K.R. on March 9, 2016.
Riverside County Deputy Public Defender Laura
Arnold discussed the heart-breaking situation of
"Representing Kids Sentenced to Die in
Prison" and the recent changes in the law that, at the
very least, attempt to provide these now-adults
serving LWOP or the equivalent a chance at release
based on the judicially recognized notion that
"children are different."
Appellate Attorneys Charles Sevilla and
George Schraer offered their "Primer on
Federal Habeas Corpus: How to take the
Plunge and Swim like a Champion." As
continued on Page 7

Mr. Strang has been an adjunct professor at both
the University of Wisconsin Law School and
Marquette University Law School, and is a lecturer in
legal history for the University of Wisconsin, Division
of Continuing Studies. He is the author of several law
review articles. His first book is Worse Than The
Devil: Anarchists, Clarence Darrow, and Justice in a
Time of Terror (U. Wisconsin Press 2013; rev. ed.
2016). His second book, about the mass trial of IWW
members in federal court in 1918, will be published in
2018.

Stay tuned for more conference
details — see you in San Diego!

Don't miss Dean Strang's presentation on
Saturday, March 11, 2017!
CalAppNews
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Proposition 66: What’s Next?
by CADC Government Relations Committee
As everyone is well aware, Proposition 62 was
defeated. California continues to have a death
penalty.
As for Proposition 66, a large number of ballots
remain to be counted. However, it appears likely that
Proposition 66 will have been approved by the time
this newsletter edition is published.
If fully implemented, Proposition 66 will have
profound implications for people under sentence of
death. In addition, Proposition 66 will have
substantial implications for CADC members who
might face the prospect of involuntarily accepting
appointment in a “fast track” capital appeal, under
threat of expulsion from the court’s panel.

In addition, Section 5 of Proposition 66 creates a
new Penal Code section 1239.1, subdivision (b), which
provides, in part: “When necessary to remove a
substantial backlog in appointment of counsel for
capital cases, the Supreme Court shall require
attorneys who are qualified for appointment to the
most serious non-capital appeals and who meet the
qualifications for capital appeals to accept
appointment in capital cases as a condition for
remaining on the court’s appointment list.”
A legal challenge to Proposition 66 has been filed
in Briggs and Van de Kamp vs. Brown, et al.,
S238309. In general, the petition asserts interference
with jurisdiction granted to the California Supreme
Court by the California Constitution, violation of the
separation of powers doctrine, and violation of the
“one subject” rule.

All attorneys who do appointed criminal appeals
should read Sections 3, 5, 6, and 7 of Proposition 66.
Those sections amend Penal Code section 190.6 and
add new Penal Code sections 1239.1, 1509, and
1509.1: http://vig.cdn.sos.ca.gov/2016/general/en/
pdf/text-proposed-laws.pdf#prop66
Stated very briefly, Sections 3, 5, 6, and 7 would
require as follows: (i) the Supreme Court must
expedite appointment of counsel and expedite
appellate review in capital appeals; (ii) capital appeals
and habeas proceedings must be fully resolved within
five years; (iii) all habeas challenges must be brought
in the Superior Court; (iv) there may be no successor
habeas petitions (except in narrow circumstances);
and (v) the appeal of a habeas denial by the Superior
Court would be heard in the Court of Appeal, where
the only permissible issue beyond those raised in the
Superior Court would be ineffective assistance of
habeas counsel in the Superior Court.

The Government Relations Committee does not
presume to predict whether Proposition 66 will
survive constitutional challenge, whether new section
1239.1(b) could be constitutionally enforced, or how
new section 1239.1(b) would be interpreted and
implemented. We urge every CADC member to study
new section 1239.1(b), to evaluate its potential impact
on one personally, and to consider the difficult
Hobson’s choice possibly to come.
In the meantime, the Government Relations
Committee will continue to pursue CADC’s role in
resolving these difficult questions of validity,
interpretation, and implementation.

CADC Thanks Its Sustaining Members!
Jean Ballantine
Diane Berley
Ron Boyer
Philip Brooks
Gordon Brownell
Randi Covin
Suzanne Evans
Pat Ford
Kyle Gee
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Mark Hart
Patricia Ihara
Jeralyn Keller
James Koester
David Lampkin
Mark Lenenberg
Christopher Nalls
Robert Navarro
Walter Pyle
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Jonathan Roberts
Steven Schorr
Patricia Scott
Alan Siraco
Conness Thompson
Meredith Watts
Eric Weaver
Laurie Wilmore
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Hidden in Plain Site: Top 5 cadc.net Resources
You May Not Know About by Jill Kent, CADC Webmaster
Many of our members login to cadc.net to browse the forums and the briefbank. But cadc.net contains
other resources that will help your practice. Take a look at these five tips to getting even more out of cadc.net:
1. Where’s the thread I was so interested in? Sometimes you read a forum thread and you just know
you’ll want to come back to it later. There’s an easy way to mark the thread so you can find it down the road.
Click on “Favorite” in the upper right corner of the first post of the thread, next to “Subscribe.” This adds the
thread to your list of Favorites:

When you want to find the thread click on “Your Favorites” from the main forums page:

You’ll see a list of your favorite threads. Click the red X to delete the thread from your list:

CalAppNews
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Top 5 cadc.net Resources continued:
2. The information I need must be
somewhere: Check out the Internet Resources tab
under the Members’ Menu. Internet Resources
contains links to the CDCR litigation coordinator list,
appellate blogs, inexpensive MCLE resources,
delinquency and dependency materials, legal
terminology in Spanish, federal practice resources,
past issues of CalAppNews, and more. Go to http://
cadc.net/members/resources/ for more links.
3. Wasn’t there a session on _____ at the
CADC conference last year? We’ve all done it you recall hearing an interesting presentation that
wasn’t relevant to your current cases but now you
wish you could find the materials and see what the
speaker was talking about. Go to the Conference
Materials tab under the Members’ Menu and you’ll
find a yearly listing of materials from each conference
session going back to 2012. Oral advocacy tips,
ICWA, standards of review, data privacy issues,
confessions… all of our materials are on one page,
broken down by session. If you didn’t make it to a
conference one year you can take advantage of your
CADC membership by consulting our Conference
Materials page to get up to speed on what you missed.
4. I’m not sure which scanner/software/
app to use. Got any ideas? Check out the
Technology & Computers tab under the Members’
Menu for thoughts on scanners, external hard drives,

CACJ Report continued from Page 4:
expected, they offered various helpful tips and tricks
to encourage state appellate practitioners to overcome
their fears and take a case with solid federal
constitutional issues all the way.
SDAP Assistant Director Bill Robinson offered
his take on "Turning Murder to Manslaughter &
Murder to Madness." In a nutshell, be aware of
the prosecution burden to prove provocation and lack
of imperfect self-defense, the potential misapplication
of the "reasonable person" standard, misleading
murder instructions and effect of a "stealth juror" for
the prosecution.
The day ended with a lively group reaction to a
presentation by Stefanie Sada and John Moore:
"Putting Your Best Foot Forward: A Research
Attorney's Perspective On Effective
Argument." Ms. Sada and Mr. Moore
recommended that appellate attorneys always include
short introductions for all briefs and concise
statements of the applicable standards of review for
every issue briefed. They even suggested that an
entire issue could be deemed waived if no standard of
review is specified! Ms. Sada and Mr. Moore got a
CalAppNews

alternate keyboards, cloud storage, word processors,
PDF creators, time-keeping software, docket trackers,
and other programs and apps to increase your
productivity. If your own favorites aren’t listed, let
me know and I’ll add them to the list.
5. I want to change my CADC contact info
or password. Go to My Profile from the Members’
Menu to do all this and more. You can also select
your practice area (criminal, dependency, both) so
your listing in the member directory specifies what
type of cases you take - particularly helpful for our
dependency members.
Jill Kent spent over
a decade teaching
post-conviction legal
remedies to students
at the California
Innocence Project
and Northern
California
Innocence Project.
She has an appellate
practice in San
Diego and serves as
Webmaster for
CADC. Before
finding a home in
criminal law, Jill
worked in the graphic design, space exploration,
night club, and video game industries.

reaction from the crowd when they expressed a high
opinion of the work of our counterparts at the
Attorney General's office, noting their objectivity. I
don't think many of us have found the Attorney
General's arguments to be objective. Finally Ms. Sada
and Mr. Moore told us they enjoy watching oral
arguments - so we should keep our eyes out for them
in court.
As always, CACJ's Appellate Seminar was well
worth the time and money.
Heather Shallenberger has
been a panel attorney for
the past 6 years, and takes
cases from FDAP, CAP-LA
and SDAP. She currently
serves on the CADC Board
as a Region 1 Director, and
as a co-chair for the
recently revived Santa
Cruz/Monterey County
chapter. Her passions
include cooking and
reading cook books, watching action/sci-fi films, and
taking walks on the beach.
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The Rules of Engagement
by Kyle Gee
Over the years, I
have argued many
cases, and I have
observed other
counsel argue. I
have read thousands
of pages of AG's
briefs, and I have
received a mountain
of opinions.
I have generally
received respectful
treatment from the
courts and AGs at
argument. The AG's
briefs and appellate
opinions are
generally free of
sniping and ad hominem attacks. However, this has
not invariably been the case.
I suspect the occasional lapses of civility and
restraint have many sources. But there are two
potential sources which particularly bug me. The first
is a "top down" effect, about which we as appellate
counsel can do little. The second is a "bottom up"
effect, about which we can do something.
As for the "top down" effect, I refer to instances of
incivility on the United States Supreme Court.
Members of the high court have frequently spoken
with pride of the court's collegiality. Yet Justice Scalia
once described an opinion from Justice O'Connor as
containing "particularly perverse" ideas that "cannot
be taken seriously." In the same case, Justice
Blackmun accused the plurality of operating in "a
deceptive fashion." In another case, Justice Scalia's
dissent described the majority opinion as "nothing
short of preposterous." And Justice Souter
characterized Justice Scalia as a "gladiator" who
"thrusts at lions of his own imagining." One can only
imagine how future Supreme Court opinions might
read as the court's personnel changes in foreseeable
and unforeseeable ways.
With deference to the United States Supreme
Court, this sort of thing is not setting a very good
example for the rest of us. My fear is that appellate
courts and attorneys might view such language as, not
only acceptable, but admirable.

was my college roommate, law partner and friend for
a quarter of a century. Sadly, Eric passed away in
1989.
Eric was an editor of the Harvard Law Review, a
Clerk on the Ninth Circuit, and one of the best
attorneys ever to represent indigent appellants. But I
have been in court when Eric was literally wagging his
finger and lecturing the California Supreme Court on
how to decide his case, an approach which helped
produce a 7-0 loss. Eric once filed a Petition for
Rehearing so blistering that amicus counsel was
moved to write the court, disavowing it.
Eric won a lot of appeals, despite his occasional
lapses of judgment. But most of us are not Eric
Henrikson. We are not going to blind the courts with
our brilliance. We cannot afford to torpedo our cases
and diminish ourselves through pointless and
gratuitously negative comments about the Court of
Appeal's opinion, the intellectual shortcomings of
other courts, or the honesty of the trial judge,
prosecutor, or defense counsel.
I stress the words "pointless and gratuitously
negative." I have filed Petitions for Rehearing
asserting that the opinion so far ignored the issues
presented that it violated my client's due process right
to appeal. I have attacked the Respondent's Brief
when the AG misrepresented the record. I regularly
challenge the trial judge's knowledge of the law, the
prosecutor's conduct, and defense counsel's
dedication -- but not in a "pointless and gratuitously
negative" manner.
The following example may illustrate my point. I
was in the Court of Appeal in Fresno, not long after a
Superior Court Judge -- a respected and fair trial
judge, by the way -- had been confirmed as a Fifth
District Justice. This new justice had just left the
courtroom, when the panel changed before hearing a
case in which the justice had presided at trial.
Apparently oblivious as to who had just left the
courtroom, appellate counsel rose to challenge the
intellectual honesty of the judge, when such a claim
was not necessary to win on appeal. That was one
occasion when I understood fully why appellate
counsel was being publicly roasted.

As for the "bottom up" effect, I refer to the briefs
we write and the arguments we give. To pick on
someone who can't defend himself, Eric Henrikson
CalAppNews

Send Us Your Wins!
rcovin13@gmail.com
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Rules of Engagement continued:
We come to this work with neither reputation nor
credibility. We do not want to develop a reputation
without also developing credibility -- the latter being
part of our appellate "currency" with the courts. Our
credibility is eroded if we engage in "pointless and
gratuitously negative" advocacy.

Follow CADC on Facebook
Have you checked out CADC's Facebook
page? We post news and information on all
kinds of subjects of interest to California
appellate defenders, such as:

Every trial court ruling is not intellectually
dishonest. Every act of prosecutorial misconduct is
not an affront to decency and justice. While we must
vigorously represent each of our clients, hyperbole
and moral outrage are not effective advocacy.

Important decisions, legislation, and
voter initiatives;

∂

Event announcements - seminars,
conferences, trainings, job openings;

We should consider carefully all of the "rules of
engagement" for appellate advocacy, including the
rule of civility. Who knows? We might even win
more cases.
Kyle Gee is a former CADC President who currently
serves as Government Relations Committee Chair.
He has handled more than 500 appellate cases, most
of them homicides. Almost all the bad law in his
published cases is alive and well, and most of the
good law has been overruled or abrogated. Neither
of Kyle's children has become a lawyer.

∂

∂

Potential impeachment material
involving police officers and other
prosecution witnesses;

∂

Prosecutorial misconduct;

∂

Exonerations of wrongfully
convicted persons.

And much more! Like us on Facebook and
stay in the loop!

A Sad Farewell to Thea Greenhalgh
On October 21, 2016, we lost a cherished member of our community. Long
time CADC member Thea Greenhalgh died from complications of ALS - Lou
Gehrig's disease. Please see this notice from the Santa Rosa Press Democrat
for more details: http://www.legacy.com/obituaries/pressdemocrat/
obituary.aspx?pid=182157177
Here is a personal tribute from Thea's friend Marylou Hillberg:
We are never ready to say goodbye to a close friend, but Thea’s death sent
me reeling. Even though I hadn’t seen her since she’d moved to New
Mexico we stayed in contact and I felt she was always close. When she
was diagnosed with ALS this past summer, I knew it was not good but I
wasn’t prepared for how fast she went.
That was Thea’s way, however. She had a sensibility that went to the
core, through decades of spiritual practice and life experience that wove a rich tapestry through
her life. I was fortunate to experience part of that in our twenty year friendship. She brought a
lot to the table—that’s what I realized early on when she was still a new lawyer and we shared an
office. Even without a lot of legal experience, she had life experience that brought a wisdom and
common sense. I often sought out her opinion and learned quickly to value it highly.
There’s a gaping hole now that she’s gone that may never be filled. But at least I can say I got to
be her friend.
A celebration of Thea's life is tentatively scheduled on December 23, 2016, in Cloverdale, California. For
more information, contact Marylou: hillberg@sonic.net.

CalAppNews
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Faces and Places Around the World

by Nancy Brandt

“Open your eyes and see what you can with them before they close forever.”
– from All the Light We Cannot See,
by Anthony Doerr
Some of you may have noticed me lurking about,
camera in hand, at the CADC annual conference last
March. This was because the newsletter editor, who
knew of my photography interest, asked if I’d take
some photos for the newsletter, documenting the
Saturday conference sessions. I was happy to help
out. (Editor’s note: Nancy is responsible for all the
great Saturday conference photos as well as the Coffee
at SDAP photos – thank you Nancy! See conference
photos in the Spring 2016 issue of CalAppNews
(http://cadc.net/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/
Spring-2016-CalAppNews-small.pdf.)
My first photography trip was to Viet Nam and
Cambodia.

After that, I visited India, a country I’ve wanted to
see for years. We traveled through many parts of
Rajasthan, spending some days at the Pushkar Camel
Fair.

What do YOU do
when you’re not writing briefs?
CalAppNews wants to know!

CalAppNews
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I’m most interested in people — their faces, their
hands, and what they do in their daily lives. Markets
and shops are rich sources. I prefer spontaneous
shots, but have also had the opportunity to shoot
more formal “field portraits.” I’m always trying to
improve my skills, and learn much from looking at the
work of other photographers.

Last year, I ventured to the Omo River Valley in
Ethiopia. This is an area rich in tribal traditions,
sadly now being impacted negatively by government
policies and increased tourism.
Lest you think that there is no appellate-workrelated stress connected to my adventures, I assure
you that I am always in a state of panic about and
attempted preparedness for whatever the courts or
the AG might send my way — laptop always travels
along. I’m pleased to report that TrueFiling works
from India — I just have to pray for a good internet
connection!

And recently, I made a second trip to India to visit
two holy places: Varanasi, on the Ganges River, and
Ujjain, the site of a huge spiritual gathering, the
Kumbh Mela.

When I get out from under the mountain of work
that currently faces me, I plan to set up a webpage
that will allow me to share images with anyone who’s
interested. If you would like to see my webpage,
please send me an email:
nancybrandtphotography@gmail.com. Blessings!

Nancy Brandt is a newish attorney on the ADI and
SDAP panels. She is a Region One CADC Director
and Co-Chair of the San Francisco Bay Area
Chapter. Her greatest weakness is travel, ideally
with other photographers.
CalAppNews
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California Appellate Defense Counsel
4470 West Sunset Blvd.
PMB 708
Los Angeles, CA 90027

The mission of CADC is to improve the professional lives of appointed
appellate and post-conviction counsel and to promote the fair
administration of appellate justice.

Not a CADC Member? Join Us!
Join or renew your membership online at cadc.net, or fill out and mail this form.
Name

□
□
□
□
□

State Bar No.
Address

$85
$170
$445
$35
$

70% of all CADC dues goes to support lobbying
and is not tax-deductible (60% after January 1, 2017).

Telephone
Email
Criminal _____

First-time member:
Regular member:
Sustaining member:
Retired member:
Lobbying Fund
Contribution:

Make check payable to CADC.
Dependency ______

Return form and payment to:
CADC
4470 W. Sunset Blvd., PMB 708
Los Angeles, CA 90027

Please note a dues increase of $10/$15 will take effect 1/1/17. Renewing prior to the new year will
extend your membership by one full year, regardless of your renewal date. Renew by the end of 2016
to take advantage of the current rate.
CADC membership is not open to those affiliated with prosecutorial or law enforcement agencies.

