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Legal News

E-verything is E!
By Hon. James Herman
Presiding Judge
Santa Barbara Superior Court

E

-filing is here. And it is a great time and resource
saver for the courts and e-filers alike.
From a judge’s perspective, the ability to manage a calendar organized in digital form without the logistics
of bulky paper files is an amazing new world of efficiency
and possibility. No more carts full of files careening the
hallways. No more files misplaced in the file room, being
worked up in research or forgotten in a judicial car trunk.
Add to that, search-ability both within the case database
as well as within a digital case file, the ability to cut and
paste from the digital file and the ease of organizing a calendar—it’s judicial nirvana.
As for you e-filers and e-servers, you are now able to file
and serve documents in electronic PDF format, with certain
exceptions, from any computer or mobile device, 24/7.
Note, however, by the court’s proposed mandatory e-filing
rule, documents filed after 5 p.m. on a court day will be
deemed filed the next court day. You will receive electronic

notification from the court that the documents have been
received and either confirmation that the documents have
been accepted for filing or a notice of rejection of the document, for example, for failure to pay a filing fee. You can
maintain a paperless office with the exception of the duty
to maintain documents signed under penalty of perjury and
certain other original documents or documents required
to be served in paper form by local rule or the California
Rules of Court. All other filed documents are, by the way,
deemed signed simply by filing. You can now also access
civil, family law and probate case records on line through
the court’s public portal.1 Check it out.
Tyler Technologies’ Odyssey System is both user friendly
and well supported through live classes, webinars and
online support directly from the Tyler website.2 In order
to e-file, simply set up an account with an e-filing service
provider -- at this point Tyler Technologies -- enter your
case information as prompted, pay the fees and file. You
should also be familiar with both the applicable e-filing
California Rules of Court, CRC 2.250 et. seq., Filing and
Service by Electronic Means, and the proposed local e-filing
rule of court which will mandate e-filing for represented
parties except in case of hardship as of January 1, 2016.3
Good luck on an e-asy transition to the digital world.
Judge Herman, Santa Barbara County Presiding Judge, was
appointed to the Santa Barbara Superior Court in 2005. He
currently presides over a civil and family law calendar. He is
also a member of the court executive committee and chairs the
technology committee.

Endnotes
1
2

Strengthen
Your
Team with
Paralegal
Training
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Local Lawyer Lore
By L. Lawyer

A

s explained each month since our inaugural column
in June, this is a monthly interactive column about
local lawyers. We challenge you, our readers, to
determine what common ground is shared by those featured in the group photo.
In August, we featured twelve members of our legal
community, pictured once again below, and asked what
they have in common. The answer is an impressive one,
as each shares the professional distinction of having argued
one (or more) cases before the California Supreme Court
during their respective careers.
As pictured from left to right, the individuals (eleven
attorneys and one judge) and the case(s) each argued are:
Jeff Nelson - In re Marriage of Milhan (1980)
Fred Clough -Yost v. Thomas (1983)
Richard Monk - Morehart v. County of Santa Barbara
(1994); Citizens of Goleta Valley v. Superior Court (2006)
Tony Fischer - City of Santa Barbara v. Adamson (1980)
Steve Wiley -City of Santa Barbara v. Superior Court
(Janeway) (2007)
Lol Sorensen - Estate of Griswold (2001); Rice v. Clark
(2002)
Ben Bycel - City of Santa Barbara v. Adamson (1980)
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David Hughes -Rice v. Clark (2002)
Herb Fox - Estate of Griswold (2001); Rice v. Clark (2002)
Philip Seymour - Citizens of Goleta Valley v. Board of
Supervisors (1990); City of San Diego v. Trustees of the
California State University (2015)
Judge Michael Carrozzo-Robey v. Superior Court
(2013)
Brian Gough-Oren Royal Oaks Venture v. Greenberg,
Bernhard, Weiss & Karma, Inc (1986)
Note that there will be many common facts about any
group we feature. Thus, the winning answer will be one
identifying the unique experience that we have in mind.
(It is also quite possible that we will have missed other local lawyers with the same experience/accomplishment; if
so, our apologies. Since one goal of this column is to add a
surprise element, our highly-skilled research staff must do
its investigation without advance public disclosure of the
purpose. If you or another local attorney has had the same
experience or accomplishment and we failed to include you/
him/her, please let us know and we will add that information in a future issue.)
Next month we will feature fourteen local attorneys.
Due to some scheduling issues, we resorted to Photoshop
to include all fourteen in a single photograph. In the very
unlikely event of two equally deserving correct answers, we
will use as a tie-breaker one’s guess on which two attorneys
used a “body double” for the photograph.

PHOTOS WANTED
Santa Barbara Lawyer is seeking photos for two features
to run in future issues. The first feature will be “What I
Did on my Summer Vacation.” Whether you stayed
in a castle at Lake Como or a
tent at Lake Cachuma, send
in your photos as well as any
interesting tales from your
travels. The second feature
will be “Attorneys and Their
Hobbies.” If you have photos
of yourself playing the trumpet, acting in local theater,
surfing, fly fishing, painting,
or anything else, let us know.
Photos can be sent directly to
the Editor at rogers@nathanrogerslaw.com. Thanks!
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A Former Judge’s
Perspective
By Hon. Frank J. Ochoa (Ret.)

[Editor’s Note: Versions of this article originally
appeared on Noozhawk and in the Santa Barbara
Independent.]

A

defendant was recently granted probation in a case
before the Santa Barbara Superior Court which
involved four felony counts and one misdemeanor
charge. The defendant “pled straight up”—that is, admitted
his guilt before trial with no promise of a certain sentence
in return. His plea subjected him to the possibility of up to
seven and one-half years in state prison. The sentencing
judge had the discretion to impose such a sentence, or to
grant probation. A grant of probation would subject the
defendant to the imposition of that seven and one-half
year sentence if he were to violate any of his probationary
terms or conditions.
The case has received considerable public attention
because it involved heinous acts of cruelty against what
many consider “man’s best friend,” his dog. That scrutiny
was elevated because the case also involved a charge of
felonious assault involving domestic violence. The facts
and circumstances of the case caused many among us to
experience fear, anger, frustration, and systemic rejection
based upon our perspectives regarding this case.
The “best friend” appellation bestowed upon a person’s
dog is said to stem from a trial’s closing argument in 1870,
given in a small town Missouri courtroom. A person had
shot and killed his neighbor’s dog, named Old Drum.
George Graham Vest, a local lawyer, who later became a
United States Senator, gave a brief but compelling closing
argument at the civil damages trial regarding the death of
Old Drum. He said, in part, “The one absolutely unselfish
friend that man can have in this selfish world, the one that
never deserts him, the one that never proves ungrateful or
treacherous is his dog”. Tribute to the Dog, by George Graham
Vest. That oft-quoted argument to the jury cannot be read
without experiencing heartfelt emotion.
The acts constituting the crimes in this matter were,
beyond any reasonable doubt, unspeakably cruel and
depraved. The horrific acts committed against this dog
resulted in the medical decision to euthanize the dog to
end its suffering. The fact that persons have re-named the
dog “Davey,” the appellation given the dog by the treating
veterinarian team, pays homage to that medical staff.
8

It was argued by the
prosecution at sentencing, and many feel appropriately so, that a state
prison commitment was
warranted. But the known
circumstances also include that the defendant
had never been arrested
before these events, and
had just reached the age
of majority at the time of
the crimes.
He was also pursuing
Hon. Frank J. Ochoa
a college education, had
solid family support, and
was considered a low risk of continued violence of a domestic nature based on legally approved standardized testing procedures. These are all factors which California law
requires any judge to consider during a felony sentencing
proceeding. The legal requirements governing any judge’s
consideration of a felony sentencing proceeding are vast
and complex. But they include the following:
“At the time (of sentencing) the probation officer of the
county of the jurisdiction of said criminal shall……inquire
into the antecedents, character, history, family environment, and
offense of such person, and must report the same to the
court.” California Penal Code Section 1203.10. That report
must include: “Any relevant facts concerning the defendant’s social history, including those categories enumerated
in section 1203.10, organized under appropriate subheadings, including, whenever applicable, “Family,” “Education,”
“Employment and income,” “Military,” “Medical/psychological,” “Record of substance abuse or lack thereof,” and
any other relevant subheadings. California Rule of Court
4.111.5(a).
In terms of whether or not to grant probation, a judge
is required to consider, among many other things, the defendant’s prior record, whether he is remorseful, as well as
the defendant’s “Ability to comply with reasonable terms
of probation as indicated by the defendant’s age, education, health, mental faculties, history of alcohol or other
substance abuse, family background and ties, employment
and military service history, and other relevant factors.”
California Rule of Court 4.414(b)(4). (Emphases added.)
In short, our state law, based upon constitutional considerations, requires every judge in every case which occurs
in his or her courtroom, to consider, weigh, and balance
a wide array of factors related to the offenses at issue. But
the judge is also required to consider the defendant’s personal
Santa Barbara Lawyer
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circumstances, including the defendant’s social background,
education, community ties, collateral impacts of the felony
conviction on his life, and many other delineated considerations at each and every sentencing hearing where probation is an option. Others are free to focus solely on the
nature of the offense, and to ignore or minimalize other
considerations. The sentencing judge was not free to do so.
Two highly experienced and qualified probation officers had reviewed the case thoroughly and evaluated the
considerations required by law, and each had, in separate
reports to the court, recommended a withholding of any
state prison commitment. They recommended efforts to
rehabilitate and redirect the defendant through strict supervision and therapeutic requirements utilizing a probationary
disposition. The judge followed their recommendation.
In addition to other strict terms and conditions of probation, including that the defendant have no “contact with
any animal unless in the presence of a responsible adult,”
and have no contact with his former girlfriend, the judge ordered that the defendant engage in therapies and treatment,
including a year-long Batterer’s Treatment Program. The
judge also imposed the maximum county jail sentence of
one year which can attend a grant of probation, and ensured
that the sentence would be served behind bars. He did so
by immediately remanding the defendant into county jail
after sentencing. By not allowing the defendant to appear
for the sentence at a later time, the judge eliminated the
opportunity for the defendant to apply for “alternatives” to
confinement in jail. Defendants are routinely granted sufficient time to make such applications given our persistently
overcrowded jail conditions.
At the time of sentencing, the judge also denied a request
that the defendant be allowed to delay commencement of
the jail sentence for two days. The defense had made that
request because the defendant’s mother’s birthday was
being celebrated the day after sentencing.
The judge had evidence which could have led him to
conclude that the defendant was remorseful, a required
sentencing consideration. The defendant said at sentencing, “I feel terrible for the harm I caused to my ex-girlfriend
and my dog Jason….As part of my effort to get better, I am
receiving continuous treatment from a psychiatrist. I regret
my actions very much. And I am ashamed of what I have
done….I understand what I have done is unforgiveable, and
I am extremely regretful and sorry about it.”
The defendant made statements which appear to be
evidence of his acceptance of personal responsibility for
his actions. He acknowledged that his actions have interrupted his lifelong college plans and dishonored his family.
He stated further, “I am very sorry for what I have done. I
September 2015

can only beg you for mercy.”
One can view that expression of contrition skeptically,
or as a heartfelt acknowledgement of the wrongfulness
of one’s conduct. If one was not in the position of the
decision maker, an element of speculation enters into the
process. That judge was there to see the defendant make
the statement. Given the configuration of our courtrooms,
the defendant could have only been facing that sentencing
judge, and no one else. The call on the defendant’s credibility and level of sincerity rested with the court.
The number of times a friend or acquaintance has asked
me, or some other judge, for his or her thoughts about a
difficult criminal proceeding, which became the subject
of headlines, are innumerable. For many, the response is
invariably the same. “I wasn’t in that judge’s courtroom. I
don’t know all the facts. I didn’t see the witnesses testify,
or observe the defendant as he entered the plea.” It can,
and has been argued that this judge’s decision was too
lenient. It could conceivably be argued that aspects of it
were too harsh.
We have the most complex and highly developed legal
system in the world. Our civil case courtrooms are where
societal disputes are resolved; and our criminal case courtrooms are where those who transgress our agreed upon
rules of conduct have their actions adjudged, and where
punishment is meted out. As a society, we empower our
judges to make those difficult decisions. Those decisions
are always reviewable by a higher court.
In this country, we have the freedom to disagree with
each of those decisions, whether made at the trial or appellate court levels. But we must, in deference to our compact
of citizenship, give some measure of respect to the decisions
made by those to whom we grant the authority to impose
such life changing decisions. They have one of the most
complex and challenging roles in our constitutional system
of governance.
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Fish Story
by

Richard W. Millar, Jr.

I

know very little about fish. When I was a tyke, my
parents used to rent a house in China Cove for the
summer, and I would fish off the Marine Lab pier
with a dropline. Using mussels that I pried from the pilings
as bait, I would catch all manner of relatively short and
unknown species. I would then gut and clean them and
my mother would make a big production of cooking them
for dinner. (Looking back, I suspect she may have switched
“my” fish for those from the local market, but at the time
that didn’t occur to me.)
Later, when I was old enough for summer camp, I learned
to fly fish. Since my flies rarely hit the water as they were
first snagged by my hat, shirt, pants, or a nearby tree,
actual catches were, in a word, rare. I “retired” from the
sport early to the relief of all those who were in snagging
distance of me.
We do have goldfish in a pond at home, but those don’t
really count as fish except to nocturnal raccoons or visiting egrets. Other than that, fish have not been a big part
of my life.
Nor do I know much about manicuring except that nail
salons are cropping up everywhere. There are two small
shopping centers within a few blocks of our house, and both
have nail salons. When a salon in one of the centers went
out of business, it was quickly replaced by still another,
probably with the same employees. Whenever I would
walk or drive by, they seemed packed and busy with rows
of chairs filled with patrons with outstretched arms whose
feet were sitting in something that looked uncomfortably
like detached toilet bowls. I am not sure what goes on in
those bowls, but I am told they have something to do with
pedicures.
So imagine my surprise when the United States Supreme
Court announced it rejected hearing an appeal from the
Arizona Court of Appeals in a case that involved both fish
and pedicures, a combination I would not have thought
possible.
It turns out that the Arizona State Board of Cosmetology has, among its other duties, adopted “necessary and
proper” rules “including sanitary and safety standards for
the practice of nail technology.” (In my mind, fingernails
and technology don’t even belong in the same sentence,
but what do I know?)
One Cindy Vong, and what I assume is her company,
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La Vie, LLC, came to the attention of those sharp-eyed
cosmetology people because she was filling those bowls
with fish. Not just any fish but a species called Garra rufa,
which apparently is Turkish for “we suck toes.”
I am going to quote from the court of appeals’ opinion,
not because it is unusually eloquent, but to prove I am not
making this up:
The customer’s feet were then placed in a tank containing water
and garra rufa or chin chin fish that removed skin from the feet.
According to my Internet research, the chin chin fish is
an imposter, which is a shame as I was thinking that if the
garra rufa work on the toes, the chin chin fish would be a
natural for barbershops.
In any event, the cosmetology police are in charge of all
equipment or tools used in pedicures and have rules and
procedures for disinfecting those tools or pieces of equipment. It was a short intellectual leap for them to say that
the fish were tools, and it was impossible to disinfect the
fish without killing them. It is a little bit of a stretch for
me to call fish equipment, but if I could get to that point,
I would have to agree that the disinfection process would
be terminal.
Ms. Vong responded by stating that the rules were adopted “at a time when the use of fish in the manner I have
proposed, was not known or contemplated.” Hard to argue
with that!
Ms. Vong challenged the Board’s jurisdiction, as, in her
view, fish pedicures did not constitute the practice of cosmetology, aesthetics, or nail technology. (I can’t figure out
what they do constitute, but I digress.)
The court of appeals found that cleaning feet with fish
was “a particular type of nail technology” and therefore
the Board’s classification of them as tools was “rational.”
I think that was the court’s way of saying, “we have no
idea what to call toe sucking by fish, but we think it is a
really icky idea.”
Well, I don’t know about you, but as soon as I finish writing this, I am going up in my attic to find my old dropline,
get some bait, then head over to Happy Nails for a day of
fishing.
Richard W. Millar, Jr. is a member of the firm of Millar, Hodges
& Bemis in Newport Beach. He can be reached at millar@mhblaw.net.
This article first appeared in Orange County Lawyer, July 2015 (Vol. 57
No. 7), p. 38. The views expressed herein are those of the Author.
They do not necessarily represent the views of Orange County Lawyer
magazine, the Orange County Bar Association, the Orange County
Bar Association Charitable Fund, or their staffs, contributors, or advertisers. All legal and other issues must be independently researched.
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Get to Know...
Allan S.
Ghitterman
Allan S. Ghitterman has been
practicing worker’s compensation law since 1959. Helping
people recover worker’s compensation benefits has been one of the
most rewarding experiences of his
life. For more than 57 years, he has
been working towards improving the
working person’s life, and the sense of
accomplishment in helping people who
need assistance has been immeasurable. In
his time, he has seen good things and bad about
the worker’s compensation system, but through it all was
his hope that each injured worker would be treated with
dignity and respect.

1. What is your idea of perfect happiness?

My wife, my children, my grandchildren and my great grandchildren.

8. When and where were you
happiest?
The birth of my children, to have passed
the bar, every morning I am awake – beside
me is my wife.

9. Which talent would you most like to
have?
Play a musical instrument.

10. What do you consider your greatest
achievement?
Raising my children to be self-sufficient.

11. Where would you most like to live?

Healthy old age.

Right where I live, in Santa Barbara. I have been to a few
other states and most governmental leaders are provincial
legislatures and are too narrow minded and have no real
understanding of their responsibility.

2. What is your greatest fear?
Incurable illness.

3. Which living person do you most admire?
My wife and family; they tolerate my foibles and receding memory.

12. What is your most treasured possession?

4. What is your greatest extravagance?

13. What is your most marked characteristic?

My reputation.

The willingness to admit that others may have a better
answer than I.

My wife.

5. What is your current state of mind?
Peace at any price. Defense is necessary, but stop wasting
money on armaments, use those workers to upgrade our
superstructure.

14. What do you most value in your friends?

6. Which words or phrases do you most
overuse?

15. Who are your favorite writers?

Intelligence and wisdom, and their willingness to educate
me.

I admire and respect those with creative minds, especially
sci-fi, who dreamed up wristwatch radios (remember Dick

Oops, yes and no.

7. What or who is the greatest love of your life?
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Continued on page 30
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I try cases . . .
and win.
Respect. Experience.
Results.

HAFFNER LAW GROUP

Matthew Haffner
“You really know how to put on a
good case. I have repeatedly
used you as an example when I
have explained to lawyers how to
[use] all their trial material and
technology for a persuasive, onpoint, concise and constructive
closing argument.”
- Superior Court Judge.
“It was the best [presentation]
I’ve ever seen, and I’ve been
attending continuing education
classes on trial tactics for nearly
50 years.”
– retired Superior Court Judge
regarding Matthew Haffner’s
MCLE presentation, “How to
Win at Trial.”

associate me to try your case

Matthew Haffner has tried 36 civil jury trials, with a record
of 31 wins and 2 settlements during trial. Multi-million
dollar cases tried include wrongful death, catastrophic
injury, contract disputes, employment litigation, and
construction defect. Three juries returned with winning
verdicts in less than thirty minutes. We have been
associated within two weeks of jury selection. Special
skills include:
 jury selection
 multi-media presentation
 exhibit books
 pre-trial motions and briefs
 expert and witness examinations
 jury instructions
 opening and closing statements

My trial tactics have been honed over the last 25 years as a
litigator, for a concise and controlled trial experience.

trying cases for both plaintiffs and
86 S. Laurel Street, VenturaSuccessfully
CA 93001
haffnerlawgroup.com
defendants.
(805) 641-9334; fax (805) 980-5014
September 2015
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Criminal Justice

Restorative
Justice and the
Conferencing
Process—Part III1
By Robert Sanger

T

his is a continuation of the last two months’ Criminal Justice columns pertaining to Restorative Justice.
We talked about the basic principles of restorative
justice and some of the attempts to implement restorative
justice programs in other states. We also discussed the
California statute on Restorative Justice which does little
more than announce the concept by name. Penal Code
Section 17.5, enacted as a part of the 2011 Realignment Act
lists “community-based punishment” programs designed to
reduce the state prison population. One of the programs is:
“(e) Restorative justice programs such as mandatory victim
restitution or victim-offender reconciliation.”
In this month’s column, we will look at the kinds of programs that can be implemented within the general scope
of restorative justice, including sentencing circles. We will
consider whether California’s statute is broad enough to
allow implementation of such programs. We will look at
an interesting analysis by the Minnesota Court of Appeals
and the Minnesota Supreme Court and see if that analysis
provides any insight into what California can do to implement restorative justice programs.

The Restorative Justice Continuum
As discussed previously, Restorative Justice is a broad
concept and the name is used, and occasionally misused,
to cover a broad range of activities. Professor Howard Zehr
has made the point that we should see practices along a
continuum as more or less restorative. We should not reject
or be judgmental about a practice that is not fully restorative,
but we should also be careful to avoid the co-optation of the
term to simply make retributive processes sound appealing.
The most restorative practices bring the victim, the offender, and the community together to deal with a harm.
The goal is to make things right. Other practices that may
be, in Zehr’s view, “partially restorative” may still be desirable. For instance, standing by themselves, victim impact
circles, community service or offender rehabilitation programs may each have some restorative value but none are
fully restorative justice.
14

Interestingly, California’s terse statute, while
proclaiming that restorative justice is an available “community-based
punishment” alternative,
nevertheless gives two
less than restorative justice examples. It says,
“such as mandatory victim
restitution and victimoffender reconciliation.”
Mandatory victim restitution, standing alone,
Robert Sanger
focuses on the victim,
which is a worthy goal
and partially restorative, but it does not concern itself with
society or with the offender. Victim-offender reconciliation,
is also a worthy project and some instances have provided
great insight and relief to either the victims or the offenders.
However, standing alone, it does not bring the community
into the process and is partially restorative.
Roughly constructing a continuum of restorative programs, we can start from the less restorative and move
toward the fully restorative. All of these programs are in
practice elsewhere in the United States and are being used
as a part of, or in lieu of, the traditional retributive justice
system. Some, perhaps because of their comfortable fit
with the retributive system, are easier to implement, while
others present more of a challenge.
First, on the less restorative side, there are several aspects
of the existing retributive justice system that can be emphasized in an effort to derive some restorative benefits.
For instance, restitution to victims can help make things
right, at least for the victim. Sentencing practices including
community service and offender rehabilitation again can
have restorative consequences. In most jurisdictions, these
are features of the existing retributive system and fit well
within existing statutes and procedures.
Second, after the retributive system has done its work
and a person has been sentenced, victim-offender reconciliation can be implemented. These programs can be run
through a probation department or through the prison or
post-incarceration supervision systems. They do not have
any direct effect on the retributive system and co-exist
well with it.
Third, and more of a challenge to implement, are diversion programs and sentencing circles. These take the case
Continued on page 19
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Make us your personal injury trial firm.

We welcome referrals and co-counsel relationships. Generous referral fees paid.
l Vehicular/Bicycle/Pedestrian Accidents, Product

Liability, Premises Liability, Defective Products,
Carbon Monoxide Poisoning.

l Trust your referral to us. We get results because

we know how to maximize case value and have the
experience and resources to win.

l Our office has a combined 75 years of trial practice

and experience. We have tried over 150 personal
injury cases to verdict resulting in many 6 and 7
figure verdicts and settlements.

Renee Nordstrand

(805) 962-2022
www.nordstrandlaw.com

2014 Attorney of the Year Award recipient

225 East Carrillo, Suite 202 • Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Lindenauer Mediation
1 Victoria

Lindenauer, Esq. 1

StreaMLined approach
reSuLtS
coSt effective
Over 25 years PI litigation on the Central Coast
Trained MediaTor:
Straus Institute
Pepperdine University

MediaTion PanelisT:
Santa Barbara, Ventura, San Luis Obispo
Resolute Systems, LLC

(805) 730-1959
lindenauer_mediation@cox.net

www.lindenauermediation.com
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Santa Barbara Paralegal Association’s

6th Annual Full-Day MCLE Conference
Sat., Sept. 26, 2015, 8:30 am – 5:00 pm
at the Historic Santa Barbara County Courthouse
♦ Up to 5 Hours of MCLE Credit, including Ethics & Elimination of Bias
♦ Continental Breakfast and Picnic Lunch

♦ Keynote Speakers:
Panda Kroll, JD, MFA of Benton, Orr, Duval & Buckingham on
“Political Correctness Bias v. Cultural Relativism Bias:
Why an R-Rated Mockumentary Teaches Us Everything We Need to Know About Bias”
[1 hour ETHICS / ELIM INATION OF BIAS MCLE]
John Sung Woo Park, JD, PhD, Assoc. Dir. UC Center for New Racial Studies, UCSB Prof. & Chair
“Status, Illegality, and the Law of Migration”
[1 hour ETHICS M CLE]
Plus many other additional speakers.

Registration Inform ation and Form s available at:
http://w p.sbparalegals.org/w elcom e/m cle-opportunities/
For sponsor/exhibitor inform ation, please contact:
Barbara Liss at barbara@rogerssheffield.com

is pleased to announce

CHRISTOPHER C. JONES
has joined the firm

www.RogersSheffield.com/Chris-Jones

805-963-9721
16

Santa Barbara Lawyer

Your partner in
commercial
real estate.
•
•
•
•

SANTA BARBARA
SANTA
BARBARA
ASSOCIATION
CHRISTIAN
LAWYERS
SANTA
BARBARA
ASSOCIATION
CHRISTIAN
LAWYERS
CHRISTIAN
LAWYERS ASSOCIATION

Property valuations
Property dispositions
Property acquisitions
Lease negotiations

Meeting for lunch and fellowship
on the last Friday of each month
at 12 pm
The University Club
1332 Santa Barbara Street

Meeting
for
lunch
fellowship
$20 for
attorneys,
$10 and
for students

Meeting
and
on thefor
last lunch
Friday of
eachfellowship
month
For more information please call or email Brenda Cota
963-9721
or
atbcota@rogerssheffield.com
12 pm
on theat (805)
last
Friday
of each month
The at
University
12 pm Club
1332 Santa Barbara Street
The University Club
1332
Barbara
Street
$20 forSanta
attorneys,
$10 for students
For more information please call or email Brenda Cota
$20 for attorneys, $10 for students
at (805) 963-9721 or bcota@rogerssheffield.com

HayesCommercial.com
222 E. Carrillo St, Suite 101
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

For more information please call or email Brenda Cota
at (805) 963-9721 or bcota@rogerssheffield.com

805.563.2111

Redman Goodstein and Associates
Conﬂict resolu on specializing in family law, probate,
real estate li ga on and employment law.
Ellen Goodstein:
*Former Florida Cer ﬁed Civil and Family Law
Mediator
*Civil Dispute Resolu on Center, LA County Bar
Associa on, 36 hour course
*Conﬂict Solu on Center’s 6 day Media on
Course
*UCSB Family Law Media on Course, 17 hour
*UCSB Employment Media on Course, 17 hour
Brandi Redman:
*Cer ﬁcate, Straus Ins tute for Dispute
Resolu on, Pepperdine University School of Law,
42 hours
*Conﬂict Solu on Center’s Media on Course,
6 Days
*UCSB Family Law Media on Course, 17 hours

Phone: 805-570-2321 Fax: 805-248-7985
Address: P.O. Box 281
Santa Barbara, CA 93102
Website: redmangoodstein.com
Email: Ellen Goodstein- egoodsteinsb@gmail.com
Brandi Redman- b.redman@cox.net
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Sanger, continued from page 14
away from the retributive justice system either before it
starts or, at least, before sentencing. In these programs, the
retributive system gives up direct control over the outcome
and allows a restorative justice program to pursue its goals.
To work, there must be a willing victim and a willing offender as well as some available facilitation process that
assures the involvement of the community or community
representatives.

California and Minnesota
In California, the approach has been to use restorative
justice somewhat gingerly. It has been applied in the school
systems, including famously in Oakland, but also now in
Santa Barbara. Here, a pilot program began at Santa Barbara
Junior High three years ago and was remarkably successful. As a result, it has now been implemented in all public
high schools and junior high schools. It is being expanded
to the grade schools on a school-by-school basis. Suspensions are down by 70% and that rate has been maintained
consistently each year over the last three years.
In addition, there are some programs implemented in
the juvenile system itself. This is a natural, but not overwhelmingly bold, move. In Santa Barbara, there has been
a halting implementation of restorative justice in the North
County. Originally, only minor property crimes were accepted but the list of offenses is expanding. However, gang
cases are excluded. In the South County, negotiations are
underway for the implementation of a broader program.
These programs operate with the consent of the Probation
Department and the District Attorney’s Office.
Assuming restorative justice is a desirable project, the
challenge is to make it available for adult cases and for the
full range of cases for which it might be amenable. There
has to be a willing victim and a willing offender so not
all cases are amenable. But there still are a lot of potential
cases where restorative justice could be implemented. For
it to work, there must be a program to provide proper
guidance, including the provision of trained facilitators. It
must also have the support of the entire system, including
the courts and defense lawyers, as well as prosecutors and
probation officers.
There also must be a legal framework. California has
the one statute that simply defines a community based
punishment to include, “Restorative justice programs such
as mandatory victim restitution and victim-offender reconciliation.” Can restorative justice proceed in California to
include adult cases and sentencing circles without further
implementing legislation?
September 2015

The program in Minnesota might be instructive. For
instance, in Washington County, Minnesota, sentencing
councils are private, community-based organizations that
make themselves available to do anything from mediating
neighborhood disputes to offering sentencing alternatives
for juveniles and adult offenders. They can take over the
entire matter or they can provide sentencing recommendations. Over the years, these sentencing councils have been
used by the courts with more or less participation of the
prosecution to apply classic restorative justice techniques
in adult criminal cases including felonies.
Section 611A.775 of the Minnesota Statutes says:
“A community-based organization, in collaboration with
a local governmental unit, may establish a restorative justice program. A restorative justice program is a program that
provides forums where certain individuals charged with or
petitioned for having committed an offense meet with the
victim, if appropriate; the victim’s family members or other
supportive persons, if appropriate; the offender’s family
members or other supportive persons, if appropriate; a law
enforcement official or prosecutor when appropriate; other
criminal justice system professionals when appropriate;
and members of the community, in order to: (1) discuss the
impact of the offense on the victim and the community; (2)
provide support to the victim and methods for reintegrating
the victim into community life; (3) assign an appropriate
sanction to the offender; and (4) provide methods for reintegrating the offender into community life.”
This is verbose compared to the California statute but it
really does not provide any more authority. Hence, after the
Minnesota statute was passed and sentencing circles were
recognized by the trial courts, there were questions raised
in the appellate courts as to whether the statute really allowed such significant involvement in adult felony cases. In
one case in 2000, State v. Blais (not certified for publication,
2000 WL 1778385), the Minnesota Court of Appeals dealt
with a complaint by the prosecution that a trial judge had
consulted with the sentencing council and, later, referred
the case for a sentencing recommendation to the council
resulting in a stay of the otherwise mandatory 122 month
prison sentence on the condition the defendant serve one
year in custody followed by probation with continued
involvement in a restorative justice program.
The majority found that the purported procedural bars
of the retributive system did not bar a “downward dispositional departure” that would accommodate the restorative
justice program. The concurrence, raised what it claimed to
be procedural irregularities in the sentencing process and,
although concurring, said,
“The statute is general rather than specific. It identifies
19
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areas of public concern upon which
program participants may make recommendations. Nowhere does the
statute indicate that its purpose is to
displace the traditional criminal justice
system, and construing it to mean that

the traditional sentencing authority of
the district court is subordinate to a
restorative justice forum would not be
reasonable.” (2000 WL 1778385 at 3)
Two years later, the Minnesota Supreme Court took up the challenge in

Personal service From local attorneys
Consider Maho PrentiCe For Your
Personal injurY reFerrals

Maho Prentice LLP is a Santa Barbara firm which focuses its practice
on handling plaintiff personal injury cases. We welcome your referrals
on matters of personal injury and wrongful death and pay referral fees
per State Bar rules. Maho Prentice has successfully obtained settlements
and verdicts in amounts exceeding $17 million dollars in the past two
years alone. We will speak with all potential clients free of charge and
will handle all good cases anywhere in the State of California. Please
consider establishing a rewarding relationship with us.

Fifthian Building
629 State St., Suite 217, Santa Barbara, CA 93111

www.maho-prentice.com
(805) 962-1930
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State v. Pearson, 637 N.W.2d 845 (2002).
There, a defendant was referred to
the Restorative Justice Council as a
sentencing circle. They spent fourteen
hours over several sessions applying
restorative justice principles to the
harm caused by the defendant’s felony
violations of welfare fraud statutes.
The Chief Justice for the majority said:
“On this record, the court did not
abuse its discretion in staying adjudication of the offense. Questions
remain regarding the scope of the authority of restorative justice programs,
and the respective roles of the program
and the court in sentencing. However,
the legislature has an opportunity,
perhaps in light of the ruling in this
case, to clarify those roles.” Id. at 849.
The concurring Justices took a
more direct doctrinal approach. They
contended that restorative justice
programs were an adjunct to the sentencing authority of the trial court.
They stated overtly that the purpose
of the statute was to promote the
community’s best interest and, to the
extent that a case was referred to a
circle, the circle could make recommendations that were not restricted by
the retributive system of sentencing.
The court could adopt those recommendations even if the court could
not have deviated from an otherwise
mandatory sentence absent the circle’s
recommendation.
Interestingly, although the majority
invited the legislature to clarify the
statute in light of the ruling in this
2002 case, the statute has not been
amended. It appears that the appellate challenges have abated and there
have been no further cases decided
by the Court of Appeals or the Minnesota Supreme Court. Yet, restorative
justice sentencing circles continue in
Washington County and throughout
Minnesota.

Criminal Justice
Conclusion
The lesson for California is that the mere authorization
of restorative justice as an alternative in sentencing may
be enough to allow the process to be instituted creatively.
The statute pertains to adult felony cases. As in Minnesota,
progress is made by instituting programs and using them.
There will be resistance from stakeholders in the established
retributive justice system but they can be persuaded over
time. Ultimately, it is hard to argue with a concept that looks
at harm and tries to work with the victims, the offenders
and the community to make things right.

for over 40 years. He is a partner in the firm of Sanger Swysen &
Dunkle. Mr. Sanger is Past President of California Attorneys for
Criminal Justice (CACJ), the statewide criminal defense lawyers’
organization. He is a Director of Death Penalty Focus. Mr. Sanger
is a Member of the ABA Criminal Justice Sentencing Committee
and the NACDL Death Penalty Committee. He is a Member of
the American Association for the Advancement of Science (AAAS).
Mr. Sanger is also a member of the Jurisprudence Section of the
American Academy of Forensic Sciences (AAFS).

Endnotes
1

Robert Sanger is a Certified Criminal Law Specialist and has
been practicing as a criminal defense lawyer in Santa Barbara

©Robert M. Sanger. A portion of this series of articles on restorative justice will be incorporated into an upcoming book on the
subject.

The Other Bar:
Meets every Tuesday at noon at 330 E. Carrillo St. We are a state-wide network of recovering
lawyers and judges dedicated to assisting others within the profession who have problems with
alcohol or substance abuse. We protect anonymity. To contact a local member go to http://
www.otherbar.org/ Link: Santa Barbara in ‘Meetings’ menu.

Anticouni & Associates
is pleased to announce the firm’s wage and hour settlements for
have reached

California employees

$150,000,000.00*.

Anticouni & Associates represents both employers and employees in all areas of
workplace law and related litigation.
The firm and the Anticouni Family Foundation obtained and contributed over
$3,000,000.00 to Santa Barbara non-profits.
Anticouni & Associates welcomes joint ventures with local firms and provides referral
fees in compliance with Sate Bar guidelines.
For more information, please call (805) 845-0864 or send email to info@anticounilaw.com.
*This does not guarantee, warranty, or predict the outcome of any particular case.
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Legal News

Verdicts & Decisions

Cabrera v. Central Coast Urgent Care et al.
Santa Barbara County Superior Court, Cook Division
CASE NUMBER:
Type of case:
Type of proceeding:
Judge:
Length of trial:
Length of deliberations:
Date of Verdict or Decision:
Plaintiff:
Plaintiff’s Counsel:
Defendants:
Defendants’ Counsel:

1393845
Personal injury; medical malpractice
Jury trial
Hon. Timothy J. Staffel
10 days
90 minutes
June 12, 2015
Sergio Cabrera, by and through his guardian ad litem, Juan Cabrera
Ralph Boroff, Law Offices of Ralph Boroff and Lesley Harris, Law Offices of
Lesley Harris
Central Coast Urgent Care and Thomas Caruso, M.D.
Bradley C. Clark and Deborah Taggart of Schmid & Voiles

Facts and Contentions: Sergio Cabrera, age 32, presented to Central Coast Urgent Care on July 26, 2011. Plaintiff
alleged that his initial complaints to the staff on presentation were of a sore throat, difficulty breathing, difficulty speaking
and difficulty swallowing. Defendants contended Plaintiff initially complained only of a sore throat, then subsequently
complained of difficulty breathing and shortness of breath.
Mr. Cabrera was evaluated by the medical assistant. He had a fever and slightly elevated pulse consistent with the
increased temperature. His respiratory rate was normal and his oxygen saturation level was normal. Plaintiff was seen
and examined by Dr. Caruso who noted no obvious airway obstruction but possible retropharyngeal abscess. Dr. Caruso
advised the plaintiff to go directly to the Emergency Department for further evaluation consisting of further examination,
radiographic studies and IV antibiotics if deemed necessary.
Mr. Cabrera was taken directly to the Emergency Department by his significant other, arriving 10 minutes after being
seen by Dr. Caruso. He was triaged by Emergency Department nurses and was stable, but a bed/room was not available.
Approximately 12 minutes later, while walking to a room in the Emergency Department, Plaintiff became cyanotic and
could not breathe. Resuscitation measures were immediately started by the emergency department physician and the
hospital respiratory therapists. However, despite the attempts at resuscitation, Mr. Cabrera suffered severe anoxic brain
damage due to airway collapse from acute epiglottitis. Mr. Cabrera is in a permanent persistent vegetative state and
requires attendant care 24 hours per day in a skilled nursing facility.
Plaintiff contended that Central Coast Urgent Care did not provide triage training, policy or procedures to its front office, non-medical staff, the staff at Central Coast Urgent Care should have advised Dr. Caruso of the Plaintiff’s complaints
earlier than they did, and had Dr. Caruso seen the patient earlier, he would have been sent to the Emergency Department
earlier and the anoxic brain damage would have been avoided. Plaintiff also contended that Dr. Caruso should have sent
the patient to the ER by ambulance as opposed to private vehicle and that he should have called the Emergency Department to tell them that he was sending the patient over. Plaintiff contended that if the ER had prior notice, a room and
appropriate personnel would have been ready to treat him, he would have been seen earlier by the ER doctor and the
anoxic brain damage would have been avoided.
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Defendants contended that Plaintiff was not in respiratory distress at the time he was seen by Dr. Caruso and there
was no reason to send him to the ER via ambulance or to call ahead. Defendants contended that the outcome would have
been the same regardless of whether the ER had been warned of Plaintiff’s arrival or if he had been sent by ambulance.
Summary of Claimed Damages: Plaintiff claimed $12.5 million in economic damages comprised of loss of earnings
and earning capacity, past and future medical expenses, loss of household services and family care services.
Result: Defense verdict 12-0

The SBCBA Estate Planning / Probate Law
Section Presents:

Use It or Lose It:
Appealable Orders and Writs
in Probate Litigation

The SBCBA Family Law Section of the
Santa Barbara County Bar Association
presents:

New Procedures in the Family Law
Mediation Office
As you all probably know, the Family Law Mediation
Office has been undergoing major changes. Denise Seidman is the county-wide supervisor for Family Court
Services. She is implementing county-wide procedures
for the Family Court Mediators. Come meet her, Dr.
Marty Patrician, and the second not-yet-hired Mediator for South County. Learn about new procedures and
provide your input.

When
Wednesday, September 30, 2015, 12:00 – 1:30 p.m.

Where
Santa Barbara College of Law

MCLE
1.0 hour General Credit

Speaker
Herb Fox, Certified Appellate Law Specialist

About the Event
Join Herb Fox, an appellate law specialist, who has
handled many probate and trust litigation appeals over
the years, for a discussion about appealable orders and
writs in probate litigation. The discussion will focus on:
•

Which orders are appealable and which are not;

•

When to bring a writ petition;

•

How to perfect a stay of enforcement by way of
an appeal or extraordinary writ; and

•

When
Tuesday, Sept. 8, 2015

Time
12:00 pm – 1:15 pm

Where
SB College of Law

MCLE
One unit of MCLE credit (approval pending)

Cost
$15

Related topics.

Price
$35 members, $30 non-members (includes lunch catered
by South Coast Deli)

Please make checks payable to the SBCBA and
send to:
Maureen A. Grattan
DORAIS, McFARLAND, GRATTAN & POLINSKY Law
Corp.
25 East Anapamu Street, Second Floor
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
ph. 805-965-2288 x103
mgrattan@dorais.com

Contact Information/R.S.V.P.
Please RSVP before September 29, 2015, by e-mail to
mmcnally@aklaw.net or by telephone to Michael McNally at (805) 963-8611 and make checks payable to
Santa Barbara County Bar Association. Checks should be
mailed to Allen & Kimbell, Attn: Michael McNally, 317
E. Carrillo Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93101.
September 2015
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Is CIVILITY a sign of weakness?
The California Coast Chapter of the
American Board of Trial Advocates
(ABOTA) and the Santa Barbara County
Bar Association present:

Criminal Law Section of the Santa Barbara
County Bar Association

Don’t Say “No Comment”:
How To Ethically and Effectively
Talk to Reporters

CIVILITY MATTERS!
Please join us for a fascinating video presentation and
panel discussion with Judge Donna Geck and members of
the plaintiff and defense bar, on the topic: “Why Civility,
and Why Now?” We all strive for professionalism, but it
can be difficult to maintain high standards in adversarial
situations – opponents’ toxic letters, ‘hide the ball’ discovery disputes, and clients with legal perceptions shaped
by television. This program is designed to “raise the bar”
for all members of the legal profession.

Speakers
Judge Donna Geck, Santa Barbara Superior Court,
Past President of California Coast Chapter of ABOTA
Dennis O. LaRochelle, Esq., A to Z Law (Oxnard),
President of CAL-ABOTA
Dana K. Caudill, Esq., Early, Maslach & Sepe (LA),
President of California Coast Chapter of ABOTA

Date and Time

This hour long presentation will first review the relevant
California Rules of Professional Conduct and explain how
they apply to trial publicity and to the constantly evolving
forms of social media. It will then provide some practical
tips for attorneys on how best to interact with reporters.
For many, talking to reporters is a stressful experience
they’d rather avoid, but doing so effectively can help
advance your clients’ interests and promote your practice.

When
September 16, 2015

Time
Noon to 1:30 p.m.

Place
Santa Barbara College of Law
Lunch will be provided

MCLE
1 Ethics unit

Speaker

Wednesday, September 23rd, 12 noon to 1:30 pm

Location
Santa Barbara College of Law, Room 1, 20 East Victoria
Street, Santa Barbara

Reservations
Please RSVP via email to Mark Coffin,
SBCBA Litigation Section Chair, at mtc@markcoffinlaw.
com by Friday Sept. 11, 2015 (PLEASE NOTE: We anticipate full venue capacity)

Cost and Payment
FREE with BYO Brownbag Lunch, OR
Lunch will be provided for $10.00 with advance RSVP
Please mail checks by Friday Sept 11th, payable to:
Santa Barbara Bar Association, c/o Mark Coffin
LAW OFFICE OF MARK T. COFFIN, 21 E. Carrillo Street,
Suite 240, Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Matthew Preusch practices in Keller Rohrback L.L.P.’s
nationally recognized Complex Litigation Group, in the
firm’s growing Santa Barbara office. Prior to his legal
career, he spent ten years as a journalist in the Pacific
Northwest, covering regional and national news for The
Oregonian, The New York Times, and other publications.

Cost
$30 SBCBA members/$35 non-members

R.S.V.P.
Mail your check payable to the SBCBA by September
11, 2015 to:
Catherine J. Swysen (cswysen@sangerswysen.com)
Sanger Swysen & Dunkle
125 E. De La Guerra Ste 102
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

MCLE Credit
One and ½ hour credit applied for
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Appellate Justices of Division
Six

	
  

Please join us on
Wednesday, October 21, 2015
6:00 pm – 8:00pm
The Santa Barbara Club – 1105 Chapala Street
Santa Barbara
1 MCLE Credit
SBCBA Members: $50 (After October 1st, $60)
Non-Members: $60 (After October 1st, $70)
Students/Paralegals: $20
~~
Please mail completed form along with your check payable to:

Santa Barbara County Bar Association
15 West Carrillo Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
Name(s) ____________________________________________
_____________________________________________________
Phone Number_____________________________________
Amount Enclosed___________________________________
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Legal Community
Mollenkopf has been in private, civil practice since 1996,
most recently with Mollenkopf Law Group in Santa Maria
from 2011 to 2015.

Fell, Marking, Abkin, Montgomery, Granet & Raney, LLP
is pleased to announce that Clark
A. Lammers has joined the firm
as a Senior Associate, specializing
in Family Law and complex litigation matters.  Prior to joining the
firm, Mr. Lammers worked for
several years with a local firm that
specialized in handling complex
family law matters. Mr. Lammers
began his career in San Francisco,
where he practiced litigation for
small and large firms in areas ranging from personal injury
to insurance coverage. He earned his Bachelor of Arts degree in History and Political Science from the University of
Michigan and his Juris Doctor degree from the University
of San Francisco School of Law.
Fell, Marking, Abkin, Montgomery, Granet & Raney,
LLP is also pleased to announce
that Jennifer Gillon Duffy has
been designated as a Certified
Family Law Specialist by the
State Bar of California, Board
of Legal Specialization. Ms.
Duffy, who has been a Partner
in the firm since 2008, received
her Bachelor of Arts degree
from UCLA and her Juris Doctor degree from the University
of San Francisco School of Law,
where she was Editor-in-Chief of the Law Review and a
Judicial Extern to the Supreme Court of California. She specializes in both Family Law and Employment Law matters.
Kristine Mollenkopf has joined the City of Santa Maria’s City Attorney’s Office as an Assistant City Attorney.
September 2015

The Law Offices of John J.
Thyne III are happy to announce
that Lacy L. Taylor has joined the
firm as an associate attorney. Lacy
is the valedictorian of the Santa
Barbara College of Law Class of
2015. While in law school, Lacy
earned certificates of concentration in both Criminal Law and
Family Law. Prior to law school,
Lacy was the owner and operator
of Anacapa Dive Center in Santa
Barbara. She has a degree in Marine Diving Technology from Santa Barbara City College
and has been a resident of the Santa Barbara area for over
20 years. She is happily married and the mother of three
beautiful children.
Andrade Law Offices is pleased to announce that Adrienne
Harbottle has joined the firm as Associate Attorney. Adrienne
grew up in the Central Valley of California and has recently
relocated to the Central Coast. She double majored at Notre
Dame de Namur University in Political Science and Psychology. Ms. Harbottle earned her Juris Doctorate degree from
Seattle University School of Law and graduated cum laude in
2000. While in law school she was a member of the Washington Women’s Lawyer Association and interned for a private
criminal defense firm. After obtaining her license to practice
law in Washington state, she moved back to her hometown,
became licensed to practice in California and began working
for the Fresno County Public Defender. Ms. Harbottle spent
almost a decade there, eventually earning the distinction of
Senior Public Defender. Ms. Harbottle will focus on Criminal
Defense, Personal Injury and Employment Law.

If you have news to report - e.g. a new practice, a new hire or
promotion, an appointment, upcoming projects/initiatives by local
associations, an upcoming event, engagement, marriage, a birth
in the family, etc., the Santa Barbara Lawyer editorial board
invites you to “Make a Motion!”. Send one to two paragraphs for
consideration by the editorial deadline to our Motions editor, Mike
Pasternak at pasterna@gmail.com. If you submit an accompanying photograph, please ensure that the JPEG or TIFF file has a
minimum resolution of 300 dpi.
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2015 SBCBA SECTION HEADS
Alternative Dispute Resolution
David C. Peterson
441-5884
davidcpeterson@charter.net

Debtor/Creditor
Carissa Horowitz
cnhorowitz@yahoo.com

Bench & Bar Relations
Jeff Chambliss
568-3497
jchambl@co.santa-barbara.ca.us

Elder Law
Denise Platt
deniseplatt@cox.net
Russ Balisok
russ@balisok.com

Civil Litigation
Mark Coffin
mtc@markcoffinlaw.com

708-6653

In-House Counsel & Corporate Law
Betty L. Jeppesen
450-1789
jeppesenlaw@gmail.com

682-8271

Intellectual Property/Tech. Business
Christine L. Kopitzke
845-3434
ckopitzke@socalip.com

(818) 550-7890

248-7118

Mandatory Fee Arbitration
Thomas Hinshaw
729-2526
tmhinshaw@cox.net
Scott Campbell
963-9721
scott@rogerssheffield.com
Saji Gunawardane
845-4000
saji@CALitigator.com
Criminal Law
Catherine Swysen
962-4887
cswysen@sangerswysen.com

Employment Law
Jonathan Miller
jonathan@nps-law.com

963-2345

Estate Planning/Probate
Timothy R. Deakyne
tdeakyne@aklaw.net

963-8611

Family Law
Maureen Grattan
mgrattan@dorais.com

965-2288

Ghitterman, continued from page 12
Tracy, Flash Gordon etc.) and computers long before they
were common. Asimov, Bradbury, Heinlein, Zenna Henderson, Alfred Van Vogt, Frank Herbert to name old stand-bys.
Currently Kollin brothers.

16. Who is your hero of fiction?
The good Samaritan.

17. Which historical figure do you most identify
with?
Some refer to me as Don Quixote.

18. Who are your heroes in real life?
Earl Warren, Abe Lincoln.

19. What is it that you most dislike?
Ignorance, and more, public figures who avoid their
responsibility.

20. What is your motto?
Use your head and listen (you might learn something).
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Real Property/Land Use
Joshua P. Rabinowitz
jrabinowitz@fmam.com
Bret Stone
bstone@paladinlaw.com
Taxation
Peter Muzinich
pmuzinich@rppmh.com
Cindy Brittain
cdb11@ntrs.com

963-0755
898-9700

966-2440
695-7315

BONGIOVI MEDIATION
Mediating Solutions since 1998
Mediator • Arbitrator • Discovery Referee

“There is no better
ambassador for the
value of mediation than
Henry Bongiovi.”
White, Zuckerman, Warsavsky,
Luna & Hunt, LLP offers much
more than accounting expertise. Our
creative ideas and new strategies
give our clients a competitive edge.
In family law, you need professionals
who can analyze financial situations
and provide unimpeachable analysis
and expert testimony. With decades
of experience, we are highly qualified
in all areas including:

HENRY J. BONGIOVI

AV Preeminent Rating
(5 out of 5)
AVVO Rated ‘Superb’
(10 out of 10)

Conducting Mediations
throughout California
805.564.2115
www.henrybongiovi.com

Business & Professional Practice
Valuations

Certified Public
ACCOUNTANTS

Cash Flow Available for Support

Expert Witnesses

High Earner Child Support Situations

Forensic Accountants

Lifestyle Expense Analysis

Business Appraisers

Community/Separate Property
Balance Sheets

Marital Dissolution

Tax Effects of Divorce & Tax Planning

Lost Earnings & Profits

Asset Tracing

Wrongful Termination

Reimbursement & Misappropriation
Analyses

Fraud Investigation

Call us today so you can focus on
what’s important – your clients.
To attend our Santa Barbara Family Law
Study Group, e-mail llasseube@wzwlw.com.
There is no charge for the dinner or program
and you will receive one hour of MCLE credit.
Our two California locations include:
Los Angeles
818-981-4226

Orange County
949-219-9816

E-mail: expert@wzwlh.com
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For your Real Estate needs, choose
carefully and choose experience!

“I’ve been a Lawyer for 23 years and a Real Estate Broker with
my own company for over 20 years.”
“As a real estate company owner beginning my 20th year of serving Santa Barbara, I look
forward to helping you buy or sell real estate property, and as always, personally dedicating
myself to striving for excellence in every transaction.”

Gary Goldberg

Over $550,000,000 Sold Since 2000

UC Hastings College of Law • Order of the Coif
CalBRE License # 01172139

(per MLS Statistics in Gross Sales Volume)

Real Estate Broker • Licensed Attorney

Among the top 10 agents in Santa Barbara

• Intensive Marketing Plan for
each listing
• Member, Santa Barbara, Ventura,
and Santa Ynez Real Estate
Boards
• Expert witness in Real Estate
and Divorce Matters, and Estate
Planning
• Licensed Attorney, Professor
Real Estate Laws Course at
SBCC

1086 Coast Village Road, Santa Barbara, California 93108 • Office 805 969-1258 • Cell 805 455-8910
To view my listings visit www.garygoldberg.net • Email gary@coastalrealty.com
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