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PROPOSAL FROM REDISTRICTING SUBCOMMITTEE RETURN FROM PUBLIC 
COMMENT --  MAY 111 

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 

 
 
The following public comments were received regarding the Redistricting Proposal.  Complete 
copies of the comments follow at the end of this summary.   
 
1.  Public comment from Thomas Pokladwski dated April 1, 2010:  Mr. Pokladowski’s office is 
in Fountain Valley in District 8.  Mr. Pokladowski notes that the redistricting proposal keeps 
District 5 contiguous and comments that if this district is kept contiguous, then it does not make 
sense to add Santa Barbara and Ventura counties to District 8 thus creating a noncontiguous 
district. 
 
2.  Public comment from Gary Wenkle Smith dated May 7, 2010:  Mr. Smith’s office is in San 
Bernardino in District 6.  Citing the relative populations of the counties, Mr. Smith commented 
that if this change is allowed, Riverside and San Bernardino will probably never be able to elect 
a member to the Board of Governors because Orange County has so many more voters.   
 
3.  Public comment from Ventura County Bar Association dated May 6, 2010:  The Board of 
Directors of the Ventura County Bar Association (“VCBA”) voted unanimously to oppose the 
redistricting proposal.  Kendall A. VanConas, the President of the VCBA, wrote on behalf of the 
Association to express their concerns.  Ms. VanConas notes that the Ventura County legal 
community differs distinctly from Orange County in that the lawyers in Ventura County practice 
mostly in small or sole practice firms; the comment notes that these smaller firms deserve 
particular representation.  Ms. Van Conas also notes that since the Orange County bar 
association has 10 times the membership of Ventura County, it would be difficult if not 
impossible for a Ventura or Santa Barbara county attorney to become a member of the Board of 
Governors.  Ms. VanConas also notes that the lack of geographic proximity will make 
representation of the entire district difficult.  She notes that while the current district is also not 
contiguous, there are more commonalities in types of practice and there is a “gentleman’s 
agreement” in place which has allowed fair representation for all counties in District 6.   
 
4.  Public comment from Nancy Goldstein dated May 10, 2010:  Ms. Goldstein’s office is in 
Westlake Village in District 6.  Ms. Goldstein notes that she is active in local bar and State Bar 
activities.  She comments that the redistricting proposal will not address the needs of Ventura 
County.  She notes that Orange County has a very strong presence at the State Bar and has 
different needs than smaller counties such as Ventura and Santa Barbara.  She expresses concern 
that smaller counties have less administrative and program support and will lose their voice on 
the Board. 
 
5.  Public comment from Santa Clara County Bar Association dated May 11, 2010:  The Board 
of Trustees of the Santa Clara County Bar Association (“SCCBA”) voted unanimously to oppose 
the proposed redistricting plan, which would place Santa Clara County in its own district, 
removing Contra Costa and Alameda to a separate district and moving San Mateo into District 4 



2 
 

with San Francisco and Marin.  Christine Burdick, the Executive Director and General Counsel 
of the SCCBA, wrote on behalf of the Association to express their concerns.  She notes that the 
Board of Trustees strongly supports maintaining the status quo by making no changes to State 
Bar districts.  She states that the Board believes there is no rational reason to put attorneys into 
districts that are comparable by attorney population.  The Board of Trustees feels that the current 
composition of State Bar districts has been and will continue to be adequate, especially in light 
of the fact that California attorneys are not requesting the districts to be adjusted. 
 
6.  Public comment from Ventura County Bar Association’s Barristers Section dated May 11, 
2010:  The governing board of the Ventura County Bar Association’s Barristers voted 
unanimously to oppose the proposed redistricting plan.  Christina S. Stokholm, the Vice 
President of the Barristers, wrote on behalf of the Barristers to express their concerns.  The 
Barristers are an organization of young attorneys, either 36 years of age or in practice for 7 years 
or less.  Ms. Stokholm notes that the Barristers join the opposition of the Ventura County Bar 
Association and agree with all of the reasons cited in that bar association’s public comment.  In 
addition, Ms. Stokholm stresses that the Barristers feel that the proposed redistricting plan would 
harm their group in particular.  The Barristers have a close relationship with the Ventura County 
Bar Association and feel that, with the current configuration of District 6, they therefore have a 
voice at the State Bar level.  The Barristers feel that they will lose that voice because the size of 
Orange County will prevent them from electing an attorney from Ventura County to the Board of 
Governors. 
 
7.  Public comment from Michael W. Case dated May 12, 2010:  Mr. Case is a former Board of 
Governors member who represented District 6 from 1993 to 1996.  His office is in Ventura.  Mr. 
Case writes to express his opposition to the plan to move Ventura and Santa Barbara into District 
8.  He explains the history behind the “Gentlemen’s Agreement” that was made among the five 
counties of District 6.  He explains that under the Agreement, the counties agreed to rotate 
membership on the Board, and that the composition of the district was negotiated and approved 
based on that Agreement.  He notes that the Agreement has worked smoothly for the most part 
and produced State Bar Presidents in recent years from District 6:  Jim Herman from Santa 
Barbara; and Jim Heiting from Riverside.  He explains that during his service on the Board, he 
traveled to all five counties in District 6 and was struck by the similarity between the law firms, 
lawyers and courts in all five counties.  He learned that San Bernardino and Riverside counties 
had pursued the Gentlemen’s Agreement because they had been combined with Orange County 
in the past and were not happy with that alternative because of the difference in style of 
practices, lack of cultural connections, and the fact that Orange County’s size dwarfs the size of 
the counties in District 6.  He also states that he believes that it is not likely that an agreement 
similar to the “Gentlemen’s Agreement” could be reached between Ventura, Santa Barbara and 
Orange counties.  He thinks the imbalance in the populations between the counties would make 
an agreement hard to reach and reiterates that the District 6 Agreement was negotiated as part of 
the formation of the district.  He concludes by stating that while the redistricting proposal may be 
expedient based on numbers, and may be attractive to Orange County, it offers nothing to Santa 
Barbara and Ventura counties. 
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8.  Public comment from Ventura County Asian American Bar Association dated May 13, 2010:  
The Ventura County Asian American Bar Association (“VCAABA”) voted to join the Ventura 
County Bar Association’s objection to the proposed redistricting plan.  John P. Fukasawa, Vice 
President of the VCAABA, wrote on behalf of the Association to express their concerns.  He 
notes that Ventura County’s legal community differs distinctly from that of Orange County 
because Ventura County has a majority of small or solo practice firms.  He states that the special 
interests of smaller practitioners deserve particular representation at the State Bar.  He states that 
the counties in the existing District 6 work well together and their Association feels there is no 
need for change.  He also notes that Ventura’s much smaller relative population as compared to 
Orange County causes concerns regarding equal and proportionate representation.   
 
9.  Public comment from James Prosser dated May 13, 2010:  Mr. Prosser is the President of the 
Ventura County Trial Lawyers Association (VCTLA”) and writes both in his individual capacity 
and on behalf of the Association to oppose the redistricting plan.  Mr. Prosser’s office is in 
Ventura in District 6.  The VCTLA is an organization of over 100 plaintiff and defense attorneys 
in Ventura County.  Mr. Prosser states that the proposal to move Ventura and Santa Barbara 
counties into District 8 is ridiculous.  He notes that based on his experience the rural counties of 
Ventura and Santa Barbara have little in common with urbanized Orange County.  He also notes 
that given the disparity in numbers of lawyers practicing in the respective counties, Ventura and 
Santa Barbara attorneys will no longer have a meaningful voice in choosing their representative 
on the Board of Governors.  He states that the perceived problem with the organization of 
districts is a function of the decision to define these districts by counties versus districts defined 
by nearly equal populations of attorneys.  He urges the Board to vote against the redistricting 
proposal because it will effectively disenfranchise the attorneys in Ventura and Santa Barbara 
counties. 
 
10.  Public comment from Orange County Bar Association dated May 14, 2010:  Lei Lei Wang 
Ekvall, the President of the Orange County Bar Association (“OCBA”) wrote to offer the 
comments of the Association.  The OCBA offers comments specifically relating to the proposal 
to include Ventura and Santa Barbara counties in District 8.  The OCBA states that they 
appreciate the time and effort expended by the Redistricting Subcommittee and the Board.  They 
note that they reviewed the alternative options and agree that the Subcommittee’s proposal is the 
most viable option currently available.  However they urge the Board of Governors at its earliest 
opportunity to consider additional options which would result in a more natural plan such as 
cone that would provide for an increase in the number of Governors for certain districts, 
including the current District 8.  
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Bermudez, Pat

From: Nancy Goldstein [gr8calilawyer@hotmail.com]
Sent: Monday, May 10, 2010 1:56 PM
To: Bermudez, Pat
Subject: District Realignment

Pat: 
 
I am on the Boards of the Women Lawyers of Ventura County and the East County Bar Association. 
I am also on the Executive Committee of the Solo and Small Firm Section of the State Bar of California. 
The views in this letter are my own. 
I only mention some of my affiliations so that you would understand that I am familiar with many of the issues involved. 
  
The proposal: District 8 (Orange County) adds Santa Barbara, Ventura and one governor, is a clear indicator that the 
needs of my county are not, and will not, be considered. 
Orange County has a very strong presence at the State Bar and has different needs than the smaller counties of Ventura 
and Santa Barbara. 
The suggested realignment addresses numbers - but not needs. 
The smaller counties do not have the administrative and program support of counties such as Orange County. 
Increasing representation for Orange County may give them a larger vote, but is not guaranteed to provide any voice for 
the concerns of the practitioners in Ventura or Santa Barbara. 
  
I oppose the proposed reallignment. 
 
Nancy B Goldstein 
LAW OFFICE OF NANCY B GOLDSTEIN 
3625 E Thousand Oaks Boulevard 
Suite 209 
Westlake Village CA 91362 
phone: (805) 496-6565 
fax:  (805) 435-3711 
email: gr8calilawyer@hotmail.com 
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Bermudez, Pat

From: Chris Burdick [chrisb@sccba.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 11, 2010 2:01 PM
To: Bermudez, Pat
Cc: Madeja, Carol; White, Patti
Subject: State Bar Redistricting Proposal

Importance: High

Dear Ms. Bermudez, 
Carol Madeja provided me your name as the person to whom comments should be submitted regarding the State Bar 
Board of Governor’s redistricting proposal. 
 
This is to advised that the Santa Clara County Bar Association (SCCBA) Board of Trustees at their regular meeting on 
April 29, 2010, unanimously voted to opposed the current redistricting plan that would put Santa Clara County in its own 
district and place Contra Costa County and Alameda County in their own district and place San Mateo in the district with 
San Francisco County. 
 
The SCCBA Board strongly supports maintaining the status quo with the district divisions; that is to say that the SCCBA 
supports no changes to the Board of Governor’s districts.  We believe that there is no rationale reason to attempt to put 
the attorneys in the State into districts that are comparable by attorney population.  The current districting has been and 
seems adequate for purposes of maintaining oversight of the State Bar especially in light of the fact that there is no 
significant, if any, call among California attorneys to make the proposed change. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
 
Regards, 
 
Christine Burdick 
Executive Director & General Counsel 
Santa Clara County Bar Association 
chrisb@sccba.com 
Voice: 408.975.2121 
Fax: 408.850.1506 
www.sccba.com 
www.probonomatch.org 
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Bermudez, Pat

From: Carol Sautter [csautter@fcoplaw.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 12, 2010 3:36 PM
To: Bermudez, Pat
Cc: Michael Case
Subject: FW: Redistricting and Reapportionment of State Bar Districts
Attachments: Ltr to P Bermudez 051210.pdf

Resending with corrected email address.   
 
Carol 
  
  
Carol Sautter, Legal Assistant to 
Michael Case & Leslie McAdam 
FERGUSON CASE ORR PATERSON LLP 
1050 South Kimball Road 
Ventura, California 93004 
(805) 659-6800, Ext. 211 
(805) 659-6818 (Fax) 
csautter@fcoplaw.com 
  

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS MESSAGE IS CONFIDENTIAL AND INTENDED SOLELY FOR THE USE OF 
THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY NAMED ABOVE.  IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS IN ERROR, PLEASE NOTIFY THE 
SENDER IMMEDIATELY.  YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION OR COPYING 
OF THIS EMAIL MESSAGE IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. 

 

  

From: Carol Sautter  
Sent: Wednesday, May 12, 2010 3:33 PM 
To: Pat Bermudez (patbermudez@calbar.ca-gov) 
Cc: Michael Case 
Subject: Redistricting and Reapportionment of State Bar Districts 
 
Good afternoon, 
 
The attached correspondence is being sent to you today via email and U.S. Mail.  Thank you. 
 
 
Carol 
  
  
Carol Sautter, Legal Assistant to 
Michael Case & Leslie McAdam 
FERGUSON CASE ORR PATERSON LLP 
1050 South Kimball Road 
Ventura, California 93004 
(805) 659-6800, Ext. 211 
(805) 659-6818 (Fax) 
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csautter@fcoplaw.com 
  

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS MESSAGE IS CONFIDENTIAL AND INTENDED SOLELY FOR THE USE OF 
THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY NAMED ABOVE.  IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS IN ERROR, PLEASE NOTIFY THE 
SENDER IMMEDIATELY.  YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION OR COPYING 
OF THIS EMAIL MESSAGE IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. 

 

  
 









May 13, 2010 

Howard B. Miller, President 
State Bar of California 
Girardi & Keese 
1126 Wilshire Boulevard 
Los Angeles, CA  90071 

Re: Redistricting and Reapportionment of State Bar Districts 

Dear President Miller, 

On behalf of the Ventura County Asian American Bar Association (VCAABA), we join 
the Ventura County Bar Association (VCBA) and our fellow affiliate organizations in 
objecting to the proposed redistricting of District 6.   

The Ventura County legal community differs distinctly from that of Orange County.  Of 
VCBA’s approximately 1,280 members, the majority are small or sole practice firms; 
indeed, only a handful of Ventura County law firms have more than 10 attorneys.  The 
issues that concern a small or solo practice law firm differ greatly from those that concern 
large firms.  We believe those issues deserve particular representation at the State Bar 
that cannot come from a large county representative. 

An Affiliate of the 
Ventura County Bar Association 

4475 Market Street, Suite B 
Ventura, CA 93003 
Tel (805) 650-7599 
Fax (805) 650-8059 

www.vcba.org 
 

An Affiliate of the 
National Asian Pacific 

American Bar Association 
www.napaba.org

 
An Affiliate of the 

Multi-Cultural Bar Alliance of 
Southern California 

 
A Member of the 

Asian/Pacific Bar of California 
www.asianpacificbar.org 

OFFICERS 
Brian Nomi 

President 
John Fukasawa 

Vice President/President-Elect 
Shan He 
Secretary 

Kata Kim 
Treasurer 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
Mark Fang 
Julie Lin 

William Short 
Christine Thomas 

IMMEDIATE PAST PRESIDENT 
Leeton Lee 

 

VENTURA COUNTY ASIAN AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION 



The disparate size difference between Ventura and Orange Counties causes concern 
regarding equal and proportionate representation.  The counties in our existing district 
work well together and we feel that there is no need for change.

Sincerely,

/John P. Fukasawa/

John P. Fukasawa, Vice President 
Ventura County Asian American Bar Association 







From: Trudy Levindofske
To: Bermudez, Pat
Cc: Madeja, Carol
Subject: Orange County Bar Comments on Redistricting
Date: Friday, May 14, 2010 10:59:25 AM
Attachments: Letter Re State Bar Redistricting May 2010.pdf

Dear Ms. Bermudez:
 
Please see the attached letter regarding the Redistricting and Reapportionment of
State Bar Districts.
 
Trudy C. Levindofske, CAE
Executive Director
Orange County Bar Association
Orange County Bar Association Charitable Fund
(949)440-6700, ext. 161
 

mailto:trudy@ocba.net
mailto:Pat.Bermudez@calbar.ca.gov
mailto:Carol.Madeja@calbar.ca.gov








