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Joann
Landi,
Chair of
this year’s
Angelo Rolando Memorial Award
Committee, is pleased to
announced that this
year’s recipient is Director and Training Committee Chair, Marsha Caranci
(Shasta), for her outstanding job in
managing this year’s
training program, the
best attended of all time,
and for her leadership
roles in the Shasta County
Chapter. The award will
be presented at the
Annual Conference where
the full citation will be
presented.
Make your
reservations for
the
Annual Conference
November 7— 8
see page 3 — 4
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Grand Jurors’

Journal

President’s Message

By Keath North

As summer draws to a close and autumn leaves begin to fall, it’s time to reflect on
where we’ve been and where we’re going as an organization. This
has been an amazingly productive year for CGJA:
As a result of highly successful recruitment efforts, our Mem‐
bership Relations Committee has added several new Chapters
to date, with several more Chapter applications currently pend‐
ing. Great job you guys!
We successfully fought a serious threat to the grand jury sys‐
tem, Assembly Bill 622. By actively campaigning to remove
harmful sections, the Bill was seriously weakened. The fate of the Bill is unknown at
this writing, however, there is a chance it will be one of hundreds of other bills on
Governor Brown’s desk that he has indicated he will veto. If so, it is due to the work
of CGJA and some very dedicated members.
After months of design work, and several more months learning the content man‐
agement system, we are ready to launch our new website at the upcoming Annual
Conference in Napa, November 7 & 8. The site is designed to serve three distinct
audiences: the general public, current grand jurors, and CGJA members. It is built on
an expandable platform, and will continue to evolve as more functionality is desired
in the future.

•

We have a new Facebook page (www.facebook.com/cgja1). Some have asked
why the “1” was added; the truth is that Facebook requires at least five charac‐
ters for a URL, but I like to think it’s because we’re the # 1 grand jurors’ asso‐
ciation in the country. OK, we’re the only one, but that doesn’t diminish my
point. There are over 1.7 million registered Facebook users in California with
an interest in local politics and government. They should be made aware of
the important work county grand juries do for our citizenry as well as the op‐
portunity to serve. We can now communicate with that broad audience, and
gain support for CGJA’s various projects.

•

An important development this past year is our Grand Jury News Blog. As
newspaper articles from around the state are posted on the Blog, they will
automatically appear on both the new website and the Facebook page. This
vital information will be at your fingertips and, if you become a “fan” of the
Facebook page, updates will be delivered directly into your email inbox.

•

In 2011 we trained over 90% of all new incoming county grand jurors state‐
wide, and that is quite an accomplishment. I can’t brag enough about our
Training Committee members, and the talented people who travel statewide
continued on page 2
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Report Writing Workshops
Offered in November
For the past four years, the Califor‐
nia Grand Juror’s Association has
conducted a one‐day Report Writing
Workshop for editorial committees
and others who are responsible for
writing grand jury reports. Previous
attendees found this workshop very
useful and this year we are offering
it again in two different locations in
November. The first one will be held
on Tuesday, November 8, 2011, at
the Embassy Suites in Napa, in con‐
junction with the Annual CGJA Con‐
ference. The following week we will
present one on Monday, November
14, 2011, at the Holiday Inn North‐
east, soon to be Crowne Plaza, in
Sacramento.
These interactive and participative
sessions enable those attending to
work in small groups on exercises as
they analyze effective and ineffec‐
tive reports, write a report from a
case study, edit a report, and de‐
velop a timetable and an approval/
review process.
The workshop is held from 9 a.m. to
4:30 p.m. and the cost is $60 per
person which includes a manual. A
registration form is provided on the
California Grand Juror’s Association
website, www.cgja.org, click on
2011 Training Seminars and Work‐
shops. We encourage you to re‐
spond as soon as possible but not
later than November 1 for Napa and
November 8 for Sacramento.
Please note a special offer to attend
the first day of our annual confer‐
ence in Napa on November 7, fol‐
lowed by the Report Writing Work‐
shop on November 8th. This regis‐
tration form can be found on our
website, under the Annual Confer‐
ence tab.
For further information and any ques‐
tions, please contact Marsha Caranci,
Caranci@aol.com or at 530‐242‐6554.
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President’s message continued from page 1

to deliver the finest training of its kind. The Committee’s chair, Mar‐
sha Caranci, has been chosen as the recipient of one of CGJA’s highest
honors, the 2011 Angelo Rolando Award which will be presented to
Marsha at the Annual Conference November 7 & 8 in Napa California.

•

We’re moving forward with plans to distribute educational materials
to California’s secondary schools in our effort to build public aware‐
ness of our unique county grand jury system: its history, its role in
local governance, its potential, its opportunity for citizens to serve in
a meaningful way, and its ability to bring about positive change in lo‐
cal government operations.

Learn more about the dynamic vision for CGJA’s future at the 2011 Annual
Conference in Napa. This will be a fabulous event, right in the heart of Cali‐
fornia’s fabled Wine Country. Rooms are still available at the Embassy Suites
– Napa at a tremendous discount. Check out the details online at
www.cgja.org. Registration information is available there, as well as a de‐
tailed schedule of events. Don’t miss out.
Although we have accomplished much, there is much work yet to be done.
We must strive to broaden the awareness of the opportunity to serve as a
grand juror in order to protect the future viability of the great institution we
CGJA members and supporters cherish. We will initiate a concerted effort to
invite membership organizations from all walks of California life to help us
build public awareness and participation in the grand jury system. We must
extend the invitation to everyone in order to ensure that each county grand
jury more accurately reflects the demographic makeup of that county.
CGJA is leading the way!

Want to Donate to CGJA …..without pain….?
By Dianne Hoffman, Treasurer

eScrip is a way to donate to CGJA through your shopping habits. Visit
www.escrip.com and sign up your grocery market cards, your visa,
MasterCard and debit cards and every time you use them, a little bit
will go to your selected organization. Our registered organization name
is California Grand Jurors’ Association and our ID # is 89761. You can
search the participating stores on line at the same location. Vons is a
major store that takes part in Southern California and there are many
online participants. Please help CGJA by signing up today.

Help Wanted
We need volunteers to help with our financial planning; there
are
openings on both the Financial Committee and the
Finance Review Committee.
If you can help, Please call Keath North,

916-471-6500
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Expanding Horizons ‐ 30th Annual CGJA Conference ‐ November 7 & 8, 2011
By Diane Dame´ Shepp, President, Napa Chapter CGJA and Event Chair

30th Annual CGJA Conference ‐ November 7 & 8, 2011
The Napa County Chapter of the California Grand Jurors’ Association (CGJA) is host to the 30th annual CGJA statewide
conference to be held at the Embassy Suites Napa Valley.
Delegates from throughout California will converge in Napa in early November to partake in the Conference sessions,
listen to informed speakers, network and enjoy the unique ambiance of the Napa Valley in November. The wineries
will be busy with this year’s late harvest; art galleries, museums and the theater fall season are in full swing; crisp fall
mornings are the perfect time for a round of golf, bicycling through the vineyards or balloon rides above the Valley;
and a mid‐day or evening excursion on the Wine Train is a must. If that is not enough of an enticement then surely the
super discounted hotel rates (available only to CGJA registrants) should be sufficient motivation to register NOW.
Please note that the deadline for hotel registration is Monday, October 17, 2011. A limited number of rooms are be‐
ing held until then. After that date there is no guarantee of room availability. Great Chefs at the Culinary Institute of
America at Greystone and the Napa Valley Film Festival are among several major valley wide events planned for early
November and hotel rooms are all but taken.
Our Program Committee (Fred Giarrusso, Dan Mufson, Bill O’Byrne, Diane Dame’ Shepp and Ed Suden), chaired by Bill
Trautman, selected “Expanding Horizons” as the theme of this year’s Conference reflecting our observations that the
standing committees and Board of the CGJA have moved the service activities of the CGJA mission to a higher plane
this year. The Committee has attempted to broaden the scope of the speakers to include opinion leaders from around
the Bay Area. Dynamic CGJA member Judge Quentin Kopp is the keynote speaker and he won’t disappoint you.
The program specifics are on the CGJA website. I want to highlight a few program considerations: Among the panelists
is Joseph Peatman to Chair the panel Expanding the Role of CGJA‐‐in Assuring Local Government Responsiveness. He
should know about this as Peatman has sat on both sides of the aisle as a Napa County Grand Jury Foreman and a
Napa County Supervisor.
We have endeavored to include representatives from other counties to broaden the scope of the sessions: Kim Turner
was a presenter at a recent Bay Area Regional Meeting and provided us with a great perspective on court manage‐
ment. A special highlight will be the presentation of the first Robert Geiss Excellence in Reporting Award by Mariel
Geiss. The fight against AB‐622 was long, edifying, and mostly successful and our two gladiators will describe the odys‐
sey. The evening reception and dinner activities should not be missed as they include a panel of experts discussing
Food, Wine and the Arts in Napa County. Chick Harrity, a Napa resident and White House photographer, will present a
slide show of his views of Napa County.
Day Two will have the feel of a whodunit as the events leading up to the filing of several accusations by the 1985
Napa County Grand Jury are described in the “Red Hen Capers.” The leaders of the CGJA Standing Committees will
describe how they are Expanding Horizons and answer any questions you might have.
The CGJA Training Committee will run a Report Writing Workshop for current grand jurors on Tuesday. A special regis‐
tration package is available for sitting jurors to attend Day One of the AC and the workshop on Tuesday.
We encourage you to come to Napa early or stay over a few days (the hotel will provide the same low rate for week‐
day extensions), to enjoy the ambience—Napa is a unique agricultural county just 40 miles north of San Francisco.
You may choose to fly into one of three nearby airports: San Francisco, Oakland or Sacramento. Shuttles are available
from all three as are rental car discounts. More detailed information regarding transportation services are to be found
on the webpage www.cgja.org.

Please visit our website for more program details

Remember - November 8th is Election Day. Please vote by absentee ballot before arriving at the conference
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Ask the Trainer

This is another in a series of articles aimed at current jurors, especially those who have taken advantage of our new In‐
troductory Membership (IM). We will attempt to remind you of key issues on a timely basis. Please remember the fol‐
lowing: Any trainer is happy to try to answer specific questions in their area of expertise and may be contacted by using
the information in Tab 10 of the training manual; you may not take any response as legal advice; and frequently you
should contact your local legal advisors to answer questions. Please submit questions to me or the Journal Editor for
future responses
Marsha Caranci
CGJA Training Chair

Response Evaluation
By Jerry Lewi

October 1 has come and gone, so by now all responses to last year’s jury reports should be in your hands. While you
have no legal obligation to do anything about these responses, we strongly recommend that the sitting jury review and
evaluate all responses as most juries do. There are several things you can do in this regard as follows:

•
•
•
•
•
•

Determine that responses have been received for all Findings and Recommendations. If not, you may and
should ask the respondent to provide such responses.
Determine that the response to each Finding is “Agree” or “Disagree.” Partial agreement seems to be accept‐
able.
Determine that the response to each Recommendation is one of the four legal responses: Has been imple‐
mented; will be implemented and when; will not be implemented and why; or need more time (up to six
months).
Publish a report on these findings, ranging from a simple statistical analysis to a complete report on the nature
of the responses.
Ultimately, if you feel the agency just didn’t “get it,” you can initiate a new investigation under all the rules on
any investigation.
See if the jury in your county has created a frequency matrix, and if not, considered developing one.

Former grand jurors can also get involved in this effort, since just as final reports are a matter of record, so are re‐
sponses.
Finally, if you find some outstanding reports that appear to have made a significant improvement in government ser‐
vice, consider submitting this as an item for the Grand Jury Achievement Report at any time and/or the Excellence in
Reporting Award next year. See our website for further information.
We have noted two very recent outstanding examples of Continuity Reports that you may wish to review: San Luis
Obispo and Los Angeles Counties for 2010‐2011.

Former Napa Grand Juror believes one is never too old to
serve God By Dan Mufson
John Karl Morris: After graduating from Annapolis John served as a submariner and engineering duty specialist for 20 years. During that period he obtained additional engineering
degrees from MIT. John served on two Napa County Grand Juries and then was selected to
be the Foreperson of the 2009-2010 jury. He served his church as a Deacon for many years
and then decided to accomplish his long held yearning to serve as a Priest. John was ordained on September 8 at St. Mary's Episcopal Church in Napa.
Read more: http://napavalleyregister.com/news/local/napa-man-believes-one-is-never-too-old
-to-serve/article_e20b1d78-e343-11e0-b62a-001cc4c03286.html#ixzz1YbK7BH00
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CGJA Committee Reports, Chapter and Associations Reports and News
Membership Relations Committee
By Dan Mufson, Chair

Last year the CGJA initiated an Introductory Member
(IM) program that allowed any sitting grand juror to
join CGJA during their term of service, and over 340
did. Throughout the year these members received
our Journal via email along with messages about how
to access the services and expertise of the CGJA
members such as the Legislative Affairs Committee
(which was kept quite busy fielding questions
throughout the year). As their term drew to a close,
the jurors were encouraged to join the CGJA as voting
members and to either join a chapter in their county
if there was one, or to consider starting an alumni
group in their county. Forty five have joined, with half
residing in counties with a chapter, and the remain‐
der in order to start a chapter.
Former jurors in Butte, Glenn, Placer and Stanislaus
Counties have been organizing to start chapters in
which they can continue to serve and strengthen fu‐
ture grand juries on a local level. When asked, many
of these members will say they want to build upon
the positive perceptions they were able to develop in
their communities among their court, county counsel,
district attorney and county staff. At the September
meeting of the CGJA Board, the applications of Butte,
Glenn and Placer to affiliate as chapters were ap‐
proved!! (It’s easy to start a chapter: you need at
least seven CGJA voting members and a desire to con‐
tinue to work together.) John Welton is the President
of Butte County Chapter, Walter “Sam” Ansel is the
President of the Glenn County Chapter and John
Monaco is President of the Placer County Chapter.
Thank you Cynthia Hunt, Foreperson, who spear‐
headed the efforts in Glenn County.
As an offshoot of the increased communication the
IM program allows, we are finding that jurors in coun‐
ties with somewhat inactive chapters have been re‐
sponding to the message and are moving toward re‐
juvenating/relighting the fires. Some further statis‐
tics: 23 of last year’s IMs have reenlisted for jury ser‐
vice and their IM—welcome back. During their sum‐
mer sojourns around the State, the Training Commit‐
tee promoted introductory membership resulting in
378 applications.
At the Fairfield Training Seminars, Wayne Goodman,
the Foreperson of the Solano County Grand Jury, had
mentioned his interest in establishing a Foreperson

Discussion Group. Wayne and his colleagues were invited
to join the Bay Area Chapter’s Regional Meeting and he
and Tim Farr (San Francisco) did so. Wayne has contacted
many of his colleagues in the greater Bay Area for a meet‐
ing. Just as the regional meetings have been so helpful to
chapter members to discuss common issues, so too does
this new venture promise to allow Forepersons to commu‐
nicate. If you would like to hold a regional meeting or a
Foreperson meeting in your neighborhood, let us know
and we’ll help you do it.

The Tortured Journey of AB 622
By Bill Trautman, Chair, Legislative Affairs Committee

Assembly Bill 622, authored by a freshman Assembly‐
member from Sacramento, came to life on February 16,
2011. The Bill designed to cripple grand juries in California
had three parts: one section requiring grand juries to meet
with the CEO or department head of an agency under in‐
vestigation at least 60 days prior to issuing its final report
to disclose to them the nature of the investigation and re‐
ceive their input; another section requiring every grand
jury session to be open to the public and the press unless
the session pertained to confidential personnel matter:
and the last allowing a witness to have a lawyer present
while testifying under oath.
Recognizing immediately the disastrous effect this legisla‐
tion would have on the Grand Jury system in California,
the CGJA, its Chapters and Associations swung into action
to vigorously oppose AB 622. Members of your Legislative
Affairs Committee attended and spoke at each of the com‐
mittee hearings in the Assembly and the Senate. Former
Senator Quentin Kopp spoke in opposition in both the As‐
sembly and the Senate. Likewise, current grand jurors,
grand jury alumni, sitting and former judges, county offi‐
cials and other friends of the Grand Jury system wrote let‐
ters to the Legislators opposing AB 622 and then to the
Governor urging a veto of the Bill when it reaches his desk.
The Bill with its many amendments is through the Legisla‐
ture and is now on the Governor’s desk as of September
20, 2011. While these amendments have rendered AB 622
a shadow of its former self (required meetings with agency
officials by a specific time period and public sessions are
gone), the Bill before the Governor still allows lawyers to
be present during witness testimony under oath. A similar
bill was vetoed by former Governor Gray Davis in 2000.
Governor Davis pointed out in his veto message 11 years
ago, which is equally apt today, that there is no evidence
to support the need for this intrusion into the confidential‐
ity of grand jury proceedings.
Continued on page 10
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CGJA Committee Reports, Chapter and Associations Reports and News
CGJA 2011
Training Season — Biggest Ever
By Marsha Caranci, Training Committee Chair

On August 11th, we concluded the 2011 regular
Training Season with a Santa Barbara on‐site
seminar. The season started on June 24th with
an on‐site seminar in Ventura. In that span of
almost seven weeks, we conducted five regional
seminars, and 11 other on‐sites as listed in the
June Journal, including three far corners of this
vast state (Modoc County, Del Norte County,
and Imperial County).
This year we trained a total of 905 jurors from
49 counties and 59 Forepersons/Pro‐tems from
36 counties. All these numbers are all‐time re‐
cords. And we anticipate training another 60 to
90 jurors during our Report Writing Workshops
in November (see separate article on page 2).
Our staff of 16 trainers will have travelled all
over the state to conduct these sessions for a
total of 160 training days.
We made a significant change in the training
curriculum this year, primarily aimed at provid‐
ing a more logical flow of information and reduc‐
ing the amount of redundancies between work‐
shops. We also arranged the program so that at
the regional seminars, the trainees did not have
to move from room to room while the trainers
did. Of all the changes we made, this seemed to
be the most welcome of all. And while most
comments were favorable toward these
changes, thanks to the care taken by most train‐
ees to complete the evaluation form, we have a
lot to consider in order to improve the program
even more for next year. It’s like painting the
Golden Gate Bridge – we’re never done working
on the program.
I would to take this opportunity to thank all the
2011 trainers, the Training Committee and our
volunteers by listing them here with their roles
in this very extensive program. It is truly a team
effort and I am grateful for all their support.
And to all current jurors, I remind you of our of‐
fer to contact us with any questions. Our con‐
tact information may be found in your Training
Manual, or feel free to contact me at
Caranci@aol.com .

CGJA Training Committee and Trainer Roster
Name

Committee position

Lew Avera

Training Committee Vice
Chair; Organization Subcom.
Chair; Public Relations
Subcom. Member

Marsha
Caranci

Training Committee Chair;
Program/Workshop Subcom.
Chair; Fin/Regist & Trainer
Subcom. Member

Victoria
Draper

Curriculum Subcom. Member

Bette Flick
Ray Frisbie

Training Committee Member;
Program/Workshop & Public
Relations Subcom. Member
Trainer Subcom. Member

Karin Hern
Dianne
Hoffman
Karen Jahr
Judi
Lazenby
Leslie Lea
Jerry Lewi
Catherine
McKown

Training Committee Member;
Fin/Regist. & Program Workshop Subcom. Member
Training Committee Member;
Curriculm Subcom. Chair;
Program Workshop Subcom.
Member
Training Committee Member;
Fin/Regist Chair; Program
Workshop Subcom. Member
Fin/Regist & Program Workshop Subcom. Member
Training Committee Member
and Secretary; Public Relations Subcom. Chair; Curric.
Subcom. Member
Training Committee Member;
Trainer Subcom. Chair; Curric. Subcom. Member

Training subjects

Overview, Grand Jury
Law, Local Government
Law, Foreperson
Workshop, Group
Dynamics
Interviewing,
Investigations,
Technology,
Foreperson Workshop
Investigations,
Foreperson Workshop
Report Writing,
Interviewing, Foreperson
Workshop
Report Writing, Overview
Grand Jury Law, Local
Government Law
Investigations,
Interviewing
Overview, Grand Jury
Law, Local Government
Law
Interviewing

Overview, Investigations,
Report Writing,
Continuity, Technology
Report Writing,
Foreperson Workshop

Ron
MIguel

Training Committee Member;
Curric. & Trainer Subcom.
Member

Overview, Local
Government Law,
Investigations,
Interviewing

Cheryl
Nelson

Fin/Regist & Program Workshop Subcom. Member

Interviewing

Jim Ragan

Report Writing, Group
Dynamics

Ray
Tjulander

Interviewing

Bill
Trautman

Training Committee Member;
Organization & Curric.
Subcom. Member

Andi
Winters

Program Workshop & Organization Subcom. Member

Kathie
Wylie

Training Committee Member;
Trainer Subcom. Member

Grand Jury Law, Local
Government Law,
Interviewing

Investigations,
Technology
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CGJA Committee Reports, Chapter and Associations Reports and News
Challenges and Strides
By Beate Boultinghouse

About 30 CGJA members, jurors, forepersons, and chap‐
ter presidents attended the quarterly Bay Area Regional
Meeting on August 27, 2011. This was the 5th meeting
and we celebrated our first anniversary with a cake sport‐
ing the CGJA logo artfully iced on the top.

ing. The Bay Area has found great success in its meetings.
When new chapters are formed in the Sacramento area,
there is a possibility that those chapters may create their
own regional meetings.
The attendees were then asked what they do or could do
to convert Introductory Member’s (IM’s ‐ sitting jurors) to

First on our agenda, Karin Hern informed the atten‐
dees of the updated training program the CGJA
gave to incoming jurors this summer. The feedback
rated the program as excellent. One foreperson
suggested that the workshop for forepersons be
incorporated into a later time slot on the track.
When it is given before other training, they have
nothing to base this information on.
Keath North introduced Gabriel Guevera the crea‐
tor of the new CGJA web site. Gabriel and Keath
gave an overview of the site with menu items on
the top as well as in a side bar each of which had
drop down menus. This site has greater capabili‐
ties, more information, and is more user friendly
than the current web site. Look for it soon!
Alameda County was represented for the first time
at a CGJA function. Two sitting jurors, carryovers
from last year including last year’s foreperson, par‐
ticipated in the meeting and made some very good Keath North, CGJA President, Beate Boultinghouse, SF Chapter President &
Dan Mufson, CGJA Membership Relations Chair and CGJA cake
contributions. Keath North had mentioned wanting
to have entrée into the California schools so that
educational information about the Civil Grand Jury sys‐
CGJA members. Two counties said they extend the com‐
tem could be disseminated to high schools. Dale Rogers
plimentary membership for one year after a juror has
Marshall, the former president of Wheaton College and
completed their jury service. Several counties have an
foreperson of last year’s Alameda County CGJ brought to
annual gathering (meeting, luncheon and/or party) in
our attention that she is a Board Member of the Center
which the incoming and outgoing jurors are invited to
for Civic Education. One of this national organization’s
mingle with current chapter members and made to feel
missions is to provide tools and resources to effectively
they are welcome to the Grand Jury Community. IM’s are
advocate for improved teaching and learning of civics.
now being invited to the Bay Area Regional meetings. It
Dale has introduced Keath to several point people that
was agreed that the more the IM’s are shown how the
might assist us in our mission.
CGJA benefits the juries, the more likely those that have
Dan Mufson made an excellent presentation to the atten‐
dees which gave an overview of our membership. He
showed us the concentration of chapters in major metro‐
politan areas. There are four counties that wish to start
new chapters: Butte, Glenn, Placer and Stanislaus. Dan is
working to help them meet CGJA requirements to be‐
come chapters. In looking at the California map, it be‐
came apparent that having regional meetings in northern
and southern California could be geographically challeng‐

had a good experience sitting on a jury are likely to join
the CGJA.
Another idea for promoting good will and hopefully mem‐
bership was for the CGJA to publicly recognize good re‐
ports in each county. This would not entail an award, but
simply recognition that the CGJA is aware of what is going
on in the various chapters/counties.

V o l .

Don’t Take “No” for an Answer
in the Pursuit of Local Agency
Records
By Bill Trautman,
Chair CGJA Legislative Affairs Committee

Once again a California Appellate
Court has thwarted a local govern‐
mental agency’s refusal to produce
its records requested by a grand
jury. The case of City of Woodlake v.
The Tulare County Grand Jury (Cal.
Ct. App. F060737) was decided Au‐
gust 1, 2011, on an appeal by the
Tulare County Grand Jury from a
trial court order quashing a sub‐
poena duces tecum (subpoena for
records) it issued to the Woodlake
Police Department. In connection
with its investigation of a police
shooting range accident, the Tulare
County Grand Jury had requested
the shooting range rules, the layout
of the facility, the initial investiga‐
tion report, etc. The City stone‐
walled and moved to quash the sub‐
poena. The trial court had based its
ruling on the fact the subpoena was
served without an affidavit of good
cause for the production of docu‐
ments. The Appellate Court reversed
and upheld the Grand Jury’s right to
the records sought, stating:
“When a grand jury seeks re‐
cords of a public agency to
which it has been given ex‐
press statutory access, its de‐
mand for production of those
records is not a section 1985
subpoena duces tecum. As
such, a supporting affidavit of
good cause is not re‐
quired.” (fn.1)
In fact, a subpoena for records is not
required for a grand jury to obtain
an agency’s records unless, of
course, the agency wrongfully re‐
fuses to produce the requested re‐
cords. See Ops. Atty. Gen. 185
(1996). A grand jury’s authority to
obtain records is derived from Penal
Code sections 925 and 925a which
specifically provide that “the grand
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jury shall investigate and report
on…records of the officers, depart‐
ments and functions of the county
…” and “the grand jury may at
anytime examine the books and
records of an incorporated city or
joint powers agency located in the
county.”
The Courts have consistently
found that a grand jury cannot be
required to justify the issuance of
a subpoena duces tecum by a pre‐
liminary showing of good cause to
obtain evidence. As the Court in
M.B. v. Superior Court, 103 Cal.
App. 4th 1384, 1391, 1396 (2002)
observed:
“No affidavit should be re‐
quired because the very
purpose of a grand jury in‐
vestigation would be viti‐
ated if a subpoena duces
tecum had to be justified by
a threshold good cause
showing.”
The United States Supreme Court
has also affirmed that a grand jury
cannot be required to justify the
issuance of a grand jury subpoena
by presenting evidence of good
cause because the very purpose of
requesting the information may be
to determine the facts which
would establish good cause.
Therefore, such a requirement
cannot lawfully be applied.
An agency may also try to raise an
objection to producing records
pertaining to its employees on the
basis that notice to the employee
whose records are being sought
must be given. Courts have readily
recognized that notice to the em‐
ployee would infringe on the need
for confidentiality of grand jury
proceedings. A requirement of
notice to an employee seeking his
or her permission for a grand jury
review of a personnel record
would be incompatible with the
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right of a grand jury to review con‐
fidential information. Johnson v.
Superior Court, 15 Cal. 3rd 248, 254
(1975). The first question by an em‐
ployee when asked to allow the
grand jury to obtain his or her per‐
sonnel file will be; “Why does the
grand jury want it?” Obviously, that
question cannot be answered with‐
out disclosing information about
the investigation. Thus, Courts have
held that there is no basis for re‐
quiring notice to the “consumer”/
employee for no other reason than
the confidentiality strictures placed
on the grand jury prevents it from
giving the employee sufficient in‐
formation to frame a meaningful
objection.
Finally, it should be noted that a
grand jury does not seek records
pursuant to the authority of the
Public Records Act as a member of
the general public. Instead, as re‐
ferred to above, a grand jury seeks
such records pursuant to the ex‐
press direction of Penal Code sec‐
tions 925 and 925a. While there are
some exceptions to obtaining re‐
cords, such as Welfare and Institu‐
tions Code section 827(a)(1)(P)
(juvenile court records) where con‐
fidential requirements of such re‐
cords may outweigh the grand
jury’s investigative function, these
exceptions are few. So don’t take
“No” as an answer to your request
for records from local governmen‐
tal agencies. The law is on your
side!
(Fn.1) Section 1985(b) of the Cali‐
fornia Code of Civil Procedure re‐
quires that, in a civil proceeding, a
subpoena duces tecum, before trial
shall be served with a copy of an
affidavit showing good cause for
the production of the things de‐
sired to be produced. The Court in
the Woodlake case held that an
investigation by a grand jury is not,
however, a civil proceeding.
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California Special Districts
Association Webinar

Background Investigations
and Fingerprinting

On September 8, I signed in to the CSDA Webinar that was promoted at all training
seminars this summer. I wanted to hear and see for myself so I would be better informed when promoting this offer in the future. I found it helpful, especially to any new
grand juror that did not hear the CSDA presentation at those seminars where it was offered.
Neil McCormick, CSDA’s Executive Director, who gave the presentation, made a request
that when a grand jury issues a report on any aspect of special districts, Neil would like
to know about it. You may email him at NeilM@csda.net . He would appreciate it.
Neil offered to send any jury a list of special districts in their county.

We were recently asked by one court
whether or not other counties finger‐
print all jurors. Here is some data in
responses to sending a query to our
board members and others. If any‐
one else would like to contribute to
this information, please contact us.

By Jerry Lewi

Conducts
Background
Investigations
X

County

AB622 continued from page 6

We are hopeful that Governor Brown, as a former Attorney General and City
Mayor, appreciates the importance of the Grand Jury system to our democracy
in California and that it does not need help from legislation introduced by a
former county supervisor who was “bitten” by a grand jury carrying out its
“watchdog” function. We are urging him to veto AB 622.
Switching gears, a final note on AB 1133 which CGJA did not oppose; it passed
the Legislature, was signed by the Governor and will become law on January 1,
2012. AB 1133 adds section 916.2 to the Penal Code providing that a grand
juror who is a current employee of, or a former or retired employee last em‐
ployed within the prior three years by, an agency within the investigative juris‐
diction of any civil grand jury shall inform the foreperson and the court of that
fact and shall recuse himself or herself from participating in any grand jury civil
investigation of that agency, including any discussion or vote. So, as of the first
of the year, grand juries will need to assure compliance with this new law,
which only codifies what has been a normal practice.

The Mail Must Go Through!

By Jerry Lewi, Editor

Your fearless editor had an un‐
usual experience this summer in‐
volving his duties as Journal Edi‐
tor.
The Journal is mailed through the
US Postal Service Bulk Mail proc‐
ess. I usually get at least one copy
returned for an invalid address.
Just before leaving on my last
training trip, a copy was returned Plumas County Historic Courthouse, Quincy ,CA
from Plumas County. (Plumas County is in the northeast portion of the state
and one of the counties we trained for the first time in the charming town of
Quincy). My wife and I, on our traditional post‐training vacation trip were go‐
ing to drive through Quincy on our way to Lassen Volcanic National Park.
So, we stopped in Quincy, went to the historic courthouse and blindly looked
for the Court Executive Office, which turned out to be the first door. There I
hand‐delivered the copy and got a new, valid mailing address. Hopefully this
issue will find its way.
Just another example of how CGJA supports grand juries no matter where they
are!

Humboldt
Marin

X

Napa

X

Nevada

X

Orange

X

San Francisco
Ventura

X

Includes Fingerprinting
X
X

X

X

Summary of Board Action
By Joann Landi

August 23, 2011
Approved appointment of Karen
Jahr to fill Northern Regional Board
vacancy.
Approved purchase of Skype Pre‐
mium service for one year.
September 27,2011
Approved the Annual Meeting.
Agenda and the Director swearing‐in
statement.
Approved formation of chapters in
Butte, Placer and Glenn Counties.
Approved travel expense reimburse‐
ment regarding AB 622.
Approved $2000 increase to the AC
budget.
Annual
Conference
November
7— 8

Napa, CA
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CGJA Officers
President
Keath North
P.O. Box 740
Loleta, CA 95551

Vice President
Dan Mufson

Secretary
Joann Landi
178 South Palomar Drive
Redwood City, CA 94062
650-365-4184
joannelandi@aol.com

1877 Atlas Peak Road
Napa, CA 84558
707-255-4030
dan@apotherx.com

916-471-6500
: president@cgja.org

GRAND JUROR ORGANIZATIONS BY COUNTY
President

County

Email Address

Butte

John Welton

johnewelton@att.net

Contra Costa

Leslie Lea

lgroarke@pacbell.net

El Dorado*

Chuck Mac Lean

camaclean1@sbcglobal.net

Fresno

Marian Mosley

marianmosley@att.net

Glenn

Steve Ansel

mansel@clearwire.net

Humboldt

Diane Lehman

sdlehman@wavecable.com

Kern
Kings

Larry Walker
Ken Beinhorn

larywalker@gmail.com
kbeinhorn@sbcglobal.net

Los Angeles

John Hackney

hackneyassoc@aol.com

Marin

Karin Hern

karin.hern@sbcglobal.net

Monterey
Napa
Nevada

Ray Wuco
Diane Dame' Shepp
To be announced

carmelwuco@redshift.com
napaCGJA@gmail.com

Orange*

Joe Moreland

joenkay@dslextreme.com

Placer

John Monaco

johngj@wavecable.com

Treasurer
Dianne Hoffman
14142 Baker Street
Westminster, CA92683
714-892-5557
cgjamailbox@yahoo.com
CGJA Directors
North
Marsha Caranci, Shasta
caranci@aol.com
Karen Jahr, Shasta
karen.jahr@sbcglobal.net
Keath North, Humboldt
Krn48@aol.com
Darrel Petersen, Humboldt

dakotadp@gmail.com
Central
Beate Boultinghouse,
San Francisco
beateb4@aol.com
Karin Hern, Marin

joepm@pacbell.net

Karin.hern@sbcglobal.net

San Benito
John Sitton
San Bernardino* Burrel Woodring
San Diego*
Mike Hall

sitton_john@yahool.com
Burrelw@aol.com
hallmikep@gmail.com

Joann Landi San Mateo
Joannelandi@aol.com

San Francisco

beateb4@aol.com

Sacramento

Joseph Maloney

Beate Boultinghouse

San Luis Obispo Jim Ragan

jimragan@charter.net

San Mateo

Barbara Arietta

barietta2006@yahoo.com

Shasta

Ray Frisbie

frisaus@hotmail.com

Solano

Wanda Kiger-Tucker

kjgertucker@juno.com

Sonoma

Rich Klein

kleinmain@gmail.com

Dan Mufson, Napa
dan@apotherx.com

South
Dianne Hoffman, Orange
cgjamailbox@yahoo.com
Jerry Lewi, Ventura
cgjaprguy@roadrunner.com

*Independent Past Grand Jurors Association

Anthony Noce, Kern
cgjaguy@yahoo.com
Standing Committee Chairs
Awards
Betty J. Mattea
415‐492‐8857
bjmattea@sonic.net

Legislative Affairs
Bill Trautman
707‐255‐5570
trautman17@sbcglobal.net

Public Relations
Jerry Lewi
805‐ 532‐1321
cgjaprguy@roadrunner.com

Finance
To be announced

Membership Relations
Dan Mufson
707 255‐4030
dan@apotherx.com

Training
Marsha Caranci.
530‐242‐6554
caranci@aol.com

Mac Small, Monterey
fmacsmall@mac.com

Director at Large
William Trautman, Napa
trautman17@sbcglobal.net
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Format for submitting
letters and articles to the
Grand Jurors' Journal
Articles should be e-mailed to
Jerry Lewi, Editor
cgjaprguy@roadrunner.com
Articles submitted by e-mail should be
saved in Rich Text Format and transmitted as an attachment to the e-mail
message.
If e-mail is not available, articles
should be faxed to Jerry at 805-5321121
Letters to the editor are limited to 200
words. (One hundred words for
“Kudos” thank-you letters).
The Journal will highlight opinion articles written by readers, experts, and
issues advocates. They may be 500 to
600 words in length.
We are especially interested in articles on Grand Jury issues or solutions
to improving public education of the
grand jury system in California.
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