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Case Names: Civil or 
Criminal: 

 

Case Description: 

1. Conservatorship of O.B. 
(7/27/2020) 9 Cal.5th 989 
 

Civil In this case, the probate court appointed limited conservators for a woman with 
autism. The woman challenged the order, arguing that the proof before the 
probate court did not clearly and convincingly establish that a limited 
conservatorship was warranted. The issue before the Supreme Court was to 
clarify how an appellate court should review the sufficiency of the evidence 
associated with a finding made by the trier of fact pursuant to the clear and 
convincing standard. 
 
The Supreme Court held that the sufficiency of the evidence in support of a 
finding requiring clear and convincing proof must account for the level of 
confidence the standard itself demands. Specifically, the question before the 
appellate court should be whether the record as a whole contains substantial 
evidence from which a reasonable factfinder could have found it highly 
probable that the fact was true. In making the assessment, the appellate court 
must view the record in the light most favorable to the prevailing party below 
and give due deference to how the trier of fact may have evaluated the 
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credibility of witnesses, resolved conflicts of evidence, and drawn reasonable 
inferences from the evidence.  

2. Saint Francis Memorial 
Hospital v. State 
Department of Public 
Health  
(6/29/2020) 9 Cal.5th 710 
 
 

Civil In this case the St. Francis Hospital petitioned for writ of administrative 
mandate after being fined by the Department of Public Health. The issue in this 
case was whether equitable tolling can lessen the strict time limit on the 
availability of writs of administrative mandate under section 11523, which 
allows parties to file a petition for a writ of administrative mandate within 30 
days after the last day on which reconsideration can be ordered. 
 
The Supreme Court held that equitable tolling may be applied to the statute 
and that the hospital's mistake in calculating the filing deadline did not per se 
preclude application of equitable tolling. The hospital provided timely notice to 
the Department of its claims, and could support application of equitable tolling. 
The tolling of time for filing petition would not prejudice the Department. 
Additionally, the court said that for equitable tolling to apply to a statute of 
limitations, plaintiff’s conduct must be objectively reasonable and subjectively 
in good faith.  
 

3. National Lawyers Guild, 
San Francisco Bay Area 
Chapter v. City of Hayward 
(5/28/2020) 9 Cal.5th 488 
 
 

Civil A records requester filed a petition of writ of mandate against the city, 
challenging the city's allocation of costs to the requester under the California 
Public Records Act for the time the city employees spent editing out exempt 
material from digital police body camera footage.  
 
The Supreme Court held that the city could not charge requesters for the time 
a city employee spent editing videos to redact exempt, but otherwise 
producible, data.  
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4. Hart v. Keenan 
Properties, Inc.  
(5/21/2020) 9 Cal.5th 442 
 
 

Civil A worker brought personal-injury action against a purported supplier of pipes 
and other entities, alleging that the worker was exposed to asbestos from 
pipes and that such exposure caused the worker's mesothelioma. The issue 
before the Supreme Court was whether a company's name and logo appearing 
on an invoice can constitute hearsay.  
 
The court held that under the facts presented, the witness's observation of 
name and logo was circumstantial evidence of identity, not proof of the truth of 
matters asserted in the document. Because the observation was not offered for 
hearsay purpose, the defendant's hearsay objection was properly rejected.  
 

5. Kim v. Reins 
International California, 
Inc.  
(3/12/2020) 9 Cal.5th 73 
 
 

Civil Employee brought action against former employer alleging individual and class 
claims for wage and hour violations seeking civil penalties under Labor Code 
Private Attorneys General Act (PAGA), employee settled individual claims. The 
issue before the court was whether employees lose standing to pursue a claim 
under the Labor Code Private Attorneys General Act of 2004 if they settle and 
dismiss their individual claims for Labor Code Violations.  
 
The Supreme Court held that the settlement of individual claims does not strip 
an aggrieved employee of standing, as the state's authorized representative, to 
pursue PAGA remedies.  
 

6. People v. Veamatahau 
(2/27/2020) 9 Cal.5th 16 
 

Criminal The defendant was convicted of possession of personal identifying info and 
possession of a controlled substance. The issue before the Supreme Court 
was whether an expert related impermissible case-specific hearsay in violation 
of People v. Sanchez, which prohibits an expert from relating as true case-
specific facts asserted in hearsay statements unless they are independently 
proven by evidence or are covered by a hearsay exception.  
 
The court held that the expert's testimony about the database containing 
descriptions of pharmaceuticals, while hearsay, was not case specific, but the 
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type of general background information which has always been admissible 
when related by an expert.  
 

7. Frlekin v. Apple, Inc. 
(2/13/2020) 8 Cal.5th 1038 
 
 

Civil Employees brought putative wage and hour class action against employer, 
seeking compensation under California law for time spent waiting for and 
undergoing exit searches pursuant to employer's employee package and bag 
search policy. 
 
The Supreme Court held that mandatory exit searches are compensable as 
hours worked within meaning of control clause of minimum wage order.  
 

8. Mathews v. Becerra  
(12/26/2019) 8 Cal.5th 756 
 
 

Civil Therapists brought action against the Attorney General and the district attorney 
for declaratory judgment that a provision of Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting 
Act (CANRA) requiring therapists to report patients' disclosures that they have 
accessed child pornography violates patients' constitutional right to privacy.  
 
The Supreme Court held that the provision impacted patients' legally protected 
privacy interest, patients had a reasonable expectation of privacy, and the 
provision constituted a serious invasion of privacy in violation of the right to 
privacy. Lastly, whether the provision actually served intended purpose of 
preventing the sexual exploitation and abuse of children could not be resolved 
at the demurrer stage. 
 

9. B.B. v. County of Los 
Angeles  
(8/10/2020) 10 Cal.5th 1 
 
 
 

Civil Proposition 51 (Civ. Code § 1431.2) limits the liability of “each defendant” for 
noneconomic damages to its proportion to fault. The Supreme Court 
unanimously ruled that while this applies to negligence and strict liability, this 
does not apply to intentional tortfeasors, because claims against them are not 
“based upon principles of comparative fault.”  
 
The court’s decision expressly reserved at least two questions: 
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1.  “[W]hether negligent tortfeasors may ... obtain a reduction in their liability for 
noneconomic damages based on the extent to which an intentional tortfeasor 
contributed to the injured party’s injuries.” 
2.  “[W]hether, for policy reasons, existing common law principles of 
comparative fault should be changed vis-à-vis intentional tortfeasors.” 
 
“[S]ection 1431.2, subdivision (a), does not authorize a reduction in the liability 
of intentional tortfeasors for noneconomic damages based on the extent to 
which the negligence of other actors — including the plaintiffs, any 
codefendants, injured parties, and nonparties — contributed to the injuries in 
question.” 
 

10.  Berroteran v. Superior 
Court (pending)  
(review granted 2/11/2020) 
 
 

Civil Does a party against whom former deposition testimony in a different case is 
sought to be admitted at trial under Evidence Code section 1291, subdivision 
(a)(2), have a similar interest and motive at both hearings to cross-examine a 
friendly witness? 
 

11.  Ixchel Pharma, LLC v. 
Biogen, Inc. 
(8/3/2020) 9 Cal.5th 1130 
 

  
 

Civil Tortious interference with a prospective economic advantage is analyzed 
under the rule of reason historically applied in antitrust analysis under the 
Cartwright Act.  To recover for tortious interference with an at will contract, a 
plaintiff must show the defendant's actions were "independently wrongful," 
meaning, under the rule of reason, the defendant's actions harmed competition 
more than helped it. 
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Published Decisions

Diaz-Reynoso v. Barr, 2020 WL 4557855 (9th Cir. 2020) (administrative
law)

Spencer v. Mowat (2020) 46 Cal.App.5th 1024 (anti-SLAPP statute &
conspiracy)

Schwan v. Permann (2018) 28 Cal.App.5th 678 (trust interpretation)

Barrientos v. Lynch, 829 F.3d 1064 (9th Cir. 2016) (administrative law)

Medina-Nunez v. Lynch, 788 F.3d 1103 (9th Cir. 2015) (administrative
law)

Velasquez v. Centrome, Inc. (2015) 233 Cal.App.4th 1191 (evidence law)
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Castrijon-Garcia v. Holder, 704 F.3d 1205 (9th Cir. 2013) (immigration law)

Seabright Insurance Co. v. U.S. Airways (2011) 52 Cal.4th 590 (torts/administrative law)

Hernandez-Velasquez v. Holder, 611 F.3d 1073 (9th Cir. 2010) (administrative law)

Margaret W. v. Kelly R. (2006) 139 Cal.App.4th 141 (torts)

Perez v. Roe (2006) 146 Cal.App.4th 171 (constitutional law)

Publications

“Appellate Myths & Realities,” Daily Journal (August 2020)

"Is It Time to Let Go of the Bar Exam?," The Recorder (July 2020)

"Evidence: An Eternal Struggle," co-author, Daily Journal (May 2020)

"Summary Judgment & Hearsay Objections: Viable Since Sweetwater?," Appellate Insight (May 2020)

"Summary Judgment After Sweetwater: More Motions Denied," Daily Journal (January 2020)

"Costs and Attorney Fees on Appeal," Appellate Insight Blog (February 2019)

"Ruling Says Denial of Costs Doesn't Preclude Fee Award," Daily Journal (January 2019)

"Anti-SLAPP Motions: Use It or Lose It," author, Appellate Insight Blog (September 2018)

“California civil litigators are SLAPP - happy,” Daily Journal (July 2018)

"People v. Sanchez, Hearsay, and Expert Testimony," co-author, California Litigation (June 2018) Republication by
permission of California Litigation, the journal of the Litigation Section of the California Lawyers Association

"Say Yes to Pro Bono," San Francisco Attorney (June 2018)

"California anti-SLAPP in the 9th Circuit: Can it survive?" Daily Journal (May 2018)

"Will California's Anti-SLAPP Statute Survive?" Appellate Insight Blog (May 2018)

"Navigating Appeals," Daily Journal (April 2018)

"Anti-SLAPP Statutes In Federal Courts," USLAW Magazine (March 2018)

"Searching for perfection," Daily Journal (December 2017)

"Expert Testimony, Hearsay, and Summary Judgment," Appellate Insight Blog (October 2017)

"Hearsay and expert witnesses: relying or relating?," Daily Journal (October 2017)
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"A paradigm shift on experts and hearsay in civil cases?," Daily Journal (September 2017)

"Ruling grapples with 998 offers, arbitration," Daily Journal (June 2017)

"Frivolous Appeals," Daily Journal (April 2017)

"New Year's resolution: filing appeals on time," Daily Journal (January 2017)

"Real estate duty decision could have big impact. Or not," Daily Journal (December 2016)

"2016 Opinions Provide 998 Guidance," Daily Journal  (November 2016)

"Settling, Dismissing and Prevailing," Daily Journal (March 2016)

"State High Court Takes on Anti-SLAPP," Daily Journal (February 2016)

"Contractual Attorney Fees Conundrum," Daily Journal (December 2015)

"Independent contractor doctrine limited in ruling," co-author, Daily Journal (July 2015)

"When’s an Action ‘On the Contract’ for Free Purposes?," Daily Journal (April 2014)

“Fly fishing and the appellate lawyering life,” Daily Journal (October 2013)

"What the Dickens is the Law?," Daily Journal (September 2013)

"Your Skills: Oral Argument – Going All Out," The Recorder (August 2013)

"Multiple settlement offers: blurry or bright-line rules?," Daily Journal (June 2013)

"Your Skills: Appellate Brief Writing, Before, During and After," The Recorder (June 2013)

"Judicial notice: effective weapon or misfire?," Daily Journal (May 2013)

"State high court to hear settlement offer fee-shifting arguments," The Daily Journal (April 2013)

"High court set to examine prevailing party attorney fees," The Daily Journal (February 2013)

"Immigrant gets another chance to stay in U.S. despite kidnapping rap, 9th Circuit rules," Daily Journal (January
2013)

“Prevailing party attorney fees: battle or war?,” Daily Journal (December 2012)

“Strategy in Section 998 offers to compromise,” Daily Journal (August 2012)

“The outer limits: When the facts are not taken as true,” Daily Journal  (February 2012)

"Supreme Court Rolls Back Nondelegable Duties," The Recorder (August 2011)

"Masquerade: Identifying the Genuine Judgment," Daily Journal (July 2011)
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"Summer Blockbusters: Will the State Supreme Court Deliver?," Daily Journal (June 2011)

“Home Improvement: When There’s an Accident, Who’s at fault?,” Daily Journal (March 2011)

“Early 998 Offers: Wicked Weapon or Wise Tactic?,” Daily Journal (February 2011)

Presentations

"Motor Carriers, Independent Repair Facilities, and the Non-delegable Duty Doctrine," co-presenter, ATA Litigation
Center's Virtual Trucking Legal Forum (July 2020)

"Preclusive Effect of Appellate Decisions," co-speaker, Pincus 5th Annual Advanced Appellate Conference (January
2020)

“The Supremes Said What?," co-speaker, 25th Annual MCLE Spectacular (November 2019)

“Advanced Appellate Practice,” co-presenter, American Bar Association (January 2019)

“A Discussion with Justice Ignazio Ruvolo: Appellate Practice, Pitfalls and Pontifications,” Contra Costa County Bar
Association (April 2018)

“The Record in the Era of Multimedia Trials,” 3rd Annual Advanced Appellate Conference (January 2018)
 

“Hearsay: Heresies & How Tos,” co-speaker, Contra Costa County Bar Association ("CCCBA") (November 2017)
 

“Appellate Mediation: Why It Makes Sense,” Pincus 2nd Annual Appellate Conference (January 2017)

"Ethics in Appellate Advocacy," Pincus 2nd Annual Appellate Conference (January 2017)

"Section 998 Offers: Turn A Loss Into A Win - Or Vice-Versa," co-speaker, Association of Defense Counsel of
Northern California and Nevada's 57th Annual Meeting (December 2016)

"Ethics in Advocacy: Attorneys Behaving Badly," co-speaker, Contra Costa County Bar Association's 22nd Annual
MCLE Spectacular! (November 2016)

"Advanced Civil Appellate Conference," Pincus Professional Education (February 2016)

"Ethics in Advocacy," Association of Defense Counsel (December 2015)

"Perfecting the Record for Appeal," Contra Costa County Bar Association (November 2015)

"Expert Witnesses and Big Data," Appraisal Institute (May 2015)

"A Discussion with Justice James A. Richman," Contra Costa County Bar Association (April 2015)
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"Perfecting the Record for Appeal," Association of Defense Counsel (December 2014)

"California: A SLAPP Happy State?" Contra Costa County Bar Association (November 2014)

"The Appellate Process for Non-appellate Practitioners," Bridgeport Continuing Education (July 2014)

"A Discussion with Justice Ignazio J. Ruvolo," Contra Costa County Bar Association Appellate Practice Section
(March 2014)
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Martindale-Hubbell, AV Preeminent Rating

Northern California Super Lawyers: Appellate (2011-present)
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Contra Costa County Bar Association, Chair: Appellate Practice Section

Member, California Lawyers Association’s Committee on Appellate Courts

Bar Association of San Francisco, Appellate Practice Section
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J.D., University of California, Hastings College of the Law (1997)

B.S., cum laude, California State University, Hayward (1992)
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U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit
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U.S. District Court for the Central District of California

U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of California
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Attorney Biography

Don Willenburg is chair of the �rm's national Appellate Practice Group. Described
as an “appellate luminary” by the journal California Litigation, he is past chair of the
Appellate Practice Section of the Bar Association of San Francisco, and for the last
decade-plus has chaired the amicus briefs committee of the Association of
Defense Counsel of Northern California and Nevada working to advance causes
important to the defense community.

Mr. Willenburg has won appeals and writs in cases involving product liability,
employment (discrimination, harassment, wrongful termination), construction
defects and disputes, the “going and coming” rule, and other areas. He is editor of
the �rm's blog Environmental and Toxic Tort Defense Insight.

Appellate lawyering is not “just” appeals and writs. Summary judgments and other dispositive motions are
part of the specialty, as is serving as “appellate monitor” in a high-stakes trial to help shape arguments and
create the best record for possible appeal. And sometimes the best advice you can get from an appellate
lawyer is to not pursue a writ or appeal, or a particular argument in connection with either. Even when the
trial-level defeat really stings.

Mr. Willenburg has guest lectured at the USC and Pepperdine law schools, and been a moot court justice at a
number of law schools in Los Angeles and San Francisco. He is a frequent author and lecturer on appellate
procedure, evidence, expert witnesses, SLAPP and section 998 settlement offers. He has volunteered as
judge pro tem, and as a Penal Code section 1524 special master accompanying police executing search
warrants that cover privileged material.

Experience

Mr. Willenburg’s practice has included:

http://www.ettdefenseinsight.com/


•  Successfully defended a school district against claims of Constitutional violations for protecting student
safety regarding students wearing American �ag-themed clothing at a Cinco de Mayo celebration. Dariano
v. Morgan Hill Uni�ed Sch. Dist., 745 F.3d 354 (9th Cir. 2014).

•  Successfully defended an award of attorney fees against a frivolous FEHA plaintiff, despite the absence of
what precedent called “unwaivable requirement” for such an award. (Robert v. Stanford University (2014)
224 Cal.App.4th 67.)

•  Brie�ng two cases that resulted in decisions limiting product liability by rejecting a defendant’s liability for
harms caused by the products of other parties “foreseeably” used near the defendant’s non-defective
product. (Merrill v. Leslie Controls, Inc. (2009) 179 Cal.App.4th 262; Taylor v. Elliott Turbomachinery Co., Inc.
(2009) 171 Cal.App.4th 564.)

•  Arguing and winning a decision from a California Court of Appeal requiring fair disclosure by plaintiffs in
civil cases of documents submitted to asbestos bankruptcy trusts. (Volkswagen of America, Inc. v. Superior
Court (2006) 139 Cal.App.4th 1481.)

•  Defeating a tobacco company’s attempt to force its insurer to pay for smoking lawsuits.
•  Conducting an in-court sale of “Spiderman” motion picture rights.
•  Structuring the �nancial reorganization of Seabrook nuclear power plant.
•  An amicus brief persuading the California Supreme Court not to impose needless restrictions on nonpro�t

organizations that provide legal services. (Frye v. Tenderloin Housing Clinic, Inc. (2006) 38 Cal.4th 23.)

Publications & Presentations

Publications

https://www.grsm.com/results/viewResult.cfm?contentID=340
https://www.grsm.com/results/viewResult.cfm?contentID=141


• “When is ‘each defendant’ not ‘every defendant?’ Under Prop. 51,” Daily Journal (Aug. 19, 2020)

• “State Supreme Court 'clarifies' expert witness and hearsay,”  Daily Journal (Mar. 3, 2020)

• “Legal innovation report: part promising, part unexceptionable,”  Daily Journal (Aug. 23, 2019)

• “The California Consumer Privacy Act of 2018,” Defense Comment (Summer 2019)

• People v. Sanchez, Hearsay, and Expert Testimony, California Litigation (Spring 2018)

• "Anti-SLAPP Appeals: Extensions and Civility are Not Bad Faith," Daily Journal (Feb. 7, 2018)

• "Product liability decision hits hard, but may not reach far," Daily Journal  (January 17, 2018)
• “Can’t Spell Truth Without Ruth: Book Review, Notorious RBG: The Life and Times of Ruth Bader Ginsburg,”

Defense Comment magazine  (Summer 2017)

• Quoted in "California Supreme Court decision on statute of limitations could alter certainty in courts, experts
say," Northern California Record  (March 23, 2017)

• "What Happens in Vegas Might Be Decided by a California Court," Daily Journal  (February 1, 2017)
• "Hearsay ruling will affect civil cases, too," Daily Journal  (August 2016)
• "E-�lling is Coming to Superior Courts," Daily Journal  (May 2016)

• "No Duty, No Problem? Strict Product Liability Applies Anyway," American Bar Association, Corporate
Counsel News and Developments  (February 5, 2014)

• “Sargon: to the promised land of Daubert or still wandering in the desert?” Defense Comment magazine Fall
2013

• "Both Sides of the Coin: Now that Medical Damages are Limited, What’s Next?", Daily Journal  (August 23,
2011)

• Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals Increases Vulnerability of Auditors in Suits Alleging Fraudulent Backdating of
Stock Options,  Legal Insights  (Spring/Summer 2011)

• What is the Proper Measure of Medical Damages?, Daily Journal   (May 24, 2011)

• 'Reid' Gets It Right With Appellate Review Holding, The Recorder   (August 30, 2010)

• "Cap and Trade, or Bait and Switch?", Daily Journal  (May 7, 2009)
• "Wishful Greening", Daily Journal  (July 31, 2008)
• "Carpet-Bagging Counsel Fleeing Tort Reform", Mealey’s Litigation Report, Silica, Vol. 5, Issue #10  (June

2007)
• "Case Before State High Court Might Limit Expert Testimony", Daily Journal  (April 18, 2006)
• "Book Review, Divided by God: America’s Church-State Problem - And What We Should Do About It", 80

Tulane L. Rev. 713  (December 2005)
• "Making Adjustments: High Court Ends Up Both Limiting and Extending Punitive Damages," The Recorder 

(July 20, 2005)
• "Robinson v. Dana: Economic Loss Rule Does Not Apply to Action for Fraudulent Contract Breach"  (January

2005)

• Fixing the Damage-California Courts Are Struggling to Apply Reasonable Limits on Punitive Damage Awards in
light of State Farm v. Campbell, Los Angeles Lawyer  (June 2004)

• "Testing the Limits: Supreme Court Lays Down the Law on Punitive Damages in One Case-But What About
the Future?", The Recorder  (July 2, 2003)

• "Closed Doors Open Perils: How “Locking Out” Post-Con�rmation Settlements Imperils Asbestos Trusts
and Bene�ciaries", Mealey’s Asbestos Reporter  (December 6, 2002)

• “Latching On:” Asbestos Channeling Injunctions Should Protect All Settling Insurers, Regardless of
Whether They Settle Before or After Plan Con�rmation", Mealey’s Asbestos Bankruptcy Reporter 
(November 2002) 

Presentations

• Expert Witnesses and Hearsay: People v Sanchez. Association of Defense Counsel of Northern California
and Nevada, Toxic Torts Section. (April 27, 2019.)

• Understanding SLAPPs: Process and Procedure from Initiation through Appeal. Hotel Nikko in San
Francisco. (April 5, 2019.) Co-presenters included Justice James Richman and Justice Terence Bruiniers
(ret.) from the California Court of Appeal and three expert SLAPP practitioners.

• Sanchez, Experts and Hearsay: Tricks and Traps. Association of Defense Counsel of Northern California and
Nevada, Annual Meeting. (December 6, 2018.) Mr. Willenburg’s co-presenters were Justice Louis Mauro of
the California Court of Appeal and civil practitioner Kristie Sager. 
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• SLAPP and 998 Update: What You Don’t Know or Don’t Do Could Sink You. Contra Costa County Bar
Association MCLE Spectacular. (November 16, 2018.) Mr. Willenburg’s co-presenters were Justice Ignazio
Ruvolo, California Court of Appeal (ret.) and Professor Gary Watt (Hastings).

• The Fine Art of Legal Writing and Advocacy.  Association of Defense Counsel of Northern California and
Nevada, “Basic Training” series. (October 18, 2018.)

• Key California Cases 2017-2018. California Lawyers Association Litigation and Appellate Summit (October
5, 2018.)

• Ethics in Appellate Advocacy - with Redding Superior Court judges Tammy Wood and Stephen Baker, and
Prof. Gary Watt. Shasta-Trinity Bar Assn., Redding, CA  (May 5, 2017)

• What to Do and Not To Do with Technology - with California Court of Appeal Justice Jon Streeter and Harry
Chamberlain.  Advanced Appellate Practice Seminar, San Francisco  (January 27, 2017)

• Ethics in Appellate Advocacy - with California Court of Appeal Justice Jon Streeter and Gary Watt.
Advanced Appellate Practice Seminar, San Francisco  (January 27, 2017)

• How to Turn a Loss Into a Win, and Vice Versa: Section 998 Settlement Offers - with California Court of
Appeal Justice Mark Simons and Prof. Gary Watt,  Association of Defense Counsel of Northern California
and Nevada Annual Meeting  (December 8, 2016)

• Ethics in Advocacy: Attorneys Behaving Badly - with California Court of Appeal Justice Peter Siggins and
Prof. Gary Watt, Contra Costa County Bar Association, MCLE Spectacular  (November 18, 2016)

• How to Turn a Loss Into a Win, and Vice Versa: Section 998 Settlement Offers - with Prof. Gary Watt and
Beau Burbridge, Bar Association of San Francisco  (November 8, 2016)

• (1) What’s New in Appellate Practice and Technology and (2) Protecting and Presenting the Record
- Advanced Civil Appellate Conference, Pincus Presentations  (February 25, 2016)

• Ethics in Advocacy – Appellate and Otherwise -  with Justice Peter Siggins and Prof. Gary Watt. Association
of Defense Counsel of Northern California and Nevada Annual Meeting  (December 10, 2015)

• Perfecting and Imperfecting the Record for Appeal - with Justice Mark Simons and Prof. Gary Watt, Contra
Costa Bar Association MCLE Spectacular  (November 20, 2015)

• Expert Witnesses and Mega-Data Studies - Appraisal Institute, Northern California Chapter  (May 21, 2015)
• California Asbestos Appeals in 2014 - HarrisMartin Presentations,  (December 10, 2014)
• Perfecting and Imperfecting the Record for Appeal - with Justice Mark Simons and Prof. Gary Watt.

Association of Defense Counsel of Northern California and Nevada Annual Meeting. www.adcncn.org, 
(December 4, 2014)

• California: A SLAPP Happy State? - with Justice James A. Richman and Prof. Gary Watt. Contra Costa Bar
Association MCLE Spectacular,  (November 21, 2014)

• Perfecting and Imperfecting the Record for Appeal - Bridgeport Conferences,  (July 10, 2014)
• Attorney Fees, Please - Association of Defense Counsel of Northern California and Nevada Annual Meeting.

www.adcncn.org,  (December 12, 2013)

• Sargonauts and the Golden Fleece (re expert witnesses) - with Justice Mark Simon and Prof. Gary Watt.
Contra Costa Bar Association MCLE Extravaganza. www.ccba.org,  (November 22, 2013)

• Disappearing Dollars: How Section 998 Offers Can Make Or Break Your Case - Association of Defense
Counsel of Northern California and Nevada Annual Meeting.  www.adcncn.org,  (December 6, 2012)

• Attorney Fees, Please – about section 1717 and contractual attorney fee awards.  Panel includes Prof. Gary
Watt (Hastings) and Associate Justice Mark Simons.  Contra Costa Bar Association MCLE Extravaganza. 
(November 16, 2012)

• Appellate E-Filing, with Associate Justice Terrence Bruiniers.  First District Appellate Symposium.
http://www.sfbar.org/,  (November 9, 2012)

• Disappearing Dollars: How Section 998 Offers Can Make Or Break Your Case. Santa Clara county Bar
Association  (May 2012)

• Disappearing Dollars: How Section 998 Offers Can Make Or Break Your Case. Contra Costa Bar
Association  (April 2012)

• Disappearing Dollars: Post-Trial Motion Verdict Reductions  at Contra Costa Bar Association MCLE
Spectacular  (November 2011).

• How Reid v. Google Will Affect Your Summary Judgment, Employment Discrimination, and Appellate
Practices/ Co-presented with an employment law specialist on this key California Supreme Court case,
after having "mooted" one of the advocates before arguments in that Court.  (November 2010) 

• CCP 998 Offers to Compromise: The Pitfalls and How to Avoid Them  Co-presented with a First Appellate
District justice and a practitioner who is also an assistant professor at Hastings School of Law.  (November
2010). 

• Everything But the Briefs: Motions and Other Appellate Filings Mr. Willenburg moderated a panel of research

http://www.adcncn.org/
http://www.adcncn.org/
http://www.ccba.org/
http://www.adcncn.org/
http://www.sfbar.org/
http://www.gordonrees.com/events/viewEvent.cfm?contentID=436


attorneys from the Ninth Circuit and California’s First Appellate District on matters of special interest to
appellate practitioners.  (October 2009) 

• Putting Your Best Foot Forward: Make Your Appellate Briefs and Arguments More Effective Mr. Willenburg
co-presented this seminar with a professor from Golden Gate University School of Law and a First
Appellate District justice.  (April 2009)

• Mr. Willenburg moderated an all-day appellate practice seminar with over a dozen justices of California's
First Appellate District, including the presiding justice, to an audience of nearly a hundred attendees. The
event is presented triennially by the First District and the Appellate Practice Section of the Bar Association
of San Francisco.   (November 2008)

 

Admissions

United States Supreme Court
California
United States District Courts, California
United States Court of Appeals, First, Fifth, Ninth, and Tenth Circuits

Memberships

Association of Defense Counsel for Northern California and Nevada, Member,
Board of Directors and Chair, Amicus Briefs Committee
Member, Information Technology Advisory Committee to Judicial Council of California

Education
J.D., Stanford University, 1984

• Member, Stanford Law Review; Stanford Journal of International Law
• Various editorial positions on The Stanford Daily  

B.A., magna cum laude, Loyola University of Chicago, 1978

• Member, Jesuit and political science honor societies
Honors
Top Rated Lawyer-AV® Preeminent™, Martindale-Hubbell

Super Lawyers® distinction in the fields of Appellate, Personal Injury Defense: Products and Employment Litigation:
Defense (2013-2020)
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Peter J. Siggins
Presiding Justice

Justice Siggins was appointed presiding justice of Division Three of the Court of Appeal by
Governor Brown in July 2018, and first joined the court as an associate justice in 2006.
Prior to becoming an appellate justice, he served as the Legal Affairs Secretary to
Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger (2003-2005) and the Governor’s Interim Chief of Staff
(September to November 2005). Before going to work for Governor Schwarzenegger,
Justice Siggins was employed in the Attorney General's Office of the California Department
of Justice from 1988 until 2003.

Justice Siggins began his career in the Attorney General's Office as a deputy attorney
general responsible for the defense of correctional officials and agencies in trials and appeals challenging state
correctional policies, practices and conditions of confinement. In 1995 he became a Senior Assistant Attorney
General, and in 1999, Justice Siggins was named Chief Deputy Attorney General for Legal Affairs by Attorney General
Bill Lockyer. As Chief Deputy Attorney General, he was responsible for the oversight and operation of the California
Attorney General's Office. He remained Chief Deputy until he left the Department of Justice to join the Governor's
Office in 2003.

Prior to joining the Attorney General's Office, Justice Siggins practiced general civil litigation and maritime law in San
Francisco with the firm of Acret & Perrochet (1980-1983), as a sole practitioner (1983-1985), and in the two lawyer
firm of German & Siggins (1985-1988).

He is a native San Franciscan, and graduate of St. Ignatius High School (1973). He graduated from Loyola
Marymount University (B.A. 1977), and Hastings College of the Law (J.D. 1980). In 2004, Justice Siggins was
recognized by California Lawyer Magazine as an Attorney of the Year for achievement in Government/Public Policy,
and he was twice named one of the state's 100 most influential lawyers by the Daily Journal (2004/2005). In 2003,
Justice Siggins received the Conference of Western Attorneys General Nelson Kempsky Award for outstanding
leadership and management of an attorney general's office.

Justice Siggins serves on several advisory committees to the Judicial Council of California in the areas of criminal jury
instructions, audit reviews of the state trial courts, and the use and implementation of information technology in the
courts. He is also a member of the Executive Board of the California Judges Association. He was retained in office by
the voters in 2006 and 2010.

Justice Siggins is a member and current chair of the Board of Trustees of St. Ignatius High School in San Francisco, a
current trustee of the Santa Clara University Jesuit School of Theology in Berkeley, and a member of the
Commonwealth Club of California. He and his wife Veronique Laband Siggins (1981) reside in San Rafael. They have
four adult children and one grandchild.

https://www.courts.ca.gov/home.htm



