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Stafeof California

Memorandum

To:

From:

YOUTH AND ADULT CORRECTIONS AGENCY

Mike Deavers, Assistant Executive Secretary  Date: October 4, 1967
Governor's Office
State Capitol File No.:
Sacramento, California
Subject: Re. Comments on CRLA

it

Department of Corrections, Sacramento 95814

Following are some random comments for your use as per our phone
conversation this morning. As I told you most of my information
is via word-of-mouth and I would not advise use of such items

as in the El Macreado representation or how the Salinas CRLA of-
fice views their role without verification. ~

1. The position of CRLA in some Central California Counties, It
is common knowledge that CRLA is used as a vehicle to curb any
legal services programs initiated by local Bar Associations in
certain Central California counties, This is particularly true
in San Joaquin County and in Stanislaus County. In a discussion
with the Executive Director of the Legal Aid Society in San
Joaquin County it was pointed out to me that CRLA was to repre-
sent clients in the '"southern half" of said county. I called
this same person today -- Mr, Walter A, Hastings -- and he men-
tioned to me that the Bar Association of San Joaquin County and
the Directors of the Legal Aid Society of San Joaquin County have
gone on record as opposing representation of San Joaquin residents
by the CRLA office in Modesto, Stanislaus County. This was to

be the office which represented clients in the southern half of
the county.

There has been no official notification from either Regional OEC
or from the CRLA organization in Modesto that this position by
the San Joaquin lawyers has been accepted. San Joaquin Legal
Aid and the Bar Association in the county were against such ar-
rangement from the beginning and are operating on the premise
that the San Jea?uin Legal Aid Society is the duly constituted
representative of indigent clients throughout the county.
However, it evidently is a matter of formal record that CRLA

is recognized by the Regional office of Economic Opportunity as
the representative body for indigent clients in the southern
half of San Joaguin County.

In Stanislaus County the Regional Office of Economic Opportunity
approved a legal services program sponsored by the Stanislaus
County Bar Association and the Stanislaus Community Action
Commission with the restrictive condition that the program operate
only within the confines of the Modesto Airport district and the
city limits of Modesto. This condition was devised after the

Bar Association had cooperated in good faith in the preparation
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of the legal services program and grant request. The conditions
limiting coverage of the program were imposed at the request of
the Community Action Commission's Executive Director, such re-
gquest being made subsequent to the Bar Association's approval

of the program. This restrictive condition, in actuality, allows
the CRLA office in Stanislaus County to represent all other in-
digent clients not within the boundaries defined above., This
condition was objected to by the Bar Association and negotiations
are currently in process to resolve the conflict,

2. CRLA has evidently been used as a lever by community action
agencies to coerce local Bar Associations into accepting programs
which they feel are a compromise of their own principles, The
method by which this is done is that the local community action
agencies let the Bar associations know that, if they do not
accept a program which is agreeable to the community action
agencies they will find that the CRLA program is ready to come
into the county and be the legal service program for the county.

3, It can be fairly inferred from ome of the conditions of the
CRLA grant that I have read that the CRLA program is to cease
operation in any county where a suitable alternative to it exists.
This same thought was conveyed to me by the Executive Attorney

of the CRLA office in Salinas, California when he pointed out in
conversation that he viewed the length of their operations as
being somewhere in the nature of a five~year duration, He felt
that after the five year peried the Monterey County Bar Associa-
tion would be prepared to pick up the legal services program

and carry it forth from that time, The five-year period is an
arbitrary figure which he selected for conversation purposes

but it does point up the fact that some members of CRLA do not
view themselves as being a permanent legal services program.

I would say, however, that this philcsophy does not seem to carry
across the board and, certainly, has not been made known by
actions or by words to other members of the Bar or to represen-
tatives of local action agencies or the public at large.

4, CRLA has just recently completed an agreement with the Cali-
fornia Bar Association which would seem to indicate that they
are going on the premise of being a permenent organization in
California. A copy of this agreement is attached.

5. I was told by James Lorenz, Executive Director of California
Rural Legal Assistance that his program has acted in a legal
capacity in behalf of El Macreado, the publication of the National
Farm Workers' organization. He expressed some dismay with the
activities of El Macreado in that it had printed numercus libelous
statements (to the tureof $30 million in libel suits) which evi-
dently CRLA was trying to extricate them from,
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6. CRLA attorneys seem to become involved in other controversizl
programs which don't necessarily involve law, As an example I
would cite the Vista volunteer program which was vetoed by the
Governor last summer. The Executive Director of that program -=-
a Miss is a CRLA attorney of some notoriety.

Her principal purpose in this particular program was to involve
law students from out~of~state in a massive effort to re-write
and update the welfare rights program in Los Angeles County.

In our contact with her she was totally uncooperative and lacking
of any courtesies which one would ascribe to an attorney.

BOB WALTERS
Executive Officer
Board of Corrections






Paul Beck ey October 3, 1967

brought are simply maneuver tactics used to harass the public
officials making the decisions, and to obtain leverage to force
policy changes. The legal action itself may be unsuccessful, or
actually dismissed, but the harassment has had its effect when
policy decisions are delayed or thwarted. If an ordinary citizen
were paying for such legal representation, his attorney would tell
him that his suit had little or no chance of success, and therefore
would advise him that such an action would not be fmmidzxkx
economically feasible. However, when lawyers for CRLA and similar
programs are bankrolled by the government, they have no such
inhibitions. This again gives the special interest groups an
advantage over the ordinary citizen.

Another aspect of this problem is the ethical responsibility of
lawyers. Attorneys £mx have an obligation, under the canons of
legal ethics, not to advertise, solicit clients, or encourage
others to maintain litigation. Clearly, there is a great temp-~
tation for legal assistance lawyers, representing so-called

"class actions” to engage in such tactics -~ indeed it is almost
necessary if they are going to engage in such quasi-political
activity. It is in this area that public officials, the State Bar,
and other leaders of the legal profession must develop standards
of professional conduct which will guide the "lawyers for the poor"
and bring their practices into line with the standards of dignity
and responsibility which have traditionally kmer characterized :
the leqal profassion. :

Edwin Meese IIIX
EM:fx

ccs Bill Clark
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RESOLUTION OF THE 1970 STAMNILSLAUS COUNTY GRAND JURY

WHEREAS, as the fesult of its investigations during
its term of office, the 1970 Stanislaus County Gr.nd Jury,
"yepresenting the conscience of thé communi.ty, recognizes the
need for adequate legal assistance for the poor; and | o

WHERFAS, there is growing public concern that
California Rural Legal Assistance, Inc. is not carrying out
its stated corporate-purpose of providing adequate_legal
assistance for the poor; and | |

WHEREAS, California Rural Legal Assistance, Inc. has
refused to comply with the‘process of -this Grand Jury in an
investigation of the corporate activities of California Rural
Legal Assistance, Inc. to deteiﬁime whether it is providing‘
adequate legal assistance for the poor; |

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the 1970 Stanislaus
County CrandAJury hereby recommends to the Governorrof the State
of California that he veto funding of the legal services program ° T
of California Rural Legal Assistance, Iﬂc.; and |
| BE IT FURTHER RESQOLVED that the 1970 Stanislaus Counfy
Grand Jury hereby recommends to the Governor of the State of
California that he caﬁse‘inyestigations to be instituted and -
conducted by appropriate federal, state and local agencies into
the corporate activities of California Rural Legal Assistance, ’
Inc.; and . |

BE IT FURTHER RESCLVED that a copy of this Resolution
shalikbe forthwith transmitted to the Governor of the State of
California, to all Stanislaus County members of the State

Legislature, to the elected California representatives in Congress,



~and to the federal officials having jurisdiction in this mattex
for appropxiaté action consistent with this Resolution.

The foregoing Resolution was unanimously adopted, a
quorun of sixteen members being present, at a regular meeting
of the Grand Jury held on Wednesday, December 16, 1970, at
Modestd, California. . | |

A

1970 STANISLAUS COUNTY GRAND JURY

s S -
A s
~ ; \,\f-i Tty -:';’ i

‘ - T JAVES P. LIVIKGSTON, Foreman
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Decenbzr 15, 1579

, -
Henerabhle Ronalid W, Reagan
Governor .of California : :
“State Capitol -
Sacramuento, California
Dear Governor Reaoan:
Since you wiil soon nake a decision regardins continied funding
for certain federally finoanced legal corzanizations, including
California Ruval Legal Assistance, Inc,, this letter is written
to yespectfully ask that vou decline to accent such funa
I 2nm convinced that this agency has fallen fary sheort of its
chiective; nanely, to provide leeal aid for those vho cannot
afford it. -

-
~

Naturally, iring Wy years in the Legislature many constitucents
have brought their vroblens to my attentien or that of my staff,
Upon evaluation of these prohlens 1 renlized that thers was no
lesislative or acency rencdy for many of thoem, These particular
constituents obvicusly needed an attoracy and nany of them could
not afferd one, Conscauently they were referrcd to C,RLLLA,

This has hcen especially true in =y district office in Yukha City.
My fiela representative thare, Mr., Blaine Grahar, has im’crﬁu
ne on nrany cccasions that he has referraed such cases toe the
Marvsvilile office of C.R.L.A, and that these constituents have '
returned to hin saying that CT.RILUAL would not z2ccept them 2s
clients even though they qualified for help insofar as financial
inabiiity to pay was conceranzd,

At owmy divection Mr, Grahan contacted Mr, Richard TLI?LT of )ovr
lezal staff ard has been supplving hin with docunented evidence
vhich serves te show that this orpanizatien is not prov 1ding '
lezzl services for the poor per sc,
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OFFICE OF

CR I
Lt
o LEELE
1100 EYE STREET -~ ROOQOK 300 MODEZSTO;CAL[F-‘ORHH‘\ PHONE 524-125%
Deecwember 11, 1970 v

Hr, Lewis K. Uhler, Divector

State Office of Economic Opportunity
Department of Humen Resources Development
8§00 Cepitol Mall ' ’
Sacramento, California

Dear Mr. Uhler:

Recently you sent 2 letter and 2 question-

r+t
il oty

naive to at least two nembers of our Board of
Supervisors asking their evalua ujon of the CRLA
program,

n respond individually, they dis-
cusovd tho matter with their colleagues at &
e _

As a result of thisg di
visors adopted 2 motion urg
progran be abolished. A cog
order is enclosed,

GG:bd
Enclosure
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The Honorable Ronald

Govarnor of California
Sacremento, California

Re: California Rural Lfﬁﬂl Assistance, Inc.
Dear CGovernor Reagan:

This is to rvequest that you veto any appropriation of fuads
for California Rural legael Assistance, Inc. bacause of its pyresent
operetion., ¥t is the opinion of this office that CRLA is not
cm‘rv\'uf out the purposgses for widch 1t was intended as enumerated
in its Articles of Inco "pOfBLLOW as filed with the ucc“cL“r3 of
State on March 3, 1966, Tris request would not be made if CRLA
were truly serving the necds of the POOIT, )

Although CRIA was incorporated pursuent to the General
Non-Profit Incorporation Lzw of the SL e cf California, events
of the past month would appear to indicate otherwise. Specifically,
- during the Jatter pert of Kovember, 1970, the Stanislaus County
. Grand Jury voted to underta;: an inves tiqatioa of the operation
o CRLA., The 1 ir ¢ Attorney off CRL stated in the public
‘ press that he welcomed s 1ch 2y inve ctgatioa. It was only aitar
my office issued subpoenas to verious officials of CRLA, includin
- 2 number of subpoenas dvces tecum, as well as a subpozna duces
técun issued to a Fresno bail bOuesm:z, that CRLA claimed that it
(g ne fro estigation by county grand juries by virtue of
c of the United States Constitution,
1970, CRLA filed a complaint in the Federal
: e Eastern District of California seccking a
restreining order against the Stanislaus County Grand Jury end ne
from proceeding with any investigation of CRLA, In this action,
RL4 Jabeled dtsclf "a federal legal scrvices project'. DBy virtue
of this descriptive title, and having in mind the various types
of acticns which CRLA has filed end the course of conduct it has
pursucd, it would appeay that the federal government, konowingly



S Ltr. to The Honorabl
le:  Celifornia Nura
December 14, 1970
Page 2 ~

or unknowingly, is
effectiveness and in
I cannot believe the

e Ronald Rea
1 Legzal Assi

inancing gr

teori

£ Con
c

0
s
N S 0
such a resu

gan

stance, Inc,

ups to undermine the operalion,
tate and local govermments.

r the President of the United
lt, ' '

ALEXANDER M. VOLFE
District Attoirney
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Sfanujuus (knnﬂy Bar Association

P. 3, BOX 855
MODZESTD, CALIFONNIA

December 9, 1970

‘Mr. Lewis F. Uhler

Department of Human Resources Development
Office of Economic Opoovtunlty

800 Capitol Mall

Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Mr., Uhler:

It is the opinion of the Stahlslaus County Bar
Association that California Rural Legal Assistance is not
adequately serving the needs of the poor, measured by the express
purposes for which it was orioinally funded, It is, therefore,
additionally the opinion of the Stanislaus Coun;y Bar Association
that operations of CRLA should not be continued on their present
basis. ' :

I am authorized to say that this letter reflects
not only the opinion of the present officers and Executive
Committee of the Bar Association, but the opinions of the former
‘Pre91oenus, whose names I an auth011zeo to use:

Douglas M. Sutter - Cleveland J. Stockton
William R. Lundgren ' o J. Wilmar Jensen
Alexander M. Wolfe Jared Hawkins

Lewis N. Hawkins Elmer L. Winger
Carlos J. Badger Ronald E. Bates

James P. Mower . Arthur R. Friedman
E. Dean Price : ) '

Very truly yours,

STANISLAUS COUNTY BAR

ASSOCIATION, 4
\ ‘v RDJ\V\ s,
! . ld.l T s :

PrG51aan
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. December 19, 1970
The Honorable Ronald Reagan
ffice of the Covefnor
State Cepitol
SacramenLo, CA 95814
Reagamn:
After careful ev TUQ‘LOD,
funds for the California Rural Legal A581s;ance
as CRLA, '

T

Dear Covernor

T0the
program, Known :
ic Society

TThe demage done to Democrat
fa ar outweighs the service to poor people. A diffevent wa
f giving o a to the poor should be devised that is

jessl aid
o
ad

free of activi itical action.

fully yours,
h /o o
\*\‘i' A o
: V(] [~vin
Dr GLIfIOId F. Loaoer, Pre
League California Cities
Mayor, City of Delano

i
;
,/

1 .

iden

C’]

-

Cable Adilicss — LEAGUECAL, Baheloy, U.S.A
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~ ool toward the end of scvering all

©w State Bar ofv

;functsonzng of

HW!?[EE ON

T is the recormendation of
--lmpcrxul County Bar Association withdraw its representative from

n Imperial County Bar Association and C,R,L.A,,
rial County Bar Association urge the State Bar of
Californio to reconsider its position with respect to C,R.L.A.
official e
California and C, R. L.A , S : - ~ e

s the C.R,L,A., Board of Directors and
;77 betwee
P that the lmp

The.committee has StLoxeo and obsorvcd
California Rural Legal Assistance,

IMPERIAL COURTY gAR’ASéOC!ATLON"

C.R.L.A.
th:s cormittee that the

connection
and further,

sever all official

conn#ctxon betwLen the

the

The committee

oot feels that C,R.L.A, as it is operated and staffed exists primarily’
~Lohufor the purpose of provoking social reform, The committee feels -
i-that C,R.L,A, does not function as a law office which specializes
in what has become to be known as 'poverty law'", but rather, it
;functions as a device for promoting special-interest groups and
~only operates as a law office because it has chexmxnco that tni
is a cpnven'eht means to effectuate its ends — o

-

financing,

purpose,

<;fj}}‘C,R,L.A,’S current
o i to determine that its
-..-~_consider this to be C,R,L.A.'s

funding

el T 1t s the feeling of

i1t ogovernment should not

-7 L political ’ctivity Ve
(e Imperial County Bar Association,

-2 - should, by participating in the func :
approval on C,R.L.A.'s oun particular concepts of SOfiml'
To usc an analogy, one cannot quarrel
pouse particular political or social causes,
no one would propose that the A,C.L.U,
dized by the fedaral government or sponsored by
the '
It secms.
feather,

“stamp 0;
N reform,
“ithe ALCLL LU,
It is hoped,
should be subs
~the American Bu Association,
LCounty PRar Association,
and C, R.L,A are birds of &

to ¢s

I‘Ch"\’\”’f‘, that

“Association by the then director,
.an organization which provided legal services for poor ‘individuals.
~unable to hire their-own attorneys,
a study of the manner in

it €eLcrmans will be he]pfu]

However,
. functions c]Lar]y shows that it is C.R, l,A;‘s
promote whatever social reforms
“ the poor by means of legal actions.

request and its house organ,
lawyars anc
prime

o

When C.R,L.A, was originally formeo wzth federal
it was represented to the lmperial '

County Bar

James Lorenz, that it would be

This is stil1] its ostensub]e
which C,R.L.A. ’
‘intention to

One needs only to-read the
hOxtClEhO
its ata;.

- L
members Of

“Lh-r
function,.

this committece that the fTederal

subsidize any particular salient social or
belicve- that neither

themselves, the v
nor. the State Bar of California
tioning of C.R,LLA,, put a

with the right of

State Bar, or the Imperial
fairly obvious thot A.C.L. U,

-
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o : _ is committee feels also, judging by the practices
“temployed in is county, that some of the procedures and R
techniques utilized by the C,R.L.A, practitioners are not SRR
. < consistent with the commonly accepted canons of legal ethics B
- under which our private attorneys practice. We feel that this
“i-ecids particularly so in the aree of direct solicitation of litigation
- where the same can be justified as a technique to éffect social
creform, Further official sanction or sponsorship of C.R.LLA, by "~
.- the local Bar Association and by the State Bar would, in our. . = . "7
_ copinion, constitute an implied acquicsence and approval of R
=i professional legal practices incompatible with our own canon of -

. Th
¢l

= legal ethﬁcs, o L R ST . : f;q

-t

L. un o Cl1t is further the recommendation of this committee
“thet the County Bar Association once again take over the function =
~of the Lawyers Referral Service, R A el

PRI F

i
Ea
i

* RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,

WILLIAM E. LEHNHARDT, Chairman
ORLAMDO B. FOOTE R
CRUSSELL H. YEAGER E
~ DAVID BLUNME S,
% F, -DOUGLAS MC DANIEL

-' 4 - . -,
. - - - » . - -
= ) o ; S o
, ; : NP .
- - . -a - - - . b : - B
; L
: T ) .
. . ,
.
. .
.
- -
- -
. . - - M . .
: : - S o ;
: " , A ST
- 2]
Fm— — bt T e i) g A A e o i e 2 ey g . e e e i i . i e, e S At o Sy St et et e e sttt o e S o P



B ONO NK,OH(%HUNWY(IMMﬁﬁﬁON .
Coe MUY OFIMPERIAL COUNTY, INC. .
T L T D L COMMURITY AGTION PROGRAM T L SRS -

T U T Coeoe sl T T T ges vaan StaeeT ] S ’”C iﬂi‘(j‘.ﬁ:{i{},?_,,{/‘\

STel -. - R . exept

T . e e, EL CENTRO, CALIFORIIA B2243 ) .

T T e T R L RERERYES

]
J
)
!
v

pars
)
*
e
-
ey
(a3}
0
w
&)
o
b
ok

o
.“J
o
(\ -
T¢]
O
-y
)
30
M O
A o
? n
s
M
@
—r
pak
’S -c:
e
)
[
-t
7~
o
Yyt

el ahz.0n - - -3
Fro: ::sz.oﬁz‘i' T - . D H WA {3_. VU ;3
; L B - . N . : ’ e - )
- T . p . . oF 3
ST T - B : S S . F(C‘m»:{fi,.fm? ‘-_H
PR ,.'- - PR - . -‘ -~ T -._-' - JRRT "' . '.V_ -.'. w
A PCHIC  E T T e R : {tc’wwfm,g_. 7 P r)]n
P B ol : B G PR e S e s R
" * ..' .‘ ; " 2 - - ’ - ) * i - . ,".", . i . -'_V . .': : ) "’ . s
B }?Cb?ﬂfll‘,’ 16,_ 1970 . ; T SR ‘ '_ S - . R S
. . . . - T . " . . T N i
% p - N . - % i - ... .: - '_. ot ,’
. . L - - e ~ . - —— & -
s . .:_. B ] 1'::{1& J( 03 }; ¢ Cr.'m»tcl'-} P]'nes:’kdcnt ” ] B 4' (- M E . v‘_-._ J-'A‘.-_‘., - «."4"1.
e .[**wrlal County . Bax Assocliatien . . SRRt T e T
ST T Taw Budlding, Suite Q0L Lo e R
LT 695 Brozdvey B . . LT A
Tt .Td oo EL Centyo, Califomnda 92243 T L
Lt Desr ¥r. Corber: = D T e e e T L T
SRR - . { > - SRR
R At the dost regoler mesting of this Commission q::cstiono vera
conL 0 pedsod regarding tho availability of legel serviccs to the lou-
Incoms sicents of In al Coun ted cut thal

’
-,J
(.
fo
¢
J\
-
o
&
b
Ptal
L
[&]

o o ne
s T2 Lo fhoe Califoraia Ruvael
-

: - P o ~t 3
R P LR S YerY Lo donastic and

[&s)
.
4o

Pt
b
Y
— W
¢
0

vt b
(G INEE
tq

,
L

by

6 2

Tode S ;Jn

f
)
= v

oy
]
-t

4 M

SO 0w
£

i O
B . e - - - RS —— PR Y 2 o S
o T e have vo bo found. The Coumissio & like com forin
T = - S P -~ - - b2 -t oy " -, 2w s o -
: ERE T . 1.0 Mﬁv‘\; Ounu;. Clary i"].S ol c.»’all?.ol &G - COLy T()ldtl\’O (e L3517

SooAncona, E Tl e : SR

;‘--; - : . T i : » . 3 . R . . - - . : - .
cim o o - Y have bzon rec wested to contact the Bar Ascoclction and ask i 3%
R A ¢ ;ould be 1)ow.¢ulo {o have a representative proesenl ob our next .
ST e T regalar Coxe mdscion meating Yo give us some Information or gvi’f:jxce
.o oi. oom this cuesiion, . - - S o
T ('hm nest LC: 2:13 vill be ‘1 1d et v’ﬂ“’ Li nte Mezoriad CC?‘“.{»(*T‘ b
TP Breawlocr on W 9{0 - 7:30 pemy ¥RALL you plt:;s ) )
. Inform this ol mvative can atiend, T
X o \.‘ , o : o ) N . e
ot Simcerely yours o e PR RE Tl
o . - ’ ’ T . :
SR LA TSR . - -
.Ceoxeron Hend - el ’
Forvoubive Dir NP R
it/ S e .




MINUTLES OFF IMPLRIAL COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION MEETING
' March 13, 1970 ‘

The meeting was called to order by President Jam Carter, at 12:30 p.m.,
on Maic } 13, 1970. : .

Guests introduced:

Two guests were introduced, the first being John Netterblad, from San Diego,
introduced by Russ Kirk, and Lawrence Sattinger, {rom San Diego, introduced
by David Dotson. : : :

Report on Conference of Dalegates.

S "',r'.

President Carter reported that he and Franklin D. McDg,niel and David
. Dotson of the Iimparial Count ty Bar Association, attended the Conference of
'DaleUaLcs mccun(f on the week-cnd of March 6 hand 7th.

Mr. McDaniel rmdrted that the cont’crcncﬁ, of delegates considered
several resolutions and pr oposals including a pf)ssnbﬂu) of establishment of a
client's security fund for reimbursement to clients of embu//ku funds; group
legal practices in California; and appeals for scholarships for mmcuny law
students. Mr. McDanie) further suggested that thc 10"8 bar association con-

sider establishment of a sc 101aLgulp _foz, mexican~-american ]'m. studcm

California Rural Legal Assistance:

Committee chairman William Lehnharde reported that his commitiee had sub-
mitted a written report and recommenda tions to the Imperial County Bar As-
sociation, a _copy of which report was mailed to each member of the Bar. Mr.
Lehnhard: offered several comments on the report including the fact that no
direct emphasis was to be placed on the local CRLA office. Mr. Lehunbardt
further stated that he would resign his position from the Board of Trustees of
California Rural legal Assistance in the near future. Mr. Altshuler, of the
Califcrnia Rural Lc ral As 0151311 ce ofiice of El Centro then replied to Mr.
Lehnhardt's commments and Mr. Lehnhardt's commitiee report and suggested
that an in depth stu i) e made of the issues raised by the committees report.

; Mr. Charles Pinney moved that the Irnperial County Bar Association
adopt the Lehﬁaaldt commimittee report and the recommendations contained therein,
and that the Imperial County Bar Association pass a resolution withdrawing all
supnou of C'ﬂl!Ol nia Rural Legal A%iatame withdrawing its members Irom the
Board of Iumtccs, withdrawing the Lawyer's RG’°1 ence Service from control of
California Rurel Legal Assistance and ICL‘;LO] ing it's control to the Imperial County
Bay Association, that a copy of the resolution ¢ and recominendations be forwarded
to the State Bar and to the Board of Trustees at California Rural Legal Assistance
This motion was seconded by Mr. T. ]J. Sands and after substaniial discussion
_the motion weas passed. ' ' I

Economic Oppor mey ‘Commission Request for services and crmd nce:
President Carter then read a lo tter C‘amu on Hendry the local direcior of the

Economic Opportunity Commission o letter stated in substance that the local
office of the California Rural L. ewal 1\ ssistance had not been handling all matters
concerning k»"n-’*s ic. relations cases of indigent clients and My, Herdyy reguested
that yepresentative of the Tmperial County Iul Association meet with the Economic
Opportu nity Cor ﬂ'ﬂl'\;LlOd of Impzrial County and render sorme guidance on the
question. ;

Mr. Charles Pinney moved and Mr. Charles 1. Sturdevant, Jr. scconded
a motion that President Cavter '\}H oim a represcntative to the Eeonomic Opportunity
Commission meating to render such requested guidance.  President Carter stated to -
the agsembled n,cctmﬁ that he would appoint this ronre sentative at a later daic and

1fcm n this representative and the Econormic Opportunity Commizsion of said

“] -



appointment by letter

Medical Insurance: . : ‘

Ron Lane informed the meeting that the Connecticut General Insurance
Con pmy s medical plan had gone iuto ) effect on March ), 1970, and not on
] nuary 1, 1970, as origim]h planned.

Mr. Lane further informed the moeting that there were some claims

hetween Jd'“lul} 1970, and February 28, 1970, amow 1tin<“ to approximately
$300 to $400 and My Lane‘suggcstﬁd that the me mbq s of the medical insurance’
. plan ea c‘1 be assessead a pro-rata basis to cover the Clmms for Jdmmly and

February. I\u ‘ilhm 1 byz d moved and Mr. MeDaniel seconded that this plan
‘be adopted to direct the adiministrator to bill the members of the plan on a pro-
vata ba 313 to p'i) these lﬂwms After a short discussion the motion was passed.

Impax jal County - San Diego Cou Nty Ban Ass O”lai on Meeting:

Mr. Lou Plourd informed the group that the San Die g0 Bar Association meeting

with Imperjal County would h“ held in Impsual Coumy this year ¢ 711d after discus-

szon it was suggested that the first choice of dates be April 17, the second choice
2 April 2;, and if neither of these dates is agrecable to the San Diego Bar

A oqa jon then to suggest that the meeting be held on May Sth or May As5th. It

vas further suggested “hat a Golf Iouv*namhm be held in'conjunction with the _

mecting at the ]mg rial Valley Country Club and that the committee, composed of

Mr. Thornas Na sif,~Mux. Charles Pinney and Mr. John Carter, be appointed to

set up plano for the Golf Tournament, : ,

Adjourm‘h@nt‘:

<
s

The me n' was adjourned at 1:55 p.m. . Respectfully submitted.

ATTEST: '

PREEREE .',-A ‘ - I 4 V .

i



DIRECT ALL COLEUINCATIONS TO:
P.O, BOM 1309
SALINIAS, CALIFORNTIA $320Y

COullyy ¢
COURT HOHUZE = PHONE:
SALIMAS, CALIFORNIA £3201

CFPICE oF ThEE Y !’i'f}CT IASY

December 8, 1970

S

PLEASE REFER TO: °

Mr. Lewils K., Uhlex, Director

Office of Fconowmic. Opportunity

State of California

Department of Human Resources Development
800 Capitol Mall

Sc.CLuLTL°11L.O, Cali ]POJ.U.-Q 95814

Re: C. R. L. A,
De

Ny

2 Mr, Uhler:

It is wmy recommendation that California Rural Legal Assistance
shall no longer be perwitted to operate in Monterey County.

1t has become 2 totally irresponsible and unrestrained opera-
tion of an egency funded by the Federal Governwent which has
interfered with and has harrausad County and State agencies
and departments with alwost total abandonment of its orLgluql
conncept Lo sexve 1nd;vnougl poor people in rural counties.

,I havc noficed with disgust end alarm lte repe Stcd activities
in criminal matters, the details of which are set forth in the
guestionnaire sent to me and many othey wewbers of the Bar
sometime ago. My opinions are baoed not only on specific
matters but have come to wmy attention by general discussion
in past wonths with members of the lJocal Bar and wewmbers of
my own stafl who have sent indigent people to C,R.L.A. for
help in watters 1uvolw1nv divorce, ba nkrppucy Yaw, landlord
problems end problems with creditors The alwmost uniform
reaction has been Lhat those Juawvent por;ons are told by
C.R.LAA. in effect, "we do not have time for your individual
cases ' ‘ :

The actions of this agency have been a gross interference with
and infringewent upon the eutn0£1ty of the Grand Jury of the
Covngy the Board of Supervisors of the CQLﬂLy and those ficlds
in vhich the office of the Attorney General of Californie could,
and wvould, act for complaints within its authority.



Mz, lewis K. Uhlex December 8, 1870

. 5 N
This agency has failed wiserably to discharge its obligations
to the indigent rural people, has wasted hundreds of thousands
of dollars of oux tadvv,»and has caused expensive and time-
consuming involvement of our 1CC@7 egencies in answering its

vicious attacks,

BNY/eb

Very truly yours

4//{}”5/7"7 Sl

7

BERTRAM N, YQUNG .
District Attorney



SONOMA COoUXNDTY T3 ASSOCIATION

POST OTFICH BOX 1348

pLs

NTA HOSA, CATITUNNIA 456102

December 23, 1970

Mr, Cco{Lje) L., Clark

Office of Yconowmic Opportunity
800 Capitol Mall

Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Mr., Clark:

Confirming our tel ephone conversation of December 21, 1970,
reporting an action of the Executive Board of the Sonoma
County Bar Association at thelr meelting on thet date, the
following is the resolution adopted by the Board:

RESOLUTION
- WHEREAS, he Sonoma Covdfy Dev Association filed its
application with the Office of Economic Opportunity for the
funding of a proposed legal assistance program for Sonoma

County in 1967, and

, the California Rural Legeal Assistance corpor-

en and still is funded by the OJLLCQ of Economic

£ r leg {] services to be rendered to the indigent
1ity, and

WHAEREA
atiocn hes b
Oppo1LL Ly
in Sonoma Co

IEREAS
1es be

WVHEREAS, this Board continues to believe that the legal
care Lype program proooscd in its said 1967 application is
still the best type of program for the poor in Sonoma County,
IT IS RESOLVED that the Executive Board of Sonoma CounLy
Bar Assoclation re-affirms its position as set forth in sa
1967 application for a legsl i~51 tance program in Sonoma Coquy

-1
s
e o
1

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the Sonoma County Bar Associa-
tion and/or the Legal Aid Foundation of Sonoma County can best
meet the necds of the poor in Sonoma County.

T fS FURTHER RULSOLVED theat this Executive Board re-affirms

its position that locel control by the Sonoma County Bar Asso-
ciation and/ox the Legal Aid Youndation of Sonoma County can
best in 3lcnonL the ]HH]'(W( legal sexvices program and provide
the most cfficicent utilization of Federal funds.

Page Once



Mr. Ceolire
December 23, 1970
Page Two

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the Sononma Cownty Bar Asso-
ciation acceplt Ffunding by the Office of Economic Onpor“unjty
for indigent legal scrvices in Sonowa Counpy in place of the
California Rural Legal Assistance corporation.

I am enclosing & photocopy of our 1967 legel services appli
cation, which was the result of a great deal of time and
effort on the part of several members of our Bar Association,
Ve studied the mzitter for several months and obtained approval
of the Sonoma County Community Action Council, We did not
obtain the. mporoveT of the Sonoma County Board of Supervisors.
The Bozrd of Supervisors refused to act on the ground that
some 0f its members feared the program would create & divorce
mill., Tt is doubted thet the present Board of Supervisors
would teke this position. '

a
ff cquat 1; service the existi I
poox in every day situations which require 1cgz] be]p He
obtained’figures from the Santa Rose Czlifornia Rural Legeal
Assistznce office on their activities for 1970, and after
our Bozrd studied them, we were unable To con cludc that the
figures were meaningful, :

The Resolution will
~Sonoma County Bar A

be taken up at our January or FCOKUcLy
s
bar essociation. If v

ociation meetin g for action by the entire
e may be of any “further ass istance, please

advise.
Sincerely; A
: g Ny
J Lty A S !a,;.;;,-j--,,c
"Newton Dzl Poggelto” o
ND jis
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mo L AREATAY LY

STATE OF CALYFORHLA

Couvnity 61 Sa Parbarea - ’
’ b, QAEES W, O HOULMHAN, being duly sworn, depose and say:

That 3 am a duly eppointed, sworn Depuly District Attorne
of the County of Sznic hul'MJCz, State of Calif cn*17n, That prior tc

being sworn in in. this county on HNovember 20, 1967, 1 was a legal)
appointea, sworn in Deputy District Alaorzey ot the CounLy of

Tulare, State of California, fron approxn,z tely the }gi day of

ember, 1866, to Kovember 20, 1967. Pricr to that, I was a

Tegally appointed police officer of the City of Los Angeles, re-

tiring with the rank of Lit. of Po]ncc ‘ e T

By first contact with the Ca itTornia Rural Legal Assis-
tence wes with @ Mr. Gary Bello in Visalia, Californiz. Wr. Bells

actions were s$o obnoxicus, demanding and showed such a lack of any
. . : s /
ethical standards that on at least one occasion he was ordered by

[es

the ?u!'e to leave his courtroom. During the periocd of time, he

»

or neamvers of the steff of C.R ..A. intervered with the prosecuiic

o7 several criminal cases involvang arrests made by the Visalia
Police De pcrLHOn-. R .

In Sania Havia, Donald Y. Haynes was the Senior Attorney

of C.R.L,A. During his tenure it was known by many of th; other
s e , . A
ettorneys in town that he did not have enough legal work io do.

owever, in my official position, 1 found that he actively defend:

one, Hicheel Diaz, charced with the crime of cont I]fUL?Hﬂ to the

vency of & minor (P.C, SE 272), and appeared in court as

attorazy of record for said Diaz. Thé casc involved en 18 year

old toy coumitting Stat Rape on a 15 year old'girl, end when Uhe

c¢irl's pzreats objected, menbers of the C.E.L.A.'s office took (h
s Labing her to Mexico and arrangoed Tor then
get varvied. (AL deast, this f¢ whatl Mr. Hayncs stated to the

Covrt). I scricusly considered t(abing the cace to L{he Graad Jury



My Beynes and others with & Telony. Hovever, duce to

'eviﬁcﬂtfary problems and the press of other felony matiers, ) did
not do so, | .o i

. Hr.o Beynes, din the cese of ﬁgggbijb;ﬁgggj~ﬁgg£§i§
(another criming) :cz:§c iE}VOW}Cing failure Lo provide 7or children),

did represent said defendant in court ws his attorncy. 1 recal)

several other cases involving Failure to Provide where Mr. Donald
Haynes did enter on the part of the defendant and, in one particu-

lar case, advised the defendant not to take blood tests.

In People v. Santiago Arguijo, {another criminal failure

to provide case), both Mr. Wolpert and Mr. Burton Fretz of the

C.R.LLVAL have indicated that they were representing the defendant.
. . B ~ :

Currently, the Sante Barbara County District Attorney's

-
hl‘

offic

o
-
L7}
"
ey
|
=
1£9)
Ay
-
2
o
“
-2

ig on behalf of the People of the State of
California in & casc brought by the C.R.LLA. on & ¥rit of Habeas

.

o , . . _ S . -
Corpus in the case of Tiburcio Cardoza v. Guadszlupe Justice Courlt,

This is z criminal metter in which the C.R.L.A. is attempting to

have the Supevior Court set aside @ plea of wuiltly entered in 1968

by rr. Cardoza., There was one interesting point in that the

Petitioner (Cardoza) claims not to be zble to speak, .read or write

- «

English, yel the petition for the writ is in English., Theve was
o English to Spanish interpretation under oath., There were two

"~ E .
grriaay

-~
.
Y

“and the facts of each differ to a point that

1, as 2 non-Spenish reading person, could deteraine that there

were ¢iiferent fects stated in cach of the three documenis. This

is either 2 cese of pevjury or clericz) ervor, )
. During the recent lettuce sirike, a Hr. Charles Farnswor

United Farn Meorkers atltorney, camwe Lo town end did not have an

saw HMr., Farasworth in conslant
retz of CORULVAL In fact, on one occasion, Hr.

Josoph Grllec, o aztitorney at lay infTorned me that i7 1 could
i ; : , |

not fied Fro Pernsworth et the Undon Ha)) hie vould probably be of



.

-

o

<.

7

S

cettorney to eppesr for the UFLOC to Anterview, anc

of the C.R.L.AL, would v

- -
o

the office of the C.RVLLVAL @s he wes using their Yaw library and,

i to c¢o leaal work., QOn onc ¢oCca-

sion, atter the arrest of Reul Santiego, UFHOC Union Lapor Organi
zev, and two others for attempted murder, hr. Fretz was -the Tirst

Santiaco and the-other two arrestees at the Sheriff's Stetion.
In fzct, he made at least two contacts with the defendants on the
periiculer dey. ‘ IO TR SR

-

) Since the conviction of Raul Santiago

1

fense in the Guadalupe Justice Court, Mr. Farnsworth and br, Fre:

- s

of the C.R.L.A have been {iling many disqual

.

cations against

r
1

o Y

dudce Stewart, ceausing undue hardaship upon the court system. The

only grounds for asserting such disqualification is Judge Stewar
a2lleged Yack of sympathy with the lettuce strike. Judge Stewart
in my mind, even though he is @ lay Justice, is probably the mos

Yo

respecied and feir Jurist in the County of Santa Barbera. The

- . hd - L -

people of Guedalupe would have no one else as their Judge. He i
continuvally stiriving to do an outstanding Jjob.

1t has been my expericnce that Mr. Haynes, as a menber

i

—t
(RPN

e false letters to the Editor of the

- - e - - - s e - -

locz) pzper containing falsehoods and made use of & "back-door™
’ : ’ o ) ' . - s
¢ the presence of opposing-

policy in talking to Jdudges outs
counsel. HMr. Fretz, in bis azppearances in court, hazs been very

poorly prepared and most arguments are besed upon Temotion and
¢ non-legal approach. His eppearence and that of his associate

“ ¥

in 1he courts heore crecte @ very untavoraeble feelin

C
-

y toward the

AT

office. This is parliculariy true with regare

S”to'ihC-Tohg.hai
of thz @ssociales and thcif carvrying of purses, |

When 1 came to the City éf Santa ¥Marie, the CTFQJ‘.A.
vould not tebe any cases fﬁf & poor pcrioﬁ unless U was @
acticn.  For & long poriod of {ime, T have fd]\(ﬂﬂﬂ?'thc appy

{hat whon povaons ce)) our office for Yesn) accictance 1 owould



[y 2
51

)
i

reT ey

pah

eccesions i

thewm to CUOR O Y
back end stele thael CT.RILA uou]d not
the persen to co bock to CoRLVAL end ¢ot &
) o
and inferm C.R.LVAL that the purpose of thi

said rejection

own kn

Teast

e 1 ¥

hpparvently,

T
he party

not until t has fir
rejections.,  This, of cours
are few private attorneys.

both the zittorneys and the

LA s

not sterted until there hed

se poor people the
they could proceed

Lrong

o

v

1 do not believe

the C.R.LLA

iifer 31 oific
commuiiity of this size, we

the poor, which is

prograin or what

ever

Dated 2t San

3
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BADIR/A COUNTY

CCOURTY OF MADEIRA, CALIFGHMI/

” A%
- EY YOI
— it oy I TRHADTRA, CALIEO
[ SIS L 5 AN B RN

GOVIRNELRY CLMHTER

VR AVENUE

DA

TELLPHONTY 0744041

Decerber 17,

Lewis X. Uhler

Director '

State of Cz2lifornia

0ffice of FCOWﬁ:WC Oppox unlty
8

Department of Hus
800 Capitol Mell
Sacramento, Cealifornia 95814

Dear Hr. Uhler:

1670

Attached is the response of Supervisor John W. Schmitz Jr. to your inquiry
regarding the 1971 refunding propesal for the California Rural Legal Assis-

fance.

Also attached are copies of a letter dated Novewber 12, 1968 v
+directed to your office and a copy of Resolution No. 68-1. Although

documents are hotl current,

the greve concern of the Madera County Boarcd of Supervisors toward 1l

operation of the California Rural Legal Assistance program.

,’,.‘.1

Sincerely,
4 /'
_ T L . 7'!4';7 N4 .
_— N & sl Lo 1T f i (’ [/,
Doneld M. Handly T
CounLy Administrative Officer

DM L R

Mich was

these

the comments are still eppropriate and reflect

12



RESOLUTIGE IO, 581

T IIN Y » . oy e g .':.‘
VHEREAS, the Bourd oF Supeivicers oo i

r el - a . o N e .
that the granting of ¥.0.n. funds to the Califorpia Dural Legal

Qo < R

Assistance would kenerfit in scae way the poor and underprivileged that
may h cacaped other governmental programs, and \

VHEREARS, it Gid not raise its volce in opposition in the begin-

ning because this Board wished to give eany legitinate and worthehile

program an opportunity to demcnstrate its benefits and efficiency,

ang ;

ministration of schools, welfare and healih, {thug devolting taxpayer's

woriey to attack and harass local gOV@fﬂw@del administration with silly.

frivolous end ebsurd grigvances without understanding or appreciation
of the individual's rights, or the rights of the public, or its counter-
part, the cgovermaent, and

VHEREARS, {he real need of the poor and the undenprivileged is
to represent such persons with care and understanding in demestic,
_éontrattual‘and tort litigation. However, the California Rural Legal
Assistence has turned sone of these pezople away with the excuse of
baeing busy and unavallabhle for such represe >ntation, and ’

VHEREARS, {he eactivities of the California Rural ng;l‘\ssist—
ance have been distorted and uisguided with an arrogant disregard of
the desireble and benevolent assistance of the vnderprivileged; tha
the underprivilcged concept has been the excuse and the shield for the
cALr€Vﬂ3ant Cypanﬁitugo of puplic nds for the devious objectives of

NOY, T zv“‘om" 3BT RESOLVED {hat this Poaxd dozs roecownend

to the Covernor of the State of Crlifornia that he vebo ihis B.0.A.

Program until and unloess comne bonoficial aad truly helpful legal

.
™
»

L5 fomnalatad,

(557

2 Lprogran
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Siranishay Canuip
,._‘ifx.ﬁhi"iﬂiﬂ R G liToenin
WILLIAR ZEFF. JULGE December 23, 1970
Celifornia 0ffice of Economnic Opportunity
sacremento, Celifornia
Y
Attention: ¥r. George Gorf '

I have been reguested to comaent with regard

to the ecvivities and the operations of the local Calif-
1

ornia Rurel Iegel Assistance ofTice, looking toward-an
evaluetion to be made wiith regard to the legal services
which ere being afforded to those whHo ere unable To pay
for such services.

Since dinsufficient time has been allotted
Tor the purposs of meXing an in-depth study concerning
the raetter, I am, of necessity, limited to a report of
the gross impressions of the activities of thes local
C.R.L.A, office.

At the outset, it should be made unmisteakebly
clezr thet 1 have no guarrel with the premise that the
disedventaged, the needy, the poor, and those lor vhat-
ever reason who are unable to obtain legzl services by
reason of lack of financisl ability, are entitled to
have such services Turnished et public expense, and
that such legel assistance should be capable, efficient
and compatent., ’

N A serions guestion is presented, hovever, as
to wheth locelly there has not been o duplication of
services, having regard Ffor the fect that in civil matter
services of the Stanisleus County Legel Assistance are
aveilable, end in criminal matters, the ofTice of the
Public Defender is evailable, and that in Tect there are

rvices ‘ S Vit
s

Contrery to policy stzlements and opinions
issued by C.R.L.A, end reiterated fron time to time by
counsel Tor C.R.L.L,, that it is not to becone involved
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YARTIAL TRANSCRIPT OF REMARKS TO

HE SACRAMENTO PRESS CLUB, SACRAMENTO,
CALIF., February 4, 1971, BY CRUZ
REYNOSO, DIRECTOR OF CALIFORNIA RURAL

LEGAL ASSISTANCE INC,

Let me backtrack to the Sacramento and Washington scene.
Just a quick thumbnail sketch. Back about October I got a call
from one of our attorneys in Santa Rosa who said "Look, there's
~a fellow here from--we understand--from a friendly attorney,called
us from Lew Uhler's office and the:lawyer said the guy is obviously
under an assignment to do a hatchet job on CRLA, I told him "Look
you must be*mistaken. I met about ‘a year ago, with Ed Meese who
agreed that if any problems came up he would give me a call or I
would give him a call and I have had no calls from Ed." So we
“,dldn't take it that serlously., «

<,

.

. Then we started gettlng 51mllar calls from our offices in
other parts of California and then finally, on about November 6 I
think it was, we got a copy of what is to us, by now, the famous
Lew Uhler questionnaire. This is a novel way of saying "Do the
lawyers do a good job for their clients?" Imagine the reaction of

~John Sutro in San Francisco if all of a sudden 3,000 letters went
to San Francisco asklng former clients and others how does this
leading law firm in San Franciso do for their clients? Do they
really do a fine job? What is the ethics of the lawyers?

: i You know Lew Uhler saw a questlonnalre as several questlons
dealing with the ethicsof lawyers and other questions dealing with
~ that sort of important matter in terms of how a lawyer does his job.
This is’the first time in the history of the bar in this country
“that I have ever heard of that happening. What you do is if a
lawyer doesn‘t do his job there is 'a complaint, the bar has a
committee that sets this out because you are dealing with serious
matters. Well, then we knew that: if Lew was willing to use that
~ sort of tactic he was out to get CRLA and after that it became even
- more bold in what we heard. :

One of Lew Uhler's investigators went to our Madera office and
met with some of our attorneys there after being seen downtown Madera
. with the local District Attorney who introduced Mr. Uhler's investigator
to our directing attorney by sayving "Hi, this is so-and-so from the
~Governor's Office. He is down here raking folks over the coals,”
This is the sort of thing that we started hearing. :

- ~As Lew Uhler indicated in one of his press conferences -- I'm
a classmate of his -- you know I'm also a classmate of E4d Meese -~
two of my colleagues saying "My gosh, Cruz, save us from yow former
classmates." But anyway I called Lew -- this was about two weeks
before the veto -- and I wanted to see him. I came up, as well as
Dan Uevapo (phonetic spelling) Chairman of our Board and we get with
Lew about two weeks before the veta. We said "Look we get all these
terrible phone calls and understand your people are all over asking

~very prejudicial questions and if you have something you are unhappy
about tell us. 2nd Lew said "Well, you know it is true we started
getting reports from our mailer and so on and we heard some good
thlngs and some bad things but it is really too early for me to talk
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about it because I have asked a‘young'lawyer by the name of
- Chickering to put this together and I am not really that
~knowledgeable about it." , i

. We said "Well, we really ought to know before you make
recommendations to the Governor." Lew said "You will have a
chance-to get with Chickering and go over those things before
our report goes to the Govemor's Office." :

: It got to be Wednesday before the veto. The veto was pn
Saturday night and I hand't heard from Lew, and by that time I
~called Ed Meese and said "Ed, you know I hate to go over Lew's =
~head but I haven't heard from him. He said we would hear from B
him and we are only to the last few days of our grant -~- "What i
- do you know about this?" He said "I really don't get involved
in those things until the last mlnute when I get the report --
give Lew a call anyway. : , . o

; So I called Lew a few days before Chrlstmas He answers
"Meryy Christmas" and I said "Merry Christmas. Then we talked
for a few minutes, He said "You know we are writing a report and
getting together on it and I will be back to you" he said, This
‘was Wednesday. I didn't know at that time that his way of gettlng
back to me was to issue a press release on Saturday night saying._
some unkind things about CRLA

.

: We went to Washlngton and saw from the very beginning that
’hthe th1ngs Lew had put in there were "hogwash“ and we knew that OEO
. would know they were "hogwash." That's a polite Amerlcan term

for other descriptive terms I could use .for it.

For example, one of the 12 charges was that our lawyers in ;
Modesto had refused to accept service of process from the Stanislaus
Bar Association grand jury and you know that was one of his charges.
It looked terrible, what .are our lawyers doing not accepting service
of process? He forgot to add a few details at that time that there
was a law action in federal court case here in Sacramento that a
federal. judge had ruled that the grand jury had no jurisdiction over
a federally-funded program llke ours and that we should not accept
sprv1ce of process. e : ;

Now we also knew that we had called OEO when we got the service
of process and said "What do we do," It was their official position
that there was no jurisdiction. They had called the U,S. Attorney
who had appeared in court on our behalf and the judge had ruled
there was no jurisdiction so we knew that what Lew had put there,
the implications were completely untrue and we knew that OEO knew
that, So we said "We are really lucky to have Lew say he is a
lousy lawyer., We will go back to Washington and kill this guy as
~a lawyer. Gl s L e e

[ ]
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So we went back to Washlngton and saw that OEO was not: about
to act on this and we really pressed them because our grant was
about to be gone and then at the Carlucci hearings later, in a
‘few days Carlucci announced that the Governor's veto was to be
sustained and no, he wasn't going to override the veto. It
seemed to me I had heard those words a few days ago. But he was
going teo issue a 30-day grant while he investigated all these

charges and we were very unhappy about that because it seemed
to lend some credence to things we knew and they knew were false,
We really felt a little betrayed by OEO., So in 30 days they were
g01ng to check it out. ' . : : e

Then we started hearing rumors that they thought they might
give us temporary funding and said "Look, get your inspectors out "
.and check those things out." They sent inspectors out here for
about three weeks., They had about a dozen or more inspectors
and checked these things out and the-result I think I can summarlze
in this way. - ~

-One of the fellows in OEO ‘and I won't mentionhis name -- I
would probably get in trouble 1f I did -~ who was working on the
report came to me when they had spot- finished the report about a
“week before the 30 days were up and he said "What would really
happen if we got together with the Governor and went over his
charges and showed him our facts, there's just nothing to them, .-
what do you think would happen?" I said "Listen, ®® would say
‘the details are wrong but the conclusions are right'.," I think
that is exactly what would have happened and what did happert.

8 i y; g £ .
Eventually, I suppose you know from reports, we knew that OEO
concluded there was nothing to the charges with very minor exceptlons.
That was the recommendatlon to the White House

We have it on good authorlty that the White House had agreed
with them clear up to late Thursday or Friday sometime and something
happened in that period -- I really don’'t know what -- then the order
came down -- don't override the Governor s veto but try to sawve

with CRLA any way you can,

Then what happened was what normally happens in a crisis area.
Pbor OEO they fell all over themselves, they got together and had
arguments at the office on whethexr or not who had written the press
release OEO finally issued, because they had just refunded us for

~six months. It started out with the sentence "OEO today announced

it was not overriding the Governor's veto" and some people felt that
the Governor had written it for OEO. I didn't agree with that, I R
felt that he had just helped them write it. At any rate, we had two
people in Washington. They were called up to the OEO office and were
given the press release that had been written already at the White House
They kept telling me "Cruz, don't worry you will be the first to know
when we make a decision, They"were given the press release and our
guys say® "Is this a draft is it negotiable?" And they sald "Not one
word can be changed.” So you see the orders were there Pl
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Then a few minutes later they came down and OEO people gave
our people the Governor's press release before he had his press
conference, So really some great coordirs tion took place there.

So then we were going to get money for six months, The

Governor held a press conference and said "Great victory." Then :

Carlucci says "My gosh we can’t let this go down as a great v1ctory.

So then he issues in writing something called "Further answers to :

the press"” and says "No, it is not a phase-out grant of $ix months

and no, we are refunding CRLA at the 1971 level, No, it is not a
defeat for CRLA ." Poor Carlucci ‘just kept getting into more and

more trouble because they were trying to do the impossible. It

is only now that some of the people realize that the original grant:

for CRLA for 1971 called for us to set up a back-up center so that.

we can share our expertise with some 21 rural legal services programs

because OEO recognized that' we had been so effective in serving the

poor. So they put that money in ‘1971 and now we are in the process -—--—

we have the attorneys and so on -- of setting up this back-up center.

So with one hand they say well there might be something to the :

Goveérnor's charges, therefore only six months. With the other hand

they say CRLA is such a great program wé are asking them to help

all these other legal services programs. - So you know it is the

sort.of thing that happens when people get tied up in their own

verbage and decision making that is completely political, that has

nothing to do with the history of the situation, ‘has nothlng to do
w1th the background, has nothlng to do w1th the facts :
- 'k~ ;

~ ‘Poor Mr. Carlucci, I don't think his name will ever,be sent up
to the Senate for confirmation in that job. I think he will go

“back te the foreign service after his year of noble service for

the Nixon administration with OEO because he really has been a

‘yeoman. My sensibility of how you do a job is just this. I would
never allow my boss to make me appear to be a fool and a liar and

you know it's pretty tough. So Carlucci has been what a friend

of his called "a disciplined bureaucrat" and he should be rewarded

by a high position in foreign service when he leaves OEO, He_is
really in a terrible spot and I,really feel for him.

e I am sorry 1 have gone on nearly half an hour., I am sure
. SyYou must have a few questlons and I would be more than glad to
answer & —_ ;




5 Q. Have you any idea what the hlgh commission-in Washlngton
. will look like and what it w1ll actually do? ~
A

- No, we do not, but we can't have any more'trust in Mr. Carlucci
and I am making a decision on the facts, We have trained counsel to
represent us at that hearing. Mr. Carlucci in one of his several
subsequent statements said he would follow the recommendation of
that body so he is out on record. So we have asked them for goodness
sake, keept it public. We can't win this battle in smoke-filled
rooms. We don"t have the political moxy the Governor does. We
want this to be public hearlng, we want everybody who has &nything
to say about it to do it in public and do it here in California
where the clients and other poor people can come. But we have no
word in terms of who is going to be on that commission. Whether
or not CRLA is around after six months, federally funded, depends,
in my view, on that commission. If that commission is, in fact,

a high caliber independent commission and Carlucci does what he
‘says he will do to ablde by that deC151on we W1ll be around after
six months, : :

¢

0. “will you be around more than six mponths without federal funding?

A, Well, let me say this., We feel that -~ I have been in touch

- with legal services lawyers throughout the country -- and we feel

- we have to fight this battle on the basis of whether or not the-- -
American people are going to continue the concept that poor people

- are entitled to top legal representations with public funds.

- Therefore, frankly I am confident that we will be around after

-~ six months even without public -funds but we are leaving any special
plans in abeyance because if this matter is handled correctly

~CRLA will be around after six months and so will the whole concept

~of legal serv1ces for the poor through publlc fundlng.,

: Q. I don't think that is the question -~ what is the concept of

the way we are going to provide legal services ~- I think the -
questlon is are we going to do it in this fashjon? I think that
WlS the crux of the problem. \ Bt ey

i A, The answer is that we really don't know, we just don't know,

. ,hecause when the Nixon administration came in it issued brief
statements supporting legal services and the concept of legal
services for the poor. After about six months political problems
come up and it has been back-~tracked, We are going to urge Congress
and it may be the Nixon administrations purpose also that a separate
. corporation can be established like the Science Foundation or something
. of that sort, that gets money from the federal government and then

. it is run on a non-political basis. The National administration

. may want that because it will get:ithem away from the Reagans in

the world. You know they won't be able to put that press on them
and I hope that is their position because it is certainly ours.

We do-not believe.that OEO‘legalvservices as we have known them

. _in the fast four years will survive in the future because decisions
“are now being based on the pOllthS of the White House and not on
the merits so that is what we are. going for, . o
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Q. Who will the Board of Directors be on this program?  ¢

A, The ABA is working on the plan. I am not that well acguainted
with it except that I would have no objection to the people being
Presidential appointees so long as once they are there they know
it is their jOb to run that legal services program independently
‘and not*give in to the polltlcal muscles that certain governors
mlght have -,

‘ Q;e‘ Inaudible

L

Wi

e .

A, Our actions have never been polltlcally motlvated to bait the
administration. We have had many discussions about what might
happen to legal services when you get a guy like Governor Reagan
going after them. That's a lot of political muscle, The thing
that we could most do to survive is not file those cases, But ‘
~we have filed the cases because, frankly, they have been so clear
légally. Those cases we haven't lost and you can get the most
conservative judge, you show him a regulation and show him a T
violation on that regulation and he is a judge, he has to decide
" what is before him, so we have won those cases. Some cases are
" more complicated obviously, but the cases that have made the’
Governor unhappy have been cases that, legally speaking, ‘were
1egally clear, so we as lawyers, in good conscience, could not
‘ turn them down, Pl i : P

0. Inaudible

A, Liberally oriented cases! My gosh, there have been cases that
have helped our clients who are poor people, By definition those

‘are liberally oriented. I have always thought that justice and things
like that were rather conservative. As a matter of fact, I have
always thought, and I talked to a man high in public office, a
Republican, in Sacramento, who said "I have argued within the
administration that you people really are in the greatest conservative
tradition. You are helping the little guys untie all that red tape
and when the Governor ignores the law and that little guy gets
swallowed up you are the people who have been able to fight back .

in that old Republican and conservative tradition, and apparently
that is the theory that only holds water with this administration,"

he said ;- and he is a member of the administration --"only when

they are out of power." You know we are really conservatives at heart.




==

Q. I have heard you refer to representing the poor in the
judiciary system. How do you justify sponsoring legislation
like SB 1061 and 1347, and haV1ng a registered lobbylst up
here in Sacramento? ‘ ;

A, When the office was set up and let me say this, a year ago

~we had an evaluation of CRLA, On that evaluation that is done
each year were two of Governor Reagan's people on it, including
the head of the OEO office at that time, Mr, James Deasy. They
commended our efforts for hav1ng the office here and said "If
there is going to be an input in terms of these regulations and
so on, Sacramento is precisely the place to do it. That's

- ~exactly what poor people ought to do." This is the Governor's
- representative speaking. That was over a year ago, he's got a .

new head of OEO with a different background now but when we

went to OEO before that was set up-we also gave them a whole

packet of material -- opinions from the California Attorney-General

saying it is a lawyer's job to represent his client before

administrative agencies, before the court, or before the leglslature

A 1ot of important things happen in Sacramento that affect the

lives of poor people and lawyers have always had a role there and

we, as poverty lawyers, rightfully ought to have a role there

and T thought the Governor and his representatlves had said -
"ride on" until they changed their minds. That is the justification --
it is the lawyer's job. -

1.,7_,

| Q.i‘ Do ‘you think that the job of Callfornla lawyers 1nvolve CRLA°

A, Absolutely. We were endorsed by the Callfornla Bar Association

who approved ‘'our grant," Because they haven't gotten involved in

a lot of this latter fray, but they passed and approved the grant.

Since then and since rumors started flying that the Governor

might veto it the Los Angeles Bar Association, the San Francisco

‘Bar Association, even the Visalia Assocation, the Sacramento Bar

~Association, Santa Clara Bar Association, Beverly Hills Bar Association,

~helped me ‘and we have other bar associations composing -- or -let

- me say, representing -~ more than 50 percent of the lawyers in
California, endorsed CRLA and urged the Governor not to veto us.

« Phey understand, I think, we are doing lawyers' work.

Q.  Inaudible

#
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A, We also had endorsements -- first of all the Santa Clara

Bar incorporates our Gilroy office, Secondly we have an office
going down there in Santa Maria and they endorsed our CRLA, Then

I could go straight down, Despite the best efforts from the Governor
and he was lobbying those lawyers, It was no accident that on a
certain, day the Marysville bar was considering anti-CRLA resolution
and that morning, magically, the Governor's representative dropped
by our office for a chat, That bar association defeated the anti-
CRLA resolution and every place where this has come up, with one
exception, anti-CRLA resolutions which were pushed by the Governor
were defeated and we had at least two or three pro-CRLA resolutions,
so that's the history of it. Incidentally, in Uhler's job he gets
$800,000 from the state government to give technical assistance to °
OEO grantees. We are no OEO grantee and I think we will call upon
~Mr. Uhler to give us technical assistance because one of our jobs
is to explain to the layman what lawyers do and how they function
and Lew, as a lawyer, can glve us some technical assistance along
those'lines But it is not his jOb to go out and sabotage programs
like.ours. I think if he can't accept that jOb and do what he is
supposed to do he ought to quit, B
Q. re OEO questlonnalre (1naud1ble) How is it an agency who is
“existing on public funds can consider itself above answerability?

A, We do not. I think everybody who is operating with public funds

“”[‘is.completely answerable in public but we have to keep in mind also

~the relationship that a lawyer has to his client and I don't think we

~ ~ can jeopardize that relationship. That's what we have to guard

~against. I was in private practice most of my life and let me tell
“you I7did a lot more things when I was in private practice than I
‘do as a CRLA lawyer, I am always doubly and triply careful working
"as a CRLA lawyer. Anybody can file a complaint against us at any
time and OEO sends out inspectors. We have a yearly evaluation by

~ OEO. 'The state is involved in that evaluation or has been in the
past. This last one, you understand, was not an evaluation, We
also have our own board of directors controlled by lawyers and they
keep tabs on what we are doing. We have advisory committees by poor
people and let me tell you they are not at all reluctant to call me
and tell me when they are unhappy with our lawyers. We have 101
controls on our lawyers precisely because we have public funds and
we have always said that we welcome a legitimate investigation of
~which we had about 12 in four years, We estimate that about $400,000
- have been spent on investigating CRLA and we welcomed them but we
don't welcome a sabotage job llke Lew's, .

Q. *;Thls evaluatlon once a year 7— actually it is a continuing one,

A, Yes., Why should I object to that questionnaire you are asking.

~ Because that questionnaire was not even an effort to evaluate, it
~was a questionnaire that went into the relationship of a lawyer to
his cliént. It was a questionnaire that was loaded. It said who

are the CRLA people for? Are their cases politically motivated?

- They used that term., It was an'effort obviously to try to run down
anybody that felt against CRLA, If you are really going to do an
evaluation of an office and a lawyer that is a delicate sort of thing.
You do what I think OEQO does -- you send people out there, You check
it out pro and con. You go to the court and check out the cases,
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-~ Have they really been frivolous? You don't send out a public

questionnaire with loaded questions. As I told Lew that type of

leading question would never be accepted in court. You don't

guestion people's ethics, it seems to me, in that type of publlc
questionnaire. That is pretty tough stuff

Q. Do you think a person sent out from Washington to run an
1nvest1gat10n can quickly determlne better than someone who

lives in that area? ~ T : ,

A, Absolutely not. They have staff people in San Francisco who
spent full time not only checking complaints but going to our offices
and so on, This is a continuing matter but you don't really do :

,an -evaluation of whether a lawyer is really doing his job with

this type of questionnaire. Remember the National Legal Aid and
Defender Association, a lawyers'group, condemned that as unethical
conduct on Lew's part and Lew later, apparently in acknowledgement of
that, said nothing he had heard or gotten from those questlonnalres
formed any basis of the recommendatlon for a veto
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