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To our readers, 

The diversity of our voices at Lincoln Law School 
offers insight and creativity beyond expectations – 
witness the range of topics in this edition of the Voir 
Dire. It has been fascinating and humbling to learn 
about the richly varied interests and skills of our 
contributing authors. 

The Voir Dire is more of a time-capsule than a 
chronicle. We could not begin to capture all the 
momentous events and issues of our time, but you’ll 
find here a sampling of what our Lincoln family was 
doing, thinking, and caring about in this moment of 
our respective journeys through law school. 

The Voir Dire is also about building friendships, 
challenging ourselves, testing our beliefs, and giving 
back to help others. Thank you to everyone who 
played a part – who brought ideas to the table, who 
built an idea into a story, who participated in the 
activities that are the subjects of articles. 

Yours truly, 
Tiffany Mathews 2020 & Inga Holmquist 2021
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By Tiffany Mathews | Class of 2020

AB 392/SB 230 addresses perhaps the biggest 
issue the legislature took on this year- officer 
involved shootings. AB 392, backed by the ACLU 
and other criminal justice reform groups, makes it 
clear that police officers should only use deadly 
force when necessary by changing the applicable 
reasonableness standard. SB 230, backed by law 
enforcement groups, was contingent on AB 392 
passing and improves police officer training on  
when to use deadly force.

SB 276 brought our hordes of anti-vaxx protestors to 
the State Capitol the last few weeks of the legislative 
session. This bill protects student safety, ending the 
practice of phony medical exemptions by requiring 
state-level public health approval of all exemptions. 

AB 1482 regulates how much Californians’ rent can 
increase every year, limiting it to 5 percent, plus the 
local rate of inflation. The rules, however, will vary 
for cities that already have rent control laws.

AB 32 will ban the use of private prisons and 
immigrant detention facilities in California. State 
officials are now prohibited from entering into, or 
renewing contracts with for-profit private prisons and 
eliminates their use by January 1, 2028.

SB 310 allows persons who have been convicted of 
a felony to serve on a jury, except for persons who 
are currently required to register as a sex offender 
based on a felony conviction, and persons currently 
on probation, parole, or supervision of any kind.

SB 395 is known as the “roadkill bill,” which allows 
drivers to salvage the meat of certain animals killed 
as a result of a collision. This allowance will be 
limited to three regions in California having high 
numbers of wildlife vehicle collisions.

SB 616 is a consumer protection measure. It requires 
debt collectors to leave at least $1,724.00 in a 
person’s combined bank account. This bill doesn’t 
forgive the debt, but it ensures a minimum amount to 
help a person get by and have enough money to take 
care of their family for as long as they can. 

AB 218 Extends the civil statute of limitations for 
childhood sexual assault by 14 years, and revives, 
for three years, old claims, and increases certain 
penalties for childhood sexual assault.

AB 1510 Creates a one-year window in which 
certain victims of sexual assault may revive claims for 
damages that are otherwise time-barred by a statute 
of limitations.

SB 471 Allows for the issuance and confirmation 
of subpoenas through electronic mail. This will 
streamline the process of serving subpoenas to 
witnesses.

AB 619 Allows a customer to bring their own 
tupperware to restaurants and have them filled. This 
bill may seem minor but it could have a large impact 
on reducing waste if customers take initiative.

Governor Gavin Newsom just completed his first 
year as the governor of California. One can only 
predict what a new governor will sign into law or 
veto. The governor has the last say on which bills 
actually become law. It seemed as if legislators, 
lobbyists, and special interest groups were testing 
the waters this year to see into what policy issues 
Governor Newsom would get involved. He ended 
up signing 870 bills into law and vetoing 172. 
Below is a snapshot of a dozen new laws on a 
wide variety of topics:

AB 5, known as the “gig economy” bill, codifies 
the Dynamex case. The new law reclassifies 
certain “independent contractors” as employees 
to ensure they receive basic worker protections 
such as minimum wage, paid sick days, and health 
insurance benefits. Organized labor supported this 
new distinction, but some independent contractors 
do not want to be classified as employees because 
it interferes with their autonomy to pick their own 
hours. The popularity of companies such as Uber, 
Lyft, and Postmates, has led to an increase in 
workers who work outside of the normal 9 to 5, 40 
hour work week. This trend may continue, forcing 
us to rethink how we classify workers and what 
rights they should have. 
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As a former Lincoln Student, have you noticed any 
changes at Lincoln that have happened since you 
were a student? What are they?

a. Yes, I’ve noticed lots of changes. The most obvious 
is the updated look of the school, inside and out. 
I’ve also noticed there are more student resources 
available, including the Friday Night Review class. 
All fantastic changes.

What area of law do you practice and how did you 
get into that field?

a. I practice in the estate planning realm, which 
includes preparing wills and trusts. It also includes 
conservatorship, probate, and probate/trust 
litigation. I knew before I graduated from Lincoln  
in 2005 that I wanted to practice in this area.  
I wanted to focus on an area of law I felt really 
helped people. This area of law allows to you to help 
people develop an estate plan and give them peace 
of mind. It also allows you to help people during a 
really tough time. 

What parts of your job do you find most challenging?

a. My biggest challenges stem from being in solo 
practice. I don’t have staff so I answer my own 
phone, open mail, do my own calendar, etc. The 
challenge is finding enough time in the day to do it 
all. Fortunately, I’ve been able to make it work.

Tell us about a project or accomplishment that you 
consider to be the most significant in your law career.

a. I would be remiss if I didn’t saying passing the 
Bar was a significant accomplishment. During my 
career I would have to say one of my most significant 
accomplishments was going to trial on the issue of 
the existence of a will, and being able to prove a will 
existed, even without a piece of paper.

What area of law would be your second choice to 
practice in and why?

a. If I could go back and do things over I’d pursue 
Sports & Entertainment Law and become an agent 
for professional athletes. It’s a challenging field as 
a high percentage of athletes are represented by 
just a few agents, but I love sports and feel it would 
have been a fun area of law to work in. I might be 
dating myself, but the movie “Jerry Maguire” had me 
thinking about this career even before law school. 
Not to mention the fact that one of my nephews is a 
professional football player (QB) who has played in 
the NFL and CFL.

How do you balance work and your personal life?

a. Work-Life balance is something I strive for every 
day. I’m very proactive in organizing my schedule to 
make sure I’m meeting my professional obligations, 
but also making time for my wife, my daughter, 
friends and other family, and my personal interests.

What book have you read recently that you really 
enjoyed and why?

a. “The Obstacle is the Way” by Ryan Holiday. 
The book expands the idea of how we respond to 
obstacles is what defines us. For every obstacle there 
is an opportunity to practice excellence, virtue, and 
improve your place in life. It’s a stoic philosophy that 
uses the obstacle in your path as the driving factor to 
overcome it. The obstacles don’t inhibit success, they 
create it.

 

Any advice for us students?

a. My advice is to stay focused. Then once you 
graduate and pass the Bar try out different areas 
of the law to see what resonates with you (if you 
don’t already know). Then think about working for 
a firm (small or large), or state agency, or yourself. 
Above all, be yourself, because that will guide you to 
where you need to be. For example, if you don’t like 
making arguments in front of people (i.e., a judge or 
jury) then trial law probably isn’t for you. The good 
news is there are lots of opportunities out there for 
new lawyers.
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become subject to the requirements of AB 1482 
but still remain exempt from the local ordinance. 
However, if the rental property is currently exempt, 
but is not an owner-occupied duplex or multi-family 
property, it may be, or may become subject to the 
requirements of AB 1482.

RENT CONTROL

A. ENFORCEMENT

There is no expressly stated enforcement mechanism; 
however, any jurisdiction that does not now have 
a “rent board” may form one. Until such time as a 
jurisdiction forms a rent board, any disputes between 
the rental property owner and the tenant shall be 
settled informally or through litigation.

B. RENTAL PROPERTIES THAT ARE 
SUBJECT TO AB 1482

Effective January 1, 2020, annual gross rent 
increases shall be limited to 5% plus the regional 
Consumer Price Index (“CPI”) where the rental 
property is located or plus 10%, whichever is less 
- calculated on the lowest gross rental rate charged 
for that rental property at any time during the 12 
months prior to the effective date of the increase. 
In determining the monthly rent, rent discounts, 
incentives, concessions or credits given by the  
rental property owner are excluded from the 
calculation of rent.

If a tenant remains in occupancy over any  
12-month period, annual gross rent increases  
may be made in two increments during the year; 
however, together they may not exceed the  
maximum annual rent increase. 

If gross rent was increased between March 15, 
2019 and December 31, 2019, the increase cannot 
exceed 5% plus the regional CPI or 10%, whichever 
is less. It is also important to note that there are 
additional provisions pertaining to whether a rental 
property’s gross increase exceeded the maximum 
annual amount during this period and how the rental 
property owner shall/may be obliged to handle the 
situation appropriately.

Tenants may not sublease the property for an amount 
that exceeds the allowable rent.

There is no “banking” of rent provision.

There is no provision for recovery of expenses 
associated with substantial rehabilitation. This 
includes government mandated or ordered 
improvements such as seismic retrofit. However, 
rental property owners may still charge a tenant for 
tenant-caused waste.

C. EXEMPT PROPERTIES FROM  
RENT CONTROL REQUIREMENTS:

Residential real property is exempt from the 
provisions of AB 1482 if it is alienable separate from 
the title to any other dwelling unit (generally single-

family residences and condominiums), provided that 
the following apply:

1. The owner is not any of the following:

a. A real estate investment trust as defined by 
Section 856 of the Internal Revenue Code;

b. A corporation ; or

c. A limited liability company in which at least 
one member is a corporation;

2. Owner occupied duplexes and owner-occupied 
single-family residences with Accessory Dwelling 
Units;

3. Deed Restricted Properties with respect to 
affordable housing for persons or families of very 
low, low, or moderate income;

4. Housing that has been issued a Certificate of 
Occupancy within the last 15 years;

5. Dormitories;

6. Properties that are no older than 15-years since 
the Certificate of Occupancy was issued.

Until 2019, “rent control” was often left for local 
governments to implement based on individual 
community needs; however, based on majority 
vote by our state legislature, statewide rent 
control (and “just cause” eviction) was signed 
into California state law by Governor Newsom 
in June 2019 as Assembly Bill 1482. 

Understanding whether a rental property is 
covered by, or exempt from, AB 1482 demands 
detailed inspection to determine if and how this 
new law affects rental properties. And as you 
will read, attempting to interpret rent control 
and evictions and how they pertain to property 
owners and tenants alike, can be a cumbersome 
task. It is a task that, no doubt, will be left for 
legal professionals (soon, like us!) to duke it out 
in the “ring” of justice where the referees will 
adjudicate rules of law after counsel throw jabs 
of interpretation and upper cuts of current law at 
one another in the inevitable boxing match up of 
Corporations v. Individuals.

The provisions of AB 1482 have at least five 
different effective and/or retroactive dates, 
depending on a rental property’s particular 
circumstance. If a rental property is located in, 
but currently exempt from, a local rent control/
just cause ordinance, that rental property may 
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A. “At fault” terminations are defined as:

1. Non-payment of rent;

2. Material breach of terms and conditions of lease 
or rental agreement;

3. Maintaining or permitting a nuisance;

4. Committing waste;

5. Refusal to execute a written extension or renewal 
of the lease for an additional term of similar 
duration with similar provisions;

6. Criminal activity on the rental property;

7. Criminal threat on or off the property directed at 
the owner or the owner’s agent;

8. Assigning or subletting the premises in violation of 
lease terms;

9. Tenant’s refusal to allow entry to the premises as 
authorized by law;

10. Using the premises for an unlawful purpose as 
described by applicable law;

11. Employee or licensee’s failure to vacate the 
premises following termination of employment;

12. Tenant’s failure to vacate the premises after 
tenant’s delivery of notice of the tenant’s 
intention to vacate the premises.

BEFORE ISSUING A NOTICE TO TERMINATE FOR  
A CURABLE BREACH, a tenant must receive a written 
notice and an opportunity to cure pursuant to Code 
of Civil Procedure section 1161. If the violation is n 
ot timely cured, a three-day notice to quit without  
an opportunity to cure may be served to terminate 
the tenancy.

B. “No fault” is defined as:

1. Owner (or specified owner’s relatives)  
intent to occupy the rental property;

2. Owner withdrawal of the property from  
the rental market;

3. Owner compliance with court or government 
agency order for tenant(s) to vacate the property.

4. Owner intends to demolish or “substantially 
remodel” the rental property.

• Substantial remodel work that requires a tenant 
to vacate the rental property for at least thirty 
(30) days and includes:

• Abatement of specified hazardous materials;

• Replacement or substantial modification 
to any structural, electrical, plumbing, or 
mechanical system that requires a permit from 
a government agency.

If a “No Fault” termination notice is served, the 
tenant is entitled (regardless of income) to a 
relocation payment of one month’s rent through either 
a direct payment or a waiver of the last month’s rent. 
However, if a court or government agency determines 
that a tenant is “At Fault” for habitability related 
issues, the tenant shall not be entitled to a relocation 
payment of one month’s rent which is based on the 
last month’s rent.

If the tenant fails to timely move out, the tenant  
is liable for these damages in an unlawful  
detainer complaint. 

Statewide rent control has been a contentious 
topic of discussion for decades. In fact, the Costa-
Hawkins Rental Housing Action, enacted in 1995, 
has been the “law of the land” as it pertains to 
rental properties and rent regulation, or lack 

thereof. However, on the November 2018 
ballot, lawmakers introduced to California voters 
Proposition 10, which was a statewide initiative 
that would have effectively repealed “Costa-
Hawkins “, permitting rent control. 7,251,443 
California voters opposed Proposition 10 a 
whopping 59.43%. The people of California spoke 
to their lawmakers, with their votes, about their 
feelings on rent control. Yet, our state legislators, 
seemingly, did not have confidence in their 
constituents’ collective voice when they bypassed 
the “popular vote” and voted to regulate rent 
statewide. Are our lawmakers in a position to 
know better than the general public what is good 
for our individual and public interests?

There is no evidence to suggest that the author of 
AB 1482, nor any of the co-authors, completed 
any relevant economic research on the bill’s 
potential impact on local businesses, property 
owners, tenants, California’s economy, or 
receipt of the State’s continued public funding. 
Unintended consequences may lead lenders to 
avoid further mutli-family investments due to a 
limited “exception” period which would prevent 
multi-family property owners from raising rent to 
meet the cost of overhead, let alone create a profit. 
In fact, HUD has already begun discussions to 
prohibit future funding in California, which leads 
to another potential unintended consequence – the 
effects of the lack of affordable housing for low 
income citizens, or our State’s homelessness crisis. 
How will the ambiguous language of AB 1482 be 
interpreted in enforcing the bill?

Until the “sunset provision” repeals AB 1482 
on January 1, 2030, legal professionals should 
be ready for the fight that will ensue regarding 
evictions, rent control, and property owners’ 
attempting to skirt loopholes by evicting for the 
purpose of raising rent of a “vacant” dwelling.

…”Let’s Get Readdddy to Ruuumble”.

If a residential rental property is exempt from the 
provisions of AB 1482, a written rental agreement 
or lease should be obtained by July 1, 2020. If the 
terms of the written rental agreement or lease are 
substantially the same, the tenant is not required to 
sign the contract. There are additional provisions 
regarding current or new leases made either prior 
to or after July 1, 2020 with Notice requirements - 
dictating deadlines, statutory language, and font size.

I. JUST CAUSE

The just cause provision defines “At Fault” and “No 
Fault” evictions, and does not apply to the following 
rental properties: 

1. In the first 12 months of a tenancy or, the first 
24 months of tenancy when an additional adult 
tenant is added to the rental agreement before 
the existing tenant has continuously and lawfully 
occupied the dwelling for 24 months before the 
just cause provisions become effective.

2. Local just cause ordinances were adopted prior to 
September 1, 2019.

3. New or amended enacted on or after September 
1, 2019 that are “at least” as restrictive  
as AB 1482.

4. Properties that are exempt from AB 1482’s rent 
control provisions.

There are additional provisions regarding  
existing or new rental agreements with written  
Notice requirements -- dictating deadlines and 
statutory language.
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By Don Hudson | Class of 2023

The implications lead to many pros and cons. 
The positive application of such technology leads 
forward-thinkers to ponder the impact on accident 
reduction. Surely, a computer can drive better than a 
human (have you ever driven the 405 in Los Angeles 
after work?). Other applications like shuttling 
disabled or elderly people to and from destinations, 
a micro public transit system, and increasing 
productivity as a personal vehicle definitely show 
huge positive potential. 

Conversely, legal issues arise. If your autonomous 
vehicle rams into the vehicle in front of it, who is at 
fault? Automated functionalities vary by automaker 
and some manufacturers are opting to downgrade 
their automation levels, stripping some keys features 
from vehicles shipped to the U.S., to avoid these 
legal implications.

Per the Society of Automotive Engineers, the 
automotive standards association tasked with rating 
the safety and automation levels of vehicles, there 
are several automakers that have achieved Level 3 
Automation at a large scale. The levels range from 
0, meaning the vehicle is completely controlled by 
a human, to 5, where all functions are controlled by 
a computer with no human intervention required to 
safely operate. 

One of the leaders in this endeavor is Audi, owned 
by the Volkswagen Group, that touted its 2019 A8 
model as capable of navigating freeway traffic on 
its own, a Level 3 automation technology according 
the SAE guidelines. It eventually shipped to the U.S. 
without some of the hardware and software required 
for this rating due to safety concerns and potential 
legal ramifications, much to the dismay of U.S. 
citizens eager to utilize the technology.

Sadly, this brings us to the regulatory mountains 
standing in the way of such innovation. The American 
Vision for Safer Transportation Through Advancement 
of Revolutionary Technologies (AV START) Act failed 
in Congress at the end of 2018. The bill would 
have consolidated the power of governance over 
autonomous vehicles and safety with the federal 
government. Much of the hesitance in accepting these 
advances stems from concerns about traffic safety. But 
isn’t safety one of the benefits of having cars capable 
of preventing accidents?

Many automakers currently conduct testing at the 
Level 4 stage, including the big players such as Uber, 
Tesla and some shuttle-only services like Waymo. 
The safety testing reports are a mixed result, with 
crashes gaining the most media coverage. The goal 
for automakers is to utilize machine learning data 
analysis to improve navigation platforms to the point 
of achieving an accident rate lower than current 
human-driven automotive accidents. Over 6 million 
vehicle accidents per year.  

While some manufacturers are getting close, there is 
still so much more testing required that a reduction 
in accident rates is almost hypothetical at this point. 
Even with reaching a lower accident rate, the other 
major vulnerability is cyber-security.

Because these vehicles will be predominantly 
controlled through a computer connected to all sorts 
of networks and sensors, they are prime targets for 
hacking. Autonomous vehicle platforms require a 
GPS network to navigate, laser sensors for judging 
distance, actuators for physical movement, visual 
cameras, and main computer that will be the “brain” 
of the car. What does this mean? The whole car 
relies on interconnectivity and constant connection 
to a network leaving the car open to some crafty 
no-gooders looking to commandeer the car. Are 
you saying hacking goes from stealing my highly 
inappropriate selfies to stealing my car? Yes. Please 
address this before mass production, thanks.

Until the kinks are all worked out, fully autonomous 
vehicles are still but a dream for the average person. 
There is hope, however, as the testing begins to show 
promising results. The question still remains, do you 
want to live in a world where you can binge-watch 
Game of Thrones while being chauffeured home 
by your own car? I know I do. #autonomouscars 
#stillnotmyqueen

H a v e  y o u  e v e r  d r i v e n 

t h e  4 0 5  i n  L o s 

A n g e l e s  a f t e r  w o r k ?

How great is Uber when you’re out with friends and 
have tied on one too many? Or if you’ve just finished 
that 75-hour workweek and just want to relax on 
your traffic-filled commute? I agree, it’s a fantastic 
service. Even better: what if you could have your 
own car drive you home by itself? Sign me up, I say!

It’s close to becoming a reality but not without some 
major hurdles to overcome in both the regulatory and 
safety realms. We’ve all seen recent car models with 
major advances in driver-supportive features such as 
automatically coming to a stop while cruise control is 
engaged, parallel parking assistance or keeping the 
vehicle centered between lanes if the driver veers a 
little off course. 

Major car brands are making massive advances 
in taking automation a step further than simple 
assistance. The ultimate goal is a process that 
becomes as simple as starting the car, setting  
your destination, sitting back and *insert activity 
otherwise severely frowned upon, if not illegal,  
while operating a vehicle*. 
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L I F E  A N D   L A W OR WHAT 
DO WE  
LIVE FOR?

By Sergey Nemolyaev | Class of 2021

Lincoln Law School offers an opportunity to its 
students to engage in a “world changing process” 
as part of its elective curriculum under the name 
“Street Law.” Participants in Street Law teach a 
course to juniors and seniors in a variety of local 
high schools with a high percentage of underserved 
nonwhite populations. Law students can earn two 
credits towards their JD diploma. According to some 
prior participants the effort was not worth the time 
spent just to get two credits. Yet, at the same time, 
there are people who participate in Street Law again 
and again, even without claiming the reward of 
school units. As future lawyers, we are trained to pay 
attention to the facts and apply appropriate analysis. 
I asked Ron Rana, a Street Law veteran and a third 
year student at Lincoln, what compels him to continue 
despite an already heavy academic load and 
participation in a district attorney office internship. 
“These kids need us!” was his simple answer. He 
believes that by going out into the community in the 
capacity of a legal instructor to share his life with at 
risk youth, he is given reasons to respect himself and 
proves his commitment to try to help those in need. 
He does it not because there will be school credit, but 
rather because by doing so, someone’s life may be 
changed forever, “This is about changing lives” he 
summarized. 

It is very unlikely that students participating in Street 
Law anticipate an opportunity to change the life 
of a high school student but that is precisely what 
happened with Inga and Katy.

There is little doubt that the decision to become a 
lawyer is a pivoting point in one’s life. As a result, 
life gets divided into two parts: before and after 
law school. There is also little doubt that most 
people who want to become lawyers also would 
like to do good things and serve humanity on a 
pro bono basis as recommended by the Code 
of Professional Conduct. Sometimes we look at 
schoolwork as a burden to “real life” and wish to 
be over soon, so we can finally help our clients 
and start changing the world for the better. What 
we often do not realize is the effect our decision to 
attend law school on others.

Lincoln Law School is a well-established and 
respected teaching institution in Sacramento. 
It provides quality education and many of its 
graduates are responsible for the high legal 
standards and professionalism maintained in the 
Sacramento legal community. However, a healthy 
community is not necessarily one with the best 
prosecutors, skilled defense attorneys, and impartial 
judges but, rather, the one with goal-oriented youth 
and the best criminal statistics.

Inga Holmquist, another Street Law participant, 
shared a letter from one of the teenagers affected  
by the Program, …

 “Your advice to my dad to have me 
involved in the Street Law Program 
may have saved my life. Not only did 
it teach me what I did not want to 
be, it made me believe in myself … 
My dad took me to court and I got to 
meet you in person. You inspired me 
to become a professional woman... 
I am proud to inform you that as a 
sophomore I am aspiring to become 
a law professor just like you. Maybe 
one day, I too, will be able to save 
someone’s life like you saved mine.” 
(Katy 15 years old). 
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W I L D F  R E 
L I A B I L I T Y

According to Cal Fire, more than 25 million acres 
and 25% of the state’s population is considered 
under “very high” or “extreme fire threat,” which is 
magnified by the fast rate of climate change and the 
continuously expanding encroachment of cities into 
wildland areas. 

Along with natural factors which bring wildfires to 
the forefront of California’s concerns, the Pacific Gas 
and Electric Company has unfortunately contributed 
to the destruction of Californians’ welfare and 
sanctity of their homesteads. The Department of 
Forestry and Fire Protection found PG&E equipment 
responsible for the 2017 North Bay Fires and the 
2018 Camp Fire. 

PG&E plans to contest liability, despite its 
admission it caused the blazes. Theories of inverse 
condemnation and negligence remain central 
disputes regarding what damages plaintiffs may 
actually be able to recover, estimated at $54 billion 
in property damages alone. Under a theory of 
negligence, claimants may only recover damages 
related to personal injuries and emotional distress 
if PG&E is found to have negligently operated its 

By Karli Dillon | 2020

Since 2017, California has experienced its 
deadliest and most destructive wildfires in the 
state’s recorded history – the mark of a new era. 
Onset by drought coupled with the unprecedented 
buildup of dry vegetation and extreme wind 
speeds, it is no surprise the size and intensity 
of wildfires have not only harmed and killed 
residents, destroyed thousands of homes and 
structures, but also exposed millions of Californians 
to fluctuating unhealthy air quality. While wildfires 
are an organic part of the state’s landscape, fire 
season all across the western United States has 
begun earlier and ended later each year, with 
climate change as the main culprit of this trend. 
Warmer temperatures year-round combined with 
a reduced snowpack has led to more intense and 
longer dry seasons, approximately three months 
longer, ultimately causing forests and rural areas to 
be susceptible to severe, devastating wildfires. 

infrastructure, while inverse condemnation only 
covers property damages. Notably, California’s 
Public Utilities Commission fined PG&E $1.6 billion 
for its part in the 2010 San Bruno pipeline explosion, 
which will be used as a benchmark for punitive 
damages in modern litigation.  

Where does that leave potential claimants in the 
interim? Currently, PG&E is projected to file for 
Chapter 11 reorganization, which will be submitted 
by January 31, 2020. PG&E allegedly failed to 
provide sufficient notice and avenues for victims 
to submit claims for damages while the company 
maintained it had sent out sufficient notice to 
claimants in bankruptcy proceedings. The overall 
response from victims, estimated at 40-50%, has 
been a dismally low return rate. In addition, previous 
renters who have been living in Federal Emergency 
Management Agency camps for months, believed 
they could not file claims with PG&E as they did not 
own the property or were not insured. 

As California continues to rebuild, one can hope 
tragedies like these spark chain reaction wake-
up calls to the persistent dangers of aggravated 
wildfires, and trigger a fundamental shift in how our 
nation responds to such events.
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By Inga Holmquist | Class of 2021

also not been able to find an attorney interested in 
taking their small-potatoes case, especially where 
the litigant may not be able to ante-up much of a 
retainer. So their divorces hang there in limbo – 
sometimes literally for years.

Want to know how grateful and relieved people 
are when they get a friendly smile and a helping 
hand through what has been such a daunting and 
frustrating process? I started volunteering and got 
immediately hooked on the reward of serving people 
in such a meaningful way. Law student volunteers 
also make invaluable connections at the courthouse, 
and receive mentoring from pro-tem judges and 
practicing attorneys. Volunteers walk their litigants 
through every step of the process, learning as we 
go, and putting our classroom skills to practical use. 
Lincoln Law students who have taken Family Law are 
eligible to volunteer for the program. In fact, we’re 
kind of heroes down at the courthouse. The program 
relies on a partnership between court staff and 
volunteer attorneys, judges, and law students. Guess 
who almost always supplies the most volunteers? Duh 
– Lincoln, of course! 

Clinics are held on the second Friday of the month, 
and most of the time the divorces have all been 
finalized before noon. Judge Mize usually comes 
to meet everyone as each clinic begins, and 
introduces Sacramento’s One-Day Divorce program 
as something “found nowhere else in the known 
universe.” Some quick online sleuthing reveals he’s 
probably right – some counties have proposed pilot 
programs that appear modeled on our success, but 
so far, only Sacramento residents seem lucky enough 
to have this service, free to them, available year-
round. The tricky part, it seems, is getting enough 
regular, dedicated volunteers. Once again – Hurrah 
for Lincoln! We are truly making a difference and 
helping people.

A favorite moment of the day comes at the end, up 
in the courtroom, when Judge Mize asks you, as 
a volunteer, to stand and say your name and your 
school, and he thanks you personally in open court 
for your service. Then he asks the litigants if they will 
remember the kindness of the volunteers, and “pay it 
forward” in the coming week. Because, he adds, if 
everyone did that, soon we’d have peace on Earth. 
He says it with a wink and a chuckle, but there is 
something infectious in his honest kindness. 

Family law isn’t tested on the bar, so it can get 
overlooked. Or students think they don’t want to 
deal with the “drama.” But it can also be a very 
rewarding field, full of many kind and caring people, 
like Judge Mize, and Lincoln Law School volunteers, 
doing our bit for peace on Earth.

Ever meet someone whose divorce just seemed to 
take forever? Me too. People may be ready to get 
on with their divorce and their lives, but just can’t 
seem to jump through all the hoops and get through 
all the paperwork.

James M. Mize, Superior Court Judge, noticed the 
problem as well. Too often, litigants would come 
into his courtroom thinking they’d be divorced that 
day, only to find that one form was missing, or one 
signature, or some other technical glitch halted the 
whole process. Sometimes they’d have had to miss 
work, or pay for child care, arrange transportation, 
etc., so not only was their time (and that of the 
court) wasted, but often they were out of pocket 
for money they could ill afford to waste. To end 
this frustration, confusion and waste, Judge Mize’s 
brainchild was the One-Day Divorce Clinic.

The Clinic helps qualified litigants, who tend to 
have few assets and are below a specified income 
threshold, to finalize their divorce in just one 
morning. These are litigants who otherwise tend to 
fall through the cracks of the legal system – their 
cases are just complicated enough that they haven’t 
been able to finalize it on their own, but they’ve 
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Laura Galsi, 2L 
Teaching Criminal Law

My belief is that you should spend time in the 
real world and in the workforce before going to 
graduate school. I attended UC San Diego for my 
undergraduate degree and at the time, thought that 
I wanted to pursue veterinary medicine. I came to 
realize, after four years of getting Cs in chemistry 
and biology, classes which I found to be very 
boring, that the science field may not be the best 
fit for me. We must be honest with ourselves about 
our strengths as well as our interests in life. I always 
knew that I loved reading and writing and that I 
was good at these subjects. When I left college and 
began working in my first, full time job in the area 
of child support law, I realized that this field was not 
only one that I was very passionate about but was 
also one that nurtured my strengths. After observing 
the attorneys, learning about this area of law and 
contemplating honestly what I wanted to do as a 
career, I made the decision to attend Lincoln Law 
School. I am so happy that I managed to find my 
way to this field; I have loved reading every case 
and attending every lecture thus far. 

My advice to the students in first year would be 
to enjoy the reading and the classes. The more 
enjoyment you find in this subject, the better you 
will be at retaining the material and keeping up 
your stamina throughout the year. I have also tried 
to find examples in everyday life of the material 
that we have learned. I listen to the radio, read the 
news, listen to other people’s stories about their 
experiences; I try to relate all of these examples 
to the material that I have learned in class. I truly 
believe that we learn better and are generally more 
successful when we find interest and enjoyment in a 
subject or field. 

Chris Perez, 3L 
Teaching Criminal Procedure

I decided to pursue law after taking a summer course 
that I liked in my undergraduate program. Solving 
the problems associated with the law is fun. I am 
currently working and plan on pursuing a career in 
the family law field.

Procedural classes have hard rules and a relatively 
clear path. You always ask the same series of 
questions. For instance, in Criminal Procedure, when 
dealing with the admission of evidence taken in 
violation of the fourth you always start with “can the 
defendant bring this claim,” and end with either the 
evidence being excluded or admitted due to a valid 
execution of a warrant, an exception to the warrant 
requirement, or an exception to the exclusionary rule.

Nic Jaynes-Creel, 3L 
Teaching Civil Procedure

I find the review program to be very rewarding. It is 
fun to work with people, and do my best to help them 
understand. Torts truly taught me one thing, sometimes 
you have to let Jesus take the wheel. It’s the only way 
to fly like Batman.

Civil Procedure incorporates the procedures for all 
types of law aside from criminal. The most important 
thing is go through each argument. Even if you are 
100% positive of the outcome still argue all the points 
beneath it. Example: in personal jurisdiction if you 
find a traditional test is met, still have a discussion 
about minimum contacts.

Ashley Maxwell, 2L 
Teaching Torts

I was a Court Appointed Special Advocate (CASA) 
for six years, being an advocate for a local foster 
youth. I did my undergrad at UC Berkeley, and then 
got my Masters in School Counseling at Sac State, 
before taking a 7-year break from school until I started 
law school. I currently work full-time for the State 
Department of Child Support Services doing policy 
analysis. I have two dogs named Cal and Berkeley.

Always be prepared for class. Submit practice exams 
to the Dean so you know your strengths and the areas 
where you need to make changes before the real 
exam. It’s important to get feedback on formatting, 
since there are so many ways a negligence analysis 
can be organized, and it can be daunting trying to 
figure it out on-the-spot.

John Fronefield, 3L 
Teaching Property

Don’t wait until the last minute. Do some MBE’s each 
week, there are plenty of sources out there. Write 
practice exams. The first time writing an exam should 
not be on the day of the exam. Go to Friday Review. 
Yes, it is on a Friday night, but that extra study time 
can’t hurt.

By Tiffany Mathews | Class of 2020

COORDINATOR’S TIPS FOR

S U C C E S S
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Holli Hunt, 4L 
Teaching Constitutional Law

I have been part of the Fright Night Review Program 
at Lincoln since its initiation in 2017. I have been 
a Review Coordinator for Torts, Real Property, and 
now Constitutional Law. I love being able to break 
down the material to make it more understandable 
for students. 

Constitutional Law is a complex class that requires 
time and effort. In order to be successful, you must 
take time to read and understand the cases. This is 
a class where case law is very important. I would 
also recommend that students write practice exams 
in order to perfect and streamline their analysis. 

Mahliya Montgomery, 4L 
Teaching Evidence

I’ve had the privilege of being a Review Coordinator 
since the school began the Friday Night Review 
Program in my second year. I have two young 
daughters who are the light of my life and have been 
my motivation along this journey. I currently work as 
a legal intern at the California Air Resources Board. 
When I graduate, I plan on moving to San Diego and 
hope to obtain a judicial clerkship or a position as a 
legal writing professor.

It has been great having Judge Fiorini’s guidance in 
preparing materials for the reviews. My advice for 
third year students who wish to do well in Evidence is 
to get lots of practice with hearsay and its exceptions. 
If you can, get a head start on memorizing and 
use acronyms that make sense to you. You can also 
arrange the exceptions into sections to help with 
memorization. Judge Fiorini does a great job at laying 
the material out clearly in his PowerPoint slides, so 
refer to them when making your approaches. The 
Harvard Exams are also great resources to practice 
hearsay and its many exceptions. Make a study 
schedule that works for you and stick to it. Third year 
is definitely a tough year, but as long as you stay on 
track with your schedule, and don’t allow yourself to 
freak out, you will be fine. Wherever possible, find 
balance in your life and make sure that you aren’t 
forgetting to take care of yourself. It will feel like you 
can’t at times, but you can do this! Best of luck!

Tiffany Mathews, 4L 
Teaching Business Associations/
Community Property

I work on legislation for the California District Attorneys 
Association. I enjoy working in the public policy realm 
because it offers insight into what issues Californians are 
facing and how to solve these issues through legislation. 

For Business Associations- Breakdown your outline 
into topics. For example, I made a separate outline for 
partnerships, corporations, agency, etc. I type out each 
rule until I have it memorized, then I move to the next 
rule. That way if a rule slips my mind during an exam,  
I can rely on the muscle memory of my typing fingers.

For Community Property- Always start with the 
community property presumption; anything acquired 
during a marriage is split 50/50 between spouses.  
Then you dive into exceptions. 

Victoria Grotewohl, 2L 
Teaching Professional Responsibility

My advice would be to study however you study 
best. It’s easy to listen to upperclassmen who did well 
and say “well, I need to do whatever that guy did 
if I want to succeed” but that’s not the case at all. 
Different things work for different people. I like to do 
practice exams and pretend to teach the concepts to 
my boyfriend and my cat. I know other people who 
like to participate in study groups. Having different 
study techniques from your friend doesn’t mean that 
one of you is right and the other one is wrong. Having 
said that, particularly for Criminal Law, practice 
exams are your best friend. They help you with time 
management, they help you build muscle memory for 
typing out the rules, and they help you get familiar 
with Professor Gold’s writing style so you won’t 
be taken off guard when characters from Game of 
Thrones show up.

For Professional Responsibility, you just have to put 
in the time. It’s not out of bounds to say that it’s 
arguably the most important class you’ll take in law 
school. No matter what area of law you go into, these 
rules apply. Do the reading, go to class, and listen 
to Professor Yeroshek. She has a very engaging and 
very clear way of explaining the rules that makes them 
easy to absorb. 
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Enforcing the DNA Fingerprint Act will require 
DHS to disclose the results to the FBI which will 
store the information in the Combined DNA Index 
System (CODIS). CODIS is both the system that 
collects DNA from participating laboratories at 
the federal, state and local level and the unit that 
houses the DNA samples within the FBI. DHS will 
not disclose the names or personal information of 
the individuals in the interests of protecting their 
privacy. The general information disclosed with 
the DNA sample is the DNA profile, the agency 
identifier, the specimen identification number, 
and the DNA laboratory personnel associated 
with the DNA profile. CODIS currently houses 
approximately 14 million DNA samples collected 
from individuals who have been arrested, charged, 
or convicted in connection with serious crimes such 
as murder, rape and select misdemeanors.

DHS stated they will phase in the DNA collection 
process over the next three years. The FBI will 
provide the kits, assistance in training on DNA 
collection, analyze samples, and house them 
thereafter. It is expected that the DHS will submit 
approximately 748,000 DNA samples per year. 
Each DNA collection kit currently cost $5.38, 
meaning the cost per year for DNA collection is 
estimated at a little over $4 million. 

Currently, under federal law, and in 30 states, the 
collection of DNA is permitted from those suspected 
of felonies and certain misdemeanors before 
they are prosecuted. Though border crossing is 
illegal, first time offenders are only charged with a 
misdemeanor for improper entry. Additional entries 
are charged as felonies. 

After a record-breaking influx of migrants in the 
Summer of 2019, the DOJ released the latest 
numbers of misdemeanor improper entry of 80,866 
defendants and felony illegal reentry of 25,426 
defendants in a five month period. The overall 
southern border migration is nearly one million in 
the last year, as reported by the DOJ. However, 
the number of crossings has significantly decreased 
since the summer. 

Despite the decrease in southern border migration, 
the DOJ is still proposing to remove the exemption 
from DNA collection, which has the potential of 
furthering the president’s rhetoric of demonizing 
all immigrants. However, multiple studies have 
demonstrated that immigrants are less likely than 
native-born citizens to commit a crime. 

On October 21, 2019, the Department of Justice 
released its proposal to comply with the DNA 
Fingerprint Act of 2005. The proposal is directed 
at allowing the formerly exempted. Department of 
Homeland Security (DHS) to begin collecting DNA 
samples from undocumented detainees. This would 
extend not only to adults, but to those above the age 
of 14 and to asylum seekers presenting themselves at 
legal ports of entry.

The move comes after a long debate on the DNA 
Fingerprint Act of 2005 that exempted agencies like 
Customs and Border Protection (CBP) and Immigration 
and Customs Enforcement (ICE) from collecting DNA 
samples due to limited resources.

Similar programs have already been in effect, such 
as a summer pilot program that allowed ICE to 
collect DNA samples to verify parentage between 
migrant children and their accompanying parent(s). 
The program was aimed at revealing fraudulent 
family unit claims and to protect children from human 
trafficking rings. However, the results were not 
disclosed with other agencies outside of ICE.
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The DNA collection proposal has been promoted as a 
tool to reduce crime and help federal, state and local 
law enforcement with investigations, but the violation 
of constitutional rights issue has been raised by civil 
and immigration activists.

The ACLU said in a statement “DNA collection 
raises serious privacy and civil liberty concerns and 
lacks justification, especially when DHS is already 
using less intrusive identification methods like 
fingerprinting.”

Immigrants, whether illegal or legal, already subject 
themselves to fingerprinting and photographing. 
For an asylum seeker this process is done at the 
border or port of entry, and 90 days before their 
Individual Hearing with an immigration judge. Illegal 
immigrants detained at the border are fingerprinted 
and photographed while in CBP custody. Legal 
immigrants, or those applying for legal status, are 
required to attend a biometrics appointment with 
United States Citizenship and Immigration Services 
(USCIS). The collection of personal identification is 
already being performed by the different agencies 
under DHS, so why collect DNA samples? 

The DOJ states that the collection of DNA will aid 
in crime prevention by ensuring that the government 
need not wait until a crime has been committed before 
creating an individual’s DNA profile and it will allow 
federal authorities to create DNA profiles for aliens 
detained in the US. This reasoning places immigrants 
in the same category as murderers and rapists. 

A major difference between those accused of a  
serious crime and immigrants subjected to DNA 
collection is the ability to expunge their DNA sample 
after being discharged or acquitted of a crime. Upon 
final order from the court or a dismissal of charges, the 
FBI and state agencies must dispose of the DNA and 
delete it from CODIS of an accused individual. Yet, no 
such relief has been established for those in  
the immigrant community. 

The Constitution establishes rights for all, regardless of 
legal status. The 5th amendment states the Government 
cannot take an individual’s life, liberty or property 
without due process. However, the DNA collection of 
immigrants is lacking proper due process. 

People have been coming to the US, whether legally 
or illegally for generations, and of yet, no policy has 
completely stopped this process. If put into effect, DNA 
collection will be just another step in the system. 

A study conducted in 2018 by CATO Institute 
analyzed the state of Texas’ arrest and conviction 
rates for three categories of people: Native-Born, 
Undocumented Immigrants and Legal Immigrants. 
The study observed the criminal activity for the years 
2011 through 2015. 

In the study, researchers found that undocumented 
immigrants are less likely than native-born Americans 
to commit violent crimes such as murder, rape and 
larceny. For the year of 2015, the arrest rate for 
illegal immigrants was 40 percent below that of 
native-born Americans. Additionally, for the same 
year conviction rates for illegal immigrants were 56 
percent below that of native-born Americans. The 
number is even lower for legal immigrants, at 85 
percent below the native-born rate. 

In a different study, data from 1990 to 2014  
was analyzed to see if violent crimes increased 
as the population of undocumented immigrants 
increased. The 2018 study was conducted by 
criminologist Michael Light and Ty Miller. They  
found that violent crimes such as murder, rape, 
aggravated assault, and robbery have not  
increased due to illegal immigration.
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Bound 
by  
Oath or Affirmation

“Preserve, protect, and defend the  
 Constitution of the United States.”

By Andres “Felipe” Garcia | Class of 2021

male genitalia. Giving cause to the later suspicion 
that the word “testimony” is based on the oath having 
been taken on one’s “testis”. The option of either “by 
oath or affirmation” was included in the Constitution 
specifically because of the religious implications of 
an oath. At the time, Quakers refused to take an oath 
because it violated their religious obligations to not 
swear in God’s name. Today, for the same reason, 
some persons still refuse to take an oath.

After taking an oath to tell the truth relating to the 
past or present, common in a deposition or in a 
courtroom, the binding power of that oath still 
maintains a sort of existent self-curse. Potential 
perjury charges loom for those found to be willfully 
telling untruths. However, oaths like those taken by 
public officials, are promissory oaths in that they 
involve a promise to act in ways that relates to future 
events. What is the binding power, or “curse,” that 
makes a promissory oath relevant? There is a bind 
proportional to the moral obligations of the person 
taking that oath to uphold his or her oath. But at 
times, as we all find, some persons lack  
moral obligations.

In advance of the Constitutional Convention, in March 
of 1787, Noah Webster argued against requiring an 
oath of office.

“An oath creates no new obligation. A witness, 
who swears to tell the whole truth, is under no new 
obligation to tell the whole truth. An oath reminds  
him of his duty; he swears to do as he ought to do; 
that is, he adds an express promise to an implied 
one. A moral obligation is not capable of  
addition or diminution.” 

Webster’s premise was that oaths were instruments 
of slavery and tyranny, having the effect of securing 
obedience to unrighteous rulers. Instead Webster 
held that “a good constitution, and good laws, make 
good subjects” and therefore, if the government was 
good, its citizens would naturally prefer and promote 
allegiance to that government. James Madison in The 
Federalist Papers No. 44 noted, however, that “[t]
he members of the federal government will have no 
agency in carrying the State constitutions into effect. 
The members and officers of the State governments, 
on the contrary, will have an essential agency 
in giving effect to the federal Constitution.” This 
distinction required a rendering of clarity, particularly 
for state officials, and explains why the requirement  
of an oath in Article IV exists.

This, however, leaves unresolved both the distinct oath 
of office of the President to “preserve, protect, and 
defend” the Constitution and the binding effect of an 
oath. Considering the origins of the oath, should the 
binding effect be dependent only on one’s faith in a 
God, or solely reliant on the person’s moral obligation 
to his or her word? Or should it come with a “curse” 
so to speak? Abide by an oath or face consequences 
for failure to adhere to that oath? 

In consideration of the obvious lack of moral 
obligation certain public servants are sure to have, 
should an oath still carry the vestige of a “curse”,  
or is it simply traditional practice?

Would it be too much of a “curse” that when 
entering public office or taking any oath related to 
public service, that a person who holds power on 
behalf of “We the People”, at minimum should both 
expect and accept public scrutiny, accountability, 
and transparency? We currently have a senator 
who will take an oath of impartiality for a Senate 
trial after admitting he is “not trying to pretend to 
be a fair juror.” We have a Supreme Court justice 
who believes that the public scrutiny he faced when 
entering office “destroyed” his family and his name. 
Should these privileges of persons and their personal 
interest in public office override public interest?

Our President, who has pronounced the emoluments 
clause “phony,” argued in court that as President 
he could shoot someone and not be prosecuted, 
and because he cannot be indicted, believes he 
should not be investigated by either the Department 
of Justice or by Congress. In court, the Freedom of 
Information Act has forced the President, on behalf 
of public interest, to turn over documents he has 
refused to give to Congress despite Congressional 
subpoena. Unless our founders wanted something 
like a monarchy, there should be no room for 
subverting American democracy, ignoring 
Congressional subpoenas, and denying public 
disclosures. Those who elect to seek public office, 
and take an oath of office, should feel obligated 
by that oath, not privileged by it. And unless we 
can rely on Zeus to start punishing those who fail 
to live up to their oath, “We the People” either must 
demand that the requirement of an oath still means 
something, as our founders expected it would, or 
cease to expect governance “for the people”.

Article II, Section 1, Clause 8 of the United States 
Constitution states that before entering office, a 
president must take an oath of office. The Constitution 
gives the specific language of that oath: to “faithfully 
execute the Office of President” and to “preserve, 
protect, and defend the Constitution of the United 
States.” Separately, Article VI of the Constitution 
states that both federal and state officials, not 
including the president, “shall be bound by oath 
or affirmation to support this constitution”. Is the 
difference between preserving, protecting and 
defending the Constitution versus supporting the 
Constitution significant? And what, outside of one’s 
own moral obligation to his or her word, binds public 
officials, including the President to that oath?

The tradition of oaths is rooted in the mythology 
of magic. As a tradition of casting a curse, oaths 
served as a sort of self-curse. The oath was typically a 
pairing of both an invocation of either a god or other 
supernatural force, and a promise of either honesty or 
integrity of future performance. Fail to honor an oath 
and by curse of the oath, one would be punished. In 
ancient Rome and Greece, it was believed that Zeus, 
god of the sky, punished oath breakers by striking 
and killing them with lightning.

In time, oaths developed into a sort of divine calling: 
“So help me God.”, “As God as my witness”, “I 
swear to God”. By the invocation of God, the oath 
still serves as a sort of self-curse. For the person who 
knowingly breaks an oath after invoking God’s name 
is cursed by whatever consequences God deems 
appropriate for breaking his or her promise to God. 
Noted in Genesis of the Bible, when taking an oath, 
a hand is placed under one’s thigh, specifically on 
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By Inga Holmquist | Class of 2021

BACKGROUND

Galves is from Pueblo, Colorado, which is a blue-
collar, “Steel Town,” with hard-working residents, 
many of whom have various immigrant Italian, 
Eastern European, and, like Galves, Mexican roots. 
From the age of five, Galves was raised in a single-
parent household on governmental assistance, and he 
was one of the first in his family to graduate from high 
school, and the only one to graduate from college, 
and from law school. As a young man, the thought of 
going to law school seemed an immense world away 
for him. In fact, even attending college seemed like a 
pipe dream, but in high school he was the captain of 
the football team and he took third in state his junior 
year in track and field as a sprinter, so many colleges 
came knocking his senior year. It was at that point 
that Galves finally began to believe that perhaps 
he could go to college; but he remembers the stark 
warning his mother had given him: “Don’t read too 
much in college, or you’ll need glasses, and we can’t 
afford glasses.” He recalls, “for my mom, going to 
college was such a foreign idea, but she told me to 
just try my best.”

EDUCATION

And so, off to college it was. Although Galves was 
a running back and receiver on the football team, 
and he qualified for the NCAA Nationals in Track 
& Field three years in a row, he knew his athletic 
days would soon be over. However, pursuing higher 
education and academics—well now that would 
be a very different story. At Colorado College, he 
earned a GPA of nearly 4.0. In addition to sports, he 
was involved in various clubs, wrote for the school 
newspaper, and then managed to gain admission to 
Harvard Law School. While at Harvard, he taught 
moot court to first-year law students, he was a 
Harvard Human Rights/Amnesty International fellow, 
and he taught Principles of Economics to Harvard 
undergraduates during his third year, which helped 
pay the bills, as did his substantial financial aid and 
law school scholarships. 

LAW PRACTICE

Upon graduation from law school in 1986, Galves 
clerked for Federal District Court Judge, John L. Kane, 
Jr., in Denver, for a year-and-a-half, and then worked 
five years as a litigation associate at Holland & Hart, 
which was the largest law firm in Denver at the time. 
Galves says he very much enjoyed practicing law, 
but he really loved teaching; so for five years, while 
he worked full-time at the law firm, he taught “Law & 
Social Justice” in the Political Science Department at 
Colorado College, until late 1993, when he began 
teaching law as a full-time, tenure-track law professor 
in Sacramento at McGeorge School of Law.

In just his second year at 
Lincoln Law School, Professor 
Fred Galves is certainly no 
stranger to legal academia. By 
his own admission, he was an 
unlikely law student, lawyer, 
and certainly law professor 
and legal scholar. At this point 
in his career, Galves has 
become more dedicated than 
ever to helping non-traditional 
students pursue legal careers—a 
journey reminiscent of his own 
improbable story of academic 
hard work, perseverance, and 
professional achievement. 
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LEGAL AUTHOR/SCHOLAR

In addition to teaching, Galves is a West  
Academic law school textbook author (Evidence 
Casebook, the 4th Edition available in January), and 
Legal APP developer (Introduction and Overview to 
Civil Procedure, and Introduction and Overview to 
Evidence). He has written several law review articles 
and has another West book: Evidence: Simulations. 

RECENT TEACHING/GOALS

Galves now teaches “Civil Procedure,” “Street 
Law,*” and “Applied Legal Reasoning” at 
Lincoln Law School of Sacramento. He is also a 
law professor at Drivon Law School (Humphries 
University), teaching “Civil Procedure.” He also 
has recently taught where he believes there is much 
more of an acute need, even before law school—at 
the community college level. So, for a couple of 
years, Galves taught at Sacramento City College: 
“Business Law” and “Law & Society.” While there, 
he was also the “Co-Faculty Director” of the “2+2+3 
Pathway to Law School” California Bar Association 
Program. The program seeks to enroll high school 
students in community college for two years, then 
undergraduate school for two years, and then law 
school for three years (“2+2+3”). Lincoln Law is 
now a part of the Regional Northern California 
2+2+3 Pathway to Law School Program, and we 
just learned that Lincoln will share an award, to be 
presented in Santa Clara on February 21 by the 
California State Bar, for our achievements with the 
2+2+3 Pathway Program. And as if all of that has 
not keep him busy enough, Galves recently took 
on the Director Position of the new Paralegal/Legal 
Assistant Program at Delta College in Stockton, 
because he is dedicated to trying to help students 
gain entry into the legal profession, at all levels. 

In sum, Galves was a very non-traditional law student, 
who dared to dream beyond his own obstacles, and 
his own self-doubt. Now, at this stage in his career, 
he very much seeks to “give back” to students who, 
like him, may have much to overcome in terms of 
educational obstacles. Galves believes that “role 
models and mentors are of critical importance in the 
success of any learning institution’s mission.” In his 
case, he says that, were it not for the key instrumental 
teachers, professors, coaches, mentors, and 
counselors in high school, college, and law school, 
who encouraged and gave him several strategies 
and opportunities to succeed, he never could have 
overcome the obstacles he had. “I am honored to 
try to give back as much as I can to help students, 
especially underrepresented students, struggling 
with many obstacles that seem to persist. I want to 
provide the support and guidance that was given to 
me so many years ago, during my own very unlikely 
educational journey. I stand on the shoulders of 
giants, and I am truly thankful to them all.” 

And so, the circle of life goes on, students stand 
on his shoulders, as they, too, dare to overcome 
obstacles, and boldly achieve their academic dreams. 

PAST LAW TEACHING

Galves has taught Civil Procedure, Evidence, Banking 
Law, Computer-Assisted Litigation, and Street Law. 
He also has taught at various other law schools over 
the years: King Hall Law School (UC Davis), Fordham 
Law School (New York City), Denver University Law 
School, and Southwestern Law School (Los Angeles). 
Galves also has extensive foreign law teaching 
experience. He taught for many years in the UC 
Davis’ USA Law Orientation Program for foreign 
students and lawyers, and in Cologne, Germany 
(through the UC Davis International Law Program). 

Galves has been recognized for his teaching. He 
won the “Faculty Innovation Award,” for the entire 
University of the Pacific, for creating online learning 
modules for his Computer-Assisted Litigation class. 
He also received the university-wide “Eberhardt 
Faculty Scholar Award” for the articles he wrote and 
presentations he gave on legal technology, and for 
developing his “Street Law*” class. Galves is also a 
big proponent of online learning. He has taught a 
full online law course at Concord Law School (Trial 
Advocacy), at DU Law School (Evidence, a hybrid 
online/in person course), at Sacramento City College 
(“Law & Society”), and most recently, at Colorado 
State University-Pueblo (in the MBA Program—
“Business Ethics”). 
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A LEGACY 
OF “GIVING BACK”

 *“Street Law” is now an elective course and Lincoln. In this innovative course, law students teach legal concepts and 
courtroom procedure to diverse inner-city high school students and thereby develop a crucial role-modeling and 
learning bond between the law students and high school students in the local community. The course culminates  
with participating high schools competing in a mock trial held at the federal courthouse. [Editor’s note: Having  
taken Street Law, I can say, it was the most fun and rewarding thing I have done as a Lincoln Law student.]




