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On August 31, the Assembly Committee on Judiciary sent a letter to Executive Director, 
Elizabeth Parker, requesting information on a wide range of topics about Bar operations. One of 
those questions asked: “How does the Bar prioritize its discipline cases today?” 

The Office of the Chief Trial Counsel (OCTC) and State Bar Court (SBC) provided information 
regarding current prioritization strategies (Attached to this memorandum). 

Bar staff are proposing to analyze this question further and seeking the input of members of the 
Regulation and Discipline Committee. Specific areas that merit further analysis regarding the 
prioritization of cases include the following: 

· An assessment of whether or not the current prioritization categories merit modification; 

· An assessment of whether or not the current prioritization policies employed by are 
consistently understood and applied by all staff; and 

· An assessment of the operational impact of this prioritization on case processing, to 
ensure that the classification of cases in higher priority categories has an operational 
impact and results in these cases being handled in a manner consistent with the 
classification. 

 

FISCAL/PERSONNEL IMPACT 

None. 

RULE AMENDMENTS 

None 



 

BOARD BOOK IMPACT 

None. 

BOARD GOALS & OBJECTIVES 

Business and Professions Code section 6001.1 states that “Protection of the public shall be the 
highest priority for the State Bar of California and the board of trustees in exercising their 
licensing, regulatory, and disciplinary functions.” Validating and / or improving the process by 
which OCTC prioritizes cases falls squarely within the public protection mission of the Bar. 
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Attachment: Extract from Elizabeth Parker's 
Response to the Assembly Judiciary Committee, October 7, 2016
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