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I, NANCY K. D. LEMON, declare as follows:
1.

I am an expert in domestic violence. I have focused on the issue of domestic

violence during my entire professional career. I was awarded a B.A. in Women’s Studies from the
University of California at Santa Cruz in 1975 and a J.D. from Boalt Hall School of Law,
University of California at Berkeley in 1980. Starting in 1981, I worked at several agencies
offering legal assistance to survivors of domestic violence. Through my work, I have come into
contact with thousands of such victims as well as with about a dozen perpetrators and reformed
perpetrators of abuse.
2.

In 1988, I started teaching Domestic Violence Law at Boalt, and in 1990, I started

directing the Domestic Violence Practicum there. I have taught these courses at Boalt Hall ever
since. I authored Domestic Violence Law, the first textbook in the U.S. on this topic, first published
1
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1

in 1996 and now in its third edition with the current publisher, West Group. I have written

2

extensively on domestic violence issues, including books, curricula, law review articles, and amicus

3

briefs, etc. I have worked on numerous pieces of California state legislation since 1983. I have

4

conducted hundreds of trainings on domestic violence topics for many different professional groups.

5

Starting in 1995, I began working as an expert witness. I have consulted on hundreds of cases and

6

testified in sixty. I frequently work with prosecutors and also with criminal defense attorneys, as

7

well as in family law, tort, asylum, and other types of cases. Attached hereto as Exhibit 63 is a

8

true and correct copy of my curriculum vitae, which describes my experience and expertise in

9

additional detail.

10

3.

I testified as an expert in the criminal case against Sheriff Mirkarimi in a “402

11

hearing,” which is a hearing to determine whether proposed testimony will be admissible in a

12

criminal trial. The judge ruled that my testimony would be admissible in all respects that are

13

relevant to these proceedings.

14
15

4.

My customary charge for expert testimony in a government matter is $200 per hour

plus expenses. I am receiving my customary charge in this case.

16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

SUMMARY OF OPINIONS
In this matter before the San Francisco Ethics Commission, I have the following general
opinions.
i. Domestic violence is an attempt by one partner to secure power and
control over the other partner by means of various abusive behaviors.
Domestic violence is an abuse of power, and it often escalates.
ii. The physical assault and false imprisonment of Ms. Lopez by Mr.
Mirkarimi on December 31, 2011, was a genuine incident of domestic
violence, not "just an arm grab," that took place in the context of
ongoing abuse.
iii. Mr. Mirkarimi's behavior and statements are consistent with typical
batterer behavior.
iv. Ms. Lopez's behavior and statements are consistent with typical
victim behavior.
v. Mr. Mirkarimi pleaded guilty to and received a sentence for a crime
of domestic violence.
vi. Mr. Mirkarimi continues to make statements consistent with a typical
unreformed batterer.
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vii. Sheriff Mirkarimi's crime relates directly to his duty as Sheriff to
enhance public safety and reduce the incidence and severity of
domestic violence.

1
2
5.

3

I have reviewed the materials listed in Exhibit 64 in formulating my opinions. A

4

reasonable professional in my field would rely on this type of material for several reasons. First,

5

domestic violence expert witnesses virtually always rely on hearsay in formulating their opinions,

6

and the California Supreme Court has held such expert opinions admissible. In People v Humphrey,

7

13 Cal.4th 1073 (1996), the domestic violence expert witness who testified for the battered woman

8

defendant charged with killing her husband relied on the defendant's statements about the history of

9

the relationship and the incident in which the homicide took place. The expert testimony included

10

many statements by the defendant, which were hearsay. The California Supreme Court found the

11

expert's opinion so relevant that they reversed the conviction, holding that the jury should have been

12

instructed that they could take the expert testimony into account in considering the reasonableness

13

of the defendant's fear for her life, and not only in considering the honesty of this belief.
6.

14

Second, evidence of statements made by victims of domestic violence close in time

15

to the abusive incident are more likely to be accurate, while those made later are more likely to be

16

false. This understanding was key to the holding in People v. Cornell Brown, 33 Cal.4th 892 (2004),

17

in which the defendant was charged with abusing his live-in girlfriend. She had initially told law

18

enforcement that he assaulted, threatened, and falsely imprisoned her, but in her testimony she

19

denied some of the abuse and minimized the rest of it. A domestic violence expert witness testified

20

that after the initial incident of abuse there was a window of about 24 to 48 hours during which the

21

domestic violence victim was likely to tell the truth, but that thereafter the victim was more likely to

22

deny or minimize the incident. The California Supreme Court found this testimony so persuasive

23

that they ruled its admission was correct, upholding the conviction even though there was no

24

evidence of prior abuse before the charged incident and the victim had recanted the charged incident

25

at trial.

26
27

7.

I further explain the nature of and basis for my opinions in the declaration that

follows.
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TYPICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

1
2

8.

There are two primary diagrams used extensively in the field of domestic violence,

3

the Cycle of Violence and the Power and Control Wheel. Both diagrams were developed in the

4

1980s as a result of numerous conversations with survivors of domestic violence and are still used

5

widely because they are so accurate. I have used these diagrams for many years in my teaching and

6

trainings, as well as in my work as an expert witness, to identify and describe abusive relationships,

7

including typical batterer behaviors and typical responses by victims.

8
9

9.

The first diagram, the Cycle of Violence, was developed by Dr. Lenore Walker and

describes the typical stages in relationships in which domestic violence takes place, starting with the

10

honeymoon stage, followed by the tension building stage, the abuse stage, and then the

11

reconciliation or honeymoon stage. A true and correct copy of the Cycle of Violence diagram is

12

attached hereto as Exhibit 65.

13

10.

As I testified during the 402 hearing in the case of People v. Ross Mirkarimi, in

14

many domestic violence cases, the relationship starts as even more romantic and exciting than other

15

relationships. The batterer is charming and on his best behavior. Sometimes there is a “whirlwind

16

romance” quality to this stage, with the batterer sweeping the victim off her feet, and making

17

comments like “You are the only one I’ve felt this way about,” “I love you,” “Let’s move in

18

together,” etc. This is not found in every domestic violence relationship but I have seen it in most of

19

the cases I have worked on.

20

11.

However, then comes the tension building phase, where the batterer feels tense and

21

anxious and will often be crabby or irritable. The victim is typically wondering what is going on,

22

feeling anxious herself, maybe withdrawing a little, maybe trying to please her partner by cooking

23

special food, initiating or agreeing to sex, not bringing up topics that she knows will upset her

24

partner. She starts to feel she is “walking on eggshells,” trying to keep the abuser happy.

25

12.

However, no matter what the victim does, at some point in an abusive relationship,

26

the couple moves into the abusive incident stage. Typically, there may be name-calling by the

27

abuser and the first physical abuse is minor, such as slapping, pushing, or shoving.

28
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1

13.

After this incident, typically the couple will move into part one of the honeymoon

2

stage. The batterer is conciliatory and apologetic, may make promises to change, ask the victim to

3

give him another chance, reminding the victim what a charming person he was when they first met,

4

etc. And the victim is wondering whether to stay or leave the relationship. One of the factors

5

victims often consider is the effect on any children involved of staying or leaving.

6

14.

If the victim decides to stay, the couple moves into part 2 of the honeymoon stage.

7

Things will be fine for a while, with the batterer being the charming, wonderful, sweet, funny, great

8

guy he was when they were first together. But inevitably, the tension building stage will appear

9

again, and no matter what the victim does, there will be another abusive incident.

10

15.

The cycle tends to repeat, and the level of abuse tends to escalate over time, so that

11

instead of a slap or push or shove, the abuse will involve actual hitting with a closed fist. There may

12

start to be visible injuries: bruises, a black eye, a split lip, or a bloody nose.

13

16.

These stages typically repeat multiple times unless they are interrupted by arrest or

14

some other intervention. The abuse stage typically becomes more severe over time and can result in

15

one of the parties killing the other, typically the abusive male in a heterosexual relationship killing

16

the female partner. Sometimes the honeymoon stage is not found or disappears over time. After

17

experiencing this cycle numerous times, victims of domestic violence typically learn to anticipate

18

the next stage and will often try to forestall the abuse stage by placating the abuser. However, they

19

find that ultimately they have no control over their partner’s behavior. See Lenore E. Walker, The

20

Battered Woman (Harper and Row, 1979) at 44-54, excerpted in my textbook, Domestic Violence

21

Law (West Group, 3rd ed., 2009) at 115. Attached hereto as Exhibit 66 is a true and correct copy of

22

the title page and table of contents of my textbook. Exhibit 67 is a true and correct copy of the

23

excerpt of Dr. Walker’s work.

24

17.

The Ninth Circuit has also described this cycle of violence in Hernandez v. Ashcroft,

25

345 F.3d 824 (9th Cir. 2003): “[D]omestic violence is not a phenomenon that appears only at brief

26

isolated times, but instead pervades an entire relationship…[The abuser’s] success in this ‘contrite’

27

or ‘hearts and flowers’ phase occurred because of [the victim’s] emotional vulnerability, the strong

28
29
30
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1

emotional bond to [the abuser]…, and the underlying threat that the failure to accede to his demands

2

would bring renewed violence.”

3

18.

The second diagram, the Power and Control Wheel, was developed by the Duluth

4

Abuse Intervention Project. A true and correct copy of the Power and Control Wheel is attached

5

hereto as Exhibit 68. I have found this diagram so useful that I have included it in every edition of

6

my textbook.

7

19.

Its eight spokes describe typical batterer behaviors: Using Coercion and Threats;

8

Using Intimidation; Using Male Privilege1; Using Economic Abuse; Using Children; Denying,

9

Minimizing, and Blaming; Isolation (and Jealousy); and Using Emotional Abuse. Not all of these

10

spokes are found in every relationship where domestic violence is taking place, but typically the

11

abuser’s behavior will fit at least several of the spokes.

12

20.

The coercion and threats spoke involves the batterer making or carrying out threats

13

to do something to hurt the victim, such as assaulting her, killing her, hurting her family,

14

threatening to report her to CPS, or to call the welfare or immigration authorities and make

15

allegations that will get her in trouble, maybe get her deported. Typical threats also include trying to

16

get the victim to get the prosecutor to drop charges against the abuser. It can also involve making

17

the victim do illegal things.

18

21.

The Minimizing, Denying, and Blaming spoke has three parts. Minimizing involves

19

making light of the abuse and not taking the victim’s concerns about it seriously (e.g., “You are

20

overreacting, it’s not that big a deal”, it was just a small bruise). Denying means saying or acting

21

like the abuse did not happen (“No, you caused that bruise yourself,” or “I did not abuse her.”). The

22

blaming part consists of telling the victim it was her own fault that this happened to her, that the

23

batterer had to respond abusively because the victim provoked him, and that she should have known

24

not to do whatever behavior it was that made him upset.

25
26
27

1

The Wheel was developed in the context of heterosexual relationships, in which it is much
more likely that the abuser is male and the victim female, although the converse is sometimes the
case. There are also versions of the Wheel describing abuse in same-sex relationships.

28
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1
2
3

22.

Victims tend to start believing this after hearing it from their partners over time, and

start to minimize, deny, and blame themselves for what the batterer has done.
23.

The spoke called Using Children includes making the victim feel guilty about the

4

children, telling her she is a bad parent, threatening to hurt the children or take them away from the

5

victim, and using the children to relay messages after the adults are separated, using visitation to

6

harass the victim. With most mothers, being close to their children is the most important thing in

7

their life, so if the batterer threatens to take the children, this is a huge threat.

8
9

24.

The spoke called Intimidation includes making the victim afraid by using looks,

actions, gestures, smashing things, destroying the victim’s property, abusing pets, and displaying

10

weapons. The batterer may hit the wall or door near the victim, implying that right now he’s hitting

11

the wall but next time it might be her face.

12

25.

The spoke called Using Emotional Abuse is the only one found in every domestic

13

violence case I have ever worked on. It includes putting the victim down, making the victim feel

14

bad about herself, calling her names, making her think she is crazy, playing mindgames, humiliating

15

her, and making her feel guilty. This erodes the victim’s self-esteem until it can be hard for her to

16

stand up for herself, and starts to believe she is not smart, capable, beautiful, etc., and instead

17

believes she has to do whatever her partner says.

18

26.

Using Isolation, another spoke, includes controlling what the victim does, who she

19

sees and talks to, what she reads, where she goes, limiting her outside involvement, and using

20

jealousy to justify actions.

21

27.

Using Male Privilege is another spoke. It includes treating the victim like a servant,

22

making all the big decisions, acting like the “master of the castle,” and being the one to define

23

men’s and women’s roles.

24

28.

Finally, Using Economic Abuse includes preventing her from getting or keeping a

25

job, making her ask for money, giving her an allowance, taking her money, and not letting her know

26

about or have access to family income.

27
28
29
30

29.

Typically perpetrators of domestic violence utilize many of the spokes and do so

frequently before they resort to physical abuse. One of the points of the Wheel is to illustrate that
7
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1

physical abuse is merely one of the many ways in which batterers act abusively toward their

2

partners, and that physical abuse is not an end in itself. Instead, the goal of the abuser is the exertion

3

of power and control by whatever means are necessary. See Lundy Bancroft and Jay G. Silverman,

4

The Batterer as Parent (Sage 2002), excerpted and attached hereto as Exhibit 69, at page 5 (“The

5

overarching behavioral characteristic of the batterer is the imposition of a pattern of control over his

6

partner.”).

7

30.

Some of the psychological reasons that batterers desire to exert power and control

8

over their partners include an intense fear of being left, the need to be reassured of their centrality

9

due to insecurity, a narcissistic personality, rigid concepts of proper gender roles in a relationship,

10

and others. These may differ from batterer to batterer.
TYPICAL BEHAVIORS AND ATTITUDES OF BATTERERS

11
12

31.

In addition to engaging in a number of the behaviors listed as spokes in the Power

13

and Control Wheel, batterers also commonly exhibit a Dr. Jekyll/Mr. Hyde behavior pattern. The

14

perpetrator may be charming, witty, funny, and friendly in some settings, especially in front of third

15

parties or in public settings, but suddenly switch to becoming intimidating, aggressive,

16

domineering, and violent, typically inside the home. This behavior often causes people who know

17

only the first aspect of the perpetrator to disbelieve or minimize the victim’s accounts of abuse that

18

took place in private.

19

32.

For example, before he was arrested and charged with the murders of his wife,

20

Nicole Brown Simpson, and her friend, Ronald Goldman, O.J. Simpson was a popular and well-

21

liked athlete, whose public face was very different from his private one. The general public was

22

shocked to hear that he had beaten Nicole several times in the past, that she had written about this in

23

a diary, and that she hid photos of her injuries in a safe deposit box, as evidence in case he killed

24

her. This is Jekyll/Hyde behavior.

25

33.

Another typical behavior of batterers is to be abusive in a series of intimate partner

26

relationships. This is evidence that the domestic violence stems from something internal to the

27

batterer, not from the specific relationship. This characteristic is described in a book I co-authored

28

with Peter G. Jaffe and Samantha E. Poisson, Child Custody and Domestic Violence: A Call for
8
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1

Safety and Accountability (Sage 2003) at page 32: “Violent fathers may move on to new partners

2

and continue to inflict abuse if there has been no meaningful intervention or accountability. One

3

research study found that 58% of male offenders perpetrated violence against their new partners

4

after the dissolution of a previously abusive relationship.” A true and correct copy of the title page

5

and table of contents of my book and an excerpt providing additional information on this topic is

6

attached hereto as Exhibit 70. Bancroft & Silverman concur: “Batterers tend to abuse more than

7

one woman over the course of their adult relationships…The high degree of conflict in his current

8

relationship is probably the result of his abusiveness rather than its cause, and if he replicates these

9

dynamics in future relationships, his children may be at risk.” See Exhibit 69 at page 19.

10

34.

It is also typical for batterers to see themselves as victims rather than as perpetrators

11

of abuse. They tend to blame others, such as their partners, perceived enemies, and the legal system

12

for their own actions and the consequences of these actions. Batterers tend to hold beliefs that

13

relieve them of responsibility for their abusiveness, and exhibit patterns of justifying their actions

14

and making excuses. They also tend to shift responsibility for the effects of their actions,

15

externalizing this to others. See Exhibit 69 at page 17.

16

35.

Batterers tend to have a strong sense of entitlement, seeing their needs as paramount

17

over others’ needs. They tend to be grandiose, expect to be the center of attention, and expect to

18

have others in the family meet their needs. They are often preoccupied with their own needs and

19

thus not available to their children. Some batterers show tremendous emotion when speaking to

20

others about their children, yet quickly lose interest when their children’s needs inconvenience

21

them. Exhibit 69 at pages 9-10.
IMMIGRANT VICTIMS MARRIED TO U.S. CITIZENS

22
23

36.

Since batterers tend to feel a need to control their partners and want to hide their own

24

abusive actions, they also typically will use the partner’s immigration status to keep the partner

25

from reporting abuse to the authorities. See Exhibit 71 at page 176, excerpt from Michele de

26

Casas, Protecting Hispanic Women: the Inadequacy of Domestic Violence Policy, 24 Chicano-

27

Latino L. Rev. 56 (2003).

28
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37.

As mentioned above in the discussion of the Power and Control Wheel, if the

2

batterer is a U.S. citizen or lawful permanent resident and the partner is not, it is typical for the

3

batterer to threaten to have the victim deported if s/he reports the abuse to authorities or acts in

4

other ways contrary to the batterer’s wishes. This threat is usually based on alleging that the

5

marriage is a sham, entered into so the immigrant can get a “green card” (lawful permanent

6

residence).

7

38.

If there are U.S. citizen children involved, the effect of deportation of the victim is to

8

separate the immigrant parent from the child or children. Such separation is so unthinkable and

9

painful to most parents, especially mothers, that the abused partner will usually do almost anything

10
11

to prevent it.
39.

The threat to tell ICE that the marriage is a sham is most effective during the period

12

in which the immigrant has only conditional residence status, typically the first two years of the

13

marriage. Even though immigration law provides that abused immigrant spouses can file to

14

terminate their conditional residence status at the end of the two years without the abuser’s

15

assistance, many immigrants are not aware of this and believe the abuser’s statements that he can

16

have her deported.

17

40.

Of course, immigrants without lawful permanent residence status also typically have

18

much more trouble finding employment in the U.S. that could support themselves and their

19

children. Batterers will also typically exploit this situation, reminding their partners that the batterer

20

is the sole source of income for the family, so should not be crossed.
BATTERERS WHO ARE LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS

21
22

41.

Batterers who are also law enforcement officers present more danger to their partners

23

than do other batterers. These batterers typically use their status as law enforcement officers to

24

control and intimidate their partners, reminding the victim that calling the police or sheriff’s

25

department will be futile, as the other officers will not intervene. Batterers who are law enforcement

26

officers also tend to threaten to use their connections with others in law enforcement, prosecutors,

27

and judges to prevent charges from being filed against them or to get such charges dismissed.

28
29
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1

42.

Batterers who are law enforcement officers have also been trained in how to subdue

2

and control people physically. They have access to firearms and have been trained in how to use

3

them. The presence of firearms in a home where domestic violence is taking place not only greatly

4

increases the chance of the death of one of the family members, but may also be used to intimidate

5

the victim partner, who is often afraid the abuser will get out his gun(s) if the victim does not

6

comply with the abuser’s demands. See Exhibit 72, Susan B. Sorenson, Firearm Use in Intimate

7

Partner Violence, 30 Eval. Rev. 229 (2006).

8
9

43.

At the same time, batterers who are law enforcement officers know they will

probably lose not only their current jobs, but their entire careers, if convicted of a domestic violence

10

crime or restrained by a domestic violence protective order. Given this knowledge, such batterers

11

typically will tell the victim partner that if the abuse is reported to authorities, the victim will be

12

responsible for the consequences, and that these will include loss of family income.

13

44.

Because the problem of domestic violence by law enforcement officers is so

14

significant, the International Association of Chiefs of Police has developed a policy for dealing with

15

it. This is reprinted in my textbook, Domestic Violence Law at 770, attached hereto as Exhibit 73.

16

Many local jurisdictions around the country have adopted such policies. San Francisco is in the

17

process of doing so.

18
19

COMMON MYTHS AND MISPERCEPTIONS ABOUT DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
45.

The general public believes many myths and misperceptions about domestic

20

violence. These include the beliefs that domestic violence is rare, not serious, mutual, and caused by

21

poor communication or by some other aspect of the relationship. The reality is that domestic

22

violence is an epidemic in the U.S., with 25% of surveyed women and 7.5% of surveyed men

23

reporting that they had been assaulted and/or sexually assaulted by a current or former partner at

24

some point. See Patricia Tjaden and Nancy Thoennes, Extent, Nature and Consequences of Intimate

25

Partner Violence: Findings from the National Violence Against Women Survey, NIJ and CDCP,

26

2000, surveying 8000 women and 8000 men, excerpted in my textbook, Domestic Violence Law, at

27

108 and attached hereto as Exhibit 74. The researchers stated that this means there are

28
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approximately 4.9 million women being physically and/or sexually assaulted each year in the U.S.

2

by an intimate partner. Few other crimes are so widespread..

3

46.

Another myth is that domestic violence encompasses only physical abuse, so that

4

verbal abuse or other types of controlling behavior, such as falsely imprisoning the partner, are

5

inconsequential. In contrast, Tjaden and Thoennes found that women whose partners were verbally

6

abusive were the most likely to be victimized physically, and that violence perpetrated by intimates

7

is usually part of a systematic pattern of dominance and control. Non-physical abuse is also very

8

damaging to victims: a majority of battered women report that the psychological abuse that they

9

suffer has a more severe impact on them than the physical violence. See Exhibit 69 at page 5,

10

47.

Many people also falsely believe that domestic violence has not really occurred

11

unless there are serious injuries, such as broken bones. In fact, domestic violence encompasses

12

financial and emotional abuse as well as physical abuse, and the trauma from these can be great.

13

Additionally, we also know that domestic violence tends to repeat and escalate from minor

14

(slapping, pushing) to very serious, even lethal levels, and that sometimes the rate of escalation is

15

unpredictable.

16

48.

Another myth is that an incident of violence in an intimate partner relationship is

17

usually a one-time event. In fact, Tjaden and Thoennes found that women who were physically

18

assaulted by an intimate partner averaged 6.9 physical assaults by the same partner over the course

19

of the relationship. Because victims tend to hide the abuse, it is typical for there to be several

20

physical assaults before the problem comes to the attention of the police.

21

49.

Many people mistakenly believe that domestic violence happens only in

22

communities of color or in poor and uneducated communities. Similarly, many people believe that

23

women who are independent, professional, and well educated cannot be victims of domestic

24

violence. In fact, battered women are found in all races, ethnicities, religions, and classes.

25
26
27
28
29
30

50.

Another myth is that battered women are always timid and fearful. In fact, studies

have shown that most women respond to violence and abuse by resisting it, actively or passively.
51.

Another myth is that women who are being battered call the police every time there

is an incident of domestic violence or otherwise document each incident. In fact, domestic violence
12
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1

is very underreported to the police. Instead, battered women’s attempts to stop, escape, and avoid

2

the violence are influenced by many factors and often include hiding the abuse, compliance, and

3

telling family or friends, rather than calling the police.

4

52.

The general public also often mistakenly believes that victims often exaggerate or

5

fabricate stories about being abused (perhaps to gain an advantage in a custody fight), or that

6

victims provoke abuse. In fact, victims of domestic violence are much more likely to deny or

7

minimize the abuse. Reasons for this include shame, embarrassment, feeling they are responsible

8

for the abuse, wanting to keep the family together, feeling that they still love the batterer, fear of

9

reprisal, wanting a father for their children, financial dependence on the abuser, fear of deportation,

10

and others.

11

53.

Another myth is that when the abuser apologizes the abuse will stop. However, as

12

described above in the section on the Cycle of Violence, apologies are a typical example of the

13

honeymoon phase, and the abuse is very likely to repeat and escalate unless the abuser obtains long-

14

term, in-depth intervention.

15

54.

Another myth is that victims leave after the first incident and do not reunite with

16

their abusers. In fact, there are many reasons that victims of domestic violence often decide to

17

continue the relationship with the batterer. For example, victims who have children with the batterer

18

may decide to keep them united with the other parent for the sake of the children or to obtain

19

financial or non-financial support from the parent.

20
VICTIM RESPONSES TO DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

21
22

55.

While victims of domestic violence vary in their responses to abuse, they also exhibit

23

some typical patterns of behavior. In addition to the responses outlined above, these include trying

24

to get the batterer to go to couples counseling to fix the relationship, in hopes that he will revert to

25

the charming and romantic man he was at the beginning of the relationship (see Exhibit 65, Cycle of

26

Violence, supra). Unfortunately, joint counseling is usually contraindicated in relationships where

27

one partner has physically abused the other, as anything the victim discloses in the counseling may

28

be used as an excuse to further abuse her afterward.
13
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1

56.

Another typical response of victims to abuse is feeling embarrassed and ashamed

2

because of the batterer’s actions, and at times, accepting responsibility for the abuse. This happens

3

in part because the batterer tends to tell the victim the abuse is her fault, so if she would just not talk

4

back, bring up subjects that make him upset, etc., it would not happen. See Minimization, Denial,

5

and Blaming spoke of the Power and Control Wheel, Exhibit 68. This self-blame by victims also

6

happens because in heterosexual U.S. society the woman is more often the one who is seen as

7

responsible for making the relationship work.

8
9

57.

Another typical behavior of victims of domestic violence is publically aligning

herself or himself with the batterer, and recanting, minimizing, or denying that abuse occurred. It is

10

estimated that approximately 78% of domestic violence victims recant or become uncooperative

11

with the prosecution after the time of their initial accounts. (Maureen McLeod, Victim

12

Noncooperation in the Prosecution of Domestic Violence: A Research Note, 21 Criminology 395

13

(1983).) This figure holds true for first-time victims of abuse as well as victims of ongoing abuse,

14

with about 80% of first-time victims recanting their reports of the abuse. People v. Gomez (1999)

15

72 Cal.App.4th 405, 411.

16

58.

Victims of domestic violence recant their initial reports of abuse for many reasons

17

that have nothing to do with their trustworthiness or with whether the event occurred. For example,

18

victims may fear reprisals from the batterer if the prosecution continues, due either to specific

19

threats from the batterer or from the victim’s knowledge of the batterer’s general patterns of

20

behavior. Other reasons for recantation and publically aligning oneself with the batterer, like

21

reasons for hiding the abuse mentioned supra, include love, hope that the abuser will change,

22

financial dependence, immigration status dependent on the abuser, wanting to keep the family

23

together for the sake of the children, family or religious pressure, and embarrassment and shame.
LAW ENFORCEMENT RESPONSES TO DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

24
25

Mandatory Reporting

26

59.

California Penal Code section 11160(a)(2) mandates that a health practitioner

27

treating a patient for an injury the practitioner knows or reasonably suspects is caused by domestic

28

violence must immediately report this to law enforcement. Thus, in many cases a criminal
14
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1

investigation is started because a doctor has notified the police, whether or not the patient agrees

2

with this report being made.

3

Arrest Encouraged if Probable Cause

4

60.

California Penal Code section 13701 (a) requires that every law enforcement agency

5

adopt written policies for officers' responses to domestic violence calls reflecting that domestic

6

violence is alleged criminal conduct. The policies are required to encourage the arrest of domestic

7

violence offenders if there is probable cause that an offense has been committed.

8

Investigation and Prosecution Based on Evidence

9

61.

Current policies in most California law enforcement agencies and prosecutor’s

10

offices decree that the victim’s wishes regarding criminal prosecution may be considered but do not

11

determine how the case will proceed. Instead, law enforcement and prosecutors are trained in

12

“victimless prosecution,” in which they seek evidence regarding whether a crime occurred, and if it

13

can be proven beyond a reasonable doubt, file criminal charges against the batterer.

14

62.

The reason for such policies is that domestic violence, like other crime, is an offense

15

against the People of the State of California, and affects the entire community. Additionally, in

16

many instances the batterer intimidates the victim into not participating in the criminal case. This is

17

why criminal courts are mandated to consider issuing protective orders in domestic violence cases

18

on their own motion; these orders mandate that the abuser stay away from the victim. See California

19

Penal Code section 136.2.

20

Emergency Protective Orders

21

63.

Emergency Protective Orders (EPOs), authorized by California Family Code section

22

6240 et seq, are routinely requested by law enforcement in domestic violence cases. These orders

23

are issued by on-call judges 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, and last for 5-7 business days. The order

24

typically excludes the batterer from the household and prohibits contact with the victim and any

25

children. It is also illegal for anyone subject to an EPO to possess a firearm, so upon service the

26

restrained person is mandated to turn over any firearms to law enforcement or sell them to a

27

registered gun dealer.

28
29
30

15
LEMON DECLARATION

FIREARMS AND DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

1
2

64.

Firearms are much more common in homes where battering has occurred than in the

3

general population. In 1992, 62% of all murder victims killed by their partners or ex-partners were

4

shot to death, with handguns used in three quarters of these homicides. And, as mentioned above,

5

even if the abuser does not actually shoot or threaten to shoot the victim, the mere presence of a

6

firearm in the home is often very intimidating to victims of domestic violence.

7

65.

In response to this problem, the U.S. Congress and the California legislature have

8

passed laws prohibiting or restricting batterers from possessing firearms. Federal law, 18 U.S. Code

9

section 922, makes it a crime to possess a firearm where the suspect is subject to a domestic

10

violence restraining order (subsection (g)(8)) or has been convicted of a misdemeanor crime of

11

domestic violence (subsection (g)(9)).2

12

66.

California has many statutes prohibiting batterers from possessing firearms.

13

67.

For example, California Penal Code section 18250 mandates law enforcement

14

officers to seize any firearms found at the scene of a domestic violence incident involving a threat to

15

human life or a physical assault. Section 18265 requires such firearms to be held at least 48 hours.

16

Section 18400 provides that law enforcement can file a petition with the court within 90 days

17

requesting that they keep the firearm if they believe the victim would be in danger were the firearm

18

returned. Section 18410 provides for a court hearing to determine this danger.

19

68.

Once criminal charges are filed, other firearm prohibitions apply. California Penal

20

Code section 136.2, under which criminal courts issue protective orders in domestic violence cases,

21

states: “The defendant shall not own, possess, purchase, receive, or attempt to purchase or receive, a

22

firearm while the protective order is in effect.” This section also requires anyone subject to such an

23

order to relinquish all his or her firearms to law enforcement or sell them to a licensed gun dealer

24

within 24 hours, and provide proof of this to the court. It also prohibits such persons from acquiring

25
26
27

2

The U.S. Supreme Court has interpreted the term “misdemeanor crime of domestic
violence” in 18 U.S.C. section 922 (g)(9) to include crimes not called “domestic violence” in state
statutes, as long as force is an element of the crime and the parties are in an intimate partner
relationship. See U.S. v. Hayes, 555 U.S. 415 (2009).
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1

any new firearms. The California Family Code also has prohibitions on people subject to domestic

2

violence restraining orders from possessing firearms. Section 6389 is very similar to California

3

Penal Code section 136.2 in terms of relinquishment of firearms. Additionally, Subsection (h) of

4

section 6389 provides that before a family law court makes an exception allowing a peace officer to

5

carry a firearm as part of his or her employment, it must order a psychological examination to

6

determine whether this would pose a threat of harm. The court may also order the peace officer to

7

enter into counseling or other treatment to deal with any propensity for domestic violence.

8

BATTERER’S INTERVENTION PROGRAMS IN CALIFORNIA

9

69.

Domestic violence counseling or treatment programs ordered by the court are

10

referred to as batterer’s intervention programs (BIPs), defined in California Penal Code section

11

1203.097. Prior to the enactment of this statute, California law provided for diversion in domestic

12

violence misdemeanor cases, whereby if the batterer went to some sort of counseling and did not

13

reoffend within a specified period, the charges were dismissed. (California Penal Code section

14

1000.6) A California State Auditor General’s report found that this system was ineffective in

15

addressing the epidemic of domestic violence, as it was virtually impossible to prosecute the

16

original offense and abusers tended to re-offend at high rates. See The Administration Of The State's

17

Domestic Violence Diversion Program Could Be Improved: Report (1990), attached hereto as

18

Exhibit 75. Additionally, the old diversion policy was ineffective because it was based on the myth

19

that batterers “lose control” when they act abusively toward their victims, and thus merely need to

20

learn to take time-outs when they feel upset. In fact, research has shown that most batterers are very

21

much in control when they act abusively. The old diversion approach was also based on the

22

antiquated belief that domestic violence is not a real crime and does not belong in the criminal

23

justice system. Notably, O.J. Simpson was ordered to undergo counseling when he assaulted his

24

wife, Nicole Brown Simpson, prior to killing her. According to media reports, his counseling

25

consisted of a couple sessions with a therapist over the telephone.

26

70.

As a result of these serious problems with diverting domestic violence cases, the

27

legislature repealed Penal Code section 1000.6 in 1995, replacing it with Penal Code section

28

1203.097. In doing so, it stated: “Diversion programs for perpetrators of domestic violence, while
17
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1

worthwhile in intention and sometimes effective, are inadequate to address domestic violence as a

2

serious crime.” The current statute requires a court sentencing a domestic violence offender to

3

probation to impose a minimum three-year term of probation and require attendance at a 52-week,

4

certified BIP as a mandatory term of probation. In contrast to “anger management” approaches

5

prevalent under the old diversion system, the goal of BIPs is to change the typical underlying belief

6

system of batterers, as well as their behavior. Courts are explicitly authorized by the statute to

7

require more sessions beyond the initial year if they find that the defendant has not demonstrated an

8

understanding that the use of coercion or violent behavior to maintain dominance is unacceptable in

9

an intimate relationship. The defendant must demonstrate acceptance of full responsibility for the

10

abusive behavior perpetrated against the victim, and understand and practice positive conflict

11

resolution skills. The defendant is not to blame, degrade, or commit acts that dehumanize the victim

12

or put the victim’s safety at risk, such as stalking, threatening, or battering the victim.

13

71.

Another difference between the old law and the current one is the length of time

14

batterers must go to the program. The diversion law did not specify any length of time, and many

15

programs lasted only 12-18 weeks. In contrast, section 1203.097 mandates that defendants must

16

attend at least 52 weeks of weekly group sessions. Other differences are that BIPs must be certified

17

through the county’s Adult Probation office and that the facilitator of the BIP must report to the

18

court at least every three months regarding how the probationer is progressing.

19
20
21

72.

The BIP is required to report any new offenses to the court, which can revoke

probation and remand the defendant into custody.
73.

Across California, advocates against domestic violence, prosecutors, probation

22

officers, judges, and legislators have worked hard to craft a meaningful system to try to stop or

23

diminish domestic violence through the use of BIPs. This is clear from the State Auditor General’s

24

report, the legislative history of Penal Code section 1203.097, and the many refinements to this

25

code section over the years.

26

RESOLVE TO STOP THE VIOLENCE PROGRAM IN SAN FRANCISCO JAIL

27

74.

28
29
30

San Francisco’s extensive efforts to combat domestic violence are documented in

reports by the Commission on the Status of Women, the Family Violence Council, and other bodies.
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1

See exhibits attached to the declarations of Interim Sheriff Vicky Hennessy, Wendy Still and Paul

2

Henderson. The Sheriff’s Department has been at the forefront of efforts to rehabilitate violent

3

offenders with the creation and success of the Resolve to Stop the Violence Program (RSVP) in the

4

county jail, which includes a very successful BIP.

5

75.

Success rates for BIPs vary greatly across the U.S. and across California and are

6

sometimes not very promising. Remarkably, an evaluation by a researcher from the Harvard

7

Medical School found that re-arrest rates for crimes of violence one year after release from the San

8

Francisco jail were 42.4%, 50.7%, and 79.7% lower for offenders completing 2, 3, or 4 months or in

9

RSVP, respectively. See Hennessy Dec. Exhibits 24 and 25. It is obvious from these results why

10

RSVP has won multiple awards for its work in stopping domestic violence, and why it is crucial

11

that this program continue if San Francisco wants to lower its rates of domestic violence.

12
13

CHARACTERISTICS OF REFORMED BATTERERS
76.

Reformed domestic violence offenders, such as many of the RSVP graduates who

14

have so dramatically lowered their rates of re-arrest for violent crimes, have changed both their

15

former attitudes and their behaviors in regard to intimate partner abuse. Attitudes and behaviors of

16

batterers who have reformed include being able to describe exactly what they did and why this was

17

wrong, and being able to articulate the effects of this behavior on others, including children who

18

may have witnessed it or were otherwise impacted by it.

19

77.

Reformed batterers are able to articulate why they acted abusively, and the origin of

20

this problem in their lives, usually beginning with role models from childhood. Reformed batterers

21

also take responsibility for inflicting past abuse, both physical and non-physical, are truly and

22

consistently remorseful, and accept the consequences of their abusive behavior.

23

78.

They work hard, sometimes for years, to make amends, which includes making

24

victims and others whole, financially and emotionally. Reformed batterers are able to articulate

25

what their plans are for no longer acting this way; these may include addressing the origins of any

26

substance abuse, continuing to participate in a BIP beyond the mandated time, participating in

27

therapy, speaking in public about their responsibility for the crimes they committed and the effects

28

of those crimes, etc.
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1

79.

As part of taking responsibility for their crimes and the effects of the crimes,

2

reformed batterers do not deny or minimize the crimes they committed. Nor do they blame victims

3

or others for their own behavior or its consequences. They do not collude with those who may

4

attempt to minimize, deny, or blame others for the crimes the batterer committed.

5

80.

The process of becoming a reformed batterer takes a long time. While former

6

batterers lead many of the BIPs in San Francisco, they are certified to do so only after undergoing

7

extensive training and supervision, and are monitored as leaders of BIPs to ensure that they do not

8

resort to blaming victims or other behaviors of unreformed batterers.

9
10

MY OPINIONS
81.

The physical part of the Dec. 31, 2011 incident was clearly an assault, an example of

11

physical domestic violence described in California Penal Code section 273.5. When Mr. Mirkarimi

12

grabbed Ms. Lopez’s arm, he caused a bruise large enough to easily be seen the following day by a

13

video camera many feet away. Additionally, the statements made by both parties regarding the

14

reason for the argument, that Ms. Lopez wished to take their son with her to visit her family in

15

Venezuela, are indicative of emotional abuse by Mr. Mirkarimi, who became very upset at this

16

request. Fathers who are not batterers would not react in such a way, but would be able to carry on a

17

civilized conversation about such a topic, or any other topic.

18

82.

Mr. Mirkarimi’s owning three firearms is also typical of batterers, who own guns at

19

significantly higher rates than do non-batterers, as noted above. It is also notable that when the San

20

Francisco police served Mr. Mirkarimi with the Emergency Protective Order (EPO) on 1/13/12 and

21

informed him that he was required to turn these firearms over to them within 24 hours, he

22

responded that he had sold one of them years ago to another police cadet. This turned out not to be

23

true, as he did have three firearms and it is questionable whether Mr. Mirkarimi actually forgot the

24

sale, or whether he was deliberately attempting to retain possession of the third firearm.

25

83.

Furthermore, surrendering the firearms to the Sheriff’s Department, when Mr.

26

Mirkarimi was still active as the Sheriff, is also significant from a domestic violence standpoint

27

because it contravenes the requirement to disarm. As the Sheriff, Mr. Mirkarimi presumably had

28

full authority over and full access to any facility in which his weapons would have been stored.
20
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1

Accordingly, he remained in constructive possession of the weapons, which is precisely what an

2

Emergency Protective Order, or any domestic violence restraining order, is designed to prevent.

3

84.

Mr. Mirkarimi, through his attorney, also objected to the prosecution’s request that

4

the court order the firearms transferred to the San Francisco Police Department, though when asked

5

why, the attorney gave no reason except that the transfer was not necessary. Judge Susan Breall,

6

who is assigned to the San Francisco Domestic Violence court, did not hesitate to enter the

7

requested order.

8

85.

Mr. Mirkarimi’s plea involved the prosecution dismissing the original three charges

9

of domestic violence assault (Penal Code section 273.5), child endangerment (Penal Code section

10

273a(b)), and dissuading a witness (Penal Code section 136.1(b)(1)), and substituting a fourth and

11

new charge of false imprisonment (Penal Code section 236), to which Mr. Mirkarimi pled guilty.

12

(Transcript of 3/12/12 hearing)

13
14
15

86.

While Mr. Mirkarimi has said repeatedly in many public events that he did not plead

guilty to domestic violence, in fact he did.
87.

False imprisonment of one’s spouse during a heated argument in which that spouse is

16

bruised is a type of domestic violence. Furthermore, the terms of Mr. Mirkarimi’s sentence are

17

dictated by California Penal Code section 1203.097, entitled “Terms of probation for crime of

18

domestic violence.” These terms include 3 years probation, a $400 domestic violence fine,

19

community service, a stay-away order from the victim, and a 52-week batterer’s intervention

20

program (BIP). (Transcript of 3/12/12 hearing re guilty plea, pages 3-4; Transcript of 3/19/12

21

sentencing hearing, pages 3-4) Also significant is that section 1203.097 defines domestic violence

22

as based on the relationship between the defendant and the victim, not on the code section for which

23

the defendant is found guilty. This relationship is defined in California Family Code section 6211,

24

which states: “Domestic violence is abuse perpetrated against any of the following persons: (a) A

25

spouse or former spouse...”

26

88.

27

domestic violence.

The statements by Eliana Lopez are also consistent with those of a victim of

28
29
30

21
LEMON DECLARATION

1
2

• Ms. Lopez’s Statements on Video Recording 1/1/12
89.

In the video recording created 1/1/12, Ms. Lopez is tearful, which is typical. She says

3

this is the second time this is happening, which is typical in that often victims hide the first incident

4

of physical abuse but may ask for help if they see things repeating, escalating, or affecting the

5

children.

6

90.

Her statement that she told her husband she wanted to work on the marriage and that

7

she has been telling him they need help is also typical of a victim of domestic violence, as described

8

above. The implication of her statement “I have been telling him we need help,” is that she has been

9

telling him this for some time, which fits with her earlier statement in the video recording that this is

10

the second time “this” has happened. Given that Ms. Lopez points again to the bruise when she says

11

that this is the second time this has happened, it is clear that by “this” she means another bruise or

12

some other physical abuse.

13

91.

Her statement that she is afraid that Mr. Mirkarimi is going to take Theo away from

14

her is also typical of a victim of domestic violence, as victims are often threatened with this. Ms.

15

Lopez also states that Mr. Mirkarimi told her he is very powerful and that he can do it, i.e., take

16

Theo from her. This is also typical of a domestic violence situation, where the batterer brags about

17

his power.

18

92.

One of the many reasons why Mr. Mirkarimi’s assertion that he is a very powerful

19

man may have caused Ms. Lopez so much fear is that as of Dec. 31, 2011, she reportedly did not

20

have lawful permanent residence status (a “green card”) in the U.S. On April 29, 2012, Mr.

21

Mirkarimi stated in an interview on KGO Radio that his wife had acquired such status “about a

22

month and a half ago.” He made similar statements in other public appearances and to other news

23

sources. Before acquiring lawful residence status, Ms. Lopez would have had only conditional

24

residence for approximately two years, a much more tenuous immigration status. As described

25

above, many U.S. citizen abusers tell their victim partners during the period of conditional residence

26

that the abuser can have the victim deported at any time if she does not comply with the abuser’s

27

desires or angers him.

28
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1
2
3

• Ms. Lopez’s Statements to Ivory Madison
93.

Ms. Madison and Ms. Lopez were neighbors, friends, and mothers of young children.

4

Ms. Madison and her daughter were enrolled in a baby dance class that Ms. Lopez taught.

5

(Declaration of Ms. Madison to Ethics Commission, paragraph 4) The mothers texted, called, and

6

emailed each other frequently, went places together, and talked in cars and at Ms. Madison’s house.

7

(Id., emails between Ms. Madison and Ms. Lopez) Over the second half of 2011 they confided in

8

each other several times weekly about their marriages and families. (Madison Declaration,

9

paragraph 6 and emails between Ms. Madison and Ms. Lopez)

10

94.

Near the end of 2011, one of the things Ms. Lopez reportedly told Ms. Madison was

11

that she hoped that now that the election was over, maybe Mr. Mirkarimi would finally go to

12

counseling with her, and that she hoped the two of them could work out the problems in the

13

marriage. (Id.) Ms. Lopez reportedly told Ms. Madison that during his campaign, Ms. Lopez

14

thought Mr. Mirkarimi was being a bad husband and father because of the stress of the impending

15

election, but that after he was elected Sheriff, he became worse at home, as now he thought he was

16

very important. (paragraph 7) Ms. Lopez reportedly stated that after the election, her husband was

17

acting like he could do whatever he wanted and he tell his wife to do whatever he wanted because

18

he was not feeling vulnerable anymore. (Id.) This is typical behavior of a batterer, as they tend to be

19

controlling and self-centered.

20

95.

Ms. Madison stated that months earlier Ms. Lopez had described behavior by Mr.

21

Mirkarimi that Ms. Madison considered psychological abuse. (Id.) Ms. Madison said that sometime

22

in 2011 Ms. Lopez had told her that Mr. Mirkarimi would not put Ms. Lopez’s name on the house

23

or on the bank accounts, would not let her control any of the finances, would not let her do the

24

grocery shopping, and would not take Ms. Lopez and Theo to restaurants. (paragraphs 7 and 8) Ms.

25

Lopez also reportedly stated that she had to beg Mr. Mirkarimi for twenty dollars to feed herself and

26

Theo. (paragraph 7) This is an example of Economic Abuse, one of the spokes of the Power and

27

Control Wheel.
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1

96.

Ms. Lopez also reportedly told Ms. Madison one day, presumably in 2011, that she

2

had just realized that she did not have to do everything her husband said. (paragraph 9) She stated

3

that this had not occurred to her previously. (Id.) This is an example of a victim of abuse at first

4

being psychologically controlled by the abuser, and then attempting to resist that control.

5

97.

On 1/1/12, Ms. Lopez reportedly told Ms. Madison that while the family was in the

6

car the day before, going to a restaurant, she mentioned that she wanted to go home briefly to

7

Venezuela after the inauguration on 1/8/12, and that she did this gingerly because she knew Mr.

8

Mirkarimi was sensitive about it. (paragraph 11) This is a typical example of a victim of domestic

9

violence trying to bring up a topic that is important to her, and waiting until it appears that her

10

partner is in a good mood. Since it was unusual for Mr. Mirkarimi to take the family to a restaurant,

11

this indicated to Ms. Lopez that he was in a good mood that day. (Id.) Ms. Lopez’s waiting to talk to

12

Mr. Mirkarimi about this sensitive subject until he was in a good mood is also an example of the

13

Tension Building phase of the Cycle of Violence, in which the abused partner is “walking on

14

eggshells,” trying not to upset the abuser.

15

98.

Ms. Madison reported that Ms. Lopez told her that in response, Mr. Mirkarimi

16

started screaming expletives, including “fuck you” several times, and accused his wife of trying to

17

take their son away from him. (Id.) This is an example of Dr. Jekyll/Mr. Hyde behavior, where the

18

batterer quickly switches from being happy and relaxed to being angry and scary. Notably,

19

Christina Flores, Mr. Mirkarimi’s ex-girlfriend, also described Mr. Mirkarimi as having a

20

Jekyll/Hyde personality in her testimony in court. Mr. Mirkarimi’s reaction is also an example of a

21

batterer interpreting his partner’s request as a personal attack on him. Batterers often interpret things

22

in this manner, as they tend to be very self-centered. Additionally, this interchange illustrates both

23

the Emotional Abuse and Using Children spokes on the Power and Control Wheel.

24

99.

Ms. Lopez told Ms. Madison that she started recording Mr. Mirkarimi’s behavior in

25

the car with her phone. (Id.) Ms. Lopez further told her that Mr. Mirkarimi then turned the car

26

around and said he was not taking them anywhere. (Id.) Ms. Madison reported that Ms. Lopez

27

responded by asking her husband calm down (Id.). One of the strategies that victims of domestic

28
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1

violence employ to try to stop their abusers from verbally and physically abusing them, especially

2

in front of the children, is to try to calm them.

3

100.

According to Ms. Madison, after the family left the car and returned to the house,

4

Ms. Lopez said Mr. Mirkarimi continued to be verbally abusive and was violent, pushing and

5

grabbing her repeatedly. (paragraph 12) Notably, he is much taller and heavier than she is. Ms.

6

Lopez reported that Mr. Mirkarimi slammed her against a wall while grabbing her arm and refused

7

to let go. (Id.) This was what caused the large bruise that Ms. Lopez showed Ms. Madison (Id.)

8

Theo was watching the whole thing, and was screaming and crying hysterically, according to Ms.

9

Lopez. (Id.) Ms. Lopez pleaded with Mr. Mirkarimi to stop, pointing out the effect this was having

10

on their son. (Id.) This is a typical strategy of a victim of domestic violence, who may try to get the

11

batterer to stop the abuse for the children’s sake.

12

101.

Ms. Madison also stated that during this time, Ms. Lopez was speaking loudly and

13

carefully, hoping a neighbor would hear her, realize that Mr. Mirkarimi was being inappropriate,

14

and call the police, though apparently none of the neighbors heard the altercation. (paragraph 14)

15

This is an example of help-seeking behavior of a victim of domestic violence who is in the midst of

16

being attacked. Ms. Lopez, like many victims of domestic violence, tried many ways to get her

17

abuser to stop that day.

18

102.

Ms. Madison stated that Ms. Lopez told her the violence was so bad inside the

19

residence that she ran out into the street to get away from Mr. Mirkarimi. (paragraph 13) This is an

20

example of a victim of domestic violence trying another strategy for getting help and stopping the

21

abuse when earlier strategies are not working. Ms. Lopez reportedly told Ms. Madison that there

22

were witnesses outside, and that their son was present, screaming, and very upset. (Id.) Ms.

23

Madison said that Ms. Lopez reported that she was screaming to her husband something like, “Do I

24

have to call the police?,” after which his demeanor changed, he saw that people were there,

25

apologized, and asked her to come into the house. (Id.) Some batterers, including those who are

26

themselves law enforcement officers, are very afraid of police involvement, so even a threat to call

27

them can interrupt a violent incident; apparently Mr. Mirkarimi is in this category. After trying
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several unsuccessful strategies to get Mr. Mirkarimi to stop abusing her and traumatizing Theo, Ms.

2

Lopez’s threat to call the police caused him to stop.

3

103.

Notably, when Ms. Madison discussed with Ms. Lopez whether Mr.

4

Mirkarimi’s apology was for hurting her, for traumatizing Theo, or made because of his fear of

5

police involvement, Ms. Lopez reportedly stated that he was just scared that she would call the

6

police, and that it was all about his career. (Id.) This focus on his own desires and needs at the

7

expense of others is a typical attitude of a batterer who has not reformed. His apologies after an

8

abusive incident are often merely an attempt to get the victim to stay in the relationship and not call

9

public attention to the abuse, typical of the first part of the honeymoon stage of the Cycle of

10
11

Violence.
104.

Ms. Madison stated that Ms. Lopez told her this was the second time in 2011 that her

12

husband was physically abusive to her. (paragraph 16) Ms. Lopez told Ms. Madison how after the

13

first physical abuse, she had tried to get help from a friend in Venezuela who is a therapist. (Id.)

14

There is an allusion to earlier scary incidents in an email from Ms. Lopez to Ms. Madison on

15

3/10/11: “I just went back when Theo was 8 months old and how I was so scared, actually I’m still

16

scared …” As described above, in the Cycle of Violence section, it is typical for the violence to

17

repeat and escalate. It is also typical for victims to leave and go back several times before they leave

18

for good.

19

105.

Ms. Lopez reported to Ms. Madison that after she went back into the house, her

20

husband tried to convince her not to leave again and not to tell anyone, but that Ms. Lopez

21

responded that she was going to tell people. (paragraph 23) She told Ms. Madison that Mr.

22

Mirkarimi looked scared. (Id.) This is a clear example of typical behavior of a batterer, who is

23

trying to hide the abuse and trying to get the victim to do so as well. They are also in part 1 of the

24

honeymoon stage of the Cycle of Violence: he is trying to keep the victim in the relationship and

25

she is considering her options.

26
27

106.

Ms. Madison said that Ms. Lopez came to her house the next morning, on 1/1/12

while Mr. Mirkarimi was in the shower (paragraph 22), burst into tears (paragraph 11), and showed

28
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her the large bruise on Ms. Lopez’s arm, which Ms. Madison videotaped at the request of Ms.

2

Lopez. (paragraph 19)

3

107.

During the visit, Ms. Lopez’s phone rang; Ms. Lopez told Ms. Madison that Mr.

4

Mirkarimi was trying to contact her but that she was not responding. (paragraph 22) Ms. Lopez told

5

Ms. Madison that Mr. Mirkarimi was concerned when he got out of the shower and found her gone,

6

as he was worried that Ms. Lopez was at Ms. Madison’s house, telling her what had happened.

7

(paragraph 22) Mr. Mirkarimi’s attempt to contact Ms. Lopez at that point is typical of how a

8

batterer would respond after an abusive incident when he fears the victim is telling someone about

9

the abuse.

10

108.

Ms. Madison also stated that Ms. Lopez had thought about leaving the marriage, and

11

had already contacted a divorce lawyer. (paragraph 18). However, she told Ms. Madison that she

12

was afraid to leave the marriage because of Mr. Mirkarimi’s repeated threats to take Theo away

13

from her. (paragraph 15). This is a classic example of Using Children, a spoke on the Power and

14

Control Wheel.

15

109.

Ms. Lopez asked Ms. Madison to help her find out more information about her

16

options, including hiring an immigration lawyer and talking to a domestic violence advocate, a

17

couple’s therapist, and the police. (paragraphs 18, 20, 21) Ms. Madison offered to let Ms. Lopez and

18

Theo stay with her and her husband if a lawyer advised that this was okay. (Id.) Ms. Lopez

19

suggested that one of them contact some local men who might influence Mr. Mirkarimi to stop his

20

abusive behavior and go into counseling, and they discussed how to get the men’s cell phone

21

information. (paragraph 20)

22

110.

A few hours later, at 5:13 pm, Ms. Lopez emailed Ms. Madison: “Hello dear!! It was

23

so helpful to talk to you! Thank you so much! I feel better. I was talking with my dad as well, he is

24

so smart and helped me to get in my center again. Please, send me the inf from your therapist.

25

Looks like Ross is doing research too. I’m with Theo now. Don’t get to worry, the problems are

26

there to face them and solve them not for feel sorry. Love, Eliana” (Exhibit 48) This is an example

27

of a victim of domestic violence who is hopeful that her husband will change, and that counseling

28

will solve the problems in the marriage, which is a typical response to abuse.
27
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111.

The next morning (1/2/12) at 10:23 a.m., Ms. Lopez emailed Ms. Madison to tell her

2

the family was going on a trip to Monterey, and implying that the trip was both unplanned and

3

unwelcome. This trip is consistent with how batterers frequently act after an abusive incident – it

4

seems that Mr. Mirkarimi took his wife and child on a “vacation” to show the world that everything

5

was fine between them. It is also consistent with how batterers tend to act in the first part of the

6

honeymoon phase of the Cycle of Violence, being on their best behavior. Sometimes this stage of

7

the Cycle is called the “going to Disneyland” stage. (“Hi dear! We are leaving to Monterrey. Can

8

you believe it? Today, monday. I’m so tired. I feel like the character in the book you were talking

9

about: ‘my husband is taking me to a route trip!’ We are coming back tomorrow and Ross will work

10

again and I will have my life and peace back. I will call you!! Thank you! E”) (Exhibit 49) Ms.

11

Madison told Ms. Lopez on the phone that it appeared that Mr. Mirkarimi was isolating her, taking

12

her away from the people who know what he did and are supporting her. (paragraph 25 of

13

declaration) Ms. Madison was also concerned for Ms. Lopez’s safety, since Ms. Lopez alluded to

14

The Stepford Wives in this email, a book in which husbands kill their wives on romantic weekend

15

trips. (paragraph 26)

16

112.

Shortly after that, Ms. Madison emailed Ms. Lopez with the result of inquiries she

17

had made about how someone should respond to domestic violence. (paragraph 27) She advised

18

Ms. Lopez to report every incident to the police. (Id.) She also explained that even women who are

19

smart, strong, educated and independent can be in marriages where domestic violence is taking

20

place because the marriages start out fine but then become like a pot of boiling water, with the

21

victim being the frog in the pot. She advised Ms. Lopez, “So if Ross won’t stop boiling you and

22

Theo alive, you’ll have to jump out.” (Exhibit 50)

23

113.

Ms. Madison also wrote that she had read that the emotional abuse, not the physical

24

abuse, makes up 99% of the pain in a domestic violence situation. She wrote that Mr. Mirkarimi fit

25

the profile of an abuser perfectly, controlling the money, and trying to isolate her from friends and

26

family. Ms. Madison also commented that just because Mr. Mirkarimi was romantic and fun at

27

times did not mean he was not an abuser, and just because Ms. Lopez loves him, or he is “sorry,” or

28

she is not perfect, does not mean she is not being abused. (Id.)
28
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114.

A few minutes later, at 11:18 a.m., Ms. Lopez emailed Ms. Madison: “I am agree

2

with everything. I’m realizing how serious it is and I have to be very smart to protect Theo and

3

myself. I always believe in my instinct, and now I just would like to run away. Thank you so

4

much!! I will call you back. E” (Exhibit 50) This is an example of a victim of domestic violence

5

who is continuing to confide in a close friend about the abuse, which is typically the case shortly

6

after an abusive incident.

7

115.

The following day, 1/3/12, during the trip, Ms. Lopez emailed Ms. Madison: “He

8

needs to feel that we were taking a vacation even though it is not true. But the most funny is that he

9

needs ta [sic] call everybody and says: ‘by the way, I’m in Monterrey in a family trip’ He got scared

10

and he needs to feel that he is trying even though the trip is just change the scenery.” (Exhibit 51)

11

She also wrote that Mr. Mirkarimi was being very nice on the trip, and letting her and Theo eat

12

whenever they wanted, which was different for them (“Ross fed us regularly without complain.”)

13

(Id.). This is an example of part 1 of the honeymoon phase in the Cycle of Violence, where the

14

abuser is trying to get the victim to stay in the relationship and the victim is considering doing that.

15

116.

Ms. Madison stated that Ms. Lopez reported Theo hitting his mother in the face

16

during the trip to Monterey, and that Ms. Lopez was upset by this and told him not to do this.

17

(paragraph 28). It is typical for children, especially boys, to repeat the abusive behavior they have

18

seen their fathers model toward their mothers.

19

117.

They got back from the trip late on 1/3/12, and Mr. Mirkarimi went out, so Ms.

20

Lopez had no child care that night. (paragraph 30) She went to meet with Ms. Madison early on

21

1/4/12, the day Mr. Mirkarimi went back to work. (paragraph 32) According to Ms. Madison, Ms.

22

Lopez asked her if Ms. Lopez could change the locks on the door, or if she was the one who had to

23

leave, and if she filed a complaint would she have to go to the police department or would they

24

come to the house. (paragraph 33) She also asked Ms. Madison once she filed a complaint if the

25

police would arrest Mr. Mirkarimi or would they just tell him about the complaint, in which case

26

she would be at home with Theo when he returned and confronted her, and said she could not

27

handle that unless the police stayed in the house to protect her. (Id.) These questions and statements
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are typical of a victim of domestic violence who has not yet decided whether to stay with the abuser

2

after an incident of abuse (see Cycle of Violence description, supra).

3

118.

A little after noon that day, Mr. Mirkarimi texted Ms. Lopez, saying he had left her a

4

voicemail but did not hear back from her and asking her what happened. Ms. Lopez texted Ms.

5

Madison at 12:24 pm, stating that she was not going to call the police, but instead would go to her

6

doctor. (Exhibit 56) While she assumed that going to the doctor would not result in a police report,

7

in fact, as stated above, California Penal Code section 11160 mandates that health practitioners

8

report any known or suspected domestic violence to the police. This text was the first time Ms.

9

Lopez stated that she did not want police involvement, and was in direct contradiction to what she

10
11

and Ms. Madison had discussed both on 1/1/12 and earlier on 1/4/12.
119.

At 4:14 pm, Ms. Lopez emailed Ms. Madison, reiterating that she did not want the

12

police involved: “I really hope you respect my feelings and work with me in a healthy way without

13

to mess it up. This is my family an [sic] my son’s dad.” (Exhibit 58) Two minutes later she added,

14

“I have been calling social workers, therapists, and lawyers. I don’t want to make impulsive

15

decisions because Ross is a victim as well. He couldn’t escape from his circumstances. How you

16

said: he could got married with a shy and quiet person, but he got married to me that face and

17

scream if I have to be heard.” (Exhibit 59) At 4:18 pm she texted Mr. Mirkarimi: “Call me. It is an

18

emergency.” At 5:36 pm she emailed Ms. Madison: “I’m so sorry you misunderstood everything.”

19

(Exhibit 60) This was the last communication from Ms. Lopez to Ms. Madison. (paragraph 43)

20

120.

These are examples of a victim of domestic violence accepting the batterer’s

21

perception of himself as a victim and blaming the victim for his behavior. See Denial,

22

Minimization, and Blaming on the Power and Control Wheel. They are also examples of part 2 of

23

the honeymoon phase of the Cycle of Violence, where the victim has recommitted to the

24

relationship.

25

121.

When Ms. Madison saw Ms. Lopez in person soon afterward on 1/4/12, Ms.

26

Madison told her that she had already called the police to ask the questions Ms. Lopez wanted

27

asked. (paragraph 37) Ms. Madison stated that Ms. Lopez said that she did not want the police
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involved because she did not want to hurt Mr. Mirkarimi or his career, and that he is the father of

2

her son. (paragraph 41; see also text message.

3

122.

During this visit from Ms. Lopez, her phone rang or she placed a call, and she

4

handed the phone to Ms. Madison. (paragraph 37). Before she gave the phone to Ms. Madison, Ms.

5

Lopez told the person on the phone what had happened. (Id.) Ms. Lopez told Ms. Madison that the

6

person on the phone was a domestic violence advocate. (Id.) Ms. Madison asked the person her

7

name, and she replied, “Linnette,” but stated she did not want her name involved. (Id.) Then

8

Linnette told Ms. Madison she should not have involved the police, and should refuse to talk to

9

them any more, or she should tell them she had lied, or that she was mistaken and talking about

10

another couple. (Id.) Ms. Madison told her that she did not sound like a domestic violence advocate,

11

and that Ms. Madison refused to lie to the police. (Id.) This behavior by Linnette is typical of

12

someone helping a batterer cover up the abuse.

13

123.

After ending the call, Ms. Lopez asked Ms. Madison not to cooperate further with

14

the police, and told Ms. Madison, “Make [the police] go away, don’t answer the door, don’t tell

15

them anything, tell them you made it up, tell them you lied.” (paragraph 37). Ms. Madison

16

responded again that she could not lie to the police. (Id.) Ms. Lopez then left, very upset, and Ms.

17

Madison let the police in and answered their questions. (paragraphs 37 and 38) Ms. Lopez’s

18

behavior, like that of Linnette, is typical of someone helping a batterer cover up the abuse.

19

124.

Ms. Lopez’s texts to Mr. Mirkarimi then became very urgent: “You have to call

20

hennessey and stop this before something happen.” (at 5:51 pm). Ten minutes later, she told her

21

husband that Linnette “has some advices.”

22

125.

The next day, 1/5/12, at 10:40 am. Ms. Lopez wrote a long text message to Mr.

23

Mirkarimi in which she told him repeatedly how she told the police she did not need their help and

24

thanked them profusely for their concern, saying her neighbor was “nuts” and “broken” and “was

25

trying to take attention.”

26
27

126.

On 1/12/12, Ms. Lopez texted Mr. Mirkarimi that there “is a new law that a woman

in my position cannot be force [sic] to testify in court against my husband. And if I refuse to testify
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1

is no case.” (In fact, this is not true, as spouses can be compelled to testify in domestic violence

2

cases and held in contempt if they refuse.)
127.
The texts by Ms. Lopez and her behavior starting the afternoon of 1/4/12 are typical

3
4

examples of a victim of domestic violence who appears to be planning to stay in the relationship

5

and maintain a unified front with the batterer against the outside world; the couple seems to have

6

moved into the second part of the honeymoon phase. It is highly likely that a victim in this stage

7
8

will recant any earlier statements about the abuse, for the reasons described above.
• Ms. Lopez’s Statements to Abraham Mertens

9
10

128.

Abraham Mertens, the husband of Ivory Madison, stated in his declaration that Ms.

11

Lopez told him on a regular basis around October-December 2011 that Mr. Mirkarimi did not

12

provide her with enough money to function, that she did not know how much money her husband

13

made or had, and that he would not share bank accounts with her (paragraph 6). She also said that

14

Mr. Mirkarimi refused to buy a working stroller for Theo, or a bed, or even a mattress, making him

15

sleep in a cramped chair in a corner of their tiny living room, which was very cold. (paragraph 8)

16

This is an example of Economic Abuse.

17

129.

Mr. Mertens stated that on 12/31/11, Ms. Lopez texted him and asked, “Where are

18

you guys?” (paragraph 13) He did not realize until later that Ms. Lopez had just been assaulted by

19

Mr. Mirkarimi and was asking for refuge. (Id.) As mentioned above, victims of domestic violence

20

typically try multiple approaches to getting help during and after an abusive incident.

21

130.

Mr. Mertens reported that on 1/1/12, when Ms. Lopez was at their house, he saw that

22

she had been crying and was distraught after she had been speaking with Ms. Madison at length.

23

(paragraph 12) Ms. Lopez jokingly said that Ms. Madison was her therapist (Id.). He spoke to her

24

briefly, but enough to understand that she was upset about something Mr. Mirkarimi had done that

25

was very serious. (Id.)

26

131.

He also stated that on 1/4/12, while Ms. Madison was speaking with the police at

27

their home, Ms. Lopez called Mr. Mertens and he heard Mr. Mirkarimi speaking in the background.

28

(paragraph 19) Mr. Mertens reported that Ms. Lopez was very upset that the police were involved,
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and asked Mr. Mertens to intervene and stop Ms. Madison from speaking to the police (Id.) and not

2

to give them the videotape. (Id.)
132.
Mr. Mertens also said that at some point, Ms. Lopez may have asked either

3
4

Ms. Madison or himself to destroy the videotape; while he was not sure of her exact language, he

5

stated that the intent was clear. (Id.) Ms. Lopez also reportedly asked him to tell the police that the

6

incident did not happen, and he replied that he would not do that, as he does not do that kind of

7
8

thing, and that it was not the right thing to do. (Id.)
133.

He also stated that he was present when someone purporting to be a domestic

9
10
11

violence advocate was talking on the phone to his wife, Ms. Madison, and that he heard his wife
questioning the caller’s credentials, and say the caller did not sound like she was advocating for Ms.

12

Lopez. (Id.) He heard Ms. Madison say to the caller at least once, “I’m not going to lie to the

13

police.” (Id.)

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

134.

Mr. Mertens stated that after that call Ms. Madison and Ms. Lopez had a similar

conversation in his presence, in which Ms. Lopez was trying to get Ms. Madison to get the police to
go away, or to tell them Ms. Madison had lied to them, or was talking about someone else. (Id.) He
heard Ms. Madison say, “I can’t delete it, it’s too late. They told me I can’t.” and “Eliana, I’m not
going to jail to protect Ross. That doesn’t make any sense.” (Id.)
Ms. Lopez’s Statements to Callie Williams
135.

Callie Williams lives above Ms. Lopez and Mr. Mirkarimi. (paragraph 3 of Callie

Williams declaration) She and Ms. Lopez became friends in mid-2011, according to Ms. Williams.
(Id.) Ms. Williams reported that she sometimes heard the couple fight downstairs with Theo present,
including hearing Mr. Mirkarimi yell, “Get the fuck out!” (paragraph 4) However, she was not
worried about Ms. Lopez’s safety until 1/4/12. (Id.)
136.

Ms. Lopez’s statement to Ms. Williams on 1/4/12 is typical of that of a victim of

domestic violence. The conversation took place around 1:00 p.m., after Ms. Lopez met with Ms.
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Madison the second time. (paragraph 6) The fact that Ms. Lopez approached Ms. Williams to talk to

2

her indicates that Ms. Lopez was seeking help, which many victims do, especially from friends and

3

neighbors. (Id.) According to Ms. Williams, Ms. Lopez’s demeanor, usually bright, lively, and

4

happy, was somber and serious that day, which is consistent with what she was about to disclose to

5

Ms. Williams. (Id.)

6

137.

Ms. Lopez’s description to Ms. Williams of what happened on 12/31/11 is clearly a

7

description of a domestic violence incident, including Ms. Lopez locking Mr. Mirkarimi out of the

8

house and his pounding on the door. (paragraph 7) Ms. Williams declared that Ms. Lopez stated that

9

she hoped Ms. Williams or someone else would hear the pounding and call the police. (Id.) When

10

this did not happen, she stated that she ran outside screaming, trying to get away from her husband,

11

(Id.) and in response he grabbed her arm so hard he left a bruise. (paragraph 8) Ms. Lopez’s

12

showing the bruise to Ms. Williams confirmed her account of what had happened. (Id.)

13

138.

Ms. Lopez’s stating to Ms. Williams that she had talked to a divorce lawyer is further

14

evidence that she took the incident seriously. (paragraph 9) Ms. Lopez’s statement that Theo saw

15

the assault and commented later, “Daddy made a boo-boo on mommy’s arm” (Id.) is also typical, in

16

that children are often present and affected by such incidents. Ms. Lopez’s statement to Ms.

17

Williams that Mr. Mirkarimi did not want counseling (Id.) is also typical, in that most abusers do

18

not admit that they have a problem and need help.

19

139.

Ms. Lopez told Ms. Williams that her husband had also abused her physically

20

in March 2011. (Id.) As described above, domestic violence is rarely a one-time incident, though

21

victims tend to try to hide it at first. Ms. Lopez described long-term abuse by Mr. Mirkarimi,

22

including frequent verbal abuse. (Id.) As noted above, verbal abuse typically precedes physical

23

abuse and is more frequent than physical abuse in an ongoing relationship.

24

140.

Ms. Lopez also told Ms. Williams that her husband told her he was a very powerful

25

man politically, in the context of dissuading her from reporting the abuse or perhaps regarding his

26

ability to get custody of Theo. (paragraph 10) This is consistent with what Ms. Lopez said in the

27

videotape three days earlier, in the presence of Ms. Madison. It is also typical of the threats and
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intimidation that batterers often use to control their partners. (See Intimidation, Coercion and

2

Threats, and Using Children spokes of Power and Control Wheel.)

3

141.

Ms. Lopez told Ms. Williams that Mr. Mirkarimi was afraid she would go to the

4

police because of the bruise, that he had not gone to work on 1/3/12, and that he was calling her

5

frequently on 1/4/12 to check on her. (paragraph 12) Ms. Lopez said that Mr. Mirkarimi had taken

6

her and Theo to Monterey for two days to keep her quiet. (Id.) (Thus, 1/4/12 was the first day Ms.

7

Lopez had a chance to talk to either Ms. Madison or Ms. Williams privately.) Ms. Lopez told Ms.

8

Williams that her husband had cautioned her, “Don’t tell anyone [about the bruise].” (Id.)

9

142.

Ms. Lopez also told Ms. Williams that her husband controlled the money and did not

10

allow her to have much. (paragraph 13) As mentioned above, this is an example of Economic

11

Abuse, another spoke of the Wheel.

12

143.

During this conversation, Mr. Mirkarimi appeared on the back steps below the

13

women and asked Ms. Lopez what she was doing (paragraph 15), a typical question for a batterer to

14

ask, and apparently designed to intimidate Ms. Lopez, as it must have been obvious what she was

15

doing. He told her to inform him when she went inside. (Id.) Ms. Lopez commented to Ms.

16

Williams, “See, he’s scared I’m going to talk.” (Id.) This is consistent as well with her being a

17

victim of domestic violence.

18

144.

Ms. Lopez’s emails to Ms. Williams at 7:13 pm and 7:47 pm are examples of typical

19

behavior of a victim of domestic violence as well. In the first of these emails, Ms. Lopez wrote:

20

“Please all I told you today is confidential. Please. Don’t repeat please. It was to dramatic.”

21

(Exhibit 1 to Callie Williams declaration) In the second email she thanks Ms. Williams for her

22

promise not to share this with anyone. (Id.) Given that Mr. Mirkarimi saw Ms. Lopez talking to Ms.

23

Williams and directed her to inform him when she came back into their residence, it appears that

24

Ms. Lopez had had contact with Mr. Mirkarimi in the meantime, and was now afraid of what would

25

happen if Ms. Williams told the police about their conversation and the bruise. These emails are

26

also consistent with the emails Ms. Lopez sent to Ms. Madison that evening, discussed supra.

27
28
29
30

145.

The next day, 1/5/12, Ms. Williams emailed Ms. Lopez that she was concerned about

her, and recommended that Ms. Lopez see a doctor to document the injuries. Ms. Williams offered
35
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1

her love and support. (Id.) Ms. Lopez replied “Hello, Callie, thank you! We are fine, let me know if

2

something else happen.” (Id.) These responses, starting with the emails on the evening of 1/4/12, are

3

consistent with a victim of domestic violence who has recommitted to the abuser.

4
5
6

Testimony of Christina Flores:
146.

In the March 2, 2012 testimony of Christina Flores, Mr. Mirkarimi’s girlfriend with

7

whom he was involved when he met Ms. Lopez, she described Mr. Mirkarimi as acting similarly to

8

how he acted with Ms. Lopez. Ms. Flores described him becoming suddenly enraged over minor

9

things, which she called a Jekyll and Hyde mentality. (page 42-43) She testified that he was

10

verbally abusive and threatening to her on four occasions, (page 12) and “like a pitbull,” (page 42)

11

which made her scared. (page 32) In one of these instances, she testified that Mr. Mirkarimi was

12

yelling loudly, backing her into a couch and wall while pointing his finger at her face, (pages 13-14)

13

following her in the house for ten minutes in a rage, (pages 15-17) and accusing her of trying to “set

14

him up” to “take him out” – presumably as a politician. (page 12)

15

147.

In another incident, she stated that when she told him she was leaving because she

16

thought he was lying to her, he grabbed her upper right arm so hard he left a bruise, pushed her up

17

against the wall and yelled at her (pages 29-32). This is an example of false imprisonment. When

18

she screamed, he let go and apologized. (pages 32-33) When he saw the bruise a couple days later,

19

he apologized but also said it was an accident, (page 38) an example of denial and minimization on

20

the Power and Control Wheel. During the last incident, similarly to Ms. Lopez’s actions on

21

12/31/11, Ms. Flores fled the residence and went out into the street even though it was in a

22

dangerous area, because she felt in more danger staying in his residence, given his escalating anger.

23

(pages 40-43)

24

148.

In her earlier statement to the police, Ms. Flores said that Mr. Mirkarimi was

25

“extremely volatile,” (page 2) “very, very friendly and very nice to people and then I’d see the flip

26

side where he’d be extremely aggressive and manipulative,” (Id.) “like a pitbull.” (page 4) This is

27

an apt description fitting many unreformed batterers.

28
29
30
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1

149.

Ms. Flores also believed a myth about domestic violence -- in explaining why she

2

did not call the police when Mr. Mirkarimi pushed her against the wall, would not let her leave,

3

yelled at her, and grabbed her arm hard enough to leave a bruise, she stated, “I didn’t really believe

4

that that was domestic violence ‘cause he didn’t punch me.” (page 10) Of course, the Penal Code

5

defines this as domestic violence. This statement by Ms. Flores is similar to some of Ms. Lopez’s

6

public statements denying that what occurred toward her was domestic violence, as discussed infra.

7

It seems likely that Mr. Mirkarimi’s denial and minimization of his abuse, also discussed infra,

8

contributed to each woman’s denial that she had experienced domestic violence.

9

150.

The parallels between Mr. Mirkarimi’s actions toward Ms. Flores and toward Ms.

10

Lopez are not surprising, given that most batterers demonstrate similar modus operandi in a series

11

of intimate partner relationships.

12
13
14

Ms. Lopez’s Statements to the Media:
151.

Ms. Lopez’s statements to the media denying that any domestic violence took place

15

are also typical of those of a victim who is now in part 2 of the honeymoon phase of the Cycle of

16

Violence, i.e., having decided to stick by him, at least for the present. Her appearing in public with

17

her husband as a unified front, starting with the inauguration on Jan. 8, 2012, and continuing from

18

then on, is also typical of victims who are in the honeymoon phase.

19

152.

Mr. Mirkarimi describes Ms. Lopez’s piece in the April 6, 2012 SF Chronicle, as “a

20

love letter” to him. In it, she denies ever being afraid for her safety or the safety of Theo in the

21

presence of Mr. Mirkarimi, in direct contradiction to oral and email statements she made to Ms.

22

Madison and Ms. Williams quoted above. Her statement about domestic violence in the piece

23

makes no sense: she says that “just as domestic violence is to be condemned, so too is twisting an

24

emotionally charged argument into the basis for removing [her husband] from office without a

25

hearing and without pay.” She does not explain why if domestic violence is to be condemned, her

26

husband should not be treated as a convicted batterer, including suspension without pay until his

27

fitness to hold office is ruled on.

28
29
30
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1

153.

Ms. Lopez denies seeking Ms. Madison’s help “as a friend,” though does not assert

2

that she was seeking legal help, so the reader is left wondering in what capacity she sought this

3

help. She claims that Ms. Madison and her husband mischaracterized the conversation with Ms.

4

Lopez, but does not state that the comments she made in the videotape were a lie or explain what

5

the mischaracterization was.

6

154.

Tellingly, Ms. Lopez assumes some of the blame for the abuse, stating that Mr.

7

Mirkarimi has paid “an unfair price for his side of our family disputes.” (emphasis added) She

8

praises him as a “wonderful man, a considerate father, and a loyal public servant who is

9

demonstrating his ability to become better in all ways.” She states that she is committed to him,

10

their marriage, and their fight for justice and democracy. All of these are statements consistent with

11

a victim of domestic violence who is in phase 2 of the honeymoon stage.

12

155.

Ms. Lopez calling the SF Ethics Commission process “fascist” in her interview with

13

KGO TV aired on 5/22/12 is another example of her allying herself with Mr. Mirkarimi, though it is

14

significant that she does not outright deny that he bruised her on 12/31/11. As described above, it is

15

very likely that victims will recant their original statements about the abuse, for all the reasons

16

previously discussed. It is also typical that victims in this stage will agree, at least in public, that

17

their husbands are being victimized. Batterers frequently portray themselves as the actual victims,

18

and their partners have been known to go along with this characterization, for all the reasons

19

described above in the section discussing typical victim behavior.

20

156.

However, there are indications that Ms. Lopez may be moving out of the honeymoon

21

stage, which admittedly must be hard to maintain for so many months. In the same KGO interview,

22

she says she may seek a divorce, she does not know if she will come back to San Francisco, she

23

wants to share her motherhood with her family (in Venezuela), and when asked if she still loves Mr.

24

Mirkarimi, she replies that she loves her family and will do whatever it takes to help them. Given

25

that she has referred to her family earlier in the interview as her Venezuelan family, one is left with

26

the impression that there may be cracks in the former unified front.

27
28
29
30

157.

It is also telling that while Mr. Mirkarimi is claiming that his family has been

“destr[oyed] in the name of justice” (SF Chronicle June 15, 2012, reprinted as “A Father’s Day
38
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Reflection” on June 17, 2012), published with a photograph of Mr. Mirkarimi just after Theo’s

2

birth, both Mr. Mirkarimi and Ms. Lopez requested a few days earlier that the family court in San

3

Francisco allow her to extend her stay with Theo in Venezuela by yet another two months. (SF

4

Chronicle June 2012) The court granted this request. Apparently both Ms. Lopez and Mr. Mirkarimi

5

feel that the best way for her to support him in his current battle to be retained as Sheriff is by

6

remaining 5000 miles away, unable to testify before the Ethics Commission or to face cross

7

examination.

8
9
10
11
12

Mr. Mirkarimi’s Public Statements:
158.

Mr. Mirkarimi’s public statements regarding the Dec. 31, 2011 incident are also

typical of comments by unreformed batterers.
159.

During his swearing-in speech on Jan. 8, 2012, in front of a large crowd at the Herbst

13

Theater, Mr. Mirkarimi joked that, “I was even afraid that we would garner little media attention

14

[for the inauguration] but I think we took care of that.” He then laughed, as did the audience, at this

15

joke about having assaulted his wife. This is an obvious example of Denial and Minimization, one

16

of the spokes of the Power and Control Wheel.

17

160.

On Jan. 13, 2012, Mr. Mirkarimi gave a press conference, with Ms. Lopez by his

18

side, just before he was booked on domestic violence charges. He stated that this was “an injustice,

19

“and vowed that “we’ll fight the charges.” At this point he was completely unrepentant, and made a

20

point of his wife, the victim of the crime, being on his side fighting the charges with him. This is a

21

typical statement of an unreformed batterer.

22

161.

On March 12, 2012, when Mr. Mirkarimi pled guilty, he apologized in court to Ms.

23

Madison, her family, his neighbors, the Sheriff’s Dept., and the people of San Francisco, but not to

24

his wife or child. And his apology was not an admission that what he did was wrong. Nor did he

25

take responsibility for having acted violently, which led to the criminal charges. Instead, he states

26

that he regrets that “these proceedings” may have caused the Madison family or anyone any

27

suffering, grief, embarrassment, harassment, or damage to their reputations. He seems not to accept

28
29
30
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1

that it was his own actions, not the court proceedings, that caused the damage to his family. (page 4,

2

3/12/12 transcript) These are typical statements of batterers who have not reformed, as discussed

3

above.

4

162.

Mr. Mirkarimi’s memo to the Sheriff’s Department employees that same day,

5

3/12/12, similarly drastically minimizes his conduct. He wrote: “I have decided to resolve my legal

6

matter so that we all may move forward with the important work of our department.” This is not the

7

statement of an unreformed batterer, who would have stated that he had assaulted his wife, that this

8

was wrong, that it hurt their child emotionally, and that he planned to do whatever it took to address

9

his problem, and to accept the consequences of his actions. Instead, it is clear that he sees “his legal

10

matter” as something minor, to be gotten out of the way so he can address more important matters.

11

The apology he gives is for “any discomfort [he] may have caused,” not for having committed a

12

crime that has serious consequences. (See Exhibit 28 to Declaration by Interim Sheriff Vicky

13

Hennessy.)

14

163.

In the same 3/12/12 memo Mr. Mirkarimi continued, “This decision also allows me

15

to reunite with my family,” which was not at all the case, given that the court had issued an order on

16

1/27/12 allowing no contact between him and his wife or Theo, and that the order remained in effect

17

after he pled guilty to this crime. In fact, he is still prohibited from contact with Ms. Lopez and has

18

only limited contact with his son. This approach to reality is also found in many of Mr. Mirkarimi’s

19

other public statements, in which he often says things that he wishes were true, but in fact are not,

20

such as that this minor problem will soon be a thing of the past and he will be reinstated as the

21

Sheriff, that the crime he committed was non-violent and minor, that it was not a domestic violence

22

offense, that he and his wife will be reunited, etc.

23

164.

Just after he was sentenced on 3/19/12, Mr. Mirkarimi gave a press conference in

24

which he read a script, publicly apologizing for the first time to his wife and son, as well as others.

25

He claims to accept full responsibility and says there are no excuses for his behavior on Dec. 31,

26

2011. He cries at the appropriate moments, and says he started counseling some time ago to address

27

his arrogance and anger issues, and looks forward to the “additional counseling he will be

28

receiving.”

29
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1

165.

While these comments appear to indicate that he may in fact be remorseful, his later

2

comments in the same speech start to be ambiguous. For example, he does not specify that the

3

counseling he will be receiving is domestic violence counseling in a certified batterer’s treatment

4

program, which the court ordered him to undertake as a condition of probation.

5

166.

Similarly, he says he hopes he and his wife can have couples counseling, and

6

pointedly states that this was denied (by the court during the criminal case), failing to mention that

7

he was free to do this in the months or years leading up to his being criminally charged with

8

domestic violence, and that Ms. Lopez apparently asked him to go to couples counseling with her

9

many times in 2011, as well as in the first days after the Dec. 31, 2011 incident, but he did not agree

10

to this. Instead, in his eyes it is the court that is to blame for their not going to counseling together.

11

167.

In his first public appearance before a political group after his sentencing for this

12

crime, at the Harvey Milk Club, on April 17, 2012, Mr. Mirkarimi characterized what had occurred

13

over the last four months as “a nightmare, an ordeal.” He said he felt the “tsunami” of “negativity”

14

from the press was “torturing” him. These are typical statements of an unreformed batterer, who

15

sees himself as the victim, rather than taking responsibility for what he did that led to this situation,

16

or acknowledging that the victims of his crimes were his wife and child.

17

168.

He does state in that talk that he “made a terrible mistake” on Dec. 31, 2011, but then

18

claims that his “putting his hand underneath” his wife’s arm was an attempt to “de-escalate” the

19

situation. This is a far cry from admitting guilt and taking responsibility for bruising her. He says

20

“in that exchange she got a bruise on her arm,” implying that somehow this bruise just happened,

21

and again failing to admit that he was the one who caused the bruise.

22

169.

He says the reason he pled guilty was that the jury pool was “polluted” by the media

23

coverage, and that “we [Ms. Lopez and he?] were not going to get a fair trial,” again shifting

24

responsibility away from himself for the fact that it appeared he would be convicted because the

25

evidence was overwhelming, and again aligning the victim with himself. He claims that it is “time

26

to put this behind me,” failing to accept that the consequences of his violence and guilty plea are not

27

just going to disappear. Reformed batterers accept the consequences of their actions, as mentioned

28

above.
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170.

Mr. Mirkarimi goes on to say to the Milk Club that he “pled to a low-level

2

misdemeanor,” ignoring the fact that there are no levels of misdemeanors, an example of

3

Minimization from the Power and Control Wheel. He also states that this will not bar him from

4

being the Sheriff, failing to mention that this is in fact to be determined by the Ethics Commission

5

and the Board of Supervisors, or bar him from having a gun, which in fact is left to the discretion of

6

the court for at least the three years he will serve on probation. To the best of my knowledge and

7

belief, Mr. Mirkarimi may not lawfully have a gun even after his probation is completed, due to his

8

conviction.

9

171.

Later in the talk he states that his being a criminal will give him a perspective that

10

few have on “this process,” and that he can use his own experience to improve the criminal justice

11

system. This is an example of the grandiosity found in many batterers, who try to turn their faults

12

into strengths.

13

172.

He also tells the Club that it was always his wife’s determination, and his, to repair

14

their marriage and get back together. In fact, he knew that this was not true, as Ms. Lopez had told

15

him she had consulted a divorce attorney; this was purportedly one of the reasons he got so angry

16

on Dec. 31, 2011.

17
18
19

173.

He says “to try to deal with this vilification is mind-boggling,” again characterizing

himself as the victim, rather than the instigator of his problems.
174.

He again says that he pled to a “low-level” misdemeanor, and this time adds that it

20

was “non-violent,” which is not the case, since misdemeanor false imprisonment by definition

21

includes the use of force, according to People v. Dominguez (2010) 180 Cal.App.4th 1351, 1356-

22

1357, cited in the Written Charges of Official Misconduct filed 3/21/12 at page 7, and he has

23

admitted assaulting and injuring his wife in any event in his declaration submitted to the Ethics

24

Commission.

25

175.

Mr. Mirkarimi then says he owes it to the people of San Francisco, or the Milk Club,

26

as well as to his family, to fight the attempt to remove him from office, “because it didn’t happen.”

27

He is thus denying that he committed any crime, the opposite of a reformed batterer taking

28

responsibility and admitting culpability.
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176.

In the talk, he continues to paint himself as a victim, saying he is “fully vulnerable,”

2

“dissected,” at times he just wants to walk away, feels “devastation,” that at the Ethics Commission

3

“we’re sitting ducks,” that the press is “ferocious,” but that at some point “we” have to fight back,

4

because if “we” capitulate because of an “uncomfortable decision,” we recede over and over.

5

177.

He accuses the Mayor of trying to unseat him for political reasons, an example of

6

shifting responsibility and painting anyone who has concerns about whether a Sheriff can hold

7

office after being convicted of a domestic violence-related crime and put on probation as merely out

8

to get him.

9

178.

Mr. Mirkarimi concludes with saying that what is happening to him is “very surreal,”

10

given that he was part of the criminal justice system for years. Again, this is an example of his

11

failing to accept that what is happening to him is the result of a crime that he committed, and that

12

his having been in a police academy or working as a DA investigator should not shield him from the

13

consequences of his acts.

14

179.

His other public appearances, such as his interview on KQED’s Forum with Michael

15

Krasny the next day, April 18, 2012, contain similar statements. He continues to minimize and deny

16

having abused his wife. For example, on June 6, 2012 at the District 5 Democratic Club gathering,

17

he stated that “this is a low-level misdemeanor, one step above disturbing the peace,” and paints

18

himself as the victim -- “the level of retribution and negativity thrown at him depressed him and his

19

wife…a tsunami of negativity…”

20

180.

In his constant pleas to “put this all behind him,” Mr. Mirkarimi does not understand

21

that one of the consequences of being a convicted abuser is potentially losing his position as Sheriff.

22

This is indicative of an attitude that is typical of many batterers – i.e., his saying he was sorry and

23

pleading guilty should just take care of the problem and everyone should move on, returning to

24

business as usual -- “I believe in the power of redemption.” Apparently his “redemption” occurred

25

almost overnight, since when he made this statement, he still was required to attend 9 more months

26

of the court-ordered BIP sessions and be on probation until March 2015.

27
28
29
30

181.

Mr. Mirkarimi then expands on a comment he made in another speech, that (rather

than condemning him as a convicted criminal,) people should see him as “an asset, a more
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1

enlightened law enforcement official, who can speak to both sides [i.e., criminals and law-abiding

2

citizens?], unlike other law enforcement leaders.” This is pure hubris and typical of the grandiosity

3

that many batterers exhibit, as well as their tendency to try to manipulate and twist things to their

4

own advantage.

5

182.

He states repeatedly in his public statements that the abuse did not happen, and if it

6

did, it was no big deal. He portrays anyone who does not see it his way as merely acting out of

7

underhanded motives (“It’s all political at this point.”).

8

183.

His recent article in the 6/15/12 San Francisco Chronicle demonstrates similar

9

attitudes typical of unreformed batterers. He states that he and his wife were “forced apart by a

10

court order six months ago that neither [of them] wanted,” ignoring the fact that the order was

11

issued by a criminal court in which he was charged with domestic violence, child endangerment,

12

and dissuading a witness. He blames the criminal justice system for destroying his family, shifting

13

responsibility away from his own criminal actions in leading to that destruction. He asserts that

14

“once the court case was settled, I also enrolled in counseling,” conveniently leaving out that this

15

counseling was a court-ordered year-long BIP which is a term of his three years of probation. He

16

again asserts: “[i]n an attempt to put the matter behind us and move forward, I pleaded to a

17

misdemeanor that doesn’t preclude my ability from serving as sheriff,” leaving out the role of the

18

Ethics Commission and Board of Supervisors in making that determination.

19

184.

In his declaration submitted to the Ethics Commission Mr. Mirkarimi continues to

20

minimize and deny his criminal conduct, stating merely that he “grabbed his wife’s arm,” and

21

leaving out the entire rest of the incident as related in detail by Ms. Lopez to Ms. Madison and to

22

Ms. Williams. He does not even mention his falsely imprisoning her, the crime he pled to. Nor does

23

he mention the traumatic effect of his crime on his wife and son, or the fact that this was not the

24

first time he had abused Ms. Lopez.

25
26
27
28
29
30

185.

Given all the above, it is my opinion that retaining Ross Mirkarimi as Sheriff of San

Francisco would create dangerous and insurmountable problems.
186.

Domestic violence abusers, some of whom are already emboldened by the fact that

Mr. Mirkarimi was not sentenced to time in jail even though he caused a large bruise on his wife,
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would be further emboldened, realizing that they too can appear to apologize but then face no

2

serious consequences for their crimes, such as losing their jobs. Additionally, Mr. Mirkarimi’s

3

consistently minimizing or even denying in public that he assaulted his wife hard enough to bruise

4

her, calling it merely “an arm grab” necessary to “guide her” when she was very upset, and stating

5

that this crime was “just a step above disturbing the peace” emboldens other unreformed batterers,

6

as it confirms their beliefs that such abusive actions are no big deal. The same holds true when Mr.

7

Mirkarimi portrays himself, rather than Ms. Lopez, as the victim, and when many members of the

8

public agree with him. Retaining Mr. Mirkarimi as Sheriff would even further embolden these

9

unreformed batterers.

10

187.

There would be a chilling effect on victims of domestic violence from coming

11

forward, as they saw that a man could assault his wife and still keep his job as the head of one of the

12

two law enforcement agencies in San Francisco. Victims of law enforcement officers would be

13

particularly impacted by the message that domestic violence by the chief law enforcement officer

14

was not taken seriously, and thus would be even less likely to report their own abuse, as their fears

15

that law enforcement would not take the abuse seriously would already have been confirmed.

16

188.

Retaining Mr. Mirkarimi as Sheriff would also send a message to the entire

17

community that “minor” violence is not really criminal behavior, that falsely imprisoning one’s

18

partner is no big deal, and that assaulting a partner severely enough to leave a bruise is not a “real”

19

assault. Not only is this not true under the California Penal Code, it is a dangerous message and one

20

that would undo decades of concerted work to address the epidemic of domestic violence in San

21

Francisco.

22

189.

San Francisco has a strong and clear public policy that domestic violence is criminal

23

behavior and will be taken seriously. Retaining Ross Mirkarimi as Sheriff after he has been

24

convicted of a domestic violence related crime would constitute a giant step backward from that

25

public policy.

26
27
28
29
30
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Conclusion

1
2
3
4
5
6

It has been said that a chain is only as strong as its weakest link. Domestic violence
services should form a strong chain with victim services, social services, and the
criminal justice system working together to make up the interconnecting links.
Victim[s]/survivors should be able to access the system at a number of different points
and should be able to pass easily from one link to the next as their needs and situations
demand. Victims and families should be able to rely on the strength and integrity of the
chain as a whole in order to address the violence occurring in their homes and their
communities.

10

The metaphor of the chain is particularly true for the criminal justice system, which
victims of domestic violence frequently turn to only after exhausting other resources.
By the time domestic violence situations are reported to the criminal justice system a
pattern of physical violence has already been established. The heavy charge placed on
the criminal justice system is that victims’ lives depend upon the system’s ability to
[e]ffect an immediate end to the violence. The links of the chain that represent the
criminal justice system must restrain violence, as a breakdown in these links places the
lives of victim/survivors and their children in danger.

11

(Justice and Courage: A Blueprint for San Francisco’s Response to Domestic Violence

7
8
9

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

(2002), Ex. 44 to Declaration of Paul Henderson, at page 51.)
190.

The Sheriff of San Francisco is a key link in this chain. If Ross Mirkarimi were

retained as Sheriff, that link would quickly become the weakest in the chain and would endanger
victims of domestic violence and set public policy in this city back by decades.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing
is true and correct. Executed this 18th day of June, 2012, in San Francisco, California.

20
21

__________/s/___________________
NANCY K.D. LEMON

22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
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EXHIBIT 63

1

NANCY K. D. LEMON
Berkeley Law (Boalt Hall School of Law)
UC Berkeley
Berkeley, Ca. 94720
(510) 525-3164
FAX: (510) 643-2673
nlemon@berkeley.edu
LAW SCHOOL TEACHING EXPERIENCE:
1988 - present

Lecturer in Domestic Violence Law & Director of Domestic Violence Practicum,
Berkeley Law (Boalt Hall School of Law), UC Berkeley. First law school seminar on this
topic in US. Authored and published first textbook and teacher's manual on this topic,
updated it regularly, used throughout US and in Taiwan (See Publications).

Spring 2010

Lecturer in Domestic Violence, Legal Studies Dept. (undergraduates), UC Berkeley.

Spring 2011

Co-taught Girls, Women and the Criminal Justice System, with criminologist Barry
Krisberg, Berkeley Law School. Created course materials.

Spring 1991

Lecturer, Domestic Violence Law, Golden Gate School of Law.

ATTORNEY EXPERIENCE:
2012 - present

Co-Founder and Legal Director, Family Violence Appellate Project, Berkeley.
Created new non-profit agency housed at Berkeley School of Law with students and
former student. Will appeal Ca. family law cases in which abused parents lose custody.
Serve on board, raise funds, developed strategic plan. Will supervise student writing,
work with pro bono appellate attorneys, educate family law bar and judges.

8/89 - 12/90
& 7/92-10/93

Staff Attorney/ Intern and Volunteer Coordinator,
Family Violence Law Center, Berkeley. Recruited, trained and supervised volunteers and
interns. Interviewed battered women, drafted restraining orders, represented clients at
hearings, dealt with Spanish-speaking clients. Advocated with DA's, mediators, police.

9/83 - 12/87

Legal Advocacy Program Director, Battered Women's Alternatives, Martinez.
Drafted TRO’s and represented clients at hearings. Trained and supervised attorney,
paralegals, volunteers. Incorporated program, wrote grant proposals. Set up two
branch offices. Trained police and sheriff personnel. Created liaison program with DA.

2/82-8/83

Legal Program Coordinator, Mid-Peninsula Support Network, Mt. View. Trained,
supervised volunteers. Drafted TRO’s and accompanied clients to court. Advocated with
DA and law enforcement agencies, co-wrote police policies, trained police officers.

5/81 - 4/82

Director, Domestic Violence Unit, Legal Aid Society of Alameda Co, Oakland.
Represented domestic violence victims in restraining order proceedings. Supervised law
clerks. Trained attorneys, shelter workers, Oakland police. Wrote grant proposal creating
So. Alameda Co. Domestic Violence Law Project.

EDUCATION & CREDENTIALS:
8/77 - 5/80

Boalt Hall School of Law, UC Berkeley. J.D. Highest honors in three courses,
honors in most. Judicial extern spring '79. Admitted to bar Dec. 80.

9/71-6/75

UC Santa Cruz, B.A. in Women’s Studies. College honors, Board honors,
thesis honors. Co-founded major, served on its decision-making body, hired staff and
faculty. Co-taught Introduction to Women’s Studies.
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Community College Teaching Credential, Law
AWARDS:
• Manuel P. Wiley Pro Bono Award (Ca. State Bar, 1993)
• Alameda County Women's Hall of Fame Award, for Justice (1994)
• PEACE Award, Sunshine Lady Foundation (North Carolina, 2000)
• Fay Stender Award, California Women Lawyers (2001)
• City of Berkeley Commission on the Status of Women, Outstanding Woman of Berkeley Award (2009)
• Lifetime Achievement Award, Ca. Partnership to End Domestic Violence (2009)
WRITING AND PUBLICATIONS:
Co-author, Amicus Curiae Brief to Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals in US v Kenia Munguia, on behalf of
Ca. Partnership to End Domestic Violence, regarding admissibility of expert and lay testimony on domestic
violence in prosecution of battered woman for aiding abuser in drug crime. (2011).
How New Technologies are Changing Domestic Violence, 3(3) Family and Intimate Partner Violence
Quarterly 271 (2011).
A Transformative Process: Working As a Domestic Violence Expert Witness, 24(2) Berkeley Journal of
Gender, Law, and Justice 208 (2009).
Response to Christina Hoff Sommers in Chronicle of Higher Education, 8/10/09.
Admissibility of Hearsay Evidence Under the Excited Utterance Exception in Abuse Prosecutions, 1
Family & Intimate Partner Violence Quarterly 269-279 (2009) (with Anne Perry)
Co-author, Amicus Curiae Brief to Ca. Victim Compensation and Government Claims Board in claim of
Cheryl Jones, on behalf of Ca. Partnership to End Domestic Violence, for over twenty years of wrongful
incarceration. (2009) Pled guilty to killing husband, released on habeas corpus, retried and acquitted.
Co-author, Amicus Curiae Brief to US Supreme Court in People v. Dwayne Giles, along with DV LEAP,
Legal Momentum, and Bingham McCutchen. Issue is whether forfeiture rule requires showing of intent to
silence homicide victim. (see below re Ca. Supreme Court brief in same case). Court reversed conviction,
but stated that domestic violence history very relevant to defendant’s intent. 128 S.Ct. 2678 (2008).
Co-author, Amicus Curiae Brief to California Appellate Court in In re Deborah Peagler on Habeas
Corpus. Appellate court issued Order to Show Cause 11/2/07, mentioning amicus brief, ordering secretary
of Dept. of Corrections & Rehabilitation to show cause in evidentiary hearing why habeas relief should not
be granted.
Co-author, Amicus Curiae Brief to California Appellate Court in Maria Guijosa v. Rogelio DominguezGarcia, arguing that trial court should not have summarily denied appellant’s request for a temporary
restraining order, and should at least have granted a hearing. Appellate court reversed, unpublished. (2007)
Co-author, Amicus Curiae Brief to California Appellate Court in Yuka Nakamura v. John Marshall Parker,
arguing that trial court should not have summarily denied appellant’s request for a temporary restraining
order, and should at least have granted a hearing. Participated in oral argument. In published decision
mentioning amicus brief, court of appeal reversed. 156 Cal.App.4th 327 (Cal.App., First Dist., 2007).
Legislature enacted new Family Code section 6320.5, which requires stated reasons for denial of TRO’s
and the right to a hearing, effective 1/09.
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Domestic Violence: Benchbook for Criminal Courts, Ca. Center for Judicial Education and Research, 1990,
1996, 1997, 2000 editions. (consulted on 2003 and 2007 editions) Curriculum for several statewide
trainings.
Contributing Editor, Violence Against Women (Vol. 3) edited by Joan Zorza, reprints of articles in
Domestic Violence Report and Sexual Assault Report, Civic Research Institute (2006).
"Access to Justice: Can Domestic Violence Courts Better Address the Needs of Non-English Speaking
Victims of Domestic Violence?," 21 Berkeley Journal of Gender, Law & Justice 38 (2006) (originally
presented at Pace University Law School think tank on domestic violence courts (2001))
Co-author, Amicus Curiae Brief to California Supreme Court in People v. Giles, arguing that the rule of
forfeiture should be interpreted to allow prior statements by an unavailable domestic violence victim to be
admitted in the prosecution of the alleged murderer of that victim, if it appears to the court that the victim’s
unavailability is due to the abuser’s actions (2005). Decision, 40 Cal.4th 833 (Ca. 2007), held for this
approach.
Domestic Violence Law, textbook, Austin & Winfield Publishers, 1996; West Group, 2001; West Group,
2005; West Group Supplement, 2008; West Group, 2009.
Teacher’s Manual for Domestic Violence Law, West Group, 2001, 2005, and 2009.
Co-author, Amicus Curiae Brief to California Appellate Court in Eldon Blumhorst v Haven Hills, Inc. et al,
arguing that it is not a denial of equal protection to exclude male victims of domestic violence from
women-only shelters. Appellate Court affirmed due to lack of standing. 126 CA4th 993 (Cal.Ct.App. 2005)
Co-author, Amicus Curiae Brief to California Appellate Court in In re Rosemary Dyer, a habeas corpus
petition under Ca. Penal Code § 1473.5, arguing that evidence of special circumstances did not preclude a
history of battering by the decedent; thus homicide should have resulted in at most a manslaughter
conviction. (2004) Appellate court remanded case to trial court for evidentiary hearing.
Contributing Editor, Violence Against Women (part 2) edited by Joan Zorza, reprints of articles in Domestic
Violence Report and Sexual Assault Report, Civic Research Institute, 2004.
Co-author, Amicus Curiae Brief to California Supreme Court in People v. Cornell Brown, regarding
admissibility of domestic violence expert testimony in the prosecution of a batterer; published decision
referred favorably to the brief and upheld the use of such testimony, 33 Cal.4th 892 (2004).
Expert Witness Affidavit regarding gender as basis for domestic violence in In re Rodi Alvarado case,
submitted by Alvarado’s attorneys, Center for Gender and Refugee Studies at Hastings College of Law;
landmark case concerns asylum application by a Guatemalan immigrant battered woman and is on the U.S.
Attorney General’s desk. Affidavit has been used in dozens of other asylum cases. (2003)
Child Custody and Domestic Violence: A Call for Safety and Accountability, with Drs. Peter G. Jaffe and
Samantha Poisson, Sage Publications (2003).
Contributing Editor, Violence Against Women (part 1), edited by Joan Zorza, reprints of articles in
Domestic Violence Report and Sexual Assault Report, Civic Research Institute (2002).
Foreward to Convicted Survivors: The Imprisonment of Battered Women Who Kill, by Elizabeth Dermody
Leonard, State University of New York Press (2002).
"Statutes Creating Rebuttable Presumptions Against Custody to Batterers: How Effective Are They?,"
28(2)William Mitchell L. Rev. 601 (2001). (excerpted in Mahoney, Calmore, and Wildman, Social Justice:
Professionals, Communities, and Law, West Group, 2003)
"Domestic Violence is a Public Health Issue," Health Law News, vol. 14, no. 3, page 7 (March 2001).
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“Domestic Violence is a Medical Issue,” Journal of Gender Specific Medicine, vol. 3, no. 5, pages 22-24,
July/Aug 2000.
Serving the Public: Domestic Violence Curriculum for Court Employees, Ca. Center for Judicial Education
and Research (2000).
“Custody and Visitation Trends in the US in Domestic Violence Cases,” Journal of Aggression,
Maltreatment, and Trauma, Haworth Press, vol. 3, no. 1, pages 329-343, ed. by Robert A. Geffner, Peter G.
Jaffe, and Marlies Suderman (2000).
“Expert Witnesses in Domestic Violence Trials: Policy Pros and Cons for Prosecutors,” with Rhonda
Martinson and Carlos Monagas, for Battered Women’s Justice Project (1999).
“The Legal System’s Response to Children Exposed to Domestic Violence,” The Future of Children,
Packard Foundation,vol. 9, no. 3, pages 67-83, winter 1999.
"What Every Family Law Attorney Should Know About Domestic Violence," with Garrett C. Dailey,
MCLE column in Ca. Lawyer magazine, 12/99.
Domestic Violence: What Every Judge Should Know, A Judicial Education Curriculum, Ca. Center for
Judicial Education and Research (1998).
“Domestic Violence Primer,” Mandatory Continuing Legal Education column in 3/98 California Lawyer
magazine.
“Child Custody and Full Faith and Credit,” in Full Faith and Credit: A Passport to Safety, edited by
Johnson and Websdale, National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges (1997) (with Deborah
Goelman, Billie Lee Dunford-Jackson, and Roberta Valente).
Manual on Domestic Violence, Ca. Women Lawyers Educational Foundation, 1997, 2001, and 2009
updates (original edition with Susana Martinez)(2009 edition published by Ca. Partnership to End
Domestic Violence).
“The Custody Trial of the Century,” research/editing for article about OJ Simpson case, published in Today
magazine, Nat. Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges (1997) (with Susana Martinez).
The Impact of Domestic Violence on Your Legal Practice, Chapter on Violence Against Women Act,
American Bar Association (1996).
Working Together to End Domestic Violence, Mancorp Publishing Inc., with Peter Jaffe, David Wilson, and
Jack Sandler (1996).
Consulted on appellate and amicus briefs in case where batterer used restraining order to obtain visitation
of battered mother's child even though there was no relationship between batterer and child. Barkaloff v.
Woodward,. Appellate court reversed and remanded. 47 Cal.App.4th 393 (Ca. App. 1996).
Associate Editor, Domestic Violence Report, national bimonthly journal published by Civic Research
Institute, Inc., New Jersey, 1995 through fall 2009.
Manual on California Domestic Violence and Family Law for Victim Advocates in US Marine Corps
(1995).
Domestic Violence and Children: Resolving Custody and Visitation Disputes, a national judicial
curriculum, Family Violence Prevention Fund (1995).
Domestic Violence Law Reader, annual editions 1988-1995, for courses at Boalt and Golden Gate Law
Schools. Published in 1996 by Austin and Winfield Press (now part of University Press of America) as
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Domestic Violence Law: A Comprehensive Overview of Cases and Sources; later published in 2001, 2005
and 2009 by West Group (see above).
Columns on recent cases involving domestic violence, Synergy, Nat. Council of Juvenile and Family Court
Judges's newsletter, 1994 and 1995.
Amicus brief, Ireland v. Smith (Mich. case involving domestic violence custody issues), for Battered
Women's Justice Project and other groups (1994).
Domestic Violence and Stalking: A Comment on the Model Anti-Stalking Code Proposed by the National
Institute of Justice, Battered Women’s Justice Project (1994).
"Domestic Violence Custody Issues: A Strategy Paper," Ca. Alliance Against Domestic Violence (1994).
"Digest: Criminal Cases Concerning Domestic Violence", Juvenile and Family Law Digest, Nat. Council of
Juvenile and Family Court Judges, Vol. 25, No. 1A (1993).
“Wie in den USA mit ‘privater Gewalt’ gegen Frauen juristisch umgegangen wird,” in “Sag mir, wo die
Manner sind...,” speech on US legislation about domestic violence, in proceedings from Berlin, Germany
conference on violence against women, 9/93.
Issue Paper: "Arrest and Prosecution in Domestic Violence Cases," Family Violence Prevention Fund and
Nat. Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges (unpublished manuscript) (1992).
Chapter on Custody and Mediation Issues, Domestic Violence in Civil Court Cases: A National Model for
Judicial Education (also edited 4 other chapters), Family Violence Prevention Fund (1992).
Domestic Violence: The Law and Prosecution, 1990 and 1991 editions, published by Family Violence
Project. Curriculum for statewide training sponsored by Ca. DA's Assoc.
Domestic Violence : The Crucial Role of the Judge in Criminal Court Cases: A National Model for Judicial
Education, with Janet Carter and Candace Heisler, published by Family Violence Prevention Fund (1991).
Updates to Domestic Violence: A Training Curriculum for Law Enforcement (2 vols), published by Family
Violence Project (1990).
Book review of Justifiable Homicide by Cynthia Gillespie, Berkeley Women's Law Journal (1990).
"Joint Custody and Mandatory Mediation: The Danger for Victims of Domestic Violence" with Charlotte
Germane and Margaret Johnson, 1(1) Berkeley Women's Law Journal 175 (1985).
"Joint Custody as a Statutory Presumption: California's New Civil Code Sections 4600 and 4600.5", 11(2)
Golden Gate University Law Review 485 (1981).
Domestic Violence Law Manual, State Bar of Ca., 1981, 1988: research, drafting, editing.
NON-FORENSIC CONSULTING:
(1983 - 88) Judicial Council, Ca. Admin. Office of the Courts - drafted pleading forms for restraining
orders, produced videos
(1992 - 93) Alameda Co. Commission, Gender Bias in the Courts - planned training for judges
(1993) Consulted with Berlin, Germany's Senator for Work and Women regarding US domestic violence
laws, how to organize and run a restraining order clinic, etc.
(1994-present) Member, Advisory Committee for national Battered Women's Justice Project, Reading, PA
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(1995- approx. 2003) Appointed to Alameda County Family Violence Council, past chair of legislative
committee, past member of judicial training committee
(1995) Consulted with statewide Family Court Services directors in formulating protocol regarding
domestic violence
(1996- present) Consultant to Ca. Center for Judicial Education and Research in developing comprehensive
judicial and court employee curricula on domestic violence, including production of a videotape
(1996-97) Consultant to Family Court Services, Ca. Judicial Council, developing statewide guidelines for
supervised visitation programs
(1996) Evaluator for Arizona statewide teleconference on implementing new procedures regarding
domestic violence restraining orders
(1997) Assisted in planning and attended national meeting of Domestic Violence Law teachers hosted by
ABA Commission on Domestic Violence, Washington, DC
(1998) Consulted with Women Lawyers Association and Centre Against Violence in Ulaanbaatar,
Mongolia for two weeks on draft of new domestic violence law, training, public education, etc. Spoke at
seminar, lobbied members of Parliament
(1998-present) Steering Committee, Ca. Coalition for Battered Women in Prison, now Free Battered
Women, a project of Ca. Coalition for Women in Prison
(1998) Assisted in planning and spoke at West Coast regional conference on Teaching Domestic Violence
in Law Schools, hosted by ABA Commission on Domestic Violence
(2000, 2001) Grant reviewer, Violence Against Women Office of US DOJ, Civil Legal Assistance Grants
from sites around the US
(2001) Consulted with three Japanese judges regarding restraining order laws and practices in California
(2001 to 2005)

Member, Board of Ca. Alliance Against Domestic Violence

(2001) Consulted with Superintendent of National Police Agency from Tokyo, Japan regarding domestic
violence arrest policies, statistics, and statutes in California
(2001) Consulted with Asia Foundation-sponsored delegation of Korean women regarding domestic
violence laws and practices in California
(2002) Consulted with Minister of Women’s Affairs from Cambodia, visiting the US courtesy of Asia
Foundation.
(2003) Consultant to Nevada Network Against Domestic Violence, creating a curriculum and handbook
for domestic violence experts working with prosecutors, and for prosecutors working with experts.
(See Speeches, Workshops, and Trainings, below)
(2004 -2005) Member of group formulating Alameda Co. Family Justice Center, Oakland, Ca.
(2005 – 2007) Member, Board of Ca. Partnership to End Domestic Violence
(2008- present) Member, Amicus and Governmental Affairs Committee, Ca. Partnership to End Domestic
Violence
(2011-2012) Consulted with Chief Justice Earl Warren Institute on Law and Social Policy, Berkeley School
of Law, UC Berkeley, on projects involving Violence Against Women in Ca. (domestic violence, sexual
assault, and stalking), funded through Ca. DA’s Assoc. -- surveying current services provided by Victim
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Witness advocates and gaps in services, planning statewide summit meeting on crime victims’ rights and
services, creating curriculum for Victim Witness advocates

EXPERT WITNESS WORK:
(1993) Submitted expert declaration in battered woman's case against Oakland Housing Authority for
wrongful eviction.
(1994) Testified as expert witness in custody case involving domestic violence. Judgment against battered
woman reversed on appeal. Alameda County, Ca.
(1994) Interviewed convicted federal prisoner, wrote expert report concerning how domestic violence
affected commission of crime.
(1995) Consulted with prosecutor in domestic violence case and prepared expert testimony, Mariposa
County, Ca.
(1995) Testified as expert witness in felony prosecution of batterer. Convicted of several counts. Alameda
County, Ca.
(1995) Trial consultant in prominent divorce case involving prenuptial agreement and spousal support. San
Mateo County, Ca.
(1996) Testified as expert witness in case brought by Dept. of Soc. Services regarding batterer working at
child care center. Alameda County, Ca.
(1996) Consulted on, prepared expert witness testimony in tort case against ex-boyfriend who stalked and
harassed partner after breakup. Settled. Sacramento County, Ca.
(1997) Interviewed battered woman co- defendant, prepared expert report in felony case. Plea to minor
offense accepted. San Francisco, Ca.
(1997) Consulted with prosecutor in preparation for testifying in felony domestic violence case where
victim recanted. Settled. Alameda County, Ca.
(1997) Testified for prosecution as expert in three-strikes domestic violence case where victim recanted.
Defendant convicted. Mariposa County, Ca.
(1997) Interviewed battered woman charged with abusing husband, wrote expert report. Charges
dismissed. San Francisco, Ca.
(1997) Interviewed battered woman charged with abusing husband, wrote expert report. Plead to
disturbing the peace. Santa Clara County, Ca.
(1997-8, 2001-2) Consulted with attorneys suing Sonoma County Sheriff in wrongful death of battered
woman by her husband, testified at deposition. Settled for $1 million just before I took the stand.
(1997) Testified for prosecution in case where felony domestic violence victim recanted in front of grand
jury, later changed story. Convicted. Alameda County, Ca.
(1997) Testified for prosecution in case where misdemeanor domestic violence victim refused to testify.
Convicted. Contra Costa County, Ca.
(1998) Consulted on, wrote expert report, deposed in tort case where batterer sued victim, then she countersued. Contra Costa County, Ca. Settled.
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(1998) Testified for prosecution in case where misdemeanor domestic violence victim recanted. Hung jury.
Mariposa County, Ca.
(1998) Testified for prosecution in multiple felony domestic violence/sexual assault case. Convicted.
Solano County, Ca.
(1998) Reviewed documents, wrote expert declaration in case where battered woman pled guilty to drug
sales with batterer, in support of habeas petition.
(1998) Consulted on, wrote expert report, testified in case where battered woman killed husband and pled
self-defense. Convicted of second degree murder. Alameda County, Ca.
(1998) Testified for prosecution in felony case where battered teenager recanted and did not appear to
testify. Convicted; mistrial; pled guilty before second trial. Alameda County, Ca.
(1998) Testified for prosecution in felony case where victim of domestic violence reunited with batterer but
later cooperated with prosecution. Convicted of assault and rape. Upheld on appeal. Alameda County, Ca.
(1998) Testified for prosecution in case where defendant was charged with killing girlfriend. Convicted of
second degree murder. Alameda County, Ca.
(1998) Testified for prosecution in case where victim of domestic violence recanted. Convicted of two
counts of battery. Solano County, Ca.
(1998) Consulted on, wrote expert report in case where battered woman charged with assaulting live-in
boyfriend. Plead to two misdemeanors, no jail time. Napa County, Ca.
(1998) Testified for prosecution in case where battered woman reunited with husband after criminal court
issued no contact order. Convicted of spousal abuse and violating order. Alameda County, Ca.
(1999) Testified for prosecution in felony case where battered woman living with batterer at time of trial,
refused to testify, and had used physical force in incident with him. Acquitted. Solano County, Ca.
(1999) Testified for prosecution in three-strikes case where battered woman changed story re previous
incident. Convicted on 9 out of 10 counts. San Francisco, Ca. Upheld on appeal.
(1999) Consulted with prosecution on case where defendant charged with stalking and domestic violence.
Pled guilty. Placer County, Ca.
(1999) Interviewed victim, wrote expert report in case where wife sued husband for domestic violence
injuries. Settled. Alameda County, Ca.
(1999) Testified for prosecution in felony case where battered girlfriend recanted at trial. Convicted of
cohabitant abuse. Solano County, Ca.
(1999) Interviewed victim, wrote expert report, deposed in case where girlfriend sued ex-boyfriend for
domestic violence injures. Settled. Santa Clara County, Ca.
(1999) Interviewed victim in preparation for expert report in divorce case where batterer sought spousal
support. Settled. Alameda County, Ca.
(1999) Interviewed defendant charged with first degree murder of her stepmother, after being coerced by
abusive boyfriend. Wrote report. Pled guilty to second degree murder. San Mateo County, Ca.
(1999) Interviewed defendant charged with first degree murder of husband, wrote report. She pled guilty
to manslaughter. Merced County, Ca.
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(1999) Interviewed defendant charged with assaulting husband, wrote report. She pled guilty to disturbing
the peace. Santa Clara County, Ca.
(2000) Read materials in case where wife charged with assaulting husband, convinced prosecutor to
dismiss charges, since wife was actually the victim. San Francisco, Ca.
(2000) Testified for prosecution in case where defendant charged with raping and beating former wife.
Convicted on several felony counts. Alameda County, Ca.
(2000) Testified for prosecution in case where defendant charged with assaulting girlfriend, who recanted.
Convicted. Marin County, Ca.
(2000) Testified twice for prosecution in case where girlfriend recanted at first, later testified against
batterer. First time hung jury, second time convicted of felony domestic violence. Marin County, Ca.
(2000) Consulted and wrote memo for prosecution on use of expert testimony in federal case where
defendant charged with bringing victim of abuse across state lines. Pled guilty. Oakland, Ca.
(2000) Consulted, wrote report in case where wife charged with throwing juice at husband. Convinced
prosecutor to drop charges based on primary aggressor analysis. San Francisco, Ca.
(2000) Consulted, wrote report in case where wife charged with assaulting husband. Convinced
prosecutor to drop charges based on primary aggressor analysis. San Francisco, Ca.
(2000) Consulted on restraining order case in which batterer’s attorney wanted to know how to get client
back into home. Contra Costa, Ca.
(2000) Testified for prosecution in stalking case where girlfriend continued to see defendant after they
broke up. Acquitted. Oakland, Ca.
(2001) Interviewed defendant and wrote report in case where battered woman charged with assaulting
partner. Charges dismissed. San Francisco, Ca.
(2001) Interviewed defendant, consulted with defense attorney, testified in case where battered woman
charged with killing ex-boyfriend. Acquittal on first degree, hung jury on second. Testified again at 402
hearing and at second trial, for second degree murder. Prepared for third trial; defendant pled guilty to
manslaughter in exchange for 6 years. San Francisco, Ca.
(2001) Testified for prosecution in felony case in which boyfriend charged with assaulting girlfriend,
claiming self-defense. Convicted. Marin County, Ca.
(2001) Interviewed defendant, wrote report, testified in case where battered woman charged with
assaulting partner. Acquitted on one count, hung jury on second. Charges dismissed. San Francisco, Ca.
(2001) Interviewed defendant and wrote report in case where battered woman charged with assaulting
husband. Charges dismissed. San Francisco, Ca.
(2001) Interviewed defendant and wrote report in case where battered woman charged with assaulting
husband. Charges dismissed. San Francisco, Ca.
(2001) Interviewed plaintiff, wrote report, deposed in case where battered woman sued husband for
domestic violence. Settled. Contra Costa, Ca.
(2001) Testified for prosecution in case where man charged with assaulting female partner and she
recanted. Convicted of multiple felony counts. San Francisco, Ca.
(2001) Interviewed defendant in case where wife charged with felony assault of husband, wrote report.
Defendant pled guilty to misdemeanor. Solano County, Ca.
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(2001) Interviewed plaintiff and wrote report in tort case in which battered woman sued ex-boyfriend.
Settled favorably to plaintiff. Santa Clara County, Ca.
(2001) Interviewed defendant and wrote report in case in which battered teen charged with slapping exboyfriend. Charges dismissed. San Francisco, Ca.
(2001) Interviewed defendant and took notes in case where wife charged with misdemeanor domestic
violence assault. Defendant diverted into counseling. Alameda County, Ca.
(2001) Interviewed defendant and wrote report in case where battered woman charged with assaulting
boyfriend. Charges dismissed. San Francisco, Ca.
(2001) Interviewed defendant and wrote report in case where battered woman charged with hitting
husband. Charges dismissed. San Francisco, Ca.
(2001) Interviewed defendant in case where battered woman charged with hitting husband. Prosecutor
dismissed charges based on conversation with me. San Francisco, Ca.
(2001) Interviewed battered woman in address confidentiality program who was seeking restraining order
against her husband. She decided not to pursue case. San Mateo, Ca.
(2002) Interviewed defendant in case where man charged with domestic violence against his male partner.
Wrote report: even though not domestic violence case, charges should be dismissed; they were. San
Francisco, Ca.
(2002) Interviewed defendant in case where battered woman charged with attempted murder of her
husband. Testified in 402 hearing and at trial. Convicted. Upheld on appeal, though my testimony not at
issue: 2004 WL 639850, unpublished. San Mateo County, Ca.
(2002) Read materials and consulted in case where battered woman charged with murder of her
boyfriend. Charges reduced from first degree murder to manslaughter based on my testimony at
preliminary examination. She pled to manslaughter, credit for time served, released. Stanislaus County, Ca.
(2002) Interviewed defendant and wrote report in case where battered woman charged with assaulting her
husband. She pled to EPO violation. San Francisco, Ca.
(2002-2003) Interviewed defendant twice in case where battered woman charged with murder of her
boyfriend. She pled guilty to voluntary manslaughter. San Francisco, Ca.
(2002) Interviewed woman charged with assaulting boyfriend, took notes. Recommended dismissal.
Charges dismissed. San Francisco, Ca.
(2002) Read materials in case where man charged with assaulting girlfriend, wrote memo to his attorney.
Mono County, Ca.
(2002) Read materials in case where mother charged with assisting husband in rape of daughter, consulted
with defense attorney, wrote report, testified at preliminary exam, one of major charges dropped. Defendant
later pled guilty to child endangerment in exchange for short time in prison. Stanislaus County, Ca.
(2002) Read materials in case where battered woman charged with attempted murder of boyfriend,
interviewed defendant, wrote report. She pled to brandishing weapon, counseling, diversion. Released. San
Francisco, Ca.
(2003) Read materials in TRO case, interviewed plaintiff battered woman, took extensive notes, in
preparation for testifying; judge ruled testimony not necessary. Alameda County, Ca.
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(2003) As part of Habeas Project, read materials and interviewed battered woman in Ca. prison since 1988
for homicide of her husband. Wrote report. She was released in 2004. San Joaquin County
(2003) As part of Habeas Project, read materials and interviewed battered woman in Ca. prison for
homicide of her boyfriend. Wrote letter to Parole Board, who recommended release. After Governor vetoed
this, wrote report for habeas corpus petition. Governor eventually allowed her to be paroled in 2007. Los
Angeles County.
(2003) Interviewed battered woman charged with scratching husband. Wrote report. Prosecution deferred
six months. Marin County, Ca.
(2003) Interviewed battered woman facing probation revocation for stabbing father of her child. Wrote
report. Probation officer decided not to revoke her probation after all. San Francisco, Ca.
(2003 - 04) As part of Habeas Project, read materials and consulted with attorneys for battered woman in
Ca. prison for homicide of her husband, his mother, and his sister. Fresno County.
(2003) Interviewed battered woman charged with attempting to murder father of her child, wrote report.
She pled to misdemeanor assault and was released. San Francisco, Ca.
(2003-04) As part of Habeas Project, read materials and consulted with attorneys for battered woman in Ca.
prison for homicide of her husband. Also co authored amicus brief; see publications. Los Angeles County
(2003) Testified for prosecution in three strikes domestic violence case where victim recanted. Guilty on all
counts. Upheld on appeal: 2005 WL 100844 (unpublished). Marin County, Ca.
(2003-04) Worked with Center for Gender and Refugee Studies at Hastings College of Law, SF, to produce
14-page affidavit of my testimony regarding gender as basis for domestic violence in prominent asylum
case pending before Dept. of Justice.
(2004) Interviewed battered woman charged with felony child abuse, consulted with defense attorney,
wrote report. DA offered very favorable plea bargain, which defendant accepted. San Francisco, Ca.
(2004) Interviewed battered woman charged with breaking windows in batterer’s door. Wrote report. She
was given misdemeanor diversion. San Francisco, Ca.
(2004) Interviewed battered woman charged with assaulting husband, consulted with defense attorney.
Hung jury resulted in judge dismissing charges. San Francisco, Ca.
(2004) Read materials in case where battered woman charged with attempted murder of husband,
interviewed defendant, wrote report and consulted with the testifying expert; jury found client not guilty.
Monterey County, Ca.
(2004) Read materials in case where battered woman charged with felony grand theft, interviewed
defendant. Prosecutor dropped charges due to my involvement. San Francisco, Ca.
(2004) Consulted with defense attorney and another expert witness in case where same battered woman
was charged with similar crimes in another county. Marin County, Ca.
(2004) Read materials and wrote declaration in case where abused mother requested attorney’s fees from
father after she lost custody to him. Court ordered father to pay part of fees. Napa, Ca.
(2004) Interviewed woman charged with slapping boyfriend after he grabbed her; wrote report. Client pled
guilty to disturbing the peace, received a fine and 20 hours counseling. Santa Clara County, Ca.
(2005) Interviewed abused wife and testified on her behalf in restraining order case. Order denied due to
lack of physical abuse/overt threats. Alameda County, Ca.
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(2005) Interviewed woman charged with misdemeanor assault of her batterer. Prosecutor dismissed charges
based in part on my assessment of the situation. San Francisco, Ca.
(2005) Interviewed woman charged with felony assault of her batterer, consulted with defense attorney.
San Francisco, Ca.
(2005) Interviewed battered woman charged with shooting husband’s computer, consulted with defense
attorney. Prosecutor dismissed charges based in part on my assessment of the situation. San Francisco, Ca.
(2005) Co-counsel in case where battered wife sought three year restraining order against husband.
Worked with expert witness. Order granted. San Jose, Ca.
(2005) Testified for prosecution in case where defendant charged with stabbing girlfriend in foot and she
recanted at preliminary examination, failed to appear at trial. Convicted. Alameda County, Ca.
(2006) Interviewed battered woman in jail charged with multiple felonies against batterer, wrote report.
Case dismissed due in part to DA hearing that I was writing report. Alameda County, Ca.
(2006) Interviewed battered woman seeking extension of 3 year restraining order against husband. Case
settled. Alameda County, Ca.
(2006) Testified for prosecution in case where defendant charged with abusing girlfriend and shooting her
brother. Convicted of several felonies. Alameda County, Ca.
(2006) Testified for prosecution in case where defendant charged with raping and beating girlfriend.
Convicted of beating her and TRO violation. San Francisco, Ca.
(2006) Testified for prosecution in case where defendant charged with raping and beating girlfriend.
Convicted. Alameda County, Ca.
(2006) Testified for prosecution in case where defendant charged with killing girlfriend. Convicted of
second degree murder. Court discussed my testimony on appeal and upheld its appropriateness:
2009 WL 499183 (unpublished). Alameda County, Ca.
(2006) Interviewed battered woman charged with felony assault of her husband, consulted with her
attorney. She pled to misdemeanor. San Francisco, Ca.
(2006) Testified for prosecution in case where defendant charged with assaulting girlfriend, TRO violation,
criminal threats. Convicted on all three counts. Marin Co., Ca.
(2006) Interviewed battered woman charged with stealing jewelry, wrote letter for sentencing court.
Defendant released with credit for time served, probation, based largely on my letter. Marin Co., Ca.
(2006) Consulted on case where battered woman charged with assaulting police officer who was arresting
her abuser. San Francisco, Ca.
(2006) Consulted on case where female battered police officer terminated while male batterer officer was
not. San Joaquin County, Ca.
(2007) Wrote affidavit in asylum case where Guatemalan battered woman not married to batterer. She
obtained U visa so did not proceed with asylum petition. San Francisco, Ca.
(2007) Interviewed battered woman who pled to stabbing husband, wrote sentencing report. Report lowered
her prison sentence by one year. Marin County, Ca.
(2007) Consulted in case where woman sought asylum based on domestic violence. Los Angeles, Ca.
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(2007) Testified in first degree murder trial of battered woman charged with killing husband, wrote report.
Convicted of manslaughter. Upheld on appeal: 2009 WL 499151 (unpublished). Alameda County, Ca.
(2007) Interviewed battered woman charged with fraudulent purchases of vehicles. Wrote report, attended
sentencing. Sentenced to one year county jail, five years felony probation. Alameda County, Ca.
(2007) Interviewed battered woman charged with hitting her partner and wrote report, consulted with
defense attorney. Charge was dismissed. Marin County, Ca.
(2007) Consulted in case where woman sought asylum based on domestic violence. Asylum was granted,
based in part on offer of proof re what I would have testified to. San Francisco, Ca.
(2007) Testified for prosecution in case where wife recanted spousal rape, sodomy, and battery allegations.
Convicted of battery, acquitted of spousal rape and sodomy. Marin County, Ca.
(2007) Interviewed battered woman and testified in support of her request for restraining order, which was
granted. Marin County, Ca.
(2007) Interviewed battered immigrant woman charged with two felonies for assisting batterer in robbery,
consulted with defense attorney, wrote memo, testified at first sentencing hearing. Defendant pled to
misdemeanor theft. San Francisco, Ca.
(2007) Interviewed battered woman charged with assaulting partner, consulted with defense attorney.
Acquitted of all counts. San Francisco, Ca.
(2007) Interviewed woman charged with assaulting partner; determined it was not a domestic violence
case. Acquitted based on self-defense. Marin County, Ca.
(2007) Interviewed woman convicted of involvement in death of her brother-in-law, for habeas petition.
Wrote report. Released on parole 12/09. Central Ca. Women’s Facility, Chowchilla, Ca. (San Joaquin
County)
(2007) Interviewed battered woman convicted of murdering man, for habeas petition, consulted with her
attorney on many occasions. Central Ca. Women’s Facility, Chowchillla, Ca. (San Francisco County)
(2007) Consulted in case where battered woman charged with killing another woman. San Francisco, Ca.
(2008) Interviewed battered woman charged with scratching husband, wrote report, discussed case with
defense and prosecutor. Charges dismissed. Alameda County, Ca.
(2008) Interviewed battered woman charged with assisting in a bank robbery, edited report drafted by my
assistant, consulted with defense attorney. She was released pre-trial and her case was severed from codefendants, both based on my report. Pled guilty to aiding felon post-crime, put on probation. San
Francisco, Ca.
(2008) Interviewed battered woman charged with embezzling funds from friend, edited report drafted by
my assistant. She pled guilty in 2012 to permitting dependent adult to suffer: community service, probation,
restitution, reduced to misdemeanor in 3 years. San Francisco, Ca.
San Francisco, Ca.
(2008) Interviewed battered woman charged with stabbing cohabitant. Wrote memo re self-defense.
Charges dismissed. San Francisco, Ca.
(2008) Interviewed battered woman charged with slapping cohabitant. Pled guilty to misdemeanor battery,
other charges dismissed. Solano County, Ca.
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(2008) Twice interviewed battered man charged with raping girlfriend, consulted with defense attorney.
Testified at 402 hearing and at trial. Found guilty of stalking, but not rape. San Francisco, Ca.
(2008) Read affidavit in case where battered woman from Mexico sought asylum, wrote my own affidavit.
(Seton Hall Law School, Newark, NJ)
(2008) Consulted in case where Mexican woman battered by father sought asylum.
(2008) Interviewed battered man in restraining order and dissolution case, consulted with his attorney. San
Mateo County, Ca.
(2008) Interviewed battered woman charged with stabbing male partner, consulted with her attorney. San
Francisco, Ca.
(2008) Read documents in case where man charged with murdering his girlfriend, consulted with his
attorney. San Francisco, Ca.
(2008) Read documents in case where woman charged with assisting former boyfriend in assaulting new
boyfriend, wrote declaration in support of severing her case from boyfriend’s. San Francisco, Ca.
(2008) Wrote report in case where wife arrested for assaulting husband, charges dismissed, she sued
city/police for false arrest. Court sustained motion for summary judgment. Vancouver, Wa.
(2008) Wrote declaration in case where woman from El Salvador petitioned for asylum based on domestic
violence. Testified in 2010. San Francisco, Ca.
(2008) Wrote declaration in case where woman from Honduras petitioned for asylum based on domestic
violence. Judge granted petition based in part on my declaration. San Francisco, Ca.
(2008) Wrote declaration in case where woman from Guatemala petitioned for asylum based on domestic
violence. Asylum granted without my testimony. San Francisco, Ca.
(2008) Consulted, prepared testimony in case where woman from Guatemala petitioned for asylum based
on domestic violence. Judge granted asylum for mother and three children, based in part on my report.
Newark, NJ
(2008) Interviewed battered woman charged with felony assault of husband, requiring stitches. Charges
dismissed after prosecutor heard outline of my planned testimony. San Francisco, Ca.
(2009) Interviewed battered woman charged with selling drugs, wrote report. San Francisco, Ca.
(2009) Interviewed battered woman charged with pushing husband, wrote report. Prosecutor dismissed
charges based on my report. San Mateo, Ca.
(2009) Interviewed battered woman charged with felony assault of boyfriend through biting. Wrote report.
Charges dismissed. San Francisco, Ca.
(2009) Wrote declaration in case where battered Kenyan woman applied for asylum based on domestic
violence. It was granted. San Francisco, Ca.
(2009) Wrote declaration in case where woman from El Salvador applied for asylum based on domestic
violence. It was granted. San Francisco, Ca.
(2009) Interviewed battered woman charged with homicide of boyfriend's daughter, wrote report, testified
in 402 hearing. She accepted a plea. Kern County, Ca.
(2009) Interviewed abused woman in custody case, wrote report. Settled favorably to wife. Santa Clara
County, Ca.
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(2009) Testified in family law case where battered woman alleged to have scratched husband, based on
report I wrote in criminal matter involving same incident where charges dismissed. Alameda County, Ca.
(2009) Interviewed immigrant battered woman for family law case under Hague Convention, wrote report
and testified. Judge ruled no grave risk in ordering children back to home country. San Mateo County, Ca.
(2009) Testified in family law case where joint legal custody had proven to be problematic due to history of
domestic violence. Alameda County, Ca.
(2009) Interviewed battered woman charged with possession of property stolen by boyfriend/abuser. Pled
to minor offense. Santa Cruz County, Ca.
(2009) Interviewed battered woman denied welfare benefits, testified at administrative law hearing.
Benefits granted. Alameda County, Ca.
(2009) Interviewed abused woman in custody case, wrote declaration, testified at trial. Judge declined to
issue restraining order against mother, and changed father’s sole custody to joint custody (mother’s goal).
Alameda County, Ca.
(2009) Read documents in asylum case where woman beaten by husband. Declined to testify as not genderbased. Washington state,
(2009) Wrote declaration in case where woman from Guatemala applied for asylum based on domestic
violence. Judge granted petition in 2011. New York, NY.
(2009) Interviewed battered woman charged with stealing jeans after abusive boyfriend ordered her to do
this, wrote report. Charge reduced to misdemeanor based on my report, she pled. Marin County, Ca.
(2009) Interviewed battered woman charged with assaulting ex-husband and trespassing on his property.
Wrote report. Pled to trespass. Santa Cruz County, Ca.
(2009) Testified for prosecution in case where husband charged with assaulting wife. Convicted of stalking,
corporal injury, and vandalism. Marin County, Ca.
(2009) Interviewed abused woman charged with DUI, wrote report, testified. Convicted. Marin County, Ca.
(2010) Testified for prosecution in case where man charged with sexual assault against girlfriend.
Convicted of five felonies and violation of restraining order. Solano County, Ca.
(2010) Interviewed abused inmate convicted of killing husband for habeas petition, wrote report.
Chowchilla, Ca.
(2010) Interviewed abused woman charged with shoplifting, wrote report. Based in part on report,
prosecutor offered plea to lesser charge, she accepted. Marin County, Ca.
(2010) Interviewed abused inmate convicted of killing father, wrote report. Oregon Governor denied
clemency petition.
(2010) Interviewed abused woman charged with felony assault on cohabitant. Case diverted, defendant
ordered to counseling and community service. San Francisco, Ca.
(2010) Interviewed man charged with felony assault against male partner, wrote report. Pled in exchange
for felony probation, no jail time. Alameda County, Ca.
(2010) Interviewed abused woman charged with felony assault of boyfriend. Charges dismissed based in
part on my involvement. San Francisco, Ca.

15

16

(2010) Interviewed abused woman charged with assaulting boyfriend, wrote report. Pled to misdemeanor
assault. Marin County, Ca.
(2010) Interviewed alleged batterer police officer and his wife to determine if her recantation testimony at
Police Review Commission hearing was credible. Testified on his behalf; charges were held to be
unfounded. San Francisco, Ca.
(2010) Interviewed woman charged with drug sales in concert with abusive husband, wrote report. San
Francisco, Ca.
(2010) Reviewed documents in tort case in which boyfriend was sued by girlfriend for allegedly running
over her foot with his car. Settled. Alameda County, Ca.
(2010) Interviewed abused woman charged with assaulting father of her child. Charges dismissed based on
my opinion that she was the victim. San Francisco, Ca.
(2010) Interviewed abused woman whose husband had obtained TRO against her, wrote report. Judge
dismissed TRO. Contra Costa County, Ca.
(2011) Interviewed abused wife who signed legal documents under duress from husband. Settled. San
Mateo County, Ca.
(2011) Consulted with defense attorney in case where woman charged with first-degree murder of
boyfriend. Convicted of manslaughter. Alameda County, Ca.
(2011) Reviewed materials, testified in case where man charged with murdering cohabitant/boyfriend.
Hung jury, based on my testimony (2nd degree v. manslaughter). Testified again at next trial, manslaughter
verdict, based on my testimony re heat of passion. San Francisco, Ca.
(2011) Interviewed battered woman charged with felony assault of husband, consulted with attorney. She
pled guilty to lesser offense for shorter sentence. Santa Clara County, Ca.
(2011) Interviewed abused woman being sued by ex-partner in suit to partition property. Testified at
arbitration hearing. San Francisco, Ca.
(2011) Interviewed battered woman charged with attempted murder of ex-boyfriend. She pled guilty to
non-strike felony, one year county jail. San Francisco, Ca.
(2011) Wrote declaration for battered woman from Guatemala in deportation proceedings, prepared
testimony. Chicago, Ill.
(2011) Wrote declaration for battered woman from El Salvador in deportation proceedings. Houston, TX
(2011) Testified for battered woman defendant charged with assaulting ex-boyfriend. Acquitted on two
counts, found guilty on one. San Francisco, Ca.
(2011) Interviewed battered woman charged with murdering fiancé. Based on my report, prosecution
offered plea to voluntary manslaughter, she accepted. San Joaquin County, Ca.
(2011) Interviewed battered woman charged with aiding and abetting pimp/boyfriend in prostituting other
women, consulted with her attorney; she pled to one count of felony assault. San Joaquin County, Ca.
(2011) Interviewed battered woman charged with scratching husband and throwing tennis shoe at him,
wrote report. Charges dismissed. Solano County, Ca.
(2011) Read materials and wrote report in case in which man arrested for domestic violence is suing police
in federal court. Defendants’ motions for summary judgment granted. San Mateo County, Ca.
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(2011) Interviewed battered woman from Africa for VAWA self-petition based on abuse by two husbands,
wrote report. San Francisco, Ca.
(2012) Interviewed abused woman in custody battle with ex-husband, wrote report. . Judge ruled my
testimony inadmissible as no proper foundation had been laid. Contra Costa County, Ca.
(2012) Wrote declaration for battered woman from Guatemala in deportation proceedings. Eloy, AZ.
(2012) Read documents and consulted in case where wife of man charged with abusing her claimed she
was not battered woman. San Francisco, Ca.
(2012) Testified in 402 hearing outside presence of jury in case where husband charged with assaulting
wife, dissuading witness from testifying, and endangering child, who was present. After my testimony, he
pled to false imprisonment, sentenced to 3 years probation, batterer’s program, etc. San Francisco, Ca.
(2012) Read documents and wrote declaration for Guatemalan battered woman applying for asylum. San
Francisco, Ca.
(2012) Read documents and wrote declaration for Mexican battered woman in removal proceedings,
testified in immigration court via telephone. San Antonio, Tx.
(2012) Read documents and wrote declaration for Honduran battered woman applying for asylum.
Connecticut.
(2012) Read documents, interviewed defendant, and consulted with defense attorney in case where battered
woman charged with killing husband. Due to my input, prosecutor offered short sentence for manslaughter
and defendant accepted. Alameda County, Ca.
LEGISLATIVE EXPERIENCE:
• (1983 - 1996) Co-chair, California Alliance Against Domestic Violence Policy and Research Committee
• (1996 - present) Member, Ca. Partnership to End Domestic Violence, Public Policy and Research
Committee
• Drafted, lobbied for, and/or testified for many bills, including the following (all of these were signed and
enacted):
(1984) SB 1472 (Watson) - law enforcement response to domestic violence
(1985) Extension of Restraining Orders from 90 days to 1 year
(1986) Amendment to Ca. PC 273.5 to clarify definition of "corporal injury resulting in a traumatic
condition"
(1985-90) Various custody bills, culminating in AB 2700 (Roybal-Allard), requiring judges to take
domestic violence into account in custody cases
(1988) Established a right to separate mediation sessions in domestic violence cases
(1991-92) SB 804 (Boatwright), amending Uniform Child Custody Jurisdiction Act to deal explicitly with
domestic violence cases
(1992) AB 2200 (Roybal-Allard) and (1993) AB 187 (Solis), redefined marital rape (PC 262) to virtually
parallel definition of non-marital rape (PC 261)
(1993) AB 224 (Speier) extended duration of Emergency Protective Orders to 5 court days or 7 calendar
days
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(1993-94) SB 59 (McCorquodale) amended 19 Penal Code sections to include marital rape
(1994) AB 356 (Snyder) clarified judges' ability to limit visitation in domestic violence cases
(1995) SB 208 (Solis) clean-up bill on marital rape
(1996-99)AB 800, AB 200, and AB 840 (Kuehl) rebuttable presumption against custody to batterers.
Signed by Governor 9/99, now Family Code 3044.
(2000) SB 1318 (Alpert) expand state-sponsored confidential address program to enable more victims of
domestic violence and stalking to qualify
• Consulted by legislators in the formulation of many bills, including the following (representative sample);
testified on many of these:
(1994) SB 52X (Watson) ongoing training on domestic violence mandated for law enforcement personnel
(became SB 132 in 1995, signed by Gov.)
(1994) AB 167 (Friedman, Alpert, Solis) funding for shelters and vertical prosecution programs (signed
into law 1994)
(1994) SB 3 (Hayden) ending domestic violence diversion program (became SB 169 in 1995, signed by
Gov.)
(1996) SB 1444 (Solis) comprehensive domestic violence cleanup bill involving marital rape and other
issues (signed by Gov.)
(1996) AB 2647 (Kuehl) juvenile court and Child Protective Services recognition of domestic violence’s
overlap with child abuse (signed by Gov.)
(1997) SB 564 (Solis) resolves problems from Barkaloff v. Woodward case regarding ability of battered
women to get visitation orders (signed by Gov.)
(1997-98) AB 795 (Honda) funding for supervised visitation programs
(1999) AB 840 (Kuehl) rebuttable presumption against custody to batterers
(2001) SB 927 (Escutia) funding and training for interpreters in civil domestic violence cases
(2003) SB 265 (Kuehl) clarifying/strengthening rebuttable presumption against custody to batterers
(2006) SB 1402 (Kuehl) deleting requirement that victims of marital rape report within one year or
otherwise corroborate it before rape can be prosecuted
•
Testified at June 1993 hearing sponsored by Women's Caucus of Legislature, Sacramento, to
present legislative ideas
•
Testified at 1987 hearings sponsored by Senate Task Force on Family Equity, Los Angeles, to
present legislative ideas
•
Consulted for and testified at hearings held by Ca. Judicial Council Committee on Gender Bias in
the Courts, regarding battered women, resulting in new legislation
•
Presented at First Women's Legislative Summit regarding China Women's Conference and
Domestic Violence, Sacramento, Ca. 1995, televised statewide
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(2011) Testified before Assembly Select Committee on Domestic Violence regarding working as a
domestic violence expert on habeas cases, special hearing on Incarcerated Victims of Domestic Violence
MEDIA EXPERIENCE:
Television
1992: Panelist on "Sonya Live," a talk show on CNN - marital rape
1995: Interviewed at Women's First Legislative Summit, Sacramento, for evening news
1997: Half-hour interview for Burlingame Cable TV program on AB 200 (rebuttable presumption against
custody to batterer)
1997: Panelist on Burlingame Cable TV program on domestic violence and custody issues
Radio
KPFA, KQED (Michael Krasny show), Voice of America (broadcast to East Asia), KPCC, & other
stations, several occasions
Press Conferences
1992 - present: Appeared with various legislators in Sacramento, Conferences resulting in many articles
and television news coverage
1993: Berlin, Germany, Appeared with Berlin's Senator for Work and Women during conference on
Violence Against Women
Print Media
Quoted in numerous articles appearing in Oakland Tribune, San Francisco Chronicle, Daily Journal, The
Recorder, Neues Deutschland, Emma, San Diego Union Tribune, East Bay Express, San Jose Mercury
News, Daily Cal, Fresno Bee, Contra Costa Times, California Lawyer Magazine, Prelaw Magazine
Entertainment Weekly, SF Weekly, and others
Videos
1988: Consulted on and appeared in two training videos produced by Ca. Judicial Council, "Domestic
Violence: The Crime That Tears Families Apart" and "Mediation: The Crucial Factor"
1997-98: Consultant on Ca. Judicial Council training video on domestic violence dynamics for new judges
1999: consulted on and interviewed in "A Paradigm Shift: From Control to Respect," about history of
domestic violence movement, produced by Humboldt State University faculty and students
2007: interviewed in “Crime After Crime,” documentary by Yoav Potash about Debbie Peagler, battered
woman seeking habeas relief after serving over 20 years in prison
2008: Interviewed in Vita Lusty documentary regarding battered women in prison, “Til Death Do Us Part”
(Pathfinder Pictures)
OTHER ACTIVITIES:
1980 - present
Re-Evaluation Counseling Teacher, Support Group Leader, Workshop Organizer &
Leader - RC teaches people listening and counseling skills which they can use with each other to better
understand each other and themselves, and build relationships across such barriers as gender, race, age, or
class.
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SPEECHES GIVEN, WORKSHOPS & TRAININGS LED:
(1986) National Coalition Against Domestic Violence, St. Louis - Custody issues
(1988) Ca. Judges Education & Research Commission training for family law judges, Monterey Restraining orders
(1989) Member, Family Court Services statewide training committee - Planned content of trainings for
mediators
(1990) Keynote panelist, statewide Family Court Services conference, San Diego - Mediation in domestic
violence cases
(1991) Ca. District Attorney's Association, Millbrae - Recent legislation
(1991) Alameda Co. Municipal Court Judges - Domestic violence criminal issues
(1992) Nat. Council of Juvenile & Family Court Judges, invitational meeting, Palm Springs, Ca. - Arrest
and prosecution issues
(1992, 93, 96) Ca. State Office of Criminal Justice Planning, many sessions throughout Ca. for staff and
administrators of domestic violence programs - Domestic violence legal issues
(1992) Alameda County Mayor's Conference on Domestic Violence, Oakland - Recent legislation
(1992) UC Berkeley, Women's Conference - Recent legislation
(1992) Ca. Alliance Against Domestic Violence, statewide conference, San Francisco - Custody issues
(1992-95) John F. Kennedy Law School, Walnut Creek - guest speaker in family law attorneys class on
domestic violence issues
(1993) Courts and Communities: national conference on domestic violence sponsored by Nat. Council of
Juvenile and Family Court Judges and Family Violence Prevention Fund, San Francisco - new legislative
developments
(1993) German National Conference on Preventing Violence Against Women, Berlin - US legislation
(published in Germany, 1998)
(1994) Requested by Gov. Wilson to be part of State Crime Victims' Summit hearings in Los Angeles
(1994) Invited to participate in first peer discussion meeting of US domestic violence law teachers,
Washington, DC
(1994) Ca. Alliance Against Domestic Violence, Ventura & Riverside - Trainings for domestic violence
advocates on custody legislation
(1994) Family Violence and the Courts, statewide conference sponsored by Ca. Judicial Council, LA planning committee, panel on custody issues
(1994) Marin Co. domestic violence training for attorneys - custody issues
(1994 & 1995) Alameda Co. Adult Probation Officers Domestic Violence Task Force: recent legislation,
coordinated community response to domestic violence
(1994) Ca. Alliance Against Domestic Violence statewide conference, Los Angeles - custody and other
family law issues
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(1994) Bay Area Business and Professional Women's conference, Oakland - recent and pending domestic
violence legislation
(1995) Ca. State Bar Women Lawyers conference, Monterey - domestic violence issues
(1995) San Francisco Women Lawyers Alliance - pending domestic violence state legislation
(1995) Panelist on National Teleconference for judges and attorneys sponsored by Nat. Council of
Juvenile and Family Court Judges regarding domestic violence issues in custody cases
(1995) San Diego Domestic Violence Council - domestic violence in family court
(1996) Alameda County Family Law Bench and Bar - recent legislation concerning domestic violence
(1996) Domestic Relations Judicial Conference, Supreme Court of Arizona - UCCJA issues, Use of
mental health professionals in domestic violence custody cases
(1996) Conference on Family Violence co-sponsored by AMA and ABA, Palm Springs, CA. - domestic
violence in professional education
(1996) Boalt Hall School of Law - Homeless Outreach Project - domestic violence laws and local resources
(1996) Santa Cruz County Criminal Justice Council - defense issues involving battered women charged
with crimes
(1996) UCSF Fresno - keynote speaker, domestic violence training for medical and legal professionals
(1996) Boalt Hall School of Law - Family Law Society - domestic violence laws
(1996) Chico, Ca. - Violence Prevention conference - domestic violence laws
(1996) Alameda Co. Judges Training - definitions of domestic violence, recent case law
(1996) Santa Clara Domestic Violence conference - marital rape laws
(1997) Ca. Judicial Council, Reunion Conference, Oakland - keynote speech: update on domestic
violence cases and statutes from 1996
(1997) Ca. Family Law Judges Institute, Los Angeles - domestic violence and visitation issues
(1997) County-wide training for attorneys and domestic violence advocates, Ukiah, Mendocino County domestic violence laws and legislation
(1997) County-wide Domestic Violence conference, Hanford, Kings County - keynote speech
(1997) Junior League, San Francisco - domestic violence legislation
(1997) Assoc. of Certified Family Law Specialists, Napa, Ca. - domestic violence, custody, and visitation
(1997) Statewide domestic violence conference for advocates - how the legislative process works; support
groups for domestic violence workers; domestic violence laws and legislation - Sacramento
(1997) Stanford Law School - domestic violence laws, pending legislation
(1997) County-wide domestic violence conference, Santa Cruz - keynote speaker
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(1997) County-wide training for domestic violence advocates, Santa Cruz - domestic violence laws and
legislation
(1997) International conference on children who witness domestic violence, London, Ontario, Canada domestic violence and custody in US; (proceedings to be published 1998)
(1997) Basic family law training for new judges, CJSP, Dana Point, Ca. - domestic violence and
custody/visitation issues
(1997) Domestic violence legal training for several dozen domestic violence advocates, North Lake Tahoe,
Ca.
(1997) Yolo County Domestic Violence Conference - Legislative Update, Woodland, Ca.
(1997) National College of District Attorneys - Recent Ca. Cases and Legislation, Los Angeles, Ca.
(1997) Domestic Violence Conference - Legislative Update, San Diego, Ca.
(1997) Northern California Family Court Services Directors - panel on use/abuse of power: domestic
violence and mediation, Burlingame, Ca.
(1997) Los Angeles Probation Dept. - domestic violence issues and laws.
(1997) Statewide Office of Family Court Services staff - training for custody evaluators on domestic
violence laws, Monterey, Ca.
(1997-98) Alameda County Office of Family Court Services staff - training for custody evaluators on
domestic violence laws, Oakland, Ca.
(1998) American Association of Law Schools - domestic violence courses and issues in law schools, San
Francisco, Ca.
(1998) Contra Costa County Office of Family Court Services - training for custody evaluators, special
masters, and attorneys on domestic violence laws, San Ramon, Ca.
(1998) Ca. Center for Judicial Education and Research (CJER) - training for family law judges on
Domestic Violence Prevention Act issues, new legislation, cases, San Diego, Ca.
(1998) National Women and the Law Conference - teaching domestic violence law, San Francisco, Ca.
(1998) Santa Clara County training for custody evaluators on domestic violence laws, Santa Clara, Ca.
(1998) Ca. School of Professional Psychology training for custody evaluators on domestic violence laws,
Alameda, Ca.
(1998) Nat Assoc of Social Workers conference, Ca. chapter - Domestic Violence Laws, Manhattan Beach,
Ca.
(1998) Contra Costa County Child Protective Services staff - California domestic violence laws, Walnut
Creek, Ca.
(1998) Contra Costa judges - California domestic violence laws, Martinez, Ca.
(1998) Minor’s Counsel training - overview of domestic violence dynamics, San Diego, Ca.
(1998) County-wide domestic violence conference - Call to Action speech, Shasta County, Ca.
(1999) Domestic Violence laws - Queen’s Bench, San Francisco, Ca.
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(1999) Using Experts in Prosecuting Batterers - San Francisco District Attorney’s Office, Ca.
(1999) Overview of domestic violence laws for volunteers at A Safe Place Shelter, Oakland, Ca.
(1999) Recent appellate cases, Ca. District Attorney’s Association, Domestic Violence Prosecution
Seminar, San Francisco, Ca.
(1999) Recent appellate cases, Judicial Council of Ca. Domestic Violence Task Forces Reunion
Conference, Oakland, Ca.
(1999) The Use of Experts in Domestic Violence Cases, Women's Worlds 99 Conference in Tromso,
Norway
(1999) New Domestic Violence Cases and Laws, Statewide Ca. Coalition for Battered Women, Los
Angeles, Ca.
(1999) State and federal legal update, Regional Community Policing Institute conference, Sacramento,
Ca.
(1999) Domestic Violence Custody Laws in the US, International Conference on Children Exposed to
Domestic Violence, Vancouver, British Columbia
(2000) Team-taught pilot-test of domestic violence curriculum I wrote for court employees, published by
Ca. Center for Judicial Education and Research. Costa Mesa, Ca.
(2000) Civil statutory and case law update, Seventh Annual Family Violence and the Courts conference,
Los Angeles, Ca.
(2000) Panel on Family Code 3044 Issues (Rebuttable Presumption Against Custody to Batterers),
Regional Family Court Services training conference, Emeryville, Ca.
(2/01) Debated with Cathy Young, conservative columnist and writer, on current trends in domestic
violence policies, Federalist Society, Boalt Hall School of Law, Berkeley, Ca.
(4/01) Two Steps Forward, One Step Back, panel sponsored by Boalt Hall Women's Association. Spoke
about future of domestic violence laws and policies in next four years. Boalt Hall School of Law, Berkeley,
Ca.
(5/01) What Every Judge Should Know, half-day training for new judges about domestic violence at
Judicial Institute, sponsored by CJER, Los Angeles, Ca.
(5/01) Panel on Family Code 3044 issues, statewide conference on Family Violence and the Courts,
Judicial Council of Ca., Los Angeles, Ca.
(5/01) Led workshop on preventing burnout through using Re-Evaluation Counseling, same conference.
(5/01) Serving the Public, one-day domestic violence training for Los Angeles court employees using
curriculum I authored via CJER (see Publications).
(5/01-6/01) Co-led one-day policy and legislative trainings for domestic violence advocates in several sites
around Ca., sponsored by Ca. Alliance Against Domestic Violence.
(6/01) Presented Custody and Visitation Statutes and Cases in the US at International Conference on
Children Exposed to Domestic Violence, London, Ontario, Canada.
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(6/01) Discussant for presentation by Durham Domestic Violence Project (Durham, Ontario, Canada) at
above conference.
(6/01) Serving the Public, two one-day trainings on domestic violence for court employees from
Sacramento, Placer, and San Joaquin counties, using curriculum I authored (see Publications).
(9/01) Recent Domestic Violence Developments in Family and Juvenile Law, training for appellate judges
from various states, National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges, Reno, Nevada.
(11/01) "Access to Justice: Can Domestic Violence Courts Better Address the Needs of Non-English
Speaking Victims of Domestic Violence?", think tank presentation at Pace University Law School, White
Plains, New York.
(2/02-7/02) Guiding Survivors Through the Legal Process, fifteen trainings around California for domestic
violence advocates, through Ca. Institute on Human Services, Sonoma State University.
(2/02) “Statutes Creating Rebuttable Presumptions Against Custody To Batterers: How Effective Are
They?,” Hastings Women’s Law Journal Symposium, Hastings College of Law, San Francisco, Ca.
(3/02) State Laws Relating to Custody and Visitation in Domestic Violence Cases, 2002 Family Court
Services Statewide Educational Institute, Long Beach, Ca.
(4/02) Serving the Public, domestic violence training for all court employees in Mendocino County, Ca.
using curriculum I wrote for Ca. Center for Judicial Education and Research.
(9/02) Identifying the Dominant Aggressor in Domestic Violence Cases, training for SF District Attorney’s
Office deputies, Victim Witness staff, interns; with Alana Bowman, co-trainer.
(10/02) Evidentiary Issues in Domestic Violence Cases, talk at Boalt Hall School of Law.
(1/03) Dynamics of Domestic Violence and Role of Expert Witness in Cases Where Battered Women Have
Killed Their Batterers, training by Ca Coalition for Battered Women in Prison, San Francisco, Ca.
(2/03 - 3/03) Legislative Update Trainings, Ca. Alliance Against Domestic Violence, Oakland and
Sacramento, Ca., with Alana Bowman, co-trainer.
(6/03 & 4/04 & 6/05) Prosecuting Domestic Violence Cases: The Use of Expert Witnesses in Domestic
Violence Prosecutions in Nevada, two and a half day training, with Nevada Network Against DV &
Nevada Advisory Council for Prosecuting Attorneys, Reno & Las Vegas, Nv. (see Non Forensic
Consulting, above).
(9/03) Family Law Statutes Related to Domestic Violence, Family Law 2003: A Training for Advocates of
Low-Income Clients, Admin. Office of the Courts, San Francisco, Ca.
(10/03) Panelist, Connecting the Dots: Creating a Multi-cultural, Multi-disciplinary Approach to Domestic
Violence, first annual conference of Alameda County Domestic Violence Collaborative, San Leandro, Ca.
(10/03) Panelist: Bar Topics involving Domestic Violence, lunchtime presentation organized by STOP DV,
Boalt Hall student group, as part of Domestic Violence Awareness Week, UC Berkeley, Ca.
(9/04) Panelist: Recent Research on Custody, Visitation, and Mediation in Cases Involving Domestic
Violence, Family Violence and the Courts Conference, San Francisco, Ca.
(4/07) Trainer, Use of Experts in Domestic Violence Cases, and Comments on South Africa’s Domestic
Violence Act, Cape Town, South Africa
(8/07) Panelist: Working Effectively with Expert Witnesses on Intimate Partner Battering and Its Effects,
Ca. Habeas Project Legal Team Training, San Francisco, Ca.

24

25

(9/07) Panelist: Use of Expert Witnesses in Domestic Violence Prosecutions, conference by Canadian
Assoc. of Provincial Judges, American Judges Assoc., and British Columbia Assoc. of Provincial Court
Judges, Vancouver, B.C.
(2/08) Keynote Speaker: Challenges and Victories for Battered Immigrant Women, Family Violence
Conference, Merced, Ca.
(4/08) Keynote Speaker, Child Custody Cases Involving Domestic Violence: Rebuttable Presumption
Statutes, Nevada Network Against Domestic Violence training and regional meeting, Las Vegas, Nevada
(10/08) Keynote Speaker, “Never Give Up: Jessica Gonzales v. US,” Annual Domestic Violence
Awareness Month Luncheon, Las Vegas, Nevada
(3/09) Rihanna and Chris Brown: A Domestic Violence Expert's Perspective, Berkeley Law School, UCB,
Berkeley, Ca.
(4/09) Custody Statutes and Effects of Domestic Violence on Children, Court Appointed Special Advocates
training, Carson City, Nevada
(6/09) Panelist, Family Court Crisis: A Closer Look at Problems and Solutions, Center for Judicial
Excellence, Oakland, Ca.
(6/09) Panelist, International teleconference put on by Jewish Women International and Nat. Assoc. of
Social Workers, Men's Groups Lawsuits Against Battered Women's Shelters
(7/09) Training for Staff and Students on Working with Domestic Violence Survivors as Clients, East Bay
Community Law Center, Berkeley, Ca.
(10/09) Rape of Intimate Partners and Prosecutorial Responses, Ca. District Attorney's Assoc. and
Chapman University School of Law, Orange, Ca.
(10/09) Protecting Domestic Violence Survivors and Their Children, Practicing Law Institute and Ca. State
Bar, statewide webinar to train pro bono attorneys in restraining order hearings, San Francisco, Ca.
(11/09) Custody Statutes and Effects of Domestic Violence on Children, training for Court Appointed
Special Advocates, Guardians ad Litem, domestic violence advocates, and others, Elko, Nevada
(5/10) Problems with How Family Courts Handle Cases with Domestic Violence Allegations and Some
Suggested Solutions, Panelist at Day-Long Conference, Oakland, Ca.
(6/10) Nuts and Bolts of Domestic Violence Law, webinar, Public Interest Clearinghouse, Ca.
(7/10) History and Analysis of Abbott v Abbott (US Supreme Court, 2010), regarding international child
abduction and domestic violence, to Boalt faculty.
(10/10) Gave power point talk and led workshop on wording and implementation of Indonesia’s domestic
violence statute to advocates and attorneys, Surabaya (Java Timur), Indonesia.
(11/10) Panelist, Domestic Violence Family Law Issues, Family Law Section of the Alameda County Bar
Association, Oakland, Ca.
(3/11) Panelist, Symposium on African American Girls and Young Women in the Juvenile Justice System,
Berkeley School of Law, UC Berkeley, Ca.
(9/11) Workshop Co-leader: Introduction Domestic Violence Advocates Serving as Domestic Violence
Expert Witnesses, Ca. Partnership to End Domestic Violence, Sacramento, Ca.
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(9/11) Keynote speaker: The Jessica Lenahan (Gonzales) Story – Domestic Violence as a Violation of
International Human Rights (with Ms. Lenahan), Ca. Partnership to End Domestic Violence, Sacramento,
Ca.
(10/11) Panelist: Reproductive Justice and Domestic Violence, Berkeley School of Law, UC Berkeley, Ca.
(10/11) Guest speaker: Legal Response to Domestic Violence (power point slides), large public health
course, UC Berkeley, Ca.
(10/11) Panelist: Working as a Domestic Violence Expert on Habeas Cases, Berkeley School of Law, UC
Berkeley, Ca.
(11/11) Panelist: Current Issues in Domestic Violence Practice, MCLE training for Family Law Section of
Alameda County Bar Assoc., Oakland, Ca.
(April and May 2012) Panelist in two New Laws webinars, Jessica Lenahan (Gonzales) v. US:
Implementation, Litigation, and Mobilization, produced by Ca. Partnership to End Domestic Violence.
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EXHIBIT 64

MATERIALS REVIEWED
Email Correspondence:
Emails from Ross Mirkarimi to Christina Flores and vice versa in 2007, 2008, and 2009
Emails from Eliana Lopez to Ivory Madison and vice versa over many years
Emails from Ivory Madison to and from undisclosed others from her email address at Red
Room Omnimedia Corporation from 12/31/11 through 1/7/12
Emails from Eliana Lopez to and from Callie Williams 1/4/12 and 1/5/12
Text Messages:
Ross Mirkarimi and Linnette Peralta, 1/4/12-1/12/12
Ross Mirkarimi and Callie Williams, 1/8/12-4/16/12
Ross Mirkarimi and Eliana Lopez, 12/28/11-1/13/12
Documents from San Francisco Police Department, Sheriff’s Department, District
Attorney:
Chronological Report of San Francisco Police Department Investigation starting 1/4/12
Statement of Ivory Madison to SFPD 1/4/12
Statement of Abraham Mertens to SFPD 1/11/12
SFDA interview with Ivory Madison 1/11/12
Warrant of Arrest Issued 1/13/12 by Judge Richard A Kramer
DA Warrant Issued 1/13/12
Field Arrest Card 1/13/12
FAX cover sheet from SFPD Domestic Violence Unit to La Casa 1/13/12
Incident report by Captain K Gorwood 1/17/12
Property Transfer Receipts from SFSD to SFPD, each dated 1/20/12
Statement of Christina Flores to SFPD 1/22/12
Court Orders, Transcripts of Court Hearings:
1/13/12 - Emergency Protective Order
1/19/12 - Court Order to Undersheriff to Transfer Firearms to Custody of SFPD
1/19/12 – Arraignment of Ross Mirkarimi, issuance of stay away order over objection of
Ross Mirkarimi and Eliana Lopez
1/26/12 – Ross Mirkarimi’s motion to remove or modify stay away order
2/24/12 – Ross Mirkarimi’s motion to remove judge based on prejudice
2/27/12 – DA’s motions to admit 1/1/12 videotape of Eliana Lopez, allow testimony from
Christina Flores
2/29/12 – Eliana Lopez’s motions to exclude 1/1/12 videotape, dismiss District Attorney’s
office, quash subpoena duces tecum for records of Ivory Madison’s work emails
3/2/12 and 3/5/12 - Testimony of Christina Flores at 402 hearing

3/6/12 – Reference to motion regarding change of venue
3/7/12 – Records produced in response to above subpoena duces tecum
3/9/12 – Testimony of Nancy K. D. Lemon at 402 hearing
3/12/12 – Court releasing jury as case resolved
3/12/12 – Ross Mirkarimi pled guilty
3/19/12 – Ross Mirkarimi sentenced
Documents Filed With SF Ethics Commission:
Written Charges of Official Misconduct filed 3/21/12
Sheriff Ross Mirkarimi’s Opening Brief signed 5/7/12
Declaration by Callie Williams
Declaration by Mayor Ed Lee
Declaration by Adult Probation Director Wendy Still
Declaration by Interim Sheriff Vicky Hennessy
Declaration by SFPD Inspector Richard Daniele
Declaration by Paul Henderson and Exhibits
Declaration by Emin Tekin
Declaration by Linnette Peralta Haynes
Declaration by Lenilyn de Leon
Declaration by Ross Mirkarimi
Declaration by Ivory Madison
Declaration by Abraham Mertens
Video Recordings:
Eliana Lopez, recorded by Ivory Madison 1/1/12
Ross Mirkarimi giving speech at swearing-in ceremony 1/8/12
Ross Mirkarimi speaking to media prior to being booked 1/13/12
Ross Mirkarimi speaking to media after being sentenced 3/19/12
Ross Mirkarimi speaking to media after talking to Mayor Lee 3/20/12
Ross Mirkarimi speaking to Milk Club 4/17/12
Ross Mirkarimi interview with KGO TV aired 5/23/12
Eliana Lopez interview with KGO TV aired 5/22/12 (parts 1 and 2)
Ross Mirkarimi speaking to District 5 Democratic Club 6/6/12
Ross Mirkarimi on street on a Sunday (date unknown, post-ethics commission hearing)
Written News Articles and Transcripts of Interviews with Media:
Statements made by Ross Mirkarimi to reporters: 1/9/12 (SF Gate), 1/13/12 (KQED Blog),
1/25/12 (SF Gate), 1/27/12 (SF Gate), 2/8/12 (SF Gate), 2/23/12 (SF Gate), 3/14/12 (SF
Gate)
Sheriff Mirkarimi Sworn In Under Awkward Cloud, 1/9/12, by Rachel Gordon, SF Chronicle

KQED News 1/13/12, DA to Charge Mirkarimi with 3 Misdemeanor Counts: Domestic
Violence, Child Endangerment, Dissuading a Witness
SF Chronicle 1/25/12 by John Cote, Mirkarimi Meets with Lee, Says He Won’t Step Down
SF Chronicle 1/27/12 by Jaxon Van Derbeken, Judge Refuses to Lift Mirkarimi Stay-Away
Order
Judge Allows Sheriff Ross Mirkarimi To See Son, 2/8/12, SFGate.com blog
Mirkarimi Lawyer Seeks to Bar Wife’s Video, 2/23/12, SF Chronicle
Mirkarimi’s Next Challenge: Paying the Lawyers, 3/14/12, SF Chronicle, by Philip Matier
and Andrew Ross
SF Bay Citizen April 12, 2012, “Mirkarimi Speaks Out,” by Matt Smith
Transcript of Interview of Ross Mirkarimi on KQED Radio – 4/18/12
Transcript of Talk by Ross Mirkarimi to Bernal Heights Democratic Club 4/19/12
SF Bay Guardian 4/19/12: “This was such a wipeout psychologically”: Mirkarimi tells the
story Lee didn’t want to hear, by Steven T. Jones and Tim Redmond
Transcript of Interview of Ross Mirkarimi with Christine Craft on KGO Radio 4/29/12
Mirkarimi on Alleged Abuse Video: “Those who advocated its release should be ashamed,”
5/31/12, Bay City News
Ross Mirkarimi on his Family’s Destruction, 6/15/12, SF Chronicle, Reprinted as “A
family’s destruction in the name of justice?” – “A Father’s Day Reflection,” SF Chronicle,
6/17/12

EXHIBIT 65

- { E *a
f=

3E ?.
A Fo 9EE
.

tlI

E

,

r

H

F;',.pg
;!F q
9

* 3 i x " ;

g4EiE

c d : E €
r'.i
C^

\

U e
q d
. : o !

- ; . r :

' i = e

''

3iE
!'a

:

=

q

bi; 3
z q - t r = !A i

!.1

E Pl E

:tl

r F "O. oEi i?
F t t
< \
€* 3 "

F<

[\
a
L

.i

= X
a. U

V

3
|-l

p
c6 ..
; F
aRl
9 E
hl{.

tt'
Fqi
-.i

z
F

at

Q ( o

lr.) i!

aa- I
(r)

- { *

o!

o

#\

q

E
o

CD
, = o
?
6
=

z,

^

^

o

U

N

< ;

<^L

O

;.:

P i !

o o cn -.

OD
o

I

N

Q

e

o
UD

E
0

€

E h

Frt;

l<

<i

X F
-;

n i

s*
fsl
sr:i:

! E d g ;

s Ei , : €x

U

fiEia
E;ri€

l^

o
o
o

C^

o

O

dts
F P

n;

Ehi
r\. &

g

(
C.i
r,i

u
E

X

n

r

.

=

b

r

Pi
9

?

f;E"81

^
v

l

t

o

Y

^

Y
(

)

n

-

-

L
^

A

F E S h

b
a< i : :
(.\ : 3 u 5

s

t\

F

L

Y

9

0'.:i
-

P = . P'

*

L

O

.!l &

J E } H
t i . l :
E ; 3 E

# E €*

>r

9

i rf;

A
(! ) q F r ' q
? q '

G

< n a f,;

5 F ; :
6
g? =5 . !=p E
- < ' R : =
il .r si': ?

r \ > 1: @ {
F

()

.:i o ?.Y

q , , i = e

:;;r

dE!-s

Hfssf
F
Fi s*
; E - :k .

z e + E5

ni
U

(:
qJ
U

N

v

f1

T1
il

a J l

, i

t l '

P

lJ

e.

:\ . t

' f l l"si \

'.r i

TC
' , t tt \{

*.

Fs

G"1
r d
sv

-r

$ jje

d 3
a-2
*

EXHIBIT 66

EXHIBIT 67

EXHIBIT 68

Or, is your relationship based
on power and control?
Physical and sexual assaults, or threats to commit them,
are the most apparent forms of domestic violence and are
usually the actions that allow others to become aware of
the problem. However, regular use of other abusive
behaviors by the batterer, when reinforced by one or more
acts of physical violence, make up a larger system of
abuse. Although physical assaults may occur only once or
occasionally, they instill threat of future
violent attacks and allow the abuser
to take control of the woman's

PH

YS

MALE
PRIVILEGE

A
IC

L

ECONOMIC
ABUSE
Preventing her from getting or keeping
a job V making her ask for money V
giving her an allowance V taking her
money V not letting her know
about or have access to
family income

PH

YS

V IOLE N CE

COERCION
& THREATS

Making and/or carrying out threats
to do something to hurt her V
threatening to commit suicide
or report her to welfare V
making her drop charges
V making her do illegal
things

Treating her like a servant V
making all the big decisions
V acting like the "master of the castle"
V being the one to define men's and
women's roles

IC

INTIMIDATION

USING
CHILDREN

SE

XU

Making her afraid by using looks,
actions, and gestures V smashing
things V destroying her property V
abusing pets V displaying
weapons

A

L

EMOTIONAL
ABUSE

Power &
Control

Making her feel guilty
about the children by telling
her she is a bad parent or by
telling her the children need a
two-parent home V threatening
to hurt the children V using
the children to relay messages
V using visitation to harass her
V threatening to take the
children away

AL

life and circumstances.
The Power & Control diagram is a particularly helpful
tool in understanding the overall pattern of abusive and
violent behaviors, which are used by a batterer to
establish and maintain control over his partner. Very
often, one or more violent incidents are accompanied by
an array of these other types of abuse. They are less easily
identified, yet firmly establish a pattern of
intimidation and control in the
relationship.

Putting her down V making
her feel bad about herself V
calling her names V making her
think she's crazy V playing mind
games V humiliating her V making
her feel guilty

ISOLATION
Controlling what she does, who she sees
and talks to, what she reads and where
she goes V limiting her outside
involvement V using jealousy to
justify actions

MINIMIZING,
DENYING, &
BLAMING
Making light of the abuse
and not taking her concerns
about it seriously V saying the
abuse didn't happen V shifting
responsibility for abusive behavior
V saying she caused it

V IOLE N CE

SE

X

UA

L
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