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On August 10, 2022, Governor Gavin Newsom nominated Justice Patricia Guerrero to the office 

of Chief Justice of the California Supreme Court.  The hearing on this nomination before the 

Commission on Judicial Appointments is scheduled for August 26, 2022, beginning at 10:00 

a.m., in the California Supreme Court, 350 McAllister Street, San Francisco, California.  If 

confirmed, Justice Guerrero must also appear on the November 8, 2022 general election ballot.  

If confirmed by the Commission and then by the voters, Justice Guerrero will fill the vacancy 

created by the retirement of Chief Justice Tani G. Cantil-Sakauye, when she retires in January 

2023.   

This memorandum reviews Justice Guerrero’s qualifications to serve as the Chief Justice of the 

California Supreme Court.  It is based on information gathered from the attached materials, 

information submitted by Justice Guerrero, media reports, online research, and information 

provided during interviews with judicial officers, lawyers, and others familiar with Justice 

Guerrero.1   

 

I. BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATIONS 

 

Justice Guerrero was born in Brawley, California.  She financed her college education through 

scholarships and working over 20 hours per week.  In 1994, she received a Bachelor of Arts 

degree in Legal Studies from the University of California, Berkeley, where she received the Julie 

Ann Ginsbach Scholarship (awarded to the two most distinguished students in the legal studies 

major) and graduated with Honors, Magna Cum Laude.  Justice Guerrero then attended Stanford 

                                                 
1 Deputy Attorneys General Joshua Eisenberg, Daniel Helfat, Stephen Svetich, and Basil Williams assisted with this 

report. 
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Law School where she was awarded the Hilmer Oehlmann, Jr. Award for Excellence in Legal 

Writing.  She obtained her Juris Doctorate in 1997, and was admitted to the California Bar in 

December 1997. 

Justice Guerrero began her legal career as an Associate at Latham & Watkins from October 1997 

to April 2002, working on environmental and litigation matters in state court and before state 

regulatory agencies.  During her initial tenure at the firm, she was chiefly responsible for drafting 

motions, conducting discovery, and preparing research memoranda on a variety of legal issues.  

She then took a position as an Assistant U.S. Attorney in the General Crimes Section of the U.S. 

Attorney’s Office, Southern District of California from April 2002 to July 2003.  Her caseload 

included a variety of federal law violations such as drug trafficking and alien smuggling.  She 

conducted jury and bench trials and presented cases to federal grand juries.  She also wrote 

appellate briefs in habeas matters before the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals.  Justice Guerrero 

returned to Latham & Watkins, continuing as an associate, from September 2003 through 

December 2006, and as a partner from January 2007 to June 2013 handling complex litigation, 

involving a wide variety of state and federal laws, in state and federal courts and before 

administrative agencies.   

Justice Guerrero has a demonstrated commitment to pro bono work that extends back to law 

school where she volunteered with the East Palo Alto Community Law Project, Housing Clinic.  

She has provided pro bono services (strategy and counsel) on immigration and asylum matters, 

securing social security benefits, and litigating compliance with fair housing laws.  In addition to 

helping several individuals, she has assisted several organizations including the Lawyers’ 

Committee for Civil Rights Under Law; the International Rescue Committee; and the 

Community Housing Improvement Program.  In 2012, she was awarded the Casa Cornelia 

Volunteer Recognition Award by the Casa Cornelia Law Center’s Deferred Action for 

Childhood Arrivals Clinic and Latham & Watkins’ Pro Bono Recognition Award.   

In June 2013, Governor Brown appointed Justice Guerrero as a Judge in the San Diego County 

Superior Court.  She rotated through Traffic Court and the Criminal Division during the first 

several months, handling traffic and small claims trials, traffic arraignments, preliminary 

hearings, and jury trials in misdemeanor cases.  In October 2013, she was assigned to the Family 

Law Division where she handled all aspects relating to marital dissolution, legal separation, 

nullity and parentage actions, as well as matters under the Domestic Violence Prevention Act.  

And in 2017, Justice Guerrero served as the Supervising Judge of the Family Law Division.   

In November 2017, Governor Brown elevated Justice Guerrero to Division One of the Fourth 

District Court of Appeal.  Justice Guerrero presided over hundreds of appeals and writs for San 

Diego and Imperial counties.  In addition to drafting judicial opinions and presiding over oral 

argument, Justice Guerrero engaged in public outreach efforts, served on various hiring panels, 

and participated on various committees and working groups on behalf of the court.  On February 

15, 2022, Governor Newsome appointed Justice Guerrero to the position of Associate Justice of 

the California Supreme Court.  The Commission on Judicial Appointments confirmed her 

appointment to the California Supreme Court on March 22, 2022. 



August 23, 2022 

Page 3 

 

 

Justice Guerrero has been active in the legal community.  She was a member of the San Diego 

Bar Association for almost 20 years and of La Raza Lawyers of San Diego for over a decade, 

twice serving on La Raza Lawyers Association Scholarship Selection Committee.  She has 

served as a member of the San Diego Volunteer Lawyer Program, Women’s Resource Fair Task 

Force, organizing and participating in a free event where 500 women were able to obtain various 

services including confidential legal consultations.  She was a member of the Litigation Section 

and the Environment, Energy and Resources Section of the American Bar Association, and 

served on the Advisory Board of the ABA’s Immigration Justice Project and on the Board’s 

Mental Health Subcommittee.  She has also been a member of the Lawyers Club of San Diego, 

Diverse Women’s Committee, and the National Association of Women Judges.  She has also 

been invited to serve as a speaker at seminars and presentations on Family Law issues.  

Justice Guerrero has also been involved in community affairs.  She has served on two Federal 

Magistrate Judge Selection Committees and a Federal Magistrate Judge Reappointment 

Committee.  Even as a student, Justice Guerrero exhibited a commitment to helping others to 

pursue their dreams, serving in the Minority Pre-Law Coalition Program and the La Raza 

Recruitment Center.  While pursuing a demanding legal career, Justice Guerrero continued 

mentoring others.  She was a speaker on a panel entitled “Defying the Odds: Women of Color 

Navigating a Career in Law.”  She served two years as the Global Chair of her firm’s Training 

and Career Enhancement, a committee tasked with developing a program to develop the skills 

and professionalism of new attorneys, and helped to develop the mentoring program.  In 2010, 

she was recognized as among the Best Supervisors, awarded by Latham & Watkins to 

individuals that regularly teach and mentor their supervisees. 

II. JNE Commission Comments 

 

Comments from the Commission on Judicial Nominees Evaluation (JNE) are not available at this 

time.  However, JNE has committed to providing its comments on or before August 23, 2022, 

and its letter will be included in the public files that accompany this memorandum.    

 

III. COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL PERFORMANCE COMMENTS 

 

The confidential and privileged letter, dated August 11, 2022, from the Commission on Judicial 

Performance is provided in this report to the members of the Commission on Judicial 

Appointments.2 

 

IV. SUMMARY OF PERSONAL CONTACTS 

 

Eleven persons provided the information below about Justice Guerrero’s abilities, character, 

demeanor, and performance as a bench officer or as an attorney.  Each person’s comments were 

received on a confidential basis.  Each person was advised that the information they provided 

                                                 
2 The privileged and confidential nature of the letter requires that it not appear in the version of this report released 

to the public.  Treatment of the letter in this manner does not suggest that the letter contains information adverse to 

Justice Guerrero. 
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would be disclosed, without attribution, to the Commission Members, the public, and to Justice 

Guerrero.   

Contact No. 1: 

This contact is a litigation partner in private practice who has known Justice Guerrero since 

1997.  The contact described Justice Guerrero as “one of the best attorneys with whom I have 

ever practiced.  Her reputation was that of a person with exquisite legal writing skills.”  The 

contact identified Justice Guerrero’s standout skill as her outstanding writing, and described her 

ability to prepare extraordinary work under the pressure of tight deadlines.  The contact also 

praised Justice Guerrero’s analytical skills as extraordinary.  The contact complimented Justice 

Guerrero’s courtroom skills, noting that she has a “very calm, reassuring demeanor” and is 

always respectful.  With respect to her reputation amongst the legal community, the contact said 

that practitioners loved appearing before her because “she was always really prepared with 

detailed chronologies for her cases.”  

 

Contact No. 2: 

This contact practices in the area of criminal law and appeared before Justice Guerrero in several 

appellate matters.  The contact described Justice Guerrero as “great; oral arguments can be nerve 

wracking, and both cases involved complicated issues, but it was a very professional and 

rewarding experience.”  The contact described her as possessing “high intelligence,” and recalled 

that “she had really challenging questions,” adding that she was “really involved” and 

“professional.”  The contact further noted that the opinion authored by Justice Guerrero was 

extremely well written and demonstrated Justice Guerrero’s thoughtful analysis of the complex 

issues before her.  In the contact’s concluding remarks, the contact predicted that Justice 

Guerrero would have continued success on the California Supreme Court. 

Contact No. 3: 

This contact is a civil litigator for a public agency, and has been in practicing law for over 30 

years.  In describing an oral argument before Justice Guerrero, the contact recalled that Justice 

Guerrero was pleasant and prepared for argument.  The contact also recalled that Justice 

Guerrero was respectful, engaged, and took notes during oral argument.  The contact felt that 

Justice Guerrero’s legal analysis in the ensuing opinion was applicable and appropriate.  The 

contact recalled there was some positive discussion about Justice Guerrero when they learned 

that Justice Guerrero had been assigned to their panel for argument.  The contact noted that 

Justice Guerrero seems well suited to the bench, particularly an appellate setting.    

Contact No. 4: 

This contact has been in private appellate practice for more than ten years.  The contact could 

only recall two experiences with Justice Guerrero.  The contact disagreed with the outcome in 

one case in which Justice Guerrero wrote an opinion, but the contact did not think that Justice 

Guerrero’s analysis was “off base.”  The contact observed that Justice Guerrero takes “each case 

on its merits” in analyzing the issues.  The contact believes Justice Guerrero to be quite 
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“intelligent,” and stated that Justice Guerrero “put together a thoughtful and nuanced analysis.”  

With respect to the quality of Justice Guerrero’s written opinion, the contact stated, “it’s good 

writing; it’s clear, thoughtful, and there’s good citation to the relevant authorities.  She’s 

talented.”  The contact believed Justice Guerrero is an encouraging appointment as Chief Justice 

of the California Supreme Court. 

Contact No. 5: 

This contact is an appellate practitioner with more than twenty years of experience.  The contact 

has argued two appellate matters before Justice Guerrero.  This contact was impressed with 

Justice Guerrero, and recalled telling a colleague that Justice Guerrero would one day be on the 

California Supreme Court.  This contact describes Justice Guerrero as very bright and engaging, 

noting that she is highly skilled at asking pointed and relevant questions.  Although the contact 

does not always agree with Justice Guerrero’s decisions, the contact respects her and believes 

she is well suited for the California Supreme Court and will be a good Chief Justice.   

Contact No. 6: 

This contact is a civil litigator who has been practicing for more than twenty years.  The contact 

has had one appellate matter before Justice Guerrero and they described Justice Guerrero as 

smart and exhibiting appropriate judicial temperament in the courtroom.  The contact disagreed 

with Justice Guerrero’s opinion in that case, particularly with her analysis and potential 

application to various policy issues.  That said, the contact has heard only positive things about 

Justice Guerrero and believes she is a solid candidate.       

Contact No. 7: 

This contact is a longtime jurist.  This contact has known Justice Guerrero in a professional 

capacity for more than a decade.  The contact believes Justice Guerrero to be exceptionally well 

qualified to serve as a member of the California Supreme Court.  The contact described Justice 

Guerrero as “a brilliant legal scholar” whose writing is excellent and thoughtful.  Justice 

Guerrero has an impeccable reputation for being ethical, has a very collegial and calming 

demeanor, and is a very hard worker.   

Contact No. 8: 

The contact is a private practitioner with more than a decade of experience.  This contact only 

knows Justice Guerrero in a professional capacity, having appeared before her only once.  The 

contact rated the nominee as “outstanding,” and stated that she “decided a complicated, technical 

issue with compassion.”  The contact complimented her analytical skills as “excellent,” and 

indicated that Justice Guerrero was the only appellate justice on the panel who asked questions.  

The contact also noted that Justice Guerrero’s questions went “right to the heart of the issue.”  

The contact also complimented Justice Guerrero’s “very good writing.”  The contact observed 

that Justice Guerrero exhibited great judicial demeanor and was “very patient, particularly with 

the technical difficulties in a Zoom appearance.”  The contact also praised Justice Guerrero’s 

work ethic in quickly issuing the opinion she authored.  The contact stated that Justice 
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Guerrero’s key strengths were that she understood the briefs and arguments, and was very 

prepared.   

Contact No. 9: 

The contact is a private practitioner with over 50 years of experience.  The contact has known 

Justice Guerrero professionally since her elevation to the Court of Appeal.  The contact gave 

Justice Guerrero “highest marks” on her intelligence and professional competence.  The contact 

rated her analytical skills, respect for the rule of law, and her legal writing as “excellent.”  The 

contact related that Justice Guerrero “had a fine reputation in the way that she conducted her 

courtroom” during her tenure on the superior court.  The contact also noted that Justice Guerrero 

had an “excellent” reputation among attorneys for her judicial demeanor.           

Contact No. 10: 

This contact has been practicing for more than 40 years, and has known Justice Guerrero since 

before her appointment to the superior court.  While the contact has not appeared before Justice 

Guerrero, the contact previously worked with Justice Guerrero and had great praise for her 

abilities as a “magnificent legal writer.”  The contact praised Justice Guerrero’s analytical 

ability, noting she is very thorough, meticulous, and succinct.  The contact also complimented 

Justice Guerrero’s work ethic and communication skills.  The contact observed that the 

“Governor made a great choice” and that Justice Guerrero will “make the people of California 

proud.”  

Contact No. 11: 

This contact has been practicing law for 50 years in multiple jurisdictions in both government 

service and private practice.  The contact has known Justice Guerrero for more than 15 years.  

The contact described Justice Guerrero as “talented, brilliant, and grounded.”  Although the 

contact has never appeared before Justice Guerrero, the contact opined that Justice Guerrero’s 

analytical aptitude, unparalleled work ethic, and poised leadership that she exhibited as a litigator 

have served her well on the bench.   


