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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S COLUMN  

 

Dear KACDL Community, 

 

 Recently we celebrated our 33
rd

 year in existence at the 

KACDL Annual Conference and Awards Luncheon in Lexing-

ton.  It is amazing what KACDL has grown into, but it is clear 

we have not wavered from our original purpose – advocate 

for good criminal law legislation. KACDL still meets legisla-

tive issues head on, and still provides sage advice and testi-

mony to our legislators. And, if that work is fruitless, we do 

not shy away from asking the Courts for a correction.  

 Let us keep fighting the good fight – in the Courts and at 

the Capital. Take a read of the submissions by our members, 

review Rebecca’s presenter materials on the Legislative ac-

tivity of recent and register for one of our educational offer-

ings. All will grow you as an attorney and in turn, grow us as 

an organization.  

 

Carry on heroes!  

 Donna 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

  

. 
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To view online Calendar, please click here 

Remember, KACDL Members are          
ALWAYS welcome at Board Meetings!  
Our Next Board Meeting is scheduled 
for:             

Thursday, June 13 
Louisville Metro Public Defender 

Louisville, KY 
4:45-7 PM 
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LEGISLATIVE NEWS, Advocating Key Liberty Issues 

 Rebecca Ballard DiLoreto,  KACDL’s Legislative Agent, can be reached at 

Legislation@kacdl.net or Rebecca.diloreto@gmail.com  (859) 396-1401 

 

Legislative Agent Rebecca DiLoreto with Co Presenter Senator Robin 
Webb presented on Legislative activity at the KACDL Annual Confer-
ence held at the Fayette County Circuit Courthouse on April 26th. To 
view the presenter materials, please click the titled link below.  

Member log in required.  

Please familiarize yourself with the ADVOCACY TAB .  Please feel free 
to contact our Legislative Agent, Rebecca Ballard DiLoreto at Rebec-
ca.DiLoreto@gmail.com to become involved in our legislative advo-
cacy or share your ideas and concerns.  

On Demand Video: 2018 Legislative Update, Rebecca DiLoreto 

 

2019 Annual Conference Legislative Update Presenter Materials 
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 Jury Duty and Citizenship: An Essential Relationship 
 

Robert E. Stephens, Jr. 
 

Jury duty: most people cringe at the words. Potential jurors know 

to fear, or at least suspect, seemingly endless hours spent waiting for trial 

to start. They dread days of hearing evidence followed by grueling deliber-

ations while their “real jobs” are left unattended. Some jurors are not paid 

by their employers for time spent on jury duty. The self-employed are per-

haps most put out at jury duty because they cannot earn income at all if 

they are tied up in trial. Jury duty certainly does not pay well, under any-

one’s estimation. 

Jurors fear being forced to divulge details of their personal lives 

and beliefs under the inquisitorial spotlight of voir dire.(FN1) The prospect 

of being questioned by legal professionals under oath, at length, and in 

public is not a pleasant thought to most rational persons. Judges and law-

yers do not intend to embarrass potential jurors in that juror questioning 

process, which is designed not to cause discomfort but only to obtain a 

jury pool that can be fully fair in a particular case. That fact, however, may 

not be clear to jurors sitting on the venire, and certainly even knowing the 

good intentions of the court personnel asking the questions does not take 

away the anxiety felt by persons placed in what, for most of them, is a new 

and stressful experience. Most jurors are keenly aware that being picked 

for the jury means that awful moment will eventually come when they, as 

jurors, must decide the facts of the case, when their decision will affect 

not only the future of the accused, but of the victims as well.  

Most jurors serve admirably when put to the test, deciding fairly 

between parties to reach a decision on matters of the utmost importance; 

deciding who is truthful, who is lying; who is confused, who misled; decid-

ing who will go free, who will go to prison; perhaps even who will live, and 

who will die.  

Educating Criminal Defense Practitioners 

FN 1 An  Law French term meaning “to speak the truth”, the process by which 
are questioned to determine if they may fairly sit a particular case. See,  example,
Black’s Law Dictionary,  
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These are matters too important to leave to a legal bureaucracy, to the 

hands of lawyers and judges, no matter how well intentioned and how 

well trained. Like the citizen soldiers of our nation’s history, jurors step up 

to serve, not because they necessarily enjoy the job, but because the job 

must be done and they are willing to be the ones to do it. (FN2) 

Next to voting, jury duty is probably the most recurring and effec-

tual way for individuals (certainly for those not engaged in public service 

as a profession) to engage directly in the legal and political process. Citi-

zenship is a term we do not use much anymore, it having been relegated 

to an occasional honorable mention in political rallies and veterans’ me-

morial services, or in school civics lessons often divorced from practical 

application. Too often we have bought into the idea that the political and 

legal systems are monolithic structures which “mere mortals” cannot even 

comprehend, much less meaningfully effect. Significant groups in the com-

munity feel alienated and sometimes powerless to effect real change on 

the legal system. But, Citizenship, or private involvement in public life, is 

the very essence of jury duty. 

 Jury duty as we know it grew out of an English institution which evolved 

over the years from one where local persons presented cases from their 

area for judgment (akin to the modern grand jury), to one in which citizens 

of the community decided disputed facts in cases presented for judgment. 

Fact finding in court at one time involved enduring superstitious “tests” , 

such as placing the defendant into a pond to see if he floated (guilty) or 

sank (not guilty) (how fair is that?! ), or allowing the parties to fight to see 

if one could beat up or kill the other person (might really did make right in 

those days). Eventually, the legal system developed a better method for 

determining who was telling the truth: a jury of one’s fellow citizens who 

decide the outcome of the trial. (FN3) 

 

Educating Criminal Defense Practitioners: 

FN2 The kind of service to one’s country which resonates throughout Steven E. Ambrose’s 

Citizen Soldiers, Simon & Schuster, 1997, and many of Ambrose’s works on the Second 

World War. 

FN3 Plucknett, A Concise History of the Common Law, Little, Brown, and Co., 5th Ed., 

1956, 113-125. 
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The right to jury trial, in fact, has come to be seen as one of the 

great checks against excessive governmental power (FN4), as long as the 

jury’s verdict is upheld as final and decisive (FN5), and the jurors cannot be 

punished for their verdict.(FN6) This, no doubt, is why the Kentucky Consti-

tution’s Bill of Rights, Section 7, holds the right to jury trials “inviolate.” 

You cannot get much more clear than that word: “hands off” might be an-

other way of putting the proscription against messing with jury trials in the 

Commonwealth of Kentucky, though perhaps that would not be said as 

eloquently as the Constitution’s drafters wrote already. Thomas Jefferson 

viewed the right of jury trial as so essential to the exercise of free govern-

ment that he declared “Were I called upon to decide whether the people 

had best be omitted in the Legislative or Judiciary department, I would say 

it is better to leave them out of the Legislative.” (FN7) When he said that, 

Jefferson was speaking of jurors, ordinary people from all walks of life, not 

legal professionals. Judges, attorneys, officers of the court and legal schol-

ars that they may be, are important, even essential. Understanding and 

interpreting the law, as law, is vital to the preservation of ordered liberty. 

However, without the involvement of the ordinary public, everyday citi-

zens from the community, to decide the facts and apply them to the law as 

written, our republic of law and liberty is immediately and dangerously at 

risk. 

 

Educating Criminal Defense Practitioners 

 FN4  Id., at 107. 

FN5 Subject, of course, to appeal for mistakes of law, but a verdict of “not guilty” can 

never be appealed by the government. 

FN6 Such was not always the case in England, where at times jurors were brought before 

the notorious Star Chamber for delivering verdicts not favorable to the Crown in politically 

motivated trials. Plucknett, History of the Common Law, 133. 

FN7 Quoted in Blakely v. Washington, 542 U.S. 296, 306 (2004), Opinion of the Court by 

Justice Antonin Scalia. Blakely is part of the progeny of Apprendi v. New Jersey, 530 U.S. 

466 (2000), in essence standing for the proposition that all elements of a crime (which 

effect punishment, vel non) ought to be decided by the jury to pass constitutional muster. 
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The United States Supreme Court, in fact, has upheld the right to 

jury trial and verdict by saying that judges cannot sentence a defendant 

except upon facts decided by a jury beyond a reasonable doubt, or which 

are admitted by the defendant. (FN8) The late Justice Scalia in Blakely stat-

ed that the right to jury trial is “no mere procedural formality, but a funda-

mental reservation of power in our constitutional structure .” (FN9) Scalia 

went on to state that jury trial exists to ensure the people’s ultimate con-

trol over the judiciary, just as voting ensures their control over the legisla-

ture and the executive. (FN10) Kentucky, then, has the correct procedure, 

since our state’s Rule of Criminal Procedure 9.84 says the jury must fix the 

sentence in all jury trials except where a punishment is mandated by law 

or specifically granted to the judge to decide. 

 There is no more important role for the citizen to perform than sitting as 

a juror. Acting as a juror, after all, provides a valuable check on govern-

mental power, direct involvement in the often murky legal system, and the 

opportunity to serve one’s community in a vital way. Though the monetary 

compensation is not substantial, the intangible rewards for being a juror 

are many and worthwhile. 

Robert E. Stephens, Jr. 
 

Hoskins & Stephens 
https://www.hoskinsstephens.com/ 
  
400 South Main Street 
P.O. Box 1185 
Corbin, Kentucky 40702 
Tel.: 606 526 9009 
Fax: 606 528 7183 
robertstephenslaw99@gmail.com 
 

Educating Criminal Defense Practitioners 

 

FN8 Id. 

FN9 Id., at 305-306. 

FN10 Id., at 306. 

 

https://www.hoskinsstephens.com/
mailto:mailtorobertstephenslaw99@gmail.com
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 The Client’s Decision…Even if Appeal Waived?  

Steven D. Jaeger 
 
 

In Roe v. Flores-Ortega, 2000, the Supreme Court ruled that 

whenever an attorney’s deficient performance costs a defendant an 

appeal he/she would have otherwise pursued, there is a presumption 

of prejudice regarding the ineffective assistance of counsel.  

 

Recently, the Supreme Court expanded that presumption in 

Garza v. Idaho (February 27, 2019). In that case, a defense lawyer 

was found to render ineffective assistance of counsel by deciding not 

to file a notice of appeal of a guilty plea despite his client’s request to 

do so and despite the fact that the plea agreement included an ap-

peal waiver.  

 

In 2015, Gilberto Garza, Jr, signed away his appellate rights 

when he pled guilty in the Idaho State Court. He pled guilty via an 

Alford Plea to charges of aggravated assault and possession with 

intent to deliver methamphetamine, waived his right to an appeal, 

and waived his right to file a motion for sentencing correction or re-

duction. In exchange, the prosecution agreed not to file additional 

burglary charges and grand theft charges, not to refer Garza for fed-

eral prosecution of possession of ammunition by a felon, and not to 

seek a “persistent violator” sentencing enhancement that could po-

tentially give him a life sentence. The parties agreed to a sentence 

totaling 10 years in prison. The Court acknowledged his appeal waiv-

er but advised Garza of his rights anyway. 

 

Educating Criminal Defense Practitioners 
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After his sentence, Garza told his defense attorney he want-

ed to file an appeal to try to get concurrent sentences. His counsel 

informed him that an appeal would be “problematic” due to his ap-

peal waiver and thus, did not file the Notice of Appeal. Garza was 

persistent with letters and calls stating he wanted to appeal. Never-

theless, his attorney did not do so. Once the allotted time ran out, 

Garza filed for postconviction relief alleging ineffective assistance of 

counsel. The trial court denied his motion due to his inability to show 

that the deficient  performance at issue resulted in prejudice and the 

Idaho Court of Appeals affirmed this denial. 

 

The United States Supreme Court did not agree. Justice 

Sonia Sotomayor and the majority (6-3 decision) reversed this ruling.  

 

The majority stressed that no appeal waiver should ever 

eliminate all possible grounds for an appeal. The majority also ex-

plained that prejudice to the defendant should be presumed “when 

an attorney’s deficient performance costs a defendant an appeal that 

the defendant would have otherwise pursued,” even in light of an 

appeal waiver. Thus, the Supreme Court decided that the decision to 

appeal is ultimately up to the defendant, not the lawyer, and that any 

criminal defense attorney who fails to file an appeal of a guilty plea 

renders ineffective assistance of counsel even if there is an appel-

late waiver involved in the case.  

 

Submitted by: 
Steven D. Jaeger 
The Jaeger Firm, PLLC 
23 Erlanger Rd 
Erlanger, KY 41018 
P: 859.342.4500 
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The Nontraditional Roles of a Criminal Defense Attorney 

 

BY J. VINCENT APRILE II 

     Criminal defense attorneys, whether retained or appointed, 
routinely function in the traditional role of defense counsel, making 
“strategic and tactical decisions . . . after consultation with the client 
where feasible and appropriate.” (Standards for Criminal Justice: 
Def. Function, Standard 4-5.2(d) (Am. Bar Ass’n, 4th ed. 2015).) 
Yet there are criminal cases where defense attorneys are cast in non-
traditional roles in a subservient or equal relationship with the ac-
cused, such as being standby counsel or participating in true “hybrid 
representation.” 

Although the Sixth Amendment guarantees an accused the 
right to counsel in most criminal cases as well as the right to proceed 
pro se, the federal Constitution does not entitle a criminal defendant 
the right to either standby counsel or hybrid representation. (Faretta 
v. California, 422 U.S. 806 (1975); Argersinger v. Hamlin, 407 U.S. 
25 (1972); Gideon v. Wainwright, 372 U.S. 335 (1963).) 

In affirming the federal constitutional right of a criminal de-
fendant to proceed pro se, the Supreme Court acknowledged the dis-
cretion of trial courts to appoint standby counsel to assist pro se de-
fendants. “Of course, a State may—even over objection by the ac-
cused—appoint a ‘standby counsel’ to aid the accused if and when 
the accused requests help, and to be available to represent the ac-
cused in the event that termination of the defendant’s self-
representation is necessary.” (Faretta, 422 U.S. at 834 n.46; see 
Standards for Criminal Justice: Def. Function, supra, at Stand-
ard 4-5.3.) 

Standby counsel, without infringing an accused’s Faretta 
rights, may assist the pro se defendant “in overcoming routine proce-
dural or evidentiary obstacles to the completion of some specific 
task, such as introducing evidence or objecting to testimony,” when 
the defendant has made clear an intention to do so, and “help[] to en-
sure the defendant’s compliance with basic rules of courtroom proto-
col and procedure.” (McKaskle v. Wiggins, 465 U.S. 168, 183 
(1984).) Yet there are limits on standby counsel’s involvement in the 
conduct of the trial. Standby counsel may not erode a pro se defend-
ant’s actual control over the defense case by, over the accused’s ob-
jection, usurping or substantially interfering with “significant tactical 
decisions,” controlling the examination of witnesses, or speaking for 
the defense on any important matter. (Id.) Such conduct would vio-
late the Faretta right and, if done in the presence of the jury, create 
the impression that the accused is not actually representing himself. 

“Faretta does not require a trial judge to permit ‘hybrid’ rep-
resentation” in the form of standby counsel or where the defendant 
and the defense lawyer function as co-counsel in the case. 
(McKaskle, 465 U.S. at 183.) Unlike standby counsel, true hybrid 
representation contemplates that the accused and the defense attorney 
function as co-counsel conducting separate portions of the trial and 
jointly presenting the defense, but with the defendant retaining final 
authority as to the defense strategy. Despite the lack of a federal con-
stitutional entitlement, judges in most jurisdictions, whether federal 
or state courts, have discretion to grant either of these formulations of 
hybrid representation, although they are usually reluctant to do so. 
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The Nontraditional Roles of a Criminal Defense Attorney, J. Vincent 

Aprile II, © 2018. Published in Criminal Justice, Vol. 32, No. 4, Winter 

2018, by the American Bar Association.  Reproduced with permis-

sion.  All rights reserved.  The information or any portion thereof may not 

be copied or disseminated in any form or by any means or stored in an 

electronic database or retrieval system without the express consent of the 

American Bar Association or the copyright holder, J. Vincent Aprile II. 
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 Even in jurisdictions where the wording of their state consti-
tutions appears to guarantee a right to simultaneously proceed pro se 
and with the assistance of counsel, a number of state courts have held 
there is no state constitutional right to either standby counsel or hy-
brid representation. For example, although the Connecticut Constitu-
tion states that “[i]n all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall have 
a right to be heard by himself and by counsel,” the Connecticut Su-
preme Court has held that the guarantee of those two rights in the 
conjunctive rather than the alternative does not “manifest[] an intent 
to guarantee hybrid representation.” (Conn. Const. art. I, § 8; State 
v. Gethers, 497 A.2d 408, 418 (Conn. 1985). 

One exception is Kentucky. Because the Kentucky Constitu-
tion explicitly guarantees a criminal defendant the right to be heard 
“by himself and counsel,” a defendant in Kentucky has a state consti-
tutional right to true hybrid representation. (Ky. Const. § 11; Hill v. 
Commonwealth, 125 S.W.3d 221, 226 (Ky. 2004).) In Kentucky 
when a defendant makes a limited waiver of counsel and requests 
hybrid representation, “the defendant’s attorney’s duty would then be 
confined to rendering services desired by the defendant as long as 
they are within the normal scope of counsel services.” (Deno v. Com-
monwealth, 177 S.W.3d 753, 757 (Ky. 2005).) 

Hybrid representation does allow the defendant to cede the 
role of lead counsel to the defense lawyer and limit the client’s role 
to assisting counsel in specific ways. In this co-counsel relationship, 
both the accused and defense counsel are able to file motions and re-
sponses on behalf of the defense. 

 Actions of standby counsel that obstruct or interfere with the 
accused’s conduct of the defense may violate the defendant’s Faretta 
right to proceed pro se. Conversely, in true hybrid representation, the 
accused should be entitled to the effective assistance of counsel from 
the defense lawyer, except when the defendant’s direction of the case 
prevents counsel from providing effective representation. 

Courts may frequently see the advantage of appointing a de-
fense counsel to serve as standby counsel to backstop a criminal de-
fendant proceeding pro se. Standby counsel is a permissible means to 
exercise more control over a nonlawyer accused and a fail-safe pro-
cedure to ensure a defense counsel is always present and available to 
take over the case should the pro se defendant falter. 

Courts often do not perceive the same value in true hybrid 
representation, where defense counsel and the defendant are given 
coequal status, with the nonlawyer defendant ultimately the final ar-
biter of legal, strategic, and tactical decisions. Judicial criticisms of 
hybrid representation include questions such as when a disagreement 
occurs who makes the final call, whether it involves decisions such 
as which witnesses to call or cross-examine, what defense to present, 
or what objections to make or withhold, to name but a few. Courts 
also are concerned that putting defense counsel in this type of coe-
qual relationship with a nonlawyer defendant will generate unwel-
come ethical issues and trial management problems. Some suggest 
that hybrid representation will confuse the jury, who will experience 
difficulty understanding a defendant and defense counsel assuming 
similar roles during the trial, as jurors are accustomed in other set-
tings to seeing the accused remain seated passively and silently at the 
defense table. 

Similarly, many defense attorneys are wary of being part of a 
trial defense team that includes as lead counsel the accused. This 
twist on the usual attorney-client relationship may be difficult to 
swallow for a defense counsel conditioned to make all of the strategic 
and tactical decisions, with input from the client, where feasible. 

 

Educating Criminal Defense Practitioners 
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Yet it would appear that the Supreme Court’s rules of the 
game for standby counsel answer most of those questions and con-
cerns even in the environment of true hybrid representation. Just as 
standby counsel may not appropriate a pro se defendant’s actual con-
trol over the defense case, neither may counsel in hybrid representa-
tion do so, over defense objection. 

Defense counsel need to be aware of these nontraditional 
forms of defense representation not to eschew them, but to evaluate 
the possibility of using these formats, where appropriate, to benefit 
the client. 

When a criminal defendant represented by counsel prior to 
trial expresses an intention to proceed pro se, defense counsel should 
be able to explain the formats of standby counsel and hybrid repre-
sentation to the accused in an effort to enable the client to have the 
assistance of counsel while pro se. Some courts and defense attorneys 
will be quick to say that faced with a client who wants to forsake 
counsel and opt for self-representation, counsel should immediately 
discourage the client from pursuing that course. Instead, defense 
counsel should acknowledge the client’s desire and use the alterna-
tives of standby counsel and hybrid representation to show an appre-
ciation of the accused’s concerns and a sincere willingness to protect 
the client in that endeavor. Experience shows that often such a com-
promise on this matter may cause the client to rethink the pros and 
cons of going it alone and instead remain in a traditional attorney-
client relationship. Loyalty and commitment to a client should in any 
event motivate defense counsel to accept the role of standby counsel 
or cocounsel with the accused to safeguard the client from the prose-
cution, even though counsel’s participation may be limited by the 
chosen format. 

Defense counsel should evaluate each case as to the ad-
vantages for this particular client in this specific case to benefit from 
proceeding pro se with standby counsel or electing hybrid representa-
tion in some form. Perhaps there is a segment of the trial where this 
client could effectively perform the role of counsel, such as the open-
ing statement or the direct examination of a witness. Such an election 
should not be made for the novelty of the approach, but because the 
client’s participation would advance the defense case more effective-
ly than counsel doing it. In one instance at a death trial years ago, 
counsel for one codefendant obtained permission for the client to in-
troduce himself at the inception of voir dire, where he stressed the 
importance of the venire answering the defense questions frankly and 
honestly as the accused’s life was on the line. When that happened, 
the other defendant began to yell at his counsel why wasn’t he able to 
do that, producing in front of the venire a distinct contrast in the two 
defendants’ personalities. Defense counsel should never turn a blind 
eye to these nontraditional roles simply because counsel does not 
want to abdicate some or all of the control of the defense to the cli-
ent. 

 

 
J. VINCENT APRILE II retired after 30 years as a public defender 
with the Kentucky Department of Public Advocacy and joined 
Lynch, Cox, Gilman & Goodman, P.S.C., in Louisville, Kentucky, 
where he specializes in criminal law—both trial and appeal—
employment law, and litigation. He is past chair and current member 
of the editorial board of Criminal Justice magazine and a regular col-
umnist. He is the recipient of the 2012 Louisville Bar Association’s 
Distinguished Service Award. 
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Brian Scott West, KACDL Education Chair,  can be reached at  
brianscott.west@ky.gov or  education@kacdl.net 

MARK YOUR CALENDARS 

FOR KACDL EDUCATION 

 
 

For more information regarding our  
events, please access our  

Event Calendar here 
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REGISTER 

BROCHURE 

    2017 Legislative Update and Criminal Law Litigation  
     Program-Summer Regional Video Seminar Series  
     NOW AVAILABLE ON DEMAND until June 30th via EVENTS tab 

2018 Legislative Update and Criminal Law Litigation  
Program-Summer Regional Video Seminar Series  

MORE INFO 

Annual Conference and Criminal Defense Seminar 
Friday, October 26, 2018 in Louisville, KY 

REGISTER ONLINE 

MORE INFO 

Fall DUI Defense Seminar 
Date TBD, Northern KY University, Chase Law School 

Ethics, Ethics, and more Ethics! 

4.25 “Live” CLE with 3.5 ETHICS credit offered 

2019 Summer Video Seminar Series—June Across State 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2018 Summer Video Seminar Series 

We have wrapped up this training, but the 2018 Video Seminar is 

available online for Tech CLE Credit July 1, 2018 through the June 

30, 2019 reporting period. KACDL Members can purchase each 

presentation separately for $20 each (1 CLE Tech credit) or can pur-

chase the full package for $55 (4 CLE Tech Credits including an Eth-

ics credit). This “On Demand” option is only available to members 

and is only available online. Click the links below to register: 

On Demand Video: The Ethics of Digital Marketing for Attorneys, 

Brad Clark.  

On Demand Video: What State Practitioners Need to Know about 

Federal Law, David Hoskins.   

On Demand Video: Miranda in Kentucky: How the Commonwealth 

Has Interpreted the Right to Remain Silent, B. Scott West   

On Demand Video: Full Package: Digital Marketing, Federal Law in 

KY, Miranda and Legislative Update   

    

DUI Defense Seminar – October 25, 2019  

Galt House, Louisville, KY 

 

 

 

REGISTER NOW 
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Member News and Information 

SCHOLARSHIP OPPORTUNITIES 

Throughout the year, a limited number of scholarships are available 
to cover all or part of tuition to various Criminal Law Defense Insti-
tutes including KACDL Seminars and Conferences. These vary from 
year to year and are subject to board approval. 
 
Once approved, scholarship opportunities are posted here and on 
the KACDL Calendar of Events.  

 

Are you a young defender or do you know a young defender who 
wants to be a member of KACDL? We have sponsorships available.   

  

Do you have an intern, friend, or family member graduating from 

law school? Give that graduating law student a gift of KACDL 

membership! Law students can join for one year at a rate of $25 

and membership includes FREE CLE registrations!  Get a mem-

ber application here.   

Young Defender Scholarship Application 

KACDL is a 501 (C)(6) non profit and as such relies 
deeply on your donations.  Please help us continue our 
mission. 
 
Donate to KACDL's General Fund 

 
 

Sponsor a Young Defender 

Sponsor a Young Defender today! Your donation is 100% tax 

deductible and will support a Young Defender desiring to join our 

organization. Regular Young Defender Membership rate is $50 

per year for Public and $75 per year for Private. 

 

 

NCDC Scholarship 

Sponsor an attendee to the NCDC Trial Practice Institute 

 

 Thank You to 

those that have          

donated! 

DONATE NOW 

DONATE NOW 

DONATE NOW 

KACDL Contact Information: 

Donna Brown, Executive Director 
Email: director@kacdl.net 

(502) 594-1375 
P.O. Box 326  

Hebron, KY 41048    
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