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By the time you read this ACDLA’s juvenile law 
seminar will be history .  As I contemplate this 
particular seminar, I am reminded of the importance of 
all of you who have a juvenile practice . Unlike lawyers 

who practice in adult criminal court 
where successes are published in the 
newspaper and touted on the 
television screen, all of you who 
represent juveniles operate in virtual 
anonymity due to sealed files and 
confidential mandates .

While this is as it should be with 
regard to those juveniles whose 

futures lie ahead of them, it often leaves the lawyers 
without the “atta boys” and recognition which they 
rightly deserve . Yet, undeterred, every day, these lawyers 
soldier on, without fanfare and mostly at indigent 
appointment pay rates . They represent their young 
clients as if their futures depend on it -- which they 
most certainly do . 

Many of you find yourselves in the position of 
acting not only as legal counsel, but as mentor, 
disciplinarian and confidant to those youngsters who 
have no real parental figure .  All of these roles go 
largely unrewarded by society at large .  It is only on the 
rare occasion when you receive that high school 

graduation invitation from the kid everyone else had 
given up on, or the thank you note for just believing in 
a youngster who had given up on himself, that you 
realize what you do matters and it matters a great deal .

Reflecting on this, I am reminded of a question my 
wife asked me recently after we had been to Florida 
and came back with a lottery ticket: “What would you 
do if you won the lottery?”  Then, before I could 
answer she said, “Never mind, I already know .”  
Curious, I asked her what she thought I would do?  
Her answer was simple, “Nothing” she replied .  “On 
Monday you would be right back up there at that 
office just like you have been for the past thirty years .”  
Of course as is most often the case, I expect she would 
be right .  Just like all of you, while money is important 
and we all need some of it, nobody does this kind of 
work for the money alone .  I believe that practicing 
law is a calling - a calling to all those who despise 
injustice, a calling to all those who hate bullies, a 
calling to those who rally around the underdogs in life .  
If you are reading this, you have answered that call .

As I enter my thirty-eighth year of this profession, 
I often see the same last names of defendants on the 
docket sheets as I saw when I first began practice in 
1979 .  It may be the second or third generation, but 
the same names .  It is then that I wonder if I have 
made a difference, if I have mattered at all in terms of 
the long haul that is life . When I get those inevitable 
feelings, I look in the drawer in my desk I have 
dedicated to holding those invitations and thank you 
notes sent to me by clients over the life-span of my 
practice .  I thank Heaven I took whatever crooked 
paths which may have led me to this most noble 
profession .  I hope you feel that way too .

Paul Young

ACDLA President’s Message

Paul Young
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evidence and testimony in support of his/her claim of 

immunity . At the conclusion of the pretrial hearing, 

if the court determined the defendant had carried 

his/her burden, the court shall dismiss the criminal 

charges upon a finding of immunity .  Finally, §13A-

3-23 was amended to clarify that in the event the 

court does not find immunity, the defendant retains 

the right to raise self-defense during the trial of the 

case and the state continues to bear the burden of 

proving beyond a reasonable doubt all of the elements 

of the charged conduct and overcoming the issue of 

self-defense .

Juvenile Capital Sentencing. Act 2016-360 

amended the provision of a number of sentencing 

statutes related to the manner in which juvenile 

defendants are sentenced in capital murder cases .  

This legislation is a direct result of Miller v . Alabama 

which eliminated the death penalty for juvenile 

defendants . Act 2016-360 removed the death penalty 

as a possible sentence for juvenile defendants 

convicted of capital murder . Act 2016-360 also 

established a procedure for sentencing of a juvenile to 

either life or life without the possibility of parole 

following the presentation of mitigation evidence to 

the Court .  Despite ACDLA’s best efforts, the Act 

included language requiring a juvenile sentenced to 

life to serve a minimum of 30 years, day for day, prior 

to being eligible for parole considerations .

Act 2016-29 and Act 2016-43 created the offense 

of Aggravated Child Abuse (child under 6 years old) 

and added Aggravated Child Abuse among those 

specifically enumerated offenses set forth in §13A-6-

2(3) relating to felony murder .

Fee Cap Waiver/Bust the Cap. Senate Bill 328 

(Whatley) and House Bill 324 (J . Hill) .  ACDLA was 

instrumental in drafting this legislation and in 

The 2016 Legislative session proved to be a 

productive one for ACDLA and its members .  

Once again, we continued to build bridges and 

establish relationships with members of the House 

and Senate Judiciary Committees .  These relationships 

would not have happened without the hard work and 

effort of Ted Hosp, ACDLA’s lobbyist . The 

relationships that Ted has helped us build in the past 

two years continue to bear fruits beneficial to the 

membership .

The Legislative Committee went into the 2016 

session with a number of goals . The Committee’s 

primary goal was to amend the self-defense statute 

(§13A-3-23) to codify the language in  Harrison v. 
State, – So .3d – (Ala .Crim .App . 2015) . The Committee 

also wanted to continue working on legislation to 

permit the payment of court appointed fees in excess 

of the statutory cap in cases that were tried to a jury 

verdict .  Additionally, the Committee was interested 

in the Miller v. Alabama fix, gauging the interest of the 

legislature in initiating “ban the box” legislation, 

fixing the Class C marijuana felony and discussing the 

Judicial Override issue in light of Hurst v. State of 
Florida, 2015 WL 4747983 (2015) . Despite the issues 

surrounding Governor Bentley, Chief Justice Roy 

Moore, and Speaker of the House Mike Hubbard, 

ACDLA was able to make some important progress 

on a number of pieces of legislation .  

Stand Your Ground/Self-Defense. ACDLA 

proposed and drafted this legislation .  Act 2016-420 

amended the provisions of §13A-3-23 to provide the 

defendant with a statutory right to a pretrial 

determination of immunity from prosecution .  

Additionally, §13A-3-23 was amended to include 

language establishing a preponderance of the evidence 

standard at the immunity hearing and a requirement 

that the defendant bear the burden of producing 

ACDLA LEGISLATIVE UPDATE 
By: Michael P. Hanle 
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FROM MY PERSPECTIVE
By Mary Beth Wyatt, Executive Director

DUES
Please remember memberships run January - December . 

Dues notices will be emailed beginning in October .

FOUR CORNERS COMING YOUR WAY 
- 4 FREE CLES!

 ACDLA is bringing Four Corners seminar to a location near you . 
Check in – Noon; Seminar – 12:30pm - 4:30pm
December 2 or 9, 2016 (depending on location)

Locations:
 • Huntsville • Mobile • Anniston
 • Birmingham • Enterprise • Tuscaloosa

Topics include:
• Newly amended rules of criminal procedure
• Case Law update
• What You Didn’t Learn In Law School
• Nuts and Bolts of Criminal Defense

 Speakers will vary by location . Pre-registration is advised .  
You may register online at ACDLA .org .

SAVE THE DATE!
LOOSENING THE DEATH BELT XXI

January 20 & 21, 2017
Embassy Suites 

Birmingham, AL 
Registration open! 

ANNUAL SUMMER SEMINAR 
June 23 & 24, 2017
Island House Hotel
Orange Beach, AL 

UPCOMING BOARD MEETING
The next Board meeting is set for Thursday, January 19, 2017  

at 6:00pm Birmingham, AL 

Mary Beth Wyatt 
Marybeth@acdla.org
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finding the sponsors .  SB 328 and HB 324 sought to 

amend the provisions of 15-12-21 related to the 

payment of court appointed attorneys in cases that 

were tried to a verdict before a jury .  ACDLA initially 

reached out to retired Judge Jim Hill from St . Clair 

County to gauge his interest in supporting the 

proposed legislation .  Based on his experience on the 

bench, Rep . Hill was very interested in amending the 

statute to allow for the waiver of the fee caps in cases 

involving jury trials .  ACDLA also reached out to 

Senator Whatley, who was also willing to support and 

sponsor the legislation .  The final draft of the bill 

included a provision to permit the trial court or the 

director of OIDS to waive the fee caps for Class A, B 

and C felony offenses tried to a verdict before a jury .  

The legislation authorized the payment of double the 

fee cap in those cases upon written order of the trial 

court or the director of OIDS .  The legislation was 

favorably reported out of both committees but failed 

to reach a vote on the floor of the House and Senate .  

ACDLA is positive about the prospects of this 

legislation in the next session .

Expungement. HB 405 (England) . Representative 

England introduced HB 405 in an effort to expand 

the number and types of cases that would be eligible 

for an expungement in Alabama .  The bill sought to 

add individuals convicted as a youthful offender, of a 

misdemeanor, a traffic violation, or a municipal ordi-

nance violation to the list of those eligible to seek an 

expungement .  The bill also sought to add those indi-

viduals convicted or adjudicated as a youthful offend-

er of a Class C or Class D to the list of those eligible 

to seek an expungement .  The legislation failed to 

make it out of the Judiciary Committee .

DUI.  SB255 (Orr) . Senator Orr again introduced 

a bill to radically amend the DUI statute .  SB 255 

sought to completely revise the DUI statute .  The 

first category would involve the standard 0 .08 breath 

test . The second would include those individuals with 

greater than 5 nanograms of THC per milliliter of 

blood or any quantifiable amount of any Schedule 1 

or 2 controlled substance .  The third would include 

an individual under the influence of alcohol, a 

controlled substance, or any other intoxicating 

substance or a combination of two or more of those 

substances .  The legislation contained a number of 

other significant amendments as well .  Senator Orr 

continues to pursue significant amendments to the 

DUI statute and has the support of a number of 

strong lobbying organizations .  The committee 

believes it is only a matter of time before Senator Orr 

is successful in getting this legislation enacted into 

law .

Other. There were a number of other pieces of 

legislation that ACDLA paid close attention to 

during the 2016 legislative session . ACDLA attempted 

to garner support for legislation amending the judicial 

override statutes, without success .  Efforts to clean up 

the prison reform legislation enacted in 2015 

(including the UPOM 1 issues) were unsuccessful, in 

large part due to the blowback from members of the 

legislature who thought the reforms went too far the 

first time .

The Legislative Committee remains active in the 

pursuit of legislation that benefits the membership 

and the individuals that we represent on a daily 

basis .  Your support and involvement is important 

in moving the goals and objectives of the organization 

forward .  If you are interested in getting involved in 

the legislative committee, please contact Chair 

Michael P . Hanle at 205-930-9717 or at mhanle@

rjaffelaw .com . l

ACDLA LEGISLATIVE UPDATE 
Continued from page 2 
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In the 2016 Regular Session,1 Alabama legislators 

revisited the 2010 Act,2 which criminalized intimate 

associations between any student under 19 years old 

and a very murky classification of “school employees .” 

Alabama was a late entrant into the minority of 

trendy3 states to draft sex offense legislation specifically 

targeting educators who develop physical relationships 

with students .4,5 While there is certainly no 

constitutional violation in states addressing media 

hot topics in legislation, states must take care that 

laws inform people of average intelligence what will 

be a crime,6 that laws treat similarly situated 

individuals similarly, 7and that laws do not infringe 

upon the fundamental liberty interests of  citizens .8 

So where does Alabama’s law9 fall short?

No Legitimate State Interest

Even under rational basis scrutiny, states must have 

a “legitimate state interest,” in singling out educators 

to be prosecuted differently than others . While most 

of these statutes10 made some mention of teachers 

being in a position of authority where the student’s 

consent might be manipulated or where the teacher’s 

advances might not be easily refused, Alabama’s 

legislation left us to guess . Alabama included no 

elements in the crime related to an employee acting 

in authority, such that consent might be defective . 

The synopsis of the act states: “Under existing law, 

certain acts between a student and a teacher at the 

school where the student attends may or may not be 

a crime depending on the capacity of the student to 

consent to the act,” hinting that the purpose of the 

legislation was merely to criminalize consensual acts 

between student and teacher . Even more perplexing is 

that the crime contains no elements related to any of 

the following: that any criminalized activity took 

place on school property or during school functions; 

that the actor supervised or had regular contact with 

the alleged victim because of his or her enrollment at 

the school; or that the student be enrolled at the same 

school which employs the actor, for that matter . The 

absence would seem to rule out any notion of the 

state’s interest in preserving the learning environment 

at schools .

After Lawrence v. Texas,11 laws abridging sexual 

autonomy may be subject to heightened scrutiny 

where they infringe a fundamental right . States have 

had some success overcoming heightened scrutiny 

based on dicta from Lawrence that the ruling “does 

not involve minors,” and these statutes do involve 

minors .12 Lawrence, however, advised States to avoid 

defining relationships or setting “boundaries absent 

injury to a person or abuse of an institution .”13 

Alabama’s law is being enforced against parties 

without regard to whether each one’s role as an 

educator played any role in inducing or manipulating 

sex from the student, and often without any 

complaining victims .14 Whether Lawrence should be 

controlling in, and heightened scrutiny should apply 

to, Alabama’s legislation lies in a complication that 

legislators created for themselves . The sex criminalized 

in this act is consensual sex, in that the age of consent 

is 16,15 but the consenting person may still legally be 

a minor for other purposes .

Whether rational basis or heightened scrutiny is 

appropriate, the question remains: does the State have 

a legitimate interest in protecting 16 – 19 year old 

students from their own statutorily-defined capacity 

to consent to sex with adults? If so, is singling out 

Continued on page 6

Alabama Takes Another Swing: Educator-targeted 
Sex Offense of Questionable Constitutionality

By: Joel L. Sogol and 3rd year U of A Law School student S Nicole Rowe

 . l
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years old, and adult volunteers may be as young as 19, 

this ambiguity poses an even greater intrusion into the 

private relationships of educators and volunteers . Not 

only can these employees or volunteers not have 

relationships with students at the school where they 

work or volunteer, but presumably any consenting 

high school student, ages 16 – 19, throughout the 

state . Alabama unreasonably scoops up a large amount 

of non-predatory sexual behavior with its poor 

drafting .

Potential for Substantive Due Process Violations

As a nation, America is maturing in its recognition 

of the individual’s fundamental privacy right in his or 

her own person . Lawrence discusses the evolution of 

this process as it relates to sexual autonomy . Some 

state courts have narrowly interpreted that right and 

concluded that there is no fundamental right to 

teacher-student sex .17 This is the very mistake that the 

Court made in Bowers v. Hardwick 18 when trying to 

evaluate whether there was a fundamental right to 

homosexual sex . Lawrence overruled Bowers’ attempt 

to narrowly define the right to sexual autonomy to a 

right to a certain type of sex act .19 The right is to be 

broadly construed as a person’s right to conduct his 

consensual sexual affairs in private, without 

interference from the state . Where Alabama recognizes 

the ability of parties to consent at age 16, criminalizing 

that sex for school employees as a strict liability 

offense, likely infringes upon the accused’s fundamental 

privacy right .

Potential for Equal Protection Violations

A police officer engages in consensual sex in a hotel 

room with a 17-year-old student . No crime . Next 

educators to prosecute rationally related to that 

interest? 

Ambiguity Allows for Arbitrary Enforcement

Although legislators revisited the definitions of the 

law, hoping to clear up an ever-broadening class of 

“school employee” and what professional contact, if 

any, that employee must have with alleged victim, the 

revisions provided no real clarity . Legislators provided 

that “student” means one enrolled in a K-12 school . 

Originally, “student” might have incorporated any 

number of learners, such as college freshmen and trade 

school students, under the age of 19 . (While that may 

be some form of improvement, one might wonder the 

State’s legitimate interest in criminalizing consensual 

sex between an 18 year-old-girl and a high school 

math teacher over Spring Break, but not any sex that 

occurs four months later, when she is an entering 

freshman at a university, would be consensual, even 

with the same math teacher . What additional 

protections are we offering her?) 

In 2010, the definition of “school employee” 

included “other school employee,” which has been 

interpreted by the courts to include even those who are 

not on the payroll of the school,16 and could easily 

encompass even other student volunteers, regardless of 

age . 2016 additions now include “adult volunteer” and 

makes reference to “position of authority” and “official 

capacity,” but neither the definitions or the elements 

of the crime have been amended to show that the 

employee need have any authority over, or official 

contact with, the alleged victim . The student still does 

not have to be a student in the same school that 

employs the offending “school employee” or volunteer . 

Considering that many teachers are as young as 22 

Alabama Takes Another Swing: Educator-targeted 
Sex Offense of Questionable Constitutionality

Continued from page 5
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door, the officer, who volunteers as a resource 

officer at the school, engages in consensual sex 

with a 17-year-old student, over whom he has 

never exerted any authority or direct supervision, 

is a sex offender . Consent is available as a defense 

for every other adult engaging in sex acts with 

people ages 16 -19 . Even if a person believes that 

16- to 19-year-olds are particularly susceptible to 

the influence of authority figures, this arbitrary 

classification, based on employment status rather 

than proof of predatory behavior, fails in its 

rational relation to the presumed state interest . A 

much less discriminatory means to protect students 

would be to raise the age of consent to majority 

and amend the ages on existing sex crimes . Of 

course, properly amending existing sex crimes to 

provide real protections to students would not get 

quite the media buzz or supply as much fuel for 

the next campaign as a new poorly-drafted, 

teacher-specific statute . l

___________

1  H .B . 238, 2016 Reg . Sess . (AL 2016) .
2  H .B . 38, 2010 Reg . Sess . (AL 2010) .
3   Teacher-directed legislation began to emerge after the 

very high profile teacher prosecutions of Pamela Smart, a 
23-year-old teacher who convinced her 15-year-old 
student lover to murder her husband, and Mary K . 
Letourneau, the 34-year-old teacher who conceived a 
child by her 12-year-old student . 

4  1993 Arkansas - Ark.Code Ann. §5-14-124; 1994 
Connecticut – Conn. Gen. Stat. Ann. §53a-71 (West); 
Ohio – Ohio Rev.Code Ann. § 2907 .03 (2010); 1995 
Maine – Me. Rev. Stat. Ann . tit . 17 § 254; 255 (a); 
1998 Indiana - Ind. Code Ann. §35-42-4-7; 1999 
North Carolina N.C. Gen. Stat. Ann. §14-27 .7 (West); 
2001 Kansas - Kan. Stat. Ann. §21-5512; New Mexico - 
N.M. Stat. Ann. § 30-9-13; Oklahoma - Okla. Stat. 
Ann . tit . 21 § 1111 (West); Washington - Wash. Rev. 
Code Ann. § 9A.44.093; 2002 Michigan §520 (b) 
(West); 2003 Iowa -  Iowa Code Ann. § 709 .15; Texas - 
Tex. Penal Code Ann. § 21 .12 (West); 2005 Missouri - 
Mo. Ann. Stat .  §566 .086 (West); 2006 Maryland - 
Md. Code Ann., Crim. Law § 3-308; 2010 South 
Carolina - S.C. Code Ann. § 16-3-755; 2011 

Pennsylvania - 18 Pa. Stat. and Cons. Stat. Ann. §3124 .2; 
2016 Hawaii - Haw. Rev. Stat. Ann. §707-731

5  The majority of states choose either to prosecute educators 
according to the elements of sex crimes applicable to all people, 
or to prosecute educators among other offenders who use their 
positions of authority to coerce a student to engage in sex acts . 
The following states prosecute all people uniformly: CA, FL, 
GA, ID, LA, MT, NE, NV, NY, OR, RI, SD, VA, WI . The 
following prosecute educators as included in a myriad of 
professionals in a position of trust or authority: AK, AZ, CO, 
DE, IL, KY, MA, MN, MS, NH, NJ, TN, UT, VT, WV, WY .

6  U.S. v Mazurie, 419 U .S . 544, 553 (1975) .
7  Engquist v. Oregon Dept. of Agr., 553 U .S . 591, 602 . (2008) .
8  Griswold v. Connecticut, 381 U .S . 479 (1965) .
9  Ala . Code 1975 § 13A-6-80 through 13A-6-83 . 
10  See, E.G., Haw. Rev. Stat. Ann. §707-731
11  Lawrence v. Texas, 539 U .S . 558 (2003)
12  See, E.G., State v. Edwards, 288 P .3d 494 (2012) .
13  Lawrence at 567 .
14   Kent Faulk, Accused Alabama man’s lawyer wants teacher-student 

sex law ruled unconstitutional,  Al.com, (Mar . 22, 2016), 
http://www .al .com/news/birmingham/index .ssf/2016/03/
lawyer_for_brookwood_teacher_s .html;  Carol Robinson, 
Teacher-husband Acquitted in Sex Case After Student-wife a No 
Show in Court, Al.com (Apr . 27, 2016), http://www .al .com/
news/birmingham/index .ssf/2016/04/teacher-suspect_
acquitted_afte .html

15  Ala . Code 1975 § 13A-6-70
16   Bonds v. State, 2015 WL 5511511 (Sept . 18)(Ala . Crim . App . 

2015) . 
17  See, E.G., Edwards at 498 .
18  Bowers v. Hardwick, 478 U .S . 186 (1986) .
19  Lawrence at 567 .
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CAPITAL CORNER
By Richard S. Jaffe, Jaffe, Hanle, Whisonant & Knight P.C.

ACDLA is holding its 21st Annual Death Penalty 
Seminar and Conference January 20-21, 2017 at 

the Embassy Suites in Hoover . You can view more details 
about the seminar, including a current agenda, list of 
speakers, and topics on the ACDLA website . You can 
also see this information on the ACDLA listserv, or by 
contacting MaryBeth Wyatt, our Executive Director, at 
Marybeth@acdla .org or 334-272-0064 . 

ACDLA’s Death Penalty Seminar is nationally 
recognized as one of the country’s highest quality 
seminars, attracting hundreds of attendees from all over 
Alabama and surrounding states, including lawyers, fact 
investigators, experts and mitigation investigators . There 
are a number of reasons for its success and much 
deserved reputation, but none more important than the 
extraordinary array of speakers and cutting edge topics 
ACDLA offers . Experienced and highly successful 
Alabama speakers, as well as nationally acclaimed 
Capital Lawyers and experts in their fields present each 
year . They impart a wealth of knowledge about the 
evolving law, trial techniques and practice points that we 
need to adequately and successfully defend our clients 
charged with capital offenses and facing the death 
penalty that is rapidly evaporating .  As I have maintained 
for years, the death penalty will eventually be abolished .

For the first time in modern history, public support 
for the death penalty is less than 50%! Death verdicts are 
down significantly over the past five years . State 
legislatures and/or state appellate courts have either 
abolished the death penalty or dramatically altered it   As 
a result, executions are down measurably . As one of 
many examples, only three states allow for jury override: 
Alabama, Florida and Delaware .  The United States 
Supreme Court in Hurst declared the Florida D .P . 
statute unconstitutional in violation of Ring.  Hurst v. 
Florida, 136 S . Ct . 616 (2016) .  The Florida legislature 
quickly amended its statute in several areas such as only 
allowing judges to override a sentence from death to life . 
But the Florida legislature did not require a unanimous 
jury to impose death, and so the Florida Supreme Court 
has just declared its new statute unconstitutional as well . 

(Alabama also allows for jury override and does not 
require unanimous verdicts for death) . The state of the 
Delaware death penalty statute is in turmoil . Rauf v. 
State, 2016 WL 4224252 (Del . Aug . 2, 2016) .  And the 
Alabama death penalty statute is under review by various 
courts including the SCOTUS . 

Another example of the evolving law is in the area of 
juveniles convicted of capital offenses . After the U . S . 
Supreme Court in Roper declared it unconstitutional to 
execute juveniles, the SCOTUS declared in Miller v 
Alabama that courts cannot automatically sentence 
juveniles to LWOP . Miller v. Alabama, 132 S . Ct . 2455 
(2012) .  Then Miller was held to be retroactive, impacting 
approximately 2300 individuals throughout the U .S . 
Montgomery v. Louisiana, 577 U .S . ___ (2016) .  And 
now our appellate courts (see the Henderson case) have set 
out clear guidelines for when a LWOP sentence is 
appropriate, and the Alabama legislature has enacted 
legislation on this matter . Ex parte Henderson, 144 So .3d 
1262 (Ala . 2013) .  Suffice it to say that the law is now 
clear that only the “incorrigible” and the “irredeemable” 
can constitutionally receive a LWOP sentence, and these 
are extremely rare instances .

All of these topics and many others will be presented 
at this years’ ACDLA Death Penalty Seminar . The array 
of speakers of national prominence is beyond impressive, 
speaking on topics such as cross-examining, dealing with 
mental health experts, presenting and developing 
mitigation, creative motion practice, jury selection, and 
storytelling to save lives – just to name a few . You will not 
want to miss it; and your clients will greatly benefit .  You 
will be more effective and powerful, and your judges will 
appreciate it . 

Most importantly, we all will learn and grow from the 
extraordinary speakers that will come to Alabama to 
impart their experience and knowledge to help us defend 
human beings (our clients) that the state is trying to kill . 
We are their voices and advocates . They need us!

See you there . 
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MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION 
2017 New Member/Membership Renewal 

 
 

 
 

Check membership category above. Complete this form, print and mail it, along with your check, to:  
ACDLA, PO Box 2488, Clanton, AL 35046 or go to http://acdla.org and join online.  
 
Name: _____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Address: __________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
City: _____________________________________State: _______ Zip: ______________________________ 
 
Phone: _______________________________________ Fax: _______________________________________ 
 
E-mail: ____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Declaration of Employment: 
I am not employed in any way by a law enforcement agency, a District Attorney or as a full time judge.  
Signature: ______________________________________________ 
 
Authorization to Communicate: 
I give ACDLA permission to communicate with me via US mail or by electronic format (including email 
and facsimile) information regarding membership, CLE events and other information related to criminal 
defense work. Signature_______________________________________ 
 
Method of Payment:   
☐  Check Enclosed in amount of 
$______________________ (Payable to 
ACDLA) 
 
*This membership  
will expire on December 31, 2017 
 

 
 
 

☐$75 New Lawyer – (Member of bar 0-2 yrs) 
☐$150 Regular Member – (Member of bar 3-10 yrs) 
☐$200 Regular Member – (Member of bar 11+ yrs) 
☐$150 Associate – (Paralegals, vendor, experts & investigators) 
☐$15 Student- (Current law student) 
☐$600 Presidents Club – (Free Registration – Summer Seminar) 
☐$7,500 Lifetime membership – (7,000 lump sum or $1,500/then $1000/yr; no more dues or 
registration fees for events)  

☐ VISA 
☐ MasterCard 

 
Credit Card Number: ____________________________________ 
 
Name on Card: ___________________________________________ 
 
Billing Address: _________________________________________ 
 
Exp. Date: ________________ 3-Digit Security Code_________ 
 
Signature: _______________________________________________ 
 

MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION
2017 NEW MEMBER/MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL
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MEMBERSHIP APPLICAITON 
2017  New Member/Membership Renewal 

Continued 
 

 
OPTIONAL LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM CHECKOFF: 
 
Legislative efforts cost money. If you can make a separate donation to ACDLA for its 2015 Lobbying 
activities, please include this donation with your dues: 
 
___________I wish to make an additional donation (above dues) this year to the ACDLA legislative 
program 
 
_____$75  _____$100  ______$150  _____$200  _____$250 or more  _____other   
 
IMPORTANT NOTE: These funds WILL NOT be used to political campaigns, only to offset legislative 
program expense. Please make all checks payable to ACDLA, P.O. Box  2488, Clanton, AL 35046. Visa and 
Mastercard are accepted offline. Just complete the form below.    
 
Method of Payment:   
☐  Check Enclosed in amount of 
$______________________ (Payable to 
ACDLA) 
 
*This membership  
will expire on December 31, 2017 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

Total to be billed to Card:_______________________ (Dues and/or Legislative Program Donation) 
 
RETURN THIS FORM WITH PAYMENT TO: 
 
ACDLA  
P.O. BOX 2488 
Clanton, AL 35046 
 
JOIN ONLINE AT: 
http://acdla.org 
 
 

☐ VISA 
☐ MasterCard 

 
Credit Card Number: ____________________________________ 
 
Name on Card: ___________________________________________ 
 
Billing Address: _________________________________________ 
 
Exp. Date: ________________ 3-Digit Security Code_________ 
 
Signature: _______________________________________________ 
 

MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION
2017 NEW MEMBER/MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL

CONTINUED

IMPORTANT NOTE: These funds WILL NOT be used to fund political campaigns, only to offset legislative 
program expense . Please make all checks payable to ACDLA, P .O . Box  2488, Clanton, AL 35046 . Visa and 
Mastercard are accepted offline . Just complete the form below .
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ACDLA 2016 Board of Directors Contact Information

DISTRICT VICE PRESIDENTS

DISTRICT 1
Patrick M. Tuten
Attorney
229 East Side Square
Huntsville, AL 35801
256-536-6881
e-mail: ptuten@tutenlegal .com
 DISTRICT 1
Brian M. White
White & Oakes, PC
P .O . Box 2538
601 Johnston St . SE
Decatur, AL 35602
256-355-1100
e-mail:  bmwlaw@whiteandoakes .com
DISTRICT 2
Justin K. Forrester
Forrester Law LLC
300 Richard Arrington Jr . Blvd . N
Ste . 301
Birmingham, AL 35203
205-521-0011/205-521-0021
e-mail: jkf@forresterlawllc .com 
DISTRICT 2
David L. Johnston Jr.
Brooks Harmon & Johnston, LLC
P .O . Box 67
Anniston, AL 36201
256-235-1995/256-238-8368
e-mail: dlcjohnston@bellsouth .net

DISTRICT 3
George B. Bulls, II
George B . Bulls, II P .C .
2801 Althea Street
Tuskegee, Alabama 36088
334-727-1074/334-727-1639
e-mail: g .bullsii@gmail .com
DISTRICT 3
Mike Winter
Winter Legal Strategies LLC
300 Water St . #300-A
Montgomer, AL 36104
334-263-5787
e-mail: MikeWinter@WinterLegal .net
DISTRICT 4
Russell Bergstrom
955 Dauphin Street
Mobile, AL 36604
251-433-4214
e-mail: rebmouthpiece@aol .com 

DISTRICT 4
Derek C. S. Rose
The Rose Law Firm, P .C .
P .O . Box 129
Daphne, AL 36526
251-431-4967/251-517-0333
e-mail: droseattorney@bellsouth .net
DISTRICT 5
“Sonny” Henry Theodore Reagan, II
125 East College St
Enterprise, AL 36330
334-347-0843
e-mail: sreagan@reaganlegal .com 
DISTRICT 6
Allison Taylor
714 Greensboro Ave . Ste 519
Tuscaloosa, AL 35401
e-mail: ataylor@tcpdo .com

The following persons were elected  
to serve as officers and board members  
at the 2016 Summer Seminar and  
Annual Meeting

OFFICERS

PRESIDENT
Paul A. Young
P .O . Drawer 311368
Enterprise, AL 36331-1368
IMMEDIATE PAST PRESIDENT
Hays Webb
Turner & Webb, PC
P .O . Box 21329
2312 University Blvd .
Tuscaloosa, AL 35402
Phone: 205-247-5011
Fax: 205-247-5669
e-mail: hays@turnerwebb .com
NEXT PAST PRESIDENT
William Herman Broome
Attorney
P .O . Box 1952
1110 Wilmer Ave . 36201
Anniston, AL 36202-1952
Phone: 256-238-8744
e-mail: BroomeNotGuilty@aol .com
 PRESIDENT-ELECT
Michael P. Hanle
Attorney
1330 21st Way South, Ste . 200
Birmingham, AL 35205
Phone: 205-930-9717
e-mail: hanlelaw@bellsouth .net
Phone: 334-347-0843
e-mail: paylaw2010@gmail .com 
VICE PRESIDENT
Wendell Sheffield
Sheffield and Lentine
Phone: 205-328-1366
e-mail: rws@sheffieldlentine .com 
SECRETARY
Ronald W. Smith
229 East Side Square SE
Huntsville, AL 35801
Phone: 256-517-8658
e-mail: ronwsmith01@hotmail .com

TREASURER
Nettie Cohen Blume
Blume & Blume, PC
2804 20th Avenue
Northport, AL 35476
Phone: 205-556-6712 / Fax: 205-556-7010
e-mail: nettie@blumelaw .net  
PUBLIC DEFENDERS 
REPRESENTATIVE
Elizabeth Glasscox
Office of the Public Defender of Jefferson 
County
1933 Richard Arrington Jr . Blvd . So . Suite 223
Birmingham, AL 35209
Phone: 205-588-4220 / Fax: 1-866-730-1427
e-mail: eglasscox@jeffcodefender .org 


