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	Committee
	Judicial Performance Evaluation Commission

	

	Date
Time
Location
	Tuesday, November 5, 2013
8:00 a.m. – 12:00 p.m.
CCJJ Large Conference Room – Capitol Hill Senate Building Suite 330

	

	Members Present
	Di Allison, Kelsie Strong, Bob Fotheringham, Ron Gordon,  Anthony Schofield, Eric DeRosia, David Lambert, Joanne Rigby, Dave Roth, Ann Marie Allen(on phone), Shannon Sebahar, Nate Alder

	Members Excused
	John Ashton

	
	

	Guests
	Paul Tonks, Gia Dowling, Ben Whisenant

	Staff
	Kelsey Garner, Joanne Slotnik

	
	

	Agenda Item
	Welcome							Anthony Schofield
Approval of Minutes

	Notes
	Tony welcomes the group and the group approves the October 24th minutes.

Motion:  Joanne R moves to approve the October 24th meeting minutes.  Kelsie seconds the motion, which passes unanimously.

	

	Agenda Item
	Disclosures set 6                                           Joanne Slotnik

	Notes
	The next round of evaluations will include:  
Larry Jones, Wallace Lee, Thomas Low, Julie Lund, Mary Manley, Paul Maughan, Samuel McVey, Reuben Renstrom

Commissioners made disclosures; Bob Fotheringham recused himself from deliberating on Paul Maughan.

	

	Agenda Item:
	Discussion and Action Item:  change in introductory phrasing in 2014 reports

	
	In reviewing the report format, one sentence states how many survey responses the reports include.  This number currently includes people who respond to the survey by marking, “I have insufficient information to evaluate this judge.” Joanne and Eric discussed how best to not overstate our results and suggested new language. After some discussion, the group settled on: “For Judge A, X% of qualified survey respondents submitted surveys.   Of those who responded, 84 agreed they had worked with Judge X enough to evaluate his performance.  This report reflects the 84 responses”.  Reporting in this way would eliminate the respondents who completed the survey by answering that they didn’t have enough information to proceed any further. Eric pointed out that in most cases, we surveyed the entire population.  This makes a response rate in the 50% range very good.

Motion:  Di moved to approve the wording change as reported above. Joanne R. seconded the motion which passed unanimously.

	
	

	Agenda Item: 
	Closed meeting
Motion: Shannon moves to move into executive session.  Nate seconds the motion which passed unanimously.

	Notes:
	-closed-

	
	

	Agenda Item
	Open Meeting

	Notes
	Meeting adjourned.

	
	

	
	

	Next Meeting
	The next Judicial Performance Evaluation Commission meeting is scheduled for Thursday, November 21, from 8:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. 
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