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	Committee
	Judicial Performance Evaluation Commission

	

	Date
Time
Location
	Thursday, November 21, 2013
8:00 a.m. – 12:00 p.m.
CCJJ Large Conference Room – Capitol Hill Senate Building Suite 330

	

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


	Members Excused
	

	
	

	Guests
	Paul Tonks, Gia Dowling

	Staff
	Kelsey Garner, Joanne Slotnik

	
	

	Agenda Item
	Welcome							Anthony Schofield
Approval of Minutes

	Notes
	Tony welcomes the group and the group approves the November 5th minutes.

Motion:  Nate Alder moves to approve the November 5th meeting minutes.  Kelsie seconds the motion, which passes unanimously.

	

	Agenda Item
	Disclosures set 7                                        Joanne Slotnik

	Notes
	The next round of narratives will include: Thomas Willmore, Jeffrey Noland, Andrew Stone, James Taylor, Karla Staheli. Commissioners made disclosures; Ann Marie recuses from Judge Staheli and Ron recuses from Judge Michelle Christiansen. 

	

	Agenda Item:
	Discussion: Voting Procedure                                  Anthony Schofield

	
	Last time the commission voted in open session by secret ballot. We have been assuming that the results of the votes were protected information. However, Joanne reviewed the January 2012 meeting minutes and, surprisingly, found that the specific voting results for each judge are in the minutes, which are a public record.
    
The Open and Public Meetings Act requires votes to be taken in public, including a record of each vote taken. The JPEC statute states that any vote on whether or not to retain a judge is a protected record. Paul Tonks consulted with other attorneys and reported that in contract negotiations, agencies often refer to potential vendors by number rather than by name.  JPEC could use a similar approach, listing the judges on the ballot by number as well as name.  The votes could then be public, with the judges identified only by number. No public record would link the judge numbers to judge names. Votes would be reported in numerical terms only; by statute, no JPEC commissioner names will be associated with particular votes.

We will have 7 ballots with a set of judges on each ballot.  We will distribute ballots in open session and vote on a set of 8 judges at a time.  We will then tally the results, report the numerical vote by judge number only, and seal the ballots.  

Joanne aspires to only one JPEC meeting per month in December and January.  No objections are heard.  At the Dec 10th meeting, we will discuss and vote on all the “borderline” judges.  This will include any judges about whom any commissioner has concerns, or who have failed a minimum performance standard.  The remainder of the voting will take place in January.

	
	

	Agenda Item: 
	Closed meeting
Motion: Nate moved to move into executive session.  Di 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 Tuesday, December 10, from 8:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. 
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