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SUMMARY 

Proposed Motion 2010-0040 (pp. 5-6 of these materials) would fill a new judicial position in the 
Shoreline Division of King County District Court. The three candidates for the position will be 
interviewed at a special meeting of the Committee of the Whole on Monday, February 8, at 9:30 
a.m. The Council is expected to take final action on the appointment later that day. 

This staff report supplements the binder of materials that was distributed to each councilmember 
approximately two weeks ago. The binder contains: (1) the written materials submitted by each 
candidate to the King County Bar Association for the bar association screening process; (2) the 
bar association ratings and ratings criteria; and (3) a table listing selected information about each 
candidate.1 The bar association ratings and an updated version of the table are included in this 
staff report at pages 7-11. 

BACKGROUND 

A judicial officer needs-assessment, conducted by the Administrative Office of the Courts in 
2008, determined that the King County District Court caseload had increased by 46 percent from 
2004 to 2007 and that the court needed at least five more judges.  On that basis, and at the 
county’s request, the state legislature in 2009 enacted Engrossed Senate Bill (ESB) 5135, which 
increased the number of authorized judicial officers in King County District Court by five, from 
21 to 26, phased in over three years – two in 2009, two in 2010, and one in 2011.   

As authorized by the state legislature, the Council by Ordinance 16644 (adopted on 8 September 
2009) created two new judicial positions – one in the District Court’s Northeast Division and one 
in the court’s Shoreline Division. In the 2010 annual budget (Ordinance 16717, adopted on 
23 November 2009) the Council funded those new positions. 

Under state law, RCW 3.34.100, the county legislative authority is directed to fill all district 
court vacancies by appointment. The King County Code, chapter 2.70, prescribes a merit 
selection process for filling such vacancies, including:  

• Advertising of existing or anticipated vacancies by the clerk of the Council;  

                                                 
1 There are two new District Court judicial positions, one in the Shoreline Division and one in the Northeast 
Division. The binder includes materials regarding the candidates for each position. 
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• Rating of interested applicants by the King County Bar Association (KCBA) and any 
other bar association with an established judicial candidate evaluation procedure;  

• Referral by KCBA to the Council of the names of the candidates receiving the highest 
rating, with a minimum of three recommended candidates for each position to be filled;  

• Review of the candidates by the Council’s Committee of the Whole, which must then 
make a recommendation to the Council; and  

• Final appointment by the Council. 

KCBA has submitted to the Council a list of three candidates for the new judicial position in the 
District Court’s Shoreline Division, together with the ratings given to each candidate by KCBA 
and five other bar associations that have established judicial candidate evaluation procedures.2 

Proposed Motion 2010-0040 would fill the new judicial position, once the motion is amended to 
name the appointee. 

THE CANDIDATES 

The three candidates for the Shoreline Division position, in alphabetical order, are: 

• Marcine Anderson 
• Leonard Stephen Rochon 
• Sidney Strong 

Written materials concerning each candidate have been distributed to councilmembers in a 
separate binder. (The binder also includes materials on the six candidates for the new judicial 
position in the District Court’s Northeast Division; those candidates will be interviewed at a 
special COW meeting on Feb. 22.) The materials consist in large part of the candidates’ 
responses to an extensive Uniform Judicial Evaluation Questionnaire prepared by the 
Washington State Governor’s Office. Some candidates have submitted additional materials 
directly to councilmembers. 

THE BAR ASSOCIATION RATINGS 

Pursuant to the King County Code, the candidates have been rated by the King County Bar 
Associations and other bar associations having established judicial selection procedures. A table 
summarizing the ratings was included in the binder of candidate materials, and a copy is included 
at page 7 of this staff report. (The table includes the candidates for both the Shoreline Division 
position and the Northeast Division position.) 

                                                 
2 KCBA has also recommended candidates for the Northeast Division position. Those candidates will be 
interviewed, and one is expected to be appointed, on February 22. 
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COUNCIL REVIEW PROCESS – AS PLANNED 

Special February 8 COW Meeting 

Councilmembers will have an opportunity to interview the three candidates individually in 
Council chambers at a special meeting of the Committee of the Whole on Monday, February 8. 
Each candidate will be given an opportunity to provide an opening statement and will then be 
asked to respond, within a prescribed time period, to a series of questions. In the interest of 
fairness, each candidate will be asked the same questions. After answering the councilmembers’ 
questions, each candidate will be given an opportunity for closing comments. The total time for 
each candidate is expected to be about 15 minutes. 

Following the interviews, the committee is expected to meet in executive session to discuss the 
qualifications of the candidates and then to come out of executive session and report the motion 
out of committee.  

February 8 Council Meeting – Final Action 

At the Council meeting later the same day, councilmembers are expected to consider the 
recommendation of the Committee of the Whole and take final action on Proposed Motion 
2010-0040, appointing a new judge to the District Court’s Shoreline Division. 

AMENDMENT OF THE PROPOSED MOTIONS 

As described above, Proposed Motion 2010-0040 must be amended by inserting the name of the 
recommended appointee before the motion is adopted. 

INVITEES 

1. Michael Pierson, Co-chair, Judicial Screening Committee, King County Bar Association 

Shoreline Division Candidates 
 
2. Marcine Anderson 
3. Leonard Stephen Rochon 
4. Sidney Strong 

ATTACHMENTS Page 

1. Proposed Motion 2010-0040........................................................................................... 5 
2. Consolidated Bar Ratings of Candidates ........................................................................ 7 
3. Comparison of Judicial Candidates – Selected Criteria.................................................. 9 
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KING COUNTY 
 

Signature Report 
 

February 4, 2010 

1200 King County Courthouse 
516 Third Avenue 
Seattle, WA 98104 

     
  Motion   
     

 
Proposed No. 2010-0040.1 Sponsors Ferguson 

 

1 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

A MOTION making an appointment to fill a new judicial 

position in the Shoreline division of King County district 

court. 

 WHEREAS, as authorized by the state legislature in 2008 because of the 

increasing district court caseload, the metropolitan King County council by Ordinance 

16644, adopted on September 8, 2009, created and by Ordinance 16717, adopted on 

November 23, 2009, funded two additional district court judicial positions, including one 

new position in the Shoreline division of King County district court, and 

 WHEREAS, RCW 3.34.100 authorizes the county legislative body to fill judicial 

vacancies in district court, and 

 WHEREAS, K.C.C. chapter 2.70, provides for the metropolitan King County 

council to fill judicial vacancies in district court by selecting from among candidates 

receiving the highest rating from the King County Bar Association or another bar 

association with an established judicial candidate evaluation procedure, as defined in the 

King County Code, and 

 WHEREAS, the council has received candidate ratings from the King County Bar 

Association and five other bar associations with established judicial candidate evaluation 

procedures; has reviewed written materials concerning each candidate; has conducted 
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Motion  

 
 

2 

 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

interviews of candidates in accordance with K.C.C. chapter 2.70; and has carefully 

considered the qualifications of the candidates; 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT MOVED by the Council of King County: 

 ________________________ is hereby appointed to fill the new judicial position 

in the Shoreline division of King County district court. 

 

 
 
  

 

 
KING COUNTY COUNCIL 
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON 

  

 ________________________________________ 

 Robert W. Ferguson, Chair 
ATTEST:  

________________________________________  

Anne Noris, Clerk of the Council  
  

APPROVED this _____ day of _______________, ______. 
  

 ________________________________________ 

 Dow Constantine, County Executive 

  

Attachments: None 
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