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SUMMARY 

Proposed Motions 2010-0039 and 2010-0040 (pp. 5-8 of these materials) would fill new judicial 
positions in the Northeast and Shoreline Divisions of King County District Court. The three 
candidates for the Shoreline Division position were interviewed by the Committee of the Whole 
on Monday, February 8. The six candidates for the Northeast Division position will be 
interviewed by the committee at a special meeting on Monday, February 22, beginning at 9:30 
a.m. The Council is expected to take final action on both appointments later that day. 

This staff report supplements the binder of materials that was distributed to each councilmember 
approximately four 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 rating criteria1; and (3) tables listing selected information about each 
candidate. 

Updated versions of both the bar association ratings and the tables listing selected information 
about the candidates are included in this staff report at pages 9-19. Except for those updates, 
this staff report and its attachments do not take the place of the binder of materials on the 
candidates, which councilmembers should continue to refer to as needed, but do take the 
place of the February 8 staff report on the Shoreline Division appointment. 

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 
                                                 
1 Please note that the binder includes the rating criteria used by Washington Women Lawyers (WWL) at the state 
level, rather than those used by the King County Chapter of WWL. The ratings criteria used by the King County 
Chapter are included in these materials at pp. 21-22. 
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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.2 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;  

• 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 and a list of six candidates for the new judicial position in the 
Northeast Division, together with the ratings given to each candidate by KCBA and other bar 
associations that have established judicial candidate evaluation procedures. 

Proposed Motions 2010-0039 and 2010-0040 would fill the two new judicial positions, once 
each motion is amended to name the appointee. 

THE CANDIDATES 

The six candidates for the Northeast Division position, in alphabetical order, are: 

• Michael Finkle 
• Rebeccah Graham 
• Richard Lawrence Mitchell 
• Ketu Shah 
• Vicki Toyohara 
• Donna Tucker 

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

• Marcine Anderson 
• Leonard Stephen Rochon 
• Sidney Strong 

                                                 
2 The appointee “shall hold office until the next general election and until a successor is elected and qualified.” 
RCW 3.34.100. 
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Written materials concerning each candidate were distributed to councilmembers about four 
weeks ago in a separate binder. 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, such as letters of 
recommendation, 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 is included at page 9 of these materials. That table updates and 
supersedes the ratings table that was included with the binder of candidate materials. 

APPOINTMENT PROCESS – AS PLANNED 

February 8 Special COW Meeting 

The three candidates for the Shoreline Division position were interviewed at the February 8 
special meeting of the Committee of the Whole. The appointment motion for the Shoreline 
Division appointment, Proposed Motion 2010-0040, remains in committee and will be on the 
agenda for the committee’s February 22 special meeting. The motion has not yet been amended 
to name the appointee. 

February 22 Special COW Meeting 

The six candidates for the Northeast Division position are scheduled to be interviewed at the 
committee’s February 22 special meeting. As on 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 Northeast 
Division candidate will be asked the same questions as the other Northeast Division candidates. 
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 for each open judicial position – the Shoreline Division position 
as well  as the Northeast Division position – and then to come out of executive session and report 
both appointment motions out of committee, either with or without a recommendation.  

February 22 Council Meeting – Final Action 

At the Council meeting later the same day, councilmembers are expected to consider and take 
final action on Proposed Motions 2010-0039 and 2010-0040, appointing new judges to the 
District Court’s Northeast and Shoreline Divisions. As provided by state law, the appointments 
will run “until the next general election and until a successor is elected and qualified” (RCW 
3.34.100). In other words, the appointed judges will need to run for re-election if they wish to 
continue serving after certification of the general election results in November of this  year. 
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AMENDMENT OF THE PROPOSED MOTIONS 

Proposed Motions 2010-0039 and 2010-0040 must each be amended by inserting the name of the 
appointee before adoption by the Council. The Committee of the Whole may amend either or 
both of the motions in committee or may report either or both of the motions out of committee 
without recommendation. 

INVITEES 

Northeast Division Candidates 
 
1. Michael Finkle 
2. Rebeccah Graham 
3. Richard Lawrence Mitchell 
4. Ketu Shah 
5. Vicki Toyohara 
6. Donna Tucker 

ATTACHMENTS Page 

1. Proposed Motion 2010-0039........................................................................................... 5 
2. Proposed Motion 2010-0040........................................................................................... 7 
3. Consolidated Bar Ratings of Candidates – Both Positions............................................. 9 
4. Comparison of Judicial Candidates – Northeast Division ............................................ 11 
5. Comparison of Judicial Candidates – Shoreline Division ............................................ 17 
6. Rating criteria of King County Chapter of Washington 

Women Lawyers ........................................................................................................... 21 
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KING COUNTY 
 

Signature Report 
 

February 17, 2010 

1200 King County Courthouse 
516 Third Avenue 
Seattle, WA 98104 

     
  Motion   
     

 
Proposed No. 2010-0039.1 Sponsors Dunn 

 

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 Northeast 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 Northeast 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 Northeast 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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KING COUNTY 
 

Signature Report 
 

February 17, 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 
 

COW Materials, Page 8



1
7
 F

eb
 2

0
1
0
 

C
o
n
so

lid
at

ed
 B

ar
 R

at
in

g
s 

fo
r 

N
o
rt

h
ea

st
 a

n
d
 S

h
o
re

lin
e 

D
iv

is
io

n
 C

an
d
id

at
es

.d
o
c 

C
O

N
SO

LI
D

A
TE

D
 B

A
R

 R
A

TI
N

G
S 

O
F 

C
A

N
D

ID
A

TE
S 

C
an

di
da

te
 

Jo
in

t 
A

si
an

 
Ju

di
ci

al
 

Ev
al

u
at

io
n

 
C

om
m

it
te

e 
K

in
g 

C
ou

n
ty

 B
ar

 
A

ss
oc

ia
ti

on
 

K
in

g 
C

ou
n

ty
 

W
as

h
in

gt
on

 
W

om
en

 L
aw

ye
rs

 

La
ti

n
a/

o 
B

ar
 

A
ss

oc
ia

ti
on

 o
f 

W
as

h
in

gt
on

 
Lo

re
n

 M
ill

er
 B

ar
 

A
ss

oc
ia

ti
on

 

Q
LA

W
 

(G
LB

T 
B

ar
 

A
ss

oc
ia

ti
on

 o
f 

W
as

h
in

gt
on

) 

N
O

R
TH

EA
ST

 D
IV

IS
IO

N
 

M
ic

h
ae

l F
in

kl
e 

Ex
ce

pt
io

na
lly

 W
el

l 
Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

Ex
ce

pt
io

na
lly

 W
el

l 
Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

Ex
ce

pt
io

na
lly

 W
el

l 
Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

Ex
ce

pt
io

na
lly

 W
el

l 
Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

Ex
ce

pt
io

na
lly

 W
el

l 
Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

Ex
ce

pt
io

na
lly

 W
el

l 
Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

R
eb

ec
ca

h
 G

ra
h

am
 

Ex
ce

pt
io

na
lly

 W
el

l 
Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

Ex
ce

pt
io

na
lly

 W
el

l 
Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

Ex
ce

pt
io

na
lly

 W
el

l 
Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

W
el

l Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
Ex

ce
pt

io
na

lly
 W

el
l 

Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
W

el
l Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

R
ic

h
ar

d 
La

w
re

n
ce

 
M

it
ch

el
l 

W
el

l Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
Ex

ce
pt

io
na

lly
 W

el
l 

Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
Ex

ce
pt

io
na

lly
 W

el
l 

Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
W

el
l Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
W

el
l Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

K
et

u
 S

h
ah

 
Ex

ce
pt

io
na

lly
 W

el
l 

Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
Ex

ce
pt

io
na

lly
 W

el
l 

Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
H

ig
hl

y 
Q

ua
lif

ie
d1  

W
el

l Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
Ex

ce
pt

io
na

lly
 W

el
l 

Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
Ex

ce
pt

io
na

lly
 W

el
l 

Q
ua

lif
ie

d 

V
ic

ki
 T

oy
oh

ar
a 

W
el

l Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
W

el
l Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

[n
ot

 r
at

ed
] 

Ex
ce

pt
io

na
lly

 W
el

l 
Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

W
el

l Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

D
on

n
a 

Tu
ck

er
 

W
el

l Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
Ex

ce
pt

io
na

lly
 W

el
l 

Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
[n

ot
 r

at
ed

] 
Ex

ce
pt

io
na

lly
 W

el
l 

Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
W

el
l Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

Ex
ce

pt
io

na
lly

 W
el

l 
Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

SH
O

R
EL

IN
E 

D
IV

IS
IO

N
 

M
ar

ci
n

e 
A

n
de

rs
on

 
W

el
l Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

W
el

l Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
Ex

ce
pt

io
na

lly
 W

el
l 

Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
Ex

ce
pt

io
na

lly
 W

el
l 

Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
Ex

ce
pt

io
na

lly
 W

el
l 

Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
W

el
l Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

Le
on

ar
d 

St
ep

h
en

 
R

oc
h

on
 

[n
ot

 r
at

ed
] 

W
el

l Q
ua

lif
ie

d 
[n

ot
 r

at
ed

] 
[n

ot
 r

at
ed

] 
[n

ot
 r

at
ed

] 
[n

ot
 r

at
ed

] 

Si
dn

ey
 S

tr
on

g 
[n

ot
 r

at
ed

] 
W

el
l Q

ua
lif

ie
d 

[n
ot

 r
at

ed
] 

[n
ot

 r
at

ed
] 

[n
ot

 r
at

ed
] 

[n
ot

 r
at

ed
] 

    
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   

1
 A

cc
o
rd

in
g
 t

o
 K

C
W

W
L,

 i
ts

 “
H

ig
h
ly

 Q
u
al

if
ie

d
” 

ra
ti
n
g
 i
s 

it
s 

se
co

n
d
 h

ig
h
es

t 
ra

ti
n
g
 (

b
el

o
w

 “
E
xc

ep
ti
o
n
a
lly

 W
el

l 
Q

u
al

if
ie

d
”)

 a
n
d
 i
s 

co
m

p
a
ra

b
le

 t
o
 t

h
e 

“W
el

l 
Q

u
al

if
ie

d
” 

ra
ti
n
g
 o

f 
th

e 
o
th

er
 b

ar
 a

ss
o
ci

a
ti
o
n
s.

 

COW Materials, Page 9



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

[blank page] 

COW Materials, Page 10



 
 

2/
17

/2
01

0 
4:

22
 P

M
 

C
om

pa
ri

so
n

 o
f 

Ju
di

ci
al

 C
an

di
da

te
s 

–
 N

or
th

ea
st

 D
iv

is
io

n
 –

 S
el

ec
te

d 
C

ri
te

ri
a1

 
 

 
M

ic
h

ae
l 

Fi
n

kl
e 

R
eb

ec
ca

h 
G

ra
h

am
 

R
ic

h
ar

d 
La

w
re

n
ce

 
M

it
ch

el
l 

K
et

u
 

Sh
ah

 
V

ic
ki

 
To

yo
h

ar
a 

D
on

n
a 

Tu
ck

er
 

Y
ea

r 
ad

m
it

te
d 

to
 p

ra
ct

ic
e 

la
w

 
in

 W
as

h
in

gt
on

 
19

88
 

19
91

 
19

92
 

19
95

 
19

81
 

19
84

 

Ex
pe

ri
en

ce
 

pr
ac

ti
ci

n
g 

la
w

 

cr
im

in
al

: 
24

 y
ea

rs
 a

pp
ro

x;
ci

vi
l: 

4+
 y

ea
rs

 

cr
im

in
al

: 
14

 y
ea

rs
 a

pp
ro

x 

cr
im

in
al

: 
16

 y
ea

rs
 a

pp
ro

x;
ci

vi
l: 

10
 y

ea
rs

 a
pp

ro
x 

cr
im

in
al

 a
nd

 
ci

vi
l: 

15
 y

ea
rs

 a
pp

ro
x 

cr
im

in
al

: 
7 

ye
ar

s 
ap

pr
ox

 
cr

im
in

al
: 

21
+

 y
ea

rs
 

Ju
ry

 t
ri

al
s 

as
 a

tt
or

n
ey

 
cr

im
in

al
: 

10
0 

ap
pr

ox
 

cr
im

in
al

: 
19

0 
ap

pr
ox

 
cr

im
in

al
: 

12
0 

ap
pr

ox
 

cr
im

in
al

 a
nd

 
ci

vi
l: 

18
0 

ap
pr

ox
 

cr
im

in
al

: 
10

0+
 

cr
im

in
al

: 
75

+
 

Ju
di

ci
al

 
ex

pe
ri

en
ce

 
–

 y
ea

rs
 

pr
o 

te
m

: 
13

 y
ea

rs
 a

pp
ro

x 
pr

o 
te

m
: 

8+
 y

ea
rs

 
N

on
e 

pr
o 

te
m

: 
2+

 y
ea

rs
 

ad
m

in
is

tr
at

iv
e 

la
w

 ju
dg

e:
 

11
+

 y
ea

rs
; 

pr
o 

te
m

: 
4+

 y
ea

rs
 

pr
o 

te
m

: 
10

 y
ea

rs
 a

pp
ro

x 

Ju
di

ci
al

 
ex

pe
ri

en
ce

 
–

 j
u

ry
 t

ri
al

s 
2 

as
 p

ro
 t

em
 

20
 a

s 
pr

o 
te

m
 

N
on

e 
5 

as
 p

ro
 t

em
 

N
on

e,
  

bu
t 

“1
00

0’
s 

of
  

be
nc

h 
tr

ia
ls

” 

15
 c

rim
in

al
 t

ria
ls

 
as

 p
ro

 t
em

 

Le
ga

l 
ed

u
ca

ti
on

 
J.

D
., 

19
81

 
U

CL
A 

J.
D

., 
19

88
 

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

f 
N

ew
 M

ex
ic

o 

J.
D

., 
19

79
 

Jo
hn

 M
ar

sh
al

l 
Sc

ho
ol

 o
f 

La
w

 

J.
D

., 
19

94
 

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

f 
M

in
ne

so
ta

 

J.
D

., 
19

80
 

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

f 
O

re
go

n 

J.
D

., 
19

83
 

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

f 
Pu

ge
t 

So
un

d 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1  T

hi
s 

ta
bl

e 
is

 b
as

ed
 o

n 
se

le
ct

ed
 in

fo
rm

at
io

n 
ob

ta
in

ed
 f
ro

m
 w

rit
te

n 
m

at
er

ia
ls

 p
ro

vi
de

d 
by

 t
he

 c
an

di
da

te
s 

an
d 

fr
om

 p
ho

ne
 c

on
ve

rs
at

io
ns

 w
ith

 t
he

 
ca

nd
id

at
es

. T
he

 t
ab

le
 s

ho
ul

d 
no

t 
be

 c
on

si
de

re
d 

a 
su

bs
tit

ut
e 

fo
r 

re
vi

ew
 o

f 
th

e 
ca

nd
id

at
es

’ w
rit

te
n 

m
at

er
ia

ls
, w

hi
ch

 c
on

ta
in

 a
 w

ea
lth

 o
f 
ad

di
tio

na
l 

in
fo

rm
at

io
n.

 

COW Materials, Page 11



 
 

2/
17

/2
01

0 
4:

22
 P

M
 

 
M

ic
h

ae
l 

Fi
n

kl
e 

R
eb

ec
ca

h 
G

ra
h

am
 

R
ic

h
ar

d 
La

w
re

n
ce

 
M

it
ch

el
l 

K
et

u
 

Sh
ah

 
V

ic
ki

 
To

yo
h

ar
a 

D
on

n
a 

Tu
ck

er
 

U
n

de
rg

ra
du

at
e 

an
d 

gr
ad

u
at

e 
ed

u
ca

ti
on

 

M
.B

.A
., 

19
95

 
Se

at
tle

 
U

ni
ve

rs
ity

; 
B.

B.
A.

, 1
97

8 
Lo

yo
la

 
M

ar
ym

ou
nt

 
U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 

B.
A.

, 1
98

3 
St

at
e 

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
of

 N
ew

 Y
or

k 

B.
S.

, 1
97

5 
G

eo
rg

ia
 I

ns
tit

ut
e 

of
 T

ec
hn

ol
og

y 

B.
A.

, 1
99

0 
W

hi
tm

an
 C

ol
le

ge

M
.A

., 
19

77
 

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

f 
W

as
hi

ng
to

n;
 

B.
A.

, 1
97

2 
W

es
te

rn
 

W
as

hi
ng

to
n 

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 

B.
A.

, 1
98

0 
Se

at
tle

 P
ac

ifi
c 

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
; 

A.
A.

, 1
97

7 
Ed

m
on

ds
 

Co
m

m
un

ity
 

Co
lle

ge
 

Ju
di

ci
al

 
an

d/
or

 
pr

o 
te

m
 

h
is

to
ry

 

• 
Pr

o 
Te

m
, 

va
rio

us
 

m
un

ic
ip

al
 

co
ur

ts
, 2

00
0-

pr
es

en
t 

 
• 

Pr
o 

Te
m

, K
in

g 
Co

un
ty

 
D

is
tr

ic
t 

Co
ur

t,
 

19
96

-2
00

9 

• 
Pr

o 
Te

m
, K

in
g 

Co
un

ty
 

D
is

tr
ic

t 
Co

ur
t,

 
20

05
-p

re
se

nt
 

• 
Pr

o 
Te

m
, K

in
g 

Co
un

ty
 

Su
pe

rio
r 

Co
ur

t,
 2

00
4-

pr
es

en
t 

• 
Pr

o 
Te

m
, 

va
rio

us
 

m
un

ic
ip

al
 

co
ur

ts
, 2

00
2-

20
03

 

• 
N

ot
 a

pp
lic

ab
le

 
• 

Pr
o 

Te
m

, K
in

g 
Co

un
ty

 
D

is
tr

ic
t 

Co
ur

t,
 

20
07

-p
re

se
nt

 

• 
Pr

o 
Te

m
, 

va
rio

us
 

m
un

ic
ip

al
 

co
ur

ts
, 2

00
8-

pr
es

en
t 

• 
Le

ad
 

Ad
m

in
is

tr
at

iv
e 

La
w

 J
ud

ge
, 

W
A 

O
ff

ic
e 

of
 

Ad
m

in
is

tr
at

iv
e 

H
ea

rin
gs

, 
20

06
-2

00
8 

• 
Ad

m
in

is
tr

at
iv

e 
La

w
 J

ud
ge

, 
W

A 
O

ff
ic

e 
of

 
Ad

m
in

is
tr

at
iv

e 
H

ea
rin

gs
, 

19
97

-2
00

6 
• 

Pr
o 

Te
m

, K
in

g 
Co

un
ty

 
D

is
tr

ic
t 

Co
ur

t,
 

19
95

-1
99

7 

• 
Pr

o 
Te

m
, K

in
g 

Co
un

ty
 

D
is

tr
ic

t 
Co

ur
t,

 
20

06
-p

re
se

nt
 

• 
Pr

o 
Te

m
, 

va
rio

us
 

m
un

ic
ip

al
 

co
ur

ts
, 2

00
0-

pr
es

en
t 

• 
In

te
rim

 
Ju

dg
e,

 D
es

 
M

oi
ne

s 
M

un
ic

ip
al

 
Co

ur
t,

 2
00

7 

COW Materials, Page 12



 
 

2/
17

/2
01

0 
4:

22
 P

M
 

 
M

ic
h

ae
l 

Fi
n

kl
e 

R
eb

ec
ca

h 
G

ra
h

am
 

R
ic

h
ar

d 
La

w
re

n
ce

 
M

it
ch

el
l 

K
et

u
 

Sh
ah

 
V

ic
ki

 
To

yo
h

ar
a 

D
on

n
a 

Tu
ck

er
 

Em
pl

oy
m

en
t 

h
is

to
ry

 a
s 

at
to

rn
ey

 

• 
As

si
st

an
t 

Se
at

tle
 C

ity
 

At
to

rn
ey

 
Su

pe
rv

is
or

, 
19

90
-p

re
se

nt
 

• 
D

ep
ut

y 
Lo

s 
An

ge
le

s 
Ci

ty
 

At
to

rn
ey

, 
19

86
-1

99
0 

• 
As

so
ci

at
e,

 
R
ei

sh
 &

 
R
ei

ch
er

, 
19

85
-1

98
6 

• 
As

so
ci

at
e,

 
G

re
en

be
rg

, 
Be

rn
ha

rd
 e

t 
al

., 
19

81
-

19
85

 

• 
So

le
 

pr
ac

tit
io

ne
r,

 
20

01
-p

re
se

nt
 

• 
St

af
f 

At
to

rn
ey

, 
As

so
ci

at
ed

 
Co

un
ci

l f
or

 
th

e 
Ac

cu
se

d,
 

19
90

-2
00

1 
• 

St
af

f 
At

to
rn

ey
, N

ew
 

M
ex

ic
o 

Pu
bl

ic
 

D
ef

en
de

r,
 

19
88

-1
99

0 
• 

As
so

ci
at

e,
 

La
w

 O
ff

ic
e 

of
 

D
av

id
 

G
ra

ha
m

, 
19

88
-1

99
0 

• 
Pr

os
ec

ut
in

g 
At

to
rn

ey
, C

ity
 

of
 R

ed
m

on
d,

 
19

95
-p

re
se

nt
 

• 
D

ep
ut

y 
Pr

os
ec

ut
in

g 
At

to
rn

ey
, C

ity
 

of
 R

ed
m

on
d,

 
19

93
-1

99
5 

• 
Co

de
 

En
fo

rc
em

en
t 

O
ff

ic
er

, C
ity

 
of

 R
ed

m
on

d,
 

19
91

-1
99

3 
• 

So
le

 
Pr

ac
tit

io
ne

r,
 

19
79

-1
98

9 

• 
So

le
 

pr
ac

tit
io

ne
r,

 
20

00
-p

re
se

nt
 

• 
As

si
st

an
t 

Se
at

tle
 C

ity
 

At
to

rn
ey

, 
19

99
-2

00
0 

• 
As

si
st

an
t 

Va
nc

ou
ve

r 
Ci

ty
 A

tt
or

ne
y,

 
19

97
-1

99
9 

• 
Ex

ec
ut

iv
e 

D
ire

ct
or

, W
A 

St
at

e 
Su

pr
em

e 
Co

ur
t 

M
in

or
ity

 
&

 J
us

tic
e 

Co
m

m
is

si
on

, 
19

92
-1

99
7 

• 
Co

nt
ra

ct
s 

Ad
m

in
is

tr
at

or
, 

W
A 

St
at

e 
D

ep
t 

of
 

G
en

er
al

 
Ad

m
in

., 
19

90
-

19
92

 
• 

As
si

st
an

t 
Se

at
tle

 C
ity

 
At

to
rn

ey
, 

19
82

-1
98

8 
• 

Sp
ec

ia
l 

D
ep

ut
y 

Pr
os

ec
ut

in
g 

At
to

rn
ey

, K
in

g 
Co

un
ty

 
Pr

os
ec

ut
in

g 
At

to
rn

ey
, 

19
81

-1
98

2 

• 
Pr

in
ci

pa
l 

At
to

rn
ey

, 
Tu

ck
er

 &
 

St
ei

n,
 1

98
7-

20
05

 
• 

As
so

ci
at

e,
 

Ki
rs

he
nb

au
m

 
&

 C
om

bs
, 

19
84

-1
98

7 

COW Materials, Page 13



 
 

2/
17

/2
01

0 
4:

22
 P

M
 

 
M

ic
h

ae
l 

Fi
n

kl
e 

R
eb

ec
ca

h 
G

ra
h

am
 

R
ic

h
ar

d 
La

w
re

n
ce

 
M

it
ch

el
l 

K
et

u
 

Sh
ah

 
V

ic
ki

 
To

yo
h

ar
a 

D
on

n
a 

Tu
ck

er
 

Ju
di

ci
al

 
ph

ilo
so

ph
y 

(i
n

 5
0

 w
or

ds
 

or
 f

ew
er

) 

“I
 w

ill
 a

lw
ay

s 
tr

ea
t 

ev
er

yo
ne

 
w

ith
 r

es
pe

ct
. I

 
w

ill
 a

lw
ay

s 
m

ai
nt

ai
n 

th
e 

m
or

al
 c

ou
ra

ge
 

to
 m

ak
e 

th
e 

co
rr

ec
t 

le
ga

l 
de

ci
si

on
 r

at
he

r 
th

an
 t

he
 

po
lit

ic
al

ly
 e

as
y 

on
e.

 I
 w

ill
 

al
w

ay
s 

re
sp

ec
t 

th
e 

sa
nc

tit
y 

of
 

th
e 

la
w

, 
ev

en
 if

 I
 

di
sa

gr
ee

 w
ith

 it
. 

I 
w

ill
 a

lw
ay

s 
co

nt
in

ue
 t

o 
gr

ow
 

pr
of

es
si

on
al

ly
 

an
d 

pe
rs

on
al

ly
.”

 

“I
 t

re
at

 a
ll 

pe
op

le
 w

ho
 

ap
pe

ar
 b

ef
or

e 
m

e 
w

ith
 d

ig
ni

ty
 

an
d 

ac
kn

ow
le

dg
e 

th
ei

r 
hu

m
an

ity
. I

 
am

 w
el

l 
pr

ep
ar

ed
, l

is
te

n 
ac

tiv
el

y,
 s

et
 

cl
ea

r 
ex

pe
ct

at
io

ns
, 

an
d 

am
 

co
ur

te
ou

s.
 I

 
ta

ke
 a

n 
ac

tiv
e 

ro
le

 t
o 

en
su

re
 

th
at

 p
ar

tie
s’

 
rig

ht
s 

ar
e 

ho
no

re
d 

w
hi

le
 

ba
la

nc
in

g 
th

e 
ne

ed
s 

of
 p

ub
lic

 
sa

fe
ty

.”
 

“I
 h

av
e 

de
ve

lo
pe

d 
a 

go
od

 k
no

w
le

dg
e 

of
 t

he
 la

w
 a

nd
 a

 
se

ns
e 

of
 ju

st
ic

e 
th

at
 I

 w
ill

 u
se

 in
 

de
ci

di
ng

 is
su

es
 

th
at

 c
om

e 
be

fo
re

 m
e.

 A
 

ju
dg

e’
s 

ac
tio

n 
ca

n 
ha

ve
 a

 
pr

of
ou

nd
 e

ff
ec

t 
on

 p
eo

pl
e’

s 
liv

es
. I

 h
av

e 
th

e 
ex

pe
rie

nc
e 

an
d 

m
at

ur
ity

 t
o 

m
ak

e 
fa

ir 
an

d 
re

sp
on

si
bl

e 
de

ci
si

on
s.

” 

“T
he

 o
rd

er
ly

 
re

so
lu

tio
n 

of
 

di
sa

gr
ee

m
en

ts
 is

 
th

e 
co

re
 p

ur
po

se
 

of
 t

he
 ju

di
ci

ar
y.

 
To

 a
cc

om
pl

is
h 

th
is

 g
oa

l, 
re

sp
ec

tin
g 

al
l 

lit
ig

an
ts

 is
 

pa
ra

m
ou

nt
. T

he
 

be
nc

h 
m

us
t 

be
 

im
pa

rt
ia

l, 
in

te
lli

ge
nt

, a
nd

 
hu

m
an

e 
in

 it
s 

de
ci

si
on

s,
 t

ha
t 

is
, b

e 
fa

ir 
to

 a
ll.

 
W

he
n 

lit
ig

an
ts

 
re

ce
iv

e 
a 

fa
ir 

he
ar

in
g,

 t
he

 
ju

di
ci

ar
y 

is
 

st
re

ng
th

en
ed

 
an

d 
ci

vi
lit

y 
is

 
ac

hi
ev

ed
.”

  

“J
us

tic
e 

is
 t

he
 

ba
si

c 
fo

un
da

tio
n 

of
 a

 ju
st

 s
oc

ie
ty

. 
Th

e 
ju

dg
e 

is
 t

he
 

co
rn

er
st

on
e 

of
 

th
e 

ju
di

ci
al

 
sy

st
em

 a
nd

 
re

pr
es

en
ts

 t
he

 
fa

ce
 o

f 
ju

st
ic

e 
to

 
th

e 
pu

bl
ic

, 2
4/

7.
 

A 
ju

dg
e 

sh
ou

ld
 

be
 b

ey
on

d 
re

pr
oa

ch
, w

ith
 

th
e 

hi
gh

es
t 

of
 

st
an

da
rd

s 
of

 
in

te
gr

ity
 a

nd
 

et
hi

cs
 a

nd
 n

ev
er

 
be

 s
ub

je
ct

 t
o 

bi
as

 o
r 

fa
vo

r.
 

 “I
t 

is
 t

he
 ju

dg
e’

s 
re

sp
on

si
bi

lit
y 

to
 

m
ai

nt
ai

n 
th

e 
di

gn
ity

, r
es

pe
ct

 
an

d 
de

co
ru

m
 o

f 
th

e 
ju

st
ic

e 
sy

st
em

; 
to

 
en

su
re

 t
he

 
in

de
pe

nd
en

ce
 

an
d 

in
te

gr
ity

 o
f 

th
e 

ju
st

ic
e 

sy
st

em
 b

y 
. 
. .

  

“E
ns

ur
e 

fa
ir 

an
d 

im
pa

rt
ia

l 
op

po
rt

un
ity

 f
or

 
lit

ig
an

ts
 t

o 
be

 
he

ar
d.

 
U

nd
er

st
an

d 
an

d 
fa

ith
fu

lly
 s

up
po

rt
 

th
e 

ru
le

 o
f 

la
w

. 
G

iv
e 

cl
ea

r,
 

un
de

rs
ta

nd
ab

le
 

re
as

on
s 

fo
r 

m
y 

ru
lin

gs
. P

at
ie

nt
ly

 
tr

ea
t 

al
l p

ar
tie

s 
w

ith
 d

ig
ni

ty
, 

co
ur

te
sy

 a
nd

 
re

sp
ec

t.
 R

eq
ui

re
 

pa
rt

ie
s 

ap
pe

ar
in

g 
in

 m
y 

co
ur

tr
oo

m
 t

o 
do

 
th

e 
sa

m
e.

” 

COW Materials, Page 14



 
 

2/
17

/2
01

0 
4:

22
 P

M
 

 
M

ic
h

ae
l 

Fi
n

kl
e 

R
eb

ec
ca

h 
G

ra
h

am
 

R
ic

h
ar

d 
La

w
re

n
ce

 
M

it
ch

el
l 

K
et

u
 

Sh
ah

 
V

ic
ki

 
To

yo
h

ar
a 

D
on

n
a 

Tu
ck

er
 

 
 

 
 

 
“.

 . 
. e

ns
ur

in
g 

th
at

 a
ll 

pe
rs

on
s 

ar
e 

tr
ea

te
d 

fa
irl

y 
an

d 
w

ith
 d

ig
ni

ty
 

an
d 

re
sp

ec
t;

 
re

ce
iv

e 
eq

ua
l 

ju
st

ic
e 

un
de

r 
la

w
; 

an
d 

re
ce

iv
e 

eq
ua

l a
cc

es
s 

to
 

ju
st

ic
e 

in
 o

ur
 

ci
vi

l a
nd

 c
rim

in
al

 
ju

st
ic

e 
sy

st
em

.”
 

 

 

COW Materials, Page 15



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

[blank page] 

COW Materials, Page 16



C
om

pa
ri

so
n

 o
f 

Ju
di

ci
al

 C
an

di
da

te
s 

–
 S

h
or

el
in

e 
D

iv
is

io
n

 –
 S

el
ec

te
d 

C
ri

te
ri

a
1
 

 

 
M

ar
ci

n
e 

A
n

de
rs

on
 

Le
on

ar
d 

St
ep

h
en

 
R

oc
h

on
 

Si
dn

ey
 

St
ro

n
g 

Y
ea

r 
ad

m
it

te
d 

to
 p

ra
ct

ic
e 

la
w

 
in

 W
as

h
in

gt
on

 
19

90
 

19
80

 
19

68
 

Ex
pe

ri
en

ce
 

pr
ac

ti
ci

n
g 

la
w

 
ci

vi
l a

nd
 c

rim
in

al
: 

24
+

 y
ea

rs
 

cr
im

in
al

: 
29

+
 y

ea
rs

 
ci

vi
l a

nd
 c

rim
in

al
: 

43
 y

ea
rs

 

Ju
ry

 t
ri

al
s 

as
 a

tt
or

n
ey

 
cr

im
in

al
: 

25
+

 
cr

im
in

al
: 

80
-1

00
 a

pp
ro

x 
ci

vi
l a

nd
 c

rim
in

al
: 

75
-1

00
 a

pp
ro

x 

Ju
di

ci
al

 
ex

pe
ri

en
ce

 
–

 y
ea

rs
 

pr
o 

te
m

: 
12

+
 y

ea
rs

 

m
un

ic
ip

al
 c

ou
rt

 ju
dg

e:
 

11
+

 y
ea

rs
 

pr
o 

te
m

: 
18

 y
ea

rs
 

 p
ro

 t
em

: 
2 

ca
se

s 

Ju
di

ci
al

 
ex

pe
ri

en
ce

 
–

 j
u

ry
 t

ri
al

s 
15

 a
s 

pr
o 

te
m

 
75

 a
s 

m
un

ic
ip

al
 c

ou
rt

 ju
dg

e 
 

or
 p

ro
 t

em
 

N
on

e 

Le
ga

l 
ed

u
ca

ti
on

 
J.

D
., 

19
84

 
Su

ff
ol

k 
U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 L
aw

 S
ch

oo
l 

J.
D

., 
19

78
 

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

f 
Pu

ge
t 

So
un

d 
J.

D
., 

19
67

 
U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 o
f 

M
on

ta
na

 

U
n

de
rg

ra
du

at
e 

ed
u

ca
ti

on
 

B.
A.

, 1
97

7 
U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 o
f 

O
re

go
n 

B.
A.

, 1
97

5 
Se

at
tle

 U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 

B.
A.

, 1
96

4 
U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 o
f 

M
on

ta
na

 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1  T

hi
s 

ta
bl

e 
is

 b
as

ed
 o

n 
se

le
ct

ed
 in

fo
rm

at
io

n 
ob

ta
in

ed
 f
ro

m
 w

rit
te

n 
m

at
er

ia
ls

 p
ro

vi
de

d 
by

 t
he

 c
an

di
da

te
s 

an
d 

fr
om

 p
ho

ne
 c

on
ve

rs
at

io
ns

 w
ith

 t
he

 
ca

nd
id

at
es

. T
he

 t
ab

le
 s

ho
ul

d 
no

t 
be

 c
on

si
de

re
d 

a 
su

bs
tit

ut
e 

fo
r 

re
vi

ew
 o

f 
th

e 
ca

nd
id

at
es

’ w
rit

te
n 

m
at

er
ia

ls
, w

hi
ch

 c
on

ta
in

 a
 w

ea
lth

 o
f 
ad

di
tio

na
l 

in
fo

rm
at

io
n.

 

COW Materials, Page 17



Le
on

ar
d 

M
ar

ci
n

e 
Si

dn
ey

 
 

St
ep

h
en

 
R

oc
h

on
 

A
n

de
rs

on
 

St
ro

n
g 

Ju
di

ci
al

 
an

d/
or

  
pr

o 
te

m
 

h
is

to
ry

 

• 
Pr

o 
Te

m
, K

in
g 

Co
un

ty
 

D
is

tr
ic

t 
Co

ur
t,

 1
99

8-
pr

es
en

t 
• 

Pr
o 

Te
m

, S
ea

tt
le

 M
un

ic
ip

al
 

Co
ur

t,
 1

99
7-

19
99

 

• 
Pr

es
id

in
g 

Ju
dg

e,
 M

ap
le

 
Va

lle
y 

an
d 

Pa
ci

fic
 

M
un

ic
ip

al
 C

ou
rt

s,
 1

99
8-

pr
es

en
t 

• 
Pr

es
id

in
g 

Ju
dg

e,
 A

lg
on

a 
M

un
ic

ip
al

 C
ou

rt
, 2

00
9-

pr
es

en
t 

• 
Pr

o 
Te

m
, K

in
g 

Co
un

ty
 

Su
pe

rio
r 

Co
ur

t,
 t

w
o 

ca
se

s 
“m

or
e 

th
an

 1
5 

ye
ar

s 
ag

o”
 

Em
pl

oy
m

en
t 

h
is

to
ry

 a
s 

at
to

rn
ey

 

• 
Se

ni
or

 D
ep

ut
y 

Pr
os

ec
ut

in
g 

At
to

rn
ey

, K
in

g 
Co

un
ty

, 
Se

at
tle

, 1
99

5-
pr

es
en

t 
• 

At
to

rn
ey

, K
en

yo
n 

Su
lli

va
n,

 
19

95
 

• 
So

le
 P

ra
ct

iti
on

er
, 1

99
4-

19
95

 
• 

As
so

ci
at

e,
 O

gd
en

 M
ur

ph
y 

W
al

la
ce

, 1
99

3-
19

94
 

• 
As

so
ci

at
e,

 M
cM

on
ag

le
 &

 
Tw

is
s,

 1
99

1-
19

93
 

• 
As

so
ci

at
e,

 B
ry

an
 S

ch
iff

rin
 

M
cM

on
ag

le
 E

ls
to

n 
&

 T
w

is
s,

 
19

91
 

• 
As

s’
t 

G
en

’l 
Co

un
se

l &
 

Sp
ec

ia
l A

ss
’t 

to
 G

M
, M

as
s.

 
Ba

y 
Tr

an
sp

. A
ut

ho
rit

y,
 

19
86

-1
99

1 

• 
So

le
 P

ra
ct

iti
on

er
, 1

99
2-

pr
es

en
t 

• 
St

af
f 

At
to

rn
ey

, A
ss

oc
ia

te
d 

Co
un

se
l f

or
 t

he
 A

cc
us

ed
, 

19
85

-1
99

2 
• 

St
af

f 
At

to
rn

ey
, E

as
ts

id
e 

D
ef

en
de

r 
As

so
ci

at
io

n,
 

19
80

-1
98

4 

• 
So

le
 p

ra
ct

iti
on

er
, 2

00
2-

pr
es

en
t 

• 
Pa

rt
ne

r,
 S

tr
on

g 
&

 K
on

at
, 

19
95

-2
00

2 
• 

Pa
rt

ne
r,

 S
tr

on
g 

&
 K

yd
d,

 
19

87
-1

99
5 

• 
Pa

rt
ne

r,
 H

al
ve

rs
on

 &
 

St
ro

ng
, 1

97
1-

19
87

 
• 

G
en

er
al

 C
ou

ns
el

, S
ea

tt
le

 
U

rb
an

 L
ea

gu
e,

 1
96

9-
19

71
 

• 
St

af
f 

Co
un

se
l, 

Se
at

tle
 

Le
ga

l S
er

vi
ce

s 
Ce

nt
er

, 
19

67
-1

97
1 

COW Materials, Page 18



 
 

2/
4/

20
10

 2
:2

1 
PM

 

 
M

ar
ci

n
e 

A
n

de
rs

on
 

Le
on

ar
d 

St
ep

h
en

 
R

oc
h

on
 

Si
dn

ey
 

St
ro

n
g 

Ju
di

ci
al

 
ph

ilo
so

ph
y 

(i
n

 5
0

 w
or

ds
 

or
 f

ew
er

) 

“T
he

 S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t 

Co
ur

t 
is

 
a 

‘P
eo

pl
e’

s 
Co

ur
t.

’ F
or

 m
an

y 
pe

op
le

 it
 is

 t
he

 o
nl

y 
tim

e 
th

ey
 

w
ill

 e
ve

r 
se

e 
th

e 
in

si
de

 o
f 

a 
co

ur
th

ou
se

. M
y 

ju
di

ci
al

 
ph

ilo
so

ph
y 

is
 t

o 
ta

ke
 g

re
at

 
ca

re
 in

 m
ak

in
g 

su
re

 t
ha

t 
th

e 
pu

bl
ic

 h
as

 c
on

fid
en

ce
 in

 t
he

 
co

ur
t 

sy
st

em
.”

 

“I
 a

m
 c

om
m

itt
ed

 t
o 

th
e 

pr
ot

ec
tio

n 
of

 in
di

vi
du

al
 r

ig
ht

s,
 

to
 p

ro
vi

si
on

 o
f 

a 
le

ve
l ‘

pl
ay

in
g 

fie
ld

’ f
or

 p
ar

tie
s 

w
ho

 a
re

 
tr

ea
te

d 
w

ith
 r

es
pe

ct
, a

nd
, 

m
in

df
ul

 o
f 

th
e 

pu
bl

ic
 

re
so

ur
ce

s,
 t

o 
ac

co
un

ta
bi

lit
y 

fo
r 

th
os

e 
fo

un
d 

to
 h

av
e 

of
fe

nd
ed

, 
to

 ju
di

ci
al

 e
ff

ic
ie

nc
y 

an
d 

co
m

m
un

ity
 s

af
et

y.
” 

“I
 b

el
ie

ve
 in

 t
he

 r
ul

e 
an

d 
sp

iri
t 

of
 t

he
 la

w
. 
Ju

st
ic

e 
re

su
lts

 f
ro

m
 

an
 in

te
rp

re
ta

tio
n 

an
d 

ap
pl

ic
at

io
n 

of
 t

he
 la

w
 o

nl
y 

af
te

r 
ea

ch
 li

tig
an

t 
is

 g
iv

en
 t

he
 

op
po

rt
un

ity
 t

o 
fu

lly
 p

re
se

nt
 

th
ei

r 
cl

ai
m

s 
an

d 
de

fe
ns

es
. 

Co
ur

tr
oo

m
 d

ec
or

um
 m

us
t 

be
 

m
ai

nt
ai

ne
d,

 b
ut

 n
ot

 a
s 

an
 e

nd
 

to
 d

en
y 

co
ur

t 
ac

ce
ss

.”
 

 

COW Materials, Page 19



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

[blank page] 

COW Materials, Page 20



[Judicial Evaluation Criteria of King County Chapter of Washington Women Lawyers]

COW Materials, Page 21



[Judicial Evaluation Criteria of King County Chapter of Washington Women Lawyers]

COW Materials, Page 22


	Proposed Motion 2010-0039
	Proposed Motion 2010-0040
	Consolidated Bar Ratings for Northeast and Shoreline Division Candidates
	Comparison of Judicial Candidates - Northeast Division
	Comparison of Judicial Candidates - Shoreline Division



