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Einsacacel PRESS RELEASE

Rosamary Rashleigh

ﬂﬁ;ﬁﬂ?ﬂﬂi The Committee for Judicial Performance Evaluation, 2lst Judicial
A District, has been working since April and is now releasing its final

Wesley Wendland . . . .
v e report. This Committee, with the cooperation of Mesa College, was com-

missioned by the Colorado Judicial Imstitute to evaluate the performances
of District Judges Charles A. Buss and Jose D. L. Marquez and County Judge
Arthur R. Smith, Jr., all three of whom are standing for retention in the
November election.

The Committee has utilized several procedures in its work. It sent
questionnaires to some 400 individuals in four Mesa County groups who have
direct personal contact with the courts - lawyers, law enforcement offi-
cers, social workers, and courthouse personnel. Although the question-
naires for each group were different, these specific areas were covered in
each: judicial temperament, fairness and decisiveness, diligence,
integrity, and legal ability. The results of these polls have been tabu-
lated and were considered in reaching the final conclusions. Summaries of
these results are included in this release and the entire report will be
available to the public at Elm Hall, Room 32, at Mesa College.

1o addition to creating, distributing, and tabulating the question-
naires, the members of the Committee have spent many hours observing the
judges in their courtrooms. Finally, each judge was interviewed at length
by the Committee.

After careful and lengthy consideration, the Committee recommends the
retention of all three judges.

Specific information about each judge follows. The table below each
judge's evaluation summarizes each group's response to the question:
"Should this judge be retained in office?"
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JUDGE ARTHUKR K. SKHMITH, JR. RECOMMEND FOR RETENTION
(UNAWIMOUS VOTE OF THE COMMITTEE)

Judge Smith has been a county judge in the 21st Judicial
District since January, 1983. He rates high in the
gquestionnaires on judicial temperament, fairness, docisiveness,
and integrity. He is perceived as being unbiased, courteous,
attentive, conscientious, and making rulings without delay. His
ratings in legal ability are good. The respondents in all four
groups polled were strongly supportive. The Comrnittee found
Judye Smith to be a conscientious and compassionate man.

" - " - e e e - - - < T e e v o o e e e

SUeltbARY CHART OF PLRCENT FAVORING RETENTION AHONG THE FOUR GROUPS

JUDGE SWITH LAWYER LAY SOCIAL COURT
GROUP OFFICER | WORKERS | PERSONNEL

PLRCENT FAVORING RETENTION| 96% 97 | 89% 72 | 100279 { ‘@22 '12’
PERCENT 'DO NOT KETAIN' ** | 4% & | 102 '8 0x 0 6% 1
PCRCENT ABSTAINING 0z 0 11 0z © 0% ©
RESPONDENTS WITH AT LEAST

ONE RESPONSE ON POLL 101 81 g 13

JUDGE JUSE D. L. HARGUEZ RECOMMEND FOR RETENTION

(UNANIMOUS VOTE OF THE COMM1ITTEE)

~ Judge Merquez has been with the 21st District as a district
judge since December of 1983. He scored high in the polls in
judicial temperament, integrity, and diligence. His ratings in
legal ability are good. Respondents indicate that he avoids
favoritism, is courteous, compassionate, attentive, and conducts
court proceedings with dignity. The Committee found Judge
Marquez to be a meticulous, patient. and dedicated individual.

SUIARY CHARYT OF PERCENT FAVORING RETENTION AMONG TIE FOUR GROUPS

JUDGE HARQUEZ LAWYER LaW SOCIAL COURT
GROUP OFFICER | WORKERS PERSONAEL
PERCENT FAVORING RETENTION 91% 98 89% 50 95% 20 100X 11
PERCENT 'DO NOT RETAIN' 62 6 113 6 5% ) 0x 0
PERCENT ABSTAINING 47 4 02 0 0% 0 0% 0
RESPONDENT WITH AT LEAST
ONE RESPOHSE ON POLL 108 -1 21 11
JUDGE CHARLES A. BUSS RECOMMEND FOR RETENTIDN

(NOT UNANIMDUS VOTE OF THE COMMITTEE)

Judge Buss has served as a district judge with the 2lst
Juditial District since September of 1977. He is ranked high
Ly respondents in decisiveness, fairness, and integrity. His
ratings in legal ability are good. According to the
questionnaires, he is inconsistent in the area of judicial
temperanent. He is also considered by some to be impatient.
Judge Duss was given high marks for conscientiously interpreting
the law withaout regard tu public criticism.

SUMHMARY CHART OF PERCENT FAVORING PETENZIOH AHONG TIE FOUR GROUPS

JUDGE BUSS . LAUYER LAY SOCIAL couRt
GROUP OFFICER | VORKERS | PERSOMilEL
PERCENT FAVORING RETENTION] 74% 75 | 75% 48 | 81% 17 ] 1002 '11°
PERCEHT ‘DO HOT RETAIN® 254 25 | 20% 13| 100 2 02 0
PEUCENT ABSTAINING 8 2 sz 3| 1% 2 07 0

RESPONDENTS UITH AT LEAST
OHE RESPONSE TO POLL 102 64 21 11




