Yakima County Bar Association
Judicial Candidate Evaluation Results
July 2008

Relevant Legal Diligence and Total: Total:
Legal Ability Temperament Integrity Experience Dedication
Rob Dave Rob Dave Rob Dave Rob Dave Rob Dave Rob Dave
Exceptional 16 28 17 43 28 a7 16 27 24 27 101 172
Well Qualified 35 32 29 31 26 24 33 30 34 31 157 148
Qualified 22 16 25 8 17 11 24 22 18 19 106 76|
Not Qualified 5 2 8 1 4 1 7 3 4 3 28 10
Insufficient Information 5 5 5 1 9 2 3 2 4 5 26 15
Total Votes 83 83 84 84 84 85 83 84 84 85 418 421

Note 1: The envelopes received by our office containing the completed judicial candidate evaluation forms were visibly inspected to ensure they were delivered unopened and with no apparent evidence of
tampering.
In addition, each envelope was inspected to verify it contained a postmark date no later than July 22, 2008. Twenty-four of the envelopes did not contain a postmark of any kind. Further inquiry found that

these envelopes were hand-delivered to Mr. Monahan's law offices prior to July 22, 2008 and as such, the evaluation forms meet the requirements set forth in the bar poll guidelines and the results are
appropriately included in the above summary of results.

Note 2: Thirteen judicial candidate evaluation forms were submitted without an attorney signature or any other identifying information. Due to the absence of this information, verification as to whether the
forms were received from members of the Yakima County Bar Association was not possible and, therefore, the information listed on the aforementioned evaluations is not included in the above summary of

results.

Note 3: Three judicial candidate evaluation forms were submitted that included only a Washington State Bar Association number but no original signature. The absence of an original signature automatically
invalidates these responses and the results are appropriately excluded from the above summary of results.

Note 4: Per discussion with Brendan Monahan, the judicial candidate evaluation forms were mistakenly not originally mailed to attorneys currently holding judicial positions within Yakima County. Once the
discrepancy was discovered, the evaluation forms were immediately mailed out and subsequently hand delivered to our office on July 28, 2008. Rather than exclude these results for not being postmarked by
the original due date of July 22, 2008, Mr. Monahan requested the results be counted due to the initial mailing error made with regards to this poll.

It should be noted that one of the evaluation forms referenced above did not contain an original signature or any other identifying information. Due to the absence of this information, verification as to whether
the form was received from a judge was not possible and, therefore, the results contained on the evaluation form have been excluded from the above summary of results.

Note 5: Four judicial candidate evaluation forms were received subsequent to the original bar poll deadline. These forms were from members of the Yakima County Bar Association who are not currently
holding judicial positions within Yakima County. Of the four evaluations forms received, one also lacked an original signature. Based on this information, these responses are automatically considered
invalid and the results appropriately excluded from the above summary of results. It should be noted that these evaluations forms do not meet the exception explained in Note 5 as they were from non-judicial

members of the YCBA.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
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