Corpus Christi Bar Association
2011 Judicial Evaluation Poll

The Corpus Christi Bar Association had the Stateddd exas Department of Research
and Analysis conduct an electronic judicial evaluapoll of the Association’s
membership between September 19 and Septemberf 8 620 members of the
association, 171 filled out a ballot (resultingaimesponse rate of 28 percent).

Respondents were asked to rate each judge ones séiquestions, using a 5-point scale,
with a rating of 1 indicating that the judge “NeVdemonstrated the quality in question,
and a rating of 5 indicating that the judge “Alwagemonstrated the quality in question.
Respondents were instructed to use their persormalliedge to evaluate each judge, and
were instructed to evaluate only judges for whoaythad sufficient knowledge to
answer the questions. Thus, members were freectmddo evaluate any judge entirely,
or to answer only selected questions regardingopéat judges.

The eight questions on which judges were rated ielfows. Note that respondents were
not asked to rate the Nueces County District Casiting judges on question 8.

Questions:

. Applies the law correctly

. Rules promptly and decisively

. Makes efficient use of time (punctuality, effincy)
. Allows sulfficient time for presentation of issue

. Is impartial and unbiased

. Treats parties and lawyers with courtesy

. Writes opinions of good quality

. Staff treats parties and lawyers with courtesy

O~NO U, WN B

The following tables represent the results of tbk in each table, the column labeled
“Number of Responses” indicates the number of iiddials answering each question.
The average of all respondent’s ratings for ea@stjon is listed in the column labeled
“Average Rating”. The columns labeled “Percent ebponses” indicate the percentage
of total responses that fell into each categorye 3iim of percentages for any one
guestion may not equal exactly 100 because of iagn®ifferences in the number of
responses to different questions regarding the $atdge are due to members who
declined to answer particular questions regardiadgvidual judges.
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U.S. Courts

Hayden Head
U.S. District Court

Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always

Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 112 4.35 09% 1.8% 9%.142.0%| 48.2%
2. Rules promptly and 106 443 | 00%| 284 11.3% 255%  60.49
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 106 443 | 09%| 47% 85% 21706  64.29
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 104 404 | 3.8%| 3.8% 17.3% 34.60  40.49
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 108 4.24 5% 5.6% %r@417.6%| 63.9%
6. Treas parties and lawyers ;) 368 | 6.3%| 11.79% 23.4% 2520  33.39
with courtesy
/. Writes opinions of good 01 445 | 0.0%| 55% 6.6% 253%  62.69
quality
8. Staff treats parties and 107 448 | 09%| 56% 7.5% 16.8%  69.29
lawyers with courtesy
Janis Graham Jack
U.S. District Court

Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always

Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 110 3.98 3.6% 6.4 298, 31.8%| 40.0%
2. Rules promptly and 104 444 | 1.9%| 00%W 125% 23.1% 6259
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 104 428 | 1.9%| 48% 135% 23.1% 56.79
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 107 371 | 65%| 15.9% 159% 28.0%  33.69
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 106 3.8( 6.% 1412%.1%5 20.8%| 43.4%
6. Treats parties and lawyers g 310 | 13.9% 19.4% 25.9% 24.1%  16.79
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 93 424 | 32%| 54% 97% 28.0%  53.89
quality
8. Staff treats parties and 105 425 | 4.8%| 6.79% 105% 1520  62.99
lawyers with courtesy
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Nelva Gonzales Ramos

U.S. District Court

Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 95 4.53 0.0% 1.1p6 4.2985.8%| 58.9%
2. Rules promptly and 87 461 | 00%| 23% 23% 2760 67.89
ecisively
3. Makes efficient use of 87 461 | 00%| 34% 3.4% 21.8%  71.39
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 87 461 | 11%| 1.1% 2.3% 26.4%  69.0
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 87 4.67 1.1% 1.1% 3.4%8.4%| 75.9%
6. Treals parties and lawyers g, 469 | 1.1%| 1.1% 11% 20.9%  75.89
with courtesy
/. Writes opinions of good 68 450 | 15%| 1.5% 5.9% 27.9%  63.29
quality
8. Staff treats parties and 87 480 | 0.0%| 1.1% 2.3% 11506  85.19
lawyers with courtesy
Richard S. Schmidt
U.S. Bankruptcy Court
Percent of Responses
Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 75 4.27 0.0% 4.0 W.D37.3%| 46.7%
2. Rules promptly and 72 407 | 14%| 6.9% 181% 30.606  43.19
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 71 423 | 2.8%| 2.8% 12.7% 32.4b%  49.39
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 69 432 | 00%| 7.2% 11.6% 2320  58.09
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 75 4.28 0.0% 6.7% MA4722.7%| 56.0%
6. Treats parties and lawyers ;g 457 | 13.99 19.4% 25.9% 24.1%  16.7¢
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 58 433 | 17%| 3.4% 10.3% 29.3%  55.29
quality
8. Staff treats parties and 70 459 | 1.4%| 14% 8.6% 14.3%  74.39
lawyers with courtesy
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B. Janice Ellington
U.S. Magistrate Judge

Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 65 4.29 0.0% 6.2p6 7.1986.9%| 49.2%
iéggi'\f;}?romp“y and 57 440 | 0.0%| 3.5% 12.3% 246%  59.69
3. Makes efficient use of 58 447 | 17%| 1.7% 10.3% 20.7%  65.59
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 56 445 | 0.0%| 3.6% 125% 19.606  64.39
presentatlon of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 58 4.59 0.0% 1.7% 6.p22.4%| 69.0%
f\/’i;rggfﬁtggg'es and lawyers ¢, 470 | 32%| 00% 6.5% 11.3%  79.09
;ux\l’i:;es opinions of good 44 430 | 0.0%| 9.1% 9.1% 250%  56.89
8. Staff treats parties and 57 468 | 0.0%| 1.8% 53% 1580  77.29
lawyers with courtesy
Brian Owsley
U.S. Magistrate Judge
Percent of Responses
Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 51 4.20 0.0% 7.8 %U.B33.3%| 47.1%
ééggi’sglgmmp“y and 50 430 | 0.0%| 8.0% 8.0% 30.0%  54.09
3. Makes efficient use of 50 426 | 2.0%| 80% 10.0% 22.0b6 58.09
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 47 426 | 00%| 6.4% 14.9% 2550  53.29
presentatlon of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 50 4.42 0.0% 6.0% %2/016.0%| 66.0%
f\/’i;rggfﬁtggg'es and lawyers —4q 439 | 0.0%| 4.1% 143% 20.4b6  61.29
;ux\l’i:;es opinions of good 39 423 | 0.0%| 7.7% 154% 23.1%  53.89
8. Staff treats parties and 50 464 | 00%| 20% 80% 14.0%  76.09

lawyers with courtesy
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3" Court of Appeals

Rogelio Valdez

————"
1

Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 69 3.30 7.2% 13.0% 138. 23.2% 17.4%
(21' Rules promptly and 66 312 | 7.6%| 21.2% 39.4% 15206  16.79
ecisively
3. Makes efficient use of 59 356 | 8.5%| 11.9% 254% 23.7%  30.59
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 59 3.90 | 3.4%| 11.9% 16.9% 27.1%  40.79
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 62 3.13 12.9% 12)9%.1%7 22.6% 14.5%
6. Treats parties and lawyers g 405 | 52%| 8.6% 10.3% 27.606  48.39
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 61 318 | 11.5% 13.1% 36.1% 24.6%  14.89
quality
f' Staff treats parties and 62 448 | 32%| 32% 6.5% 16.1%  71.09
awyers with courtesy
Nelda V. Rodriguez
Percent of Responses
Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 74 3.62 54% 12.2% 3P4. 31.1%| 27.0%
2. Rules promptly and 69 326 | 87%| 20.3% 29.0% 20.3% 21.79
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 60 362 | 1009 11.7% 21.7% 20.0% 36.79
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 61 3.98 | 3.3%| 115% 115% 3110  42.69
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 66 3.47 10.6% 13)6%.7%9 30.3% 25.8%
6. Treals parties and lawyers g, 421 | 32%| 6.5% 9.7% 27.4%  53.29
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 65 345 | 10.8%4 12.3% 24.6% 2620  26.29
quality
8. Staff treats parties and 62 455 | 1.6%| 6.5% 320 12.9%  75.89

lawyers with courtesy
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Dori Contreras Garza

Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always

Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 72 3.32 8.3% 11.1% 53%4. 26.4% 16.7%
5- Rules promptly and 66 315 | 7.6%| 21.29% 37.9% 1520  18.29

ecisively
3. Makes efficient use of 59 349 | 1029 11.9% 27.1% 20.3%  30.59
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 59 3.88 | 3.4%| 11.9% 16.9% 28.8%  39.09
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 61 3.28 9.8% 13.1% 8%2. 27.9% 16.4%
6. Treats parties and lawyers g 412 | 52%| 1.7% 19.0% 24.1%  50.09
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 61 328 | 1159 8294 37.7% 26.20  16.49
quality
8. Staff treats parties and 60 453 | 1.7%| 33% 6.7% 16.7%  71.79
lawyers with courtesy
Gina Benavides
Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always

Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 73 3.51 8.2% 11.0% 828. 26.0%| 26.0%
2. Rules promptly and 66 329 | 6.1%| 182% 39.4% 13.6%  22.79
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 60 362 | 83%| 13.3% 250% 1500  38.39
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 59 3.92 | 3.4%| 11.9% 16.9% 25.4%  42.49
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 64 3.45 10.9% 9.4% 6%6| 29.7%| 23.4%
6. Treats parties and lawyers 4, 423 | 32%| 329 16.1% 22.606 54.89
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 61 3.46 | 1159 9.894 23.0% 32.8%  23.09
quality
8. Staff treats parties and 62 453 | 16%| 3.2% 8.1% 1450  72.69

lawyers with courtesy
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Rose Vela
Percent of Responses
Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 76 3.36 17.1% 9.2 124, 26.3%| 26.3%
ééggi’sglgmmp“y and 69 323 | 18.894 11.6% 21.7% 23.2%  24.64
3. Makes efficient use of 62 340 | 21.09 9.7% 16.1% 14.5%  38.79
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 60 380 | 13.3% 83% 10.0% 21.7%  46.79
presentatlon of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 65 3.17 23.1% 10)8%.9%8 24.6% 24.6%
6. Treats parties and lawyers ¢4 389 | 17504 3204 4.8% 22206  52.49
with courtesy
gug‘l’i[';es opinions of good 65 335 | 1859 10.8% 12.3% 33.8%  24.69
8. Staff reats parties and 64 428 | 9.4%| 47% 47% 109%  70.39
lawyers with courtesy
Gregory T. Perkes
Percent of Responses
Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 59 3.73 8.5% 10.2% 3%. 32.2%| 33.9%
iéggi'\f;}?romp“y and 55 3.45 | 1099 14.5% 23.6% 20.0%  30.99
3. Makes efficient use of 51 373 | 9.8%| 11.8% 216% 9.8%  47.19
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 49 396 | 6.1%| 12.20p 12.29% 18.4%  51.09
presentatlon of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 53 3.62 11.3% 11/3%.0%7 24.5%| 35.8%
6. Treats parties and lawyers g 424 | 6.1%| 6.1% 122% 82%  67.39
with courtesy
;uﬁwes opinions of good 52 3.75 | 7.7%| 11.5% 15.4% 28.8%  36.59
8. Staff treats parties and 54 441 | 1.9%| 93% 7.4% 93%  72.29
lawyers with courtesy
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Nueces County District Courts

Nanette Hasette
28" District Court

Percent of Responses
Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 128 3.44 3.9% 18.8% .626| 31.3% 19.5%
2. Rules promptly and 122 339 | 9.0%| 15.6% 25.4% 27.9% 22.19
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 122 363 | 4.1%| 14.8% 23.8% 28.7%  28.79
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 122 402 | 25%| 9.0% 16.4% 28.70%  43.49
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 122 3.5 8.2% 18)9%.6%5 27.9% 29.5%
6. Treats parties and lawyers ;55 424 | 32%| 6.4% 10.4% 23.2%  56.89
with courtesy
;ug\l’i:';es opinions of good 63 3.48 | 95%| 14.3% 20.6% 30.206  25.49
8. Staff treats parties and 118 435 | 25%| 519 9.3% 21206  61.99
lawyers with courtesy
Bobby Galvan
94™ District Court
Percent of Responses
Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 131 417 0.8% 3.1% 798, 43.5%| 38.9%
2. Rules promptly and 126 421 | 0.0%| 4.8% 11.1% 42.9%  41.39
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 122 426 | 0.8%| 4.99% 9.0% 37.7%  47.59
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 125 442 | 08%| 24% 88% 304% 57.69
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 127 4.37 1.86% 55% 9%6.327.6%| 59.1%
6. Treats parties and lawyers ;g 463 | 08%| 169 4.7% 203 72.79
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 65 425 | 15%| 4.6% 12.3% 30.8%  50.89
quality
8. Staff treats parties and 121 464 | 00% 17% 58% 19.00  73.69
lawyers with courtesy
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Angelica Hernandez

7

105" District Court
Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always

Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 94 3.51 85% 9.6p0 26.730.9%| 23.4%
2. Rules promptly and 89 3.80 | 9.0%| 6.7% 14.6% 34.80%  34.89
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 88 372 | 91%| 80% 17.0% 34.1b6  31.89
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 92 388 | 8.7%| 7.6% 12.0% 30.4b6  41.39
presentatlon of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 89 3.61 11.2% 10/1%.0%8 28.1%| 32.6%
6. Treats parties and lawyers o, 404 | 11.04 4.4% 88% 2090  54.99
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 50 344 | 16.0% 6.0% 20.0% 34.0% 24.09
quality
|8- Staff treats parties and 95 424 | 84%| 21% 8.4% 18.9%  62.19
awyers with courtesy
Sandra L. Watts
117" District Court

Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always

Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 138 4.20 29% 430 9.4 36.2%| 47.1%
5- Rules promptly and 135 436 | 3.0%| 220 89% 2740 5859
ecisively
3. Makes efficient use of 129 447 | 31%| 08% 7.8% 2250  65.99
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 131 436 | 38% 319 6.9% 2600  60.39
presentatlon of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 130 4.3( 3.8% 6.2% %6.223.8%| 60.0%
6. Treats parties and lawyers 4, 448 | 3.0%| 3.8%W 53% 17.4%  70.59
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 68 432 | 44%| 4.4% 7.4% 22.1%  61.89
quality
|8' Staff treats parties and 126 451 | 32%| 24% 63% 16706  71.49
awyers with courtesy
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Gu¥ Williams
148" District Court
Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always

Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 89 3.20 13.5% 14.6% .826| 30.3% 15.7%
2. Rules promptly and 88 345 | 11.4% 11.4% 22.7% 295%  25.09
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 86 335 | 11.69 14.0% 24.4% 27.9% 22.19
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 86 363 | 9.3%| 93% 221% 27.9%  31.49
presentatlon of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 86 3.41 12.8% 1218%.1%2 25.6% 26.7%
6. Treats parties and lawyers o, 3.78 | 8.8%| 99% 18.7% 19.8%  42.99
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 49 3.20 | 14.3% 18.4% 22.4% 22.4%  22.49
quality
8. Staff treats parties and 88 401 | 1029 57% 13.6% 13.6% 56.89
lawyers with courtesy
Jose Longoria
214" District Court

Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always

Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 133 2.84 16.5% 28.69%2.6% | 18.8% 13.5%
2. Rules promptly and 128 331 | 15694 18.8% 14.1% 21.9%  29.7¢
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 125 331 | 12.0% 20.0% 200% 208% 27.29
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 124 300 | 21.8% 153% 23.4% 20.2%  19.4¢
presentatlon of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 125 2.64 28.0% 25/6%.4% | 14.4% 17.6%
6. Treats parties and lawyers 4 286 | 26204 23.1% 10.8% 18.5%  21.5¢
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 64 3.00 | 25.004 20.3% 125% 14.10%  28.19
quality
8. Staff treats parties and 121 381 | 14994 839 83% 1820  50.49

lawyers with courtesy
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Tom Greenwell
319" District Court

Percent of Responses
Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 128 4.06 3.9% 6.3% 388, 32.8%| 43.8%
2. Rules promptly and 124 413 | 48%| 484 89% 3550  46.09
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 120 429 | 33%| 33% 10.0% 27.5%  55.89
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 122 439 | 33%| 25% 57% 2876  59.89
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 121 4.23 3.3% 7.4% %7.[426.4%| 55.4%
6. Treats parties and lawyers 5, 454 | 41%| 25% 1.7% 19.00%6  72.79
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 61 423 | 6.6%| 4.9% 6.6% 23.0% 59.09
quality
8. Staff treats parties and 119 455 | 3.4%| 17% 50% 1600  73.99
lawyers with courtesy
Missy Medary
347" District Court
Percent of Responses
Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 59 3.76 11.9% 5.1% 6%8. 33.9%| 35.6%
2. Rules promptly and 58 381 | 1219 520 12.1% 31.0%  39.79
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 59 395 | 1199 519 10.2% 22.0%  50.89
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 59 392 | 11.9% 6.8% 85% 23.7%  49.29
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 59 3.95 11.9% 5.1% 2%0. 22.0%| 50.8%
6. Treats parties and lawyers ¢ 424 | 91%| 45% 6.1% 13.6V6  66.79
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 41 373 | 12294 7.39% 17.1% 22.006  41.59
quality
8. Staff treats parties and 65 440 | 62%| 15% 9.2% 12.3%  70.89

lawyers with courtesy
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Corpus Christi Bar Association 2011 Judicial Evaluéion Poll

Nueces County Courts

Robert J. Vargas

County Court at Law No. 1

Percent of Responses
Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 130 3.92 3.8% 10.0% .6%4| 33.8%| 37.7%
2. Rules promptly and 127 398 | 55%| 7.9% 12.6% 315Wk 42.59
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 126 406 | 7.1%| 6.3% 95% 27.0%  50.09
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 125 438 | 2.4%| 4.0% 9.6% 2160 62.49
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 129 4.0 6.2%  7.0% 5%5. 20.2%| 51.2%
6. Treas parties and lawyers 3, 439 | 23%| 53% 84% 19.106  64.99
with courtesy
/. Writes opinions of good 67 400 | 6.0%| 11.9% 104% 19.4%  52.29
quality
8. Staff treats parties and 125 438 | 2.4%| 569 10.4% 1520  66.49
lawyers with courtesy
Lisa Gonzales
County Court at Law No. 2
Percent of Responses
Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 126 4.27 56% 2.4 9%.6 32.5%| 54.0%
2. Rules promptly and 122 436 | 41%| 4.19% 33% 28.7%  59.89
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 124 444 | 40%| 3294 24% 258% 64.59
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 123 443 | 49%| 33%W 16% 2440  65.99
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 125 4.39 5.6% 3.2% 9%4.020.8%| 66.4%
6. Treats parties and lawyers ;¢ 459 | 4.0%| 2.4% 329% 11.9%  78.69
with courtesy
/. Writes opinions of good 62 432 | 65%| 3.2% 4.8% 22.6V6 62.99
quality
8. Staff treats parties and 120 467 | 25%| 179 1.7% 1500  79.29

lawyers with courtesy

Prepared by the Sate Bar of Texas Department of Research and Analysis, November 4, 2011

11



Corpus Christi Bar Association 2011 Judicial Evaluéion Poll

John B. Martinez

County Court at Law No. 3

Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always

Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 123 4.02 41% 57% 4%, 33.3%| 41.5%
ﬁéggi'\fglgromp“y and 120 405 | 58%| 420 16.79% 25.8%  47.50
3. Makes efficient use of 121 417 | 50%| 419 10.7% 29.8%  50.49
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 120 450 | 1.7%| 3.3% 420 250%  65.89
presentatlon of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 121 4.24 4.1%  4.1% 6%l 24.0%| 56.2%
6. Treats parties and lawyers ;4 468 | 2.4%| 08%W 2.4% 1460  79.79
with courtesy
;ug\l’i:';es opinions of good 62 419 | 48%| 4.8% 11.3% 2420  54.89
8. Staff reats parties and 118 463 | 1.7%| 25% 3.4% 16.1%  76.3
lawyers with courtesy

James E. Klager
County Court at Law No. 4
Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always

Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 132 3.86 6.1% 8.3% 7%. 31.8%| 37.1%
ééggi'\‘f;}?mmp“y and 130 403 | 54%| 6.29 115% 33.8%  43.19
3. Makes efficient use of 125 3.94 | 6.4%| 40% 19.29% 30.4%  40.00
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 129 426 | 47%| 3.9% 85% 2640  56.69
presentatlon of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 130 3.99 6.9% 6.9% 8%3| 24.6%| 47.7%
6. Treats parties and lawyers 3, 431 | 38%| 6.19% 6.9% 22.1% 61.19
with courtesy
;Q\a/\Yi:;es opinions of good 66 398 | 1069 3.0% 10.6% 28.8%  47.09
8. Staff reats parties and 125 462 | 3.2%| 1.6% 3.2% 13.60%6  78.49
lawyers with courtesy
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Corpus Christi Bar Association 2011 Judicial Evaluéion Poll

Brent Chesney

County Court at Law No. 5

Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always

Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 88 3.20 15.9% 20.5% .2¥8| 18.2% 27.3%
2. Rules promptly and 85 341 | 17.694 11.8% 165% 20.0%  34.19
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 81 348 | 17.3% 11.1% 13.6% 2220  35.89
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 81 360 | 14.8% 11.1% 13.6% 19.8%  40.79
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 85 3.29 18.8% 16/5%.19%4 17.6%| 32.9%
6. Treats parties and lawyers g, 368 | 16.7% 6.0% 155% 16.7%  45.29
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 55 329 | 21.84 12.7% 145% 16.4%  34.59
quality
f' Staff treats parties and 87 408 | 9.2%| 80% 9.2% 12.6%6  60.99
awyers with courtesy
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Corpus Christi Bar Association 2011 Judicial Evaluéion Poll

Nueces County Court Master

Ida H. Brazell
Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always

Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 50 3.52 12.0% 14.0% .0%6| 26.0%| 32.0%
2. Rules promptly and 49 3.78 | 1029 102% 122% 26.5%  40.89
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 49 327 | 1639 14.3% 265% 1220  30.69
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 49 3.33 | 16.3%4 14.3% 18.4% 22.4%  28.69
presentatlon of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 50 3.20 18.0% 16)0%.0%2 16.0% 28.0%
6. Treats parties and lawyers g 302 | 220% 16.0% 22.0% 18.0%  22.09
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 32 353 | 12594 12.5% 18.8% 21.9%  34.49
quality
8. Staff treats parties and 47 364 | 17.04 85% 12.80 17.00  44.79

lawyers with courtesy
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Corpus Christi Bar Association 2011 Judicial Evaluéion Poll

Visiting Judges — Nueces County District Courts

J. Manuel Banales

Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 97 3.65 7.2% 12.4% 5%. 36.1%| 27.8%
2. Rules promptly and 94 424 | 32%| 6.4% 9.6% 2450  56.49
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 01 399 | 6.6%| 7.7% 11.0% 29.7%  45.19
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 93 387 | 75%| 8.6% 14.0% 29.006  40.99
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 94 3.45 10.6% 17)0%.19%8 25.5% 28.7%
6. Treals parties and lawyers  gg 382 | 6.3%| 115% 18.8% 20.8%  42.79
with courtesy
/. Writes opinions of good 53 406 | 1.9%| 5.7% 20.8% 28306  43.49
quality
Robert M. Blackmon
Percent of Responses
Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 94 3.72 7.4% 8500 W.D42.6%| 26.6%
2. Rules promptly and 88 426 | 45%| 57% 57% 27.3%  56.89
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 85 401 | 47%| 59% 11.8% 3880  38.89
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 88 389 | 6.8%| 57% 17.0% 33.0%  37.59
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 87 3.771 8.0% 10.3% 8%3. 32.2%| 35.6%
6. Treals parties and lawyers g, 387 | 6.6%| 8.8% 18.7% 23.1%  42.99
with courtesy
;ux\l’i:;es opinions of good 46 3.93 | 4.3%| 10.9% 15.2% 26.1%  43.59
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Corpus Christi Bar Association 2011 Judicial Evaluéion Poll

J. Bonner Dorsey

Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 77 3.96 26% 7.8 .936.4%| 36.4%
2. Rules promptly and 72 408 | 2.8%| 4.2% 20.8% 26.4b6  45.89
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 70 400 | 1.4%| 57% 21.4% 343%  37.19
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 70 424 | 1.4%| 43% 11.4% 34.3%  48.69
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 71 4.30 0.0% 4.2% H5/526.8%| 53.5%
6. Treals parties and lawyers 7 448 | 0.0%| 4.1% 9.6% 2050  65.89
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 48 427 | 0.0%| 4.2% 16.7% 27.106  52.19
quality
Romeo Flores
Percent of Responses
Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 73 3.52 55% 15.1% 924. 37.0%| 20.5%
2. Rules promptly and 71 358 | 5.6%| 11.3% 26.8% 32406  23.99
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 69 367 | 43%| 101% 23.2% 39.106  23.29
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 69 403 | 43%| 29% 21.7% 2750  43.59
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 72 3.81 56% 9.7% %9/429.2%| 36.1%
6. Treats parties and lawyers 5 432 | 3.9%| 2.6% 7.8% 28.6% 57.19
with courtesy
;Q\a/\Yi:;es opinions of good 40 373 | 25%| 17.5% 1259 40.006  27.59
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Corpus Christi Bar Association 2011 Judicial Evaluéion Poll

Martha Huerta

Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 88 3.11 11.4% 23.9% .329 | 17.0% 20.5%
2. Rules promptly and 82 335 | 7.3%| 18.3% 30.5% 19.506  24.49
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 82 329 | 85%| 22.0% 256% 19.5%  24.49
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 82 378 | 6.1%| 7.3% 26.8% 2200 37.89
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 83 3.33 10.8% 18]1%.1%®4 21.7% 25.3%
6. Treals parties and lawyers g5 3.99 | 47%| 9.4% 14.1% 25.9%  45.99
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 46 317 | 13.0% 23.9% 19.6% 19.6%  23.99
quality
Jack Hunter
Percent of Responses
Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 94 3.31 10.6% 18.1% .324 | 29.8% 20.2%
2. Rules promptly and 90 352 | 8.9%| 18.9% 13.3% 28.9%  30.0¢
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 87 338 | 1159 1720 17.2% 29.9%  24.19
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 87 367 | 8.0%| 13.8% 16.1% 27.6%  34.59
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 88 3.44 12.5% 15/9%.0%7 23.9%| 30.7%
6. Treats parties and lawyers g, 386 | 4.4%| 11.0% 22.0% 19.8%  42.99
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 49 357 | 6.1%| 16.3% 22.4% 245%  30.69

quality
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Corpus Christi Bar Association 2011 Judicial Evaluéion Poll

Robert Pate

Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 89 3.75 9.0% 5.6p0 98.036.0%| 31.5%
2. Rules promptly and 83 3.99 | 9.6%| 3.6% 12.0% 27.706  47.09
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 78 392 | 9.0%| 5.1% 103% 359%  39.79
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 79 404 | 8.9%| 3.8% 12.7% 2410  50.69
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 81 3.83 12.3% 4.9% 3%2 28.4%| 42.0%
6. Treals parties and lawyers g7 403 | 9.2%| 4.6% 115% 23.0% 51.79
with courtesy
7. Writes opinions of good 47 383 | 12.8%4 4.3% 17.0% 19.106  46.89
quality
Marisela Saldana
Percent of Responses
Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 93 2.97 15.1% 20.4% .2%4| 19.4% 14.0%
2. Rules promptly and 90 328 | 1569 16.7% 14.4% 31.10%  22.29
decisively
3. Makes efficient use of 87 048 | 27.694 28.7% 23.0% 9.2%  11.59
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 84 327 | 13.19% 202% 20.2% 19.00  27.49
presentation of issues
5. Is impartial and unbiased 86 3.01 18.6% 17/4%.3®3 25.6% 15.1%
6. Treats parties and lawyers  gq 330 | 146% 202% 16.9% 16.9%  31.59
with courtesy
;ux\l’i:;es opinions of good 48 3.06 | 18.894 20.8% 18.8% 18.8%  22.94
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Corpus Christi Bar Association 2011 Judicial Evaluéion Poll

Joaquin Villarreal

Percent of Responses

Number of | Average 1 2 3 4 5 Always
Responses Rating | Never
1. Applies the law correctly 90 3.47 7.8% 15.6% 328. 28.9%| 24.4%
2. Rules promptly and 87 386 | 57%| 103% 14.9% 20.9%  39.19
ecisively
3. Makes efficient use of 82 376 | 7.3%| 6.1% 22.0% 32.9% 3179
time (punctuality, efficiency)
4. Allows sufficient for 82 387 | 7.3%| 7.3% 18.3% 25606  41.59
presentation of issues ’ ’ ’ ) ’ ’
5. Is impartial and unbiased 82 3.65 11.0% 9.8% 3%8. 25.6%| 35.4%
6. Treats parties and lawyers  g¢ 390 | 1059 7.00 12.8% 22.1%  47.79
with courtesy ' ' ' ' ’ '
7. V\l’.:ites opinions of good 46 361 | 1099 87% 23.9% 21706  34.89
quality
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