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Admire, David 94 1% 10% 89% 57% 21% 21% 96% 4% 0% 5% 6% 16% 37% 35% 3% 6% 11% 40% 39% 5% 3% 12% 45% 35% 7% 5% 13% 39% 35% 6% 5% 12% 46% 30%
Bathum, Richard 88 3% 20% 76% 80% 10% 10% 99% 1% 0% 2% 6% 25% 41% 26% 1% 4% 17% 49% 29% 4% 7% 12% 31% 46% 4% 5% 24% 30% 38% 1% 8% 18% 42% 31%
Chapman, Arthur 92 2% 10% 88% 73% 15% 12% 99% 1% 0% 7% 16% 29% 32% 17% 7% 14% 35% 30% 14% 9% 17% 23% 27% 24% 10% 18% 27% 20% 26% 8% 16% 34% 23% 19%
Chow, Mark 113 4% 15% 81% 62% 22% 16% 99% 0% 1% 12% 17% 33% 27% 12% 8% 14% 32% 29% 17% 9% 11% 27% 37% 17% 10% 14% 30% 29% 17% 10% 17% 34% 28% 12%
Christie, David 64 2% 13% 86% 70% 16% 14% 98% 2% 0% 2% 8% 31% 39% 20% 5% 17% 22% 34% 22% 0% 3% 14% 38% 45% 2% 6% 14% 44% 34% 0% 6% 25% 48% 21%
Delaurenti, Charles 100 2% 12% 86% 61% 14% 25% 97% 1% 2% 0% 3% 15% 34% 48% 0% 3% 12% 34% 51% 0% 3% 7% 32% 58% 0% 6% 16% 27% 51% 0% 1% 14% 36% 48%
Eide, Mark 67 1% 21% 78% 67% 15% 18% 99% 1% 0% 3% 6% 33% 42% 15% 2% 8% 25% 46% 20% 2% 9% 20% 37% 32% 5% 6% 29% 31% 29% 5% 8% 23% 48% 17%
Eiler, Judith 94 2% 15% 83% 60% 18% 22% 95% 2% 3% 15% 16% 21% 31% 16% 15% 14% 23% 33% 15% 46% 19% 16% 13% 6% 23% 16% 21% 29% 11% 26% 22% 18% 24% 11%
Garrow, Janet 90 2% 16% 82% 56% 22% 22% 96% 3% 1% 8% 12% 37% 28% 15% 8% 13% 28% 34% 17% 14% 22% 31% 20% 14% 11% 14% 33% 23% 19% 9% 15% 41% 19% 16%
Harn, Corinna 52 0% 21% 79% 81% 8% 12% 98% 2% 0% 8% 10% 27% 38% 17% 4% 6% 31% 35% 25% 2% 12% 33% 31% 23% 10% 13% 21% 31% 25% 4% 18% 27% 33% 18%
Jacke, Linda 123 2% 8% 89% 56% 12% 32% 97% 2% 2% 6% 14% 19% 32% 29% 3% 5% 14% 44% 34% 9% 12% 23% 32% 25% 12% 21% 19% 24% 23% 6% 12% 28% 32% 23%
Kato, Eileen 117 3% 26% 72% 56% 22% 21% 97% 0% 3% 9% 12% 24% 31% 24% 8% 10% 23% 26% 33% 9% 11% 29% 19% 31% 13% 9% 23% 24% 31% 9% 13% 28% 23% 28%
Linde, Barbara 96 1% 24% 75% 65% 19% 17% 97% 3% 0% 8% 15% 18% 30% 29% 8% 14% 23% 32% 23% 8% 13% 21% 26% 32% 16% 15% 16% 24% 29% 12% 14% 22% 23% 29%
Nault, Peter 102 4% 16% 80% 50% 25% 25% 100% 0% 0% 5% 3% 5% 36% 51% 2% 1% 10% 35% 52% 2% 2% 6% 23% 67% 6% 1% 5% 27% 61% 4% 5% 2% 31% 58%
Ottinger, Mary 102 1% 12% 87% 60% 16% 25% 97% 3% 0% 8% 23% 21% 34% 14% 5% 13% 24% 33% 26% 20% 26% 24% 21% 10% 11% 25% 22% 24% 18% 9% 26% 24% 30% 11%
Phillipson, Darrell 89 1% 10% 89% 64% 16% 20% 98% 0% 2% 3% 10% 17% 33% 36% 1% 9% 23% 33% 34% 5% 7% 16% 27% 45% 7% 11% 17% 22% 43% 2% 9% 21% 31% 36%
Seitz, Victoria 77 3% 13% 84% 55% 19% 26% 99% 0% 1% 4% 11% 24% 31% 31% 7% 11% 28% 24% 31% 3% 7% 15% 32% 44% 4% 12% 19% 28% 37% 3% 12% 27% 29% 29%
Smith, Douglas 74 1% 11% 88% 55% 19% 26% 96% 1% 3% 1% 6% 35% 38% 21% 4% 8% 29% 33% 25% 3% 6% 26% 40% 25% 3% 6% 17% 43% 32% 1% 4% 30% 43% 22%
Spearman, Mariane 71 3% 14% 83% 79% 7% 14% 99% 0% 1% 5% 2% 19% 48% 27% 6% 0% 23% 42% 29% 3% 3% 17% 37% 40% 3% 2% 26% 35% 34% 6% 3% 20% 38% 33%
Steiner, David 97 1% 9% 90% 58% 21% 22% 97% 2% 1% 16% 14% 29% 29% 12% 12% 9% 33% 29% 17% 17% 18% 18% 24% 22% 24% 18% 26% 17% 15% 16% 19% 26% 27% 12%
Stephenson, Elizabeth 67 0% 18% 82% 63% 18% 19% 100% 0% 0% 3% 10% 24% 35% 27% 5% 10% 21% 32% 32% 2% 11% 15% 35% 37% 3% 16% 15% 31% 35% 5% 10% 24% 27% 34%
Thompson, Linda 81 2% 9% 89% 62% 11% 27% 98% 1% 1% 23% 29% 23% 16% 9% 14% 13% 33% 30% 11% 15% 23% 29% 22% 11% 33% 25% 18% 15% 9% 24% 27% 24% 18% 6%
Yeatts, Fred 108 5% 14% 81% 54% 19% 27% 99% 0% 1% 9% 10% 18% 37% 27% 10% 15% 15% 30% 30% 4% 9% 13% 31% 43% 9% 12% 18% 29% 32% 8% 10% 25% 32% 26%
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Bonner, Fred 78 0% 14% 86% 64% 12% 24% 99% 0% 1% 12% 18% 32% 26% 12% 9% 14% 28% 28% 21% 26% 18% 25% 16% 14% 16% 26% 22% 17% 18% 15% 20% 31% 23% 12%
Charles, Edsonya 15 0% 27% 73% 93% 7% 0% 100% 0% 0% 33% 40% 13% 13% 0% 27% 27% 20% 27% 0% 33% 33% 13% 20% 0% 40% 40% 7% 13% 0% 47% 27% 20% 7% 0%
Hightower, Judith 91 0% 18% 82% 57% 9% 34% 96% 2% 2% 6% 14% 32% 32% 16% 11% 16% 34% 22% 17% 10% 16% 29% 24% 21% 5% 14% 30% 25% 25% 8% 15% 29% 34% 14%
Holifield, George 91 0% 13% 87% 47% 12% 41% 97% 1% 2% 19% 18% 29% 29% 7% 19% 16% 28% 27% 11% 24% 26% 16% 19% 14% 23% 21% 25% 20% 11% 18% 25% 22% 24% 11%
Hurtado, Michael 109 2% 11% 87% 71% 10% 19% 97% 2% 1% 6% 14% 29% 31% 21% 4% 4% 31% 34% 28% 3% 6% 21% 35% 36% 8% 12% 31% 22% 26% 5% 11% 31% 31% 22%
Kondo, C. Kimi 71 0% 13% 87% 56% 6% 38% 97% 1% 1% 21% 14% 38% 20% 7% 13% 14% 44% 23% 7% 6% 20% 44% 21% 10% 15% 15% 35% 25% 8% 11% 17% 41% 24% 7%
Mamiya, Ron 84 0% 13% 87% 45% 15% 39% 100% 0% 0% 4% 12% 26% 34% 24% 2% 12% 23% 38% 24% 4% 6% 23% 33% 34% 9% 15% 23% 30% 23% 4% 11% 28% 35% 22%
Rietschel, Jean 67 0% 7% 93% 39% 22% 39% 96% 3% 1% 5% 8% 14% 44% 30% 3% 6% 24% 45% 22% 0% 13% 10% 46% 30% 6% 7% 21% 37% 28% 4% 7% 16% 40% 31%
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Berner, David 28 0% 14% 86% 93% 0% 7% 100% 0% 0% 7% 15% 33% 22% 22% 15% 26% 15% 26% 19% 0% 15% 26% 30% 30% 4% 26% 22% 26% 22% 0% 26% 33% 22% 19%
Burns, Patrick 50 2% 6% 92% 58% 20% 22% 96% 2% 2% 14% 20% 44% 16% 6% 20% 18% 30% 24% 8% 12% 26% 38% 12% 12% 22% 27% 31% 10% 10% 16% 26% 38% 12% 8%
Codd, Paul 33 0% 21% 79% 73% 15% 12% 97% 0% 3% 3% 9% 21% 48% 18% 3% 6% 33% 39% 18% 0% 6% 15% 39% 39% 0% 12% 18% 42% 27% 3% 3% 21% 52% 21%
Hartl, Colleen 42 0% 24% 76% 71% 10% 19% 100% 0% 0% 5% 5% 15% 34% 41% 5% 2% 12% 45% 36% 5% 2% 2% 29% 62% 7% 0% 22% 27% 44% 5% 2% 10% 39% 44%
Jarvis, Peter 23 4% 30% 65% 43% 35% 22% 100% 0% 0% 14% 14% 19% 33% 19% 14% 10% 19% 38% 19% 19% 10% 24% 29% 19% 29% 10% 19% 29% 14% 19% 5% 29% 33% 14%
Jurado, Terry 50 0% 12% 88% 66% 12% 22% 94% 2% 4% 4% 24% 22% 37% 12% 16% 14% 20% 35% 14% 14% 22% 14% 27% 22% 12% 20% 16% 31% 20% 12% 18% 20% 35% 14%
McSeveney, Robert 68 1% 18% 81% 62% 10% 28% 97% 0% 3% 3% 4% 9% 41% 43% 3% 1% 15% 46% 35% 1% 3% 10% 34% 51% 4% 4% 15% 34% 43% 1% 4% 10% 40% 44%
Phillips, Glenn 43 2% 16% 81% 70% 9% 21% 95% 0% 5% 5% 14% 21% 33% 26% 7% 7% 21% 36% 29% 2% 7% 31% 31% 29% 5% 10% 31% 29% 26% 2% 12% 31% 26% 29%
Portnoy, Linda 50 0% 10% 90% 70% 10% 20% 98% 0% 2% 12% 24% 20% 29% 14% 6% 10% 35% 37% 12% 8% 16% 35% 22% 18% 20% 27% 20% 22% 10% 12% 29% 27% 20% 12%
Raines, Albert 87 0% 8% 92% 67% 11% 22% 98% 2% 0% 5% 9% 20% 33% 34% 3% 10% 23% 29% 34% 5% 3% 17% 35% 40% 6% 6% 17% 28% 43% 5% 7% 20% 34% 35%
Rochon, Stephen 60 2% 15% 83% 70% 8% 22% 98% 2% 0% 10% 14% 26% 34% 16% 14% 24% 29% 22% 10% 10% 12% 29% 25% 24% 14% 21% 22% 24% 19% 10% 17% 33% 28% 12%
Rusden, John 47 2% 11% 87% 72% 9% 19% 100% 0% 0% 0% 4% 24% 51% 20% 2% 4% 22% 43% 28% 2% 0% 9% 52% 37% 2% 7% 15% 52% 24% 0% 4% 20% 48% 28%
Stewart, Wayne 36 0% 28% 72% 81% 3% 17% 100% 0% 0% 3% 3% 29% 34% 31% 3% 6% 29% 34% 29% 3% 6% 23% 37% 31% 3% 17% 20% 31% 29% 3% 3% 31% 31% 31%
Tracy, David 46 0% 13% 87% 67% 9% 24% 96% 2% 2% 7% 11% 33% 33% 16% 7% 13% 30% 24% 26% 9% 4% 35% 26% 26% 9% 13% 37% 24% 17% 4% 17% 33% 35% 11%
Walden, Kimberly 35 3% 31% 66% 69% 14% 17% 100% 0% 0% 0% 15% 12% 44% 29% 0% 9% 21% 32% 38% 0% 3% 12% 32% 53% 0% 12% 18% 29% 41% 0% 12% 15% 44% 29%
West, Robert 23 0% 22% 78% 65% 13% 22% 100% 0% 0% 10% 19% 14% 33% 24% 19% 5% 14% 33% 29% 5% 5% 19% 38% 33% 14% 10% 19% 24% 33% 10% 10% 19% 33% 29%
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DeVilla, Francis 34 3% 24% 74% 65% 6% 29% — — — 6% 3% 36% 39% 15% 6% 0% 36% 36% 21% 9% 3% 30% 36% 21% 12% 9% 27% 27% 24% 9% 9% 30% 33% 18%
Duffey, Charles 20 0% 25% 75% 50% 15% 35% — — — 21% 5% 26% 32% 16% 11% 21% 21% 37% 11% 16% 0% 37% 26% 21% 16% 0% 32% 32% 21% 16% 11% 26% 32% 16%
Hankins, Debbie 29 0% 17% 83% 59% 14% 28% — — — 14% 14% 18% 50% 4% 7% 7% 50% 29% 7% 11% 11% 29% 43% 7% 14% 11% 32% 39% 4% 14% 14% 36% 32% 4%
Wilson, Shirley 38 0% 13% 87% 58% 16% 26% — — — 6% 11% 31% 42% 11% 6% 3% 36% 47% 8% 6% 0% 17% 53% 25% 8% 6% 22% 50% 14% 6% 6% 33% 44% 11%

Municipal Court Commissioners

Name Evaluations None One Multiple None One Multiple None One Multiple Unsatisfactory
Less Than 

Satisfactory Satisfactory
More Than 

Satisfactory Excellent Unsatisfactory
Less Than 

Satisfactory Satisfactory
More Than 

Satisfactory Excellent Unsatisfactory
Less Than 

Satisfactory Satisfactory
More Than 

Satisfactory Excellent Unsatisfactory
Less Than 

Satisfactory Satisfactory
More Than 

Satisfactory Excellent Unsatisfactory
Less Than 

Satisfactory Satisfactory
More Than 

Satisfactory Excellent

Eisenberg, Adam 41 0% 22% 78% 78% 12% 10% — — — 17% 20% 24% 27% 12% 10% 7% 32% 29% 22% 15% 7% 27% 29% 22% 23% 20% 18% 25% 15% 7% 32% 20% 34% 7%
Eng, Park 30 0% 10% 90% 80% 7% 13% — — — 0% 14% 14% 52% 21% 0% 10% 30% 40% 20% 0% 3% 7% 60% 30% 0% 7% 28% 31% 34% 0% 7% 28% 34% 31%
Platter, Tony 37 0% 16% 84% 73% 0% 27% — — — 3% 5% 16% 43% 32% 3% 3% 11% 49% 35% 0% 0% 0% 54% 46% 0% 3% 11% 46% 41% 0% 3% 14% 49% 35%
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Alicea-Galvan, Veronica 42 0% 12% 88% 76% 10% 14% 100% 0% 0% 12% 12% 24% 38% 14% 10% 14% 21% 36% 19% 21% 12% 12% 31% 24% 21% 12% 24% 19% 24% 14% 14% 21% 31% 19%
Cordi-Bejarano, Elizabeth M. 25 0% 12% 88% 80% 4% 16% 100% 0% 0% 17% 8% 50% 13% 13% 17% 17% 29% 21% 17% 12% 8% 32% 24% 24% 13% 13% 46% 13% 17% 13% 17% 38% 21% 13%
Cromwell, Gregory F. 5 0% 40% 60% 100% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0% 0% 20% 60% 20% 0% 20% 0% 60% 20% 0% 0% 0% 80% 20% 0% 0% 0% 80% 20% 0% 20% 0% 60% 20% 0%
Cufley, Christy Gerhart 9 0% 22% 78% 67% 0% 33% 100% 0% 0% 0% 11% 44% 33% 11% 0% 22% 33% 33% 11% 0% 11% 33% 33% 22% 0% 11% 33% 44% 11% 0% 11% 44% 33% 11%
Curry, John F. 18 0% 6% 94% 78% 6% 17% 100% 0% 0% 11% 11% 44% 22% 11% 17% 0% 33% 44% 6% 17% 6% 22% 39% 17% 17% 11% 22% 44% 6% 22% 0% 28% 44% 6%
Danieli, Ann 33 0% 18% 82% 70% 9% 21% 100% 0% 0% 0% 6% 18% 39% 36% 0% 3% 15% 52% 30% 0% 3% 15% 36% 45% 0% 6% 12% 39% 42% 0% 3% 15% 39% 42%
Durham, Elsa R 44 0% 9% 91% 61% 16% 23% 100% 0% 0% 30% 27% 27% 9% 7% 30% 27% 32% 5% 7% 27% 14% 30% 18% 11% 23% 30% 20% 16% 11% 28% 26% 30% 9% 7%
Eng, Park 27 0% 11% 89% 78% 7% 15% 100% 0% 0% 4% 11% 19% 41% 26% 0% 11% 22% 37% 30% 0% 7% 19% 41% 33% 4% 7% 33% 26% 30% 4% 7% 26% 33% 30%
Jorgensen, Karli 91 1% 11% 88% 69% 10% 21% 98% 1% 1% 13% 8% 18% 39% 22% 9% 4% 22% 33% 31% 11% 18% 19% 21% 31% 19% 13% 24% 24% 19% 12% 13% 22% 34% 18%
LaSalata, Frank V. 69 1% 10% 88% 62% 12% 26% 97% 1% 1% 12% 4% 26% 32% 26% 6% 7% 32% 33% 22% 6% 10% 24% 25% 35% 12% 9% 28% 25% 28% 10% 7% 32% 28% 23%
Leverette, Elwood T. 65 3% 18% 78% 58% 12% 29% 97% 2% 2% 2% 8% 30% 36% 25% 2% 6% 40% 23% 29% 5% 5% 35% 29% 26% 5% 3% 33% 33% 27% 2% 5% 38% 33% 23%
Monroe-Asher, Elizabeth 30 3% 10% 87% 60% 17% 23% 100% 0% 0% 7% 10% 23% 40% 20% 7% 20% 23% 30% 20% 7% 3% 20% 30% 40% 7% 7% 17% 31% 38% 7% 10% 17% 43% 23%
Noonan, Susan J. 65 0% 17% 83% 72% 6% 22% 98% 0% 2% 14% 23% 16% 27% 20% 9% 15% 35% 22% 18% 12% 14% 32% 26% 15% 17% 20% 28% 18% 17% 12% 23% 31% 18% 15%
Prothero, Mark 10 0% 20% 80% 90% 0% 10% 100% 0% 0% 10% 10% 10% 40% 30% 10% 10% 0% 50% 30% 10% 10% 0% 50% 30% 10% 10% 0% 40% 40% 10% 10% 0% 50% 30%
Stead, Robert E. 45 2% 13% 84% 60% 18% 22% 98% 0% 2% 0% 11% 31% 36% 22% 2% 11% 40% 22% 24% 0% 7% 20% 41% 32% 0% 9% 23% 36% 32% 0% 9% 31% 33% 27%
Stewart, Norm Scott 34 0% 15% 85% 71% 12% 18% 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 26% 41% 32% 0% 0% 21% 47% 32% 0% 0% 21% 44% 35% 0% 0% 24% 39% 36% 0% 0% 24% 45% 30%
Williams, Daniel 11 0% 18% 82% 64% 18% 18% 100% 0% 0% 9% 9% 55% 27% 0% 0% 9% 45% 45% 0% 0% 0% 55% 36% 9% 9% 9% 36% 36% 9% 0% 18% 45% 27% 9%
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