Pennsylvanians For M odern Courts

Pennsylvanians for Modern Courtsis pleased to present our
2006-2007 Annual Report.

JUDICIAL SELECTION

Merit Selection: A New Plan for Pennsylvania
PMC is pleased to report that Governor Rendell
has made merit selection of Pennsylvania’s
appellate judges a plank in his governmental
reform agenda. PMC worked with the Governor’s
staff to design anew plan that fits the unique
political culture of Pennsylvania. The Governor
formally announced the plan in late March 2007,
and we are hopeful that the congtitutional
amendment and implementing legislation will be
introduced into the legislature this fall, with first
passage occuring by June 2008.

The New Plan

The Governor proposes replacing expensive,
divisive partisan judicial elections with a merit
selection system. The selection process has four
steps: (1) screening and evaluation by a citizens’
nominating commission that recommends the
most qualified candidates to the governor; (2)
nomination by the governor of a candidate from
the commission’s list; (3) confirmation by the
Senate; and (4) after a number of years on the
bench, retention in a nonpartisan yes-no vote by
the public.

The cornerstone of this plan isthe Appellate Court
Nominating Commission, a broad-based citizens
commission that includes public members
nominated by organizations throughout the
Commonwealth. The commission would be
responsible for screening, evaluating and
recommending candidates for appellate judge.

The commission is different from every other

commission in Pennsylvania and commissionsin
prior merit selection proposals because it is more
inclusive of the public. It includes members who

are not appointed by elected officials, but who
truly are “public members,” drawn from various
segments of Pennsylvania, including civic
organizations, business organizations, unions,
professional associations, public safety
organizations and law school deans. These
members will serve as equals alongside members
appointed by elected officials.

Pennsylvanians will have the opportunity to
provide input at each stage of the process. The
public will give information to the commission
about applicants for judge, to the governor about
individuals recommended by the commission, and
to the Senate during the confirmation process.
Following a four-year term (and every ten years
thereafter), judges stand for retention in
nonpartisan yes/no elections. The public makes
the ultimate determination about ajudge’s
continued service.

Harrisburg’ s WITF-TV “Smart Talk” on Judicial
Selection, from left toright: Pennsylvania Bar
Association’s Andrew Susko, PMC’sLynn Marks,
Widener Law Professor Michael Dimino, and
Northampton County District Attorney John

Mor ganelli.
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PMC is planning a major public education
campaign to convince Pennsylvanians to change
the way we select judges. Thiswill entail

coalition building with traditional partners, efforts
to bring new organizations into the coalition, and a
widespread publicity campaign. You will be
hearing more about this work in the coming year.

The 2007 Judicial Elections

Two thousand seven (2007) is a big year for
judicial electionsin Pennsylvania. We are
electing two new Supreme Court justices, three
new Superior Court judges and dozens of lower
court judges throughout the Commonwealth. In
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addition, one Supreme Court
Justice, three Superior Court
judges, three Commonwealth
Court judges, and many
lower court judges are
standing for retention. PMC
istaking an activerole in
educating the public about
the elections and the judicial
selection process and monitoring and assessing the
election results.

The Primary Elections

Unfortunately, the 2007 elections are already
setting records for candidate spending. Inthe
primaries alone, the seven candidates for Supreme
Court raised more than three million dollars, much
of it from law firms and lawyers who often appear
in court. Local races in Philadelphia also saw
increased fundraising and expenditures by the
candidates.

It is hard to make generalizations about the
primary elections except to say that some of the
old rules of the game still apply: money talks;
geography matters; and popular elections do not
guarantee racial or ethnic diversity on the bench.

The day before the primary election, a federal
court in Philadelphia made a ruling that could

drastically change the shape of Pennsylvania
judicial elections. Historically there has been an
important difference between judicial elections
and elections for other offices. judicial candidates
were limited in what they could say. The United
States Supreme Court’s 2002 Minnesota v. White
decision somewhat relaxed these limits by
allowing judicial candidates to "announce" their
views on issues that could come before the courts.
Even after that decision, however, the
Pennsylvanian Code of Judicial Conduct barred
judicial candidates from making "pledges or
promises’ of conduct in office and/or satements
"committing or appearing to commit” them with
respect to cases or issues likely to
come before them.

However, in Pennsylvania Family
Institute v. Celluci, et al, afederal
judge temporarily banned
enforcement of these
prohibitions, meaning that
judicial candidates can make
promises about how they will act on the bench.
While future proceedings will determine if the ban
becomes permanent, for now it seems that the fall
judicial elections could be different from any
before. A request for an injunction in asimilar
case brought in the Middle District of
Pennsylvania by Democracy Rising PA was
dismissed as moot based on the ruling in
Pennsylvania Family I nstitute.

We will be studying whether and how this
decision impacts the general election and retention
electionsthisfall. We anticipate that candidates
will face pressure to make more definitive
statements about how they would rule on certain
issues and will be criticized if they fail to answer
guestions or surveys about their opinions on hot
button issues. We will analyze what occurs, in a
companion report to our paper on the 2005
elections, As Pennsylvania Goes, So Goesthe
Nation: A Case Study of a Supreme Court
Election in the Post-White Era.




Pennsylvanians For M odern Courts

PM C Educational Efforts

PMC remains committed to changing the way
judges are selected, but s0 long as we continue to
elect our judges, it is our responsibility to help
educate the public about judicial elections. Thus,
we publish suggested questions that members of
the media, civic groups, advocacy organizations
and voters can use to guide their interactions with
candidates and obtain information relevant to
deciding who should serve as judge. In addition,
PMC sponsors and participates in educational
programs throughout the election season.

This spring, PMC sponsored a forum for votersin
advance of the primary entitled How to Make
Sense of the Upcoming Judicial Elections. Co-
sponsoring the event were the Committee of
Seventy and the League of Women Voters of

Michael Bloom of the Pennsylvania Bar Association
Judicial Evaluation Commission, Shelley R. Smith of
the Philadelphia Bar Association Commission on
Judicial Selection and Retention, PM C’sMarks,
Sandy Shea of the Daily News editorial boar d, Russell
Cooke of the Philadelphia Inquirer editorial board,
and Irv Randolph of the Philadelphia Tribune
editorial board.

Philadelphia. Focusing on what traits to look for
inajudicial candidate and how voters can educate
themselves about the candidates, PMC moderated
the panelists’ discussion about how to get relevant
information about judicial candidates.

The audience of voters expressed frustration with
the lack of good, relevant information available.

PMC was pleased to be able to give a higher
profile to the formal evaluations of the Bar
Associations and the media’s endorsement
processes, and to help voters better prepare for the
elections.

PMC also moderated aforum among the
candidates running for the Court of Common
Pleas in Philadelphia. Sponsored by the
Philadelphia Inquirer and the Daily News, the
program sought to introduce the candidates to the
public.

Daily News columnist ElImer Smith (1 eft) d Inquirer
editorial board member Russell Cooke prepare to
guestion judicial candidates.

During the Pennsylvania Bar Association Annual
Meeting in early June 2007, Executive Director
Marks participated as a panelist in a program
entitled Judicial Independence and Retention
Elections. Thistopic is particularly timely given
that seven appellate court judges and many trial
court judges are standing for retention in
November. Discussion focused on the growing
challenges facing judges standing for retention and
the increasing importance such elections are
assuming.

PMC plans to hold additional forums in advance
of the fall general elections and retention
elections.
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THE JURY PROJECT

PMC continues its efforts to improve the jury
system, increase the number and diversity of
Pennsylvania citizens reporting for jury duty, and
enhance the juror experience. Recent efforts have
focused on research and advocacy surrounding
increasing juror compensation, tools for better
engaging the jurorsin the trial process, and
improving the jury selection process. In addition
to her leadership roles on the Jury Committees of
the Interbranch Commission on Gender, Racial
and Ethnic Fairness and the Pennsylvania
Commission on Justice Initiatives, Executive
Director Marks serves on the American Bar
Association’s Commission on the American Jury.

Juror Appreciation Day

This year, PMC co-sponsored the Eighth Annual
Juror Appreciation Day with the Philadelphia
Court of Common Pleas. The program featured as
keynote speaker Kenneth Gamble, chairman and
co-founder of Philadelphia International Records.
In addition to his inspirational words, Mr. Gamble
had the assembled jurors up on their feet singing
some of his most famous hits, including “Love
Tran.”

Day.

Mayor Street, Presdent Judge C. Darnell Jones, II,
Administrative Judge D. Webster Keogh, Jury
Commissioner Roger Gordon, Councilwoman
Blondell Reynolds Brown, Judge Jacqueline

PMC’s Shira Gbo'dmanJ, Jury Commissioner Roger Grdon,
President Judge C. Darnell Jones, II, Mayor Street and
PMC’sLynn Marks attend Juror Appreciation Day.

Allen, and PMC staff also thanked the jurors for
their service. The theme of the day was “Jury
Duty — Face the Music,” emphasizing that while
jury duty may not always be easy or convenient, it
isacritical obligation all citizens share.

Photo Courtesy of Jeff Lyons@ith@Philadeiphia Bar Associ
g aw
——

Administrative Judge D. Webster K eogh speaking at
Juror Appreciation Day.

As part of the educational effort surrounding Juror
Appreciation Day celebrations, PMC had
commentary pieces published praising the service
of jurors and encouraging citizensto serve. In
addition, we arranged for appearances on radio
shows by judges and PMC staff.
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Effortsto Improvethe Jury System

This year the Jury Service Committees of the
Interbranch Commission on Gender, Racial and
Ethnic Fairness and the Commission on Justice
Initiatives have been focusing on developing best
practices related to jury selection. Inresponseto a
specific request from Chief Justice Ralph Cappy,
the Committees, under Marks’ direction are
preparing a comprehensive report recommending
standardized procedures for Pennsylvania counties
to follow to govern the entire jury selection
process, from the summonsing process to voir dire
through actual service. The goal isto develop a
standardized process that will improve juror
turnout, enhance the juror experience, and increase
jury diversity.

In addition, PM C submitted written testimony and
formal comments on several bills and proposed
rulesrelated to the jury system:

e written testimony in support of a proposal
to increase and expand lists available to
counties for use in summonsing citizens to
jury duty in order to increase diversity of
jury pools. Thisbill was enacted in July
2007 and will be an important tool in the
effort to make Pennsylvania’s juries more
reflective of the communities from which
they are drawn;

e Written comments opposing automatic
exemption from jury service for sate and
federal judges; and

e written comments in support of a proposed
Rule of Civil Procedure prohibiting jurors
from electronically publicizing information
and/or using electronic devicesto research
matters during trial or deliberations.

COURT ADMINISTRATION AND MODERNIZATION

Electronic Accessto Court Records

Last fall, the Administrative Office of
Pennsylvania Courts’ (AOPC) new public access
system became fully operational under guidelines
approved by the Supreme Court. This system puts
in electronic form, available to the public, case
information for criminal cases throughout the
Commonwealth. The guidelines were the product
of alengthy public comment process, in which
PMC participated. Since the implementation,
PMC has continued to assist its partnersin the
public interest community to communicate
concerns about the operation of the public access
system to AOPC.

Increasing Court Transparency

PMC is pleased to report several new rules that
open up the courtsto more public participation
and observation. The Supreme Court has made
more open the application and appointment
process for its various committees. These

committees consider rules and policies that affect
the entire court system, and the Court should be
commended for adopting measures to make it
easier for lawyers and lay people to serve. In
addition, the Supreme Court has adopted a new
policy standardizing its procedures for making
court financial records available to the public.

Family Court

PMC continues to be committed to improving the
Family Court system. Much of this effort has
been focused on improving the facilities for the
users of Philadelphia Family Court. We continue
to work with the Women’s Law Project, the
Support Center for Child Advocates, the
Philadelphia Bar Association, and other groups to
advocate for a new Family Court building in
Philadelphia.

Judicial Compensation
Judicial compensation has been a hot topic this
year, beginning with the Pennsylvania Supreme
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Court’s September 2006 decision in Stilp v.
Commonwealth, striking down the 2005 repeal of
the judicial pay raise and also finding the
remainder of the pay raise legislation void. In
effect, only the judges maintained their increased
salary levels. Unclear in the wake of the opinion
was the status of the new pay structure linking
judicial compensation to compensation for federal
judges. Lateinthe legislative session, the General
Assembly enacted legislation severing any such
linkage, increasing judicial salaries by one dollar
and making clear that judges would receive annual
cost of living adjustments. The Governor signed
the legislation.

PMC has published opinion pieces and been cited
in articles in papers all over the state arguing that
Pennsylvania must find a new way to set judicial
compensation. PMC advocates using independent
compensation committees to study compensation
in the public and private sectorsin Pennsylvania
and judicial compensation in other jurisdictions
and to recommend periodically compensation
changes for Pennsylvaniajudges. We believe this
represents the most viable way to detangle the
issue of judicial compensation from the political
arena and to ensure that reasonable, comparable
datais used to set judicial compensation.

INCREASING RACIAL, ETHNIC AND GENDER FAIRNESSIN THE JUSTICE SYSTEM

Interbranch Commission for Gender, Racial
and Ethnic Fairness

PMC works closely with the Interbranch
Commission, which is charged with reviewing
and selecting recommendations of the Supreme
Court’s Bias Report for implementation.

Law Professor and PM C Board M ember Phoebe
Haddon, Philadelphia Jury Commissioner Roger
Gordon, Tom Munsterman of the National Center
for State Courts, Lynn Marks, and Lisette

M cCormick of the Interbranch Commission
addressthetraining seminar for county jury
officials.

The Commission’s work encompasses topics
such as breaking language barriersin the
courtroom; seeking a more diverse workforcein
the court system; keeping victims safe and
informed; improving indigent criminal defense
representation; resolving bias complaints; and
moving toward more representative juries.
PMC’s Marks chairs the Jury Service
Committee.

Aswas mentioned above, the Jury Service
Committee has been preparing a comprehensive
report for the Supreme Court outlining
recommended practices and standards for
improving the jury selection process in
Pennsylvania. The project aimsto improve the
efficiency of the process of jury selection;
expand public participation in jury duty; and
increase the diversity of the state’s juries

In addition, the Committee continued its series of
training sessions for county jury officials. The
goal wasto promote dialogue regarding best
practices in the administration of the state’s jury
system.
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L anguage Access | ssues

A highlight of the year was the passage of Act
172, expanding and standardizing interpreter
services in Pennsylvania. This legislation was
long supported by PMC and many of our
partnersin the public interest community. We
will continue to work with these partners to
assess the implementation and effectiveness of
the legislation.

Associate Director Goodman continued to chair
the Language Access Task Force of the
Philadelphia Bar Association. The Task Forceis
composed of judges, court administrators,
representatives of advocacy groups such as
Community Legal Services and Friends of
Farmworkers, as well as lawyers from the
District Attorney’s Office and the Defender’s
Association.

This year, Goodman organized presentations by
the Task Force to the fall and spring conferences
of the Philadelphia Municipal Court judges. The
discussions focused on effectively integrating
foreign language and sign language interpreters
into the trial process. We expect that this
dialogue will continue to improve the processes
governing use of interpreters.

The Task Force continues to work to increase
knowledge in both the legal community and the
public about the availability of interpreter
services and the processes for accessing them.

Resources For Self-Represented Litigants

In order to further the goal that we all stand as
equals before the courts, PMC participatesin a
number of effortsto improve the resources
available for self-represented litigants. These
include collaborations with other civic groups on

production of information guides, planning our
own informational brochures about the courts
and serving on the Task Force on Self-
Represented Litigants of the Pennsylvania
Commission on Justice Initiatives.

Educational Programs

PMC was involved in several programs related
to expanding diversity and eliminating bias from
the courts. For Public Interest Law Day in
December 2006, Executive Director Marks
planned and moderated a continuing legal
education program “Combating Bias: Updates
from the Pennsylvania I nterbranch Commission
for Gender, Racial and Ethnic Fairness and the
Philadelphia Bar Association’s Committee to
Promote Fairness in the Philadelphia Justice
System.”

In January 2007, during the Pennsylvania Bar
Association’s midyear meeting, Marks served on
a panel along with Chief Justice Cappy and

Inter branch Commission member s Kathleen
Wilkinson and Burrell Brown join Chief Justice
Ralph Cappy (center) during the I nter branch
Commisson’s presentation at the PBA’s Midyear

M eeting.

other members of the Interbranch Commission,
entitled “Achieving Parity in Our Courts— PA’s
Model Approach.”
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JUDICIAL | NDEPENDENCE

Judicial independence is acritical element of a
strong justice system. Increasingly, however,
judicial independence, its
meaning and itsrole in our
system have been
misunderstood. Judges face
criticism and even calls for
impeachment or removal
from office based on
decisions made on the bench.
Such actions threaten our
entire justice system. PMC is
involved in efforts to protect
our system of justice, and the
independence of the
judiciary.

In the wake of recent attacks on the Pennsylvania
judicial system, the Pennsylvania Bar Association

established a special task force to which Executive

Director Marks was appointed. In addition,
through participation as a member of the
American Bar Association’s (ABA) Standing
Committee on Judicial Independence, the ABA’s
Litigation Section Task Force onthe
Independence of the Judiciary, and the Justice at

=

Stake Campaign, PMC has been actively involved
in efforts a the national level to promote the
independence of the judiciary.

Moreover, we believe that all of
our work for judicial selection
reform, in the judicial discipline
arenaand in the fight to
eliminate bias from the courts,
promotes and protectsthe
independence of the judiciary.
One of the biggest threatsto the
independence of the judiciary is
the need for judicial candidates
to raise money and campaign on
issues. When judicial
candidates need to raise money
from lawyers and parties who will later appear
before them and offer opinions on hot button
issues that could be implicated in future cases, the
public’s confidence in the impartiality of the
judiciary is undermined.

PM C RESOURCE CENTER AND EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS

PMC continues to serve as a clearinghouse for
information on national, state, and local court-
related issues. We field telephone calls and
electronic communications from individuals,
lawmakers, representatives of the media, scholars,
and civic organizations seeking background
material and statistics. We are continually
expanding our information bank to further
enhance our expertise. Our new website will go
live this fall and will enhance the resources we are
able to provide.

On adaily basis, PMC responds to inquiries from
the public about the courts, judicial elections, the
judicial discipline system, and jury duty. We find
that we are an important source of accurate
information for individuals with questions about
their experiences in the court system. We often
make referrals to local bar associations’ lawyer
referral services and to the Judicial Conduct
Board. Sometimes, however, individuals simply
need a sounding board for their complaints.
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PMC continues its commitment to raising public
awareness about Pennsylvania's judicial discipline
system. Although PMC does not assess the merits
of individual complaints against members of the
judiciary, staff members regularly field inquiries
from people interested in filing complaints against
judges for aleged misconduct. Infact, the
Judicial Conduct Board often refers individuals
with questions about the judicial discipline process
to PMC.

Educational Programs

PMC representatives regularly are invited to speak
by local, statewide, and national organizations
about issuesrelated to diversity in the justice
system, the courts, judicial selection, and judicial
independence.

Associate Director Goodman at the Chicago Panel.

In September 2006, Associate Director Goodman
participated in a panel discussion on “The Future
of Judicial SelectioninlIllinois.” Sponsored by
the Chicago Council of Lawyers and the Chicago
Lawyer Chapter of the American Constitution
Society, the program featured a panel of national
expertson judicial selection reform.

During the Philadelphia Bar Association’s Annual
Bench Bar Conference in early fall, Associate
Director Goodman organized and moderated a
panel addressing how to develop good
relationships between lawyers and the media. The

= ‘-\hruh;.m C = - °
PhiladelphiaBar Association Chancellor Jane
Dalton, Philadelphia Inquirer Reporter George
Anastasia, and PM C Board Member Abraham Reich
during the Bench Bar media panel.

panelists included Judge Frederica Massiah-
Jackson, former President Judge of the First
Judicial Digtrict, Jane Dalton, Chancellor of the
Philadelphia Bar Association, attorney and PMC
Board member Abraham Reich, Hank Grezlak,
Editor-in-Chief of the Legal Intelligencer,
Michelle Durham of KY W 1060 and George
Anastasia of the Philadelphia Inquirer.

In January 2007, PMC sponsored a continuing
legal education program focusing on the
controversial state Supreme Court decision finding
the 2005 pay raise invalid as to the legislative and

Panelists discussing the Supreme Court’s pay raise decison
during PM C’s continuing legal education program.

executive branches because of the use of
unvouchered expenses but overturning the repeal
of the pay raise asto the judges. We invited
representatives of the parties to the case as well as
law professors, a judge, and court watchersto
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discuss the impact of the decision. Our panelists
were: Judge Renee Hughes (a member of the
Pennsylvania Commission on Judicial
Independence), lawyers Bob Heim and Jane
Dalton (who represented judges in the litigation),
Professor Robert Williams (of the Rutgers Center
for State Congtitutional Studies), activist Gene
Stilp (who filed suit challenging the
constitutionality of the pay raise), Hank Grezlak
(Editor-in-Chief of the Legal Intelligencer), and
Pennsylvania Bar Association President-Elect
Andrew Susko. Judge Phyllis W. Beck moderated
the panel. An animated crowd attended and
participated in the course.

Widener Law

o

Sandra S. Christianson from Common Cause, Professor
John Gedid from Widener Law School, PBA President
Kennneth J. Horoho Jr., Professor Bruce Ledewitz from
Duquesne Law School, and PMC’s Marks debate during
L eague of Women Voters’ program.

During the spring of 2007, PMC participated in a
series of educational programs sponsored by
several chapters of the League of Women Voters
of Pennsylvania. These programs focused on the
Pennsylvania courts, proposals for reform of the
courts’ operations, concerns about judicial
independence, and calls for judicial selection
reform. Joining Executive Director Marks and
Associate Director Goodman on these panels were
professors from several law schools across the
state, bar association leaders, retired judges and
other court watchers. Some of these programs
aired on Pennsylvania Cable Network.

In May 2007, PMC board and staff members
participated in the inaugural program of the
Bernard G. Segal Institute for Appellate
Advocacy, a forum on judicial independence
entitled “What Price Justice?’ The event began
with a lively mock argument exploring the
paradox of judicial candidates needing to raise
money for their election campaigns while being
subject to codes of judicial conduct holding judges
to the highest standard of fair and impartial
treatment. The panel included five highly
experienced former appellate judges from across
the country, including PMC Board member, the
Honorable Phyllis W. Beck. The argument was
followed by a panel discussion, co-moderated by
Seth S. Andersen of the American Judicature
Society and PMC’s Marks. PMC Board Member
the Honorable Arlin Adams serves on the Board of
the Segal Institute and PMC Advisory Board
member Nancy Winkelman is the Executive
Director.

. _
Segal Ingtitute for Appellate Advocacy Program at National Constitution C

enter (Ieft toright): Attorney George Patton, Jr.; PMC’s

Marks; American Judicature Society’s Seth Ander sen; Attorney Neal R. Sonnett; the Honorable PhyllisW. Beck; former North
Carolina Supreme Court JusticeHenry E. Frye; former Judge, FBI and CIA Director Wiliam H. Webster; former Nevada Supreme

Court Justice Miriam Shearing; and former Judge Kenneth W. Starr.
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COLLABORATIONSWITH OTHER ORGANIZATIONS

PMC maintains ongoing collaborations with
numerous national, statewide, and local
organizations interested in the court system. On
the national level, PMC is a partnering
organization with the Justice at Stake Campaign (a
national grassroots campaign working for fair and
independent courts), the American Judicature
Society, the American Bar Association, the
National Center for State Courts, the Constitution
Project, the Brennan Center for Justice, and the
Committee for Economic Development.

On the statewide level, PMC is a member of the
Interbranch Commission on Gender, Racial and
Ethnic Fairness. PMC also serveson the
Pennsylvania Commission on Justice Initiatives,
founded by the Pennsylvania Bar Association at
the request of the Pennsylvania Supreme Court
and chaired by Edward W. Madeira, Jr.

PMC counts the following groups among our
“partners for justice,” includes them in our Juror
Appreciation Day celebrations, and meets with
their members to discuss merit selection and other
court reform initiatives: the Pennsylvaniaand
Philadelphia Bar Associations; the League of
Women Voters, the Barristers Association; the
Hispanic Bar Association; the Asian American
Bar Association; the South Asian Bar Association
of Philadelphia; the National Bar Association
Women Lawyers Division; Common Cause;
Committee of Seventy; the Institute for the Study
of Civic Values; the Pennsylvania Chamber of
Commerce and Industry; the NAACP Philadelphia
chapter; and the Greater Philadelphia Chamber of
Commerce.

PMC plays a unique role in the Philadelphia
public interest community. PMC servesasa
resource for many law-related nonprofit
organizations by acting as a bridge between those
organizations and the courtsto assist in the

Barbara Simmons of the National Bar Association
Women L awyer s Division, PM C’s Goodman and
Marks, Reetu Dandor a of the South Asian Bar
Association, Scott Reld of the Barristers’ Association,
and Grace Manno of the Asan American Bar
Association.

accomplishment of systemic change and
cooperative endeavors.

PMC’s status as a nonlitigating organization is
often helpful to organizations that are frequent
litigators in the state courts. Whenever possible,
we make introductions, facilitate relationships and
build coalitions to advance the causes championed
by our colleagues. Some of this work occurs
through our leadership of and work on various Bar
Association committees, including the Legislative
Liaison Committee and the Language Access Task
Force. Working in this capacity not only assists
other advocacy organizations, but also generally
serves our broader court reform mission.

PMC also participates in the Reformers’
Roundtable, a group of reform-minded
organizations in Philadel phia, coordinated by
Philadelphia Forward, collaborating on projects
aimed at reforming basic institutions of the City.

11



Pennsylvanians For M odern Courts

NEwWSABOUT PM C’SBOARD MEMBERS

Thereismuch good newsto report about PMG We also welcome new Board members
Board Members:

Shelley R. Smith of Ballard

Bob Heim became Board Chair in 2007. Bob was

one of the founders of
PMC and has served on
the Board since its
inception. Bobis excited
to be leading PMC at this
time when we hope to see
progress on merit
selection as well as other
goals.

We thank Cliff Haines for his years of service and

dedication as PMC’s chair.
We congratulate Cliff on
having been elected Vice
President of the
Pennsylvania Bar
Association. His
presidency will run from
2009-10, atime we hope
will coincide with the
successful culmination of
our merit selection
campaign.

The Honorable Phyllis W.
Beck, PMC’s Treasurer,
has taken on a new
challenge as counsel to the
Barnes Foundation.

Spahr Andrews &

Ingersoll, LLP, and chair of
the Philadelphia Bar
Association’s Commission
on Judicial Selection and
Retention;

Nancy Winkelman of
Schnader Harrison Segal
and Lewis, LLP; and

Sophia Lee of Sunoco and
past President of the Asian
American Bar Association
of the Delaware Valley.

Finally, Associate Director
Shira Goodman has been
appointed to the Editorial
Board of The Legal
Intelligencer.

12
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THANKSTO THE PEOPLE WHO MAKE PMC WORK

Financial Contributorg/In-kind Support:

Abelson Legal Search

Air Products and Chemicals, Inc.
Andrew Allen Charitable Foundation
Archer and Greiner

Bazelon, Less and Feldman, PC
Lawrence J. Beaser, Esquire
Honorable Phyllis W. Beck

Allen Black, Esquire

Blank Rome, LLLP

Buchanan Ingersoll & Rooney, P.C.
Ceisler Jubelirer LL.C

Chimicles & Tikellis, LLP

Citizens Bank Charitable Foundation
Comcast Corporation

Hope Comisky, Esquire

Conrad, O’Brien, Gellman & Rohn, PC
Cozen O’Connor

Dechert

Thomas A. Decker, Esquire

Francis Devine, III, Esquire

Drinker Biddle & Reath

Duane Morris LLP

Feldman, Shepherd, Wohlgelernter & Tanner
Fineman, Krekstein & Haris, PC
Jack L. Foltz, Esquire

Fox, Rothschild, O’Brien & Frankel
John F. Geis

Glazer Family Foundation

Shira J. Goodman, Esquire
Greenberg Traurig

Professor Phoebe Haddon

Clifford E. Haines, Esquire

Hangley Aronchick Segal & Pudlin
John Harkins, Jr., Esquire

Peter Hearn, PC

Robert C. Heim, Esquire

Hoyle, Fickler, Herschel & Mathes LLP
Independence Foundation

Carole Johnson

Donald Joseph, Esquire

Katherine Hatton & Richard Bilotti Fund

of the Princeton Area Community Foundation

Kittredge, Donley, Elson, Fullem & Embick
Michele Langer, Esquire

Michael Lehr, Esquire

Littler Mendelson, P.C.

Lynn Marks, Esquire

Marks, O’Neill, Reilly, O’Brien and Courtney
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & Goggin
Jerrilyn Greene Marston, Esquire

Merck & Co., Inc.

Morgan, Lewis & Bockius, LLLP

Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell & Hippel, LLP
Open Society Institute

PA Depart. of Community & Economic Development
Pepper Hamilton LLP

Philadelphia Bar Foundation

Philadelphia Contributionship

Walter M. Phillips, Jr., Esquire

Bennett G. Picker, Esquire

Post & Schell, PC

ReedSmith LLP

Abraham C. Reich, Esquire

Lila G. Roomberg, Esquire

Salesforce Foundation

Saramar Charitable Fund

Saul Ewing LLP

Schnader Harrison Segal & Lewis, LLLP

Lisa Scottoline

Sheller Family Foundation

Jacqueline O. Shogan, Esquire

Smyler & Gentile

Honorable Edmund B. Spaeth, Jr.

Stradley, Ronon, Stevens & Young
Symantec Corporation

Weir and Partners

The Weinstein Firm

White & Williams LLP

William Penn Foundation

Willig, Williams & Davidson

Linda Wishner

Wolf, Block, Schorr & Solis-Cohen LLP

Marc Zucker, Esquire
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American Bar Association

American Judicature Society
Asian American Bar Assn of the Delaware Valley
Barristers’ Association of Philadelphia

Brennan Center for Justice

Commission for Justice Initiatives of Pennsylvania

Committee of Seventy
Community Legal Services
Constitution Project
Friends of Farmworkers

Greater Philadel phia Chamber of Commerce

Hispanic Bar Association

Institute for the Study of Civic Values

Judging the Judges

Civic PARTNERS

Justice at Stake Campaign
Juvenile Law Center

NAACP

Nat’l Bar Association Women Lawyers Division
PennCord (Pennsylvania Coalition for

League of Women Voters

Representative Democracy)
Pennsylvania Bar Association
Philadelphia Bar Association
Philadel phia Council of Community Advancement

South Asian Bar Association of Philadelphia

Support Center for Child Advocates
Women Against Abuse
Women’s Law Project

PM C BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Honorable Arlin M. Adams
Schnader, Harrison, Segal & Lewis

Honorable Phyllis W. Beck

Constance E. Clayton, Ph.D.

Former Superintendent

School District of Philadelphia

Francis B. Haas, Jr., Esquire

McNees, Wallace & Nurick

Clifford E. Haines, Esquire
Haines & Associates

Chair
Dechert, LLP

Chair Emeritus

Robert C. Heim, Esquire

The Hon. Edmund B. Spaeth, Jr.
Former President Judge
Superior Court of Pennsylvania

Ernest E. Jones, Esquire
Philadel phia Workforce
Development Corporation

Thomas McGough
ReedSmith LLP

Dr. John E. Murray, Jr.
Chancellor
Duquesne University

Nancy M. Neuman
Former President
League of Women Voters
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PM C ADVISORY BOARD MEMBERS

SOUTHEAST PENNSYLVANIA ADVISORY BOARD

Lawrence J. Beaser
Blank Rome

Honorable Phyllis W. Beck

Nicholas E. Chimicles
Chimicles & Tikdlis, LLP

André L. Dennis
Stradley, Ronon, Stevens & Y oung

Francis P. Devineg, 111
Pepper Hamilton LLP

Jack L. Foltz
Retired, Sunoco

Professor Phoebe Haddon
Temple University School of Law

Clifford E. Haines
Haines & Associates

Robert C. HeEim
Dechert

SophiaLee
Sunoco, Inc.

Walter M. Phillips, J.
Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell &
Hippel

Bennett G. Picker
Stradley, Ronon, Stevens & Y oung

Abraham C. Reich
Fox, Rothschild, O’Brien & Frankel

Lila G. Roomberg
Ballard Spahr Andrews
& Ingersall, LLP

Lisa Scottoline
Author

Kenneth Shear
Philadel phia Bar Association

Shelley R. Smith
Ballard Spahr Andrews & Ingersoll, LLP

Denise J. Smyler
Smyler Taylor & Gentile

Hon. Edmund B. Spaeth, J.
Former President Judge,
Superior Court of Pennsylvania

Joseph M. Torsdlla
Nationa Constitution Center

Nancy Winkelman
Schnader Harrison Segal & LewisLLP

SOUTHWEST PENNSYLVANIA ADVISORY BOARD

Phyllis Armstrong
League of Women Voters of
Greater Pittsburgh

Robert L. Byer
Duane MorrisLLP

ThomasL. Cog, Sr.
AARP

Barbara Dickman
AARP

Arthur J. Edmunds
Professor Ben Fischer
H. John Heinz Schooal of Public Policy

and Management

Wendd| G. Fredand

Professor Leon L. Haley
University of Pittsburgh

Gordon K. MacLeod, M.D.
Graduate School of Public Health,
University of Pittsburgh

W. Thomas McGough, J.
ReedSmith LLP

Dr. John E. Murray, Jr.
Chancellor, Duguesne University

Charles J. Queenan, J.
Kirkpatrick & Lockhart

James E. Rohr
PNC Bank Corporation

Joanne Ross Wilder
Wilder, Mahood & Crenney

Hon. Ralph F. Scalera
Thorp, Reed & Armstrong

Marilyn Skolnick
Sierra Club Allegheny Group

Eric W. Springer
Horty Springer & Mattern, P.C.

Paul H. Titus
Schnader Harrison Segal & LewisLLP

Jon D. Walton
Allegheny Teledyne, Inc.
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PROBONO SUPPORT

Frances Ruml Beckley & Sandra Wintner, Ballard Spahr Andrews & Ingersoll, LLP
Lawrence J. Beaser, Blank Rome
David Denious, Dechert, LLP
Robert C. Heim, Dechert, LLP

CONSULTANTS

CRM manager, LLC
Digital Ingenuity
Evolve Strategies
David G. Faw, CPA
Jobecca Technology Group, LLC
Catherine Kasper, freelance newstracker
Tomas Daniels, website consultant
Jeff Jubelirer & Meredith Mychailyszyn, Ceider Jubelirer, LLC
Jennifer Stern, 4:52 Design

STAFF

Lynn A. Marks, Executive Director
Shira J. Goodman, Associate Director
Terri McMonagle Rogers, Administrator
Gloria Geissler, Controller

INTERNS/ VOLUNTEERS

Chanel Brodus
John Geis
Andy Getz

Caitlin Goodrich

Robert Jackel
Robert Lee
Katie Leonard
Rahul Munshi
Kristina Smith
Alexandra Tebay

LAYOUT
Robert Jackel
Rahul Munshi
PRINTING DONATED BY
Montgomery, McCracken, Walker & RhoadsLLP
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PENNSYLVANIANS

100 N. 17" Street
Suite 500
Philadelphia, PA 19103
T. (215) 569-1150
F. (215) 569-9153
www.pmconline.org
Info@pmconline.org

United Way of Southeastern Pennsylvania Donor Choice Number 12446
Seven Benjamin Franklin Parkway
Philadelphia, PA 19103-1294
T. (215) 665-2500
WWW.Uwsepa.org
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