
Judicial Education Committee Meeting MINUTES 
Friday, January 29, 2016 

1:00 – 3:30 p.m. 
Conference Room 9003 

 
1. Members present:  Stephen R. Bowers, Marla Clark, Kimberly S. Dowling, Thomas J. Felts (acting 

chair), Michael J. Kramer, Bradley K. Mohler, Margret Robb, Mark A. Smith, Jay L. Toney. 

Staff present:  Vicki Davis, Barbara Harcourt, Julie McDonald. 

2. The members approved the minutes from the October 2015 meeting. 

3. The committee reviewed the evaluations from the fall programs:  the Senior Judge Workshop, the 
City and Town Court Judges Annual Meeting, the Domestic Relations Workshop, and the Winter 
Workshop.   

4. Staff reported that twelve or thirteen new judges will be attending the City & Town Court New 
Judges Orientation.   

5. Staff reported that the Spring Judicial College Program will feature programs on the judicial role in 
effectuating real criminal justice reform, mental health, victim attrition, evolving issues in family law, 
discovery, e‐discovery, jury selection, unrepresented litigants, and recent legislation.  The recent 
legislation session as a part of the Spring Judicial College works well for a short legislative session.  
There will not be a hotel block for the College.   

6. Staff provided an update on 2017 Spring Judicial College, advising that the conference will not be in 
South Bend, but will rather be at the Indianapolis Marriott East.  The 2018 Judicial College may be in 
South Bend.   

7. The Faculty Development Sub‐committee reported that they are continuing to work toward a 
faculty development workshop.   

8. Staff reported on the online Judge e‐Candidate school, developed with the assistance of the 
National Center for State Courts.   

9. The Committee discussed the possible class size for the 2016 PreBench and 2017 General 
Jurisdiction Orientation, which looks as if it might be smaller (about 39‐40) than the last orientation 
class (about 70).   

10. Staff reported that they do not anticipate many changes in the PreBench program, as it was very 
well received and interactive.  It is scheduled for December 1, 2016 at the Renaissance Hotel in 
Carmel.  The Committee discussed whether the General Jurisdiction Orientation be expanded to a 
week in January and another week in February.  The Education Committee strongly supports the 
two‐week program. 

11. Staff reported that the Bench Skills Subcommittee met in December.  The first bench skills program 
will focus on contempt, demeanor, and unrepresented litigants.     

12. The Committee reviewed the schedule for all of the 2016 Education Programs.  The CLE Commission 
will be moving to attorney reporting of CLE hours through an online portal.   

13. Barbara Harcourt reported on training for court reporters.   

14. The Acting Chair adjourned the meeting.   

15. Next meeting date: March 11, 2016 at 1:00 p.m. 



Judicial Education Committee Meeting MINUTES 
Friday, March 11, 2016 

2:00 – 3:30 p.m. 
Conference Call 

 

1. Members participating:  Amy Barbar, Stephen Bowers, Marla Clark, Kimberly Dowling, Bill 
Fee, Bill Hughes (chair), Michael Kramer, Brad Mohler, Margret Robb, Mark Smith, Jay 
Toney, Nancy Vaidik.  

Staff participating:  Anne Jordan, Barbara Harcourt, Julie McDonald. 

2. The members approved the minutes from the January 29, 2016 meeting.   

3. Three hundred and two judicial officers have registered so far.  The biggest session so far is 
the unrepresented litigants session.  Recent legislation is the only course offered on Friday, 
and currently has 255 registrants.  Some judicial officers have reported difficulty finding a 
hotel room at a reasonable rate without a hotel block.  Judge Hughes reported that one of 
his colleagues reported that there were noticeably fewer offerings at this year’s college, and 
that the program seemed shorter. 

4. The members discussed potential topics for the Annual Meeting.  Members have heard 
good things about Barry Friedman and Stephen Carter.  Judge Hughes was intrigued by 
Eva Kor.  Judge Robb suggested Irwin Levin on the importance of the American judicial 
system.  Judge Bowers reminded the group that representatives from the Holocaust 
Museum have presented in the recent past, and that we should be careful not to duplicate 
material.  Members were also interested in Gus Lee.  Judge Vaidik suggested Brian 
Stephenson, and Judge Robb reported that the Chief Justice is already talking to him about 
2017.  The members were interested in the following topics: 

 Family Law Update  
 Criminal Law Update 
 Civil Law Update 
 New Rules/Rule Amendment 
 Landlord/Tenant Update 
 The Basics of No-Contact Orders, Protection Orders, and WVROs  

 Judge Mohler suggested that this program would benefit from demonstrations 
using InCite.   

 Collateral Source Payments and Medical Bills: Billed, Paid, Write-Offs  
 Mentioned by Judge Hughes and Judge Dowling 

 Adrienne’s Annual Ethics Update 
 Identified by Judge Bowers  

 Neurobiology of sexual assault, Dr. Rebecca Campbell, Professor of Psychology, 
University of Michigan  

 Identified by Judge Dowling 
 Race, Cultural Responsivity, and Domestic Violence, Dr. Oliver Williams 

 Interest suggested by Judges Bowers, Hughes, and Dowling, but perhaps not 
focused entirely on domestic violence  

 Aging in the Law  
 Hughes proposes that we use Dr. Daniel Bateman  

 Using Technology to Improve Court and Courtroom Management  
 Hughes says that we should have a significant technology session at every 

conference, but that we shouldn’t put on a session with too many topics.  Judge 



Dowling suggested breaking the proposal down and tackling them one at a time.  
 Employing Senior Judges in Your Court: Working Together to Improve the Administration 

of Justice 
 Judge in History program – Focus on a judge in history story and the relevance to 

judicial officers today.  
 Robb suggested this topic.  Judge Vaidik suggested using the lawyers from 

Randy Shepard’s Bicentennial program.   
 Vaidik also suggested Brandeis.   

 Law & Literature  
 Identified by Magistrate Barbar. 

 
5. The committee discussed possible programs for the Winter Workshop, including 

evidence, legal writing, Eva Kor, and a race and cultural responsivity.  Judge Vaidik 
suggested breaking out into smaller groups.  Judge Smith suggested doing sessions 
based on case type, instead of evidentiary issue.  Judge Hughes suggested a 
bicentennial program. 

6. Judge Dowling discussed forms requested by the Supreme Court’s Committee on 
Unrepresented Litigants.  Judge Hughes also stated that Tyler Technologies is looking 
for forms to develop electronically.  Judge Dowling will contact the chairs of the other 
conference committees to get assistance in discrete topic areas. 

7. Staff provided an update on the Judge Candidate eSchool.  The first module was 
emailed last week to candidates, both incumbents and challengers.  Candidates have 
been sending positive feedback already.  Staff will send out a link to the first module to 
the committee members.   

8. Although the Bench-Bar in 1999 was wonderful, the more recent one in 2013 or 2014 
was very poorly attended by the bar and the bench bore the brunt of most of the work.  
Judge Fee suggested that the judicial education committee could be interested, but that 
the bar would have to do the majority of the work.  Judge Hughes stated that ICLEF did 
most of the educational planning work in 1999.  Judge Hughes suggested that committee 
members ask their colleagues for their perspectives on whether a Bench-Bar would be a 
good idea.  He also suggested that we ask Judge Felts to ascertain the bar’s level of 
commitment to the program.  Andi Metzel could also be invited to attend our next 
meeting. 

9. The chair adjourned the meeting. 
10. The next meeting is scheduled for May 20 at 1:00 p.m. 



Judicial Education Committee MINUTES 

Friday, May 20, 2016  

Indiana Judicial Center, Conference Room 9003 

1:00 P.M. 

 

1. Members present:  Amy Barbar (by telephone), Marla Clark (by telephone), Bill Fee (by 

telephone), Tom Felts (by telephone), Bill Hughes (chair), Margret Robb, Jay Toney.  Guest 

present:  David Certo.  Staff present:  Vicki Davis, Anne Jordan, Julie McDonald, and Barbara 

Harcourt. 

2. The members of the committee approved the minutes from the March Approval of Minutes 

from the March 11, 2016 conference call. 

3. Judge David Certo proposed that the committee establish a core curriculum for graduation 

from the Indiana Judicial College and/or establishing a training curriculum on domestic 

violence, substance abuse, and mental illness.  He referenced the State of Washington’s 

formal certification for its judges.  Judge Robb asked Judge Certo whether certain core 

courses would be required, while others would be designated based on the judge’s 

caseload.  Judge Certo agreed, and also mentioned that the National Judicial College has 

core courses, with electives offered as well.  He also said that in some regulated 

professions, professionals certify that they are meeting requirements, and they can be 

audited.  He wants to focus on ways of setting judges up for success.  He also suggested 

beginning with the new judicial officers.  He also suggested making core courses plenary 

sessions.  Judge Hughes pointed out that domestic violence, substance abuse, and mental 

illness are some of the lowest attended sessions we offer.  He also suggested that plenary 

sessions are one of the least effective educational formats.   

4. The committee reviewed the Spring Judicial College evaluations.  Some of the general 

comments focused on the issue of not having a room block for an event at the Convention 

Center.   In the future, the Center will work on having a room block for the Spring Judicial 

College.  On Wednesday, the victim attrition session was rated a little lower due to the 

strong views of the presenters.  Mental health for the judge was well received, but there 

was some discussion about when the group exercise should have taken place.  The criminal 

justice reform session was more about leadership than about evidence‐based decision 

making, which resulted in a few negative comments.  The Thursday sessions were very well 

received.  Managing discovery and jury selection in particular could be repeated.  The 

Modern family session was excellent.  E‐discovery was a good session, but it is difficult to 

get timely materials from busy attorney faculty.  The members mentioned that there 

weren’t any complaints about online materials, perhaps due to the wifi purchased by the 

Center for 200 devices.  The unrepresented litigant session used an online responder 

system, which cost $199 for the session.  It was easy to use, and was good for more than 

120 users.  It wasn’t as robust with graphics, but it didn’t require any special equipment that 

had to be distributed and picked up.  Judge Dowling said that it made a huge difference to 

bring in two out‐of‐state presenters.  On Friday, the recent legislation session was dry, but 



necessary.  Some comments suggested having breakouts for the individual chunks of 

material.  Staff suggested using distance education for this topic area.  Judge Hughes 

suggested that the judges could walk out with a set of three or four high points from each 

topic area.  One of the general comments suggested that the sessions be 90‐minutes 

instead of longer, but this would sacrifice the in‐depth treatment of a subject.  Members 

suggested doing a part one and part two using more than one 90‐minute time block.  Judge 

Hughes also suggested that the committee may need to consider the purposes and intents 

of each of our conferences, and whether we are serving them with the formats we are 

using.   

5. Staff provided an update on the 2016 Juvenile Judges Annual Meeting, set for June 16‐17.   

6. Staff also provided an update on the court reporter transcript training module.  Staff is 

working with the National Center for State Courts to develop training in the hopes that it 

will be ready before July 1.  A court reporter roundtable will also take place to allow them to 

discuss their concerns.  Judge Hughes suggested that presenters at trainings should be 

prepared for questions about deadlines and payments to court reporters.   

7. The committee discussed the schedule and events for the 2016 Annual Meeting, set for 

September 14‐16 in French Lick.  The keynote speaker was set in April – Dr. Will Miller.  

Judge Fee suggested that we repeat or rework some of the topics from Thursday at the 

Spring Judicial College at the Annual Meeting.  Judge Hughes suggested that the technology 

demo room have prepared presentations on particular topics listed on the schedule.  A 

weighted caseload session has been added on Thursday afternoon, and it could be repeated 

on Friday.  Judge Robb said that the judge in history session could focus on why we continue 

to care about judges, and the work they do.  There will be a reception for Lilia Judson on 

Thursday afternoon.  The closing session on Friday is just an awards ceremony, without a 

plenary speaker.   

8. Staff reported that there will be a Faculty Development Program on October 10‐13, taught 

by the National Judicial College for 20 to 30 participants.  Staff requested that members 

email suggestions for possible attendees.   

9. Staff reported that the Winter Workshop will be an evidence program.  Faculty will include 

Bill Hughes, Nancy Vaidik, Kim Dowling, and Bob Altice.  It will take place at the Renaissance 

Hotel in Carmel, and can accommodate 225____ people.   

10. Sixteen judges are retiring this year, and one incumbent lost in the primary.  Three 

incumbents have general election contests in November.  There will be a class of about 50 

people for the orientation.  Staff had requested expanding the orientation from seven to 

ten days – using a two‐week format.  After drafting a budget for the expanded program, 

staff has been directed to look at a seven‐ or eight‐day in‐person program, with some 

additional distance components.  Juvenile orientation will be included in those seven or 

eight days.  Judge Hughes suggested adding more time for technology in the orientation 

program, including Lexis, INcite, etc.   

11.  Staff reported on the request made by the Indiana State Bar Association for a cross‐over 

annual meeting of the Bench/Bar in 2018.  Chief Justice Rush is instead proposing a one‐day 



bench/bar program that would not be associated with the Annual Meeting of the Judicial 

Conference of Indiana. 

12. The Chair adjourned the meeting.   

13. Next Meeting: July 22, 2016 at 1pm.   
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