


campaign contributions or other support to the judge, or provided independent 
communications favoring the judge’s election. Some of the factors are further addressed 
in Caperton v. A.T. Massey Coal Co., 556 U.S. 868 (2009).

Petitioners have researched similar rules in state jurisdictions throughout the 
United States, and have incorporated much from Georgia’s Code of Judicial Conduct, 
Rule 2.11 (4) which we believe derives from the American Bar Association’s Model Code 
of Judicial Conduct.

The proposed rules SCR 60.04 (4)(d), (e), and (f) add that whenever a judge is 
required by rule to consider the financial or other relationship of a spouse in a recusal 
question, those of a judge’s domestic partner must be considered.

Proposed rule SCR 60.04(4)(g) clarifies that statements of a judge or judicial 
candidate, other than those that expressly commit the speaker to rule on a case or 
issue in a particular manner, are not grounds for recusal.

The proposed amendments to SCR 60.04 (6) procedures [renumbered SCR 
60.04 (5) in our petition] foster increased public confidence in judicial independence, 
integrity and impartiality by clearly emphasizing transparency, prompt notice and a 
meaningful opportunity for parties to comment when concerns regarding recusal are 
raised.

In drafting, redlining, and formatting the Petition, Petitioners have consulted with 
Chief Justice Jill Karofsky, Justice Susan Crawford, and Court Commissioners Tim 
Barber and Bridget Schoenborn. We thank them for their assistance.

Respectfully submitted this 3^day of
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