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TABLE I:  NEW MEXICO SUPREME COURT 

VOTING PATTERNS IN CRIMINAL CASES 1997–2002 
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TABLE II: NEW MEXICO SUPREME COURT 
VOTING PATTERNS IN CIVIL CASES 1997–2002 
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TABLE III:  COMPARATIVE VOTING OF 
THE JUSTICES IN CRIMINAL CASES 1997–2002 
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TABLE IV:  COMPARATIVE VOTING OF THE  
JUSTICES IN CIVIL CASES 1997–2002 
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TABLE V:  CRIMINAL CASES 

 
Criminal 

cases 
Baca Serna Minzner Franchini Maes 

Roybal [*] [P] [P] [D] [P] 
Urioste [P] [P] [D] [P] [P] 
Frank [P] [P] [D] [P] [P] 
Carbajal [D] [P] [D] [D] [P] 
Padilla [P] [D] [D] [D] [D] 
Martinez [P] [P] [D] [D] [D] 
Gaitan [P] [P] [D] [D] [P] 
Trujillo [P] [P] [D] [D] [P] 
Toney [P] [P] [P] [D] [P] 
Benally [P] [P] [D] [D] [D] 
Javier M. [P] [P] [D] [D] [P] 
Martinez-
Rodriguez 

[P] [P] [D] [P] [P] 

Traeger [P] [P] [P] [P] [P] 
Santillanes [P] [P] [D] [D] [P] 
Cardenas-
Alvarez 

[P] [P] [D] [D] [D] 

Johnson [P] [P] [D] [D] [P] 
Jacobs [P] [P] [D] [D] [D] 
Guilez [P] [P] [P] [D] [P] 
Jason L.  [P] [D] [D] [D] [P] 
Cunningham [P] [P] [P] [D] [P] 
Antillon [P] [P] [D] [D] [*] 
Nunez [P] [P] [D] [D] [D] 
Lopez [P] [P] [P] [D] [P] 
Allen [P] [P] [P] [D] [P] 
Paul T. [P] [D] [D] [D] [D] 
Clark [P] [P] [P] [D] [P] 
Torres [P] [P] [P] [D] [*] 
Reed [P] [D] [D] [D] [*] 
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Arellano [P] [P] [D] [P] [*] 
Ashley [P] [D] [D] [D] [*] 
Carrasco [P] [D] [D] [D] [*] 
McGruder [P] [P] [P] [D] [*] 
Patterson [P] [P] [D] [D] [D] 
ACLU [P] [P] [P] [P] [D] 
TOTAL (pro-
prosecution) 

97% 82% 32% 18% 67% 

TOTAL (pro-
defense) 

3% 18% 68% 82% 33% 

Key (Tables V & VI): 
P = Pro-prosecution; G = Pro-government 
D = Pro-defendant; I = Pro-individual 
* = Did not participate in decision 

 
 

TABLE VI:  CIVIL CASES 

 
Civil cases Baca Serna Minzner Franchini Maes 

Cooper [G] [G] [I] [I] [I] 
Tercero [I] [G] [I] [G] [G] 
Martinez v. 
Reid 

[G] [I] [G] [G] [I] 

N.M. Dep’t of 
Health 

[G] [G] [I] [I] [G] 

Sonntag [G] [G] [I] [I] [I] 
Garcia-Montoya [G] [G] [I] [G] [*] 
Gonzales v. 
N.M. Dep’t of 
Health 

[G] [G] [I] [G] [G] 

Phoenix Indem. 
Ins. Co. 

[G] [I] [I] [I] [I] 

Commission 
Investigation 

[G] [G] [I] [I] [I] 

ACLU [G] [G] [G] [G] [I] 
Handmaker [I] [I] [I] [G] [G] 
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TABLE VI:  CIVIL CASES 

 
Civil cases Baca Serna Minzner Franchini Maes 

Torres [I] [I] [G] [G] [I] 
Alberts [G] [G] [*] [G] [I] 
Coates [G] [G] [G] [I] [G] 
State ex. rel. 
Haragan 

[I] [I] [G] [G] [*] 

Gonzales v. 
Chiropractic 

[G] [G] [G] [G] [*] 

Southern Union 
Gas 

[G] [G] [I] [G] [*] 

Reed [G] [I] [I] [I] [*] 
TOTAL (pro-
government) 

72% 61% 29% 67% 31% 

TOTAL (pro-
individual) 

28% 39% 71% 33% 69% 

 
 
 
 
 


