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I come before you as a long-time prior member of the Kansas Supreme Court Nominating Commission, appointed in 
2014 and reappointed 2018, the longest serving member on the Commission at that time.  I am the broker-owner of 
Realty Executives Weis Real Estate Company, Manhattan, KS, having been the active listing/ selling/ managing owner 
of that company since January 1992, supervising agents and contracts for more than 35 years. It was my honor to 
serve on the Supreme Court Nominating Commission for 8 years, and it is a privilege to testify to you today. 

May I respectfully preface my testimony by stating my prior experience in serving the State of Kansas. I was 
appointed to the Kansas Governor’s Military Council on September 18, 2008, by Governor Kathleen Sebelius, 
reappointed by Governor Marc Parkinson, and reappointed to that Council by Governor Sam Brownback, serving 
for 6 years until May 2014.  

In February 2011, I was appointed to the Kansas Arts Foundation, Inc, by Governor Sam Brownback and elected 
President by that body.  On June 7, 2011, Governor Brownback appointed me as State Agency Chairman for the 
Kansas Arts Commission.  My responsibility was to not only serve as State Chairwoman but also to relocate all the 
State assets for that state arts agency from government to private quarters.  On July 7, 2012, I was also later 
appointed to the Kansas Creative Arts Commission.   

On May 7, 2014, I was appointed by Governor Sam Brownback to the Kansas Supreme Court Nominating 
Commission, which required my resignation from the Governor’s Military Council, a cause close to my heart.  My 
passion for seeing that justice is done, and my ability to help in that capacity,  superseded my personal interest in 
serving on the Governor’s Military Council, where I had worked diligently to retain federal funding of all Kansas 
military bases, most especially Fort Riley, 9 miles from my business. On June 8, 2018, I was reappointed to the 
Supreme Court Nominating Commission by Governor Jeff Colyer.   

During my 8-year term on the Kansas Supreme Court Nominating Commission I vigorously endeavored to 
educate the public through local newspaper of the extensive application required, the rigorous investigative 
requirements, the public interview process, and voting conducted in a public hearing on written ballots, made 
available to the public after the hearing.  (See attachments) 

 During my 8 years on the Supreme Court Nominating Commission, I never once, at any time, witnessed a 
violation of the integrity required of the members of this Commission.  We were consistently passionate about 
our serious responsibility to the citizens of this State.  I was with them in meetings, at breakfast, lunch, dinner, in 
countless informal situations, but never EVER in my presence has any member violated the duties and 
confidentiality required of us.  We exerted our best efforts to choose the most highly qualified persons, regardless 
of political affiliation, to accept nomination for judicial office.   As a group, and as individuals, we strove to send 
the three most highly qualified individuals to the Governor, without consideration of political affiliation, race, 

mailto:LINDA@LINDAWEIS.COM


religion, sex, or disability that would affect performance of the essential job duties of a potential nominee.   We 
were committed to the realization that the character and competence of the Kansas judiciary depended upon the 
effective performance of the duties and responsibilities of  us as the  Supreme Court Nominating Commission.   
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The Commission consists of 4 lawyer members, one from each congressional district, elected by other lawyers.  
Four members of the Commission, one from each congressional district, are appointed by the Governor.  The 
ninth member and chair, also a lawyer, is chosen by qualified lawyers in a statewide election.   All members, 
appointed and elected, are treated with the greatest respect and dignity.  I never at any time felt that my opinion 
was not counted with the same weight as that of other members, most especially elected lawyer members.  It is 
not true that the opinions and vote of elected lawyers have more weight than that of appointed members.   I 
often expressed a dissenting opinion and was always treated with the greatest respect.  Being from “the old 
school”, I was sometimes known to express concern about an applicant who might have been more acceptable to 
other members of the Commission.  I always felt free in “standing my ground” regarding my negative opinion of 
an applicant, even when I sensed that applicant was favored by others. Everyone’s vote counted equally, and 
everyone’s voice counted equally.  There was no room for intimidation in this Commission!!   

From reading my prior experience you may notice that I have been appointed by Governors of both parties.  I can 
honestly report that political affiliation is never discussed among the Commission, and I have never known the 
political affiliation of any of the justices chosen except for Justice Caleb Stegall, whom it was my honor to 
thoroughly investigate, interview publicly, and present for consideration.  My first question to him in public 
interview was to address his “youth” as the youngest to be considered for appointment to the Supreme Court.  
My second question was, of course, to address his relationship to the Governor, for whom he had served as legal 
counsel.  You may be aware that Justice Stegall responded with brilliance to both questions and was approved 
without hesitation by the Supreme Court Nominating Commission on the first vote.  

The commission’s job is to vet candidates extremely thoroughly. We are required to review ALL applications 
and attachments, as well as reference letters. Though we are required to contact a minimum of 3 people listed 
on the application assigned to us, I contacted a minimum of six, in order to see all sides of this applicant.  I 
particularly felt an obligation to contact those attorneys whom the applicant opposed or judges who ruled 
against them.  The list would also include area attorneys, chief judges, clerks of the district court, community 
members of the applicant’s involvement. The investigative process goes far beyond the Commission’s personal 
inquiries. The Clerk of the Supreme Court provides personal, confidential information on the following 
investigations, then all this information is then shared with members of the Commission.   

1) Judicial Conduct Commission (an applicant’s ethical indiscretion can disqualify him/her)
2) Continuing Education Commission
3) Kansas Attorney Disciplinary Administrator’s Office
4) Criminal background check ordered from the KS Bureau of Investigation
5) Credit check by a national credit reporting agency—(this can reveal surprises)
6) Appellate practice report from Clerk’s office
7) Report of any judge who has sat with the Supreme Court or Court of Appeals



8) Social Media check by validityscreening.com— independent background screening organization
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The lengthy, comprehensive application is attached for your review. Please be apprised that I have reviewed 
hundreds of these as well as their cases in my role on the Supreme Court Nominating Commission.  When appointed in 
2014, a bank box containing all the applications, support information, and their legal cases were shipped to my 
home. I almost fainted when the first huge box arrived---other boxes arrived as the process continued.  I was horrified 
in reading the cases---murders, incest, theft—horrors of the worst kind.  I was struck with the EXTREME 
responsibility bestowed on me in representing the citizens of the State of Kansas in selecting for nomination 
justices for the administration of justice who are exceptionally qualified beyond a shadow of doubt. Since 2018, the 
Commission has received the information via confidential, secure email, but the workload is the same!   

When friends vote at the polls for judges, they often seek my opinion as to whom I recommend because they have 
little information on which to base their selection.  Of course, I do not comply with their request, but as I consider 
this important situation, I wonder how the general public would be privy to the kinds of personal, confidential, 
professional qualifications that has taken thousands of hours to evaluate.  This is not a popularity contest; this is life 
and death business!   

Thank you for your kind attention.   I am available by phone for questions.  

 LINDA WEIS OLSON  
KANSAS SUPREME COURT NOMINATING COMMISSION 2014-2022 
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