
IN TEE CHANCERY COURT FOR KNOX COUNTY, TElVPTESSEE 

JOHN McELROY, 11, 

Plaintiff, 
V. 

THOMAS STRICKLAND, et al., 

Defendants. 1 
1 ) COPY 

BEE DESELM, et a]., 

Plaintiffs, 1 
v. 1 

) 
KNOX COUNTY COMMISSION, ) 

) 
Defendants. 1 

No. 168904-3 

&FRED AKERMAN, et al., 1 
1 

plaintiffs, 1 
v. 1 

1 
KNOX COUNTY COMMISSION, 1 

) 
Defendants. 1 

No. 169712-1 

- p p  

INTERROGATORIES TO JURY 



The jury is to answer each interrogatory by placing a check mark to the left of 

"Yes" or "No". 

I. Jury Interrogatories Pertaining to Deliberations or Decisions to Take the Action 
Specified in the January 19,2007 Letter of 14 Commissioners. 

1. Did two or more Knox County bef0re.Janum-y 19, 2007 decide 
or deliberate outside of a public to take the action set out in the 
January 19,2007 letter? 

- No 

2. If your answer to Interrogatory I. # 1. is "Yes", did two or more Knox County 
Commissioners who decided, or who deliberated toward that decision, provide adequate 
notice to the public of their intent to deliberate? 

/' - Yes 

3. If your answer to Interrogatory I. # 1. is "Yes, did two or more Knox County 
Commissioners who decided, or who deliberated toward, promptly and fully report minutes 
of their deliberations? 

/ 
Yes 

4. If your answer to Interrogatory I. # 1 .  is "Yes", did the process by which those 
deliberations or decisions circumvent the intent, the spirit or requirements of the Open 
Meetings Act? 

/' Yes 

5. If your answer to Interrogatory I. # 1 is "Yes", was there, during a Knox County 
Commission meeting [at the January 22nd or 3 la Commission meetings], a new and 
substantial reconsideration of the issues involved in which the public was afforded ample 
opportunity to h o w  the facts and to be heard pertaining to the action taken in the January 
19, 2007 letter7 

/' 
-- Yes No 



TI. Jury Interrogatories Pertaining to Commission's Vote to Take the Action 
Specified in the January 19,2007 Letter of 14 Commissioners- 

1. Was the decision in the January 19, 2007 letter made by a public vote, 
public role call? 

Yes 

2. If your answer to Intmogatory 11. # 1 is Wo", was there, during a Knox County 
Commission meeting [January 22nd or 31stI a new and substantial reconsideration of the 
issues involved in which the public was afforded ample opportunity to know the facts and to 
be heard pertaining to the action taken in the January 19,2007 letter? 

Yes No 
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UI. Jury Interrogatories Pertaining to  Rules and Procedures for 
Nomination and Appointment of Officers After January 12,2007 and Before January 
31,2007. 

1. Did two or more Commissioners decide or deliberate outside of a public meeting 
toward a decision for rules and procedures the Commission would follow to make 
nominations and appointments to Knox County offices at times other than during public 
meetings on January 16, 2007; January 22,2007; and January 3 1,2007? 

2. If your answer to Interrogatory III. # 1. is "Yes", did the Knox County Commissioners 
who deliberated toward, or made, those decisions provide adequate notice to the public of 
their intent to deliberate or make decisions as to the rules and procedures the Commission 
would follow? 

Yes 

3. If your answer to Interrogatory 111. # 1. is "Yes", did the f iox County Commissioners 
who deliberated toward, or made, those decisions promptly and fblly report minutes of their 
deliberations? 

Yes 

4. If your answer to Interrogatory 111. # 1 .  i s  "Yes", did the process by which 
de1iberation.s toward or decisions made as to rules and procedures circumvent the intent, the 
spirit or requirements of the Open Meetings Act? 

5.  If your answer to Interrogatory 111. # 1 is "Yes" was there, during the Knox County 
Commission meeting of January 22 or 3 1, 2007, a new and substantial reconsideration of the 
issues involved in which the public was afforded ample opportunity to know the facts and to 
be heard pertaining to the action taken in the January 19,2007 letter? / 

-- Yes i/ NO 



W .  Jury Interrogatories Pertaining to the Appointment of Oacers Prior to the 
Beginning of the Meeting on January 31,2007. 
, 

(' 1 ,  ' Did two or more members of the h o x  County Commission outside of a public meeting 
decide or deliberate toward a decision to appoint certain officers prior to the meeting of 
the Knox County Commission on January 3 1,2007? 

2. If your answer to Interrogatory IV. kc 1. is "Yes", did the Knox County Commissioners 
who deliberated toward that decision provide adequate public notice to the public of 
their intent to deliberate? 

Yes 

3. If your answer to Interrogatory IV. # I.. is "Yes", did those Commissioners promptly and 
fully report minutes of their deliberations? 

/ 
Yes / No 

4. If your answer to Interrogatory N. # 1. is "Yes", did the process by which deliberations 
for appointments to offices circumvent the intent, the spirit or requirements of the Open 
Meetings Act? 

/' 
yes  No 

5. If your answer to Interrogatory IV. ft 1 is "Yes" pIace a check mark to the left of the 
following offices you find two or more members of the Knox County Commission 
decided or deliberated toward a decision to appoint prior to the meeting of the Knox 
County Commission on January 3 1,2007? 

<Jones as Sheriff 
Billy Tindell as County Clerk 

heny Witt as Register of Deeds 
red Sisk as  Trustee 

Jordan, District 1, Seat A 
i//Charlrs Rrlus, Di~kict 2, Se?t B 
Y ' ~ i c 1 i x d  C:?e, Dls::ict 4, Scrr: .4 
e e e  7: anir?!, 9;s-rlct 4, S r - t  I? 
Y ~ r a n k  LcLl;hold, L :<ct 5, Seat C -- 
./sharon Czn-ood, r)i.&ct 6, Seat A 
&-"? k Huddleston, District 8, Seat B 

-rn G~eene, District 9, Seat A 



6. If your answer to Interrogatory IV. # 1 is "Yes", was there, during the h o x  County 
Commission meeting of January 3 1,2007, a new and substantial reconsideration of the 
issues involved in which the public was afforded ample opportunity to know the facts and 
to be heard with reference to each office you checked in Interrogatory IV, #5? 

Yes - 



V. Jury Interrogatories Pertaining to the Appointment of Oficers During Recesses 
During the Meeting on January 31,2007. 

Did two or more members of the Knox County Commission decide or deliberate toward a 
' 

decision to appoint certain officers during recesses of the meeting of the Knox County 
Comrnission on January 3 1,2007? ," 

L' 
Yes 

2. If your answer to Interrogatory V. # 1. is "Yes", did the Knox County Commissioners 
who deliberated toward that decision provide adequate public notice to the public of 
there intent to deliberate during recesses? 

I 

Yes 

3. Lf your answer to Interrogatory V. # 1, i s  "Yes", did those Commissioners promptly and 
fully report minutes of their deliberations during recesses? 

/ 
. Yes 

4. If your answer to Interrogatory V. # 1.. is "Yes", did the process by which deliberations for 
appointments to offices circumvent the intent, the spirit or requirements of the Open 
Meetings Act? l 

/ 
Yes 

5. If your answer to Interrogatory V. ff I. is "Yes", piace a check mark to the left of the 
following offices you find that two or more members of the Knox County Comrnission 
decided or deliberated toward a decision to appoint during recesses of the meeting of the 
Knox County Commission on January 3 1,2007? 

J. J. Jones as Sheriff 
Billy Tindell as County Clerk 
Sherry Witt as Register of Deeds 
Fred Sisk as Trustee 
Josh .1,crdarL. Distfir:~ 1, Seat k 

,A~:.rlis Dvlils, U::t-ict 2, Seat B . . -  
g!.jrji:.':<~ (:::7i2, DiYir:~;? -i; ;: !:;it &A, ----.< 

;/ Lee '1 r>~ .~r~-ne l ,  Dlstr;c I 4, Seat I3 
F r d  Leuthold, Dis'uict 5, Seai C 
Sharon Cawood, District 6, Seat A 
Jack Huddleston, District 8, Seat B 
Tim Greene, District 9, Seat A 



6. If your answer to Interrogatory V. # 1 is "Yes", was there, during the Knox County 
Commission meeting of January 3 1,2007, a new and substantial reconsideration of the issues 
involved in which the public was afforded ample opportunity to know the facts and to be 
heard with reference to each office you checked in interrogatory V. # 57 

/-" 
- Yes No 



Vl[. Jury Interrogatories Pertaining to Amendments to the Agenda as to When Officers 
Were to be Sworn in to Take Their Seat. 

a Did two or more Commissioners decide or deliberate towaid a decision to allow the 
Commissioner appointed for the Second Commission District Seat to be sworn and take his 
Seat at a time other than provided for by the agenda? 

/ 
Yes No 

2. If your answer to Interrogatory VI. # 1. is "Yes", did the two or more b o x  County 
Commissioners who deliberated toward, or made that decision, provide adequate public 
notice to the public of their intent to deliberate? 

/ 
Yes 

3. If your answer to Interrogatory VI. # 1. is "Yes", did the two or more Knox County 
Commissioners who deliberated toward, or made that decision, promptly and fully report 
minutes of their deliberations? 

Yes 

4. If your answer to Interrogatory VI. # 1. is "Yes", did the process by which 
deliberations by two or more Knox County Commissioners who deliberated toward, or 
made that decision, circumvent the intent, the spirit or requirements of the Open Meetings 
Act7 

/' 

5 .  If your answer to Interrogatory VI. # I is "Yes", was there, during the Knox County 
Commission meeting of January 3 1,2007, a new and substantial reconsideration of the issues 
involved in which the public was afforded ampIe opportunity to know the facts and to be 
heard with reference to the agenda for swearing in nominees? 
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