JIS JUVENILE AND CORRECTIONS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

MEETING MINUTES

January 13, 2000

Present:
Sharon Bell, Pam Daniels, Bruce Eklund, Judy Higgins, Mel Jewell, Dave Johnson, Cathy Snow, Fred Thompson, Ernie Veach-White, Dave Yount, Norma Bryce, Tom Clarke, Mike Curtis, Susan Curtright, Alan Erickson, Allyson Erickson, Maury Galbraith, Eric Kruger.

Absent:
Bill Van Diest, John Gray, Bill Holmes, Rena Hollis, Rawleigh Irvin, Deborah Yonaka, DMCMA Representative, Sentencing Guidelines Representative.
1. MEETING MINUTES APPROVED

The Committee approved the minutes of September 23, 1999 meeting as submitted.

2. JIS STRATEGIC DIRECTION

Tom Clarke, OAC Deputy Director, outlined the strategic direction being developed by JIS.  He commented that the present plan is nearly five years old.  The plan is to provide the JISC with a Strategic Plan draft at its February meeting and to secure approval at the April meeting.  Some of the highlights include looking at what we are NOT doing now, what we should be doing and analyzing a rising caseload to develop efficiency measures.

Two major areas are data exchange and electronic filing.  Data exchange must look at integration with other agencies, both state and local. A Data Exchange project will begin next month – early phases – to identify what data it makes sense to exchange and with whom.  

Electronic filing must be done correctly to benefit the courts.  Once a filing hits the courts it should remain in electronic form to eliminate the handling of papers.  Many things must happen to do it correctly.  It must involve the Internet, and secondly, the amount of paper must diminish.  Courts cannot deal efficiently with dual systems.  A pilot study will begin at the appellate court level as part of the ACORDS project phase II because that is the first system to be internet based – and the appellate system is less complex than the trial courts.  Tom commented that many courts have implemented imaging systems as an intermediate step.

Tom emphasized that the how to do all this is new and different – Internet based.  We have to be able to utilize a network architecture that will work with the Internet.  We must build all our new applications with an Internet client being able to access JIS systems with a web browser.  ACORDS is supposed to be our trial system for this, but it is not working yet.

Tom indicated that we will pursue loosely coupled data exchanges using XML data trapping to avoid lengthy negotiations between agencies about what a case number is has to look like to effect an exchange.

Bruce asked how the juvenile courts could get involved.  Tom replied that participation on the data exchange project and the new JISA committee is imperative.  Hopefully next month the invitations for participation on the data exchange project will be distributed.  Tom asked Juvenile Court Administrators at the meeting to encourage their association leadership to submit a nomination for the JISA---the only remaining vacancy on that committee.

Tom added that object oriented programming designs allow us to do things we were not able to do in the past and deal with the constantly changing business needs from court levels, the legislatures and others.  In the past, it has been difficult and expensive to change applications to meet those business needs.  Object oriented programming offers opportunities to reuse application objects faster and more cost-effectively as business needs change.

Bruce stated his concern about compatibility with things that are going on now locally, and what the state is trying to accomplish.  Tom stated it would be some time before legacy systems could be replaced---cannot do all this overnight.  The OAC is not asking local courts to stop what was going on locally with systems development.

A Migration Plan will tell us in what order things should be done with the new architecture.  Fred stated his desire to see the probation function web based.  Tom warned that it is very difficult, time consuming, and problematic to develop a seamless system that is both web-based and mainframe-based.

Pam expressed her support of electronic filing.   Clerks are commencing the imaging projects but they will need more help with standards and processes to ensure that electronic filing will work.

Mel commented that the JCI project has been in existence for some time now.  His concern is about where it sits on the priority list.  Tom’s response was that every court level believes it is at the bottom of the priority heap, but projects are not ranked by court level.   Critical business needs should dictate the priorities regardless of court level.   The JIS Committee is going to commit budget to achieve the biggest business bang for the buck.  He again stressed the importance of having juvenile court representation on the new JIS Advisory committee.

Tom reviewed the JISA committee structure.  The old structure was too complex.   JIS Advisory would do two things – it would act as a central place for coordinating business issues, and it would absorb the other committees.      JCI committee was grandfathered in as a subcommittee for as long as the project is underway.

3. PROJECT STATUS

Alan reported that the team remains on schedule for the February 7 release for Phase 1B. Refresher training is being presented today and tomorrow to site coordinators, and the training database will be available for staff to use until the release. 

Phase 1B Release Changes

· The SND search has been modified, as requested by the Work Group, to include sex code in the weight criteria for search returns.  This change will apply to all court levels using SND.

· The county pop-up window will be available for juvenile courts only to select the county when a city is located in multiple counties.

JUVIS Query

· Replacement of Intellect with BRIO as the standard JUVIS query tool is now complete.  

· A local connectivity problem still exists in Grays Harbor, and OAC staff is working with local IS staff to find a resolution.  

· Bruce stated that he uses BRIO frequently and it is easier to interface with than the old query tool.  Both he and Dave commented they would like age included in the database as an icon to be pulled out, rather than building into a query.  Mel indicated that age is a calculation that needs to be a part of the query.

· Mel suggested that the courts who use BRIO should sit down together and discuss issues and problems, and identify common queries that could become production reports.

Risk Assessment

· As directed by the Committee, Alan reported that all project resources are focused on JCI phases 1 & 2.  

· The risk assessment development decision will be rolled into the probation decision when that is discussed.  

Web-Based Probation Application Development

· Alan was asked if the March date for discussing a decision on the development path for Probation was still viable.  Alan replied that since a decision is dependent on the ACORDS project success, and since ACORDS is not working yet, the March discussion might be delayed.  
· More will be known about the status of ACORDS success in February.
JCI Home Page 

· The home page is now available.  

· We are still working on pieces of the page.  

· Minutes are online, and members indicated they were accessing them.  Additional information, including the data dictionary, and current screen designs will be posted to the home page, as well as workgroup materials for meetings in order to review them in a timely manner and keep the momentum going.  

· Bruce asked if the new screens were posted yet.  Eric said not yet, but that some would be shortly.

· When we post something new we will provide notification through the listserve.

4. PROJECT ISSUE REVIEW

Proposal for JIS Person Comment (PCMT) Code Access and Security (JCI Issue 158d)

Design of the Person Comment screen came out of JUVIS person conversion requirements to find a home for information you did not want to lose during the conversion data field cleansing process.  The information was in various places in JUVIS, especially in the name field.

A codes table was created to allow you to enter certain types of comments about a person beginning with Phase IB.  There have been some new codes requests, and a request from limited jurisdiction courts to use this screen.  What needs to be determined today is your approval of these codes and whether security shall be granted to limited jurisdiction courts and to JIS Link Clients.  Alan noted that the proposal includes the input from the following groups: JIS District and Municipal Advisory Committee, JIS Person Database Advisory Committee, and the JCI Work Group.

The committee reviewed the project team's proposal and approved the information in Attachment 1, JIS Person Comment (PCMT) Code Access & Security, authorizing the Person Comment Codes and security levels listed therein.

The committee changed the Work Group direction for a few items, disallowing all JIS Link access to the Gang Affiliation and Tribal Name comments, allowing JRA access to the Nickname comment.  Sharing gang affiliation outside of the juvenile department community is a serious concern because there is no established statewide standard for identifying or reporting this status.  Finally, the committee suggested a review by the JIS Advisory Committee might be appropriate.

The committee requested the project team to research whether DOL should have access to the Out-of-State Driver's License comment.  AJE follow-up (01/21/2000): The JIS Link Security Level 20, to which DOL is assigned, does not have access to the PER screen; therefore, access to any person comments would be disallowed.

City of Washougal County Issue (JCI Issue 177)

Reported Problem: City of Washougal is located in a single county---Clark.  Based on the city's physical location, the JIS City-County cross-reference table associates Washougal with only one county---Clark.  A Washougal post office delivers mail to Washougal rural routes physically located in a different county---Skamania.  When the city for the rural route mail address is recorded in JIS, the system defaults the county to Clark, not Skamania.  

The Work Group asked the project team to research whether the jury lists created by the Secretary of States’ office might help correct this problem.  Research indicates that the jury lists cannot resolve this issue.

There are three action alternatives: 

· The county for the mail can be changed by an operator in update mode; or  

· The operator can add a residence address type record with the correct county; or,

· The JIS City-County cross-reference table can be updated to associate cities like Washougal with multiple counties when both counties agree to such action.  Then, when Washougal is entered operators in both counties (Clark and Skamania) would have to select a county from the choices listed in the county pop-up window.

JCI Project Team Recommendation: Make no changes at this time  

Committee Decision: Accept recommendation.  The committee agreed that the alternatives of changing the county name or of adding a separate residence type address record are adequate and reasonable.

5. JIS JUVENILE AND CORRECTIONS SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY

Eric distributed and reviewed JIS Juvenile and Corrections System Development Summary, discussing status and progress.  
Development Methodology

· Requirements Definition

 Requirements for Phase II have been completed and documented.

· External Design of Screens and Reports

The external design of most screens have been reviewed and approved by the workgroup members.

· Working Prototype, Feedback and Refinement, Production System Deployment

Our goal is to have a working prototype where users could log on remotely into the training area and interact with the system.  They would be able to go through screen flow and get feedback to the team.  This would allow us to get a finished product that is acceptable to the users in a timely manner.  Several iterations of the prototype may be needed to accomplish this.  When the users are satisfied, a production type system will be developed.

Workgroup Accomplishments 

· Referral Maintenance, Referral to Case Linkage, Superior Court Case Filing

Superior court filing and referral – Case and referral linkage should be nearly complete.  There may be some potential changes in superior court case filing.

Workgroup Items Incomplete

· Administrative Hold Process 

This process needs additional attention on how we enter into the system.  Mike Curtis and Judy Higgins will gather additional information. 

· Detention Maintenance 

Eric did not present screens at this meeting due to lack of time. The workgroup initially reviewed these screens some time ago, so they will be included in the first prototype and posted to the Extranet when complete.

· Caseflow Model 

A proposal was presented to the workgroup as an outstanding issue (issue no 1).  Proposal was a one-tier model, and after lengthy discussion it was determined that this model may not be feasible.  Staff will reconsider and come up with another model using feedback collected from the workgroup.  Possibly finalize next month and bring to this committee for approval.

New Requirements Confirmed

· Detention Property List

The need to enter into the system and support detention property list was confirmed.  

· Detention Incident Reporting

There was a desire by the Work Group to enter into JIS.

Areas of Concern

· Impact of Process Changes on Superior Courts

Process Improvement Recommendations

· Mini Reviews once a week via Extranet 

Staff is hoping to speed up the process by providing feedback, possibly even weekly.  This is necessary to meet our internal schedule of June.    

· Feedback via Email

Notification of new postings to the JCI homepage and feedback could come via email.    

Mel noted the need to be in contact with the juvenile court representatives on committees with issues.  What breadth of distribution shall the prototype have?  Work Group members only?  Mel felt it would be nice to encourage those who will use it to look at it.  

Mel asked whether the participation was still good on the workgroup.  Alan answered yes, there was good progress at the last meeting.  

Bruce expressed some frustration about the length of the project and concern about building bridges to parallel efforts.  He commented that the impact of delays on supervisory and line staff is monumental.

The Committee expressed the need for public relations as part of the project.  Some suggestions included a PowerPoint presentation to keep the vision in front of people; Exposure to the JCI prototypes on the homepage is another suggestion; and, encouraging people to show the prototype to their line staff.  Especially for those courts who do not have representatives on this committee.

Cathy Snow commented that King County especially needs help in getting the information distributed and understood at the DYS management level.

The committee expressed a need for a surge of enthusiasm every so often.  [Project Team follow-up: Susan promises cookies and other home-baked goodies!]

6. SUPERIOUR COURT OFFENDER CASE ADD PROCESS

Eric reviewed a flow chart depicting the current superior court case add process, and the Superior Court Case Add screen proposals (See Attachment 2, Superior Court Offender Add).
Superior Court Case Add (SCCA) Screen

The JCI Project Team is recommending a design change, which will shorten and streamline the current process for adding juvenile offender cases when the Information document includes the Referral Number.  When the referral number is entered, then the operator can add the case on SCCA without going through the search screen (SND) processes.  

To achieve this data entry savings, and to link the case and referral, the referral number needs to be entered on the command line in the StID filed when entering the SCCA command.  The workgroup approved edits that would remind the operator if the Referral Number is not entered.  A confirmation key would then have to be pressed to execute a case add process without a Referral Number.

The ability to add person records from the SCCA screen for offender and diversion cases will go away with Phase 1.  All persons will be added using the Search (SND) and Individual Person add screen (PERA).

The reformatted screen organizes the data into three major sections:

· Lines 9-12 - case information   

· Lines 14-17 – address information aligned on a vertical access

· Lines 19-22 - person information – PIN numbers will stay except JUVIS number.  Other physical descriptors were removed since they are on the person record.  

An AKA indicator was also added behind the name.

The Committee approved the SCCA design change concept.

Sharon suggested that the referral number could be entered in the StID field instead of special field on SCCA. The Committee agreed.

Eric reviewed the questions on page 4-5 and the Work Group resolutions.

The committee discussed how and whether diversion numbers should be generated, distributed, and communicated.  Eric explained that if the system is expected to support multiple referrals in a single diversion agreement, then a diversion number is needed.

The number should be generated on all diversions and only communicated to superior court when restitution is ordered.  The number should be generated at the time there is a signed agreement.  Diversion Number will include the referral type indicator JO or JD.

There were questions about failed diversion agreements and re-filing another SCOMIS case.  

How will accounting data be linked to diversions?   Alan suggested that they would probably follow the same procedures that they now.  The JCI project does not include accounting modifications.

Alan asked Pam and Sharon to look at the SCCA screen changes in terms of using it for filing criminal cases and determine if this model would still fit.  The answer was yes.

Alan asked Pam and Sharon what transition would be necessary, given these changes to the SCCA screen?  Would training be necessary?  The response was no training would be needed, just instructions and documentation.

Superior Court Case Charge (SCCG) Screen 

Eric explained that this new screen can by used as an option by county clerk operators to select offenses from the referral.  Pam and Sharon agreed that the project team should examine the feasibility of making all information needed on the SCOMIS Charge screen also available on the SCCG screen so that operators can enter all charge-related information on only one screen and not on both screens.

Superior Court Case Referral (SCCR) screen 

This new screen would be used only if there are multiple referrals to attach to a case.  However, it must be used if there are multiple referrals since all referrals have to be linked to the case for tracking purposes.

New Issue: Can juvenile departments enter data on the SCCR screen or only superior court?  A business oversight process is needs to be defined that assures the linkage of juvenile offender referrals with juvenile offender cases AND that assures the integrity of the case data.  Pam will discuss this with other WSACC members and advise the committee and project team before the scheduled February 15-16 Work Group meeting.  Business process.

7. NEXT MEETINGS AT 2 UNION SQUARE, SEATTLE: 

· March 23, 2000
9 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

· May 25, 2000

9 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Attachment 1: 

JIS Person Comment (PCMT) Code Access & Security

January 13, 2000

Assumptions:

1. For a comment to be shared by court levels, it must be related to data currently being shared by those court levels, or have a clear business use, or be otherwise unprotected by statute.
2. For a comment to be available to a JIS Link client, it must be related to data currently available to the JIS Link security level assigned to the client.
JIS Person Comments

Code
Description
Creating Court
Court Access
JIS Link Access

AAJ
Automatic Adult Jurisdiction 
Juvenile
Juvenile

CLJ
Gen. Public, Cont. City Attys, DOL, DSHS Fin. Rec, LEAs, Pros Attys, City Attys, Non-JIS Courts

DDS1
Date of Death Source
CLJ

Juvenile
CLJ

Juvenile
LEAs, Pros Attys, City Attys, Non-JIS Courts

DOJ
Decline of Jurisdiction
Juvenile
Juvenile

CLJ
Gen. Public, Cont. City Attys, DOL, DSHS Fin. Rec, LEAs, Pros Attys, City Attys, Non-JIS Courts

GNG
Gang Affiliation
Juvenile
Juvenile
None

NCK
Nickname
Juvenile
Juvenile

CLJ
LEAs, Pros Attys, City Attys, Non-JIS Courts

OP
Organization Point of Contact
Juvenile
Juvenile

CLJ Probation
None

OSL2
Out-of-State Drivers License #
CLJ

Juvenile
CLJ

Juvenile
LEAs, Pros Attys, City Attys, Non-JIS Courts

PDC
Parent Deceased
Juvenile
Juvenile
01-JRA, 01-SGC

TBN
Name of Tribe
Juvenile
Juvenile
None

TWN
Twin
Juvenile

CLJ
Juvenile

CLJ
LEAs, Pros Attys, City Attys, Non-JIS Courts

USN2
Uses Sibling Name
CLJ

Juvenile
CLJ

Juvenile
LEAs, Pros Attys, City Attys, Non-JIS Courts

1 Purpose is to record the documentation supporting the entry of a date in the date of death (DOD) field on the Individual Information (PER) screen.  Refer to JIS Person Database Advisory Committee to determine if a JIS Person Business Rule should be created the mandates recording the DOD source when a date is entered in that field on the PER screen.

2 Proposed by the JIS District and Municipal Court Advisory Committee. 

Attachment 2:
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SCCA Proposed Screen Format 12/02/1999 (not reviewed by the Work Group)
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                                                              01/05/00 10:11:21

DN2020MA Superior Court Case Add (SCCA)   JGC COWLITZ COUNTY    PAT   1 of   1 

____  Case: 998000016 ___ S8   Csh:   Pty: ___ __     StID: _ ____________ __ 

      Name: WILLIAMS, ROBERT________________  NmCd: IN 908 35185               

 Referral: 98J000001   JO                                                          

 Case : 99-8-00001-6  S8      Filing Date: 01 13 1999       CLJ Appeal? N           

 Title : STATE OF WASHINGTON VS WILLIAMS, ROBERT_________________________        

  Pty: DEF  1               NmCd: IN 908 35185           Add DV Victim: _           

 Name: WILLIAMS, ROBERT________________ ________________________________       

 Addr: 1234 MASON ROAD_________________ ________________________________       

 City: DAYTON___________________ St: WA Zip: __________ Cy: US Co: 22 SC       

 Home Phone: __________         Work Phone: ______________                     

 Sex : M   Race: W      Ethnicity: _      DOB: 04 12 1939                      

 Dr Lic No : ____________  St: __    Expires: __ __ ____                       

 Address Last Updated on 05/15/1997 by PAT From Court  ILD                     

 -------------------------- Identifying Information ---------------------------

 Wash St ID: ________    Height: _ __    Weight: ___        JUVIS Number:      

 Eyes           : ___    Hair  ___       True Name:          DOC   Number:     

 SSN           : _________           Emp Name: ________________________________

 Interpretr   : ___                       MMN: ________________________________  

 Phy Desc   : ________________________________ ________________________________  

            : ________________________________ ________________________________  

 FBI Number : ___________
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SCCA Proposed Screen Format 01/21/2000
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                                                              12/01/99 16:30:39

DN2020MA Superior Court Case Add (SCCA)   JGC COWLITZ COUNTY    PAT   1 of   1 

____  Case: 998000016 ___ S8  Csh:     Pty: ___ _____  StID: _ ____________ __

      Name: WILLIAMS, ROBERT________________ NmCd: IN 908 35185               

                           CONFIDENTIAL--NOT FOR RELEASE                      

 < Msg Area 1  > < Msg Area 2  > < Msg Area 3  > < Msg Area 4  > < Msg Area 5 >

 Case.....: 99-8-00001-6 S8 KCP Filing Date: 01 13 1999 Referral: 99J000001 JO
 DV Victim: N CLJ Appeal: N
 Title....: STATE OF WASHINGTON VS WILLIAMS, ROBERT_________________________   

 Name.....: WILLIAMS, ROBERT                AKA NmCd: IN 908 35185

 Address: 1234 MASON ROAD_________________ ________________________________       

 City...: DAYTON__________________ St: WA Zip: 96512_____ Cy: US Co: 22 SC: __   

          Address Last Updated on 05/15/1997 by PAT From Court  ILD                     

 Hm Phn.: ___ __ ____  Work Phn: ___ ___ ____ _____   

 Race.....: W  Ethnicity: H   Sex: M    DOB: 04 12 1984 Age: 16                      

 Dr Lic.No: ____________  St: __    Expires: __ __ ____ 

 DOC No...:         FBI No: __________ Wash St Id: ________ SSN: 536623452
 Enter-PF1---PF2---PF3---PF4---PF5---PF6---PF7---PF8---PF9---PF10—PF11--PF12--

       Help        SCCG  SCCR  Rfsh                                     Exit
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Addresses requirement sub-section:

1.3 a) Case entry screen

1.3 c) Entry of participant on a case

Screen Purpose

This screen is used to file Superior Court Adult Criminal, Juvenile Offender, and Diversion Cases.

Screen Used By

· Superior Courts

Processes Used In

· Superior Court Criminal Case Add

· Superior Court Juvenile Offense Add

· Superior Court Juvenile Diversion Add

Security

· Confidential - Not For Release

Performance

· Expected Transaction Count:


· Batch Entry Support Required:
No

Adult Criminal Functionality – Unchanged.

Juvenile Offender Functionality when a Referral Number in Known.
1. The SCCA Command is entered along with a Case Number (Case Type S8) and a Referral Number FROM THE Information document.

2. An ‘R’ is entered in the St-ID Type and the Referral Number is entered in the StId field.

3. The SCCA Screen is displayed with the defendant from the referral number.

4. The Location Code, Filing Date, DV Victim Flag and CLJ Appeal Flag are entered.

5. The Address, Phone and Identifying data can also be modified.

6. PF4, SCCR is pressed if additional referrals need to be associated with the case.

7. PF3 SCCG is pressed to copy offenses from the referral to the case.

Juvenile Offender Functionality when a Referral Number is not Known.
1. The SCCA Command is entered along with a Case Number (Case Type S8).

2. A Person Search is performed using the SND screen.  A new person is added or an existing person is selected.

3. The SCCA Screen is displayed with the person selected from the SND screen.

4. The Location Code, Filing Date, DV Victim Flag and CLJ Appeal Flag are entered.

5. The Address, Phone and Identifying data can also be modified.

6. A warning is given to the user that a referral number will be automatically generated.

7. A referral is automatically generated when the SCCA screen is completed.  The referral number generated can be displayed by using the SCCR screen and will also  be listed on the automatically generated referrals report.

8. The SCOMIS Change Charge screen is used to enter the charges 

Diversion Functionality when a Diversion Number in Known.
1. The SCCA Command is entered along with a Diversion Number in the Case Number field.

2. The SCCA Screen is displayed with the defendant from the diversion number.

3. The Filing Date is entered.

4. The Address, Phone and Identifying data can also be modified.

Design Issues

1. Should the screen be reorganized to improve data entry efficiency and screen readability?

OAC Recommendation 01/10/1999:  Yes.

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/1999: Yes, but move RJC back to after case type without 'RJC' as a screen header.

2. Which Case Participants (SCOMIS/JASS) should be automatically added using the referral participants?

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/1999:  Defendant only.

3. What Identifying information is needed on this screen since a person can no longer be added using this screen?

OAC Recommendation 01/10/1999:  Keep all PIN Numbers and remove all the identifying data.

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/1999:  Yes.  Line 12 after name, display AKA if alias name.

4. What Person Data should be modifiable on this screen?

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE:   Race, Sex, DOB, DL info, FBI, SID, SSN.

5. Can a referral be associated with a case in a different county?

WG RESPONSE: 12/02/1999:  No, the Referral must first be transferred to the county where the Case is filed.

6. Should Age be added to the screen?

OAC Recommendation 01/10/1999  Yes.

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/1999:  Yes.

7. Can the screen warning areas be used?  Example warnings would be Decline of Jurisdiction, Other Alerts, Warrants, etc.

OAC Recommendation 01/10/1999  Yes.

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/1999:  Yes.

8. Should PF Keys be added to the screen?

OAC Recommendation 01/10/1999  Yes.  Recommend PF3 SCCG to add the Information and PF4 SCCR to associate additional referrals. 

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/1999::  Yes.

9. Can multiple referrals be associated with a Diversion?

OAC Recommendation 01/10/1999:  Yes.

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/1999:  Yes.

10. What should the format of the Diversion Case number be?  Diversion Case Numbers are currently the JUVIS Number +  Referral Sequence Number.

OAC Recommendation 01/10/1999:  YY-D-NNNNN-C where YY is the Decade and Year, D is the literal ‘D’, NNNNN is the sequence number and C is the check digit.

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/1999:  No, make the Diversion number the same format as the referral number except substitute a ‘D’ for the ‘J’

11. Should an edit be added to prevent filing a case against a person with a Date of Death.

OAC Recommendation 01/10/1999  Yes.

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/1999::  Yes.

12. Can a Case be associated with a referral in which the case defendant name family (true name and aliases) is different from the referral defendant name family

OAC Recommendation 01/10/1999  No.

RESPONSE 01/11/1999:  No.

13. Should a referral number be required?

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/1999::  No, add warning if not entered.

14. Is it OK to remove the JUVIS Number from the screen?

COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/13/1999::  Yes.

SCCG Proposed Screen Format 01/21/2000
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                                                              01/10/00 16:30:39

Dxxxxxxx Case Referral Charge (SCCG)   JGC COWLITZ COUNTY    PAT   1 of   1 

____  Case: 998000016 ___ S8  Csh:     Pty: ___ _____  StID: _ ____________ __

      Name: WILLIAMS, ROBERT________________ NmCd: IN 908 35185               

                           CONFIDENTIAL--NOT FOR RELEASE                         

 < Msg Area 1  > < Msg Area 2  > < Msg Area 3  > < Msg Area 4  > < Msg Area 5 >

 Referral: 99J000001 JO + Name: WILLIAMS, ROBERT         AKA NmCd: IN 908 35185

 S  Law Number       Description                 Offense Dt DV  <More>
 -  ---------------- --------------------------- ---------- --

 _  91.C.10.10       IMPERSONATING AN ADULT      09 11 1999  N

 _  92.513(A)        GIVE FALSE INFORMATION      09 11 1999  N

 Information Filed Date: 02 01 2000  PCN: ____________

 Case...: 998000016 S8    Name: WILLIAMS, ROBERT         AKA NmCd: IN 908 35185

 Ct  Law Number       Description                Offense Dt DV  <More>
 -  ---------------- --------------------------- ---------- -- 

    ________________ ___________________________ __ __ ____  _

  1 91.C.10.10       IMPERSONATING AN ADULT      01 10 2000  N

  2 92.513(A)        GIVE FALSE INFORMATION      01 10 2000  N

 Enter-PF1---PF2---PF3---PF4---PF5---PF6---PF7---PF8---PF9---PF10—PF11--PF12--

       Help  SCCA        SCCR  Rfsh        Bkd   Fwd         UPDT        Exit
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Addresses requirement sub-section:

1.3 a) Case entry screen

Screen Purpose

This screen is used to add charges to a Superior Court Juvenile Case by sing the referral offenses and by entering offenses that are different than those on the referral..

Screen Used By

· Superior Courts (County Clerks) (modifiable)

· Juvenile Courts (display only)

Processes Used In

· Superior Court Case Add and Update

Security

· Confidential - Not For Release

· Cross-court access for juvenile department – display only

Performance

· Expected Transaction Count:


· Batch Entry Support Required:
No

Functionality

1. The first 4 offenses from the referral(s) are displayed.

2. A referral offense is selected using an ‘X’.

3. Selecting a referral offense will create a case charge.

4. Additional referral offenses can be displayed by pressing PF8 while the cursor is displayed in the referral offense section.

5. The first 4 case charges are displayed.

6. Additional case charges can be displayed by pressing PF8 while the cursor is displayed in the case charge offense section.

7. Selected referral offenses are added to the current Case Information when PF10 is pressed.

8. This screen will update all data required by the SCOMIS Charge screen.  This screen can be used in lieu of the SCOMIS Charge screen.  The SCOMIS Charge screen would only need to be used to add a 'NOTE' when that is necessary.

Design Issues

5. Is the format of this screen acceptable?

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/2000:  Need Information Filing Date (line 15), PCN, Date should be Offense Date (for both Referral and Case sections).  Case Offense Date should be modifiable.  Add DV flag.  Display Amended Information charges from SCOMIS Charge screen.  Need More indicator for more charges and scroll with F7 and F8.  Add count number.  Add Alias indicator.

OAC RESPONSE 01/21/2000:  Screen format changes completed.

2. Is the functionality acceptable?

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/2000: Need to accommodate non-charge cases -  Diversion terminations, probable cause, interstate compact.  Add as 00.00.000 (like SCOMIS).

3. Should this screen have the capability to add a case charge other than a referral offense?

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/2000:  Yes, blank line; popup for laws.

SCCR Proposed Screen Format 01/21/2000
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                                                              12/01/99 16:30:39

Dxxxxxxx Sup Court Case Referral (SCCR)    JGC COWLITZ COUNTY    PAT   1 of   1 

____  Case: 998000016 ___ S8  Csh:     Pty: ___ _____  StID: _ ____________ __

      Name: WILLIAMS, ROBERT________________ NmCd: IN 908 35185               

                           CONFIDENTIAL--NOT FOR RELEASE                         

 < Msg Area 1  > < Msg Area 2  > < Msg Area 3  > < Msg Area 4  > < Msg Area 5 >

Case.....: 998000016 S8 Name: WILLIAMS, ROBERT           AKA NmCd: IN 908 35185

 S Referral   Name                                 NmCd

 - ---------- -------------------------------- --- -- --- -----

 _ __________ 

 _ 99J0000123 WILLIAMS, ROBERT                 AKA IN 908 35185

 _ 99J0005123 WILLIAMS, ROBERT JAMES               IN 688 54532 

 Enter-PF1---PF2---PF3---PF4---PF5---PF6---PF7---PF8---PF9---PF10—PF11--PF12--

       Help  SCCA  SCCG        Rfsh                    Del               Exit
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Addresses requirement sub-section:

1.3 a) Case entry screen

Screen Purpose

This screen is used to display and maintain the association between a Juvenile Offender Case and Juvenile Referrals..

Screen Used By

· Superior Courts

· Juvenile Courts (Display Only)

Processes Used In

· Superior Court Case Add and Update

Security

· Confidential - Not For Release

Performance

· Expected Transaction Count:


· Batch Entry Support Required:
Yes

Functionality

1. A Superior Court Juvenile Case must be associated with at least one referral.

2. A referral can be linked to a case by typing in the referral number on line 13.

3. A referral number can be unlinked by selecting the referral with an 'X' and pressing 'PF9'.

4. The case and referral association is required if case status is to be available and displayed for the referral.

Design Issues

1. Is the format of this screen acceptable?

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/2000:  Yes, but add Alias indicator for alias names.

2. Is the functionality acceptable?

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/2000: Yes, with modifications

3. Is a referral required to add a juvenile case?

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/2000  Yes

4. Can a referral be detached from a court case?

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/2000: Yes, but there must be at least one remaining referral linked to a case.  Change A column to S and type X to delete the link to a case and press F9.  SCCD – Deleting the case will remove the link to referral automatically.

5. Does a Juvenile Court Diversion need to be linked to the diversion entered in JASS under the Superior Court?  The Diversion is entered in the JASS Superior court so that financial accounting can be performed.

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/2000:  No, will be same diversion number. 

6. Do JASS Diversions need to be accounted for separately from Superior Court Legal cases?

WG & COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/11/2000: Handled by JASS already.

7. Should Juvenile court have update capability to use this screen to correct oversights in linking referrals to a case?

COMMITTEE RESPONSE 01/13/2000: This issue needs consideration by both the WSACC and JCA.  New Issue.



















oacsrv1/jass/jci/minutes/2000/2000-01-13 Committee.doc
Page 21

