JIS Client Request


JCI ADVISORY COMMITTEE

DRAFT MEETING MINUTES
July 15, 2003

Present:  Larry Barker, Pam Daniels, Bruce Eklund, Steve Gustaveson, Judy Higgins, Rena Hollis, Carol Hurlburt, Rawleigh Irvin, Mel Jewell, Sharon Paradis, Frank Trujillo, Ernie Veach-White, Cathie Watson, Debbie Yonaka, Dave Yount

JCI Project Team Present:  Alan Erickson, Allyson Erickson, Eric Kruger,

Regina McDougall
	SUMMARY OF ACTION ITEMS

	
	Action Item Description
	Responsibility

	1. 
	Update existing best practices and post on AOC Extranet; notify committee members
	Allyson

	2. 
	Review best practices on AOC Extranet and send comments/corrections to Alan
	Committee members

	3. 
	Schedule JCS Detention review for Detention Managers
	Alan

	4. 
	Modify Client Request 153753 and 212362 as noted
	Eric

	5. 
	Modify the Diversion Termination Filing Best Practice as noted
	Allyson

	6. 
	Forward the proposed Change Charge screen changes to the JISAC Superior Court Subcommittee for review and approval.  
	Eric/Alan 


1. Welcome & Introductions






2. Approve April 29, 2003 Meeting Minutes
The minutes were approved.

3. Review Project Status

· Risk Assessment

Alan stated that acceptance testing was conducted and acceptance of Risk Assessment was conditioned on correcting performance and some functional issues.  Those items have been resolved.  However, at the June 12 QAC meeting, major questionnaire issues were raised.  An agreement was subsequently reached between Mary McQueen, Tom Clarke and the QAC that Barney Barnoski would work with the JCI team to define requirements for Risk Assessment and the JCI team would then do cost estimation for required changes to the current Risk Assessment version to meet those requirements.  To date, two meetings have been held with Barney and a third is scheduled for July 16.  Bruce asked what had happened and if there had been a major change in requirements.  Alan explained that the original design for Risk Assessment was for one type of question, answer and score.  The majority of questions follow that pattern.  However, JCS does not currently support the other types that have been identified in the current version of the risk assessment questionnaire.  
Eric noted that production server, mainframe capacity and application inefficiencies were also identified.  He reported that AOC had fixed application issues and is replacing current servers.  The mainframe computer is currently running at 100% capacity.  This is being resolved by switching to a new operating system and adding more capacity; a part of the mainframe will be dedicated to the database management system.

· Data Warehouse

Work is proceeding well.  Standard query reports should be able to run without having to use native Brio; users will request reports using a “dashboard” instead.
· Calendaring

Juvenile department review of JIS Calendaring went well, and the application was well-received by the participants.  The dashboard which will be used to request reports was not available at that time, but will be when pilot is implemented.  No changes are anticipated for juvenile department implementation.  There are two implementation options for JIS Calendaring in juvenile departments:  1) with referral and detention, or 2) in tandem with a county’s superior court implementation prior to JCS implementation.  Acceptance testing will be conducted for JIS Calendaring during JCS referral acceptance testing.
· Referral

Development work is underway by MSE and AOC.  The Referral build is 30 days behind schedule due to Risk Assessment fixes.  The Referral build is scheduled to be delivered to AOC on August.  AOC will then test for 3-4 weeks.  Acceptance testing is tentative scheduled for September 22-24.  Those dates may have to be adjusted later.

· Detention

Work on the build will begin after August 28.  Since the schedule is 30 days behind, it is unlikely that Detention will be received by the end of September as planned.  
The schedule for pilot implementation depends on the decision regarding Risk Assessment and the additional resources that may require.
· Law Table

Eric reported that the law table content is currently being refined to consolidate laws from SCOMIS, JIS and JUVIS.  Juvenile disposition offense category and other internal associated data (severity level) are being added.  For automatic sentence calculation, juvenile offender laws need to map to SCOMIS laws.  

· Conversion

How much data clean-up do juvenile departments want to do pre- vs. post-conversion?  
Response:  We would like to do as much clean-up as possible prior to implementation.  Alan noted that clean-up should be done a month before training/implementation for each department.  
4. Set Governance Direction

Alan explained that the JCI Project is comprised of the following milestones: Risk Assessment requirements/acceptance, Data Warehouse, Referral, Detention and JIS Calendaring.
· Proposal for Project Acceptance

How and who declares acceptability, who signs off on acceptance?  Alan stated that we need a smooth course in acceptance; consider having people do testing who can also sign off.  
Alan reviewed the Risk Assessment acceptance testing routine that was employed:  testing, reporting, reviewing, prioritizing, validation of conditional acceptance items.  All milestone testing will follow similar routines.

· Sign-off Authority

The Committee needs to identify who has authority to sign off on accuracy and acceptability of the product.  Rena would prefer others to report to JCI Committee since the committee is responsible for the project.  Can committee members participate in testing?  Rawleigh felt someone on the committee could participate.

Risk Assessment Requirements

Written Sign-Off – Barney Barnoski for WSIPP, Sharon Paradis and Dan Erker for WAJCA
Risk Assessment and Related Data Warehouse 

· Acceptance Testers – Same group as before 

· Written Sign-Off – Sharon Paradis, Barney Barnoski, Rawleigh Irvin, Steve Markussen

Signoff on project impact due to changes to requirements and a go/no-go timing decision will be made by the JCI Committee. 

Referral, Calendaring and Related Data Warehouse 
Tentatively Scheduled for September 22-24
· Acceptance Testers:  Judy Higgins, Carol Vance, Carol Hurlburt, Sandy Ervin, De Brandstrom, Sue Goldie, Sue Trujillo, Angie Hollis, Yakima ?, Sharon Bell, Dave Yount, Teresa Schwabe, Walla Walla?, Nancy Wilson?, Pierce Sup? (backup)
· Written Acceptance Sign-Off -  Carol Hurlburt, Judy Higgins, Dave Yount
Detention and Related Data Warehouse   Late Fall 2003
· Acceptance Testers – Carol Hurlburt, Lori Pence, Judy Higgins, Margie Holloway, Rawleigh Irvin, Lee Spaulding, Brian Wilder, Eric Lipp, Kim May-Walla Walla?, Toni-Yakima?, Nancy Wilson, Snohomish Supervisor?

· Written Acceptance Sign-Off – Carol Hurlburt, Judy Higgins, Rawleigh Irvin
Rawleigh proposed that a review be conducted with Detention Managers prior to acceptance testing.  10 managers and 2 committee members.  Action:  Alan will schedule.  Carol, Judy and/or Rawleigh should attend the review.

Ernie suggested that the JCI Committee affirm decisions of the signers.

5. Resolve JCS Referral Design & Construction Issues

· Termination of Parent Child Relationship

Eric reviewed the revised JIS Client Request 153753 (see Attachment 1).  Should all historical cases connected to the termination case, like a dependency action, reflect TRP/TRC?  

Committee Response:  No, but Rena requested a report of termination cases to help find related cases and relationships.   Eric said that this would have to be resolved separately since it is outside the scope of this change request.
Rena stated that not all dependency cases have an ORTPCR docket entry.

Action:  Do not use the ORTPCR docket entry to trigger any system behavior (see Attachment 1, page 4).   Use the TRP/TRC relationship change on FRC to trigger alert and notification. 
· Truancy Primary Participants

Eric reviewed JIS Client Request 212362 (see Attachment 2).  The prior approval was reaffirmed.  
Action:   Change the default relationship between petitioner and respondent to N/A or blank (preferred) instead of UNK (change to page 4, 6.b.4).  AOC will research making relationship blank.
· Destroy Record
Eric reviewed the Destroy Record screen design (see Attachment 3).  Remove edit that juvenile must be 18 or over.  

After last record destroyed, should the juvenile number be removed from person record?  
Committee Response:  Yes.
Eric noted that the JCS Report, Juveniles 18 Years of Age or Older,  will be a tool to help identify juveniles eligible for routine destruction.

· Conversion Exception Data Corrections

Exception reports will be provided (see previous discussion under Review Project Status - Conversion).

· Diversion Termination

The Committee reviewed and revised the draft Diversion Termination Filing Best Practice..

Action:  Modify the Best Practice as noted in Attachment 4.
· Change Charge

Eric reviewed the proposed Change Charge screen changes which address issues in JIS Client Requests 151156 and 228012 (see Attachments 5 and 6).  
Action:  Forward to the JISAC Superior Court Subcommittee for review and approval.  
Should the result date be required for both S1 and S8?  
Committee Response:  Yes.

Default Course of Conduct field to N.  Best practice: Same course of conduct is usually ordered on the basis of a motion by defense counsel and a separate order is entered.  Same course of conduct can be in the disposition order.
AOC would like to implement these changes prior to JCS implementation.

6. Next Meeting  - October 7 at Two Union Square in Seattle.
Change Initiation Information

Tracking #:  153753
Change Area: Family relationships processing
Court Level(s) Affected by Change:  All
Request Date: 11/01/2000
Requesting Court: Cowlitz Juvenile Court
Requester Name & Title: C. Mel Jewell/ Administrator and Co-Chair of JCI Advisory
Telephone Number: 360-577-3100 ext. 8109             

Requester-Suggested Priority: Medium
Brief Title of JIS Change Request: Termination of Parental Rights in JIS  
Request Status:  

· 10/31/2000 - Issue Paper approved by JCI workgroup and advisory.

· 11/21/2000 - Formal request written for submittal to JISAC.

· 01/30/2001 - Proposal based on OAC staff review of request was presented to JCI workgroup and advisory for approval.  The committee approved the proposal for Termination cases (title 13), but raised questions about whether the proposed solution should apply to Relinquishment of Parental Rights (title 26) cases.

· 02/10/2001 - JCI Project requested OAC legal opinion.

· 04/27/2001 - Legal Opinion received; AGO request recommended for Relinquishment (title 26) issue; see Attachment 1.

· 09/11/2002 - Referred to Data Dissemination Administrator for review of Relinquishment issue as a possible Data Dissemination Committee agenda item for its 09/27/2002 meeting

· 09/24/2002 - County Clerks clarified that it is undesirable to enter Relinquishment cases into JIS.  Therefore any question about recording family relationships for Relinquishment matters is moot since the recording of family relationship information is only available for cases created in JIS and is unavailable for cases created only in SCOMIS.  There is no authority for creating Relinquishment cases in JIS at this time.

· 10/01/2002 - Based on the 09/24/2002 action & the 01/30/2001 committee approval, assigned to the JCI Project for implementation of the proposal for termination (title 13) cases ONLY consistent with section 4B, below.  JCI Priority Class B, which means after Day-1 and before JCS is installed in the last juvenile court.

· 10/22/2002 - JCI Committee approved via listserve amendment to proposal underlined, below.  Referred to JISAC Superior Court Subcommittee with recommendation for approval.

· 12/03/2002 – Unanimously approved by JISAC Superior Court Subcommittee.       

Detailed statement of the problem and related business need. 

JIS user access to confidential information on the JIS person data base with regard to parents whose parental rights have been terminated by the court.

For termination of a parent-child relationship proceedings under Chapter 13.34 RCW and relinquishment and termination of a parent-child relationship proceedings under Chapter 26.33 RCW, when initially entered into the JIS person data base, uniquely identified parents are linked to a child through the appropriate relationship code (i.e., par, chd).  If the court approves the petition, the parent-child relationship no longer exists and the originally entered family relationship is no longer accurate.

Since an underlying dependency case with an associated dependent child exists in JIS when there is a termination case filed in JIS, the terminated parent-child family relationship needs to be reflected in both cases (case type 7 / cause code TER and case type 7 cause code DEP).
General summary of client-suggested solution(s).

The possible use of FRC to terminate/relinquish relationships when an order of termination/relinquish is filed is a possible alternative.  This option introduces an issue because if FRH were accessed, restricted case information would be shown.  This alternative would also need a supporting comment that the biological parents were terminated/relinquished and that someone else (i.e. new parent or DSHS) should be replaced.  Another alternative would be to create an ALERT that says parents are blank on purpose please check comments.  

A simple solution to this problem is to change the relationship code from "par" to one reflecting that the parent-child relationship has been terminated (i.e., ter) and have this code change automatically update the relationship codes on any pre-existing case.  However, this in effect changes the code from one reflecting a family relationship to one reflecting a legal status that, according to statute, is confidential.  Unless the termination proceeding and any pre-existing case are both Title 13 RCW actions, the updating breaches this confidentiality.

Detailed description of current and proposed procedures.

Current procedure

The clerks enter the disposition on the case and share the finding with the juvenile department.  This information may then be entered in JUVIS for statewide sharing so placement decisions are made properly

Proposed procedure

Create a family relationship codes TRC/TRP” indicating that parental rights have been terminated.  Code TRC will be used for terminated child and TRP will be used for terminated parent.  

The previous proposed code of ‘TER’ used for both the child and parent would require the system to interrogate the person’s date of birth to determine which one is the parent or child.  The person’s date of birth is sometimes missing or is incorrect.  

The new TRC/TRP family relationship codes should be a valid entry for two Superior Court case type / cause code combinations: 

1.
 Case Type 7 / Cause Code DEP (Dependency); and,

2.
 Case Type 7 / Cause Code TER (Termination of Parental Rights).

This code should be programmed such that the family relationship history screen (FRH): 

1)
Does not show a parent/child relationship when accessed by any entity with the exception of any juvenile departments or the county clerk of the county where the termination action took place

2) Shows the “TRC/TRP” code when accessed by any juvenile departments or the county clerk of the county where the termination action took place.

3) Use the current JIS security for case type 7 for determining who has access to the "TRC/TRP" code for county clerks and CLJ staff.

4) New Person Business Rule supporting this change.

Person Business Rule 11.20

Change Family Relationships When Parental Rights Are Terminated

When, pursuant to RCW 13.40.xxx, an order terminating parental rights is filed and entered in SCOMIS, the county clerk shall replace the “parent” code (PAR) with a “parental rights terminated” code (TRC/TRP) on the Family Relationship Case screen (FRC) in JIS, if a case exists for the parent whose rights have been terminated.

· Termination cases should always be entered into JIS.  This information is key to monitoring the “permanence” status, of those children adjudicated dependent under chapter 13.34 RCW.

· System edits should preclude the entry of a “TRC/TRP” code by anyone other than the clerk of the superior court where the termination is filed and entered into JIS and SCOMIS.

a.   Note explaining proposed deletion:Automatically changing other cases from ‘PAR/CHD’ to ‘TRP/TRC’ for all cases will create incorrect historical information.  Only the associated dependency case will need the ‘TRP/TRC’.  There is no link between a termination case and a dependency case.

b. Juvenile referrals do not have a relationships entered.  

· The TRC/TRP relationship should be entered for the dependency case by the superior court clerk.
· CLJs will not see the “TRC/TRP” code when reviewing a FRC screen.  If parental rights have been terminated, when accessed by a CLJ, the screen will not reflect any relationship between the child and the parent whose rights have been terminated.   Pursuant to chapter 13.50 RCW, “records not related to juvenile offenders” (which includes termination proceedings) are confidential and may only be released to juvenile justice or care agencies under certain conditions and to the parent or child, with some restrictions.  Under RCW 13.50.xxx(x), CLJ are not identified as a “juvenile justice or care agency” and therefore are not authorized access to this information.  While parental termination might be useful information in some DV cases, as indicated above, statue prohibits the release of the information.  However, it is unlikely this will be an issue.  A concern with regard to children in DV cases is that the courts do not enter orders conflicting with existing orders involving the physical custody of the child.

Implied are the following operational changes:

1. County Clerks will modify an existing PAR family relationship recorded in JIS to a TRC/TRP family relationship when the appropriate order is filed for a Case Type 7 / TER Cause. 

2. For each Case Type 7 / TER cause with an order terminating the parent-child relationship, the County Clerk may also modify an existing PAR family relationship recorded in JIS to a TRC/TRP family relationship for a Case Type 7 / DEP Cause related to the Case Type 7 / TER cause, above. 
Proposed system behavior

SCOMIS Docket

1. When an order terminating parent child relationship (ORTPCR) is added then:

a. Create a termination tracking record ORTPCR.  The tracking record will display in JCS with the referral associated with the legal case.

b. Create a termination alert for the juvenile.  The termination alert will be display in JCS using the alert screen.  The alert is based on the juvenile only and is not associated with a case or referral.

c. Create a juvenile department notification for the termination.  The notification will display on the JCS notification screen.

2. When an order terminating parent child relationship (ORTPCR) is deleted from the docket then:

a. Remove the termination tracking record ORTPCR.

b. Remove the termination alert for the juvenile.

c. Create a juvenile department notification for the termination data removal.

Civil Case Filing (CIVA)

1. Default the relationship type code between a terminated parent and child to TRP/TRC when filing a new case if the user has update access to TRP/TRC.  The default will apply even if a newer relationship was added by a user that does not have TRP/TRC access.

2. Display a blank relationship type code between a terminated parent and child to TRP/TRC when filing a new case and a user does not have update access to TRP/TRC.

Family Relationship Case (FRC) See attachment #2 

1. Display and/or allow update of PAR/CHD to TRP/TRC based on JIS home and cross court security.

2. Allow a TRP/TRC relationship to be added only if an ORTPRCR docket entry exists on the case.

3. Add the relationship for the case that is being updated.

4. Do not update any historical case relationships.

5. Display a blank (protected from update) relationship if no update or display access.

6. Default the relationship type code between a terminated parent and child to TRP/TRC when adding case participants if the user has update access to TRP/TRC.  The default will apply even if a newer relationship was added by a user that does not have TRP/TRC access.

7. Provide a JCS notification if a TRP/TRC relationship is removed.

8. Superior court user’s would normally have update and display access to TRP/TRC only in their court.

9. Juvenile department users would normally have display access to TRP/TRC in their home court and other courts.

Family Relationship History (FRH) – see attachments #3 and 4

1. Display the terminated relationship if the user has update or display access.

2. Do not display the superior court created PAR/CHD relationships.

3. Display the juvenile PAR/CHD relationship and the terminated relationship if both exist.

Name Person Change (NPC)

4. Automatically create a notification to t he juvenile department when a terminated child is changed on a case using NPC.

5. Change the termination alert for the old person to the new person when a terminated child is changed on a case using NPC.

Person Maintenance (PER) for juvenile court.

1. Do not allow TRP/TRC relationships to be added.

Expected benefits, costs, and results of the proposed solution.

· Improves juvenile department capability to accurately track status of juveniles.

· Reduction/elimination of duplicate data entry results in resource cost-savings that can be reallocated to other resource-need areas.

Expected business impact of not implementing this change.

· Juvenile departments not having correct placement information that they are receiving in JUVIS prior to convert to JIS.

Anticipated privacy, security, or other issues.

· Confidentiality of Records

Records relating to termination proceedings under Chapter 13.34 RCW are governed by RCW 13.50.100. This provides for release of information retained by any juvenile justice or care agency to other participants in the juvenile justice or care system when

 "an investigation or case involving the juvenile in question is being pursued by the other participant or when that other participant is assigned the responsibility of supervising the juvenile.".

Records relating to relinquishment and termination proceedings under Chapter 26.33 RCW are governed by RCW 26.33.330. This states that 

"all records of any proceeding under this chapter shall be sealed and not be thereafter open to inspection by any person except upon order of the court for good cause shown, or by using the procedure described in RCW 26.33.343." (i.e., Search for birth parent or adopted child - confidential intermediary).

Pursuant to these statutes, there does not appear to be authorization for courts of limited jurisdiction access to information identifying the legal status of a parent-child relationship.  Additionally, while juvenile departments may have statutory authorization for conditional access to records created under Chapter 13.34 RCW, there is no similar authorization for access to records of relinquishment or termination cases under Chapter 26.33 RCW.
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Attachment 1

April 27, 2001

TO:
Charlene Stevenson

FROM:
Merrie Gough, Legal Analyst

SUBJECT:
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR LEGAL SERVICES OPINION - RESOLUTION OF CONFLICT BETWEEN RCW 26.50.135 AND RCW 26.33.330

Background:  Termination of parent-child relationship proceedings under Chapter 13.34 RCW and relinquishment and termination of parent-child relationship proceedings under Chapter 26.33 RCW are entered into JIS pursuant to RCW 26.50.135 and .160(3).  When initially entered into the JIS person data base, uniquely identified parents are linked to a child through the appropriate relationship code (i.e., par, and chd).  If the court grants the petition, the parent-child relationship no longer exists and the originally entered family relationship is no longer accurate.  One solution to this problem is to change the relationship code from "par" to one reflecting that the parent-child relationship has been terminated (i.e., ter).  However, this in effect changes the code from one reflecting a family relationship to one reflecting a confidential legal status.  Records relating to termination of a parent-child relationship proceedings under Chapter 13.34 RCW are confidential pursuant to RCW 13.50.100.  Records relating to relinquishment and termination of a parent-child relationship proceedings under Chapter 26.33 RCW are confidential pursuant to RCW 26.33.330.  To satisfy the court's obligation under RCW 26.50.135, the courts need accurate information.  

Issue:  Is there a way that the courts can obtain the information required by RCW 26.50.135 without violating the confidentiality of information protected by RCW 13.50.100 and RCW 26.33.330?

1.  RCW 26.50.135 and termination proceedings under chapter 13.34 RCW.  

Before a judicial officer enters an order under chapter 26.50 RCW, the judicial officer must consult JIS to determine the pendency of other proceedings involving the residential placement of any child of the parties for whom residential placement has been requested.  

RCW 26.50.135.  The information required by RCW 26.50.135 is entered into JIS pursuant to RCW 26.50.160(3).  

The confidentiality of termination proceedings under chapter 13.34 RCW is covered by RCW 13.50.100.  RCW 13.50.100(3) states that:

Records retained or produced by any juvenile justice or care agency may be released to other participants in the juvenile justice or care system only when an investigation or case involving the juvenile in question is being pursued by the other participant or when that other participant is assigned the responsibility of supervising the juvenile.  Records covered under this section and maintained by the juvenile courts which relate to the official actions of the agency may be entered in the state-wide juvenile court information system.

The courts are included in the definition of "juvenile justice or care agency".  RCW 13.50.010(1)(a).  The "official juvenile court file" means "the legal file of the juvenile court containing the petition or information, motions, memorandum, briefs, findings of the court and court action..  RCW 13.50.010(1)(b).  The term "records" includes the official juvenile court file.  RCW 13.50.010(1)(c).  The court's order terminating a parent-child relationship is covered by RCW 13.50.100.

The Office of the Attorney General issued an opinion regarding the legality of the county clerks sharing information that would be confidential pursuant to RCW 13.50.100  with JIS.  Although the question referenced juvenile dependency information covered by RCW 13.50.100, the opinion was based upon analysis of the broader category of "juvenile court case files."  In the opinion, AGO 1998 No. 13, page 3, the AG's office concluded that:

…RCW 13.50.100 would not bar court clerks or other officials from providing data to the JIS from juvenile court case files, even if the information in question is statutorily exempt from public disclosure.

This conclusion has several bases:  First, since the "state-wide juvenile court information system" operates as a subsystem of JIS, "…it is clear that juvenile court information, even if otherwise covered by RCW 13.50.100, may be shared with the JIS." AGO 1998 No. 13 page 3.  RCW 13.50.100(3) explicitly states that juvenile court records may be shared with JIS.  Second, even without the explicit language, sharing information with JIS is not releasing information to the general public.  JIS is designed to share information between courts and to protect confidentiality of that information. AGO 1998 No. 13, page 3.  Third, the more specific statute, RCW 26.50.160 would prevail over the more general privacy statute, RCW 13.50.100. AGO 1998 No. 13, page 3.  

Since termination proceedings pursuant to chapter 13.34 RCW are covered by RCW 13.50.100, and juvenile court case files, including the order of termination, may be shared with JIS, changing the relationship information from "par" to "ter" does not violate RCW 13.50.100.

2.  RCW 26.50.135 and relinquishment and termination of parent-child relationship proceeding under RCW 26.33.330.

Before a judicial officer enters an order under chapter 26.50 RCW, the judicial officer must consult JIS to determine the pendency of other proceedings involving the residential placement of any child of the parties for whom residential placement has been requested.  RCW 26.50.135.  The information required by RCW 26.50.135 is entered into JIS pursuant to RCW 26.50.160(3).  

The confidentiality of relinquishment and termination of parent-child relationship under chapter 26.33 RCW is covered by RCW 26.33.330(1) which states:

All records of any proceeding under this chapter shall be sealed and not be thereafter open to inspection by any person except upon order of the court for good cause shown, or except by using the procedure described in RCW 26.33.343.  [Adopted person's search for birth parent or birth parent's search for adoptee.]

Ideally, AGO 1998 No. 13, could be applied to resolve the apparent conflict between RCW 26.50.135 and RCW 26.33.330.  However, the conclusion in AGO 1998 No. 13 is limited to RCW 13.50.100 and cannot be directly applied to an analysis of RCW 26.50.135 and RCW 26.33.330. AGO 1998 No. 13, footnote 4 states:

We have analyzed only RCW 13.50.100.  While we assume the analysis would be similar as to any other confidentiality statutes which might come into play, we did not directly examine any other provisions.

While an analysis of RCW 26.33.330 may be similar in some respects to the analysis of RCW 13.50,100, there are some differences that need to be recognized.  Unlike RCW 13.50.100, RCW 26.33.330 does not have a provision explicitly stating that records of proceedings under chapter 26.33 RCW may be shared with the state-wide computer system.  A second question analyzed in AGO 1998 No. 13 related to whether or not courts could share mental illness proceeding records.  Unlike RCW 71.09.390, the analysis of which also resulted in a conclusion that mental illness commitment hearing information may be shared between courts, chapter 26.33 RCW does not contain a provision that courts may review termination records in other proceedings.  Additionally, the AG opinion utilized the rule of statutory construction that a more recent specific statute prevails over a later more general statute.  In the opinion, RCW 26.50.160 prevailed over RCW 13.50.100, because the latter was an earlier more general statute.  

RCW 26.50.135 was enacted in 1995, RCW 26.33.330 was most recently amended in 1996 and RCW 26.50.160 was most recently amended in 2000.  RCW 26.33.330 is not a general statute.  Therefore the rule of statutory construction utilized in AGO 1998 No. 13 is not applicable.

Although the rule of statutory construction utilized in AGO 1998 No. 13 does not apply to an analysis of RCW 26.50.135 and RCW 26.33.330, other rules of statutory construction may be applicable.  Rules of statutory construction direct the court to reconcile apparently conflicting statutes and to give effect to each of them, if this can be achieved without distortion of the language used.  See Estate of Kerr v. Ruegg, 134 Wn. 2d 328, 335, 949 P.2d 810 (1998), State of Washington v. Landgrum, 66 Wn. App. 791, 796, 832 P.2d 1359 (1992), and State of Washington v. Becker, 59 Wn. App. 848, 852, 801 P.2d 1015 (1990).  It is possible to reconcile RCW 26.33.330 and RCW 26.50.135 and .160 since records of proceedings under chapter 26.33 RCW are sealed and thereafter not open to inspection by any persons; but are available to the courts in JIS when entering a DV protection order.  Providing access to the court is not the same as providing access to the public.  

The reconciliation of statutes described in the preceding paragraph is possible as a result of the third factor considered in the analysis of RCW 13.50.100 in AGO 1998 No. 13. That factor is that providing information to JIS is not providing information to the general public. This factor is also a factor in analyzing RCW 26.33.330.  

The apparent conflict between RCW 26.50.135 and RCW 26.33.330 has not been addressed in statutory law, in case law, or in an AG opinion.  Furthermore, the policy surrounding confidentiality of records of proceedings under chapter 26.33 RCW is a very strong public policy.  See Mitchell v. Doe, 41 Wn. App. 846, 849-50, 706 P.2d 1100 (1985), Bond v. Yount, 47 Wn. App. 181, 183, 734 P.2d 39 (1987) and Custody of B.S.Z-S v. Zink, 74 Wn. App. 727, 730, 875 P.2d. 693 (1994).  Therefore, I recommend that the JSD request an AG opinion regarding the lawfulness of sharing records of termination proceedings under chapter 26.33 RCW with JIS.  

3.  Who has access to termination records in JIS?

Since termination records are confidential records, an important question is who has access to termination records in JIS?  Although AGO 1998 No. 13 stated that providing information to JIS is not providing information to the general public, the opinion did not analyze who had access to the juvenile case file records shared with JIS.  The AG's office did make the observation that the "JIS rules contemplate honoring the confidentiality attaching to court records maintained by the JIS system."  See AGO 1998 No. 13 footnote 4 which states in relevant part that:

The Judicial Information System Committee will adopt rules, consistent with all applicable law relating to public records, governing the release of information contained within the Judicial Information System.

JISCR 15(b) states that:

Records sealed, exempted or otherwise restricted by law or court rule may not be released to the general public except by court order.  

This court rule is consistent with public access provisions of both RCW 13.50.100 and RCW 26.33.330.  It's fairly clear that termination of parent-child relationship information on JIS cannot be shared with the general public without a court order.

The question as it relates to access by court staff is more complex.  This issue is particularly important in the case of RCW 26.33.330, which prohibits inspection of sealed relinquishment and termination of parent-child relationship records by "any person."  JISCR 11 states in relevant part that:

All court record systems must conform to the privacy and confidentiality rules as promulgated by the Supreme Court upon the recommendation of the Judicial Information System Committee, which rules shall be consistent with all applicable law relating to public records…

(a) Courts obtaining information from computerized files subject to special security and privacy administrative rules or legislative direction must insure that all such rules or legislative enactments are followed in the handling of such information.

JISCR 11 contemplates that the courts will have access to some records that have special security and privacy administrative rules.  If there are not already administrative rules in place that adequately address the confidentiality of termination of parent-child relationship records, it may be useful to request an AG opinion regarding which court employees have access to termination of parent-child relationship records on JIS.
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1.
Change Initiation Information

A.
Tracking # (if provided by the OAC Help Center):  212362

B.
Change Area:  JIS/SCOMIS


C.
Court Level(s) Affected by Change:  Superior and Juvenile


D.
Request Date:  2002

E.
Requesting Court: Washington State Association of County Clerks

F.
Requester Name & Title:  Lorena E. Hollis, Skamania County Clerk

Hollis@co.skamania.wa.us
G.
Telephone Number:  509-427-9431

H.
Requester-Suggested Priority:  High

I.
Brief Title of JIS Change Request:  Amend Truancy filing process in JIS

J.
Request Status:

03/20/2002 - Received

03/21/2002 - JCI Advisory Committee asked for AOC review & analysis

03/22/2002 - Referred to JIS Ed & Court Services to research & establish best business practice.

06/12/2002 - Assignment for sizing awaits best business practice recommendation.

06/20/2002 – JISAC Committee: Need to implement approved best practice (see Attachment 1, JISAC CR 212362 – Related Status History).  Problems caused by different processes used by Juvenile Courts and County Clerks to record parental family relationships in JIS need research and proposal for resolution.

2.
Background

The problem described in #3, below, reflects a collision between the two different processes JIS supports for creating and displaying family relationship records, resulting in the confusing display of duplicate family relationships for juvenile court users.

a. Superior Courts create family relationship records as an integrated part of the case filing process.

· In JIS, the Parent-Child family relationship is created on the CIVA screen as a case-based family relationship.

· The relationship can be created only between two IN type person records.

· When viewing family relationships on the FRH screen, Superior Court users see only the case-based relationships it has created.

b. Juvenile Courts create family relationship records as an integrated part of the process to update an Individual Information record.

· In JIS, the Parent-Child family relationship is created on the PER screen as a person-based family relationship.

· The relationship can be created between two IN type person records, or between an IN person type and a CV person type record.

· When viewing family relationships on the FRH screen, Juvenile Court users see both the person-based relationships they have created AND the case-based relationships created by Superior Court users.

3. Detailed statement of the problem and related business need. 

Ever since the changes made to the SCOMIS/JIS Truancy case filing processes, Clerks have been struggling to enter the JIS case for Truancies.  Revisions to 28A.225.035, in 2001, provided that identifiers could be collected on the child involved in the Truancy action, but that only the name and address of the parent(s) could be collected.  It also provided that Truancy cases would be entered into JIS and the ability to enter them into SCOMIS only has since been eliminated.  

Clerk entry into JIS requires the ability to clearly identify parties in cases in order to maintain the integrity of the person database.  The lack of identifying information associated with the parents involved in Truancy cases, and the JIS edits that require parent entry at the time of initial entry, are causing Clerks to enter the parents as unidentified IN type persons, contaminating the database and forcing Juvenile Departments to cleanup the entry problem once it’s discovered.  Some Departments have chosen to take over the initial entry of Truancy cases in order to enter the parent as a CV type person (since Juvenile Departments have that ability) and convert to IN type as more information becomes available, avoiding the later duplicate cleanup.

In addition, if Juvenile Departments have already entered parent information on a child and they have been entered into JIS as CV type people, when the Clerk searches for the child (who has an IN #) in order to enter the truancy case, the CV type parent information is not available to the Clerk.  The Clerk is then forced to create IN #’s for parents to link to the child.  If there if not enough information to enter a clearly identified person, there ends up being  “bad” IN type persons and CV type persons linked as parents to the same child.  

3.  General summary of client-suggested solution(s).  

Modify the JIS CIVA screen edits to allow Clerks to initiate Truancy cases in JIS without creating parent family relationships.  If a CV person is already linked as parent, allow Clerk access to either select for SCOMIS or direct enter parent information into SCOMIS.

4.
Detailed description of current and proposed procedures.

Current procedures outlined above.  Proposed procedure would be that Clerks continue to enter Truancy cases in JIS.  If the child is in the system already, Clerks will link to that name.  Clerks will only be responsible for entering family relationship information if they have enough identifying information to properly create the IN type person.  Otherwise, they will enter the parent names in SCOMIS and the Juvenile Departments can enhance the child’s relationships in JIS, either as CV type persons (the Departments have that ability) or as IN type persons as they are able to collect identifying information through their processes.

5.
Expected benefits, costs, and results of the proposed solution.

Maintain the integrity of the person database, eliminate duplicate cleanup by Juvenile Departments.

6.
Expected business impact of not implementing this change.

Contamination of the person database and cleanup workload.

7.
Anticipated privacy, security, or other issues.

None.

8.
Underlying authority of mandated need (e.g., statute, court rule).

28A.225.035

9. Describe how the proposed solution is critical to attaining best practices and their underlying goals in the court performance standards.

Allows coordination of process without additional workload associated with cleanup

activities.

10.
Other supporting statements.

10. Approval: (For JIS client requests mailed or transmitted by fax)

Signature: Rena Hollis_________________ Title:




Date:


Phone Number:




Email Address:






Attachment 1: JISAC DR 212362 - Related Status History

1. 02/1999 - JCI committee approved a best practice** for entry of all participants in JIS
2. 08/2000 - JISAC Superior Court Subcommittee approved the JCI Committee's recommended best practice, conditioned on passage of  statutory & rule changes
3. 2001 - Statutory & Rule changes passed the legislature allowing collection of identifiers for child and for name & address for parent, and conditional removal of parent and kid from JIS.
4. 2001 - Statewide pattern forms modified.
5. 2001 - JIS modifications made to facilitate statutory conditional removal of parent and kid from JIS
6. Remaining Issues & Planned Action
a. Issue: JIS & SCOMIS do not support Truancy case participants (aka party types) that are consistent with the statute and the statewide pattern forms in JIS & SCOMIS, namely Petitioner and Respondent.  
Action Plan: Assign to JCI Project for Day-1 implementation with JCS.

b. Issue: Problem of duplicate parent records being created by superior courts and juvenile courts is unresolved, has no solution path, and has introduced confusion and procedural issues between the superior and juvenile court levels.  
Action Plan: Assign JISAC CR 212362 - Change Truancy Filing Process (attached) to JCI Project for analysis, with proposal and/or alternatives to the JCI Committee and the JISAC Superior Court Subcommittee due in December 2002.

System proposal:

Civil Case Filing (CIVA).

1) Default participant types will be Petitioner/Respondent (PET/RSP) effective the first day of JCS pilot operations (based on filing date).

2) Participant types of ‘PAR’ and ‘TRU’ will not be allowed.

3) Allow the petitioner to be a school district or an educational facility JIS person type.

4) The relationship for the petitioner and respondent will default to Blank.

a. Issue: Truancy Best Practice** not published and is needed in time for JCS training.  
Action Plan: Modify the Best Practice depending on committee(s) direction to resolve JISAC CR 212362.

**The best practice calls for recording the truancy case petitioner (usually the school) and the respondent (usually the child) and the parent in JIS.  These petitioner/respondent participant designations and codes are consistent with the truancy petition pattern form and RCW 28A.225.030, but different than the current and widely disparate participant types used by superior courts.  The best practice requires changes to the current practice and to the legacy applications. 
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 Name...: SMITH, JOSEPH                    AKA  NmCd: IN 662 09215 JUV #: 231123
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· Status:

07/02/2003 Proposed

· Addresses requirements:

TBD. 

· Screen Purpose

The user will use this screen to remove a juvenile’s record of participation from their juvenile actions (referrals and/or episodes) in the user’s jurisdiction.  Can be used to display all juvenile actions for a juvenile name family, this is a statewide display.  This process will remove the juvenile number from an individual when they have been “removed” as primary participants on all juvenile actions.
· Screen Used By

· Juvenile Departments
· Processes Used In

· Various

· Security

· Confidential - Not For Release
· Screen and case type update security

· Cross court display access

· Sealed case security  
· Performance

· Expected Transaction Count: approx. 4,000 per year

· Batch Entry Support Required:
No

· Screen Fields:
Name: - name of the person in the navigator plus a literal to indicate the individual is in a name family; “AKA or TRUE” to denote the person’s role.   

NmCd: - navigator person's name code

JUV #: - navigator person's juvenile number

Oth Nms: - standard JIS “Other Name” data and count.
Others: - count of individuals in a name family  

DOB: - navigator person's birth date
Age: - navigator person's age
Option: - “A” all eligible referrals will be processed

  “S” only the referrals select by the user will be processed

Juvenile Action Count: - total number of juvenile actions displayed 

S – “X” = include referral for processing when “Option” equals “S” 
O - Number indicating the name family member assigned to the action

Number – Referral/Episode number 
Ty – Case type code 
Sts – Current status history code from the referral, the episode status code from the episode 

Rsn - Current status history reason code from the referral, episodes don’t have a status reason  

Crt - Court initials

Jur – Jurisdiction initials

Name – Primary participants name from the PER table plus a literal to indicate the individual is in a name family; “AKA or TRUE” to denote the person’s role 

NmCd – Person name code 
Pty - Party type code 
· PF Keys

Enter
Do edits.

PF1 Help
Displays help. 

PF2  
not used

PF3  
not used
PF4 
not used
PF5 
Refresh the screen.
PF6 
not used
PF7 
Page Backward.
PF8 
Page Forward.
PF9 
not used.
PF10
Do edits and update.
PF11
not used
PF12
Exit.

· Functionality

· Display the navigator person information

· Display the “Name” family the person is associated with
· Display all juvenile actions (referrals and detention episodes) where any member of the person’s name family is the “primary” participant
· Destroy all or selected actions in our jurisdiction

· Limitations

None.

· Operations

· Enter the "DST" command with a person name

· Use the JIS standard routine to get the person’s name family information for displaying

· Use the standard SQL to get the name families juvenile actions
· Build a temp storage queue of the juvenile actions for displaying

· The screen will display and the user will enter the processing option of “A” for all eligible or “S” for selected actions.
· When “S” is entered the user will have to indicate the actions to process by entering a “X” in the “S” column for each referral to processed
· After the user presses “PF10” the program will edit the screen and display any errors.

· Once there are no screen errors, the program will replace the appropriate person token with the standard “DESTROY” person token for all actions selected for processing.
· A single destroy action can be reversed using the NPC command.
· Edits:
· Must be eighteen years of age or older
· The most current referral status and status reason must denote the referral is closed
· An episode qualifies if the individual has been released
· When an Episode is linked to a referral, both actions must be selected for processing
· Issues:

· none
· Design Verifications:

Juvenile Probation

Officer
1.
Determines violation of diversion agreement

Juvenile Department

or

Prosecutor
1.
Files a Motion and Affidavit for Hearing on Termination of Diversion Agreement  in the Clerk’s Office with diversion referral number.
Clerk’s Office
1.

Assigns an offender case number


2.

Enters the case in JIS/SCOMIS as a Non-Charge with the referral number
Superior Court
1.
Hears the  case

a. Case is dismissed and diversion continues

OR



a.
Diversion is terminated

b. Case is referred back to Prosecutor or Juvenile Department
Prosecutor
1.
Makes decision on whether or not to file charges
Or 
2. 
If yes, charges are filed under existing case number (type over
Juvenile Department

Non-Charge with the RCW)





OR


3.
If no, the existing non-charge case will be dismissed
Change Initiation Information

Tracking #:  151156
Change Area: SCOMIS CHANGE CHARGE 
Court Level(s) Affected by Change:  Superior Court
Request Date: 11/01/2000
Requesting Court: Cowlitz Juvenile Court
Requester Name & Title: C. Mel Jewell/ Administrator and Co-Chair of JCI Advisory
Telephone Number: 360-577-3100 ext. 8109             

Requester-Suggested Priority: High
Brief Title of JIS Change Request: Offender adjudication, disposition, and resolution processing
Request Status:  

· 11/28/2000 - Tentative approved by JCI workgroup.

· 01/30/2001 - Review changes and approved by committees.

· 03/14/2001 - Reviewed and approved by superior court sub-committees.
· 08/30/2002 - JCI Project shall implement only the following aspect of this request: SCOMIS CHARGE screen changes for juvenile offenders, including:
a) Change screen to shorten charge description by 5 positions

b) Add category of offense after the resolution code

c) Add course of conduct after the category of offense

d) Require the entry of offense category and course of conduct when resolution code entered in SCOMIS 

Detailed statement of the problem and related business need. 

This is a statewide problem that affects all Juvenile Departments and County Clerks.

Juvenile Departments have a statewide business need to determine the sentencing range for all juvenile offenders.  This calculation is based on the category of offense and the juvenile's criminal history.  The data needed to perform the calculation is currently not made available to County Clerks on dispository documents. The dispository documents includes the charge, finding, and text describing the conditions that must be satisfied by the youth.  The text is placed in the system as docket and accounting entries and text depending on local practices.  When the dispository document is given to the Juvenile Department, different code values and text are entered in the statewide juvenile system.  

Due to inconsistent local practices and the lack of the required information on the dispository documents, consistent statewide information is not available and the Juvenile Department cannot accurately calculate the standard range.

General summary of client-suggested solution(s).

For each juvenile offender cause of action, the Juvenile and Corrections Integration Committee requests that the category of offense, same or separate course of conduct, and codified conditions be placed on the Juvenile Offender Order of Disposition, Fact Finding, and Plea documents.  It also recommends that County Clerks enter disposition information when the adjudication is entered for all juvenile offender matters in JIS instead of on the SCOMIS SENTENCE screen.  

Detailed description of current and proposed procedures.

Current procedure

Juvenile Departments must determine the category of offense based on the charge that is entered on the Order of Disposition.  Sometimes the charge cited is the general law and the specific law must be determined after working with the court or prosecutor.  Once the specific law can be determined, the Juvenile Department manually calculates the standard range.   There is currently no documented process for capturing course of conduct nor the entry of ordered conditions.

Proposed procedure

When the Order of Disposition, Fact Finding, or Plea document is filed in the court, the charge, charge description, charge category (A, B+, etc.), same or separate course of conduct (Y or N), and result/finding code should be included on the document.  A codified list of conditions should be provided to the prosecutor so those codes can be entered into the system.  Once this information is contained on the dispository documents, the County Clerk could enter this information in SCOMIS.  This entry will allow the system to calculate the standard range for the case that is associated with a juvenile referral. 

To facilitate these changes, the following items are proposed:  

· SCOMIS CHARGE screen changed for juvenile offenders only:  

e) Change screen to shorten charge description by 5 positions

f) Add category of offense after the resolution code

g) Add course of conduct after the category of offense

h) Require the entry of offense category and course of conduct when resolution code entered in SCOMIS 

· SCOMIS BASIC change for juvenile offenders only:  

a) When the category of offense is entered on the CHARGE screen, the system should update the offense classification that is shown on the BASIC screen (misdemeanor, gross misdemeanor, felony, etc.)

· Change Order of Disposition, Fact Finding, and Plea documents 

a) Each county has its own documents that must be changed to include the specific law, law description, category, and course of conduct on the face of the document.

b) Provide the prosecutor with a codified list of conditions to be included on dispository documents.

c) The prosecutor must cite these entries on the documents.

· Create a case sentence screen in JIS (attachment 1)

a) Enable the County Clerks to enter conditions of the order in code form in JIS.

b) Entry of disposition information should update the SCOMIS DOCKET and SENTENCE screens.

c) The SENTENCE screen should be display only for offender charges.

d) Entry of accounting information should update the case disposition screen in JIS.

Expected benefits, costs, and results of the proposed solution.

· Reduction/elimination of duplicate data entry results in resource cost-savings that can be reallocated to other resource-need areas.

· Enables automated sharing of juvenile data between JIS and SCOMIS.

· Improves Juvenile Department capability to accurately perform the sentencing calculation for juveniles.

· County Clerks will have an accurate view of disposition information in a single location.

· Costs of supporting the linkage within SCOMIS are included in the JCI budget.

Expected business impact of not implementing this change.

· Duplicate data entry for County Clerks and Juvenile Department.

· The sentencing range may not be calculated accurately by the system.

Underlying authority of mandated need (e.g., statute, court rule).

· Court rule change for capturing same or separate course of conduct.  This rule change will enable clerks to enter the course of conduct at adjudication so the juvenile offender case history can be accurately determined.  (OAC is working with the Family Court and Law Committee to facilitate this change.)

Describe how the proposed solution is critical to attaining best practices and their underlying goals in the court performance standards.

· Requires coordination of best practices and procedures between juvenile justice agency partners including the County Clerk, Juvenile Court Administrator, and Prosecuting Attorney.  Encourages consistent and statewide best business practices and enhances data quality for sharing with other court and justice business partners.

Approval: (For JIS client requests mailed or transmitted by fax)
Signature: ____________________________ Title:




Date:


Phone Number:




Email Address:
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	                                                            03/17/00 08:43:39

Dxxxx0Mx Sentence & Conditions (SNC)  COWLITZ SUPERIOR COURT   EJK   1 of   2

____  Case: 008001282     S8 Csh:     Pty: DEF ___01 StID: _ ____________ __

      Name: SMITH, HAROLD___________________ NmCd: IN 676 07680               

                       CONFIDENTIAL--NOT FOR RELEASE 

 * In Custody *

 Case.......: 00-8-001282 S8  Hearing Off: JG RAS S08  Total Ord:     250.00
 Completion.:                                               Date:            

 Resolution.: CVCT Convicted By Court                       Date: 05 23 2000

 Case/Cnt...: 1  Attempted Theft 2               Cat: B-  Result: GP  DV: N  

 Referral...: 00J006543 JO   Agency: Cowlitz Police      Agency#: 00087532132
 Consecutive: _________  Concur: ___________  Resp Ofl: __ ___ _____
 S Cnt Code    Cond Date  Time   N Viol Date  Cmp 

 _ ___ _______ __ __ ____ ___ _ 

 _  1  COMSERV 05 24 2000  20 H                 1

 _  1  DETN    05 24 2000   7 D    

 _  1  DETNC   05 24 2000   2 D     

 _  C  REVW    10 20 2000 0930     
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Screen Purpose

Entry of decision and expiration date of disposition hearing, violation, or diversion agreement with the condition associated with each decision.

Screen Used By

· County Clerk

Security

· Confidential - Not For Release

Current format of the Change Charge Screen
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	 JSM055   VERIFY CHARGE               BENTON SUPERIOR  06-27-03 13:43   1 OF   1

 CASE#: 03-8-00012-3       DEF01   JUVENILE  TEST PERSON

 NOTE1: TEST NOTE

 NOTE2: TEST NOTE 2

 DEF.RESOLUTION CODE:      DATE:

               JUDGE:                                     

 RS CNT RCW/CODE       CHARGE DESCRIPTION               DV INFO/VIOL  PCN

                                                           ---DATE---

       --------------- ORIGINAL INFORMATION ------------   03 01 2003 

 G    1 9A.36.021      ASSAULT IN THE SECOND DEGREE      N 01 15 2003 

 G      9.94A.125      DEADLY WEAPON SPECIAL VERDICT                  

    901 NOTEPCN        ADDITIONAL ARREST/FINGERPRINT PCN              122111113
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This screen example shows the existing layout.

Proposed format of the Change Charge Screen 
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	 JSM055   VERIFY CHARGE               BENTON SUPERIOR  06-27-03 13:43   1 OF   1

 CASE#: 03-8-00012-3       DEF01   JUVENILE  TEST PERSON

 NOTE1: TEST NOTE

 NOTE2: TEST NOTE 2

               JUDGE:                                     

 RS CNT RCW/CODE       CHARGE DESCRIPTION               DV INFO/VIOL  RSLT DT  C

                                                           --DATE---- -------- -

       --------------- ORIGINAL INFORMATION ------------   03 01 2003        

 G    1 9A.36.021      ASSAULT IN THE SECOND DEGREE      N 01 15 2003 04 13 03 Y

 G      9.94A.125      DEADLY WEAPON SPECIAL VERDICT                  04 13 03

    901 NOTEPCN        122111113
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Proposed Change Summary:

1. Line 5 will be blank for Juvenile Offender (type S8) cases (Def Resolution Date removed).

2. Line 5 will be unchanged for Adult Criminal (type S1) cases and will display
‘DEF.RESOLUTION CODE:      DATE:‘ 

3. PCN number is entered in the RCW description.  Must key in
’901 NOTEPCN and the PCN number’.

4. Result date added to the right of violation date.

5. Result date required for both S1 and S8 cases if a result code is entered.

6. Result date must be entered if result code entered.
7. Result date format of MM DD YY.

8. Date will be stored as MM DD YYYY
9. Result code must be entered if a result date entered.

10. Result date used for both the primary count and the weapons modifier.
11. Result date will be blank for legacy cases.
12. If there are multiple current charges, the result date recorded for the first charge will be the default date entered by the system for each successive charge provided the result code for those charges is entered at the same time.
13. Course of conduct code entered to the right of the result date.
14. Course of conduct not entered for weapons allegation.
15. Course of conduct required only for S8 cases.
16. Course of conduct must be blank for S1 cases.
17. Course of conduct must be ‘Y’ or ‘N’ if an entry is required.

18. Course of conduct will be blank for legacy cases.

19. Course of conduct not entered for the weapons allegation.

20. Course of conduct will default to ‘N’ if only one count entered.
21. Course of conduct code must be entered if a result date or result code is entered.

22. Course of conduct used for criminal history, multiple charges. If the juvenile has been convicted of two or more charges arising out of the same course of conduct, then only the highest charge is counted as criminal history. If the juvenile has been convicted of two or more charges that did not arise out of the same course of conduct, then all of the charges count.

Design Verifications:

1. Should result date be required for a criminal case (type S1)?

2. Is a separate result date needed for a weapons allegation?
Change Initiation Information

Tracking #:  228012

Change Area: SCOMIS Case Management (CHARGE Screen)

Court Level(s) Affected by Change:  Superior & Juvenile

Request Date: September 5, 2001

Requesting Court: Clark Juvenile and Skamania Superior jointly on behalf of the JCI Advisory Committee
Requester Name & Title:  Ernie Veach-White, Clark County Juvenile Court Administrator & JCI Advisory Committee Chair 

Telephone Number:  
360-397-2201 x4022
Requester-Suggested Priority:  Needed for JCI Project Pilot Site

Brief Title of JIS Change Request: Result Date for Juvenile Offender Cases
Request Status:  

09/05/2002: Request initiated and recommended by the JCI Advisory Committee.

09/23/2002: Response to a survey by Rena Hollis of Clerks in 14 counties indicated no problem with the changes proposed in this request. 
09/18/2002: Applications has sized this as a medium project, to be undertaken by the JCI team as within scope of that project.  Pending Referral to JISAC Superior Court Subcommittee for review and approval at its September meeting

12/03/2002:  Subcommittee unanimously approved.  Additionally, they support the "optional solution" detailed in item 3 -- to extend the primary solution (result dates) to criminal cases (case type 1). 

Detailed statement of the problem and related business need. 

Juvenile courts need a record of the resolution of each charge and the date on which each charge in a juvenile offender case is resolved.  The result date of each charge is used in the statutory computation of sentencing points and in determining what charges shall be included in criminal history.  The result date is the date on which the juvenile defendant entered a guilty plea or the date when the court entered its finding on each charge in the case.  The result date applies only to the charge and is therefore different from both the case resolution date and the filing date of any associated dispositive documents.  Sources for the result date are: Statement of Guilty Plea and the Clerk's Court Hearing Minutes.

Historically, juvenile courts have recorded this date in JUVIS as the adjudication date using only secondary sources for the information, including copies of the Statement of Guilty Plea or notes taken in the courtroom by juvenile staff.  JUVIS is being migrated to a new application, JCS, which uses the statewide database that is used by all Washington court applications including SCOMIS.  JCS will display each charge and the resolution for each charge that are entered by county clerks into SCOMIS, but currently there is no date entered in SCOMIS that reflects when each charge is resolved.

General summary of client-suggested solution(s).

Primary Solution: Modify the SCOMIS Charge screen for Juvenile Offender cases.  Add and new Result Date field that will complement the function of the existing Result Code field for each charge recorded on a juvenile offender case.  Secure agreement of County Clerks to record a result date for each Charge Result Code using the primary source documents available to and/or created by Clerks.

Primary Solution Edits: When a result code is entered for each charge, the system would require entry of a result date as well.  For juvenile offender cases with multiple current charges, the result date recorded for the first charge would be the default date entered by the system for each successive charge provided the result code for those charges is entered by the Clerk during the same unit of work.  

Optional Solution: Extend primary solution to Criminal Case behavior.  This would have the added benefit of retaining a consistent business workflow for County Clerks' SCOMIS entry of information on criminal and juvenile offender cases.

Auxiliary Clean-up (Unrelated to Primary Solution): Also for juvenile offender cases, remove the Charge-Screen field labeled “Def. Resolution Date” which was never intended to apply to juvenile cases. (This date applies to only legacy criminal cases with more than one defendant and allows the clerk to enter the resolution date and code for each defendant.  It predates even the SCOMIS design for juvenile case entry.)  [Note:  This should not be confused with the Basic-Screen field labeled “Resolution Date,” which applies to the case as a whole, and which will be retained.]

Detailed description of current and proposed procedures.

Current: Juvenile court staff enter the conviction charge and its adjudication date in JUVIS from copies of documents in the court file or from notes taken in the court hearing by juvenile court staff.

Proposed: County Clerks enter Result Date with each Result Code that they currently enter for each charge in a juvenile offender case.  JCS will display each of the most current charges recorded in SCOMIS for a juvenile offender case, and its associated result code and result date.  Example: In a case with an Assault 1 with a Deadly Weapon charge, the clerk would record on the SCOMIS Charge screen a result code for Guilty (G) and a date that the finding or result was made for both the Assault 1 charge and for the Deadly Weapon determination.

Expected benefits, costs, and results of the proposed solution.

Data is entered in one place and is created from the primary and official source of the information, increasing the accuracy of the data.  Cost to be born by the JCI Project and is within scope.  Impact to Form 5/6 report needs assessment and sizing.

Expected business impact of not implementing this change.

Juvenile court staff will have to continue entering the Result (adjudication) Date in its new application, JCS.  JCS and SCOMIS will require more complex modifications to assure data integrity when the Result Code and/or Result Date are independently modified by separate business entities (county clerk and juvenile court staff).

Anticipated privacy, security, or other issues.

NONE

Underlying authority of mandated need (e.g., statute, court rule).

RCW 13.40.0357 Juvenile Offender Sentencing Standards

Describe how the proposed solution is critical to attaining best practices and their underlying goals in the court performance standards.

Serves the best practices of: 1) Recording data at the point of generation using primary sources; and, 2) Recording data once for many uses.

Other supporting statements.

NONE

Approval: (For JIS client requests mailed or transmitted by fax)
Signature: s/Ernie Veach-White______ Title: Clark County Juvenile Court Administrator

Date:09/18/2002

Phone Number:




Email Address: ernie.veach-white@co.clark.wa.us
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