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Members present:  Chief Justice Gerry Alexander, co-chair; Judge Deborah Fleck, co-chair; Mr. Wayne Blair, vice-chair; Mr. John Cary; Judge Leonard Costello; Judge Sara Derr; Judge Gordon Godfrey; Judge Robert Harris; Judge Stephen Holman; Mr. Kirk Johns; Judge Eileen Kato; Ms. Janet McLane; Judge Robert McSeveney; Mr. Jon Ostlund; Mr. Ron Ward; and Judge Tom Warren
Guests present:  Ms. Martha Harden; Ms. Gail Stone; Ms. Sandi Swarthout; and Ms. Sara Zier

Staff present:  Ms. Jude Cryderman; Ms. Wendy Ferrell; Mr. Doug Haake; Mr. Jeff Hall; Ms. Ann Sweeney; and Ms. Lorrie Thompson

Call to Order

The meeting was called to order by Chief Justice Gerry Alexander, co-chair.  Chief Justice Alexander asked those present to introduce themselves.

Chief Justice Alexander advised the Committee that Judge Robert McSeveney had been elected member-chair of the Board for Judicial Administration at the June meeting.

Judge Deborah Fleck made opening remarks, including recognizing the efforts of Martha Harden, Melanie Stewart, Sara Zier, Gail Stone, Sandi Swarthout and Jeff Hall, during this legislative session.
Approval of Minutes
The minutes of the December 16, 2004 meeting were approved with the changes made to the fifth paragraph of page three.

Review of 2005 Legislation Passed

Mr. Hall advised that HB 1542, the indigent defense bill, had passed both houses with a null and void clause, but in the final budget there was language sufficient to negate the null and void clause.  This means that next session, with the policy piece already in place, the focus will be on getting the money.
Mr. Hall briefly reviewed SB 5454, as it will be discussed at a later time during the meeting.
Review of CLJ Recommendations

Mr. Hall and Mr. Haake reviewed the recommendations of the BJA Court Funding Implementation Committee.  They also provided an update on the progress of those recommendations.
BJA Court Funding Implementation Committee

December 16, 2004

Recommended Action on Courts of Limited Jurisdiction

Service Delivery Workgroup Recommendations

	RECOMMENDED ACTION
	Court Funding Task Force Recommendation

	A work group has been appointed to review and make recommendations.  It is anticipated that this group will complete its work over the summer.

	1.  Clarify the statutory court options and encourage regionalization of courts of limited jurisdiction.  All courts of limited jurisdiction court models should be contained in Title 3 RCW.

2.  Update current provisions in Title 3 authorizing municipalities and counties to provide joint court services by interlocal agreement.

3.  Create a new section in Title 3 authorizing cities to contract with other cities to form regional municipal courts with elected judges.

6.  Amend Title 3 to emphasize a collaborative regional approach to the provision of district and municipal court services by expanding the role and membership of the districting committee.



	Legislation did not pass this session.

	10. Increase the civil jurisdiction amount in dispute that can be filed in district court to $75,000.



	Recommendation 8 was passed by the legislature.
	8.  Authorize municipal courts to hear anti-harassment protection petitions.



	Recommendations 4 and 5 have been referred to the DMCJA for summer work in anticipation of the 2006 legislative session.
	4.  Elect judges at all levels of court to promote accountability and the independence of the judiciary. 

5.  Limit district and municipal court commissioner authority to differentiate their responsibilities from those of elected judges.



	Recommendations 7, 9, and 11 have been referred to the DMCJA Court Rules Committee.  That committee will begin its review in the next few weeks.
	7.  Require each court of limited jurisdiction to provide court services to the public on a regularly scheduled basis at established hours posted with the Administrative Office of the Courts. 
9.  Require courts of limited jurisdiction to timely hear domestic violence protection orders or have clear, concise procedures to refer victims to courts where the service is available.

11. Require district courts to implement dedicated civil calendars and case scheduling.



Election of Municipal Court Judges

Ms. McLane briefly reviewed the four proposed options, advising that they are just a starting point.
Option A – Enact requirement that all judges must be elected.

Option B – Enact requirement that a city must fill judicial positions by election when a court’s workload indicated a need for 50% or more of a judicial position.

Option C – Enact requirement that a city must fill judicial positions by election when the population of the city is 35,000 or greater.

Option D – Enforce current legislative intent that full-time positions be elected.

The Committee briefly discussed issues associated with the election of municipal court judges.  The members also discussed issues related to court commissioners.
Judge Kato advised that the DMCJA Board voted to endorse option A, but it has not been referred to the Long-range Planning Committee.
Judge Kato advised that the work groups will work over the summer, with a report to the DMCJA Board in September.  It is anticipated the recommendations will be forwarded to the BJA for its review in October.  

The members agreed that it made sense to wait until the DMCJA work group has had an opportunity to work on the election issues and make its report to the various Boards.

Title 3

Mr. Haake briefly reviewed the recommendations pertaining to Title 3.  He suggested that the Committee consider the creation of a work group to work with issues relating to Title 3.  The members were advised that the BJA had not approved the long-term regionalization of the courts of limited jurisdiction.
Mr. Hall advised that the House Judiciary Committee has put CLJ court structure on their interim plan for study and review.  He also advised that the legislature will be looking for areas in which court functions could be changed to make the courts more efficient for citizens.  
Mr. Hall stated the proposal is the creation of a work group of the Court Funding Implementation Committee to work on a draft bill and prepare a response to the interim study of the House Judiciary Committee.  Mr. Hall reviewed the proposed work group membership.  The Committee agreed to the creation of the work group.
The Committee discussed the need for the courts to show not only program efficiencies, but also have some measurement of accountability.
PSEA

Mr. Haake reviewed the proposal to create a Traffic Infraction/PSEA work group.  He also reviewed the proposed committee charge and work group membership.  

It was moved by Judge Derr and seconded to approve the creation of the Traffic Infraction/PSEA Work Group to study the Court Funding Task Force recommendations relating to the Public Safety and Education Account.  Mr. Blair added a friendly amendment to add a lawyer to the work group membership.  The amendment was accepted and the motion passed.
Review of Nexus Continuum

Ms. McLane said the nexus will be placed on a future agenda.  She indicated the time is here to begin discussions regarding the next steps for requesting additional funding for the courts.  She continued although next session is not a budget year, the court can certainly go forward to request a supplemental budget.
Jury Fee Proposal

Mr. Hall suggested that a pilot paying jurors $75 per day would provide a mechanism to assist in determining if higher juror compensation makes a difference in the composition of the juries.  

The Committee briefly discussed the possibility of a pilot project for jury fees.  Mr. Hall indicated that grant money may be available.  Ms. McLane stated that staff would bring a proposal to the Committee.  
Unified Family Court Cost Analysis

Mr. Hall directed attention to the UFC Principles and Best Practice Recommendations that were endorsed by the BJA during its March 18, 2005 meeting.  

Trial Court Improvement Accounts Reporting Requirements
Mr. Hall advised that he will develop a proposal for the reporting requirements for the Committee’s consideration.
Next Meeting Date
The next meeting was set for Friday, September 23.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.




Respectfully submitted,




Jude Cryderman

