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Supreme Court Dissolution Task Force

Point of First Contact Sub-Committee

December 6, 2007

Present:  Judge Paul Bastine (Sub-committee Chair), Shamra Coy, Brenda Morbauch, Stevens County Clerk Patricia Chester, Julie McKay, Judge Katherine Nelson, and Rep. Pat Lantz.
Guests: Jo Anna Arlow, Jim Bamberger, Jorene Moore, Ken Fellows, and Bill Harrington.
Next Meeting:
December 18, 2007 at 12 p.m. by telephone.  

Action Items For Next Meeting

· Task Force (TF) staff will ask the National Center for State Courts if there are other states dealing with screening tools regarding a point of first contact program (PFCP), and whether those programs are also dealing with confidentiality and liability issues.

Decisions

· November 12, 2007 minutes were approved. 
· The sub-committee agreed by consensus that the sub-committee’s formal minutes should reflect mainly action items/issues/decisions ── not discussion points.  
Minutes

Commenced: 
Approximately 9:30 a.m.

November 12, 2007 meeting minutes are approved with amendments.

The sub-committee agreed by consensus that the sub-committee’s formal minutes should reflect mainly action items/issues/decisions ── not discussion points.  

The Clerks Association (WSACC) believes that it should be left up to each county to determine whether the PFCP is run by the county clerk or judiciary.  The sub-committee reserves its decision on this issue.
There was consensus that the PFCP’s screening process should be minimally intrusive, and should not discourage parties from continuing further with the process.  It should take the form of a simple, self-evaluating questionnaire.  Based on the screening results, the party/-ies can be directed to other information or resources (such as domestic violence programs) that they can voluntarily pursue.  If the screening indicates the presence of domestic violence, the parties should be told that they still have the option to pursue mediation, but that the screening indicates mediation is not recommended without further review and assessment by the court.  Finally, there was consensus that the screening results should only be made available to the person being screened.
TF staff will ask the National Center for State Courts if there are other states dealing with screening tools regarding a PFCP, and whether those programs are also dealing with confidentiality and liability.
Adjourned:  
Approximately 11:30 a.m.

