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Supreme Court Dissolution Task Force

February 7, 2008
Administrative Office of the Courts, Sea-Tac, WA

Members Present: Professor Helen Donigan, Judge Kathryn Nelson, Janet Skreen, Leslie Owen, Judge Paul Bastine, Commissioner Lonna Malone, Margaret Hobart, Bev Emory, Shamra Coy and Jean Cotton. 
Members Present By Telephone: Hon. Patty Chester and Julie McKay.
Guests Present: Jorene Moore, Kelly O’Connell, and Amy Pierson
Staff Present: Lynette Combs and Michael Santana.

Next Meeting:

March 27, 2008 at 9:30 a.m. (Sea-Tac)
Decisions
The January 10, 2008 Task Force (TF) meeting minutes are approved.
The following agenda items were postponed:
· Michael Santana will distribute the public comment flyer via email for comments from TF members.
· Jim Bamberger was unable to attend and discuss his and Senator Roach’s request regarding representation for low income litigants when domestic violence is involved.

he following motions were approved in response to subcommittees’ requests for guidance from the full TF:

1. TF members unanimously agreed that there is insufficient time to create original domestic violence or sexual assault curricula. The emphasis instead will be on establishing curricula elements and teaching goals.

2. The domestic violence curriculum will focus on the broad behavioral definition of domestic violence as a pattern of learned behavior resulting in coercive control (as distinct from the narrower legal definition).

3. In creating the curricula, past domestic violence and sexual assault are relevant for consideration by evaluators. 

4. In the domestic violence curriculum, “domestic violence” will be used as the preferred term instead of “family violence”.

5. The topic of child support is not going to be included in the curricula.
6. The curricula may provide that evaluators may use information that may not in and of itself be admissible in court. (For example they may use collateral contact interviews). 
7. The TF unanimously agreed that the there are serious concerns about recommending a face-to-face Point of First Contact Program (PFCP) screening prior to a party filing a dissolution petition and that the PFCP subcommittee has flexibility to develop a workable proposal for the PFCP initial screening. 

Action Items

· Michael Santana will send out a draft of the public comment flyer for comments from TF members.
· The first draft of each sub-committee’s work is due to the TF by March 20, 2008.

The next TF meeting will be March 27, 2008 at the Kilroy Center in SeaTac from 9:30 – 4:00 pm. The tentative agenda calls for each subcommittee to meet at 9:30 a.m.  Afterwards, the PFCP subcommittee will meet with the Dispute Resolution subcommittee, and the Training and Parent Evaluators subcommittees will meet together. The day will end with the entire TF meeting to discuss the first drafts of each subcommittee’s report.
MINUTES

Commenced: 
Approximately 1:50 p.m.

The January 10, 2008 TF meeting minutes are approved.
The following agenda items were postponed:
· Michael Santana will distribute the public comment flyer via email for comments from TF members.

· Jim Bamberger was unable to attend and discuss his and Senator Roach’s request regarding representation for low income litigants when domestic violence is involved.

Sub-Committee Reports
Training Sub-committee
TF members unanimously agreed that there is insufficient time to create original domestic violence or sexual assault curricula. The emphasis instead will be on establishing curricula elements and teaching goals.

The subcommittee asked the TF to decide the five issues below regarding the training curricula.
1. Whether the Training Sub-committee should focus on the broad behavioral definition of domestic violence as a pattern of learned behavior resulting in coercive control (as distinct from the narrower legal definition).

2. Whether past domestic violence and sexual assault are relevant for evaluators to consider. 
3. Whether to use the term “domestic violence” as the preferred term instead of “family violence”.

4. Whether the topic of child support should be included in the curricula.  

5. Whether evaluators may use information that may not in and of itself be admissible in court. (For example they may use collateral contact interviews). 

The TF members unanimously agreed as follows:
1. The domestic violence curriculum will focus on the broad behavioral definition of domestic violence as a pattern of learned behavior resulting in coercive control (as distinct from the narrower legal definition).

2. In creating the curricula, past domestic violence and sexual assault are relevant for consideration by evaluators. 

3. In the domestic violence curriculum, “domestic violence” will be used as the preferred term instead of “family violence”.

4. The topic of child support is not going to be included in the curricula.
5. The curricula may provide that evaluators may use information that may not in and of itself be admissible in court. (For example they may use collateral contact interviews). 

Evaluator Sub-Committee

· Parenting evaluator is being defined as a person who is an expert (such as a psychologist, or someone with a master’s level degree and a certain number of years of experience), who would be appointed based on a court order.  Guardians ad litem and Family Court Services personnel do not fit within the definition.

· The Department of Health has a Washington Administrative Code regulation for parenting evaluators who are psychologists.  It will be the jumping off point for determining what the sub-committee will recommend.

· The sub-committee would like to develop a court rule stating that when a parenting evaluation is ordered by the court the evaluator appointed will need to have a certain background.  This issue needs to be explored further.
· The sub-committee would like to see another task force address issues and state-wide standards for guardians ad litem.

· The court will not pay the fees of parenting evaluators.

Point of First Contact Program (PFCP) Sub-committee
The committee has the draft of a screening tool that contains 45 questions.

The subcommittee asked the TF whether the TF is required to recommend a face to face PFCP screening prior to the filing of a dissolution petition (as compared to a telephone screening).
The TF unanimously agreed that the there are serious concerns about recommending a face-to-face PFCP screening prior to a party filing a dissolution petition, and that the PFCP subcommittee has flexibility to develop a workable proposal for the PFCP initial screening. 

Dispute Resolution Sub-committee 

The sub-committee reviewed and edited the first draft of Judge Nelson’s clear and concise dispute resolution procedures.

End of Sub-Committee Reports
The TF will next meet on March 27, 2008.

Adjourned:  
Approximately 3:30 p.m.
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