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Supreme Court Dissolution Task Force

March 27, 2008
Administrative Office of the Courts, Sea-Tac, WA

Members Present: Professor Helen Donigan, Judge Kathryn Nelson, Leslie Owen, Senator James Hargrove, Jean Cotton, Judge Paul Bastine, Commissioner Lonna Malone, Honorable Patricia Chester, Brenda Morbauch, Kelly O’Connell, Margaret Hobart, Shamra Coy, Janet Skreen, Kevin Turner, and Jean Cotton. 
Guests Present: Jorene Moore, Greg Howe, Kevin Black, Jennifer Strus, Grace Huang, Terry Price, Liz Alword, and Carol Bailey.
Staff Present: Lynette Combs and Michael Santana.

Next Meeting:

April 24, 2008 at 9:30 a.m. (Sea-Tac)
Decisions

· Patty Chester can show the Clerks’ Association the sub-committees’ report first drafts.

TF Decisions Regarding Point of First Contact Program (PFCP) Sub-committee

· Produce two versions of the PFCP.  One version will be a self-screening PFCP, and the second version will be an in-person PFCP.

TF Decisions Regarding Dispute Resolution Sub-committee

1. Discuss how should dispute resolution work in post-decree dissolutions.

2. Provide an education component for the parties.

3. Include suggestions for the parties receiving representation.

4. Provide standards for how the parties exit dispute resolution when it is not working.

5. Include the Unified Family Court Act.

TF Decisions Regarding Training Sub-committee

· Define evaluator.  Who is required to be trained according to the curricula?

TF Decisions Regarding Evaluators Sub-committee

1. What is a parenting evaluation (as compared to an expert offering advice as to a particular syndrome)?

2. Who will access to the notes of the parenting evaluators?
3. Should the evaluator come in the home to evaluate the parents?
MINUTES

Commenced: 
Approximately 10:20 p.m.

The February 7, 2008 TF meeting minutes are approved.
Each sub-committee’s report will be discussed based on the following outline:

1. Overview/Recap.

2. Topics to Discuss.

3. Discussion.

4. Policy

Point of First Contact Program (PFCP) Sub-committee Report Discussion

Overview/Recap
Topics at Issue in the Report

1. In-person contact.

2. Screening prior to filing.

3. Venue

Topics to Discuss
· Funding.
· Liability.

· Venue-UCCJEA.

· Mandatory Reporting.

· Confidentiality.

· Prior to filing.

· Literacy/Language

· In-person contact.

The in-person part of the legislation regarding the PFCP does not become a requirement unless the legislature funds the program.

TF Decisions Regarding the Report
· Produce two versions of the PFCP.  One version will be a self-screening PFCP, and the second version will be an in-person PFCP.
· Patty Chester can show the Clerks’ Association the sub-committee report first drafts.
Dispute Resolution Sub-committee 

Overview/Recap
Topics at Issue in the Report

1. Upfront representation for low-income.

2. PFCP.

3. Parenting class.

4. Voluntary mediation.

5. Increase funding for non-profit dispute resolution centers (DRCs).

6. DRCs for each county.

7. All dispute resolution providers should have domestic violence and sexual assault training.

8. Parenting plan disputes.

9. Arbitration.
Topics to Discuss
· Timing.
· Blending of PFCP and dispute resolution.

· Exiting the dispute resolution process when it is not working.

· Standards of the dispute resolution.

· Form education and changes.

· Unified Family Court Act.

· Clarity.

· Assistance of pro se parties.

TF Decisions Regarding the Report
1. Discuss how should dispute resolution works in post-decree dissolutions.
2. Provide an education component for the parties.

3. Include suggestions for the parties receiving representation.

4. Provide standards for how the parties exit dispute resolution when it is not working.

5. Include the Unified Family Court Act.

Training Sub-committee Report
Overview/Recap
Topics at Issue in the Report

· Curriculum elements and teaching goals. 
· What information do people need?

· What do you expect people to do with this information?

· What skills will a curriculum build in a person receiving the training?

· The sexual assault curriculum focuses on sexual assault of the parties’ children.

· The domestic violence curriculum focuses on domestic violence and sexual assault of adults.

Topics to Discuss
· Scope.  Who should have oversight of the curricula?
· Clearly define evaluator.

· Scope: Sexual abuse of a party by someone outside the relationship.
TF Decisions Regarding the Report
· Define evaluator.  Who is required to be trained according to the curricula?
Evaluator Sub-Committee

Overview/Recap
Topics at Issue in the Report

· Parenting evaluator is defined.
· Education and training requirements.

· Required evaluation of each parent with the child.

· Who controls the scope of the evaluation?
Topics to Discuss
· Scope of investigation.
· Does the evaluator have to be court appointed, or can the evaluator be private.

· Who will access to the notes of the parenting evaluators.

· Funding for evaluators.
TF Decisions Regarding the Report
1. What is a parenting evaluation (as compared to expert offering advice as to a particular syndrome)?
2. Who will access to the notes of the parenting evaluators?
3. Should the evaluator come in the home to evaluate the parents?
End of Sub-Committee Reports
The TF will next meet on April 24, 2008.

Adjourned:  
Approximately 3:50 p.m.
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