Court Security Committee

DRAFT


February 2, 2007

Page 2 of 5

Court Security Committee                                DRAFT
February 2, 2007
Meeting Minutes

Members Present:  Judge Paula Casey, Chair; Mr. Jeffrey Beaver; Judge Brett Buckley; Mr. Craig Daly; Justice Mary Fairhurst; Judge Steven Gonzalez; Mr. Joe McGuire; Ms. Fona Sugg; and Mr. Gale Wick
Staff Present:  Mr. Rick Coplen and Ms. Anita Gausepohl
Call to Order

Judge Casey, committee chair, called the meeting to order.

Minutes


Hearing no objection, the committee approved the minutes of the January 12, 2007 conference call as published.
Reports and Information

Incident Response Subcommittee (IRC)


Mr. Coplen provided an update on the Incident Response Committee.  He stated that there had been two additional incidences since the 2006 report.  One incident was in a Juvenile Court room where a bullet was found shoved down into a cushion.  Judge Gonzalez stated that a bullet falls under the federal definition of a firearm.  It was noted that even though there may not be a threat, all disruptions should be reported.    Mr. Coplen stated that the subcommittee has not met since their November meeting.

The full committee would like a report from the Incident Response Committee at the next scheduled meeting.  Mr. Coplen reminded the committee that Judge Buckley had suggested a group of judges similar to the Fire Brigade, which would have contacts that other judges could use as knowledgeable resources about court security.

Training Subcommittee


Judge Gonzalez reported the continued work on court training.  They are still waiting on dates for the training from the US Marshal before submitting a request to try to secure funding.  They need to determine who will do the presentations at both the Fall Conference and Presiding Judges conferences.  Judge Casey stated that she has not completed the letter to BJA for funding yet and will wait for the dates to finalize the request.  Mr. Coplen stated that there should be a response within the next few days approving or disapproving the request to get on the conference calendar.  Justice Fairhurst suggested doing the training after the Fall Conference and using the presentation as a marketing tool for the educational opportunity that is being offered.  It was agreed by all that the training for courts should be completed in October 2007 and information about the training should be available in June.  Judge Casey stated that it would be a good idea to get on the agenda of each of the Judges’ Associations to provide information on the training.  Mr. Coplen stated that the location of the training would be held at the US Marshal Center to reduce cost and that the training that was normally provided to the Marshals' is being revamped to fit court needs.  Mr. Coplen will work with Mr. Eric Robertson from the US Marshals Office to obtain dates for late October. 

Standards Subcommittee


Judge Casey provided information on the development of the Court Security Standards.  She stated that the committee will ask the Board for Judicial Administration (BJA) to mandate standards that had little or no cost to the court, such as developing committees and policies, and encourage courts to seek the means to complete the others.  The committee reviewed the current standards draft and provided feedback on various sections.  

There was a discussion of section four – screening for weapons.  Judge Gonzalez stated that as a best practice, no individual that is armed with a weapon should be permitted into the courthouse.  Law enforcement officials that are not in charge of security for that court should be required to surrender their weapon until they exit the court.  He also stated that if an exception should occur, it should only apply to officers that are on official duty, reiterating the fact that many off-duty law enforcement officials may have personal business in the court and should not take their weapons in with them.  Judge Casey noted that the current statute exempts law enforcement that are on official business from relinquishing their weapons prior to entering the building, but does not exempt off-duty officials.  Mr. Beaver questioned the requirement for officers to be in an “official status” and carry their weapons with them at all times even when off-duty.  Mr. Coplen stated that the city of Seattle requires their police officers to carry their weapons when not on duty.  Judge Buckley stated that in areas where the court and sheriff/police offices are combined it would be difficult to enforce.  

There was a discussion of law enforcement officials showing badges to get through security.  Mr. Coplen shared information about an article from the New York Post reporting that approximately 250 arrests had been made of individuals that were trying to get into secured buildings with fake badges.  Mr. McGuire stated that most court security officers are contracted and do not carry weapons.  Judge Gonzalez stated that most contracted officers would not be able to tell the difference between a real badge and a fake one.  Several officials are not questioned when they provide a badge.  Ms. Sugg suggested that law enforcement offices provide a list of who should be authorized so that security personnel could verify their badge upon entering the building.  Mr. Coplen brought up the discussion that there were also several attorney’s from the Washington State Bar Association (WSBA) that felt they should receive the same treatment as a law enforcement officer.  Mr. Beaver stated that in Pierce County, attorneys’ could apply for an access card to show when entering the courthouse.  Judge Buckley stated that in Thurston County members of the WSBA wanted to be exempt and the court was contemplating the addition of a separate entrance for staff and Judges and possibly adding attorneys to that list.  Currently all individuals go through the main entrance except for Judges who do not go through security but are allowed to enter in a separate area for their own protection.  Judge Gonzalez brought up the question of having separate security areas for Judges, Prosecuting Attorneys, etc. because of the heightened risk when they are required to stand in line with individuals that they may face in court.  The committee agreed that a best practice would be to have a separate entrance for court officials.

Judge Gonzalez brought up the issue of compelled appearances.  In situations where no contact orders are issued and an individual would be required to appear in court, but there would be no security provided for them in the courtroom.  Judge Buckley stated that the same would apply in mandatory mediation instances of civil cases.  There was also a discussion of the risk of having night courts and remote locations.  The suggestion was to advise courts to limit the hours of access to all individuals, including staff, when there is no security available, and in cases where appearances are mandatory security should be present.

Mr. Coplen stated that section 3.1 provided for a safe room concept that Judge’s could access in case of an emergency.  The room could be used for multiple purposes, but would be a secured area for Judges to report to in case there was a threat or incident.  In addition, he noted the suggestion of secured parking.  Mr. Coplen also brought the committee’s attention to the appendixes.  He stated that appendix one was a suggestion for call tracing but not all PBX’s would support its use.  He stated that this would also work for Judges’ homes if they received a threatening call.  


Justice Fairhurst questioned section 1.1 pertaining to the committee chair, and proposed that this section be reworded to clarify whether or not a court administrator could chair the security committee.  Mr. Coplen stated that his intent was to allow either a judge or a court administrator because of situations where the Judge may preside in more than one county.  The committee agreed that the preferable chair would be a Judge.


Judge Casey stated that the Standards subcommittee would setup a meeting this month to discuss the suggestions from the committee.  


Rules on Weapons Restrictions

The committee reviewed the General Rule 20 for handling court exhibits.  Although this rule does not pertain specifically to weapons being brought into the court, it did bring up the discussion of what could become a weapon in the courtroom and what the best practices were for handling exhibits.  Judge Casey stated she had a concern each time weapons were sent back to Jurors during deliberation.  All agreed that there should be a standard on how potentially dangerous exhibits should be handled.  Justice Fairhurst stated that it might be worthwhile to conduct a survey of courts on how weapons are handled when submitted as evidence.  Judge Casey stated that the Standards and Training subcommittees should add this topic to their discussions.

Court Security Training

Mr. Coplen stated that he is waiting on a reply from the US Marshal to secure training dates.  The committee agreed that the dates should be set for late October.  Judge Casey will submit a letter requesting funding to the BJA once the dates have been secured.

Fall Conference Presentation

Mr. Coplen stated that the committee should know within the next few days if they were able to secure a time on the agenda for Fall Conference.  If so, the committee will need to work on the presentation details.  
[Since meeting, a 90-minute security presentation has been approved for Fall Conference.]


Weapons Definition Legislation


Judge Casey provided an update on the current legislation.  She stated that Mr. Jeff Hall, Deputy Administrator for the Courts, was seeking a sponsor for the bill and was hoping to get it dropped by the beginning of next week.  He asked that committee members notify him if they are aware of possible sponsors for the bill or contact their legislator for sponsorship.  Justice Fairhurst stated that she believed Representative Williams would be a good contact.  Judge Casey stated that she would inform Mr. Hall and get in contact with Representative Williams.  She stated that the goal is to get the bill dropped before the end of next week.

Other Business


Judge Gonzalez provided a copy of an article regarding the personal safety of Judges.  The article referenced a booklet that was designed to help judges and their families protect their privacy.  The booklet was developed by the John Marshall Law School in Chicago.  Judge Gonzalez also stated that KIRO news has obtained a list of all court employees and their birthdays from a public disclosure request that was authorized by the Attorney General.  The AG released the information because it was available elsewhere as well.  Judge Gonzalez addressed his concerns about the personal information that was required for Judges to provide.  He stated that recently there had been a request that the records for the secure phone lines for judges be provided to the executive branch.  He said that several Judges objected to the request because of the information on the records.  This would give anyone access to family members numbers, children’s cell phone numbers, and possibly place family members at risk.  He stated that the guide on protecting your privacy would be a good resource for judges on how to protect their families and themselves.   Judge Casey stated that it would be a good idea to get copies of the booklet for distribution.  Staff will check on getting copies out to the courts.   


Judge Gonzalez provided information on a TV program that would air on ABC that evening.  The ABCs 20/20 will have a segment on the plots to kill Judicial Officials.  Judge Casey stated that it would be nice to either have it recorded or see if we could get a copy of the broadcast for the committee.  Staff will check on getting a copy of the segment and distributing it to committee members.  

The next meeting will be held via conference call on March 16, 2007 at 12:00 p.m.  The call in number is 360-357-2900 PIN 8098#.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 1:20 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Anita Gausepohl
