Evaluation and Implementation Sub-committee

Teleconference

Monday, January 8, 2007 at 12:15 P.M.
Participants: Robert C. Boruchowitz, Jeff C. Sullivan, and Erica S. Chung and Monto S. Morton as staff.

Non-participants: Judge James M. Murphy and Judge Deborah D. Fleck.

I.
2007 Meeting Schedule

The sub-committee will need to confirm at the next meeting whether to continue future meetings on the first Monday of every other month.
Monday, March 5, 2007 at 12:15 PM


Monday, May 7, 2007 at 12:15 PM

Monday, July 2, 2007 at 12:15 PM

Monday, September 3, 2007 at 12:15 PM

Monday, November 5, 2007 at 12:15 PM
II.
Goals

Erica stated the need to establish short term (biennial) projects and long term goals with specific tasks/actions/benchmarks to measure progress/success. She also stated that sub-committee biennial allocations are based on projects. The sub-committee will need to continue this dialogue at next two subsequent meetings.

A. Erica gave a status report on past project: 

· Order re Release of Accused

· Criminal Court Rules 2.2

· Criminal Court Rules 3.2

· Offender Accountability Act related to Legal Financial Obligation (DOC)

B. Erica shared past suggestions:

· Impact of legal financial obligations

· Presumptive bail schedule on warrants/probable cause (this was recommended as a possible project to replace guidelines for judges in ex parte warrants)

· Race and justice initiative

· Immigrant youths in detention and used as bait to lure undocumented parents (Ann Benson Project)

· First appearance: what’s happening?

· Release decision with counsel and without counsel

· Education of pro tem judges: video production (cost at minimum $3000)

III.
Projects
Members expressed the following as possible projects to pursues/continue:

A. DOC-OAA: are the sanction violators being denied their right to counsel?
· Erica will review the materials available and report back.
· If this is the case then the following actions/benchmarks will be pursued:
· Seek administrative change within DOC
· Meet with administrator/secretary for action
· If unable to make progress administratively, the project will be forwarded to other groups interested in pursuing the matter further legislatively or through litigation

B. Criminal Court Rule 3.2
· Are the changes in the court rules making any difference in how the defendants are handled and released?

· Would more education make a difference?

· Is there any difference in how defendants are handled and released in Superior Court verses Courts of Limited Jurisdiction?

· Anecdotally observed that defendants who are out of jail (pre-trial release) are treated better and receive better sentences

· Do we need to do a survey of use? Do we need to do a research?

C. Counsel at first appearance
· In Lincoln County 71% (41) of juveniles do not have legal counsel at first appearance. We need to see the impact to defendants with and without counsel. Need further input from a researcher for possible objectives/tasks. Bob will follow up with Bryan Adamson to join the sub-committee to aid in discussions.

IV.
Adjournment

1:10 P.M.
