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Military Service and Municipal Courts

By Antonio L. Kosta, Jr., Municipal Judge, Harker Heights

As Operation Iraqi Freedom continues,
an increasing number of reserve and
National Guard units are being
activated for duty in Iraq. As a result,
municipal courts must deal with issues
relating to active duty military personnel.
While those municipal courts located
near or adjacent to military bases are
familiar with issues pertaining to active
duty military personnel, municipal
courts not located near military bases
are now having to address issues
relating to military personnel with which
they may not be familiar.

Service Members Civil Relief Act

Since the Civil War, the federal
government has provided legislative
relief from civil actions for active duty
military personnel. On December 19,
2003, President Bush signed into law

HR 100, the Servicemembers Civil
Relief Act (SCRA).! This completely
rewrote the Soldiers” And Sailors” Civil
Relief Act of 1940 and provides civil
relief for active military personnel
relating to rental agreements, security
deposits, prepaid rent, eviction,
installment contracts, credit card interest
rates, mortgage interest rates, mortgage
foreclosures, civil judicial proceedings,
and income tax payments. By definition,
the SCRA does not apply to criminal
proceedings.”

Arguably, those civil proceedings
conducted by municipal courts would
fall under the provisions of the SCRA
and in those cases the SCRA should be
reviewed as to its applicability.
Essentially, the SCRA requires that such
proceedings be delayed until the

But | Already Paid My Fine!

An Intfroduction to DPS Points and Surcharges
By Tiffany Dowling, TMCEC Program Attorney

In 2003, the Texas Legislature enacted
the Driver Responsibility Program,
now codified in Chapter 708 of the
Texas Transportation Code. The Driver
Responsibility Program creates a system
of both points and surcharges for
conviction of certain offenses. In
general, a person accumulates points
when he or she is convicted of a
moving violation. Once a person
accumulates six points, a surcharge is

assessed. Some offenses result in
automatic surcharges without regard to
the number of points a person has
accumulated.

POINTS
When are points assessed?

Points are added to a driver’s license
when a person is convicted of a moving

Points continued on page 5

servicemember’s military service will
allow attendance at the proceedings.

In at least one case, the SCRA provides
protection for certain non-military
personnel. Under the SCRA, bail bonds
may not be enforced when military
service by the principal would prevent
the surety from obtaining the
attendance of the principal.’ The Act
provides the court with the option of
discharging the surety and exonerating
the bail before or after the period of
the military service of the principal.

10 U.S.C. 982

Title 10, United States Code, Section
982, exempts certain active duty
military personnel from performing
jury duty, if serving on a state or local

Military continued on page 4
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* AROUND THE STATE

Annual Report from the State
Commiission on Judicial Conduct

Overall, Texas municipal judges have once again done well statistically in terms
of ethics, as measured by the number of complaints filed with the State
Commission on Judicial Conduct. According to the 2004 Annual Report of the
State Commission on Judicial Conduct, municipal judges hold 38 percent of the State’s

Fig. 1 Total Number of Texas Judges

Appellate/Master
98
[3%]

Associate
102
[3%]

District
424
[12%] County Court at
Law/Probate
226
[6%]

Senior/Retired
303
[8%]

Constitutional County
254
[7%]
Justice of the Peace
1345 g;
[38%] +3,579 Total Judges [23%]
Source: Office of Court Administration (April 2004)

Municipal

judicial offices and received only six percent of the complaints. Justices of the
peace make up 23 percent of the Texas judiciary and received 21 percent of the
complaints. District judges received the highest number of complaints (48
percent) and only comprise 12 percent of the Texas judiciary.

If you are interested in reading the entire report, it may be viewed or
downloaded from the Commissions website: www.scjc.state.tx.us/.

Fig. 2 Number and Percentage of Cases filed by Judge Type

Associate/Master ~ County Court at Law/

37 Probate Appeliate
13%] 122 39

Retired

Court Recorder with permission of the Texas Di;;rzid

Municipal Courts Education Center.” Justice 02f Et);e Peace CO"SmU"gqa' County [48%]

The views expressed are solely those of the [21%] 5%

authors and are not those of the TMCA Board *1,227 Total Complaints Filed

of Directors or the staff of TMCEC.
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FROM THE GENERAL COUNSEL

Ryan Kellus Turner

New Attorney, State’s Attorneys and Out-of-State Attorneys

Meet and Greet

On January 3, 2005, Tiffany Dowling
officially began her duties as Program
Attorney and Deputy Counsel at
TMCEC. Tiffany was raised in
Amarillo and graduated from Tascosa
High School. (Go Rebels!) She
received her undergraduate degree and
Juris doctor from the University of
Texas at Austin. We are very excited
about having Tiffany on board. If you
haven’t had an opportunity to meet
her, please call, introduce yourself and
congratulate her. We all look forward
to working with her.

Identifying Attorneys for the State

Question: When does the law require
a city attorney to favor interests other
than that of the city?

Answer: When a city attorney is
prosecuting in a municipal court.

Just like a county or district attorney,
city attorneys who prosecute represent
the State of Texas. Because district and
county attorneys are elected, it is
relatively easy to ascertain who
represents the State. Such is not always
the case in municipal court. While the
legal duty to prosecute in municipal
court may belong to the city attorney
or a deputy city attorney, the reality is
that the public, especially in low
volume courts and small towns, has
no practical or public way to know
who represents the State in criminal
prosecutions. The public has a right to
know and, it should go without saying,
so does the State of Texas.

On January 3, 2005, the Office of
Court Administration (OCA)
requested that municipal court clerks
assist OCA in updating the Texas

Judicial System Directory for 2005. In
addition to asking for new
information pertaining to judges, at
the request of the Texas Judicial
Council, OCA included a survey
pertaining to prosecutions in municipal
court. Specifically, municipal courts are
asked to provide the names and
contact information of the attorney(s)
who represent(s) the State of Texas in
prosecutions conducted in court as
required by Article 45.201 of the
Code of Criminal Procedure. Clerks
are also asked to indicate whether the
attorney is the city attorney, assistant or
deputy city attorney, an attorney with a
private law firm, or a solo
practitioner.

Prosecutors play a critical, yet
sometimes misunderstood, role in the
administration of justice in municipal
court. Due to a high volume of pro se
defendants in municipal court, and in
light of the court’s obligation (which
encompasses both the judge and clerk)
to remain neutral, the perception of
justice in your court greatly depends
on the professionalism and practices
of the attorney who prosecutes in
your court. Article 45.201 expressly
states, “it is the primary duty of a
municipal prosecutor not to convict,
but to see that justice is done.”

If your city has not yet submitted the
name and requested information
relating to your court’s “justice doer,”
TMCEC requests that you respond as
soon as possible by either fax or mail.
The questionnaire along with other
information has been reproduced on

page 12 in this newsletter.
Out-of-State Attorneys

While the vast majority of defendants

in municipal court appear pro se, there
is anecdotal proof that the number of
defendants invoking the assistance of
counsel is on the rise. In the last
month, TMCEC received a telephone
call that poses a unique but important
question: What if a defendant wants to
be represented by an attorney who is
not licensed to practice in Texas?

While the question came from a judge
in central Texas, municipalities located
near the border of other states are
probably more likely to encounter
out-of-state attorneys. After
researching the issue, here is what I
learned.

The Latin term “pro hac vice,” in a legal
context, means: “for this occasion.”
Any attorney not licensed to practice in
Texas may seek to represent a
defendant pro hac vice, but there are

specific rules and procedures that must
be followed.

First, as provided by Rule XIX
Sections (a)(2) and (b) of the Rules
Governing Admission to the Bar of
Texas, a non-resident attorney is
required to be associated with a Texas
attorney (a sponsorship of sorts). The
sponsoring attorney must have an
active law license and be authorized to
practice in Texas.

Second, with the exception of federal
court, Rule XIX applies to all Texas
courts even in instances where the
attorney may not be required to make
a physical appearance in court.

Third, non-resident attorneys wanting
to appear pro hac vice should be
prepared to break out their wallets.
Pursuant to Section 82.0361 of the
Government Code, attorneys are
required to pay an application fee of
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$250 for each case in which the
attorney is requesting to participate.
Furthermore, if attorneys appeal and
want to represent defendants on
appeal, they are required to pay a
separate application fee. Now for
some bitter irony: The whole notion
of an application fee is relatively new.
It became law September 1, 2003, the
same day that our courts began
collecting what is now known as the
State Traffic Fine (STF). Unlike the
STFE, however, a non-resident attorney
may qualify for a fee waiver by
secking to represent an indigent
person on pro bono basis.

Fourth, assuming that the application is
not deemed defective and returned
unprocessed, the attorney still has to
make a sequentially proper motion to
your court. The Board of Law

Examiners does not advise that a
motion to a court be filed
simultaneously with the application to
the Board. Rather, as a “mandatory
tirst step,” the application for pro bac
vice admission and (surprise) the fee
are to be filed in the Board’s office. (I
called, and they gladly accept cash,
check or money otders.) The Board
will process the application and send
an acknowledgment letter for the
specific case described in the
application. The acknowledgement
letter must accompany a written
motion.

Here is the kicker. After jumping
through the above-described hoops,
the out-of-state attorney has earned
(read: “paid for”) nothing more than
the opportunity to propetly request to
appear pro hac vice. The court in which

the attorney requests to appeat pro hac
vice ultimately determines whether the
attorney will observe the ethical
standards required of Texas attorneys
and whether the attorney has been
engaging or will engage in the
unauthorized practice of law in Texas.
For these reasons or if other good
cause exists, the motion may be denied
by the Texas court in which it is filed.

In the event that the court denies the
motion, is the attorney entitled to
apply for a refund of the application
fee?

If you answered “yes,” I’ll give you
one more chance to guess the correct
answet.

For more information visit:
www.ble.state.tx.us/atty_us/
faq_prohac.htm -4

Military continued from page 1

jury would interfere with the
performance of the member’s
military duties or would adversely
affect the readiness of the service.*

While the implementation of 10
US.C. 982 is left to each service, they
are similar, if not identical. The United
States Army provides a blanket
exemption for general officers,
commanders, trainees, and soldiers
assigned overseas of to tactical
operating forces. Other soldiers may
be exempted from jury duty if the
special court-martial convening
authority (or higher-level commander
who has reserved exemption
authority) determines that jury service
would unreasonably interfere with the
performance of the soldier’s military
duties or adversely affect the readiness
of the soldiet’s unit.’

The above exemptions do not apply
to dependents that meet minimum
jury duty requirements for the court in
question. Military dependents living
temporarily in Texas while their
sponsor is assigned to Texas are

considered Texas citizens for the
purpose of jury duty.

Texas Transportation Code

The Texas Transportation Code
addresses specific issues that relate to
active duty military drivers in the State
of Texas as follows.

1. Driver’s Licenses: Resident
Military

Texas law provides that a driver’s
license held by a person who is on
active duty in the Armed Forces of
the United States, and who is absent
from this state, is valid even if
expired, provided that it has not
otherwise been suspended, canceled
or revoked as provided by law. When
that person is discharged, the person’s
license is valid until the 91* day after
the date of discharge or the date on
which the person returns to this state,
whichever comes first.®

A person who is on active duty in the
Armed Forces of the United States,
who holds a Texas driver’s license that
has expired and who has been absent
from this state, has 45 days after

returning to this state to renew his or
her driver’s license.’

2. Driver’s Licenses: Non-Resident
Military

Texas law exempts non-residents on
active duty with the Armed Forces of
the United States® and their spouses
and dependent children’ from the
requirement of acquiring a Texas
driver’ license, provided that they hold
a valid driver’s license issued by the
person’s state or Canadian province of
residence.

A listing of the driver’ license
requirements for the 50 states can be
accessed at http://jagenet.army.mil/
legal."”

3. Automobile Registration:
Resident Military

Persons on active duty with the Armed
Forces of the United States who own
vehicles registered in the State of Texas
must comply with the same rules and
regulations as any other Texas resident.
No special provisions are provided,
with the following exception:

A resident of this state who is on
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active duty in the Armed Forces of
the United States, is stationed in or has
been assigned to another nation under
military orders, has registered the
vehicle or been issued a license for the
vehicle under the applicable status of
forces agreement, and said license has
not been suspended, canceled or
revoked, may operate the vehicle in
this state under that registration for a
period not to exceed 90 days after the
date the vehicle returns to this state.!!

4. Automobile Registration: Non-
Resident Military

Non-resident military personnel, to
include the servicemember’s spouse,
may operate personal motor vehicles
under license of their state of legal
residence or current license from the
state of their last duty station. If the
license is issued from their state of
legal residence, when that license
expires, it must renew with the state
of legal residence or the person must
obtain registration from the State of
Texas. If the license is from the state
of their last duty station, when the
license expires, servicemembers must

obtain a license from the State of
Texas.!?

Military personnel returning to
Texas for separation from
military service must obtain a
Texcas registration within 10 days
following the effective date of such

separation.”

Non-resident military personnel have
the same 90 days as residents to
reregister vehicles that were registered
under the status of forces agreements
while assigned on military orders to
another nation. Vehicles may be
registered in Texas or their state of
legal residence.™

The vehicle registration requirements
for other states may be accessed at
http:/ /www.usps.com/moversnet/
motor.html.

5. Safety Inspection

Texas law does not specifically address
military personnel with regard to
motor vehicle inspections. The
Transportation Code does provide
that a vehicle must be registered in the

State of Texas before the vehicle is
required to receive a state
inspection.” &

150 US.C. App 501 et seq.

250 US.C. App. 501 §102.

*50 US.C. App. 501 § 103(c).

10 US.C.982.

> Army Regulation 27-40 (19 September
1994).

¢ Tex. Transp. Code Ann. §521.028.
"'Tex. Admin. Code Title 37(I)(15)(B).
8 Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 521.027(3).
?Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 521.027(4).
" http:/ /jagenet.army.mil /legal ->
Automobiles -> Registration/licensing ->
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act.

! Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 502.0025.

2 Summary of Reciprocity Agreements
between Texas and Other Jurisdictions,
“Operation of Vehicles by Military
Personnel,” p.124, November 2002.

Y Summary of Reciprocity Agreements
between Texas and Other Jurisdictions,
“Operation of Vehicles by Military
Personnel,” p.124, November 2002.

* Summary of Reciprocity Agreements
between Texas and Other Jurisdictions,
“Operation of Vehicles by Military
Personnel,” p.124, November 2002.

15 Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 548.051.

Points continued from page 1

violation that occurred on or after
September 1, 2003." Points accumulate
on the date that the conviction is
recorded by the Texas Department of
Public Safety (DPS).?

How are points assessed?

Each conviction for a moving violation
results in two points being attached to
the driver’s license.? Each conviction
for a moving violation resulting in an
accident adds three points to the
driver’s license.* Points are assessed for
convictions in Texas and in any other
state.’

Under what circumstances are
points NOT assessed?

Points are not assessed for speeding
when the person was driving less than
10 percent above the posted speed
limit.® For example, if a person was

going 70 miles per hour in a 65 mile
per hour zone and was convicted of
speeding, points would not be added
to that person’s driver’ license.
However, points are assessed for any
conviction stemming from speeding in
a school zone.” Points ate also not
assessed for seatbelt convictions.? Also,
a moving violation that is dismissed
following the successful completion
of either a driver safety course or
deferred disposition will not result in
the accumulation of any points.’
Finally, points are not assessed for
conviction of an offense that has an
automatic surcharge.'

What is a moving violation?

DPS designates, by rule, the offenses
that constitute a moving violation."
The Texas Administrative Code
defines moving violation as “an act
committed in connection with the

operation of a motor vehicle on a
public street or highway, which
constitutes a hazard to traffic and is
prohibited by state law or city
ordinance.”"? The Administrative Code
also provides a list of 178 offenses
that constitute moving violations for
which points are assessed."” The
complete list may be found on the
Texas Secretary of State’s website at
http://info.sos.state.tx.us/fids/
37_0015_0089-1.html.

How do drivers know if they have
any points on their license?

Drivers may be aware of the number
of points on their license if they are
cognizant of their own traffic
convictions. For those drivers who
don’t keep up with their own points, a
notice will be sent to the last known
mailing address of the person holding
the driver’s license when five points
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have accumulated against the driver’s
license.™*

What does it mean to have points
on a driver’s license?

Each year DPS will determine how
many points have accumulated against
the driver’s license. Any person who
has accumulated six or more points in
the past 36 months will be assessed a
surcharge.” The surcharge will be $100
for the first six points and $25 for
each additional point.'® Points remain
on the driver’s license for three years.

SURCHARGES

Conviction of certain offenses results
in an immediate surcharge rather than
the assessment of points. These
surcharges are paid annually for three
years.'” These traffic offenses and
surcharges appear in Sections 708.103
and 708.104 of the Texas
Transportation Code:

* Driving while License Invalid'®—

$250

® Operation of a Motor Vehicle in
Violation of Motor Vehicle Liability
Insurance Requirements; Offense'” —

$250
* License Required® — $100

Surcharges are assessed automatically
for certain offenses involving the
operation of a motor vehicle while
intoxicated, as defined by Section

49.09 of the Texas Penal Code. The
offenses and surcharges are:

* Driving while Intoxicated 1% —
$1000
® Intoxication Assault 15t — $1000

® Intoxication Manslaughter 1* —

$1000

* Driving while Intoxicated 2™ —
$1500

= Intoxication Assault 2" — $1500

* Intoxication Manslaughter 2™ —
$1500

* Driving while Intoxicated with
Blood Alcohol Content of .16 or
greater — $2000

® Intoxication Assault with Blood

Alcohol Content of .16 or greater —
$2000

* Intoxication Manslaughter with
Blood Alcohol Content of .16 or
greater — $2000

How do drivers know they owe a
surcharge?

DPS notifies a driver that a surcharge
has been assessed. The notice is sent
via first class mail to the last known
address of the driver.”! The notice
must give the deadline for paying the
surcharge and explain the
consequences of not paying the
surcharge.”

What happens if a driver doesn’t
pay the surcharge?

If a driver fails to pay the surcharge or

enter an installment agreement to pay
the surcharge before the 30" day after
the notice is sent, the driver’s license is
automatically suspended.” The
person’s license remains suspended

until the surcharge and any related
costs ate paid.” A

! See Tex. Transp. Code Ann. §§ 708.051,
708.052 (Vernon Supp. 1999).

*Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 708.052(a).

? Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 708.052(b).
“Id.

5 1d.

¢ Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 708.052(d).

7 See 1d.

8 See 37 Tex. Admin. Code § 15.89 (Supp.
2004)(Texas Department of Public Safety,
Moving Violations).

?Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 708.052(c).

10 Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 708.051.

" Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 708.052(c).
1237 Tex. Admin. Code § 15.89(a).

1337 Tex. Admin. Code § 15.89(b).

! Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 708.055.

15 Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 708.053.

16 Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 708.054.

" Tex. Transp. Code Ann. §§ 708.102,
708.103, 708.104.

18 Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 521.457.

1 Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 601.191.

% Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 521.021.

! Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 708.151.

2 ]d.

? Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 708.152(a).
# Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 708.151(b).

3323
3023
3027
3029
32006
3202
3201

Open Container
Boating while Intoxicated

Flying while Intoxicated

Motor Vehicle Fuel Theft

One Passenger — Minor
3204
3409
3586
3596

Motorcycle Safety Course

Speeding in a School Zone

Amusement Ride Intoxication

Violate Operating Hours — Minor

Operate Vehicle with More than

Passing Authorized Emergency Vehicle

Speeding <10% above Posted Limit

DPS Codes

The following codes have been added by the Texas Department of Public
Safety since the 1998 book, entitled Uniform Traffic Conviction Reporting, was
printed. Please hold onto your 1998 DPS publication. TMCEC will notify
you (via this newsletter) when a new version is published.

PC 49.031

PC 49.06

PC 49.05

PC 49.065

PC 31.03 / CCP 42.019
TRC 545.424

TRC 545.424

TRC 545.157
CCP 45.0511
TRC 708.052
TRC 541.302
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COURT TECHNOLOGY

Regional Databases - Not Just a Warrant List

By Charlie Rogers, City Marshal, City of La Marque/Acting President, Texas Marshal Association

Regional databases are often considered
warrant depositories—a place for cities
to list outstanding warrants in hopes
that officers in adjoining jurisdictions
would check the violators with whom
they came into contact.

My court, for example, lists our
warrants in the Harris County Justice
Information System Southeast Texas
Crime Information Center database,
commonly referred to as SETCIC.
(The formal title is too hard to say,
much less remember!) Member
agencies are divided into two
categories: full-service and inquiry-only.
Full-service agencies enter their warrants
in the database and, therefore, are
charged an annual fee, plus monthly
charges based on their level of
activity—such as number of warrants
added and number of warrants cleared.
Inquiry-only agencies are restricted to
just inquiry—checking subjects for
warrants listed in the database.
However, there are no fees for inquiry-
only agencies. As of September 2000,
there were over 40 full-service agencies
and over 80 inquiry-only agencies. This
includes all of the surrounding county
jails, the DPS and the FBI. Entering my
warrants into SETCIC has extended
my reach as a warrant officer, especially
with all the inquiry-only agencies having
access to my warrant list.

The process works like this:

* As new warrants are issued by the
coutt, they are entered into the
database. The wanted person’s
name, address, date of birth,
physical descriptors, and at least
one unique numerical identifier
(such as a driver’s license number,

DPS identification number, social
security number or alien registration
number) are listed. In addition, the
charges cited in the warrant are
listed. The wanting agency and
telephone number is identified.

Agencies inquiring the database
typically utilize a modification to
the Texas Crime Information
Center and National Crime
Information Center (TCIC/
NCIC) wanted person inquiry on
Texas Law Enforcement
Telecommunications System

(TLETS).

Once a hit is obtained, the unique
numerical identifiers are used to
ascertain that the person contacted
is the person listed in the database.

Direct contact via telephone or
teletype is then made with the
agency issuing the warrant to
confirm it and arrange
transportation for the subject.
Quite often in the case of adjoining
jurisdictions where the agency
initially arresting the wanted person
has no other charges against him/
her, the two agencies will agree to
meet somewhere midway and
exchange custody of the subject.

The arresting agency then places a
“locate” tag on the warrant in the
database so that, if the subject
posts bond or is otherwise released
from custody prior to the
originating agency’s opportunity to
clear the warrant from the
database, he or she is not subject to
being re-arrested on the same
warrant.

I see SETCIC hits resulting from three
types of inquiries.

1. Traffic Stops — At a traffic stop, the
officer has the dispatcher check a
violator’s driver’s license through
TLETS, and the hit shows up.

2. Jails (Release) — When jails check
the subject through TLETS prior
to his/her release from jail on other
charges.

3. Jails (Visitors) — When jails check
inmate visitor’s identification
through TLETS.

Personally, SETCIC has been priceless.
I have located and arrested subjects 1
had warrants on by studying the
information contained in the entties of
other agencies that also had warrants
listed in the database on the subject. 1
have even had probation officers from
other counties call me for copies of my
warrants to utilize in revocation hearings
to prove unauthorized travel outside of
the probationer’s home county. The
emphasis prior to 9/11 was on the
warrant aspect of the databases. Post
9/11, more attention is being placed on
the wealth of intelligence and
identification information contained in
the database entries.

For more information on Harris
County Justice Information
Management Systems, they are located
at 406 Caroline, Suite 210, Houston,
TX 77002, telephone 713/755-6929
and fax 713/755-8895.

For information on the Dallas County
Juvenile Information System (JIS) see
“Justice Information Systems,” The
Recorder, March 2002, pgs. 30-31 or visit
www.jisinformation.dallascounty.org, /&
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a The Municipal Courts

(Excerpt from 2004 Annual Report of the Office of Court Administration. Used with permission.)

Cases Filed —nFY 2004, municipal courts and municipal courts
of record operated in 894 cities in the state — 11 more cities than in
FY 2003. The eight most populous of these cities - Houston, Dallas,
San Antonio, Austin, El Paso, Fort Worth, Arlington, and Corpus
Christi —accounted for 46.8 percent of the total new filings (7,629,203)
in the municipal courts reporting court activity in FY 2004.! Houston
alone handled nearly 16.6 percent of those new cases.

The number of new cases entering the municipal court system in
FY 2004 was consistent with the gradual increase over the past ten
fiscal years in the annual number of new filings in the municipal
courts and was above the average (7,516,223) for the prior five-
year (FY 1999 — FY 2003) period. It should be noted, however, that
the increase in new cases reflects to some extent the fact that the
number of municipal courts and judges has also increased over the
years. In FY 2004, there were 116 more judges than there were in
FY 1999, and 40 more municipalities with courts. Not surprisingly,
traffic cases — both non-parking and parking — made up the great
majority — 83.9 percent — of all new filings in the municipal courts,
close to the 84.5 percent average for the prior ten-year (FY 1994 —
FY 2003) period.

Dispositions — The reporting municipal courts disposed of
7,463,869 cases in FY 2004 — well above the prior five-year (FY 1999
—FY 2003) average of 7,224,721 cases. The FY 2004 number reflected
the upward trend in the number cases disposed in municipal courts
over the past decade, congruent with the increase in new filings
during that period. Traffic cases accounted for 86 percent of all
dispositions — a percentage that has varied little over the past ten
fiscal years.

HIGHLIGHTS

# Reporting municipal courts had a
clearance rate (total cases disposed/total
cases added) of 97.8 percent in FY 2004,
compared to 93.4 percent in FY 2003.

# Nearly 45 percent of all cases were
disposed before trial. Most of these
dispositions — approximately 84.7 percent
— involved payment of a fine.

# Just over 40 percent of cases brought
to trial were dismissed at trial, and of the
ones not dismissed, 99.7 percent were
tried before a judge alone. There was a
finding of guilt in over 98 percent of
bench trials and in approximately 75
percent of jury trials.

¢In juvenile activity, reporting
municipal courts dealt with 171,756
transportation code offenses —an increase
of 56.7 percent over FY 2003 — and 39,655
Alcoholic Beverage Code offenses — a
decrease of 45 percent over such filings

in FY 2003.

Nearly 45 percent of all dispositions occurred prior to
trial. Nearly all — 96.3 percent — of parking violations
and 38 percent of non-parking offenses were disposed
prior to trial, the great majority of these dispositions (84.7 90

percent) involving the payment of a fine. The percentage

of non-traffic cases —46.4 percent — disposed prior to trial @ 80 n (] -
was the same as the percentage disposed at trial. Ofall |.& 70 I ;/;/* v

cases brought to trial (2,035,586 cases), just over 40 E‘ 60 L t\ /_‘,/

percent (820,070 cases) were dismissed at trial. Of the | ]

remaining cases not dismissed (1,215,512 cases) nearly % 50

99.7 percent were bench trials, with only a small fraction |O 40 |

of one percent (4,207 cases) being trial by jury. Guilty “f 30 |

findings were made in over 98 percent of the bench trials, | &

as compared to guilty verdicts in approximately 75 § 20

percent of the cases tried by jury — percentages largely Z 10+

unchanged over the past ten years. 00 } } } } } } } } }

In FY 2004, the average municipal court clearance rate % % 97 9% 9 00 01 02 03 04
(total number of cases disposed divided by the total Fiscal Year

number added) was 97.8 percent — well above the prior ] New Cases Filed —+— Dispositions

five-year (FY 1999 — FY 2003) average of 96.1 percent

Cases Filed and Disposed: FY 1995 - 2004

! At the time of preparation of this report not all municipal courts in the state had provided monthly activity reports for the fiscal year. Nonetheless, the

courts that did submit reports — 86.4 percent of all municipal courts — represent the

most populated metropolitan areas in state and, thereby, provide a

statistically reliable basis for analyzing court activity and identifying historical trends in that activity.
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and significantly greater than the prior ten-year (FY 1994 Disposition of Traffic Cases, FY 2004
— FY 2003) rate of 93.1 percent. 96.3 %
100.0% -

The number of appeals filed (16,473) represented

approximately 1.4 percent of all cases in which there was 80.0% |

a finding of guilt, whether by bench or jury trial. This is

the same as the average percentage of cases appealed in | ¢¢ o |

the prior five-year (FY 1999 — FY 2003) period and 38.0 % s 44.3%
a c | 26.7 % 35.3 %

represents a stabilization of the sharp decline in appeals

that began in the mid-1980s when appeals to higher courts

were made in 13 percent of cases.

2429% 31.5%

40.0%

20.0%

Juvenile Case Activity — Juvenile case activity in 0.0% ‘ ‘
the municipal courts was at a record high in FY 2004. Non-Parking Parking All Traffic
Some 384,779 juvenile-related matters were handled by
the courts — or 44,834 more than in FY 2003, which itself
was a record setting year. The greatest increase was in
the number of Transportation Code cases filed. In FY
2004, 171,756 such cases were filed, compared to 109,595
cases in FY 2003 - a 56.7 percent increase over FY 2003. [100.0%
By contrast, the number of non-driving Alcoholic
Beverage Code cases filed in FY 2004 — 39,655 cases — | 80.0% |
represented a decrease of 45 percent over FY 2003 during
which a record 72,466 cases were filed but was more in o . . ) .

line with the FY 2002 number of 40,344 case filings. The 000%™ 45.7% 47.0% PRTEL? A64% s0.4%
number of non-traffic fine-only cases (100,771 cases)
increased by 11.7 percent over the number of such cases
filed in FY 2003 and a 27.3 percent increase over the
number filed in FY 2002 but actually decreased by 3 | 20.0%
percent as compared with FY 2000.

M Prior to Trial ] At Trial O Dismissals - Other

Disposition of Non-Traffic Cases, FY 2004

40.0%

0.0% ‘ ;
Other Activity — In FY 2004, the reporting courts State Law City Ordinance  AllNon-Traffic
issued 5,937 search warrants, 6,908 magistrate orders for W Prior to Trial O At Trial O Dismissals - Other
emergency protection, 235,459 magistrate warnings in
felony and Class A and B misdemeanors, and 2,172,620 Total Revenue Collected
arrest warrants for felonies and misdemeanors, FY 1995 to FY 2004
continuing the upward trend in these areas of court Millions
activity over the past five fiscal years. $600

$500

Court Revenues — Total revenues collected by the
reporting municipal courts were in excess of $542 million $400 |
— a 94 percent increase since FY 1995. Excluding cases
dismissed prior to trial or at trial, the amount of revenue
collected per disposition averaged approximately $88.50 $200
—an increase of nearly 11 percent over the average in FY

$300

Revenue

. . $100 -
2003. Except for certain court costs on each case remitted
to the state government, this revenue becomes part of $0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
the treasury of the munlClpahty Couecting it. 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004

Fiscal Year

The following cities did not submit any municipal court monthly activity reports to the
Office of Court Administration during FY 2004.

Alice Collinsville Enchanted Oaks La Villa Quinlan Wheeler
Anthony Como Evant Lacy-Lakeview Rising Star Whitewright
Archer City Crane Gainesville Lakewood Village San Augustine Windthorst
Bells Danbury Garrison Maypearl Santa Rosa Winona

Big Lake Dayton Lakes Grapeland Milford Somerset Wolfe City
Bracketville Dimmitt Groesbeck Munday Texhoma Woodbranch
Brownfield Dripping Springs [raan Town of New Hope Valley View

Center Driscoll Italy Paradise Vinton

Cockrell Hill Edgewood Joaquin Pernitas Point Westminster
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Activity Report for Municipal Courts
September 1, 2003 to August 31, 2004

86.4 Percent Reporting Rate
9,232 Reports Received Out of a Possible 10,680
Traffic Misdemeanors Non-Traffic Misdemeanors
Non - State City REPORTED
Parking Parking Law Ordinance _TOTALS
NEW CASES FILED 5,458,043 940,208 953,016 278,562 7,629,829
DISPOSITIONS:
Dispositions Prior to Trial:
Bond Forfeitures 38,043 1,802 11,346 2,390 53,581
Fined 1,793,279 617,631 275,931 71,689 2,758,530
Cases Dismissed 345,433 51,348 76,120 44,636 517,537
Total Dispositions Prior to Trial 2,176,755 670,781 363,397 118,715 3,329,648
Dispositions at Trial:
Trial by Judge
Guilty 890,768 16,302 226,235 56,539 1,189,844
Not Guilty 14,595 330 4,188 2,348 21,461
Trial by Jury
Guilty 2,250 81 509 298 3,138
Not Guilty 627 40 252 150 1,069
Dismissed at Trial 622,031 6,857 142,383 48,803 820,074
Total Dispositions at Trial 1,530,271 23,610 373,567 108,138 2,035,586
Cases Dismissed After:
Driver Safety Course 454,539 — — — 454,539
Deferred Disposition 611,559 2,128 57,766 17,425 688,878
Proof of Financial Responsibility 513,377 — — — 513,377
Compliance Dismissal 441,841 — — — 441,841
Total Cases Dismissed After 2,021,316 2,128 57,766 17,425 2,098,635
TOTAL DISPOSITIONS 5,728,342 696,519 794,730 244,278 7,463,869
COMMUNITY SERVICE ORDERED 157,236 967 34,827 9,864 202,894
CASESAPPEALED 13,422 147 2,499 405 16,473
JUVENILEACTIVITY:
Transportation Code Cases Filed . . . . . ... 171,756
Non-Driving Alcoholic Beverage Code Cases Filed . . . ... ... . e 39,655
DUI of Alcohol Cases Filed . . . . .. .. e e e 4,099
Health & Safety Code Cases Filed . . . ... .. . e e e e e e 10,859
Failure to Attend School Cases Filed . . . .. ... e 22,481
Education Code Cases Filed . . . . . ... e 13,803
Violation of Local Daytime Curfew Ordinance Cases Filed . . .. ... ... . . e e 6,771
All Other Non-Traffic Fine-Only Cases Filed . . . . .. ... e e e 100,771
Waiver of Jurisdiction of Non-Traffic Cases . . . . . ..ottt e e e e e 3,828
Referred to Juvenile Court for Delinquent Conduct . . . . .. ..ot e et e e 487
Held in Contempt, Fined, or Denied Driving Privileges . . . ... ... e e 5,703
Warnings AdmInistered . . . . . ... 3,333
Statements Certified . . . . . . ..o e 1,233
OTHERACTIVITY:
Parent Contributing to Nonattendance Cases Filed . . . . ... ... 5,522
Safety Responsibility and Driver’s License Suspension Hearings Held . ... ... ... . .. . . i 1,062
Search Warrants ISSUEd . . . . . . .ot e 5,937
Arrest Warrants Issued
Class C MISAEMEANOIS . . . . vttt et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 2,100,392
Felonies and Class A and B Misdemeanors . . . . . . ...ttt e e e e e . 72,228
Total Arrest Warrants Issued . . . . ... . ... e 2,172,620
Magistrate Warnings Given
Class A and B MiSAEMEANOTIS . . . . . ot vttt et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 157,694
FelOnIES . . . o 77,765
Total Magistrate Warnings Givemn . . . . ... ... ...ttt e e e e 235,459
Emergency Mental Health Hearings Held . . . . ... e e e 987
Magistrate’s Orders for Emergency Protection . . . . ... ... e e 6,908
TOTAL REVENUE. . ...ttt iiietttieneeseeseasesesasosesasssesasssssnssossnssossnssossnasassnas $542,165,109
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Profile of Appellate and Trial Judges*
(as of September 1, 2004)

Court of Criminal County
Supreme Criminal Court of District District Courts at Probate County Municipal
Court Appeals Appeals Courts Courts Law Courts Courts JP Courts Courts
NUMBER OF JUDGES:
Number of Judge Positions 9 9 80 414 10 21 17 254 827 1345
Number of Judges 9 9 80 414 10 210 17 254 826 1343
Number of Vacant Positions 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2
Number of Municipalities w/ Courts - - - - - - - - - 894
Cities with No Courts - - - - - - - - - 258
AGE OF JUDGES:
(n=9) (n=9) (n=78) (n = 405) (n=10) (n=179) (n=15) (n = 208) (n = 627) (n=852)
Mean 51 61 56 53 50 58 63 55 59 56
Oldest 61 7 73 74 61 80 73 78 92 88
Youngest 41 51 38 34 39 36 53 32 26 23
RANGE OF AGE:
Under 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
25 through 34 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 3 8 19
35 through 44 3 0 8 55 2 43 0 8 54 107
45 through 54 3 2 33 178 5 72 2 54 169 254
55 through 64 3 6 31 144 3 48 10 96 246 274
65 through 74 0 1 6 26 0 12 3 40 115 135
75 through 84 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 7 33 58
Over 85 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 4
GENDER OF JUDGES: (n=9) (n=9) (n=80) (n=414) (n=10) (n=210) (n=17) (n=254) (n=809) (n=1284)
Males 7 5 47 308 7 146 14 230 547 879
Females 2 4 33 106 3 64 3 24 262 405
ETHNICITY OF JUDGES: (n=9) (n=9) (n=80) (n=405) (n=9) (n=176) (n=10) (n=220) (n=550) (n=694)
African-American 2 0 2 1" 2 5 0 1 19 15
American Indian or Alaska Native 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 1 5
Asian or Pacific Islander 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1] [] 2
Hispanic/Latino 0 0 12 48 1 30 1 17 87 80
White (Non-Hispanic) 7 9 64 340 6 139 9 199 451 590
Other (] 0 0 4 0 2 (] 3 1 2
LENGTH OF SERVICE:
(n=9) (n=9) (n=80) (n=414) (n=10) (n=189) (n=15) (n=238) (n=694) (n=795)
Average 6 Yr4 Mo 5Yr5Mo 6 Yr 6 Mo 8 Yr4 Mo 7Yr3 Mo 8Yr9 Mo 13 Yr 5 Mo 6 Yr 6 Mo 8Yr5Mo 9Yr11 Mo
Longest 16 Yr 8 Mo 11 Yr 8 Mo 20 Yr 10 Mo 35Yr10 Mo 14 Yr 4 Mo 28 Yr 5 Mo 23 Yr 0 Mo 33 Yr8 Mo 39 Yr 3 Mo 48 Yr 4 Mo
RANGE OF SERVICE ON THIS COURT IN YEARS:
Under 1 Year 2 0 16 61 2 38 0 73 148 99
1 through 4 4 3 25 103 3 39 0 77 157 170
5 through 9 2 4 30 131 4 63 4 20 232 149
10 through 14 0 1 12 60 3 26 6 29 181 137
15 through 19 2 0 2 67 0 30 3 18 52 101
20 through 24 0 0 1 28 0 7 2 2 33 50
25 through 29 0 0 0 3 0 1 0 5 16 23
30 through 34 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1"
35 through 39 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 4
40 through 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
Over 45 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
FIRST ASSUMED OFFICE BY: (n=9) (n=9) (n=80) (n=414) (n=10) (n=190) (n=15) (n=237) (n=690) (n=842)
Appointment 4 (44%) 1 (11%) 39 (49%) 179 (43%) 4 (40%) 60 (32%) 8 (53%) 37 (16%) 115 (17%) 824 (98%)
Election 5 (56%) 8 (89%) 41 (51%) 235 (57%) 6 (60%) 130 (68%) 7 (47%) 200 (84%) 575 (83%) 18 (2%)
EDUCATION:
n=9) n=9) n=79 n=408; n=10, n=183] n=15 n=223 n=630; n=767,
HIGH SCHOOL: (n=9) (n=9) (n=79) ( ) (n=10) ( ) (n=15) ( ) ( ) ( )
Attended - - - - - - - - 33 (5%) 22 (3%)
Graduated - - - - - - - - 591 (94%) 729 (95%)
COLLEGE:
Attended 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 7 (2%) 0 (0%) 5 (3%) 0 (0%) 39 (17%) 149 (24%) 95 (12%)
Graduated 9 (100%) 9 (100%) 78 (99%) 394 (97%) 10 (100%) 176 (96%) 14 (93%) 138 (62%) 195 (31%) 466 (61%)
LAW SCHOOL:
Attended 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 1 (0%) 0 (0%) 2 (1%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 5 (1%) 7 (1%)
Graduated 9 (100%) 9 (100%) 79 (100%) 404 (99%) 10 (100%) 181 (99%) 15 (100%) 32 (14%) 45 (7%) 350 (46%)
LICENSED TO PRACTICE LAW:
Number Licensed 9 (100%) 9 (100%) 80 (100%) 412 (100%) 10 (100%) 209 (99%) 17 (100%) 31 (12%) 45 (5%) 394 (29%)
Mean Year Licensed 1980 1974 1978 1978 1981 1980 1972 1978 1980 1978
RANGE OF YEAR LICENSED:
Before 1950 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 52 33 107
1950 through 1954 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 3
1955 through 1959 0 1 2 4 0 3 0 1 1 7
1960 through 1964 0 0 3 12 0 3 2 2 0 22
1965 through 1969 0 1 4 34 1 12 1 6 6 42
1970 through 1974 3 2 13 75 1 23 5 5 7 53
1975 through 1979 1 3 21 104 1 37 6 2 6 85
1980 through 1984 2 2 23 91 3 47 2 5 10 72
1985 through 1989 2 0 8 55 2 54 0 4 4 43
1990 through 1994 1 0 6 32 2 25 0 4 8 4
1995 through 1999 0 0 0 5 0 3 0 2 3 24
Since 2000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
ORIGINALLY CAME TO THIS COURT FROM:
Attorney Private Practice 2 (22%) 0 (0%) 21 (26%) - - - - - - -
Judge of Lower Court 4 (44%) 2 (22%) 13 (16%) - - - - - - -
Legislative Service 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 3 (4%) - - - - - - -
Other Governmental Service 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) - - - - - - -
PREVIOUS EXPERIENCE:
Prosecutor 1 (11%) 6 (67%) 19 (24%) 191 (46%) 8 (80%) 92 (44%) 4 (24%) 11 (4%) - -
Attorney Private Practice 5 (56%) 9 (100%) 49 (61%) 352 (85%) 9 (90%) 157 (74%) 15 (88%) 27 (11%) - -
Judge of Lower Court 5 (56%) 2 (22%) 16 (20%) 86 (21%) 0 (0%) 38 (18%) 5 (29%) 21 (8%) - -
County Commissioner 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 20 (8%) - -
MAYOR SERVING AS JUDGE: - - - - - - - - - 20 (1%)
* Data may be incomplete, as this chart includes only information reported to OCA.
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a RESOURCES FOR YOUR COURT

Pro Se Defendants

A new website has been developed to
help those working with pro se
defendants: www.selfhelpsupport.org,
It contains a large online library of
resources collected from pro se/legal
service programs around the country.
The site is designed to be a virtual
meeting place for people working
with pro se defendants or self-help
programs. Through the website,
participants can find and share
information, create listservs, send out
mass mailings, and network with other
professionals in the field. To access the
site, a user must become a

member. Membership is free.

Browsing this website is
recommended for clerks in the larger

courts who work at information
counters, as customer service
representatives or handle telephone
inquiries from the public. All judges
and court support personnel in
smaller cities may find the website
helpful in answering questions
frequently asked by the public,
defendants and parents.

Race & Ethics
Fairness Website

A new website (www.ncsconline.org/
Projects_Initiatives/REFI/reb.htm)
contains the work of 29 task forces
and commissions that have studied
racial and ethnic bias in the past 20
years. The extensive database can be
searched by state, topic or a

combination of the two. Topics
include access to justice, judicial
selection and discipline, juries, and
hiring and promotion practices. The
information is available at no charge.
Sponsors of the website include the
National Center for State Courts and
the National Consortium on Racial
and Ethnic Fairness.

For further information contact,
Madelynn Herman at
mherman@ncsc.dni.us. The website is
a collaborative effort of the National
Center for State Courts, the State
Justice Institute, Legal Services
Corporation, the American Ad
Judicature Society, Zorza Associates,
and Pro Bono Net.

Identifying Attorneys for the State of Texas Questionnaire

The Texas Judicial Council has asked Office of Court Administration (OCA) to obtain information about the
attorney(s) that represent the State of Texas in each municipal court. Please complete the survey and return it to OCA

with your municipal court information. Should you have any questions about the survey, please call Elizabeth Kilgo or
® Randall Hansen at 512/463-1625. Surveys should be mailed or faxed to: Office of Court Administration, Attention:

: Sandra Mabbett, PO. Box 12066, Austin, TX 78711-2066, fax 512/463-1648.

: Please provide the name(s) and contact information for the attorney(s) who represent(s) the State of Texas in
e prosecutions conducted in your court as required by Article 45.201 of the Code of Criminal Procedure. Indicate
s whether such attorney is the city attorney, assistant or deputy city attorney, the county attorney, an attorney with a private

e law firm, or a solo practitioner.

Name

Attorney Type (see above)

Address

Telephone
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Interesting Seminars

Shown below are interesting seminars on topics related to municipal court offered by national providers of continuing

education.

Court Performance Standards

March 9-11, 2005

Denver, Colorado

Registration Fee: $750

Register by February 14, 2005 (Call NCSC to see if still
open and hotel rooms available)

Sponsor: National Center for State Courts (INCSC)
Call: 888/450-0391 or website: www.ncsconline.org/
Schedule/index.htm

Lifesavers Conference 2005

March 13-15, 2005

Charlotte, North Carolina

Registration Fee: $300

Register up to March 13 (onsite)

Sponsor: National Conference on Highway Safety Priorities
Call: 703/922-7944 or website:
www.lifesaversconference.org

Managing Court Financial Resources

March 14-16, 2005

Denver, Colorado

Registration Fee: $750

Register by February 14, 2005 (call NCSC to see if still
open and hotel rooms available)

Sponsor: National Center for State Courts (INCSC)
Call: 888/450-0391 or website: www.ncsconline.org/
Schedule/index.htm

Evidence in a Courtroom Setting

March 19-24, 2005 \’\5‘(

Key West, Florida \1
Registration Fee: N} %tuition + $230 conference fee

Sponsor: National Judicial College
Call: 800/25-JUDGE or website: www.judges.otg/courses

NCSC

Mational Center for State Courls

32" National Conference on Juvenile Justice

March 20-23, 2005

Orlando, Florida

Registration Fee: $375-399

Register by March 20th

Sponsor: National Council of Juvenile and Family Court
Judges and the National District Attorneys Association
Call: 703/549-9222 or website: www.ndaa-apti.org
(events)

Youth Courts: An Implementation Training Seminar
May 2-4, 2005

Anaheim, California

Registration Fee: $100

Register by Matrch 28"

Sponsor: National Youth Court Center

Call: 859/244-8193 or email: nycc@csg.org

The U.S. Constitution and the Development of
American Law

April 2-7, 2005

Carmel, California

Registration Fee: $1,195 tuition + $230 conference fee
Sponsor: National Judicial College

Call: 800/25-JUDGE or website: www.judges.org/
coutses

Basic Skills for Disseminating Court Public
Information

April 18-20, 2005

Reno, Nevada

Registration Fee: $675 tuition + $150 conference fee
Sponsor: National Judicial College

Call: 800/25-JUDGE or website: www.judges.org/

courses

March 2005
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Driver’s License Suspensions

By Margaret Robbins, Program Director, TMCEC

Reporting driver’s license suspensions
and denials is a difficult job because it
requires manual reporting, The reports
are made on the DIC-15, DIC-81 and
DIC-21 forms and are used to notify
the Texas Department of Public Safety
(DPS) of the court’s orders. Before the
reports are sent to DPS, however,
certain things must happen. In some
instances, there must be a conviction. In
other instances, the defendant fails to
comply with court orders. In most
cases, before the clerk can report to
DPS, the court must order the suspen-
sions or denials of the driver’s license.

The most common offenses that clerks
report suspensions or denials of driver’s
licenses involve Alcoholic Beverage
Code offenses. Upon conviction of an
Alcoholic Beverage Code offense,
except for driving under the influence
(DUI), the court must order the
suspension or denial of the driver’s
license for a period of 30 days that is
effective the 11" day after the date of
judgment. After the judge signs the
judgment ordering the suspension or
denial of issuance of the driver’s license,
the clerk reports the court’s order on the
DIC-15 form.

If a defendant fails to complete an
alcohol awareness program— another
sanction required in the court’ judgment
of Alcoholic Beverage Code offenses
and also when the court orders deferred
disposition— the court is required to
order DPS to suspend or deny issuance
of a driver’ license for a period not to
exceed six months. After the judge
orders this suspension or denial, the
clerk reports the order to DPS on the
DIC-15 form.

Another occasion in which the court is
required to order DPS to suspend or
deny issuance of the driver’s license is
when a defendant fails to complete a
court ordered tobacco awareness
program. The judge must order the
suspension or denial for a period not to
exceed 180 days. After the judge signs
the order, the clerk notifies DPS of the
order by sending in the DIC-15 form.

If a defendant under age 17 is charged
with a traffic offense and fails to
appear, Section 729.003, Transportation
Code, requires the court to report the
failure to appear to DPS. If the offense
is a non-traffic offense, the court may
report the failure to appear to DPS.
The court must use the DIC-81 form
to report failure to appear.

Section 521.201(7), T.C,, provides that
DPS may not issue a license to a person
who has been reported by a court for
failure to appear under Section 729.003,
T.C. Subsection 521.201(8), T.C,,
provides that DPS may not issue a
license in any case where a person
under the age of 17 failed to appear
and has been reported to DPS. Section
521.294, T.C,, provides that DPS shall
revoke a license of a person who has
been reported under Section 729.00,
T.C,, for failure to appear. The defen-
dant may not obtain a license or have
the suspension lifted until the court
reports on the final disposition of the
case.

The law is unclear whether a coutt is
required to order the suspension or
denial when a juvenile fails to appear
before the cletk notifies DPS. It
appears, however, that all the court
must do is report the failure to appear.

Hence, the clerk would automatically
report juvenile failure to appear. Since
this suspension or denial of issuance
lasts until the defendant disposes of the
case, the clerk would notify DPS after
disposition by sending them another
copy of the DIC-81.

A juvenile’s failure to pay, on the other
hand, is handled differently from a
juvenile’s failure to appear. Article
45.050, C.C.P, requires courts to
conduct a contempt hearing to provide
the juvenile an opportunity to tell the
court why he or she did not pay the fine
and costs or did not comply with a
non-monetary component of the
court’s order. If the juvenile does not
appear or appears and does not have a
good reason for not paying, the court
can find the juvenile in contempt. The
judge can fine the defendant up to $500
for contempt and/or order DPS to
suspend or deny issuance of the driver’s
license. If the judge orders the suspen-
sion or denial, the clerk reports the
court’s order to DPS on the DIC-81
form. This suspension or denial lasts
until the juvenile disposes of the case.
After disposition, the court notifies DPS
of the disposition with the DIC-81.

Another instance in which the court may
order a driver’s license suspension or
denial of issuance is under Article
45.054, C.C.P. This statute, which
contains the proceedings for the offense
of failure to attend school, permits the
court to order DPS to suspend or deny
issuance of a driver’s license or permit.
The suspension or denial cannot exceed
365 days.! The court must use DPS
form DIC-15 to report the order of
driver’s license suspension. The report
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should be submitted as soon as possible
after the order of suspension or denial.

There is another case in which DPS
automatically suspends the driver’s
license upon conviction. This conviction
must be reported on the DIC-21 form.
The offense is charged under Section
521.453, T.C., which provides that a
person under the age of 21 commits an
offense if the person possesses a
document that is deceptively similar to a
driver’s license or a personal identifica-
tion certificate that does not display the
statement “NOT A GOVERNMENT
DOCUMENT” diagonally printed
clearly and indelibly on both the front
and back of the document in solid red
capital letters at least one-quarter inch in
height and using the document with
intent to represent the person as 21
years of age or older. This offense is a
Class C misdemeanor, which means
that the maximum penalty is $500.

DPS will automatically suspend the
driver’s license of a person convicted
of an offense under Section 521.453,
T.C., upon receiving a report of the
conviction from the court.” Section
521.346, T.C., provides that the period
of suspension shall be for not less than
90 days or more than one year. If the
court does not set the suspension, DPS
shall suspend the license for one year.
Although Section 521.453, T.C., does
not provide authority for the court to
order the suspension of the driver’s
license, Section 521.346 appears to
contemplate the court setting the
suspension period. The report of the
conviction must be made on the DPS
form DIC-21, which is used to report
any offense that carries an automatic
driver’s license suspension.

The court in which the person is
convicted of an offense under Section
521.453, T.C., may require the surrender

to the court of all driver’s licenses held
by the person.” If the court requires a
defendant to surrender his or her
driver’s license, the clerk must send the
license with a report of the conviction
to DPS by the 10" day after the license
is surrendered.*

As clerks can see, they should be
familiar with the required forms for
reporting court orders and should
know when to report to DPS. The
TMCEC Forms Book contains the DPS
forms mentioned in this article. It also
contains sample judgment forms and
court orders for judges to use to order
driver’s license suspensions and denials
of issuance. A

! Article 45.054(f), C.C.P.

*Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 521.453.
?Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 521.347.
#Tex. Transp. Code Ann. § 521.347.

(&

COLLECTIONS CORNER

The Collections Process: Bad Addresses

By Jim Lehman, Collections Specialist, and
Don McKinley and Russ Duncan, Assistant Collections Specialists, Office of Court Administration

A common problem faced by courts
is defendants with bad addresses.
Usually, this problem results in the
clerk filing away a notice returned due
to a bad address. A telephone call may
be made, but only if you have a good
telephone number for the defendant.
Admittedly, this can be frustrating,
What can be done when you find a
defendant with both a bad address
and telephone number? The answer
might be to skip trace the defendant.
“Skip tracing” is a collections industry
term for attempting to locate people
(in our case, defendants) who seem to
have disappeared.

A skip trace situation exists when there
is no way to establish contact with an
individual. For example, mail is
returned, the telephone is disconnected
or telephone numbers are incorrect.
When this occurs, what can you do?
Issue a warrant? File the case with
Omnibase? File the case away and
hope law enforcement can eventually
locate the individual? These options no
longer need to be the end of the road.
Equipped with the right connections
and tools, just about anyone can be
located.

First, carefully review the case record

and citation to see if there are any
different telephone numbers
(including cell phone numbers) or
other contact information listed.
Develop a good relationship with
local law enforcement, and use them
as a resource to assist in clearing
warrants. City and county law
enforcement databases may provide
information that will help locate
someone. Establish contacts with
utility departments for current
addresses or telephone numbers. In
addition, the local county tax assessor-
collector is often a good source for
information.
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Second, look for employment
information. If an employer or
company name is available, a quick
search may be possible using the
telephone directory. If you have an
individual’s social security number, you
can get employment information
from the Texas Workforce
Commission for a small fee. The
Texas Workforce Commission may be
contacted by mail at 101 East 15"
Street, Austin, Texas 78778, ot by
telephone at either 512/463-2748 or
512/463-2423.

Third, another possible source of
information is the local cable
company. Video stores may also be a
good source of information for
addresses and telephone numbers, and
usually customers need a credit card to
open an account. If you know the
defendant has an account, it may be a
good assumption that he or she has
credit available.

Lastly, in addition to addresses and
telephone numbers, an individual’s
social security number is invaluable for
skip tracing. With a social security
number, just about anyone can be
located. With the Internet and a little
money, you can usually find an
individual’s address, telephone number
and other personal information.

The Internet offers sites that are free
and sites with various fee structures. It
is important to know how much
money has been allocated in the
budget for skip tracing. The old adage
“it takes money to make money”
generally holds true for Internet
searches.

One court experienced a return of §4
back for every $1 spent on Internet
searches. In some cases, the return is
even higher. Using the Internet when
skip tracing can also result in lower
costs for postage, supplies and labor
due to the reduction in the amount of
mail returned from bad addresses.

Some Internet sites of interest ate
listed below. [The Office of Court
Administration (OCA) does not
recommend or endorse any of the
sites listed.]

Free Sites:

www.anywho.com
www.555-1212.com
www.switchboard.com
http://ssdi.rootsweb.com/cgi-bin/
ssdi.cgi (social security death index)

Sites Charging a Fee:

www.classmates.com
www.worlddetective.com
www.freeality.com
www.publicdata.com
www.pac-info.com
www.theultimates.com (be sure to
type in “theutlimates”;
“theultimate” is a completely
different website).
www.accurint.com

These sites can help you locate
individuals. If you need to verify an
address or zip code, verify the status
of a post office box or standardize an
address in the correct format for
mailing a letter, check with your local
U.S. Post Office (USPS). For more
information, contact your local post
office or go to www.usps.com. On

the USPS website, locate the “find a
zip code” tab and Address
Information System (AIS) products, as
they can be useful with your skip
tracing efforts. Larger municipal
courts, or those courts that experience
a mail return rate over 40 percent, may
want to consider contracting their
outgoing mail with an outside vendor
or working with a licensed National
Change of Address Provider. At last
count, over 48 licensed providers have
contracted with the USPS.

Remember, people usually pay by
contact, not by contract. In other
words, a signed contract does not
guarantee payment. Locating an
individual and making contact (by
telephone or by mail) may generate
revenue for the court and provide a
way to resolve a case. Skip tracing is
an important step in any successful
collections program. If you would like
additional information, the OCA is
available to help. Contact one of
OCA’s collections specialists at the
telephone numbers listed below.

Continued best wishes! -2

Jim Lehman 512/936-0991
Russ Duncan 512/936-7555
Don McKinley 512/936-7557

TMCEC
Legislative
Update

Registration Fee: $50*

Register to attend
using the Legislative

Update Registration

Houston
August 8, 2005
Omni Houston Westside

Lubbock directly. TMCEC will
August 11, 2005 not pay the cost of
Holiday Inn Towers lodging.
Austin .
August 16, 2005 sva;:;‘i':ltr's due
Hyatt Regency Austin . y .
registration.

Form on page 21. Ifa
hotel reservation is
required,you must
contact the hotel

*$100 registration fee for non-municipal conrt participants. $2 will be charged per registration if paying with

credit card.
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FROM THE CENTER

Translated Forms

Watch the TMCEC website! TMCEC will soon release 49 forms that have been translated into Spanish. These may also
be downloaded from the TMCEC website. Distribution of the forms was delayed until TMCEC staff members could
decide on which Spanish vocabulary to be used for the words shown below. Please review the forms and insert the word

that you prefer to use in your court.

Used in TMCEC Forms Book

trial juicio
order orden
to expunge borrar
CCP

continuance continuacion

good cause causa buena

clerk
motion

secretario
mocion

date assigned fecha de asignada
magistrate magistrado

to perform community service

Coédigo de Procedimientos Penales

hacer servicio de comunidad

New Judge? New Clerk?

TMCEC is offering a one-day
Orientation for new judges
and clerks at the TMCEC Office in Austin
Time: 10:00—3:30 p.m.
(lunch provided at no
charge)

TMCEC

1609 Shoal Creek Boulevard,
Suite 302

Austin, Texas 78701

Place:

Date: March 16, 2005 or June 15,

2005

Travel and housing is paid for by the individual or
the city. |

Call to enroll: 800/252-3718 or A A
512/320-8274 or v_m_v
Fax a registration form to: 512/435-6118
(Registration form located on page 23 in this newsletter.)

Alternative Translation

procesamiento

fallo

suprimir

Coédigo Procesal Criminal
aplazamiento

motivo; justificacién
suplente, disputado
solicitud

fecha de comienza

juez de instruccioén

prestar o ejeutar servicio de comunidar

Pro Se Defendants Video

Another resource will soon be sent to you by mail IF you
have requested your copy. TMCEC has prepared a 21-
minute video on proper procedures for dealing with pro se
defendants in municipal court. It is available on DVD or
video. It will only be sent if requested. Contact Carrie Harper
at TMCEC (800/252-3718) to otder your copy. As of
February 15", only 500 courts had placed orders, although
two different postcards have been sent to the courts. We had
hoped to have this distributed to the courts in January —
regretfully it was delayed by some necessary changes. Expect
to see it mailed to your court by mid-March.

Judges’ Book

Watch your maill One copy of The Municipal Judges Book
(updated 2005) will be sent at no charge to your court. The
format of this TMCEC publication has been changed so
that it can be easily updated in the future — it is now in a
binder so that chapters can be replaced as the laws change.
TMCEC will, for example, send you the Canons for Judicial
Conduct for inclusion in Chapter 7 as soon as the new
changes are finalized and adopted by the Texas Supreme
Court. Be sure to review Chapter 6: Adjudication of
Juveniles, as there have been quite a few changes made to
that chapter.
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ATTN: Clerk Certification Program Participants
Re-test for free during the months of April and May!

Clerks wanting to re-test at any level may do so at no charge during the months of April and May. This includes
re-testing at a 12-hour regional program test site in both April and May (see dates and locations below), scheduling a
re-test at the TMCEC office (call 800/252-3718 to schedule a date and time), or testing at a chapter test site (check
with your chapter for more information). The free re-test period is only for the months of April and May. Contact
Jo Dale Bearden at 800/252-3718 or bearden@tmcec.com for more information.

TMCEC Testing Locations (at 12-hour regional programs)
South Padre Island April 8, 2005 1:00 p.m. Radisson Hotel, 500 Padre Boulevard, 78597
Amarillo May 6, 2005 1:00 p.m. Ambassador Hotel, 3100 1-40 West, 79102
Clerks wanting to test for the first time at any level are required to pay the appropriate testing fee.

RE-TEST REGISTRATION FORM

Name:

Site:

Date of Test:

Level of Re-Test Registering for:

O Level O Level IT (all three parts) Level IT (parts only): O Part 1 O Part2 O Part 3
O Level 1T (all three parts) Level IIT (parts only): O Part A O Part B O Part C

COURT MAILING ADDRESS:

Office Telephone Number:

Fax Number:

City Represented:
O Full Time O Part-Time

O Court Clerk O Deputy Court Clerk O Court Administrator

I certify that I have read the eligibility requirements to participate in the Municipal Courts Clerks Certification
Program.

Participant Signature Date
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Municipal Courts Represented in the Clerks Certification Program
(1997 - present)

Contratulations to the 225 cities in Texas that currently have certified court clerks working in their municipal courts. There
are three levels of certification (I, II and III-CMCC). The program is sponsored by the Texas Court Clerks Association,
Texas State University—San Marcos, Texas Municipal Courts Association and Texas Municipal Courts Education Center.

Abilene
Allen

Alvin
Andrews
Angleton
Argyle
Arlington
Athens

Azle

Balch Springs
Bastrop
Baytown
Beaumont
Bedford
Bee Cave
Beeville
Bellmead
Bellville
Benbrook
Beverly Hills
Big Spring
Blanco
Boerne
Bovina
Bowie
Brenham
Bridge City
Brownwood
Bryan
Bullard
Carrollton
Castroville
Cedar Hill
Celeste
Center
Cibolo
Cleburne
Clifton
Clute
College Station

Colorado City
Comanche
Conroe
Coppell
Copperas Cove
Corpus Christi
Corsicana
Crandall
Crowley

Dalworthington
Gardens

De Soto
Decatur

Deer Park
Dekalb
Denison
Denton

De Soto
Devine
Dublin
Dumas
Duncanville
East Tawakoni
Eden
Edgeclift Village
Edinburg
Electra
Farmers Branch
Fate

Florence
Forest Hill
Fort Worth
Friendswood
Fritch
Galveston
Garland
Garrison
Gatesville
Georgetown

Granbury

Grand Prairie
Grandview
Haltom City
Harker Heights
Hedwig Village
Helotes
Henderson
Hewitt
Hickory Creek
Highland Park
Hondo

Hooks
Houston
Howe

Hurst

Irving
Jacksboro
Jersey Village
Karnes City
Katy
Kaufman
Keene

Keller

Kemp
Kerrville
Killeen

La Joya

La Marque

La Porte

Lacy Lakeview
Lake Dallas
Lake Jackson
Lakeway
Lancaster
Laredo
League City
Leander
Levelland
Lewisville
Live Oak

Lockhart
Lucas
Luling
Lumberton
Magnolia
Mansfield
Marble Falls
Mart
McAllen
McGregor
McKinney
Meadows Place
Merkel
Mesquite
Midland
Midlothian
Missouri City
Montgomery
Morgan’s Point
Murphy
Mustang Ridge
Nederland
Newark
North Richland
Hills
Odessa
Orange
Pantego
Paris
Pasadena
Pearland
Pearsall
Pelican Bay
Piney Point
Village
Plainview
Plano
Port Arthur
Port Neches
Portland

Princeton
Reno

Rice

Richland Hills
Roanoke
Robinson
Rockdale
Rockport
Rockwall
Rosenberg
Round Rock
Rowlett
Sachse
Saginaw
Salado

San Angelo
San Antonio
Sanger

Santa Fe
Savoy
Schertz
Seabrook
Seagoville
Sealy

Seguin

Selma
Shenandoah
Shoreacres
Smithville
South Houston
Southlake
Southside Place
Stafford
Stamford
Sugar Land
Sulphur Springs
Sunnyvale
Sweeny

Taylor Lake
Village

Temple
Texarkana
The Colony
Three Rivers

Town of
Highland Park

Town of
Westlake

Trophy Club
Tye

Tyler
University Park
Valley Mills
Victoria

Waco

Waskom
Watauga
Weatherford
Webster

West Columbia
West Tawakoni

West University
Place

Westworth
Village

White Oak

White Settlement

Whitesboro

Wichita Falls

Wolfforth

Woodway

Wylie

Yorktown
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TEXAS MLINKKIPAL COLIRTS EDLICATION CENTER

LEGISLATIVE UPDATE REGISTRATION FORM

TMCEC will send you hotel information upon receipt of your registration form and the $50
fee (3100 for defense lawyers). Please add $2 for all credit card payments. If you need
lodging, you will have to make your own reservation and cover the cost with the hotel.

Please check the program you would like to attend and return completed form with the registration fee to TMCEC. For
credit card payments, please add $2 for each registration.

O HOUSTON O LUBBOCK O AUSTIN

August 8, 2005 August 11, 2005 August 16, 2005

Omni Houston Westside Holiday Inn Towers Hyatt Regency Austin
Telephone: 281.558.8338 Telephone: 806.763.1200 Telephone: 512.477.1234
Registration Deadline: 7/11/05 Registration Deadline: 7/18/05 Registration Deadline: 7/20/05
REGISTRATION FORM:

Name (please print legibly):

Street: City: Zip:

Office Telephone #: Court #: FAX:

Primary City Served: Other Cities Served:

Email Address:

Check all that apply:

O Full Time [OPartTime [0 Attorney [ Non-Attorney [ Prosecutor O Defense Lawyer
O Presiding Judge O Associate/Alternate Judge [ Justice of the Peace [ Mayor

O Court Administrator O Court Clerk [0 Deputy Court Clerk [ Other:

O Bailiff/Warrant Officer

I certify that I am currently serving as a municipal court judge, city prosecutor, defense lawyer practicing in municipal
court, or court support personnel in the State of Texas. I understand that I will be responsible for making and paying for my
own hotel reservation. Payment is required for this program; payment is due with this form. The registration fee is
refundable if the Center is notified of cancellation in writing 10 days prior to the seminar.

Participant Signature Date

PAYMENT INFORMATION: ($2.00 is added for each registration with credit card payment.)
O $50 Check Enclosed (Make checks payable to TMCEC.) [0 $52 Credit Card (Complete the following.)

For participants who do not work in a municipal court: [1 $100 Check Enclosed (Make checks payable to TMCEC.)
[0 $102 Credit Card (Complete the following.)

Credit Card Registration: (Please indicate clearly if combining registration forms with a single payment.)

Credit card type: Credit Card Number Expiration Date Verification Number
(found on back of card)

O MasterCard

[ Visa Name as it appears on card (print clearly):

Authorized Signature

Please return completed form with payment to TMCEC at 1609 Shoal Creek Boulevard, Suite 302, Austin, TX 78701.
Fax registration forms with credit card information to 512.435.6118.

Page 20 Municipal Court Recorder March 2005



1984-2004: 20 Years of Service

On September 10, 2004, TMCEC celebrated the 20th Anniversary of the founding of the Texas Municipal Courts
Education Center. The celebration was held in conjunction with the Annual Meeting of the Texas Municipal Courts
Association. If you are interested in listening to the audiovisual program that outlines the history and organization of
TMCEC and TMCA, it can be accessed on the TMCEC website at: www.tmcec.com.

This issue of The Recorder is dedicated to judges and court support personnel who have served over 20 years in Texas
municipal courts. Their names and cities are shown below. Please contact Hope Lochridge at TMCEC (800/252-3718 ot
hope@tmcec.com) with any errors or omissions.

JUDGES

Judge Johnnie Abercia, Houston
Judge Ted Allmond, Galveston

Judge James Ames, Colleyville

Judge Bill Ashbaugh, Sunset Valley
Judge Henry Baldwin, Venus

Judge John Barrow, Portland

Judge Colleen J. Batchelor, Bryan
Judge Dan Beaver, Angleton

Judge Wilbert Biggs, Galena Park
Judge Lena F. Blalock, Pleasanton
Judge Gary Bourland, Refugio

Judge Raymond Britton, Moody
Judge Brad Bryant, Spring Valley
Judge Edmund Burke, Frisco

Judge William W. Cammack, Lancaster
Judge Chatles L. Caperton, University Park
Judge Dolores A. Carpenter, Arp
Judge John Carson, Maud

Judge Marion T. Carson, Somerset
Judge Glenn Chaney, Pearland

Judge John Clark, Jr., University Park
Judge Don Clements, Brownwood
Judge Bonnie Sue Coker, Ropesville
Judge Richard Cope, Jr., Dickinson
Judge Michael Culling, Manvel

Judge Judy A. Davis, Joshua

Judge Cheryl Deal, Ingleside

Judge Hough-Lewis Dunn, Longview
Judge David Florence, Grapevine
Judge James Foster, Jamaica Beach
Judge Dan Francis, Robinson

Judge Lanny French, Cameron

Judge Luis Galvan, Gregory

Judge Albert Garcia, Alamo

Judge Carlton Getty, Santa Fe

Judge Allen Gilbert, San Angelo
Judge Steven J. Gilbert, Richmond
Judge Larry A. Gillen, Wichita Falls
Judge Frank H. Hagle, Jr., Grand Prairie
Judge Jacqueline Hawkins, Coolidge
Judge Odell Holmes, Jr., El Paso
Judge Hector Huerta, Raymondyville
Judge Jim F. Humphrey, Henrietta
Judge Thomas E. Hunt, 111, Paris
Judge Ronald Hurst, Highland Village
Judge Bruce Julian, Perryton

Judge Kenneth Junck, Galena Park
Judge William F. Kortemier, II, Rockwall
Judge Joseph Kroll, Jr., Willis

Judge Robert Kubena, Hallettsville
Judge Alton B. Laws, Jr., Mustang Ridge
Judge Terry Leach, Lakeside

Judge L.T. Lewis, De Leon

Judge Vincent Luizzi, San Marcos

Judge Benjamin Macon, Granbury

Judge Gary Maddox, Houston

Judge Jefferson B. Marshall, Jr., Pflugerville

Judge Bob Mattox, Lone Star

Judge Barbara McBurney, Combine

Judge Morris McCall, Port Neches

Judge Jimmy Mclntire, Leonard

Judge Dan McNery, Round Rock

Judge Barbara Meadows, Omaha

Judge Julian Meadows, Pinehurst

Judge Chatles Michulka, Sugar Land

Judge Larry Miller, Argyle

Judge Lawrence Morales, Leon Valley

Judge Kermit Motrison, Jr., Port Arthur

Judge Daniel Duncan Neblett, Jr., Port
Aransas

Judge William Neilon, Duncanville

Judge Josefina Nelson, Houston

Judge Ruben Ochoa, Jr., Santa Rosa

Judge Victor Ortiz, Dallas

Judge Katherine Peake, Fredericksburg

Judge Vic Pecorino, Humble

Judge Alicia Perez, Freer

Judge Daniel Peters, Shiner

Judge Bobby Phillips, Carthage

Judge Jerry Phillips, Sweeny

Judge Joe Pirtle, Seabrook

Judge Tonya Place, Gatesville

Judge Bobbie Pope, Stockdale

Judge Herbert F. Posey, Bertram

Judge Edwin Presley, Benbrook

Judge William Rodney Price, Vidor

Judge Raymond Prosise, Eden

Judge John Purvis, Magnolia

Judge Thomas Redwine, Van Alstyne

Judge Josefina Rendon, Houston

Judge Pete Reyes, Elgin

Judge Pat Robertson, Highland Park

Judge William Rodney Price, Vidor

Judge Robert Tom Ryan, III, Seguin

Judge Alfredo Saenz, Jr., Elmendorf

Judge Gary Schroeder, Gonzales

Judge Billie Schumacher, Dumas

Judge Catl Schwartz, Pasadena

Judge Mark Sideman, Kirby

Judge Becky J. Skinner, Gilmer

Judge John B. Sloan, Lufkin

Judge Michael Smith, Arlington

Judge Robin D. Smith, Midland

Judge Stephen Smith, Piney Point Village

Judge Joellen Snow, Houston

Judge Stu Stewart, Hedwig Village

Judge Everett Stovall, Lake Jackson

Judge Olie Strickland, Monahans

Judge Charles R. Stubblefield, Universal City

Judge Willeford Taff, Cleveland

Judge Steve Takas, Windcrest

Judge Marion Taylor, Devine

Judge Michael Jared Thibodeaux, Hunters
Creek Village

Judge T. Daniel Tompkins, Wichita Falls

Judge Eatl Tracy, Fair Oaks Ranch

Judge Eliseo Vega, Port Isabel

Judge Joseph Vives, Alamo Heights

Judge Curry Vogelsang, Sherman

Judge Jimmie Ward, Clute

Judge Robert Watson, Mineral Wells

Judge Timothy Whisler, Irving

Judge Kenneth Whiteley, Hurst

Judge Fad Wilson, Jr., Houston

Judge James Woltz, Friendswood

Judge Wanda Yelverton, Taylor Lake Village

CLERKS

Martha Alvarado, Odessa

Diann P. Anderson, Arlington
Shirley D. Archer, Flower Mound
Mary Austin, South Padre Island
Kathy Bacon, Pasadena

Dorothy Bailey, Red Oak

Wanda Baker, Houston

Raquel Barba-Garza, San Antonio
Carolyn Barbeneaux, Houston
Lori Beck, Odessa

Belinda Bell, Houston

Candace L. Berger, Schulenburg
Cathy Box, San Angelo

Kimberly Bracey, Dallas

Phyllis Brown, Austin

Bonnie Caldwell, Ore City

Betty L. Capps, Diboll

Marilyn Carr, Sweetwater
Guadalupe Carrasco, El Paso
Margarita Canales-Garcia, San Antonio
Anita Chapman, Abilene

Maty Esther Chavez, San Antonio
Cleve C. Christie, San Antonio
Jana S. Connor, Pantego

Janie Constancio, Brownfield
Maria Corral, El Paso

Becky Covington, Sonora
Winifred Creamer, Bedford
Cynthia Davis, Brownsville
Rebecca Del Toro, Selma
Deborah Dixon, Fort Worth
Rhoda Doffeny, Arlington

Sheryl Duvall, Beaumont

Mark Eads, Irving
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Barbara A. Earhart, Houston
Dianne Edwards, Houston

Janet Rebecca Evans, Highland Park Joyce Raines, Jacinto City

Debbie Frey-Press, Garland
Rekha Gaikwad, Fort Worth
Geraldine Garcia, Austin
Norma S. Garcia, Gregory
Rudy Garcia, El Paso
Sandra Garcia, Selma
Charlotte Garland, Houston
Martha Gasca, El Paso

Vicki M. Gerhardt, New London
Tracie L. Glaeser, Round Rock
Eva Glaspie, Conroe

Teofila Gonzalez, Arlington
Linda J. Gossett, San Angelo
Alice J. Guerrero, Austin
Von Guide, Killeen

Marylin Harrison, Rowlett
Sandra C. Hayter, Killeen
Betty Hernandez, Austin
Patricia Hernandez, Del Rio
Sheila Heugel, Plano

Helen Holland, Palestine
Karen Hudson, Plano
Regina Beth Ivie, Gainesville
Dorinda Jackson, Calvert
Georgia Jones, Rio Vista
Cheryl Kretz, Rancho Viejo
Kenneth Kubala, West
Vickie Lambridge, Dallas
John Levine, San Antonio
Abran J. Lopez, San Antonio
Brenda Marbut, Rio Vista
Martha Martinez, Colorado City
Rosa Martinez, Irving

Fula McCowan, Fort Worth
Lela McCoy, Grand Prairie
Chequetta McDaniel, Dallas
Bula McGowan, Fort Worth
Cheryl D. Miles, Irving
Patricia Miley, Willis

Ronnie Miller, Austin
Wilma Mingo, Dallas

Beverly D. Moore, Jacksonville
Tawanna Moore, Houston
Kathy Moree, Sherman
Wanda Morris, Midland
Aggie Moseley, Wallis
Lionicio R. Munoz, Fort Worth
Shirley Murphy, League City
Sherry L. Newport, Onalaska
Marilyn Newton, Bryan
Ramona Noblitt, Amarillo
Janie Oliver, Gatland

Aaron O’Neal, I11, Dallas
Denise Owens, Tyler

Tami Page, Dallas

Jackie Palmer, Longview
Janelle Parker, Cleburne

Joy W. Patterson, Boyd
Georgia Pearson, Rogers
Arlene Perez, San Antonio
Susan Peters, Houston

Hilda C. Phariss, Bryan
Carol Pina, Rockport

Bill Pollock, Highland Park
Patti Prather, Sonora

Billie Pruitt, Crockett
Clara Purdy, Houston

Diana Ramos, McAllen
Aida Reyes, Midland
Gwendolyn Richmond, Houston
Hope S. Rodriguez, Austin
Nancy Rodriguez, Odessa
Kathleen Saiz, Junction
Andrea Sanchez, Laredo
Karen Sanchez, Robinson
Ronda Scarborough, Conroe
Shirley Searcy, Navasota
Sue Sharp, Pittsburg

Shirley Sills, Ovilla

Emma Silvas, Denver City
Betty Skains, Pantego
Janice Smith, Trenton
Wynona Smith, Amarillo
Linda Steele, Lewisville
Geraldine Stewart, Garland
Kathleen Torres, Midland
Yolanda Vasquez, Kingsville
Linda Villars, Grand Prairie
Petra Villegas, Fort Worth
Blanca Wells, Houston
Lucille Wierzbicki, Houston
Deydra Williams, Abilene
Sylvia Williams, Houston

Linda Williams, University Park
Donna Williamson, Shallowater
Mary Wells, Woodway

Debra Z. Young, Garland

BAILIFFS/WARRANT

OFFICERS

Charles Akin, Clear Lake Shores

Tony Almendares, South
Houston

Robert Baker, Plano

Duane D. Bennett, Dallas

Ronny Burton, Plano

Adan Bustamante, Laredo

20 Years continued on page 24

TMCEC Academic Schedule FY05

3/8-3/9

12-Hour Regional Judges/Clerks
Westin Park Central

12720 Merit Drive - Dallas, TX 75251
972/385-3000

3/22-3/23

Bailiffs/Warrant Officers and Judges
Special Topics: Magistrate Duties
Doral Tesoro

3300 Championship Pkwy - Ft. Worth, TX
76177

817/961-0800

3/30-3/31

Judges Special Topics: Magistrate
Duties

Galveston San Luis Resort and Spa

5222 Seawall Blvd. - Galveston, TX 77551
409/744-1500

4/7-4/8

12-Hour Clerks
Radisson Resort Sout
500 Padre BIVCW
78597

956/761-6511

A

dre Island, TX

4/11-4/12
12-Hour Attorney Judgeu%‘

Radisson Resort Squ ad nd
500 Padre BI adre Island, TX
78597

956/761-6511

4/13-4/14

12-Hour Non-Attorney Judges
Radisson Resort South Padre Island
500 Padre Blvd. - South Padre Island, TX
78597

956/761-6511

4/18-4/19

12-Hour Prosecutors

Radisson Resort South Padre Island
500 Padre Blvd. - South Padre Island, TX
78597

956/761-6511

5/5-5/6

12-Hour Regional Judges/Clerks
Ambassador Hotel Amarillo

3100 I-40 West - Amarillo, TX 79102
806/358-6161

5/13-5/15

Assessment Clinic (Clerks)

T Bar M Ranch New Braunfels

2549 Highway 46 West - New Braunfels, TX
78132

830/625-7738

6/8-6/9

12-Hour Regional Judges/Clerks

MCM Elegante Odessa

5200 E. University Blvd. - Odessa, TX 79762
432/368-5885

6/20-6/21

Court Administrators and Bailiffs/
Warrant Officers

Omni San Antonio

9821 Colonnade Blvd. - San Antonio, TX
78230

210/691-8888

7/18-7/22

32-Hour New Judges/Clerks

Omni Austin Southpark

4140 Governor’s Row - Austin, TX 78744
512/448-2222

8/8

Legislative Update

Omni Houston Hotel Westside

13210 Katy Freeway - Houston, TX 77079
281/558-8338

8/11

Legislative Update

Holiday Inn Lubbock Hotel & Towers
801 Avenue Q - Lubbock, TX 79401
806/763-1200

8/16

Legislative Update

Hyatt Hotel Austin

208 Barton Springs Road - Austin, TX 78704
512/477-1234
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TEXAS MUNICIPAL COURTS EDUCATION CENTER

Seminar Date:

Seminar Site:

2005 REGISTRATION FORM

TMCEC computer data is updated from the information you provide. Please print legibly and fill ont form completely.

Name (please print legibly): Last Name:

Names also known by:

First Name :

MI:

Position held:

Female/Male:

Date appointed/Hired/Elected:

Emergency contact:

Years experience:

HOUSING INFORMATION

TMCEC will make all hotel reservations from the information you provide on this form. TMCEC will pay for a single occupancy
room at all seminars: four nights at the 32-hour seminats, three nights at the 24-hour seminars/assessment clinics and two nights at the
12-hour and 16-hour seminars. To share with another seminar participant, you must indicate that person’s name on this form.

U I need a private, single-occupancy room.
0 Ineed aroom shared with a seminar participant. [Please indicate roommate by entering seminar participant’s name:

(Room will have 2 double beds.)]

0 Ineed a private double-occupancy room, but I'll be sharing with a guest. [I will pay additional cost, if any, per night]

I will require:

[J 1kingbed [J 2double beds

[1 Ido not need a room at the seminar.

How will you be traveling to seminar? ~ [J Driving  [] Flying

Arrival date: [J Smoker  [J Non-Smoker

Municipal Court of: Email Address:

Court Mailing Address: City: Zip:

Office Telephone #: Court #: FAX:

Primary City Served: Other Cities Served:

STATUS (Check all that apphy):

O Full Time [ Part Time O Attorney [ Non-Attorney O Prosecutor

O Presiding Judge O Associate/Alternate Judge O Justice of the Peace O Mayor
O Court Administrator O Court Clerk O Deputy Court Clerk O Other:

O Bailiff/Warrant Officer

Bailiffs/Warrant Officers: Municipal judge’s signature required to attend Bailiff) Warrant Officer programs.

Judge’s Signature:

Date:

Municipal Court of:

1 certify that I am currently serving as a municipal conrt judge, city prosecutor or court support personnel in the State of Texas. I agree that I will be responsible for
any costs incurred if I do not cancel five (5) working days prior to the seminar. 1 will cancel by calling the Center. If I must cancel on the day before the seminar due to
an emergency, 1 will call the TMCEC registration desk at the seminar site. If I am a “no show,” TMCEC reserves the right to invoice me or my city for meal
expenses, conrse materials and possibly housing (880 plus tax per night). If I have requested a room, 1 certify that 1 live at least 30 miles or 30 minutes driving time
Sfrom the seminar site. *Payment is required ONLY for the Assessment Clinics and the 1 egislative Updates; payment is due with registration form. Participants in
the Assessment Clinics must cancel in writing two weeks prior to the seminar to receive refund.

Participant Signature

*PAYMENT INFORMATION:

O Check Enclosed (Make checks payable to TMCEC.,)
O Credit Card (Complete the following; $2.00 will be added for each registration made with credit card payment.)

Date

Credit Card Registration: (Please indicate clearly if combining registration forms with a single payment.)

Credit card type:
O MasterCard

Credit Card Number

Expiration Date

Verification Number
(found on back of card)

O Visa

Authorized Signature

Name as it appears on card (print clearly):

Please return completed form with payment to TMCEC at 1609 Shoal Creek Boulevard, Suite 302, Austin, TX 78701.
Fax registration forms with credit card information to 512.435.6118.
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20 Years continued from page 22

Ricardo Camacho, Harlingen
Larry Carlson, Lewisville
Jimmy Carson, Kempner

Steve Coleman, Vidor

Ben Dickson, Sulphur Springs
Christopher Eatmon, Dallas
David Flores, Seguin

Chatles M. Hall, Dallas
Michael Hardin, Addison
Gerald Hassfield, Leon Valley
Narcisco Hernandez, Rancho Viejo
Walter Lee Keffer, Benbrook
Larry Kiser, San Angelo
Roosevelt Lasker, Conroe
Jose Lozano, Houston

Clyde Martin, Grapevine
Richard Marxkors, Castle Hills
Jon McDonald, Lake Jackson
Stephen Moreau, Dallas
Marilyn Kay Nichols, Dallas
Clarence Oberhoff, Rosenberg
Joseph E. Parker, Graham
Jeff Paul, Southlake

Kenneth Peloquin, Pasadena
Ray Pena, Laredo

Terence Pittard, Dallas

Alfred Rogers, Dallas

Charles Rogers, La Marque
Michael Rogers, Beaumont
Jay Seiler, Denton

Harry Singletary, Austin
Danny Sisk, Fort Worth
David Smiles, Dallas

Tim Spillman, University Park
Ned Streety, Jr., Humble
William Tidwell, Jones Creek
Todd Varner, Paris

Toni Verastegui, Houston
Fred Walker, Timpson
Randall Waters, Benbrook
Frank Whitmire, Colleyville
Bradley Williams, Dallas
Santae Wilson, Dallas
Mickey Wortham, Saginaw
Patrick Young, Duncanville

PROSECUTORS

Jerry W. Bussell, Hedwig Village
Michael Chitty, Houston

Joe Hegar, Katy

James B. Flodine, Houston

James M. Gallay, Houston
Charles O. Morton, Bullard

Ellis J. Ortego, Santa Fe

Neal Potts, Morgans Point Resort
Walter M. Reaves, West

Joanne Shipley Simmons, Lewisville
R. Michael Smyrl, Deer Park
Julian W. Taylor, Freeport
Elizabeth Wallace, Sonora

Gus Wilcox, Hollywood Park
Dick Wood, Jr., University Park

TMCEC
Course
Materials

Judges and clerks can now access the
course materials for the TMCEC 12-
hour regional programs on the
TMCEC website. Go to
www.tmcec.com/coursemat3.html.

You may also read the cases described
in Ryan Turner’s Case Law Update. Go
to www.tmcec.com/coursemat3.html,
scroll down to Case Law Update
Additional Cases and click on the
individual cases you would like to view.

TEXAS MUNICIPAL COURTS
EDUCATION CENTER
1609 SHOAL CREEK BLVD., SUITE 302
AUSTIN, TX 78701

www.tmcec.com

TMCEC MISSION
STATEMENT

To provide high quality judicial
education, technical assistance,
and the necessary resource ma-
terial to assist municipal court
judges, court support personnel,
and prosecutors in obtaining and
maintaining professional compe-
tence.

Change Service Requested

Presorted Standard
U.S. Postage
PAID
Austin, Texas
Permit No. 114
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