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Bulk Requests
The “Ticket Stop” Example

By Ted Wood, Special Counsel for Trial Courts, Office of Court Administration

You've Got Mail

Many of you have recently received a
letter from a driving safety course
provider out of Houston known as
Ticket Stop. By means of the letter,
Ticket Stop requests the names and
addresses of individuals whom you have
authotized to take a driving safety course.
Additionally, the company seeks to obtain
__ the date by which each individual must

.Jresent a course completion certificate to
the court. Obviously, Ticket Stop wants
this information in order to directly
market its coutses.

What did you do with your Ticket Stop
request? Did you give the company the
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information it wants? Did you throw
the letter in the trash? Is the letter still
on your desk?

A number of you called the TMCEC
staff for guidance. The staff quickly
realized that an article in the Mumeipal
Conrt Recorder would be helpful. So if
you've received a Ticket Stop letter you
may well be interested in the rest of
this article. If you haven’t received a
letter, you may want to read a little
further anyway. Chances are good that
your Ticket Stop letter (or one just like
it from another company) will arrive
sometime soon.

Apathy in Our Courts,
Death on Our Roads

by Ryan Kellus Turner, General Counsel, TMCEC .

Like many of you, I feel passionate about
the importance of local trial courts of
limited jurisdiction. The legal subject
mattet of criminal cases tried in
municipal and justice courts relate to two
capstone values: (1) quality of life and (2)
public safety.

While we may be able to recognize the
importance of enforcing traffic laws, it’s
’.easy (if not human nature) to be blinded
" (if not desensitized) by the sheer volume

of cases that come before our courts.
In FY(5, neatly 5.7 million cases
(73.3%y) of all cases adjudicated in
Texas municipal courts involved non-
patking traffic violations.! While the
numbers ate enough to make a dear
mind bleaty, the consequences of
becoming desensitized are sobering, In
2004, approximately 40% of fatal
crashes in Texas wete speed related.?

Apathy continued on page 7
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' No. 2

The Incredible [B]ulk

The Ticket Stop requests are “bulk
requests” — in other words, requests for
all information of a certain type for a
particular period of time. The typical
Ticket Stop request seeks information
on actions taken by the court during a
specific month. For example, a
November 9* letter to one court
requests.information on all persons
who wete authorized to take a driving
safety course during October.

There is an idea floating around that a
bulk tequest is infetiot to a request for
a specific record and may be declined

Bulk Requests continued on page 4
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* AROUND THE STATE

State Bar of Texas Provides
Judicial Criticism ‘Hoi-Line’

The administration of justice depends in latge part on public confidence. Unjust
ctiticism of judges or of the judicial system erodes that public confidence. To
help educate the public, the State Bar of Texas has created a tesponse program
fot judges who feel that inaccurate reporting of a court procedure ot unfair
criticism of a judge has taken place.

Under this response program, judges may call 800/204-2222, extension 2013, to
be connected to a State Bar of Texas staff member in charge of Public
Information. The State Bar staff will gather background information regarding
the matter. The staff will then recommend an appropriate course of action to
the State Bar President, who may provide advice to the judge involved, develop
an appropriate public response on behalf of the State Bar of Texas, ot elect not
to issue 2 public response.

The following are situations in which a public response might be wattanted:

® When the ctiticismn displays a misunderstanding of a judge’s tole in the legal
system and a tesponse would enhance the public’s understanding of the
proper functioning of the legal system;

® When the criticism is materially inaccurate; or
¢ When a report does not contain enough of the facts involved to be fair.

The following are examples of when a public response to criticism might not be
appropriate:

¢ When the criticism is a fair comment or opinion;

* When the criticism atises during a political campaign and a response may be
construed as an endotsement of a-particular judicial candidate; -

® When the response might prejudice a pending judicial proceeding; or

® When the controversy is insignificant.

Submitted by Judge Reynalds Cate, City of Helotes and member of the Public
Affairs Committee of the State Bar of Texas.

" Reminder

The Office of Court Administration asks that you complete the Court
Security Survey ASAP. It was sent by email or fax to all municipal judges in
early April. See page 23 in this newsletter for mote information.

Page?2

Municipal Court Recorder

May 2006

FROM THE GENERAL COUNSEL

Ryan Kellus Turner

Read Any Good AG Opinions Recently?

For the past few months, those of us
involved in school attendance issues
have waited to see how the Office of
the Attorney General would construe
recent legislation aimed at compelling
school districts to timely file school
attendance chatges against children.
'The opinion {GA-417) was teleased on
Match 27", and I anticipate that judges
hearing such ctiminal cases will
warmly receive it. For the few school
districts that still stockpile school
attendance charges in defiance of the
mandatory filing law, let’s hope that
this opinion adequately clarifies the law
and satisfies those who during the last
legislative session called fot new
legislation authorizing criminal charges
to be filed against such “tardy™ school
districts.

On February 10*, the AG issued an
opinion that will surely confuse those
who have not by now leatned the
TMCEC mantra: “Deferred
disposition is not deferted
adjudication.” Don’t let the fact that
the opinion talks about “court costs”

and “capias pro fines” fool you. Opinion
GA-0396 addressed whether “the state
may continue to collect fines and court
costs where no motion to adjudicate
has been filed and the term of
deferred adjudication has expired”
{(emphasis added). The opinion is sure
to ruffle the feathers of collection
groups since it essentially states that
such collections could only occur in
limited circumstances. What does this
mean to municipal and justice couris?
Absolutely nothing, If you don’t know
why this is so, I urge you to read,
“Deferred Adjudication is Not
Deferred Disposition.” The article is
available online in the Municipal Conrt
Recorder archives (wwwitmeec.com/
newsletter/ Aug02recordetNo2.pdf).

Since Article 45.051 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure contains ho
language even temotely similar to
Article 42,12, Section 5(h), one might
assume that this opinion isn’t even
worth discussing; In light of the
number of municipal court websites
that still prominently talk about

deferred adjudication, I have a feeling
that we will nevertheless be talking
about GA-0396 and repeating our
mantra. -

One last thought: Tf all judges ate
magistrates, why do municipal judges
and justices of the peace do the vast
majority of magistrate work and not
receive additional compensation? T
don’t seem to see many district judges
or appellate court members making
many “jail runs.” Furthermote, I don’t
recall reading where local trial court
judges have any more of an obligation
to do magistrate duties than any other
judge 1n Texas.

So, do local trial court judges have
more of an obligation to perform
magistrate duties than any other
magistrate of the county? Check out
GA-426 (issued on May 1, 20006). For
links to these and other AG Opinions
of intetest to municipal courts, visit
the TMCEC website at
WWW.HnCeC.Com.

Change to Rules of Judicial Education

The Court of Criminal Appeals recently amended the
procedure to handle judges who have not met the annual

mandatory judicial education requirement. The following

text shows the change.

RULE 10. WAIVERS OF COMPLIANCE.

a. Upon teceipt of the reports required by Rule 9b, the
applicable Education Committee will advise the named
judges or judicial officers of the deficiency. Within 30 days
of the receipt of such notice, the judge ot judicial officer
may subrnit a statement of the reasons that prevented
compliance. Thereafter, unless the applicable Committee
grants a waiver for good cause shown, it will report the

Commission on Judicial Conduct Eomrtof Srimimal
Zrppeats by November 1,

b. The-CourtofCrimimat-Appeatswittforward-tothe

name of the judge or judicial officer to the State

+ hicintoff 1 1 to-bedeli
. et erchrding ]

ok N G 1 -
foranothertermr Thereafter, reither the applicable
Committee gramteetorthre-Court-of -Crimitmal-Appeats
shall not witt communicate with the judge ot judicial officet
as to their status except to refer them to the Commission
on Judicial Conduct.
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Bulk Reguests continued from page 1

or ignored. This idea is false.

Similarly, an idea exists that a records
request for commetcial purposes is of
less stature than a request for a not-
for-profit reason. This idea is also
false.

When considering whethet to provide
the information sought in a bulk
request, forget the fact that the
requestor is asking for a mountain of
matetial. Forget also that the requestor
wants the information in order to
make a buck. Instead, analyze the bulk
request as though a singje record were
being requested for a non-commercial
purpose.

Analyze This

‘The Ticket Stop request letter can
accotdingly be analyzed by thinking
about the following, more basic
scenario. Assume that Person A
requests information on a case in
which Person B artanged to take a
driving safety course. Specifically,
Person A requests Person B’ name
and address as well as the date by
which Person B must complete the
course. Would you provide the
requested information to Person A? If
s0, then you should provide Ticket
Stop with the information it has
requested.

The public has a right to access the
records of criminal court cases under
the common law' The municipal court
documents involving 2 defendant’s
plea and request to take a driving
safety course ate cleatly criminal court
case recotds. Thus, 2 municipal court
should provide Person A with the
requested information about Person
B’s case. Consistent with this
conclusion, your court should provide
the information Ticket Stop has
requested concerning individuals who
have agreed to take a driving safety
coutse. :

Back to the Future

As detailed above, Ticket Stop
requests information on persons
who—during the preceding month—
have agreed to take a dtiving safety
course. But Ticket Stop also asks for
information that doesn’t yet exist. The
company spokeswoman’ specific
request for future information is as
follows:

I request to receive this information on a
weekly or monthly basis to include the
previous weekS or wmonth’s information.
Please notsfy me if you require a written
request sach lime or if we can be set up to
receive the list automatically each time yon
run i,

Do you need to provide Ticket Stop
with the information it seeks on a
continuous basis in response to the
company’s initial request? The answer
is no. While you may provide Ticket
Stop with information every month or
every week if you so desire, you aren’t
required to do so. If Ticket Stop
wishes to receive information from
future court cases, the company will
have to make new requests. For
example, to be entitled to information
for the entire month of January 20006,
Ticket Stop must request the
information after January has ended.

The Shape of Things

In its letter, Ticket Stop indicates a
desire for a “list” of individuals who
have been authotized to complete a
driving safety course. Additionally, the
company announces a preference for
“information in electronic format” and
volunteers to “supply prepaid postage
envelopes for disks.” Ticket Stop even
offets to pay reasonable programming
fees if lists do not cutrently exist.
Clearly, Ticket Stop would like to
receive a computer disk containing the
requested names, addresses, and
course completion dates.

Is your court required to provide
Ticket Stop with a report on a
computer disk listing all of the

information the company has
requested? The answer depends on
whether the information concerning
petsons who have agreed to take a
driving safety coutse is maintained on
a computer,

If your court does maintain such
information on 2 computer, then you
should provide the information on a
computer disk.? The information
should generally be provided in the
form of a repott even if you don’t
currently generate such a teport. This
is because producing a report should
be a faitly simple matter when the
televant information is on a computer.
If, however, you don’t currently
generate 2 report and would need
additional hardware or software to do
so, then you need not create a teport.

If your court doesn’t maintain the
tequested information on a computer,
then you don’t need to provide the
information on a computer disk. Paper
is fine.” Unless you alteady generate a
papet teport, you need not produce
one. Nothing compels you to compile
information that is not maintained on
a computer into a format that does not
already exist. Making paper copies of
court documents containing the
requested information and then
mailing those paper copies to Ticket
Stop constitutes compliance with the
company’s request.

The Color of Money

Most entities making bulk requests
fully expect to pay for court
information, Ticket Stop is no
exception as the following statement
from the company’s spokeswoman
shows.

L agree to pay reasonable duplication fees for
the processing of these kists. I also agree to
Dpay reasonable programing fees if these lists
do not currently exist in_your system. Please
notify me of the amount if any you charge for
these lists andy or programming prior to your
IHCHTTING any expenses.

What may your coutt charge for
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providing information to Ticket Stop?

Your court may assess a charge for
paper copies. Likewise, you may assess

O a charge for a computer disk onto
which information is copied. These are
the “duplication fees” mentioned in
the letter.

You ate also entitled to charge for the
labot involved in preparing a repott
that does not cutrently exist. Ticket
Stop assumes that such a report will be
in electronic form and therefore the
company’s letter speaks of
“programming fees.” You are entitled
to charge not only programming fees,
howevet, but also fees for the cost
involved if you prepare a paper report.
Similarly, you may charge for the labor
involved in copying otiginal
documents from case files.

No law dictates the specific amount a
municipal court may charge for the
materials and services mentioned
above. The amount your court charges
for providing a copy (whethet on

@ papet, computer disk, or some othet
material} should be established in a
municipal ordinance. The established
charges should be reasonable. (A
charge that covers yout costs but
doesn’t include a profit would certainly
seem to be reasonable.) As a practical
matter, many courts assess the same
chatges that state agencies are required
to charge for public information.
These charges are detailed in the Texas
Administrative Code.* Particulatly
relevant charges include paper copies
(10 cents per page;}, disks ($1.00),
houtly computer programming labot
charge ($28.50), and an houtly chatrge
tor other labor ($15.00). The
Administrative Code rules also permit
an “overhead fee” equal to 20 percent
of the labor charges.

Note that the Administrative Code
authorizes the assessment of chatges
for postal or shipping expenses as well
as supplies such as labels and boxes.”
Sales tax is not to be charged.®

Ticket Stop specifically requests that
you notify the company priot to
incurring any expenses. This is a good
practice even if the requestor doesn’t
explicitly ask to be notified. By
communicating up front, instances of
preparing information for a tequestor
who may no longer be willing to pay
are greatly reduced.

The Wizard of Speed and Time

How quickly must you respond to the
Ticket Stop letter? How much time do
you have to comply with the
company’s request? Remember, the
company’s right to the requested
information is founded in common
law. Accordingly, thete ate no statutes
or rules specifying the time within
which you must respond and comply’

The best practice is to contact the
requestor without delay and talk about
the time you will probably need to
comply with the request. Then do yout
best to provide the information within
the anticipated time petiod. Ticket
Stop and other driving safety coutse
providers need the information they
seek fairly quickly. Persons who agtee
to take a driving safety course must
complete a course within 90 days
deferring imposition of the judgment.®
Information about individuals whose
90-day time period has passed (or
nearly passed) is of no use to a driving
safety course provider.

What about refusing to copy the
requested records yourself but inviting
the requestor to come to the coutt and
make copies? Would this be an
adequate response to the Ticket Stop
tequest?

There is nothing wrong with
permitting a requestor to come to your
court and copy records.® But refusing
to make copies for a requestor
contravenes the spirit of the common-
law requirement that court records be
open. A requestor shouldn’t have to
physically do the copying in order to
obtain copies of requested recotds.”®

The Great Escape

What if you feel your court is too busy |
to comply with the request? Can you
stmply say that the court lacks

adequate staff and is too busy to
ptovide the requested information?

An idea exists that a “too busy/
inadequate staff” course of reasoning
will allow a court to escape from
complying with a bulk request. This
idea probably has its genesis in the
Public Information Act (P1A). The
PIA recognizes that some information
requests may “result in substantial
interference with [a governmental
body’s] ongoing operations.”"
However, the PIA does not excuse a
governmental body from providing
requested information for this
reason.”

Rule 12 of the Texas Rules of Judicial
Administration goes a step further.
Like the PIA, Rule 12 recognizes that
certain information requests can
indeed be burdensome. But unlike the
PIA, Rule 12 permits such requests to
be outright denied. Specifically, Rule
12.8(a) reads as follows:

A records custodian may deny a request for a
Judicial record under this rule only if the
records cistodian . . . makes specfic, non-
conclusory findings that compliance with the
request would substantially and unreasonably
tmpede the routine operation of the court or
Judicial agency.

As noted in footnotes 2 and 6,
however, neither the PIA notr Rule 12
apply to coutt case tecotds. The
common law requires that court case
records be open to the public. There
does not appear to be any exception to
this requirement for busy courts with
staffing concerns. Accordingly, courts
would be ill-advised to deny a request
fot court case records on grounds that
the coutt is too busy or understaffed.

Your best bet may be to contact the
requestor and detail the costs® you will
have to recoup in order to provide the
information promptly. The requestor
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can then decide whether to proceed
with the request.

Great Expectations

Bulk requests like the one from Ticket
Stop are becoming more and more
common. Hopefully this article has
been educational and from this point
forward municipal courts will lead the
way in responding propetly to bulk
requests.

Y Nixon 1 Warner Communnications, Tnc., 435
1.5, 589, 597, 98 S.Ct. 1306, 1312, 55
L.Ed.2d 570, 579 (1978); Op. Tex. Att'y
Gen. No. DM-166 (1992).

? As mentioned eatlier, the public’s tight to
access criminal court case records is
founded in the common law. The Public
Information Act (PTA) doesn’t apply to
court records. TEX. GOV'T CODE ANN. §§
552.003(1}(b); 552.0035 (Vernon 2004).
However, the PTA can be instructive in

determining how to respond to
information requests. Accordingly, the
PIA sexves as a guide here. Se¢ TEX.
Gov'T CODE ANN. § 552.228 (Vernon
2004).

* Please note Ticket Stop’s request that the
company be notified “if paper is the only
medium.” Such notification should be
made before any copies are produced.
Ticket Stop may or may not want
information that is available only in paper
form.

*1 Tex. ApmInN. CODE §§ 111.63, 111.69,
111,70 (2002) (Tex. Bldg. & Proc.
Comin’n).

1 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 111.63 (2002)
(Tex. Bldg, & Proc. Comm’n).

S I

" Texas Rule of Judicial Administration
12.6(b) requires the custodian of a
“judicial tecord” to act within 14 days.
Rule 12 is inapplicable here, however,
because “coutt case records” (such as
those sought by Ticket Stop) fall outside
the definition of judicial records. Like the

PIA, Rule 12 may be instructive even
though it is inapplicable.

# TEX. CODE CRIM. PROC ANN. att.
45.0511{c) (Vetnon Supp. 2005).

? Tdeally, courts will not allow a requestor
to rummage through the court’s files in
seatch of the requested information. A
better practice would involve pulling the
relevant files and then allowing the
requestor to make copies.

The PIA requires that a “suitable copy”
be provided when a copy is requested.
TEX. GOV'T CODE ANN. § 552.228(a)
{(Vernon 2004). Although the PTA doesn’t
apply to records of the judiciary, courts
would be well-advised to go along with the
statute here.

" TEX. GOv'T CODE ANN § 552.231
(Vernon 2004).

12 Iai'-

¥ These costs may be in the form of
overtime, part-time help, contracted
services and the like.
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TMCEC Bench Book Survey .

) .

TMCEC is in the process of updating its Bench Book. Please fill out the survey below with yout suggestions ot email .
youtr cominents to tmcec@tmcec.com. :
Needs :

Poor Improvement Adequate Excellent  Outstanding .

[ ]

Overall evaluation of the Bench Book 1 2 3 4 5 :
Usefulness 1 2 3 4 .
Degree of detail 1 2 3 4 5 .
[ ]

Clarity 1 2 3 4 5 .
®

a

On average, how many times a month do you use the TMCEC Bench Book? .
]

Are you a full-time ot part-time judge? ___ Full-time ___ Part-time :
Are there any new chapters or topics needed? .
.

L

Would you use the Bench Book if provided a copy in CD-ROM ot DVD format that was linked to relevant forms, .
cases, and statutes? ___ Yes . No .
*®

Please fax completed survey to 512/435-6118. :

LA A AR A NN RN EENERENE RN SN EE NN N N RN E RN N RN R EEYX]
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Apathy continued from page 1

Could any of these deaths have been
prevented? Is there anything more that
municipal courts in Texas can do to
lower the number of such fatalities?

The Texas Municipal Courts Education
Center believes that the answer is
“yes.” It is the reason TMCEC is
spearheading the Municipal Trafftc
Safety Initiatives (M TSI). Funded by a
grant from the Texas Department of
Transportation, the MTSI is intended
to be a wake up call for all
stakeholders in municipal government.
While a portion of the MTSI focuses
on the attitudes of local government
officials and their role in traffic safety,
increasing awareness requites the

acknowledgment of the local judiciaty.

Animportant part of preserving
quality of life in our communities
begins by effectively addressing the
driving behaviors that occur on our
roadways. While this certainly requires
coutts to take a critical look at how
they handle repeat and high-risk traffic
offenders, it also requires local
governments to take a good look in
the mirror. Has your local government
become desensitized to dangerous
driving behaviors?

Changing these behaviors requires a
healthy dose of introspection in our
coutts, in our council chambers, and,
most importantly, in the minds of the
defendants who are accused of
behaviots that, if unchanged,
potentially result in property damage,
physical pain, sorrow, and death.

While all defendants who come to
municipal courts are presumed
innocent, more than 53% do not
contest the traffic charges filed against
them. Municipal courts impose
judgments totaling over half a billion
dollars in fines and costs annually. Do
these fines deter unsafe driving
behavior? In some cases—maybe. In
all cases—no.

Sometimes a fine is not fine [excuse
the pun]. While imposing a fine of
neatly $200 may deter a great number
of the individuals who come before
the court, what about the others? A
fine of $200 is likely to have little
impact on a millionaire. By the same
token, a $200 fine imposed on a 16-
year-old driver is likely to have little
impact if it is being paid by parents or
grandparents.

Fines have their place in the wotld of
sentencing, But fines are just one part
of sentencing, Another purpose of
sentencing is rehabilitation. While
ordering driving safety courses may
rehabilitate some defendants, I've
heard many judges question the
efficacy of repeatedly ordering
defendants to attend such classes.

A significant number of traffic
offenses that are Class C
misdemeanors potentially lead to
offenses that carry greater criminal
penalties (¢.g., to engage in reckless
driving one must fitst commit the
offense of speeding). Ultimately,
reckless driving can result in felony
manslaughter, When individuals are
convicted of such a crime, sentencing
tends to focus on incapacitation and
retribution. What if something could
have been done earlier to change the
metaphotical path of such defendants?
Is anyone really comfortable in
admitting that someone has to die
before dangerous deiving behaviors
mattet?

TMCEC challenges all coutts to think
about how deferred disposition can be
used in new and unique ways to
specifically address the behavior of the
defendant. In past issues of the
Municipal Conre Recorder we have
addressed the history and unique role
that deferred disposition plays in
municipal and justice courts (See,
Deferred Disposition: “Thinking Outside of
the Box” versus “Abuse of Discretion,” Vol.
11, No. 5 [July 2002]). We have also
addressed how deferred disposition

can be the basis of both creative and
potential controversial sentencing (See,
S hame-based Sentencing: Thinking “Ouniside
of the Box™ or “Out of Bounds,” Vol. 11,
No. 7 [August 2002]). These article are
available online at www.tmcec.com/
newsletter/recorderhtml.

We encourage all courts to accept our
challenge and resist apathy and
desensitization and revisit these
articles.

We want to know what you are doing
in your court to address dangerous
driving behavior. Do you have any
deferred disposition orders that ate
custom tailored for specific types of
traffic offenders? What are you doing
in your court that makes our roadways
safer? We want to know if there is
anyone awake out there! Fax us at 512/
435-6118 ot send us email at
tmcec@tmcec.com. In upcoming
issues, we will share your thoughts and
continue to discuss how traffic safety
begins at the local level of
governiment.

' Annsal Repart of the Texas Judicial System,
Fiscal Year 2005, Office of Court
Administration, Ausdn, Texas at 57.

* State Traffic Safety Information,
NHTSA, August 2004

Reminder to
Judges

Please respond to the OCA Court
Security Survey. See page 23 in
this newsletter for details.
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Required

Financial Responsibility
Not required
Not required—Not a motor vehicle
Required
for use on highway

under Transportation Code

Not requited—Not a motor vehicle
§601.002

designed for use on a highway [See
definition of motor vehicle

Neo financial responsibility for golf
carts that are not required to be

established [Motor Vehicle defined
registered under §502.0071

in §601.002(5)]
Transportation Code §601.002(5)]

Transportaton Code §601.051—
Can’t operate a motor vehicle
unless financial responsibility is
Required if all-tertain vehicle is
designed for use on a highway.
Not required if all-térrain is not
Vehicle [See Transpotration Code
§541.201(11)1

Not required—INot designed

Not required—Not a Motor

Inspection
Transportation Code §548.051—Those
motor vehicles registered in this state
must be inspected (fist of vehicles not
required to be inspected found at
Transportation Code §548.052).

Not required

Not required

Only requited if registered

Required

Not required

Only if required to be registered
(INot at this time)

Not required
Required

Not required

Registration
Chart developed by Judge Robert Barfield, El Lago. Used with permission.

operated for distance not more than 2 miles from origin

to/from golf course ot (B) operated entirely within a
Transportation Code §502.0074—Not required to be

master planned community oz (C) operated on a public
registered.

for operation on a public beach or highway to maintain
or private beach.

Transportation Code §502.006()—Cannot be registered
public safety and welfare.

for operation on a pubic highway EXCEPT state,
county, or municipaliey may register all terrain vehicle
Transportation Code §502.0075—Not required to be

registered.
registered if (1) operadon occurs in daytime AND (A}

Transpottation Code §502.0071—Not required to be
The Texas Department of Transportation may adopt
rules relating to registration. (Has not done s0.)
Texas Administrative Code Rule 17.22(g)—Not

required to be registered.
Chapter 502, Transportaton Code contains no

Transportaton Code §§502.002 and 502.405
provisions for registration.

Motor Vehicles must be registered
Transportation Code §502.002.
Transportation Code §502.007—T'reat as a
Motorcycle—Registration required.
Transportation Code §551.302

Motor vehicle, registration required.

THE BIG THREE — REGISTRATION, INSPECTION, AND FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY REQUIRMENTS

C

Device”*

General Rule
“All-Terrain
Vehicles™*

“Elec
Bicycles™*

“Golf Cart**
“Moped™*
“Motorized

Mobility Device?#*
Electric Vehicle”*
“Flectric Personal
Assistive Mobility
“Motorcycle”*
“Pocket Bike or
Minimotor Bike™*®

“Neighborhood

* See Definitions, page 9.

All-terrain vehicle (§502.001 TRANSPE.
Registration of Vehicles — General Provisions —
Definitions — 663.001 TRANSP. All terrain
Vehicles — General Provisions — Definitions)
means a motor vehiele that is not a golf cart and
is (A) equipped with a saddle ot benich for the use
of:the fider; (B) designed to propel itself with
three or more tires in contact with the ground; (C)
designed by the manufacturer for off-highway use
by the opetator only; and (D) not designed by the
manufacturer primarily for farming or lawn care,

Bicycle (§541.201 TRANSPE. — Rules of the
Road — Definitions — Vehicles) means a device
that a person may ride and that is propelled by
human power and has two tandem wheels at least
one of which is more than 14 inches in diameter.

Electric personal assistive mobility device
{§551.201 TRANSP. — Rules of the Road —
Opetation of Bicycles, Mopeds and Play Vehicles
— EPAMD — Definitions) means a two non-
tandem wheeled device designed for transporting
one persan that is: (1) self-balancing and (2)
propelled by an clectric propulsion system with an
average power of 750 watts or ene horsepower.

Electric bicycle (§541.207 TRANSP. — Rules of
the Road — Definttion — Vehicles) means a bicycle
that: (A) is designed to be propelled by an electric
motot, exclusively or in combination with the
application of human power, {B) cannot attain a
speed of more than 20 miles per hour without
the application of human power, and (C} docs not
exceed a weight of 100 pounds.

Golf cart (§502.001 TRANSP. Registration of
Vehicles — General Provisions — Definitions)
means a motor vehicle designed by the
manufacrurer primarily for transporting persons
on a golf course.

Light truck (§502.001 TRANSP. Registration of
Vehicles — General Provisions — Definitions)
means a commetcial motor vehicle designed by
the manufactuter primarily for catrying capacity
of one ton or less.

Light truck (§541.201 TRANSP — Rules of the
Road — Definitions — Vehicles) means a truck,
including a pick-up truck, panel delivety truck, or
carryall truck, that has a manufacturer’s tated
catrying capacity of 2,000 pounds or less.

Moped {§541.201 TRANSP. — Rules of the Road
— Definitions — Vehicles) means a motor-driven
cycle that cannot attain a speed in one mile of
morte than 30 miles pet hour and the engine of
which: {(A) cannot produce mote than two-brake
horse-power; and (B) is an internal combustion
engine, has a piston displacement of 50 cubic
centimeters or less, and connects to a power drive
system that does not require the operator to shift
gears.

Motorcycle (§502.001 TRANSPE. Registration of
Vehicles — Genera! Provisions — Definitions)
means a motot vehicle designed to propel itself
with not more than three wheels in contact with
the ground. The term does not include a tractor.

Definitions

Motorcycle (§541.207 TRANSPE. — Rules of the
Road — Definitions — Vehicles) means a motor
vehicle other than a tractor that is equipped with
a tider’s saddle and designed to have not more
than three wheels on the ground when propelled.

Motor-driven cycle (§541.201 TRANSP, —
Rules of the Road — Definitions — Vehicles)
means a mototcycle equipped with a motor that
has an engine piston displacement of 250 cubic
centimetets or less. The term does not include an
electric bicycle.

Motor assisted scooter (§551.301 TRANSE —
Rules of the Road — Operations of Bicycles,
Mopeds, and Play Vehicles — Neighbothood
Electric Vehicles — Definitions) means a self-
propelled device with: (A} at least two wheels in
contact with the ground during operation;

(B) a braking system capable of stopping the
device under typical operating conditions;

(C) a gas ot electric motor not exceeding 40 cubic
centimetets; (D} a deck designed to allow a
person to stand o sit while operating the device;
and (E) the ability to be propelled by human
power alane,

Motor vehicle {(§502.001 TRANSP. Registration
of Vehicles — General Provisions — Definitions)
means 4 yehicle that is self-propelled. Motor
vehicle: (A) any motor driven or propelled vehicle
requited to be registered under the laws of this
state; (B) a trailer or semitrailer, other than
manufactured housing, that has a gross vehicle
weight that exceeds 4,000 pounds; (C) a house
trailet; (D) an all-terrain vehicle , as defined by
§502.001, designed by the manufacturer for off-
highway usc that is not required to be registered
under the laws of the state; or (E) a motorcycle,
motot-dtiven cycle, or moped that is not required
to be registered under the laws of this state, other
than a mototcycle, motor-deiven cycle, or moped
designed for and used exclusively on a golf
course.

Motor vehicle (§541.201 TRANSP. — Rules of
the Road — Definitions — Vehicles) means a self-
ptopelled vehicle or a vehicle that is propelled by
electric power from overhead trolley wires. The
term does not include an electric bicycle ot an
electric personal assistive mobility device, as
defined by Section 551.201 TRANSPE

Motor vehicle (§601.002 TRANSPE. Motor
Vehicle Safety Responsibility Act — General
Provisions — Definitions) means a self-propelled
vehicle designed for use on a highway, a trailer or
semittailer designed for use with a self-propelled
wvehicle, or a vehicle propelled by electric power
from ovethead witres and not operated on rails.
The term does not include: a traction engine, a
road roller or grader, a tractor crane, a power
shovel, a well driller, an implement of hushandry,
ot an electric personal assistive mobility device, as
defined by Section 551.201 TRANSP.

Motorized mobility device (§542.009 TRANSP,
Rules of the Road — General Provisions —
Applicability} means a device designed for
transportation of petsons with physical disabilities

that: (1) has three ot mote wheels; (2) is
propelled by a battery-powered motor; {3) has
not mote than one forward gears; and (4) is not
capable of speeds exceeding eight miles per hous.
For the purposes of this subtitle, a person
opetating a nonmototized wheelchair or
mototized mobility device is considered to be a
pedesttian.

Neighborhood electric vehicle (§551.301
TRANSP. — Rules of the Road — Opetations of
Bicycles, Mopeds, and Play Vehicles —
Neighborhood Electric Vehicles — Definitions)
means a vehicle subject to Federal Motor Vehicle
Safety Standard 500 (49 C.ER. §571.500),

Passenger car (§502.001 TRANSE Registration
of Vehicles — General Provisions — Definitions)
tneans a motot vehicle, other than a mototcycle,
golf catt, light truck, ox bus, designed or used
primarily for the transportation of persons.

Passenger car (§541.201 TRANSPE. —~ Rules of
the Road — Drefinitions — Vehicles) means a
motot vehicle, other than a motorcycle, used to
transport petsons and designed to accommodate
10 or fewer passengets, including the operator.

Pocket bike or minimotorbike (§551.301
TRANSP. - Rules of the Road - Operations of
Bicycles, Mopeds, and Play Vehicles -
Neighbothood Electric Vehicles - Definitions)
means a self-propelled vehicle that is equipped
with an electric motor or internal combustion
engine having a piston displacement of less than
50 cubic centimeter, is designed to propel itself
with not morte than two wheels in contact with
the ground, has a seat ot saddle for the use of
highway, and is ineligible for a certificate of titte.
Not a (A) moped or motorcycle; (B) electtic
bicycle or motor-driven eycle; (C) a motorized
mobility device; (D} an electric personal assistive
mobility device; ot (E) a neighbothood electric
vehicle.

Truck (§541.201 TRANSP. — Rules of the Road
— Definitions — Vehicles) means a motot vehicle
designed, used or maintained primarily to
transport propetty.

Truck tractos (§541.201 TRANSP. — Rules of
the Road — Definitions — Vehicles) means a
motor vehicle desighed and used ptimarily to
draw another vehicle but not constructed to
catry a load other than a part of the weight of
the other vehicle and its load.

Vehicle (§502.001 TRANSE. Registration of
Vehicles — General Provisions — Definitions)
means a device in or by which a person or
property is ot may be transported of drawn on a
public highway, other than a device used
exclusively on stationary rails or tracks.

Vehicle (§541.201 TRANSP. — Rules of the
Road — Definitions — Vebicles) means a device
that can be used to transport or draw persens or
propetty on a highway. The term does not
include: (A} a device exclusively used on
stationaty rails ot tracks; or (B} manufactured
housing as that term is defined by Chapter 1201,
QOccupations Code.
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FROM THE CENTER

About Our Courts
TMCEC surveys its constituency via the certification forms
at seminars, Shown below are the results of clerks’ re-

sponses at the 12-hour regional conferences.
QL. If a defendant in the clerk’s office is unable to

Seminar

TMCEC will offer the second of two 12-hour prosecutor

Prosecutor

programs on May 25-26, 2006 at the Omni Hotel in Cotpus

Christi, The TMCEC Annual Municipal Prosecutors

by certified interpretet {contracted ot consulting
employee converses in language of defendant
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ensure the best use of public resources. Please do not enroll
in the program if you do not intend to stay the entire time.

moneys, it is required that participants attend all sessions to
Municipal prosecutors may tegister for the 12-hour

focus on ethics, as well as procedural, substantive, and case

law. The Center asks that participants attend the entire

maintaining professional competence. Presentations will
conference. As this program is underwritten by public

Conference is the only program in the state designed to
specifically assist such attorneys in obtaining and

Q2. In an average month, how many non-English

speaking defendants does the clerk’s office assist?
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prosecutor’s conference for $250. Housing, two breakfasts,
one lunch, and coutrse materials are included in the fee.
Municipal prosecutors who do not need housing at the

conference hotel may pay a $100 registration fee.
reasons will be charged a $100 cancellation fee if notice of

cancellation is not received five (5) wotking days priot to

the conference. A registration fee of §300 (or $150 if no

Prosecutors who must cancel for personal or professional
housing is needed) will be charged for non-municipal

i

conttact with Texas Department of Public Safety

city marshall, warrant officer, or other city peace
for Failure to Appear Program

officer

do not know
Q3. How does your court handle court collections?

4%
31%
32%

Seminar

Bailiff/ Warrant Officer
TMCEC is offeting for TCLEOSE credit a specially

prosecutors or attorneys. A registration form may be found

in the TMCEC Academic Schedule or on page 27 of this
newsletter. A flyer will be mailed to all courts in early May.

contract with a private collection vendor
Q4. Is your court a paperless court ot in the process of
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program will offer 12 houts of TCLEOSE credit with four

additional TCLEOSE ctedit hours for the pre-conference.

@ A flyer will be mailed to all courts in eatly May.

grant from the Court of Criminal Appeals, and there is no
registration fee. Housing, course matetials, two breakfasts,

designed bailiffs and watrant officets program on June 27-
28, 2006 in College Station, The program is funded by a
and a lunch will be provided. Please register by May 29,
2006. A registration form may be found in the TMCEC
Academic Schedule or on page 27 of this newsletter. The

X
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RESOURCES FOR YOUR COURT

All Rise!

Calling All Judges! Have you ever wanted to visit a
classroom but did not know what to present or who to
contact about arranging the visit? The A4 Rise! Compre-
hending the Texcas Court Systers program is designed to help
build public awateness and understanding of the Texas
judiciaty, through judges visiting classrooms.

One of the components of A# Rise is

an interactive computer game that will ALL

help students understand the role of

Texas coutts. The game features various ISE
levels of questioning and applications TERAS COLRT SV
fot students about the Texas court

system. Fitst, students will identify the functions of the
individual coutts. Secondly, scenarios are given involving
actions that will result in cases being taken to court.
Students will have to identify the cotrect court that will hear
each case and follow a criminal or civil case as it travels
through the court system. The last level features a challenge
round featuring questions submitted by Texas judges and
justices.

Don’t have a school to wotk with? If you need help finding
a classroom, please fill in the information requested on the
registration form online at www.texaslre.org/
alltise_intro.html, or contact the Law-Related Education
Depariment at the State Bat of Texas (512/463-1463). The
project is funded by the Texas Bar Foundation.

OCA Report

The Office of Coutt Administration and Texas Judicial
Council have teleased the 2005 Annual Statistical Report for the
Texas Judiciary, which provides synopses and highlights of
coutt activity. The report: (1) llustrates slow, steady growth
in the volume of civil, ctiminal, and juvenile cases filed at
all levels of the trial courts over the last decade (p. 34-52);
and (2) highlights a substantial decline over the past 20 years
in the use of civil and criminal trials in the judicial system
despite the continued growth in caseload (p. 32). Excetpts

from the Annnal Report about municipal courts are repsinted
with permission in this issue of the Manscipal Court Recorder.
The entire report may be downloaded from
www.coutts.state.tx.us/oca/PublicInfo/ AR2005/
2005_Annual_Report.pdf. Also, on the OCA website,
readers may find the statistical teports of the municipal
courts listed alphabetically by city or numetically by popula-
tion size.

The 2005 Annual Report of the Judicial Support Agencies, Boards,
and Commissions, which details the activities and accomplish-
ments of the judicial branch entities supported by OCA for
the fiscal yeat, is also available now on the above-mentioned
website.

Licensed Court
Interpreters

Beginning September 1, 2006, the Texas Depattment of
Licensing & Regulation (TDLR) will require all licensed
coutt intetpreters to take eight hours of continuing educa-
tion before renewing their licenses. All courses must be
approved by TDLR, and must include two hours of
instruction in ethics. The remaining six hours may be taken
in one or more of the following subjects:

» Laws and rules affecting the practice of a licensed
court interpreter;

e  TFihics;
¢ Business practices; and

® Practice topics; eg., etiquette, modes, vocabulary,
technology, transcription, translation, grammar and
spelling, and voice training,

Coutses may be completed during the full year preceeding
the license expiration date. Look for upcoming courses in
San Antonio and Houston provided by the Texas Associa-
tion for Judicial Interpreters and Translators. Check
www.tajit.org for updates during the month of May.

TMCEC is consideting offering this training, Please email
the names of yout licensed court interpreters to Hope
Lochtidge at TMCEC (lochridge@tmcec.com).

¢ o

e e
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Municipal Courts

Cases Filed — Roughly eight million cases were filed in the
state’s municipal courts in 2005, slightly above the average of
about 7,740,000 cases that were filed over each of the last five
years. Consistent with previous years, traffic and parking cases
constituted approximately 83 percent of the incoming caseload.

The 10 largest cities, representing 33 percent of the state’s

population, accounted for half of all cases filed. Seven of the

10 cities had per capita filing rates slightly above the statewide
average of 0.45. The highest per capita filing rates, however,
occurred in Westlake (a suburb of Fort Worth with a population
of 206} and Estelline (with a population of 169, located in Hall
County) and were considerably higher than the rates in all
other cities of the state.

Clearance Rates — Municipal courts disposed of 7,659,420
cases in 2005-—continuing the upward trend in the number
cases disposed over the past decade. Although dispositions
increased by 1.7 percent from the previous year, the average
case clearance rate fell slightly from 97.6 to 95.8 percent—
slightly below the five-year average of 96.1 percent. By case
type, traffic (non-parking) cases had the highest clearance
rate (100 percent) while state law and city ordinance cases
both had the lowest clearance rate (83 percent).

Manner of Disposition — In 2005, municipal courts dis-

2 N
Cases Filed in Fiscal Year 2005 A
City
Ordinance
State Law 40%
12.8%
Parking
11.2%
Traffic
72,0%
\s .

posed of nearly 5.6 million traffic cases, the largest share—approximately 37 percent—of which was disposed

of by payment of a fine (without appearing before a judge)

or by a bond forfeiture. Sixteen percent were

disposed of after a bench trial or other appearance before a judge, and only 0.1 percent were disposed of by a

jury trial.

Municipal courts also disposed of more than s
1.1 million state law and city ordinance cases
(L.e,, non-traffic cases). One third of these

"\
Municipal Court Cases

cases were disposed of by payment of a fine
or by a bond forfeiture. While the jury trial
rate was the same as for traffic cases (0.1
percent), defendants in these cases were
more likely to have a bench trial or other
appeararnice before the judge (27.5 percent)
in order to dispose of the case.

Overall, guilty findings were made in
approximately 98.7 percent of the 1,345,130
cases that were not dismissed and went to
bench trial or were otherwise disposed of
by an appearance before the judge.! In 96

Number of Cases (Millions)

1. Guilty and nolo contendre pleas are included in the
“Trial by Judge” category in the Municipal Court
Monthly Activity Report, %

) New Cases Filed

97 98 9% 00 01 02 03 04 D05

Fiscal Year
—e— Dispositions

4
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Activity Report for Municipal Courts
contrast, guilty verdicts ﬁ =X\ September 1, 2004 to August 31, 2005
accounted for 73.5p ergent Disposition of Traffic Cases Disposition of Non-Traffic Cases
of 5,175 cases that went to (5,548,974 Cases) (1,110,446 Cases) w ; o
jury trial. Other J ! Traffic Non-Traffic
Dismissals Other Dismissals Misdemeanors Misdemeanors
Juvenile Case Compliance 01% 18.6% Fine/Bond Non - _ State City R%gglgism
Activity -~ In 2005, Dismissal Fine/Bond Defermed Forfeltures . _Parking =~ Parking Law Ordinance
340,527 juvenile cases 1% Forfeitures Dispestton 33.4% NEW CASES FILED 5,754,794 898,584 1,023,000 318,051 7,994,438
were filed in the munici- 36.6% 71% ! DISPOSITIONS: _
) : Dispositions Prior to Trial:
pal courts, down from a Defetred Jury Trial j Bond Forfeitures 44,168 1,684 17,515 2,411 65,778
record high of more than Disposition 0.1% : Fined 1,725,004 625,887 275,880 75,602 2,702,373
372,000 cases filed during 16.3% - _ . Dismissed By : Cases Dismissed 357,226 99,196 100,583 47,107 604,112
the previous year but Jury Trish ponch Trial; PiSissed By Bench Trial/ Prosecutor [ Total Dispositions Prior to Trial 2,126,398 726,767 393,978 125,120 3,372,263
nearly identical to the 01%  Appearance | TOSECHEOr ;:;::}T;‘“: 15.3% Dispositions at Trial:
number filed in 2003. BeforeJudge O oy 500 8 Trial by Judge
Transporta tion Code 15.9% Guilty 987,129 40,310 238,246 62,043 1,327,728
cases constituted the only J) ; ‘Y‘;O; fiui!ty 12,352 415 2,919 1,716 17,402
category in which the rial by Jury
num%er {)f cases filed in 2005 exceeded the average number of cases filed over the last five years. Since 2001, gg;[g il 2’7123 2: 24613 ;44 :,gg:
the number of cases in which munici}?al courts waiveFl jurisdiction and referred a juvenile to juvenile court Dismme; attymal 579,758 13,970 152087 54’223 800:075
generally declined-—{rom 7,354 cases in 2000 to 3,941 in 2005. ‘Total Dispositions at Trial 1,582,738 54,807 394270 118,568 2,150,380
! Cases Dismissed After: .
Magistrate Activity — In 2005, municipal courts issued approximately 6,700 search warrants, more than Driver Safety Course 436,643 - - — 436,643
2.3 million arrest warrants, nearly 7,500 magistrate orders for emergency protection, and more than 250,000 Deferred Disposition 629,712 1,777 58,885 19,625 709,999
magistrate warnings to adults, continuing the upward trend in these areas of court activity over recent years. ‘ ProofafFinanFia{ Responsibility 523,852 - - 523,852
Magistrate activity in juvenile cases, however, declined over the past few years. Warni_ngs adminis_tered to 1 Compliance I?ISf?ftssaI 466,283 - — 466,283
juveniles declined steadily from 5,419 warnings in 2000 to 3,316 in 2005, and certifications of juvenile statemenits _ Total Cases Dismissed After 2,056,4%0 1,777 58,885 19,625 2,136,777
declined from 1,555 in 2003 to 1,265 in 2005. | TOTAL DISPOSITIONS 5,765,623 783,351 847,133 263,313 7,659,420
. . Qf. COMMUNITY SERVICE ORDERED 166,267 1,389 35,960 10,421 214,037
Court Revenue — The amount of rev- N CASES APPEALED 13,547 113 2,280 400 16,340
enue collected by municipal courts in- a Revenue Collected by Municipal Coutrts 1 JUVENILE ACTIVITY:
creased steadily over the last 10 years. In ‘ Transportation Code Cases Filed . ... ... oo i 166,766
2005, the courts collected revenue in ex- $600 ! Non-Driving Aleoholic Beverage Code Cases Filed . .................c..... e e 35,403
cess of $392 million—an increase of more §550 : DUT of Alcoho! Cases Filed . R R R T L PP 3,453
than $40 million from the previous year. Adjusted Revenue Increase = 58.8 B I—Ie.:;,lth'& iflfefy CSor:‘e Clases F;E;ﬁ ......................................................................... 11,242
The amount collected in 2005 was 96 per- || 85 A ‘ Blucaon Code ComnFIed -1 10145
cent higher ﬂ_lan that COHeCt_Ed n 1996_,.01‘ 2 $450 /ﬁ’ Revere Increase o 95 8% : Violation of Local Daytime Curfew Ordinance Cases Filed . ... .. ..o it 19,315
59 percent higher when adjusted forin- }| & 440 ; All Other NonTraffic Fine-Only Cases Filed .. ... ..o, o\oersnsrse s iissie s 89,779
flation.? ;- §350 o i Waiver of Jurisdiotion of Nom-Traffic Cases . . ... oo oo uuu i ettt e e et 3,941
/ i Referred to Juvenile Court for Delinguent Conduct . ... .. ... 0t ei it e 783
Excluding cases dismissed prior to trial $300 | Held in Contempt, Fined, or Denied Driving Privileges . .. .. ........ oo it 11,542
or at trial, the amount of revenue collected $250 Warnings Administered .. ... 3,316
per disposition averaged approximately 6200 ; Statements Certified . ... .o i i e 1,265
$1 70-—an increase of 90 percent frf)m the 9% 97 98 99 00 o1 02 03 04 05 OTHER ACTIVITY: _
previous year, which maybe due, in part, ) Parent Contnbu't:z‘tig to Nonatfendanc'e Cases Filed RETEER R R P NP ) 7,413
to improvements in reporting compliemce. Fiscal Year Safety Responsibility and Driver's License Suspension Hearings Held . .. ..o oo e oo 867
A\ Y/ { Search Warrants Issued . . ... ..o it e e e 6,701
Arrest Warrants Tssued
Class C MISIBIMEAROS . . . ...ttt e e et e e e 2,289,578
2, Using Consumenr Price Index Conversion Factors. Felonies and Class A and B MiSAeImeanors . . . ... oy et ee e 71,535
Total Arvest Warrants Issued . ... e 2,361,113
Magistrate Warnings Given
Class A and B Misdemeanors . .. ....... e e e 174,860
Bl OMI S . o e e 80,850
Total Magistrate Warnings GIVER. .. ... ... oo i 255,710
i Emergency Mental Health Hearings Held . . ... o ottt or e e e oo e e e e e 835
&i K@ Magistrate's Orders for Emergency Protection .. ............evvnnnins. e 7.472
TOTAL REVENUE. ........ feriees et idseaeraaraas Charedratrerasseranraan N ererbainanes $592,162,820
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A Comparison of Judge Profiles in the Justice and
Municipal Courts for 1995 vs. 2005

Number of Judges

Numbert of Judge Positions
Number of Judges

Age of Judges

Mean
Oldest
Youngest

Gender of Judges

Males
Females

E'thnicity of Judges

African-Ametican
American Indian or Alaska
Native

Asian or Pacific Islander
Hispanic/Latino

White (Non-Hispanic)
Other

First Assumed Office by:

Appointment
Election

Education

Attended High School
Graduated High School
Attended College
Graduated College
Attended Law School
Grtaduated Law School

Licensed to Practice Law

Number Licensed
Mean Year Licensed

*Some cities have more than one judge, and 43 persons serve as judge of two or more municipal courts in separate cities. QJ

Compiled from FY95 and FY05 Annual Repott of the Office of Court Administration.

Justice Courts
1995

842
842

54
88
23

N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

118 (14%)
705 (86%)

739 (97%)
680 (90%)
437 (58%)
226 (30%)
63 (8%)
56 (7%)

49 (6%)
1973

Justice Courts
2005

820
826

60
93
27

547
268

21

108
503

154 (21%)
594 (79%)

38 (5%)
656 (93%)
156 (22%)
229 (33%)
5 (1%)

52 (7%)

53 (6%)
1980

Municipal Courts Municipal Courts

1995 2005
1,215% 1,378
1,141% 1,367
53 57
90 89
22 24
N/A 900
N/A 441
N/A 32
N/A 7
N/A 7
N/A 132
N/A 779
N/A 6

1,192 (99%)
10 (1%)

964 (97%)
917 (92%)
736 (74%)
603 (61%)
460 (46%%)
450 (45%)

450 (39%)
1975

1,221 (99%)
17 (1%)

24 (2%)
1,029 (96%)
115 (11%)
693 (65%)
7 (1%)

543 (51%0)

551 (40%)
1980
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TRAFFIC SAFETY

Traffic Safety Materials

Municipal judges and court support
personnel are frequently asked to make
presentations on traffic Jaw to school
groups and civic otganizations. A great
many materials that supplement such
presentations are available on the web
site of state and national otganizations
and agencies. Shown below is a list of
those that focus on seat belts and child
protection seats:

Texas Department of Transpottation —
www.dot.state.tx.us/ trafficsafety

Safe Ridets — www.dshs.state.tx.us/
saferidets

National Highway Traffic Safety

American Academy of Pediattics —
WWW.Aap.0Lg

National Safe Kids Campaign
www.safekids.otg

Also, on the following pages are
“talking points” on traffic safety and
the importance of seat belts for use
before civic and school groups. Watch
the TMCEC website for a new traffic
safety page that will have links to mote
materials, sample power point presen-
tations, and other useful information.

Also, TMCEC has received from
TxDOT copies of the postetr shown
below entitled “Even super heroes

city hall. If you would like a copy at
no charge, please contact TMCEC,
1609 Shoal Creek Blvd., Suite 302,
Austin, Texas 78701. Or, email
tmcec{@tmcec.com and ask for the
free poster — please remember to
provide your name, court, and mailing
address. Only a limited nhumber ate
available.

The TMCEC staff memberts and board
of directors encourage you to speak
out and Save « Lifel Judges may speak,
write, lecture, teach, and participate in
extra-judicial activities concerning the
law, legal system, administration of
justice and non-legal subjects, subject

Administration — www.nhtsa.dot.gov

Click It or Ticket —

need seat belts” This colorful, 12 x 16
postet is suitable for hanging on a
bulletin boatd in your coutt lobby ot

to the requirements of the Code of
Judicial Conduct.

www.buckleupamerica.org
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Click It or Ticket

FACT SHEET & TALKING POINTS

“Click It or Ticket” — Safety Belts Save Lives

& Regular safety belt use is the single most effective way to
protect people and reduce fatalities in motor vehicle
crashes.

* Yet nearly one in five Americans (18 percent nationally)
still fail to regulatly wear their safety belts when driving
ot riding in a motor vebicle.

o Although safety belt use increased to a record 82
petcent nationally in 2005 (up from 58 percent since
1994), too many Ameticans still choose not to regulatly
wear their safety belts.

o Accotding to the National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration (NHTSA), 31,693 passenger vehicle
occupants died in traffic crashes during 2004 — and 55
petcent of those killed were NOT wearing their safety
belts at the time of the crash.

¢ In 2005, observed safety belt use in ptimary law states
averaged 85 percent, compared to 75 percent in states
with secondary laws.

Young Males, Pickup Truck Occupants, Rural
Drivers and Drivers at Night are Those Least Likely
to Buckle Up and at Greatest Risk

® Men — especially younger men — are much less likely to
buckle up. In 2004, 67 percent of male dtivers and 73
percent of male passengers between the ages of 18 and
34 who were killed in crashes were NOT wearing their
safety belts.

* Accotding to NHTSA, pickup truck drivers and
passengers, particulatly young males, consistently have
the lowest safety belt usage rates of all motorists.

 Tn 2005, the observed safety belt use rate in pickup
trucks was only 73 percent, compared to 83 percent in
passenger cats and 85 percent in vans and SUVs.

 This lack of safety belt use is deadly. In 2004, 68 percent
of pickup truck drivers and 73 percent of pickup truck
passengets who were killed in traffic crashes wete not
buckled up.

® One of the deadliest causes in any vehicle crash comes
when passengets get ejected from the vehicle - with

most coming from failure to weat safety belts.

e In fact, 74 percent of passenger vehicle occupants who
were totally ejected from their vehicle in 2004 were
killed. But only one in 100 drivers and passengers in
fatal crashes who wete wearing their safety belts were
totally ejected and killed.

® The ejection tate for occupants of light trucks (ag,
pickup trucks) involved in fatal crashes is neatly double
the rate for passenget car occupants.

e Motorists can increase the odds of sutvival in a rollover
crash in a light truck by neatly 80 percent by wearing
their safety belt.

¢ Americans driving ot riding on rural roadways face 2
much greater tisk of being injured or killed in traffic
crashes than do those in urban ot subutban areas,
according to the NHTSA.

o Safety belt use in the nation’s rural areas consistently
trails the national average.

 Nationally, in 2005, only 79 percent of rural drivers and O

their passengers were observed wearing their safety
belts compated to 81 petcent for urban mototists and
83 percent among suburban motorisfs,

» During 2004, 55 percent of Texas’s total traffic fatalities
occurred in rural areas. One big factor is lower safety
belt use on rural roadways.

e While only about a fifth of Ameticans live in rural areas,

rural traffic fatalities accounted for 58 percent of the
nation’s total in 2004.

» Even more alarming, the motor vehicle crash fatality
tate per 100 million vehicle miles traveled in tural areas
is almost double the fatality rate in urban areas.

e Part of the danger to rutal drivers comes from delayed
recovery and emetgency tesponse along isolated
roadways. But much of the danger is also due to
excessive speed, increased alcohol use, vehicle rollovers,
and higher occupant ejection rates.

;
¥

: No More Excuses — “Click It or Ticket”

e National, state, and local law enforcement officials will
be zeroing in on the one in five Americans who still

(. don’t get it.

® ‘The goal is simple: Save more lives by convincing
drivers and passengers to always buckle up.

® This special “Click It or Ticket” safety belt high-visibility
| enforcement mobilization includes a vatiety of increased
enforcement and outreach activities to reach rural
1 motorists, including special television and radio
advertisements targeting non-belt users.

® The 2006 “Click It or Ticket” national enforcement
mobilization runs from May 22 through June 4.

Hundreds of state and local law enforcement and
highway safety officials during this period will engage
in aggressive enforcement of seat belt laws.

* TMCEC supports efforts of local prosecutors in

enforcing seat belt laws in an effort to save lives on
Texas roadways. TMCEC encourages all Texas cities
to join in this effort. Attitudes towards traffic safety
and compliance with related laws begins at the local
level. Become part of TMCEC’s Municipal Traffic
Safety Initiatives (MTSI).

For more information, please visit
www.buckleupamerica.org;

@
. [&

CLICKIT

" TICKET

May 22 - June 4, 2006

Calendar of Events
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Date Event Sponsor
May 22-29 Buckle Up America NHTSA
May 22-June 4 Click It or Ticket Mobilization Air Bag and Seat Belt Safety Campaign & NHTSA
July 19 Ride Your Motorcycle to Wotk Day  Ride to Wotk, Inc.
August 6-12 National Stop on Red Week Federal Highway Administration
August 16-September 4 Impaired Driving High-visibility NHTSA
Enforcement

October Walk to School Month Partnership for a Walkable America
October 2-6 Drive Safely Work Week Network of Employers for Traffic Safety

J October 4 Walk to School Day Partnership for a Walkable America

. " i December National Drunk & Drugged Driving  National Commission Against Dtunk Driving NCADD)
.}‘ @ Prevention Month (3D Month)
May 2006 Municipal Court Recorder
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News on Traffic Safety in Texas

"Texas seat belt use jumped from 83.2 percent in 2004 to
89.9 percent in 2005. This is a one-year conversion rate of
39.9 percent—the highest in the country!

NHTSA! also announced that there were:
e 238 fewer traffic deaths in Texas in 2004.

e 129 fewer alcohol-related deaths in Texas—a 7.3 percent
decline.

This meant that the average Ametican in 2004 was 44
percent less likely to die in a crash as the average American
in 1966.

Decades of Progress:
The Qdds of Dying in a Crash

likely to die in a crash than was the average

54— . . -

American in 1966 :
0 T T T T T T T T
§%Eﬁ§ﬁﬁ%%§£%3&‘§§&§§§
- [ I o B o |

The reduction may be atttibuted to many factors, including
the Chick It or Tickes It, You Drink & Drive, You Lose, and the
continuing Blue TALON campaigns. This reduction in the
traffic fatality rate is excellent news because Ametricans do
a lot of dtiving, Evety day of the year 292 million ot so
people in this country collectively drive nearly eight billion
miles. That’s more than a daily round trip, from Earth to
Pluto and back!

In addition to the higher risk of dying in an automobile
crash, 16-20 year olds also face a much greater tisk than
anyone else of dying in an alcohol-related crash. When
young persons move from the 10-15 age group into the 16-
20 groups, their risk goes up by a factor of nine.

In a recent NH'TSA telephone survey on drinking and
driving, the age group with the second-highest petcentage
of heavy ot problem drinkers*are 16-20 year olds.
Although they can’t drink legally, nearly one in nine of

. them (12 percent) consume five or more drinks at least one

day in a routine month.

Who is most at risk?

357
30
251
207
151
i

0tod 5t09 10t15 164020 21{034 35to 64 65.plus  Total

B Texas W USA

2003 Traffic Fatalities per 100,000 population, by age

To combat these alarming statistics, traffic safety expetts
recommend putting restrictions on drivers under the age of
18, such as graduated licenses, and expanding high visibility
of safety belt, speed and impaired driving laws.

Experts call for strict enfotcement. Young persons charged
with breaking a traffic law or underage drinking law should
not be given a “break.” The ticket, arrest, and conviction
may be just the incident needed to save a life by getting his
ot her attention.

Another recommendation is the establishment of DWI
courts, whose putpose is to bteak the cycle of DWI
recidivism through a combination of punishment,
restriction, counseling, and rehabilitation. ‘The 'Texas Center
for the Judiciaty has received funding from TxDOT to
create the position of a Judicial Resource Liaison whose
role is to encourage Texas courts to establish DWI Courts
and adopt efficient case disposition practices for DWI

_cases. The Honotable David L. Hodges (former County

Court at Law Judge, Waco) has been appointed to this
position. He may be contacted at davidh@youthonor.com.

At the Save a Life Summit in Austin last fall, Hope Andrade, 2
TxDOT Commissioner from San Antonio, reminded
participants to “Keep your message clear, The enforcement
is the message: dtive drunk or ride unbuckled and you will
be caught and punished.” Municipal courts can play an
important tole in this campaign by ensuring fair, but swift
consequences by effective case flow management and
bringing cases promptly to trial.

Page 22

Municipal Court Recorder

May 2006

Continued from News on Traffic
! National Highway Ttaffic Safety Administration

* A heavy ot problem drinker is defined as one that, in a typical
month:

(O ¢ Consumes 5 or more drinks in one sitting on at least four
separate occasions; ot
» Consumes 9 or more drinks at least once per month,

This article was summatized from ptesentations by IKenneth
Coupland (Region VI Tiaffic Safety Coordinator, NHTSA}) and
Hope Andrade (Member, Texas Transportation Commission,
San Antonio) on September 12, 2005 at the Sawe o Life Summit in
Austin,

TOTAL CRIMINAL TRAFFIC SAFETY DISPOSITONS IN TEXAS
District Courts Number Percentage of Total
Felony DWI 12,648 0.16%
County Courts
DWI/DUID 104,426 1.30%
Justice Courts
Traffic 2,135,693 26.64%
Total 2,252,767 28.10%
Municipal Courts
{(. Traffic Only 5,765,623 71.90
{excluding DUT)
GRAND TOTAL 8,018,390 100%
Source: Aunual Report of the Texcas Judicial System, Fiscal Year 2005

A Reminder to Judges

In early April, the Chief Justice Wallace Jefferson in cooperation
with the Office of Court Admninstattion (OCA) sent a lettet and
court security survey to all muncipal judges by email, fax or mail.
The response has been disappointingly low. Please respond
ASAP by logging onto the websites at the URLs shown below
Thank you. '

1) Municipal Courtroom - Top 20 Most Populous Cities - To be
completed by both presiding and associate judges:

WWWw.survey.courts.state. tx.us/cgi-bin/

qwe:bcorporaté.cgi?idx=WK9C9W

2) Municipal Courthouse - Top 20 Most Populous Cities - To be
completed by presiding judges only:

www.sutrvey.courts.state.tx.us/cgi-bin/
qwebcorporate.cgifids=RCDEWX

3) Municipal Combined {Coutthouse and Couttroomy) - Cities
Other than 20 Most Populous - To be completed by presiding
judges only:

www.sutvey.coutts.state.tx.us/cgi-bin/
gwebcorporate.cgifidx=USMPPW

Questions? Contact Mary Cowhetd at OCA at 512/463.1625.
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ETHICS UPDATE

Public Statement No. P$-2006-1

In July of 2004, a press conference was
held by a parents’ rights gtoup to
announce the filing of a complaint
against a judge who they accused of
violating the Texas Code of Judicial
Conduct for his extrajudicial service on
several boards, including Texas CASA
(“Coutt Appointed Special Advocates”).
Based on the notoriety caused by the
announcement, the State Commission
on Judicial Conduct determined that the

. best interests of the judiciary and the

public would be served by issuing this
Public Statement addtessing the
Commission’s position regarding the
propricty of judges who setve on the
"Texas CASA board of directors.

Texas CASA, Inc. is a statewide,
nonprofit organization devoted to the
tecruitment, training, and oversight of
volunteets who setve as coutt-
appointed special advocates for abused
and neglected children in juvenile
dependency proceedings. Volunteets for
CASA are specially trained to advocate
for the best interests of a child involved
in a court proceeding, Although CASA
may diffet in some ways from typical
advocacy groups such as MADD
{(“Mothess Against Drunk Drivers”) or
ATLA (“Association of Trial Lawyets
of America™), it is nonetheless a victim
advocacy group whose volunteets are
partisan, not neutral, in the judicial
process. In many cases a CASA
volunteer’s tecommendations may
conflict with the position taken by
attorneys for the birth patents or even
the minors themselves, all of whom are
parties in the proceedings before the
judge.

In general, judges are requited to avoid
impropriety and the appearance of
improptiety in all of the judge’s

activities. Canon 2. In order to promote
public confidence in the judiciary, it is
not enough that a judge be fair and
impartial when deciding cases, he must
also appear to be fair and impartial.
Canon 4A(1) of the Texas Code of
Judicial Conduct addtesses the
appearance of imptopriety and partiality
by stating that “a judge shall conduct all
of the judge’s extra-judicial activities so
that they do not cast reasonable doubt
on the judge’s capacity to act impattially
as a judge.” While judges are
encouraged to engage in civic and
charitable activities, theit participation is
restricted to activities that do not reflect
adversely upon the judge’s impastiality
or intetfere with the performance of
judicial duties. Canon 4C. Likewise, if
the organization will be engaged in
proceedings that would otdinarily come
befote the judge or will be regulatly ot
frequently engaged in adversary

proceedings in any court, a judge should

not serve as an officet, director, trustee
or non-legal advisor of the
otganization. Canon 4C(1).

In order to avoid the appearance of
improptiety and partiality, judges should
be cautious about setving an
organization, even one as noble and
praiseworthy as CASA, when such an
otganization advocates a pasticular legal
philosophy or position. This is
especially true when the organization
will be involved in proceedings likely to
come before the judge. See Jeffrey
Shaman, et al., Judicial Condyct and Ethics
§9.10 (3d ed. 2000). While it is true that
judges who sexve any sort of advocacy
group run the risk that the public will
perceive that the judge suppotts the
policy positions of that organization,
judges who serve an organization like

CASA would likewise endanger the
public perception of the judge’s
impartiality, fot it would not be
unreasonable for the public to believe

that a judge who is affiliated with CASA

would endorse and be partial to CASA
and the CASA volunteet’s
recommendations. When asked to rule
in a case involving CASA, a judge’s
relationship with the organization may
cause a perception that the CASA
volunteer’s opinion will be afforded
greater weight because of the judge’s
connection with CASA. This would be
true regardless of whether the board on

which the judge would serve was local

ot statewide.!

The Commission’s position regarding a
judge’s service on CASA should be
limited to those judges who heat cases
in which CASA volunteers appear as
advocates, or who have appellate
jutisdiction over such cases. The
Commission would note that the
appearance of impropriety in some
cases could be cured with a full
disclosute of the judge’s affiliation with
CASA, on the recotd, followed with the
informed consent of the parties and
their counsel to allow the judge to
continue to hear and decide the case.
Naturally, if 2 judge were asked to
recuse from cases too frequently
because of the relationship with CASA,
that judge should step down from his
ot het membership on the boatd.
Canon 3B(1).

Finally, in concluding that such service
by a judge could be improper, the
Commission is not criticizing any
judge’s desite to serve CASA, nor is it
suggesting that CASA is not a

Ethics confinued on page 26
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Caseflow Management in Texas Municipal Courts

By Margaret Robbins, Program Director, IMCEC

Why should Texas municipal courts be
interested in caseflow management?
The answet can be found in municipal
courts’ mission statements, several of
which ate found on the Internet.
These statements talk about fairness
and justice for defendants in the
municipal courts. Fairness and justice
involves rights and processes. Along
with guaranteeing rights and processes,
coutts must ensute that the day-to-day
opetations of the court are propetly
managed.

Caseflow management is about the
day-to-day active management of the
court’s cases to ensure that justice
occurs. This is accomplished by
am cstablishing goals and expectations and

(_.then managing what happens by
monitoring the day-to-day activity.
Municipal court must assure
accountability for each case moving
through its justice system. The coutt is
responsible for compliance with its
goals and expectations.

Laying a sound foundation is crucial to
establishing 4 caseflow management
system. Leadership and vision are the
key elements of the foundation and,
without them, caseflow managetnent
will fail. Leadership must include both
the judge and clerk wotking together
as a team to coordinate and administer
the caseflow management system. It is
notewotthy to know that the Texas
Code of Judicial Conduct requites
judges to be knowledgeable in coutt
administration and to cooperate with
othet judges and court staff.
Presumably the Code already had the

am teamwork model already in mind. It is

W usually the judge who sets the tone

about leadership and vision, but it

}
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 takes both the judge and clerk in the

leadetship tole to develop the court
vision and achieve successful caseflow
management,

When developing a caseflow
management system, the court must
look at petformance standards as a
core component of the system.
Petformance standards have been
developed by the Bureau of Justice
Management. The following standards
ate from Trzal Court Performance
Standards from the Bureau of Justice
Assistance Monograph (NCJ 161567,

July 1997):

® Access to Justice;
¢ Expedition and Timeliness;
® Equality, Fairness, and Integrity;

® Independence and Accountability;
and

® Public Trust and Confidence.,

These petformance standards “do not
tell people what to do and how to do
things.” Instead they are tools to
suppott development of court
leadership, sound management, and
strategic planning and performance
assessment.

Another essential component to the
success of caseflow management is the
stakeholders. Courts must determine
who their stakeholders are and then
develop a pattnership with them.
Some common examples of
stakeholders might be other judges,
clerks, and support staff in the court,
the defense bar, and other city
departments. Communication about
the operations of the court and the
stakeholders’ part plays a vital tole in

caseflow management.

A basic principle of caseflow
management is that the court controls
its cases. The court has a plan and the
leadership to carty out the plan. "This
means that defendants and defense
lawyets do not control the pace of the
case movement; the court does. Judges
control continuances, judges and clerks
control the trial dockets; the court
monitots the movement of its cases
throughout the process by daily,
weekly, or monthly reports and taking
action when necessaty to ensure cases
stay on track.

Part of court control of cases involves
a differentiated case management
system (IDCM). This is a concept in
which courts tecognize that cases
differ in complexity and requite
different actions and resoutces to
resolve. Examples of DCM might
include the following:

¢ Fast Case Track — Defendants appear
timely, waive jury trial, plead guilty
or nolo contendere, and pay the fine and
costs; the judge accepts plea, enters
judgment and the case is disposed.

® Basic Case Track — Defendant
requests trial—either bench ot jury
(traffic case, disorderly conduct,
public intoxication); or defendants
request diiving safety course ot
deferred disposition.

® Complex Case Track — City
ordinance case—multiple complaints
filed or multiple witnesses, ctc.

The DCM requites an eatly screening
ptocess of cases when filed. For

~ example, many municipal court traftic

cases fall into the “Basic Case Track.”
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Defendants, if eligible for a driving
safety course will request a driving
safety course. If they have already had
a driving safety coutse in the preceding
12 months, they usually request
defetred disposition. The reason fot
this is because of the point system and
surcharges on driver’s licenses.
Defendants with commercial dtiver’s
licenses chatged with traffic offenses
fall into this same case track as they
generally request a trial because they
ate not eligible for a driving safety
coutse ot for deferred disposition.

One of the important issues of DCM
is control of continuances. If a court
does not control its continuances, the
coutt will have a backlog of ttials.
Even the law recognizes that
continuances should not be used as a
delaying tactic. Atticle 29.03, Code of
Criminal Procedure, requires that
continuances be put in writing, be for
sufficient cause, and be for only as
long as is necessary. Accordingly, as

patt of the caseflow management
system, courts should have a
continuance policy that is fair to
defendants, witnesses, victims, and all
involved in the municipal court justice
systemn. DCM means that courts
understand their court system, the types
of cases filed, and are using a sound
plan for managing it.

How does a court know if their
caseflow management system is
wortking? The only way is to measure
and monitort it. The court must decide
what to measure and how to measute it.
Each court decides what information to
collect, which measures are priority, and
what their uses are. After making these
decisions, the court decides which types
of reports are necessary for monitoring,
This is an ongoing daily process.

This might seem like a tall order for
some Texas municipal courts. Some of
the state’s courts ate small; handle just a
few cases 2 month and only have a part-
time judge. Whereas other municipal

For more information on caseflow
management, go to the website of the
National Center for State Courts
(INCSC) at www.nesconline.org and
search the site for its resoutces on
this topic. You will find dozens of
listings that include books, articles,
forms, reports, best practices, confer-
ence proceedings, and more. Ata
mintmum, TMCEC recommends
reviewing (1) NCSC Caseflow Manage-
wment Resonrce Guide of Conr'Topics, (2)
Best Practices Tnstitute on Succesgful
Caseflow Management Technigues, and (3)
the information contained under Trial
Court Petformance Standards. The
links are shown below.

(1) www.nesconline,org/WC/Educa-

Resources on Caseflow Management

(2) wwwncsconline.otg/
Projects_Initiatives/BPI/
CaseflowManagement.htm

(3) wwwncsconline.otg/D_Reseatch/
tcps/contentshtm

NCSC has published an excellent
resource, Caseflow Management: The Heart
of Court Management in the New Milleninm,
written by David C. Steelman, John A.
Goerdt, and James E. McMillan. Itis
patt of the required reading for the
TCCA/TMCEC Level ITI Clerks
Certification program. Copies may be
purchased from NCSC for $27. NCSC
also offers a three-day course on
Fundamentals of Cuseflow Management that
is highly recommended.

courts manage thousands of cases a
month and have many full-time

judges. Texas is a big state and Texas
municipal courts are probably more
diverse and different from each other .

than the othet courts in the state. All
courts, nevertheless, can benefit
from caseflow management practices
because caseflow management helps
courts determine accountability for
daily management.

All municipal coutts are constantly
changing because technology
changes, laws change, processes
change, and staff changes. Courts
have to decide how to propetly
manage the day-to-day operations.
Caseflow tnanagement gives courts
the tools to help them reduce delay ;
in the court regardless of its size.
Courts just have to remember that
small and large courts require
different skills and techniques to
manage their cases.

Ethics continued from page 24

praiseworthy organization. Further,
the Comimission’s position is based
on the Texas Code of Judicial
Conduct as it currently is written. If
future revisions to the Code were to
allow for such service by a judge, ot L
if the Legislature were to provide !‘
statutory authotity for a judge to
serve such an otganization, this
Public Statement would have no
further effect.

This Public Statement, issued
putsuant to the authority granted by
Atticle 5, §1-a(10) of the Texas
Constitution, is intended to help
preserve the integrity of all judges in
the State of Texas, to promote public -
confidence in the judiciary, and to

tion/CasSysGuide.htm encourage judges to maintain high
standards of professional conduct.
Signed this 18th day of November, .
2005,
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TEXAS MUNICIPAL COURTS EDUCATION CENTER 2006 REGISTRATION FORM

Seminar Date: Seminar Site:

Type of Program: [ Judge [ Clerk [ Court Administrator [ Prosecutor
O Assessment Clinic ($100 program fee) [$250/$100 fee]

O Bailiff/Warrant Officer*

TMCEC computer data is npdated from the information_you provide. Please print lgtbly and filf out form completely.

Name (plase print legibly): Last Name: First Name : MI:
Names also known by: Female/Male:

Position held:

Date appointed /Hited /Elected: Years expetience:

Emergency contact:

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 seminars, three nights at the 24-hour seminars/assessment clinics and two nights at the
12-hour seminars. T'o share with enother seminar participant, you must indicate that person’s name on this form.

U I need a private, single-occupancy room.

U Ineed a room shared with a seminat participant. [Please indicate roomemate by entering seminar participant’s name:

(Room wili have 2 double beds.)]

O I need a private double-occupancy room, but 1’1l be sharing with a guest. [T will pay additional cost, if any, per night]
I will require: [J 1kingbed O 2 double beds

O 1Ido not need a room at the seminar.

How will you be traveling to seminar? [ Driving [ Flying

Arrival date: O Smoker [0 Non-Smoker
Municipal Court of; Email Address:

Court Mailing Address: : City: Zip:
Office T'elephone #: Court #: FAX: ‘
Primary City Setved: Other Cities Served:

STATUS (Check adl that apphy):

O Full Time [ Part Time U Attorney  [1 Non-Attorney
O Presiding Judge LI Associate/ Alternate Judge ] Justice of the Peace O Mayor
T Court Administrator O Court Clerk 1 Deputy Court Clerk O Other:

O Bailiff/Warrant Officer O Prosecutor

*Bailiffs/Warrant Officers: Municipal judge’s signaturs required to attend Bailsfl/ Warrant Officer prograpss.

Judge’s Signature: Daze:

Municipal Court of:

I cersify that I am curvently serving as a municipal conrt fudge, ity prosecutor or conrt supypart personvnel in the Stats of Texcar. I agree that T will be responsible for
any cosis dncwirved i I do not cancel five (5) working days préor to the seminar. I will cancel by calling the Center. If I st cancel on the day before the seminar due to
an emergency, I will cail the TMCEC regisiration desk at the sensinar site. If T am a “we shon,” TMCEC reserves the Hight to tuvoice me or my oty for meal
axpenses, conise materials and possibly bonsing (F80 plus tax per night). If I have reguested a room, T certify that I Five at least 30 miks or 30 minutes driving time
Jrom the seminar site. *Payment is vequired ONLY for the Prosecutor Programs, Assessment Clinics and the Legisiative Updates; payment is due with registration
Jorm. Participants in the Assessment Clinics mraust cancel in writing fwo weeks prior fo the seminar to receive refund.

Participant Signature Date
PAYMENT INFORMATION:

U Check Enclosed (Make checks payable to TMCEC.)
O Credit Card (Comgplete the folloming; $2.00 will be added for each registration made with credit tard payment.)

Credit Card Registration: (Phase indicate clearly if combiring regisiration forms with a single payment.)

. Credit Card Number Expiration Date Verification Number
Credit card fype: (forend o back of card)
O MasterCard
O 1isa Name as it appears on card (print clearky):

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.
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]

2005-2006 TMCEC Academic 8chedu le At-A-Glance
Conference: Dates(s): City: Hotel Information:
12-Hr Low Volume Seminar May 25-26, 2006 Cotpus Christi  Omni Bayfront
12-Hr Prosecutots Conference May 25-26, 2006 Corpus Christi

¥ T TR e W&g*%»% Bk
Tl ARG TATNG @t&ﬁ D D R R
12-Hr Court Administrators ]une 13-14, 2006 Austin (Lakeway Lakeway Inn
Conference
12-Hr Low Volume Seminat June 27-28, 2006 College Station  Hilton Conference
\ Center
12-Hr Bailiffs/Warrant Officets June 27-28, 2006 College Station ~ Hilton Conference
Conference Center
12-Hr Regional Judges/ Clerks July 12-13, 2006 El Paso Camino Real
Conferences
32-Hr New Judges/Clerks Conferences July 24-28, 2006 Hotseshoe Bay  Marriott Resort
TEXAS MUNICIPAL COURTS ' Presorted Standard
EDUCATION CENTER U.S. Postage
1609 SHOAL CREEK BLVD., SUITE 302 PAID
AUSTIN, TX 78701 Austin, Texas
Permit No. 114
www.tmcec.com,

TMCEC MISSION
STATEMENT

To provide high quality judicial
education, technical assistance
and the necessary resource
material to assist municipal court
judges, court support personnel
and prosecutors in obtaining and
maintaining professional com-
petence.

Change Service Requested
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