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PROPOSAL IPROPOSAL I
JURY; COMMISSIONER DUTIES; JURY; COMMISSIONER DUTIES; 

JUROR SELECTIONJUROR SELECTION

AUTHORIZES SUPREME COURT TO AUTHORIZES SUPREME COURT TO 
GOVERN JURY ADMINISTRATIVE GOVERN JURY ADMINISTRATIVE 
FUNCTIONS THROUGH COURT RULEFUNCTIONS THROUGH COURT RULE
REMOVES PROCEDURAL DUTIES FROM REMOVES PROCEDURAL DUTIES FROM 
STATUTESTATUTE
EXCUSES, QUALIFICATIONS, EXCUSES, QUALIFICATIONS, 
DISQUALIFICFATION AND POLICY ISSUES DISQUALIFICFATION AND POLICY ISSUES 
REMAIN IN STATUTEREMAIN IN STATUTE



COURTS MUST SUBMIT AN ALTERNATE COURTS MUST SUBMIT AN ALTERNATE 
SUMMONING PLAN TO THE SUPREME SUMMONING PLAN TO THE SUPREME 
COURT FOR APPROVAL IF THEY DO NOT COURT FOR APPROVAL IF THEY DO NOT 
FOLLOW THE COUNTYWIDE SUMMONING FOLLOW THE COUNTYWIDE SUMMONING 
APPROACH.APPROACH.

PROPOSAL IPROPOSAL I
JURY; COMMISSIONER DUTIES; JURY; COMMISSIONER DUTIES; 

JUROR SELECTIONJUROR SELECTION



PROPOSAL IPROPOSAL I
JURY; COMMISSIONER DUTIES; JURY; COMMISSIONER DUTIES; 

JUROR SELECTIONJUROR SELECTION
IN COUNTIES WHERE THERE IS MORE THAN IN COUNTIES WHERE THERE IS MORE THAN 
ONE SUPERIOR COURTHOUSE SITE AND A ONE SUPERIOR COURTHOUSE SITE AND A 
COUNTYWIDE SUMMONING METHOD IS NOT COUNTYWIDE SUMMONING METHOD IS NOT 
USEDUSED

JURORS MAY BE SELECTED IN A MANNER THAT JURORS MAY BE SELECTED IN A MANNER THAT 
MINIMIZES THE DISTANCE JURORS MUST TRAVELMINIMIZES THE DISTANCE JURORS MUST TRAVEL
JURORS MAY BE SELECTED BY JURY DISTRICTJURORS MAY BE SELECTED BY JURY DISTRICT
PLANS MUST BE APPROVED BY THE SUPREME PLANS MUST BE APPROVED BY THE SUPREME 
COURTCOURT



PROPOSAL IIPROPOSAL II
CRIMINAL CODE; SENTENCINGCRIMINAL CODE; SENTENCING

REORGANIZES TITLE 13, CHAPTERS 6 REORGANIZES TITLE 13, CHAPTERS 6 
AND 7 TO SIMPLIFY THE SENTENCING AND 7 TO SIMPLIFY THE SENTENCING 
CHARTCHART
NO STRUCTURAL OR PHILOSOPHICAL NO STRUCTURAL OR PHILOSOPHICAL 
CHANGES TO THE CODECHANGES TO THE CODE



PROPOSAL IIIPROPOSAL III
PROBATION ABSCONDERS; PROBATION ABSCONDERS; 
APPREHENSION; FUNDINGAPPREHENSION; FUNDING

APPROPRIATES MONIES FOR COUNTY APPROPRIATES MONIES FOR COUNTY 
PROBATION DEPARTMENTS TO TRACK PROBATION DEPARTMENTS TO TRACK 
AND APPREHEND PROBATION AND APPREHEND PROBATION 
ABSCONDERSABSCONDERS



PROPOSAL IVPROPOSAL IV
EVICTION ORDER; SSNEVICTION ORDER; SSN

MODIFIES THE REQUIREMENT THAT A MODIFIES THE REQUIREMENT THAT A 
PERSON’S  SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER BE PERSON’S  SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER BE 
INCLUDED ON A JUDGEMENT IN INCLUDED ON A JUDGEMENT IN 
FORCIBLE ENTRY AND DETAINER ACTION FORCIBLE ENTRY AND DETAINER ACTION 
IF ON THE COMPLAINT, TO REQUIRE IF ON THE COMPLAINT, TO REQUIRE 
LAST FOUR DIGITS ONLYLAST FOUR DIGITS ONLY



PROPOSAL VPROPOSAL V
ARBITRATION; LIMIT AND ARBITRATION; LIMIT AND 

COMPENSATIONCOMPENSATION

INCREASES JURISDICTIONAL LIMIT TO INCREASES JURISDICTIONAL LIMIT TO 
$75,000$75,000

INCREASES ARBITRATOR’S MAXIMUM INCREASES ARBITRATOR’S MAXIMUM 
COMPENSATION TO $150 PER DAYCOMPENSATION TO $150 PER DAY



PROPOSAL VIPROPOSAL VI
TIME PAYMENT FEETIME PAYMENT FEE

REPEALS THE REVERSION OF THE TIME REPEALS THE REVERSION OF THE TIME 
PAYMENT FEE  TO $12.00 IN 2010PAYMENT FEE  TO $12.00 IN 2010

MAINTAINS THE CURRENT $20 TIME MAINTAINS THE CURRENT $20 TIME 
PAYMENT FEEPAYMENT FEE



PROPOSAL VIIPROPOSAL VII
SIBLING INFORMATION SIBLING INFORMATION 
EXCHANGE PROGRAMEXCHANGE PROGRAM

ESTABLISHES A SIBLING INFORMATION ESTABLISHES A SIBLING INFORMATION 
EXCHANGE PROGRAM FOR ADULTS AND  EXCHANGE PROGRAM FOR ADULTS AND  
JUVENILES WHO ARE FORMER JUVENILES WHO ARE FORMER 
DEPENDANT CHILDREN AND THEIR DEPENDANT CHILDREN AND THEIR 
SIBLINGSSIBLINGS



PROPOSAL VIIPROPOSAL VII
SIBLING INFORMATION SIBLING INFORMATION 
EXCHANGE PROGRAMEXCHANGE PROGRAM

PROGRAM AVAILABLE TO ADULTS THAT PROGRAM AVAILABLE TO ADULTS THAT 
ARE FORMER DEPENDANT CHILDREN, ARE FORMER DEPENDANT CHILDREN, 
PARENT OR GUARDIAN OF DEPENDANT PARENT OR GUARDIAN OF DEPENDANT 
CHILDREN UNDER 18 AND SIBLINGS OF CHILDREN UNDER 18 AND SIBLINGS OF 
DEPENDANT CHILDRENDEPENDANT CHILDREN

DEFINES “FORMER DEPENDANT CHILD”DEFINES “FORMER DEPENDANT CHILD”



PROPOSAL VIIPROPOSAL VII
SIBLING INFORMATION SIBLING INFORMATION 
EXCHANGE PROGRAMEXCHANGE PROGRAM

EXPANDS USE OF THE CONFIDENTIAL EXPANDS USE OF THE CONFIDENTIAL 
INTERMEDIARY PROGRAM FOR THE INTERMEDIARY PROGRAM FOR THE 
PURPOSE OF SIBLING INFORMATION PURPOSE OF SIBLING INFORMATION 
EXCHANGEEXCHANGE

SUPREME COURT TO ADOPT RULES SUPREME COURT TO ADOPT RULES 
NECESSARY FOR IMPLEMENTATION NECESSARY FOR IMPLEMENTATION 




