A REGULAR MEETING OF THE NAVARRO COUNTY COMMISSIONER’S
COURT WAS HELD ON MONDAY THE, 8TH DAY OF NOVEMBER, 2010 AT

PG 629

NAVARRO COUNTY COMMISSIONER’S COURT

10:00 AM.,, IN THE COUNTY COURTROOMOF THE NAVARRO COUNTY
COURTHOUSE, CORSICANA, TEXAS. PRESIDING JUDGE HM DAVENPORT,
COMMISSIONERS PRESENT KIT HERRINGTON, FAITH HOLT, DAVID
WARREN, AND JAMES OLSEN

1.

10:05 AM. MOTION TO CONVENE BY HERRINGTON SEC BY OLSEN
ALL VOTED AYE MOTION CARRIED

OPENING PRAYER BY JUDGE DAVENPORT

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PUBLIC COMMENTS-NO COMMENTS

CONSENT AGENDA

6.

MOTION TO APPROVE CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 5 -6 BY HOLT SEC
BY WARREN
ALL VOTED AYE MOTION CARRIED

APPROVE THE MINUTES FROM THE PREVIOUS MEETING OF
OCTOBER 25TH, 2010, AND NOVEMBER 1, 2010

APPROVE AND PAY BILLS AS SUBMITTED BY COUNTY AUDITOR

REGULAR AGENDA

7.

MOTION TO APPROVE LIFTING BURN BAN BY HERRINGTON SEC BY
WARREN
ALL VOTED AYE MOTION CARRIED

MOTION TO APPROVE APPOINTING KIMBERLY STUTTS AND TRACY
WATSON TO THE NAVARRO COUNTY CHILD WELFARE BOARD
MEMBERSHIP BY HERRINGTON SEC BY HOLT

ALL VOTED AYE MOTION CARRIED

MOTION TO APPROVE TAX COLLECTION REPORT FOR THE FISCAL
YEAR 2009, BY RUSSELL HUDSON BY OLSEN SEC BY WARREN
ALL VOTED AYE MOTION CARRIED TO WIT PG 631-634
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10. MOTION TO APPROVE TAX COLLECTION REPORT FOR THE FISCAL
YEAR 2010, BY RUSSELL HUDSON BY HERRINGTON SEC BY OLSEN
ALL VOTED AYE MOTION CARRIED TO WIT PG 635-639

11. MOTION TO APPROVE PURSUING UPL WITH NAVARRO REGIONAL
HOSPITAL BY HERRINGTON SEC BY WARREN
ALL VOTED AYE MOTION CARRIED

12. MOTION TO APPROVE JUSTICE OF THE PEACE PRECINCT 3 CELLULAR
PHONE ALLOWANCE REQUEST BY HOLT SEC BY WARREN
ALL VOTED AYE MOTION CARRIED TO WIT PG 640

13. MOTION TO APPROVE MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING FOR
SUPPORT OF CONTINUITY OF COURT OPERATIONS IN THE EVENT OF
AN EMERGENCY BY JUDGE DAVENPORT SEC BY WARREN
ALL VOTED AYE MOTION CARRIED TO WIT PG 641-655

14. MOTION TO APPROVE GOING INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION PURSUANT
TO THE TEXAS GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 551.071 TO DISCUSS
PENDING/ANTICIPATED LITIGATION BY HOLT SEC BY HERRINGTON
ALL VOTED AYE MOTION CARRIED

15. NO ACTION TAKEN ON THE EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS
PENDING/ANTICIPATED LITIGATION

16. MOTION TO GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION PURSUANT TO THE TEXAS
GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 551.074 TO DISCUSS PERSONNEL BY
HOLT SEC BY HERRINGTON
ALL VOTED AYE MOTION CARRIED

17.  NO ACTION TAKEN ON EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS PERSONNEL

18. MOTION TO ADJOURN BY HOLT SEC BY WARREN
ALL VOTED AYE MOTION CARRIED

I, SHERRY DOWD, NAVARRO COUNTY CLERK, ATTEST THAT THE
FOREGOING IS A TRUE AND ACCURATE ACCOUNTING OF THE
COMMISSIONERS COURT’S AUTHORIZED PROCEEDING FOR NOVEMBER 8§,
2010.

SIGNED__8 DAY OF NOVEMBER, 2010.
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SHERRY DOWD, COUNTY CLERK S N Lot
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NAVARRO COUNTY , TEXAS
AD VALOREM TAXES COLLECTED YEAR TO DATE THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 2010

e { £
NAVARRO COUNTY Original Levy | Adjusted Levy
CURRENT 14,992 955.13 - 162,749.94 1 15,155,705.07 115,5692.95 | 15,040,112.12 57,451.47 15,513,634.57] 15,487,452.07
DELINQUENT 292 499.83 101,529.60 394,029.43 26,906.11 367,123.32 77,404.61 % %
TOTAL 15,285,454.96 - 264,279.54 | 15549,734.50 142, 499.06 | 15,407,235.44 134,856.08 96.64% 96.81%
STATE
DELINQUENT - -

NAVARRO COLLEGE LEVY LEVY
CURRENT 2,897,753.96 31,282.40 2,929,036.36 20,956.93 2,908,072 43 11,029.88 3,013,737.80 | 2,994 194.71
DELINQUENT 61,666.19 21,899.50 83,565.79 5,047 14 78,518.65 16,342.75 % %

TOTAL 2\,959,420. 15 - 53,182.00 3,012,602.15 26,004.07 2,986,598.08 27,372.63 96.15% 96.78%
CITY OF RICE LEVY LEVY
CURRENT 106,614.89 1773.73 108,388.62 §75.71 107,412.91 828.55 111,678.45 111,508.74
DELINQUENT 2,606.52 718.56 3,325.08 193.69 3,131.3¢ 646.87 % %
TOTAL 109,221.41 - 2,492.29 114,713.70 1,169.40 110,544.30 1,475.42 95.47% 85.61%
CITY OF KERENS LEVY LEVY
CURRENT 233,561.40 3,503.92 3,632.76 233,690.24 1,787.66 231,902.58 1,734.43 244,872.02 244 665.19
DELINQUENT 12,292.53 4,059.66 16,352.19 867.90 15,484.29 3,264.20 % %
TOTAL 245 853.93 3,503.92 7,692.42 250,042.43 2,655.56 247,386.87 4,998.63 95.38% 95.46%

CITY OF CORSICANA LEVY LEVY
CURRENT 7,225,382.81 64,130.79 7,289,513.60 46,394.08 7,243,119.52 21,3563.17 7,513,5603.60 | 7,426,360.25
DELINQUENT 118,372.21 42 207 44 160,579.65 9,019.08 151,560.57 30,251.90 % %

TOTAL 7,343,755.02 - 106,338.23 7,450,093.25 55,413.16 7,394,680.09 51,605.07 96.17% 97.29%
TAXYTD2008.xis
Prepared by

Russell P Hudson
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NAVARRO COUNTY , TEXAS
AD VALOREM TAXES COLLECTED YEAR TO DATE THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 2010

Russell P Hudson

b rAxes. © SUBTOTAL
CITY OF DAWSON
CURRENT 61,936.45 045 31 62,881.76 511.19 62,370.57 351.52 69,133.57 67,321.03
DELINQUENT 2.409.79 1,379.64 3,788.43 333.84 3,455 59 654.67 % %
TOTAL 64,346.24 - 2,324.95 66,671.19 845.03 86,826.16 1,006.19 89.59% 92.00%
BLOOMING GROVE ISD LEVY LEVY
CURRENT 1,305,930.03 16,824.26 1,322,754.29 10,062.91 1,312,691.38 5515.74 1,382,061.05 1,374.609.38
DELINQUENT 30,597.48 14,275.56 44 873.04 3,442 .66 41,430.38 9.598.46 % %
TOTAL 1,336,527 .51 - 31,099.82 1,367,627.33 13,505.57 1,354,121.76 15,114.20 94.49% 95.00%
DA N ISD LEVY LEVY
CURRENT 1,167,269.74 13,758.43 1,171,028.17 8,813.15 1,162,215.02 4,668.82 1,205,100.46 1,203,989.62
DELINQUENT 35,706.14 15,519.63 51,225.77 3,784.09 47 441.68 9,545.74 % %
TOTAL 1,192,975.88 - 29,278.06 1,222,253.94 12,597.24 1,209,656.70 14,214.56 96.03% 96.12%
RICE ISD LEVY LEVY
CURRENT 1,087,467.28 16,957.95 1,104, 425 23 8,606.22 1,095,819.01 6,663.57 1,154 992 39 1,139,961.37
DELINQUENT 36,655.17 11,878.81 48 533.98 2,828.30 45,705.68 8,739.82 % %
TOTAL 1,124,022.45 - 28,936.76 1,152,959.21 11,434.52 1,141,524 .69 15,403.39 94.15% 95.40%
CITY OF BLOOMING GROVE LEVY LEVY
CURRENT 89,048.40 1,477 .11 90,525.51 766.05 89,759.46 33465 93,120.68 93,065.90
DELINQUENT 2,615.06 712.84 3,327.90 176.13 3,151.77 649.58 % %
TOTAL 91,663.46 - 2,189.95 93,853.41 942 .18 92911.23 984.23 §5.63% 95.68%
TAXYTD2009.xls
Prepared by
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NAVARRO COUNTY , TEXAS
AD VALOREM TAXES COLLECTED YEAR TO DATE THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 2010

5

CITY OF BARRY

CURRENT 14,296.98 178.30 14,476.28 101.62 14,374.66 67.09 15,241.67 15,234.89
DELINQUENT 301.15 99.97 401.12 15.91 385.21 80.21 % %
TOTAL 14,508.13 - 279.27 14,877.40 117.53 14,759.87 147.30 93.80% 93.84%
CITY OF EMHOUSE LEVY LEVY
CURRENT 7,212.58 211.80 7.424.38 66.94 7,357.44 111.42 8,598.91 8.449.47
DELINQUENT 270.10 80.01 330.11 16.36 313.75 66.03 % %
TOTAL 7,482.68 - 271.81 7,754.49 83.30 7,671.18 177.45 83.88% 85.36%
CITY OF RICHLAND LEVY LEVY
CURRENT 12,219.12 171.03 12,390.15 102.76 12,287.39 56.37 14,105.26 14.051.78
DELINQUENT 658.29 270.72 929.01 67.70 861.31 182.93 % %
TOTAL 12,877.41 - 441.75 13,319.16 170.46 13,148.70 238.30 86.63% 86.96%
NAVARRO COUNTY ESD#1 LEVY LEVY
CURRENT 103,868.72 1,275.52 105,144.24 838.35 104,305.89 531.17 102,001.80 108,677.32
DELINQUENT 2,004.34 539.10 2,543.44 144.99 2,398.45 530.54 % %
TOTAL 105,873.06 - 1,814.62 107,687.68 983.34 106,704.34 1,061.71 95.29% 96.66%
CITY OF FROST LEVY LEVY
CURRENT 66,557.06 857.18 1,175.53 66.875.41 623.07 66,252.34 509.62 70,744.20 71,599.25
DELINQUENT 4,051.31 1,156.54 5,207.85 308.84 4,899.01 1,038.01 % %
TOTAL 70,608.37 857.18 2,332.07 72,083.26 931.91 71,151.35 1,547.63 94.08% 92.96%
CITY OF GOODLOW LEVY LEVY
CURRENT 2,273.68 70.25 2,343.91 29.05 2,314.86 30.51 3,018.27 299275
TAXYTD2009.xIs
DELNGH N by 350.35 148.71 499.06 38.99 460.07 98.66 % %

Russeli P Hudson
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NAVARRO COUNTY , TEXAS
AD VALOREM TAXES COLLECTED YEAR TO DATE THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 2010

Russell P Hudson

TOTAL 2,624.01 - 218.96 2,842.97 68.04 2,774.93 129.17 75.33% 75.97%
GRAND TOTAL 29,967,304.67 4,361.10 533,172.50 | 30,496,1168.07 268,420.37 1 30,226,695.70 270,331.96
MEMO:
TOTAL COLLECTED 30,766,448.03
TAXYTD2009.xIs
Prepared by
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FILED FOR RECORD

AT OCLOCK — M.
NOV 0 8 2010

SHERRY DOWD
COUNTY CLERK NAVARRO COUNTY, TEXAS

BY. DEPUTY

I, RUSSELL P HUDSON, NAVARRO COUNTY TAX ASSESSOR/COLLECTOR, DO HEREBY SWEAR UNDER OATH,
THAT THE ATTACHED REPORT IS A TRUE AND CORRECT REPORT.

TOTAL PAGES INCLUDING COVER SHEET 5
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" NAVARRO COUNTY

NAVARRO COUNTY , TEXAS
AD VALOREM TAXES COLLECTED DURING THE MONTH ENDING OCTOBER 2010

LEVY

CURRENT 1,949,781.52 13.20 1,849,794.72 14.26] 1,949,780.46 16,026,200.24
DELINQUENT 59,916.55 16,518.73 76,435.28 76,435.28 14,804.60 %
TOTAL 2,009,698.07 - 16,931.83 | 2,026,230.00 - 14.26] 2,026,215.74 14,804.60 12.04%
NAVARRO COLLEGE LEVY
CURRENT 381,756.32 381,756 32 2.72 381,753.60 3,112,064.50
DELINQUENT 11,994.12 - 3,405.86 15,399.98 15,399.98 2,965.69 %
TOTAL 393,750.44 - 3,405.86 397,156.30 - 2.72 397,153.58 2,965.69 12.24%
CITY OF RICE LEVY
CURRENT 21,813.01 - 21,813.09 108.97 0.35 21,703.89 123,433.71
DELINQUENT 128.39 48.47 176.86 1277 164.09 35.38 %
TOTAL 21,941.40 - 48.47 21,989.87 121.74 21,867.78 35.38 17.60%
CITY OF KERENS LEVY
CURRENT 74,368.72 222424 72,144 48 1.91 72,142.57 246,776.37
DELINQUENT 631.03 - 181.90 81293 812.93 162.55 %
TOTAL 74,999.75 2,224.24 181.90 72,957 41 - 72,955.50 162.55 30.07%
CITY OF CORSICANA LEVY
CURRENT 880,254.80 - 880,2654.80 10.56 880,244.24 7,665,883.64
DELINQUENT 13,479.92 - 3,641.62 17,121 .54 17,121.54 3,464.24 %
TOTAL 893,734.72 - 3,641.62 897,376.34 - 10.56 897,365.78 3,464.24 11.46%

TOTAL TAX REPORT - OCTOBER 2010.xs

Prepared by Gail Smith
Navairo County Tax Office
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OF BARRY

NAVARRO COUNTY , TEXAS
AD VALOREM TAXES COLLECTED DURING THE MONTH ENDING OCTOBER 2010

CURRENT 2,014.01 2,014.01 2,014.0 15,240.75
DELINQUENT 5.2 1.73 6.95 6.95 1.39 %
TOTAL 2.019.23 - 1.73 2,020.96 - 2,020.96 1.39 13.20%
CITY OF EMHOUSE LEVY
CURRENT 1,089.75 - 1,089.75 1,089.76 8,654.36
DELINQUENT 2212 465 26.77 2677 5.35 %
TOTAL 1,111.87 - 4.65 1,116.52 - 1,116.52 5.35 12.58%
CITY OF RICHLAND LEVY
CURRENT 1,239.80 - 1,239.80 _1,239.80 15,107.71
DELINQUENT 132.77 37.76 170.53 170.53 34.08 %
TOTAL 1,372.57 - 37.76 1,410.33 - 1,410.33 34.09 8.17%
CITY OF GOODLOW LEVY
CURRENT 466.57 - 466.57 233 464.24 3,397.15
DELINQUENT 78.56 39.78 118.34 10.34 108.00 23.68 %
TOTAL 545.13 - 39.78 584.91 12.67 57224 23.68 14.20%
CITY OF FROST LEVY
CURRENT 19,815.99 593.30 19,222.69 96.12 19,126.57 72,102.15
DELINQUENT 1,541.27 326.65 1,867.92 89.39 1,778.53 339.56 %
TOTAL 21,357.26 593,20 326.65 21,090.64 185.51 20,905.10 339.56 27.48%
CITY OF DAWSON LEVY
CURRENT 10,561.73 10,561.73 10,5661.73 72,213.76
DELINQUENT 839.97 21942 1,059.39 1,059.38 210.69 %
TOTAL 11,401.70 - 219.42 11,621.12 - 11,621.12 210.69 14.60%

TOTAL TAX REPORT - OCTOBER 2010.4ds

Prepared by Gail Smith
Navarro County Tax Office




NAVARRO COUNTY , TEXA
L

Prepared by Gail Smith
Navairo County Tax Office

CITY-BLOOMING GRO
CURRENT 17.207.13 17.207.13 17.207.13 97.250.71
DELINQUENT 459.79 107.80 567.59 567,50 11353 %
TOTAL 17.666.92 ; 107.80 1777472 ; 17,774.72 11353 17.67%
NAVARRO COUNTY LEVY

E£SD #1
CURRENT 18,507 04 : 18,607.04 92.49 0.20 1841435 114,680.02
DELINQUENT 1,260.70 ; 28571 153641 77.70 145871 307.30 %

TOTAL 19.757.74 ; 285,71 20,043.45 17019 19,873.06 307.30 16.13%
BLOOMING GROVE ISD LEVY
CURRENT 198,429,688 198 429.88 198,429.88 1,394,181.10
DELINQUENT 2.603.44 750,46 3,362.90 3,362.90 706.16 %

TOTAL 201,033.32 ) 75046 | 20179278 : 20179278 706.16 14.26%
DAWSON ISD LEVY
CURRENT 122,227.48 122,227 48 122.227.48 1,216.769.52

DELINQUENT 5,127.96 1,321.54 6,449.50 6,449.50 1,280.93 %
TOTAL 127,355 44 ] 132154| 12867698 ; 128,676.98 1,280.93 10.02%
RICE ISD LEVY
CURRENT 146,534.86 146,534.86 146,534 86 1,386,822.76
DELINQUENT 425397 1,208.49 5,462.46 5,462.46 1,092.44 %
TOTAL 150,788.83 ; 120849 |  151,997.32 ; 151,997.32 1,092.44 10.59%
GRAND TOTAL 3.948,534.30 281754 2812277 | 39738%962 49011 3261| 397331951 26,556.58
MEMO: YR-TO-DATE % CURRENT COLLECTED:
TOTAL COLLECTED 3,099,396 20 COUNTY 12.04% GOODLOW 14.20%
— COLLEGE T2.24% FROST 5%
ROLLBACK TAXES RICE 7 CITY-DAWSON T4.60%
) KERENS 30.07% CITY-BL GROVE 17.67%
TAX CERTIFICATES 1,110.00 CORSICANA 11.46% NC ESD #1 16.13%
BARRY 13.20% BGISD 74.26%
HOT CK FEES EMHOUSE 12.56% DAWSON ISD 10.02%
TOTAL TAX REPORT - OCT! RICHLAND 8.17% RICE ISD 10.50%
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NAVARRC COUNTY, TEXAS

- AD VALOREM TAXES COLLECTED DURING THE MONTH OF OCTOBER 2010
CURRENT TAXES L o ) . o e
COUNTY | 159242701 1320 150244021 1163 159242858
ROAD&BRIDGE 32064637, | 3084637 245 3064392
FLOODCONTROL _ 2770814 __o77osta o18 27707961
TOTAL 1,949,781.52 13.20 1,949,794.72 14.26 1,949,780.46 | -
 DELINQUENTTAXES = o B e L e o ,I o L
COUNTY  aooe889 1357877 6264766 | 6264766 1212661
STATE I - %_7,,,,,“ - EL,,,-, R o ',,,I R
ROAD & BRIDGE 008109 269841, 1268040 . 1268040] 246396
FLOODCONTROL 86567 24155 10722 1722, 21403
TOTAL 59 916.55 w 16,518.73 \} 76,435.28 - 76,435.28 i 14,804 .60
_ TOTALALLOCATION | | 1 o I
COUNTY 164149590 1359197 165508787 1163  165507624| 1212661
STATE S S A N
ROAD&BRIDGE 33962836 260841 84230677 245 34232432 | 24639
FLOODCONTROL | 2857381 24155 2881536 018, 2881518 21403
TOTAL 2,009,698.07 | 16,5631.93 . 2,026,230.00 14.26 ‘ 202621574 . 14,804.60
COUNTY TAX REPCRT

Prepared by Gail Smith
Navarro County Tax Office
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CELLULAR PHONE ALLOWANCE AUTHORIZATION

NAME: U/&Ck(ﬁ Freeland
DEPARTMENT: IIL%‘HC,& f)’f W “@m “pﬁf’ 3
JoB TITLE:_Sush (2, Dt e QM

JUSTIFICATION FOR ALLOWANCE:

DATE APPROVED/DECLINED IN COURT: [/ L/ o) //[)
EFFECTIVE DATE: || !.3 l I0D(0
AMOUNT: % 50 J MD!’IM\

ADD M REMOVE [] CHANGE [ ]

By signing this form, the employee understands that they wiil be required to
provide proof of billing for cellular telephone service in their name on a
periodic basis, as deemed necessary by Navarro County.

SIGNATURES:
EMPLOYEE: DATE:

DEPARTMENT HEAD; Vool )~ DATE: 11~ 40

Revised July 27, 2009
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CHIEF JUSTICE CLERK
WALLACE B. JEFFERSON 201 West 14th Street  Post Office Box 12248 Austin TX 78711 BLAKE A. HAWTHORNE
‘ - Facsimile: 1463
JUSTIGES Telephone: 512/463-1312 acsimile: §12/463-1365 GENERAL COUNSEL
NATHAN L. HECHT ALICE McAFEE
DALE WAINWRIGHT
DAVID M. MEDINA ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT
PAUL W. GREEN NADINE SCHNEIDER
DON RO BT PUBLIC INFORMATIO
DON R. WILLETT L MATION CFFICER
EVA M. GUZMAN November 2, 2010 OSLER McCARTHY

DEBRA H. LEHRMANN

Dear Constitutional County Judge:

RE: Memorandum of Understanding for Support of Continuity of Court Operations in the Event of an
Emergency

The purpose of this letter is to remind you that your county has not executed a memorandum of
understanding (MOU) with the Supreme Court of Texas for support of continuity of court operations in the gvent
of an emergency and to strongly encourage you to do so. The MOU is simply a good neighbor policy meant to
assist your fellow Texans in times of need.

Approximately two years ago, the Supreme Court of Texas Task Force to Ensure Judicial Readiness in
Times of Emergency developed, and the Supreme Court approved, an Interim Plan to Ensure Judicial Readiness
in Times of Emergency. Under this plan, Texas counties can enter into an MOU with the Supreme Court in which
each county agrees to support the continuitfy of court operations in any other county that has experienced a disaster.
Counties providing assistance pursuant to an MOU will be reimbursed for reasonable costs associated with that
assistance. Participation in the plan is voluntary. Attached is the interim plan, with the MOU form attached as
Appendix B.

To date, 145 counties have executed an MOU. A list of the counties with an executed MOU can be found
/emtf/about.asp.

If your county will participate, please complete and sign the attached MOU with a copy of my signature
affixed to it and return the signed copy to:

Blake Hawthomne
Clerk, Supreme Court of Texas
P.O. Box 12248
Austin, Texas 78711-2248




Constitutional County Judge

b2

November 2, 2010

If you have any questions, please contact Mary Cowherd, Deputy Director, Texas Office of Court
Administration, at mcowherd@txcourts.gov or 512/463-1629,

attachment

cc:

The Honorable John Ovard

The Honorable Olen Underwood

The Honorable Billy Ray Stubblefield
The Honorable David Peeples

The Honorable J. Manuel Banales
The Honorable Stephen Ables

The Honorable Dean Rucker

The Honorable Jeff Walker

The Honorable Kelly G, Moore

Sincerely,

Fbllonr 78 Gt

Wallace B. Jefferson
Chief Justice

Page 2
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INTERIM PLAN
To Ensure
JUDICIAL READINESS

In Times of Emergency

A REPORT FROM THE COMMITTEE TO DEVELOP AN
INTERIM PLAN

TASK FORCE TO ENSURE JUDICIAL READINESS IN TIMES
OF EMERGENCY

Interim Plan

Page 10113
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1.0 Executive Summary

On November 19, 2007 the Supreme Court of Texas in Misc. Docket No. 07-91 94 issued its
“Order Creating Task Force to Ensure Judicial Readiness In Times of Emergency.” The Task
Force has the responsibility of recommending to the Supreme Court of Texas a Judicial
Continuity of Operations Plan (JCOOP) for all courts in Texas.

1.1 Introduction

Disruptive events early in this millennium have alerted Texans to the need for the executive,
legislative and judicial branches of government to establish coordinated, state-wide Continuity of
Operations Plans (COOPs) to ensure that, even during times of disaster, state government can
provide uninterrupted essential services to its citizens. Texas judges must be able to continue to
provide essential juridical services during emergency situations, whether the crisis arises from
natural disasters, terrorism, technical breakdowns, civil unrest, pandemic or other catastrophes.
As highly visible symbols of government under the rule of law, judges have a duty to provide a
stabilizing influence during periods of disorder and to help return society to a semblance of
normality. This duty includes resuming normal governmental operations as quickly as possible.

This document is an interim plan; if a county wishes to make provisions for additional sites to
conduct court within the county and does not need assistance from its neighbors, it is encouraged
to do so. This interim plan is designed to assist local judicial officials to continue essential
operations during emergencies until the Legislature passes future legislation addressing these
issues and/or individual counties create their own COOPs,

1.2 Purpose

The goal of the JCOOP is to ensure that essential juridical services are available to those who
seek access 1o the court when a courthouse is unavailable or inoperable. Adjunct court services
provided by executive branch personnel, including court clerks, court reporters, security
personnel, etc. should be the subject of their respective COOPs.

1.3  Definitions
CJ - The Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Texas.
CJA - The Chief Justice of any intermediate Appellate Courl.

COOP - The Continuity of Operations Plan is a plan for the executive, legislative and judicial
branches of Texas state government to provide coordinated, state-wide essential services to its
citizens in the event of an emergency.

Disruptien of court operations — The ceasing of normal court business because of a large scale
emergency.

Emergency — A disaster or unforeseen event that precludes a court from conducting business.

Interim Plan

Page 2 of 13
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Essential court personnel — The minimum amount of staff needed for justice administration in
the event of disaster or emergency.

JCOOP - The Judicial Continuity of Operations Plan is the plan for the state judicial branch of
Texas government to provide essential court services to its citizens in the event of an emergency.

LAJ - The Local Administrative Judge as defined in section 74.091 of the Texas Government
Code.

M.O.U. - Memorandum of Understanding between the Supreme Court of Texas and any county
supporting the continuity of court operations of another county in the event of an emergency.
(Appendix B - Form MOU attached)

Necessary court proceedings — Judicial proceedings, which may require court action or
issuance of an order, and must take place within a specific time period to ensure due process of
taw for all citizens.

PJ — The Presiding Judge of an Administrative Region as described in Chapter 74 of the Texas
Government Code.

Supreme Court — Shall mean the Supreme Court of Texas.
1.4  Applicability and Scope

This JCOOP, while voluntary in nature, applies to all members of the state judiciary — from trial
to appellate courts. When a county LAJ or CJA determines that a disruptive event has occurred
that will interfere with essential judicial services, the JCOOP shall be implemented immediately.
At the CJA or the LAJ’s discretion, the MOU shall be activated to ensure that essential court
operations in a designated county can continue with minimal delay and interruption. During the
period of disruption, the CJ of the Supremc Court of Texas and/or the PJ of the affected
Administrative Region has the discretion to implement such MOUs as necessary to provide
essential services to the citizens of the State of Texas.

1.5 How to Use this Plan

This JCOOP is organized so as to provide notice to judges and officers of the court who wish to
provide essential judicial services during periods of disruption. The Supreme Court and specific
counties will implement the appropriate MOUs.

2.0 JCOOP Implementation

To implement this JCOOP, judicial officers within an affected county who wish to provide
essential judicial services during a period of disruption shall give such notice in writing. Once
the CJ of the Texas Supreme Court or the PJ of the affected region receives such notice, the CJ
or the PJ shall make a written designation that the assistance of a specific county is required to
ensure the continued operation of the essential business of judges of a designated county.
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Such written notice shall be by internet website and activated emergency e-mail addresses for the
judges of the designated courts. Designation shall be made in accordance with the MOUs with
the several specific counties. Once the MOU is implemented, the judges of the designated
county shall conduct their essential operations in the specific county in accordance with the
terms of the MOU. (See Appendix A for Communication Plan recommendations)

3.0 Planning Assumptions

Regardless of the cause of the disruption, this JCOOP is designed to ensure that essential
juridical services will be available to the citizens of the State of Texas as soon as possible.

31 JCOOP Plan Phases

Phase I: This JCOOP shall be executed by activation of one or more MOUs in accordance with
the discretionary decision of the elected local judges, the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of
Texas, the Chief Justice of any intermediate Appellate Court, and/or the Presiding Judge of an
Administrative Region.

Phase II: Once activated, subsequent alternate sites for essential operations may be required and
activated at the discretion of the elecled local judges, the CJ, CJA, and/or the PJ of an affected
Tegion.

Phase IIl: Recovery and reconstitution of juridical services by the judge/judges of the
designated county/counties shall proceed rapidly in accordance with recovery plans of the
appropriate adjunct services which assist the judges in performance of juridical services.

4.0 JCOOP Elements
4.1 Alert and Notification

Court officers shall receive notice by appropriate postings on the designated county’s website.
Notice should be sent to three e-mail addresses maintained for the subject judge/judges (e.g.
hotmail, gmail, SBC, EarthLink, etc.) To avoid notification default because a service provider
fails, judges should maintain three e-mail addresses. During periods of disruption, the subject
judge may personally survey e-mail communications from parties seeking essential juridical
services, or designate an adjunct service provider to maintain communication surveillance and
report the needs of affected court officers to the judge.

4.2 Essential Juridical Funections

Upon receiving a request of a court officer for access to juridical services, the subject judge shall
address the necessary essential juridical functions. The subject judge shall provide the requested

resources in the priority established at the judge’s discretion or in the order in which the judge is
notified of the request for juridical services.
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4.3 Order of Succession

Each judge shall respond to the instructions of the Supreme Court of Texas or the Presiding
Judge of an Administrative Region. Such instructions may modify the order of succession as
needed to provide essential juridical services. The Supreme Court or the PJ of the affected

region shall give appropriate notice to the subject officer of the court seeking essential juridical
functions.

44  Delegations of Authority

Unless delegated to another entity or judge, all administrative authority shall remain with the
Supreme Court or the PJ of the affected region.

4.5  Alternate Sites

As deemed necessary by the implementing authority and/or the local elected judge, alternate
court sites shall be identified in accordance with the terms of MOUs.

4.6 Communications

Communications with a judge shall be maintained through the e-mail addresses published on the
subject county website.

4.7 Devolution

Whenever requested, each judge’s essential juridical services shall devolve as directed to the
Supreme Court of Texas or the Presiding Judge of an Administrative Region.

4.8 Recovery/Reconstitution

Transition from designation status to pre-disruptive event status shall be in accordance with the
MOU. The implementing entity shall direct resumption of normal services as it deems
appropriate.

5.0  Specific Procedure
5.1  Delineations

Within the framework of the plan. the necessity arises for specific instructions to be carried out

in the event of an emergency. To simplify the process, emergency events have been categorized
into with warning and without warning.

5.2 Immediate Actions

This plan is designed to provide guidance in times of emergency; however, certain preparations
must be made before an emergency exists. To fully maximize the potential of this interim plan
parties should:

5.2.1 Review COOP for county and instruct staff to follow.
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526
5.2.7

528

529

5.2.10

5.2.11

o4d

If no County COOP exists, provide leadership in creating COOP for County; or
Create JCOOP for court.

Discuss with staff regarding an offsite meeting place and obtain at least two
contact numbers for each member of staff.

Get contact numbers for .T. people to obtain access to court docket information.
Review MOU and determine best specific county if possible.

Become familiar with and bookmark the informational websites for Presiding
Judge of the Administrative Region and the Supreme Court of Texas. (e.g. Obtain
contact information for the PJ, including Blackberry numbers, etc.).

Provide PJ and Supreme Court with your contact numbers and websites.

Make sure that all judges in county have contact information for all other judges
and essential staff. (e.g. telephone and e-mail).

Have contact numbers and alternate e-mails for all personnel both in designated
county and several specific counties.

Review communication plan recommendations in Appendix A.

5.3  Procedure - Loss of Courthouse Without Warning

5.3.1

5.3.1.1

532

533
5.3.3.1.

534

534.1

5342

Notify the Supreme Court and/or the PJ of the loss of courthouse facilities.

Notification may be via personal contact, telephone, cell phone, pager, e-mail.
radio and TV broadcasts, court emergency information line (¢.g. 1-800-number)
or any combination thereof.

Contact staff by any means listed above. (N.B. It is essential to have these
numbers on and off site.)

Locate docket for the day and the week.

Review docket for essential hearings. (Essential hearings are defined at the local
judge’s discretion.)

Contact the ILAJ, who, in turn, contacts the PJ with a Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) request.

In the event the judge is unable to contact LAJ, the judge should contact the PJ
directly,

The judge should request activation of the MOU.
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5.3.5

53.6

538

54

047

The judge should instruct staff to provide the parties notice of the time and place
essential hearings will be held. In the event staff cannot be located, the judge may
rely on the terms of the MOU to have the staff provided by the specific county to
give notice lo the parties, as well as canceling the remaining docket.

If possible, locate the clerk and request the essential files. If clerk cannot be
reached, or file cannot be located, acknowledge the court can work from
attorney’s files and accept any new filings on behalf of the clerk in a previously
opened file. Any new files must be opened by the clerk of specific county.
Determine if a Visiting Judge is needed for hearing. Judges may:

) Hear their own cases.

(2)  Request a Visiting Judge to hear cases. (N.B. An elected statutory
county court judge cannot be assigned to hear an out of county
case.)

3) Request the Elected Judge from the specific county to hear cases.
(i.e.  exchange of bench)

4) Determine if one Judge of designated county will hear all essential
proceedings. (N.B. It is recommended one judge hear all essential
cases.)

Review dockets as far out as expected recovery time. Provide necessary notice to
insure due process and to disrupt cooperating county as little as possible.

Procedure - Loss of Courthouse With Warning

5.4.1 Notify the Supreme Court of Texas and/or the PJ of the anticipated loss of
courthouse facilities.

543

5.4.4
545

546

547

Contact the LAJ about an MOU, determining which specific county the designated
county is to use as an aliernate site for court operations. If unable to contact LAJ,
contact the PJ with request to activate the MOU. If unable to contact the PJ,
contact the Supreme Court to request activation of the MOU.

The judge reviews the docket and cancels hearings except for essential hearings.

The judge contacts the specific county, confirms location of borrowed space as
well as contact numbers for borrowed location.

Provide the parties with notice of new location and time by the most effective
means available. (i.e. telephone, e-mail, hardcopy (mail) etc.)

Contact the clerk for files related to essential cases on docket. Notily where and

when hearing is to be held. (N.B. The judge can accept filings in event of
emergency.)
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5.4.8 Determine if clerk will go to the specified county. Instruct coordinator and court
reporter relative to hearing. (N.B. The form MOU does provide that the specified
county will provide essential staff in addition to location and facilities.)

5.4.9 Determine if a Visiting Judge is needed for hearing. Judges may:
(1 Hear their own cases.

(2) Request a Visiting Judge to hear cases. (N.B. An elected statutory county
court judge cannot be assigned to hear an out of county case.)

3 Request the Elected Judge from the specified county to hear essential
proceedings (exchange of bench).

(C)) Determine if one Judge of designated county will hear all essential cases.
Note: It is recommended one judge hear all essential cases.

5.4.10 Review dockets as far out as expected recovery time. Provide notice to ensure due
process and to disrupt specified county operations as little as possible.
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APPENDIX A

Communication Plan Recommendations

During the last few major incidents that have affected the area, there have been some valuable
lessons learned with regards to communications and the ability to effectively disseminate critical
information to key management personnel. During these times the normal *“land line” voice
communication is often not available or is over utilized and not reliable, therefore a need exists
for a secondary and possibly a tertiary method of communication. One of the more reliable
methods is the use of mobile handheld data devices with voice capability. These devices allow
the user many different communication options with the same device such as voice, e-mail, and
text messaging.

Our recommendation is the use of a Blackberry mobile device. Using Blackberry mobile devices
can maintain communications in several different ways. First, you can use the handheld device
to send and receive e-mails using the corporate messaging system. Second, you can send a
standard text messages using the cellular service provider, possibly with an additional charge by
the cellular service provider per text message sent and received. And finally, you can send text

messages called PIN Messages using Research in Motion's (RIM) network at no additional fees
from RIM or your cellular service provider.

The Blackberry handheld can be utilized for e-mail messaging in one of two ways. You can
utilize Blackberry Enterprise Server (BES), or you can use the Blackberry Desktop Manager. To
use the Blackberry handheld devices to the fullest capability requires a BES server. When using
the BES server you get the functionality of security and manageability, also when using the BES
server you can maintain secured communications because all communications between the
handheld device and the messaging server are encrypted. Additionally, you have the ability to
encrypt the handheld’s file system to prevent users from gaining access to locally stored data in
the event of theft or loss. You have the ability to manage the handhelds individually or in groups
through the BES server as well. You can wirelessly load software updates to the handhelds,
change settings, and even completely wipe the file system in the event of theft or loss. To
implement the BES server several things are needed; an IT professional with the ability to
oversee and manage the BES application, a dedicated server, as well as additional licensing from
Blackberry. If you do not have the resources to dedicate to the BES server you can use the
Blackberry Desktop Manager software. This is software that the user will install on their
workstation PC that will allow users to still be able to send and receive e-mail messages to and
from their handheld devices. There is no additional licensing or hardware requirements when
using the Blackberry Desktop Manager software.
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In the event that corporate e-mail systems are unavailable you can still maintain communication
between users using text messaging provided by your cellular service provider. Again, keep in
mind that the cellular service provider sometimes charges per text message sent and received.
The ability to text message using your cellular provider could possibly be limited in the event of
disaster. When a large percentage of users try to connect to their cellular service at the same
time, the cellular service can be overwhelmed and a large number of subscribers will be unable
to communicate using voice or text messaging.

The final way of communication is exclusive to Blackberry handheld users and is one of the
biggest advantages of using the Blackberry handhelds. Each Blackberry handheld that is
produced is assigned a unique number called a Personal Identification Number (PIN). All
Blackberry users can communicate with any other Blackberry user using this unique PIN. The
messages that are sent to a PIN are routed only on Research in Motion’s network and the cellular
service provider is never needed during this type of communication. So, in the event of a
disaster when the cellular provider’s service is overwhelmed you can maintain contact using the
Blackberry PIN messaging system. Also, there are no charges for any PIN messages sent or
received.

Please note, that in times of emergency this service could be disrupted if you are a Nextel user
and their system is down. All major providers except Nextel provide for cell service roaming.
Because of this limitation, Nextel users could experience interruptions in their service that others
may not experience. This becomes critical in PIN messaging during a disaster scenario.
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Appendix B

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
BETWEEN
COUNTY AND THE SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS
FOR
SUPPORT OF CONTINUITY OF COURT OPERATIONS
IN THE EVENT OF AN EMERGENCY

This memorandum of understanding (MOU) is between J[ﬂﬂﬂrra County and the Supreme
Court of Texas.

L PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF MOU

The purpose of this MOU is to define the assistance and cooperation that )(/ AURYY®
County will provide to a county that is designated by the Supreme Court, the presiding judge of
the Administrative Judicial Region, the Chief Justice of any Appellate Court or a
Local Administrative Judge (“designated county™) as requiring Mgggg vvO _ County’s
assistance in order to continue the operation of the courts of the designated county.

The Supreme Court’s intent in executing this MOU is to provide a framework for the continuity
of court operations in any Texas county that has experienced a disaster or unforeseen event that
prectudes a court from conducting business. This MOU is not limited to assistance to first tier or
second tier coastal counties as defined by Sec. 2210.003, Texas Insurance Code.

All counties agreeing to provide assistance under this agreement shall be entitled to receive
assistance as described herein from all participating counties

II. PROCEDURE AND ASSISTANCE

In the event that the Supreme Court or the presiding judge of the Administrative
Judicial Region designate in writing that the assistance of Aguavvo County is required to
ensure the continued operation of the courts in a designated county, or assistance is requested by
any Local Administrative Judge N_Q}gm vo_ County agrees to provide the following to enable

the Appellate, District, Statutory, and Constitutional County Courts of designated county to
continue court operations:
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A adequate facilities for court sessions;

B. adequate office space for judges and essential administrative staff, including essential
county and district clerk staff; and

C. adequate telecommunication and information management tools necessary for the judges

and essential administrative staff to conduct court business.

A/AUQV‘ o County agrees to provide assistance within 24 hours of notice of a
designated county requiring its assistance. A/guavrp County agrees to provide assistance
under this MOU without any further contractual requirements for a period of up to seven
working days. If it is anticipated that assistance will be required beyond seven working days,
NBVAvye County and designated county will negotiate an interlocal agreement for the
additional support.

III. REIMBURSEMENT OF COSTS

Designated county will be responsible for reimbursing Mguavve County for reasonable costs
associated with the assistance provided. Costs will be limited to extraordinary expenses for

County, such as supplies, equipment, personnel costs above normal salaries and benefits,
security, and utilities.

IV.  TERM

This contract is to begin upon the date of execution and shall terminate on , OF
until rescinded in writing, upon 15 days written notice, by either party.

Supreme Court of Texas /\/ AVRAYVY O  County

Filloe 75 .

Wallace B. Jefterson Name:
Chief Justice Title: (“nu NTY . uvLUa,e_

Date: M“(f L/'l ud? Date: // - & — /0
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Appendix C
SAMPLE PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT
TO: All Interested Parties
FROM: Judge ( Name and Court Number)
DATE:
SUBJECT: Public Access to Court Information and Operations

Please use the following resources to obtain information during this
emergency:

Supreme Court Information:
Website: www.supreme.courts.state.tx.us
Clerk’s Office: 512-463-1312

Regional Presiding Judge:
Name:
Court Number (if applicable):
Website and/or General Phone Number:

Local Administrative Judge:
Name:
Court Number:
Website and/or General Phone Number:

County Clerk:
Name:
Address:
Website and/or General Phone Number:

District Clerk:
Name:
Address:
Website and/or General Phone Number:
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