	Describe any overall changes to the content you have observed as a result of opening child protection hearings and records to the public -- provide examples if possible:

	
	

	PROFESSION
	WRITTEN RESPONSES

	Judge/Referee
	This repeats prior question - same answer.

	Judge/Referee
	It seems everyone tries to be more accurate and to refrain from repeating unsubstantiated allegations.

	Judge/Referee
	More complete filings all the way through, except defense filings - still cryptic if at all beyond a general denial.

	Judge/Referee
	There is less info about things such as c.d. treatment, psych evaluations, sexual assaults.

	Judge/Referee
	The only difference is that initials tend to be used more than names.

	Judge/Referee
	GALs have access to more information.  No knowledge as to public.

	Judge/Referee
	More caution regarding private medical/psych information.

	Judge/Referee
	There have been times with public present that the statements by participants including myself have been affected by non-parties listening.

	County Attorney
	As we are all aware that the petitions answers, exhibits, reports are public, everyone is more circumspect as to the content of the documents.

	County Attorney
	Hours have been spent at all stages of the proceedings to develop and implement data privacy protections for families involved in the system.  To date many issues remain unresolved, such as dealing with federally protected C.D. treatment information.  We need more focused rulemaking to balance proof problems and data privacy rights.

	County Attorney
	All parties are generally more careful with information put to the court knowing information may be available to the public.

	County Attorney
	Only because we started separating the info that is to remain confidential to make it easier for court administrator to separate the public from non-public info.

	County Attorney
	We may leave items out of petitions, not use names or just generally draft petitions move carefully.  I am cognizant of the audience when addressing the court and may choose not to refer to certain matters in open court.

	County Attorney
	I think exhibits are sometimes sealed due to concerns related to open records concerns.

	County Attorney
	I will respond, despite having no experience prior to OPEN CHIPS.  As assistant county attorney, we take the position that court documents cannot be 'softened' in the event that someone may review et documents.  The court and the parties must be made aware of the allegations - the same is true as far as exhibits and Social Worker Reports.  I can't speak to GAL Reports specifically, but feel they care altered or softened for fear of what is accessible to public.  I sense that certain cases & the "touchy" subject matter cause stunts to be altered.  I feel judges are more aware of OPEN et and may not be as direct as in other cases.

	Court Administrator
	The confidentiality of evaluations and foster parents' names and addresses are primarily the only information kept confidential.  The children's names were expressed by just initials during the primary stages of the transition.

	Court Administrator
	Petition caption changed - In the matter of the child of:  (parents' names)

	Court Administrator
	Some people question why these items are there for public record.  We have to try and explain this pilot project.

	Court Administrator
	County attorneys are more careful what they list in petitions, i.e. foster parent info.  All parties are much more careful what is said and how they say it in the courtroom.

	Public Defender
	Everyone is a bit more reluctant to talk about the details of difficult cases with others in the audience.  Again, examples include sexual abuse cases and other cases that are "embarrassing" to children, such as garbage house cases, parents who are chemically dependent.  I more often feel sorry for my juvenile clients who may have their school classmates present in the courtroom (on delinquency matters) then I did when the court system was confidential.  

	Public Defender
	Everyone wants to be sure that written documents do not contain names.

	Public Defender
	Petitions are only initiated when there is a well-documented case that shows clear negative impact on the child, nothing frivolous.  GAL reports are more thorough and well documented.  Social worker reports are well documented, more thoughtful, considerate and compassionate than I've known them to be before.  They also advocate for the child's TPR & adoption only when family resources have truly failed.  

	Public Defender
	People tone it down and are subtler.

	Public Defender
	People are more concerned with making sure that they are not going to get press then following the law and doing the right thing in many areas.

	Public Defender
	Parents/counsel more guarded in their disclosures to the court.  Judges occasionally include "audience" in their remarks.

	Public Defender
	Instead of referring to an affected child, ordinal numbers are used - delays and depersonalizes proceedings.

	Public Defender
	Courtroom statements are less freely made so issues can be more vague or details overlooked because of public presence.

	Public Defender
	No change because no one comes - change if media or public is present.  

	Public Defender
	Hard to evaluate.

	GAL
	Private data - high profile cases!

	GAL
	As I have stated above, answers, reports, and statements may be abbreviated or things may be left out, needing extra time to discuss things privately in chambers with the judge and lawyers to protect the family's privacy and dignity.

	GAL
	Written reports appear written with the knowledge that they may be viewed by someone not familiar with the process; a bit more guarded.

	GAL
	Both social workers and GALs are more guarded in what is written and disclosed in reports to the court.  S.W. reports are far briefer and more cursory than prior to open access.  As a GAL, I am very concerned about making statements or providing information that will be read by parents, etc, possibly damaging rapport or even putting the child at risk.

	GAL
	I believe the social worker reports, courtroom statements, and judge statements may be more comprehensive or complete.

	GAL
	Participants are somewhat reluctant to freely discuss sensitive issues if there are "outside" persons present.

	GAL
	None other than child one and two, etc.

	GAL
	Everyone seems to act in a responsible manner regardless of the audience.

	GAL
	I think the "better/good" judge statements were just due to the "good" judges.

	GAL
	While the essence and final recommendations of any given report may be the same, report writing has been more difficult with "open" hearings and records.  This is because the need to protect sources has to be considered more carefully.  I sometimes feel this limits my ability to state my case and support my recommendations as forcefully and clearly as I'd like.

	Social Worker
	There have been instances where it appeared answers were more careful in sex misconduct cases.

	Social Worker
	There were changes at first to not use the names of the children, but it was cumbersome and difficult to understand which child was which.  Names are now being used.

	Social Worker
	Reports are brief.

	Social Worker
	Petitions - different wording.

	Social Worker
	More need to protect anonymity of foster home placements, etc.  Less detailed in-court information.  More discussion in chambers.

	Social Worker
	Some professionals think if they are well liked, they must be conducting themselves in the best interests.  There are not good tools to evaluate risk level.  Social workers' understanding and ability to evaluate risk vary significantly.  Judges variance in treatment of social workers impact the comfort of the workers sharing pertinent information.  

	Social Worker
	Trying to write your report and hi-light the child's name takes extra time.  Testifying without using the name is also difficult.

	Social Worker
	Protecting names of kids and foster parents and protecting confidential info, i.e. names, reports.

	Social Worker
	The same reason.  People are more guarded because they are suspicious of strangers or relatives in the courtroom.

	Social Worker
	Petitions are more thorough and describe more.  Answers the judges give have an explanation and rationale provided for decision.  GALs are more careful about understanding their role instead of identifying with the parent and advocating for the parent.  

	Social Worker
	Our petitions are more specific, as far as information.  The judges are also making an effort to voice their expectations very clearly to the parents and the orders are also more specific.  In the past, orders were often vague.

	Social Worker
	In all reports, comments made in court, etc. have to reflect wording that provides privacy for those involved.

	Social Worker
	Wording is more careful.  More efforts to keep the identity of foster parents private.  Less detail which is painful or embarrassing to family, parents, or children.

	Social Worker
	I feel that there have been changes as to the information provided.  My reports are brief and do not provide details.

	Social Worker
	Just enough information is given to protect the child or victim from further harm.  The reason being is, at times, juvenile offenders sit in the courtroom during open hearings awaiting their hearing.  I have observed peers of the victims who were awaiting their own hearing.  I believe this causes the victims unnecessary embarrassment.

	Social Worker
	Most county attorneys and CP staff are aware that anything in the judge's file is public.  This affects the content of report and petitions.

	Social Worker
	County attorneys, judges, and PDs are careful about psych records, tests, etc., and cases are identified as "the children of Ms. Jones" instead of by the children's names.

	Social Worker
	More reports and their contents have not been added to the open record per PD request.

	Social Worker
	Do not identify children by name.

	Social Worker
	Way language is used.  Child's names left off and much description info left out.  

	Social Worker
	A small change in petition early in 1998 when reporters were coming to a lot of hearings - for confidentiality purposes.  

	Social Worker
	Languages of petitions changed; more items are added to diligent efforts by social workers to locate parent.

	Social Worker
	Judges have given clarification specifically to media when present.  Petitions do not identify child by name.

	Social Worker
	See 15.  Parents are embarrassed by the presence of the media.  I have worked on cases where the children were filmed being led to a squad car upon the discovery of a garbage house shown on the 6:00 news.  All parties are aware the media will follow up with the results of subsequent court hearings.  Kids over 10 may be filmed coming out of court and seen by their peers at school.  Children shouldn't be embarrassed for their parents' errors.

	Social Worker
	Confusing reports, petitions, etc. where initials are used rather than names.   Statements in court appear more generic and guarded in an attempt to protect privacy.

	Social Worker
	The overall process seems to be more accurate.

	Social Worker
	Statements are minimized and answers are briefer, which doesn't give a full picture.

	Social Worker
	Slightly more formal.

	Social Worker
	GALs do more reports than in the past.  Social workers' reports are more detailed and discussion in court is very specific.

	Social Worker
	As above, I believe people are sensitive to any audience - especially attorneys, judges, SW's - giving fuller answers, more careful prep and statements.  Perhaps more caution on part of judges.  We really need more observers than we get.

	Social Worker
	Time is sometimes spent deciding if certain exhibits, i.e. psychological reports, will be closed to the public.  Judges and participants may make minor changes in their presentations if they know an "audience" is present, but I would say the changes are very minor.

	Social Worker
	P.D. generally objects to exhibits being entered into court files.

	Social Worker
	I am careful to not identify addresses of foster parents who do not want to be known.

	Social Worker
	Judge has told media certain "rules" regarding what will be in the file, etc.  Some courtroom statements have included explanations for family members that are present.

	Social Worker
	Sometimes not appropriate to say things in front of certain family members.

	Social Worker
	Judges describe the situation to all people at court, giving brief description of the pilot project.

	Social Worker
	Judges seem to be more aware of public nature of their statements.

	Social Worker
	Judges more thorough, thoughtful.

	Social Worker
	Some things are more formal, but content has not changed.

	Social Worker
	All I can say is that I try to present any information in court using a language that lay people can understand and avoid court or social work jargon.

	Social Worker
	More caution on identifying information.

	Social Worker
	People involved are more careful when using the child's name to identify him/her.

	Social Worker
	We have needed to develop certain limited access forms re foster parent addresses.


