GJ Code Standardization User Group and Clerk’s User Group Meeting Minutes      Wednesday, November 7th, 2007  
Attendees:  Mary Bellefeuille, Bert Cisneros, Patrick McGrath, Carrie Stoneburner, Sue Hall, Mary Edie, Debbie Young, Vicki Aguilar, Gordon Mulleneaux, Debbie Stevens, Elaine DeBow, Karen Ferrara, Cindy Linnertz, Dolly Legleu, Andy Dowdle, Ed Bradford, Shelly Bacon, Lily Shafer.
1. APPROVE NEW DOCUMENT TYPES (from “Final Inactive Status for report design requirements 110507”) 
Order: Deferred Prosecution - approved
Order: Terminating Drug Court – Successful - approved
Order: Terminating Drug Court – Unsuccessful - approved
Rule 11: (document and minute entry) Order: Finding of competency – approved
Rule 11: (document and minute entry) Order: Finding of in competency - approved

Order: Dismissing Appeal - approved
Order: Reinstate to Active calendar – hold until further notice (not approved)
Notice: Bankruptcy Discharged – hold until further notice (not approved)
2. CONSOLIDATED CASE PROCESSING (from Gap Analysis sessions)
11/7/07 update: The discussion resulted in the following:  All records, including financials, would remain on the child case.  But, after case consolidation, any additional docketing would be on the Parent Case.  If the cases are ever un-consolidated the child case will not display the information that was done on the parent case while they were consolidated. If there were outstanding financials on the child case prior to consolidation they would remain on the child case.  So after consolidation if a payment was taken for the receivables on the child case, the money would be applied to the child case.  Anything that occurs after consolidation will be posted to the parent case.  The only way the child case would be “touched” after consolidation is if there were outstanding receivables on the case prior to the consolidation. 
A request was made to display an additional pop-up box asking the user “are you sure….” before the case is consolidated.
3. REQ 6.29 - Ability for the system to automatically apply a prepaid deposit to the appropriate case once the judgment has been issued. Example payment posted before complaint is filed .NOTES on REQ 6.29 - The group discussed EDC (Early Disposition Court) cases and how to track money for those cases.  Sheri recommended that the Code Standardization Committee establish a case type for EDC cases.  Per the 11/7/07 JAD session and additional input from Sheri, this request is no longer needed.
4. APPROVE CRIMINAL CASE SUBTYPES (FELONY) (Code Standardization Subcommittee previously approved for statistical reporting).   11/7/07 update:  The following felony case subtypes were approved.
	Person - Homicide

	Person - Sex Offenses

	Person - Kidnapping

	Person - Robbery

	Person - Aggravated Assault

	Person - Other Assaults

	Property - Burglary

	Property - Auto Theft

	Property - Other

	Drug - Possession

	Drug - Other

	Weapons

	Public Order

	Motor Vehicle - DWI / DUI

	Motor Vehicle - Moving Violations

	Motor Vehicle - Non Moving Violations

	Other Felony / Unclassified


5. APPROVE NEW FILING CASE SUBTYES (FOR COUR TOOLS REPORTING)
11/7/07 update:  The following felony case subtypes were approved
	3.5.4
	Filing Method for Case Type - Justice Court Appeal
	 
	 

	Filing Case Type: JP Appeal
	
	
	
	
	 

	3.5.4.1
	 Proposed New Case Subtypes: Criminal and Criminal Traffic, Civil Traffic

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	3.5.5
	Filing Method for Case Type - Muni Court Appeal
	
	 

	Filing Case Type: Muni Appeal
	
	
	
	
	 

	3.5.5.1
	Proposed New Case Subtypes: Criminal and Criminal Traffic, Civil Traffic

	
	


6.  REQ 5.22 - Identify capital or complex designation. When a litigant requests and court designates an action as a "complex case" (multiple defendants with different time lines) or a capital case (death penalty case).Notes on REQ 5.22 - In AmCad you must designate a case as complex by adding an Event Type.  For Civil Cases the complex case designation can be an event. However, for criminal cases the group wants to be able to designate the complexity of a case by the charges or case types.  In one version of AmCad, they can assign “Parts” (Part I, Part II, and Part III) that is automatically selected by the Case Sub-Type selected.  This indicator appears at the top of the screens.  ‘Part’ will be renamed to ‘Track’ to match the current business process.  Who is responsible for designating case types that are considered complex?  The parameters/timelines of the Tracks also need to be determined so that the CMS will perform the necessary functions when a case is designated as complex.  11/7/07 update:  The committee approved the use of a “check box” for both criminal and civil cases.  These check boxes would be named “Criminal – Complex” and “Civil – Complex.”
7. REQ 5.57 - The system should allow for a bench warrant to be issued for counsel or a witness. Issue warrants for non-parties. NOTES on REQ 5.57 - The group believes that the current functionality in AmCad covers this requirement.  Add the party as an association and issue a document warrant.  If a juror failed to appear a new case would be added – the juror would not be added as an associated party.  The standardization group needs to review this process regarding whether the juror will be added as a new case or the person will be added as an associated party. 11/7/07 update: per previous GJ code standardization discussions, this would result in a new case.
8. Procedure for approving additional table information:  A spreadsheet will be sent to the team prior to 12 noon Tuesday, November 13th.  This spreadsheet will include AZTEC table information that must be reviewed and approved by the Code Standardization committee prior to November 30th.  The spreadsheet will be reviewed by the team at a separate meeting on Friday, November 16th.  Then, the team will meet again to discuss at the rescheduled GJ Code standardization meeting on November 20th meeting (the November 21st meeting will be cancelled.)  Call in number will be provided.

Next Meeting:  Tuesday, November 20th 1:30 – 3:00 p.m.
