GJ Code Standardization and Clerk’s User Group Meeting 
Agenda
Wednesday, May 21, 2014

1:30 – 3:30
(602) 452-3288 Meeting ID: 2902
5/21/2014 Agenda: - 
	Attendees:  Teri Softley/Apache; Casey Streeter/Cochise; Martha Anderson, Debbie Young / Coconino;   Vicki Aguilar, Esther Rios, Terri Griego/Gila; Della Hiser/Mohave; Marla Randall/Navajo; Jane Phillips, Andy Dowdle/Pima; Valeria Fuentes/Santa Cruz; Kelly Gregorio, Karen Wilkes, Donna McQuality/Yavapai; Carol Ashton, Stephanie Lujan, Karla Williams/AOC.
	 
· Apache:
0. Request to add new code - Indicator: AOC Script  
· Need an indicator for data script cleanup documentation that would be hidden from public access.  This will be used when a fix needs to happen in a court’s database and it can only be fixed using a script written by AOC and documentation needs to be provided to AOC. 
0. Tabled until it has been reviewed by AJACS User Group. Renny stated it may entail vendor involvement and that it’s a more involved process than it appears.  Teri to submit to AJACS User Group.
0. Request to add new code – Order: Preliminary Protective Hearing
· Requesting an event code to identify the orders coming out of a Preliminary Protective Hearing.
· Granted after a vote by the group (7 yes).
  
· Cochise:
· Discussion item
1. Isn’t an Injunction Against Harassment case supposed to stay adjudicated even if the defendant requests a hearing? Consequently, the only time the case status may get changed after a hearing could occur, if the Injunction is dismissed after the hearing. Why do we use in Superior Court adjudicated, then reopened, then re-adjudicated? In the Limited Jurisdiction you use closed and it remains closed and eventually is completed, it’s never reopened again. I didn’t see anything in the civil rules that an Injunction needs to be reopened once a party requests a hearing. At the same time we are not using this methodology for stand-alone Orders of Protections. So what’s the difference? Shouldn’t an Injunction of Harassment just remain adjudicated once it’s granted and was served?
1. Tabled as it is regarding case status.  Auto-Event group to begin next month.

· Coconino:
0. Request to modify existing code – Order: Modifying Probation Supervision 
1. Requesting this code place the case in RE-ADJUDICATED status. Currently we manually change the case status to RE-ADJUDICATED. The order will only be used after the defendant has been sentenced to probation and the case has been ADJUDICATED then RE-OPENED.
1. Tabled as it is regarding case status.  Auto-Event group to begin next month.

· Gila:
· Discussion item
· Would like to know how other courts disposition charges in juvenile cases when the prosecutor charges city codes along with the routine 8-201, 8-241, 8-341?  Are they asking that these city codes be added to the Tables?  Are they showing 8-201 as the charge being dispositioned and then clarifying that in Comments?   Is there another way to get around this? 
· Recommendation to submit to Stephanie Lujan as she can populate local charges. 

· Pinal:
· Request for new Special Handling Court and associated codes.
· Special Handling Court – Regional Misdemeanor DV Court
· Events – Order: RMDVC & Order: Order and Conditions of Probation (RMDVC)
· Appearance Reason – RMDVC
· Minute Entry – Minute Entry: RMDVC
· Party Status – RMDVC
· Pinal was not present for meeting.  Requests will be moved to next month’s agenda.
· Yavapai:
· Request for new code – Order: Referring High Conflict PEP Class.
·  In the near future our judges will be referring repeat offenders to this class which is held at the college for 8 weeks with two hour sessions each week.  The judges want to be able to track these types of events.  
· Denied.  After voting, Yavapai would be the only court using this event. 
· Yuma
· Request to modify existing code – Order: Revoke Probation
· Order: Revoke Probation event in AJACS should be modified to change the case status to ‘Re-Adjudicated’.  Currently the code does not do a case status change. Code is currently being used but it would be more helpful if it had an auto trigger since the corresponding event code – Petition to Revoke – has the ‘Re-Open’ case status trigger.
· Tabled as it is regarding case status.  Auto-Event group to begin next month.
· AOC
· Miscellaneous items.
· Arbitration: Notice of Appointment of Civil Arbitrator
Arbitration: Notice of Assignment of Civil Arbitrator
Three courts don’t use either.  Of the remaining 10, 1 uses ‘Assignment’ but has only used it twice.  I will be end-dating ‘Notice: Assignment of Civil Arbitrator’.  Casey asked if anyone was using the Arbitrator functionality and Della noted that they were.  Casey will be calling Della for more information.
· Stipulation: Stipulations to Substitute Counsel
Stipulation: Stipulation to Substitute Counsel
Every court uses the ‘Stipulation to Substitute Counsel’ with only sporadic use of the first one.  I will be end-dating ‘Stipulations to Substitute Counsel’.
· Stipulation: Transfer of Probation – used once.  What is it used for?
I will end-date.  No one knew how it would be used.
· Will: Return Receipt – Never used.  Can it be end-dated?
I will end-date.
· Discuss Auto Event Trigger Workgroup
· Auto-Event Workgroup – Meetings beginning 6/25/2014
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