


GJ Code Standardization and Clerk’s User Group Meeting 
Agenda
Wednesday, January 21, 2015

1:30 – 3:30
(602) 452-3288 Meeting ID: 3357
1/21/2015 Agenda: - 
	
· Cochise:
· Request to add Charging Document: Supervening/Superseding Indictment with default status of ‘Open’.  Additionally, add default statuses of ‘Stayed’ to events Minute Entry: Motion – Remand to Grand Jury and Order: Remanding to Grand Jury. 
· When the Defendant is re-Indicted, the County Attorney provides a document titled “Superseding Indictment” and we would want that to trigger a case status of OPEN.  However, the code we now use doesn’t do that.  The clerk dockets it as CHARGING DOCUMENT: Indictment (again), and then types Superseding Indictment in the comments section.  Could we get a new code – CHARGING DOCUMENT: Superseding Indictment – with a triggered status of OPEN
·  Criminal Rule 8 addresses excluded time.  Rule 8.4b speaks to delays resulting from a remand for new probable cause determination – a remand to Grand Jury.  We have two event entry types addressing remand, but neither STAYS the case:
· Minute Entry: Motion – Remand to Grand Jury
· Order: Remanding to Grand Jury

· Santa Cruz:

· Request for new event code: Report: ACJIS Report
· Tabled from November - In order to keep files clean, and to protect the ACJIS Report; we want to have a separate docket event for these reports. It will be used to seal, restrict and keep them safe. We are currently using the docket event of Report: Confidential Criminal History because said report is filed along with police reports and the prior criminal history reports. However, if this code is approved then we would be able to docket that separately.
· Several courts asked exactly what documents this would be used for.  Some courts stated that they use ‘Miscellaneous: Criminal History’ for this purpose.  Please be prepared to discuss exactly which documents you are referring to.
· The other courts are not having this issue.  Many do not even get them from probation.  Juan Pablo has requested that this be tabled again so that he has an opportunity to speak with Santa Cruz County Probation.



· AOC:
· Discussion regarding how to process ‘Excess Proceeds – Sale’ cases.
· When AJACS was first deployed, this was considered a case type with the hierarchy shown below.
· Civil>Civil>Excess Proceeds – Sale
· According to my historical data, that case type should have been end-dated on 11/25/2008 and the new hierarchy should have made this a case sub-type (shown below):
· Civil>Civil>Contract>Excess Proceeds – Sale
· [bookmark: _GoBack]I believe that some databases missed the update and so some courts continued to use the first one.  If courts are using the first one, these cases are not displaying on Public Access.  If they are using the second one, they are displaying on Public Access which is correct per AOC Legal.
· Day forward, please use the process shown below:

[image: ]

· The meetings for this year are set up as WebEx’s. If you do not want to participate in the WebEx, simply dial the phone number and meeting id shown at the top of the agenda.  If you do want to attend the WebEx, the meeting invitation contains a link and instructions on how to connect. 
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