GJ Code Standardization and Clerk’s User Group Meeting 
Agenda
Wednesday, December 16, 2015

1:30 – 3:30
(602) 452-3288 Meeting ID: 3357

12/16/2015 Agenda: 	
Jurisdictions Represented:
Gila- Terri Griego
Maricopa – Sherry Jaffe
Mohave- Della Hiser, Corrine Hester
Pima – Andy Dowdle, John Baird, James Giacomino
Pinal- Mary Bell, Cathy Montijo, Sandi Offt, Nicky Felix
Santa Cruz – Valeria Fuentes
Yavapai- Karen Wilkes, Shannon Shoemake, Shaunna Kelbaugh, Julie Malinowski, Donna McQuality, Kelly Gregorio, Rachel Roehe, Becky Hamilton 
Yuma- Lawrence Tortora, Montgomery, Sharayah Montgomery 
AOC- Patrick McGrath, Karla Williams, Carolyn Kolia

· COCHISE :
· Requesting modifications to - Request: Modify Child Support to Modify Child Support/Parenting Time and Order: Modify Child Support t0 Order: Modify Child Support/Parenting Time.
· We would like to request to make a change to the current code - Request: Modify Child Support to Request: Modify Child Support/Parenting Time; as well as to change Order: Modify Child Support to Order: Modify Child Support/Parenting time.  We would like the case status to automatically change to reopen with the request and re-adjudicate with the order.
· There were no participants from Cochise so this was tabled for next month.
· Graham:
· Request to change auto default for case status on Minute Entry: Change of Plea and Sentencing.
· We would like the event code Minute Entry: Change of Plea and Sentencing to be modified to adjudicated.
· There were no participants from Graham so this was tabled for next month.

· Pinal:
· Requesting new event – Judgment: Summary Judgment
· When the court receives either a motion for or stipulation for summary judgment regarding paternity in domestic cases, the party submits a summary judgment for signature as well.  This would also be used in civil cases where a summary judgment is utilized.
· Request to have no auto-default case/party status associated to this new event.
· Della from Mohave stated that she believe that Order: Paternity Order should be used.  A vote was taken and the other courts had no objection to adding this.  Therefore, this is granted.
· Request to add new codes Affidavit: Calculations of Arrears or Notice: Filings of Arrears Calculation
· Court notes this is a common filing and they are currently using Notice: Notice of Filing.
· Other courts noted that they would use this so this is granted.

· AOC
· There have been several inquiries regarding the new warrant forms.  We are hoping to have all of answers by Wednesday when we meet.  In the meantime, Yavapai has been working on the form and has submitted the following concerns.
· Which form do we use? The one attached to Arizona Supreme Court Order R-15-0024 or Rule 41? I have attached both of them.
· Melanie indicated Pat Scott put the check boxes for illustrative purposes and that we are ok to modify that to be a dropdown with the different warrant types our court uses? Is this considered modifying a Supreme Court Form?
· Regarding the reasons, since this form is for criminal warrants only, we question why an appearance reason for ‘Failure to Pay (Child Support)’ is included as a reason on this warrant, but not as a NCIC code.
· What is the purpose of the Purge date on this warrant if it is for criminal only?
· After discussion with Yavapai County and Melanie, the following clarifications were made:
· [bookmark: _GoBack]The form attached to this email is the correct form to use.
· The Purge date is not a mandatory field.  
· The NCIC number is not mandatory but is beneficial.  
· The victim checkbox has been removed as have any reference to child support or other civil matters.  
· On the copy attached, there are several reasons listed for the warrant but only one needs to display on the warrant itself so when you create your form, a drop down containing all of the reasons would be advantageous.  
· If you are a court that includes the judge or division number, those can be added to the same box as the case number.

· Let me know if you have any more questions. 
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