GJ Code Standardization and Clerk’s User Group Meeting 
Agenda
Wednesday, June 15, 2016

1:30 – 3:30
(602) 452-3288 Meeting ID: 5233

6/15/2016 Agenda: 
Jurisdictions Represented:
Cochise - Casey Streeter
Gila – Esther Rios, Vicki Aguilar, Anita Escobedo, Teri Griego
Maricopa – Sheri Jaffe 
Mohave- Della Hiser, Corrine Hester
Navajo – Marla Randall
Pima –John Baird, Cassandra Urias
Santa Cruz – Valeria Fuentes
Yavapai- Karen Wilkes, Shannon Shoemake, Donna McQuality, Kelly Gregorio, Julie Malinowski, Jonathon Derois 
AOC- Pat McGrath, Karla Williams, Carolyn Kolia
	

Yavapai:
· Requesting that end-date be removed from – Minute Entry: Temporary Custody Hearing 
· Yavapai County would like to remove the end date from event "Minute Entry: Temporary Custody Hearing".  In 2013, when the terminology of "custody" was changed to "legal decision-making", the AJACS event code was end dated. This terminology is still proper when working within Juvenile Dependency matters, pursuant to Rule 51, Rules of Juvenile Court.
· After discussion with courts, we are adding a new event 
· Minute Entry: Temporary Custody (Rule 51) Hearing

Pima
· Request for new case category under juvenile court type - ICW 
· ICWA statutes mandate that voluntary consent documents be executed and recorded before a judge.   Therefore, such cases must be initiated and hearings set before a judge.  Additionally, the consent documents must be filed within each case.  It would be best to organize these matters under a specific Juvenile category, instead of a miscellaneous category (JM), which is our current method.  Accordingly, we request that a case prefix of ICW be created under Juvenile.
· This new case category will be used to initiate these specific cases in a more descriptive and structured fashion, and to tie calendared events and documents to each case.  
· Authority: The Federal ICWA statute, sec.1913 requires that, “[w]here any parent or Indian custodian voluntarily consents to foster care placement….such consent shall not be valid unless executed in writing and recorded before a judge of a court of competent jurisdiction and accompanied by the presiding judge’s certificate that the terms and consequences of the consent were fully explained in detail and were fully explained in detail and were fully understood by the parent and or Indian custodian (other requirements for judge follow).”
· This category request may need to be shortened to comply with case numbering in AJACS.
· This is being tabled for next month.  Cassandra will send an example case which will be shared with the courts.  These cases are filed by Dependent Children’s Services per Cassandra.  There have only been 3 filed this in Pima County this year.  Below is information from Maricopa County provided by Sheri Jaffe.  I have also attached her example.

· We assign these cases a JI case type designation.
· 2 JI cases filed- 2015
· 0 JI cases filed- 2016 currently
· One case reviewed was for parents that have their own problems and their three children that they are unable to provide care for due to the children’s behavioral issues.  They consented to an Aunt taking the children.
· One case (redacted and attached) noting previous parent rights termination and adoptive parents are consenting to another family taking the child.

· No other counties have had these types of cases filed.  All counties will review the examples and be ready to discuss at the next meeting.

· AOC:
· This was tabled in April:
Mohave:
· Requesting ‘Restricted’ status on – Miscellaneous: Exhibits 
· This is an event used to docket in exhibits for sending to the Court of Appeals, and it would be great if the “Restricted” flag were automatically checked.
· Tabled until next month.  Pat will review statutes and rules and I will follow up with Patrick Scott.  This may be a business process issue.
· Pat was not able to identify any Rules or Statutes requiring that exhibits be restricted when sent to the Court of Appeals.  Additionally, Patrick Scott noted that there were no such requirements. 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]It was decided that this is a business practice issue and no changes will be made at this time.

· The group discussed having bi-monthly meetings but the decision was made to keep the monthly meetings scheduled.  However, if no requests are submitted, the meeting will be cancelled.
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