GJ Code Standardization and Clerk’s User Group Meeting 

Minutes
Wednesday, November 17th, 2010
1:30 – 2:30
(602) 452-3193 Access Code 1116
11/17/2010 Agenda:
· Cochise:
· How do courts currently know if a case is subject to or not subject to mandatory arbitration upon filing of a new case?
· Is there a code that can be used at case initiation to deal with this, or should it be a system generated pop-up box that states it is or is not subject to mandatory arbitration?
· Yavapai and Mohave put the mandatory arbitration status in the comments
· Currently there is an event of “Arbitration: Certificate of Compulsory Arbitration” that should’ve be used when docketing the certificate of arbitration.
· Discussion that there should be a way to notate if the case “is” or “is not” subject to compulsory arbitration.
· Decision to end date “Arbitration: Certificate of Compulsory Arbitration.” 
· Add two new event entry type codes to CV of:
· Arbitration: Certificate  of Compulsory Arbitration – Is Subject To
· Arbitration: Certificate  of Compulsory Arbitration – Is NOT Subject To
· Yavapai:
· Request to add “Armenian” as a language. 
· No Objections
· AOC:
· Request to add all language codes currently in AJACS to standardization
	ENGLISH

	SPANISH

	ITALIAN

	GERMAN

	CHINESE

	JAPANESE

	FRENCH

	RUSSIAN

	POLISH

	SIGN LANGUAGE

	MANDARIN

	NAVAJO

	PORTUGUESE

	THAI

	TURKISH

	VIETNAMESE

	UNKNOWN

	ARABIC

	BOSNIAN

	CANTONESE

	HINDU

	KOREAN

	NATIVE AMERICAN


· Discussion occurred as to whether or not we should add an exhaustive list of all languages, or limit the languages to the most frequently used languages and add new languages on a case by case basis.

· The group agreed that only the most commonly used languages, the languages currently existing in AJACS, should be add to standardization and others added on a case by case basis upon request.

· The group also agreed to remove Navajo to remove confusion since at the 6/16/2010 GJ Code Standardization Meeting we decided to add a general Native American and type the specific Native American language in the comments field.   
· Santa Cruz:
· Request to add the following Hearing Type and Minute Entry to JD and GC:

· Hearing: Initial Guardianship

· Minute Entry: Initial Guardianship

· Santa Cruz does not create a new case once the issue of guardianship is raised in a Juvenile Dependency case.

· Eventually, Santa Cruz should transition into creating a new guardianship case once the guardianship matter is raised on a Juvenile Dependency case, as stats pulls guardianship information from the case type and the cases in which they add a guardianship matter to a Juvenile Dependency case will not be counted. Most other counties already open a new Guardianship case when this occurs.
· Currently, “Minute Entry: Petition - Guardianship of Minor” and “Hearing: Petition - Guardianship of Minor” are available for use in Juvenile Dependency Cases. It will remain available for the courts, at least temporarily; however, stats will not count this as a guardianship case if filed under a Juvenile Dependency Case. 
· Request is Removed as Santa Cruz should use the existing codes of “Minute Entry: Petition - Guardianship of Minor” and “Hearing: Petition - Guardianship of Minor” and enter “Initial Guardianship” in the comments.
· Apache:

· Discussion: There are many different approaches for quashing a warrant and I want to adopt a standardized process for my office.  One scenario is a warrant is issued, the defendant is picked up and brought before the judge.  Upon his appearance before the judge, a warrant quash event is entered.  However, a week later, the paperwork from the Sheriff’s Office comes in with an arrest date that is different from the appearance date.  These documents are to be scanned, but now what event should they be entered into the system.  Can’t use the quash warrant event, because that event has already been entered.  I have been having my clerk’s scan the documents attached to the quashing event that occurred earlier.  

However, the reverse of the scenario can also happen.  The paperwork from his arrest comes in prior to him appearing in court.  (He may be confined in another county, DOC, etc)  We will quash the warrant upon the receipt of the paperwork.  

· I think the best way to handle this may be a new event code.  For the first example, since you already quashed the warrant, add a new event docketing the paperwork from the sheriff.  For the second example, add a new event docketing the appearance in court.  Do you have any terminology you would like to use for these?  I think this would be good to discuss at the next meeting to see how all of the other courts are handling this issue. 

· When I tested using the event code for warrant returned (for the scenario where the paperwork comes in before the defendant or in some instances long after the defendant has been arraigned on the outstanding warrant) it takes off the warrant flag on the case.  I don’t think that we want the warrant flag to be removed when we are only docketing in the paperwork.  We want it to be removed when he is arraigned on the warrant, appears before the judge or quashed.  

· Again, I think this is something we should discuss with the group as I would think most courts would agree that it should only be removed when the defendant is arraigned on the warrant, appears before the court or the warrant is quashed.  
· Discussion on this matter occurred and it was a agreed that the following warrant codes should be defined as noted below so all courts are using them the same:

· A) “Warrant: Quashed” – A warrant is quashed when a defendant with an existing warrant appears before a judge or when a judge orders the warrant quashed. Only upon docketing of “Warrant: Quashed,” should the warrant flag be removed and the case status should change to Open and the Party Status to Active.
· B) “Warrant: Served/Executed” – Warrant: Served/Executed should be used when the warrant paper work is served and comes in before the defendant appears before a judge or before the judge orders the warrant quashed. “Warrant: Served/Executed” should keep the warrant flag on the case, and the case status should remain stayed and the party status shall remain as “Warrant.”
· C) “Warrant: Miscellaneous Documents” – Add this as a new event entry type.  “Warrant: Miscellaneous Documents” should be used when the warrant has already been quashed, but additional paperwork (i.e. the original warrant) is received by the court regarding the warrant.
· This new event entry type code allows the additional paperwork to be docketed without changing the case and party status, which would have changed to Open/Active upon quashing the warrant, and to keep the warrant flag unchecked.

· Apache:
· Request to add the following Payment Code to Probate:

· Payment: Chg Venue to This County – Probate
· No Objections

· AJACS Table clean up: Tabled for next month
· END DATE AND DISABLE THE FOLLOWING PAYMENT EVENTS.

	Description
	Description

	PAYMENT:ACS - FARE - no special collections
	There are only two FARE fees that can be assessed to a case – a delinquency fee and the special collections fee.  These already exist in Code Standard and in the court’s databases.

Payment Codes
Payment Document Type
Payment Document Subtype
Payment
Fare Delinquency Fee
Payment
Fare Fee Spec Coll


	PAYMENT:ACS - FARE Special Collections
	

	PAYMENT:ALLIANCE ONE
	This is a “local” specific payment event for a specific collection agency. This can vary by court….

	PAYMENT:ANS/RESP DISSOLUTION/ SEPARATION/ ANNULMENT
	W & W/O CHILD ALREADY EXISTS

Payment Codes
Payment Document Type
Payment Document Subtype
Payment
ANS/RESP DISSOLUTION/SEPARATION/ANNULLMENT W/CHILDREN
Payment
ANS/RESP DISSOLUTION/SEPARATION/ANNULLMENT W/O CHILDREN


	PAYMENT:BASE FEES
	These are coved by filing fees when the court opens a case or when they use payment events for answer/response/petition/applications.

	PAYMENT:BASE FINE (84%)
	COVERED BY PAYMENT: BASE FINE

	PAYMENT:BOND - TRUST
	BONDS ARE POSTED TO CASE USING BOND POSTING FUNCTIONALITY IN AJACS.

	PAYMENT:BOND POSTED - OTHR CRT
	

	PAYMENT:BOND POSTED - THIS CRT
	

	PAYMENT:BOND POSTED (CASH)
	

	PAYMENT:CERTIFICATION OF DOCUMENT
	SAME THINGS AS PAYMENT: CERTIFICATION

	PAYMENT:CONTESTED ADOPTION FEE
	No fees for adoptions

	PAYMENT:DELIVERY FINANCIAL SERVICES
	This is a “local” specific payment event for a specific collection agency. This can vary by court….

	PAYMENT:FARE-NO SPECIAL COLLECTIONS
	Payment Codes
Payment Document Type
Payment Document Subtype
Payment
Fare Delinquency Fee
Payment
Fare Fee Spec Coll


	PAYMENT:GENERAL REVENUE CORPORATION
	This is a “local” specific payment event for a specific collection agency. This can vary by court….



	PAYMENT:GENERAL SERVICES FEE
	Not sure if this is meant as a local collection agency or for services charged (misc clerk’s fee) but either way 

IF This is a “local” specific payment event for a specific collection agency. This can vary by court….

IF this is meant as a misc clerk’s fee then there is already a payment event for that.

	PAYMENT:GUARDIAN CARD FEE             
	This could also be considered as local specific fee….can be associated to the current event:

Payment: Miscellaneous Fees

	PAYMENT:INJUNCT/HARASSMENT
	No fees to be charge for injunctions against harassment 

	PAYMENT:INSTALLMENT PYMNT FEE
	This is covered by: 

Payment Codes
Payment Document Type
Payment Document Subtype
Payment
Time Pymt $20 Jcef


	PAYMENT:LINEBARGER, GOGGAN, BLAIR & SAMPSON
	This is a “local” specific payment event for a specific collection agency. This can vary by court….



	PAYMENT:MISC SERVICE FEE & MAIL
	Covered by:

Payment Codes
Payment Document Type
Payment Document Subtype
Payment
POSTAGE AND HANDLING 
AND

Payment Codes
Payment Document Type
Payment Document Subtype
Payment
MISCELLANEOUS CLERKS FEE $18.00
OR

Payment Codes
Payment Document Type
Payment Document Subtype
Payment
Fees - Misc
 

	PAYMENT:MUNICIPAL SERVICES BUREAU
	This is a “local” specific payment event for a specific collection agency. This can vary by court….



	PAYMENT:OSI COLLECTION SERVICES
	This is a “local” specific payment event for a specific collection agency. This can vary by court….



	PAYMENT:OVERPAYMENT/OVERAGE/MISC
	Covered by 
Payment Codes
Payment Document Type
Payment Document Subtype
Payment
Overpymt Forfeited
Payment
Overpymt Refunded


	PAYMENT:PET DISSOLUTION/SEPARATION/ANNULMENT 
	SEPARATE EVENTS SET UP

Payment Codes
Payment Document Type
Payment Document Subtype
Payment
PET FOR DISSOLUTION/ SEPARATION/ ANNULMENT W/CHILDREN
Payment
PET FOR DISSOLUTION/ SEPARATION/ ANNULMENT W/O CHILDREN


	PAYMENT:PETITION FOR ADOPTION
	No fees for adoptions

	PAYMENT:PETITION JUVENILE ADOPTION
	No fees for adoptions

	PAYMENT:PETITION TO APPOINT CONSERVATOR OR OTHER PROTECTIVE ORDER
	No fees for protective orders and is also covered by payment event:

Payment Codes
Payment Document Type
Payment Document Subtype
Payment
PETITION APPT GUARDIANSHIP/ CONSERVATORSHIP


	PAYMENT:PROSEC ATTY ADV COUNCIL
	Why would this type of fee be assessed to a case?  To me it sounds like it might be like an attorney reimbursement fee.  Which then the fee would be assessed to the case either through charge/sentencing or the event:

Payment Codes
Payment Document Type
Payment Document Subtype
Payment
Attorney Reimbursement


	PAYMENT:TRUST INVESTMENT ACCT
	When or Why would this fee be assessed to a case? 

	PAYMENT:VALLEY COLLECTION SERVICES
	This is a “local” specific payment event for a specific collection agency. This can vary by court….

	PAYMENT:VAN RU CREDIT CORPORATION
	This is a “local” specific payment event for a specific collection agency. This can vary by court….




· UPDATE TO EXISTING PAYMENT EVENT

	1255698
	PAYMENT: POSTAGE AND HANDLING     
	Add to all court types


· ADD THE NEW EVENTS

	PAYMENT: DOMESTICATE AZ DECREE
	ADD NEW PAYMENT EVENT – currently only way for fees to be assessed for this are at case initiation.  Need to be able to also assess these fees through a payment event

	PAYMENT: DOMESTICATE FOREIGN DECR  
	ADD NEW PAYMENT EVENT – currently only way for fees to be assessed for this are at case initiation.  Need to be able to also assess these fees through a payment event

	PAYMENT: SINGLE ESTATE APPLICATION/PETITION  
	ADD NEW PAYMENT EVENT – currently only way for fees to be assessed for this are at case initiation.  Need to be able to also assess these fees through a payment event

	PAYMENT: SMALL CLAIMS TAX CASE  
	ADD NEW PAYMENT EVENT – currently only way for fees to be assessed for this are at case initiation.  Need to be able to also assess these fees through a payment event


