GJ Code Standardization and Clerk’s User Group Meeting 

Agenda
Wednesday, November 16th, 2011
1:30 – 2:30
By Email
11/16/2011 Agenda:

· Coconino:

· Request to automatically change the case status of, “Order: Resume Prosecution” to “Open.”
· No Objections

· Mohave:

· Request to remove “Homeless” as an Address Type.

· The requesting court is not entering an address for someone who is homeless because if they were to select “Homeless,” it requires entry of a zip code, which the person would not have.

· Request was not approved: “Homeless” will not be removed from Code Standardization.  Too many courts are using “Homeless” to signify a person is homeless.  Most of the courts are using either the zip code of where the homeless person was cited, the zip code of the county seat, or “99999” when entering a zip code when using “Homeless” as an Address Type.
· Also, when typing the first few letters to get “Home/Physical,” “Homeless” is the first code to populate and the user must change this for the majority of instances.

· This will be looked into during table cleanup to determine if it can be changed.

· Pinal:

· Request to add the following Events:

· “Request: Request for Protected Addresses” to FL

· No Objections

· “Request: Request for Hearing” to all Case Categories

· No Objections

· “Request: Request for Order Granting or Denying Custody Hearing” to FL

· Tabled for 12/14/2011 meeting.

· La Paz – Requests further information
· Yavapai - The “Request:  Request for Order Granting or Denying Custody Hearing” doesn’t make sense to me.  Who would make a request to deny a hearing?  If this is one party requesting an order granting a custody hearing and the other party requests an order denying the hearing, would it make more sense to have two separate dockets rather than combining them?  I may be missing something on this one.

· “Statement: Statement Pursuant to ARS 14-5651” to GC (See Attachment below for Example)

· No Objections
· “Receipt: of Restricted Funds” to GC

· Court orders the petitioner to open a restricted account and provide proof (Receipt of Deposit of Restricted Funds).

· Tabled for 12/14/2011 meeting.

· La Paz – Wouldn’t this be better entitled Notice: of Establishment of Restricted Account?
· “Payment: Advisory Fee” to JV

· Ordered as a fee at the time of the Advisory hearing with regard to attorney fees.

· Request removed by requestor.  They currently use “Payment: Public Defender Fees,” and will continue to use this based on recommendation of the group.
· “Payment: Forensic Interview” to CR & JV
· Ordered as a fee at the time of Sentencing (in the sentencing judgment) ($500).

· Tabled for 12/14/2011 meeting.
· La Paz - What is a forensic interview and what authority permits the assessment?
· Is this being assessed pursuant to ARS §13-1414, which requires the county to pay for the forensic interview, or ARS §13-824, which the court can assign the fee to the defendant?
· AOC:

· Request to add “Order: Bankruptcy Discharged” to CV, FL, GC & PB.

· This code will be used when the Order Discharging the Bankruptcy is received.  This will not change the case or party status automatically because the Notice of Bankruptcy can be filed pre or post adjudication and can have different statuses before being stayed.

· No Objections
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