GJ Code Standardization and Clerk’s User Group Meeting 

Agenda
Wednesday, August 17th, 2011
1:30 – 2:30
(602) 452-3193 Access Code 7002
8/17/2011 Agenda:

· Pinal:
· Request to add the following Event Entry Type to CV & CR:
· Motion: Motion/Request for Production of Documents/Evidence
· ARCRP 15 & ARCP 34
· Discussion occurred and it was decided this will not be added to code standardization as it is prohibited under ARCP 5(G)(2)(b), which states:
· (2) Papers Not to Be Filed. The following papers shall not be filed separately and may be filed as attachments or exhibits to other documents only when relevant to the determination of an issue before the Court:
· (B) Discovery Papers. Notices of deposition; depositions, interrogatories and answers; requests for production, inspection or admission, and responses; requests for physical and mental examination; and notices of service of any discovery or discovery response.
· Request to add the following Event Entry Type to CR:
· Allegation: Allegation of Offenses Committed While Released
· Allegations as an addendum to indictment…defendant therefore subject to enhancement of punishment per ARS 13-604
· Discussion occurred and it was decided this will not be added to code standardization, but rather the court should be using “Addendum: to Indictment” and notate in the comments this is what was filed. 
· Request to add the following Event Entry Type to CR:
· Allegation: Allegation of Historical Prior Convictions
· We currently have “Allegation: Allegation of Prior Convictions” in code standardization that needs to be added to AJACS.
· Do we need this?  Should the court use the existing code listed above?
· Discussion occurred and it was decided this will not be added to code standardization, but rather the court should be using the existing code of, “Allegation: Allegation of Prior Convictions.”
· Request to add the following Event Entry Type to all Court Types:
· Notice: Withdraw Counsel
· We currently have “Motion: Withdraw Counsel,” but requestor states they receive numerous of these as notices.  Should they use the Motion even though the attorney files it as a Notice?
· All of the relevant rules state the attorney must motion the court for withdrawal and may only withdraw upon court order.  We already have “Order: Withdraw Counsel.” Rules: ARCRP 6.3, ARCP 5.1, ARJuvP 69, ARFLP 9
· Discussion occurred and it was decided this will not be added to code standardization, but rather the court should be using “Motion: Withdraw Counsel” even though these come in as Notices.  This is a training issue and the rules require these to be motions and counsel cannot withdraw without a court order.
· Request to add the following Event Entry Type to CR & JV:
· Receipt: Order of Commitment Receipt
· This is the pink copy of the order of commitment to the county jail that the jail signs.

· Discussion occurred and it was decided this will not be added to code standardization, but rather the court should use, “Receipt: Receipt Non-Monetary” and notate in the comments that it is the Receipt for the Order of Commitment.  The group agreed that any receipt not specifically outlined in code standardization that is non-monetary should be docketed using this code.
· Request to add the following Event Entry Type to CR:
· Waiver: Waiver of Preliminary Hearing/Consent to Enter Diversion Program – Suspend Prosecution

· This is used in our Early Disposition Court
· Discussion occurred and it was decided this will not be added to code standardization, but rather the court should use, “Waiver: of Preliminary Hearing” and another event indicating the case is in Early Disposition Court, such as, “Indicator: Early Disposition Court.”
· Are the courts entering a disposition of “diversion program” on the charges, or are they just updating the case status to STAYED / party status to ADULT DIVERSION; and upon dismissal disposing all charges or prosecution may resume – update statuses accordingly.
· Discussion occurred and courts are handling these in different ways.  Gila County does not change the disposition until the charge is disposed by completion of the diversion program or by the court. Gila does update the case and party status when the defendant enters into the diversion program and again on disposition.  Apache County does change the disposition, and if the defendant fails diversion, they enter a new sequence for the charge.
· Request to add the following Event Entry Types:
· “Decree: Lodged Decree” to FL
· “Judgment: Lodged Judgment” to FL, JV, CV & PB
· “Order: Lodged Order” to JV, FL, CV & PB
· We currently have the following event entry types, however the court requests these as they are the actual Decree, Judgment and Order, not the notices regarding them.
	All Documents

	Document Type
	Document Sub-Type

	Notice
	Decree Lodged

	All Documents

	Document Type
	Document Sub-Type

	Notice
	Judgment Lodged

	All Documents

	Document Type
	Document Sub-Type

	Notice
	Order Lodged


· Discussion occurred and it was decided these codes will not be added to code standardization.  It was agreed if these are the proposed documents, they should be attachments to the Notices and not docketed on their own.  For the specific Order, Judgment, or Decree that is filed by the court, the court should be docketing the specific Order, Judgment, or Decree event entry type code. 
· These codes will not be added to Code Standardization.
· Apache:

· Apache is having an issue since going to OnBase 9.2 with scanned signed Minute Entries and Finalized Templates.  When they scan a signed minute entry and tie it to an event entry type, and a template also exists for that event entry type, both the scanned minute entry and the finalized template are attached to the event entry type on the Register of Actions.
· Apache has submitted a remedy to fix this so that if they scan a signed minute entry, the template does not also get attached to the event entry type.  However, this is an ongoing issue and until it gets fixed in AJACS, they need a way to tie a signed ME to the event entry type without also having the template tied to that event entry type.
· One suggestion is to change all of the Minute entries to include “Signed” at the end of the the Minute Entry event entry type, and duplicate the minute entry events and instead of signed on the duplicate, include “Template.”  This way, they can tie the signed ME to the event entry type ending in “Signed” and they can tie the template to the event ending in “Template” and the attachment will be the correct attachment and they will not have both attached.
· For example: 
· Minute Entry: Order to Show Cause – Signed
· Minute Entry: Order to Show Cause - Template
· Are other courts experiencing this issue?  If so, how are you working around it?
· This issue is tabled to allow the AJACS team to implement a fix to AJACS in the remedy ticket.  If this issue is not fixed within six months, we will discuss it further.
· La Paz County noted they do not use signed minute entries and if it is for something that was decided in court that can be appealed, the judge needs to enter a separate order.
· Apache is moving away from the practice of signed minute entries, but still need this change for signed minute entries entered in the past that were not scanned.
· Request to automatically change the case status for “Minute Entry: Sentencing” to “Adjudicated.”
· No Objections.  
· Discussion occurred and it was decided this Minute Entry should also automatically change the party status to “Terminated – Sentenced.”
· Yavapai:
· Request to add the following Probation Types to Code Standardization:
· Drug Court/DUI Court
· GPS
· Sex Offender
· Domestic Violence
· Gang
· White Collar
· Mental Health
· Discussion occurred and it was decided this item is tabled until we can further discuss it with the JOLTSaz and APETS teams.  There were several issues discussed:
· First, how does the court get this information to the clerk to enter it as a Probation Type in AJACS.  Currently, Yavapai was the only court that has the Judge fill out the form outlining the special conditions of probation.
· Second, should these be entered as events or as probation types?  Currently, there is a conditions of probation field in AJACS, but it is not modifiable.  For the time being, should we enter these as events or probation types? 
· How specific should Probation Types be and what would APETS and JOLTSaz like to see as probation types? The request below from the AOC has Probation Types that are currently in AJACS but not in standardization.  It was discussed whether the Probation types need to be specific, or if they can be more generic and the user can enter the specifics as comments in the Probation tab of the Charges and Sentencing screen in AJACS.
· We need to discuss this further with APETS and JOLTSaz to determine how they will be capturing this once there is integration with AJACS.
· Request to automatically change the case status for the following event entry types to “Adjudicated” and the party status to “Terminated – Decree by Default.”
· Decree: Default Dissolution with Children
· Decree: Default Dissolution without Children
· No Objections
· Request to add “Court-Appointed Advisory Counsel” as an attorney type.
· This is requested for when an attorney is appointed as advisory counsel when defendants are representing themselves.
· We currently have “Court Appointed,” however the court is concerned if they use this, a user could believe that it is a public defender, even though we also have “Public Defender.”  It is a training issue that the user should know to use “Public Defender” and not “Court Appointed” in these instances.
· Should the court use “Court Appointed” even in instances where they are solely acting as advisory counsel, or do we need this additional code as well?
· No Objections to adding the new attorney type of, “Court-Appointed Advisory Counsel.”  The courts should use this when the defendant is Pro Per and the court appoints advisory counsel.
· AOC:
· Adding the existing Probation Types in AJACS to Code Standardization.
	Probation Type

	Code
	Probation Type

	ELCMON
	ELECTRONIC MONITORING

	HDET
	HOME DETENTION

	PNR
	PENDING REVIEW

	PIN
	POST INVESTIGATIVE

	TROJ
	TRANSFER TO OTHER JURISDICTION

	TAU
	TREATMENT ALTERNATIVE

	PROT
	PROTECTIVE SUPERVISION

	PEN
	PENDING PENALTY COMPLETION

	PARO
	PAROLE

	INTR
	INTERSTATE COMPACT/RECEIVE

	DIV
	DIVERSION

	CRYS
	COURTESY SUPERVISION/RECEIVE STANDARD

	CRYJ
	COURTESY SUPERVISION/RECEIVE JIPS

	U
	UNSUPERVISED

	K
	SUMMARY PROBATION

	I
	JUVENILE IPS

	D
	IPS 

	A
	REGULAR PROBATION

	JUVPR
	JUVENILE PROBATION


· Tabled for further discussion with JOLTSaz and APETS.  See Yavapai’s first issue above.
