 GJ Code Standardization and Clerk’s User Group Meeting 

Minutes
Wednesday, May 16th, 2012
1:30 – 2:30
(602) 452-3193 Access Code 7002
5/16/2012 Agenda:

· La Paz:
· Request to add the following event entry types to all case categories:

· Appeals: Opening Brief

· Appeals: Responsive Brief

· Appeals: Reply Brief

· No Objections.  These codes will be added to code standardization.

· Coconino:

· Request to automatically change the case status of “Order: Closing Conciliation” to “Open”.

· No Objections.  This change will be added to code standardization.

· Request to automatically change the case status of “Order: Placing in Conciliation Court” to “Stayed”.
· No Objections.  This change will be added to code standardization.

· AOC:

· Request to add the following event entry type to CR:

· “Order: Denying Restoration of Civil Rights or Vacation of Conviction or Right to Carry Firearm”
· Request to automatically change the case status to “Adjudicated” and the party status to “Terminated – Judgment/Order”.

· Request to add the following event entry type to CV:

· “Order: Denying Restoration of Civil Rights or Vacation of Conviction or Right to Carry Firearm - Federal”

· Request to automatically change the case status to “Adjudicated” and the party status to “Terminated – Judgment/Order”.

· These are to be used for when the Restoration of Civil Rights, Vacation of Conviction, Right to Carry Firearm are denied.  We are including them all in one code to stay similar to the Minute Entries we added in February.

· This item has been tabled while we await a decision from the Data Standards Committee.

· Issue posed to the Data Standards Committee:
· Should courts use specific docket event codes to show if: an application to restore civil rights, a petition to restore the right to own or carry firearms, and/or an application to vacate a conviction, have been granted or denied?

· This issue arose initially with a court not docketing the correct codes.  A member of the public saw his case on public access with the Application to Restore Civil Rights, but there was not an order showing that his rights were restored.

· We informed the court they should be using the specific code of “Order: Restoring Civil Rights”, to which the court agreed.  However, we noticed there was not an Order for Denying the Application to Restore Civil Rights.  We added “Order: Denying Restoration of Civil Rights or Vacation of Conviction or Right to Carry Firearm” to the 5/16/2012 GJ Code Standardization meeting agenda.

· The courts initially agreed to add it, but then one member asked what happens if a person files an Application to Restore Civil Rights and a Petition to Restore the Right to Own or Carry a Firearm and if one is granted and the other is not?  Discussion occurred and the courts were split on how they think the process should be carried out.

Courts in favor of Specific Codes:

· Some courts stated they would like unique codes, codes that we already have in standardization, in order to show whether they have been granted or denied, specifically for the benefit of the public viewing public access.

· This would include the already existing codes of:

	All Documents

	Document Type
	Document Sub-Type

	Order
	Restoring Civil Rights

	Order
	Restoring Civil Rights - Federal

	Order
	Restoring Right to Own or Carry Firearms

	Order
	Restoring Right to Own or Carry Firearms - Federal

	Order
	Vacating/Set Aside Judgment of Guilt


· There are separate codes for the release from federal prison, pursuant to ARS §13-909 & §13-910, and these are filed as Civil cases.

· Also, instead of adding one code to cover all three scenarios of denying the application or petition, we will add the following codes:

	All Documents

	Document Type
	Document Sub-Type

	Order
	Denying Restoration of Civil Rights

	Order
	Denying Restoration of Civil Rights - Federal

	Order
	Denying Restoration of Right to Own or Carry Firearms

	Order
	Denying Restoration of Right to Own or Carry Firearms - Federal

	Order
	Denying the Vacation of Conviction


· For the members who thought we should continue to have specific codes, they said that if, for example: a person’s civil rights were restored, but their petition to own or carry firearms was denied, the court should docket both “Order: Restoring Civil Rights” and “Order: Denying Restoration of Right to Own or Carry Firearms”.  They can then attach the single order to both event docket codes in AJACS or just to one of the specific codes.  The actual order tied to the event in AJACS is only viewable by the court and it may not need to be attached to each specific event code.  If they decided to attach it to only one specific event code, they would still docket each specific event code, but only attach the order to one of the specific event codes.

· They also agreed that if only, for example, an Application to Restore Civil Rights was filed; they could docket just the order granting or denying that application.

· Yavapai County Superior Court, in favor of having specific codes, stated in regards to a similar situation where multiple specific codes exist:

· “As an example, if there is a hearing and the judge orders terminating probation, designating the crime(s) as felonies or misdemeanors, dismisses charge(s), and various other things, that is one minute entry order as far as the piece of paper that will be scanned in, but in Yavapai County we go ahead and tie the document to one event, such as Order: Term/Discharge Probation, and then we docket the events designating the offense, dismissing a charge, etc.  We like giving the public that detail.   We understand that some counties do not like having an event docketed that is not tied to a scanned in document, but we request that we be able to continue our practice of more detail.”

Courts in favor of Generic Codes Codes:

· For the group that was against having specific codes, they argued that we should have one code, “Order: Regarding Restoration of Civil Rights or Vacation of Conviction or Right to Carry Firearm”.

· The group also agreed we would need a separate code for the applications and petitions arising out of Federal cases, pursuant to ARS §13-909 & 13-910.  This code would be, “Order: Regarding Restoration of Civil Rights or Vacation of Conviction or Right to Carry Firearm – Federal”.

· Their reasoning was that there may only be one order from the court that deals with one or multiple of the issues and there should only be one docket event code.

· To accommodate the members in favor of this proposal, we would end date the existing specific codes and only add the two generic codes listed above.

· This group also argued that members of the public, who are viewing public access, should have to call the court to determine if the person’s rights were granted, denied, or granted in part and denied in part.

· Mohave County Superior Court, in favor of having only the two generic codes, stated in regards to a similar situation where a generic code exists:

· “This situation is similar to a Decree of Dissolution of Marriage.  The Courts only docket that Decree one time, and that one docket event doesn’t specify the particular orders in the Decree.  If a person looking at the Decree on public access wants to know what is in the Decree, they would contact the Court or purchase a copy of the Decree.  We feel that the Order Regarding Civil Restoration of Rights should be the same as the Decree.   This is a document where the judge might order or deny several different things, and in no other case type or event type have we historically included the judge’s specific orders in our Register of Actions when there is a multiple choice.”

· Request to add the following codes to PB pursuant to the new statute ARS §14-5304.02, effective 8/2/2012:

· A PERSON FOR WHOM A LIMITED GUARDIAN IS APPOINTED SHALL RETAIN THE RIGHT TO VOTE IF THE PERSON FILES A PETITION, HAS A HEARING AND THE JUDGE DETERMINES BY CLEAR AND CONVINCING EVIDENCE THAT THE PERSON RETAINS SUFFICIENT UNDERSTANDING TO EXERCISE THE RIGHT TO VOTE. 

· Request to add the following event entry types to PB, effective 8/2/2012:

· Petition: Incapacitated/Retain Right to Vote

· Order: Retain Right to Vote - Granted

· Request to automatically change the case status to “Adjudicated” and the party status to “Terminated – Court Order”.

· Order: Retain Right to Vote – Denied

· Request to automatically change the case status to “Adjudicated” and the party status to “Terminated – Court Order”.

· Minute Entry: Petition - Retain Right to Vote

· No Objections.  These codes and case and party status changes will be added to code standardization.

· Request to add the following Appearance Reason to PB, effective 8/2/2012

· Hearing: Petition - Retain Right to Vote

· No Objections.  This code will be added to code standardization.

· Should there be a filing fee attached to these?

· There is no filing fee for these petitions.

· Yavapai:

· Request to add “Notice: Notice Rule 16(g)” to CV (See example at the end of the agenda):

· Notice to the parties that they have 90 days after the first appearance to discuss the following: 

· The possibilities of prompt settlement of the case   AND
· Whether the parties might benefit from an appropriate form of alternative dispute resolution (ADR).
· No objections.  This code will be added to code standardization.

· Request to add make the following changes to case/party statuses.:

	Description
	Case Category
	Current CS Case Status
	Yavapai Requested Case Status
	Current CS Party Status
	Yavapai Requested Party Status
	Comments

	APPLICATION: PRE-ADOPTION CERTIFICATION
	AD
	Open
	Open
	Active
	Pending Certification as Adoptive Parent(s)
	 No Objections.  This change to the party status will be added to code standardization.

	MOTION: Modify Sentence
	CR
	Reopened
	Reopened
	 
	Post Sentence Matters
	No Objections.  This change to the party status will be added to code standardization.

	Order: Transfer of Probation
	CR
	Adjudicated
	Adjudicated
	 
	Terminated – Transferred Re-Adjudicated
	Objections. The group agreed to automatically change the party  status to “Terminated – Re-Adjudicated” and the case status should set the case to “Adjudicated”.

	ORDER: VACATING/SET ASIDE JUDGMENT OF GUILT
	CR
	Re-Adjudicated
	Re-Adjudicated
	 
	Terminated - Re-Adjudicated
	No Objections.  These changes to the case and  party status will be added to code standardization.

	PETITION: Modify Conditions of Probation
	CR
	 
	Reopened
	 
	Post Sentence Matters
	 No Objections.  These changes to the case and party status will be added to code standardization.

	Order: Modifying Conditions of Probation
	CR
	
	Re-Adjudicated
	
	Terminated – Re-Adjudicated
	This item was added during the agenda and the group agreed it should change the case and party status.

	REQUEST:PROBATION REVIEW HEARING
	CR
	 
	Reopened
	 
	Post Sentence Matters
	 No Objections.  These changes to the case and  party status will be added to code standardization.

	RULE 32: Reply to Response to Rule 32 Petition
	CR
	Reopened
	None
	Rule 32
	None
	Case status would already be reopen by Petition.  No case status should apply. No Objections, the case and party status will be removed from this event.

	RULE 32: Response to Rule 32 Petition
	CR
	Reopened
	None
	Rule 32
	None
	Case status would already be reopen by Petition.  No case status should apply. No Objections, the case and party status will be removed from this event.

	ORDER: Revoke Probation
	CR, JV
	Re-Adjudicated
	None
	Post Sentence Matters
	None
	Since this order would be followed by something else such as, "Order for Warrant" which would stay the case, the case status should not change to readjudicated. 
 No Objections, the case and party status will be removed from this event.

	PETITION: Modify Intensive Probation - Level of Supervision
	CR, JV
	 
	Reopened
	 
	Post Sentence Matters
	No Objections.  These changes to the case and party status will be added to code standardization.

	RULE 11: Motion for Rule 11
	CR, JV
	Stayed
	None
	Rule 11
	None
	This "Motion" should not change the case status until the order is signed.  The group agreed that the case status changes to “Stayed” and the party status changes to “Rule 11” and no changes should be made to the currently existing case and party status.

	RULE 11: Motion for Rule 11 Pre-Screen
	CR, JV
	Stayed
	None
	Rule 11
	None
	This "Motion" should not change the case status until the order is signed.  The group agreed that the case status changes to “Stayed” and the party status changes to “Rule 11” and no changes should be made to the currently existing case and party status.

	JUDGMENT: AMENDED JUDGMENT
	CV
	 
	Re-Adjudicated
	 
	Terminated - Re-Adjudicated
	 The group agreed that there should be no case or party status attached to this event.  Yavapai noted that this is changing the status and AJACS and that the status change should be removed from AJACS.

	JUDGMENT: AMENDED JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE
	CR
	 
	Re-Adjudicated
	 
	Terminated - Re-Adjudicated
	 The group agreed that there should be no case or party status attached to this event.  

	ORDER: Final Order of Condemnation
	CV
	 
	Adjudicated
	 
	Terminated - Judgment / Order
	 No Objections.  These changes to the case and party status will be added to code standardization.

	REQUEST: STOP / MODIFY WAGE ASSIGNMENT
	CV, FL, GC, PB
	 
	Reopened
	 
	Post Judgment
	Post Judgment only exists in PB currently in CS, will need to add to CV, FL & GC.
No Objections.  These changes to the case and party status will be added to code standardization.  

Also, the group agreed the party status of “Post Judgment” should be added to CV, FL & GC in Code Standardization.
The group agreed this generally comes in cases in post-adjudication, so it should change the case and party status.  If these are only temporary, the court should manually go back and change the case status to open.

	Request: Dismiss Injunction Against Workplace Harassment
	CV, JV IN
	 
	Reopened
	 
	Post Injunction Matters
	"Post Injunction Matters" will need to be added to CV in CS.
No Objections.  These changes to the case and party status will be added to code standardization.
Also, the group agreed the party status of “Post Injunction Matters” should be added to CV in Code Standardization.



	Request: Dismiss Injunction Against Harassment
	CV, JV IN
	 
	Reopened
	 
	Post Injunction Matters
	"Post Injunction Matters" will need to be added to CV in CS.
No Objections.  These changes to the case and party status will be added to code standardization.

	DECREE: DEFAULT ANNULMENT
	FL
	 
	Adjudicated
	 
	Terminated - Decree by Default
	 No Objections.  These changes to the case and party status will be added to code standardization.

	DECREE: DEFAULT LEGAL SEPARATION
	FL
	 
	Adjudicated
	 
	Terminated - Decree by Default
	 No Objections.  These changes to the case and party status will be added to code standardization.

	DECREE: RULE 55 DEFAULT DECREE
	FL
	 
	Adjudicated
	 
	Terminated - Decree by Default
	 No Objections.  These changes to the case and party status will be added to code standardization.

	Order: Enforce Custody
	FL
	
	Re-Adjudicated
	
	Terminated – Re-Adjudicated
	This item was added during the agenda and the group agreed it should change the case and party status.

	Order: Enforce Support
	FL
	
	Re-Adjudicated
	
	Terminated – Re-Adjudicated
	This item was added during the agenda and the group agreed it should change the case and party status.

	Order: Enforce Visitation
	FL
	
	Re-Adjudicated
	
	Terminated – Re-Adjudicated
	This item was added during the agenda and the group agreed it should change the case and party status.

	PETITION: PETITION/MOTION TO ENFORCE DECREE
	FL
	 
	Reopened
	 
	Post Judgment Decree
	 No Objections.  These changes to the case and party status will be added to code standardization.  Party status should be “Post Decree”

	APPLICATION: FOR CERTIFICATE OF REGISTRAR
	GC
	Open
	Reopened
	Active
	Post Judgment
	 No Objections.  These changes to the case and party status will be added to code standardization.  

	ORDER: TERMINATING GUARDIANSHIP
	GC, JD, SV
	Closed
	In GC cases, This has been discussed and it was decided the case status should be set to "Closed" and the party status to "Terminated - Court Order".  However, in Dependency and Severance cases, the group agreed that this should not update the status.  Since the events are not filtered by case category in AJACS, I agree this should not have case/party statuses attached as it shouldn't change the statuses in JD and SV cases.  I will add this to the agenda to discuss if the group agrees the statuses should be removed from this event.
	Terminated - Court Order
	In GC cases, This has been discussed and it was decided the case status should be set to "Closed" and the party status to "Terminated - Court Order".  However, in Dependency and Severance cases, the group agreed that this should not update the status.  Since the events are not filtered by case category in AJACS, I agree this should not have case/party statuses attached as it shouldn't change the statuses in JD and SV cases.  I will add this to the agenda to discuss if the group agrees the statuses should be removed from this event.
	In GC cases, This has been discussed and it was decided the case status should be set to "Closed" and the party status to "Terminated - Court Order".  However, in Dependency and Severance cases, the group agreed that this should not update the status.  Since the events are not filtered by case category in AJACS, I agree this should not have case/party statuses attached as it shouldn't change the statuses in JD and SV cases.  I will add this to the agenda to discuss if the group agrees the statuses should be removed from this event.
The group agreed to remove the case and party statuses from this event as it should not change the status in JD and SV cases, and since AJACS doesn’t filter by case category, this should be removed from all case categories in Standardization.

	ORDER: Certification
	AD
	Adjudicated
	Adjudicated
	 
	Terminated - Court Order
	"Terminated - Court Order" is not currently available for AD cases in CS and will need to be added. I will add this to the agenda for discussion. This may currently set the case status to "Adjudicated, but it should be "Closed" as noted in the status spreadsheet.
No Objections.  These changes to the case and party status will be added to code standardization.  

Also, the group agreed “Terminated – Court Order” will be added to AD case category in Code Standardization.

	MISCELLANEOUS: PROOF OF AUTHORITY
	PB
	Adjudicated
	Adjudicated
	 
	Terminated - Administrative
	 No Objections.  These changes to the case and party status will be added to code standardization.  


Addendum:

· AOC:

· Request to add “Payment: Notice of Appeal 12-904” to CV, effective 7/1/2013.

· Pursuant to SB1193:

·     Initial case filing fee                                      

      



Filing complaint, NOTICE OF APPEAL
     



UNDER SECTION 12‑904 or petition                        166.00

· Request to add “Payment: Notice of Appearance 12-907” to CV, effective 7/1/2013.

· Pursuant to SB1193:

· B       Subsequent case filing fee                                   

      



Filing answer, NOTICE OF APPEARANCE
       


   
UNDER SECTION 12‑907 or initial appearance          $    88.00
· After discussion, this item has been tabled.  
· I further researched this issue after the meeting and determined that, since the filing fee for these is still the same, these can still be filed under the case type of “Unclassified Civil” and the case subtype of “Administrative Review”.  The only change that SB1193 made, is that these are no longer referred to as “Complaints”, rather they are now “Notice of Appeals”.
· Since the fees are the same as the complaints, and the document storage fee and lengthy trial fee are assessed, along with any appropriate local fees, the same fee schedule for complaints can be used and no new case type is required.

· In addition, we do not need a new payment event code of “Payment: Notice of Appeal” because these fees are assessed at case initiation.

· Since the “Notice of Appearance” is essentially an Answer, with the same fees attached, the courts can use “Payment: Answer/Civil” or we can add a new fee of “Payment: Notice of Appearance – Administrative Review” with the same fee schedule as the “Payment: Answer/Civil”.

· Finally, since these are new cases and not a Notice of Appeal on an existing case, it has been suggested we add a new event code of “Notice: Notice of Appeal – Administrative Review” because the current code of “Notice: Appeal” sets the case status to Reopened; which is correct, but these are new cases and should set the status to “Open”.  I will add this to the June agenda.
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WARNING

Failure to comply with the mandatory procedure described below

may result in the delay of your case and sanctions

being imposed against you by the Court.
Pursuant to Arizona Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 16(g):
Within ninety (90) days after the first appearance:                   , all parties in this action MUST discuss and consider  

1.
The possibilities of prompt settlement of the case   AND

2.
Whether the parties might benefit from an appropriate form of alternative dispute resolution (ADR).

These discussions may be in person or by telephone.

A report of the results of these discussions MUST be made to the Court within thirty (30) days after the discussions.  This report shall be made by all parties completing and signing the JOINT STATEMENT TO THE COURT RE: ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION which is available at the Clerk's office and Self-Service Center at the Courthouse in downtown Prescott or the Verde Valley Justice Facility, 2840 North Commonwealth, Camp Verde AZ 86322.

Below are the time limits in this case:

DATE OF FIRST APPEARANCE OF: 
 all parties in this action MUST discuss and consider  
DEADLINE FOR END OF DISCUSSIONS:  
DEADLINE FOR JOINT STATEMENT TO BE FILED WITH THE COURT: 
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