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Agenda
Wednesday, August 22nd, 2012
1:30 – 2:30
(602) 452-3193 Access Code 7002
8/22/2012 Agenda:

· Mohave:

· Request to add “Notice: to Sheriff of Positive Brady Indicator” to CV & FL.
· This document is sent to the sheriff’s office when there is a positive Brady indicator and is included in the protective order packet distributed by the Arizona Supreme Court.

· See document at end of Agenda.

· Pinal:

· Request to automatically change the case/party status of “Judgment: Against Garnishee” to “Re-Adjudicated”/”Terminated – Re-Adjudicated”

· This code currently changes the party status to “Terminated - Judgment/Order”.
· The above event is auto updating the party status to TERMINATED-JUDGMENT/ORDER.  Generally this occurs in a Transcript of Judgment case where the original status is TERMINATED-AFFIRMED or after an original judgment is entered.  When the application for writ of garnishment is filed the case is REOPENED and the party is POST JUDGMENT, the events following this, such as order for writ would RE-ADJUDICATE/TERMINATED-RE-ADJUDICATED, then the application for judgment against garnishee would RE-OPENED/POST JUDGMENT, then Judgment:Against Garnishee would RE-ADJUDICATE/TERMINATED-RE-ADJUDICATED.  
· Request to add the following events to CR:
· “Minute Entry: IA in EDC – Waiver of Prelim And Placement in Adult Diversion Program”
· “Waiver: of Preliminary Hearing and Consent to Enter Adult Diversion”
· Currently, either the waiver of prelim or change of plea with prelim are being utilized, but we really need an event to catch the diversion issue to “stop the clock”.
· Request to add “Warrant: Motion for Warrant” to CR, CV, FL, and JV.
· We currently have Order: Warrant, but I am finding that we are receiving numerous motions for warrants.  This is occurring in criminal, civil and family law cases and currently are being entered using a generic motion event.
Addendum

· Santa Cruz:
· Request to add “Order: Authorize Travel” to all case categories.

·  “Motion: Authorize Travel” already exists in code standardization.

· Request to add “Motion: Release of Garnishment” to CV

·  “Order: Release of Garnishment” already exists in code standardization.
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Plaintift Case No. NOTICE TO SHERIFF OF
Birth Date: POSITIVE BRADY INDICATOR
v.

OP/IAH Issue Date __|
Defendant

Brady applies if after a hearing, the Order remains in effect or is modified and one of the following
relationships exist: 1) married now or in the past, 2) live together now or lived together in the past, or 3)
parents of a child in common.

Notice s hereby given to the Sheriff of this County that the protective order issued in the above-referenced case
meets the criteria established in the Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (18 U.S.C. § 922)
and should be assigned a positive Brady Record Indicator in the Protective Order File of the National Crime
Information Center database.

‘The Defendant s disqualified from purchasing or possessing a firearm or ammunition based upon the following:

1. The protective order was issued or affirmed after a hearing of which the Defendant received actual notice and
at which the Defendant had an opportunity to participate.

2. Pursuantto 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(8), the Defendant s subject to a protective order that restrains himher from:

+  harassing, stalking o threatening an intimate partner or child of an intimate partner, OR
«engaging in other conduct that would place an intimate partner in reasonable fear of bodly injury to
themselves or a child in common.

As defined in 18 US.C. § 921(a)(32), “intimate partner” means with respect to a person, the spouse of a
person, a former spouse of the person, an individual who is  parent of a child of the person, and an individual
who cohabitates or has cohabited with the person.

3. Pursuantto 18 U.S.C. § 922()(8)(C)(ii), the protective order includes a finding that the Defendant:

+  represents a credible threat to the physical safety of such intimate partner or child; OR

+ explicitly prohibits the use, attempted use, or threatened use of physical force against such intimate
partner o child that would reasonably be expected to cause bodily injury.

Date Judicial Officer
Copy mailed/delivered to [ ] Sheriff [ ] Plaintiff ] Defendanton __/__/___by.
(Date)
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