
 GJ Code Standardization and Clerk’s User Group Meeting 

Agenda
Wednesday, October 2, 2013
1:30 – 3:30
(602) 452-3288 Meeting ID: 6107
ATTENDEES: Sue Hall/Apache; Casey Steeter/Cochise; Debbie Young/Coconino; Anita Escobedo, Vicki Aguilar & Ester Rios/Gila; Megan Spielman, Debbie Flores/La Paz; Della Hiser/Mohave; Jane Phillips & Andy Dowdle/Pima; Odette Apodaca & Lisa Porter/Pinal; Valeria Fuentes & Juan Pablo Guzman/Santa Cruz; Sandi Markham, Shaunna Kelbaugh, Becky Hamilton, Kelly Gregorio & Karen Wilkes/Yavapai; Pat McGrath, Karla Williams, Stephanie Lujan & Manuel Burboa/AOC 
10/2/2013 Agenda: 
· Pinal:

· Request to add Order: To Appear For Early Resolution Court
· We receive numerous Orders to appear for early resolution court in our family cases.  The Orders to Appear are not with the "court" but with Conciliation Court.  This will help keep the ROA's more specific if someone calls in we can direct the customer to Conciliation Court.  The event code specific to that document will alleviate having to type in the comments, assist in more accurate and time consuming reports having to weed through all the Order to Appears.
No objection. This will be added
· Related issue - In the process of updating AVT’s, the Order to Appear has been end-dated (7/27/10) by the GJCMS Team.  I have been unable to find minutes addressing why this was end-dated.  So far 7 courts have had their tables updated and only Pinal h as reported this as an issue. The only other Order to Appear is under the event category of Petition.  What event are the 6 courts using to replace Order to Appear?
This event will remain effective.
· Request to add Petition: For Ex Parte Income Withholding Order
· We are providing customers with a new option.  They can file a Petition for Ex Parte Income Withholding Order and we need an event to correspond with the new Petition.
· A.R.S. 25-504B -A person who is obligated by an order to pay support or spousal maintenance, the person to whom support or spousal maintenance is ordered to be paid or the department or its agent in a title IV-D case may file a verified request with the clerk of the superior court requesting the clerk to issue an ex parte order of assignment for support or spousal maintenance. 
No objection.  This will be added
· Request to add Report: Family Assessment Review
· The family law judges refer parties to Family Services Conciliation Court for numerous types of review...Legal Decision Making and Parenting Review, Child Interview, etc.
· This is a common referral.  To monitor these filings we need a specific code when they are filing the document and the case will be taken to the judge for review as to setting a hearing, making a ruling, etc.
· They are currently using Report: Report

This will not be added.  The courts have no objection to using Report:Report and entering verbiage.
· Request to add Order: Appear Telephonically
· For use when the judge authorizes a party or party's attorney to appear telephonically.
· ORDER: Permitting Telephonic Testimony is currently being used.  The issue with using this event is that the court may not be "taking testimony".
· There is a corresponding motion for the Order referenced above.  There is also a Motion: To Appear Telephonically but no Order: To Appear Telephonically.  

· Does the workgroup want to add new event or agree that using Order: Permitting Telephonic Testimony is acceptable.
Courts are using varied process so the creation of Order: Appear Telephonically will allow a more standardized process.  Event will be added.
· Request to add Judgment: Post Adjudicated Stipulated Judgment / Order
· This is used when a stipulated modification judgment is entered.  This will also aid in the tracking and reporting of post adjudication judgments and orders.
· The court is currently using Judgment: Stipulated Judgment And Order

· AOC recommendation – use Judgment: Post Adjudication Judgment/Order and add Stipulated in comments.
Courts agree to use Judgment: Post Adjudication Judgment/Order.  Event will not be added.
· AOC:
· In the AVT for languages in LJ, there are 68 languages.  GJ code contains 24 languages.  Would the courts be interested in adding the additional 44 codes?  They are:
Courts do not want additional languages to be added.  They recommend they be added as needed.
	BENGALI
	MIXTEC

	BULGARIAN
	NAVAJO

	CROATIAN
	NEPALESE

	CZECH
	NORWEGIAN

	DINKA
	NUER

	ESTONIAN
	OTHER LANGUAGE

	FARSI
	PERSIAN

	FINNISH
	RUMANIAN

	GBORBO
	SAMOAN

	GREBO
	SERBIAN

	GREEK
	SLOVAK

	HEBREW
	SLOVENIAN

	HUNGARIAN
	SOMALIAN

	INDONESIAN
	SWAHILI

	KIRUNDI
	SWEDISH

	KRAHN
	TAGALOG

	KURD
	TAMIL

	LAOTIAN
	TIGRINYA

	LATVIAN
	TOHONO

	LITHUANIAN
	TONGAN

	MAAY MAAY
	UKRAINIAN

	MALAY
	URDU

	MARSHALLESE
	YAQUI


· Follow up on Warrants
· It has been determined that this is not an item eligible for the Legal Issues Group.  The disagreement centers on when to use the quash event and the effect this has on counting time. This will be elevated to the Data Standards Committee.  
Courts will submit statements regarding what their stance is on when warrant flag should be removed.  These statements will be used in the presentation to Data Standards Committee.
· Follow up on Case Statuses 
· Appeal

· Appeal/Rule 32

· Rule 32

· These are outside the framework of the standard case statuses developed by the standardization group. 

· The filing of a Rule 32 Petition should change the status to Reopened. The party status of Rule 32 and the Rule 32 events exist to indicate the party is filing a rule 32 petition.

· The filing of an Appeal should not change the case status until if and when the case is remanded and further action is required.

· Seeing these case statuses on the GCI was not a good reason to add these. The Rule 32 and Appeal events can be seen on the ROA. 

· If one wants to track Rule 32’s and Appeals in bulk, a system report is available to provide the number of these filed within a given date range.  We do note that some change(s) will have to be made to this report.

· This will be elevated to the Data Standards Committee
Courts will submit statements regarding what their stance is on why the case statuses should remain as a statewide standard.  These statements will be used in the presentation to Data Standards Committee.
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