 GJ Code Standardization and Clerk’s User Group Meeting 

Minutes
Wednesday, March 20th, 2012
1:30 – 2:30
(602) 452-3193 Access Code 7002
3/20/2013 Agenda:

· Coconino: 

· Request to add “Order: Electronic Monitoring” as an event entry type to JV and CR.

· Coconino has started a Home Detention/ Electronic Monitoring program and we will want to docket uniformly. 
· No Objections.  This event code will be added to code standardization.
· Pinal

· Request to add the following event entry types to JD:

· Report: Permanency Plan

· No Objections.  This event code will be added to code standardization.
· Report: Final Permanency Plan

· No Objections.  This event code will be added to code standardization.
· Indicator: Alternative Dispute Resolution

· No Objections.  This event code will be added to code standardization.
· This code is to be used to show the case is in ADR.
· Indicator: Mediation Ordered

· No Objections.  This event code will be added to code standardization.
· Indicator: Mediation Held

· No Objections.  This event code will be added to code standardization.
· For the indicators, these are requested as there are no physical documents that get filed.  This would be a manual entry upon verbal or email notification from the mediators.
· AOC: 

· Request to add the following event entry types to FL.

· IV-D Start

· IV-D Stop

· These are already in AJACS and we just need to add them to code standardization.
· These are used to start and stop the clock within AJACS.

· After discussion, it was agreed to add these codes to code standardization because they are already used in AJACS to track IV-D time.
· In addition, it was discussed that these should be tied to the event entry category of “IV-D,” which will also be added to code standardization.

· AOC - Pat McGrath (See memo at end of agenda):

· Request to end date the following 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 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 32s and Appeals in bulk, a system report is available to provide the number of these filed within a given date range.
· After discussion, some of the courts agreed that these codes were added as a workaround to have an indicator on the GCI to indicate an appeal was filed or a rule 32 petition was filed.  Some of the members agreed these should be tracked by party status, which we already have codes for.  However, since many of the members were not available at today’s meeting, we will discuss this item further in April.
· Also, as previously discussed, since these codes are to be tracked by stats as their true case status of “Reopened” for “Rule 32” and leaving the case status as its existing status if on appeal post-judgment until the case is remanded and further action is required.  This is another argument why these codes should not be used because it is necessary for the statisticians to convert these.
TO:

Arizona Superior Court Code Standardization Committee


ATTN: 
Keith Kaplan


FROM:
Patrick McGrath

DATE:

2/13/2013

RE:

PROPOSAL TO END DATE RECENT CASE STATUS ADDITIONS OF:

APPEAL;

APPEAL/RULE 32; 

RULE 32;
During your monthly meeting of September 21, 2012, the above referenced items were approved as new case statuses in AJACS GJ databases. I respectfully request that you reconsider this action during your next meeting. I’ve asked Keith Kaplan for some time on your agenda to accommodate a discussion.

My belief is that the three statuses above are not within the framework of how we currently portray case status in Standardization, which is that of a high level description of where a case is relative to disposition.  When a Rule 32 is filed, the case goes from ADJUDICATED to REOPENED. The Rule 32 is the why it was reopened, and is really a party status. When an appeal is filed post adjudication, the case stays in ADJUDICATED status until the appeal is decided, and may change based on the decision. Stayed – Appealed to Higher Court is also a party status.

I’ve been advised that one of the main reasons for the change was to allow for easier tracking of these two actions in AJACS.  I feel that these can be tracked by using the Appeal/Rule 32 system report, which can be searched by date range, and sorted by action. 

 I’ve heard that users want to see that an appeal or rule 32 has been filed by looking at the case status field on the GCI. But the Notice of Appeal and/or Rule 32 Petition can be seen in the ROA, and more often than not it’s the most recent event displayed. 

Finally, I’m concerned that by setting precedent and following this path, we’ll end up with way too many statuses and the foundational meaning of each one will be lost.

 Thank you for your time. I look forward to discussing this topic at your meeting on March 20th.







