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· Pinal:

· Request to add “Stipulation: Qualified Physician Expert Witnesses/Admission of Affidavits into Evidence” to MH.

· When the court holds a hearing on a Petition for Court Ordered Treatment in a mental health case, this document is presented/accepted and filed in court.  The physicians that are stipulated to be qualified witness experts are then sworn in and give testimony.  This testimony/evidence is then utilized by the court to make the determination regarding treatment.
· Statutes that are referenced in the document do not necessarily authorize the event request, but are as follows: A.R.S. 12-2203 and 36-539(B).
· No objections.  This code will be added to code standardization.
· Request to add “Order: Order for Change in Physical Custody” to JD cases.
· Numerous filings of this document are submitted in dependency cases to transfer physical custody of the minor ward of the State.  
· The use of “custody” in Title 8 cases is still permitted.
· No objections.  This code will be added to code standardization.

· The group also agreed to add “Motion: Motion for Change in Physical Custody” to JD.
· Request to add the “Report: Warrant Status Report” to CR.
· The county attorney's office files this report to notify the court of the status of a warrant in a specific case as well as request that said warrant remain active.
· See example at end of agenda.

· The group agreed to table this item until the requestor can inform the group on how many of these are filed, if they are filed in every case, and if there is authority that requires the county attorney to file these.
· Mohave:Otr
· Request to add “Petition: S.A.F.E. Court” to CR.

· Our Probation Office is submitting a Petition to the Judge when they want to impose S.A.F.E. sanctions.  We need an event under which to docket these petitions that corresponds to the Orders which have already been approved by Standardization.
· No objections.  This code will be added to code standardization.

· Santa Cruz:
· Request to add the following event entry types to DO:
·  “Order: Protection Denied”
· No objections.  This code will be added to code standardization.

· Request this code to trigger Adjudicated case status.
· This status change will not be made in code standardization.  A majority of the group agreed that this event can be docketed in an existing DO case and not a separate order of protection case.  If this event were to change the status, it would incorrectly change the status for those cases where the order of protection request was filed in an existing DO case.
· “Order: Modifying Order of Protection Protection Amended”
· No objections.  This code will be added to code standardization as indicated with the changes above.

· Request this code to trigger Re-Adjudicated case status.
· This status change will not be made in code standardization.  A majority of the group agreed that this event can be docketed in an existing DO case and not a separate order of protection case.  If this event were to change the status, it would incorrectly change the status for those cases where the order of protection request was filed in an existing DO case.
· Request to automatically change the case status for “Order: Protection” to Adjudicated.
· This status change will not be made in code standardization.  A majority of the group agreed that this event can be docketed in an existing case and not a separate order of protection case.  If this event were to change the status, it would incorrectly change the status for those cases where the order of protection request was filed in an existing case.
· Request to automatically change the case status for “Request: Hearing on Order of Protection” to Reopened.
· This status change will not be made in code standardization.  A majority of the group agreed that this event can be docketed in an existing case and not a separate order of protection case.  If this event were to change the status, it would incorrectly change the status for those cases where the order of protection request was filed in an existing case.
· Request to automatically change the case status for “Minute Entry: Request Dismiss Order of Protection” to Re-Adjudicated.
· This status change will not be made in code standardization.  A majority of the group agreed that this event can be docketed in an existing case and not a separate order of protection case.  If this event were to change the status, it would incorrectly change the status for those cases where the order of protection request was filed in an existing case.
· How are courts docketing if an order of protection is not dismissed or modified at a subsequent hearing?  What minute entry code should Santa Cruz docket to indicate the hearing was held, but nothing was changed?
· The group agreed Santa Cruz should be using “Minute Entry: Order of Protection Hearing.”
· Request to add the following event entry types to CV and Juvenile Injunction Against Harassment:
· “Injunction: Against Harassment Denied”
· No objections.  This code will be added to code standardization.

· Request this code to trigger Adjudicated case status.
· No objections.  This status change will be added to code standardization.

· “Injunction: Against Workplace Harassment Denied”
· No objections.  This code will be added to code standardization.

· Request this code to trigger Adjudicated case status.
· No objections.  This status change will be added to code standardization.

· “Injunction: Modifying Injunction Against Harassment Amended”
· No objections.  This code will be added to code standardization.

· Request this code to trigger Re-Adjudicated case status.
· No objections.  This status change will be added to code standardization.

· “Injunction: Modifying Injunction Against Workplace Harassment Amended”
· No objections.  This code will be added to code standardization.

· Request this code to trigger Re-Adjudicated case status.
· No objections.  This status change will be added to code standardization.

· “Injunction: Against Harassment” is already set to change the case status to Adjudicated. “Injunction: Against Workplace Harassment” is already set to change the case status to Adjudicated.
· Request to automatically change the case status for “Request: For Hearing on Injunction Against Harassment” to Reopened.

· No objections.  This status change will be added to code standardization.
· The group also agreed to change the party status to Post Injunction Matters.

· The group also agreed this should change the status for “Request: For Hearing on Injunction Against Workplace Harassement.”  However, this code does not exist in code standardization, so it will be added to code standardization and will trigger a case status change to Reopened and a party status change to Post Injunction Matters.
·  “Request: Dismiss Injunction Against Harassment” is already set to change the case status to Adjudicated and the Party Status to Post Injunction Matters.
· “Request: Dismiss Injunction Against Workplace Harassment” is already set to change the case status to Adjudicated and the Party Status to Post Injunction Matters.
· Request to automatically change the case status for “Minute Entry: Petition - Injunction Against Harassment” to Re-Adjudicated.
· This request was pulled from the agenda and will not be changed in code standardization.
· Request to automatically change the case status for “Minute Entry: Petition - Injunction Against Workplace Harassment” to Re-Adjudicated.
· This request was pulled from the agenda and will not be changed in code standardization.
· Request to automatically change the case status for “Minute Entry: Dismiss Injunction Against Harassment” to Re-Adjudicated.

· This request was pulled from the agenda and will not be changed in code standardization.
· Request to automatically change the case status for “Minute Entry: Dismiss Injunction Against Workplace Harassment” to Re-Adjudicated.

· This request was pulled from the agenda and will not be changed in code standardization.
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