GJ Code Standardization and Clerk’s User Group Meeting 
Agenda
Wednesday, March 16, 2016

1:30 – 3:30
(602) 452-3288 Meeting ID: 5233

3/16/2016 Agenda: 	
Jurisdictions Represented:
Cochise- Vicki Barton
Coconino – Martha Anderson
Graham – Stephanie Newton
La Paz – Stephanie Lujan
Maricopa – Vonda Culp
Mohave- Della Hiser
Pima –John Baird
Pinal – Elsa Montiel
Santa Cruz – Juan Pable Guzman, Dolly Legleu, Valeria Fuentes
Yavapai- Karen Wilkes, Shannon Shoemake, Shaunna Kelbaugh, Donna McQuality, Kelly Gregorio, Jonathon Derois, Becky Hamilton, Rachel Roehe
Yuma- Lawrence Tortora, Donna Miller-Robbins, Sharayah Montgomery, Jeff Weeden
AOC- Karla Williams, Carolyn Kolia

Yavapai:
· Requesting status change on – Order: Placing in Conciliation Court 
· When event "Petition: Conciliation:" is entered into AJACS, the case and party status automatically changes to Stayed.  When event "Order: Placing in Conciliation Court" is entered into AJACS, the case is Stayed a second time.   Conciliation must be completed within 60 days of the petition being filed pursuant to Rules of Family Law Procedure 68(A)(2).   The request is that the "Order: Placing in Conciliation Court" NOT change the case and party status because the "Petition: Conciliation" already stays both the case and party status.  This will allow for a cleaner Status History in AJACS.
· Group voted to leave as is.  Denied.


Santa Cruz
· Request to change default case/party status on Order: Adoption of a Juvenile and Order: Adoption of an Adult
· Changing default case/party status to ‘Adjudicated’ and ‘Terminated- Adoption Order’



· AOC:
· Stopping the clock for Rule 11.
· Per Jennifer Mesquita - The Steering Committee’s intent was that the clock should stop for Rule 11 excluded time upon the Rule 11 Order and not upon the Motion for Rule 11.  This is because the Motion could be denied. 
·  Based on this, the AOC recommends that the case status of ‘Stayed’ be removed from Rule 11: Motion for Rule 11 and Rule 11: Motion for Rule 11 Pre-Screen. The case status of ‘Stayed’ will remain on Rule 11: Order for Rule 11 Evaluation and Rule 11: Order for Rule 11 Pre-Screen.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Remove case status for Rule 11: Motion for Rule 11 and Rule 11: Motion for Rule 11 Pre-Screen 

· Time Standards and the Inactive case status
· The following events have an automatic trigger of ‘Inactive’

	Notice
	Placing on Inactive Calendar
	Inactive

	Order
	Placing on Inactive Calendar
	Inactive

	Notice
	Placing on Dismissal Calendar
	Inactive



This presents an issue on the ‘Age of Active Pending’ report. The status prevents the cases with this status from displaying on the report.  Since there are ticklers attached to these events, is there an issue with leaving the case status at ‘Open’?
· This case status is needed for Family Law and Probate cases.  After discussion the group decided that it should stay as is.  Jennifer will check to see if there’s a way to capture these cases with the status as ‘Inactive’.

· Jennifer Mesquita voiced a concern that courts who are not using the calendar might not be able to use some Time Standards Reports successfully as the next hearing date would not display.  
· We asked if there were any courts that were not using the calendar.  Graham County stated that they do not use it.  Jennifer will use their data to pull a sample report to determine if there are any negative impacts. 

· Event Review.
· I have attached the spreadsheet with the proposed outcomes for each event.  I made the decisions based on how many were marked ‘Yes’ as opposed to how many were marked ‘No’ instead of the 2/3 total.  I made that decision because it was simpler and also because there will be discussion on many of them. Please be advised that the outcomes that display on the spreadsheet are not the final decisions.  I wanted to provide you with something that would indicate how things are looking for each event. Please review carefully and decide which ones you think should be kept and be prepared to discuss why you think they should be kept.
· Forty-one events were identified as candidates for end-dating.  Below are the events that the workgroup determined could be end-dated.
· Minute Entry: Trial Review
· Minute Entry: Trial Review – Fast Track
· Order: Electronic Monitoring – Santa Cruz voiced some concern on how to assess the fee for this.  There is an event that can be added thru Event Management. It is Payment: Electronic Monitoring.
· Petition: S.A.F.E. Court
· Minute Entry: Regional Misdemeanor DV Court
· Order: Order and Conditions of Probation (RMDVC)
· Order: Regional Misdemeanor DV Court
· Petition: For Ex Parte Income Withholding Order
· Stipulation: Qualified Physician Expert Witnesses/Admission of Affidavits into Evidence
· Report: Permanency Plan
· Report: Final Permanency Plan
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