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NOELK. DESSAINT

In theMatterof: ) 8~RK8UPREMECOURT

)
ARIZONA CODEOF JUDICIAL ) AdministrativeOrder
ADMINISTRATION § 1-501: ) No. 2001- 8
COURT AUTOMATION STANDARDS ) (ReplacingAdministrative

) OrderNo. 94-37)

The above captioned provisionhaving come before theArizona Judicial Council on
December13, 2000,andhaving been approvedandrecommendedfor adoption,

Now, therefore, pursuant to ArticleVI, Section3, oftheArizonaConstitution,

IT IS ORDERED that the above captionedprovision,attachedhereto,is adoptedas asection
oftheArizonaCodeofJudicialAdministrationreplacingAdministrativeOrder94-37.

Dated this 11th dayof January ,2001.
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ARIZONA CODE OF JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION
Part 1: Judicial Branch Administration

Chapter 5: Automation
Section 1-501:Court Automation Standards

A. Automation of Courts. All courts shall automatetheir business functions, including, ata
minimum,casemanagement,court financial cash management andstatisticalreporting.

B. State Sponsored and AuthorizedSystems. Courtsshall use statesponsoredand authorized
automationsystemsexcept asprovided in subsectionC below. The state sponsoredarid
authorizedsystems includebut are notlimited to thefollowing:

• ArizonaCourt Automation ProjectSoftwareApplication
• JuvenileOn-LineTrackingSystem
• Adult ProbationEnterprise TrackingSystem
• Appellamation
• JURY+

C. Existing Automation Systems.

1. Courts operatingon systemsother than state sponsored and authorizedsystemsprior to
January1999which otherwise meet the minimum standardsforautomation andreporting
are not required to replaceexistingsystems.These courts shall migrate to state sponsored
systemswhen they replacetheircurrentsystemsexcept as provided in subsection D.

2. Pursuant to plansadoptedby the Commissionon Technology (COT), these courts shall
participate in mandatedstatewideautomation initiatives withno expectationfor state
funding. These initiatives include but are notlimited to statewideprojectssuchas:

• Electronicstatisticalreporting
• Electronic filing
• Electronicpublic accessto data
• Centraldatarepository
• Justiceintegration
• Electronic document management

D. New Automation Systems.A court maypetitionforthe adoptionofanewstatesponsored and
authorizedsystem due to deficienciesin existing ones. The petitioning court shallpreparea
functional needsjustification and perform a business case analysisofboth thestateand local
returnon investment. The processis asfollows:
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1. Thecourtshall submitneedsand investment analysis documents to COTin a formatCOT
prescribes.

2. COT shallreviewcourt submitted documentation and develop a recommendation. The
recommendationshallbe forwardedto thechiefjusticefor consideration.

3. Thechiefjusticeshalldeterminewhether to approve the adoptionofanewstate sponsored
andauthorizedsystem,orto takeother actions recommendedby the COTorbelievedto be
in the best interestsofthe judiciary.

E. Automation Funding. The administrative office shallfundcourt automation and technology
projectsthat are partofthe state sponsoredandauthorizedsystemsand initiatives,if funds are
available.Forcourt automation projects that are not partofthe statewide initiativeorto support
participationin mandatedstatewide initiativeswhich are listed insectionC.2,courtsshall secure
local fundsunlessstate funds aregranted.

F. Annual Information Technology StrategicPlan. The administrativedirector onbehalfofthe
supreme court, thechiefjudges on behalfof eachdivisionof the courtof appeals,and the
presidingjudgeon behalfof the municipal, justice and superior courtsof the county shall
annually submit a three year information technology strategic plan to COTfor review and
approval. Eachplan shall include a descriptionof all automation and technologyprojectsand
anyplansfor requiredmigration to state sponsored and authorizedsystems. COT shall specify
the plan format.
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