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[bookmark: _GoBack]Your consideration of the information provided after the rules comment period has closed is much appreciated.  

Please let me know if you have any questions. 
Thank you, 

	[image: Supreme Court Gold Seal w transparent grnd.gif]
	Summer Dalton
Project Manager
Administrative Office of the Courts
1501 W. Washington, Ste. 410
Phoenix, AZ  85007
Work: 602.452.3496
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From:   Dalton, Summer < SDalton@court s.az.gov >    Sent:   Tuesday, June 29, 2021 8:27 AM   To:   Boncoskey, Scott < sboncoskey@courts.az.gov >   Cc:   Reinkensmeyer, Marcus < mreinkensmeyer@courts.az.gov >   Subject:   Regarding Rule Petition 21 - 0025 and Digital Evidence        Good Morning Mr . Boncoskey,     The AOC i s embarking on a statewide digital evidence portal that was approved by the COT and  AJC and I have been assigned to manage the project.     This project kicked off in December of  2020 with a contract with Thomson Reuters.      Rule Petition R - 21 - 0025, which requ ests the  addition of Rule 22.1 to the Arizona Rules of Family Law Procedures looks to define exhibit  numbering requirements which directly impacts this project.          One of the key features of this portal is that when evidence is uploaded it is automatically  numbered sequentially with an exhibit identifier for each side of the case (“section”).     A new  section can be created for each hearing/trial held and each section  is given a unique section  identifier.     I have provided a visual below because I realize the narrative description is not  extremely clear. In the example below, exhibits would be referenced as C1, C2, C3, D1and D2. I  did have an opportunity to meet with the   petitioners and demonstrate how the portal is set up to  number exhibits and they had no concerns with the approach but were still concerned with  evidence that was submitted outside of the portal.     From a technical and statewide management perspective, my  concern is that the portal does not  support the numbering logic outlined in the proposed rule. I am hoping either an exception could  be given for evidence submitted through the portal or preferably that a statewide workgroup is  created to discuss standardi zing exhibit numbering across all case types.           


image2.png
! Home Find View Present Notes Download People Stamps

[ ) X =

DEMO CASE State Vs Phelps
o Trar 2001 s
State Exhibits for Jury Trial
4172021
State's Exibit_Receipt
(hpri 26,202 1

State's Exibit. Letter (April
26,200 2
State's Exhibit_ Text Msg
(Apri 26,2021)3
D: Defense Exhibits for Jury
“Tial 4/1/2021
nse_Text message 2-2
1) 4
2 Defense Notice (April 26,
205

Person Filing:

Mailing Address:

City, State, Zip Code:
Telephone Number:
Representing: [ ] Self[ ] Petitic
State Bar Number (if applicable)
Email Address:

ARIZONA SUPERIOR




image3.png




