COMMISSION ON TECHNOLOGY
Agenda Item Information/Action
Meeting Date: September 6, 2001

Agenda Item: Type of Action Requested:
ELECTRONIC FILING PILOT: [ X] Formal Action/Request
REQUEST FOR COT APPROVAL [ ] Information Only

[ ] Other
FROM

Hon. Philip Espinosa

SUMMARY

Court of Appeals, Division 2, is requesting COT review and approval for a pilot implementation
of their electronic filing project, e-filer. This is pursuant to the Rule Petition 99-0031 and the
order adopting Court Rule 124 that specified it is “for use in pilot programs to be determined
by the Supreme Court Commission on Technology.”

See attached:

>> “Electronic Filing Pilot Checklist” for a summary of features and functions required by
various rules and orders.

>>Arizona Court of Appeals - Division Two: Information Technology Initiatives & Electronic
Filing

>> Court of Appeals’ Administrative Orders permitting efiling in its jurisdiction.

>> Order Adopting Rule 124 with attached Rule 124.

>> Administrative Requirements for Electronic Filing and Management of Court Documents

ACTION REQUESTED OR RECOMMENDED

Approve use of e-filer and specify a time for the Court of Appeals, Division 2 to report back to
the COT on the status, including the meeting of their success criteria. Provide direction to the
Court of Appeals on returning to the COT for expansion of the pilot beyond that described in
their submission.




COMMISSION ON TECHNOLOGY
CHECKLIST
FOR
REVIEW OF ELECTRONIC FILING PILOT PROPOSAL

Thisisaform that summarizes your Electronic Filing Pilot for review by the COT. Itisused in conjunction with a
demonstration and/or other presentation materialsin requesting the approval of the COT to proceed with an Electronic
Filing Pilot in your court.

Electronic Filing is the acceptance of court case documents in electronic rather than paper form. Electronic documents
can come from other agencies, attorneys, litigants or from within the court itself. If you are receiving and/or storing
electronic documentsin lieu of paper documents, then your court should prepare this document as part of receiving
permission under the administrative order adopting Court Rule 124 permitting electronic filing in Arizona courts.

The Technical Advisory Council, a subcommittee of the Commission on Technology, encourages you to contact them
for advice and assistance in devel oping your system. Several members were involved in the rule devel opment
recommendations; they would be happy to answer your questions.

Directions:

In the Item column, the headings for the questions (e.g. Rule 124 (a) or VIB1 CMS interface) refer to Rule 124 or the
associated Administrative Requirements for Electronic Filing and Management of Court Documents. Y OU may wish to
refer to them for more information.

Please enter an X in the Check for YES column to respond affirmatively to the question. A blank isano response.

Inthe Comment or Exception column, provide additional information as follows:

- Any exception information you wish to provide. This might include, for instance, the date in the efiling plan that a
particular item is scheduled to be accomplished but is not yet an affirmative response. For apilot, every item listed
may not be required at inception.

Any additional information you wish to provide.

Additional detail that isrequested in the item.

URL’s or other references to your published information.

A note asto any attachments you provide, (e.g. your efiling plan, security procedures, your court’s administrative
order adopting efiling, documentation of municipal governing body’ s agreement, etc.) that may not be published in
apublicly accessible form.



ELECTRONIC FILING PILOT CHECKLIST

FOR _Arizona Court of Appeals— Division Two

Prepared by: Mohyeddin Abdulaziz, Judge Joseph Howard, Clerk of the Court Joyce Goldsmith, and Chief Judge

Espinosa.
Date: August 24, 2001

Pilot Description

The Court of Appeals— Division Two has been involved in a number of projects aimed at the development of an
“electronic records’ or “paperless court” environment for many years. e-filer, our electronic filing project and in-house
software application, is an expansion of a preexisting pilot and asignificant step towards achieving thisgoal. At the
heart of this objectiveis our Electronic Document Management System (EDMS), which isintegrated with related
projects that include Imaging, Electronic Blueback (e-filing of thetrial record from the Pima County Superior Court) and

ODSPlus (adocument-based case management system.)

Do the procedures ensure document availability, security
& integrity and authentication?

ITEM Chec | Comment or Exception
k for
YES
Rule 124 (a) Please see Chief Judge Espinosa’s
1 Hasthe Presiding or Chief Judge, and, if applicable, the X Administrative Order filed April 27,
municipal governing body agreed to permit efiling. 2001 (AO) (attached and at
http://www.apltwo.ct.state.az.us/e-
filer/e-filerAQ.pdf )
2 Rule 124 (b)(1) X Thisisan expansion of a pre existing
Isan e-filing plan devel oped, reviewed and approved? pilot which has been underway for
List the members of the affected legal and business about 2 years. The current e-filing plan
community that have been involved. isdetailed in in the Administra-tive
Order. Appellate lawyerswith the Ariz
Attorney Genera’soffice & Pima
County Legal Defender have been
involved in its development.
3. Rule 124 (b)(2) X The following technologies,

procedures and practices are deployed:

D

2)

3

4

5

Secured Socket Layer (SSL)
from VeriSign to ensure
communications over a
secured channel.
Registration: Filers must exist
in the “ Attorney Database”
maintained by the Clerk.
Following electronic
registration, personal
verification of identity by
Clerk’s office.

Documents are saved in
“Read-Only” mode and
backed up automatically.
E-filers can view and verify
their filings at any time.




6) Redundant back up of all
documents on adaily basis.

7) Documents secured in EDMS
after acc$tance bz Clerk.

4. Rule 124 (c) X 1) Pleasesee AO.

Is adocument deemed filed based on when transmission 2) Filingdatein CMSis
begins? determined by the clerk.

5. Arethere any paper follow-up or additional copies No.
requirements? If yes, why and for how long?

6. Rule 124 (d) Court delivery of electronic documents
Isthere adocumented consent process for court delivery is not implemented at thistime.
of electronic documents? Whereisit published?

7. Rule 124 (e) Consent to electronic service may be
Isthere adocumented electronic service delivery process? filed with the court. AO 4(b) & ()
Whereisit published?

8. 1114 — Provisions to preserve content and format: X Formats: PDF and XML.

Are the document format requirements documented and See AO and e-filer homepage for
published? List accepted formats. further details.
e-filer verifies that documentsfiled are
in PDF or XML formats and rejects any
that are not.

9. Isthere a documented and published process for handling | X See 8 above and AO 6(a).
submissions that are not in the approved formats?

10. | IID — Graphics and multimedia No file formats other than PDF and
Do you have a published policy about whether you XML are accepted at thistime.
accept graphics and multimediafiles? Evidence and exhibit documents

usually come as part of the trial record
from the superior court. If litigants
wish to include GIFs, JPEGs, etc. they
must include them in a PDFfile.

11. | Aregraphicsand multimediafiles accepted? X See 10 above.

Note what formats are allowed.

12. | E. Email X Digitally-signed notification/receipt of
Doesemail play arolein your efiling system? Explain. effilings are sent viae-mail.

13. | IIF - Fill-in forms Only complete documents (authored by
Aretherefill-in formsin your €filing system? List them. the filers) such as motions, briefs, etc.

are e-filed.

14. | IVA Authentication of sender X User login and encrypted password.
Doesyour efiling system authenticate the submitter of Please see #3 above.
documents or data? Please explain.

15. | IVBI — Document Authentication X All documents are digitally signed.
Doesyour efiling system detect transmission or other Any alteration by any meansis
document alterations? How? immediately detected.

16. | IVB2a — Document Maintenance X Please see#3 & AO 7(a)

Do you have written procedures for assuring document Digital signature technology assures
integrity? Attach (security related documentswill not be document integrity at all times.
made public).

17. | Doyou have security in place to protect documentsfrom | X All systems except for web server

hackers, either internal or externa (e.g. firewalls, audit protected by firewall provided by AOC.




| | logging)? Provide a security schematic. | | See also #15 above. |

18. | IVB2b Virus checking X Symantec’s Norton AntiVirus
Do all documents and efiling transmissions get scanned Enterprise Edition.
for viruses? What product?
19. | IVB2c Alternate copy X At least 3 copies of any document exist
Are there procedures to assure an alternate document on different systems and different
copy isavailable? Explain. mediaat any time: original filingin
filer’ sfolder, copy in EDMS, and copy
in backup system.
20. | IVB2d Backup Procedures X Automatic documentation in back up
Arethere documented backup procedures with system

appropriate logs and periodic verifications?

21. | Arebackups stored off-site? Where X One backup ismaintained in tape
library, another in safe at the court, and
39 packup off sitein custody of a

sueervi Sor.

22. | Arecontingency plans and procedures for system X See Div 2 website
downtime developed and published?
23. | IVB2e Media standards X

Isyour primary and alternate electronic copy stored on
media conforming to ANSI/AIIM standards? Note brand
selected and appropriate ANSI/AIIM standards followed.

24. | IVB2f Archive media No archiving at thistime.
I'sthe archiving media non-reusable?
25. | Arethe archiving procedures documented including See #24 above.
appropriate logging and periodic mediarefreshing?
26. | Doesyour operations plan contain provisions for the X Destruction of recordsis
destruction of recordsin accordance with the approved performed pursuant to Supreme Court
retention schedule? Administrative Order No. 99-79 dated
December 16,1999.

27. | IVC Confidential documents
Are confidential or sealed documents accepted? How
security assured?

28. | VA Internet filing and costs X Free of cost.
Isthe efiling system available viathe Internet?

29. | Doesyour solution require any kind of licensed software Users need no software other than an
to be used by external users? List. internet browser.

30. | Arethe minimum hardware and software requirementsfor | X No specific hardware or software
externa efiling users published? Summarize them here. needed. Only requirement is standard

Internet browser.

31 VB Communications protocols X TCP/IP, HTTP
Arethe protocolsindustry-standard and non-proprietary?
List.

32. | VC Public Access X Remote access to case docket is
Isremote access provided? To whom? (Court personnel? available to public. Remote accessto
Other courts? Attorneys? Litigants? Public?) electronic documents available only to

artiesin the case.

33. | Ispublic accessto electronic documents provided? X Public may view e-filed documents on

Explain the process allowing public access to el ectronic dedicated PC at Clerk’ s office.

documents with emphasis on accessibility and security?




34. | VIA Acknowledgement of receipt X 1) Acknowledgement of receipt
I's an acknowledgement of receipt provided to the filer? isprovided at time of filing.
2) Digitally-signed
acknowl!edgement (of
docketing or error) by the
Clerk of the Court is sent
automatically viaemail.
35. | VIBI CMS interface X 1) Filer Information
Doesthe efiling process verify case management 2) Case number
information data and codes? List elementsfromthe CMS 3) Document type (selected from
that are validated. CMStable)
4) Party information
36. | Arethedatavalidation and editsfor efiling dataelements | X
consistent with those for the CM S?
37. | VIB2 Docketing X Both CMSand EDMS
Does the efiling processing automatically docket to the
CMS?
38. | VIB3 Indexing X 1) Case Number
Does the efiling processing automatically index the 2) Filing Date
document? List indexing elements. 3) Document Type
4) Filer
5 Party
39. | VIC Document Access X
Do the efiling system procedures comply with ACJA 1-504
provisionsfor accessibility and migration?
40. | VID Efiling Plan X Please see AO & additional
Isyour efiling plan attached? attachments.
41. | Isthe hardware and software requirement for users X
documented?
42. | Do you have an electronic document management system | X SRE
in place? Provide product(s) name.
43. | Isthe acquisition and installation plan devel oped? X
44. | Isthe acquisition and installation plan executed? X
Is the testing plan executed? x ] |
46. | Isthetraining plan for both internal and external users X Minimal training required. Simple on-
developed? Attach. lineinstructions & FAQ.
47. | Isthetraining plan for both internal and external users X
executed?
48. | Isthe staffing and support plan for both internal and X In-house tech support available at no
external users of efili ng developed? Attach. cost to external & internal users.
49. | Arethe€filing staffing and support resourcesin place? X No FTE’ s specifically assigned except
How many FTE s are assigned? for tech support.
50. | VIE Published procedures X Please see AO and website.
Arethe procedures for electronic filing (including
procedures, acknowledgement practices and support)
published? Please provide location.
50. | Areany documents besides confidential documents X 1) Caseinitiation documents.
excluded from the efiling process? Explain. 2) Financial transactions.




51. | Doesyour €efiling plan include a phasing in of any Not at thistime.
excluded documents?

52. | Candocumentsbefiled at any time? Note thetimesthe X Systemisavailablefor e-filing 24

systemisavailablefor filing. hours/day.

53. | Can €filing assistance be obtained at any time? Notethe | X By phone during business hours. By
times that support resources are available for assistance. email at other times.

54. | Arefeesaccepted electronically? Explain the process for See#51 and AO 1(b). Standard case
electronic or manual fee collection, including impact on initiation procedure not expected to
filing time. significantly impact e-filing.

55. | Haveyou followed the prescribed project management
methodol ogy so you have project documentation of
development and implementation activities, issues,

changesi resource rgui rementsI etc. to-date?

56. | Istheelectronic filing software vendor-provided? Explain Developed in house. No licensing,
the licensing, ownership and cost provisions and issuesiif ownership or cost provisions.
thiswere to be replicated in another court.

57. | Arethere provisionsfor the long-term support, X e-filer will be reviewed and updated
maintenance and enhancement of the product in your plan regularly to remain compliant with
and/or your vendor contract? Explain. current technol ogies.

58. | Have you developed success measures for the pilot? List | X 1) documents successfully
the success criteria. filed

2) documentsintegrated with
CMSand EDMS

3) documents accessible at
any timeto court & parties

59. | Isthereaprojected end date for the pilot? What isit? X Thisisan expansion of a 2-year pilot
program with the Attorney General
and Legal Defender offices. If
successful, e-filer should become a
permanent program.

60. | Didthe project comein on or below budget? Note the X
budget required to offer efiling with this system/approach
by category of personnel & ERE, professional services,
travel, equipment & software and other operating.

61. | Istheoperational budget over the next threeto five years
estimated? Please attach.

SUBMITTED BY:_Philip G. Espinosa, _Chief Judge DATE: August 24, 2001




Arizona Court of Appeals - Division Two
Information Technology Initiatives & Electronic Filing

In 1992, the Arizona Supreme Court Commissionon Technology promulgated “Vison 2004, in
which the COT authorized and supported severa plans, projects, and proposals that amed to eventudly
transformthe courtsinto “ paperlesscourts,” where documentsare produced, stored, retrieved, distributed,
managed, and manipulated eectronicaly to the benefit of courts, litigants, and the public. Spurred by this
visgon, Divison Two of the Arizona Court of Apped s began preparing for this*new world.” Redizing that
the new environment would involve aradica change in the culture of the court, Division Two opted for an
“evolutionary gpproach” to the transformation process. Since then, the court hasinitiated and advanced
severa projects.

. The Internet. When public access to the Internet was ill in itsinfancy, redizing the important
role it would play in our society, including the courts, Division Two acquired an Internet license
and coordinated with the DOA to obtain Internet accessin 1994. Thisinitiative provided the
court with the ability to communicate with its community and the world by e-mail and website.
The court established its website (the first court in the state and among the first in the nation) to
provide the public with easy remote access to court information. This access was dramatically
enhanced when the court added up-to-date case information, docketing data, and ora
argument schedules on the website. Litigants could obtain immediate information about their
cases without leaving their offices or using the telephone.

. Imaging: To initiate the transformation to an e ectronic document environment, the court
acquired scanners and imaging software and began converting paper documents to eectronic
ones. This development alowed easy storage and retrievd of various documents. In addition,
automated Optica Character Recognition (OCR) alows court personnd to conduct “full text
search and retrieval” on those eectronic documents.

. Electronic Document Management: Without arobust Electronic Document Management
Sysem (EDMS), utilizing ectronic documents within the court becomes more of a problem
than asolution. With that in mind, Divison Two acquired and developed a sate-of-the-art
EDMS to be the repository for al court documents whether they arefiled into the court in
ether paper or eectronic form, or produced internaly.

. Case Management: For internaly generated documents (e.g., notices, orders, opinions) to be
part of the new environment, it was necessary to substantialy update and upgrade the court’s
legacy case management system to be capable of recelving and producing € ectronic documents
(document based) and to take advantage of new technologies now available. ODSPlus was
created and developed by Divison Two personnd and deployed to meet this chalenge.



. Electronic Filing: E-filing dlowslitigantsto file documentsin the court directly from remote PCs.
Recent advancements in communications and the popularity of the Internet make eectronic filing
more vigble than ever. e-filer isan gpplication developed at Divison Two to enable the efiling
of documents by smply accessing the DivisonTwo website. Thisprojectisanintegra part of the
court’s Vision 2004 technology gods. It commenced two years ago withapilot project involving
the Pima County Legal Defender’ s Office and the Tucson office of the Arizona Attorney Generdl.
Another part of this project dlowsthe Pima County Superior Court (from which the mgority of
our documents originate) to transfer voluminous records on gppedl ectronicaly to Divison Two.
Thanks to a JCEF grant in 1999, this project, caled “The Electronic BlueBack,” is now in full
production.

The figure below illugtrates the dectronic document environment a Division Two.

As aresult of the success of e-filer and in accordance with Rule 124 of the Arizona Supreme
Court, Divison Two is prepared to expand its eectronic filing program to the next phase which will alow
Arizona attorneys to file documents with the court dectronically. The court’s eectronic filing system
complies with the Adminigrative Requirements for Electronic Filing and Management of Court Records



and will be compliant with dl Legd XML standards as they develop.

Program Description
Title e-filer
Vendor: None. Developed in-house at Divison Two
Server Software: Web Server - 11S (5), ColdFusion Server, Microsoft

Access, Microsoft SQL Server

Application Development Software: ColdFusion Markup Language (CFML), Hypertext
Markup Language (HTML), Extensble Markup
Language (XML), Java, JavaScript

Client Software: Java-capable and enabled browser (Netscape or |E)

Security and Authentication: Secured Socket Layer (SSL) from VeriSign, Extensible
Key Infrastructure (XKI) from Law-On-Line.

e-filer and Rule 124 Administrative Requirements:

. Administrative standards and guidelines approved by the COT and the supreme court provide
uniformity and enable Arizonacourtsto progresstoward Vision 2004 gods. e-filer adheresto these
requirements. Since no other document-based (vs. fill-in forms) e-filing system currently exists in
Arizona, thissystem hasthe potentia to serveasamodd for other courts. Becausethe softwarewas
developed at the Court of Appedls, it isavailablefor al courtsfree of charge (except for third party
digita signature software), and because it utilizes standard database software, it isreadily integrable
into modern eectronic document management systems (EDMYS), in accordance with Rule 124.

Periodic Review: Asthe adminidtrative requirements are reviewed and updated by the COT, e-
filer will dso be reviewed and updated.

Document Specifications : Stringent authentication measures have been deployed to insure thet dl
documents filed dectronicaly are preserved both in form and content. These measuresinclude SSL
and digitdl Sgnatures. Although e-filer is capable of receiving documentsin any formeat, eectronic
filers must abide by dl requirements of Rule 124, including using paragraph numbers and Portable
Document Format (PDF) or XML.

Authentication & Security: In addition to login username and password to verify and authenticate
users, al communicationswill be conducted over a Secured Socket Layer (SSL), and all documents
will bedigitaly signed. Electronicaly filed documentswill bevirus-filtered, stored in read-only mode,
and integrated within the EDMS for daily back-up and archiving.

Access: e-filer utilizes Internet technologies and is accessed over the World Wide Web through
standard Internet browsers (e.g., Netscape or Internet Explorer). All e-filed documents are public
records and available for viewing & the court.



Processing: A digitally Sgned dectronic receipt isautometicaly generated and e-mailed to thefiler.
e-filer isintegrated with the court’ s case management system (ODSPlus) and EDMS. Documents
areindexed and OCR’ d tofacilitate search and retrievad by the court. Accessto documentsand case
information is provided over the Internet. Detailed procedures for eectronic filing are published on
the court’ s e-filer Ste.



FILED BY CLERK
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

STATE OF ARIZONA .1 MR 2T 00
DIVISION TWO '

TOURT OF APPEALS
DIVISION TG

In the Matler of: )
: 3 Administrative Order
CLECTRONIC FILING )

lilecironic Filing Rules for Division T'wo of the Arizona Court ol Appeals

Whereas Rule 124, Rules of the Supreme Court of Arizona, authorizes the Chief Judge of
the Court of Appeals to permit the electronic filing (e-filing) of documents in the court, und

Whereas Division Two of the Court of Appeals has successiully completed a two-year
e-filing pilot project with the Pima County Legal Defender’s office and the Arizona Altorney
Gencral's Tueson office, it is

Ordered: The Division Two e-liling program shall be expanded to permit electronic filing
of appesl documents by licensed Arizona attorneys who register with the court and comply withRule
124 and its corrcsponding Administrative Requirements for Electronic Filing and Management of
Court Doguments, commencing May 15, 2001, as more fully detailed below.

1. E-filing shall be permitted as follows

i.

In docketed Division Two cascs by cumrently licensed Arizona attorneys who comply
with regjsiration procedures at the court’s web site utilizing a valid e-mail address and
curtent State Bar of Arizona number. (No case initialion documents, such as the notice
ol appeal, may be e-liled.)

For nonmonctary transactions. (Fees and other financial documents are not currently
accepted electronically.}

When e-filed documents are digitally signed using the couri-provided authenticalion
system prior 1o being submitted for filing.

When ali applicable rules, including Rule 124 and uny other e-filing rules posted on the
Division Two web site, are complied with.

2. Date and efTect of electronic filing

a.

b,

C.

Documents wili be decmed received on the date and time (hey are success{ully
transmitted to the court but will not be filed by the clerk except during established
business hours.

An electronically filed and digitally signed document shall be considered the enginal
document for all purposes.

No additional “copics” of an electronically filed document shall be required to be filed
with this court.




). Electronic delivery of documents by the court
a. Courl documents (orders, notices, ete.) may be delivered electronically to any party who
fifes with the court wrilten consent to receive such documents clectronically, and ne
corresponding paper documents will be tssued to that party.
b, Such documents will be digitally signed by the court.
¢ Acdigially symed receipt shall be electronically delivered Lo the fler for each documen|
electronically filed in the court.

4. Servive of docnments
a. Service of documents shall remain the responsibility of the partics.
b. Service may be cffected electronically with a parly’s prior consent,
¢. Required certificates of service may be {iled electronically with the court.

5. Computation of time

a. If the clectronic delivery or service of a document is completed on any day alter
5:00 p.m. Mountain Standard Time, then such docuement shall be deemed o have been
transmitted on the next day that is not a Salurday, Sunday, or legal holiday.

b. Whenever a party has the right or is required to take an action within a prescribed period
after service of a notice or other paper and such service is made electronically, such
service shall be considered service by mail for the purpose of compuling time under any
ruile of procedure.

6. Docoment formats
4. Documents will be accepted in partable document format (PDF} or extensible mark-up
language (XML only.
b. All electronically filed documents containing more than onc paragraph shall vulize
paragraph numbering based on the system adopled by the Supreme Court lor appellate
opinions.

7. Administrative procedures
a. Authentication of users and documenis:

1} Registration will be permitted for attorneys who are licensed by the State Bar of
Arizana and listed in the attomey database maintained by the clerk of this court,
following confirmation of bar number and e-mail address.

23 E-filing will be conducted over secured Internct channels {secured socket SSL).

3 All documents shall be digitally signed utilizing Division Two signaturce software,

4} A login procedure utilizing a username and password will be required.

h. System mainienance:

1} Documents will be tested for viruses before they arc integrated into the cowt’s
electronic document management system (EDMS).

2} E-filed documents will be automatically backed up hy the court upon receipt.

3) Other electronic documents will be backed up daily and/or weekly.




Accessiblity:

1) Clectronic lihing will be conducted over the Intemet utilizing a standard hrowser such
as Netscape (4.5 or later} or Internel Explorer (3.0 or later).

2} Electronic Nlers will be able to view e-filed documents in their cases using a slandard
browser. Such e-filed documents will be viewable by the public at the coutr.

Processing:

1) The clectronic filing system {e-filer} shall be integrated with the court’s automated
case management system {CMS) and EDMS.

21 Upon filing, all documents will be automatically converted to text format 1o [acilitate
search and retneval by the comrt.

3. Pctitions for review

HE

h.

The pelitioning party shall be responsible for making arrangements with the clerk of this
court for the timely filing ol paper copics of the petition for review and any reluted [hngs
for transmitia! 1o the Supreme Court in accordance with all applicable rules.

The partics shall be responsible for making arrangemcents with the clerk of this court for
the tmely filing of paper copies of the briefs on appeal and any related filings for
transmittal to the Supreme Court in accordance with all applicable rules.

9, Effect on other rules
This order shall not modify or supplant any rule of procedure or established court policy
excepl as specifically provided hereim.

Dated: April 27, 2001

Philip (f. Espinoﬁ;
Chief Judge




FILED BY CLERK
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS
STATE OF ARIZONA -
DIVISION TWO MAY -8 2001
COURT OF APPEALS
DIVISION TWO

In the Matter of )

) Supplemental Administrative Order
ELECTRONIC FILING }

This order shall modify the administrative order on electronic filing in Division Two filed
April 27, 2001 as follows:

The expansion of the Division Two electronic filing program to permit e-filing by licensed

attorneys outside the Pima County Legal Defender’s office and the office of the Arizona Attorney
General shall commence following approval by the Supreme Court Commission On Technology.

Dated: May 8, 2001 Q% q % .
hilip G./Espinosa

Chief Judge




