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1. The Indiana Supreme Court believes that it is in the best interests of
Indiana’s citizens, trial courts, court clerks, law enforcement officials, and lawyers
that all of Indiana’s courts maintain their records in a statewide computerized case
management system that connects courts across county lines and connects courts with
local and state entities that need and use court information. Among other things, with
such a system:

(a) Citizens and lawyers will be able to check the status of their
cases over the Internet.

(b) A court will be able to transmit electronically an order
suspending (or reinstating) a driver's license to the Bureau of Motor
Vehicles immediately after making the ruling.

(c) The state will be able to have an extremely accurate electronic
registry of all domestic violence protective orders issued by Indiana
courts.

(d) A judge facing a criminal defendant in one county will be
able to determine electronically whether there are charges pending
against that defendant in any other county. C .



(e) Judges, court clerks, prosecutors, lawyers, and their staffs will
be able to process electronically countless transactions that now are
performed by hand.

The Supreme Court acknowledges with appreciation that the Indiana General
Assembly and the Governor share this vision and have authorized a court filing fee
with the proceeds dedicated to the implementation of such a system. At the same
time, the Supreme Court recognizes that many counties have acquired their own case
management systems and may wish to continue using those systems for the
foreseeable future. In order to derive the important public safety and administrative
benefits of a statewide computerized case management system while recognizing the
desire for local flexibility to the extent consistent this vision, the Supreme Court
hereby adopts the following policy on trial court case management systems.

2. The Supreme Court designates the computerized case management system
known as Computer Associates International, Inc., Statewide Judicial Case
Management Software System as the Indiana statewide trial court case management
system, subject to the execution of a definitive agreement between Computer
Associates International, Inc., and the Indiana Supreme Court Division of State Court
Administration (Division). The Division will provide and install that system at the
Division's expense in any county that so requests on the terms described in paragraph
3 below. However, no county will be required to install that system and may at its
expense maintain its existing case management system, upgrade its existing system,
or acquire and install a different system so long as it complies with the conditions
described in paragraph 4 below.

3. Upon the request of a county’s courts, in cooperation with other appropriate
local officials, the Division will provide and install the statewide case management
system in the requesting county. The installation of the statewide case management
system will be subject to the terms and conditions of a memorandum of understanding
between the Division and the county covering the relative responsibilities of the
Division and the county for the installation of software and hardware and operation of
the system. In general, the Supreme Court contemplates that the Division will be
responsible for the cost of acquiring and installing the software in each county, for
initial training in each county, for statewide system servers, for the communications
network connecting the counties with each other and with state agencies, and for the
ongoing costs of statewide systems’ software licenses and maintenance. In general,
the Supreme Court contemplates that counties will be asked to bear or at least share
the cost of local servers, if any, desktop computers and related equipment, data
conversion, and local technological support. However, these allocations of financial
responsibility are general contemplations and likely will vary according to the state
fiscal resources available for this project and from county to county based on local
needs and conditions.






