MNCIS Uniform Court Practice (UCP)

	Summary Information

	UCP Number:
 187
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	UCP Description:
  Procedure for Handling Grand Jury Indictments
	Line of Business:
 Criminal/Juvenile

	Urgency:    FORMDROPDOWN 

	Status:   Approved

Date:  December 9, 2004

	Contact:  Nancy Crandall

	Business Issue

	When a grand jury returns an indictment on an incident that has a MNCIS case previously initiated by complaint, maintain processing the indictment on the current court case.

	Recommended Process Change

	When the offense on an indictment is the same as the complaint, use the case already initiated in MNCIS and treat the indictment as an amended filing document.  Do not open a new case.  Add the indictment as a new document and amend the offense to reflect the indictment.

	Research Conducted

	Current Practice taken from TCIS User Manual – (found under indictments/Criminal page 4):  “an indictment is assigned an SJIS number that is different from the formal complaint.  Therefore, it requires a separate Case number for tracking the SJIS number.  Dismiss the formal complaint & add the indictment to the system as a new case.  DO NOT ADD AN INDICTMENT TO AN EXISTING FILE,  TREAT AS A NEW CASE.  (Refer to disposing a criminal case in the same section)...”

MNCIS has the ability to capture more complete offense information and to keep a history.  SJIS was replaced by CJAD.  CJAD is currently in the process of being replaced by MNJAD.

Research and Evaluation feels that they can get the information from the charging documents and charge history that is captured in MNCIS and will be transferred to MNJAD.  Case filing statistics will be more accurate since there will not be duplicate files created for the same behavioral incident.

No benefit to court administration or criminal justice partners for starting a new case has been articulated.

	Rationale

	Now that MNCIS stores a history of charges and statistical databases are more sophisticated it is not necessary to start a new case.

	Impact Within Judicial Branch

	The case history will be more complete.  An indictment does not contain as much information about the incident as the original complaint.  When an interested party wants information from the file, the court clerk many times ends up pulling two files to make copies.  Most consumers of information from the court do not need copies of the indictment, but do want copies of the original complaint.  Compiling on one case history will reduce paper waste.

Since the prosecutor will no longer need to file a dismissal on the 2nd degree murder complaint, there will be fewer filings and less data entry.  There will also be less confusion about cases that show a dismissal.  Currently if the victim’s family has been given a case number before the indictment is filed, the court can cause unnecessary hurt by communicating a dismissal of the charge to them.  By keeping all the information in one file, the court will provide better service to the public.

Statistical information will be more accurate.  Currently it is difficult to track accurate disposition counts on the serious felonies due to the large number of dismissals on the second degree murders that are replaced with first degree murder indictments. 

	Impact On Other Agencies

	Prosecutors will no longer need to file a dismissal on their 2nd degree murder complaints.  This will reduce unnecessary paperwork.  They will no longer need to find out a second case number for what is traditionally one case in their office.  Statistics will be more accurate since there won’t be as many dismissals on serious felonies.

Corrections and probation departments also will benefit by having the history contained on one case.

It is less likely that arrest and charge histories will get mismatched due to changing of a case number.  Since there is less data entry and fewer chances of error, the potential for reducing BCA suspense records is a potential benefit.

	Additional Comments

	 Screen shots depicting the above process in MNCIS attached:
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