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€)) INTRODUCTIONS

The meeting began at 4:04 p.m. after forming a quorum. Mr. Rod Andreason
welcomed the Committee Members and guests.

2) APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mr. Rod Andreason asked for approval of the September 2024 Minutes subject to
amendments noted by Mr. Jim Hunnicutt and Ms. Rachel Sykes. Mr. Michael Stahler moved.
Mr. Michael Young seconded. The Minutes were unanimously approved.

A3) RULES 7A AND 64 SUPPLEMENTAL HEARINGS AND MOTIONS TO ENFORCE ORDERS

Ms. Stacy Haacke reviewed that history of discussions and proposed amendments to
these rules. Judge Scott discussed the evolution of what has been happening in Third District
and supplemental hearing policies. She thinks the language in the rule currently is consistent
with what has been happening and the changes over the years. Commissioner Conklin
explained what has happened in Second District, which has been similar to Third District.
The Committee agrees to archive these amendments and requests, and to leave the language
in the rules as they currently read.

“4) RULE 101 MOTION PRACTICE BEFORE COURT COMMISSIONERS

Mr. Hunnicutt reviewed generally the amendments that have been made to this rule.
Judge Scott indicates they are making changes in Third District and dispositive motions will
go to the judge in the first instance before the commissioner. This process is currently
allowed under subparagraph (m). Mr. Brett Chambers asks about the differences between
this rule and rule 7. Mr. Hunnicutt indicates there has to be a hearing on a contested motion,
the page limits are different, and there are exceptions to the page limits. This has evolved
out of the filing of extensively long pleadings that were filed close to hearing dates.
Commissioner Conklin also notes that under rule 7 once briefing is complete the parties file
a request for decision, where in rule 101 the response deadline is calculated back from the
hearing date.

Mr. Hunnicutt notes that in domestic cases that have been dormant for a period of
time, the parties will need to be served directly and this language has been updated. With
efiling the lawyer will still receive notice of the filing. Commissioner Conklin notes they
did not want unrepresented parties to require rule 4 service on everything, especially with
the evolution of efiling.

Mr. Hunnicutt notes the amendment to require the submission of financial
information for the appointment of court-annexed professionals in subparagraph (f). There
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has also been a lot of confusion surrounding subparagraphs (h) and (i) and a lack of applying
the rule universally. Clarification has been added that documents may not be considered at
a hearing unless filed pursuant to rule, there also needs to be an evidentiary basis for exhibits,
and parties also need to provide direction as to what is filed and why, not just notice that
documents have been filed. There is also a clarification as to what does not count towards
the page limits, and that summaries need to give context to a document.

Subparagraphs (k), (1), (m), and (n) were also amended to clean up some language,
clarify when hearings could be scheduled, and when orders are enforceable.

Ms. Tonya Wright motions to approve to send the rule to the Supreme Court and to
go out for public comment. Mr. Stahler seconds the motion. Motions passes unanimously.

&) NOVEMBER AND DECEMBER MEETING DATES

These months are a little tricky with the holidays. Committee agrees to hold meetings
on the third Wednesdays of the month.

(6) ADJOURNMENT
Mr. Andreason thanked everyone for their hard work for the Committee. With no

more agenda items, the meeting was adjourned early. The next meeting will be November
20, 2024, at 4:00 p.m.
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