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2003 SENA TE ST ANDING COMMITIEE MINUTES 

BILURESOLUTION NO. SB 2339 

Senate Appropriations Committee 

□ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date February 3, 2003 

Side A SideB 
#1 X 

Committee Clerk Si nature 

Minutes: 

Senator Holmbeca~ chair opened the hearing on SB 2339 (#1440) 

Meter# 
1440-5531 

Senator Stanley Lyson. Senator from Williston, District l, Senator Lyson stated that this bin to 

tray to keep the state from putting another mandate on county government. In the last session1 the 

legislature pa.~sed a bill to allow the state of North Dakota to enter in a new interstate compact 

which would permit parolees and probationers to be transferred from our state to another. One of 

the problems with the old compact was that if a violator moved to another state and violated the 

laws there, there was no provisions for sending that violator back to the state he/her left. The new 

compact has the provision that the state will come and get he/her. Probationers and Parolees are 

two separate things: Parolee is a person that has been convicted and sentenced to the state pen, 

and released by the Parolee department under the supervision of the Field Division, Those 

people are already the responsibitity of the state if they are allowed to transfer out of the state and 

have to be brought back. the Field division picks up those costs. Probationers is a person who 
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Senate Appropriations Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2339 
Hearing Date February 3, 2003 

was convic::ted in a certain county and the Judge put them on probation. That put them under the 

supervision of the Depnrtment of Corrections, Field Division. With the permission of the Field 

Division, and if the request is proper, they can be transferred to another state, maybe their home, 

etc. But if they violate there (the state they requested to be sent to), it is the responsibillty of the 

county that they were convicted in, to go and bring back that person after a violation. Under this 

bill, it puts a $1 S0.00 fee for any probationer who requests a transfer to another state. It also 

demands a $1 SO fee from the county if the application is approved. These fees would go into a 

transportation fund. If this bill was passed, it would alleviate the counties from having to spend 

any more money to bring these people back. The minimum for most counties to bring a violator 

back is approximately $1 l 00.00. Some as high as $2 l 00.00 He recommends that the committee 

support this bitt. 

Senator Holmbera stated that the fiscal note has $15,000 from general fund money and then th-., 

authorization to sent. He wanted to know why the $15,000? Senator Lyson stated that the 

$15t000 is a start up fee. Senator Schobinier: (#2023) Is this a common practice to let 

probationers to leave, are there some counties that do this more? Senator Lyson: Yes there is, and 

the reason is that you have more transient people, Minot Air Force Base, Grand Forks Air Force 

base, oil fields in., Williams county, Stark County. There are people from other states who come 

here to work and then get into trouble and are mote likely to want to go back to their home state. 

Then the problem comes up that some counties can afford to bring back those that violate their 

probation and others can't. Senator Christmann (#2133): Would the counties not go after some 

of these violators if the state were to pay for them, mainly those that are just trivial? Is it up to 

each county's District Judge to decide that these people can out of state or is there some state 
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Senate Appropriations Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2339 
Hearing Date February 3, 2003 

guidelines that determine whether they have to stay here during their probation or whether they 

can travel? Senator Lyson: The states attorney from that county usually makes the decision as to 

whether that person should be brought back or not, They ask for a warrant from the District court 

to bring that person back. Senator Krinptad:(#232 l): If only about 20% came back, what is the 

possibility of putting the law in to effect without the general fund money and let the fund build 

up? Senator Lyson: 20% was for Willams county, Grand Forks they bring back way over 90%, 

under the new compact it would be enable you to get these violators out of your state and back to 

the sending state because they violated their probation. It will be more of a mandate through the 

interstate compact. Senator K,:auter (#2442): If the offender, assuming th~t the offender does 

not pay this fee, then the Department of Corrections pays. then you have one governmental entity 

paying another government entity. Senator L)tson: The bill says that IF the offender cannot pay 

the $150.00 then the Department of Corrections will put that $1 S0.00 in for them, but the county 

is still going to be responsible for $150.00, In another portion of the bill, there Is also going to be 

a charge to the probationer who just wants to go to another state to see a sick relative, etc. That 

fee will also go into this, that is not an interstate compact. that is just a travel pennit for a specific 

length of time. Trying to put the burden back on the people who are on probation. Some will 

Aever use it, but ~ause of their conduct while they were here. they are going to be helping bring 

back the others back, 

Warren R. Emmer~ Director Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation Field Services 

Division, (#2713), Written testimony attached, Exhibit #1 He explained more about the 

i.1 '_i:rstate compact. Mr, Emmer ls the North Dakota's Interstate Compact Commissioner. There 

are 41 states that are participating in this. He has also been elected to the natit'nttl executive 

I 

I 
/, 



I 
I 

. -I 

I 

. ·•-:. '' ~ I ,,:, ,, 
' 
' 

. 

1 • ,',~ 

I, 

., 

·, l 

Page4' 
Senate Appropriations Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2339 
Hearing Date February 3, 2003 

board and chairman of the Commission's compliance committee. He stated that the enactment of 

SB 2339 would dramatically reduce the counties cost of returning offenders to North Dakota. Mr. 

Emmer also stated that the Executive Board of the Interstate Compact Commission would be 

tightening up the rules regarding states coming and gettf ng those violators that have violated their 

probation. He indicated that such things as fines, Jaw suits, etc. Could result in states not going 

after their probation violators. He also stated that the state will probably require a $10.00 

application fee for probationers to apply to transfer, plus they wiU be responsible for the $150.00 

travel pennit also. 

Senator Holmber1 wanted to know why the Legislature has to fund the $15,000? Mr, Emmer 

explained that he didn't know how much it was going to cost to get prisoners back, and that if the 

$15,000 is not included then they will run the program without it. They don't want to put this 

program in jeopardy because of the funds. He stated that they could do the program without the 

funds. Senator Christmann: (#3930) What happens if there isn't enough money, etc. Does it fall 

back on the counties. or does the state assume the cost no matter what it costs? Mr, Emmer. It 

would fall on our shoulders, we think we are pretty close to what it will cost. You will see that in 

our budget when it is presented in the next few weeks. This bill (SB 2339) is being heard for the 

first time in this committee. Senator Holmbet& stated that this committee would have to carry 

this bill to the floor. Mr, Emmer explained a little m01·e about contr~ting with a private entity to 

assist with transportation. Senator Schobinaer (#480 l) Would the return of the probationer be 

before or after they were tried in the other state? Mr. Emmer responded that it might not be a 

serious crime, it could be drug violation, or an after care drug addiction that the probationer 

didn't attend, or someone decides that they don't want to visit their probation officer anymore . 

Tht aior••·· ...... tn tftf• f fll .... WUtltt repr1utfn Of NOONI •ttWNd to Nodtrn Jnf~tt~ IYlt• fo, If orofHl1na _., ·.a:, 
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Senate Appropriations Committee 
BUI/Resolution Number SB 2339 
Hearing Date February 3, 2003 

These things are thinas that could be reasons to bring the person back. Senator Schobinger: 

Most of these wou1d be violations of current probation, not necessarily a new crime. Mr. Emmer 

agreed. He felt that they were doing their job if they could interrupt that persons behavior before 

they commit a new offense. Senator Kilzer (#5224) What this considered in the DOC budget? 

Mr. Emmer. no this bnl was drafted after the budget was already done. 

Wade Williams brought Scott W, Buschina. Presldtnt of the ND Sherifrs & Deputies 

Association testimony. (written testimony attached Exhibit #2) (#5365) 

The Aasociation of Counties (which Wade Williams represented) also supports SB 2339. 

Senator Ho1mbera stated that they would not pass this biU out of the committee at this time, but 

he asked Alan from the Legislative Council to prepare an amendment for the committees 

consideration removing any general funds money, Alan stated that he would do that. 

With no other testimony. the hearing on SB 2339 was closed by Senator Holmbera. chair. 

(#5532). 
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Amendment to: SB 2339 

FISCAL NOTE 
R-.quuted by Leglaa.ttve CouncH 

03/24/2003 

1A. ltatl ftecal effaot: Identify HH, ,tat. flsosl effect and the fl1cal effect on agency appropriation, compar.d to 
fundli level• and a Ilona antlot ted under current law, 

20014003 Bltnnlum 2003-2005 Biennium 2005-2007 Biennium 
o.n.rat other Funds General other Funda General 0tMr Funda 

Fund Fund Fund 

School School School 
CountlN Cltlea Dlatrlcta Countlta CHIM Dlatrlcts CltJN Dlatrtota 

$82, 

2, Narrative: Identify_ HH, a,p#ICta of the mttasure which oause fiscal Impact and Include any commt1nt1 relevant to 
your an,Jyal,, 

Senate BHI No. 2339 provlde1 a mean, to countle8 to retrieve probatlonera that violate the terms of his/her probation 
while outalde the boundaries of the State of ND. The source of revenue propoted In this blll originates from the 
probationer's county t:A Jurt8dlotlon and either the DOCR or the probationer, It Is estimated that 5SO offendn wHI be 
approved for transfer to another state In the 2003-05 biennium, 

3, State flsoal .,,_. detlll: For Information shown under $late fiscal effect In 1A; please: 
A. Revenuee: Explain the revenue amounta. Provide detail, when appropriate, for eaoh revenue type and 

fund effected and any amounts Included In the executlv• budget. 

Revenues are generated from the following sources: 
1, Transfer application fee• $150 This fee Is to be paid by the offender upon approval of request to travet to another 
atate. The offender fee may be waived by the DOCR. However, tf the OOCR waives the offender fee, the DOOR 
must pay the $150 appUoatlon fee (It la the DOCR's Intention to pay this fee using offender supervision fees). 
2, County of Jurisdiction - $150 This fee Is to be paid by the county of Jurisdiction upon approval of the appUoatlon for 
transfer to the DOOR for deposit Into the probationer violation transportation fund 
3. Travef permit fee .. $10 to be paid by the probationer, this fee may be waived by the DOCR 

B. Expenditures: Explain the e,q,,ndlture amounts. Provldf detail, whtn appropriate, for each agt1noy, line 
'-m, and fund affected and the numt»r of FTE positions affected. 

Expenditures reeulttng from this blll will be used to defray the costs of returning to the atate probationers who violate 
condition• of probation. It Is estimated that for the 2003-05 biennium this fund will provide for the retum of 125 
probationers. It la aleo estimated that the cost of retumlng a probationer to the state la between $1,200 and $2,000 
per retum. 

0, Appropriation,: E~aln thf appropriation amounts. Provldtl detail, when appropriate, of thf t1ff;,ct on 
the biennial appropriation for each sgt1ncy ond fund affected and any amounts Included In tlHI exeoutlw 
budget, Indicate thf relationship betwHn tht amounts shown for e>tp,ndltures and appropriations. 
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NumNr: @135 t:tc DOCR ,....a: 03124/2003 

0 

•': ~,, ,, ' 

' 

I 

' 

·, 
' ' 

' ' 

• 

1 

.J 



r 

Amendment to: SB 2339 

FISCAL NOTE 
ReqUNttd by Leol•latfv• Council 

02/05/2003 

1A. State tlacal ethct: ldfntify the ,t1te fiscal effect and the fiscal efftlct on agency appropriation, compared to 
fundl level, end a,iVtWl.nru1.tJona antlol. ted under current law. 

2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2005 Biennium 2005-2007 Biennium 
General other Fundl Gtneral Other Funds o.,,.,.., other Funcla 

Fund Fund Fund 
$185, 

$185, 

1B. Cou and IChool dlatrlct ftacal en.ct: /dent/, ti» fiscal •fftlct on I'- a I tubdMalon. 
2 Blennll.Nft 2003-2005 Biennium 54 Biennium 

2. Narrative: Identify the aspects of the m.asun, which cause flsoal Impact and Include any comments relevant to 
yaur snalyal~. 

Senate BIii No. 2339 provides a means to counties to retrieve probationers that violate the terms of hlalher probation 
,,,,-~.. while outside the boundaries of the State of ND. The aource of revenut proposed In this bill originates from the 

1 , probationer'• county of Jurisdiction and either the DOOR or the probationer. It la estimated that 550 offenders wtll be 
,J approved for transfer to another state In the 2003-05 biennium. 

3. State fl1C&I effect detail: For Information shown under state fiscal effect In 1A, please,· 
A, Revenues: E,q,laln the n,venue amounts. Prov/df detail, when sppmprlate, for each revenue type and 

fund afreoted and any amounts Included In the executive budget, 

Revenues are gennted from the following sources: 
1. Transfer appllcatlon fee- $150 Thia fee Is to be paid by the offender upon approval of request to travel to another 
1tate. The offender fee may be waived by the DOCR. However, If the DOCR waives the offender fee, the DOCR 
must pay the $150 application fee (It I• the DOCR'• Intention to pay this fee uatng offender aupervlalon fees), 
2. County of Jurisdiction -$150 This fee la to be paid by the county of Jurledlctlon upon approval of the application for 
tranlfet' to the OOCR for deposit Into the probationer violation transportation fund 
3. Travel permit fee .. to be paid by the probationer In accordance with fee achedulea eatabUlhed by the DOCR, this 
fee may be waived by the DOCR 

a, Expendlhu•: Explain the •"f»ndltu,. amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each agency, llne 
Item, and fund atrect.d and the number of FTE po$ltlons affected. 

Expenditures resulting from this blll wlll be used to defray the coats of retumlng to the state probationers who violate 
conditions of probation. It la estimated that for the 2003-05 biennium thla fund Will provide for the return of 125 
probationer&. It I• also estimated that the coat of returning a probationer to the state Is between $1,200 and $2,000 
per return. 

c. Approp,tatlone: Explain thf appropriation ,mounts. Provldf cleteH, whtn approprlelll. of tht elfeot on 
tht biennial appropriation for each agency end fund affeot«J and any amount, lnclud«J In tht extcutlw 
budget. lndlcatll tht relationship betwetn tht amounts shown for exp,ndHures end approprlatJona. 
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BffVReaautk>n No.: S82339 

FISCAL NOTE 
Requested by 1.eglalatlve Counoll 

01/28/2003 

1A. It.at. fiscal elftct: Identify the state fiscal ef'fect and the fiscal effect on aaenoy appropriation, compared to 
fundli level, and a,nnn'VV'f,atJon, antlcli ted under current law. 

2001-2003 Biennium 2003.ZOOI Biennium 2005-2007 Biennium 
G...r other Funda General other Fund8 OtlWII other Funds 

Fund Fund Fund 

1 B. and 1ehool dlatrlct tl8cal effact: Ide the flscel effect on thf a / aubdM,Jon, 
· Biennium 2003.ZOOI Biennium 2 nlum 

lohool School School 
Countlea Cities Dlstrlcta CountlM Cltlea Dlatrlcte Cltlee Dlstrlcta 

2. ~.: ldtrnJfy the 1sp,ct1 of thf measure which cause flscal Impact and lncludt any comn»nts ,.,.vant to 
your analyal,. 

Senate BIii No, 2339 Pf'OVldes a means to counties to retrieve probationers that violate the terms of hlalher probation 
while outside the boundartea of the State of NO. The source of revenue, other than the general fund, proposed In thla 
~II originates from the probationer's county of Jurisdiction and either the DOOR or the probationer, It la estimated that 
550 offendera wlll be approved for tranefer to another state In the 2003-05 biennium. 

3. State tlecal err.ct detail: For Information shown un<:Mr state fiscal •f'feot In 1A, please: 
A, Revenues: EXp/aln the revenue amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each rev,nue typt, and 

fund atrected and any amount$ Included In the executive budget. 

other fund revenuea are generated from the following sources: 
1. Transfer application fee - $150 This fee la to be paid by the offender upon approval of request to travel to another 
state, The offender fee may be waived by tht 0OCR. However, If the DOCR walvea the offender fee, the DOCR 
mutt pay the $150 appllcatlon fee (It la the OOCR'a Intention to pay this fee u~ng offender supervision fees). 
2, County of Jurisdiction • $150 Thia fee It to be paid by the county of Jurtldlotlon upon approval of the appUcatlon for 
tranafer to the DOCR for deposit Into the probationer vlolatlon transportation fund 
3, Travef permit fee .. to be paid by the probationer In accordance with fee schedules ettabllahed by the OOCR, this 
fee may be waived by the DOCR 

B. Ex,-ndlturN: Explain the •~nd/turt amounts. Provide dtltall, when epproprlate, for each agency, line 
"-m, and fund affected and the number of FTE positions atrectfd. 

Expenditures re&Yltlng from this blll wtll be used to defray the costs of retumlng to the state probationers who vlolate 
condition• of probation, It le estimated that for the 2003..05 biennium this fund wUI provide for the retum of 125 
probationers. It la al10 estimated that the coat of returning a probationer to the state la between $1,200 and $2,000 
per return. 

c. Appropriation,: E~aln the appropriation amounts. Provide detall, when spproprlate, of the effect on 
~ bltmnlal appropriation for each ao,noy and fund sffecttid and any amounts Included In the ,xecut/ve 

' . ' 

: .. : : :!:,/!i})J\::i\~;i} 

I 

I 

I 
: 

J: 

.J 



budget. lndlc«e the rel.tlonahlp betwHn the emounta ahown for ex,,.ndltu,., end appropriation,. 
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30609,0201 
Tltle,0300 

' ~ 
Prepared by the Leglsfatlve Councfl staff for /J ~-;) 
Senator Holmberg ~£,i" 

February 3, 2003 ,7 ... LI-', 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 2339 

Page 1, line 6, after "approval- Insert "by the department of corrections and rehabilitation" 

Page 2. re:nove line 3 

Page 2, llne 4, remove "of the sum as may be necessary, and out of any moneys In the• 

Renumber accordingly 

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT: 

Dept. 530 • Department of Corrections and Rehabllltatlon 

SENATE - Adds language to clarify approval Is by the Department of Corrections and 
RehabHltatlon and removes the general fund appropriation of $15,000. 

Page No. 1 30609.0201 

, Tht attretf'tlhtt ...... tft thtl fUI IN IOOUl'lt& ,... •• iotfOht ~ .J"tOONI •lf WNd to Nodlffl lnf.,..tf~ ~t• fo, 1fo~ftaft11-, ''·u·;'; : 
...,.. fflM ff'I the r11L1ltr cour11 of au,,,..,. Tht ,ihototra,ihlo prooNt ... t, ,t.,.,. of tht Altrtolft lftttwt ltNNM IMtlWM · , 
(Mtl) fOf' ll'ChfYll 1tcroffl1. NOTICII If the fHlilld , .... lboYt •• lNI lttfblt thlft thfl Mottet, ft ,. M to the .. tfty of tM . 
cta111.111nt btt"' f HMd, . · ·. ,, 
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Date: :J-'1-- ()J 
Roll Call Vote #: / 

2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES 
BILIJRESOLUTJON NO-

Senate Appropriations 

D Check here for Conference Committee 

Legislative Council Amendment Number 

Action Taken 

Motion Made By ""'ll~........,;...;;;...<b½.;._•.z..:.y ____ Seconded By ~~t\ 5fn-,, 

Senaton Yes No Senators 
Senator Holmbera. Chainnan ./ 

Senator Bowman. Vice Chair • V 

Senator Orindbera, Vice Chair 
Senator Andrlst V 

Senator Christmann .... 
Senator Kilzer v' 
Senator Krauter v' 

Senator Krin2stad ✓ 

Senator Lindaas 
Senator Mathern v 

Senator Robinson v 
Senator Schobinger v 
Senator Tallackson ✓ 

Senator Thane v 

Total 

Committee 

Yes No 

(Yes) J,- No ---------------- --------------
Absent 

Floor Assignment ~~ 
If the vote is on an amendment. briefly indicate intent: 

fltt 11erOlt"-.I• , ..... on dlt• f H• 1rt 100\J1•1t1 ...,..,.ttone of .recordl dtt IYtl'td to NOdtffl lnforMtf Oft tvtt• fo, •fcrofft1t.,. MW 
...... ffllld tn tht rttUlll" OOUl"H of tutM11. Tht photoeraphfo proe111 ... ti 1tandlrdl of tht •rtollf'I N1tton1l It ... ,. IMtftvtt 
(AHi) for archfWll ■torof tl1. NOTICII If th• ft llild flltt lbovt ti lHI lttfblt thin tht• Not toe, ft fl dut to tht Cl'Allitv of tht 
dooultnt befnl fHMtd, 
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) 
February 4, 2003 3:11 p.m. 

Module No: SR-21•1143 
Carrier: Holmberg 

lnNf't LC: 30809.0201 Tltle: .OSOO 

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE 
SB 2331: ADDroDriatlona CommlttN (Sen. Holmberg, Chairman) recommends 

AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends DO PASS 
(12 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 2 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). SB 2339 was placed on the Sixth 
order on the calendar. 

Page 11 line 6, after •approval" Insert "by the department of corrections and rehabUltation" 

Page 2, remove llne 3 

Page 2, llne 4, remove •of the sum as may be necessary, and out of any moneys tn the" 

Renumber accordingly 

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT: 

Dept. 530 .. Deparbne.,t of Correcttona and Rehabllltatlon 

SENATE .. Adds language to clarify approval Is by the Department of Correctiona and 
RehabHltation and removes the general fund appropriation of $16,000, 
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2003 HOUSE ST ANDINO COMMI'ITEB MINUTES 

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. SB 2339 

House Appropriations Committee 

CJ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 03-12-03 

T Number Side A SideB 
1 X 
2 X 

Committee Clerk Si ature 

Minutes: 

0.0-S.O 

Chairman Svedjan Opened the hearing on SB 2339. A quorum was present. 

Sen. Stan Lyson, WUllston, District 1 Introduced the bilJ. 

Meter# 
32.2 

Chairman Svedjan A $ l SO fee is charged to the probationer and another $1 SO to the counties to 

retrieve violating probationers? 

Sen. Lyson Correct. 

Rep. Koppleman I see nothing in the bill that requires other states to take their probationers. 

Warren R. Enuner, Director of the Department of Co~tl,ons and Rehabllltation, Field 

Services Division See written testimony. 

Chairman Svedjan The county pays $1 SO, and the offender generated fee would be assessed if 

the other state is providing the supervision? 

flit a1orOlt'••• ._... • tht• fH1 ire 1CCUt1t1 ,....._ttON of..rtcOt"dl •ltwNd to Nodtffl lnf~tfon lylt• for ■t l°Offl · · · , : 
...,._ fflllld fn th• ,..,,,r tOUl"H of bulfnttt. Tht photo,rlphfc Pf'OCINI MNtl It ... ,.. of ttt, Mlf'fHrt Nttlonel 1tW: ... I··~ W :: ,j 
:!°t.r::rr~!orMflM. NOT I Cit If th• fflMld fMltt lbOWI f1 lttl tttfblt than thf I Notfct, ft ft due to tht qi.-lf ;:,t:: ~/ 
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Page2 
House Appropriations Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2339 
Hearing Date 03-12..03 

Emmer No. just the opposf te. If a ND probationer wants to move to Louisiana there will be a 

$150 application fee for that move. If a person is indigent. then we will make exceptions. We 

won't make someone sit in ND for want of $1 SO. 

Rep. Brusepard There are 145 probationers out there somewhere from ND that wm be 

returned? 

Emmer That is what we expect to transport back. We have 507 ND probationers out of the state 

now. We expect to bring back 125 people. 

Rep. Brusepard How do you choose which 12S people you bring back? 

Emmer Many of these people come back on their own. 125 is what most of the counties have 

physically gone to get. 

Rep. Delzer rm worried about the unestablished fee amount, simply because it is not a set fee. 

Emmer The fee will be $1 o. 

Rep. Wamer Do these violators come back and go in the prison system? 

Emmer Mostly not. 

Rep. Wamer Does this initiative come from a national movement to finance this in this 

manner? 

Emmer Each state is trying to fund this problem in their own way. 

Terry Tnlner, Lobbyist for the Association of Counties We see this as a type of insurance 

program for the counties and we support it. 

Chalnnan S,edjan Couldn't we save money if we didn't let them leave in the first place? 

Trainer Yea. some would say so. 

Rep. Warner Are the counties aware of the other implied costs to this? 

,' ·~ '" 

· · ' · 'tht .. o....,llht• ._.. on ttif I f tl■ ,,rt aoou,1tt •Nfl•Uone o1 reoONlt •ttwrtd to Nodtm lnfotMtf Mt l)llt• for ■foroffl-1,. Milt 
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House Appropriations Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2339 
Hearina Date 03-12-03 

Trainer Yes. they supPort this when they understand the bill. 

. ', ,, ..... 

Rep. Aanvold I thought we were avoiding private vendors for transportation. Are we? 

Emmer These are not highly volatile criminals that we are transporting, so there is not much to 

worry about. 

Cbalrman Svedjan Closed the hearing on SB 2339, 
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITIEE MINUTES 

BlllJRESOLUTION NO. SB 2339 

House Appropriations Committee 

Cl Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 03-20-03 

Tai,eNumber Side A Side B Meter# 
2 X S.2- 11.4 

Committee Clerk Si211ature (~ /j~: ~·-~ 

Minutes: 

Chairman Svedjan Opened SB 2339 for discussion. A quorum was present. 

Rt:p. Carlisle I move a Do Pass. 2nd by Rep. Kempenlch. 

Rep. Carlisle I withdraw my motion. 

Rep. Deber I move amendment .0301 to SB 2339. 2nd. This removes the continued 

appropriation and sets a fee at 10$. 

Rep. Carlisle I move a Do Pass As Amended. 2nd by Rep. Kempenlch. 

Rep. Gulleson When we remove the continuing appropriation, how does that work? Will they 

be coUecting a fee and receive authorization next session? 

Rep. Delzer Yes, now they will have to come to us each session. 

MotJon Carries 21-0-2. Rep. Kempenlch wlll carry this blll on the floor. 

· fltt Miol"Oft•f• f ..... on thf• fft1 af't lffUtltt r•o1b1tfone ~ rec:Of'dl •ttwNd to Modern lnfo1Wtf Clft IVlt• for ■toroftlltf,_ _. 
were fflMd tn th• rttUl•r cour1• of bultM11. Th• phototl'iphto procN1 ... t, 1tmrdl of tht AMt-to., N1tton1l ltlt'ldlrdl ln1ttt~• 
(Mtl) for 1rohtY1l Mloroffl1, NOTICl1 If tht ftlMd l•tt above 11 lH1 lttlbit then thfl Mottet, ft (e due to tht quslfty ~ tM 
douent .,.,,,. ff, ... 
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. Date: ,1 .. a 0 

Roll Call Vote #:.._o 

2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMI1TEE ROLL CALL VOTU 
BILIJRESOLUTION NO. P 7 I! .:J 5 3 'l 

House Appropriations Committee 

0 Check here for Conference Committee 

Legislative Council Amendment Number 

Action Taken ~~AA 

Motion Made By _{1..._,_l.:;...-tS~lt~----- Seconded By -.-~-~r/..._ _____ _ 
Reoresentat1va Ya No Reonaentatlva Yes No 

Rep, Svedjan (Chairman) v Rep. Olassheim v 
Reo. Thrun (Vice-Chairman) Rep. Kroebcr v 
Reo. Martinson v Rev. Warner ✓ 
~en. Brusegaard ✓ Rep . .Delur ✓ 

Rep, Monson ✓ Rep. Warnke ✓ 
Rep. Rennerfeldt v Rep. Bellew ✓ 
Rep, Wald v Rep. Kemoenich y 
Reo, Aarsvold ✓ Reo. Kerzman ✓ 
Reo. Gulleson ✓ Re1>, Metcalf ✓ 
Rep, Carlisle V 
Rep, Carlson 
Reo. Koopleman . 

Reo. Skarohol ✓ 
Reo. Thoreson v 

Total 

Absent 

(Yes) _.....,.[),;__;.\ ____ No __ U ______ _ 

Floor Assignment 

If the vote is on an amendment. briefly indicate intent: 

"" 1ier0tf'_.t, ,.,.. en thf • ftl1 tr• acourttt r.pro&Utfn of rteordl •lfwrtd to NOdtrn ln1ol'lltfon IYlt• for 1foroffl1fn, end J 
were fflMCI fn th• reeul1r cour11 of bulfntt1. Th• photoeraphfo procN1 ... ta ttandlrdl of th• AMtrfcan N1t11wl ltandlf'dl 1,wtftutt , 
(MIi) for 1roflfv1l ■toroffl■• NOTICl1 tf tht fflMd , .... lboYf ,. lttl letfblt than thf• Mottet, ft,. due to th• qualtty of the ,, 
dooUWlt btfnt fflllld, · ·. 
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) 
March 21, 2003 11 :01 a.m. 

Module No: HR-51-5402 
C.rrter: Ktms-nloh 

lnNt1 LC: 30809.0301 Tftll: .0400 

,1') REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE 
SB 2331, u engroued: Appropriation• CommlttN (Rep. Sved)ln, Chairman) 

recommends AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when ao amended. recommends 
DO PASS (21 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 2 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). Engrossed SB 2339 
was placed on the Sixth order on the calendar, 

Page 1, line 1, remove 11to provide for a• 

Page 1, line 2, remove •continuing appropriation;• 

Page 1, line 4, remove 11
- Continuing• 

Page 1, Une 5, remove •appropriation" 

Page 1 , llne 171 replace "In accordance with fee" with "of ten dollars" 

Page 1. tine 18, remove "schedules established by the department" 

Page 11 llne 22. replace "are appropriated to the department on a continuing" with "may be 
spet ,t pursuant to legislative appropriation" 

Page 1, llne 23, remove 11basls" 

Renumber accordingly 

STATEMENT OF PURPOSI! OF AMENDMENT: 

HOUSE - Specifies the amount of the travel permit fee at $10, removes the continuing 
appropriation, and provides that the funds be spent pursuant to legislative approprlatJon. 

(2) 01:81<, (3) COMM Page No, 1 

flit Mterotr••• t ..... on dlt1 f IL• 1r1 100Ut1t1 l'lfltOd11etfn of reoMdl •ttwf'td to Nodtrn lnfoNMltton tytt• for afcl'ofH1fn, .t ,, J', 
WIN tflllld fn the rt1Ul1r eour11 of bultr11t1, Th• phototrapnfo proctH 1Ht1 attndlrdl of tht AMtrtotn Nltfonal tt_,.l'dl lnttitutt ,; , , 
(MIi) fo, ll'OMYll MtcroftlM, NO'rlCII If th• ftllilld , .... tbovt ,. lttl l11fb\t thin th11 Mottet, tt ,. U to tht •lltv of ttl,t , , 
docullnt bttna fHMd, · .' 

I:&1, 't eetc•~e~bct~ ,daa)o3 '. · 
..... Operator • 1 1n1tur1 Datt . 
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(AN91) for 1rchtv1l MfcrofflM, NOTICEI If tht fflMld 1ffllat 1bovt fl ltll lttfblt thin thf• Notte•, ft fl dut to tht qualttv of tht 
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Testimony to the 
SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITrEE 

Prepared on February J, 2003 
Scott W, Busching, President 

North Dakota Sheriff's & Deputies Association 
Williams County Sheriff 

Regarding Senate Bill 2339 

Mr. Chairman and members of the Senate Appropriations Committee, on 

behalf of the North Dakota Sheritrs and Deputies Association, I would like 

to go on record in wholehearted support for the passage of SB 2339. 

Too much of every Sheriffs' budget and manyt many staff hours are spent 

traveling to distant locations to transport parolees and probationers, under 

State supervision, who have left the State and have refused to return in 

(::) compliance with the terms of their original release. This burden should be 

borne, or at least shared, by those who, for the most part flaunt our system 

and were given a substantial "break0 to travel outside of the State. 

0 

.. ( .. 

We see this as both a fiscal relief measure, and one of accountability for 

those involved. Please give S~ate Bill 2339 a Do Pass recommendation. 

Tht Ito, .............. Oft thf• ff l• .... IOOUl"ttl ....... tlOhl of raoorde .l fWNd to Nodtl"ft lnfo,wtfon IVltw fot •foroff ,., ... tiwl J 
WIN ff llld fn th• reeul1r cour .. of bulfnt11. Yht photo,raphf C Pf'OCIH INtl 1tandlrdl Of tttt MtflfOlft N1ttontl It.,.,. IMtt.. ! 
(AMII) fot trdtfwl MforofflM, NOTJC11 If th• ff lllld ,_,. abow ft lHt lttfblt then thft Notfot, ft f1 M to thl quelfty of the ', douent .,.,,,. ff,.. /, 
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HOUSE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 
Representative Ken Svedjan, Chairman 

March 12, 2003 

Warren R. Emmer, Director 
Department of Corrections and Rehabllltatlon 

Field Services Division 
Presenting Testimony Re: Engrossed SB 2339 

Aa a member of the current Interstate compact for the supervision of parolees and 
probationers, North Dak~ta provides courtesy supervision for 517 offenders who have 
committed crimes In other states. 507 North Dakota offenders are provided courtesy 
supervision by other states. The oredibHlty of the current system has been called Into 
question for many years. A practice that has helped create the .. credlbitlty cap" Involves 
the retaking of violat9rs. Too many offenders have not been returned to their home 
state after violating their conditions of supervision. 

The 2001 North Dakota legislative assembly tackled this problem head-on. North 
Dakota became a charter member of the new Interstate compact for adult offender 
supervision as a result of the hard work of that legislative assembly. North Dakota Is 
now a member of the resulting Interstate Commission, wherein, 41 states are now 
participating members. I am North Dakota's Interstate Compact Commissioner. I have 
also been elected to the national executive board and I am chairman of the 
Commission's compliance committee. A challenge of the compliance committee Is to 
bring all states into compliance with the new Interstate compac.,i. 

We anticipate that, In order to come Into compliance with the new Interstate compact, 
North Dakota wilt return 125 violators to North Dakota. Enactment of SB 2339 would 
dramatically reduce the counties cost of returning offenders to North Dakota. The 
Department of Corrections would manage a transportation fund to finance the return of 
violators to North Dakota. The county of record would deposit $150 into the fund for 
each probationer that another state accepts for Interstate supervision. The department 
would deposit an additional $150, of offender-generated fees, Into the fund for each 
probationer that makes application for Interstate supervision. ft would also solicit a 
private vender to transport violators back to North Dakota. The department may also 
ask for assistance from an organization, such as the North Dakota Association of 
Counties, to help administer the transportation program. 

The Department of Corrections supports passage of SB 2339. 

H\Leglllature\SB2330 
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