




























2015 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES

Government and Veterans Affairs Committee

Fort Union, State Capitol

HB 1051

1/15/2015

22046

□ Subcommittee

□ Conference Committee

Committee Clerk Signature

Explanation or reason for introduction of bill/resolution:

Relating to electronic mall services and retention for Institutions of higher ed.

Minutes: "Click to enter attachment Information.'

Chairman Kasper opened the discussion of HB 1051. We had a cleanup amendment on
Line 3 where we changed 54-56-02 to 54-46-02. This bill deals with the records
management and the retention for Institutions of higher learning of records. It requires that
the electronic retention be for at least five years.

Rep. Wallman I can't remember If this fiscal note was for the email system or for record
retention.

Chairman Kasper We had testimony that said five years Isn't a magic number. It could be
three, and the retention might be less. They had the bids that they received $680,000 up to
$920,000.

Rep. Wallman Did anyone testify about students? There are a lot of student workers at
our universities who do a job their senior year and then leave. That email would have to be
stored for five years even If they weren't students anymore? The scope might be a little
bigger than we thought.

Chairman Kasper I don't think It was, but I would assume that they addressed all
possibilities.

Rep. Louser Nobody seemed to be set on the five years. That $800,000 seems pretty
expensive. I think two or three years would be appropriate.

Chairman Kasper When we go back a year or two when we had the email requests at
North Dakota State University, all the terrible public relations that went on because of that.
This bill says we are going to secure them and we are going to keep records because we
have an open records law. NDSU Indicated they were going to change.
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Rep. Amerman If we amend it to two or three years, then before it goes to appropriations,
they would have to provide a different fiscal note for you to present at appropriations
probably in a lesser amount?

Chairman Kasper If we pass the bill, the motion will be to rerefer to appropriations. We
want to pass legislation out of here that we think is probably the best way the bill could be
put together.

Rep. B. Koppelman I have to assume that because this is a new process and a new
vendor to do a system wide storage, your gigabyte storage is not the main driving cost
here. It is the system that is running it. I think it would be foolish to drop the cost by 20%
or 30%. I think we would be better off leaving it.

Rep. Amerman If we send it to appropriations, they can't change the 5 years. They are not
supposed to.

Vice Chair Rohr made a motion for a DO PASS AS AMENDED AND REREFER TO
APPROPRIATIONS.

Rep. B. Koppelman seconded the motion.

Rep. Seibel Is the five years too long? Is three better?

Chairman Kasper You will recall that Rep. Streyle said in his testimony that banks keep
their records 10 years. As Rep. Koppelman said four years, five years wouldn't be much
difference in cost. Good observation.

Rep. Wallman Rep. Streyle said he works at a bank with 60 employees. Ten years for 60
employees is a lot less. Obviously, it is a question of scale, but I am not sure that setting is
generalizable to the discussion.

Rep. Dockter I own a payroll business. For tax returns, we have to keep 7 years and for a
lot of our payroll W-2s, 10 years. We have thousands and thousands of W-2s. I don't think
five is too excessive.

Rep. Wallman Does your organization receive many open record requests? The longer
you keep the records, the more record requests you will get. Remember, spam is safe
under this too.

Rep. Dockter We do get quite a few requests. People get audited, banks need
information, divorces, etc.

Rep. Wallman Do you have to redact certain things from those documents?

Chairman Kasper That is not germane to the bill. We are talking about this bill, not his
business.
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Rep. Wallman There is a cost to that. He brought it up as an example. I am just saying
that public policy that requires the university system to store five years of emails that
include spam, that also may include students who leave campus-l am not sure this fiscal
note is reflective of the cost for five years, because I know there are things included in here
that may not be included in a personal business.

Chairman Kasper Some of the anecdotal stuff is thrown out by committee members
because they have experience in their private life, but that doesn't mean when we are
debating the bill or the merits of the bill that we want to start debating what is going on in a
private business.

Rep. B. Koppelman We didn't necessarily hear negative testimony to the length of time.
We heard Rep. Streyle would like to see at least two to three years, but the bill was five.
We heard that some agencies are instructed to keep it as long as they need it for their
business purposes. Some testimony given stated it was nice to have a number so they
know how long to keep it. The university system has probably earned this for good or bad
in terms of some of the past things that have come out and the loss of records, etc.

A roll call vote was taken. 11 Yeas, 1 Nay, 2 Absent.

Vice Chair Rohr will carry the bill.





























































































I OS/ ^3

HB1051 TESTIMONY

HOUSE GOVERNMENT iSc VETERANS AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

BY: MIKERESSLER, CIO

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY DEPARTMENT (ITD)

JANUARY 15, 2015

Chairman Kasper and members of the committee, my name is Mike Ressler.
I am the State Chief Information Officer with the Information Technology
Department. I am here to indicate ITD is in support of the language change
to subsection 1 of section 54-46-02 in House Bill 1051.

ITD has operated under the belief the current law includes the state board of
higher education and the entities under the control of the state board of
higher education.

There should be a correction to the bill in line 3 referencing section 54-56-
02, as it should say 54-46-02.

This concludes my remarks. I would be happy to answer any questions.

Mike Ressler

ND Chief Information Officer

Information Technology Department
(701)328-1001
mressler@nd.gov
























