MICROFILM DIVIDER

OMB/RECORDS MANAGEMENT DIVISION
SFN 2053 (2/8S) SM

ROLL NUMBER

DESCRIPTION

B AL A, oy L 1 IV L L e e R

d , NI e : Lo o ‘
o o1 .
LR R : . .
. iy e
S DRI Cof
' B |



PROPRIATIONS

|
I3
+
s
'
|
: L
. [
L, . Lo
'
e
'
i
r
v

SE APP
| HB 1002




s

2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB1002
House Appropriations Committee
Government Operations Division
O Conference Committee
Hearing Date January 22, 2003
Tape Number Side A Side B Meter #
| XX XX
2 XX XX
A / V) A

Commities Clerk W m lﬂ’(&

/A

Hearing was called to order by Chairman Carlisle roll was taken with all committee members

Minutes:

present: Rep, Carlson, Rep. Carlisle, Rep. Timm, Rep. Glassheim, Rep. Wamer, Rep. Kroeber,
Rep. Skarphol, Rep. Thoreson, Rep. Koppeiman.

Chief Justice Gerald W. VandeWalle (see attached testimony) Court unification has worked
better than I have hoped. In reference to HB 1044, transfer of Office of Administrative
Hearings, conflict of interest exists, we need flexibility to experiment with the transfer. HB 1044
would remove us from the need to transfer funds. Iam in suppott of HB 1044, Ib-lieve it’s a
conflict of interest and our inability to experiment with full time defenders, We are the only state
in the country, that uses the contract system, If the bill is passed the recourse may be to contract

out, there would be a need to transfer funds from the Emergency Fund, We do not supervise
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Government Operations Division
‘ Bill/Resolution Number 1002
Hearing Date January 22, 2003

- i these people. We are charged with hiring defense attoney’s and put them in a position to
determine if they have been effective.

: .5 Rep. Koppelman asked for an amendment that would allow us to employ as well as contract.
Chief Justice VandeWalle hourly rate wouldn't cover the overhead in contracting, state
employee’s have there needs met i.e.: books, computers etc. Other states have separate public
g : B defenders offices or a combination of FT and PT, I don’t know what the cost difference would {
. f be, In reference to the Meth problems, It's difficult to determine how much money will be
needed with a system we can't control. We are mandated to provide ﬁ defense to atl. We are
losing the rural areas, as people are unwilling to accept contract. Under our budget indigent
defense could hold our budget hostage, because the constitution requires us to provide these
services.

Ted Gladden, State Court Administrator (seé written testimony) Clerk of Court position was
changed in the last session, giving 3 options. 1. To be state cmpldyees (11 counties participate)

2. Contract for Services (41 counties participate) 3. Go alone, (1 county) In reference to ttibal

issues and privacy...We ha're judges working closely to improVe the information flow. We invite
them into our dialogue. It is not mandatory, I do not think the information is flowing as well as
we would like. We w 'ia‘%f:t‘u.*ding them, whether they avail themselves is a matter of choice.
Susan Sisk, Directer of lisance (see written testimony)

Justice Dale Sandstrom, (see written testimony)
Judge Allen Schmalenberger, (see written testimony) In reference to ITD choices, we

interview suppliers and chose the one that would best meet the needs of our department.
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Page 3
Government Operations Division
Bill/Resolution Nuinber 1002

Heaﬁng Date January 22, 2003
Kurt Schmidt, IT director for courts A complete financial system will be used. We will use

the old one and the new one will be interfaced with it. Limited details will be available due to
privacy issues.

Judge Holte (see written testimony) Numbers are based on out “best guess” from last June
numbers. Meth has hit us hard, statistical increases in small communities amount to many
challenges The magic number is $70-$75 per hour,

Justice Maring (see written testimony) We are seeing more meth in the Bismarck area than

~ other area’s of the state. A study from Dr. Thompson of NDSU was presented. Federal Grants

have been the source of funding since day 1. We feel by the end of the next biennium it will be a
legislative decision to catry these courts. Depending on our resources we would like to establish
Minot and Williston, this is a process with the cooperation of many players. There was an

increase in federal funding of $40,000 over the last biennium, this was matched with the General

Fund. Our numbers are limited, more money doesn’t mean more participants, our team would be

 extremely stressed., We are handling all we can,

Judge Gall Hagerty, District Judge (see written testimony) The Adult Drug Court program is
not in this budget it is a‘ line item in the Dept. Of Corrections. NOTE: The committee will be
observing the Drug Court on Sriday, January 24, 2003,

Wade Williams, Association of Counties, spoke in support of HB 1002, The counties

challenge increase with the number of increasing meth case. It impacts the states atty. And

couml
Christine Holt, Exec. Director, ND Bar Association (see written testimony) under Holt tab

 pge 3. Ideally, look at HCR3004 as part of the solution,
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Government Operations Division ' o
] Bill/Resolution Number 1002 * |

7}‘:" " 1 0) Chief Justice VandeWalle shared conclusions...We are spending a lot of time on posing privacy ;

"

standards. Federal Money for Drug Courts are limited, the local competition for these grants is

increasing, resources are needed to make this successful.
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NGO, HB 1002

House Appropriations Committee
Government Operations Division

j 0 Conference Committee

Hearing Date February 6, 2003

Tape Number Side A Side B Meter #

Vi y. ]

po
Committee Clerk Signgtuﬂéw {VV /(/7[\.

Minutes:Committee Work

Allan, Legislative Council shared an overview of amendment 38002.0102,

O

Rep. Kroeber voiced concern with the employee freeze and the reduction in wages.

Rep. Glassheim also voiced his concern.

Chairman Carlisle stated there are 4,000 state in employees in Bismarck, he is also concerned
with the salary reduction and the hold on benefits. He felts teachers shouldn’t receive an increase
with state employees are biting the bullet.

Rep. Koppelman review the budget and informed the committee Mr, Gladden of the Judical

Dept. will be submitting a proposal to remove $260,000 in general fund expenditures. They are

: leaving 37% of the unused operating expenditures in the budget for the renovation of the
supreme court courtroom, it hasn’t been completed in 22 years, They had planned to complete

phase | & 2 of the renovation during the current biennium, After discussion they have agreed to




Page 2

Government Operations Division
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1002
Hearing Date February 6, 2003

‘ ,' complete phase 1, $99,000 in the current biennium, postpone the rernainder. This will increase

the turnback to $67,000.

Rep. Glassheim voiced concern on alternative funding, his concern, a possible reduction in

programs.,

A MOTION WAS MADE BY REP. THORESON TO PASS AMENDMENT 38002.0102,

SECOND BY REP. SKARPHOL, MOTION CARRIED WITH 6 YEAHS, 3 NAYS, WITH

REP. GLASSHEIM, REP. KROBER, AND REP. WARNER VOTING NO.

- s e g

A MOTION WAS MADE BY REP. KOPPFLMAN TO REMOVE $260,000 FROM THE
OPERATING EXPENSE LINE ITEM, LINE 13 OF HB 1002, SECOND BY REP.

SKARPHOL, MOTION CARRIES 8 YEAHS, 1 NAY (CARLSON). 0 ABSENT AND NOT

YOTING.
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1002

House Appropriations Committee
Government Operations Division

Q Conference Committee

e I

Hearing Date February 12, 2003 é

Tape Number Side A Side B Meter #
1 XX

R £ /Al
Vo Committee Clerk Sig At Al e

Minutes: COMMITTEE WORll

O Rep. Carlisle called the meeting to order, roll call was taken, all member were present.
Rep. Koppelman reviewed Amendment 38002.0104 with the committee, this amendment covers
everything, this also includes the action that was taken yesterday in Full Committee with the
effect of HB 1045.
Rep. Kroeber voiced concern regarding salary reductions,
Rep. Warner was uncomfortable with the guardian costs and funding, which is forcing the
. townships and counties to take costs they didn’t previously have.
Rep. Skarphol discussed the fact that the bill on indigent defense passed in full committee could

be transferring duties from the judicial branch to the executive branch.

| Rep. Carlson this eliminates the conflict of interest between judges and the defense attorneys.
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Government Operations Division
Biil/Resolution Number HB 1002
Hearing Date February 12, 2003

A MOTION WAS MADE BY REP. KOPPELMAN TO RECONSIDER AMENDMENT
38002.0102, SECOND BY REP. SKARPHOL. THE MOTION CARRIED ON A VOICE
VOTE.

A MOTION WAS MADE BY REP. KOPPELMAN TO PASS AMENDMENT 38002.0104
AND REPLACE AMENDMENT 38002.0102, SECOND BY REP. TIMM, MOTION
CARRIED BY UNANIMOUS ROLL CALL VOTE.

A MOTION WAS MADE BY REP. KOPPELMAN TO PASS HB 1002 AS
AMENDMENT, SECOND BY REP. SKARPHOL, MOTION CARRIES BY
UNANIMOUS ROLL CALL VOTE.

Hearing no further discussion, the meeting was adjourned.

I
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House Appropriations Committee

0 Conterence Committee

Hearing Date 02-17-03

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1002

2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES

Tape Number

Side A

Side B

Meier #

1

8.0-12,0

Minutes:

Commnittee Clerk Signature éé,_,, B i /%_,

Chairman Svedjan Opened HB 1002 for discussion. A quorum was present.

Rep. Koppleman Introduced the bill to the full committee. The judiciary is behind the times

regarding IT.

Rep. Koppleman I move a Do Pass As Amended. 2nd by Rep. Carlisle. Motion carries

22-0-1. Rep. Koppleman will carry this bill to the fioor,
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~~ FISCAL NOTE
Requested by Legislative Councl!
02/19/2003

Amendment to; HB 1002

1A. State fiscal effact: /dentlly the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropriations compared to
funding fevels and appropriations anticlpated under current law.

2001-2003 Biennlum 2003-2005 Blennium 2005-2007 Biennium
‘ General [Other Funds| General |Other Funds| General |Other Funds
: Fund Fund Fund
: Revenues
; Expenditures
! Appropriations
1B. County, city, and schoc! district fiscal effect: /dentify the fiscal effect on the appropriate political subdivision.
2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2095 Biennium 2005-2007 Blennium
School School School

L__(.:ountles Cities Districts | Counties Cltles Districts | Counties Cities Districts

S e B N T T N At e

2. Narrative: [dentify the aspects of the measure which cause fiscal impact and include any comments relevant to
your analysls.

This bill providas funds for the operation of the Judicial Branch of Government. This fiscal note only addresses the
‘ proposed statutory salary changes for justices and judges salaries.
t |

Rased on action tak :n at the Judical Conference on November 26, 2002, the Judiclary Is requesting the
Appropriations Cormmittes to reduce the proposed salary Increases of justices and judges to the same level as those
given to employees by the legislature. At this point in time, there are no proposed Increases for employees, so the
proposed salarles for justices and Judges are being decreased accordingly.

3. State fiscal effect detail: For information shown under state fiscal effact in 1A, please:
A. Revenues: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide detall, when approy.. iate, for each revenue type and
fund affected and any amounts Included In the executive budget.

B. Expenditures: Explain the expenditure amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, for each agency, line
1; ftem, and fund affected and the number of FTE posltions affected.

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, of the effect on
the blennie! appropriation for each agency and fund affected and any amounts inciuded In the executive
budget. Indicate the ralationship betwecn the an.ounts shown for expenditures and appropriations.

IPhone Number: 328-4216 Date Prepared: 02/19/2003

i
{ (Namo: Ted Gladden gency: Supreme Court
|
{
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FISCAL NOTE

Requested by Legislative Council
12/23/2002

Bill/Resolution No.: HB 1002

1A, State fiscal effect: /dentify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropriations compared to
funding levels and appropriations anticipated under current law.

2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2005 Biennium 2005-2007 Biennium
General |Other Funds| General |Other Funds| General |Other Funds
Fund Fund Fund
Revenues
Expenditures $516,664
Appropriations $515,

1B. County, city, ana school district fisca! effect; /dentify the fiscal effect on the appropriate political subdivision.

2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2005 Biennium 2005-2007 Bienniuin
School School Schoo!
Counties Cities Districts | Counties Citles Districts | Countles Cities Districts

2. Narrative: Identify the aspects uf the measur which cause fiscal impact and include any comments relevant to
your analysis.

This bill provides funds for the operation of the Judicial Branch of Government. It includes proposed
gtatutory salary changes for judges salaries. The amounts shown above are the proposed judicial salary
increases at the time the judicial budget was submitted on November 15, 2002.

Based on action taken at the Judical Conference on November 26, 2002, the Judiciary is requesting the
Appropriations Committee to reduce the salary increases of justices and judges to the same level as those

given to employces by the legislature.

3. State fiscal effect detail: For information shown under state fiscal effect in 1A, please:
A. Revenues: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, for each revenue type and
fund affected and any amounts included In the executive budget.

B. Expenditures: Explain the expenditure amounts. Provide detal!, when appropriate, for each agency, line
ltem, and fund affected and the number of FTE positions affacted.

Detail:
Supreme Court (5 Justices)

Salaries and Wages $53,805

o District Court (42 Judges)




&

g,
)

Salaries and Wages $461,779

Total $515,584

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, of the effect on
the blennlal appropriation for each agency and fund affected and any amounts included in the executive
budget. Indicate the relationship betwaen the amounts shown for expenditures and appropriations.

[Name: Ted Gladden IAgency: Supreme Court

IPhone Number: 328-4216 [Date Prepared:  12/26/2002

o




\ 38002.0102 Prepared by the | egislative Council staff for
Title. House Appropriations - Government !
Fiscal No. 1 Operatlons
/‘}{\ February 7, 2003 i

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL NO. 1002 !

Page 1, line 1, remove the semicolon

Page 1, remeve line 2

—— e e e o etr - e

Page 1, line 3, remove "relating to salaries of supreme and district court judges”
Page 1, line 12, replace "5,955,990" with "5,852,238"

Page 1, line 15, replace "7,794,858" with "7,691,106"

Page 1, line 18, replace "34,662,877" with "33,943,108"

Page 1, line 24, replace "50,034,808" with "49,315,039"

e Page 2, line 2, replace "48,272,073" with "47,552,304"

o Page 2, line 5, replace "544,227" with "539,445"

Page 2, line 6, replace "544,227" with "539,445"

'Q Page 2, line 7, replace "283,500" with "281,014"
Page 2, line 8, replace "260,727" with "258,431"
Page 2, line 9, replace "56,327,658" with "65,501,841"
Page 2, line 10, replace "2,046,235" with "2,043,749"
Page 2, line 11, replace "58,373,893" with "57,545,590"
Page 2, remove lines 22 through 30

Page 3, remove lines 1 through 12
Renumber accordingly

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT:

House Bill No. 1002 - Summary of House Acilon
EXECUTIVE HOUSE HOUSE

BUDGET CHANGES VERSION ;
Supreme Court {
Tota) all funds $7,794,858 ($103,752) $7,691,108 :
\ Less estimated Income S )
Ganeral fund $7.704,858 1§103,762) $7,601,106
‘ ~/ District courts
I Total all funds $60,034,808 (§719,768) $49.716,039
f Loss estimated income 1,762,736 I 1,762,735
; Page No. 1 38002.0102

¥
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Ganalal fund

Judicial Conduct Commission
Toial all lunds
L.ess astimated income
Qaneral fund

Biil total
Tolal alt funds
L.ess estimated Income
General fund

$48,272,073 ($719,769)
ssgd.ggg ($4,782)
283 2,486
$260,727 (42.296
$58.3'413.ggg (3822.!4303
2,046, 88
$66,327,658 (5815, 817

House Bill No. 1002 - Supreme Court - House Action

Salaries and wages
Operating expanses
Judges' retirement
Total alf funds

Less ectimaled Income
Genaraf lund

FTE

EXEGUTIVE HOUSE
BHDGET CHANGES
$5.955,990 ($103,752)

1,706,580

132,288
$7,794,858 {$103,762)
$7,794,958 {$103,762)
44.50 0.00

Dept. 181 - Supreme Court - Detall of House Changes

Gperaling axponses
Judges' retirament
Total all funds

Less estimated Income
Genoral fund

FTE

1 This amendment removes the judiclal branch's proposed salary increases for Suprema Court justices.
2 This amendment removes the Govemnor's recommendation for state employee salary increases and retalns the recommended state payment for

health insurance premiums,

REMOVES
PROPOSED
SALARY REMOVES
INCREASE RECOMMENDED
FOR SALARY
JUSTICES INCREASE 2
{$53,805) {$49,847)
($53,805) ($49,947)
($63.805) ($48,947)
0.00 0.00

House Bili No. 1002 - District Courts - House Action

Salarles and wages
Operaling expenses

Capital assetls

Judges' retirament

UND Central Legal Research
Altarnativa dispute resolution
Total all funds

Less aslimated incoma
General fund

FTE:

EXECUTIVE HOUSE
BUDGET CHANGES
$34,662,877 ($719,769)
14,223,487
109,500
918,944
80,000
40,000
$50,034,808 ($719,769)
1,762,735
$48,272,073 {$719,769)
287.50 0.00

Dept. 182 - District Courts - Detall of House Changes

Sataries and wages
Operaiing expenses

Cagital assels

Judges' retirement

UND Centrai Legal Research
Allernative dispute resoldion

Tolal ak lunds

REMOVES

PROPOSED REMOVES
SALARY RECOMMENDED

INCREASE FOR SALARY

JUDGES ! INGREAS(. 2
($461,779) ($267,980)
{$461,779) ($267,990)

Page No. 2

—

$47,662,304

$539,445
281,014

$268,431

$67,645,600
2,043,749

$65,501,841

HOUSE
VERSION

$6,862,238

1,706,680
132,288

$7,691,108

$7.691,106
44,60

TOTAL
HOUSE
CHANGES

{$103,762)

($103,752)

($102,752)
0.00

HOUSE
VERSION

$33,843,108
14,223,487
500

18,044
80,000
40,000

$49,316,030
1,762,735
$47,552,304

287,50

($719,769)

($719,768)

38002.0102

o~
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Less eslimaled Income —
General fund ($461,779) {$267,990) ($719,769)
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00
1 This amendment removea the judicial branch's proposed salary Increase for district court judges.

2 This amendmant removas the Guvemor's recomimandation for siate employes salary Increases and retaina the recommended stalo peyment for
health insuranca premiums,

House Bill No. 1002 - Judicial Conduct Commission - House Action

EXECUTIVE HOUSE HOVJSE

BUDGET CHANGES VERSION
Judicial Conduct Commission $544,227 ($4,782) $539 446

and Discipiinary Board -

Total all funds $544,227 (§4,782) $539,445
Less estimated Income 283,500 {2,488) 281,014
General fund $260,727 ($2,296) $258,431
FTE 4,00 0.00 4,00

Dept. 183 - Judiclal Conduct Commission - Detail of House Changes

REMOVES

RECOMMENDED TOTAL

SALARY HOUSE
INCREASE 1 CHANGES
Judicial Condkict Commissian ($4,782) ($4,762)

and Disciplinary Board —

Total all funds ($4,782) ($4,782)
Less estimated income {2,488} {2,488)
General fund ($2,286) ($2,296)
FTE 0.00 0.00

1 This amendment removes the Govemor's recommendition for state employee salary increases and retains the recommended state payment for
health Insurance premiums,

Page No. 3 38002.0102
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Date:02-06-03

Roll Call Vote #:

1

2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLIL CALL VOTES

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1002

House _Appropriations: Government Operations Division

Check here for Zenference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number

i
N

__ Cornmittee

38002.0102

Action Taken DO PASS ON AMENDMENT

Seconded By Rep.Skarphol

Motion Made By ~ Rep. Thoreson

Representatives No Representatives

Yes

No

Chairman Carlisle

Vice Chairman Carlson

Rep. Koppelman

Rep. Skarphol

Rep. Thoreson

:<><><><><><.;S

Rep. Timm

Rep. Glassheim

Rep. Kroeber

b Bl B

Rep. Warner

Total (Yes) 6 No

Absent

Floor Assignment N/A

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:
See attached amendment

6“@“»‘@
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Date:02-06-03
Roll Call Vote #: 2

2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1002

House  Appropriations: Government Operations Division Committee

Check here for Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number 38002.0102

Action Taken To remove $260,000 from the operating expense line item, line 13, of HB
1002

Motion Made By _Rep. Koppelman Seconded By _Rep.Skarphol .

T A e il

' FRepresentatives Yes | No Representatives Yesq

lr Chairman Carlisle X

| Vice Chairman Carlson X

| Rep. Skarphol

§ Rep. Thoreson
! Rep. Timm

I Rep. Glassheim
| Rep. Kroeber

I Rep. Warner

Absent 0

Floor Assignment  N/A

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:
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Date: R - {O-03
Roll Call Vote #: 3

2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
f BILL/RESOLUTION NO. Click here to type Bill/Resolution No. HB! QQQ,
Committee

House  Appropriations: Government Operations Division

| Check here for Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number 33003.0\0Q

'»; Sulbstitutre, rasTion Fo rernave, SHede ercp
§ Action Taken  \X00\e reducH dn PeTidn of eraerd.

oeoes Seconded By C'>\a=_&¥\e: m

‘ Motion Made By

Representatives Yes | No Representatives Yes | No
Chairman Carlisle
Vice Chairman Carlson
Rep. Koppelman

Rep. Skarphol Va
‘ Rep. Thoreson
Rep, Timm
Rep. Glassheim
Rep. Kroeber

Rep. Warner

N

-

’
/
[

N— 1

o D e

s\
N
NN S
SF //
77
7
/

Total (Yes) No

Absent

Floor Assignment

e iy e vt 2

! If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:

-4



Date:02-12-03
/\ Roll Call Vote #: |

2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTEs

< ¥

vttt e e L _

A pp g AT

B

!
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)

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1002

House  Appropriations: Government Operations Division

Committee

Check here for Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number

38002.0102

Action Taken Reconsider Amendment 38002.0102

Motion Made By _Rep. Koppelman Seconded By Rep. Skarphol

Representatives Yes | No Representatives

Yes

No

Chairman Carlisle

Vice Chairman Carlson

Rep. Koppelman

Rep. Skarphol

Rep. Thoreson

Rep. Timm

Rep. Glassheim

Rep. Kroeber

Rep. Warner

VOICE VOTE

MOTION CARRIES

Total (Yes) 8 No

Absent

Floor Assignment

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:
See attached amendment

od
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38002.0104 Prepar~d by the Legislative Counclil staff for
Title. House Appropriations - Governiment
Fiscal No. 2 Operations

February 12. 2003

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL NO. 1002

Page 1, line 1, remove the semicolon

Page 1, remove line 2

Page 1, line 3, remove "relating to salaries of supreme and district court judges”
Page 1, line 12, replace "5,855,990" with "5,852,238"
Page 1, line 13, replace "1,706,580" with "1,681,580"
Page 1, lino 15, replace "7,794,858" with "7,666,106"
Page 1, line 18, replace "34,662,877" with "33,943,108"
Page 1, line 19, replace "14,223,487" with "11,106,138"
Page 1, line 20, replace "109,500" with "74,500"

Page 1, line 21, replace "918,944" with "826,944"

Page 1, line 23, replace "40,000" with "20,000"

Page 1, line 24, replace "50,034,808" with "46,050,690"

Page 2, line 1, replace "1,762,735" with "1,876,565"
Page 2, line 2, replace "48,272,073" with "44,174,125"
Page 2, line 5, replace "544,227" with "539,445"

Page 2, line 6, replace "544,227" with "539,445"

Page 2, line 7, replace "283,500" with "281,014"

Page 2, line 8, replace "260,727" with "258,431"

Page 2, line 9, replace "56,327,658" with "562,098,662"
Page 2, line 10, replace "2,046,235" with "2,157,679"
Page 2, line 11, replace "58,373,893" with “54,256,241"

Page 2, replace lines 22 through 30 with:

"SECTION 4. STATE AID DISTRIBUTION FUND. Notwithstanding the
provisions of North Dakota Century Code section 57-38.2-26.1 the estimated income
line item in subdivision 2 of section 1 of this Act includes the sum of $113,830, or so
much of the sum as may be necessary, from the state aid distrbution fund for the

Page No. 1 38002.0104

) i
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purpose of paying guardian ad litem expenses, for the biennium beginning July 1, 2003,

and ending June 30, 2005."

Page 3, remove lines 1 through 12

S R ST R RS Ry T T

Renumber accordingly

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT:
House Bili No. 1002 - Summary of House Action

health insurance premiums.

He W g

House Bill No. 1002 - District Courts - House Action

EXECUTIVE HOUSE HOUSE
BUDGET CHAMGES VERSION
Suprems Court
Total all funds $7,794,858 ($128,762) $7,666,106
Less eslimaled Income —— e — ———
General fund $7.794,858 ($128,762) $7,666,106
Dislrict courts
Iotaf auﬂfuncts:d | ssg.gg; .ggg (33.$84. é 18) 545.050.2690
ess estimated Income R 113,830 1,876,565
General fund $48,272.073 ($4,097,648) $44.174,128
Judiclal Conduct Commission
Loce aetimated S 800 e dta! 104
€55 68 ncome
General fund $760,727 ($2, $268,431
BiMl Total
Loss aslimaiad N A v U 7
e85 s ncome : i
Goneral fund $SEI27.668  ($4,528,506) $53,098,662
Houso Bill No. 1002 - Supreme Court - House Action
EXECUTIVE HOQUSE HOUSE
BUDGET CHANGES VERSION
Salaries and wages $5,955,990 ($103,762 $5,852,238
Opetaupg expenses 1,706,680 (25,000 1,681,680
\ ' Judges' retirement 132,268 132,288
Total all funds $7.794,858 {$128,752) $7,666,108
Less estimated income [
General fund $7,794,858 ($128,762) $7.666,106
FTE 44,50 0.00 44.50
Dept. 181 - Supreme Court - Detzi! of House Changes
REMOVES DECREASES
PROPOSED GENERAL
SALARY HEMQOVES FUND
) {NCREASBE RECOMMENDED  FUNDING FOR TOTAL
¢ FOR SALARY SUPREME HOUSE
" JUSTICESt INCREASE2 COURT CHANGES
i
) Salarles and wages ($63,805) ($49,947) ($103,752
Operaling expenses ($25,000) (25,000
Judges' retirament ——-
Total alt funds ($53,805) ($49,947) {$25,000) ($120,762)
Less astimated income
General fund {$53,805) ($49,847) ($25,000) ($126,762)
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

1 This amendment removas the judicial branch's proposed salary increases for Supreme Court justices.
2 This amendment remaves the Gavarnor's recommendation for state empluyee salary Increases and retains the recommended slate payment for

EXECUTIVE HOUSE HOUSE
BUDGET CHANGES VERSION
Salaries and wages $34,662,877 {$719,769) $33,943,108
Fage No. 2 38002.0104
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P Ry e

Operaling expenses 14,223,487 (3,117,349 14,106,130
Capital assels 108,600 36,000 74,600
Judges’ ratirement 818,944 92,000 826,844
University of Narth 80,000 80,000
["1kota - Central
legal research
Alloinalive dispute 40,000 {20,000} 20,000
resolution —
Total all lunds $50,034,808 ($3,884,118) $486,050,690
Less eslimated Income 1,762,735 113,830 1,876,565
Ganeral fund $48,272,073 {$4,007,948) $44,174,125
FYTE 287.60 0.00 28750
Dept. 182 - District Courts - Detall of House Changes
REMOVES DECREASES REMOVES ADDS
PAQPOSED REMOVES GENERAL FUND DECREASES FUNDING FOFt  FUNDING FROM
SALARY RECOMMENDED  FUNDING FOR FUNDING FOR INDIGENT STATE AlD
INCREASE FOR SALARY DISTRICT OPERATING DEFENSE DISTRIBUTION
JUDGES! INCREASE? COURTS EXPENSES? FEES4 FUNDS
Salarles and wages ($481,778) ($257,800)
Operating expenses (888,000 ($162,632) ($2,990,547) $113,830
Caplal assets 35,000
Judges' retirement 92,000
University of North
Dakota - Central
legal research
Ahemative dispute (20,000)
resolution ——— —_—
Total all funds ($461,779) ($257,990} ($235,000} {$152,632) {$2,990,647) $113,830
Less estimated incame —— 113,830
General lund ($461,779) ($257,990) ($235,000) ($152,632} ($2,090,647) 30
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL
HOUSE
CHANGES
Salarles and wagaes ($719,769
Operating expenses (3,117,349
Judges ethor gg'%}
! retirement )
Univershy of North
Dakota - Central
legal research
Alternalive dispute (£0,000)
resolution R
Total al tunds ($3,884,118)
Less wstimated Income 113,830
General lund ($4,007,948)
FTE 0.00

1 This amendment removes the judiclal brarch’s proposed salary Increase lov district court Judges.

2 This amendment removes the Governor's recommendation for state employee salary Increases and retains the recommended state payment fof
health Insurance premiums.

3 This amendment recuces funding for operating uxpenses. Spacific areas may be determined by the department,

4 This amendmenl removes funding for indigent delense fues, relating to the provisions of House BIlf No, 1044, which will be addnd to the Office of
Administative Hearings,

5 This amendment adds funds to the operating expenses lina from the state ald distribution fund for the purpose of paying guardian ad lifem
expanses pursuant to the provisions of House Bl No. 1045,

House Bill No. 1002 - Judicial Conduct Commission - House Action

EXECUTIVE HOUSE HOUSE
BUDGET CHANGES VERSION
Judicial Conduct Commigsion $644,227 ($4,782) $538,445
and Disciplinary Board
Total all funds $544,227 {$4,782) $530 445
Less estimated Income 283,600 (2,488) 281,014
General fund $260,727 ($7,206) $2568,431
Page No. 3 18002.0104
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FIE 4.00 0.00 4.00
Dept. 183 - Judicial Conduct Commission - Detall of House Changes

REMOVES
RECOMMENDED TOTAL
SALA

RY HOUSE

INCREASE 9 CHANGES
Judiclal Conduct Commission {$4,782) {$4,782)
and Disciplinary Board ——— .
Total ail funds ($4,782) ($4,762)
Less estimated income (2,488) {2,486)
Geneval fund {$2,206) ($2,206)
FTE 0.00 G.00

! This amendment removes the Govemor's recommendation for state employee salary increases and retains the recommended state payment for

health Insurance premiyms.
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Date:02-1

2-03

Roll Call Vote #: 2

2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1002

House  Appropriations: Government Operations Division

Committee

Check here for Conference Committee

38002.0104

Legislative Council Amendment Number

Action Taken Do Pass Amendment 38002.0104 to replace 38002.0102

Motion Made By  Rep. Koppelman Seconded By Rep. Timm

Re presentatives Yes | No Representatives

Yes | No

Chairman Carlisle

Vice Chairman Carlson

Rep. Koppelman

Rep. Skarphol

Rep. Thoreson

Rep. Timm

Rep. Glassheim

Rep. Kroeber

PP [0 > 3¢ [ 1o < [

Rep. Warner

Total (Yes) 9 No

Absent

Floor Assignment

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:
See attached amendment
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Date:02-12-03
SN - Roll Call Vote #: 3

2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1002

House _Appropriations: Government Operations Division Committee

Check here for Conference Committee

| Legislative Council Amendment Number 38002.0104

! Action Taken Do Pass as Amended

Motion Made By  Rep. Koppelman Seconded By Rep. Skarphol

Reptive

oy Chairman Carlisle
o} Vice Chairman Carlson
. ! | Rep. Koppelman
| Rep. Skarphol
(’:J { Rep. Thoreson
§ Rep. Timm
Rep. Glassheim
' Rep. Kroeber
{ Rep. Warner

X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X

Total (Yes) 9 No 0

j Absent

Floor Assignment  Rep, Koppelman

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:
See attached amendment
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e 2 [
Y 380020105 Prepared by the Legislative Council staff for V 03
Title.0200 Representative Carlisle l m[
Fiscal No. 3 February 12, 2003 > ;
Ui
VR HOUSE AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL NO. 1002 Approp 2-18-03 f

Page 1, line 1, remove the semicolon |

Page 1, remove line 2 |

Page 1, line 3, remove "relating to salaries of cupreme and district court judges”

Page 1, line 12, replace "5,955,990" with "5,852,238"

Page 1, line 13, replace "$1,706,580" with "1,681,580"

Page 1. line 14, replace "$132,288" with "132,288"

Page 1, line 15, replace "7,794,858" with "7,666,106"

Page 1, line 18, replace "34,662,877" with "33,943,108"

Page 1, line 19, replace "$14,223,487" with "10,992,308"

Page 1, line 20, replace "$109,500" with “74,500"

Page 1, line 21, replace "$918,944" with "826,944"

Page 1, line 22, replace "$37,000” with "80,000"
lq Page 1, line 23, replace "$40,000" with "20,000"
- Page 1, line 24, replace "50,034,808" with "45,936,860"

HOUSE AMENDMENTS TO HB 1002 Approp. 2-18-03 !

Page 2, line 1, replace "$1,762,735" with "1,762,735" |

Page 2, Iine 2, replace "48,272,073" with "44,174,125"

Page 2, line 5, replace "544,227" with "539,445"

Page 2, line 6, replace "544,227" with "539,445"

Page 2, line 7, replace "$283.500" with "281.,014"

Page 2, line B, replace "260,727" with "258,431"

Page 2, line 9, replace "56,327,653" with "52,098,662"

Page 2, line 10, replace "2,046,235" with "2,043,749"

Paye 2, line 11, replace "58,373,893" with "54,142,411"

Page 2, remove lines 22 through 30

Page No. 1 38002.0105
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HOUSE AMENDMENTS T0 HB 1002 Approp 2-18-03 3;6"{
. Page 3, remove lines 1 through 12 :

| Renumber accordingly
|
’j STATEMENT CF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT: i
;! House Bili No. 1002 - Summa:y of House Action '
i ' EXEGUTIVE HOUSE HOUSE
! BUDGET CHANGES VERSION
; Supreme Courl
Total all funds $7,794,858 ($128,752) $7,666,108
Less estimated Income
fund $7,794,858 ($128,762) $7,668,100
District courts
| Total ail funds $50,034,808 ($4,007,948) $45,936,860
l Less estimated Income 1,762,735 —_— 1.7
General fund SBI07B  T44,007,048) 174,
Total a lungsom $544,227 (84,782 $539,445
Less estimated income 283500 ' 014
General fund $360,727 (§2, )
Bill Total
[oastiat, i By (R
988 64 ncome
General fund 356‘3%‘656 (u.zz%fms $62,008,662
House Bill No. 1002 - Supreme Court - House Action ;
EXECUTIVE HOUSE HOUSE ;
- BUDGET CHANGES VERSION {
o Salaries and wages $5,055,990 $103,752 $5,852,238 !
PR Operating expenses 1,708,580 ( (25.00('3 1,681,580 |
- Judges'’ reticement 132268 .. 132,285 1
Total all funds $7,784,850 ($128,762) $7,666,108 ,
. Less estimated Income e ;
($128,752) $7,668,108 }

Genaral fund $7,704,858 ,
'»,q ’ FTE 4450 0.00 44.50 ‘
|

Dept. 181 - Supreme Court - Detail of House Changes

REMOVES DECREASES :
o PROPOSED GENERAL ,
" SALARY RE*4OVES FUND :
S INCREASE RECOMMENDED  FUNDING FOR TOTAL f
. FOR SALARY SUPREME HOUSE ‘
JUSTICES! INCREASE? COURT CHANGES :
Salaries and wages ($53,805) ($49,847) (3103.752; |
Operating expenses ($25,000) (26,000
Judges' retirement — NS
Total all funds ($53,805) ($49,947) ($25,000) ($128,762)
Less ustimated Income - —_ O
‘ Generul fund ($53,805) ($49,9¢7) ($26,000) ($128,762)
! FTE 0.00 0.60 0.00 0.00

1 This amendment removes the jidiclal branch's proposed salary increases for Supreme Court justices.
2 This ainendment removes the Govemor's recommendation for state employea salary Iricreases and retaing the recommunded state payment for

health insurance premiums.
House Bill No. 1002 - District Courts - House Action
| EXECUTIVE HOUSE HOUSE
g BUDRET CHANGES VERSION
| Salaries ard wages $34,682,677 ($719,760 $32,643,108
; Operating expenses 14,223,487 (3,231,178 10,892,308
! assets 109,500 a5, 74,
! Judges' retirament 918,944 92,000 826,944 i
! University of North 60,000 80,000
; Dakota - Central
. / Jogal research
i - Altemative dispule 40,000 {20,000) 20,000
|
! Page No. 2 38002.0105
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HOUSE AMENDMNETS TO HB 1002 2-18-03 Approp. 2 04 '/
A resolution
y Total all funds $50,034,808 ($4,097,948) $45,036,860
s Less estimated Income 1,762,735 1,762,7
/ General fund $48.272073  ($4,007,048) $44,174,125
y /-\ FTE 287.60 0.00 287.50
Dopt. 182 - District Courts - Detail of House Changes
REMOVES DECREASES REMOVES
PROPOSED REMOVES GENERAL FUND  DECREASES FUNDING FOR
SALARY RECOMMENDED FUNDING FOR  FUMDING FOR INDIGENT
INCREASE FOR SALARY DISTRICT OPERATING DEFENSE
JUDGES! INCREASR2 COURTS EXPENSES? FEES4
W wages {$461,779) ($257,990) (458,000 (
oxpernsas ! $162,632 $2,090,547
Judges' retirement g% ) | )
University of North '
Dakota - Central
Pl 000
8 e 20,
resolution ( :
Volal all funds ($481,779) {$257,980) ($235,000) ($162,832) {$2,890,547)
1.ess estimated Income
(3eneral fund ($481,779) ($257,090) ($235,000) {$152,632) ($2,980,547)
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL
HOUSE
CHANGES
Salarles and wages ($718,769
Operating expanses (3,231,179
Judges' g'%
Uiniversity of North '
Dakota - Central
o mdispul (20,000)
9 A
(ﬂs resciution -_—
N 'JJ Total all funds (84,097,948)
A ]
Less estimated income -
FTE 0.00

? This amendment removes the judicial tranch's proposed salary Incroasn for district cornt judges.

2 This amendment removes the Govemor's recommendation for state employee salsry increases and retains the recommended stat¢ payment for
health insurance premiums,

3 This amendment reduces funding for operating expenses. Spacific areas may be Jetermined by the department.
"4 This amendment rsmoves funding for Indigent defense fees, relating to the drovisions of House Bill No. 1044, which will be added to the Otfice of
Administrative Hearings,

House Bill No. 1002 - Judicial Conduct Commission - House Action

EXECUTIVE HOUISE HOUSE
BUDGET CHANGES VERSION
Judicial Conduct Commiasion $544,227 ($4,782) $539,445
and Discipinary Board —
Total all funds $544,227 ($4,782) $530,445
Leas estimated Income 263,500 12,488) 281,014
(3eneral fund $260,727 ($2,206) $268,431
FTE 4.00 0.00 4.00
|
Page No. 3 38002.0105
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HOUSE AMENDMENYS T0 uB 1002  Approp. 2-18-03 L(’ ,,6 V
Dept. 183 - Judicial Conduct Commission - Detall of House Changes
REMOVES
RECOMMENDED TOTAL
SALARY HOUSE
INCREASE t CHANGES
Judiclal Conduct Commissinn {$4,782) {84,782
and Discipfinary Board -
Total all funds ($4,782) (84,762)
Less estimated Income {2,488} (2,488)
Genaral fund ($2,206) ($2,296)
FTE 0,00 0.00
U This amendinent removes the Goveinor's recommendation f1r state emplayee salary Increases and retains the recommended stata payment for
health insurance premiums,
R
./
Page No, 4 38002.0105
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Date: &~ 7
Roll Call Vote #:____ 3

TN
| 2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. /o2 o

House Appropriations Committee

Check here for Conference Committee

% Y00 . 0) o5

Legislative Council Amendment Number

_ Action Taken D ¥ 4/4 :
Motion Made By ‘@01‘«”"/ Seconded By 4 //;‘5/‘(’

Representatives No Representatives
§ Rep. Ken Svedjan (Chair) Rep. Bob Skarphol
Rep. Mike Timm (Vice-Chair) Rep. Blair Thoreson
% Rep. Bob Martinson Rcep. Eliot Glassheim
| Rep. Thomas Brusegaard ] _ﬁep. Joe Kroeber
1 Rep. David Monson Rip. John Warner

Rep. Jeff Delzer

Rep Amy Wamnke
Rep. Larry Bellew
Rep. Keith Kempenich
Rep. James Kerzman
Rep. Ralph Metcalf

| Rep. Barl Rennerfeldt
§ Rep. Francis J. Wald
| Rep. Ole Aarsvold

| Rep. Pam Guileson .
§ Rep. Ron Caxlisle

| Rep. Al Carlson

| Rep. Kiin Koppelman

Total  (Yes) 2 No ya

Absent /

Floor Assignment _’_Waﬂa

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) Module No: HR-31-3068

February 18, 2003 11:44 a.m. Carrier: Koppelman |
insert LC: 38002.0105 Title: .0200 :'

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE
/—Q HB 1002: Appropriations  Committee  (Rep. Svedjan,  Chairman)  recommends
; : AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends DO PASS
- (22 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 1 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). HB 1002 was placed on the

Sixth orcler on the calendar.
Page 1, line 1, remove the semicolon
Page 1, remove line 2
Page 1, line 3, remove "relating to salaries of supreme and district court judges"

[ Page 1, line 12, replace "5,955,290" with "5,852,238"
Page 1, line 13, replace "$1,706,580" with "1,681 ,58(%}'

Page 1, line 14, replace "$132,288" with "132,288"
Page 1, line 15, replace "7,794,858" with "7,666,106"

Page 1, line 18, replace "34,662,877" with "33,943,108"

Page 1, line 19, replace "$14,223,487" with "10,992,308"

Page 1, line 20, replace "$109,500" with "74,500"

Page 1, line 21, replace "$918,944" with "826,944" :
O Page 1, line 22, replace "$80,000" with "80,000"

Page 1, line 23, replace "$40,000" with "20,000" :

Page 1, line 24, replace "50,034,808" with "45,936,860" A

Page 2, line 1, replace "$1,762,735" with "1,762,735" ]'

Page 2, line 2, replace "48,272,073" with "44,174,125" :

Page 2, line 5, replace "544,227" with "539,445"

Page 2, line 6, replace "544,227" with "639,445"

Page 2, line 7, replace "$283,500" with "281,014"

Page 2, line 8, replace "260,727" with "258,431"

Page 2, line 9, replace "56,327,658" with "52,098,662"

Page 2, line 10, replace "2,046,235" with "2,043,749"
Page 2, line 11, replace "58,373,893" with "54,142,411"
- Page 2, remove lings 22 through 30
w, Page 3, rernove lines 1 through 12

Renumber accordingly

(2) DESK, (3) COMM Page No. 1 HRA-31-3068
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410)
February 18, 2003 11:44 a.m.

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT: (”

House BIIt No. 1002 - Summary of House Action

EXEGUTIVE HOUSE HOUSE i
BUDGET CHANGES VEASION i
Suprerne Coutl 3
Tolal all funds $7,794,858 ($128,752) $7,666,106 i
Less estimated Income e e _ e 5
Ganeral fund $7.794,858 {$128 752) $7.666,106 |
Dislrict courts ’
Total aff funds $50,034.808 ($4.097,948) $45,936,860
Less eslimaled income 1,762,735 1,762,735 l
Genera! lund $48,272,073 ($4,097.848) $44,174,125 "
Judicial Conduct Commission |
Eolal aIIt'luntilgd | 5544.223 ($4.782 3539.411%5 )
ess estimated Income 283,60 2,486 281,014 !
General fund $260,727 ($2.296 $256,431 i
Bill Total ?
‘Lfoial alluiunrtj;d : 352.832.822 ($4.231,4 ?E $54,142 411 i
ass estimated Income ,046,2: 2,446 2,043,749
General fund $68,327,658 ($4,228,606 $62,008,862 '
H
i
!
House Bill No. 1002 - Supreme Court - House Action
1
rf
EXEGUTIVE HOUSE HOUSE )
BUDGET CHANGES VERSION |
*, i
Salarles and wages $5,955,990 {$103,762 $5,852,238 L !
Operaling expenses 1,708,680 (25,000 1,681,680 g :
Judges' ratirement 132,288 S 132,288 0 .
Total all funds $7,794,858 ($128,752) $7.666,108 ‘
Less estimated income ) R ;
General fund $7,794,858 ($128,752) $7,688,108 ;
FTE 44.50 0.00 44.60 "
|
Dept. 181 - Supreme Court - Detall of House Changes ’
REMOYES OECREASES
PAOPOSED GENERAL
SALARY REMOVES FUND
INCREASE RECOMMENDED  FUNDING FOR TOTAL
FOR SALARY SUPREME HOUSE
JusTices! INCREASE? COURT CHANGES
Salaries and wages ($52,805) ($49,947) {$103,752
Oparaling exgenses ($25,000) (26,000
Judges' rellremunt .
Total all tunds ($63,806) ($49,947) 1$25,000) ($128,752)
Less estimated incoma P — — e
Ganaral lund ($563,805) {$49,947) {$25,000} ($128,752)
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
i

t This amendmenl removes the judlclal branch's proposed salary increases lor Supreme Cour justices.

2 This amendment removes the Governor's recommendation for sinle amployee salary increases and totains the recommanaad state payment for
health insurance premiums,

" :
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February 18, 2003 11:44 a.m.

Module No: HR-31-3068

Carrler: Koppelman
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House Bill No. 1002 - District Courts - House Action

% 1

EXECUTIVE HQUSE HOUSE
BUDGET CHANGES VERSION
i Salarios pnd wages $34,662,877 (§719,769" $33,843,108
Operating expenses 14,223,487 (3,231,178 10,892,308
1 Capital assets 100,500 {36,000 74,500
{ Judges' retirement 818,844 (82,000 89,944
University of Noith 80,000 80,000
I Dakota - Ceniral
legal research
] Alternalive dispute 40,000 (20,000) 20,000
; tesolution
i Total all fjunds $50,034,808 ($4,007,848) $46,936,880
1 Less estimated Income 1,762,735 1,762,736
! General fund $48,272,073 {$4,097,048) $44,174,126 l
FTE 287.60 0.00 287.50 |
|
Dept. 182 - District Courts - Detall of House Changes i
]
!
REMOVES DECREASES REMOVES §
PROPOSED REMOVES GENERAL FUND DECREASES FUNDING FOR )
SALARY RECOMMENDED  FUNDING FOR FUNDING FOR INDIGENT ]
INCREASE FOR SALARY DISTRICT OPERATING DEFENSE i
JUDGES1 INCREASE? COURTS EXPENSESI FEES ;
Salarles and wages ($461,779) ($267,990) !
Operating expenses ($88,000 {$762,632) ($2,890,647) :
Capital assets 356,000 )
Judges' retiremant 82,000 i
Unlversity of Norih {
: ; Oakola - Ganlral H
fegal research §
Alternative dispute (20,000) !
resolution _— !
Total )l tunds ($481,779) ($267,990) ($235,000) ($152,632) ($2,090,547) ,‘
Less estimaled income - (
General fund {$481,779) ($267,890) {$235,000) ($162,632) ($2,890,647) i
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 fl
TOTAL '
HOUSE
CHANGES
Salariss and wages ($719,769
Operating expenses (3,231,179
Capital assels 36,000
Judges' retiremant 92,000
Universlty ol North
Dakota - Cantra!
legal research
Alternative dispute {20,000}
resolution _—
Totul all funds ($4,007,048)
Less estimated income O
General fund ($4,097,848) 5
! FTE 0.00 :

t This amendment removes the judiclal branch’s praposed salary Increase for districl cour judges. i

2 This amendment removes the Gavernor's recommendatlon for state employae salary Increases and retains the recommended state payment for
3 health Insurance premiums,

3 This amendmant reduces junding for operaling expenses, Specific areas may be detarminad by the depariment,
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) Module No: HR-31-3068
February 18, 2003 11:44 a.m, Carrier: Koppelman
Insert LC: 38002.0105 Title: .0200

HB 1002: Appropriations RE%%ﬁlIn?tfesaTA"(gI::)?Sﬁgm':r!:m%halrman) recommends
AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends DO PASS
(22 YEAS, 0 NAYS, | ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). HB 1002 was placed on the
Sixth order on the calendar.

Page 1, line 1, remove the semicolon

Page 1, remove line 2

Page 1, line 3, remove "relating to salaries of supreme and district court judges”

Fage 1, line 12, replace "5,955,990" with "5,852,238"

Page 1, line 13, replace "$1,70€,580" with "1,681,580"

Page 1, line 14, replace "$132,288" with "132,288"

Page 1, line 15, replace "7,794,858" with "7,666,106"

Page 1, line 18, replace "34,662,877" with "33,943,108"

Page 1, line 19, replace "$14,223,487" with "10,992,308"

Page 1, line 20, replace "$109,500" with "74,500"

Page 1, line 21, replace "$918,944" with "826,944"

Page 1, line 22, replace "$80,000" with "80,000"

Page 1, line 23, replace "$40,000" with "20,000"

Page 1, line 24, replace "50,034,808" with "45,936,860"

Page 2, line 1, replace "$1,762,735" with "1,762,735"

Page 2, line 2, replace "48,272,073" with "44,174,125"

Page 2, line 5, replace "544,227" with "539.445"

Page 2, line 6, replace "544,227" with "539,445"

Page 2, line 7, replace "$283.500" with "281,014"

Page 2, line 8, replace "260,727" with "258,431"

Page 2, line 9, raplace "56,327,658" with “52,098,:62"

Page 2, line 10, replace "2,046,235" with "2,043,749"

Page 2, line 11, replace "58,373,893" with "54,142,411"

Page 2, remove lines 22 through 30
Page 3, remove lines 1 through 12

Renumber accordingly
(2} DESK, (3) COMM Page No. 1 HR-31-3088
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) Module No: HR-31-3068
February 18, 2003 11:44 a.m. Carrier: Koppolman
Insert LC: 38002.0105 Title: .0200
j
e N STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT:
|
' House Bill No. 1002 - Summary of House Actlon
EXECUTIVE HUUSE HOUSE
‘ BUDGET CHANGES VERS!ON
Supreme Court
i Tolat alf funds $7,794,858 (8128,752) $7.666,108
i Less estimated Income - — e I
General fund $7,794,858 ($128,762) $7,686,108
Distrlct courts
Lo i, e Men e
ess gstimated Income (i) -
General fund $48.273073 ($4,007,948) $47,174,126
Judiclal Conduct Commission
Lo, A
@88 08 neome i
General fund $260,777 42, $758,431
Bill Total
Lces onlimmcd N biony iR s
a88 mal ncome 2 A
Goneral fund $56,327,058 (u.zéat%ézs $063,098,662
House Blli No. 1002 - Supreme Court - House Action
EXECUTIVE HOUSE HOUSE
BUDGET CHANGES VEASION
i Salarles and wages $5,066,000 (8109,762 $5,852,238
' Onarating expenses 1,708,580 (26,000 1,881,580
Judges' rellrement 132,288 132,288
Total all funds $7,704,858 ($128,762) $7,566,100
{.oss estimated Income e
General fund $7,794,668 ($128,762) $7,668,106
FTE 44.50 0.00 44,50
Dept. 181 - Supreme Court - Detail of Hnuze Changes
REMOVES DECREASES
PROPOSED GENERAL
SALARY REMOVES FUND
H INCFEASE RECOMMENDED  FUNDING FOR TOTAL
{ fOR SALARA SUPREME HOUSE
JUSTIcES! INCREASE2 COURY CHANGES
Salaries and wages ($5:3,808) ($49,947) ($103,752
Operaling expenses ($25,000) (26,000
Judges' ratirement
Total all funds ($53,805) ($49,947) ($26,000) ($128,752)
5 Loss eslimated Income
Qeneral lund ($53,8086) ($49,947) ($26,000) ($128,762)
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

IO Nt e

¥

1 This amendmen! ramovas the Judicial branch's proposed salary increases for Supreme Court justices,

heghth Insurance premiums.

~

(2) DESK, (3) COMM

LT T .
M‘?‘(&/l‘*’:‘é‘;w‘-"-"!{lf‘ W il e

2 This amendment removes the Governor's reco

Page No. 2

Yhe micrographic images on this film are accurat the phutographic process neet

ourae of business,
were fiimed In the regular courae oichr '1f the 1ined

(ANS1) for archival microf{im,
document being filmed,

¢ reproructions 6f records de

g (i\)ﬂ CJ\VQM‘(”}\

image above is tess legible tha

mmendation for state employee salary increases and retalns the recummended state payment for

HR-31-3088

ma.

”ioA nédém. !nformatlon sy;tm for m-lyéroﬂlming and
“v:';:dndards of the American National Stundards Inatitute

n this Notice, {t {s due to the quality of the

9 /88 /D5

Date

fu

-l




Module No: HR-31-3068

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410)
Carrler: Koppelman

February 18, 2003 11:44 a.m.

Insert LC: 36002.0105 Title: .0200

House Bill No. 1002 - District Courts - House Actlon

EXECUTIVE HOUSE HOUSE
BUDGET CHANGES VERSION
' 8alarles and wages $34,682,877 ($718,769 $33,043,108
; Operating expensas 14,223,487 (3,231,179 10,892,308
Capital assets 109,500 36,000 74,600
Judges' retirement 918,944 92,000 828,944
University of North 80,000 80,000
Dakota - Central
legal ressarch ‘
Alternalive dispute 40,000 (20,000) 20,000 |
resoluticon w
i Total all funds $50,034,808 ($4,097,848) $45,036,860 {
;’ Less estimated In~ome 1762736 1,762,735 |
General fund $48272073  ($4,097,948) $44,174,126 |
FYE 287.60 0.00 287.50
Dept. 182 - District Courts - Detail of House Changes |
REMOVES DECREASES REMOVES !
PROPOSED REMOVES GENERAL FUND DECREASES FUNDING FOR !
SALARY RECOMMENDED  FUNDING FOR FUNDING FOR INDIGENT I
INCREASE FOR SALARY DISTRICT OPERATING DEFENSE ,
JUDGES! INCREASE2 COURTS EXPENSESS FEES ;
RN | Satarles and wages ($461,779) ($267,980) ]
L Operating expenses ($88,000 ($162,632) ($2,990,547) |
Coee Capital 38sets 36,000 '
e A Judges' retirament 92,000 !
e o University of North !
L | Dakota - Central !
IR legal research !
" Alternative dispute (20,000) }
‘ resolution i
N Total all funds ($461,779) ($257,980) ($235,000) ($162,632) ($2,090,647) j
B Less estimated income f
General fund ($481,779) ($257,990) ($236,000) ($162,832) ($2,890,547) :'
; FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 |
. TOTAL
" HOUSE
CHANQGES
’| Salarios and wageo {1tores
rating expenses 1231,
[ Capital assets 36,000
Judges' retirement 92,000
University of North
Dakota - Central
lagal research
Alternative dispute {20,000)
resolution S
Total ali funds ($4,097,948)
Less estimated income -
General fund ($4,007,048)
FTE 0.00 ‘;
1 This amendment ramoves the judiclal branch's proposed salary increase for distrlct court judges. ’l
™ 2 This amendment removes the Governor's recommendation for siate employee salary increases and ratalns the recummended stale payment for

health insurance premiums.

-

3 This amendment reduces funding for oparating expenses, Specific areas mav be determined by the department.
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2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1002
Senate Appropriations Committee
Q Conference Committee

Hearing Date 3-17-03

Tape Number Side A Side B Mrter #
1 X 0-end
1 X 0-2306

Committee Clerk Signature éa /\ e :Dr“f‘lét/\)

Minutes: CHAIRMAN HOLMBERG opened the hearing to HB 1002, A bill relating to salaries

of supreme court and district court judges.

()
' (Meter 182) Chief Justice Gerald W. VandeWalle testified in support of HB 1002, See written

testimony Exhibit 1.

(Meter 1120) Ted Gladden, State Court Administrator testified on the overview of the budget
process. See written testimony Exhibit 2.

(Meter 1945) CHAIRMAN HOLMBERG commended the court system on their web site where
the cases are published in a timely manner and easily understandable. He also explained that the
history of HB 1044, which we heard in the Appropriations committee but needed to be heard by
the Judiciary committee first. He announced the subcommittee for this bill of SENATORS

HOLMBERG, SCHOBINGER AND KRAUTER. (2225) TED GLADDEN stated he has some

amendments to propose
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Page 2

Senate Appropriations Commiittee

Bill/Resolution Number HB 1002 .
Hearing Date 3-17-03

(Meter 2021) SENATOR MATHERN stated the legislative art of the budget towards

corrections, What percent of this budget addiesses preventative issues or trying to make sure that

we do not put any more people in prison that absolutely need to be there? Is there some clear

indicntor in this budget on what the court system doing to address that issue we have in our

system? (Meter 2098) TED GLADDEN stated it is not only the juvenile drug courts that are

operating in three districts and the adult drug courts in two districts. In terms of the other

sentencing alternatives that the judges use such as work release, paying back part of their

incarceration, home monitoring, But he could not give a dollar amount. SENATOR MATHERN

asked if there was a strategy effort 1o enhance those kinds of activities? Are there meetings? Are ﬁ
there discussions? Are there initiatives working on that? TED GLADDEN stated all those types A
of discuasions would be at the local level. Regular collaborations with the Dept of Corrections
O personnel and other agencies but no specific strategies.

(Meter 2228) SENATOR SCHOBINGER asked about turning the indigent defense services,
given this move, will the process for these people remain the same? Or change? TED
GLADDEN stated the appointing process would remain with the courts, if indigent defense
services are removed and placed with the office of administrative hearings the appointment
process will still remain with the district courts. There will be no change in that regard. There is
an indigent defense commission that was established, they set up the guidelines, the forms, the
procedures, the application process and he would suspect the same would be used in the future,
He doesn’t see any change in that regard. The actual administration in terms of hiring an
attorneys, contacting for services, that will probably change depending on how the office of

administration hearings wanted to hear it. (Meter 1365) SENATOR SCHOBINGER wanted to
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ol

graphic t s ﬂl— ;Mc:;r;ate reproduct fons of recordﬁ del {vered to Modern Information Systems for microfilming and
m:em;ﬂm“ﬂ’:h’:ﬁ;:lﬁ cTuise c;nfab:s:n«s. 'rh:p photographic process meets standards of the Americen National Standards Institute
(ANSI) for archival microfilm. NOTICE: 1f the filmed image above fs less lsgible then this Notice, it is due to the quality of the

et S, et /d04pn. mj

Oparator’s Signi.ure




e T T

<t

Page 3

Senate Appropriations Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1002
Hearing Date 3-17-03

& know if they would have an opportunity to have their case hear on the merit in court. Some of
these administrative hearings apply to state agencies and people out in the field who have
difficulties with some of the agencies when it finally taken to court, its not only hear on merits it
hear on the process. TED GLADDEN stated there would be no change in the present process.
Unlike administrative hearings, these are criminal matters that would be heard in district court.
So in that regard about hearing them on the merits, it would be hear on the merits in district
vourt,
g (Meter 2462) SENATOR TALLACKSON stated that recently one of his retired district judges
. ' died and what is set up to take care of his family and is there a trust for retirement? Is there a
pool of retired judges that can be alternate on the supreme court? TED GLADDEN stated that
there is complete retirement benefits | vided to the widow of the deceased judge. Whenever
S judges retire, they have the option of staying on as surrogatc judges. They arc then available to sit
on either on district court cases or on the supreme court upon request. They do use retired judges
as available and as needed.
(Meter 2555) SENATOR KRAUTER wanted clarification between the separate branch of
government, the line iteins transferability, docs that mean you can transfer funds between

supreme court and district court? TED GLADDEN responded they have the ability ta transfer

anywhere within their budget.

? (Meter 2584) SENATOR KILZER asked in the indigent defenss services, how do other states
nandle that? TED GLADDEN stated that we are the only siuse in the nation that has a totally

contract based system. Other states have a full time public defenders «nd some jusisdictions,
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Senate Appropriations Committee
Bill/Rescolution Number HB {002
Hearing Date 3-17-03

Otliers have combinations of contract public defenders, othets have part time public defenders,
full time and different mixes,

(Meter 2666) SUSAN SISK, Director of Finance for the judiciary provided details regarding the
budget requests. See written testimony Exhibit 3.

(Meter 3405) ROBERT HOLTE, District Judge from the Northwest Judicial District testified for
HB 1002. See written testimony Exhibit 4,

(Meter 4762) SENATOR SCHOBINGER asked about background on how the attorneys are
sclected? How they are contracted? Do they have private practice outside of this contract?
JUDGE ROBERT HOLTE replied the they advertise in the newspaper, through the state bar
association newsletters and such. They receive responses from attorneys. It is an negotiation
more than an arm length contact. The attorneys know what the legislature has appropriated and
the supreme court has divided out to all the districts. ND is the ounly state that runs a contract
system, some places like Grand Forks, Fargo, maybe Bismarck, some attorneys will do this as a
full time job. He spoke about his own district where the have part time contract attorneys and
have their own practices also.

(Meter 5108) SENATOR ANDRIST asked if they are able to cost share contracts? JUDGE
ROBERT HOLTE answered if people want an contract attorney, they must apply first and by
statue they are required to pay a $25 application fee. There are those who just cannot even afford
$25. Then when the cases is concluded, varving from district to district, if you are financially
able to in the future be requested to reimburse reasonable costs of this money. An attempt is done
to do so. On the serious crimes and we put somebody on probation for example, and they are

under a supervised probation, there are fecs and costs associated with that, Then they are

by
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Senate Appropriations Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1002
Hearing Date 3-17-03

required to pay $35 per month for costs during the supervision. If there is preset investigation
report there is a recess $50 fee to help cover that cost. If they cannot pay those fees, those costs
are done by community service. The reimbursement of the moneys are priority to community
service. He spoke on his own personal courtroom and district,

Tape 1 Side B

(Meter 5) Wade Williams, ND Association of Counties testified in support of the bill. His
organization has had a good relationship with the courts. He also referred to HB 1088 and HB
1025,

(Meter 151) CHAIRMAN HOLMBERG reference a question to JUDGE VANDEWALLE, if the
issue of $152,000 of indigent defense from the court to administrative hearings the House
assigned the cost of a FTE and the contention of the court is there is not FTE in the court and the
services are provide outside and difficult to take the money from your budget when that is not
were it is sited, The other issue is the entire administrative hearings which is now in HB 1044
may have a different philosophy. There is a concern that there isn’t cnough funding to continue
the system as we have it now, Beyond some of these small issues, the court is moderately
satisfied with the budget. JUDGE GERAILD W. VANDEWALLE respondei they are satisfied
but the problem is it is difficult to separate the rest of the budget from the issues of the indigent
services contract. The right to indigent defense is a constitutional right that if they don’t have
enough money, they will have to “sell off” their employees in order to meet those costs. Whether
or not the philosophy of the Senate Judiciary committee is to transfer it or not, the problem is
here. He stated that they need to start experimenting n different methods of providing indigent

defense services whether it can be done more cost effective and efficiently. His agency is not the
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Senate Appropriations Committee
Bill/Resolution Numbter HB 1002
Hearing Date 3-17-03

agency to do that, they cannot put those people on their payroll full time. They cannot hire full

time people. He gave an example of a man arguing his own case and he tried the alone and failed.

He appealed and JUDGE VANDEWALLE asked him if he was eligible for indigen.t defense a~d

he said yes and he stated “Those are your boys, I don’t want anything to do with them.” Judges

cannot supervise defense attorneys, it is a conflict of interest. Whether or not the Judiciary

committee is going transfer it or not, the problem is still there and they need some sort of method

of experiment with different methods of this delivery of legal services, indigent services. That is

more flexible than Judiciary because of the conflict that is. He talked about a group called the

Stanjaneer Group and are experts in what is happening in all the states, with indigent defense,

and their report is the reason it is known that we are the only contract system. His impression is

. the best system may be a combination of fud time employees and some contract counsel. It is not

| \ secret for years, indigent services was provided by young lawyers that were willing to work j
cheaper than the more experienced lawyers. He spoke about the problems with staffing indigent |
services because of conflict of interests. He also spoke on the upcoming meth cases and there is

a shortage of lawyers in the state of ND. There are not many young lawyers staying in ND,

(Meter 770) SENATOR CHRISTMANN asked what indigent defense service is? Income wise?

(Meter 786) JUDGE VANDEWALLE stated a standard limit of 125% of poverty level,

SENATOR CHRISTMANN stated as he calculated out, in the current biennium there is about

4,1 million dollars for indigent defense services out of 56.3 million dollars budget so other than

the indigent defense services, it would have been about 52.2 million dollars and the budget now

is 54.1 million dollars and with the indigent out of the budget, where is 1.9 million dollar?

(Meter 855) JUDGE VANDEWALLE stated just to maintain the salary increases over what they

-
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Senate Appropriations Committec
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1002
Hearing Date 3-17-03

were last years, The salary increases were staggered in, the second year increases were budget in
on the second year now they are payable.

(Meter 917) SENATOR MATHERN asked are judges involved in local area costs as
incarceration and he gave an example of cost effectiveness if the person is placed in an area that
cost less. JUDGE VANDEWALLE explained to SENATOR MATHERN it did not work like
that because keeping them out of an area to keep the money would be a conflict. He talked about
mandatory sentences which they fought but the legislature insisted on it. The legal system goes
through cycles, one year we are going to lock them all up and throw away the key, now because
of costs. He was wondering on what message is the legislature sending to the courts?

(Meter 1275) SENATOR ANDRIST asked if it is his initiative to move this program to the
Office of Administrative Hearings? What is the perceived advantages? What would be the

perceived disadvantage? Help them to understand that. JUDGE VANDEWALL stated it was his

initiative to do the study several years ago. It was not his initiative to transfer it to the OAH. He
~1In’t feel it was appropriate for him to pick. If he had his choice, he would have a free standing
office of public defenders in the Executive branch. He just stated it needed to be out of Judiciary
and he stated he felt there were the two reasons: 1. It is a conflict of interest. The Judiciary
operates on the perception on public trust and confidence. If an defendant, like his example
previously, comes before them and says, [ am not going to chase your people, because they are
your boys, or in many incidences, they get an issue of ineffective assistance of council before a
court on a post conviction. They will tell us right in a brief, we know you are not going to find
these people ineffective, after all the courts hire them. He doesn’t think that is true but from the

defenders stand point, he can understand why they think like that. And now there is a spectacle of
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Senate Appropriations Committee ;
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1002
Hearing Date 3-17-03

judges going out and begging lawyers to take indigent defense contracts, 2. On the perceived
disadvantages, one is to ALLEN HOPHAUG's operation, it is a big issue, It gives some other
agency’s flexibility to deal with the indigent defense and try to come up with a system that is cost
effective and provides an adequate quality service. They are not entitled to the best lawyer, they
only entitled to an adequate defense. |

(Meter 1636) SLNATOR THANE referred to the Forum news article did little to improve the
public’s confidence in public defenders. The statement was made that it was indicated that the
not roled to defend but to make sure the prosecution follows the rules, JUDGE VANDEWALL |
stated he did not see the article. He stated that the process is one of the ways they defend, is

making sure that the courts and the state is following the rules, That is primarily the defense, the

state is not introducing inadmissible evidence to convict that person. They can’t change the

evidence but they can put their own color and ¢ »in on that evidence.
(Meter 1779) SENATOR LINDAAS asked how fines are handled and where those moneys go? i
In the case of a drug bust? JUDGE VANDEWALL stated the fines go into the state school fund.
The costs don’t but the fines do. That is a distribution that's made in addition to the state aid
fund.

(Meter 2003) CHAIRMAN HOLMBERG stated on a positive note that the court case technology
especially on the Web site. He also stated that when the subcommittee with this budget will also
look at HB 1044,

(Meter 2197) JUDGE VANDEWALL stated heads up of amendments proposed to add $100 fee

on criminal case. With the intent for part of it to pay indigent defense and part to go into the
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Senate Appropriations Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1002
Hearing Date 3-17-03

judges going out and begging lawyers to take indigent defense contracts, 2. On the perceived
disadvantages, one is to ALLEN HOPHAUG's operation, it is a big issue. It gives some other
agency’s flexibility to deal with the indigent defense and try to come up with a system that is cost
effective and provides an adequate quality service. They are not entitled to the best lawyer, they
only entitled to an adequate defense. |

(Meter 1636) SENATOR THANE referred to the Forum news article did little to improve the
public’s confidence in public defenders. The statement was made that it was indicated that the
not roled to defend but to make sure the prosecution follows the rules. JUDGE VANDEWALL
stated he did not see the article. He stated that the process is one of the ways they defend, is
making sure that the courts and th.e state is following the rules, That is primarily the defense, the
state is not introducing inadmissible evidence to convict that person. They can’t change the
evidence but they can put their own color and spin on that evidence,

(Meter 1779) SENATOR LINDAAS asked how fines are handled and where those moneys go?
In the case of a drug bust? JUDGE VANDEWALL stated the fines go into the state school fund.
The costs don’t but the fines do. That is a distribution that’s made in addition to the state aid
fund.

(Meter 2003) CHAIRMAN HOLMBERG stated on a positive note that the court case technology
especially on the Web site. He also stated that when the subcommittee with this budget will also
look at HB 1044,

(Meter 2197) JUDGE VANDEWALL stated heads up of amendments proposed to add $100 fee

on criminal case. With the intent for part of it to pay indigent defense and part to go into the
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Senate Appropriations Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1002
Hearing Date 3-17-03

general fund. He thinks there should be caution on how much that will bring in. Some people

© et s

will be not be able to pay and some moneys may not able to be collected.

(2197) CHAIRMAN HOLMBZERG closed the hearing to HB 1002.
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2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1002 Vote

Senate Appropriations Committee

Q Conference Committee

Hearing Date 4-3-03

Tape Number Side A Side B Meter #
] X 2400-2920

\
Committee Clerk Signature C;;?/‘M ‘bﬁ(/z S~ as l

\
Minutes: CHAIRMAN HOLMBERG opened the hearing to vote on HB 2486; A relating to the

salaries of the supreme and district court judges. !
O CHAIRMAN HOLMBERG passed out amendments (38002.0203) and explained. This (
amendment is one that will have to include the IT because it came down a couple of days ago. j
The amendment does a number of things. As recalled indigent defense was moved to the
department of administrative hearings, that was unfavorable. This amendment restores that fact
the was it was and restores the $152,000 that had been taken out of the court to fund a person in
administrative hearings comes back and removes the health insurance differential. On page 2, the
amendment details the Senate changes. It removes the health insurance differential, it restores the

fund for the operating expenses related to the person, and it brings back the 2.9 million dollars

for indigent defense. If you recall the Judiciary committee on HB 1088 that passed, when it goes

into conference, there is going to add a study hopefully to see where we should be going and if
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Senate Appropriations Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1002 Vote
Hearing Date 4-3-03

you recall there was a fiscal note on that particular bil) to pay for some additional indigent

defense. He suggested that the IT reduction be added in of $132,559.

(Meter 2593) A motion was made by SENATOR THANE and seconded by SENATOR

KILZERto adopt the amendments. A voice vote passed.

(Meter 2623) There was a motion of a DO PASS AS AMENDF™ hy SENATOR THANE and

seconded by SENATOR ANDRIST,

(Meter 2634) SENATOR MATHERN stated he was concerned about the vote they just had. He

doesn’t see anything in the amendment about the 4%. CHAIRMAN HOLMBERG explained the ,
4% is an automatic and when introduced, the council would automatically included that. He

asked DON WOLFE from Legislative Council to clarify and he stated those amendments are ;
being prepared. SENATOR MATHERN statcd he felt that procedurally would have been better |

to further amend motion of the 4%.

(Meter 2788) There rol! vote of 11 yeas, 0 nays and 3 absent passed the bill and will be carried by

SENATOR HOLMBERG.

CHAIRMAN HOLMBERG closed the hearing to HB 1002, (Meter 2920)
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PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED HOUSE BILL NO. 1002

Page 1, line 10, replace "5,852,238" with "5,847,592"
Page 1, line 13, replacé “7,666,106" with "7,661,460"
Page 1, line 16, replace "33,943,108" with "33,913,180"
Page 1, line 17, replace "10,992,308" with "14,135,487"
Page 1, line 22, replace "45,936,860" with "48,050,111"
Page 1, line 24, replace "44,174,125" with "47,287,376"

Page 2, line 3, replace "§39,445" with "639,034"

Page 2, line 4, replace "539,445" with "539,034"

Page 2, line 5, replace "281,014" with "280,801"

Page 2, line 6, replace "258,431" with "258,233"

Page 2, line 7, replace "52,098,662" with "55,207,069"
Page 2, line 8, replace "2,043,749" with "2,043,536"
Page 2, line 9, replace "54,142,411" with "57,250,605"
Renumber accordingly

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT:

House Blli No. 1002 - Summary of Senate Action

Prepared by the Leglslative Councll staf for
Senator Holmberg
March 26, 2003

EXECUTIVE HOUSE SENATE SENATE
BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION
Supreme Court
otal all funds $7,704,866 $7.666,106 (¥4,648) $7,661,460
Less estimated Income
General fund $7,704,856 $7.666,106 {$4,648) $7,661,460
District courts
G, mm semw o sy
888 aslimal ncome 73 3
General fund $48.272.073 $44,174,125 §3.113.251 $47,287,376
Judiclal Conduct Commission
S mE s sy s
o83 oslimal ncome
General fund 3%17%9 $258,431 ( s%ﬁ.'m
Bill Total
{otal allufund:d | ssg.gn.gga 354.125.;; é ss,ma.;?g ss;.ggg.aos
058 estimated Income
General fund ;55743’%:55 ss%%fw sa.ma(lb‘ll. $5507.008

Page No. 1

(ANST) for archival microfilm. MNOTICE: 1f the #1lmed image above is

document befng ¢{lmed.

/o7

(/ 4 ?
07
5

1577

38002.0202

selIvared to Modern Information Systems for microf!iming and
rae detav:tandards of the Amertcan National Standards Inatitute

{t f{s dus to the quality of the

/56 /n3

ture

5(;?/ Qéééﬂ}? qrn Qj\\Qﬂ f{‘}\

Daty

LY

)
e

e e,

‘JA

o

S =N

<o




House Bill No. 1002 - Supreme Court - Senate Action

EXECUTIVE HOUBE SENATE 8ENATE

Y BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VEREION :

Salarles and wages $5,965,900 $6,8532,238 {$4,846) $5,847,602 g

Operating expenses 1,706,580 1,601,660 1,881,680 !
/\‘ Jutiges' retirement 132,288 132,288 _ 132,288
] Tolat all funds $7,704,858 $7,688,108 ($4,648) $7,661,460

i Less egtimated Income .

i Qeneral fund $7,704,858 $7,868,108 {$4,648) $7.661,460
{ FTE 44,50 44.60 0.00 44.50

Cept. 181 - Supreme Court - Detall of Senate Changes

1 This amendment reduces the funding for slate empioyes health Insurance premiums from $493 per month to $488.70 per month,

; REDUCES THE
! RECOMMENDED
! FUNDING FOR TOTAL
HEALTH SENATE
i INSURANGE ! CHANGES
!
Salaries and wages {$4,6848) ($4,848)
Operating sxpenses
Judges' retirement
Total all funds {$4,646) {$4.846) :
Less estimated income
General fund ($4,646) ($4,646)
FTE 0.00 0.00 ;
i

House Bill No. 1002 - District Courts - Senate Actlon

EXECUTIVE HOUSE SENATE SENATE

] BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION
Falaries and wages $34,662,877 $33,043,108 ($20,928) $33,913,180 ;

: Uperaling expenses 14,223,487 10,992,306 3,143,179 14,135,487

= p CapHal assets 109,500 74,600 74,600 !
L Judges' retirement 910,944 826,944 826,944 ‘
AR K UND - Cenirel logal research 80,000 80,000 80,000 ;
Alternative dispute resolution 40,000 20,000 —_— 20,000 :
Total al funds $50,024,808 $45,836,880 $3,113,251 $45,050,111
Less estimated Income 1,762,735 1,762,735 e 1,762,735 ’
General fund $48,272,073 $44,174,125 $3,113,261 $47,287,376
FTE 287.50 287.50 0.00 287.60 ,'

Dept. 182 - District Courts - Detail of Senate Changes

REDUCES THE RESTORES
RECOMMENDED RESTORES FUNDING FOR
FUNDING FOR FUNDING FOR INDIGENT TOTAL
HEALTH OPERATING DEFENSE SENATE
{NSURANCE 1 EXPENSES 2 FEES 3 CHANGES
Salarias and wages ($29,928) ($29,928)
Operating expenses $162,632 $2,890,647 3,143,179
Capttal assets
Judgea' retirement
UND - Central legal research
Alamative Jispute resolution . — - R
Total al funds ($29,928) $162,632 $2,990,647 $3,113,261
Less estimatr income —_—
Genoral fund ($29,928) $162,832 $2,000,647 $3,113,2561
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

1 This amandment reduces the tunding for state employee health insurance premiums from $493 per month to $48: 70 per month, 1

2 This amendriiant restores $162,632 in the operating expenses line itam for the adminigiration of Indigant defense servicss thai the House removed g
as part of the transfer of indigent defensa sarvicus to the Office of Administrative Heallngs in House Bill No, 1044, :

: 3 This amendment restores funding of $2,990,547 10 the operating expenses line item for Indigant defense fees that the House had removed as part
e of the transfer of indigent defense servicee fo the Office of Adminlstrative Hearings in Housa Bill No, 1044,
!
|
!
Page No. 2 38002.0202
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House Blll No. 1002 - Judicial Conduct Conimission - Cenate Action

{
EXECUTIVE HOUBE SENATE EENATE !
' BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION |
8nlarlas end wages "
Judiclal Conduct Commission ~ $644,227 $630,46 {8411) $539.034
/' } and Disciplinary Board
. Total alf funds $5644,227 $539,445 ($411) $539,034
Less vstimated income 283,600 261,014 219} 280,801
Ganeral lund $260,727 $268,431 {$108) $258,233
FTE 4.00 4,00 0.00 4.00

Dept. 183 - Judicial Conduct Commission - Detall of Senate Changes

REDUCES THE
RECOMMENDED
FUNDING FOR TUIAL
HEALTH SENATE

INSURANCE 1 CHANGES
Salaries and wages
Judiclal Conduct Commisslon ($411) ($411)

and Disciplinary Board

Total all funds ($411) {$411)
Less estimated Income 213 213
QGeneral fund ($198) ($108} ;
FTE 0.00 0.00 i

1 This amendment reduces the funding for state empioy e health insurance premiun:s from $493 per month to $486.70 par month.
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38002.0203 Prepared by the Legislative Councll staff for 7—
Senate Appropriations ()/
o>
PROPOSED AMEENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED HOUSE BILL NO. 1002 Y- P
| e

Page 1, line 10, replace "5,852,238" with "5,847,592"
Page 1, line 11, replace "1,681,580" with "1,658,562"
Page 1, line 13, replace "7,666,106" with "7,638,442"
Page 1, line 16, replace "33,943,108" with "33,913,180"
Page 1, line 17, replace "10,992,308" with "14,026,258"
Page 1, line 22, replace "45,936,860" with "48,940,882"
Page 1, line 24, replace "44,174,125" with "47,178,147"

Page 2, line 3, replace "539.445" with "538.722" i
Page 2, line 4, replace "539,445" with "538,722" ,
Page 2, line 5, replace "281,014" with "280,801"

Page 2, line 6, replace "258,431" with "257,921"

Page 2, line 7, replace "52,098,662" with "55,074,510"
Page 2, line 8, replace "2,043,749" with "2,043,536"
Page 2, line 9, replace "54,142,411" with "57,118,046"

Renumber accordingly
STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT:

House Bill No. 1002 - Summary of Senate Action

EXECUTIVE HOUSE BENATE SENATE
BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION

Supreme Court
Total all funds $7,794,858 $7,668,108 ($27,664) $7.838,442

Less estimated Income J—
General fund $7,704,858 $7,668,108 ($27,664) $7,638,442

District courts
Total all funds $50,034,808 $46,536,860 $3,004,022 N?._%g.ggg

Leas estimated income 1,762,73 1,782,735 —— e
General fund $48,272, $44,174,726 $3,004,022 $47,178,147

Judicial Conduct Commission
Tolal a¥l funds $644,227 $539,445 ($7$g$ Sggg.gg?

Less estimated Income 500 81,014
General fund sg%ﬁ sEaaat <§§m

Bill Total
Tolla unds 389,970,093 $64.142.411 2,078,635
€48 astima ncome )
General fund 3561857.‘6135 ss%.‘g?m‘.m sz.m‘m‘
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House Bill No. 1002 - Supreme Court - Senate Action

EXECUTIVE HOUSE SENATE BENATE

BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION
; Salarles and wages $5,965,990 $5,862,238 34.646; $5,847,602
; Operaling expenses 1,706,680 1,681,680 23,018 1,658,682
; Judges' ratirement 132,288 132,288 — 132,288
. Total afl funds $7,794,858 $7.668,108 ($27,684) $7,638,442

7 Lass estimated Income

: General fund $7,784,858 $7,666,108 ($27,684) $7.638,442
FYE 44.50 44,50 0.00 44,50

Dept. 181 - Supreme Court - Detall of Senate Changes

1 This amendment reduces the funding for stata employee health insurance premiums from $493 per month to $488.70 per month,
2 This amendment reduces funding for information lechnology by $23,018 from the general fund, which represents a reduction In Information

¢ REDUCES REDUCES
' RECOMMENDED  FUNDING FOR
; FUNDING FOR INFORMATION TOTAL
i HEALTH TECHNOLOGY SENATE
! INSURANCE 1 €osT8 2 CHANGES
! Salarles and wages ($4,848) 254 648
i Operating expenses ($23,018) 23,018,
! Judges' retiramant
| Total all funds ($4.648) ($23,018) ($27.664)
i
. Lezs estimated Income

General fund ($4,848) ($23,018) ($27,664)

A FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00

|
}

technology funding from the general fund of approximately 4 percent.

g
t

247

House Biil No. 1002 - District Courts - Senate Action
EXECUTIVE HOUBE SENATE SENATE
BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VEASION
Salaries and wages $24,662,877 $33,043,108 {$29,628) $33,913,180 )
Opetating axpenses 14,223,487 10,892,308 3,033,850 14,026,258 i
Capital aszets 108,600 74,500 74,500 ;
udges' retirement 918,944 826,044 826,944 ;
UND-Central legal research 80,000 80,000 80,000 i
Altemative dispute resolution 40,000 20,000 — 20,000 |
! Total al funds $50,034,808 $45,836,860 $3,004,022 $46,940,882 ‘
; Less estimated Income 1,762,735 1,762,735 _ 1,762,735 s
{ General lund $48,272,073 $44,174,125 4.,004,022 $47,178,147 :
E FTE 287.50 287.50 0.00 287.50 ‘
! Dept. 182 - District Courts - Detall of Senate Changes
I
REDUCES REDUCES AESTORES
] AECOMMENDED  FUNDING FOR RESTORES FUNDING FOR
i FUNDING FOR  INFORMATION  FUNDING FOR INDIGENT TOTAL
i HEALTH TECHNOLOGY OPERATING DEFENSE SENATE
, INSURANCE COSTS 2 EXPENSES 3 FEEG 4 CHANGES
| Salaries and wages ($29,928) {$20,928)
Dparaling exponses ($108,228) $1£2,632 $2,900,647 2,033,850
Capltal assals
ducges' rolirement
UND-Central logal researth
Alternative dispute resolution ———— _ ———
Tola) afl funds ($29,928) ($108,229) $162,632 $2,9980,647 $3,004,022
{ess astimated Income " — e s —
!
f General fund ($28,028) ($108,229) ‘112,832 $2,990,647 $3,004,022
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

<

1 This amendment reduces the funding for state employee healih insurance premiums from $493 per ronth to $488.70 per month,

2 Thlg amendment reduces funding for information technology by $109,228 from the general fund, which represents a teduction in Information
technology funding from the general fund of approximately 4 parcent.

Page No. 2 38002.0203
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3 This amendment restores $152,832 In e operating expenses line §: ¥ the adminlstration of indigent delense services thal the House removed as
part of the transfer of indigent delense services to t tica of Administrative Hearings in House Bill No. 1044.

ol $2,890,547 to the operatingvexﬁg:m line for lndlgm\t defense fees that the House had removed as part of the
]

4 This amendment restores fundi
1o the Office of Adminlstral rings in House BIH No, 1044,

transfer of indigent delense serv

House Bill No. 1002 - Judicial Conduct Commission - Senate Action

EXECUTIVE HOUEE BENATE SENATE
BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION
Operaling expenses
Judictal Conduct Commission  $544,227 $530,445 ($723) $538,722
and Disciplinary Board
Total all funds $644,227 $5639,445 ($723) $538,722
Less estimatad Income 283,600 281,014 213 280,801
General fund $260,727 $268,431 ($510) $257,921
FTE 4.00 4.00 0.00 4,00

Dept. 183 - Judicial Conduct Commisgsion - Detail of Senate Changes

REDUCES REDUCES
RECOMMENDED  FUNDING FOR
FUNDING FOR INFORMATION TOTAL

HEALTH TECHNOLOGY SCENATE i
INSURANCE 1 COSsTS 2 CHANGES !
Operaling expenses |
Judicial Conduct Commission ($411) (§312) ($723) ;
and Disciphnary Board  _, ;
Total a¥l funds ($411) ($312) ($723) i
Less estimated income (213) ————— 213 ;
General fund ($198) ($312) ($510) |
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 !

1 This amendment reduces the {unding for state employee health insurance premiums from $493 per month to $488.70 per month.

2 This amendment reduces funding for information lechnology by $312 from the general fund which represents a reduction In information technology ]
funding from the general tund &m approximatety 4 percent. y dlog

Page No. 3 38002.0203
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2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. fsedk /15

Date: ¢-3- 03
Roll Call Vote #: /

Senate  Appropriations Committee

Check here for Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number

Action Taken Do ?ﬁ"f; ﬂﬁ 'A’YM/V\&J
Motion Made By ‘-"fl'\@uﬁf Seconded By A’Y\M'\/ ,

No Senators Yes | No

=
o
4

Senators
Senator Holmberg, Chairman
Senator Bowman, Vice Chair
Senator Grindberg, Vice Chair
Senator Andrist
Senator Christmann
Senator Kilzer
Senator Krauter
Senator Kringstad
Senator Lindaas
Senator Mathern
Senator Robinson
Senator Schobinger
Senator Tallackson
Senator Thane

AASUARRAEEN

N

Total  (Yes) Il No

Absent §
Floor Assignment SU(A/ m Wg/

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

The micrographic Images on this film are accurate reproductions & records del {vered to Hodern Information Syutems for Mcroﬂlnlm and

filmed in the regular course of business. The photographic process meets standards of the Americen Natlionat Stendards Institute
’(‘:;;l)’}or archival mﬁcrofflm. NOTICE: 1f the filmed image above is less legible than this Notice, 1t Is duc to the quality of the
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) Module No: SR-61-6767
April 4, 2003 9:27 a.m. Carrier: Holmberg
Insert L.C: 38002.0203 Title: .0400
REPOR". OF STANDING COMMITTEE

HB 1002, as engrossed: Appropriations Committee (Sen. Holmberg, Chairman)
recommends AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends
DO PASS (11 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 3 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). Engrossed HB 1002
was placed on the Sixth order on the calendar.

Page 1, line 10, replace "5,852,238" with "5,847,592"

Page 1, line 11, replace "1,681,580" with "1,658,562"

Page 1, line 13, replace "7,666,106" with "7,638,442"

Page 1, line 16, replace "33,943,108" with "33,913,180"

Page 1, line 17, replace "10,992,308" with "14,026,258"

Page 1, line 22, replace "45,936,860" with "48,940,882"

Page 1, line 24, replace "44,174,125" with "47,178,147"

Page 2, line 3, raplace "539,445" with "538,722"

Page 2, line 4, replace "539,445" with "538,722"

Page 2, line 5, replace "281,014" with "280,801"

Page 2, line 6, replace "253,431" with "257,921"

Paye 2, line 7, replace "52,098,662" with "55,074,510"

Page 2, line 8, replace "2,043,749" with "2,043,536"

Page 2, line 9, replace "54,142,411" with "57,118,046"

Renumber accordingly

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT:

House Bill No. 1002 - Summary of Senate Action

EXECUTIVE HOUSE SENATE SENATE
BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION

Supreme Court

Total alt funds 47,794,858 $7,666,108 ($27,664) $7,636.442

Less estimated Income  ___

General fund §/,704,858 $7.666,106 ($27.684) $7,638,442
District courts

“Lrotal allﬂiunrti:d | ss?.ggg.ggg $4t13.gge.sgg $3.004,022 “‘?'232"7‘82

ass estimal negme 2,7 I

General fund $48,272,073 $43.174,125 $3,004,022 347‘_"'9‘,179,147
Judicial Conduot Commission

A . wE g e

€85 eglima ncome \

General fund $530, $258.431 (§570 $367.921
Blill Total

o e S oian  anaadis e Y e

¢33 as3tim., ncome

General iund $58.357.668 $52,006,562 $2,076,848 $55,074,
(2) DESK, {3) COMM Page No. 1 5A-81.6767
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) Module No: SR-61-6767 :
Aptil 4, 2003 9:27 a.m. Carrler: Holmberg |
Insert LC: 38002.0203 Title: .0400 ;
{
i

House Bill No. 1002 - Supreme Court - Senate Action

’

A-‘" ';
i
i EXECUTIVE HOUSE SENATE EENATE
L BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION
3 Salarles and wages $5,955,990 $5,952,230 $4,840 $5,847,692
s Operating expenses 1,708,680 1,681,680 23,018 1,658,662
"&:i Judges' retirement 132,288 132,208 — 132,268
g,, Tolal all funds $7.794,858 $7,666,108 ($27,684) $7,638,442
o
{, Less estimated Income — _ -
} Qeneral fund $7,704,858 $7,666,108 ($27,664) $7.638,442
FTE 44,60 44,60 0.00 44,50

Dept. 181 - Supreme Court - Detail of Senate Changes

REDUCES REDUCES
RECOMMENDED  FUNGING FOR
FUNDING FOR INFORMATION TOTAL

HEALTH TECHNOLOQY SENATE ‘
INSURANGE 1 COST52 CHANGES ‘
{
Salaries and wages ($4,846) 554'846

Operating expenses {$23,018) 23,018 !
Judges' retirement {
Total all funds ($4,846) ($23,018) ($27,664)
, Less estimated income . :
oy General fund (84,646) ($23,016) ($27,664)
R FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 f
f”" ‘ Q  This amendment reduces the funding for stale employee health Insurance premiums from $493 per month to $488.70 per month, '

S

2 This amendment reduces funding for Information technology by $23,018 from the general fund, which represents & reduction in information
technology funding from the general fund of approximately 4 percent.

House Bill No. 1002 - District Courts - Senate Action

EXECUTIVE HOUSE SENATE SENATE

BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION
Salar'es and wages $34,862,877 $33,043,108 ($28,928) $33,913,180
Operatinyg expenses 14,223,487 10,892,308 3,033,850 14,026,268
Capltal assets 109,600 74,600 74,600
Judges' retirement 918,944 628,944 826,944
UND-Central legal research 80,000 80,000 80,000
Alternative dispute resolution 40,000 20,000 — 20,000
Total all funds $50,034,808 $46,036,860 $3,004,022 $48,940,802
Less estimated income 1,762,735 1,782,735 e 1,762,735
Generl fund $48,272,073 $44,174,126 $3,004,022 $47,178,147
; FTE 287.50 287.60 0.00 287.60

Dept. 182 - District Courts - Detall of Senate Changns

REDUCES RAEDUCES RESTORES .
RECOMMENDED  FUNDING FOR RESTORES FUNDING FOR {
FUNDING FOR INFORMATION FUNDING FOR INDIGENT TOTAL )
, HEALTH TECHNCLOGY OPERATING DEFENSE SENATE
! o, INSURANCE 1 COSTS EXPENSES 3 FEES 4 CHANGES §
: Salarias and wages {$29,928) ($29,928) !
i Operaling expenses ($109,220) $162,832 $2,080,647 3,033,850
! Capital assels
i Judges' retirement
UND-Central legal research
Alternative disputa rasolution ___
(2) DESK, (3) COMM Page No. 2 5R-61-6767
|
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) Module No: SR-61-6767
April 4, 2003 9:27 a.m. Carrier: Holmberg
insert LC: 38002.0203 Title: .0400

A Total all funds ($29,028) ($100,229) $162,832 $2,090,647 $3,004,022
Less estimated Income . —_— —_— —_—
General fund ($29,028) ($109,229) $162,832 $2,980,647 $3,004,022
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

1 Th's amentdmant reduces the funding for state employee health Insurance prarniums from $493 per month fo $488.70 par menth.

2 This amendment reduces funding for Informatlon technology by $109,229 om the genura! fund, which represents a reduction In information
technology funding from the gensral tund of approximately 4 percent.

3 This amendment resteres $162,832 In the operaling expenses line for the administration of Indigent defanse services that the House removed as
part of the transfer of Indigant dofense services to the Otfice of Administrative Hearings in House Bill No. 1044,

4 This amendment restores funding of $2,990,647 to the operaling expenses line for Indigent defense fees that tha House had removed as part of
the transfer of indigent defense servicas to the Office of Adminlstrative Hearings in House Bill No, 1044,

House Bill No. 1002 - Judicial Conduct Commission - Senate Action

EXECUTIVE HOUSE SENATE SENATE
BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION
Operating expensas
Judlclaingom Commission  $544,227 $530,445 (§723) $538,722
and Disciplinary Board

Total all funds $544,227 §539,445 ($723) $538,722

Less estimated Income 263,600 281,014 {213) 280,801

General (und $260,727 $258,431 ($510) $257,921
'j FTE 4,00 4,00 0.00 4.00

— Dept. 183 - Judicial Conduct Commission - Detail of Senate Changes
RECUCES REDUCES
RECOMMENDED  FUNDING FOR
FUNDING FOR INFOPMATION TOTAL
HEALTH TECHNOLOGY SENATE
INSURANCE 1 COSsTS 2 CHANGES
Operating expenses
Judiotal Conduct Gommission (8411 (¢312) ($723)
and Disclplinary Board

Tolal all funds ($411) ($312) ($723)

Less ¢stimated Income {213) — {213)

General tund ($198) ($312) ($510)

FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00

t This amendment reduces the funding for state employee healh Insurance premiums from $493 per month to $488.70 per month,

2 This amendment reduces funding for information technology by $312 from the general fund which represents a reduction In information technology
funding from the genara! fund of approximalély 4 percent.

(2) DESK, (3) COMM Page No. 3 SR-61-6767
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The micrographic imeges on this film are accurate reproductions of records del fvered to Modern Information Systems for micrefilming snd

The photographic process meets standards of the American National Stendards Institute

were filmed in the regular course of business,
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1002

House Appropriat. ns Committce
yment Operetions Division
Conference Committee

Hearing Date April 14, 2003

Tape Number Side A Side B Meter #
2 XX 37.4-53.1

Committee Clerk SignatGr
u L4

Minutes: Conference Committee

Rep. Koppelman called the meeting to order. Roll was taken with Rep. Koppelman, Rep,
Carlisle, Rep. Warner, Sen. Holmberg, Sen. Krauter, and Sen. Schobinger in attendance.

Sen. Holmberg described the Senate changes as found on the yellow standing committee report.

e i, e =t

HB 1088 has been completed relating to the indigent defense issue. i

Rep. Carlisle commented, So, everything has gone back to the Supreme Court.

Sen. Holmberg the only difference is IT and the $750,000 for idigient defense.

Rep. Koppelman Moving to Office of Administrative Hearing, did that negate the increase.

Ted Gladden, Supreme Court We supported that change and the increase to $630,000, which
would see the rate increase to $65/hr. Wheather it went to the Office of Administrative Hearings

or stayed with us. . HB 1088 was the funding bill, it was amended, HB 1044 was defeated, that

was the moving bill.
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Page 2
Government Operations Division
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1002
Hearing Date April 14, 2003

Rep. Warner asked if there was any discussion on the Senate side relating to centralizing idigent
defense?

Sen. Holmberg The Judiciary Committee did address that issue.

Ted Gladden A study resolution is addressing the issue. We need to get it out of the judiciary
are, we will come with a proposal in the next biennium. We need to change the cap. We need to
address those issues in the coming biennium,

Sen. Holmberg we will have to consider the final IT issues, I don’t sense a division other than

that,

Rep. Koppelman I agree, we would only need to meet again after the IT issues have been

resolved. So we will adjourn at the call of the chair.

ot mn age on this film are accurate reproductions ¢ records deliv;md fo nodemlnfm\;tion Systems for élvcfo‘fllutmwo};d
m?."iﬂﬁ'wih’. regular course of business, Th:p;hotognphic process meets stendards of the American National Standards Institute
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTIE

BILI/RESOLUIITON MO. HB 1002

propriations Coramittee
ment Operations Division

House
Gov

Conference Committee

Hearing Date April 22, 2103

Tape Number Rids A | Side B Meter # 1

! XX | 34.440.00

—— . —— - s ¢

— ] — -4 | —- — ;

1

5 _ - )
3 . . . 4 A (‘ - ..v?h ,—4—-“
| Commictee Cierk Signature W/ Y e

Minutes: Conference Conmiitlee

Chalirman Keppeiman cailed the conferenies commities (o order. Members in attendance: Rep.
Koppelman, Rep. Carlisle, Rep. Glasshelmi, Sen. Schobinger, Sen. Kranier, absent was Sen, t
Holmberg. |
KRep. KoppeIman introduced amendment. 3800G2.0204 to the commiittee. He received . ¢

from Ted Gladden, ND State Court Admiaistrator, (see attached). The letter addressed: 1. I'V line

itzin which includes salaries, after d.scussion with leadership, it was determined this will not b

addressed in this committee, the adjustment will be made at the IT level. 2. Salary increase was

addressed, Elected officials arc not included in the current bill relating to increases and the

incentive being offered. Leadership will possibiy address this in the amendments on SB 2015

(OMB) Last biennium, I was a proponent of the incruase in the Supreme Court, we need to siay

in iine with the increases.

g
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Page 2

Government Operations Division

. Bill/Resolution Number HB 1002 |
Hearing Date April 22, 2003 g

Sen. Schobinger made a motion the Senate recede and amendment 38002.0204 be adopted, ‘

second by Rep. Carlisle. Roll call vote was taken with § yeah 1 absent (Holmberg)

MOTION CARRIES.
Meeting adjourned.
| |
|
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t 38002.02C4

“\_) J%‘ & funds $544,227 $530,445 (8802 $538,043
Less satima: ' ' ma‘ X

R et e L

Title.0500 Representative K

Fiscal No. 1

be amended as follows:

Page 1, line 10, replace "5,852,238" with “5,847,692"
Page 1, line 11, replace "1,681,680" with "1,652,809"
Page 1, line 13, replace "7,666,106" with *7,632,689"
Page 1, line 16, replace “33,943,108" with 33,913,180"
Page 1, line 17, replace *10,992,308" with *13,998,950"
Paga 1, line 22, replace "45,936,860" with "48,913,674"
Page 1, line 24, replace "44,174,125" with "47,150,839"

Conference Committee Amendments to Engrossed HB 1002 - 04/22/2003

Page 2, line 3, replac. "539.445" with "538,643"

Q‘i ) Page 2, line 4, repiace "539,445" with "638,643"

Page 2, line 5, replace "281.014" with “280,801"
Page 2, line 6, replace "268,431" with "257,842"

Page 2, line 7, replace “52,098,662" with "6v,041,370"
Page 2, line 8, replace "2,043,749" with *2,043,636"
Page 2, line 9, replace "54,142,411" with *567,084,906"
Renumber accordingly

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT:

House Bill No. 1002 - Summary of Conference Committee Action

CONFERENCE  CONFERENCE
COMMITTEE

EXECUTIVE HOUSE COMMITTEE
BUDQGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION

BL?Mn Court
‘otal all funde §7,704,658 ¢ 860,108 ($32,417) $7,632,680
Less estimated income

Prepared by the Leglsl'atlve Councill staff for
man b
April 18, 2003 ’

Conference Committes Amendments to Engrossed HB 1002 - 04/22/2003

That the Senate recede from its amendments as printed on pages 1317-1319 of the House
Journal and pages 1146-1148 of the Senate Journal and that Engrossed House Bill No. 1002
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SENATE COMPARISON
VERSION TO SENATE

$7,630,442 (88,769)

General fund $7,704,888 7,008,106 @B 7,632,000

District coutts
Total ait funde

$50,034,000 $46,000,800 $2,976,714 $40,013,874
Loss estimated income 7
General fund

w4 7,

fed income 283500 281,014 250801
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QGeneral fund $200,727 $288,431 (9509) $287,842 $257,021 ($79) v
B Tola)
Tolal i funds $58,373,008 $54,142,411 $2,042, 405 $57,084,008 $57,110,048 ($33,140)
Loss sstimated income 7 i
Ganorafond L RN i in e W) ;’
i
House Biil No. 1002 - Supreme Court - Conference Committes Action |
EXECUTIVE HOUSE %Fﬁme COMMITTEE SENATE COMPARISON }
BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION VERSION TO S8ENATE ;
Salaries and wages 5,965,000 $5,052,238 $4,048 047,602 047,592 :
Operaiing e:penees 1,708,580 1,081,580 izo.m ‘g.mfaoo ‘?.m.m {$8,783)
Judges' retirement 132208 132.200 —— 132.208 132.200 e e
Tota! all funds $7,704,068 $7,008,108 ($33,417) $7,632,000 $7,6038,442 ($5,753)
Less vstimated income —_—
General fund $7,794,858 $7,008,108 (833,417) $7,632,000 $7,630,442 (45,753)
FTE 44.50 44,50 0.00 44,50 44,50 0.00

Dept. 181 - Suprome Court - Detall of Conference Committee Changes

8 REDUCES _
RECOMMENDED FUNDING FOR TOTAL
F FOR INFORMATION CONFERENCE
HEALTH TECHNOLOQY COMMITYEE

INSURANCE t COBT8 2 CHANGES
Salaries and wages (84,048) $4,048
Qpenating expenses Nial 28,11
Judges' retirement e _) __i_____
Total all funds {$4,648) ($20,771) ($33,417)
Less sstimated income ,
General lund ($4,048) ($28,771) {$33,417)
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00

1 This amendment reduces the funding for state empicyes health insurance premiums from $493 to $486.70 per month,

2 This amendment reduces funding for information technology by $26,771 from the genaral fund, which represents a reduction In information

technology funding from the general fund of approximately § percent.
House Blil No. 1002 - District Courts - Conference Committee Action

L et ey e A i b i it e A

e

CONFERENCE  CONFZRENCE
EXECYTIVE HOUSE COMMITTEE COMMITTEE SENATE COMPARISON !
BUDET VERSION CHANGES VERSION VERSION TO GENATE ‘
Salariee and wages $34,082,677 $33,043,108 (629,928) $33,913,180 $33,013,180 ?
ting expanses 14,223,487 10,002,308 3,006,642 13,908,060 14,026,258 ($27,308)
aseets 109,500 74,500 74,500 74,500
* retirement 018,044 820,044 826,044 826,044
UND Central Logal Ressarch 80,000 80,000 00,000 80,000
diepite 20,000 — 20,000 20,000
Total ak funde $50,004,008 $45,008,060 $2,976,74 $48,013,574 $40,940,682 ($27,308)
Less estimated income 176279 1,762,738 1,762,736 1,762,736
General fund $40,272,073 $44,174,125 $2,076,714 $47,180,830 $47,178,147 ($27,208)
FTE 287.50 287,60 0.00 287.50 26750 0.00
Dept. 162 - District Courts - Detall of Conference Committes Changes
REDUCES RZDUCES RESTORES
RECOMMENDED FUNDINGFOR  RESTORES  FUNDING FOR TOYAL |
DINGFOR | A FUNDING FOR DIGENT CONFERENCE |
HEALTH TECHNOLOQY  OPERATING DEFENSE COMMITTEE 5
INSURANCE 1 cosTs 2 EXPENSES 3 FEES 4 PHANGES i
Salaries and wages ($29,928) (g:.m) !
Operating expenees $126,837 $152,032 $2,000,547 3,000,642
M‘I‘?“m ( ) |
mw | Research ;
Altomative
Total alt funde ($20,028) ($108,837) $182,022 $2,000,547 $2.076,714
Less sstimated income e
Qeneral fund ($20,628) ($198,537) $162,632 $2,000,847 $2,070,714
20f 3 38002.0204
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1 This amendment reduces the funding for staie empioyes heshh insuirance premiums from $403 K $408.70 per month,

zmwmmmmw 130,537 from the general fund, which represents a reduction in information
technology funding from the general fund of approsximately :vo:amm :

3 This amendment resiores $1 mhhmfwng ling for the adminictration of indigent delenee services that the House removed

undﬁnmdhﬂ;ﬂ%mb dmmmuumhmum.m: “

4 This amendment rsetores funding of $2,000,547 1 the e for delenss fess that the House had removed as part of the
transler of Indigerd defenee B the e of Acmmiseive o Ty o T Qeteres. nepa

House Blll No. 1002 - Judicial Conduct Commission - Conference Committes Action
CONFERENCE  CONFERENCE

EXECUTIVE HOUSE COMMITTEE COMMITTEE SENATE
BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION VERSION TO SENATE
Judiclal Conduct Commission 39,445 643 \

i Dciiary Boars M W (b0 yeoe waare il
Total all funde $544.227 $530,445 ($802) $530,843 $530,722 )
Loes setimated income 250 2104 213) 20,001 20001 S
Generl fund $200,727 $288,451 ($589) $257,842 $257,021 (679)
FTE 4.00 4.00 0.00 4,00 4.00 0.00
Dept. 183 - Judicial Conduct Commission - Detall of Conference Committee Changes

REDUCE REDUCES
RECOMMENDED  FUNDING FOR TOTAL
FUNDINGFOR  INFORMA
HEALTH TECHNOLOGY  COMMITTEE
INSURANCE 1 COSTS 2 CHANGES
Judicial Conduct Comenisaion 1 1

and Disciplinary Board _(u_) (st) (mf)
Total all funds (s411) ($301) ($802)
Lees estimated income (219 —_ 213
General fund ($190) ($301) ($589)
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00

1 ‘This amendment reduces the funding for state employes health insurance premiums from $493 to $468.70 per month.

2 This amendment reduces funding for information tachnology by $391 from the general fund, which represents a reduction in Information technology
funding from the general fund of approximately 5 peroent. b i
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Module No: SR-72-2108
insert LC:; 38002.0204

REPORT OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEE
HB 1002, as engrossed: Your conference committee (Sens. Holmberg, Schobinger, Krauter
and Reps. Koppelman, Carlisle, Warner) recommends that the SENATE RECEDE
from the Senate amendments on HJ pages 1317-1319, adopt amendments as follows,
and place HB 1002 on the Saventh order:

REPORT OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEE (420)
April 22, 2003 1:12 p.m.

Jourma) and péges. 3146-1 14D o1 i Senate Jouml an that Eressed House Bil No. Toes
be amended as follows:

Page 1, line 10, replace "5,852,238" with "5,847,692"
Page 1, line 11, replace "1,681,580" with *1,652,809"
Page 1, line 13, replace "7,666,106" with *7,632,689"
Page 1, line 16, replace “33,943,108" with “33,913,180"
Page 1, line 17, replace "10,992,308" with "13,998,950"
Page 1, line 22, replace "45,936,860" with "48,913,674"
Page 1, line 24, replace “44,174,125" with “47,150,839"
Page 2, line 3, replace "539,445" with "538,643"

Page 2, line 4, replace "539,445" with "538,643"

Page 2, line 5, replace "281,014" with "280.801"

Page 2, line 6, replace "258,431" with "257,842"

Page 2, line 7, replace "52,098,662" with "55,041,370"
Page 2, line 8, replace "2,043,749" with "2,043,536"
Page 2, line 9, raplace "54,142,411" with "57,084,906"
Renumber accordingly

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE UF AMENDMENT:

House Bill No. 1002 - Summary of Conference Committee Action

CONFERENCE  CONFERENCE
COMMITTEE

EXECUTIVE HOUSE COMMITTEE SENATE COMPARISON
BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION VERSION TO BENATE
Supreme Courl
u?c‘;t’lltﬂlunds $7,794,868 $7,668,106 ($33,417) $7,632,680 $7,628,442 ($5,769)
Less estimated Income e e
Ceonerat fund $7,704,858 $7.668,108 $35.417) $7.632,680 $7,638 442 ($5,763)
District courts
Iow al m?:d | sso.oa«ggg us.eg‘g.eeo $2.078,714 m.%g‘su 54?.%2.632 ($27,308)
a3 estimated Income — .. s
Qeneral fund 34%9%.‘675 M $2,976,714 sﬁ‘.m%%g $47,1778,14 {$27,308)
Judicial Condust Commissio
Yotal all funds $544,207 $630,445 ($802 $538,642 $538,722 ($79)
Leas estimuted income 289,600 261,014 L_mﬁz 280,801 260,001 .
(2) DESK, (2) COMM Page No. 1 8-72.8108
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| REPORT OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEE (420) Module No: SR-72-8108 {
j April 22, 2003 1:12 p.m. | _ |
lj insert LC: 38002.0204
, General fund $260,727 $268,431 ($569) $267,842 " sa67,921 ($79)
N BN Tot
| ! rd‘ .u m 58.373.893 .142.41 1 .042. 7| f ] ) ]
| - fola J $ $54.1424 $2,042498 57,084,908 $57,118,048 ($33,140) |
; General fund $58,327, $52,098, $2.542, 041, $55,074, ($39,140) i
| |
House Bill No. 1002 - Supreme Court - Conference Committee Action
CONFERENCE  CONFERENCE
EXEGUTIVE HOUSE COMMITTEE ~ COMMITTEE SENATE COMPARISON
BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION VERSION TO SENATE
Semewes  UME umm gy qmm osmm
| Judges' retirement 142,208 12288 132,288 Yoo . 0T
o Total all funds $7,794,858 $7,666,106 ($33,417) $7,632,689 $7,638,442 {$5,753)
‘f Less estimated incorme .
: General fund $7,754,858 $7.668,106 ($33417) $7,632,689 $7,638,442 ($5,763)

i FTE 44.50 44.60 0.00 4.7 44.50 0.00

Dept. 181 - Supreme Court - Detall of Conference Committee Changes

ca REDUGES REDUCES
| | RECOMMENDED  FUNDING FOR TOTAL |
oy FUNDING FOR  INFORMATION  CONFERENGE !
RE HEALTH TECHNOLOGY  COMMITTEE
S INSURANCE 1 COSTS 2 CHANGES
. Saliries and wages $4,648 $4,648
(q Operating expenses (34.646) ($28.771) hoga
Y Juces' retirenhént
- Total all funds ($4,646) ($26,771) ($33.417) 1
: Lass estimated income f
General fund ($4,640) ($28,774) ($33,417) |
o FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 ?
i

1 This amendment reduces the funding for state amployee health Insurance premiums from $493 to $488.70 per month,

2 This amendment reduces funding for information technology by $28,771 from the general fund, which represents a reduction In Information
technology funding from the general fund of approximately 6 percent,

House Bill No. 1002 - District Courts - Conference Committee Action

CONFERENCE ~ CONFERENCE
COMMITTEE

EXEQUTIVE HOUSE COMMITTEE SENATE COMPARISON
BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION VERSION TO SENATE
Salaries and w $34,662,877 $33,943,108 $20,428 $33,913,180 $33,913,180
Xt 14,223,487 10,982,308 afoos.m) 13,998,850 14,028,258 ($27,308)
0'tal assets 109,500 74,600 74,600 14,500
! J ' retirement 918,944 828,044 826,644 826,044
; UND Central Legal Research 80,000 £,000 80,000 80,000
; Ahernative dispute résolution 40,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 e e
Total all funds $50,034,808 $45,936,860 $2076,714 $48,912,674 $48,040,882 ($27,308) ;
Less estimated income 1,762,735 1,762,735 —— 1,762,735 1,762,708 e ;
- Getieral tund $46,272,078 $44,174,128 $2976,714 $47,150,839 $47.178,147 ($27,308) :
J) FTE 287,60 287,60 0.00 267,60 267,60 0.00 )
i
Dept. 182 - District Courts - Detall of Conference Committee Changes i
(2) DESK, (2) COMM Page No. 2 8R-72-8108 o
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REPORT OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEE (420) Module No: SR-72-8108 i
" April 22, 2003 1:12 p.m. ;
: AL A I
’ insert L.C: 38002.0204 !
REDUCES REDUOCES RESTORES 1
/'\ RECOMMENDED FUNDINGFOR  RESTORES FUNDING FOR TOTAL
FUNDING FOR  INFORMATION  FUNCNG FOR INDIGENT CONFERENGE
HEALTH TEOHNOLOGY  OPERATING DEFENSE COMMITTEE
INSURANGE 1 CO8TS EXPENSES 3 FEES CHANGES
Salries and wages ($20,928) ($20,928) %
Operating expensas ($138,547) $152,832 $2,900,647 3,008,642 ;
Capital assets ‘
Judgu‘ retirsment
LIND Central Legal Ressarch
Alternative ciepute resolution —
Total al funds ($29,928) ($136,637) $162,632 $2,990,547 $2,976,714
Less estimated income — -
General fund ($29,828) ($136,537) $152,832 $2,090,647 $2,076,714
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

1 This amendment reduces the funding for state employee health Insurance premiums from 5493 to $488.70 per month,

2 This amendment reduces fu for information technology 136,637 from the ral fund, which sants a reduction in Information
mwmmuommem'umawoxmws ! ] gene repre :

3 This amendment restores $152,632 in the operating expenses line for the administration of indigent defense setvices that the House removed as
part of the transier of indigent defense services 1o the of Administrative Hearings in Houss Bl No. 1044,

4 This amendment restores funding of $2,090,647 to the expenses line for indigent defenise fees thal the House had removed as put of
mumamtmmmmmdmamWhkumnm1044. pat

House Bill No. 1002 - Judiclal Conduct Commission - Conterence Committee Action

/\ CONFERENCE ~ CONFERENGE
o EXECUTIVE HOUSE COMMITTEE  COMMITTEE SENATE COMPARISON ,
BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION VERSION TO SENATE !
a Judiclal Gonduct Gommission ~ $544,227 $530,445 ($802) $538,643 $538,722 ($79)
} and Disciolinary Board L
‘ Total sl funds $544,227 $530,445 ($802) $538,643 $538,722 ($79)
Less estimated Income 283,600 281,014 213 280,801 260,801
General fund $260,727 $268,431 ($548) $257,842 $257,921 ($78)
FTE 4.00 4,00 0.00 4.00 4,00 0.00 :

Dept. 183 - Judiclal Conduct Commission - Detail of Conference Committee Changes

AREDUCES REDUCES
RECOMMENDED  FUNDING FOR TOTAL
FUNDING FOR INFORMATION CONFERENCE
HEALTH TECHNOLOGY COMMITTEE
INSURANCE 1 cOsTS 2 CHANGES
Judicial Conduct Commission ($411) ($391) ($802)
and Disciplinary Board
Tota! all funds ($411) ($381) ($802)
Less astimated income {218) R, 213
Geneval fund {$198) ($391) {$589)
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 t
1 This amendment reduces the funding for state employee health insurance premiums from $493 to $488.70 per month, f
[ ) :
. \/] 2 This amendment reduces fundltﬁ for Information tachnology by $391 from the general fund, which represents a reduction in information ‘
technology funding from the general fund of approximately 5 percent, }
(2) DEBK, (2) COMM Page No. 3 SR:72.8108
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REPORT OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEE (4 . 8R.
April 22, 2003 1:12 pm. (420) Module No: SR-72-8108

Insert LC: 38002.0204 :

/\ Engrossed HB 1002 was placed on the Seventh order of business on the calendar.

) !
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(2) DESK, (2) COMM Page No. 4 SR-72-8108 ‘g ‘
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Prepared by the North Dakota Legislative Council
staff for House Appropriations
January 20, 2003

W\ apartment 180 - Judicial Branch
. Wouse Bill No. 1002
\u-/‘
FTE Positions General Fund Other Funds Total
2003-05 Executive Budget 336.00 $56,327,658 $2,046,236 $58,373,8983
2001-03 Legislative Appropriations 336.00 53,763,608" 2,217,821 65,971,3302
Increase (Decrease) 0.00 $2,674,149 ($171,5686) $2,402,563

' The 2001-03 general fund appropriation Is the amount appropriated by the 2001 Legislative Assembly. In July 2002, Govemor
Hoevan ordered a 1.05 percent budget allotment. Although the judicial branch is not subject to the allotment, pursuant to North
Dakota Century Code Section 54-44.1-12, the agency plans to tum back 1.05 percant of their 2001-03 general fund appropriation,

which woukd be $564,412.
? The 2001-03 appropriation amounts do not include $350,000 of additional general fund carryover from the 18998-2001 blennium.

Agency Funding FTE Positions
$60.00 360.00 —
$50.00 340.00 |- ?N\M—
$40.00 320.00 / -
é $30.00 300.00 /
280.00
820.00 260.00 /
$10.00 240.00 ——’%4
$0.00 220.00

1907-99 1999-2001 2001-03  2003-05 1997-99 1999-2001 2001-03 2003-05
Executive Executive
Budget Budget

Il General Fund IR Speclal Funds

Executive Budget Highlights

General Fund Other Funds Total
1. Provides for the following Supreme Court changes:
a. Provides funding for a 3 percent salary Increase for the Supreme $48,606 $48,606
Court justices for the first year of the blennium and a 2 percent /
Intrease for the second year
b. Decreases funding for former judges' retirement (876,781) 2376.781)
¢. Decreases operating expenses primarlly In the area of office ($30,348) $30,348)
equipment and fumiture ($74,000)
d. Provides funding to continue employee salary increases given $108,860 $108,6860
during the 2001-03 blennium pursuant to judicial branch salary
schedule
2. Provides for the following district court changes:
a. Provides funding for a 3 percent salary increase for the district $461,764 $461,764
court judges for the first and second years of the biennium
b. Decreases operating expenses primarily in the areas of travel ($120,220) ($213,599) ($333,819)

($94,435), Information technology software/supplies ($72,903),
information technology contractual services ($217,223), office
enuipment and fuintture ($168,340), and Information technology
aquipment ($361,614), Some Increases in operating expenses
include contract payments to counties for clerk services
($225,199), a 5 percent increase for indigent defense attomeys

. . Aty 28t 1 et e w0
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($220,626), and Information technology data processing

($145,989
¢. Increases funding for former judges' retirement $40,563 $40,563
d. Increases tunding for drug courls and tracking services $67,382 $21,612 "0 804
e ;mt:idm‘ funding for a new copy machine In each of the seven $74,500 $/4,500° 7
stricts '
f. Zromvigtes funding for a new telephane system in the northwesi $36,000 $35,000
stric
9. Provides funding to continue employee salary iicreases given $1,137.316 $32,262 $1,169,679
during the 2001-03 biennium pursuant to the judiclal branch salary
schedule
No significant changes for the Judiclal Conduct Commission and
Disciplinary Board,

Major Related Legislation
House Bill No. 1044 - This bill transfers the responsibility for contracting for the legal services of indigents from the judicial branch to
the Office of Administrative Hearings.
House Bili No. 1043 - This bill transfars the costs relating to indigent defense costs for mental illness commitment proceedings, civil
commitment of sexual predators, and guardian ad litem services from counties to the state.

House Bill No. 1088 - This biil provides a continuing appropwiation to the district court from a $10 increase in civil case filing fees for
the establishment of a court facilities improvement and maintenanca fund.

Senate Bill No. 2044 - Thig bili requires the court, when ordering restitution in insufficiont funds cases, to impose a fee of the greater
of $10 or 26 percent of the smaount of restitution ordered to be used to offset opersting costs of the state's attormey and clerk of district
court.
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/U\, House Bill 1002 - Judicial Appropriation
V by Gerald W. VandeWalle, Chief Justice

Good morning Chairman Carlisle and metribers of the Government Operations
Subcommittee of the House Appropriations Committee. For the record, I am Gerald
VandeWalle, Chief Justice. I will lead oft on our appropriation request this moring,
We are very fortunate in North Dakota to enjoy the confidence of the citizens of this
state, Our judiciary is able to process cases timely as we provide judicial services in
all counties of North Dakota. That is due to the adequacy of funding we have
received from the Legislative Assembly.

Before any specific remarks regarding the budget, I want to take this
opportunity to respond to the letter, dated January 8, 2003, I received from Senator
Bob Stenehjem, Senate Majority Leader, and Representative Rick Berg, House
Majority Leader, having to do with a request for us to respond to some specific
questions as part of cur appropriation hearing.

As a separate branch of government we do have line item transfer authority.
Within that framework I will respond to the questions contained in their request.

We continue to provide services in all 53 counties of the state. The most
visible overall way of judging the effectiveness of our judiciary is to review whether
our trial courts schedule and process cases in a timely fashion. For many years we
have had Administeative ule 12 in effect which provides for docket currency
reporting by all trial courts on a twice a year basis to the Supreme Court. This means
that judges must respond on the status of any case that is outside the time standard
provided in that rule. Our judges receive regular, monthly reports oti the status of all
pending cases assignied to them, As part of our semi-annual reporting, a judge's
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~ exceptional or outstanding cases must be reviewed and approved by the Presiding

Judge of each judicial district before a status report is received in our state
administrative office. The reports are then analyzed and a report provided to me. I
can then provide specific waivers to judges for specific cases beyond the time
standards,

We have a similar management system in place for all cases submitted to the
Supreme Court on appeal. We monitor cases routinely to make sure oral arguments
are scheduled and decisions entered in a timely manner, Our commitment is to ensure
that we do not "lose track" of cases and that we have mechanisms in place to ensure |
the timely resolution of litigation.

I noted with interest in the newspaper on Saturday, January 11, that the
Legislative Assembly will hold legislative proceedings on a trial basis in the evening j
to make your proceedings more accessible to our citizens. Likewise, for a number of

3 years now, we have had in place a commitment to conduct oral arguments of our

Supreme Court in comraunities throughout the state. This has been a very successful |
initiative, allowing our citizens an opportunity to see their Supreme Court in action.
Ordinarily, we travel out three to five times per year. Along with the oral arguments,
we always make a point of visiting with students in the local schools on the work of
the judiciary.

In November 1998, I created a committee to look at issues of public trust and
confidence in the courts, This initiative, chaired by Justice William Neumann of our
court, involves citizens throughout the state to look at strategies to ¢nsure we are
responding to the public's needs to their trust and confidence in the working of the

judiciary. A number of initiatives have been implemented as a result of that
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committee's work, Perhaps the two most prominent efforts have been the
establishment of a judicial improvement program and a speaker's bureau. The judicial
improvement program, which began as a recommendation from Justice Neumann's
Committee and was then recommended by our Judiciary Standards Committee, is set
out in our Administrative Rule 48, which becomes effective in March, The program
will provide a mechanism for lawyers and court personnel to provide comments
regarding a judge's performance,

We have also adopted AR 44 implementing an informal complaint procedure
providing for an informal, confidential, non-confrontational and educational method
for addressing complaints or concerns about judicial offices and employees. The
panel consists of three judges, one layperson and one lawyer. In addition, of course,
the Judicial Conduct Commission established by Chapter 27-23 of the Century Code
to hear formal complaints against judges remains operatiVe.

Our recently inaugurated Speaker's Bureau makes speakers available to
classrooms and civic groups throughout the state on the role and function of the
courts. Presentations on the role of the clerks of court offices, the judge's role, and
our juvenile court, are scheduled upon request.

Our web page, which I referred to in my State of the Judiciary Message, is
another initiative we are fullty committed to as patt of ensuring accessibility to our
courts by all citizens. Citizens can listen to oral arguments before our court, they can
review our court's schedule, as well as statistics and workings of our trial courts, We
are also exploring putting daily district court calendar information on our web page
so it, likewise, is accessible by all citizens. We have installed a child support
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calculator on our website to allow citizens the ability to calculate child support
obligations for litigation they are contemplating or that has been initiated.

Now let me turn to the budget we have submitted to the Legislative Assembly
for 2003-05 operations. I will provide a general overview and then turn it over to
staff, Justices, and Judges to touch on a number of program areas and provide a
detailed outline of our budget request. We have allowed enough time in our
presentation to respond to all questions of the Committee.

Overall, we are rcquesting@S 8,37 3,89§for the operation of the judicial branch
{or the next two year period. In creating our budget, my direction to our state court
administrator was that all program areas were to be reviewed with the objective of
approaching a no growth budget. Without salary or health care increases, our budget
had a 2% increase over the current biennium. The budget you have before you is 4%
larger than our current budget, or an increase of $2,052,563. This increase includes
proposed salary increases as recommended by Governor Hoeven for employees, as
well as funds for health care coverage increases. The budget before you does provide
increases of 3% and 2% for our Supreme Court Justices and 3% and 3% for our
district judges. However, as I pointed out in the State of the Judiciary Message, we
are reducing that request to the same increase for our Justices and Judges as is
awarded all other personnel. In 2001, the Legislature awarded a substantial salary
increase to our District Judges and Supreme Court Justices. This was the first step
in an effort to create parity with judicial salaries in neighboring states. While our
long term objective is to ensure there is parity with neighboring states, we recognize
that with the financial picture as it is, we cannot expect additional increases to

achieve that this biennium.
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We have reduced technology initiatives so that the only funds for new
programs is a modest amount of just over $100,000 to fund an enhanced records

management system that Justice Sandstrom will cover. However, our budget does

include the necessary funds to support the expansion of our unified court information
system into all 53 counties of the state, which will be completed by June 30 of this
year,

We are requesting a 5% increase for indigent defense service. The Council of
Presiding Judges recommended a 10% increase. The Supreme Court, after reviewing
the entire budget, concluded that, while we need to get the hourly rate up for indigent
defense attorneys, overall fiscal constraints dictated that an additional 5%, or
$200,276 was all we would request. Tam concerned that with the dramatic increase
in the number of methamphetamine cases that are being filed in all courts of our state,
this may not be an adequate sum. The amount of law enforcement and prosecution
resources committed to fighting methamphetamine problems has a direct impact on
case filings. It is a substantial problem and one that is most apparent in our rural
areas, because it is those areas in which it is becoming most difficult to get counsel
to handle appointments, 1f HB 1044, transferring indigent defense from the judiciary
to the office of administrative hearings is enacted, three-fourths of that sum,
$4,312,000, would be transferred to that budget.

We have taken a very measured, thoughtful approach in the preparation and
review of our budget, reducing it by 7% from what was originally submitted by our
trial courts. With the changing dynamics of our courts' workload, this budget
maintains the programs to which we are committed, ensures we are applying the most
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! /™  relevant technology, and reflects a review of all of our operations for |

| r cost-effectiveness. |

| 1 If you have any questions, I can respond now but will point out that we have ;
L : allowed time in our presentations to respond to any questions you may have of the f
i; next presenters, !

At this time, I will turn the podium over to Ted Gladden, our state court
administrator, for an overview of our budget submission,
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/5/ by Gerald W. VandeWialle, Chief Justice

Good morning Chairman Holmberg and members of the Senate Appropriations
Comunittee. For the record, I am Jerry VandeWalle, Chief Justice. I will lead off on
our appropriation request this morning,

We are very fortunate in North Dakota to enjoy the confidence of the citizens
of this state. Our judiciary is able to process cases timely as we provide judicial
services in all counties of North Dakota. That is due to the adequacy of funding we
have received from the Legislative Assembly.

Before any specific remarks regarding the budget, I want to comment on the
letter, dated January 8, 2003, I received from Senator Bob Stenehjem, Senate
Majority Leader, and Representative Rick Berg, House Majority Leader, having to
do with a request for us to respond to some specific questions as part of our
appropriation hearing.

As a separate branch of government we do have line item transfer authority.
Within that framework I will respond to the questions contained in their request.

We continue to provide services in all 53 countics of the state. The most
visible overall way of judging the effectiveness of our judliciary is to review whether
our trial courts schedule and process cases in a timely fashion. For many years we
have had Administrative Rule 12 in effect which provides for docket currency
reporting by all trial courts on a twice a year basis to the Supreme Court. This means
that judges must respond on the status of any case that is outside the time standard
provided in that rule. Our judges receive regular, monthly reports on the status of all
pending cases assigned to them. As part of our semi-annual reporting, a judge's
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, A\> to conduct oral arguments of our Supreme Court in communities throughout the state.

exceptional or outstanding cases must be reviewed and approved by the Presiding
Judge of each judicial district before a status report is received in our state
administrative office. The reports are then analyzed and a report provided to me. I

can then provide specific waivers to judges for specific cases beyond the time
standards.

We have a similar managemunt system in place for all cases submitted to the
Supreme Court on appeal. We monitor cases routinely to make sure oral arguments

are scheduled and decisions entered in a timely manner. Our commitment is to ensure

that we do not "lose track" of cases and that we have mechanisms in place to ensure

AN o & it

the timely resolution of litigation.
Inoted with interest that the Legislative Assembly held legislative proceedings

on a trial basis in the evening to make your proceedings more accessible to our j

citizens. Likewise, for a number of years now, we have had in place a commitment

e b T e e

This has been a very successful initiative, allowing our citizens an opportunity to see
their Supreme Court in action. Ordinarily, we travel out three to five times per year.

Along with the oral arguments, we always make a point of visiting with students in

the local schools on the work of the judiciary.

In November 1998, I created a committee to look at issues of public trust and
confidence in the courts. This initiative, chaired by Justice William Neumann of our
court, involves citizens throughout the state to look at strategies to ensure we are
responding to the public's needs to their trust and confidence in the working of the
judiciary. A number of initiatives have been implemented as a result of that

committee's work., Perhaps the two most prominent efforts have been the |
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establishment of a judicial improvement program and a speaker's bureau. Thejudicial
improvement program, which began as a reccommendation from Justice Neumann's
Committee and was then recommended by our Judiciary Standards Committee, is set
out in our Administrative Rule 48, which becomes effective in March, The program
will provide a mechanism for lawyers and court personnel to provide comments
regarding a judge's performance.

We have also adopted AR 44 implementing an informal complaint procedure
providing for an informal, confidential, non-confrontational and educational method
for addressing complaints or concerns about judicial offices and employees. The
panel consists of three judges, one layperson and one lawyer. In addition, of course,
the Judicial Conduct Commission established by Chapter 27-23 of the Century Code
to hear formal complaints against judges remains operative.

Our recently inaugurated Speaker's Bureau makes speakers available to
classrooms and civic groups throughout the state on the role and function of the
courts. Presentations on the role of the clerks of court offices, the judge's role, and
our juvenile court, are scheduled upon request.

Our web page, which I referred to in my State of the Judiciary Message, is
another initiative we are fully committed to as part of ensuring accessibility to our
courts by all citizens. Citizens can listen to oral arguments before our court, they can
review out court's schedule, as well as statistics and workings of our trial courts in
their own home or place of business. We are also exploring putting daily district
court calendar information on our web page so it, likewise, is accessible by all
citizens. We have installed a child support calculator on our website to allow citizens
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the ability to calculate child support obligations for litigation they are contemplating
or that has been initiated.

Now let me turn to the budget we have submitted to the Legislative Assembly
for 2003-05 operations. I will provide a general overview and then turn it over to
staff to touch on a humber of program areas and provide a detailed outline of our
budget request. We have others present as resources to answer specific questions you
may have concerning drug courts, technology, indigent defense, and other matters.
We have attempted to allow enough time in our presentation to respond to all
questions of the Committee.

Our budget as amended by the House is a request of $54,142,411 for the
operation of the judicial branch for the next two year period. The budget is 4% less
than our current budget, or a decrease 0f$2,178,919. The budget before you does not
provide for increases for personnel or for our Supreme Court Justices or district
judges. AsIpointed out in the State of the Judiciary Message, we reduced the request
for our Justices and Judges to the same increase as is awarded all other personnel, In
2001, the Legislature awarded a substantial salary increase to our District Judges and
Supreme Court Justices. This was the first step in an effort to create parity with
judicial salaries in neighboring states, While our long term objective is to ensure
there is parity with neighboring states, we recognize that with the financial picture as
it is, we cannot expect additional increases to achieve that this biennium.,

We have reduced technology initiatives so that the only funds for new
programs is a modest amount of just over $100,000 to fund an enhanced records

management system. However, our budget does include the necessary funds to

House Bill 1002 Page 4
C\Documants and MMM Setthags\Tempociry Internet Filee\OLKB\HBI002GWY, wpd

M are e btk bt

S
..

. RSN PERRELS)
Wyt g TR R !
botfa N U ?f"."ﬁt"-“}]%!ﬁ

te reproductions f records delivered to Nodern Information Systems for microfilming and
ok iy 1;:’;.““:'%!0 process meets stendards of the American Notional Stendards Inet{tute

(ANSE) for archivat microfiim. NOTICE: 1If the filmed {mege sbove is less Legible then this Notice, 1t is dus to the quatity of the

ator’s Sipnature

.Mt being #{lmed. ; ’: 2 | | (z' I@“\[}\ q/ ‘“'

#
:
T f

e R il 16 WA E it i

A

s i

-



i
o d

e e i e

7~,  support the expansion of our unified court information system into all 53 counties of
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the state, which will be completed by June 30 of this year.

| As you are aware, HB 1044 has transferred the indigent defense program out
| of the judiciary to the Office of Administrative Hearings. We had requested a 5%
increase for indigent defense service. The Council of Presiding Judges recommended

a 10% increase. The Supreme Court, after reviewing the entire budget, concluded |

that, while we need to get the hourly rate up for indigent defense attorneys, overall
fiscal constraints dictated that an additional 5%, or $200,276 was all we would
- request. But, since the budget was prepared, the contract indigent defense counsel
have told us they cannot afford to renew their contracts. We use contracts because
~ payment to indigent defense counsel on an hourly, open-ended basis means we have
no control over costs. We cannot employ counsel in an employer-employee
relationship because of the need for our courts to deal at arm’s length with all

; ) counsel, whether prosecutor or defense, and the resulting conflict of interest an t

employer-employee relationship would create.

I am concerned that with the dramatic increase in the number of
methamphetamine cases that are being filed in all courts of our state, this is not an
adequate sum. The amount of law enforcement and prosecution resources committed
to fighting methamphetamine problems has a direct impact on case filings. Itisa
substantial problem and one that is most apparent in onr rural areas, because it is
those areas in which it is becoming most difficult to get counsel to handle
appointments. |

HB 1044, approved by the House, transfers indigent defense from the judiciary
to the Office of Administrative Hearings, Three-fourths of the budgeted amount,
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$4,312,000, has been transferred to that budget. The Office of Administrative
Hearings has indicated they cannot operate the indigent defense program on the
budgeted amount. We have no magic formula to operatc the program at less cost than
does that office.

Finally, we also received a communication from the leadership concerning
vacant positions, We have few vacant positions and they are being filled. Two of
those positions should be mentioned. One is the position of Assistant State Court
Administrator for the Trial Courts, a position held by Ted Gladden before he was

named State Court Administrator last fall. The other is a position of Administrative

Assistant in the Northeast Central District. The Court is looking at a proposal from
the Judicial Planning Committee, chaired by Justice Neumann, to realign the judicial
districts for administrative purposes, and the type of positions needed in that
realignment. To prevent, at least in part, asking for additional positions should that
proposal be adopted, we have not filled those positions. The FTE’s will be filled in
the near future,

We have taken a measured, thoughtful approach in the preparation and review
of our budget. With the changing dynamics of our courts' workload, this budget
attempts to maintain the programs to which we are committed, ensures we are
applying the most relevant technology, and reflects a review of all of our operations
for cost-effectiveness.

If you have any questions, I can respond now but will point out that we have
allowed time in our presentations to respond to any questions you may have of the

next presenters.
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~ At this time, I will turn the podium over to Ted Gladden, our state court
/ i
SR administrator, for an overview of our budget submission.
|
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™ House Bill 1002

Government Operations Subcommittee -

House Appropriations Committee
by Ted Gladden, State Court Administrator

Good morning Chairman Carlisle and members of the Government Operations
Subcommittee:

My name i Ted Gladden. I am the State Court Administrator. I will be
providing a general overview of our budget request. Following my general remarks,
Susan Sisk our Director of Finance will provide the details contained in our 2003-05
budget request.

In preparing our 2003-05 budget, we directed the judicial districts, operating
units of the Supreme Court, as well as the Judicial Conduct Commission, to build
their budgets based on need. While the directive was to consider need, everyone was

| admonished to consider that Governor Hoeven had already provided directions to
departments and agencies under his supervision to prepare a budgets based on 95%
of the 2001-03 authorization.

When the initial budgets were assembled, the seven judicial district budgets
reflected a 9% increase and the Supreme Court budget reflected a 3% increase. At
this point, fiscal staff in the administrator's office began working with trial court
administrative personnel and Supreme Court department heads to pare back their
requests as we prepared our final budget for submission to the 2003 Legislative
Assembly. The budget that was submitted retlected a 2% increase over our 2001-03
appropriation, not including employee salary increases or health care spending. The
increase is $1,057,000. Once we include the salary increases and health care benefits

S Budget Presentation - Page 1
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for judges and staff at the amount recommended by Governor Hoeven, our final
budgetis $58,373,893 or 41% increase of $2,052,563 over our current appropriation7

Appropriation Request
The Supreme Court makes up $7,794,858 of our budget. This is a 3% increase
over the present biennium. The increase for the district courts is 4% and makes up
the vast majority of our total appropriation, with a request of $50,034,805. The
Judicial Conduct Commission and Disciplinary Board budget request is $544,227 or
a 3% increase of $15,965.

Budget Reduction
As part of our preparation of the budget, once staff reviewed and made
preliminary cuts, the district court budget was reviewed by the Council of Presiding
! Judges. The Couricil recommended to the Supreme Court what the distiict court

fe” budgets submission should be. The Supreme Court then considered the total judicial

branch appropriation and made a final determination of the budget before you.
To provide the framework for our budget, I will outline the areas that were
reduced as part of our evaluation prior to submission to you.
1. Out-of-state travel for judges and personnel was reduced by 50%.
2. Alltemporary szlaries other than that which is required for jury bailiffs
were eliminated i all judicial districts.
3. This same standard was applied to the Supreme Court resulting in the

elimination of temporary employee salaries.
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) 4, A number of information technology initiatives were scaled back or :
S e¢liminated all together. All funds for the expansion of interactive ;
television projects have been eliminated from our budget request.

5.  Intheareaof enhanced records management we had originally requested
$245,000. Rather than eliminate all of these funds we are requesting
$108,000 to allow us to move forward with one application, based on
the study that is currently underway.

6.  Funds for electronic filing of cases were eliminated this biennium.
Our Unified Court Information System (UCIS) is a legacy based system
that is now over 12 years old. We were planning a review of the system

¢
1
i
1
i

for possible upgrade this coming biennium. Those funds have been
eliminated.

8.  All funds for the installation of additional digital audio recording
equipment have likewise been eliminated from our budget.

We have reduced $845,000 of new technology initiatives.

In reviewing our professional supplies and materials, we have reduced a

| number of current holdings of legal research periodicals. We have done this, in part,
' recognizing that some of these services are available over the internet and, in part,
that we cannot continue to support some infrequently used periodicals from a cost

benefit perspective.

Payments to Counties
Included in our budget request is $2,671,895 for payments to 41 counties for
clerk of court services, an increase of three additional counties electing to be state

Y Budget Presentation - Page 3
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funded over the present biennium.<This represents a 6% increase over the current
biennium, $149,263 is primarily for salary increases that county government has

provided its clerk personnel.

Conclusion

Our budget was prepared recognizing the difficult times the state faces
financially. It is a thoughtful, conservative approach to fund core operations within
the courts of the state assuring there will be no reduction in service delivery to the
citizens in 52 counties of our state. With that said, we have been very cognizant of
the need to reduce spending to cover bare essentials in our programs and assure that
services will remain at the high level that all citizens of the state expect.

At this time, I will turn the podium over to Susan Sisk our Director of Finance
who will ;5o through the details of our budget request.

I would request that if you have any questions, I will respond to them when all
presentations are completed and we will all be available for questions at that time,

Thank you.
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) House Bill 1002

- Senate Appropriations Committee
by Ted Gladden, State Court Administrator

Good moming Chairman Holmberg and members of the Senate Appropriations
Committee:

I will be providing a general overview of our budget request. Following my
general remarks, Susan Sisk our Director of Finance will provide the details
contained in our 2003-05 budget request.

In preparing our 2003-05 budget, we directed the judicial districts, operating
units of the Supreme Court, as well as the Judicial Conduct Commission, to build
o their budgets based on need. While the directive was to consider need, everyone was
‘* admonished to consider that Governor Hoeven had already provided directions to
departments and agencies under his supervision to prepare budgets based on 95% of
their 2001-03 authorization.

Our original budget submission was for $58,373,893. Our budget, as amended
by the House, reflects a 4% decrease over our 2001-03 appropriation. As it now
stands, our budget is $54,142,411, The bulk of this $4,231,482 reduction is for ,'
indigent defense services. Indigent defense services have been moved to the Office 5
of Administrative Hearings for the last 18 months of the 2003-05 biennium as
provided in HB 1044,

Appropriation Request
The Supreme Court makes up $7,666,106 or 14% of our budget. This is a 1%
increase over the present biennium. The decrease for the district courts is 5% and
makes up 85 % of our total appropriation, with a request of $45,936,860. The Judicial
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Conduct Commission and Disciplinary Board budget request is $539,445 or a 1%
increase of $11,183,
Budget Reduction

As part of our preparation of the budget, once staff reviewed and made
preliminary cuts, the district court budget was reviewed by the Council of Presiding
Judges. The Council recommended to the Supreme Court what the district court @
budgets submission should be. The Supreme Court then considered the total judicial
branch appropriation and made a final determination of the budget that is before you.

To provide the framework for our budget, I will outline the areas that were
reduced as part of our evaluation prior to the commencement of the legislative

session,
| 1. Out-of-state travel for judges and personnel was reduced by 50%.

2. All temporary salaries other than that which is required for jury bailiffs
were eliminated in all judicial districts with the exception of a reader for
one of our district judges. |

3. This same standard was applied to the Supreme Court resulting in the
elimination of temporary employee salarics.

4, A number of information technology initiatives were scaled back or
eliminated all together. All funds for the expansion of interactive

television projects have been elirninated from our budget request.

5.  Intheareaofenhanced records management we had originally requested
$245,000. Rather than eliminate all of these funds, we are requesting
$108,000 to allow us to move forward with one application, based on an
enhanced records management study that is currently being conducted.

e T i
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~ 6.  Funds for electronic filing of cases were eliminated.

Our Unified Court Information System (UCIS) is a legacy based system
that is now over 12 years old. We were planning a review of the system
for possible upgrade this coming biennium. Those funds have been
eliminated.
8.  All funds for the installation of additional digital audio recording
equipment have likewise been eliminated from our budget.
These actions have resulted in a reduction of $845,000 in the technology area.
In reviewing our professional supplies and materials, we have reduced a
number of current holdings of legal research periodicals. We have done this, in part,
recognizing that some of these services are available over the internet and, in part, -
that we cannot continue to support some infrequently used periodicals from a cost

benefit perspective.

( ) Based on action taken in November 2002 by the North Dakota Judges

Association, our budget was reduced by $515,584. This is the amount that was
previously included for judicial salary increases. The judges and justices are
requesting the same increase as is provided to state employees. This is a matter that
will need to be revisited in the future as we strive for regional equity of judicial
salaries, but with the financial problems our state is faced with today, this is the most
appropriate action to take at this time,
House Appropriations Action

Reductions to our budget were made after we consulted with a subcommittee
of the House Government Operations Division. We reviewed our budget and
advanced the following additional $260,000 reduction:
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B 1. Retired Judges $92,000;
. 2.  Alternative Dispute Resolution $20,000; and
3.  District and Supreme Court Operating Expenses $148,000.
District operating reductions include $40,963 in travel, $47,037 for payments i
to counties, and $35,000 for a new telephone system in the Ward County Courthouse.
Supreme Court operating reductions include $25,000 for an electronic case filing

initiative.
Payments to Counties
‘| Included in our original budget request was $2,671,895 for payments to 41
o counties for clerk of court services, an increase of three additional counties electing
i ’_f to be state funded over the present biennium. This represented a 6% increase over the
| current biennium. $149,263 is primarily for salary increases that county government
LY has provided its clerk personnel. Under the reductions made by the House, the total
> amount requested has been reduced by $47,037, for a total request of $2,624,858.
" This represents a 4% increase over the current biennium.
Budget Restoration

The House Appropriations Committee reduced our budget an additional
$152,632, This amountrepresents the fiscal impact estimated by Allen Hoberg of the
Office of Administrative Hearings for one person to handle the administration of
indigent defense services by his agency, as provided in HB 1044, In the judiciary, the
administration of indigent defense services is spread between seven judicial districts
and the state administrative office. As a result, we are not able to isolate one person
to carry out these administrative duties. We are requesting that $152,632 be restored

to our budget.
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/,-\‘ Conclusion
Our budget was prepared recognizing the difficult times the state faces
financially. It is a thoughtful, conservative approach to fund core operations within

the courts of the state assuring there will be no reduction in service delivery to the
citizens in 53 counties of our state. With that said, we have been very cognizant of

i the need to reduce spending to cover bare essentials in our programs and assure that
“4 services will remain at the high level that all citizens of the state expect. This
R statement still applies with the $260,000 reduction we advanced in the House and the
‘ z ,J restoration of $152,632 that was additionally removed,
g At this time, I will turn the podium over to Susan Sisk our Director of Finance.
who will go through the details of our budget request.

Thank you.

o “'-\
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[ ~ Budget Presentation

{ Government Operations Subcommittee -
House Appropriations Committee

~

Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, good moming. My name is Susan Sisk and I am

R the Director of Finance for the judiciary. I will be providing you with some details regarding our
SRR budget request.

The total budget request for the judiciary is $58,373,000. This is an increase of $2,052,000
| or 4% over the current biennium, The three appropriations are as follows:

R Supreme Court $ 7,795,000 13%
A | District Court $50,034,000 86%
P Judicial Conduct Commission/Disciplinary Board $ 544000 1%

Without considering the salary increase for judges and justices proposed by the judiciary
and the increase in salaries and benefits per the Governor’s recommendation our increase would be
$541,000, or a 1% increase over the current biennium.

No new positions are being requested. The salaries and benefits requested are for the 336
full time employees currently appropriated.

Included in the salary line item is $515,583 for proposed salary increases for justices and
judges. This would provide for increases of 3% and 2% as of July 1, 2003 and 2004 for the justices
and 3% and 3% as of July 1, 2003 and 2004 for the judges. Per action taken at the Judicial
Conference, we will be requesting that the Appropriation Committee reduce these increases to the

same level given to employees by the legislature. Based on the Governor’s recommendation, this
would result in a decrease of $371,378 to the judicial budget.

oy,
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The operating line item for the judiciary reflects a decrease of $364,157. All areas of the
budget were scrutinized when preparing this request and reductions are reflected in many areas
within the operating line item including IT ($513,000), out-of-state travel ($112,000) and office
equipment and fumiture ($223,500). However, there are some areus where we are requesting
increases, and I would like to focus on these areas:

Indigent Defense

We are requesting funds of $4,312,000 to fund the indigent defense program. This reflects
a 5% increase, or $200,200 over the current biennium. This would provide for an increase of 5%
to compensate the attomeys under contract who provide indigent defense services. It is estimated
that this would compensate them using a statewide average at approximately $60 - $65 per hour.

For your information;

. In 1996, the North Dakota Legal Counsel for Indigents Commission recommended
a rate of $75 per hour,

. In 2002, the Cournvil of Presiding Judges established a goal of $65 per hour for the
current biennium. '

This budget also includes $250,000 ($25,000 more than the current biennium) estimated to
be spent for cases (foster care and termination of parental rights) resulting from the passage of the
Adoption and Safe Families Act. Of this amount, $65,000 is federal funds to be reimbursed from
the Department of Human Services.

Judge Holte will be providing you with more information regarding the indigent defense
program.

Clerk of Court Services
As you know, 2001-2003 is the first full biennium with the clerk operations as part of the

judiciary. During the current biennium they are operating under a separate appropriation - we have
combined these operations withi the district and included them with the district appropriation for the
2003-2005 budget request.
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Currently, 1 { counties arestate funded and operated, 38 are state funded and county operated,
and 4 remain county funded and operated. During the 2003-2005 biennium 3 more counties have
opted to be funded by the state while | will remain county funded and operated.

We are requesting $2,671,800 to contract wich the 41 counties for clerk services. Thisis an
increase of $149,260 or 6% over the current biennium. This increase represents pay increases given
to employees by the counties, as well as funds for the 3 additional counties opting for state funding,

Juvenile Drug Court

Juvenile Drug Courts began operating in May of 2000 in two judicial districts - East Central
(Fargo) and Northeast Central (Grand Forks). During the current bienniuin the South Central
(Bismarck) Drug Court began operating in October. In the past these courts have operated on federal
funds, with the only general fund request being for matching funds.

To fund these three courts we are requesting $387,000, which is an increase of $88,890 over
the current biennium, Of this request, $286,000 is federal grant funds, and $100,800 is general
funds, Ofthe $100,800 general fund request we are requesting approximately $40,800 for matching
funds and $60,000 to pay for a portion of the tracking costs. This $60,000 general fund request is
to be used only in the event that federal monies are not aveilable.

Justice Maring will be providing you with more information regarding the juvenile drug
courts. Judge Hagerty will also be discussing the adult drug courts.

Funds in the amount of $! 08,‘)’08 are being requested for an enhanced records management
project. The successful implementation of this project will provide a more effective and efficient
method of archiving, storing and retrieving court related documents by Judicial Branch employees
and the public., During the curren: biennium an analysis is being conducted to review this initiative
and to prepare a phased implementation plan. The requested funds will be used to implement a pilot
project in one of the districts.

Justice Sandstrom and Judge Schalenberger will be discussing this project as well as other

IT initiatives.
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Thank you for your attention. I will be available for questions at the end of the presentation.

/o At this time Justice Sandstrom will be providing comments,
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ND Supreme Court
Detail of Budget increasss

Total
Request
$ 7,794,858
50,034,808

544,227

Supreme Court
( Istrict Court
JCC/DB

Increase
$ 190,907
1,845,691
16,965

$58,373,893

Proposed Increases for Judges and Justices
Increases in Salaries & Benefitg per

Governor's recommendation
Increase in Judicial Budget without salary

Increases

Indigent Defense Increase

County Clerk Services Increase

Juvenile Drug Court

Custody Investigator Training

Enhanced Records Management Initiative
Misc. Decreases
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$2,052,563

(515,584)
_(895,409)

$ 541,570

200,276
149,263
88,894
16,000
108,708

(20,571 )

_$‘ 541,570
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, , STATE JUDICIAL BRANCH PROPOSED APPROPRIATION
N BY TYPE OF ACTIVITY
[ \ X
] 2003-2005 BIENNIUM
| Supreme Court |
f Genersl Fund $ 7,794,858 g
. Special Funds 0 %
TOTAL $7,794858  (13%)
i
District Courts
General Fund $48,272,07)
Federal Funds §,451,721
Special Funds 304
TOTAL $50,034,808  (86%)
Judicial Conduct Commission & Disciplinary Board
General Fund $ 260,727
Specia! Funds 283,500
TOTAL $ 544227 (1%)
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™\ House Bill 1002
o Senate Appropriations Committee
o By Susan Sisk, Director of Finance

Mr, Chairman, members of the committee, good moming. My name is Susan Sisk and I am
the Director of Finance for the judiciary. 1 will be providing you with some details regarding our

budget request.
The total budget request for the judiciary as amended by the House, is $54,142,411, This is
a decrease of $2,178,919 or 4% over the current biennium. The three appropriations are as follows:

Supreme Court A $ 7,666,106 14%
District Court $45,936,860 85%
Judicial Conduct Commission/Disciplinary Board $ 539445 1%

This budget does not allow for salary increases for judges and justices. Our original budget
request provided for increases per the Judicial Compensatibn Committee, However, per action taken
| at the Judicial Conference, we have requested that these increases be reduced to the same level given

O

to employees by the legislature. This has resulted in a decrease of $515,584 to the judicial budget.

No new positio;ls are being requested. The salaries and benefits requested are for the 336 full
time employees currently appropriated.

The operating line item for the judiciary reﬂeds a decrease of $3,620,346. All areas of the
budget wére scrutinized when preparing this request and reductions are reflected in many areas within
the operating line item including IT ($513,000), out-of-state travel ($112,000), and office equipment
and fumniture ($223,500). Further budget reductions in operating made by the House Appropriations
Committee include payments to counties for clerk of court services (347,037), additional travel costs
(340,9635, and $25,000 for a pilot IT project. The largest decrease made by the House within the

operating line item is related to Indigent Defense.
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We requested funds of $4,312,396 to fund the indigent defense program. This reflectsa 5%
increase, or $200,276 over the current biennium. This would provide for an increase of 5% to

compensate the attomeys under contract who provide indigent defense services. It is estimated that g

this would compensate them using a statewide average at approximately $55 - $60 per hour, For

your information: :
. In 1996, the North Dakota Legal Counsel for Indigents Commission recommended |
a rate of $75 per hour. | ‘
. In 2002, the Council of Presiding Judges established a goal of $65 per hour for the
current biennium,

This budget also includes $250,000 ($25,000 more than the cutrent biennium) estimated to ]
be spent for cases (foster care and termination of parental rights) resulting from the passage of the ;
Adoption and Safe Families Act. Of this amount, $65,000 is federal funds to be reimbursed from the

Department of Human Services,

HB 1044 which passed the House, transfers the indigent defense program out of the judiciary

to the Office of Administrative Hearings, This would go into effect on January 1, 2004, so

three-fourths of the amount budgeted ($2,990,547) has been transferred out of our budget., An !
additional $152,632 has also been .removed from our budget to fund one FTE at the Office of
Administrative Hearings to administer the Indigent Defense Program. As Ted Gladden previously

stated, we are asking that this amount be restored back to our budget.

Judge Holte will be providing you with more information regarding the indigent defense

program,

Page 2

GAWPConmie\Sustn\Budget Prosenistion « Resirks « Sonadt wpd

P e mine
{ons &f records delivered to Modern Information Systems ot Lol e

micrographic Images on this film are sccurate reproduct Livered 10 ot the Aear lcan e ftands !

m ﬂlzd"!*r‘\ e aaror ioerflc%f‘w'm 'mm'wmvf«'ﬁ:mu than this Notice, 1t is due to the quality of the

" Date

(ANS1) for archivel nicrofiim.
| document being #1imed. L Y | . c \Cﬂf{\& C?/éa/

ator’s Bignature

- A U e R R A M

.



: | ) counties have opted to be fiinded by the state while 1 will remain county funded and operated.

; \ Other reductions made by the House in our budget include $35,000 in the capital asset line i

S

item for a phone system in the NW District, $20,000 in the Alternative Dispute Resolution line item,
and $92,000 in the District Court Judges Retirement Line Item.
k At this time I would like to review areas of the budget whers we are requesting increases:

| Clerk of Court Services
| ! As you lcﬁow, 2001-2003 is the first full biennium with the clerk operations as part of the
judiciary. During the current biennium they are operating under & separate appropriation - we have
combined these operations with the district and included them with the district appropriation for the
2003-2005 budget request.

Currently, 11 counties are state funded and operated, 38 are state funded and county

operated, and 4 remain county funded and operated. During the 2003-2005 biennium 3 more

Our original budget request included $2,671,800 to contract with the 41 counties for clerk
services, This was an increase of $149,260 or 6% over the current biennium. This increase

represents pay increases given to employees by the counties, as well as funds for the 3 additional

counties opting for state funding. As part of the reductions made by the House, this request has been
reduced by $47,037. This reduces the total request of $2,624,858 to a 4% increéase over the current
biennium,

luvenile Drug Court

Juvenile Drug Courts began operating in ivay of 2000 in two judicial districts - East Central

(Fargo) and Northeast Central (Grand Forks). During the current biennium the South Central
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f"\ (Bismarck) Drug Court began operating in October. Inthe past these courts have operated on federal i
1 funds, with the only general fund request being for matching funds.

To fund these three courts we are requesting $387,000, which is an increase of $88,890 over
the current biennium. Of'this request, $286,000 is for federal grant funds, and $100,800 is for general
funds. Of'the $100,800 general fund request we are requesting approximately $40,800 for matching
federal funds and $60,000 to pay for a portion of the tracking costs, This $60,000 general fund
fequest is to be used only in the event that federal monies are not available,

Enhanced Records Management
- Funds in the amount of $108,708 are being requested for an enhanced records management
5‘#‘ project. The successful implementation of this project will provide a more effective and cfficient

method of archiving, storing and retrieving court related documents by Judicial Branch employees

\ and the public. During the current biennium an analysis is being conducted to review this initiative
4 and to prepare a phased implementation plan, The requested funds will be used to implement a pilot

project in one of the districts.

Thank you for your attention. I would be happy to answer any questions. |
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Detail of Net Budget Decreases
Total

Original Budget Submitted: Request Increase
Supreme Court $ 7704858 § 190,907
District Court 50,034,808 1,845,691
JCC/OB 544,227 15,065
$ 58,373,803 $ 2,052,563
Proposed Increases for Judges and Justices 515,684
increases in Saluries & Benefits per Governor's recommendation 995,409
indigent Defense Increase 200,276
County Cierk Services Increase 149,263
Juvenile Drug Court 88,804
Custody Investigator Tralning 15,000
Enhanced Records Management Initiative 108,708
Misc. Decreases (20,571)
Total Net Increase in Judicial Budget Submitted $ 2052563

Changes made by House:

Salaries and Wages (823,521)
SC - IT costs - electronic filing plot project (25,000)
DC - Payments to County Clerks (47,037)
DC - Out-of-State Travel (40,963)
DC - FTE for OAH (162,632)
DC - 3/4 1D to OAH (2,990,547)
DC - ID Costs pald by Counties 0
DC - Judges Retirement (92,000)
DC - Capital Assets - Phone System (35,000)
DC - Alternative Dispute Resolution {(20,000)
DC - Salaries - JCCDB (4,782)
Total Decreases in Judicial Budget submitted $_(4,231,482)

Increase/

Total (Decrease)
Request from 2001-03
Supreme Court 7,666,106 62,165
District Court 45,936,860 (2,252,257)
JCC/DB 539,445 11,183
$ 54142411 $ (2,178,918)
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/\ BY APPROPRIATED LINE ITEM ;
‘ AS AMENDED RY HOUSE

2003-2005 BIENNIUM |

!

Total Judicial Branch General and Special |

Funds Appropriation ~ $54,142,41 ) !

Salaries and Benefits $39,795346  (74%) !

Operating Expenses ~ $12,673,888  (2:%) }

Capital Agsets $ 74500 (0%) l

Special Purposes $ 1,598,677 ( 3%) i
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STATE JUDICIAL BRANCH PROPOSED APPROPRIATION
‘ AS AMENDED BY HOUSE
N BY TYPE OF ACTIVITY
2003-2005 BIENNIUM
‘ Supreme Count
' General Fund $ 7,666,106
. Special Funds _ 0
TOTAL $ 7,666,106  {14%)
| Districi Courts
‘s General Fund $44,174,128
! m :m 1,451,724
311014
TOTAL $45,936,860  (85%)
Judicial Conduct Commission & Disciplinary Board
General Fund $ 258431
Special Funds 281,014
TOTAL $ 539445 (1%)
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~~ Testimony of Justice Dale V, Sandstrom on H.B. 1002 R
Government Operations Division

PN
House Judiciary Committee ‘\U 6\ ‘pl‘ I
January 21, 2003 4 ,\t}o o

The judiciary continues to seek to expand the use of technology to improve efficiency

and effectiveness in making judicial services and information accessible to all,

Supreme Court Website

The Supreme Court website continues to expand the available information, The

usage of the site continues to grow. This biennium, the National Council of State

Governments recognized the website as the Best Judicial Branch Site. A multi-branch panel ;
of state officials judged nominations based on: i
|

L Innovative use of technology to streamline and integrate government services

° Ability to make state government closer, more reliable and more trustworthy for (
citizens and businesses
- )

° Ability to meet the emerging needs of constituents and make government more
relevant to their lives via the Web

o Overall ease of use and accessibility

Enhanced Records Management

Our budget calls for funding for a pilot project for enhanced records management. ;
The basic concept is that legal documents not acquired in an electronic format would be
scanned upon filing with the clerk of court. The electronic image of the documents would

be available in the local clerk of court’s office at all times. But the electronic documents

would also be available to the judge wherever located. And when a case is on appeal, the

electronic file would still be available locally. We believe this will improve the efficiency
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of judicial services while improving access throughout the state, Here are highlights:

| Providing the capability for clerks of court to store case related documents
electronically. Cowiter and telephone questions regarding case pleadings can be
answered much more quickly.

® Documents would be instantly accessible from the bench, judge's office, or clerk's
office.

° Security is maintained on a centralized document storage system.

L Case pleadings would be available from remote sites by computer terminal.

° Actual location of the hard copy case file becomes less relevant because the
documents are stored electronically and accessible by computer.

L As storage of hard copies becomes less relevant, their storage could also be less
expensive by storing them in a remote site.

° Allow for ease of faxing documents to support end correctional agencies.

L Clerk personnel could prepare cases on appeal from their desks, rather than having

to retrieve actual paper copies.

L Use of imaging could allow clerks to handle an increasing workload without:

additional full time equivalent personnel being added.
Crimin»! Justice Information System (CJIS)
| The Judicial Branch is fully committed to Criminal Justice Information System
project, a multi-branch effort to facilitate and enable sharing of ctiminal justice related
information, Weﬁr have developed the judicial data warehouse to facilitate sharing of

information within the justice community, and state court personnel are actively involved in

the design of CJIS.
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TN Overall
Our technology requests this biennium are down, not because of a lessening of
commitment to technology and the benefits it can bring our state, but becauss of timing and

the recognition of the financial challenges facing us all.
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~~ Comments by
i Allan Schmalenberger
| District Judge

| INTRODUCTION
The trial courts have several statewide information systems. We have the Unified Court
Information System, Juvenile Court Management System, and Jury Management System.

Today, I will highlight the Unified Court Information System, which we call UCIS, the data
warchouse, digital audio recording, interactive television, support, and other initiatives.

UCIS
UCIS is a comprehensive case management information system used by the trial courts to
manage all cases from the time of filing through post-judgment proceedings. The major components
of the system are document indexing, case monitoring, financial management, and case scheduling.

The last time I appeared, we had 29 counties on UCIS. Now, it is operational in 41 counties.

Including Cass county, Cass covaty had its own informational system providing services to the

State’s Attorney’s office, local ccrrections and the courts, but the system was not compatible with

the judicial information system ir the rest of the state. We have now successfully integrated the two

4 \ systems. Although 12 counties are not on the systeny, they will be by the end of this biennium. This

_J means all case-related information will be in one shared aava base. It will provide timely, accurate,

- and appropriate data for all the judges and the court personnel, as well as providing all counties with
automated case management systems.

As a result of funding by the 2001 legislative assembly, we will have one unified court
information system operating statewide.

In addition to the counties, Mandan, Bismarck, Minot, and Jamestown are also using UCIS,
and we expect to add Dickinson and Devils Lake in 2003. This will allowing sharing information
between the district and municipal courts.

DATA WAREHOUSE
UCIS is a case management system designed to assist the courts with the processing of cases.
Once a case is completed, the value of having the case within UCIS is minimal, For this reason,
there are no ongoing efforts to have previously closed cases entered into UCIS. Typically, the data
from a specific county is included from the date the county started using UCIS. Cases that were
closed before the date the county started using UCIS may be included in UCIS if the case is

reopened,

Although the data in UCIS may not be a full and complete criminal history, it does provide
a history of the contact the individual had with the court since the county began using UCIS.
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o~ Because this information is important to criminal justice personnel and others, a data warehouse was

developed to provide a web based inquiry system to provide access to this information. In addition
to providing an easy web access for criminal justice personnel, it also protects the integrity of the
underlying data because the data warehouse is a separate system that is constantly updated with
current information. The data warehouse provides inquiry access to the Department of Corrections,
State’s Attorneys, and law enforcement personnel. In the future, the data warchouse will become
the focal point for information sharing with other criminal justice information systems.

OTHER INITIATIVES

Currently, we send traffic citation dispositional information electronically to the Department
of Transportation and send divorce information electronically to the Health Department,

We are working with the Department of Transportation and the Highway Patrol to be able
to accept citation information electronically. Thus, the citation process would proceed electronically
from the Highway Patrol issuirig the traffic ticket, to the Courts, to the Department of Transportation,
and back to the Highway Patrol. This would provide timely, accurate information and eliminate the
repeated manual entering of it by each agency.

We are also working on initiatives which would automate the process for protection orders.

We are working with the North Dakota Council on Abused Women’s Services on a project to gather

domestic violence petition information electronically. This petition information would be

electronically transmitted to the Court for inclusion in the domestic violence protection orders,

Then, the full protection order would be sent electronically to the Bureau of Criminal Investigation

h and law enforcement through the state data network and state radio network. This would provide
Y timely, correct information to law enforcement agencies to protect abuse victims.

There are ongoing discussions for sharing information with the Health Department and the
Department of Transportation, as well as other agencies. We will continue to develop and enhance
this system guided by the users to make it more functional and useful.

DIGITAL AUDIO RECORDING

A pilot project was completed in Stark County using digital audio recording. Digital audio
recording is a technology for recording and storing judicial proceedings on a computer hard disk.

Benefits of a digital recording system are enhanced efficiency in making the record,
instantaneous playback, attaching judge’s and recorder’s notes to the digital record for later search
and retrieval, simultaneous access to the record by the recorder, the judge, the transcriber, and other
authorized individuals, The recorded testimony can easily be copied and sent to authorized parties.
This technology can replace conventional tape recording systems and a network environment would
allow the record to be shared over web based interfaces.

Due to budget constraints, no funding is being requested for digital audio recording for the
2003-2005 biennium, We expect to continue with this project in the 2005-2007 biennium pending;
funding.
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~~ INTERACTIVE TELEVISION

N The judiciary was the first to use the state network to establish interactive television,
Currently, four county courthouses have systems installed and operational, These are in Burleigh,
Morton, Mercer, and McLean counties. Cass County is adding an interactive video system between
its courthouse and jail facilities to provide for video appearances.

The benefits of interactive video include:

a. efficient and improved delivery of judicial services;

b. reduced travel time and expense for judges, staff, parties, and witnesses;

c the ability to conduct proceedings involving incarcerated defendants located in
remote locations; thus, providing a higher level of security and reducing the cost of

' transporting incarcerated defendants;
' d. reduce witness travel for medical professionals, particulartly in mental health
proceedings;
. e.  itcould also be used for training, which would reduce travel time and expense for the
| participants, :

Due to budget constraints, no funding is requested for any interactive television projects for
the 2003-2005 biennium. We expect to continue with this project in the 2005-2007 biennium
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. ONGOING SUPPORT |
\ Because these services are provided to over 330 state employed judicial personnel, as well j

- as to 42 contract county employees, there is a continuing obligation of support. The support is
- provided through a help desk run by our Information Technology Department. They also provide

training, network support, hardware support, and application support.

CONCLUSION
A more detailed discussion of this information can be found in the North Dakota Judicial |
Branch Information Technology Plan. It sets forth the Judicial Branch’s Information Technology |
plan and the associated costs. An additional resource is our Information Technology Director, Kurt :
T. Schmidt. He has done an outstanding job for us, and I am sure he would be willing to respond ;‘

to your inquiries.
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Comments by
Allan Schmalenberger
District Judge

INTRODUCTION
For the record, I am Allan Schmalenberger, District Judge and
chair of the Court Technology Committee. The Court Technology
Committee is comprised of representatives from the Supreme Court,
District Courts, Clerks of Court, and State Court Administrator’s
Office. The committee is responsible for general oversight and
direction of technology for the Judicial Branch.

The trial courts have several statewide information systems.
We have the Unified Court Information System, Juvenile Court
Management System, and Jury Management System.

Today, I will highlight the Unified Court Information System,
which we call UCIS, the data warehouse, digital audio recording,
interactive televiaion, support, and other initiatives.

UCI8
UCIS is a comprehensive case management information system
used by the trial courts to manage all casea from the time of
filing through post-judgment proceedings. The major componeiits of
the system are document indexing, case monitoring, financial
management, and case scheduling.

The last time I appeared, we had 29 counties on UCIS. Now, it
ls operational in 47 counties. Including Cass County, Cass County
had its own informational system providing services to the State'’'s
Attorney’s office, local corrections and the courts, but the system
was not compatible with the judicial information system in the rest
of the state. We have now successfully integrated the two systems.
Although six counties are not on the system, they will be by the
end of this biennium., This means all case-related information will
be in one shared data base. It will provide timely and accurate
data for the judges and the court personnel, as well as providing
all counties with an automated case management gystem.

The data sharing capabilities that exist between the State’s
Attorney Management System (SAMS) and UCIS have been extended so
that data may still be shared with the two systems residing on
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oy separate computers. We will continue to work with State’s
! Attorneys and the Attorney General’s office on a replacement for
SAMS.,

As a result of funding by the 2001 legislative assembly, we
have one unified court information system operating statewide.

In addition to the counties, the cities of Mandan, Bismarck,
Minot, Jamestown, Dickinson, and Devils Lake are also using UCIS.
This will allowing sharing information between the district and
municipal courts.

DATA WAREHOUSE

UCIS is a case management system designed to assist the courts
with the processing of cases. Once a case ig completed, the value
of having the case within UCIS is minimal. For this reason, there
are no ongoing efforts to have previously closed cases entered into
UCIS. Typically, the data from a specific county is included from
the date the county started using UCIS. Cases that were closed
before the date the county started using UCIS may be included in
UCIs if the case is reopened.

Although the data in UCIS may not be a full and complete
criminal history, it does provide a history of the contact the
individual had with the court since the county began using UCIS.
S Because this information is important to criminal justice personnel

and others, a data warehouse was developed to provide a web-based
inquiry system to provide access to this information. In addition
to providing easy web access for criminal justice personnel, it
also protects the integrity of the underlying data because the data
warehouse is a separate system that is constantly updated with
current information. The data warehouse provides inquiry access to i
the Department of Corrections, State’s Attorneys, and law
enforcement personnel. In the future, the data warehouse will
become the focal point for information sharing with other criminal
justice information systems.

Currently, web-based access is provided to nearly 200 non-
judicial personnel, and UCIS access is provided to approximately
125 non-judicial personnel.

OTHER INITIATIVES
Currently, we send traffic citation dispositional information
electronically to the Department of Transportation and send divorce
information electronically to the Health Department.

We are working with the Department of Transportation and the
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o~ Highway Patrol to be able to accept aitation information

S electronically. Thus, the citation process would proceed
electronically from the Highway Patrol issuing the traffic ticket,
to the Courts, to the Department of Transportation, and back to the
Highway Patrol. This would provide timely, accurate information
and eliminate the repeated manual entering of it by each agency.

We are also working on initiatives which would automate the
process for protection orders. We are working with the North
Dakota Council on Abused Women’s Services on a project to gather
¥ domestic violence petition information electronically. This
| petition information would be electronically transmitted to the
Court for inclusion in the domestic violence protection orders.
Then, the full protection order would be sent electronically to the
Bureau of Criminal Investigation and law enforcement through the
state data network and state radio network. This would provide
timely, correct information to law enforcement agencies to protect

abuse victims.

Based on requests from the district judges, a web-based
interactive child support calculator was also developed.

There are ongoing discussions for sharing information with the

;ﬁﬂ&f Health Department and the Department of Transportation, as well as

.\»n" f-f*“--\ other agencies. We will continue to develop and enhance this

“? S ) system guided by the users to make it more functional and useful.
" .

DIGITAL AUDIO RECORDING
A pilot project was completed in Stark County using digital
audio recording. Digital audio recording is a technology for
recording and storing judicial proceedings on a computer hard disk.

Benefits of a digital recording system are enhanced efficiency
in making the record, instantaneous playback, attaching judge’s and
recorder’s notes to the digital record for later search and
retrieval, simultaneous access to the record by the recorder, the
judge, the transcriber, and other authorized individuals. The
recorded testimony can easily be copied and sent to authorized
parties. This technology can replace conventional tape recording
systems and a network environment would allow the record to be

shared over web-based interfaces.

Due to budget constraints, no funding is being requested for
digital audio recording for the 2003-2005 biennium. We expect to
continue with this project in the 2005-2007 biennium pending

funding.

o, INTERACTIVE TELEVISION
\ The judiciary was the first to use the state network to
eatablish interactive television (ITV). Currently, four county
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courthouses have systems installed and operational. These are in

fﬂ‘\ Burleigh, Morton, Mercer, and McLean counties. The Court

Technology Committee expanded the use of ITV to the Southeast
Judicial District. They will be using it for mental health
proceedings. Cass County is also working towards using ITV between
the Cass County jail and the Cass County Courthouse for persons in
custody.

The benefits of interactive video include: ‘
a. afficient and improved delivery of judicial services;

b. raduced travel time and expense for judges, staff,
parties, and witnesses;
c. the ability to conduct proceedings involving inocarcerated

defendants located in remote locations; thus, providing
a lLigher level of security and reducing the cost of
transporting incarcerated defendants;

d. reduce witness travel for medical professionals,
particularly in mental health proceedings;
e. it could also be used for training, which would reduce

travel time and expense for the participants.

Due to budget constraints, no funding is requested for any
interactive television projects for the 2003-2005 biennium. We
expect to continue with this project in the 2005-2007 biennium
pending funding. 4 :

ONGOING SUPPORT
Because these services are provided to over 330 state employed
judicial personnel, as well as to 42 contract county employees,
there is a continuing obligation of support. The support is
provided through a help desk run by our Information Technology
Department. They also provide training, network support, hardware
support, and application support.

CONCLUSION

A more detailed discussion of this information can be found in
the North Dakota Judicial Branch Information Technology Plan. It
sets forth the Judicial Branch’s Information Technclogy Plan and
the assoclated costg. An additional resource is our Information
Technology Dirxector, Kurt T. Schmidt. He has done an outstanding
job for us, and I am sure he would be willing to respond to your
inquiries.
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COMMENTS TO GOYERNMENT OPERATIONS DIVISION OF THE
' HOUSE APPROPRIATION’S COMMITTEE
JANUARY 21, 2003
by Robert W, Holte, Presiding Judge, Northwest Judicial District

Chairman Carlisle and Members of the Committee:

INTRODUCTION

My name is Bob Holte and I presently serve as the Presiding Judge for the Northwest Judicial
District, which includes the six (6) counties of Burke, Divide, McKenzie, Mountrail, Ward and

Williams.

Chief Justice VandeWalle requested that I share some thoughts with your committee on our contract
indigent defense system. I suspect that the Chief's request was based at least in past because our
district was confronted with a somewhat unique situation this past year when the three (3) attomeys
who provided both adult criminal, and juvenile indigent defense services for Williams, McKenzie
and Divide Counties (Williston, Watford City and Crosby) first announced their intention to
withdraw from their contract if we would not increase their rate of compensation by some 25%, and,
when we were unable to do so, they withdrew from the contract.

The opinions I share with you today are my own and based primarily upon this experience, and my
observations in attempting to contract with attorneys to provide these services in the Northwest
Judicial District over the past four years.

2

NOTE: Regarding the issue of indigent defense in general, I should bring to your attention that the
Interim Judiciary A Committee has pre-filed a bill which would transfer administration of the

indigent defense services from the judicial branch,

Chief Justice VandeWalle supported the transfer before the interim committee, In his State of the
Judiciary Message on January 8, 2003, Chief Justice VandeWalle indicated that such a transfer
would avoid the accusation of conflict of interest on the part of the judicial branch, and would permit
greater flexibility in seeking the best and most cost effective ways to provide indigent defense

services,

I can attest that | have often heard comments to t1.s effect: “It was no surprise that I was found guilty,
after all my attorney works for the court system, not for me.” While such a statement is not true, the
perception that it is often becomes a reality in the minds of those dissatisfied with the results of their

case.

Before this legislative session ends, I expect the issue of the proposed transfer of the administration
of indigent defense services will be dealt with, The remainder of my comments will deal with other
issues dealing with indigent defense services, For the most part these comments would be applicable
in principle whether there is a transfer of the administration of these indigent defense services ornot.
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INDIGENT DEFENSE

N\ There are threo (3) areas of law where trial judges, such as me, are required to consider providing ‘
an attorney at public expense for individuals who are unable to hire their own attorney without it [
causing them an undue finuncial hardship. All three of these areas are situations where a person's ;
liberty may be in jeopardy:

{
|
First; For persons who are alleged to have committed criminal offenses ;
|

Second; For persons facing involuntary mental health and/or chemical add.ction
commitment for treatment; and,

Third; For both juveniles and their parents involved with formal juvenile court
hearings.

HOW INDIGENT SERVICES ARE PROVIDED
There are three primary ways indigent defense services are provided:

1. A rotational appointment system, whereby & judge would individually appoint lawyers in a ;
specified geographic area (such as a city or county) on a case by case basis. f

2, Some states have created an independent state agency referred to as a public defender system.

N The administrator of such an agency would be authorized to hire or contract with attorneys to

provide these services. ?

S

3. A third way for providing these indigent defense services, and the way we do so in the North
Dakota state court system, is by contracting, Each of our seven judicial districts is authorized by the
state to contract for these services for adult criminal cases and for juvenile cases. These contracts
are funded with monies appropriated by the legislature.

e e e A a5 o 1

At present, the counties are responsible for providing such attoeys for involuntary mental health
and chemical addiction hearings. Some counties contract for these services. Usually these are the
more populous counties. Many of the rural counties rely upon a judge making an appointment from
local attorne v and paying the attorneys on a case by case basis upon the attorney's billing statements
approved by tiiv judge. In most cases the judges approve these statements at about the same rate as
are being paid to state contract attorneys.

THE PROBLEMS WITH OUR CONTRACT SYSTEM

1. Some of the problems with our contract system are directly or indirectly related to contract
reimbursement rates. This was the case with the three (3) attorneys who withdrew from our contract.
Part of the problem is the current funding process.
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It is the court's current policy to reimburse contract attorneys at the rate of $65 per hour. But when
we approach the legislature for funding ‘ve justify the amounts requested based upon historical
statistios our contract attorneys are required to provide covrt administration, These statistics are used
to determine the number of cases we  nticipate assigning to the attorneys, and the reasonable amount
of time it should take to dispose of cases assigned to our contract attorneys, and multiply times $65
per hour. The case filing statistics we rely upon are about twelve (12) months old by the time we
receive funds,

What happened in Williston this past year (and is currently happening all over the state) is a
statistically significant increase in serious drug case filings in the court. Primarily I'm making
reference to the large number of methamphetamine cases being filed. This is, of course, the
prediotable result of drug enforcement task forces which are aggressively operating in our district,
This situation was not anticipated some three (3) years ago when preparing our requests for the
current biennium budget funds for contract attorneys.

As a result of these increases in case filings, our contract attorneys are being assigned more cases,
and these cases require more of their time and, ultimately, their actual reimbursement rate had
dropped in Williston to about $42 to $50 per hour.

It is important to remember that the attorneys who we contract with are responsible for providing
their own office space, their own secretaries and their other operating costs including required
professional liability insurance, and the requicement that they take a certain amount of continuing
legal education courses each year in the area of law that they provide contract services.

Christine Hogan, Executive Director of the North Dakota State Bar Association, indicated that the
bar association is conducting another economic survey of law firms in North Dakota; however, the
tabulated results of this survey will likely not be available until sometime this spring or early
summer,

The last economic survey of North Dakota law firms was conducted in 1993, The results of that
study indicated that lawyer billing rates varied from a low of $75 per hour to a high of $125 per hout.
At that time, the rule of thumb was that 50% of their billing rate was to cover overhead costs. Thus,
about ten years ago, overhead costs were ranging in the area of about $38 per hour to about $63 per

hour.,

This is in keeping with my personal experience, In 1985 when I left a rural three person law firm
to aceept a judicial appointment, our overhead costs were running $52 per hour. That was eighteen
(18) years ago.

The three attorneys who withdrew from their contract in our District this past year were alleging that
their effective hourly reimbursement had decreased such that it was less than their hourly overhead

requirements,

2. Gary Lee, the President of the State Bar Association of North Dakota, has expressed that the
reduction of the number of attorneys in North Dakota is a matter of serious concern and has made
that issue a matter of primary significance for the association,
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This reduction in numbers of attorneys has consequences for indigent defense contracting.

A, A significant number of the reductions of lawyers in North Dakota are in the rural
areas, In many counties the only attorey, if there is one, is a State's Attomey. Thus, we must count
on the attomeys we are contracting with in the urban areas to provide these defense services in the
rural counties as well,

You may reoall that I mentioned that my district includes six (6) counties, but all our contract
attomneys reside in only two of those six counties, ie. Ward and Williams. All these attorneys must,
from time to time, travel to court in the other four (4) counties.

From these attorneys' home cities, (Minot or Williston) it is about two (2) houss of round trip driving
time to each of the adjacent counties' county seat cities. However, under our contracts, we do not
reimburse these attorneys for their windshield time. We only reimburse for mileage. Thus, this
driving time, is time of zero income as far as they are concerned. | anticipate that sooner or later our
attorneys will decline to provide services in rural counties, or insist upon hourly reimbursement for
travel time,

B. Another consequence of the reduction of attorneys is that fewer and fewer attorneys
are interested in contracting. On a few occasions in my district, we received no response to our
invitations for contract bids. So far we have managed to negotiate contracts, but sooner or later we
may just not be able to do so.

It should be remembered that providing indigent defense services is perhaps the least glamorous and
least financially rewarding of the various areas of law in which an attorney can pructice.

Convicted criminals are not often happy campers, and these attorneys are subjected to frequent
refetrals to the state ethics boards because the client was not happy with the results of his or her case,
and in some instances sue their attorney, While these lawsuits and referrals are seldom successful,
the attorneys are required to respond to and defend themselves each and every time such matters are
filed.

Most of the contract attorneys in our district also maintain private law practices. However, all the
areas of law that we contract for these services (criminal law, mental health law and juvenile law)
are areas of law that require expedited deadlines for hearings. Thus, as their contract caseloads
increase, they have less and less time to dedicate to their private practice cases, which are usually
more financially rewarding for them,

ANOTHER PROBLEM

A situation that may be unique to our District is arising. The problem is most of our contract
attorneys provide contract defense services in all three areas; i.e. they contract for adult criminal
cuses, juvenile court cases, and mental health cases.

All three of these areas have mandatory short-term hearing deadlines; in particular, juvenile court
hearings and mental health hearings,
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This is causing us a caseflow management and scheduling nightmare. Wo often end up in situations
where our contract counsel are being soheduled to attend two or more hearings at the same time, but
before different judges. Obviously this is requiring the rescheduling of at least one hearing, and
sometimes two.

A good example of how this happens is that hearings on emergency mental health petitions must be
held by the court within seven (7) days that the petition is filed, or from the time that a person is
placed involuntarily in a mental health unit on an emergency commitment,

We, of course, never know when these petitions are going to be filed or an emergency commitment
made, but for some reason (perhaps Murphy's Law), weekends seem to be a popular time, The
petition and supporting documents often don’t reach the court until the following Monday or
Tuesday, and by that time, three or four days of our seven day deadline for hearing has passed.

The Court must then coordinate a hearing date, time, and place with the state’s attorney’s office, a
contract attorney, mental health professionals who may need to testify, and a judge. This must be
done within the seven (7) day deadline in which the law requires such hearings to be held.

In the meantime, especially the contract attorneys may already have other short-term hearings
scheduled in the other areas they contract for defense services.

Perhaps the only real good solution is for the Court to limit our attorneys who contract for defense
counsel services to only one area, i.¢. only adult criminal, or juvenile, or mental health, The problem
with this solution in our district at least, is that we do not have enough attorneys in our district
expressing an interest in such contracting, to be able to put such limitations on our contract attorneys.

CLOSING COMMENTS

In closing, let me raise a final concern regarding contracting for indigent defense in the immediate
future,

In keeping with the state's present financial condition, the court only requested a five percent (5%)
increase in funding for indigent defense contracting for the next biennium.

However, Susan Sisk, the court's accountant, advises me that based upon the current case load, these
funds, even if provided in full, could result in an average contract rate of about $60 - $65 per hour
for the next biennium. This could result in a reimbursement rate less than our current policy.

This concludes my comments, I would be happy to attempt to answer any questions the committee
may have.
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COMMENTS TO GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS DIVISION OF THE
SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE
March 17, 2003
by Robert W. Holte, Presiding Judgc. Northwest Judicial District

Chairman Holberg and Members of the Committee:

INTRODUCTION

My name is Bob Holte and I presently serve as the Presiding Judge for the Northwest Judicial '
District, which includes the six (6) counties of Burke, Divide, McKenzie, Mountrail, Ward and !
Williams, 'f

Chief Justice VandeWalle requested that I share some thoughts with your committee on our
contract indigent defense system. [suspect that the Chief's request was based at least in part because
our district was confronted with a somewhat unique situation this past year when the three (3) {
attorneys who provided both adult criminal, and juvenile indigent defense services for Williams, §
McKenzie and Divide Counties (Williston, Watford City and Crosby) first announced their intention ':
to withdraw from their contract if we would not increase their rate of compensation by some 25%,
and, when we were unable to do so, they withdrew from the contract. |

The opinions I share with you today are my own and based primarily upon this experience,
and my observations in attempting to contract with attorneys to provide these services in the
Northwest Judicial District over the past four years.

NOTE: Regarding the issue of indigent defense in general, I should bring to your attention |
that H.B. 1044 transfer administration of the indigent defense services from the judicial branch,

Chief Justice VandeWalle supported the transfer before the interim committee. In his State }
ofthe Judiciary Message on January 8, 2003, Chief Justice VandeWalle indicated that such a transfer |
would avoid the accusation of conflict of interest on the part of the judicial branch, and would permit

greater flexibility in seeking the best and most cost effective ways to provide indigent defense

services.

I can attest that I have often heard comments to the effect: “It was no surprise that I was
found guilty, after all my attorney works for the court system, not for me.” While such a statement
is not true, the perception that it is often becomes a reality in the minds of those dissatisfied with the
resuits of their case,

The remainder of my comments will deal with other issues dealing with indigent defense
services, For the most part these comments would be applicable in principle whether there is a
transfer of the admtinistration of these indigent defense services or not.
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INDIGENT DEFENSE

There are three (3) areas of law where trial judges, such as me, are required to consider
providing an attorney at public expense for individuals who are unable to hire their own attorney
without it causing them an undue financial hardship. All three of these areas are situations where

a person's liberty may be in jeopardy:
First: For persons who are alleged to have committed criminal offenses

Second: For persons facing involuntary mental health and/or chemical addiction
commitment for tr-atment; and,

Third: For both juveniles and their parents involved with formal juvenile court
hearings.

HOW INDIGENT SERVICES ARE PROVIDED
There are three primary ways indigent defense services are provided:

1. A rotational appointment system, whereby a judge would individually appoint
tawyers in a specified geographic area (such as a city or county) on a case by case
basis.

2. Some states have created an independent state agency referred to as a public defender
system, The administrator of such an agency would be authorized to hire or contract
with attorneys to provide these services.

3. A third way for providing these indigent defense services, and the way we do so in
the North Dakota state court system, is by contracting. Each of our seven judicial
districts is authorized by the state to contract for these services for adult criminal
cases and for juvenile cases. . These contracts are funded with monies appropriated
by the legislature.

At present, the counties are responsible for providing such attorneys for involuntary mental
health and chemical addiction hearings. Some counties contract for these services. Usually these
are the more populous counties, Many of the rural counties rely upon a judge making an
appointment from local attomeys and paying the attorneys on a case by case basis upon the attorney’s
billing statements approved by the judge. In most cases the judges approve these statements at about
the same rate as are being paid to state contract attorneys.

THE PROBLEMS WITH OUR CONTRACT SYSTEM

1. Some of the problems with our contract system are directly or indirectly related to
contract reimbursement rates. This was the case with the three (3) attorneys who
withdrew from our contract.
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Part of the problem is the current funding process.

It is the court's current policy to reimburse contract attomeys at the rate of $65 per hour. But
when we approach the legislature for funding we justify the amounts requested based upon historical
statistics our contract attorneys are required to provide court administration, These statistics are used
to determine the number of cases we anticipate assigning to the attorneys, and the reasonable amount
of time it should take to dispose of cases assigned to our contract attorneys, and multiply times $65
per hour. The case filing statistics we rely upon are about twelve (12) months old by the time we ;-
receive funds, |

What happened in Williston this past year (and is currently happening all over the state) is }
a statistically significant increase in serious drug case filings in the court, Primarily I'm making i
reference to the large number of methamphetamine cases being filed. This is, of course, the
predictable result of drug enforcement task focces which are aggressively operating in our district. ;
This situation was not anticipated some three (3) years ago when preparing our requests for the
current biennium budget funds for contraot attoineys. i

As aresnlt of these increases in case filings, our contract attorneys are being assigned more
cases, and these cases require more of their time and, ultimately, their actual reimbursement rate had
dropped in Williston to about $42 to $50 per hour,

It is important to remember that the attorneys who we contract with are responsible for
providing their own office space, thcir own secretaries and their other operating costs including 3
required professional liability insurance, and the requirement that they take a certain amount of
continuing legal education courses each year in the area of law that they provide contract services. }

Christine Hogan, Executive Director of the North Dakota State Bar Association, indicated
that the bar association is conducting another economic survey of law firms in North Dakota;
however, the tabulated results of this survey will likely not be available until sometime this spring
or early summer.

The last economic survey of North Dakota law firms was conducted in 1993, The results of
that study indicated that lawyer billing rates varied from a low of $75 per hour to a high of $125 per
hour. At that time, the rule of thumb was that 50% of their billing rate was to cover overhead costs.
Thus, about ten years ago, overhead costs were ranging in the area of about $38 per hour to about
$63 per hour.

This is in kecping with my personal expetience. In 1985 when I left a rural three person law
firm to accept a judicial appointment, our overhead costs were running $52 per hour, That was
eightecn (18) years ago.

+ The three attorneys who withdrew from their contract in our District this past year were
alleging that their effective hourly reimbursement had decreased such that it was less than their
hourly overhead requirements.
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2, Gary Lee, the President of the State Bar Association of North Dakota, has expressed
that the reduction of the number of attorneys in North Dakota is a matter of serious
concemn and has made that issue a matter of primary significance for the association.

This reduction in numbers of attorneys has consequences for indigent defense contracting.

A, A significant number of the reductions of lawyers in North Dakota are in the rural
areas, In many counties the only attorney, if there is one, is a State's Attorney. Thus, we must count
on the attorneys we are contracting with in the urban areas to provide these defense services in the
rural counties as well,

You may recall that I mentioned that my distriot includes six (6) counties, but all our contract
attorneys reside in only two of those six counties, ie. Ward and Williams. All these attomeys must,
from time to time, travel to court in the other four (4) counties.

From these attorneys' home cities, (Minot or Williston) it is about two (2) hours of round trip
driving time to each of the adjacent counties' county seat cities. However, under our contracts, we
do not reimburse these attorneys for their windshield time. We only reimiburse for mileage. Thus, '
this driving time, is time of zero income as far as they are concerned. I anticipate that sooner or later
our attorneys will decline to provide services in rural counties, or insist upon hourly reimbursement
for travel time.

B. Another consequence of the reduction of attorneys is that fewer and fewer attorneys

", are interested in contracting. On a few occasions in my district, we received no response to our s

invitations for contract bids. So far we have managed to negotiate contracts, but sooner or later we {
may just not be able to do so.

It should be remembered that providing indigent defense services is perhaps the least
glamorous and least financially rewarding of the various areas of law in which an attorney can
practice.

Convicted criminals are not often happy campers, and these attorneys are subjected to
frequent referrals to the state ethics boards because the client was not happy with the results of his
or her case, and in some instances sue their attorney. While these lawsuits and referrals are seldom
successful, the attorneys are required to respond to and defend the. selves each and every time such
matters are filed.

Most of the contract attorneys in our district also maintain private law practices, However, all the
areas of law that we contract for these services (criminal law, mental health law and juvenile law)
are areas of law that require expedited deadlines for hearings. Thus, as their contract caseloads
increasc, they have less and less time to dedicate to their private practice cases, which are usually
more financially rewarding for them,
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ANOTHER PROBLEM

A situation that may be unique to our District is arising, The problem is most of our contract
attorneys provide contract defense services in all three areas; i.e, they contract for adult criminal
cases, juvenile court cases, and mental health cases.

All three of tiiese areas have mandatory short-term hearing deadlines; in particular, juvenile
court hearings and mental health hearings.

This is causing us a caseflow management and scheduling nightmare. We often end up in
situations where our contract counsel are being scheduled to attend two or more hearings at the same
time, but before differcnt judges. Obviously this is requiring the rescheduling of at least one hearing,

and sometimes two,

A good example of how this happens is that hearings on emergency mental health petitions
must be held by the court within seven (7) days that the petition is filed, or from the time that a
person is placed involuntarily in a mental health unit on an emergency commitment,

We, of course, never know when these petitions are going to be filed or an emergency
commitment made, but for some reason (perhaps Murphy’s Law), weekends seem ‘o be a popular
time. The petition and supporting documents often don’t reach the court until the following Monday
or Tuesday, and by that time, three or four days of our seven day deadline for hearing has passed.

The Court must then coordinate a hearing date, time, and place with the state’s attorney’s
office, a contract attorney, mental health professionals who may need to testify, and a judge. This
must be done within the seven (7) day deadline in which the law requires such hearings to be held.

In the meantime, especially the contract attorneys may already have other short-term hearings
scheduled in the other areas they contract for defense services.

Perhaps the only real good solution is for the Court to limit our attorneys who contract for
defense counsel services to only one area, i.e. only adult criminal, or juvenile, or mental health. The
problem with this solution in our district at least, is that we do not have enough attorneys in cur
district expressing an interest in such contracting, to be able to put such limitations on our contract

attormeys.

CLOSING COMMENTS

In closiny, let me raise a final concer regarding contracting for indigent defense in the
immediate future.

In keeping with the state's present financial condition, the court only requested a five percent
(5%) increase in funding for indigent defense contracting for the next biennium.

However, Susan Sisk, the court's accountant, advises me that based upon the current case
load, these funds, even if provided in full, could result in an average contract rate of about $55-$60
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a Drug Court 5;30
NG
It's Not Business As Usuall ‘J%ﬂ‘

Testimony for Judicial Branch Budget Hearing
Gall Hagerty, District Judge

Imagine a courtroom where the judges clap for the criminal defendants and know
their familles. There are donuts and coffee to celebrate successes. it's happening.
Since January of 2001, an adult drug court has been in operation in Bismarck and
Mandan. Drug court meets every week. And it's working.
The concept has been around since the late 1980's. Offenders who continue to
commit criminal offenses in large part bocause of chemical addiction are given an
opportunity to participate in drug court Instead of being incarcerated. It's not the easy way
out, Those sentenced to drug court are on intensive probation supervision. They're tested
several times every week. They're involved in an intensive treatment program. They are :
required to have full-time employment, be fuli-time students or do community service for ,r
40 hours each week. And they go to court on a regular basis -- every week during the first
phase of the program,
The criminal defendants sentenced to drug court are non-violent, chemically
addicted individuals. Those charged with delivery are not candidates. Nor are those who
most likely would not go to jail if they weren't sentenced to drug court. The clientele is
/\ made up of individuals with long-standing addiction problems. Defendants are
recommended by prosecutors and law enforcement officers and must apply within days

s
of arrest,

Judges meet with a representative of the parole and probation department, a
representative of the treatment provider and, often, a prosecutor, every week to prepare
for the court session. Each person who will make an appearance is discussed. When
necessaty, the team decides what sanctions should be imposed. More often, positive
incentives are provided.

it takes a minimum of 12-months to complete the drug court program. Usage
eplsodes happen, and are dealt with swiftly, Offenders may spenc' a weekend, or a week,
ot longer in jall. For less serious violations, community service is !mposed or a curfew is
imposed. There are a whole ranga of sanctions.

Research demonstrates that one of the best ways to predict whether treatment will
work is to look at the length of the treatment. The longer people are actively involved in
treatment, the more likely it is to work! Drug court keeps people invoived in treatment for
a significant period of time.

Since we began operating drug court, we've had:

39 people sentenced to the program
24 current participants
10 participants have been women
29 participants have been men
19 have been multiple DUI offenders
\
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N 20 have been drug offenders
\ 13 have of the drug offenders had meth as a drug of choice

9 have graiuated from the program
& have betn terminated, 2ned &+ &t A ‘

Judge Bruce Haskvll Is the lead judge for the rogram and we work together. Each
of us spends threw to four hours a week on the program. We've found it works we'l to have
two judges involved, because neither of us could be thera every week, and familiarity with
the program and participants is necessary for anyone who presides.

We are volunteers, in a sense. We are not required to be involved. . .and our
involvement doesn't affect the number of cases we are assigned. | think | speak for both
of us in saying we are Involved in the drug court program because we belleve it works in
a positive way. It is a cost effective way to deal with offenders. It helps build their lives and
families in a way incarceration never would. And because it works, the community is a

better and safer place.
If drug courts are to expand, it will require that the judges involved have the

resources necessary to devote the time and energy necessary.
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Drug Court Presentation v Jo
January 21, 2003 60“ %\‘Q %
Mary Muehlen Maring X \ 9"

L This month you have heard the term “drug court” used by the Govemor in his State of the
State and the Chief Justice in his State of the Judiciary.

II, What is a drug Court —
A, It is an alternaiive to incarcerating substance abusers who are not charged

with manufactiring or selling drugs or violent felony crimes.

B. Drug courts are “treatment courts.”
C. The drug court model is built on a team concept. We all work together in !
these courts: |
r 1. The judge - “accountability leader” é‘
- 2, The prosecutor |
3 The defense attorney §
E 4, The treatment provider ;;
" 5. The juvenile court officer |
R 6. The school representative
o P 7. Law enforcement |
SRR | ,\ D. The program
e R 1, The participant will be in the drug court 6 to 12 months.

A 2, High accountability
el a. wecekly appearances before the court

b. treatment plan - group or individual counseling
c. school attendance is required j
d.  community service - 20 hours minimum
e. weekly random and scheduled drug testing
f intensive tracking as needed

3. Sanctions for noncompliance

Incentives for compliance

4, Parental/significant adult involvement
a, required attendance with the juvenile in court proceedings

1. May 2000 - Fargo Juvenile Drug Court - Monday 4:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m.

May 2000 - Grand Forks Juvenile Drug Court - Thursday 4:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m,
October 2002 - Bismarck Juvenile Drug Court - Thursday 4:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m.
January 2001 - Bismarck Adult Drug Coutt - Friday £:30 a.m. to 9:30 am.

l

l

% E. Implementation of drug courts in North Dakota to date
|
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~ Call Marilyn Moe, Program Direotor, 328-4207, North Dakota Supreme Court, to arrange a visit to

drug court, to view a ten-minute video on our North Dakota Drug Courts, or to obtain information
on drug courts.

III.  Governor Hoeven said these courts are “reclaiming lives.” Examples:

A, Parents of one juvenile who successfully completed drug court later thanked
Judge Erickson, the drug court judge, for “giving our son back,”

B. A mother wrote about her daughter who graduated from juvenile drug court:

“My daughter was out of control prior to entering drug court. Her continued
drug/alcohol abuse and suicide attempts placed her in a life threatening situation. I
do not believe she would be alive today if not for the drug court program. After
completing the program and inpatient treatment, she is once again happy and enjoying
life in a positive manner. The drug court program provided the structure and
discipline that she needed but at the same time displayed compassion and
understanding. It was obvious the drug court staff truly cares about the lives of the
participants which enabled her to get control of her life. We credit the drug court staff

in saving her life.”

C. A graduate of drug court:

. “There is no way I would have graduated without drug court. I was failing in school

) before drug court and because of drug court I was able to graduate from high school.
| From the tools I learned, I was able to weed out my true friends. I did community
service at a performing arts school in Fargo. I continued even after my community
service hours were completed. I sang a solo at the state music festival. My tracker
was a very important part of my success. I continue to have contact with my tracker
and the drug court team whenever I need help. I believe I have resources to help me
make it now.”

D. A current participant’s parents wrote:

“Both John and I support [our son’s] request to move to PATH 3. Despite his slip a
month ago, he has shown improvement regarding taking responsibility for his actions,
his overall attitude and being accountable. Since his involvement in Drug court, he
has been free from marijuana (June 02), improved his GPA fiom .83 (Spring quarter
2002) to 3.2 (Fall Quarter 2002) and decreased his alcohol consumption considerably
which directly impacted his physical health. The neurologist has seen significant
improvement in his muscles and nerves since his abstinence from alcohol. In fact, she
believes that his condition is reversing! Therefore, we think that he is moving in the
right direction and has earned his way to the next level.

Overall, we have been happy with this program. We certainly had some struggles
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A.
B.

IV.  Statistical Summary of ND Juvenile Drug Court - May 1, 2000 to September S5, 2002
Number of Juveniles appearing from May 1, 2000 - September 5, 2002 = 80

Current participants  30.0% or 24
Graduates 33.7% or 27
Terminated/revoked 36.3% or 29

Retention Rate: North Dakota 64%
Nationally 68%

DRIUJG COURT GRADUATES:

Males 70.4%
Females 29.6%
White 74.1%
Ethnic Minority 25.9%
Lives with both parents 61.5%
Lives with one parent 38.5%
Drug of choice: Marijuana 51.9%

Alcohol 48.1%

Meth

Cocaine
Mental Health Diagnosis 50%
in addition to substance
abuse
Average number of referrals 5.0
Average age at first referral 16.7 years
to drug court
Recidivism Rate as of June 20, 2002: Drug Court

Comparison Group
3

along the way, but the program has benefited not only [our son], but also our family
as a whole. We look forward to his graduation date and a positive exit. I hope you
have seen his progress along the way. We thank you for the guidance and support to
[our son] in this difficult journey.”

79%
21%

79%
21%

45%
55%

51%
47%
1%
1%

59.6%

5.33
16.67

35.7%
55.6%
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. V.  Report of impact of Drug Court on participant's school achievement (August 12, 2002):
A, Average GPA among participants in 2 quarters preceding court: 1,78 :
Average GPA among participants in 2 quarters following court: 2,08 §
(Roughly 1/3 of a grade point) g
B. Decrease in absenteeism 5
C. Qualitative data from teachers: |

VI.  Cost-Benefit Analysis: Youth Correctional Center, Group Residential Center, Community

Supervision'
A

B.

C.

1. one juvenile elected to student council

2. one achieved a perfect grade point average

3, another scored in the 82™ percentile on the ACT
following a poor score prior to drug court

4, several have gone on or are considering college

YCC costs $120 per day or roughly $3,667 per month - approximately $44,000 per year

Group residential facility costs $100 per day or |
roughly $3000 per month - approximately $36,000 per year §
Community supervision costs $11 per day or roughly

$330 per month - approximately $4,015 per year

VII.  Cost-Benefit Estimate of North Dakota’s Juvenile Drug Court:

Recidivism Cost Savings

A

Recidivism is defined as any subsequent arrest for an offense committed in

North Dakota classified as Class B Misdemeanor or higher.

The reduced recidivism rate among drug court juveniles produced a court and

victim cost savings of $62,400 over 18 months,

IFigures provided by the Division of Juvenile Services, North Dakota Department of

. \  Corrections (2002).
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VIII. Healthcare Professionals

A.  Disouss teenage alcohol and drug abuse as a national public health crisis, |
Drug court is a promising approach to the problem.’ |

B.  “[M]uch of Blue Cross Blue Shield of North Dakota’s substance abuse
payments are for its juvenile members. In 2001, BCBSND's allowed charge for
substance abuse costs in treating cannabis abuse for members younger than 20
reached nearly $900,000—90 percent of the total allowed costs for treating
cannabis abuse,"™

C. “Barly alcohol use is a strong predictor of lifetime alcoho! abuse and
dependence. . .. Research shows that drinking alcohol impairs brain function

and adolescent memory.™
IX. Summary
A, Reduced recidivism
B.  Improvement in school performance and attendance
C.  Cost savings to corrections
D.  Cost savings to victims and courts
E. Improved treatment compliance and completion

We truly are “reclaiming lives.”

*Physician Leadership on National Drug Policy, Adalescent Substance Ahuse: A Public
Priority, (2002).

*Blue Cross Blue Shield of North Dakota, “Drug courts provide therapeutic justice for
teens,” Health Care Discussions, Volume 5, Number 4, Winter 2002, at 31.

*U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, Making the Link - Underage Drinking
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| State of North Bukotx
! OFFICE OF S8TATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR SUPREME COURT
“Jém Aw Eﬁ‘”
m('m ) 320-4218
February 4, 2003 Feax: (701) 326-2062

TO: Representative Kim Koppelman

. Representative Bob Skarphol
| tative John Wamer
e FROM: T

SUBJECT:  Judicial Bianch Appropriation Request 2003-2005 Biennium

The following represents a review of onr 2003-2005 budget request and responses to questions
S raised about our cwrrent appropriation by subcommittee members during our meeting on January 29,
“?‘-L»v‘:v;"}‘; ; 2003.

Let me first speak to the issue of potential reductions. After a thoughtful review of our budget
request, I am identifying the following possible reductions. The total is $260,000 and is contained in

the following categories:

/‘;I ‘
(\D Special Eunds H0E  $112,000
Opersting Funds 148,000
Total Reduction $260,000

The special fund reductions are for alternative dispute resolution and judges retirement. The
operating funds are for un electronic document transfer initiative between Grand Forks County and the
Supreme Court, out-of-state travel, a new telephone system in Minot, and a reduction in payments to
counties for clerk of district court services in the contract counties. The reduction for county payments ‘
will result in a 2% decrease in payments or $53,400.

The following relates to questions that were raised at the January 29 meeting. At that meeting,
inquiries were made focusing on our existing budget and those budget categories where there was more
than 30% reinaining as of December 31, 2002, as well as telephone services in the district courts, The
attached worksheets address all of the program areas where we do have a budget remaining in excess
of 30% as of the end of 2002, A general statement that applies to equipment purchases and some of our
operating expenses is that we have historically deferred costs that could be deferred to the last quarter
of the biennjum to assure there were adequate funds available to complete the biennium. As a result
of this action, there are a number of equipment items that have been deferred until the last quarter.
Because of this, maintenance agreements become due towards the end of the biennium, as well,

If you have any questions conceming any of the documents, please contact me, |

N J TGHb |
o Attachments f:
cc:  Representative Ron Carlisle, Chairman
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; ND JUDICIARY
‘ Estimate of Expanditures June 30, 2003
1'“ hevery 1,
ﬂ”ﬁiu Wagee Fo 3
and [
Opersiing Expentes 1,809,837 7% [Ariicipaied ependiiares Ivaiude shosl Guve for Natonal Cerier for Sae |
Courts, legal ressarch annusl subsoripiions and renovetions fo 22 yeer-okd
L“V" Court couriroom.
Equipment 183,280 0% ependitures inchude compulers on 4-year replacement cyols,
repiace printers beeect on need, equipment for Enhenced Recorde
of 2 machines.
Judges Retirement 200,000 A%
during blennium,
, 7,824,110 3H%
—JEMWMOMI 70,008 |Based on data review s of Feb. 1, 200,
Court
Seleries and Wages 25,080,564 27%{May need 1o transfer some 1o Districk Clerk appropristion - salaries ine em.
Opersiing Espenses 9,707,000 34% [Anticipate incressed sxpenditures in indigent Defenas due 1 loes of
contracts in NW and NE districts. IT expenses will be incressing due to
maintenence contracts due for PCs, Digitel Audio, interactive Television,
and Jury Managemeni System, and contractual expenses for systems
/,‘\ indegration and enhanced records management. Contracts for Court
’ improvement funds and Waeighted Cassload study pending. Jury expenses
‘ |are uncertain., Costs are based on jury trisle heid,
Equipment 763,501 06% [Bae m?ﬁ%mmmwm.m
103,000,
Judiges Relirement 878,381 20% \ due fo of
_ blennium.
AR, Dispule Resolution 40,000 71% |Used for training and travel for Judges and commities 1o provide Allemative
Dispute Resolution. Estimate #t end of blennium ls $25,000,
Budgs' request for 2003-2008 will be reduced 1 20,000,
UND - Cariral Research 80,000 o%
Case information Carryover 350,000 14% 1 AR,
30,878,106 0%
Feuersl Fund Authority 827,081 20% [Anticipate spending &l federsl funds authorized. May need % request
‘ for additional espenditures.
Special Fund Authority 306,220 50% Coordineiing Commities (CSCC) refinancing funds.
Used by Juvenile officers to fund prograine and services, and purchese
supplies for juveniies. Revenue from this source ks unknown due to
changes in federal law, 80 spending has siowed. Neaed funds aveilabie to
fund programe thet will not be avellable from locel CSCCs due to lack of
M¢
Lﬁmrmnmn 428,000 [Ba8ed on review e of February 1, 2003,
JCCIDB_ ,
Salaries, Opersting & E 525,560 A%
; District Clerks -
[ Issleries and Wages 7,132,008 24%| W need io tranefer additional funds from District Appropriation.
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Estimate of Expenditures June 30, 2003

a8 of February 1, {

AR % .
T Gpersiing Bpenses 3,529 26% W nead 1o raneler addilienal funds from Disirict Appropristion of from
[ 00 1%]0e ond Wm:ﬁmmmuibu
of Resiiulion 80,000 100%

10.890,11 2%

Federsl Fund Authorlly 780,000 2% spending ol federal funds suthortoed. Mey need to request
suthorily for additionsl expenciiiures.
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State of Noeth Bakota
OFFICE OF STATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR SUPREME COURT |
| 600'€ Bottorand v Do 80
. GLADOEN Blemerck, MO 58808 0850 |
: STATE OT.U}DRQF ADMINISTRATOR Phone: '(;:)2) 328-4216 ‘
; i Fax: (701) 328-2062
| Fcbruary 6, 2003
T TO: Stephanie Johnson, Legislative Council
) FROM: Ted Gladdegﬁo&
o RE: Detail of Increases in Salary Line Item

Per your request, below is the detail regarding the increases in the salary line item for the
judiciary:

N 8§ 366,654  Judges legislative salary increase for second half of current biennium
S 235,128  Employees legislative increase for second half of current biennium
515,584  Proposed increase for judges and justices for 2003-2005
995,409  Proposed increase for employees per Governor’s recommendation for 2003-2005
658,608  Estimate of annual and sick leave payout upon retirement and step
increases given during current biennium'
$2,771,383  Total Increase in Salary line item |

These are estimates, as some of them are difficult to measure. The salaries and wages line item
calculation is consistent with prior biennial budgets.

Please contact me or Susan with any questions.

'Judicial Personnel System Administration

. All new hires are at entry level,

&J All classified employees are eligible for a step increase of approximately 4-5% every
other year based on successful job performance,.
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v RITTERBUSH - ELLIG - HULSING PC.
LN ARCHITECTS - PLANNERS
i ( , ? 711 RIVERWOOD DRIVE, SUITE |

’ f BISMARCK, NORTH DAKOTA $8504-6220

WILLIAM D, BLLIG, A.LA.
DENNIS R. HULSING, ALA.
JEFFERY L. FEIST, ALA.
IR MERLIN E. RUDRUD, ALA.
(R ROBERT H. RITTERBUSH, A.LA., PE.
B LANE 8, GRUBE
JAMES P. NELSON

October 4, 2002

Mr. Ted Gladden

North Dakota Supreme Court
State Capitol Building
Bismarck, North Dakota 58505

RE: ND Supreme Court Renovations #0227

We have prepared a preliminary estimate of construction and remodeling costs for the
North Dakota Supreme Court Courtroom. This estimate is based on conversation with
the Justices and yoursetf. | had a discussion on September 19" with the North Dakota
Highway Patrol. There were four issues that we discussed:

1. They would like to add sound to the waming lights that are in the Court entryway
and down in their main office. There are times that they cannot see the light.

2. They would like to have some cameras in the courtroom so they could better
. monitor the room.

3. They commented that they do lock the exterior courtroom doors at times. |
‘ discussed with them that for fire safety reasons, thay need to leave the doors
unlocked when the room Is occupled.

4, | discusse the use of a magnetic lock at the head of the two courtroom entrance
doors. These would have card key access.

TELEPHONE: 701.223.7780 + FAX: 701.258.6564
E-MAIL: reh@btinet.net
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We are recommending the number of fixed seats be reduced to 49, Presently, the room
. will seat approximately 61 people. The seating would be as follows: 5 Justices, 6
Attomeys, 2 Clerks, and 38 spectators.

The following estimate includes Architect/Engineering fees and a ten percent
contingency.

The project can be in budget category |, Il and I, if desired.

New adjustable/movabie lectem. a

Close the camera opening and pair: the entire celling.

Refinish attomey bookcase rail.

Refinish the front of the Justice's bench.

Miscellaneous woodworking items, as required.

Lighting the bust of former Chief Justice Erickstad.

Provide a flush floor box for the podium, allowing the podium to be rotated and

moved. Includes power, microphone, data connections, timing lights, etc, for the |

podium. Also provides for additional undefined facilities. |

. Provide rough-in only for future video teleconferencing. Included in conduit to {
|
|
|

|

¢ & 0 0o ¢ o o

judges benches, podium, counsel table, clerk’s desk, and other miscellaneous
8.
) Plush carpeting installed in the courtroom and entrance. (Price includes
carpeting and a high-density rubber pad using a double glue installation).
Wood base (remove existing vinyl base and replace with new wood base).
Wall fabric (remove existing wall fabric and replace with a mohair fabric, similar in
quality to the existing fabric).

Our Opinion of Probable Cost for the above items Is $99,900.00.
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New attomney tables.
New storage cabinet at the Clark's desk.
Miscellaneous woodworking items, as required.

Add microphone capabilities to each of the counsel tables,

Desktop vinyl. *

Theatre roping (reuphoister existing ropes with new mohair fabric).

goumol table chairs: Replace six existing chairs with an ergonomic caster chair

. Court Recorder and Clerk of Court chairs: Replace two existing chairs with an
ergonomic caster chair in leather.

. Modular fumiture: 36 pleces of new modular fumiture covering in a mohair

fabric, similar in quality to the existing fabric. i

Our Opinion of Probable Cost for the above items is $67,000.00

® & & ¢ & 0 9

Electro-magnetic locks with card readers at each entrance door.

Repair the entry ceiling and paint after lighting installation.

Provide dimming for overhead lights above the Justice's bench.

Provide audible alarm indication to the highway patm|’s monitoring desk outside
the courtroom and also in their office a floor below.

Our Opinion of Probable Cost for the above items is $29,100.00.

We do not recommend reupholstering the existing modular fumniture. it would be a stop
gap measure. The chairs life span would be considerably shorter than installing new.

Reuphoister 36 pieces of existing modular furniture (price includes new mohair fabric, a
new Dacron wrap on seats and upholstery labor) - Deduct $19,000.00

Please feel free to contact this office if we may be of further assistance to you, in regard
to this subject.

William D. Ellig, AIA
Ritterbush-Eliig-Hulsing, P.C.
Architects-Engineers
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OFFICE OF 8TATE GOURT ADMINISTRATOR SUPREME COURT
: TED 0. GLADDEN umJ rok us
AT CouRT ADMINISTRATOR " it 5 ;.b:"o
Phone: (701) 32842
Fax: (701) )azo-aooa"
February 10, 2003
TO: Sandy Paulson

FROM: Susan Sj

SUBJECT: Capital Asset Detail

Attached is the detail of the 2005 District budge
: proposed capital asset purchases in the 2003 g
L] N
appropriation. These items were budgeted by the districts, and I contacted them :’or thte detailtof

these items.

I \
have reviewed these cstimates and based on the location and the types of copiers, feel that they

are all reasonable,

' Please call me with any questions,

< e

State of North Bakots
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Location
1 Copy Machine - NW Juvenite Court

2 Copy Machine - SC District Court

3 Copy Machine - NEC District Court

4 Copy Machine - EC District Court

§ Copy Machine - SW District Court

6 Copy Machine - NEC Clerk Office
7 Copy Machine - NW Juvenile Court

Total Proposed Purchases

ND Judisiary
Detail of Capital Assets

Exoianation
7,500 Wil be purchased for Juvenils Court office in Minot.
Estimated purchase price based on estimates receivad from
vendaors based on usage and volume.

8,000 Wil be purchased for District Judge offices in Mandan.
Based on estimate considering usage and volume.

15,000 Wil be purchased for Juvenile Court office in Grand Forks.
Estimate from vendors based on usage and volume.

13,000 Wil be purchased for Fargo District Court office. Estimate
based on purchase of last machine.

10,500 Wil be purchased for Dickinson office to be used by both
District and Juvenile court. includes fax, finisher and sorter.
Thek current copy machine was purchased in 1895. Based
on setimate from vendor, :

15,000 Will be purchased for Clerk of Court office in Grand Forks,
Estimate from vendors based on usage and volume.

Will be purchesed for Juvenile Court office in Wilkiston.
Estimated purchase price based on estimates received for
vendors based on usage and volume.

7&500

7,500

Footnote: per Office Systems inc. an estimate of a Digial Lanier Pholocopier with document feeder, uniimited duplexing,
reduction and enlargement, 4 way paper s.pply, offset sorter with stepling is $12,908,
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State of North Bakota
OFFICE OF STATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR SUPREME COURT
| 600 £ Bou Ny Dcm: 180
B TED O. GLADDEN Blemarek
STATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR Phone: U*)m

; Fax: (701) 320-2062

f

' January 24, 2003

TO:  Representative Bob Skarphol
REbresentative John Wamer

FROM: Tewd
SUBJECT:  Informgtion Request - HB 1002

This memo is in response to questions asked at our appropriation hearing on January 21,
2003. The first attachment relates to questions concerning our IT budget and the breakout by

program areas for the coming biennium.

The second attachment relates to a question raised over indigent defense assignments. 1 am
also including a copy of a memorandum sent to Representative Boehning in response to a question
he had during a judiciary committee hearing as it provides additional data on the indigent defense

program. !

If you have any questions concerning any of the materials, please do not hesitate to contact
Susan Sisk or me.

TGhb ‘
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A Judicial Branch IT Cosis Detail By Category 1/22/2003
- |Gatenery gost
Salaries & Benefits Salories and Benefits for 9 IT positions 919,088
-+ \cludes.
IT - Contractust Services ‘ [ ;
Contracied softwere for me upkeep for Supreme Court
information systems including Demands for Change of Judge; Disipknary Board
System and Dookst system, $ 5,000
Web and Delabase Server maintenance and upgrades related to operating systems
and snhenocements. $ 15,000
WeostLaw & Laxis Legal Ressarch Contracts $ 82,245
Miscellanecus, non-coniract computer/printer repairs thet arise throughout the siate 4
$ 83877
System enhancements o the Juvenile Cass management system $ 15,000
integration projects including
Electronic dekivery of the full text of Protection Orders fo Law Enforoement and
PW‘UOI integration support
S inbe with Human Services Child
(FASCES) , rysem
Electronis transfer and reporting releted to traffic ckations
Data Warshouse axpansion, maintenance and snhancements
Elsctronic transfer of District Court Case information to Surpreme Cour on
0000 appenl , $ 121,634
Continuation of Enhanced Records Management System besed on study currently
under wey . $ 108,708
Business Continulty (Continum of Govemment) $ 66,180
Maintenence contracis for axdeting software and hardware, including such things as: ]
F‘ Software for tape backups; software to replicate databeses for the date warehouse;
“ reporting software for UCIS; Video Conferencing Systems; Juvenile Case
Management System; Help Desk System $ 183851
Total IT - Coniractusl Services $ 631488
1T . Equip under $5,000 _
-Series Server server used to run the siastewide UCIS system. 111,111
Client hardware & upgrades  [Ir purchase of 168 computers for empioyees and 25 other compulers ala  ~
55 hm m.ofwmcyu.momh. Computer purchases are on a 4-year .
) . I;'i repiscement oycle. in addition to replecing computers for employess it includes
‘Cﬂ\alﬂ‘dfl compulers Use for training, in courtroome, for public terminals and the web, Alsu
Aistrcts Inoludes $2,000 for scanner - /L ami
Printers & Upgrades Purchase of approximately 20 printers st a range of $750 - $2,200. includes
for 13 counties to be added to UCIS, 65350 |
CD Rom fowers Setver devioss to maintain the CD-ROM based legal resesrch 5,000
Speciaized Equipment Voics Equipment for ADA compliance 1,300
UPS Power-protection devices for servers 4,500
Phone Systems includes 35,000 Tor SE District for Juveniie office  Jamesiown., 8,000
Totat IT - Equipment under $5,000 528,388
n-mrmsm
WF«; (ITD) . Dﬁ%{-_%w’. gamr@hw(
Deskiop Support stimate D support st 54hvr, |n anticipation of ERP implementation
Systerme Analyel g:mmaomm“ﬁéwppomém i aricipation of ERP | 2424
, In m tation
and miscelianeous needs, plamen 7,640
Programming Estimate of 130 hours [TC Programming at $544w 7,020
o~ Records l.igml. Fee Per ITD - monthly records management fee st $185/month 4,440
| IBM Enterprise Server Use of IBM server for Inverdory, SAMIS, Drivers kcense transactions. Also inciudes
$2,500 increase in inticipation of ERP impiementation, _ 13,600
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Connection Cherges
Diskup User-i0 Based on Usage
Dial-up Long Distance Mm% 3.::
Dedic, T-1 Connedt. Connection for oli B3 counties 1o UGTS, Also Includes fiber connection for Case and '
Device Connect, (WAN) cmymmmmmum—mc«mmwow Sl
VPN and Mo, Viual Privalie Network and Miec, ”‘;
Total IT - Data Processing — .;.m
T - Telephone
{T - Service Fess
Teleph. Sysl. Anslyst Estimete of of 40
usage of islephone analyst >pd 1TH $2,700
%m Estimete of usage of network analyst : $1;L472
Wiring Tech. Fess Estimste for wiring techniolen '
IT - Equipment Charges S0870
MWM Servioe Actual snd articlpated usage besed on ITD raes $59.976
P Actusl and snticipated usage baeed on ITD retes $15.504
— Actusl and anticipsted usage besed on ITD rates 3'705
vmww _ Actusl and anticipated usage based on [TD rates $3,248
e wwmwumnom $2,798
rr- , Calls - Oper. Assist.  |Actusl and usage based on ITD retes _{a"ns
n.m. -~ phohes B e 345‘473.
: county to district In Grand Forke, LAN '
Deviis Lake, cablefrewiring in Wilision, LAN switch in Minot and wh .
replacement for phone system in Blsmarck, cable/rewiring and LAN switch In Valley ‘
h C network switch unaliocated ! $36,501
~ "‘_‘—‘“—*@n Fess & Charges W &SPVt '
\ :wm?‘adwm‘mmwznomudwm.
urrently the judiclery 2 onll phones at 21,2010 for a blennial cost of $11,563
Total IV - T — n
slephone Maroald (TD {esa/more v, $_ 4te10
T Software and Supplies |
Miscellansous technology supplies including diskeftes, tapes, posiage eto '
UCIS Development tocks (Auko-emall documents eic) : 23'&;'8
Sarver Uity software, inckiding prosclive falkure moniiors; emed Fkering capebilly T
Resource/research subsoriptions to Microsoft and cther software vendors : 3;3
momsmmﬁ $ 10'000
Network Licensss for sach FG witin the Judiclel Brandh | s 6705
Offios productivity software such #s Word processing; spreadenasts, power por i '
__ $ 58200
Miscsleneous IT Equipment Under $750, Includes Rems such & pri devioes: =
single-user prinkers; repiscement parts eto. ' '
Total IT- Software and Supplies - wigack—peods Hwts (TD (cContval permonncll) : 233:::32
[
IT - Equipment over $5,000 e System for Nw_‘laﬁa_')ﬁvu e, $ 35,000
——-—-J--u
TOTAL IT CO8TS 3,322,488
* When allocated to 53 counties individual amounts are 2,096, However, total purchase is over $5,000
and should be reciessified to “I1’ Equipment over $5,000°
“TMWBMMSSI.OOO-MMMM“ITEquipmmtworss.ow‘
These two items can be handied by the Judiciary through their ine kem transfer authorty.
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State of North Bakota
OFFICE OF STATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR SUPREME COURT
00 € Routevars Ave bapt 80
" "STATE GOURT ADMINIBTRATOR e ) 00830
Fax: (701) 328-2002
April 21, 2003
!
Representative
Appropriations mmittee
Representative Carlisle:
j f‘“ It seems there is a discrepancy regarding the inclusion of salaries in the IT budgets of the various
D government entities. The Judicial Branch has included salaries in our IT budgets while others may not
Ll have.

The inclusion of salaries takes on a more important role when calculating the proposed 5% reduction in
IT budgets. Currently, the proposed 5% IT budget reduction in HB1002 is based on a general fund IT
budget request of $3,313,988 and is $165,699. When salaries are ¢ .luded, the $% reduction would be

$119,700.

I would ask that, when calculating the reductions, a consistent approach be applied and the reductions
for the HB1002 be based the same factors as other I'T budget reductions.

In regard to a pay increase for Supreme Court Justices and District Judges, I am renewing our request
that whatever increase is provided state employees include Supreme Court Justices and District Judges.

Thank you,
Sincerely,

Sllyeaa

Ted Gladden
ND State Court Administrator.

N : :
{
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State of North Bukots

OFFICE OF STATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR SUPREME COURT
T Ay
600 E Ave Dept 180
Blemarck, ND 58808-0830
Phone: (701) 328-4216
Fax: (701) 328-2002
February 4, 2003
Ted Gladden
State Court Administrator

; Below is the information requested by the House of Representatives Sub-committee regarding the
telephone service utilized by the District Courts.

o Telephone service is being obtained from several different providers. This includes:

o In the counties of Grand Forks, Ramsey, Richland, Barnes, Stark, and Ward, telephone services are
; provided by ITD at a cost of $21.00 per telephone.
S o In the counties of Cass, Williams, Stutsman, Grand Forks (one office only), Ward (one office only),
S telephone services are provided by the county in which the courthouse resides through the county-
ol N owned telephone system. The rates for these services range from $10 to $38 per phone, with the
sl average cost per phone being $21.06. Those locations costing $30 and $38 per telephone and those
looatiomeing serviced by both ITD and the county are being reviewed for possible migration to
AN ITD's ce.
A o Other district court offices have purchased their own phone system. This includes the South

Fo Ceniral Judicial District/Burleigh County. In this location, only the actual line costs for the shared
e lines are paid directly to Qwest.
T B e Service at the Capitol for the Supreme Court and Court Administrative Office is provided by ITD.

Please feel free to contact me with any questions.

Th;y/ou.
Kurt T.S¢hmidt |
ND Judicial Branch

|
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el data is contained below:

L :'y, i, The amount of administrative time spent by attorneys is minimal, Attorneys are required to

Stute of North Bukots

OFFICE OF 8TATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR SUPREME COURT

January 23, 2003 Fax: {701) 828-2002

sentative Randy Bochning

Attached is the data we have compiled for your request of January 17. At this time we have
forty-five (45) firms under contract to provide felony, misdemeanor, and juvenile indigent defense
services in the state. .

Attachment 1 is & spreadsheet with indigent defense data for contract counsel for the first year
of the biennium, July 1, 2001 through June 30, 2002. We will have data for the first six months of
the second year, July 1, 2002 through December 31, 2002, by the end of January. A summary of the

Felony 3,228 5 16,174
o Misdemeanor 3,337 2.7 8,969
& Juvenile 2043 3.1 6331
5 TOTAL 8,608 31,331

complete one report listing the number of hours per case. They must document any travel or
miscellaneous expenses. With the exception of one district, the attorneys are not involved in
designating or "administering” cases. In the South Central district a lead firm is identified on each
of the three contracts. The lead firm is responsible for case assignments, assuring an equitable
rotation. For these services three lead firms receive a total of $865 per month for this administration.

!
|
|

Attachment 2 contains our indigent defense and guardian ad litem expenditures for the | :
1997-1999, 1999-2001, and the first 18 months of the current biennjum.

If you have any questions, or need additional data, please contact me.

GW/cs
Attachment
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. . . ATTACHMENT 2 f
: P\ DISTRICT COURTS i
INDIGENT DEFENSE SUMMARY i
!
3 EXPEND. EXPEND, *EXPEND. :
%‘ DISTRICT 97-99 98 - 01 01-03 ,
i EAST CENTRAL $571,754 $748,089 $875,323 |
i District
i Legal $4,126 $2,250 $0 !
Other $21,258 $1,703 $0
; Juvenile
] Legal ‘ $3,589 $24,895 $13,799
o Guardian Ad Litem Fees $0 $20,637 $83,067
. Other $2,805 $1,438 $2,138
Contract
Legal $539,977 $689,072 $507,024
Other $0,196 $8,403
NORTHEAST CENTRAL $355,518 $424,803 $372,476
District
Legal $1,078 ° $0 $1,097
Other $7,569 $924 $5
Juvenile
Legal _ ‘ $245 $3,483 $0
A Guardian Ad Litem Fees $0 - $10,483 _ $30,585
T Other $e7 $805 $3,586
" Legal $346,560 $396,634 $324,000
Other $12,667 $13,203
NORTHEAST $398,311 $419,158 $330,245
District
Legal $12,104 $7,610 $5,645
Other $14,563 $2,415 $252
Juvenile
Legal $2,746 $10,923 $6,897
Guardian Ad Litem Fees $6,373 $10,824 $6,205
Other $6,920 $5,241 $4,007
Contract |
Legal $355,604 $360,284 $278,151 |
Other $21,959 $29,089 !
....... .~

j ) *PLEASE NOTE THAT THE 01 - 03 EXPENDITURES ARE ONLY THROUGH 12/31/02
+INCLUDES $84,464 REIMBURSED BY HUMAN SERVICES FOR GUARDIAN AD LITEM FEES
++INCLUDES $172,248 REIMBURSED BY HUMAN SERVICES FOR GUARDIAN

AD LITEM FEES 1 1/23/2003
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DISTRICT COURTS
INDIGENT DEFENSE SUMMARY ;
[ EXPEND. | [ EXPEND. | [ “EXPEND |
DISTRICT 97-99 99 - 01 01.03 |
‘ i
NORTHWEST : $441,500 $455,728 $360,188 |
District ;~
j Legal $89,502 $63,776 $16,734 |
S Other $15,028 $9,585 $2,985 i
S Juveniie |
S Legal $86,145 $45,088 $25,054
', Guardian Ad Litem Fees $17,121 $10,288 $15,480
S Other $3,823 $3,622 $2,027
o Lege! $229,050 $331,193 $290,630
Other $2,173 $7.244
SOUTH CENTRAL $776,748 $810,135 $608,708
7 Legsl $19,778 $13,295 $13,130
Other $18,840 $9,242 $1,528
Juvenile |
Legal $1,663 $6,795 $20,736
Guardian Ad Litem "ees $0 $0 $20,098
Other $85 $1,515 $5,382
Contract
Legal $735,380 $778,872 $630,329
Other $416 $7,507
SOUTHEAST $451,593 $502,339 $365,424
.k‘ g District
SRR Legal $59,718 $118,085 $24,079
bt Other $17,659 $10,578 $2,319 ;
Juvenlle
Legal $18,705 $63,456 $16,542
Guardian Ad Litem Fees $24,624 $26,8768 $29,533
Other $6,423 $13,958 $8,567
Contract _ :‘
Legal : $324.463 $265,284 $274,071
Other _ $4,102 $10,313
oo Legad a7
s (O, Wv/ 3!.\,41-\’\
24967

? ‘) *PLEASE NOTE THAT THE 01 - 03 EXPENDITURES ARE ONLY THROUGH 12/31/02
*INCLUDES $84,464 REIMBURSED 8Y HUMAN SERVICES FOR GUARDIAN AD LITEM [-EES
“*INCLUDES $172,248 REIMBURSED BY HUMAN SERVICES FOR GUARDIAN

AD LITEM FEES 2
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| ﬁ DISTRICT COURTS
|; " INDIGENT DEFENSE SUMMARY
EXPEND. EXPEND, *EXPEND.
DISTRICT 97 -99 99 -01 01 -03
SOUTHWEST $213,019 $224,177
Dintrict A $161,447
Legal $2,283 $2,966 $2,6290
Other $7,079 $1,858 $102
Juvenile
Legal $90 $2,605 $2,137
Guardian Ad Litem Fees $7,550 $11,841 $3,687
Other $2,278 $3,336 $1,443
Contract '
Legai - $194,640 $104,640 $145,980
Other $6,930 $5,469
[TOTALS $3,208,408 | - 684,518 | = [ $2,063,778 |
S
g
f
|
) "PLEASE NOTE THAT THE 01 - 03 EXPENDITURES ARE ONLY THROUGH 12/31/02
i *INCLUDES $94,464 REIMBURSED BY HUMAN SERVICES FOR GUARDIAN AD LITEM FEES
| «|NCLUDES $172,248 REIMBURSED BY HUMAN SERVICES FOR GUARDIAN
| AD LITEM FEES 3 1/23/2003 ;
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State of North Bukota

OFFICE OF STATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR SUPREME COURT

. % 1t Floor
' repe.aLaooeN malfmwt NDM”
; STATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR Phone: (701) 3284216
Fax: (701) 328-2002
| Q?’ v
; \qp February 11, 2002
TO:; Representative Svedjan, Chair

House Appropriations Committes

Director of Finan

CT: HB 1045 - Indigcnt DefendeCosts Currently Paid by Counties

TR I testified in front of the Appropriations Committee this morning regarding the cost of Guardians
v ad Litem currently paid by the counties that would be transferred to the state under HB 1045, I

A stated that of the $390,000 in the fiscal note, $56,915 would be paid from the judiciary andthe

b
8 f}ﬁ remainder would be indigent defense costs transferred to the Office of Administrative Hearings |

under HB 1044,

The actual amount that would be paid by the judiciary should be $113,830. The number I gave to
the committee this morming was actually an annual number and needs to be doubled for the

biennium. The cotrect information is as follows:

$113,830 Guardians at Litem (Judiciary)
271,470 Sexual Predator, Mental Iliness and Custody Investigators (OAH)

$391,300 Total Costs per HB 1045

1 have attached the information I gathered from the counties showing these numbers on the
bottom, |

Please call me (328-3509) with any questions.

| |
|
;
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L f‘*
h ND Judiciary
H - Indigent Defense - Assignments Under Contract
| (Does not include assignments outside of contracts)
Ei July 1, 2001 through June 30, 2002 s
f
:
State Average
Number of Hours per Total
Felony 3,228 5 16,140
Misdemeanor 3,337 2.7 9,010
Juvenlle — 2043 3.1 6,333
8,608 31,483
Hours per Working Year 2,006
#FTE's 15.02
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