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2007 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES

Bill/Resolution No. 1002

House Appropriations Committee
Government Operations Division

[] Check here for Conference Committee
Hearing Date: 1/15/07

Recorder Job Number: 1136

Committee Clerk Signature

Minutes:

Chairman Carlson called the budget hearing on House Bill 1002 to order.

Chief Justice Gerald W. VandeWalle spoke in support of the bill.

Sally Holewa, State Court Administrator, gave an overview of the budget process for the
Supreme Court. See attached testimony 1002.1.15.07A.

Vice Chairman Carlisle: Are ail FTEs listed in the budget none of them are listed as optional?
Sally Holewa: Yes they are all in our budget.

Representative Kempenich: Is this voluntary mediation or required?

Sally Holewa: We are looking at sending every case through mediation at first.

Vice Chairman Carlisle: Would there be a reporting system for the mediation cases?
Sally Holewa: We are in the process of developing a way to track custody specific
agreements. As we get the mediation project in place, we would send out performance
measures that would specifically look at what indicator was a satisfactory agreement.
Vice Chairman Carlisle: Is there any opposition to the mediation program?

Sally Holewa: No specific objectives, but the State Bar Association has some concerns.

O Representative Kroeber: Is this based on any other states or projects

Sally Holewa: It is a combination of other mediation projects.
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Vice Chairman Carlisle: Are there other Midwestern states that have this kind of mediation
program?

Sally Holewa: | will have that information for the subcommittee.

Representative Kempenich: How have the Rolette County Clerks been funded up until now?
Sally Holewa: They are contract employees.

Vice Chairman Carlisle: How many counties are still under contract?

Sally Holewa: There are 42 counties that are still under contract. Of those 42, ten still have

the option to become state employees.

Vice Chairman Carlisle: Are the judges still looking for a different salary package other than
the 4 & 4 increase?

Sally Holewa: Yes.

Vice Chairman Carlisle requested a summary of the mediation project for the subcommittee.
Representative Glassheim: Where are the FTEs for the Adult Drug Court in the budget?
Chief Justice VandeWalle: The Department of Corrections has the Drug Court. The treatment

portion is in the Department of Human Services.

Justice Dale V. Sandstrom spoke in support of the bill. See attached testimony 1002.1.15.07B.
Representative Kempenich: Does your IT people go out into the counties?

Justice Dale V. Sandstrom: They try to maintain support from the Bismarck office. They do
have to travel for upgrades on the system.

Representative Kempenich: How will the CJIS System work with your current system?

Justice Dale V. Sandstrom: It should plug in and work correctly.
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Justice May Muehlen Maring spoke in support of the bill. See attached testimony
1002.1.15.07C.

Representative Skarphol: The $200,000 federal grant, had that been received previously?
Justice May Muehlen Maring: We have received this in the past but not that much.
Representative Skarphol: What will you do in the event that this doesn’t go through?

Justice May Muehlen Maring: We will look for money elsewhere. We are pretty confident that

we will get that.

Judge Dougias Herman spoke in support of the bill. See attached testimony 1002,1.15.07D.

Susan Sisk, Director of Finance, spoke in support of the bill. See attached testimony
1002.1.15.07E.

Representative Kempenich: You said that you use bulk ordering to save money. Does that
include IT equipment?

Susan Sisk: We use ITD's contract unless we find it cheaper somewhere else.
Representative Skarphol: Credit cards typically require 4% or some kind of percentage in
fees. Is that the $92,0007

Susan Sisk: Yes.

Representative Skarphol: We don't get better rate than that?

Susan Sisk: We actually get 1.9% and | believe there is a thirty cent transaction fee per item.

So if we say roughly that 10% of everything will be paid by credit card we should be right on.

o Chairman Carlson requested a summary of any programs that have had federal funding in the

past but are now funded by General Funds.
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Ms. Sisk continued her testimony.

Chairman Carlson: How do you know if the counties will allow you to house the offices in their
courthouse?

Susan Sisk: We can’t contract with them until we know whether we are going to get the
money to do so.

Vice Chairman Carlisle: Are there any other bills that will affect your budget?

Susan Sisk: We will provide the subcommittee with that .Iist.

Vice Chairman Carlisle: Does the $82,000 in the salary line include the 4 & 47

Susan Sisk: Yes.

Representative Thoreson: Are you working on a formal proposal for more space?

Chief Justice VandeWalle: Not really. We have claimed all of the space that we have in the
Judicial Wing.

Representative Skarphol: How much space do you have now and how much do you envision
that you will need?

Chief Justice VandeWalle: We have 23,000 square feet now. (poor audio)

Hearing Closed.
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Committee Clerk Signature

Minutes:

Chairman Carlson opened the discussion on House Bill 1002.

Vice Chairman Carlisle handed out amendment 78002.0102.

The changes this amendment makes is adding $2,000 and the 4/4 package to the salary line.
It also removes five FTEs from the mediation project. They will utilize these FTEs through

contract basis.

A motion was made by Representative Thoreson, seconded by Representative Kroeber

and carried by voice vote to adopt amendment 78002.0102 to House Bill 1002.

Vice Chairman Carlisle reviewed the green sheet.

Chairman Carlson: Where are they going to use the digital recorders?

Vice Chairman Carlisle: In the District Courtrooms.

Vice Chairman Carlisle: Sally can you come up and explain number 9 for us?

Sally Holewa: Number nine is our case management replacement. What we are looking for is

‘. $1.275million. That will get us through the first two years of planning for the replacement. The
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planning includes doing analysis for all of our practice and getting bids on a vendor. The
second phase will be the actual purchase of the hardware and software.

Representative Skarphol: What | am assuming is that this is comparable to what we are
doing with the Legislative Assembiy this time.

Chairman Carlson: What | am having trouble with is how do you call it one time funding when
it is just the first planning stage?

Representative Skarphol: That is the first step in any of these major IT projects.

Chairman Carlson: | understand the steps but this is wasted uniess you keep going. So how
do you call it one time funding? | am not blaming you | am just telling you that this is a problem
we have seen in numerous budgets.

Representative Skarphol: The question | really have is not about number nine being one time
but about number eighteen being one time. It says it adds funding for operating costs related to
the enhanced records management system. How are operating costs one time funding?

Sally Holewa: We did not designate that to be one time?

' Representative Skarphol: | would as that if we are going to amend this and | think we should

that we only include the $1.3million and not the $115million.

Representative Thoreson: Who decided that was one time funding?

Sally Holewa: OMB. This however is not actually operating costs like it says on the green
sheet. This is for the purchase of scanners and software that will only be asked for one more

time.

At the request of the committee Don Wolf from Legislative Council read the language that will

be added to most of the budget bills regarding one time funding.
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Vice Chairman Carlisle: Can you also run through number eleven?

Sally Holewa: We are adding and expanding programs.

Representative Thoreson: Number twelve deals with the Minot and Williston drug courts.
Please refresh us, how was the determination made on these locations?

Sally Holewa: They were chosen because we didn’t have a drug court presence there.
Chairman Carlson: Are we expecting a large growth in that cost over time?

Sally Holewa: We have budgeted the same amount for drug court in the last three bienniums.
We did increase it by three percent this biennium because we now have to pay for half of the
attorneys involved in drug court. In the past they were in the indigent defense budget.
Chairman Carlson: How does the Rolette County thing work? (Number 16 on green sheet)
Sally Holewa: From my understanding is some of the larger counties wished to divest
themselves. If the county had five or more employees you had to go state funding, if you had
between one and five it was optional. If you are under one you can't at ali. We pay for services
through contract with those counties that either don’t qualify or have decided not to opt in.
Chairman Carison: So there is a potential of ten more counties becoming state employees.
Who is paying them now?

Sally Holewa: We are paying them.

Chairman Carlson: So we are paying them. Why does go up if we are paying them and now
adding them as a state employee?

Sally Holewa: It goes up because of the benefits and the fact that we only paid one plus a
portion of their other FTE.

Chairman Carlson: What is the liability out there in front of us if they all decide to opt in?
Sally Holewa: | believe there are 32 or 33 more FTEs.

Vice Chairman Carlisle: You still have an $800,000 turn back is that correct?
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Sally Holewa: Yes.

Representative Thoreson: Are there any other bills floating around that would impact this
budget?

Susan Fisk: House Bill 1387. This bill would allow the counties to charge us rent on the office

Space we use.

A motion was made by Representative Kempenich, seconded by Vice Chairman Carlisle
to adopt the amendment regarding one time funding. Motion carried by voice vote with

Representative Glassheim in opposition.

A motion was made by Representative Thoreson, seconded by Vice Chairman Carlisle
for a DO PASS AS AMENDED recommendation to the House Appropriations Full
Committee. The committee vote was 8 Yeas, 0 Nays and 0 Absent and Not Voting. The

bill will be carried by Vice Chairman Carlisle.
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Minutes:

Chm. Svedjan opened the hearing on HB 1002.

Rep. Carlisle motioned to adopt amendment .0103 (Attachment A). Rep. Thoreson
seconded the motion. Rep. Carlisle pointed out that the amendment changes the salary
increases for Supreme Court justices from a 6 percent increase the first year and a 7 percent
increase for the second year of the biennium to providing a $2,000 increase plus a 4 percent
increase, effective July 1, 2007, and a 4 percent increase for the second year of the biennium.
The amendment makes the same type of change for the district court judges. The amendment
removes five of the six FTE position for the mediation pilot project and transfers funding from
the salaries and wages line item to the operating line item.

Rep. Carlisle also reviewed the Department 180 — Judicial Branch budget green sheet. The
only changes to the budget were the changes mentioned in amendment .0103.

Chm. Svedjan: Re: item 9 of the budget — this is a two-phase, one-time, but you're
approaching it as ongoing?

Rep. Skarphol: We are spending some money to make sure we fully understand what's
needed. That will take a substantial amount of time. Once we fully understand what’s needed,
then there will be a request for the development and implementation of that system.

Chm. Svedjan: But you would treat this as ongoing?
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Rep. Skarphol: | would treat this as one-time. It’s just the first phase of the fully implemented
system.

Rep. Catlisle continues his discussion of the executive budget highlights.

Chm. Svedjan: The total adjustment to this budget is $294,000.

Rep. Carlisle: That's correct.

The motion to adopt amendment .0103 carried by voice vote and the amendment was
adopted.

Rep. Carlisle motioned a Do Pass as Amended. Rep. Skarphol seconded the motion.
The motion carried by a roll call vote of 24 ayes, 0 nays and 0 absent and not voting.

Rep. Carlisle was designated to carry the bill.



FISCAL NOTE

Requested by Legislative Councit
03/27/2007

” Amendment to. Engrossed
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.

2005-2007 Biennium 2007-2009 Biennium 2009-2011 Biennium
General |[Other Funds| General |[OtherFunds! Genera! |Other Funds
Fund Fund Fund
Revenues
Expenditures $990,547| $990,547
Appropriations $990,547] $990,547

1B. County, city, and school district fiscal effect: identify the fiscal effect on the appropriate political subdivision.

2005-2007 Biennium 2007-2009 Biennium 2009-2011 Biennium
Schoot School School
Counties Cities Districts | Counties Cities Districts | Counties Cities Districts

2A. Bill and fiscal impact summary: Frovide a brief summary of the measure, inciuding description of the
provisions having fiscal impact (limited to 300 characters).

This bill provides funds for the operation of the Judicial Branch of government. It includes proposed statutory salary
0 changes for judges salaries, The amounts shown above are the proposed judicial salary increases.

B. Fiscal impact sections: Identify and provide a brief description of the sections of the measure which
have fiscal impact. Include any assumptions and comments relevant {o the analysis.

The amended satary increases for judges and justices are $2,000 on July 1, 2007, and an additionat 4% beginning
July 1, 2007 (computed after the $2,000 increase)and 4% beginning July 1, 2008 for a total cost of $990,547.

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

B. Expenditures: Explain the expenditure amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each agency, line
item, and fund affected and the number of FTE positions affected.

The amended salary increases of $2,000 July 1, 2007, 4% on July 1, 2007 and 4% on July 1, 2008 are as follows:

Supreme Court - 5 justices $ 114,600
District Court - 42 judges  $ 875,947

Total Cost $ 990,547
C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each agency
and fund affected. Explain the relationship befween the amounts shown for expenditures and

appropriations. indicate whether the appropriation is also included in the executive budget or relates to a
continuing appropriation. ‘

o The entire cost of the increases are general fund and are included in the judicial budget request.

Name: Susan Sisk IAgency: ND Supreme Court




|Phone Number:

328-3508

[Date Prepared:

03/27/2007




FISCAL NOTE

Requested by Legislative Council
02/14/2007

0 Amendment to: HB 1002

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

2005-2007 Biennium 2007-2009 Biennium 2009-2011 Biennium
General |Other Funds| General |[OtherFunds| General |Other Funds
Fund Fund Fund
Revenues
Expenditures $876,835 $876,835
Appropriations $876,835 $876,835

1B. County, city, and school district fiscal effect: Identify the fiscal effect on the appropriate political subdivision.

2005-2007 Biennium 2007-2009 Biennium 2009-2011 Biennium
School School School
Counties Cities Districts | Counties Cities Districts | Counties Cities Districts

2A. Bill and fiscal impact summary: Provide a brief summary of the measure, including description of the
provisions having fiscal impact (limited to 300 characters).

This bill provides funds for the operation of the Judicial Branch of government. It includes proposed statutory salary
changes for judges salaries. The amounts shown above are the proposed judicial salary increases.

B. Fiscal impact sections: /dentify and provide a brief description of the sections of the measure which
have fiscal impact. Include any assumptions and comments relevant to the analysis.

The amended salary increases for judges and justices are $2,000 on July 1, 2007, and an additional 4% beginning
July 1, 2007 (computed after the $2,000 increase)and 4% beginning July 1, 2008 for a total cost of $876,835.

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

B. Expenditures: Explain the expenditure amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each agency, line
item, and fund affected and the number of FTE positions affected.

The amended salary increases of $2,000 July 1, 2007, 4% on July 1, 2007 and 4% on July 1, 2008 are as follows:

Supreme Court - 5 justices $ 102,503
District Court - 42 judges $ 774,332

Total Cost $ 876,835
C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each agency
and fund affected. Explain the relationship between the amounts shown for expenditures and

appropriations. Indicate whether the appropriation is also included in the execulive budget or relates to a
continuing appropriation.

" The entire cost of the increases are general fund and are included in the judiciai budget request.

Name: Susan Sisk Agency: ND Supreme Court
Phone Number: 328-3509 Date Prepared: 02/14/2007




FISCAL NOTE

Requested by Legislative Council
01/02/2007

BilllResolution No.: HB 1002

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

2005-2007 Biennium 2007-2009 Biennium 2009-2011 Biennium
General Other Funds| General |Other Funds| General |Other Funds
Fund Fund Fund
Revenues
Expenditures $1,171,303 $1,171,303
Appropriations $1,171,303 $1,171,303)

1B. County, city, and school district fiscal effect: /dentify the fiscal effect on the appropriate political subdivision.

2005-2007 Biennium 2007-2009 Biennium 2009-2011 Biennium
School School School
Counties Cities Districts | Counties Cities Districts ;| Counties Cities Districts

2A. Bill and fiscal impact summary: Provide a brief summary of the measure, including description of the
provisions having fiscal impact (limited to 300 characters).

This bill provides funds for the operation of the Judicial Branch of government, it includes proposed statutory salary
changes for judges salaries. The amounts shown above are the proposed judicial salary increases.

B. Fiscal impact sections: /dentify and provide a brief description of the sections of the measure which
have fiscal impact. Include any assumptions and comments relevant to the analysis.

The proposed salary increases for judges and justices are 6% beginning July 1, 2007 and 7% beginning July 1, 2008
for a total cost of $1,171,303.

3. State fiscal effect detail: For information shown under state fiscal effect in 1A, please:

A. Revenues: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each revenue type and
fund affected and any amounts included in the executive budget.

B. Expenditures: Explain the expenditure amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each agency, line
item, and fund affected and the number of FTE positions affected.

The proposed salary increases of 8% and 7% are as follows:

Supreme Court - 5 justices  $ 138,260
District Court - 42 judges $1,033,043

Total Cost $1,171,303
C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each agency
and fund affected. Explain the relationship between the amounts shown for expenditures and

appropriations. Indicate whether the appropriation is also included in the executive budget or relates to a
continuing appropriation.

The entire cost of the increases is general fund and are included in the judicial budget request of $69,468,372.

IName: Susan Sisk IAgency: Supreme Court
L
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Roll Call Vote #:

2007 HOUSE STANDING COMMIT]ﬁﬁLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. j
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Action Taken 'm&’]t/
Motion Made By {9( ) Seconded By /)M ULS(_Q_
Representatives Yos | No Representatives Yes | No
Chairman Al Carlson Vice Chairman Ron Carlisle
Rep Keith Kempenich Rep Bob Skarphoi
Rep Blair Thoreson Rep Eliot Giassheim
Rep Joe Kroeber Rep Clark Williams
— - ¥z}
o7 ﬁ ( G /,2/4/
\ o 4
1
Total Yes (\ No

Absent

Floor Assignment

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

| hime QENSES




78002.0102 Prepared by the Legislative Council staff for
Title. House Appropriations - Government
Fiscal No. 2 Operations

January 24, 2007

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL NO. 1002

Page 2, line 18, replace "580,001" with "544,244"
Page 2, line 22, replace "879,725" with "843,968"
Page 2, line 23, replace "879,725" with "843,968"
Page 2, line 26, replace "5,353,145" with "4,432,566"
Page 2, line 27, replace "3,412,776" with "4,074,644"

Page 3, line 2, replace "10,112,876" with "9,854,165"
Page 3, line 4, replace "9,431,155" with "9,172,444"
Page 3, line 11, replace "10,409,469" with "10,115,001"
Page 3, line 13, replace "11,103,025" with "10,808,557"
Page 3, line 21, replace "7,102,912" with "7,067,155"
Page 3, line 25, replace "9,470,328" with "9,434,571"
Page 3, line 26, replace "9,470,328" with "9,434,571"
Page 3, line 29, replace "42,305,433" with "41,384,854"
Page 3, line 30, replace "14,635,431" with "15,287,299"

Page 4, line 5, replace "59,280,090" with "59,021,379"

Page 4, line 7, replace "57,378,412" with "57,119,701"

Page 4, line 14, replace "67,267,338" with "66,972,870"

Page 4, line 16, replace "69,468,372" with "69,173,904"

Page 4, line 30, replace "six" with "five" and replace "forty-two" with "seventy-eight”
Page 4, line 31, replace "twenty-one" with "eighteen” and replace "five” with "one"

Page 5, line 1, replace "ninety-seven” with "twenty-one”
Page 5, line 2, replace "three” with "twg" and replace "twenty-four” with "sixty-two"

Page 5, line 3, replace "five" with "three" and replace "fifty-seven" with “ninety-two"

Page No. 1 78002.0102



Page 5, line 8, replace "three” with "four", remove "nine", overstrike "hundred”, and replace
"fifty-four” with "seventy-three"

" Page 5, line- 9, replace "eleven" with "eight”
Page 5, line 10, replace "thirty" with "thirty-six"

Page 5, line 14, replace "sixty-three" with "five"

Page 5, line 15, replace "two" with "one" and replace "seventy-eight" with "twenty-six"

i Renumber accordingly

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT:

House Bill No. 1002 - Summary of House Action

. EXECUTIVE HOUSE HOUSE
BUDGET CHANGES VERSION

Supreme Court .

Total all funds $0,470,328 {$35,757) $9,434 571

Less estimated income

General tund $9,470,328 ($35,757) $9,434,571
District Courts

Total afl funds $59,280,090 {$258,711) $59,021,379

Less estimated income 1,901,678 1,901,678

General fund $57,378,412 ($258,711) $57,718,701
Judicial Conduct Commission

Total all funds $717,954 $0 $717,954

Less estimated income 209,356 - 299,356

General fund $418,508 $0 $418 508
Biil Total

Tota! alt fundsd $69,468,372 {$204,468) 569,173,9g:

Less estimated income 2,201,034 2,201,0

" General fund $67.267.338 ($294,468) $66,072.870
House Bill No. 1002 - Supreme Court - House Action
EXECUTIVE HOUSE HOUSE
BUDGET CHANGES VERSION

Salaries and wages $7,102812 ($35,757) $7,067,155
Operating expenses 2,149,185 2,149,185
Capital assets 96,000 96,000
Judges' retirement 122,231 122,231
Total alt funds $9,470,328 ($35,757) $9,434,571
Less estimated income
General fund $9,470,328 {$35,757) $0,434,5M
FTE 4500 0.00 45.00

Dept. 181 - Supreme Court - Detail of House Changes

CHANGES
SALARIES FOR
SUPREME TOTAL
COURT HOUSE
JUSTICES 1 CHANGES
Salaries and wages {$35,757) ($35,757)
Operating expenses
Capital assets
Judges' retirement
Total all funds ($35,757) ($35,757)
Less estimated income
General fund ($35,757) ($35,757)
FTE 0.00 0.00
1 Changes the salary increases for Supreme Court justices from a & percent increase the first year and a 7 percent increase for the second year of
the biennium 1o providing a $2,000 increase plus a 4 percent increase, effective July 1, 2007, and a 4 percent increase for the second year of the

biennium,
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Tha 1able below provides salary informatior for the Supreme Court justices:

2005-07 SALARY
BIENNIUM INCLUDED SALARY AS
’ SALARY N HB 1002 AMENDED
Supreme Courl justices
First year of biennium $103,087 $113,642 $113,578
Second year of bignnium $107,210 $121,597 $118,121
Chief Justice (amount in acdition to justice salary)
First year ol bignnium $3,015 $3,324 $3,262
Second year of biennium $3,136 $3,557 $3,392

House Bill No. 1002 - District Courts - House Action

EXECUTIVE HOUSE HOUSE

BUDGET CHANGES VERSION
Salaries and wages $42,305,433 {$920,579) $41,384,854
Operating expenses 14,635,431 661,868 15,297,200
Capital assets 458,583 458,583
Judges' retirement 703,819 703,818
UND - Central legal research 80,000 80,000
Alternative dispute resolution 20,000 20,000
Mediation 1,076,824 1,076,824
Total all funds $68,280,080 ($258,711) $59,021,379
Less estimated incoma 1,001,678 1,801,678
General fund $57,378,412 {$258,711} $57,119,701
FTE 294,00 (5.00) 289.00

Dept. 182 - District Courts - Detail of House Changes

CHANGES
CHANGES MEDIATION
SALARIES FOR PILOT
DISTRICT PRCJECT TO TOTAL
COURT CONTRACT HOUSE
JUDGES 1 BASIS 2 CHANGES
Salaries and wages ($258,711) ($661,868) {$920,579)
Operating expanses 661,868 661,868
Capital assals
Judges' retirement v
UND - Central legal research
Alternative dispute resolution
Mediation
Total all tunds ($258,711) $0 {$258,711)
Less estimated income
General fund {$258,711) $0 {$258,711)
FTE 0.00 {5.00) {5.00}

1 Changes the salary increases for district court judges from a 6 percent increase the first year and a 7 percent increase for the second year of the
bienmium to providing a $2,000 increase plus a 4 percant increase, effective July 1, 2007, and & 4 percent increase for the second year of the
blennium.

The table below provides salary information for the district court judges:

2005-07 SALARY
BIENNIUM INCLUDED SALARY AS
SALARY IN HB 1002 AMENDED
District court judges
First yoar of biennium $94,298 $103,954 $104,073
Second year of biennium $98.070 $111,230 $108,236
Presiding judges (amount in addition to judges’ salary)
First year of biennium $2,779 $3,063 $3,005
Second year of biennium $2,800 $3,278 $3,126

5]

Ramoves 5 of the 6 FTE positions for the mediation pilot project and transfers funding from the salaries and wages line itam 1o the operating ling
ilem. Contracl mediators will be used for this project rather than adding employees. The one remaining position will serve as the program
coardinator,

The executive budget included 2 new FTE clerk positions for Rolette County which opted to be
state-employed, pursuant to North Dakota Century Code Chapter 27-05.2. The total salaries and wages
for the new positions is $222,677, which is an overall budget increase of $87,626. The clerks were
previously paid $135,051 under a contract basis.
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Date:
Roll Call Vote #:
2007 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTfﬁ?OLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. \O:}v
House Appropriations- Government Operations Committee
[[] Check here for Conference Committee
Legislative Council Amendment Number _7% 06@ . b} O@\
action Taken  00v0N hverdment; oiee 00
Motion Made By _m'() Seconded By KEO
Representatives Yes | No Representatives Yes | No
Chairman Al Carlson Vice Chairman Ron Carlisle
Rep Keith Kempenich Rep Bob Skarphol
Rep Blair Thoreson Rep Eliot Glassheim
Rep Joe Kroeber Rep Clark Williams
A
CNTY N
W A~
S
N

Total Yes

No

Absent

Floor Assignment

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

Q,hcm%w in Brdget




Date: |/30/071

Roll Call Vote #: \

2007 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. 1602,
House Appropriations- Government Operations Committee
[C] Check here for Conference Committee
Legislative Council Amendment Number
Action Taken BQ DCU\% \Q& \M\deé@n
Motion Made By T Hy@__ Seconded By Q}QQ
Representatives Yes .| No Representatives Yes | No

Chairman Al Carlson v Vice Chairman Ron Carlisle | i~

Rep Keith Kempenich v Rep Bob Skarphol v

Rep Blair Thoreson L Rep Eliot Glassheim

Rep Joe Kroeber L Rep Clark Williams 1
Total Yes 2 No @

Absent /)

Floor Assignment

\@Mj ,{'A/e 2

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




| Date: __ 2/ /o7
Roll Call Vote #: __ ")
2007 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. _ /5 2
Committes

House Appropriations Full

] Check here for Conference Committee
Legisiative Council Amendment Number TS00). . O] 3
Action Taken W WM . a3

Motion Made By - &W Seconded By %W

Representatives Yes | No Representatives Yes | No

Chairman Svedjan
Vice Chairman Kempenich
Representative Wald Representative Aarsvold
Representative Monson Representative Guileson
Representative Hawken ‘
Representative Klein
Representative Martinson
Representative Carlson Representative Glassheim
Representative Carlisie Representative Kroeber
Representative Skarphol Representative Williams
Representative Thoreson ' ‘
Reprasentative Poliert Representative Ekstrom
Representative Bellew Representative Kerzman
Representative Kreidt Representative Metcalf
Reprasentative Nalson '
Representative Wieland

Total (Yes) No

Absent

Floor Assignment

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent;
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Date: __ 2 /s 7

Roll Cail Vote #: L2/
AN

2007 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. __ ppr2

House _Appropriations Full Committee

(J Check here for Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number ’7,9.0 2 A0 /IOR

Action Taken [ép %W S M ,,/
Motion Made By /ﬁ/‘//‘ﬂ,{ Seconded By /A o giit

Representatives Yos /| No Representatives Yos | No

Chairman Svedjan v,
Vice -Chairman Kempenich ./
Representative Wald v/ , Representative Aarsvold v
Representative Monson v, Representative Guileson N
Representative Hawkan v ,
Representative Klein NS
Representative Martinson v
Representative Carlson v Representative Glassheim N ’
Representative Carlisle v, Representative Kroeber N
Representative Skarphol NS Representative Williams N4
Representative Thoreson o ' ‘
Representative Pollert e Representative Ekstrom N ,’
Representative Bellew N Representative Kerzman e
Representative Kreidt N Representative Metcalf N
Representative Nelson S '
Representative Wieland N4

Total  (Yes) 24 No /2

Absent y

Floor Assignment /d/ufw/f_/

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




REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) Module No: HR-24-2802
February 10, 2007 8:06 p.m. Carrier: Carlisie
Insert LC: 78002.0103 Tltle: .0200
REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE

HB 1002: Appropriations Committee (Rep. Svedjan, Chairman) recommends
AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends DO PASS
(24 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). HB 1002 was placed on the
Sixth order on the calendar.

Page 2, line 18, replace "580,001" with "544,244"

Page 2, line 22, replace "879,725" with "843,968"

Page 2, line 23, replace "879,725" with "843,968"

Page 2, line 26, replace "5,353,145" with "4,432,566"

Page 2, line 27, replace "3,412,776" with "4,074,644"

Page 3, line 2, replace "10,112,876" with "9,854,165"

Page 3, line 4, replace "9,431,155" with "9,172,444"

Page 3, line 11, replace "10,409,469" with "10,115,001"

Page 3, line 13, replace "11,103,025" with "10,808,557"

Page 3, line 21, replace "7,102,912" with "7,067,155"

Page 3, line 25, replace "9,470,328" with "9,434,571"

Page 3, line 26, replace "9,470,328" with "9,434,571"

Page 3, line 29, replace "42,305,433" with "41,384,854"

Page 3, line 30, replace "14,635,431" with "15,297,299"

Page 4, line 5, replace "59,280,090" with "59,021,379"

Page 4, line 7, replace "57,378,412" with "57,119,701"

Page 4, line 14, replace "67,267,338" with "66,972,870"

Page 4, line 16, replace "69,468,372" with "69,173,904"

Page 4, line 30, replace "six" with "five" and replace "forty-two" with "seventy-eight”

Page 4, line 31, replace "twenty-one” with "eighteen” and replace "five" with "one”

Page 5, line 1, replace "ninety-seven” with "twenty-one"

Page 5, line 2, replace "M" with "two" and replace "twenty-four" with "sixty-two”

Page 5, line 3, replace "five” with "three" and replace "fifty-seven” with "ninety-two"

Page 5, line 8, replace "three" with "four’, remove "nine", overstrike "hundred”, and replace
"fifty-four” with "seventy-three”

Page 5, line 9, replace "eleven” with "eigh "

-'.
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) Module No: HR-24-2802
February 10, 2007 8:06 p.m. Carrier: Carlisle
Insert LC: 78002.0103 Title: .0200

Page 5, line 10, replace "thirty" with "thirty-six"

Page 5, line 14, replace "sixty-threg” with "five"
Page 5, line 15, replace "two" with "one" and replace "seventy-eight" with "fwenty-six"
Page 5, after line 18, insert:

"SECTION 8. ONE-TIME FUNDING - EFFECT ON BASE BUDGET -
REPORT TO SIXTY-FIRST LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. The total general fund
appropriation line item in section 3 of this Act includes $1,490,750 for the one-time
funding items identified in this section. This amount is not a part of the agency's base
budget to be used in preparing the 2009-11 executive budget. The supreme court shall
report to the appropriations committees of the sixty-first legistative assembly on the use
of this one-time funding for the biennium beginning July 1, 2007, and ending June 30,

2009.

Enhanced records management system $115,750
Unified case management system 1,375,000
Total $1,490,750"

Renumber accordingly

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT:

House BIll No. 1002 - Summary of House Actlon

EXECUTIVE HOUSE HOUSE
BUDGET CHANGES VERSION

Supreme Cour!

Total ail funds $9,470,328 {$35,757) $9,434,571

Less estimated income

General fund $9,470,328 {$35,757) $9,434,571
District Courts

Total all funds $59,280,090 {$258,711) $59,021,379

Less estimated income 1,801,678 - 1,901,678

General fund 557‘3?8.,4@ ($258,711) $57,119,701
Judicial Conduct Commission

Total all funds $717,954 $0 $717,954

t @55 estimated income 209,355 289,366

General fund $218,508 $0 $418,598
Bill Total

Total all funds $69,468,372 ($294,468) $69,173,904

Lass astimated incoma 2,201,034 - 2,201,034

General fund $67,267,338 ($294,468) $66,972,870

House Bill No. 1002 - Supreme Court - House Action

EXECUTIVE HOUSE HOUSE

BUDGET CHANGES VERSION
Salaries and wages $7,102,912 ($36,757) $7,067,155
Operating expenses 2,149,185 2,149,185
Capilal assets 96,000 96,000
Judges’ retirement 122,231 122231
Total all funds $0,470,328 ($35,757) $9,434,571
Less estimated income
General fund $9,470,328 ($35,757) $9,434,571

(2) DESK, (3) COMM Page No. 2 HA-24-2802




REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410)

February 10, 2007 8:06 p.m.

FTE 45.00

Module No: HR-24-2802
Carrier: Carlisle
Insert LC: 78002.0103 Title: .0200

¢.00 45.00

Dept. 181 - Supreme Cecurt - Detall of House Changes

TOTAL
HOUSE
CHANGES

{$35,757)

{$35,757)

CHANGES
SALARIES FOR
SUPREME
COURT
JUSTICES 1
Salaries and wages ($35,757}
Operating expenses
Capital assets
Judges' retirement
Total all funds {$35,757)
Less estimated income
General fund ($35,757)
FTE 0.00

{$35,757)
0.00

1 Changes the salary increases for Supreme Court justices fram a 6 percent increase tha first year and a 7 percent increase for the sacond year of
the hiennium to praviding a $2,000 increase plus & 4 percent increase, effective July 1, 2007, and a 4 percant increase for the second year of the

bisnnium,

The table below provides salary information for the Supreme Court justices:

2005-07 SALARY
BIENNIUM INCLUDED SALARY AS
SALARY IN HB 1002 AMENDED
Supreme Cour! justices
First yaar of biennium $103,087 $113,642 $113,578
Sacond year of biennium $107,210 $121,597 $118,121
Chiet Justice {amount in addition 1o justice salary)
First year of biennium $3,015 $3,324 $3,262
Second year of biennium $3,136 $3,557 $3,302

House BIIl No. 1002 - District Courts - House Action

EXECUTIVE

BUDGET
Salaries and wages $42,305,433
Operating expenses 14,635,431
Capital assets 458,583
Judges' retirement 703,819
UND - Central legal research 80,000
Alternative dispule resolution 20,000
Mediation 1,076 824
Total all funds $59,280,000
Less estimated income 1,801,678
General fund $57.378,412
FTE 294,00

Dept. 182 - District Courts - Detall of House Changes

CHANGES
SALARIES FOR
BISTRICT
COURT

JUDGES 1

Salaries and wages {$258,711)

Operating expenses

Capital assets

Judges' retirement

UND - Central legal research

Alternative dispule resotution

(2} DESK, {3) COMM

HOUSE HOUSE
CHANGES VERSION
{$820,576) $41,384,854
661,868 15,297,299
458,563
703,819
80.000
20,000
1,076,824
{$258,711) $59,021,379
1,001,678
{5258,711) $57,118,701
{5.00) 289.00
CHANGES
MEDIATION
PILOT
PROJECT TO TOTAL
CONTRACT HOUSE
BASIS 2 CHANGES
{$661,868) ($820,579)
661,868 861,868

Page No. 3 HR-24-2802




Module No: HR-24-2802
Carrier: Carlisle
Insert LC: 78002.0103 Title: .0200

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410)
February 10, 2007 8:06 p.m.

Madiation
Total ail funds ($258,711} $0 ($258,711)
Less estimated income
General fund ($258,711) $0 ($258,711)
FTE 0.00 {5.00) (5.00}

1 Changes the salary increases for district court judges from a 6 percent increase the first year and a 7 percent increase for the second year of the
biannium to providing a $2,000 increase plus a 4 percent increase, effective July 1, 2007, and a 4 percent increase for the second year of the

bisnnium.

The table below provides salary information for the district court judges:

2005-07

SALARY

BIENNIUM INCLUDED SALARY AS
SALARY IN HB 1002 AMENDED
District coun judges
First year ot biennium $04,208 $103,954 $104,073
Second year of biennium $98,070 $111,230 $108,236
Presiding judgss {amount in addition to judges' salary)
First yaar of biennium $2,779 $3,063 $3,005
Second year of biennium $2.890 $3.278 $3.126

2 Removes § cof the 6 FTE positions for the mediation pilot project and transfers funding from the salaries and wages line item 10 the operating line
item. Contract mediators will be used for this project rather than adding employees. The one remaining position will serve as the program

coordinator.

The executive budget included 2 new FTE clerk positions for Rolette County which opted to be
state-employed, pursuant to North Dakota Century Code Chapter 27-05.2. The total salaries and wages
tor the new positions is $222,677, which is an overall budget increase of $87,626. The clerks were
previously paid $135,051 under a contract basis.

{2) DESK, (3) COMM Page No. 4 HR-24-2802
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2007 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES

Bill/Resolution No. 1002
Senate Appropriations Committee
[] Check here for Conference Committee
Hearing Date: 02-23-07

Recorder Job Number: 3758
/ .

C ittee Clerk Si t .
ommittee Clerk Signature 22 é ; f )IZﬂH
g

Minutes:

Chairman Holmberg opened the hearing on HB 1002 at 8:30 am on February 23, 2007
regarding the Judicial Branch.

Chief Justice Gerald W. VandeWalle of the Supreme Court presented written testimony (1)
and oral testimony in support of HB 1002. His testimony included information regarding the
Family Court Project, using contract peapie to work on this project, and stated the money is in
a line item to fund this project. When it comes to family law, regarding child custody issues, he
stated he was not so sure the adversary system works. We need a mediation system that will
work. The custody and visitation of children becomes an issue and there is already a problem
and then we bring the parents into Court if they have been unable to settle it themselves and
put them before the Judge, so the mediation project is an attempt to meet the needs of the
children. We hope you will support it. We don't know if it will work, but we have to try
something.

Chairman Holmberg stated he hoped' the testifiers would identify whether the money has
already been put in the bill and they are asking us to leave it there or if it new appropriations.
Chief Justice VandeWalle stated there are only two areas where they are asking to add
money over what the House added: 1. an error was made in calculation in the salary line item

because of changes that were made and they didn't compound it the second year of the
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Senate Appropriations Committee
Bill/Resolution No. 1002

Hearing Date: 02-23-07

0 biennium and #2. A technical error that will be addressed later in this testimony today. He
stated both mediation and technology are already in this bill we are just trying to support them
on this side.

Chairman Holmberg asked if OMB agrees with the assessment regarding the technical error
in the line item. He was informed that when the House changed the salary they gave a flat
$2,000.00 raise and they didn’t carry the necessary money over for the 2" year of the
biennium to support that. Susan will explain it better. Chairman Hoimberg stated we want to
make sure everyone is on board. Chief Justice introduced Sally Holewa, the new Court
Administrator.

Sally Holewa, State Court Administrator gave an overview of the budget (A) of testimony
#1. Her testimony included FTE requests, Contract for services, Guardian ad Litem Project,

o and contracts for Juvenile Court services.

Chairman Holmberg had questions regarding the data for weighted case load for judges in
the northwest, southwest and south central and asked if she could provide the subcommittee
with the weighted case loads for all of the districts. He also asked if all of them are in the minus
or are there some that indicate a surpius.

Sally Holewa stated there are two that are slightly over; the East Central which is generally
the Fargo area under by 1.97; the South Central which is the Bismarck area is 1.29 short;
South East which is the Wahpeton area is 1.25 shortage; North West which is in the Minot
area is .84 shortage; the South West which is the Dickinson area is .17 short. When you look
at the overages the North East Central which is the Grand Forks area shows an overage of
1.10; the North East which is the area north of Grand Forks including Pembina, Caviler, Devils

" Lake and Grafton area is .28 overage. These are all two year averages.
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Senate Appropriations Committee
Bill/Resolution No. 1002

Hearing Date: 02-23-07

0 Senator Christmann asked if the 6 positions are in the budget as it came from the House. He
was told yes. He asked about the 42 counties that provide clerk of court services, and what the
other 11 counties do.

Sally Holewa stated they now have 11 state employees, clerks of court offices, and under the
statute if you have more than 4 employees you had to be state employees and that transfer
took place in 2001. She continued to explain the process regarding this matter.
Dale V Sandstrom, Justice Supreme Court gave oral testimony regarding the information
Technology Activities and Enhancements (B) of written testimony #'1, stating all of these have
been approved by the House. He gave an overview of the technology tools that the
Department is requesting. They are as follows:

1. The Unified Court Information System (UCIS) Replacement.

0 2. Enhanced Records Management System.

3. Interactive Television.

4. Digital Audio Recording.

5. Data Sharing.

6. Supreme Court Website.

7. IT Services.
Senator Christmann asked when they do these technology projects and we get a district
judge elected that has no technology background, who does ali the training so they can keep
up with it once you have made it highly technical. He was told they have technology staff that
train people, however, the newer judges all seem to be very technology orientated. All court

and legal business has changed so dramatically on the technological side but we do have

“ training for those folks.
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Senate Appropriations Committee
Bill/Resolution No. 1002

Hearing Date: 02-23-07

0 Senator Mathern had questions concerning the request for proposals during the next
biennium. He was told it is hard to know because we don't know where technology is going.
Chairman Holmberg asked how their IT, or what the department produces, how that
interfaces with collectors of that information, like Thompson, or some of these other
companies. He asked how they access that.

Justice Dale Sandstrom stated that the Clerk’s office has an ongoing relationship with
Thompson West in the information is transmitted electronically. We also put the data on the
website so everyone can get the decisions the Court has rendered the day the notice is issued
s0 we have a subscriber list of about 1,900 people who get pre-email notices when they're
linked to the documents.

Judge Douglas Herman, Fargo, Fargo, ND gave oral testimony in support of Salary

" Increases (C ) in testimony #1 and asked for adding another $2000 equity adjustment in the
second year of the biennium. This is in addition to what we were provided in the House.
Although this will not achieve absolute parity it will get us close. He compared their parity with
South Dakota and shared the gap that exists between our state and South Dakota.

Senator Mathern asked if they made this request to the House in the second year.

Judge Douglas Herman stated they made the request for the 6% and 7% and just that
morning they had gone ahead with the 4 and 4 plus the equity adjustment.

Senator Mathern had questions regarding the 6% and the 4 and 4.

Chairman Holmberg had questions regarding the $10 million equity adjustment and if court
employees qualify for that $10 million. He was told they do not.

Senator Krebsbach asked if Judge Herman had information regarding the average income of

o an attorney in North Dakota and how they compare to other states. She was informed that the
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Senate Appropriations Committee
Bill/Resolution No. 1002

Hearing Date: 02-23-07

information was provided on their disc that was provided to the committee earlier and in their
testimony pages 45 and 50.
Sally Holewa shared information regarding attorney salaries in North Dakota.
Susan Sisk, Director of Finance gave oral testimony to support the Detailed Budget (D) in
written testimony #1. They are as follows:

1. Salaries and Benefits.

2. Operating Expenses

3. Capital assets

4. Mediation Pilot Project.

5. Judge Retirement (Chapter 27-17 Old Retirement system)

6. Judicial Conduct Commission and Disciplinary Board.
She stated they are requesting an additional six FTE's. One of these positions is for the
mediation pilot project, and the cost is included in that line item. The other five positions are a
juvenile officer, a law clerk, a half time referee, the other half of the Director of Finance
position, and two clerk positions in Rolette County. She stated they will be back next biennium
regarding the UCIS replacement.
Chairman Holmberg stated there is a subcommittee appointed and they are: Senator
Christmann (Chairman) and Senators Kilzer and Tallackson.
Senator Grindberg had questions regarding the Judge’s retirement amount on page 6 of
testimony. There was further discussion regarding that issue.
Senator Holmberg stated the subcommittee will be contacting them when they meet. Hearing

no further testimony the hearing on HB 1002 closed.
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Chairman Holmberg opened the hearing on HB 1002.

Senator Christmann discussed concerns under dept. 181 and 182. He then introduced HB 1002
discussing the significant changes in funding that had come from the House, the increase of the 4/4 and
equity increases, the medical pilot project that was originally in the Governor’s budget.

Senator Christmann moved a do pass on the amendment, seconded by Senator Wardner. There was an
oral vote resulting in a do pass on the amendment. '

Senator Christmann moved a do pass as amended, Senator Fischer seconded. A roll call vote was taken
resulting in 13 yes, O no and 1 absent. The motion passed and Senator Tallackson will carry the bill.

Chairman Holmberg closed the hearing on HB 1002.
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Title.0300 Senator Christmann
Fiscal No. 1 March 22, 2007 //
N7
37
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED HOUSE BILL NO. 1002 / 04’7

Page 2, line 18, replace "544,244" with "556,341"
Page 2, line 22, replace "843,968" with "856,065"
Page 2, line 23, replace "843,968" with "856,085"
Page 2, line 26, replace "4,432,566" with "5,196,049"
Page 2, line 27, replace "4,074,644" with "3,412,776"
Page 2, line 29, replace "(2,952)" with "(101,022)"

Page 3, line 2, replace "9,854,165" with "9,857,710"
Page 3, line 4, replace "9,172,444" with "9,175,989"
Page 3, line 11, replace "10,115,001" with "10,130,643"
Page 3, line 13, replace "10,808,557" with "10,824,199"
Page 3, line 21, replace "7,067,155" with "7,079,252"
0 Page 3, line 25, replace "9,434,571" with "9,446,668"
Page 3, line 26, replace “9,434,571" with "9,446,668"
Page 3, tine 29, replace "41,384,854" with "42,148,337"
Page 3, line 30, replace "15,297,299" with "14,635,431"

Page 4, line 1, replace "703,819" with "605,749"

Page 4, line 5, replace "59,021,379" with "59,024,924"
Page 4, line 7, replace "57,119,701" with "57,123,246"
Page 4, line 14, replace "66,972,870" with "66,988,512"
Page 4, line 16, replace "69,173,904" with "69,189,546"

Renumber accordingly

Page No. 1 78002.0201




STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT:

House Bill No. 1002 - Summary of Senate Actlon

EXECUTIVE HOUSE SENATE SENATE
BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION
Supreme Court
| Total all funds $9,470,328 $9,434,571 $12.097 $0,446,668
{ess estimated income
General fund $9,470,328 $9,434,571 $12,097 $0,446,668
]
| District Courts
I Total all funds $59,280,090 $50,021,379 $3,545 $50,024,924
. Lass estimatad incoma 1,801,678 1,801 678 1,901,678
i General fund $57,376,412 $57.718,701 $3,545 $57,123,738
Judicial Conduct Commission
Toial at funds $717,954 $717,954 $0 $717,954
Less estimated income 299 356 299,356 205,356
General fund $478 558 $418,508 $0 $418,508
Bill Total
Total all funds $69,468,372 $69,173,904 $15,642 $69,189.ga46
Less estimated income 2,201,034 2,201,034 2,201,034
General fung $67,267,338 $66,972,570 $15,642 $66,088,512
House BIll No. 1002 - Supreme Court - Senate Action
EXECUTIVE HOUSE SENATE HOUSE
BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION
Salaries and wages $7.102912 $7,067,155 $12,097 $7.079,252
Operating expenses 2,149,185 2,149,185 2,149,185
Capital assets 95,000 86,000 98,000
Judges' retirement 122,231 122,231 122,231
Total all funds $9.470,328 $9,434 571 §12.007 $9,446,668
Less estimated incoma
General fund 0,470,328 $9,434,571 $12,007 $9,446,668
FTE 45.00 45.00 0.00 45,00

Dept. 181 - Supreme Court - Detall of Senate Changes

CHANGES
SALARIES FOR
SUPREME TOTAL
COURT SENATE

JUSTICES 1 CHANGES
Salaries and wages $12,097 $12,097
Operating expenses
Capital assets
Judges' retirament
Total all funds $12,097 $12,007
Less estimated income
General fund $12,097 $12,097
FTE 0.00 0.00

! Changes the salary increases for Supreme Court justices to reflect the cost of funding the second year of the $2,000 salary increase pravided

effactive July 1, 2007,

The table below providas salary information for tha Suprems Court justices:

2005-07 SALARY
BIENNILM INCLUDED
SALARY IN HB 1002
Supreme Court justices
First year of bisnnium $103,087 $113,642
Second year of bisnnium $107,210 $121,597
Chiat Justice (amount in addition 1o justice salary)
First year of biennium $3,015 $3.324
Seccnd year of biennium $3,136 $3,557

House Bill No. 1002 - District Courts - Senate Actlon

EXECUTIVE HOUSE SENATE
BUCGET VERSION CHANGES

Saiaries and wages $42,305,433 $41,384,854 $763,483
Operating expenses 14,635,431 15,287,209 (661,868)

Page No. 2

SALARY SALARY
INCLUDED IN INCLUDED IN
HOUSE SENATE
VERSION VERSION
$113,578 $113,578
$118.121 118,121
$3,262 $3,262
$3,392 $3,392
SENATE
VERSION
$42,148,337
14,635,431
78002.0201
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Capital agsats 458,583 458,583 458,683
Judges' retirement 703,819 703,819 {98,070} 605,749
UND Central Legal Research 80,000 80,000 80,000
Alternative dispute rasolution 20,000 20,000 20,000
Mediation 1,076,824 1,076,824 1,076,824
Total all funds $59,280,000 $59,021,379 $3,645 $50,024,924
Less eslimated income 1,901,678 1,901,678 1,901,678
General fund $57,378,412 $57.118,701 $3,545 $67,123,248
FTE 264.00 280.00 0.00 288.00
Dept. 182 - District Courts - Detall of Senate Changes

CHANGES

THE ADJUSTS
SALARIES FCR FUNDING FOR CECREASES
DISTRICT MEDIATION FUNDING FOR TOTAL
COURT PILOT JUDGES' SENATE

JUDGES ! PROJECT 2 RETIREMENT 3 CHANGES
Salaries and wages $101,6185 $661,868 $763,483
Operating expenses (661,868) (661,868)
Capital assets
Judges’ retirement ($98,070} (98,070)
UND Gentral Legal Research
Alternative dispute resolution
Mediation
Total all funds $101,615 $0 (398,070} $3,545
Less estimated income
Genaral fund $101,615 $0 ($98,070) $3,545
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

1 S:hlamges the salary increases for district court judges to reflect the cost of funding the secand year of the $2,000 salary increase provided eflective
uly 1, 2007.

2 This amendmant adjusts funding for the mediation pilot project. The total funding for the mediation pilat project, including salaries and wages and
operations, are included in a saparate line item. This amendment continues the Housa change to provide for contract mediatars rather than FTE
positions.

3 The Senate adjusted the funding needed for judges' retiremant due to a qualifying judgs recently passing away.

The table below provides salary information for the district court judges:

SALARY SALARY
2005-07 SALARY INCLURED IN INCLUDED IN
BIENNIUM INCLUDED IN HOUSE SENATE
SALARY HB 1002 VERSION VERSION
District court judges
First year of biernnium $04,208 $103,954 $104,073 $104,073
Second year of bignnium $98,070 $111,230 $108,236 $108,238
Presiding judges (amount in addition to judges’ salary)
First year of biennium $2.779 $3,063 $3,005 $3,005
Secend year of hiennium $2.800 $3,278 $3,126 $3,126

Page No. 3 78002.0201



Date:
Roll Call Vote #:

2007 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILLURESOLUTIONNO. /p5 57—

Senate _Appropriations Committee

[] Check here for Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number

Action Taken 7770 A< Q/ﬂt’/zd . ﬁ%(

Motion Made By / %ﬁ% Seconded By f = 0% ey~

Senators Yes | No Senators Yes | No
rd

Senator Ray Holmberg, Chrm /| Senator Aaron Krauter v
Senator Bill Bowman, V Chrm / Senator Elroy N. Lindaas v/
Senator Tony Grindberg, VChrm | Senator Tim Mathern v
Senator Randei Christmann v Senator Larry J. Robinson v
Senator Tom Fischer S Senator Tom Seymour o
Senator Ralph L. Kilzer [ Senator Harvey Tallackson | .
Senator Karen K. Krebsbach v
Senator Rich Wardner v

Total  (Yes) /3 No

7
Absent /

Floor Assignment % / / 45%&#@

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




REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) Module No: SR-56-6156
March 26, 2007 B:55 a.m. Carrler: Tallackson
Insert LC: 78002.0201 Title: .0300
REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE

HB 1002, as engrossed: Appropriations Committee (Sen. Holmberg, Chairman)
recommends AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends
DO PASS (13 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 1 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). Engrossed HB 1002
was placed on the Sixth order on the calendar.

Page 2, line 18, replace "544,244" with "556,341"

Page 2, line 22, replace "843,968" with "856,065"

Page 2, line 23, replace "843,368" with "856,065"

Page 2, line 26, replace "4,432,566" with "5,196,049"

Page 2, line 27, replace "4,074,644" with "3,412,776"

Page 2, line 29, replace "(2,952)" with "(101,022)"

Page 3, line 2, replace "9,854,165" with "9,857,710"

Page 3, line 4, replace "9,172,444" with "9,175,989"

Page 3, line 11, replace "10,115,001" with "10,130,643"

Page 3, line 13, replace "10,808,557" with "10,824,199"

Page 3, line 21, replace "7,067,155" with "7,079,252"

Page 3, line 25, replace "9,434,571" with "9,446,668"

Page 3, line 26, replace "9,434,571" with "9,446,668"

Page 3, line 29, replace "41,384,854" with "42,148,337"

Page 3, line 30, replace "15,297,299" with "14,635,431"

Page 4, line 1, replace "703,819" with "605,749"

Page 4, line 5, repiace "59,021,379" with "59,024,924"

Page 4, line 7, replace "57,119,701" with "57,123,246"

Page 4, line 14, replace "66,972,870" with "66,988,512"

Page 4, line 16, replace "69,173,904" with "69,189,546"

Renumber accordingly

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT:

House Bill No. 1002 - Summary of Senate Action

EXECUTIVE HOQUSE SENATE SENATE
BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION

Supreme Court
Total ali funds $9,470,328 $9,434,571 $12,097 $9,446,668

Less estimated income

(2) DESK, (3) COMM Page No. 1 SR-56-5156



REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410)
March 26, 2007 8:55 a.m.

Module No: SR-56-6156

General fund $9,470,328 $9,434,571 $12,097 $9,446,668
District Courts

Total all funds $59,280,090 $59,021,379 $3,545 $59,024,924

Less estimated income 1,901,678 1,901,878 1,801,678

General fund $57,378,412 $57,119,701 $3,545 $57,123,246
Judicial Conduct Commission

Total alt funds $717,954 $717,654 $0 §717,954

Less estimated income 299,356 209,356 209,356

General fund $4718,508 $415,508 $0 $418,588
Biil Total

Total ail funds $60,468,372 $69,173,904 $15,642 $69,189,548

Less estimated income 2,201,034 2,201,034 - 2,201,034

General fund $67,267,338 $68,972,870 $15,642 $66,988,512
House Bill No. 1002 - Supreme Court - Senate Action

EXECUTIVE HOUSE SENATE HOUSE
BUDGET VERSION CHANGES VERSION

Salaries and wages $7,102,912 $7,067,155 $12,097 $7,079,252
Operating expenses 2,149,185 2,145,185 2,149,185
Capital assets 95,000 96,000 96,000
Judges' retirement 122,231 122,231 122,231
Total all funds $9,470,328 $9,434 571 $12,097 $0,446,668
l.ess estimated income
General fund 9,470,328 $9,434,571 $12,0987 $9,446,668
FTE 45.00 45.00 0.00 45.00

Dept. 181 - Supreme Court - Detail of Senate Changes

CHANGES
SALARIES FOR
SUPREME TOTAL
COURT SENATE
JUSTICES 1 CHANGES
Salaries and wages $12,097 $£12,097
Onperating expenses
Capital assets
Judges' retirement
Total all funds $12,097 $12,097
Less estimated income
General fund $12,087 $12,097
FTE 0.00 0.00

Carrier: Tallackson
Insert LC: 78002.0201

Title: .0300

1 Changes the salary increases for Supreme Court justices to reflect the cost of funding the second year of the $2,000 salary increase provided

effective July 1, 2007.

The table below provides salary information for the Supreme Court justices:

2005-07
BIENNIUM
SALARY
Supreme Court justices
First year of biennium $103,087
Second year of biennium $107,210
Chief Justice {amount in addition to justice salary)
First year of biennium $3,015
Seccnd year of biennium $3,136

SALARY
INCLUDED
IN HB 1002

$113,842
$121,597

$3,324
$3,557

House BIll No. 1002 - District Courts - Senate Actlon

EXECUTIVE
BUDGET

HOUSE
VERSION

(2) DESK, {3) COMM

SENATE
CHANGES

Page No. 2

SALARY
INCLUBED IN
HOUSE
VERSION

$113,578
$118,121

$3,262
$3,302

SENATE
VERSION

SALARY
INCLUBED IN
SENATE
VERSION

$113,578
118,121

$3,262
$3,392

SR-56-6158




REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410)
March 26, 2007 8:55 a.m.,

Module No: SR-56-6156
Carrier: Tallackson
Insert LC: 78002.0201 Title: .0300

Salaries and wages $42,305,433 $41,384,854 $763,483 $42,148,337
Operaling expenses 14,635,431 15,297,299 (661,868) 14,635,431
Capital assets 458,583 458,583 458,583
Judges' retirement 703,819 703,819 {98,070) 605,749
UND Central Legal Research 80,000 . 80,000 80,000
Alternative dispute resolution 20,000 20,000 20,000
Mediation 1,076,824 1,076,824 1,076,824
Total alf funds $59,280,090 $59,021,379 $3,545 $508,024,824
Less estimated income 1,901,678 1,901,678 1,901,678
General fund §57.378,412 $57,119,701 $3,545 $57,123,246
FTE 294.00 285.00 0.00 289.00
Dept. 182 - District Courts - Detall of Senate Changes

CHANGES

THE ADJUSTS
SALARIES FOR FUNDING FOR DECREASES
DISTRICT MEDIATION FUNDING FOR TOTAL
COURT PILOT JUDGES' SENATE

JUDGES 1 PROJECT 2 RETIREMENT 3 CHANGES
Salaries and wages $101,615 $661,858 $763,483
Operating expenses (661,858) (661,868)
Capital assats
Judges' retirement ($98,070} (98,070}
UND Central Legal Research
Allernative dispute resolution
Mediation
Total ali funds $101,615 $0 ($98,070) $3,645
Less estimaled inccme
General fund $101,615 $0 ($98,070) $3,545
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1 Changes the salary increases for district court judges 16 reflect the cost of funding the second year of the $2,000 salary increase provided sffective

July 1, 2007.

2

This amendment adjusts funding fer the mediation pilot project. The total funding for the mediation pilot project, including salaries and wapes and

operations, are included in a separate line item, This amendment continues the House change to previde for coniract mediators rather than FTE

positions.

3 The Senate adjusted the funding needed for judges' retirement due 1o a qualifying judge recently passing away.

The table below provides salary infermation for the district court judges;

2005-07
BIENNIUM
SALARY
District court judges
First year of biennium $04,298
Second year of biennium $98,070
Presiding judges {amount in addition to judges’ salary)
First year of biennium $2,779
Sacond year of biennium $2,850

(2) DESK, {3) COMM

SALARY SALARY

SALARY INCLUDED IN INCLUDED IN
INCLUBED IN HOUSE SENATE
HB 1002 VERSION VERSION
$103,954 $104,073 $104,073
$111,230 $108,2386 $108,236
$3,063 $3,005 $3,005
$3,278 $3,126 $3,126

Page No. 3 SR-56-5156
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O

2007 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES

” -Bill/Resolution No. 1002

House Appropriations Committee
Government Operations Division

X[] Check here for Conference Committee |
Hearing Date: 4/3/07

Recorder Job Number: 5762

Committee Clerk Signature

Minutes:
Conference Committee for 1002
Rep. Carlisle opened discussion on House Bill 1002.
Sen. Christmann described what the senate changes were.
” The Senate reduced the retirement for judges by $98,000 because of a death of a judge.
We increased the salaries by $2000 plus 4% the first year and another 4% the second year.
However we funded the $2000 the first year plus 4% and then they would have to subtract that
$200 back off for the second year and just give a 4% raise.
Someone: | don't think that was our intention.
Rep Carlisle: Thatis an increase of $113,712. The second year it wasn't calculated.
Someone: The supreme court made the calculation, and in reviewing afterwards she realized
she had forgotten to carry the $2000 over to the second part of the biennium and they were
underfunded in order to do what you had intended to do.
Rep Carlisle: So that's the additional $113,712. We had a pilot project where we went from
FTE's to contract employees, but there was a line item that was not correct. |s that correct?
" Seantor Christman: When we changed that those folks were in operating and when and

when we decided to contract them, then that amount of money could be subtracted from




o

Page 2

House Appropriations Committee
Government Operations Division
Bill/Resolution No, 1002

Hearing Date: 4-%;07

salaries and put into operating to pay the contractors. However the salaries were in operating
in the first place so no adjustment needed to be made.

Don Wolf: The salaries were in the mediation line item and so when we switched from salaries
to operating it really is a housecleaning item.

Senator Kilzer: Are we all working off 0201. On page 3 where Dept 182 The first column
changes the salaries for district court judges, is that the one?

Rep Carlisle: Add the supreme court and the district court together to get the figure.
(unstructured, unidentified conversation)

Rep Carlisle: | would like to have one more meeting. | need to take the change to our
appropriation chairman. We all understand what you said, it was an error that came out of the
supreme court and they caught the miscalculation and added it on. Or intent was the $2000,
so we understand the corrections.

Senator Kilzer: Is the $2000 plus the 4%, that's the first year. And the second year, is it just
4% or another $2000 plus 4%7?

Rep Carlisle: It's 4% of the new total. | think that's where the calculation was missed.
(Conversation among unidentified participants)

Don Wolf: Explained the miscalculation again. There is not an additional $2000 added in the
second year before the 4% is calculated. He will bring a memo to the next meeting with the
explanation.

Senator Christman: | had them calculate the judge's salaries and | will bring that the next

meeting.




2007 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES

Bill/Resolution No. 1002

House Appropriations Committee
Government Operations Division

EI Check here for Conference Committee
Hearing Date: 4/6/07

Recorder Job Number: 5814

Committee Clerk Signature

Minutes:

Vice Chairman Carlisle: opened discussion on House Bill 1002.

All conference committee members are present.

Vice Chairman Carlisle: explained the hand out from Susan Sisk (CPA w/Supreme Court)
that explains the retirement issues...last time Don Wolf gave us an explanation. It's the
difference that you did in the Senate...we just needed an explanation about when that $2000
bump we gave them on the 2™ year...it wasn't calculated in...the way | understand the 1
technical correction. | think there really wasn't really anything else...we had the correction on
the 2" year, the contract employees...there isn’t any funds with that...that was just that
change you did on the line item...then the 1 retired District Court Judge that died. | think the
letters are self explanatory...we'll be able to explain to our folks on the floor. If no questions,
we're open to a motion.

Representative Kroeber: Sandy, you have all of the numbers correct...on the change on the
$98,070 on the deceased judge’s retirement and the addition of the $113,712 for the 2" year
salary increases...total general fund increase by the Senate...is that correct also on Jack’s
$15,642 when you take the amendment that Don said...you have of that?

Someone from the Senate: Yes



Page 2

House Appropriations Committee
Government Operations Division
Bill/Resolution No. HB 1002
Hearing Date: 4-6-07

Rep Kroeber: In that I'll move that the House Accede to Senate amendments

Unidentified Legislator: I'll second it.

Roll Call Vote Taken Yes 6 No 0 Absent 0




REPORT OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEE
(ACCEDE/RECEDE)

Bill Number 0NOZ (, as (re)engrossed): Date; Y i (07
Your Conference Committee \J\U\ &P @‘DQ\" G’ID\! ODS

For the Senate: For the House:
YES / NO ~ YES/NO
Senotoc Chvismany N -D\e_p Carlsie v
Seratne  Kilzer N Rep. Thoreson N
Senctor Talaceson [N Reo. Kyoeloer v

recommends that the (SENATto) (RECEDE from)
: the@-louse) amendments on (SJ@ page(s) VU - 13U

X , and place DD 2 .___on the Seventh order.

, adopt (further) amendments as follows, and place on the
Seventh order:

, having been unable to agree, recommends that the committee be discharged
and a new committee be appointed.

(Re \OOZ was placed on the Seventh order of business on the calendar.

DATE: Y/(p/0)
CARRIER: _ ke (Oulisle

LC NO. of amendment

LC NO. of engrossment

Emergency clause added or deleted
Statement of purpose of amendment

MOTION MADE BY: Hep Ky oeloe v

SECONDED BY: 2. Ta Uik Som

VOTECOUNT _(pYES O No O ABSENT
Revised 4/1/05




REPORT OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEE (420) Module No: HR-65-7537
April 6, 2007 11:47 a.m.

REPORT OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEE
HB 1002, as engrossed: Your conference committee (Sens. Christmann, Kilzer, Tallackson
and Reps. Carlisle, Thoreson, Kroeber) recommends that the HOUSE ACCEDE to the
Senate amendments on HJ pages 1344-1346 and place HB 1002 on the Seventh
arder.

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

(2) DESK, (2) COMM Page No. 1 HR-85-7537
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Prepared by the North Dakota Legisiative Council
staff for House Appropriations
f January 12, 2007

epartment 180 - Judicial Branch
use Bill No. 1002

FTE Positions General Fund Other Funds Total
2007-09 Executive Budget 343.00 $67,267,338 $2.201.034 $69.468,372
2005-07 Legislative Appropriations 332.00 ' 56,857,869 1,507,478 58,365,347 2
Increase (Decrease) 11.00 $10,409,469 $693,556 $11,103,025

"The number of FTE positions for the 2005-07 biennium reflect a reduction of 6 FTE positions relating to the transfer of indigent defense
services from the judicial branch to the Commission on Legal Counse! for indigents.

*The tota! appropriation is decreased by $9,530,493, of which $8,310,493 is from the general fund and $1,220,000 is other funds,
rejating to the transfer of indigent defense services from the judicial branch to the Commission on Legal Counsel for Indigents. In
addition, the 2005-07 biennium other funds appropriation is decreased by $2,500 relating to the appropriation for the electronic filing
fund, which was removed from the appropriation amount because the judicial branch has continuing appropriation authority for
revenues from this fund.

Agency Funding FTE Positions
$80.00 344.00 34300 g
$70.00 $57.27 342.00 7
. $55.09 $56.86
$60.00 340.00 7
$53.75 336.00
2 $50.00 : 336.00 336.00 /
£ 640.00 336.00 » l\ 7
57 334.00
$30.00 - 332.00 \ﬁaz.oo
$20.00 4 330.00
$10.00 $2.22 $2.04 $1.51 $2.20 328.00
$0.00 - T v T 326.00 T Y T
2001-03 2003-05 2005-07 2007-09 2001-03 2003-05 2005-07 2007-08
Executive Executive
Budget Budget
B General Fund O Other Funds
Executive Budget Highlights
General Fund Other Funds Total

Supreme Court
1. Provides funding for a 6 percent salary increase for Supreme $138,260 $138,260
Court justices for the first year of the biennium and 7 percent
increase for the second year

2. Decreases funding for former judges’ retirement system from ($12.700) ($12,700)
$134,931 to $122,231
3.  Adds .5 FTE director of finance position to make full-time $74,802 $74,802
Provides funding for equipment over $5,000 for copy $96,000 $96,000
machines ($65,000) and other office furniture ($31,000)
District Court
5. Provides funding for a & percent salary increase for the district $1,033,043 $1,033,043

court judges for the first year of the biennium and a 7 percent
increase for the second year

6. Adds funding for equipment over $5,000 including copy $337,542 $337,542
machines ($113,000), evidence projectors ($32,500),
workstations ($84,000), sound systems ($90,000), shelving
($10,000) and reader/printers ($8,042)

7. Adds funding for information technology equipment over $121,041 $121,041
$5,000 to purchase digital audio recording equipment
($58,041) and servers ($63,000)




8. Decreases funding for former judges' retirement system from ($2,952) ($2,952)
$706,771 to $703,819 '

9. Adds funding for operating expenses to enhance or begin the $1,375,000 $1,375,000
replacement of the wunified case management system

0 {executive budget identified as one-time funding)
0

Adds funding for operating costs for providing judicial services $65,388 $483,118 $548,508
to families on welfare

11.  Adds funding for operating costs for juvenile services 242 172 $248,172
programs

12.  Adds funding for operating costs to fund two new juvenite $288,000 $288,000
drug cours located in Minot and Williston

13. Adds .5 FTE referee position for South Central and Southwest $72,045 $72,045
Districts

14. Adds 1 FTE law clerk position in the Northwest District $124,484 $124 484

15. Adds 1 FTE juvenile officer position in the South Central $128,717 $126,717
District |

16. Adds 2 FTE clerk positions for Rolette County which opted to $222,677 $222,677

be state-employed, pursuant to North Dakota Century Code
Chapter 27-05.2

17.  Adds funding for 8 FTE positions, including 4 mediators and $1,076,824 $1,076,824
2 support staff positions ($808,868) and operating costs
($267,956) for a mediation pilot project

18. Adds funding for operating costs refating to the enhanced $115,750 $115,750

records management system {(executive budget identified
as one-time funding)

Judicial Conduct Commission and Disciplinary Board

19. Adds funding for operating costs of the Judicial Conduct $20,533 $7,344 $27.877
Commission and Disciplinary Board

Other Sections in Bill
tion 4 of this bill provides that, in addition to the amount appropriated as special funds, any other income received from gift._.“..
ants, and donations received by the Supreme Court, district courts, and Judicial Conduct Commission and Disciplinary Board is
appropriated for the purposes designated for the 2007-09 biennium.

Seclion 5 of this bill provides that the director of the Office of Management and Budgel and the State Treasurer may trans..fer funds
between line iterns of appropriation for the judicial branch of government as requested by the Supreme Co_urt upon aﬁngﬂpg by the
court that the nature of the duties of the court and its staff requires the transfers to carry on properly the functions of the judicial branch
of government.

Section 6 of this. bill provides the statutory changes increasing Supreme Court justices' salarizs. Suprame Court justices’ arnual
sataries are-increased from the current level of $107.210 to $113,642, effective July 1, 2607, and $121,597, effective July 1, 2008. The
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court is entitled to receive an additional $3,324 per annum effective July 1, 2007, and $3,557 per annum
effective July 1, 2008, an increase from the current additional amount for the Chief Justice of $3,136 per annum.

Section 7 of this bill provides the statutory changes increasing district court judges' salaries. District court judges' annual sa{ar_nes
are increased from the current level of $98,070 to $103,954, effective July 1, 2007, and $111,230, effective July 1, 2008. A pres:dgng
judge of a judicial district is entitled to receive an additional $3,083 per annum, effective July 1, 2007, and $3,278 per annum, effective
July 1, 2008, an increase from the current additional amount for presiding judges of $2,890. .

Continuing Appropriations
Restitution collectmn assistance fund - NDCC Section 12.1-32-08 - This fund was established for defraying expenses incident to the
collection of restitution through imposing a fee equal to the greater of $10 or 25 percent of the amount of restitution ordered.

Electronic filing administration fund - NDCC Section 27-03-05 - This fund was established to cover the actua_l costs of maiqtaining
an electronic filing system and managing documents filed in an electronic format, The source of the funds is an electronic filing
processing fee established by court rule for any matter filed in an electronic format.

Court facilities improvement and maintenance fund - NDCC Sections 27-05.2-08 and 29-26-22 - Fund_irjg from |this fund may be
used by the court facilities improvement commitiee to make grants to counties to provide funds for court facilities and improvement and

aintenance projects. The source of these funds is a $100 fee charged in all criminal cases except infractions, The flrst $_750,000
cted is used for indigent defense services, the next $460,000 is used for court facilities, and anything above that is split evenly
een the two funds.




Juvenile court reinvestment funds - NDCC Section 54-56-03 - These funds are a IV-E (foster care} reimbursement under the

Children's Services Coordinating Committee for time spent on case management for children at risk. Due to a federal decision

regarding eligibility for participation, these funds are no longer available after June 30, 2004, The balance remaining will be spent on
nile services during the 2005-07 biennium.

rt receivables fund - NDCC Section 27-05.2-04 - Any moneys received by the clerk which is not required to be deposited in the

ate general fund, a different special fund, or the county treasury, and which is received as bail or restitution, or otherwise received

pursuant to an order of the court are deposited in this fund. Amounts are used for refunding bail, forwarding restitution amounts to
entitled recipients, or ctherwise making payments as directed by the court.

Major Related Legislation
House Bill No. 1083 - This bill removes the continuing appropriation authority for the electronic filing administration fund.

House Bill No. 1097 - This bill continues the temporary court of appeals until January 1, 2012. The temporary court of appeals is
eslablished to exercise appellate and original jurisdiction as delegated by the Supreme Court.




Senate Bill 1002
Government Operations Division

House Appropriations
by Sally Holewa, State Court Administrator

Good afternoon, Chairman Carlson and members of the Government
Operations Division;

1 will be providing a general overview of our budget request. Susan Sisk, our
Director of Finance, will provide the details contained in our 2007-09 budget request.

In preparing our 2007-09 budget, we directed the judicial districts, operating
units;l of the Supreme Cdurt, and the Judicial Conduct Commission to build their
Budget's based on need. While the directive was to consider the needs of their
respective division, everyone was advisea of the guidelines provided by Governor
Hoeven to executive branch agencies.

Our budget requést for the 2007-09 biennium is $69,468,732. This represents
an increase of $11, 103,625. The bulk of this increase is for judicial and employee
salaries and technology.

Our budget is allocated between 3 divisions: the district court budget is

$59,280,089, which is 85% of our tolal appropriation; the Supreme Court budget is

Budget Presentation - Page !




$9,470,328 or 14% of our budget request; and the Judicial Conduct Commission and

Disciplinary Board budget request“is $717,954 or 1% of our budget.

Salary and Wagés

Overall, salary and wages comprise 71% of our budget, Whichl supports 285
employees and 47 judges ancf‘ justices. .

We utilize a numi;ér of different performance measures within the judiciary to
review workloads and staffing level.s. Our docket currency standards, weighted
caseload standards for district court judges,land weighted workload standards for
clerk of court personnel and juvenlile court personnel all provide guidelines upon
which we monitor judicial and employee needs in the trial courts. In addition to these
objective measurements, we go through an extensive justification process for refilling
every vacancy and have moved positions from one division or district to another 1f
the need is greater elsewhere. Having said that, this budget includes a request for

new FTEs. They are:

Mediation pilot project

Transfer of Rolette County Clerk of Court Staff
Law clerk for the NWID

Juvenile court officer for the SCID

—_— e RD N

.5 Judicial Referee, to move current half-time position to full time

5 Director of Finance. to move current half-time position to full time
11 FTEs

Budget Presentation - Page 2



Six of those FTEs would be hired as part of the mediation pilot project we have
developed for mediating custody and visitation disputes in divorce cases. This
includes 4 mediators zipd 2 office support staff. The program would be piloted in two
sites. Each site would be staffed by two mediators and one office support staff. Our
intention is to send cases involving children to a mediation session to educate parents

about the sorts of issues that will arise over the years and to come to an agreement,

in advance, about how these things will be handled. The goal 1s two-fold: to assist

parents in achieving a mutually satisfying decision about custody and visitation; and
to iri(lzrease compliance with court orders regarding these issues. We suspect that
ﬁarties'will be more inclined to follow custody and visitation agreements and will be
more likely to seek a collaborative solution to future issues, if they have been throu gh
the mediation process.

Two of the FTES are the result of transferring Rollete County Clerk services
from county emp]oymeﬁt to state employment. N.D.C.C. 27-05.2-02 makes this an
automatic process subject to appropriation of funding by the legislature.

The law clerk position would serve the Northwest Judicial District and be
housed in Minot. The NWID currently shows a 2-year average judge shortage of

.84FTE. Assigning a second law clerk to the district would alleviate some of that
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shortage by doing some of the legal research that the judges and referee are currently
doing themselves.

The juvenile court officer position would'serve the South Centrall Judicial
District. Since 2001, the average caseload for the juvenile court officérs in this unit
has historically been higher than other juvenile courts W}thin the state. The juvenile
court officers in Bismarék typically carry frém 40 to 50 cases per officer. National
standards recommend that juvenile cc;urt officers carry a cascload of no more than 30
open cases, of which no more than 10 sﬁou]_d 'be high-risk children. Statewide, we

have begun administering tests to determine risk for re-offending and a screening for

mental health problems. The results of those tests show that 50% - 75% of the

children on probation in Bismarck are registering as h; gh risk. This percentage does
not hold true for other areas in the state where the majority of juveniles are found to
be low to moderate risk offenders. The most recent (2005) weighted caseload
standards for the juvenile courts verified that the unit has a shortage of 2 court
officers in the Bismarck office. To alleviate this shortage, the Dickihson supervisor
has been coming to Bismarck once a week to handle informal hearings, and the court
officers from Dickinson are providing probation services to Grant, Sioux and Mercer

counties, as well as the western half of Morton County. Juvenile court officers from
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Minot have been covering the northern half of Mclean Coﬁnty. Still, we have a
sustained need to add at least one additional juvenile court officer in this area.

We have two haif-time positions that we warlt to‘expand to full-time plositions.

We currently have a half-time judicial referee position in Bismlarck. We are
asking for an additional .5FTE to bring that position to fulll time. The judicial referee
handles juvenile, child ;ﬁpport, small claims, and traffic cases. If the position were
expanded to full time, it would help ;ﬂleviate a current judge shortage in this unit.
Our weighted caseload currently shows é 2-year average judge need shortage of 1.29
in the SCJD and a .17 need in the SWJD. Expanding the half—ltime posttion to full
time would allow district court judges more time to work with other family, civil and
criminal cases.

We are also requesting an additional .5 FTE to expand the current half-time
Director of Finance position to full time. This position is responsible for developing
and monitoring our court budget, for overseeing all accounting functions of the
district courts, for preparing fiscal notes, and compiling and analyzihg statistics for
numerous research projects and performance measures. These duties could not be

carried out by a half-time position, and indeed, we have been funding the additional

half of this salary out of temporary employee funds. For this reason, granting the .5
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FTE request does not increase the budget but would give us authorization to count
this as a full-time position.

We believe that the workload for each of these half-time positions justifies the
expansion. In addition, it is difficult to recruit for these positions. They are both
professional positions requiring advanced degrees and training. The type of training
and experience required for these types of positions means that candidates are
generally looking for full-time employment. And, the work itself does not lend well
to a part-time position. It is detailed, time-consuming, and unpredictable. For all of
thosé reasons, we are req'uesting that the two .5 FTEs be granted.

The remaining increases in salary and wages can be attributed to the request
for increase in judicial salaries, the anticipated 4% & 4% increases for all state
employees, and regular maintenance of our compensation system. The rest of the
increases in the budgetlare attributable to incremental increases across a wide array
of items which Susan Sisk, our Director of Finance, will cover in her presentation.
CONTRACT FOR SERVICES USED IN LIEU OF HIRING

We contract with the University of North Dakota to provide the Guardian ad

Litem project. The biennial cost for that contract is approximately $ 306,8535.
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By statute, we contract with 42 counties to provide for clerk of court services.
The bienmal cost for those contrac,is is $2,700,352, which supports 31.74 FITEs.. In
many counties, we are contracting for less than 1'FTE based on weighted caseload

statistics.

We do maintain many contracts for juvenile court ‘services, however, these are
for services, such as COL;nseling, to juveni.]es. and their families and are not in lieu of
hiring staff. |

From time to lime, we issue contracts for short-term technology projects.
These are generally few in number and it is cheaper to hire the W.Ol‘k out then it would
be to employ additional staff.

Conclusion

Our budget has been prepared recognizing that we have been fortunate in North
Dakota compared to financial circumstances in many other states. Our budget is a
responsible budget. It represents a thoughtful, conservative approach to fund all
operations within the courts of the state assuring there will be no redﬁction in service
delivery to the citizens in 53 counties of our state.

At this time, [ will turn the podium over to Judge Herman to review the judicial

salary request.

Thank you.
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House Bill 1002
Senate Appropriations Committee
February 23, 2007

by Sally Holewa, State Court Administrator

Good afternoon, Chairman Holmberg and members of the Senate
Appropriations Committee:

For the record, my name is Sally Holewa. 1 am the State Court Administrator.

I will be providing a general overview of our budget request. Susan Sisk, our
Director of Finance, will provide the details contained in our 2007-09 budget request.

In preparing our 2007-09 budget, we directed the judicial districts, operating
units of the Supreme Court, and the Judicial Conduct Commission to build their
budgets based on need. While the directive was to consider the needs of their
respective division, everyone was advised of the guidelines provided by Governor
Hoeven to executive branch agencies.

The budget request before you is for $69,173.904. This represents an increase
of $10,808,557. The bulk of this increase is for judicial and employee salaries and
technology. In addition, we will be asking for consideration of a second equity
adjustment for judges in the latter half of the biennium. Judge Herman and Susan Sisk

will go into that request in further detail.
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Our budget is allocated between 3 divisions: the district court budget is
$59,021,379, which is 85% of our total appropriation; the Supreme Court budget is
$9,434,571 or 14% of our budget request; and the Judicial Conduct Commission and
Disciplinary Board budget request is $717,954 or 1% of our budget.

Salary and Wages

Overall, salary and wages comprise 71% of our budget, which supports 285
employees and 47 judges and justices.

We uttlize a number of different performance measures within the judiciary to
review workloads and staffing levels. Our docket currency standards, weighted
caseload standards for district court judges, and weighted workload standards for clerk
of court personnel and juvenile court personnel all provide guidelines upon which we
monitor judicial and employee needs in the trial courts. In addition to these objective
measurements, we go through an extensive justification process for refilling every
vacancy and have moved positions from one division or district to another if the need
is greater elsewhere. Having said that, this budget includes a request for new FTEs.
They are:

1 Mediation pilot project

2 Transfer of Rolette County Clerk of Court Staff
1 Law clerk for the NWJD

1 Juvenile court officer for the SCID

Budget Presentation - Page 2




5 Judicial Referee, to move current half-time position to full time
5 Director of Finance, to move current half-time position to full time
6 FTEs

One FTE would be hired as a coordinator for the mediation pilot project we
have developed for mediating custody and visitation disputes in divorce cases. The
coordinator would be responsible for contracting with 4 mediators The program
would be piloted in two sites. Our intention is to send cases involving children to a
mediation session to educate parents about the sorts of issues that will arise over the
years and to come to an agreement, in advance, about how these things will be
handled. The goal is two-fold: to assist parents in achieving a mutually-satisfying
decision about custody and visitation; and to increase compliance with court orders
regarding these issues. We suspect that parties will be more inclined to follow custody
and visitation agreements and will be more likely to seek a collaborative solution to
future issues, if they have been through the mediation process.

Two of the FTEs are the result of transferring Rolette County Clerk services
from county employment to state employment. N.D.C.C. 27-05.2-02 makes this an
automatic process subject to appropriation of funding by the legislature. Since we are
currently contracting for these services, the actual increase in costs to transfer the

positions to state employment will be $87,626.
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The law clerk position would serve the Northwest Judicial District and be
housed in Minot. The NWJD currently shows a 2-year average judge shortage of
.84FTE. Assigning a second law clerk to the district would alleviate some of that
shortage by doing some of the legal research that the judges and referee are currently
doing themselves.

The juvenile court officer position would serve the South Central Judicial
District. Since 2001, the average caseload for the juvenile court officers in this unit
has historically been higher than other juvenile courts within the state. The juvenile
court officers in Bismarck typically carry from 40 to 50 cases per officer. National
standards recommend that juvenile court officers carry a caseload of no more than 30
open cases, of which no more than 10 should be high-risk children. Statewide, we
have begun administering tests to determine risk for re-offending and a screening for
mental health problems. The results of those tests show that 50% - 75% of the
children on probation in Bismarck are registering as high risk. This percentage does
not hold true for other areas in the state where the majority of juveniles are found to
be low to moderate risk offenders.

The most recent (2005) weighted caseload standards for the juvenile courts

verified that the unit has a shortage of 2 court officers in the Bismarck office. To
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alleviate this shortage, the Dickinson supervisor has been coming to Bismarck once

a week to handle informal hearings, and the court officers from Dickinson are
providing probation services to Grant, Sioux and Mercer counties, as well as the
western half of Morton County. Juvenile court officers from Minot have been
covering the northern half of McLean County. Still, we have a sustained need to add
at least one additional juvenile court officer in this area.

We have two half-time positions that we want to expand to full-time positions.

We currently have a half-time judicial referee position in Bismarck. We are
asking for an additional .5FTE to bring that posttion to full time. The judicial referee
handles juvenile, child support, small claims, and traffic cases. If the posttion were
expanded to full time, it would help alleviate a current judge shortage in this unit. Our
weighted caseload currently shows a 2-year average judge shortage of 1.29 in the
SCJID and a .17 need in the SWJD. By expanding the half-time position to full time,
we could have the referee work 4 days a week in Bismarck and 1 day a week in
Dickinson. This would allow district court judges more time to work with other
family, civil and criminal cases.

We are also requesting an additional .5 FTE to expand the current half-time

Director of Finance position to full time. This position is responsible for developing
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and monitoring our court budget, for overseeing all accounting functions of the district
courts, for preparing fiscal notes, and compiling and analyzing statistics for numerous
research projects and performance measures. These duties could not be carried out by
a half-time position, and indeed, we have been funding the additional half of this
salary out of temporary employee funds. For this reason, granting the .5 FTE request
does not increase the budget but would give us authorization to count this as a full-
time position.

We believe that the workload for each of these half-time positions justifies the
expansion. In addition, it 1s difficult to recruit for these positions. They are both
professional positions requiring advanced degrees and training. The type of training
and experience required for these types of positions means that candidates are
generally looking for full-time employment. Finally, the work itself does notlend well
to a part-time position. It is detailed, time-consuming, and unpredictable. For all of
those reasons, we are requesting that these two .5 FTEs be granted.

The remaining increases in salary and wages can be attributed to the request for
increase in judicial salaries, the anticipated 4% & 4% increases for all state employees,

and regular maintenance of our compensation system. The rest of the increases in the
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budget are attributable to incremental increases across a wide array of items which

Susan Sisk, our Director of Finance, will cover in her presentation.
CONTRACT FOR SERVICES USED IN LIEU OF HIRING

We contract with the University of North Dakota to provide the Guardian ad
Litem Project, The biennial cost for that contract is approximately $306,855.

By statute, we contract with 42 counties to provide for clerk of court services.
The biennial cost for those contracts 1s $2,700,352, which supports 31.74 FTEs. In
many counties, we are contracting for less than 1 FTE based on weighted caseload
statistics.

We do maintain many contracts for juvenile court services, however, these are
for services, such as counseling, to juveniles and their families and are not in lieu of
hiring staff.

From time to time, we issue contracts for short-term technology projects. These
are generally few in number, and it is cheaper to hire the work out then it would be to
employ additional staff.

Conclusion
[ believe we have taken a conservative and thoughtful approach in preparing

this budget. If fully funded, it will allow us to continue to deliver judicial services to
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0 the citizens of North Dakota and will provide the capital and personnel necessary to
expand services for juveniles and families.

Thank you.
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House Bill 1002
House Appropriations Committee
Susan Sisk, Director of F%nance

Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, good afternoon. My name is Susan
Sisk and I am the Director of Finance for the Judiciary. T will be providing you with the
details regarding the judicial budget requést. |

The current biennium appropriation for fhe judiciary which includes the Supreme
Court, District Courts and the Judicial Conduct Commission/Disciplinary Board is
$58,365,347. This does NOT include any montes appropriated for indigent defense. All
of these have been removed from the judicial Budget and are being shown in the budget
request for the ND Commission on Legal Counsel for Indigents. The estimated turmback
for the current biennium is $1,000,000 or 1.7% of the budget. This is due in part to salary
savings from retirements and resignations, travel savings due to carpooling and the
increased use of interactive television for meetings, and lower than anticipated cdsts for
legal resources and materials. We have also realized savings by bulk ordering supplies
and equipment whenever possible. By bulk ordering file folders for the clerk’s offices,
we realized approximately $80,000 savings per year. We have also realized savings of
approximately $90,000 in the judges' retirement plan due to the passing of some members
during the current biennium.

The judicial request for the 2007-09 biennium is for $69,468,372, which is an
increase of $11,103,025 over the current biennium. Of this increase, $10,409,469 is
general funds, $681,721 is federal funds and $11,835 is special funds. This is broken

down by appropriation as follows:

Appropriation _ Request Increase
Supreme Court $ 9,470,328 $ 879,725
District Court $59,280,090 $10,112,876
JCC/DB $ 717,954 $ 110,424
Total $69,468,372 $11,103,025




This increase is broken down by line item as follows:

Line Item Request Increase/(Decrease)
Salaries and Wages - $49,408,345 $5,933,146
Operating ' $16,784,616 $3,637,200
Capital Assets $ 554,583 $ 361,083
Mediation Pilot Project $ 1,076,824 $1,076,824
| Judges Retirement $ 826,050 $ (15,652)
UND ~ Central Legal Research $ 80,000 $ 0
Alternative Dispute Resolution $ 20,000 § 0
JCC/DB $ 717,954 $ 110,424
Total $69,468,372 $11,103,025

Salaries and Benefits

Salaries and Benefits are 71% of the total judicial request. Included in this request
are salary increases of 4% and 4% for employees per Governor Hoeven’s
recommendation, as well as the associated benefit increases. These increases amount to '
approximately $2,756,371.

Judge Herman discussed pay increases for judgeé and justices. The judiciary is
requesting increases of 6% and 7%, which amounts to $1,171,303.

As Sally discussed earlier, we are requesting an additional eleven FTE’s. Six of
these positions are p@irt of the mediation pilot project, and their cost is included in that
line item. The other five positions are a juveniie officer, a law clerk, a half time referee,
the other half of the Director of Finance position, and two clerk positions in Rolette
County. Rolette County has opted to become state-employed as of July 1, under 27-05.2.
Based on their caseload, they would receive two full time positions at a cost of $222,677.
Had they continued on as county employed, the cost of their contract payments would
have been $135,051, a differences of $87,626. The cost of all five positions is $620,725.

The request also includes funds towards finalizing the implementation of the

judicial compensation plan. As you may recall, this compensation plan was implemented




in 2004 and phased in over time as funds became available. This compensation plan is

for classified employees only, and does not include judges.

Operating '
Operating expenses are 24% of the total judicial budget request. We are

requesting $16,784,615 which is an increase of $3,637,199. The bulk of this increase is
for information technology costs. Details éf the increalse are as follows:

Technology — The increase in the It'echnology request 1s $1,807,306. Of this
increase, $1,375,000 is for the UCIS replacement project that Justice Sandstrom
discussed. Some other increases include datla processing ($283,133), software
($116,623), and equipment ($218,954). Data processing increases are due to an increase
in the cost charged by ITD for data commulnications in the counties and fees to support
the enhanced records management project. Increases in software are due to increased
costs for licenses and application software. Equipment includes all purchases of
computers, printers, servers, and equipment for digital audio recording as well as
interactive videolsystems. Increases for equipment are due to a slightly higher
purchasing rate based on ITD contracts as well as an increase in the number of devices.

Travel - Travel increased by approximately $163,347. Much of this is due to
anticipated travel related to the federal court improvement grants. We have also set up a
travel “pool” to be used by judges who have exceeded their budgeted trips. An
application must be made to the Chief Justice for approval before these funds can be
expended.

Office Equipment and Furniture — An increase of $112,935 is being fequested for

the routine replacement of chairs, workstations, copiers and other office equipment and
furniture. We are also requesting funds for the replacement of steno machines used by

the court reporters.

Operating Fees and Services — An increase of $1,141,605 is being requested for

operating fees and services. $512,104 of this increase is for federal funds, and the
remainder is general. Factors contributing to this increase include:

o Payments to county clerks — after surveying county auditors for salary

information and applying the formula for workload assessment which is based



on cases filed in each county, the amount budgeted for contract payments for

clerk services increased by $82,000 or 3%. Payments to Rolette County are
not included, as they have opted to become state employed as of July 1, 2007,
This will bring the total number of counties where clerks are state-employed
to 12, and the other 41 clerk offices remain county-employed and state-
funded.

Juvenile drug courts — As Justice Maring discussed, we are increasing the

number of juvenile drug courts from three to five, with the additions of courts
in Minot and Williston. A total of $675,000 is being requested for the five
courts, with $200,082 of this amount in federal funds. The total increase for
the two additional drug courts is $288,000.

Court Improvement Program — this is a federal program established in 1993 to

help state courts improve their processing of child welfare cases. The federal
grants are to be used to make broad-based, comprehensive systemic reforms -
of courts and legal processes. We use the grant to contract with UND to hire
and train lay guardian’s ad litem in deprivation cases. The federal
government has just made two new annual grants available to be used for
technology and education. Our increase of $548,506 includes these new
grants. Of the total increase, $483,118 is federal funds and the remaining
$65,388 is the match for these grants,

Credit card costs — Within the last six months we have phased in the

implementation of credit cards in all 11 state clerk offices. The Credit cards
can be used to pay fines, fees, bonds, and also filing and other fees. The
estimated cost of accepting credit cards is for the 2007-09 biennium is
$92,422. Although this will be difficult to quantify, this amount should more
than be offset by increased collections and decreased staff time. It could also
potentially save the county jails money if people are able to bond out of jail
more quickly.

Juvenile Services — this includes programs such as tracking, accountability

conferences, community services programs and unruly diversion programs.

Our request includes an increase of $248,172 for a total request to provide



juvenile services 0f$898,178. $100,000 of this request 1s to fund the
administration of the Restorative Justice Program. This has been féderally
funded in the past. However, it was pulled from the federal budget, and o our
knowledge it has not been reinstated yet. If this money 1s reinstated in tﬁe
federal budget, we will withdraw it from our budget request. Increases of
$73,200 are to fund new programs, such aisobocuff {a program for curfew
checking electronically), drug screens and a joint program on the reservation
in the NE district to address Nll'itive American Issues. Funds of $74,972 are
being requested for existing programs. In 2005, the courts disposed of nearly
12,000 juvenile cases. Based on ‘our 2005 caseload, the funds we are

requesting for juvenile services average approximately $75 per case.

Capital Assets

The budget request for capital assets includes an increase over the current budget
of $361,083 for a total budget request of $554,583. This request includes workstations
($109,000), cop}Ir machines ($178,000), sound systems ($90,000), evidence projectors for
the courtrooms ($32,500), shelving for files in the clerk’s office ($10,000), a
reader/printer for court files ($8,000) and a table(s) for the Supreme Court conference
room. In addition, IT capital assets of $121,041 are included for digital audio recording
systems and to replace servers. We are planning on purchasing digital recording systems
for approximately 20 counties where recorders are routinely used. These recorders can
no longer be repaired or purchased due to obsolete technology. The digital recording

systems are an alternative to these recorders.

Mediation Pilot Project

This line item contains the proposed pilot project for mediation. The project plans
on two sites with two mediators and one support staff at each site. Salaries and benefits
for these six positions are budgeted at $808,868 and operating expenses at $267,956 for a
total proposed budget of $1,076,824. If these offices can be housed in county

courthouses, there would be savings of approximately $140,720 (rent, professional



resources, communication lines for data processing and insurance) bringing the proposed

budget down to $936,104.

Judge Retirement (Chapter 27-17 Old Retirement System)

This line item'provides for the state's general fund portion of retirement payments
to eligible retirees. There are 3 participants within the Supreme Court budget and 14
participants within the district court budget planned to receive benefits under this system.

~ This line item is budgeted at $826,050 and is $15,652 less than the current biennium.

Judicial Conduct Commission and Disciplinary Board (JCC/DB)
Funds of $717,000 are being requested for the operations of JCC/DB. This is an

increase of $110,424. The bulk of this increase ($82,000) is for salary increases per the
governor’s recommendation. The remainder of the increase 1s for travel, trustee fees and

transcripts. No capital assets are being requested.

Conclusion

This concludes my presentation. [ would be happy to answer any questions.
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Judicial Branch Budget Request 2007-2009

Supreme Court

1. Salary Increase for Justices
» Current Salaries are 50" in the nation, will soon be 51*
» Gap between North Dakota |sa1aries and other justices is widening
2. Decrease Funding for “gld” judges retirement system
$ Decreased need due to loss of members in the system
» System is being phased out
3. Add .5 FTE for Director of Finance position
» Current part-time Director of Finance
» Workload requires a full-time position

» Budget neutral since we’ve been paying the rest of salary out of
temporary employee line item

4. Supreme Court Copiers

» Requesting two high capacity copiers to replace current, failing
machines

District Court
5. Increase salaries for District Court judges

» Current Salaries are 50" in the nation, will soon be 5 1%

» Gap between North Dakota salaries and other justices is widening

Judicial Branch Budget Request — Talking Points -

1




6. Additional Equipment and Furniture for court offices
throughout the state

» Replacement of workstations and copiers in offices throughout the
state

» Addition of special evidence projectors in courtrooms throughout
the state

» Some courtroom sound systems have to be installed or upgraded to
accommodate digital recording — anticipate 9 at $10,000 each

7. Digital Audio Recording and Servers

» Analog recorders are no longer manufactured and hard to repair

> Eventually all courtrooms will have to be upgraded to digital
recorders

> Routine replacement of 8 servers and addition of 1 new server
8. Decrease Funding for “old” judges. retirement system
» Decr¢aséd need due to loss of members in the system
> System is being phased out
9. Replace Case Management System (UCIS)

> Current system is 18 years old
» Tracks case activity and court schedules

» Transfers data between courts and other agencies

Judicial Branch Budget Request - Talking Points - 2
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10.

11.

12.

Written in obsolete‘programming language
Lacks functionality in 12 critical areas

Request this biennium is for planning and RFP phases of the
project

Estimated total project cost is $5 - $6 million spread across 2
biennia '

Court iinprovement Prdject Grant Funds
Federal entitlement grantl based on juvenile population
Objective is improving tracking and handling of child neglect and
deprivation cases
Two new grants available for improving education and technology
Can use in-kind services in lieu of cash rﬁatch

Increase funding of services for juveniles
$74,972 to expand existing services
$73,200 for new programs including drug screens, electronic
curfew checks, and a joint alcohol education program with the
reservations in Northeastern part of the state
$100,000 is to replace federal Juvenile Accountability Block Grant
funds currently used for restorative justice programs

Expand juvenile drug court to Minot and Williston

New juvenile drug court started in Minot in January, 2007

Judicial Branch Budget Request — Talking Poinis - 3




13.

» New juvenile drug court slated to start in Williston in late

2007

> 42% of drug court funding is from ND general funds and

68% is from federal grant funds

Add .5 FTE referee position
To expand current half-time position to full-time
1.46 judge shortage in this area of the state
Handles juvenile, child support, small claims, and traffic cases
Add new law clerk position
New position in Minot
Serves 7 judges
.84 judge shortage in this area of the sfate
Add new juvenile court officer position
New position in Bismarck
Workload study shows shortage of 2 juvenile court officers in this
area
Using juvenile officers from Dickinson and Minot to assist with

€ascs

Judicial Branch Budget Request — Talking Points -

4



16.

17.

Bismarck has the heaviest caseloads (40 — 50 per officer), highest
risk kids (50% - 75% of caseload), and most out-of-home
placements in the state '

Assume Rolette County Clerk of Court positilons
County option to transfer to state-émployme;lt
Currently cc;ntract for these se;rvices so actual increase 1s only

$87,626

Mediation pilot project
2 pilot sites (anticipate Grand Forks and Bismarck/Mandan)
Ori giﬁal option - 2 mediators and 1 office staff per site would be
state employees
Alternative option — Program Coordinator would be state employee
and mediators would be independent contractors responsible for
providing own space and office support
Refer all divorce cases involving children for initial mediation
session to settle issues of custody and visitation, if possible;
Those that can pay would go to private mediation, indigent couples

would go to court-annexed mediation

Judicial Branch Budget Request — Talking Points - 5



. » Goals: (1) assist parties in reaching mutuzilly agreeable decisions
about custody and visitation and (2) increase compliance with
court orders

18. Enhanced Records Management System (ERMS)

» Continued development of a system to scan court records and accept
electronic filing
» Currently pilot testing in 2 counties (Burleigh and Mercer) with
expected roll-out to 4 additional counties by July, 2007
) » Anticipate installation in 30 additional counties during 2007-2009
. " biennium and final installation in remaining counties during 2009-

2011 biennium

Judicial Conduct Commission and Discii)linary Board

19. Additional Operating Costs

> Additional funds needed to pay for travel and other costs related to
investigating complaints, and fees to oversee practices when lawyers
are suspended or disbarred

» Costs are dependent on number and types of complaints filed and
outside the control of the Board

Judicial Branch Budget Request — Talking Points - 6
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OFFICE OF STATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR SUPREME COURT

Judicial Wing, 1st Floor
. 600 E Boulevard Ave Dept 180
SALLY HOLEWA, i
Bismarck, ND» 58505-0530
STATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR 701: (701) 328-4216

Fax: (701} 328-2092

January 22, 2007

TO: Government Operations Committee
FROM: Susan Sisk, Director of Finang

SUBJECT: 2005-07 Turnback

The Government Operations Committee asked for detail of our turnback for the 2005-07
biennium. In our hearing on January 15, 2007 we estimated our turnback to be
$1,000,000. Since then, we have reviewed the technology and equipment needs of the
Supreme Court and District Courts and have determined that $800,000 is a more accurate

number.
0 The bulk of this turnback ($600,000) is due to salary savings from an unusually high
number of retirements and staff and judicial turnover.

We are also projecting savings in travel ($60,000) due in part to our aggressive
carpooling policy and the increased use of interactive television for meetings.

Projected savings in professional supplies and materials is $100,000, due to a lower than
anticipated increase in purchasing legal resources.

The remaining $40,000 in estimated savings is spread throughout the budget.

This is our best estimate of turnback at this point. As was pointed out in the hearing, the
judiciary is always looking for ways to save money, and all purchases are based on needs,
not wants. We pride ourselves on being good stewards of the money that is appropriated
to us.

Please contact me if you need further information.




Attachment 5

ND JUDICIARY
Schedule of Federal Funds

Projected Projected
2001-03 2003-05 2005-07 2007-09
1 Child Support % 860,415 $ 876,559 $ 935,596 $1,114,478
2 Court Improvement 3 281,285 $ 187,078 $ 283,461 $ 587,118
3 Drug Court 5 281,001 $ 381,093 $ 236,476 $ 200,082
4 Termination of Parental Rights $ 224,521 $ 21,490 3 - $ -
5 Family Counrt Pilot Project $ 29,204 $ 84873 $ 77517 $ -
6 Stop Grants - Misc. 5 26,369 $ 3,258 L] - $ -
Projects
$ 1,702,795 $1,554,351 $ 1,533,050 $ 1,901,678
Notes:

1 Federal IV-D (Child Support) funds. We receive these as a reimbursement for the lime referees and
clerks spend on child support cases. The time spent is calculated through quarterly time studies.
This is an entitiement program, so funds should be secure.

2 Court Improvement - federal funds received through the Dept. of Health and Human Services to be
used to improve legal processes associated with child welfare cases. These are allocated to each
state annually dependent upon the state submitting an application.

3 Drug Courts - These funds are from various federal grants, each of which is granted cn a year-to-year
basis depending on availability of funds.

4 Federal IV-E funds received as a reimbursement of time spent by guardians ad litem on deprivation
cases. These funds are no longer available due to a federal decision regarding eligibility of guardians.

§ Family Court Pilot Project - this has been funded through federal stop grants and private grants on
a year-to-year basis. The budget proposal for 2007-09 contains a request of general funds of
$46,349 which is the cost of the coordinator's salary for one-year. This will be spent only if federat
funds cannct be secured.

6 Stop Grants - these have funded miscellanous projects. We apply when they are available if we
have a project that is eligible under the guidelines for the grant.



0 Judicial Branch Budget - HB 1002

: Legislative Council “Green Sheet” points:

Supreme Court:
1. Supreme Court Justices Salary Increase

s $2,000 July, 2007, then 4% and 4%
o Increase of $102,503 from current salary appropriation
e Decrease of $35,757 from original request of 6% and 7%

2. Old Judges Retirement Plan
o Decrease due to passing of current participants

3. .5 FTE for Director of Finance position
o Not a budget increase, as funds for this .5 FTE have been requested as temporary
salaries in the budget for the last 4 biennia

4. Capital Assets - $96,000
e Copy Machines — $65,000 two high capacity copiers
e Office furniture - $31,000 — routine replacement of furniture

District Court:

5. District Judges Salary Increase
e $2,000 July, 2007, then 4% and 4%

o Increase of $774,332 from current salary appropriation
e Decrease of $258,711 from original request of 6% and 7%

6. Capital Assets - $337,542
o Copy machines - $113,000 — 11 locations
e Evidence Projectors - $32,500 — 5 locations to be used in the courtroom to project
. evidence

e Workstations - $84,000 — Routine replacement of outdated or ergonomically
incorrect worstations

e Sound systems - $90,000 — upgrade sound systems in 9 courtrooms

e Shelving - $10,000 for clerk’s office in Dickinson. Files are currently stored in
basement of courthouse, but county is installing new air system, so files need to
be moved elsewhere

e Microfiche machine - $8,042 — Williston — current machine cannot be repaired

7. IT Capital Assets - $121,041
e Digital audio recording equipment - $58,041 — will replace analog records that
can no longer be purchased or repaired
e Servers - $63,000 routine replacement of 8 servers in Bismarck, Fargo and G.F.

8. Old Judges Retirement Plan
o e Decrease due to passing of current participants




10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

o -

16.

17.

18.

19.

Replacement of current case management system - $1,375,000. This request is for the
initial planning phase. Another request estimated at $5-86 million will be made for the
09-11 biennia.

Federal Court Improvement Grant — additional federal grant funds to 