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THE SUPREME COURT

To the Honorable Senators and Representatives of the 80" Legislative Assembly:

| am pleased to present the Chief Justice’s Recommended Budget for the Oregon Judicial Department for the 2019-21
biennium. As a new Chief Justice, | make this budget request with an acute awareness of the many statutory and
constitutional obligations that the Judicial Branch must fulfill: We must protect individual rights, promote public safety and
welfare, and the preserve confidence in our system of justice. | am aware of those obligations because | am personally
responsible for the work of the Judicial Branch, but | also recognize that our judicial responsibilities are responsibilities
that all branches of our state government share and that all three interdependent branches must be adequately funded to
enable us to achieve our mutual goals. To that end, | am recommending a Judicial Branch budget that will permit our
courts to be a strong partner in those joint efforts while at the same time continuing to make efficient use of every dollar
we receive.

To make the laws that the legislature enacts fully effective, they must be enforced and people must believe that they will be
enforced, as the Constitution requires, “completely and without delay.” It is essential to both business and consumers that
contracts be enforced and disputes resolved. It is essential to our children and families that trauma be reduced and that
permanency be achieved. It is essential to victims of crimes and malfeasance that wrongdoers be held accountable and to those
accused of crimes or tortious conduct receive the process that is due them. When that happens expeditiously and when court
staff and judges have time to truly listen to those who appear before them, to explain how the law works and to demonstrate that
the system is fair and that justice is impartial, then people are more likely to abide by the law. They are more likely to have trust
and confidence in the courts and the government more generally. And that is no small thing; it is essential to our democracy.

This proposed budget maintains current levels to allow our trial and appellate courts to address the more than one million
cases that will be filed during the coming biennium. The Judicial Branch has participated in the deep reductions of the
past biennia and still is trying to rebuild. Current service level funding will enable us to fill some of the key infrastructure
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pieces that are still missing and are critical to our ability to process the cases that others file and over which we have no
direct control.

But that funding will also permit us to take positive steps to address common issues and concerns, including preventing
trauma to children and families and reducing costs and improving results in the criminal justice system. Current service
level funding will allow our courts to continue to serve unrepresented Oregonians (including by fully implementing the
benefits of our now-completed Oregon eCourt system), and to reduce incarceration (including by providing staffing for our
problem-solving courts).

In the policy option packages included in this budget, we ask more specifically for funding that we deem essential to our
mission. For instance, we seek additional staff and judges to enable us to make real progress in improving the lives of
children and families. We seek compensation for our judges that recognizes their role in the administration of justice and
that addresses the continuing compensation gap between their compensation and the compensation of the public-sector
lawyers who appear before them — a gap that threatens the judiciary’s ability to attract and retain a diverse group of
highly-skilled judges. And we include bonding requests to equip the new Multhomah County courthouse and to assist
other counties to improve or replace their courthouses.

We are committed to doing our part to meet our joint responsibilities to all Oregonians, and we look forward to working

with you to that end.

Respectfully submitted,

Martha L. Walters
Chief Justice, Oregon Supreme Court
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LEGISLATIVE ACTION

Legislative Action

Major Budget Impacts to the 2017-19 Legislatively Approved Budget

e Significant Reductions to the Judicial Department Budget: Budget reductions in HB 5013 and HB 5006 significantly impacted Oregon
courts, especially in the first year of the biennium. The Operations budget for the Oregon Judicial Department (OJD) (Trial Courts,
Appellate/Tax Court, and Administration and Central Support) experienced a reduction of over $21.6 million from Current Service Level (6.4
percent), which required most courts and divisions to leave dozens of positions unfilled, impacted equipment replacements, and required the
State Court Administrator to put restrictions on recruitments and expenditures. The 2018 Legislature in HB 5201 added back approximately
$5.1 million along with pool funding for merit increases, which allowed OJD to avoid layoffs, but did not enable courts to hire staff to fill
open positions.

e Expansion of the State Court Technology Fund: HB 2562 (2013) established the State Court Technology Fund for funding state court
electronic applications, services, systems, and public access. In prior biennia, some expenditures associated with the Oregon Judicial
Information Network (OJIN) were paid for from user fees related to data access. For the 2017-19 biennium, increasing costs associated with
maintenance of OJD’s electronic filing and public access systems required additional revenues. HB 2795 and HB 2797 increased filing fees
and fine amounts and the share of filing fees going to the Technology Fund and allowed for an allocation from the Criminal Fines Account to
the Technology Fund.

e Expansion of the Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement Fund: HB 5008 (2013) established the Oregon
Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement Fund (OCCCIF), with the intent of providing matching state funds through the sale of
Article XI-Q bonds for county courthouse construction under rules established by SB 5506. During the 2017 legislative session, the
Multnomah County courthouse replacement project received bonding authority for $102.5 million for final construction costs and initial
furnishings and equipment. Lane County also received $5.1 million in bonding to continue its courthouse replacement project. Outside of the
OCCCIF, Clackamas County received a $1.2 million General Fund allocation to assist in planning and design work for its courthouse
replacement project.

e Grand Jury Recording: SB 505 (2017) requires district attorneys to begin recording grand jury proceedings, with implementation in judicial
districts with a population of between 150,000 to 300,000 or over 700,00 (Deschutes, Jackson and Multnomah counties) on March 1, 2018,
and all remaining counties on July 1, 2019. The bill required the OJD to

e designate and provide recording equipment, and equipment maintenance agreements, to county district attorneys, and create business
processes to accommodate filing and resolution of new protective orders created by SB 505.
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e provide a preliminary report on the implementation to the Emergency Board and the interim Judiciary committees, in the manner
provided in ORS 192.245, no later than December 1, 2018.

e provide a final report no later than February 1, 2019.

A $1.5 million one-time General Fund Appropriation was made to OJD for the “purchase of equipment and services and for other expenses
necessary to carry out provision of the 2017 Act.” The $1.5 million appropriation was further defined in the budget report and measure
summary as “to provide funding for recording equipment and court costs in the three early-implementing counties only.” In HB 5006 section
141, this figure was increased by $600,000 (to $2.1 million total) to help address anticipated use of preliminary hearings by district attorneys
in the three early adopter counties.

Legislation Impacting 2017-19 Legislatively Approved Budget

HB 5013 (2017) — Budget bill

HB 2605 (2017) — Two new judgeships (Josephine and Washington counties), support staff

HB 2795 (2017) - Filing fee increase, Technology Fund filing fee increase to 8.85 percent

HB 2797 (2017) — $5 increase in fines, allocations established for Technology Fund from Criminal Fine Account
HB 5006 (2017) — End of session bill, appropriation adjustment, grand jury recording additional appropriation
SB 505 (2017) — Grand jury recording

SB 5505 (2017) — Bonding bill

SB 5506 (2017) — Capital budgets for Multnomah County courthouse fixtures and equipment, and Supreme Court Building remodel
SB 5529 (2017) — Criminal Fine Account allocations

HB 4163 (2018) — Judicial salaries increase

HB 5201 (2018) — End of session hill

SB 5703 (2018) — Criminal Fine Account allocation increase
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Tith OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY-2017 Regular Session

Enrolled
House Bill 5013

Introduced and printed pursuant to House Rule 12.00. Presession filed (at the request of Oregon
Department of Administrative Services)

CHAPTER ....ovsssmsmsmasanasss s
AN ACT

Relating to the financial administration of the Judicial Department; and declaring an emergency.
Be It Enacted by the People of the State of Oregon:

SECTION 1. There are appropriated to the Judicial Department, for the biennium begin-
ning July 1. 2017, out of the General Fund, the following amounts, for the following purposes:

(1) Judisial mmpcnsall'on......... e & TRI05.0481
2y Operations... . . 5303,221.995
3y Mandated paymcnts - . & 16216686
4y State Court ch'hnolom

Fund.. . e § 2,336,363
5 Debt service. . & 20,426,495
(6} Third-pariy debi

collection. . . & 15202905

SECTION 2. Notwn.hst.andmg‘ any alhcr law limiting expenditures, the following amounis
are established for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, as ithe maximum limits for payment
of expenses from fees, moneys or other revenues, including Miscellaneous Receipts and in-
cluding reimbursemenis from federal service agreements, bui excluding lotiery funds and
federal funds not deseribed in this section, collected or received by the Judicial Depariment
for the following purposes:

(1}  Operations... e § 32722871
(2 Mandated paymcnt:. . B GR2,66T
(3 State Court Facilities and

Security Account .. . & 6412953
4y  Legal Aad A\ccounl A AR

SECTION 3. Notw1thst.a.ndmg any other law limiting expenditures, the amount of
$1,329.952 is established for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, as the maximum limit for
payment of expenses from federal funds other than those deseribed in section 2 of this 2017
Aci collected or received by the Judicial Department.

SECTION 4. In addition to and not in lieu of any other appropriation, there is appropri-
ated to the Judicial Department, for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, out of the General
Fund, ithe amouni of $330.493 for payment of expenses of the Oregon Law Commission.

SECTION 5 In addition to and not in lieu of any other appropriation, there is appropri-
ated to the Judicial Department, for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, out of the General
Fund, ithe amount of 853,427 for payment of expenses of the Council on Court Procedures.

Enrclled House Bill 5013 (HE 5013-A) Page 1

SECTION & (1} In addition to and not in lieu of any other appropriation, there is appro-
priaied to the Judicial Depariment, for ithe biennium beginning July 1, 2017, out of the Gen-
eral Fund, the amount of $7,410.219 for the purpose of providing coneiliation and mediation
services in circuit courts,

(2) The Chief Justice of the Supreme Court shall distribute the moneys appropriated un-
der this section to the counties of this state to fund conciliation and mediation services in
cireuit courts. The Chief Justice shall consult with the presiding judges of the circuit courts
before making the distributions.

SECTION 7. (1} In addition to and not in lien of any other appropriation, there is appro-
priated to the Judicial Department, for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, out of the Gen-
eral Fund, the amount of $7.410,220 for the purpose of operating law libraries or providing
law library services.

(2} The Chief Justice of the Supreme Court shall distribute the moneys appropriated un-
der this section to the counties of this state based on revenues received from filing fees
collected during the 2005-2017 biennium in civil actions commenced in the ecireuit sourt for
the county.

SECTION 8 This 2017 Aect being necessary for the immediate preservation of the public
peace, health and safety, an emergency is declared to exist, and this 20017 Act takes effect
July 1, 2017,

Passed by House June 30, 2017 Received by Governor

Tumothy G. Sekerak, Chief Clerk of House Apy ed:

" “Tina Kotek, Spesker of House
Kate Brown, Gow
Passed by Senate July 5, 2017 e, Loveencre
Filed in Office of Secretary of State:

Pater Courtney, President of Senate

Dennis Richardson, Secretary of State

Enrclled House Bill 5013 (HE 5013-A) Page 2
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T9th OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY-2017 Regular Session

Enrolled
House Bill 2605

Introduced and printed pursuant to House Rule 12.00. Presession filed (at the request of House In-
terim Committee on Judiciary)

AN ACT

Relating to the establishment of circuit court judge positions; creating mew provisions; amending
ORS 3.012; and declaring an emergency.

Be [t Enacted by the People of the State of Oregon:

SECTION 1. ORS 3.012 is amended to read:

3.012. (1) The judicial districts, the counties constituting the judicial districts and the number
of circuit court judges for each judicial district are as follows:

{a} The first judicial district consists of Jackson County and has nine judges.

(b} The second judicial district consists of Lane County and has 15 judges.

{c) The third judicial district consists of Marion County and has 14 judges.

{d) The fourth judicial district consists of Multnomah County and has 38 judges.

{e) The fifth judicial district consists of Clackamas County and has 11 judges.

{f} The sixth judicial district consists of the counties of Morrow and Umatilla and has five
judges.

{g} The seventh judicial district consists of the counties of Gilliam, Hood River, Sherman, Wasco
and Wheeler and has four judges

{h) The eighth judicial district consists of Baker County and has one judge.

(i) The ninth judicial district consists of Malheur County and has two judges.

{j# The tenth judicial district consists of the counties of Union and Wallowa and has two judges.

(k) The eleventh judicial district consists of Deschutes County and has seven judges.

(L) The twelfth judicial district consists of Polk County and has three judges.

{m} The thirteenth judicial district consists of Klamath County and has five judges.

{n) The fourteenth judicial district consists of Josephine County and has [four] five judges.

(o) The fifteenth judicial district consists of the counties of Coos and Curry and has six judges.

{p) The sixteenth judicial district consists of Douglas County and has five judges.

{q} The seventeenth judicial district consists of Lincoln County and has three judges.

{r} The eighteenth judicial district consists of Clatsop County and has three judges.

{z) The nineteenth judicial district consists of Columbia County and has three judges.

(t) The twentieth judicial district consists of Washington County and has [14] 15 judges.

{u) The twenty-first judicial district consists of Benton County and has three judges.

(v} The twenty-second judicial district eonsists of the counties of Crook and Jefferson and has
three judges.

{w) The twenty-third judicial district consists of Linn County and has five judges.

Enrolled House Bill 2605 (HE 2605-A) Page 1

(x)} The twenty-fourth judicial district consists of the counties of Grant and Harney and has one
judge.
(¥} The twenty-fifth judicial district consists of Yamhill County and has four judges.

{z) The twenty-sixth judicial district consists of Lake County and has one judge.

{aa) The twenty-seventh judicial district consists of Tillamook County and has two judges

{2} The Secretary of State shall designate position numbers equal to the number of judges in
each of the judicial districts established by this section. The positions shall reflect any qualifications
established by ORS 3.041.

SECTION & The amendments to ORS 3012 by section 1 of this 2017 Act become operative
on the first Monday in January 2019, except that the provisions for new ecircuit court judges
are operative on the effective date of this 2017 Aet for the purposes of nominating and
electing new judges in 2017 and 2018 to assume the duties of the office on the first Monday
in January 2019,

SECTION 3. In addition to and not in lieu of any other appropriation, there is appropri-
ated to the Judicial Department, for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, out of the General
Fund, the amount of 5617468, which may be expended to pay the salaries and benefits for the
new judicial positions created by the amendments to ORS 3012 by section 1 of this 2017 Act,
the salaries and benefits for the support staff required for those positions and the cost of
equipment and furnishings necessary for those positions.

SECTION 4. This 2017 Act being necessary for the immediate preservation of the public
peace, health and safety, an emergency is declared to exist, and this 2017 Act takes effect
on its passage.

Passed by House June 30, 2007 Recewved by Governor:

" Timothy G. Sekerak, Chief Clerk of House Approved:

" Tina Kotek, Speaker of House

" Kate Browa, Goveraar
Passed by Senate July 5, 2017

Filed in Office of Secretary of State:

Dennis Richardson, Secretary of State

Enrclled House Bill 2805 (HE 2605-A) Pag 2

2019-21 Chief Justice’s Recommended Budget

page 4



LEGISLATIVE ACTION

TOth OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY-2017 Regular Session

Enrolled
House Bill 2795

Sponsored by COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY

CHAPTER

AN ACT

Relating to fees; creating new provisions; amending ORS 15999, 20.190, 21006, 21010, 21.025, 21.135,
91,145, 21155, 21160, 21.170, 21,180, 21.900, 21905, 21.215, 21,935, 21,935 24.135, 46.570, 105130,
106.120 and 205.320; declaring an emergency; and providing for revenue raising that requires
approval by a three-fifths majority.

Be It Enacted by the People of the State of Oregon:

FILING FEES

SECTION 1. ORS 21.010 is amended to read:

21.010. (1) Except as provided in this section, the appellant in an appeal or the petitioner in a
judicial review in the Supreme Court or the Court of Appeals shall pay a filing fee of [£373] $391
in the manner prescribed by ORS 19.265 The respondent in such case and any other person ap-
pearing in the appeal, upon entering first appearance or filing first brief in the court. shall pay to
the State Court Administrator a filing fee of [£273] $391. The party entitled to costs and disburse-
ments on such appeal shall recover from the opponent the amount so paid.

{2} Filing and appearance fees may not be assessed in appeals from habeas corpus proceedings
under ORS 34.710, post-comviction relief proceedings under ORS 138.650, juvenile court under ORS
419A.200, the involuntary commitment of persons determined to be persons with mental illness under
ORSE 426.135 or persons determined to have an intellectual disability under ORS 427.295 or orders
of the State Board of Parole and Post-Prison Supervision or on judicial review of orders entered
under ORS 161.315 to 161351 by the Psychiatric Security Review Board or the Oregon Health Au-
thority.

{3} Filing and appearance fees shall be assessed in an appeal from an appeal to a circuit court
from a justice court or municipal court in an action alleging commission of a state offense desig-
nated as a violation or an action alleging viclation of a city charter or ordinance, but not in an
action alleging commission of a state crime.

{4} Filing and appearance fees shall only be assessed in am appeal in a contempt proceeding
seeking imposition of remedial sanctions under the provisions of ORS 33.055.

{5} The filing and appearance fees established by this section apply to cases of original juris-
diction in the Supreme Court.

SECTION 2, ORS 21.136 is amended to read:

21.135. (1) Unless a specific fee is provided by subsection (3) of this section or other law for a
proceeding, a circuit court shall collect a filing fee of [£252] $2865 when a complaint or other docu-

Enrolled House Bill 2795 (HE 2795-B) Page 1

{c} An active United States magistrate judge.

{2} Marriages may be solemnized by:

{a) A judicial officer;

(b} A county clerk;

{c} Religious congregations or organizations as indicated in ORS3 106.150 (2); or

(d) A clergyperson of any religious congregation or organization who is authorized by the com-
gregation or organization to solemnize marriages.

{3} A person authorized to sclemnize marriages under subsection (2) of this section may
solemnize a marriage anywhere in this state.

{4Ka) When a marriage is solemnized by a tax, appellate or circuit judge of this state, the clerk
of the court or the county clerk shall collect a fee of [$105] $110 and deposit the fee in the Judicial
Department Operating Account established in ORS 1.009.

(b} When a marriage is solemnized by a county clerk, the county clerk shall collect a fee of
[$105] $110, as provided in ORS 205.320.

{c} The fee described in this subsection may be collected only if:

{A) The marriage is solemnized during normal working hours, excluding holidays;

{B} The marriage is solemnized in court facilities or a county clerk’s office; or

{C) More than a minimal amount of staff time or other court or county clerk's office resources
are used in connection with the sclemnization.

{d) The Chief Justice of the Supreme Court or the county clerk may establish a written proce-
dure for waiver of the fee required under this subsection in exigent circumstances, including but
not limited to indigency of the parties to the marriage.

{5} In addition to any fee collected under subsection (4) of this section, a judicial officer of this
state and a county clerk may charge and accept an agreed upon personal payment not to exceed
100 plus actual costs for the solemnization of a marriage if that solemnization is performed:

{a) At a place other than the courthouse where the judicial officer or county clerk serves; or

(b} Outside of the judicial officer’s or county clerk’s normal working hours.

{6} The charging and accepting of a personal payment by a judicial officer of this state or a
county clerk under subsection (5) of this section does not constitute a violation of any of the pro-
visions of ORS chapter 244

{7) The amount of actual costs charged by a judicial officer of this state or a county clerk under
subsection (5) of this section may not exceed:

{a) Actual expenses for food and lodging as verified by receipts.

(b} If travel is made by personal wehicle, the actual number of round-trip miles from the judicial
officer's or county clerk’s home or office, whichever iz greater, compensated at the rate of re-
imbursement then provided by the State of Oregon to its employees or, if travel is made by a com-
mercial carrier, reimbursement shall be made of the actual costs thereof, verified by receipts.

(8) A judicial officer of this state or a county clerk shall maintain records of the amount of
personal pavments received for performing marriages, of actual costs and the supporting documen-
tation related thereto for a period of four vears.

{9) The parties to a marriage solemnized by a tax, appellate or circuit judge of this state shall
show to the judge proof of payment of the fee required under subsection (4Ma) of this section before
solemmnization. Except as provided in subsection (4)d) of this section, the judge may not sclemmize
a marriage without proof of payment of the fee.

SECTION 23, ORS 2056.320 is amended to read:

205.320. (1) In every county there chall be charged and collected in advance by the county clerk,
for the benefit of the county, the following fees, and no more, for the following purposes and ser-
vices:

{a) For filing and making entry when required by law of any instrument required or permitted
by law to be filed, when it is not recorded, $5 for each page.

{b} For filing and making entry of the assignment or satisfaction of any filed, but not recorded,
instrument, $6 for each page.

Earclled House Bill 2795 (HE 2795-B) Page 0
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Toth OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY-2017 Regular Session

Enrolled
House Bill 2797

Sponsored by COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY

AN ACT

Relating to fines; creating new provisions; amending ORS 1012, 137.300, 153.018, 153.020, 153.021 and
153.633; and declaring an emergency.

Be It Enacted by the People of the State of Oregon:

SECTION 1. ORS 153.01%, as amended by section 3, chapter 78, Oregon Laws 2016, is amended
to read:

153.019. (1) Except as provided in ORS 153.020, the presumptive fines for viclations are:

{a) [#435] $440 for a Class A violation.

(b} [#260] $265 for a Class B viclation.

{c) [#160] $165 for a Class C violation.

(d} [#1710] $115 for a Class I violation.

{2} The presumptive fine for a specific fine violation is:

{a} The amount specified by statute as the presumptive fine for the violation; or

(b} An amount equal to the greater of 20 percent of the maximum fine preseribed for the vio
lation, or the minimum fine prescribed by statute for the viclation.

{3} Any surcharge imposed under section 1, chapter 78, Oregon Laws 2016, shall be added to and
made a part of the presumptive fine.

SECTION 2. ORS 153.020, as amended by section 4, chapter 758, Oregon Laws 2016, is amended
to read:

153.020. (1) If a person is charged with a traffic violation, as defined in ORS B01.557, and the
enforcement officer issuing the citation notes on the citation that the offense occurred in a highway
work zone and is subject to the provisions of ORS 811.230, oceurred in a posted school zone and is
subject to the provisions of ORS 811.235, or cccurred in a safety corridor and is subject to the
provisions of ORS 811.483, the presumptive fine for the violation is:

{a) [#370] $875 for a Class A violation.

(b} [#520] $525 for a Class B viclation.

{e) [$320] 325 for a Class C wviolation.

(d} [#220] $2Z256 for a Class D violation.

{2} Any surcharge imposed under section 1, chapter 78, Oregon Laws 2016, chall be added to and
made a part of the presumptive fine.

SECTION 3. ORS 153.021 is amended to read:

163.021 (1)} Except as otherwise provided by law, a court may not defer, waive, suspend or oth-
erwise reduce the fine for a wiolation that is subject to the presumptive fines established by ORS
153.019 (1) or 153.020 to an amount that is less than:

{a) [#220] $226 for a Class A violation.

Enrolled House Bill 2797 (HE 2797-A) Page 1

(b) [#130] $135 for a Class B viclation.

{c) [#80] 885 for a Class C violation.

{d) [#60] $65 for a Class D violation.

{2} Except as otherwise provided by law, a court may not defer, waive, suspend or otherwise
reduse the fine for a specific fine violation to an amount that is less than 20 percent of the
presumptive fine for the viclation

{3} This section does not affect the manner in which a court imposes or reduces monetary obli-
gations other than fines

{4) The Department of Revenue or Secretary of State may audit any court to determine whether
the eourt is complying with the requirements of this section. In addition, the Department of Revenue
or Secretary of State may audit any court to determine whether the court is complying with the
requirements of ORS 137.145 to 137.159 and 153.640 to 153.680. The Department of Revenue or Sec-
retary of State may file an action under ORS 34.105 to 34.240 to enforce the requirements of this
section and of ORS 137.145 to 137,159 and 153.640 to 153.680.

SECTION 4. ORS 153.633 is amended to read:

153.833. (1) In any criminal action in a circuit court in which a fine is imposed, the lesser of the
following amounts is payable to the state before any other distribution of the fine is made:

(a) [#60] $65; or

(b} The amount of the fine if the fine is less than [£60] $65.

{2} In any criminal action in a justice or municipal court in which a fine is imposed, the lesser
of the following amounts is payable to the state before any other distribution of the fine is made:

(=) [#45] $50; or

(b} The amount of the fine if the fine is less than [£45] $50.

{3} A justice or municipal court shall forward the amount preseribed under subsection (2) of this
section to the Department of Revenue for deposit in the Criminal Fine Account.

{4} The provisions of subsection (2) of this section do not apply to fines imposed in justice and
municipal courts under ORS 811.500, 814 485, B14.486, 814534, 814.536, 814.800 or 830990 (1)

SECTION 5. ORS 137.300 is amended to read:

137.300. {1} The Criminal Fine Account is established in the General Fund. Except as otherwise
provided by law, all amounts collected in state courts ns monetary oblipations in eriminal actions
shall be deposited by the courts in the account. All moneys in the account are continuously appro-
priated to the Department of Revenue to be distributed by the Department of Revenue as provided
in this section. The Department of Revenve shall keep a record of moneys transferred into and out
of the account.

{2} The Legislative Assembly shall first allocate moneys from the Criminal Fine Account for the
following purposes, in the following order of priorvity:

{a) Allocations for public safety standards, training and facilities.

(b} Allocations for criminal injuries compensation and assistance to victims of crime and chil-
dren reasonably suspected of being victims of crime.

(e} Allocations for the forensic services provided by the Oregon State Police, including, but not
limited to, services of the State Medical Examiner.

{d)} Alloeations for the maintenance and operation of the Law Enforcement Data System.

(3) After making allocations under subsection (2) of this section, the Legislative Assembly shall
allocate moneys from the Criminal Fine Account for the following purposes:

{a) Allocations to the Law Enforcement Medical Liability Account established under ORS
414.815.

{b) Alloeations to the State Court Facilities and Security Account established under ORS 1178

{c) Allocations to the Department of Corrections for the purpose of planning, operating and
maintaining county juvenile and adult comrections programs and facilities and drug and alechol

programs.

Enrolled House Bill 2797 (HE 2797-A) Page 2
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{d) Allocations to the Oregon Health Authority for the purpose of grants under ORS 430,345 for
the establishment, operation and maintenance of aleohol and drug abuse prevention, early inter-
vention and treatment services provided through a county.

{e) Allocations to the Oregon State Police for the purpose of the enforcement of the laws re-
lating to driving under the influence of intoxicants.

(f) Allocations to the Arrest and Return Account established under ORS 133.865.

{g)} Allocations to the Intoxicated Driver Program Fund established under ORS 813.270.

(h} Allocations to the State Court Technology Fund established under ORS 1012

{4) It is the intent of the Legislative Assembly that allocations from the Criminal Fine Account
under subsection (3) of this section be consistent with historical funding of the entities, programs
and accounts listed in subsection (3} of this section from monetary obligations imposed in criminal
proceedings. Amounts that are allecated under subsection (3Me) of this section shall be distributed
to counties based on the amounts that were transferred to counties by circuit courts during the
2009-2011 biennium under the provisions of ORS 137.308, as in effect January 1, 2011

{5} Monevs in the Criminal Fine Account may not be allocated for the payment of debt service
abligations.

{6} The Department of Revenue shall deposit in the General Fund all moneys remaining in the
Criminal Fine Account after the distributions listed in subsections (2) and (3) of this section have
been made.

{7} The Department of Revenue shall establish by rule a process for distributing moneys in the
Criminal Fine Account. The department may not distribute more than one-eighth of the total
biennial allocation to an entity during a calendar quarter.

SECTION 6. ORS 1.012 is amended to read:

1.012. (1) The State Court Techmology Fund is established in the State Treasury, separate and
distinct from the General Fund. Interest earned by the State Court Techneology Fund shall be
credited to the fund.

{2} All fees received on and after July 1, 2013, for the use of the Oregon Judicial Case Infor-
mation Network under ORS 1002 (8) and for the use of other state court electronic applications and
systems shall be deposited into the fund.

(2} The fund consists of the moneys deposited into the fund under subsection (2} of this section
land], the moneys deposited into the fund under ORS 21.008 and the moneys allocated to the fund
under ORS 137.300.

(4} Moneys in the fund are continuously appropriated to the Judicial Department for the pur-
poses of:

{a} Developing, maintaining and supporting state court electronic applications, services and
systems and for providing access to and use of those applications, services and systems; and

(b} Providing electronic service and filing services.

SECTION 7. The amendments to ORS 153019, 153020, 155021 and 153633 by sections 1
to 4 of this 2017 Act apply to offenses commitied on or after January 1, 2018,

SECTION 8 This 20017 Act being necessary for the immediate preservation of the public
peace, health and safety, an emergency is declared to exist, and this 2017 Act takes effect
on its passage

Earolled House Bill 2797 (HE 2797-A) Page 3

Passed by House July 6, 2017

Tina Kotek, Speaker of House

Passed by Senate July 7, 2017

" Peter Courtney, Presideat of Senate

Enrolled House Bill 2767 (HE 2707-A)

Received by Governoe:

Approved:

Kate Brown, Governor
Filed m Office of Secretary of State:
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79th Oregon Legislative Assembly — 2017 Regular Session

HE 5006 A BUDGET REPORT and MEASURE SUMMARY Carrier: Sen. Devlin

Joint Committee On Ways and Means

Action Date: 07/03/17
Action: Do pass the A-Eng bill.
Senate Vote
Yeas: 11-DeBoer, Devlin, Frederick, Girod, Hansell, Johnson, Manning Ir, Monroe, Roblan, Steiner Hayward, Winters
Mays: 1-Thomsen
House Vote
Yeas: 7 - Gomberg, Holvey, Huffman, Nathanson, Rayfield, Smith Warner, Williamson
MNays: 1-Mclane
Exc: 3 - Smith G, Stark, Whisnant
Prepared By: Laurie Byerly and Gregory lolivette, Legislative Fiscal Office
Reviewed By: Paul Siebert, Legislative Fiscal Office

Emergency Board
2017-19

Various Agencies
2015-17

This summary has not been adopted or officially endorsed by action of the committee. HE 5006 A
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2015-17 Legislatively 2017-19 Committee ,

&
—E—LBUd et Summar Approved Budget Recommendation Committee Change
HUMAN SERVICES PROGRAM AREA
Commission for the Blind
General Fund - 5 (41,304 5 [41,304)
Oither Funds - 5 [11,457) g [11,457)
Federal Funds - 5 [157,969) 5 [157,969)
Oregon Health Authority
General Fund - 4 (59,956,387) 3 (59,956,387)
General Fund Debt Service - 5 4,001 5 4,001
Lottery Funds - 5 [4,617) 3 (4,617)
Other Funds - 5 71,374,612 3 71,374,612
Federal Funds - 5 (9,456,514 g (9,456,514)
Department of Human Services
General Fund - 5 (8,487,786) 5 (8,487,788)
General Fund Debt Service - 5 10,521,010 3 10,521,010
COther Funds - 5 45,175,634 3 45,175,634
Federal Funds - 4 138,153,153 3 138,153,153
Long Term Care Ombudsman
General Fund - 5 (272 509) 5 (272,509)
Cither Funds - 5 {2,583} g (2,593)
Psychiatric Security Review Board
General Fund - 5 (33,233) 5 (33,233)
JUDICIAL BRANCH
Judicial Department
General Fund - 3 (7.171,498) 5 (7,171,498)
General Fund Debt Service - & (2,555,411) 5 (2,555,411)
Cither Funds - 5 195,971,790 g 195,971,790

HE 5006 A
Tofdl
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2015-17 Legislatively 2017-19 Committee 5

o
Budget Summar Approved Budget Recommendation Committee Change
Commission on Judicial Fitness and Disability
General Fund - 5 (577) 3 (577)
Public Defense Services Commission
General Fund - 5 1,060,699 £ 1,060,699
LEGISLATIVE BRANCH
Legislative Administration Committee
General Fund - 5 4,109,449 5 4,109,443
General Fund Debt Service - 5 [445,481) 5 (445,481)
Other Funds - 5 239,358 5 239,358
Other Funds Debt Service - 5 (28,305) S (28,305)
Legislative Assembly
General Fund - 5 (1,324,394) 5 (1,324,394)
Legislative Commission on Indian Services
General Fund - 5 (1,750) 5 {1,750)
Legislative Counsel
General Fund - 5 (232,754) 3 (232,754)
Other Funds - 5 (59,154) 3 (59,154)
Legislative Fiscal Office
General Fund - g (183,583) 5 [183,583)
Other Funds - s (124,420) 5 (124,420)
Legislative Revenue Office
General Fund - 5 (18,516) B (18,516)
Legislative Policy and Research Office
General Fund - 5 (45,374) 5 (45,374)

HE 5006 A
3of4l
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2017-19 Position Summary 2015-17 Legislatively

2017-19 Committee

HUMAMN SERVICES PROGRAM AREA

Oregon Health Authority
Authorized Positions -
Full-time Equivalent (FTE) positions -

Department of Human Services
Authorized Positions -

Full-time Equivalent (FTE) positions -
JUDICIAL BRANCH
Judicial Department

Authorized Positions -
Full-time Equivalent (FTE) positions -

NATURAL RESOURCES PROGRAM AREA

Oregon Department of Agriculture
Authorized Positions -
Full-time Equivalent (FTE) positions -

Department of Fish and Wildlife
Authorized Positions -
Full-time Equivalent (FTE) positions -

Department of Forestry
Authorized Positions -
Full-time Equivalent (FTE) positions -

Department of State Lands
Awuthorized Positions -
Full-time Equivalent (FTE) positions -

Approved Budget Recommendation Committee Change
63 63
5146 51.46
113 113
7433 74.33
4 4
2.00 2.00
(1) (1)
(1.00) (1.00)
5 6
533 533
4 4
350 350
1 1
1.00 1.00

HB 5006 A
150f 41
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Emergency Board

The Emergency Board allocates General Fund and provides Lottery Funds, Other Funds, and Federal Funds expenditure limitation to state
agencies for unanticipated needs in approved agency budgsts when the Legislature is not in session. The Subcommittee appropriated 550
million General Fund to the Emergency Board for general purposes.

HB 5006 makes two special purpose appropriations to the Emergency Board, totaling $110 million General Fund; the bill also adjusts a special
purpoase appropriation already approved in a different bill:

* 5100 million General Fund for state employee compensation changes.

* 510 million General Fund for allocation to state agencies for compensation changes driven by collective bargaining for workers who are
not state employses.

» Reduces the special purpose appropriation made by 5B 505 for costs associated with the requirement to record grand jury proceedings,
by $600,000 General Fund. The budget for the Judicial Department is increased by this amount.

If these special purpose appropriations are not allocated by the Emergency Board before December 1, 2018, any remaining funds become
available to the Emergency Board for general purposes.

Adjustments to Approved 2017-19 Agency Budgets

STATEWIDE ADJUSTMENTS

Statewide adjustments reflect budget changes in multiple agencies based on reductions in Department of Administrative Services assessments
and charges for services, Attorney General rates, certain services and supplies, and additional vacancy savings expected as a result of a hiring
slowdown. Statewide adjustments also reflect net reductions to debt service realized through interest rate savings on bond sales and refunding
of outstanding general obligation and lottery revenue bonds. Total savings are $135.8 million General Fund, $16.7 million Lottery Funds, $105.5
million Other Funds, and $35.6 million Federal Funds.

Specific adjustments include 5126 million total funds savings from implementing a hiring slowdown implemented across all three branches of
government; $25 million in General Fund and Lottery Funds savings from eliminating most inflation on services and supplies implemented across
all three branches of government; $9.3 million total funds from a 10% reduction to travel in Executive Branch agencies to implement the
Governor's previously announced cost containment effort; 568 million total funds reduction from lower Department of Administrative Services
assessments and service rates; and 513 million total funds from lower Attorney General rates.

HB 5006 A
17of41
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be required by JCLIMT or interim budget committees, depending on agency progress and any need to address project or budget issues flagged
by LFO or OSCIO. The Subcommittee approved the project with the understanding that the funding will be unscheduled until LFO and the Chief
Financial Office of the Department of Administrative Services approve rescheduling; agency compliance with the JLCIMT recommendations will
be key to making funding available.

Since this project will result in eligibility determinations for multiple programs in both OHA and DHS being done through one system, to perform
these determinations most efficiently, eligibility functions {responsibility for the work and staffing) from both agencies will be centralized at
DHS. The following budget note was approved by the Subcommittee:

Budget Note:

The Department of Human Services and the Oregon Health Authority are currently planning to centralize eligibility processing at DHS in
the fall of 2017. DHS has begun an assessment of current processes and will need 9-12 months to complete a comprehensive
assessment and business plan that meets Medicaid requirements. DHS will report to the Interim Joint Committee on Ways and Means
by June 30, 2018, and will include in its report a plan to increase jobs in rural Oregon including the option of outsourcing, in order to
provide the highest quality, most efficient and cost effective Medicaid enrollment services to Oregonians.

JUDICIAL BRANCH

Judicial Department
The Subcommittee increased General Fund for the Judicial Department by 5600,000, and established four full-time positions (2.00 FTE) for

additional workloads associated with an increased number of preliminary hearings anticipated as a result of SB 505. 5B 505 requires grand jury

proceeding to be recorded. A special purpose appropriation in SB 505 to the Emergency Board for additional costs associated with the measure
was reduced by the same amount.

The subcommittee also established a 51,200,000 General Fund appropriation to provide a grant to Clackamas County for planning costs
associated with a project to replace the county’s courthouse. The county must spend at least an equal amount of matching funds for planning
costs. The provision of this support does not establish a commitment or expectation for any additional state support for the capital project.

The Subcommittee added Other Funds expenditures to the budget associated with the authorization, in 5B 5505, of Article XI-Q bonds for grants
and capital construction projects. This limitation will allow the Judicial Department to provide grants to counties for courthouse capital
construction projects through the Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement Fund (OCCCIF), and pay costs associated with
issuing the bonds for both the OCCCIF grants, and for capital construction projects approved in SB 5506. A $195.2 million Other Funds limitation
is established for the OCCCIF, for transfer of $97.6 million of Article XI-Q proceeds, and an equal amount of county matching funds, for the
following two county courthouse replacement projects:

HE 5006 A
31of4l
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* Multnomah County Courthouse - 5185.2 million {including 592.6 million of bond proceeds) for the Multnomah County Courthouse
replacement project. The funds will permit the county to complete construction of the courthouse project. With these moneys, the
state will have provided a total of 5125 million of bond proceeds for the project over a three-biennium period.

¢ Lane County Courthouse - 510 million {including 55 million of bond proceeds) for the Lane County Courthouse replacement project.
These funds will provide support for planning and development of the project. With these moneys, the state will have provided a total of
56.4 million of bond proceeds for the project over a two-biennium period. The provision of this support doss not astablish a commitment
or expectation for any additional state support for the capital project.

Other Funds expenditures were increased by 51,235,000 for costs of issuing Article XI-Q bonds for the OCCCIF-supported projects, and for two
capital construction projects approved in 5B 5506, Proceads of bonds are used to finance these costs.

Finally, the Subcommittee established a distinct Other Funds expenditure limitation for the State Court Technology Fund {SCTF), and transferred
517,942,354 from the Operations expenditure limitation to the newly established SCTF expenditure limitation. The SCTF receives revenues from
court filing fees, charges for technology services, and the Criminal Fine Account, and its use is restricted to providing support state court
electronic systems.

Public Defense Services Commission

The Subcommittee approved a 51,800,000 increase in General Fund for the Professional Services Account. This appropriation brings total
General Fund support for the program to the current service level. The Professional Services Account finances the costs of all trial-level and
certain appellate-level public defense services.

LEGISLATIVE BRANCH

Legislative Administration Committee

General Fund of 55,145,277 for Lagislative Administration was approved by the Subcommittes for security enhancements to the Oregon State
Capitol. The increased funds include: 520,000 for a mass communication system, $528,000 for third party monitoring services, and 54,597,277
far security cameras and networks, independent distribution facility (network closet) upgrade, safety film installation, garage gate replacement,
and other security needs.

The subcommittee also approved $306,053 General Fund for debt service on Article X1-0 bonds sold for the Capital Accessibility, Maintenance,
and Safety project. Bonds are scheduled to be sold in spring 2018. In addition, Other Funds expenditure limitation was increased by 5239,358
far costs of issuance on the bonds, which will be paid with bond proceeds.

HE 5006 A
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Statewide implementation will be through a three-phase approach across all 36 counties: Phase-l will be completed by January 1, 2018 for:
Benton; Coos; Gilliam; Grant; Hood River; Josephine; Lane; Lincoln; Linng Maorrow; Polk; Sherman; Tillamook; Wasco; and Wheeler Counties.
Phase-Il will be completed by July 1, 2018 for: Columbia; Crook; Deschutes; Douglas; Harney; Jackson; Jefferson; Klamath, Lake; Malheur;
Umatilla; and Yambhill counties. Phase-lll will be completed by January 1, 2019 for: Baker; Clackamas; Clatsop; Curry; Marion; Multnomah;
Union; Washington; and Wallowa counties. The final implementation schedule, however, may change depending upon the needs of a specific
county. Both DOJ and DHS will work collaboratively with county District Attorneys to ensure juvenile dependency cases are handled in a
consistent and coordinated manner with as much continuity as possible throughout the legal proceedings.

This investmeant in legal services was, in part, the result of work completed by the Task Force on Legal Representation in Childhood Dependency,
which was established by 58 222 (2015). While, due to limited General Fund resources, the Legislature was unable to fund most Task Force
recommendations, the affected state agencies and legal partners are committad to continuing to work on system improvements. In recognition
of this commitment, the Subcommittee approved the following budget note:

Budget Note:

The Department of Human Services, Department of Justice, OregonJudicial Department, and Public Defense Services Commission shall
waork collaboratively, at both the state and local levels, to solicit input on, develop, and implement strategies to improve the
affectiveness and efficiency of Oregon's juvenile dependency systems and to determine the appropriate level of legal services. Potential
strategies should include standardizing forms, streamlining procasses, conforming practices, and adopting administrative or court rules.
The agencies are expected to identify and begin implementing strategies no later than July 1, 2018. Options for providing more effective
and cost-efficient legal and other services should also be reviewed and analyzad. The agencies will submit a joint report on the progress
of these efforts to the Interim Joint Committee on Ways and Means or the Emergency Board by October 2018. In addition, 2ach agency
shall include an update, in its budget presentation to the Joint Committee on Ways and Means during the 2019 session, on its specific
roles, activities, strategies, and costs to improve the effectiveness and efficiency of Oregon’s juvenile dependency system.

In addition, the Legislature, under separate legislation (HB 3470), extended the sunset on the provision authorizing DHS to appear as a party in a

juvenile court proceeding without appearance of an Attorney General from June 30, 2018 to June 30, 2020 to accommodate the planned
implementation schedule.

The Department of Administrative Services is directed to unschadule $4.0 million of the General Fund in the DHS budget and $4.0 million of the
Other Funds expenditure limitation in the DOJ budget pending demonstration to the Legislative Fiscal Office that the work performed, billing,
reporting, and communication between the agencies is consistent with the budget cap, implementation schedule, and service level expectations
for the caseworker legal representation program.

HE 5006 A
38 of41
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79th OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY-2017 Regular Session

Enrolled
Senate Bill 505

Printed pursuant to Senate Interim RHule 213.28 by order of the President of the Senate in conform-
ance with presession filing rules, indicating neither advocacy nor opposition on the part of the
President (at the request of Senate Interim Committes on Judicisry?

AN ACT

Relating to recording of grand jury proceedings; creating new provisions: amending ORS 132.090,
132.320, 132.430, 132.550 and 135.405; repealing ORS 132.080; and declaring an emergency.

Be It Enacted by the People of the State of Oregon:

SECTION 1. (1Ma} The distriet attorney of a county comprising a judicial district with a
population between 150,000 and 300,000 or over 70,00 shall ensure that proceedings before
the grand jury are recorded in the manner described in this section and section 2 of this 2007
Act,

(b} The Chief Justice of the Supreme Court shall designate the types of audio electronic
recording devices suitable for recording grand jury proceedings and may establish policies
and procedures by rule or order to carry out the provisions of this section and sections 2
and 3 of this 2017 Aet.

() The district attorney shall use to record the grand jury proceedings audio electronic
recording devices designated, provided and mainiained by the Judicial Department.

(ZMa) The district attorney shall delegate the recording of grand jury proceedings to a
grand juror and shall provide instruction to the grand juror concerning the audio electronic
recording equipment and requirements of the recording.

(b Notwithstanding paragraph (a} of this subsection, the court may, upon request of the
prosecuting attorney, appoint a certified shorthand reporter as defined in ORS 8415 or a
shorthand reporter certified by a national certification association, who shall be permitted
to attend all proceedings of the grand jury for the purpose of taking accurate notes. The
shorthand reporier's services shall be paid for by the prosecuting attorney. The shorthand
reporter shall be sworn to correctly report the proceedings of the grand jury deseribed in
section 2 of this 20017 Act and to keep secret any information concerning the grand jury
proceedings,

(e} The grand juror or shorthand reporter recording the proceedings is not subject to
subpoena, and may not disclose any information, concerning the grand jury proceedings
without prior court order.

(3al A failure of an audio electronic recording device to acewrately record all or part
of a grand jury proceeding does not affect the validity of any prosecution or indictment.

(b} A failure of a grand juror to operate an audio electronic recording deviee in a manner
that accurately records all or part of a grand jury proceeding, as required, does not affect
the validity of any prosecution or indictment.

Enrclled Senate Bill 505 (SB 505 B) Page 1

{3) The district attormey in reaching a ples agreement may agree to, but is not limited to, one
or more of the following, as required by the circumstances of the individual case:

{a) To make or not to oppose favorable recommendations as to the sentence which should be
imposed if the defendant enters a plea of guilty or no contest to the offense charged;

(b} To seek or not to oppose dismissal of the offense charged if the defendant enters a plea of
guilty or no contest to another offense reasonably related to the defendant’s conduct; or

{c) To seek or mot to oppose dismissal of other charges or to refrain from bringing potential
charges if the defendant enters a plea of guilty or no contest to the offense charged.

(4} Similarly situated defendants should be afforded equal plea agreement opportunities.

{5) The district attorney may not condition a plea offer on a requirement that the defendant
waive:

{a} The disclosure obligation of ORS 1356815 (1Mg)l.); or

(b} The ahility to receive the audio recording of grand jury proceedings as permitted un-
der section & of this 2017 Aect, if the indictment has been indorsed “a true hill.”

{6Ma) A district attorney may provide a plea offer and agreed disposition recommendation to the
defendant at the time of arraignment or first appearance of the defendant for a crime in open court
under an early disposition program established under ORS 135.941.

(b} Unless extended by the court, a plea offer and agreed disposition recommendation made un-
der paragraph (a) of this subsection expire upon completion of the srraipnment. Except for good
cause, a court may not extend a plea offer and agreed disposition recommendation under this para-
graph for more than seven days for a misdemeanor or 21 days for a felony.

SECTION 8. Section 1 of this 2017 Act is amended to read:

Sec. L (1Ma) The district attorney of a county [comprising a judicial district with o population
between 150,000 and 300000 or over 700,000] shall ensure that proceedings before the grand jury are
recorded in the manner described in this section and section 2 of this 2017 Act.

{b} The Chief Justice of the Supreme Court shall designate the types of auwdio electromic re-
cording devices suitable for recording grand jury proceedings and may establish policies and pro-
cedures by rule or order to carry ocut the provisions of this section and sections 2 and 3 of this 2017
Aet.

{c) The district attormey shall use to record the grand jury proceedings audic electromic re-
cording devices designated, provided and maintained by the Judicial Department.

{2Ha) The district attorney shall delegate the recording of grand jury proceedings to a grand
jurcr and shall provide instruction to the grand juror concerning the audic electronic recording
equipment and requirements of the recording.

(b} Notwithstanding paragraph (a) of this subsection, the court may, upon request of the prose-
cuting attorney, appoint a certified shorthand reporter as defined in ORS 8.415 or a shorthand re-
porter certified by a national certification association, who shall be permitted to attend all
proceedings of the grand jury for the purpose of taking accurate notes. The shorthand reporter's
services shall be paid for by the prosecuting attornmey. The shorthand reporter shall be sworn to
correctly report the proceedings of the grand jury described in section 2 of this 2017 Act and to
keep secret any information concerning the grand jury proceedings.

{c) The grand jurcr or shorthand reporter recording the proceedings is not subject to subpoena,
and may not disclose any information, concerning the grand jury proceedings without prior court
arder.

(3Ma) A failure of an audio electronic recording device to accurately record all or part of a
grand jury proceeding does not affect the walidity of any prosecution or indictment.

{b} A failure of a prand jurer to operate an audio electronic recording device in & manner that
accurately records all or part of a grand jury proceeding, as required, does not affect the validity
of any prosecution or indictment.

{c) A failure of a shorthand reporter to prepare accurate notes or an accurate report of all or
part of a grand jury proceeding, as required. does not affect the walidity of any prosecution or
indictment.

Earolled Senate Bill 505 (SB 505-B) Page B
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hearing described in ORS 135.070 (2) may be extended by a maximum of an additional five judicial
days and the district attorney and the defendant may stipulate to an extension of greater duration.
During a period of delay caused by a scheduling conflict under this subsection, ORS 135.230 to
135.290 shall continue to apply concerning the custody status of the defendant.

(13) A grand jury lin a judicial district with o population between 150,000 and 300,000 or over
700,000], the proceedings of which are recorded pursuant to sections 1 and 2 of this 2017 Act, may
receive in evidence, through the testimony of a peace officer involved in the criminal investigation
under grand jury inguiry, the statement of

{a} A person who cannot readily understand the proceedings, or whe cannet communicate in the
proceedings, because of a physical disability or developmental disability; or

(b} A victim under 18 years of age at the time of the proceedings.

SECTION 14. ORS 132080 is repealed.

SECTION 15. The Public Defense Services Commission, the Judicial Department and each
county that begins recording grand jury proceedings under sections 1 and 2 of this 2017 Act
on March 1, 2008, shall:

(1} Provide a preliminary report on the implementation of the recording requirement to
the Emergency Board and the interim commitiees of the Legislative Assembly related to the
Jjudiciary, in the manner provided in ORS 192.245, no later than December 1, 2018

(2) Provide a final report on the implementation of the recording requirement to the
Joint Committee on Ways and Means and the committees of the Legislative Assembly related
to the judiciary, in the manner provided in ORS 192245, no later than February 1, 2019,

SECTION 16 In addition to and not in lieu of any other appropriation, there is appro-
priated to the Judicial Department, for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, out of the Gen-
eral Fund, the amount of $1,500,000, for the purchase of equipment and services and for other
expenses necessary to carry out the provisions of this 2017 Act.

SECTION 17. (1} Im addition to and oot in lieu of any other appropriation, there is ap-
propriated to the Emergency Board, for the biennium beginning July 1. 2017, out of the
General Fund, the amount of $8,500,000, to be allocated for expenses necessary to carry out
the provisions of this 20017 Act.

{2y If any of the moneys appropriated by subsection (1) of this section are not allocated
by the Emergency Board prior to December 1, 2018, the moneys remaining on that date be-
come available for any purpose for which the Emergency Boasrd lawfully may allocate funds.

SECTION 18 (1) Sections 1, 2 and 3 of this 20017 Act and the amendments to ORS 132,080,
132220, 132550 and 135405 by sections 4, 5, 7 and 8 of this 20017 Act become operative on
March 1, 2018,

(2} The amendmenis to sections 1, 2 and 2 of this 2017 Act and ORS 132,090, 132220 and
132420 by sections 6, 9, 10, 11, 12 and 13 of this 2017 Act and the repeal of ORS 132,080 by
section 14 of this 2017 Act become operative on July 1, 2019,

(3} The Judicial Department may take any action before the operative dates specified in
subsections (1) and (2) of this section that is necessary to enable the department to exerecise
the duties, functions and powers conferred on the department by this 2017 Act

SECTION 19. This 2017 Act being necessary for the immediate preservation of the public
peace, health and safety, an emergency is declared to exist, and this 2017 Act takes effect
on ils passage

Enrclled Senate Bill 505 (SB 505 B) Page 14
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79th Oregon Legislative Assembly — 2017 Regular Session

SB505B BUDGET REPORT and MEASURE SUMMARY Carrier: Sen. Prozanski

Joint Committee On Ways and Means

Action Date: 07/01/17
Action: Do pass with amendments to the A-Eng bill. (Printed B-Eng.)

Senate Vote
Yeas: & - DeBoer, Devlin, Frederick, Manning Ir, Monroe, Roblan, Steiner Hayward, Winters

MNays: 4 - Girod, Hansell, Johnson, Thomsen

House Vote
Yeas: 8 -Gomberg, Holvey, Huffman, Nathanson, Rayfield, Smith Warner, Whisnant, Williamson
Mays: 2 -Mclane, Smith G
Exc: 1-Stark
Prepared By: Michelle Lisper, Department of Administrative Services
Reviewed By: lohn Terpening, Legislative Fiscal Office

Judicial Department
2017-19

Emergency Board
2017-19

This summary has not been adopted or officially endorsed by action of the committee. SB505B
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Budget Summary

2015-17 Legislatively 2017-19 Current Service 2017-19 Committee Committee Change from 2015-17

Approved Budget Lewel Recommendation Leg. Approved
5 Change % Change

Oregon Judicial Department
General Fund s - 5 - 5 1,500,000 s 1,500,000 100.0%
Total 5 - 5 - 5 1,500,000 5 1,500,000 100.0%
Emergency Board
General Fund 5 - 5 - 5 8,500,000 5 8,500,000 100.0%
Total 5 - 5 - 5 8,500,000 5 8,500,000 100.0%
Position Summary
Oregon Judicial Department
Authorized Positions o 0 11 11
Full-time Equivalent (FTE) positions 0.00 0.00 7.79 7.79

Summary of Revenue Changes

Senate Bill 505 appropriates 51,500,000 General Fund, and establishes ten permanent positions (7.22 FTE), and one limited-du ration position
(0.50 FTE) in the Oregon Judicial Department (0JD). OJD staff will assist in processing protective order requests and in conducting preliminary
hearings. ©JD will purchase and maintain recording equipment for District Attorneys in Multnomah, Jackson and Deschutes Counties.

In addition, the Subcommittee established 58,500,000 General Fund special purpose appropriation to the Emergency Board, for additional
expenses nacassary to implement the requirements of the bill. This appropriation to the Emergency Board reflects the indeterminate nature of
how the bill will be implemented among the counties across the state and the potential impact for which entities may request funds to carry out
the provisions of the hill.

Summary of Public Safety Subcommittee Action

Senate Bill 505 requires county district attorneys to electronically record all grand jury proceadings, and to store and maintain copies of the
audio recording. The measure provides for a phased-in implementation with Deschutes, Multnomah, and Jackson counties beginning to record
grand jury proceedings on March 1, 2018, and all other counties in the state beginning on July 1, 2019.

5B 505 B
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The measure requires district attorneys to delegate recording and instruction to a grand juror, and to use the type of audio electronic recording
devices provided and maintained by the Judicial Department.

Much of the costs of the measure are indeterminate, and will depend on the number of protective orders and preliminary hearings requested.
Potentially impacted agencies include the courts, district attorneys, Department of Justice, Public Defense Services Commission, counties and
cities. Due to the indeterminate nature, the measure sets aside 58.5 million of General Fund in a special purpose appropriation to the
Emergency Board, from which affected entities may request funds to carry out the provisions of the measure. Additionally, 51.5 million General
Fund is provided to the Judicial Department to provide funding for recording equipment and court costs in the three early-implementing
countias only.

The Public Defense Services Commission, 0JD and each county that begins the recording of grand jury proceedings by March 1, 2018, will submit
a preliminary report to the Legislature by December 1, 2018. A second report is to be submittad on the implementation of the recording
requirements, to the Joint Ways and Means and the Legislative Assembly related to judiciary, by February 1, 2019. The reports should include an
initial assessment of the implementation in the early-implementing counties, but not limited to those counties; relevant information and data
regarding the grand jury recording process; the preliminary hearing process; protective order process and data; information related to
transcription; changes to policies or processes; and any legal issues or challenges arising from this measure.

585058
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DETAIL OF JOINT COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS ACTION

Oregon Judicial Department
Michelle Lisper —971-283-6360

OTHER FUMNDS FEDERAL FUNDS
GEMERAL LOTTERY

DESCRIPTION FUND FUNDS LIMITED NOMLIMITED LIMITED NOMLIMITED
SUBCOMMITTEE ADIUSTMENTS
Oregon Judicial Department
SCR 100 - Trial Courts
Personal Services 5 907,636 & - - 5 - 5 - 5 -
Services and Supplies 5 357,056 % - 5 - 5 - 5 - 4 -
Subtotal 5 1,264,692 % - - 5 - % - 8 -
SCR 102 - Administration and Central Support
Personal Services 5 94,328 5 - 5 - 5 - 4 - 5 -
Capital Outlay 5 140,980 % - 5 - 5 - & - & -
Subtotal s 235,308 S - 5 - & - 5 - 5 -
Oregon ludicial Department Total 5 1,500,000 % - 5 - 4 - & - -
Emergency Board 5 8,500,000 % - 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 -
SUBCOMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 10,000,000 5 - 5 - 4 - % - -
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79th Oregon Legislative Assembly — 2017 Regular Session

SB 5505 A BUDGET REPORT and MEASURE SUMMARY Carrier: Sen. Courtney

Joint Committee On Ways and Means

Action Date: 07/03/17
Action: Do pass with amendments. (Printed A-Eng.)
Senate Vote
Yeas: 11 - DeBoer, Devlin, Frederick, Girod, Hansell, Johnson, Manning Jr, Monroe, Roblan, Steiner Hayward, Winters
Mays: 1-Thomsen
House Vote
Yeas: & - Gomberg, Holvey, Huffman, McLane, Nathanson, Rayfield, Smith Warner, Williamson
Exc: 3 - Smith G, Stark, Whisnant
Prepared By: Jean Gabriel, Department of Administrative Services
Reviewed By: Amanda Beitel, Legislative Fiscal Office

Various
201719
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4, The Subcommittee approved General Fund supported Article XI-Q general obligation bond authority of $563,839,225 to finance the
capital costs of projects for real or personal property owned or operated by the state. The projects and agencies are listed below, with the
exception of HECC; projects funded by grants from the HECC to Public Universities are described later in this report.

* Departmeant of Human Services, ONE Integrated Eligibility and Medicaid Eligibility System: approved 534,045,000 Article XI-0Q
bonds to finance 533,523,000 of project costs and $522,000 for costs of issuing the bonds. The project is to implement an IT
system to integrate the determination of client eligibility for multiple programs into one system, including eligibility for TANF,
ERDC, SMNAP, and to expand Meadicaid eligibility to include non-MAGI Medicaid populations. The Subcommittee also approved
additional funding of 511,477,000 for this project through the repurpose of $6,500,000 of bond proceeds originally issued for the
Oregon Military Department (OMD) Regional Training Institute and 54,377,000 of bond proceeds originally issued for the OMD
Youth Challenge project.

* Department of Justice, Child Support Enforcement Automated System: approved 516,585,000 Article XI-Q bonds to finance
516,267,633 of project costs and $317,367 for costs of issuing the bonds. The project is to develop and implement a new
automated system for the Oregon Child Support Program that will function as a case management systam, an accounting and
distribution system, and a data exchange system which interfaces with multiple agencies within Oregon and nationwide.

+ Department of Revenue, Core Tax Revenue Systems Replacement: approved 54,855,000 Article XI-Q bonds to finance $4,781,944
of project costs and 573,056 for costs of issuing the bonds. The project is to implement an IT system to replace outdated and
disparate systems into one integrated system for improved tracking and reporting of tax revenues. This funding will complete
implementation of the systam in 2017-15.

* Legislative Administration Committee, Capitol Accessibility, Maintenance, and Safety: approved $13,360,000 Article X1-Q bonds to
finance 513,720,642 of project costs and $233,358 for costs of issuing the bonds. The project is to make capital improvements to
the State Capitol Building, including improvements to ADA accessibility and safety.

+ OregonJudicial Department, Multnomah County Courthouse: approved $102,495,000 Article XI-0 bonds to finance $101,500,000
of project costs and $995,000 for costs of issuing the bonds. Project costs of $92,600,000 will be the final state matching funds to
complete the construction of a new courthouse in Multnomah County. The remaining 58,900,000 will be used to purchase state-
owned furnishings and equipment.

* Oregon Judicial Department, Lane County Courthouse: approved 55,115,000 Article XI-Q bonds to finance $5,000,000 of project
costs and $115,000 for costs of issuing the bonds. The project is to support replacement of the Lane County Courthouse, including
making improvemeants to the new courthouse site to prepare it for construction.

5B 5505 A
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+ Oregon Judicial Department, Cregon Supreme Court Building Renovation: approved 56,125,000 Article XI-Q bonds to finance
56,000,000 of project costs and $125,000 for casts of issuing the bonds. The project is to renovate the Oregon Supreme Court
building, including seismic updates, energy efficiency improvements, and various systems and safety code upgrades.

* Oregon Military Departmeant, Regional Armory Emergency Enhancement: approved 58,675,000 Article XI-0 bonds to finance
58,534,400 of project costs and 5140,600 for costs of issuing the bonds. The project involves making structural improvements to
bring the following three facilities to essential facility standards for seismic events: Coos Bay Armory, Newport Armory, and the
Anderson Readiness Center in Salem.

* Oregon Military Department, Grants Pass Armory Service Life Extension: approved 53,330,000 Article XI-Q bonds to finance
$3,270,356 of project costs and $59,644 for costs of issuing the bonds. The project is for design and construction of additions and
alterations to the Grants Pass Armory to bring the building into conformance with current building code.

s Oregon Military Department, Resiliency Grant Fund: approved 55,070,000 Article XI-Q bonds to finance 55,000,000 of project
costs and $70,000 for costs of issuing the bonds. The proceeds will be used to purchase emergency preparednass equipment,
which will be owned by OMD and distributed to local governments and other federal tax-exempt qualified recipients.

* Oregon Military Department, Regional Training Institute: approved 56,630,000 Article XI-Q bonds to finance 56,500,000 of project
costs and $130,000 for costs of issuing the bonds. The project is to refurbish existing buildings in Umatilla to serve as the new
Regional Training Institute. Article XI-Q bonds were authorized and issued for this project in 2015-17; however, it was
subsequently determined that tax-exempt bond proceeds could not be used to finance the project. Thus, this project is being
reapproved to issue taxable bonds in 2017-19.

* Oregon Military Department, Youth Challenge Armory: approved $5,095,000 Article XI-Q bonds to finance 54,977,000 of project
costs and $118,000 for costs of issuing the bonds. The project is for expansion and renovation of the existing facility in Band to
increase capacity for at-risk youths participating in the Youth Challenge Program. Article XI-Q bonds were authorized and issued
for this project in 2015-17; however, it was subsequently determined that tax-exempt bond proceeds could not be used to
finance the project. Thus, this project is being reapproved to issue taxable bonds in 2017-15.

* Oregon Department of Veterans’ Affairs, The Dalles Veterans' Home Capital Improvements: approved 51,195,000 Article XI-Q
bonds to finance 51,150,000 of project costs and 545,000 for costs of issuing the bonds. The praject involves construction of a
new educational building and daycare building, upgrades to wireless infrastructure, and phone system replacement.

5B 5505 A
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79th Oregon Legislative Assembly — 2017 Regular Session

SB 5506 A BUDGET REPORT and MEASURE SUMMARY Carrier: Sen. Girod
Joint Committee On Ways and Means

Action Date: 07/03/17
Action: Do pass with amendments. (Printed A-Eng.)
Senate Vote
Yeas: 11- DeBoer, Devlin, Frederick, Girod, Hansell, lohnson, Manning Ir, Monroe, Roblan, Steiner Hayward, Winters
Mays: 1 -Thomsen
House Vote
Yeas: & - Gomberg, Holvey, Huffman, MclLane, Nathanson, Rayfield, Smith Warner, Williamson
Exc: 3 -Smith G, Stark, Whisnant
Prepared By: lean Gabriel, Department of Administrative Services
Reviewed By: Amanda Beitel, Legislative Fiscal Office
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2017-19

Capital Construction — Department of Administrative Services
2015-17
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Capital Construction — Department of Transportation
2013-15
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Lebanon Taxi and Apron Rehabilitation: $990,000 Federal Funds (Federal Aviation Administration) and $110,000 Other Funds (aircraft
registration fees) is approved to conduct rehabilitation at the Lebanon State Airport. This project includes rehabilitation of the taxiway and
apron, which are needed to meet federal standards for safe operating conditions.

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife
Deferred Maintenance: 510,000,000 Other Funds [Article XI-Q bonds) is approved to make capital improvements to addrass deferred
maintenance or replacement of multiple facilities, including hatcheries.

The Subcommittee approved the extension of the project expiration date and expenditure limitation for the Ruby Pipeline (Other Funds) to June
30, 2015.

Oregon Department of Forestry

Toledo Facility Replacement: 53,832,965 Other Funds (Article ¥1-Q bonds) is approved to replace the Unit Office Facilities Compound located in
Toledo and relocate it to a more centrally located area that will be outside of the mapped tsunami inundation zone, a project which is expected
to be part of a larger co-locate project with the Oregon Department of Transportation. Article XI-0 bonds have been approved in 5B 53505 to
finance a portion of this project with $1,800,000 of bond proceeds in 2017-19.

Oregon Housing and Community Services

Family Affordable Housing: 580,000,000 Other Funds [Article XI-Q Bonds) is approved to acquire, construct, remodel, equip or furnish real
property in which the department will take either an ownership or cperational interest to provide affordable housing for low-income
Oregonians, as well as citizens in historically underserved communities and communities of color. This may include providing zero percent loans
to eligible applicants through the Local Innovation and Fast Track [LIFT) Housing Program.

Oregon Department of Education

Oregon School for the Deaf Facility Improvements: 54,297,558 Other Funds (Article XI-Q bonds) is approved for capital improvements to the
Oregon School for the Deaf facility which includes roof replacements at six campus buildings and ADA compliance to address accessibility of
campus restrooms in eight facilities.

Legislative Administration Commitiee
Copitol Accessibility, Maintenance, and Safety: 513,720,642 Other Funds (Article XI-Q bonds) is approved to finance capital improvements to
the State Capitol Building.

Oregon Judicial Department
Multnomah County Courthouse Furnishings and Equipment: 58,900,000 Other Funds (Article XI-Q bonds) is approved to acquire equipment and
furnishings for the Multnomah County Courthouse.

5B 5506 A
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Oregon Supreme Court Building Renovation: 56,000,000 Other Funds [Article ¥I-Q bonds) is approved to renovate the Oregon Supreme Court
building, including seismic updates, energy efficiency improvements, and various systems and safety code upgrades.

Higher Education Coordinating Commission (HECC)

HECC - Public Universities

The Subcommittee approved a $330,825,000 Other Funds Capital Construction six-year expenditure limitation for the Higher Education
Coordinating Commission for distribution of general obligation bond proceeds to public universities. This amount corresponds to the total
project amounts for the 17 new university projects authorized and an increase in one project reauthorized in 5B 5505. Projects are funded with
proceeds from the issuance of Article ¥I-G bonds, Article XI-Q bonds, and Article XI-F {1) bonds and will be disbursed as grants or loans, as
applicable, pursuant to grant contracts and loan agreements between HECC and each university. Project descriptions are included in 5B 5505.
The expenditure limitation expiras June 30, 2023.

HECC - Community Colleges

The Subcommittee approved a $101,397,241 Other Funds Capital Construction six-year expenditure limitation for the Higher Education
Coordinating Commission for distribution of Article X1-G general obligation bond proceeds to community colleges. This amount corresponds to
the total project amounts for the 12 new community college projects and three carryover projects authorized in 5B 5505. Projects are funded
with proceeds from the issuance of Article ¥I-G bonds and will be disbursed as grants pursuant to grant agreements between HECC and each
community college. Project descriptions are included in SB 5505. The expenditure limitation expires June 30, 2023.

The Subcommittee also approved the extension of the project expiration dates and existing Other Funds Capital Construction expenditure
limitations for the following community college projects. All projects are funded with proceeds from the issuance of Article XI-G bonds:

¢ |ane Community College Science, Technology, Enginesring and Math Classrooms and Labs through June 30, 2018;
¢ Rogue Community College Manufacturing and Fabrication Flex Lab through June 30, 2018;

¢ Umpgua Community College Roseburg Regional Health Occupations Training Center through June 30, 2018; and
¢ Portland Community College Health Professions Center through June 30, 2021.

5B 5506 A
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Department of Corrections
Capital Improvements and Renewal 5 - 3 - 5 26,293,534 5 - 5 26,293,534 ] 0.00
Technology Infrastructure 5 - 3 B 5 12,200,000 5% B 5 12,200,000 0 0.00

ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM AREA

0 H ) ic ity Sarvi
Family Affordable Housing 5 - 3 - 5 80,000,000 5 - 5 80,000,000 [} 0.00

Oregon Department of Veterans' Affairs
Veterans' Home Capital Improvements 5 - 5 - 5 2,450,000 S - 5 2,450,000 ] 0.00
Roseburg Veterans® Home 5 - 3 - 5 10,500,000 S - 5 10,500,000 ] 0.00

TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM AREA

Department of Transportation
Toledo Maintenance Station Phase | 5 - s - 5 6,300,000 S - 5 5,300,000 ] 0.00

Department of Aviation

Bandon Electrical, Gate, Obstruction Removal 5 - s 5 192,500 5 1,732,500 5 1,925,000 ] 0.00
MeDermitt State Airport Runway and Taxi 5 - s 5 120,000 5 1,080,000 5 1,200,000 ] 0.00
Chiloguin State Airport Taxi and Fendng 5 - 3 5 110,000 5 990,000 5 1,100,000 ] 0.00
Lebanon State Airport Taxi and Apron Rehabilitation 5 - 5 5 110,000 S 990,000 5 1,100,000 ] 0.00
NATURAL RESOURCES PROGRAM AREA
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife
Deferred Maintenance 5 - 5 - 5 10,000,000 S - 5 10,000,000 ] 0.00
Oregon Department of Foresty
Toledo Facility Replacement 5 - s - 5 3832965 S - 5 3,832,965 ] 0.00
JUDICIAL PROGRANM AREA
Oregon Judicial Department
Oregon Supreme Court Building Renovations 5 - 2 - 5 6,000,000 5 - 5 6,000,000 ] 0.00
Multnamah County Courthouse Equipment & Furnishings 5 - 5 - 5 8,900,000 5 - 5 2,900,000 ] 0.00
5B 5506 A
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79th Oregon Legislative Assembly — 2017 Regular Session

SB 5529 A BUDGET REPORT and MEASURE SUMMARY Carrier: Sen. Winters

Joint Committee On Ways and Means

Action Date: 07/03/17
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Senate Vote
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Exc: 3 - smith G, Stark, Whisnant

Prepared By: Steve Bender, Legislative Fiscal Office

Various Agencies — Lottery Allocations
2017-19

Various Agencies — Criminal Fine Account Allocations
2017-19

Various Agencies — Oregon Marijuana Account Allocations
2017-19
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County Fairs

The 2001 Legislature statutorily dedicated one percent of net lottery proceeds, with cartain limitations, for distribution to county fair programs
throughout the state. This amount is adjusted by inflation each biennium.

Instead of the percentage allocation described in statute, the Subcommittee approved a fixed allocation of 53,828,000 for the 2017-19
biennium.

Lottery Funds Expenditure Limitation
Lottery Funds expenditure limitation related to these allocations is generally contained within the respective agency budget bills and in House
Bill 5006.

Allocation of Criminal Fine Account

ORS 137.300 establishes the Criminal Fine Account (CFA), and identifies program priorities for account moneys, but does not specify a funding
level for the programs. A portion of the crime and violation fine payments collected by state and local courts are transferred into the account.
The Expenditure limitations for programs receiving CFA allocations are established in the separate appropriation bills for the various receiving
agencies. Any CFA revenues remaining after the specific program allocations are made are depositad into the General Fund.

The revenue forecast for the CFA for the 2017-19 biennium totals $143.8 million. This amount is equal to the amount in the revenue forecast
from the DAS Office of Economic Analysis as of May 2017, adjusted for the CFA revenue impacts of HB 2409 and HB 2757.

The Subcommittee approved allocations to agencies totaling 577 million, leaving $66.8 million to be deposited into General Fund. Those
revenues are included in the Ganeral Fund expenditures authorized in the 2017-19 Legislatively Adopted Budget. The specific allocation
amounts authorized in this bill are listed in the table of this budget report.

Allocation of Oregon Marijuana Account

Revenues from the state Marijuana taxes are deposited into the Oregon Marijuana Account. The Department of Revenue transfers 10 percant
of Account funds to cities, and 10 percent to counties, by formulas established in statute. The remaining 80 percent of moneys in the Oregon
Marijuana Account is allocated to state programs in this bill.

Oregon statutes dedicate the remaining 80 percent of moneys to be distributed as follows:

* 40 percent to the State Schoaol Fund
* 20 percent to the Mental Health Alcoholism and Drug Services Account
# 15 percent to the State Police Account
* 5 percent to alcohol and drug abuse prevention, early intervention and treatment services.
5B 5529 A
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Toth OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY—-2017 Regular Session

Enrolled
Senate Bill 5529

Printed pursuant to Senate Interim Rule 213.28 by order of the President of the Senate in conform-
ance with presession filing rules, indicating neither advocacy nor opposition on the part of the
President (at the request of Oregon Department of Administrative Serviees)

CHAPTER. ottt sttt sttt st st
AN ACT

Relating to state financial administration; and declaring an emergency.
Be It Enacted by the People of the Siate of Oregon:

SECTION 1. During the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, all lotiery revenues available to
benefii the public purposes specified in Ariicle XV, section 4, of the Oregon Constitution,
that are in excess of distributions or allocations required by law shall be maintained in the
Administrative Services Economic Development Fund.

SECTION 2. All moneys in the Administrative Services Economic Development Fund as
of July 1, 2017, and thereafter are reserved to meet the commitments of sections 1 to 12 of
this 2017 Act.

SECTION 3 The following amounts are allocated for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017,
from the Administrative Services Economie Development Fund, to the Oregon Business De-
velopment Department, for the following purposes:

(1) Operations. .o o oo oo 5 1,004,443
(2}  Business, innovatio

and trade.....coccvcvevii s s 5 56,363,565
(37 Oregon Infrastructure

Finance Auwthority...ownwoe. 1,548,664

4)  Oregon Film and Video Office.. $ 1,207,545

SECTION 4. There is allocated for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, from the Admin-
istrative Services Economic Development Fund, to the Department of Education, for the
State School Fund, the amount of $464,758,504.

SECTION 5. There is transferred to the Lottery Bond Fund for the biennium beginning
July 1, 2017, out of ithe Oregon Educaiion Fund, 100 perceni of the declared earnings on the
Edueation Stability Fund that are transferred to the Oregon Eduecation Fund during the
biennium beginning July 1, 2017, to be used by the Department of Education for the purposes
of maintaining cash flow and paying, when due, the prineipal, interesi and premium, if any,
on outstanding education lottery bonds.

SECTION 8. There is allocated for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, from the Admin-
istrative Services Economic Development Fund, to the office of the Governor, the amount
of 83,689,100 for expenses of the Regional Solutions Program.

SECTION 7. (1) The Oregon Depariment of Administrative Servieces shall esiablish a
process for allocating available moneys in the Administrative Services Economic Develop-

Earolled Senate Bill 5520 (SB 5520-A) Page 1

Dedicated Lottery Fund, the amount of $1,500,MK for the provision of housing assistance to
veterans

SECTION 15 (1) The Oregon Depariment of Adminisirative Services shall establish a
process for allocating available moneys in the Veterans' Services Fund on a quarterly basis
to fulfill the biennial allocations made by sections 13 and 14 of this 2017 Act.

(2} If the moneys transferred from the State Lottery Fund to the Veterans' Services
Fund are insufficient to pay for the quarterly allocations under subsection (1} of this section,
the department shall reduce the quarterly allocations propertionately in amounts sufficient
to accommodate the revenue shortfall.

SECTION 168 Notwithstanding ORS 137.20M, for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, the
Department of Revenue shall distribute the moneys in the Criminal Fine Account established
by ORS 137300 as specified in sections 17 to 21 of this 2017 Act.

SECTION 17. There are allocated to the Department of Public Safety Standards and
Training for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, from the Criminal Fine Account, the fol-
lowing amounts for the following purposes

(1)  Criminal justice training

and standards operations.......... § 32,584,757

(2}  Public Safety Memorial Fund ... $ 200,030

SECTION 18, There are allocated to the Department of Justice for the biennium begin-
ning July 1, 2017, from the Criminal Fine Account, the following amounts for the following
purposes:

(1} Child Abuse Multidisciplinary

Intervention Account.......oee. § 10,679,854

(2} Creation and operation of a

statewide system of regional

assessment centers as

provided under ORS 418.746

to 418.796.....
(3} Criminal Injuries

Compensation Account ..., $ 9085203
(4} Services to children eligible

for compensation under

ORS 147,390 and costs to

administer provision of

these services woomnmnne § [

SECTION 18. There are allocated to the Department of Human Services for the biennium
beginning July 1, 2017, from the Criminal Fine Account, the following amounts for the fol-
lowing purposes:

(1} Domesiic Violence Fund

estahlished for ORS 409,300
for the purpose of
ORS 409.292 (1Wa) to (el § 2,239,608

(2} Sexual Assault Vietims Fund.... % 518299

SECTION 20, There are allocated to the State Court Facilities and Security Account es-
tablished under ORS 1.178, for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, from the Criminal Fine
Account, the following amounts for the following purposes:

(1} State court security

and emergency preparedness.... $ 3,588,745

(2}  Distributions to county court

facilities security accounts...... § 2824208

SECTION 21. (1) There is allocated to the Oregon Health Authority for the biennium be-

ginning July 1, 2017, from the Criminal Fine Account, the amount of $42.834 for the purpose

. § R15.961

Enrolled Senate Bill 5520 (SB 5520-A) Page 3
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of grants under ORS 430,345 for the establishment, operation and maintenance of aleohol and
drug abuse prevention, early intervention and treatment services provided through a county.

(2} There is allocated to the Law Enforcement Medical Liability Account established un-
der ORS 414.815, for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, from the Criminal Fine Aceount,
the amount of 51,354,360,

() There is allocated to the Oregon State Police for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017,
from the Criminal Fine Account, the amount of $351,572 for the purpose of enforcing the laws
relating to driving under the influence of intoxicants,

(4} There is allocated to the Department of Corrections for the biennium beginning July
1, 2017, from the Criminal Fine Account, the amount of $4,257,421 for the purpose of plan-
ning, operating and maintaining county juvenile and adult corrections programs and facilities
and drug and alcohol programs. The grant to each county shall be based on amounts depos-
ited in the Criminal Fine and Assessment Account by the cireuit court for the county in the
2009-201 1 biennium,

(5} There is allocated to the State Court Technology Fund established under ORS 1.012,
for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, from the Criminal Fine Account, the amount of
$3,110,000,

(6) There is allocated to the Intoxicated Driver Program Fund created under ORS 813,270,
for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, from the Criminal Fine Account, the amount of
4,323,000,

(7} There is allocated to the Oregon Health Authority for the biennium beginning July
1, 2017, from the Criminal Fine Account, the amount of $331,824 for the Emergency Medical
Services and Trauma Systems Program ereated under ORS 431A.085,

SECTION 22, Afier distributing the amounts specified in sections 17 to 21 of this 20017
Aet, the Department of Revenue shall distribute funds remaining in the Criminal Fine Ae-
count to the General Fund.

SECTION 23 (1) There is allocated to the Siate School Fund established under ORS
327008, for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, from the Oregon Marijuana Account, the
amouni of $80,987 200,

(2} There is allocated to the Mental Health Aleoholism and Drug Services Account es-
tablished under ORS 430280, for the biennium beginning July 1, 2007, from the Oregon
Marijuana Account, the amount of 540,493,604,

() There is allocated to the Oregon Health Authority, for the health systems division,
for the biennium beginning July 1, 2017, from the Oregon Marijuana Account, the amount
of $10,123.400 for purposes related to alcohol and drug abuse prevention, early intervention
and treatment services,

(4) There is allocated to the State Police Account established under ORS 181A.020, for the
biennium beginning July 1, 2007, from the Oregon Marijuana Account, the amount of
30,270,200,

SECTION 24, This 2017 Act being necessary for the immediate preservation of the public
peace, health and safety, an emergency is declared to exist, and this 2017 Act takes effect
July 1, 2017,

Enrolled Senate Bill 5520 (SE 5520-A) Page 4
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Toth OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY-2018 Regular Sessitn

Enrolled
House Bill 4163

Sponsored by JOINT COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS

AN ACT

Relating to state financial administration; creating new provisions; amending ORS 18909, 171072,
237.655, 2864 BA3, 202,406, 202411, 202416, 292436, 292030, 305.084, 432,510, 458555, 458.568,
458573 and 475B.416 and section 23, chapter 121, Ohegon Laws 2014, and section 14, chapter
673, Oregon Laws 2017; repealing ORS 458,563 and section 4, chapter 578, Oregon Laws 2013,
and section 8, chapter 673, Oregon Laws 2017; and declaring an emergency.

Be It Enacted by the People of the State of Oregon:

HIGHER EDUCATION COORDINATING COMMISSION

SECTION 1. Section 23, chapter 121, Oregon Laws 2014, as amended by section 74, chapter 117,
Oregon Laws 2016, is amended to read:

Sec. 23, (1) For each biennium in which any part of the OHSU Cancer Challenge Article XI-G
Bonds remain cutstanding, the [Oregon Department of Administrative Services] Higher Education
Coordinating Commission shall request that the Governor include in the Governor's budget to the
Legislative Assembly an amount that is sufficient to pay the bond-related costs that become due in
the biennium.

{2} The Legislative Assembly shall appropriate to the [Oregon Depariment of Adminisirative
Services] commission any moneys made available to pay bond-related costs.

{3} Oregon Health and Science University is not obligated to pay the bond-related eosts of the
OHEU Cancer Challenge Article XI-G Bonds,

SECTION 2, ORS 2868A.863 is amended to read:

286A 863, (1) The (regon Department of Administrative Services may, in consultation with the
Higher Education Coordinating Commission, adopt rules for the purpose of carrying out ORS
2864 B30 to 2864 863, including, but not limited to, establishing:

{a} Fees and costs to be paid by public universities or community colleges for administration of
higher education bonds, including reasonable fees and expenses of the State Treasurer as provided
in ORS 286A.014;

(b} The form, content and timing of information to be submitted by public universities and
community colleges to be used by the commission and the State Treasurer to evaluate revenue suf
ficiency for Article XI-F(1) bonds and availability and sufficiency of matching amounts for Article
XI-G bonds; and

{c) Standards, terms and conditions for maintaining federal tax benefits related to higher edu-
cation bonds.

Enpolled House Bill 4163 (HE 4163-A) Page 1

subject to approval of the President of the Senate or Speaker of the House of Representatives,
mileage expenses and a per diem determined as provided in subsection (8) of this section for each
day a member is engaged in the business of legislative interim and statutory committees, including
advisory committees and subcommittees of advisory committees, and task forces and for each day
a member serves on interstate bodies, advisory committees and other entities om which the member
serves ex officio, whether or not the entity is a legislative one.

{5) In addition to the mileage and per diem expense payments provided by this section, a member
of the Legislative Assembly may receive reimbursement for actual and necessary expenses, subject
to approval by the President of the Senate or Speaker of the House of Representatives, for legisla-
tive business outside of the state.

{6) The President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Hepresentatives may delegate
to the chairpersons of interim and statutory committees and task forces the approval authority
granted to the President and the Speaker by subsection {(4) of this section, with respect to expenses
incurred in attending any meeting of a particular committee or task force.

{7) Amounts received under subsections (2) to (5) of this section are excluded from gross income
and expenditures of the amounts are excluded in computing deductions for purposes of ORS chapter
316. If there is attached to the personal income return a schedule of all ordinary and necessary
business expenses paid during the tax year as a member of the Legislative Assembly, a deduction
may be claimed on the return for legislative expenses paid in excess of the amounts received under
subsections (3) to (5) of this section. Expenses of members of the Legislative Assembly who are re-
imbursed by the state for actual expenses for meals and lodging associated with state travel for the
same period during which a legislator receives per diem are subject to state income tax.

{8} For periods when the Legislative Assembly is not in session, the Legislative Administration
Committee shall provide for a telephome and an expense allowance for members of the Legislative
Assembly that is in addition te the amount allowed under subsection (4} of this section. In deter-
mining the amount of allowance for members, the committee shall consider the geographic area of
the member's district. The additional allowance shall reflect travel expenses necessary to commu-
nicate in districts of varying sizes.

{9) The per diem allowance referred to in subsections (3) and (4) of this section shall be the
amount fixed for per diem allowance that is authorized by the United States Internal Revenue Ser-
viee to be excluded from gross income without itemization.

SECTION 18. ORS 292930 is amended to read:

202.930. Each of the following elective officers shall be paid an annual salary on a monthly basis
as determined by the Legislative Assembly each biennium:

{1} Governor.

{2) Secretary of State.

{3) State Treasurer.

{4) Attorney General.

{5} Commissioner of the Bureau of Labor and Industries.

{6} Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals.

{7} Court of Appeals Judge.

{8} Chief Justice of the Supreme Court.

{8) Supreme Court Judge.

{10) Circuit Court Judge.

(11) Tax Court Judge.

Ir12) State Senator.]

[ 13) Siate Representaive.]

JUDICIAL BRANCH
SECTION 19. ORS 292.406 is amended to read:

Earclled House Bill 4163 (HE 4163-A) Page B
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292 406, (1Ka) The annual salary of the Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals shall be [$135 5658
for the year beginning Jonuary I, 2015 and for each year thereafter] $147,560 for the period begin-
ning on January 1, 2017, and ending on June 30, 2018

(b} Om [January I, 2007] July 1, 2018, the annual salary of the Chief Judge of the Court of Ap-
peals, as adjusted under ORS 202 438 shall be increased by $5,000.

{2Wa} The annual salary of each other judge of the Court of Appeals shall be [£132 220 for the
year beginning Januwary I, 2015, and for each vear thereafier] $144,536 for the period beginning on
January 1, 2017, and ending on June 30, 2008,

(b} On [Jonuary I, 2007] July 1, 2018, the annual salary of each other judge of the Court of
Appeals, as adjusted under ORS 202428 shall be increased by $5,000.

SECTION 20. ORS 292411 is amended to read:

202,411, (1¥a) The annual salary of the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court shall be [$138 556 for
the year beginning January I 2015, and for each year thereafier] 150,572 for the period beginning
on January 1, 2017, and ending on June 30, 2018,

(b} On [Janwary I, 2007] July 1, 2018, the annual salary of the Chief Justice of the Supreme
Court, as adjusted under ORS 202 425 shall be increased by $5.000.

{ZWa) The annual salary of each other judge of the Supreme Court shall be [£135,688 for the year
beginning January 1. 2015, and for each yeor thereafter] $147,560 for the period beginning on
danuary 1, 2017, and ending on June 30, 2018,

(b} On [Janwary I, 2007] July 1, 2018, the annual salary of each other judge of the Supreme
Court, as adjusted under ORS 202,428, shall be increased by $5.000.

SECTION 21. ORS 292 418 is amended to read:

292 416. (1) The annual salary of each judge of a circuit court shall be [£724 465 for the year
beginning January I, 2015, and for each year thereafier] $135,776 for the period beginning on
Jdanuary 1, 2017, and ending on June 30, 20018

(2) On [Janwary I, 2017] July 1, 2018, the annual salary of each judge of a circuit court, as ad-
justed under ORS 292428, shall be increased by $5,000.

SECTION 22, ORS 292 426 is amended to read:

292428, (1) The annual salary of the judge of the Oregon Tax Court shall be [$728 164 for the
year beginning Januwary 1, 2015, and for each year thereafier] $139,652 for the period beginning on
danuary 1, 2017, and ending on June 30, 2018,

(2) On lJonwary I, 2007] July 1, 2018, the annual salary of the judge of the Oregon Tax Court,
as adjusted under ORS 202 428, shall be increased by $5,000.

OREGON VOLUNTEERS COMMISSION FOR
VOLUNTARY ACTION AND SERVICE

SECTION 23, ORS 458556 i= amended to read:

458 55656. (1) There is established the Oregon Volunteers Commission for Voluntary Action amd
Service within the [Office of the Governor] Higher Education Coordinating Commission.

{2} The Oregon Volunteers Commission for Voluntary Action and Service shall consist of
at least 15 members appointed by the Governor and may consist of not more than 25 members ap-
pointed by the Governor.

{2} The term of office of each member is three years, but a member serves at the pleasure of the
Governor. Before the expiration of the term of a member, the Governor shall appoint a successor
whose term begins on the first day of the next following month. A member is eligible for reap
pointment. If there is a vacancy for any cause, the Governor shall make an appointment to become
immediately effective for the unexpired term

(4} The appointment of the members of the Oregon Volunteers Commission for Voluntary
Action and Service is subject to confirmation by the Senate in the manner prescribed in ORS
171662 and 17 L565.

Earolled House Bill 4163 (HE 4163-A) Page 0

SECTION 27. The amendments to ORS 458555, 458568 and 458.572 by sections 23 to 25
of this 2018 Act and the repeal of ORS 458,563 by section 26 of this 2018 Act become operative
on July 1, 2008

CAPTIONS

SECTION 28 The unit captions used in this 2018 Act are provided only for the conven-
ience of the reader and do not become part of the statutory law of this state or express any
legislative intent in the enasctment of this 2008 Aet.

EMERGENCY CLAUSE
SECTION 29, This 2018 Act being necessary for the immediate preservation of the public

peace, health and safety, an emergency is declared to exist, and this 2018 Aci takes effect
on its passage.

Passed by House March 3, 2018 Heceived by Governoe:

Timothy G. Sskerak, Chief Clerk of House Approved:

* Tina Kotek, Speaker of House

" Hate Brown, Gavernor
Passed by Senate March 3, 2018

Filed m Office of Secretary of State:

Pater Courtney, President of Sanate

" Dennis Richardson, Secretary of State
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79th Oregon Legislative Assembly — 2018 Regular Session

HB 5201 A BUDGET REPORT and MEASURE SUMMARY Carrier: Rep. Nathanson

Joint Committee On Ways and Means

Action Date: 03/02/18
Action: Do pass with amendments. (Printed A-Eng.)
House Vote
Yeas: 10-Gomberg, Holvey, Mclane, Nathanson, Moble, Rayfield, Smith Warner, Stark, Whisnant, Williamson
Exc: 1-5mithG
Senate Vote
Yeas: 11 - DeBoer, Frederick, Girod, Hansell, Johnson, Manning Ir, Monroe, President Courtney, Roblan, Steiner Hayward, Thomsen
Exc: 1 -Winters
Prepared By: Linda Ames and Gregory Jolivette, Legislative Fiscal Office
Reviewed By: Paul Siebert, Legislative Fiscal Office

Emergency Board
2017-19

Various Agencies
2017-19

* CORRECTED *

This summary has not been adopted or officially endorsed by action of the committee. HE 5201 A
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Budget Summar‘v* 2017-19 Legislatively 2018 Eumminrae Committee Change from
Adopted Budget Recommendation 2017-19 Leg. Adopted
% Change % Change
Emergency Board
General Fund - General Purpose 3 49,747 628 3 49 747,628 s - 0.0%
General Fund - Special Purpose Appropriations
State Agencies for state employee compensation 5 100,000,000 5 - 5 {100,000,000) -100.0%
State Agencies for non-state worker compensation b3 10,000,000 b3 - 5 {10,000,000) -100.0%
Long Term Care Ombudsman - public guardian 5 200,000 5 - s (200,000) -100.0%
Dept. of Human Services - foster parent supports 3 750,000 3 - s (750,000) -100.0%
Chief Education Office - 2nd year funding 5 3,972,118 5 - 5 (3,972,118) -100.0%
Judicial Dept. - grand jury recordings b3 7,900,000 b3 7,900,000 5 - 0.0%
Dept. of Forestry - fire protection expenses 5 6,000,000 5 4,000,000 5 (2,000,000) -33.3%
Department of Revenue - position reconciliation 5 - 5 650,000 5 650,000
Secretary of State - 2018 Special Election costs b3 - 3 1,656,115 s 1,656,115
Cregon Health Authority - mental health res. rates s - 5 2,000,000 s 2,000,000
Department of Human Services - ventilator costs 5 - 5 300,000 5 300,000
Dept. of Human Services/Oregon Health Auth. -
caseload costs or other budget challenges 3 - 3 30,000,000 S 30,000,000
Department of Human Services - child welfare costs 5 - 5 2,500,000 S 2,500,000
ADMINISTRATION PROGRAM AREA
Department of Administrative Services
General Fund 5 12,606,653 5 20,531,500 5 B,324,807 66.0%
General Fund Debt Service b 7,254 563 b 7137196 5 (117,367) -1.6%
Lottery Funds Debt Service 5 16,294,967 5 15,873,655 5 (421,272) -2.6%
Other Funds 5 514,675,438 5 537,626,451 5 22,950,013 455
Other Funds Debt Service 5 406,585,310 5 406,616,039 5 30,729 0.0%
Advocacy Commissions Office
General Fund 5 697,136 5 720,802 5 23,666 34%
Employment Relations Board
General Fund 3 2,491,749 5 2,556,604 s 64,945 2.6%
Other Funds 5 2,500,754 5 2,556,456 5 55,692 2.2%
HE 5201 A
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2018 Committee
Recommendation

2017-19 Legislatively
Adopted Budget

Committee Change from

L
Budget Summary 2017-19 Leg. Adopted

% Change % Change
Oregon Health Authority
General Fund 5 2118271508 S 2,095,006278 5 (23,215,230 -1.1%
General Fund Debt Service 5 67,714,171 5 66,343,686 5 (1,370,485) -2.0%
Lottery Funds 5 12,457,116 5 12,458,909 5 41,793 0.3%
Other Funds 5 5,653,588,309 5 5,729,723,047 5 76,034,738 11%
Cther Funds Debt Service s - 5 1,371,293 s 1,371,293
Federal Funds 5 10,913,483 ,621 3 11,157,123, 747 b3 243,640,126 2.2%
Department of Human Services
General Fund 5 3,109,000,548 $  3,197,087.399 5 88,085,851 28%
Other Funds 5 598,001,557 b3 654,352,903 b3 56,391,351 5.4%
Federal Funds $ 5463087605 5 5,574,153,008 5 111,065,403 2.0%
Long Term Care Ombudsman
General Fund 5 6,087,623 5 6,401,552 s 313,929 5.2%
Other Funds s 594,247 5 908,057 5 13,815 15%
Psychiatric Security Review Board
General Fund 5 2,966,321 5 3,047,827 5 B1,506 27%
JUDICIAL BRANCH
Judicial Department
General Fund 5 447 037 989 5 454 524 551 5 7.486,552 1.7%
Other Funds 5 247,670,281 3 248,093,520 5 423,309 0.2%
Federal Funds 5 1,339,352 5 1,344,289 5 4,937 0.4%
Commission on Judicial Fitness and Disability
General Fund 5 251,551 3 252,710 4 1,159 0.5%
Public Defense Services Commission
General Fund 5 303,430,035 5 305,425,556 5 1,995,521 0.7%
Other Funds 5 4954313 5 49675943 5 13,630 0.3%

HE 5201 A
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The Subcommittee also eliminated a $200,000 General Fund special purpose appropriation to the Emergency Board for costs associated with
the public guardian and conservator program HB 5021 (2017) and directly appropriated the same amount to the agency for the OPG program.
The special purpose appropriation was sourced by funding removed from the OPG 2017-19 budgat during the legislative process. In January
2018, as directed by a budget note, the agency reported on several steps taken to help manage program spending. These include minimizing
legal costs, streamlining banking processes, and maximizing caseload capacity. Since the 2017 legislative session, the program has refocused its
work, with an emphasis on developing the voluntear program and working with local entities to provide services. Regarding pro bono services,
OPG is also developing a concept that would tap professional fiduciaries to act as volunteer deputies. In turn for helping OPG with cases,
fiduciaries would receive training and experience that could also be used to meet professional continuing education requirements.

The $200,000 General Fund restored to the program will pay for two permanent, full-time Deputy Guardian positions (Program Analyst 2
classification) effective July 1, 2018 {1.00 FTE). The positions will be out-stationed in rural areas of the state, which will overcome barriers to
contracting in certain areas, provide maximum support for volunteers, and expand program access. With these resources, OPG should be able to
serve a minimum of 40 additional clients and possibly more as the volunteer program evolves.

JUDICIAL BRANCH

Judicial Department

The Subcommittee increased the General Fund appropriation for judicial compensation by $735,683, for the 2017-19 biennium costs of
providing a $5,000 per year salary increase to all statutory judges, beginning on July 1, 2018, The judicial salary increase is enacted by

House Bill 4163, the 2018 session program change bill. The total fiscal impact of the salary increase will be $1,300,000 General Fund in the
current biennium. This cost will be financed from the combination of the General Fund appropriation increase and the carryforward of
5564,317 Ganeral Fund from the prior bignnium. The cost of the salary increase will rise to approximately 2,600,000 General Fund beginning
with the 2015-21 biennium, when it will be in effact for the full twenty-four months of the biennium.

The Subcommittee increased the General Fund appropriation for operations by 52,378,568, to avoid employee layoffs, furloughs, court closures,
and other significant public service reductions during the second year of the current biennium. The Judicial Department presented a

55.3 million General Fund request for this purpose to the interim Joint Committee on Ways and Means in January 2018. The combination of the
approved General Fund increase, the distribution of General Fund to the Department for employee compensation costs, and the carryforward of
General Fund from the prior biennium, will support the expenditure level targeted in the January 2018 request and enable the Department to
avoid additional service reductions.

The Subcommittee also acknowledged receipt of a compensation plan change report required under ORS 8.105 {1). The report is posted on the

Oregon Legislative Information System website under the Capital Construction Subcommittee March 2, 2018 meeting materials. The

HE 5201 A
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Department reported that the Chief Justice has approved the same provision in the executive branch compensation plan for management
service and unreprasented employees, whereby effective February 1, 2019, salaries are increased 6.95% and responsibility to pay the 6% PERS
pick-up switches from the employer to the employee. The changas do not affect judges, and are projected to cost $854,000 General Fund and
562,800 Other Funds during the 2017-13 biennium. The costs will be coverad within the legislatively approved budget provided in this bill.

Public Defense Services Commission

The Subcommittee increased the General Fund appropriation for professional services by $1,340,000, to expand the Parent Child
Representation Program. This program works to improve the quality of legal representation for parants and children in juvenile dependency
and termination of parental rights cases. The program currently operates in three counties. The funding will be used to expand the program to
Coos and Lincoln countias, beginning July 1, 2018, The cost of this expansion will double to 52,680,000 General Fund in the 2019-21 biennium,
when it will be in effact for the full twenty-four months of the biennium.

The Subcommittee also approved a one-time General Fund appropriation of $450,000 to fund an Oregon-specific caseload standards study and
an assessment of Oregon public defense services. The Commission will work with the American Bar Association for a study to develop standards
for the time attorneys need to adequately reprasent clients in various case types, and to develop associated workload/caseload standards. The
Commission will also work with the Sixth Amendment Center to assess the status of public defense services in the state.

The Subcommittee also approved an adjustment to the calculation of the 2019-21 biennium current service level for professional services. The
Commission is instructed to add $4.2 million General Fund to the current service level as otherwise historically calculated. This adjustment is
intended to address concerns about contract rate amounts paid to trial-level public defense contract and hourly-paid providers. The amount is
calculated to equal the cost of providing a 2% increase in rates for the full twenty-four months of the 2019-21 biennium, however, it is
understood that the Commission may choose to allocate the funds in another manner to best address concerns about provider pay.

LEGISLATIVE BRANCH

The Subcommittee approved a net-zero General Fund rebalance. The adjustments include reductions to agency budgets to account for higher
than anticipated reversions from the 2015-17 biennium, appropriately split reversions between Legislative Administration Committee (LAC) and
the Legislative Policy and Research Office as those budgets became newly separated agency budgets beginning this biennium, and to
accommodate LAC projects including closed captioning, online training, and additional ADA and diversity needs, including one additional
position (0.50 FTE) dedicated to such work. In addition to projects funded through rebalance described above, $700,000 General Fund is
provided to LAC for workplace improvements for the Legislative Branch. The Subcommittee approved increasing Other Funds expenditure
limitation by 151,550 for costs of issuance on Article XI-Q general obligation bonds authorized in SB 5702 for the Capitol Accessibility,

HE 5201 A
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79th Oregon Legislative Assembly — 2018 Regular Session

SB 5703 A BUDGET REPORT and MEASURE SUMMARY Carrier: Sen. Winters

Joint Committee On Ways and Means

Action Date: 03/02/18
Action: Do pass with amendments. (Printed A-Eng.)
Senate Vote
Yeas: 11- DeBoer, Frederick, Girod, Hansell, Johnson, Manning Ir, Monroe, President Courtney, Roblan, Steiner Hayward, Thomsen
Exc: 1-Winters
House Vote
Yeas: 11-Gomberg, Holvey, Mclane, Nathanson, Moble, Rayfield, Smith G, Smith Warner, Stark, Whisnant, Williamson
Frepared By: Steve Bender, Legislative Fiscal Gffice
Reviewed By: Ken Rocco, Legislative Fiscal Office

Various Agencies — Lottery, Criminal Fine Account, and Oregon Marijuana Account Allocation Changes
2017-19

This summary has not been adopted or officizlly endorsed by action of the committee. SE 5703 A
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Allocation of Criminal Fine Account Funds

Senate Bill 5703 increases allocations from the Criminal Fine Account {CFA) by a total of $3,758,407, thereby increasing total CFA allocations for
the 2017-19 biennium to $80,767,090. Because unallocated CFA revenue is transferred to the General Fund, these increases decrease 2017-19

biennium General Fund revenue by the same amount. Including the impact of the CFA allocations contained in this bill, the CFA transfer to the

General Fund is forecast to total 563,208,546, approximately $3.6 million less than in the close-of-session forecast. The CFA allocation increases
include:

» The allocation to the Department of Public Safety Standards and Training for operations is increased by $3,731,494. This amount
includes $2,986,494 to increase the number of the Department’s training classes, and $745,350 to address the costs of compensation
plan changes for employees.

# The allocation to the State Court Facilities and Security Account in the Oregon Judicial Department for state court security and
emergency preparedness is increased by $26,913 to address the costs of compensation plan changes for employees supported by CFA
funds in the Department's Security and Emergency Preparedness Office.

Allocation of Oregon Marijuana Account Funds

Senate Bill 3703 expands the allowable uses of the Oregon Marijuana Account moneys, allocated to the Mental Health Alcoholism and Drug
Services Account, to also include mental health treatment and alcohol and drug abuse prevention, early intervention and treatment programs.
Senate Bill 1555 makes a parallel modification to ORS 475B.753, the statute that governs the permissible uses of moneys in the Oregon
Marijuana Account.

Summary Tables

The first three tables summarize Lottery Funds cash flows and allocations in the 2017-13 legislatively approved budget. The figures in these
tables are not restricted solely to the impacts of Senate Bill 5703, but also include the impacts of changes in the Lottery revenue forecast since
the close of the 2017 session. The fourth table summarize Criminal Fine Account allocations in the 2017-19 legislatively approved budget.

SBE5703 A
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Department Summary

Judicial Branch Mission Statement

As a separate and independent branch of government, we provide fair and accessible justice services that
protect the rights of individuals, preserve community welfare, and inspire public confidence.

Mission and Vision

The judicial branch is a separate and coequal branch of state government. The core function of the judicial branch is adjudication. The Chief Justice of the
Oregon Supreme Court is the administrative head of the unified court system and the state judicial branch and submits the budget request to the
Legislature. The Chief Justice’s Recommended Budget requests resources to address the current operational needs of the state court system and the
funding priorities established by the Chief Justice for the Oregon Judicial Department for each biennium.

Each branch of government in a democratic society has a vital role to play. The judicial branch plays a unique and pivotal role in the political, cultural,
social, and economic life of the nation. Oregonians can be proud of their state courts, which every day strive to meet our constitutional obligations to
provide impartial justice completely and without delay, while being open and accessible to all Oregonians.

Whether it is protecting individual rights, sentencing a person convicted of a crime, helping victims of domestic violence or abuse, resolving child custody
or other family disputes, enforcing the rules of the marketplace among businesses and consumers, or ensuring that government acts within its legal
authority, Oregon’s elected judges in the Supreme Court, Court of Appeals, Tax Court, and in the circuit courts across the state — and the professional
court staff that assist them — work hard every day to provide justice efficiently, fairly, and promptly.

A mission statement for the branch was first created as part of a visioning project begun in 1992 by then Chief Justice Wallace P. Carson, Jr., with the
purpose of creating a long-range blueprint based on core institutional values that identified goals and strategic initiatives for the Oregon Judicial
Department. The vision project, then known as “Justice 2020: The New Oregon Trail,” and its successor documents have influenced and guided planning,
budgeting, and direction for the court system ever since. While the opportunities, challenges, and priorities have changed over the years, the underlying
guiding values and vision goals have remained constant and have continued to shape our present and future budgets.

The underlying guiding values and vision goals for the Oregon judicial branch are as follows:
1. Access: To ensure access to court services for all people
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2. Administration: To make courts work for people

3. Dispute Resolution: To help people choose the best way to resolve their disputes

4. Partnerships: To build strong partnerships with local communities to promote public safety and quality of life
5. Trust and Confidence: To earn the public’s enduring trust and confidence

Structure

The Chief Justice of the Oregon Supreme Court is the administrative head of the Oregon judicial branch and of the unified state court system. On July 2,
2018, the Honorable Martha L. Walters was sworn in as the 44" Chief Justice of the Oregon Supreme Court. The Chief Justice supervises the state court
system, makes rules and issues orders to carry out the duties of the office, and appoints the Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals and the presiding judges
of the circuit courts. The Chief Justice approves and submits the statewide fiscal plan and budget for all state courts.

The Oregon Constitution and Oregon statutes define the state court system’s organizational structure and its obligations. In statute, the unified “state court
system” entity is called “the Oregon Judicial Department” (OJD). It includes the Oregon Supreme Court; the Court of Appeals; the Tax Court; and 36
circuit courts statewide, organized into 27 judicial districts. It also includes the Office of the State Court Administrator. The State Court Administrator
(SCA), appointed by the Chief Justice, is the state court system’s chief operating officer. This position, established by statute, supports and assists the
Chief Justice in exercising administrative authority and supervision over the trial and appellate courts of this state as well as provides the day-to-day
central infrastructure services to the state court system and manages its mandatory state programs.

By statute, the Chief Justice may delegate additional administrative responsibilities, respectively, to the presiding judges of the appellate court, tax court,
and judicial districts, the latter group whom by statute oversee the operations of the local circuit courts statewide. The Chief Justice appoints a presiding
judge for each judicial district, the Tax Court, and the Court of Appeals for a two-year term, which can be renewed. A trial court administrator (TCA) is
hired by the circuit court presiding judge to assist in managing day-to-day local court administrative operations.

Constitutional and Statutory Authority
Judicial branch authority is established by the Oregon Constitution, primarily Article VII (Amended) and Article V11 (original). The authority covers all

actions brought before a court under the Oregon Constitution and under the laws of the state. Courts must respond or interpret mandates contained in the
United States and Oregon constitutions and the Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS).
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Circuit courts are required by statute to have locations in all 36 counties in the county seat of government. Some are required by statute to hold court at
multiple court locations in the county. Statute sets the number of judicial positions and their locations. Court jurisdiction (case type and eligibility),
deadlines, priorities, procedures, and process requirements are determined by statute.

The general organization, jurisdiction, and operation of OJD; appellate, tax, and trial court operations; and Office of the State Court Administrator are set
out mainly in the following chapters of the ORS, with the relevant topic(s) noted:

e Chapter 1 — Courts and Judicial Officers Generally

e Chapter 2 and 19 — Supreme Court; Court of Appeals

e Chapter 3 — Circuit Courts Generally

e Chapter 7 and 21 — Records and Files of Courts; Fees Generally

e Chapter 8 — Court Officers

e Chapters 10 and 132 — Juries

e Chapter 14 — Jurisdiction; Venue

e Chapter 36 — Court Mediation and Arbitration Programs

e Chapter 45 — Interpreters

e Chapter 46 — Small Claims Departments

e Chapter 105 — Property Right Actions; Forcible Entry and Detainers (FEDs)

e Chapter 107 — Marital Dissolution; Family Abuse Prevention

e Chapter 115 — Claims; Actions and Suits

e Chapter 124 — Protective Proceedings; Abuse of Elderly, Disabled and Incapacitated

e Chapter 125 — Protective Proceedings; Guardianships and Conservatorships

e Chapters 131-167 — Procedures in Criminal Matters; Sentencing; Appeals; Post-conviction

e Chapter 151 — State Indigent Verification

e Chapter 153 — Violations and Traffic Offenses
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Chapter 305 — Oregon Tax Court; Tax Magistrates Division

Chapter 419 — Juvenile Courts and Citizen Review Board Program

Standing Committees

The Chief Justice also uses several standing committees of the Judicial Conference and OJD, as well as the presiding judges, to make recommendations to
her on a variety of issues. The list below identifies a few of the current committees:

Oregon Judicial Conference (statutory)

Uniform Trial Court Rules Committee

Statewide Family Law Advisory Committee (SFLAC)

State Security and Emergency Preparedness Advisory Committee (SEPAC)
Court Reengineering and Efficiencies Workgroup (CREW)

Judicial Conduct Committee

Judicial Education Committee

Major Accomplishment Highlights

Continued adoption of statewide electronic filing and service of court documents. A key efficiency of Oregon eCourt — for the courts
themselves and for lawyers — was achieved with the successful implementation of eFiling and eService. Pleadings can be filed at any time and
from any location with internet access. Service of the opposing party also occurs electronically. eFiling is available in all state courts — every
circuit court, the Tax Court, and both appellate courts — and attorneys are required to eFile pleadings. A survey of Oregon State Bar members
in May 2016 found that two-thirds of respondents said that eFiling increased their access to the courts, more than 60 percent said it increased
their productivity, and almost half said it reduced their costs. In 2017, 1.8 million eFilings were received, accompanied by just under $28
million in filing fees.

Continued electronic access to court documents. Court documents in public case types are available electronically for public- and private-
sector subscribers. OJD provides free document access at no charge to public safety agencies and other government users (including state-
paid indigent defense attorneys) and provides paid access to Oregon State Bar members and news media, title companies, financial
institutions, and other businesses that use court information. This allows others to access court case files without going to the courthouse and
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allows multiple users to view or work on court documents simultaneously. Electronic access to court case files is available to the public at
courthouse kiosks at no charge.

e Expanded interview-based court forms for self-represented litigants. OJD is expanding development and availability of OJD iForms —
interview-based, intelligent forms developed primarily for use by people not represented by attorneys in small claims, landlord-tenant, a
variety of family law cases, and many protective orders. These forms improve access to the courts by making it easier to provide to courts the
information required by law to adjudicate their cases and expedite resolution of cases by ensuring that courts have complete and legible
information. The forms can be updated to respond to law changes and can also be eFiled. OJD iForms are currently available for the
following case types:

e Family Cases — Forms address divorce (with or without children), separation, parenting plans

e Small Claims - File a small claim or respond to a small claim

e Residential FED-Eviction — File a residential eviction

e Satisfaction of Money Award — Obtain court documentation of debt paid

e Restraining Order — Apply for, modify, dismiss, challenge or renew a Family Abuse Prevention Act restraining order

e Continued the work of the OJD Court Reengineering and Efficiency Workgroup (CREW). This internal committee conducts ongoing
research, study, and identification of efficiencies and innovations that would cut costs, improve productivity, and enhance court services to
Oregonians.

e Continued construction of a new courthouse in Multnomah County and the beginning phases of courthouse replacement projects in
Lane and Clackamas Counties. The first counties to receive state funding assistance to replace unsafe courthouses (Union and Jefferson)
opened their new facilities in 2016. The new Multnomah County courthouse was approved for its final construction funding during the 2017
Legislative Session using state bond matching funds from the Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement Fund (OCCCIF).
Final funding for furniture, fixtures, and equipment is requested in this 2019-21 budget. Planning funding has also been approved for Lane
and Clackamas counties, and construction funding requests for those two projects also are included in the 2019-21 budget.

e Continued outreach efforts by the Appellate Courts. The Oregon Supreme Court heard cases at all three Oregon law schools and both the
Supreme Court and the Court of Appeals continue to hear cases on high school and community college campuses throughout the state.

e Improved services to juveniles. The Department of Human Services (DHS), the Department of Justice (DOJ), OJD, and the Public Defense
Services Commission (PDSC) were directed by a budget note in HB 5006 (2017) to work collaboratively to solicit input on, develop, and
implement strategies to improve the effectiveness and efficiency of Oregon’s juvenile dependency systems and to determine the appropriate
level of legal services. OJD worked collaboratively with these and other state and local stakeholders to develop four strategies to improve the
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effectiveness or efficiency of Oregon’s juvenile dependency system. Each circuit court has identified one strategy to implement at the local
level. In addition, all four of the agencies have implemented, or are working on standardizing forms, modifying processes, making system
changes, conforming local practices and changing court rules. Finally, full legal representation of DHS by DOJ in juvenile dependency cases
has been implemented in 29 counties and is now in the final phase of implementation.

Continued participation in reducing Oregon’s prison population. Judges play crucial roles at the state and local levels to ensure that state
Justice Reinvestment Act funds are spent effectively to reduce Oregon’s prison population while protecting public safety.

Expanded inclusion, access, and collaboration efforts. OJD established the Supreme Court Council on Inclusion and Fairness to study and
make recommendations to address Oregon’s access and diversity needs and established a State and Tribal Court Judges Forum to better
communicate and collaborate in areas such as the Indian Child Welfare Act and Violence Against Women Act.

2019-21 Priorities

Ensure access for all Oregonians. Oregon’s constitution requires courts to administer justice “without delay” and many Oregon statutes set
specific timelines for court actions. Courts need to be open to the public to address immediate dangers, promptly resolve disputes, and keep
communities safe. But without an increase in the number of OJD staff positions, this goal will remain elusive — only three circuit courts are
able to provide all court services throughout the entire business day.

Maintain the improvements in Oregon eCourt technology. Because court services are now entirely electronic, OJD’s technology must be

adequately maintained to ensure its effective and secure operation. These activities include the ability to obtain and analyze software patches

and upgrades, pay vendor charges, and develop business processes to comply with state law and enhance consistency and efficient operations
among the courts.

Provide appropriate judicial compensation. Oregon attorneys who aspire to the bench are faced with a difficult decision. In order to serve
the public as a judge, many, if not all, must take a significant pay cut. This is not the structure envisioned by the legislators who created
Oregon’s statewide court system. Judicial compensation remains well below the top step of Oregon Senior Assistant Attorneys General and
other senior public-sector lawyers who appear before state judges, and lags behind the median for comparable states. Appropriate
compensation not only recognizes the significant responsibility inherent in judicial decision-making but will allow Oregon courts to attract
and retain a diverse group of highly qualified and experienced judicial candidates necessary to ensure justice for all.

Address Oregon’s foster care crisis. Oregon families are struggling. There are more children in foster care than there are available
placements, and many agencies are working to improve outcomes across the state. Crowded court dockets that do not provide sufficient time
for these important cases exacerbate the challenges. If it takes an additional three months to hold a court hearing, that can mean an additional
three months that a child is separated from his or her parents and in a foster care bed. Jurisdictions that provide litigants with immediate
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access to meaningful court hearings, and regularly convene stakeholder meetings to ensure efficient and effective communication, processes,
and services at the county level, are better able to resolve cases.

e Expand assistance for self-represented individuals. Thousands of residents involved in domestic relations, child support, child custody and
visitation, landlord-tenant, and other proceedings are not represented by lawyers. Without materials and assistance from court personnel to
help them prepare for their day in court, their cases create backlogs and delays in these important family and child welfare issues, while
creating additional work for judges and court staff. The budget requests restoring facilitator positions and funding to improve county-based
conciliation and mediation services in family law cases.

e Ensure safe courthouse facilities. Support is sought for a long-term state court facility and security improvement plan that prioritizes
improvement and replacement projects, involving county courthouses that house circuit court operations and the historic Supreme Court
Building in Salem. Just as Oregon needs to maintain the rule of law as the philosophical foundation of our society, we need to provide safe
and appropriate physical foundations for court services. Many of Oregon’s court facilities are unsafe or insufficient and need urgent attention.
The budget requests seismic reinforcement for the century-old Supreme Court Building, state matching funds to replace three unsafe county
courthouses, and funds for capital improvements to other county courthouses.

Reduction Options

ORS 291.216 requires the Governor to submit an alternative budget plan which funds agencies at 90 percent of their funding levels. The following
information summarizes the application of this level of reduction to the Current Service Level budget in the Chief Justice’s Recommended Budget.
Because of non-reducible items in the budget, a 10 percent reduction would translate up to a 15 percent reduction to the mandated payments program
area and to the operations areas of appellate, administration, and trial courts, as explained below.

Oregon Judicial Department Budget

Debt Service: The OJD Current Service Level (CSL) budget request is for $505.6 million in General Fund for the 2019-21 biennium. For
calculation of reductions, debt service ($30.9 million, 6.11 percent of the budget) is excluded per statute, resulting in a budget of $474.7 million for
OJD and a 10 percent reduction target of $47.47 million.

Judicial Compensation: 2019-21 CSL budget $85,801,535 (16.97 percent of CSL budget). This appropriation provides for constitutionally
protected compensation (within term) of filled judgeship positions. Since this appropriation cannot be reduced, the value of any reductions that are
required for this appropriation must be obtained by additional reductions to operations if not covered sufficiently by vacancy savings (time between
vacancy created and appointment by the Governor or through an election). This would push an additional $8.6 million of reductions into other OJD
appropriations, the equivalent of an additional 43 FTE positions.
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Pass-Throughs: 2019-21 CSL budget $15,196,725 (3.01 percent of CSL budget). This appropriation provides pass-through funding for county law
libraries, county mediation and conciliation services, biennial funding for the Council on Court Procedures, and biennial funding for the Oregon Law
Commission. Reductions to these pass-through entities will result in impacts to communities that depend on these services.

Third-Party Collections: 2019-21 CSL budget $15,312,377 (3.03
percent of CSL budget). This appropriation finances costs for
collection of past-due fines and fees, and credit card fees and State
Treasury fees for fee/fine payments. The major recipients of these
cost payments are the Department of Revenue (DOR) and private
collection companies. On average, 63 percent of budget funding is
paid to DOR for collection and tax-offset activities. Expenditures
are only paid for successful collection of a debt. Additionally,
approximately 16 percent of expenditures are the result of merchant
fees/discounts associated with the use of credit cards to pay fees and
fines. On average, spending returns $5.08 in revenues for each
$1.00 expended on collections. The possible impact from 10 percent
reductions of $1.5 million to collections would be a $7.2 million
loss in revenue to the state’s General Fund.

Mandated Payments: 2019-21 CSL budget $16,606,161 (3.3
percent of CSL budget). The appropriation provides statutory
payments for jury service, statutory interpreter services for non-
English speakers (including crime victims exercising their
constitutional rights of participation), statutory arbitration expenses,
and Americans with Disabilities Act compliance funding related to
jury service or interpreting. The vast majority of expenditures are
for jury payments and interpreter services. Reductions to this
appropriation would require a reduction in the number of jury trials

2019-21 CSL Budget — General Fund By Area

Third-party Collections _gCourt Main
3% <1%

Pass-through
3%

Debt Service
6% (excluded from 10%
reduction calculations)

Mandated Payments
3%

Admin & Central Support_/
13%

Appellate/Tax Court
5%

conducted and increase the wait time for trials requiring juries or interpreters. This slowdown would reduce timely access to justice and increase the
state’s liability for not meeting statutory and constitutional requirements for timely trials.
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Oregon eCourt Program Operations and Maintenance: 2019-21 CSL budget $2,432,622 (0.48 percent of CSL budget). A 10 percent reduction
would be $243,262. Due to the nature of the expenses paid out of this appropriation — many of which are binding contractual obligations — OJD
would have limited opportunities to implement reductions without impacting the ongoing operations of the Oregon eCourt program. This would
require backfilling from the Operations appropriation, increasing the likely reductions in those areas.

Operations — Trial Courts: 2019-21 CSL budget $247,579,369 (48.96 percent of CSL budget). A 10 percent reduction to this appropriation would
be $24.8 million to the trial courts operating budget. Trial court operations are the most publicly-visible aspect of OJD as well as the largest
appropriation in the OJD budget. Trial court operations consist primarily of personal services costs. As with past reduction implementations,
reductions in the trial courts predominately impact staffing for court operations. A 10 percent reduction in funding would result in an approximate
loss of 131 FTE in court personnel. Reductions of this magnitude could cripple court operations, dramatically reducing service hours, delaying timely
entry of judgments or arrest warrants, or reducing the number of cases the courts could process. Court staff likely would be required to prioritize
criminal trials over civil and family law cases or other functions, delaying critical work that is not subject to specific constitutional or statutory time
restrictions. Actual implementation of FTE losses of this magnitude may result in the Chief Justice partially closing some court locations in order to
maintain public access and services at other locations serving a larger population base.

Operations — Appellate/Tax Court: 2019-21 CSL budget $24,379,678 (4.82 percent of CSL budget). A 10 percent reduction in this area would be
$2.44 million. This reduction likely would result in a minimum loss of 10 FTE who provide direct legal and administrative support to the judges on
the Supreme Court, the Court of Appeals, and the Tax Court. Expected outcomes include severe delays of review, analysis and decisions in all three
courts, meaning less guidance to Oregonians on legal issues of statewide importance, undermining the ability of these courts to provide timely
decisions, maintenance of briefs and decisions for the court system, and deferment of all building maintenance projects for the century-old Supreme
Court Building. Courts would be required to reduce operational hours and only process critical cases.

Operations — Administration and Central Support: 2019-21 CSL budget $67,365,811 (13.3 percent of CSL budget). A 10 percent reduction in
this appropriation area would be $6.7 million. More than one-third of this appropriation funds non-reducible expenses like state government service
changes, rent (a significant part to the Department of Administrative Services), workers compensation insurance, and network and system access.
Although some reductions would only reflect reductions in FTE from other appropriations (e.g., fewer trial court staff), reductions at this level would
result in less support for improvements to Oregon’s foster-care program through juvenile court programs, reduced computer and information
technology support threatening the ability to test and implement patches and upgrades to technology systems, reduced computer security investment
and elimination of maintenance payments on information security programs, which would increase system risk and computer downtime. OJD would
be forced to reduce legal review, training and education for judges and staff, reduce access to legal resources available to courts and the public
through the State of Oregon Law Library, reduce support to trial court operations in resolving legal issues and developing more efficient business
processes, reduce support for courts in adjudicating family law cases, and stop replacement of critical systems. Due to non-reducible areas, the result
of reductions would be compounded and would result in the loss of the equivalent of 23 FTE (or greater).
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Organization Chart(s) 2019-21

OREGON JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT
Court Jurisdiction Structure

SUPREME COURT
(7 Justices)

COURT OF APPEALS TAX COURT
(13 Judges) {1 Judge, 3 Magistrates)

[
I
CIRCUIT COURTS
(175 Judges in 27 Judicial Districts)

History and Milestones

The 1981 Legislative Assembly created the Oregon Judicial Department (OJD) by consolidating Oregon’s district courts, circuit courts, and
the appellate courts into a unified, state-funded court system, effective January 1, 1983. Municipal, county, and justice courts continue as
limited jurisdiction tribunals outside of the state-funded court system and are not subject to its administrative control and oversight.

Effective September 1, 1997, the Legislature created a Tax Magistrate Division in the Oregon Tax Court to replace the administrative tax
appeals structure formerly in the Department of Revenue. The tax magistrates are appointed by the Tax Court Judge.

Effective January 15, 1998, the Legislature abolished the district courts and merged their judges and jurisdiction with that of the circuit courts
to form a single unified trial court level.

Effective July 1, 2001, the indigent defense program transferred from the OJD to a separate and autonomous Public Defense Services
Commission that resides within the judicial branch of government.

Effective October 1, 2013, the Legislature added a new three-judge panel to the Court of Appeals, bringing the total judicial positions to 13.

Effective July 1, 2016, the Oregon eCourt (Odyssey) system was implemented in all circuit courts and the tax court, completing a five-year
statewide rollout schedule.

Effective January 1, 2019, the 2017 Legislature added two new circuit court judges (one in Josephine County and one in Washington County),
bringing the total judicial positions to 175.
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General

The judges of the Supreme Court, Court of Appeals, and Tax Court are elected by voters in nonpartisan, statewide elections for six-year terms. The Chief
Justice is selected by the judges on the Supreme Court for a six-year term. The judges of the circuit courts are elected by voters in nonpartisan, judicial
district elections for six-year terms. There are 27 judicial districts composed of one or more counties. The state courts handle over 1.1 million filings a
biennium and employ approximately 1,500 staff at the state and local court levels.

Oregon Judicial Department
Administrative Organization
January 2017
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Walters, Martha L. (Chief Justice)
Balmer, Thomas A.

Egan, James C. (Chief Judge)
Armstrong, Rex E.
Ortega, Darleen

Abar, Donald

* Adkisson, Marci W.
Adler, A. Michael

* Ahern, Daniel J.
Albrecht, Cheryl A.
Allen, Beth A.
Ambrosini, George W.
Armstrong, Sean E.

* Ashby, Wells B.
Bachart, Sheryl M.

Nakamoto, Lynn R.
Flynn, Meagan A.

Hadlock, Erika L.
DeVore, Joel S.
Lagesen, Erin C.

Bagley, Beth M *
Bailey, D. Charles

* Bain, Robert S.
Barnack, Timothy

* Baxter, Gregory L.
Beaman, Cynthia L.
Bennett, J. Channing
Bergstrom, Eric J.
Bloch, Eric J.

Bloom, Benjamin M.

Elected Officials Roster

(January 1, 2019)
Supreme Court
(Seniority Order)
Duncan, Rebecca A.
Nelson, Adrienne C
Court of Appeals
(Seniority Order)
Tookey, Douglas L.

Garrett, Christopher L.

DeHoog, Roger J.

Tax Court
Manicke, Robert T.

Circuit Court Judge
(Alphabetical Order)

Bottomly, Leslie G.

* Branford, Thomas O. *
Brauer, Christopher R.

* Brownhill, Paula J.
Broyles, Audrey J.
Buchér, Erik M.
Bunch, William D.

* Burge, Frances E.
Burton, Claudia M.

* Bushong, Stephen

Vacant

Shorr, Scott A.

James, Bronson D.
Aoyagi, Robyn R.
Powers, Steven R.

Butterfield, Eric E.
Callahan, Cathleen B.
Campbell, Monte S.
Carlson, Charles D.
Cascagnette, Bradley A.
Caso, Rafael A.

Chanti, Suzanne
Chapman, Jennifer K.
Collins, John L.
Collins, Robert W., Jr.
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Combs, Andrew E.
Conover, R. Curtis

* Cramer, William D., Jr.
Cromwell, Laura A.

Crutchley, Raymond D.

Dahlin, Eric L.
Dailey, Kathleen M.
Delsman, David E.
Donohue, Matthew J.

* Easterday, Cynthia L.
Erwin, Andrew R.
Flint, Bethany P.
Forte, Stephen P.
Fun, James L.
Galli, Matthew G.
Garcia, Oscar

* Gerking, Timothy C.
Geyer, Courtland

* Grant, Jenefer S.
Greenlick, Michael A.
Greif, Lisa C.
Grove, Ted E.
Hart, Thomas M.
Henry, Patrick W.
Hill, Daniel J.

* Hill, Jonathan R.

* Hill, Norman R.
Hillman, Annette
Hodson, Jerry B.

Circuit Court Judge (continued)
(Alphabetical Order)

Holland, Lauren S.
HolmesHehn, Amy
Hoppe, David G.
Hull, Thomas M.
Hung, Lung
Hunsaker, Danielle J.
Immergut, Karin J.
Jacquot, Megan L.
James, Mary M.
Janney, Andrea M.
Johnson, Kathleen E.
Jones, Jeffrey S.
Karabeika, Heather L.
Kittson-MaQatish, Rachel
Landis, Erin K.
Lavin, Andrew M.
Leith, David E.
Lieuallen, Jonathan S.
Lininger, Ann M.
Lopez, Angel

Love, Valeri L.

Loy, Michael S.
Margolis, Jesse C.
Marshall, Christopher J.
Marshall, William A.
Matarazzo, Judith H.
Matyas, Cindee S.
McAIpin, Jay A.
McGuire, Patricia L.

* McHill, Thomas A.
Mclntosh, Dawn M.
Mclntyre, Karrie K.

McKnight, Maureen H.

Mejia, Lorenzo A.
Menchaca, Richardo
Merten, Maurice K.
Miller, Walter R Jr.
Mooney, Josephine H.
* Nichols, Robert F. Jr.
Norby, Susie L.
Novotny, DeAnn L.
Oden-Orr, Melvin
Olson, John A.
Orr, David J.
Osborne, Roxanne B.
Ostrye, Karen
Pagan, Ramon A.
Partridge, Lindsay R.
Pellegrini, Cheryl A.
* Powers, Thomas B.
* Prall, Tracy A.
Proctor, Kathy
Pruess, Brett A.
Raines, Keith R.

Ramras, Christopher A.

Rastetter, Thomas J.
Ravassipour, Kelly W.
Rees, David F.

Rigmaiden, Clara L.
Roberts, Beth L.
Roberts, Leslie M.
Rooke-Ley, llisa
Russell, Shelley D.
Ryan, Thomas M.
Sanders, Paulette E.
Silver, Gregory F.
Simmons, Ann Marie
Sims, Theodore E.
Skye, Kelly

Souede, Benjamin N.

* Stauffer, Janet L.

* Steele, Kathie F.

* Stone, Martin E.
Svetkey, Susan M.
Temple, Eva J.
Tennyson, Katherine E.
Thompson, Kirsten E.
Torres, Xiomara Y.

* Trevino, Mari G.

Tripp, Susan M.

Van Dyk, Douglas V.

Van Rysselberghe, Todd L.
Velure, DebraE.
Villa-Smith, Kathryn L.
Vitolins, Daina A.

*Vogt, Debra K.
von Ter Stegge, Katharine
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Walker, Kenneth R. Wiles, Ladd Wogan, Cameron F.
Waller, Nan G. * Williams, Locke A. Wolf, John A.
Watkins, Ulanda L. Williams, Wes Wolke, Pat

Weber, Katherine E. Wipper, Janelle F. Wren, Daniel J.

Wetzel, Michael C.

Wittmayer, John A.

Circuit Court Judge (continued)
(Alphabetical Order)

* Presiding Judge, appointed by Chief Justice for two-year term

Cozine, Nancy J.

State Court Administrator
Baehr, Bryant, Director

Enterprise Technology Services Division
Chandler, Terrie J., Director

Human Resource Services Division
Factor, David, Director

Office of Policy and Education

Aldred, Marilee, Trial Court Administrator
Malheur (9" JD)

Belshe, Jim, Trial Court Administrator
Linn (23" JD)

Bittick, Heidi, Trial Court Administrator
Polk (121" JD)

Court Administration Roster

Office of the State Court Administrator

Hightower, Karen, Director
Office of General Counsel
Hotrum, Darrin, Chief Audit Executive
Internal Audit
McKenzie, Leola, Programs Director
Juvenile and Family Court Programs Division
Mills, Kelly, Program Manager
Court Language Access Services

Trial Court Administrators
(Alphabetical Order / Court / Judicial District)

Blaine, Roy N., Trial Court Administrator
Morrow, Umatilla (6" JD)

Bonkosky, Amy D., Trial Court Administrator
Crook, Jefferson (22" JD)

Bovett, Sally, Trial Court Administrator
Lincoln (17" JD)

Zennaché, Charles M

Vacant — Benton County
Vacant — Josephine County
Vacant — Multnomah County

Wynhausen, Michael B.

Moon, David T., Director

Business and Fiscal Services Division
Parr, Daniel W., Administrator

Appellate Court Services Division
West, Evan, Chief Marshal

Judicial Marshal’s Office

Calloway, Elaine, Trial Court Administrator
Baker (8" JD)

Dover, Tammy R., Trial Court Administrator
Yamhill (251" JD)

Hall, Jeffrey, Trial Court Administrator
Deschutes (11" JD)
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Trial Court Administrators (continued)
(Alphabetical Order / Court / Judicial District)

Hukari, Linda, Trial Court Administrator Merrill, Lee, Trial Court Administrator Spradley, Debbie D., Trial Court Administrator
Benton (21%1JD) Clatsop (18" JD) Clackamas (5" JD)
Hurliman, Emily A., Trial Court Administrator Moellmer, Richard E., Trial Court Administrator ~ Swaja, Trina, Trial Court Administrator
Tillamook (271" JD) Washington (20" JD) Josephine (14" JD)
Lankford, Thomas, Trial Court Administrator Morse, Diane M., Trial Court Administrator Tennison, Angie R., Trial Court Administrator
Coos, Curry (15" JD) Marion (3') Gilliam, Hood River, Sherman, Wasco,
Leonard, Michelle, Trial Court Administrator Powell, John, Trial Court Administrator Wheeler (7" JD)
Union, Wallowa (10" JD) Klamath, Lake (13" & 26" JD) Wheeler, Tammy L. Trial Court Administrator
Marcille, Barbara B., Trial Court Administrator Rambo, Elizabeth, Trial Court Administrator Grant, Harney (24" JD)
Multnomah (4™ JD) Lane (2" JD) Wild, Zoe, Trial Court Administrator
Maxwell, Thomas, Trial Court Administrator Qualls, Tina, Trial Court Administrator Columbia (19" JD)
Douglas (16™ JD) Jackson (1% JD)
Court Administration Locations
Supreme Court, Court of Appeals, Office of the State Court Clatsop County Courthouse — Judicial District 18
Administrator 749 Commercial Street, P.O. Box 835, Astoria 97103

Supreme Court Bldg., 1163 State Street, Salem 97301-2563

Columbia County Courthouse — Judicial District 19

Tax Court/Tax Magistrate Division 230 Strand Street, St. Helens 97051-2041

Supreme Court Bldg., 1163 State Street, Salem 97301-2563

Coos County Courthouse — Judicial District 15

Baker County Courthouse — Judicial District 8 250 N. Baxter, Coquille 97423

1995 39 Street, Suite 220, Baker City 97814-3313

Crook County Courthouse — Judicial District 22

Benton County Courthouse — Judicial District 21 300 NE Third Street, Prineville 97754

120 NW Fourth Street, P.O. Box 1870, Corvallis 97339

Curry County Courthouse — Judicial District 15

Clackamas County Courthouse — Judicial District 5 29821 Ellensburg Ave., 94235 Moore St., Ste. 200, Gold Beach 97444

807 Main Street, Oregon City 97045
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Court Administration Locations (continued)

Deschutes County Courthouse - Judicial District 11
1100 NW Bond, Bend 97703

Douglas County Courts — Judicial District 16

Justice Building, Room 201, 1036 SE Douglas Street, Roseburg 97470

Gilliam County Courthouse — Judicial District 7
221 S. Oregon, P.O. Box 427, Condon 97823-0427

Grant County Courthouse — Judicial District 24
201 S. Humbolt St., P.O. Box 159, Canyon City 97820

Harney County Courthouse — Judicial District 24
450 N. Buena Vista, No. 16, Burns 97720

Hood River County Courthouse — Judicial District 7
309 State Street, Hood River 97031

Jackson County Courts — Judicial District 1
Justice Building, 100 S. Oakdale Avenue, Medford 97501

Jefferson County Courthouse — Judicial District 22
129 SW “E” Street, Suite 101, Madras 97741-1794

Josephine County Courthouse — Judicial District 14
500 NW 6th, Dept. 17, Grants Pass 97526

Klamath County Courthouse — Judicial District 13
316 Main Street, Klamath Falls 97601

Lake County Courthouse — Judicial District 26
513 Center Street, Lakeview 97630

Lane County Courthouse — Judicial District 2
125 E. 8th Avenue, Eugene 97401

Lincoln County Courthouse — Judicial District 17
225 W. Olive, P.O. Box 100, Newport 97365

Linn County Courthouse — Judicial District 23
300 Fourth Avenue SW, P.O. Box 1749, Albany 97321

Malheur County Courthouse — Judicial District 9
251 “B” Street W., #3, Vale 97918

Marion County Courthouse — Judicial District 3
100 High Street NE, P.O. Box 12869, Salem 97309-0869

Morrow County Courthouse — Judicial District 6
P.O. Box 609, Heppner 97836

Multnomah County Courthouse — Judicial District 4
1021 SW 4th Avenue, Portland 97204

Polk County Courthouse -- Judicial District 12
850 Main Street, Dallas 97338

Sherman County Courthouse — Judicial District 7
P.O. Box 402, Moro 97039

Tillamook County Courthouse — Judicial District 27
201 Laurel Avenue, Tillamook 97141-2311

Umatilla County Courthouse - Judicial District 6
216 SE Fourth, Pendleton 97801

Union County Courthouse — Judicial District 10
1105 “K” Avenue, La Grande 97850

Wallowa County Courthouse — Judicial District 10
101 S. River Street, Room 204, Enterprise 97828
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Court Administration Locations (continued)

Wasco County Courthouse — Judicial District 7 Wheeler County Courthouse — Judicial District 7
Fifth & Washington, P.O. Box 1400, The Dalles 97058-1400 P.O. Box 308, Fossil 97830

Washington County Courthouse — Judicial District 20 Yamhill County Courthouse — Judicial District 25
150 N. First Avenue, Hillsboro 97124 535 NE 5th Street, Rm. #133, McMinnville 97128
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Agency-wide Program Unit Summary

Administration: The Chief Justice is responsible for administration of Oregon’s unified, state-funded court system in the judicial branch of government.
This program area covers the administration infrastructure and central state entity costs. The SCA serves under the direction of the Chief Justice and
manages the Office of the State Court Administrator (OSCA) and the central administrative infrastructure and state programs of the court system. ORS
chapter 8 establishes and defines the primary duties of the SCA. In this capacity, the SCA supervises administration of OJD’s central business and
infrastructure services for the court system such as budget, accounting, procurement, human resources, legal, audit, education and outreach, pro tempore
services, information technology infrastructure, and technology projects such as the recently implemented Oregon eCourt program. In addition, the SCA
has responsibility for administrative management of the Appellate Court Records section, the State of Oregon Law Library, OJD publications, OJD
security and emergency preparedness program, OJD court interpreter certification and services program, OJD shorthand reporter certification (CSR)
program, juvenile court improvement program, and state Citizen Review Board program.

The Administration program area also funds and manages the centralized costs and assessments paid for all of OJD as a state entity and for its judges and
staff, including state government assessments and system use charges, rent, debt service, tort claims, and risk management.

Appellate/Tax Court Operations: This budget program area covers the staff and operations of the Supreme Court, the Court of Appeals, and the Tax
Court. All three courts are located in Salem. The Supreme Court is the highest-level court in Oregon. It has discretion to accept review of appeals from the
Court of Appeals and the Tax Court and has areas of original jurisdiction as well. Administratively it has additional statutory responsibilities as a body;,
such as being involved with regulation of the state practice of law (through the state bar) and approving pro tempore judges. The Supreme Court consists
of seven justices elected in statewide elections to serve six-year terms. From among themselves, the justices elect one to serve as the Chief Justice for a
six-year term as the administrative head of the judicial branch.

The Court of Appeals is Oregon’s intermediate appellate court. By statute, the Court of Appeals is charged with deciding nearly all the civil and criminal
appeals taken from Oregon’s state trial courts and nearly all the judicial reviews taken from administrative agencies in contested cases. Created by statute
in 1969, the Court of Appeals does not exercise any constitutional jurisdiction; instead, its jurisdiction is set by the Legislature. The Court of Appeals
consists of 13 judges elected in statewide elections to serve six-year terms.

The Tax Court is a unique court with statewide exclusive jurisdiction to hear only cases that involve Oregon’s tax laws, including income taxes, corporate
excise taxes, property taxes, timber taxes, cigarette taxes, local budget laws, and property tax limitations. There are no jury trials, and appeals go directly
to the Supreme Court. The Tax Court has one judge who is elected as a statewide judicial position, also for a term of six years. The Oregon Tax Court has
two divisions — a Regular Division and the Magistrate Division. In the late 1990s, the Tax Magistrate Division was created as a component part of the Tax
Court to replace the informal administrative tax appeals process previously conducted by the Department of Revenue. The Tax Court judge appoints a
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presiding magistrate and other magistrates to hear cases in the Magistrate Division. The Magistrate Division tries or mediates all tax appeals, unless the
Tax Court judge assigns the case to the Regular Division. A party may appeal a magistrate’s decision to the judge of the Tax Court, except in cases filed as
small claims. Decisions in small claims procedures are final and not appealable. Appeals from Regular Division decisions go directly to the Supreme
Court.

Trial Court Operations: Local funding for the staff and operations of all state trial courts (circuit courts) are included in this program area. It is the
largest resource program area because it includes the staff and services for all local court operations in courthouses statewide. There are circuit courts in
each of the 36 counties, organized as 27 judicial districts, and served by 175 judges statewide. State law specifies the number of judges elected in each
judicial district. They are elected locally for six-year terms.

The circuit court is Oregon’s trial court of general jurisdiction. This means the courts hear all case types regardless of the subject matter, amount of money
involved, or the severity of the crime alleged. In the trial courts, the circuit court judges adjudicate matters and disputes in criminal, civil, domestic
relations, traffic, juvenile, small claims, violations, abuse prevention, probate, mental commitments, adoption, and guardianship cases. These courts
handle over 500,000 case filings a year, or over one million filings a biennium. This number does not include the thousands of motions and hearings that
happen within the cases nor post-judgment proceedings. Decisions appealed from circuit courts go directly to the Court of Appeals, except for cases where
the circuit court sentenced a defendant to death. Death penalty appeals go directly to the Supreme Court.

Mandated Payments: The Mandated Payments program funds the federally- and state-mandated ancillary services of providing and paying for trial
jurors and grand jurors, court interpreters, civil arbitration costs for indigents, appellate civil transcript costs, and Americans with Disabilities Act
accommodation equipment and services for litigants and the public.
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Oregon Judicial Department
Budget History

($ in millions)

2005-07 2007-09 2009-11 2011-13 2013-15 2015-17 2017-19 2019-21 2019-21

(CsL) (ARB)
Judicial Comp? $ 60663 | $ 64741 | $ 69167 | $ 73258 | $ 80413 | $ 85802 | $ 95.633
Operations $ 259.005 | $ 294.166 | $ 198.746 | $ 241451 | $ 272.032 | $ 295563 | $ 305947 | $ 339.325 | $ 363.702
OF — Operations $ 30431 | $ 37804 | $ 62177 | $ 16312 | $ 17141 | $ 21.058| $ 19565 | $ 14412 | $ 17.652
Subtotal $ 289.436 | $ 331971 | $ 321586 | $ 322504 | $ 358.340 | $ 389.879 | $ 405.925 | $ 439.539 | $ 476.987
Third-Party Collections? $ 1031 | $ 8713| $ 9552 | $ 11680 | $ 11512 | $ 12192 | $ 15548 | $ 15312 | $ 15312
Mandated Payments $ 12526 | $ 15374 | $ 13903 | $ 13364 | $ 14901 | $ 15664 | $ 15950 | $ 16.606 | $ 16.606
Debt Service $ 10540 | $ 20259 | $ 18133 | $ 18509 | $ 17871 | $ 30969 | $ 30.969
Pass-Throughs $ 14552 | $ 14531 | $ 16.042 | $ 15840 | $ 15197 | $ 17.057
eCourt Program $ 14000 | $ 12445 | $ 36124 | $ 27244 | $ 20107 | $ 295 | $ 2433 | $ 5757
OF Pass-Through $ 4780 $ 18406 | $ 16.049 | $ 14724 | $ 14832 | $ 19.932
Federal Funds / Jury $ 1790| $ 2014| $ 1594 | $ 1838 | $ 1828| $ 2270| $ 2008| $ 2046| $ 2.046
State Court Tech Fund $ 3850 | $ 12285 |$ 17942 | $ 17010 | $ 19481
Supreme Court Bldg Remodel $ 4.400 $ 6.000 $ 0.000| $ 27.820
OCCCIF $ 38.000| $ 80.073| $ 204.100 | $ 0.000 | $ 293.490
Total Funds $ 304.782 | $ 372.072 | $ 369.620 | $ 425100 | $ 511.146 | $ 583.069 | $ 718.862 | $ 553.952 | $ 925.458

Positions® 2,025 2,071 1,862 1,878 1,889 1,921 1,900 1,895 2,061
FTE 1,863.54 1,911.47 1,815.97 1,752.66 1,763.60 1,783.83 1,776.58 1,780.72 1,900.92

Yudicial Compensation was established as a separate appropriation during the 2009-11 biennium.
2Third-Party Collections costs were part of Other Funds expenditures prior to the 2011-13 biennium, when a separate General Fund appropriation was created.

3Positions and full-time equivalent (FTE) figures include limited duration positions, including Oregon eCourt Program and grant funded positions in 2009-11 through 2017-

19 ARB.

“Budget for 2009-11 included move of 129.74 FTE from General Fund to Other Funds, supported from HB 2287 temporary judicial surcharges.
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Current Service Level
Chief Justice’s Recommended Budget

Department Budget Summary — All Funds

2015-17 2017-19 2019-21 2019-21
Actual Legislatively Current Service Chief Justice’s
Expenditures Approved Budget Level (CSL) Recommended*
General Fund $ 413,370,499 $ 436,653,462 $ 474,674,278 $ 514,816,903
General Fund Debt Service $ 18,508,519 $ 17,871,089 $ 30,968,960 $ 30,968,960
Other Funds Capital Construction $ - $ 14,900,000 $ - $ 27,820,000
Other Funds Debt Service Ltd
Other Funds Ltd $ 131,468,646 $ 248,093,590 $ 50,074,088 $ 350,494,865
Other Funds Non-Ltd
Federal Funds Ltd $ 1,176,014 $ 1,344,289 $ 1,357,254 $ 1,357,254
TOTAL - ALL FUNDS $ 564,523,678 $ 718,862,430 $ 557,074,580 $ 925,457,982
Positions 1,727 1,900 1,899 2,061
FTE 1,588.12 1,776.58 1,784.72 1,900.92

* Includes CSL and all policy option packages
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Policy Option Packages Summary

Package 101 — New Judgeships and Support Staff ($4,490,650 GF, 56 positions, 19.46 FTE): Adds judges in 12 judicial districts across the state
and staff required to support those new positions in courts where judicial resources for dependency case are insufficient to meet workload demands.

Package 102 — Judicial Compensation ($8,313,465 GF): Funds judicial compensation increases to make judicial salaries competitive with other
senior lawyers in Oregon. It is expected that our request will be modified to $7,537,674 to reflect a proposed statutorily-established percentage of a
U.S. District Court judge’s salary.

Package 103 — Statewide Service Restoration for Circuit Courts ($9,694,128 GF, 78 positions, 69.92 FTE): Adds clerical positions in 18 judicial
districts across the state to meet identified service requirements.

Package 104 — General Fund Support for OECI Maintenance ($3,323,977 GF): Funds contractual maintenance agreement payments.

Package 105 — Support Effective Court Programs — Pro Se ($347,869, 3 positions, 2.30 FTE): Adds support staff in Baker, Columbia and Lane
counties.

Package 106 — Support Effective Court Programs — Statewide Services ($647,119 GF, 3 positions, 2.76 FTE): Adds staff to support legal, data
collection and human resource functions in the Office of the State Court Administrator.

Package 107 — Support Effective Court Programs — Technology Services ($5,374,201 GF, 3 positions, 2.76 FTE): Adds staff and additional
capital funds to support technology systems in Multnomah County and statewide.

Package 108 — County Mediation and Conciliation Funding ($1,600,000 GF): Increases pass-through funds to support county mediation and
conciliation services.

Package 109 — Treatment/Specialty Courts Grant Funding ($4,641,531 OF, 19 positions, 19.00 FTE): Provides limitation and positions needed
to spend grant funds for a variety of programs, including specialty and treatment courts, in most Oregon counties.

Package 110 — Local Courts Facilities Infrastructure and Safety ($5,100,000 OF): Provides funding from the Criminal Fines Account for capital
improvements around the state and increased deposits into local security accounts to address reduced security deposits.
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Package 111 — Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement Fund ($750,000 GF, $292,740,000 OF): Funds courthouse
replacements in Multnomah, Lane, Clackamas, Benton and Linn counties with bond proceeds and a General Fund appropriation to support
anticipated move costs.

Package 112 — Supreme Court Building Preservation and Seismic Retrofit ($5,340,641 GF, $28,230,000 OF): Funds Supreme Court Building
preservation and seismic retrofit upgrades with bond proceeds and a General Fund appropriation for parts of the project that cannot be financed using
bond funds.

Package 113 — Application Contribution Program Support ($700,000 OF, 4 positions, 4.00 FTE): Restores staff support for the Application
Contribution Program.

Package 121 — Oregon Law Commission — Expand Staff Attorney Support ($236,655 GF): Funds an additional contract attorney to support
project work and coordination efforts.

Package 125 — Council on Court Procedures — Funding Increase ($24,000 GF): Increases funding for staffing and materials to support the
Council on Court Procedures.
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ORBITS and PICS Reports
BDV104 - Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget
Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Judicial Dept Cross Reference Number: 19800-000-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Eq;;l;%em Funds Funds Other Funds f;e;ﬁ;a{;zf

2017-19 Leg Adopted Budget 1,900 1,776.58 707,013,486 443,103,853 - 262,570,281 1,338,352 - -

2017-19 Emergency Boards - - 11,848,944 11,420,698 - 423,309 4,937 - -
2017-19 Leg Approved Budget 1,900 1,776.58 718,862,430 454 524,551 - 262,993,590 1,344 289 - -
2019-21 Base Budget Adjustments
Net Cost of Position Actions

Administrative Biennialized E-Board, Phase-Out (24) (12.86) 13,515,344 15,603,324 - (2,077,044) (10,936) - -

Estimated Cost of Merit Increase - - - - - - -
Base Debt Service Adjustment 13,097 876 13,097 876 - - - - -
Base Nonlimited Adjustment - - - - - - -
Capital Construction (14,500,000) - - (14,500,000) - - -
Subtotal 2019-21 Base Budget 1,876 1,763.72 730,575,650 483,225,751 - 246,016,546 1,333,353 - -
Essential Packages
010 - Non-PICS Pers SvcfVacancy Factor

Vacancy Factor (Increase)/Decrease - - 16,671,698 16,208 488 - 463,210 - - -

Non-PICS Personal Service Increasaf{Decrease) - - 828 527 847,939 - (19,174) (238) - -

Subtotal - - 17,500,225 17,056,427 - 444 036 (238) - -
020 - Phase In/ Out Pgm & One-time Cost

021 -Phase -In 23 21.00 3480227 3,480,227 - - - - -

022 - Phase-out Pgm & One-time Costs - - (200,852,314) (3,738,500) - (197,123,814) - - -

Subtotal 23 21.00  {197,382,08T) (258,273) - (197,123,814) - - -
030 - Inflation & Price List Adjustments

Cost of Goods & Services Increase/(Decrease) - - 3,435 509 2,653,883 - To7 487 24,139 - -

State Gov"t & Services Charges Increase/{Decrease) 2,945 283 2945 283 - - - - -
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Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Judicial Dept Cross Reference Number: 19800-000-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Eguivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
(FTE) Funds

Subtotal - - 6,380,792 5,599,166 - 757,487 24139 - -

Description

040 - Mandated Caseload

040 - Mandated Caseload - - - - - - - - -
050 - Fundshifts and Revenue Reductions

050 - Fundshifis - - - - - - - - -
060 - Technical Adjustments

060 - Technical Adjustments - - - 20,167 - (20,167) - - -
Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level 1,899 1,784.72 557,074,580 505,643,238 - 50,074,088 1,357,254 - -
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Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Judicial Dept Cross Reference Number: 19800-000-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Eg F;?:_:{]em Funds Funds Other Funds f;:e;ﬂ;a(;:f
Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level 1,899 1,784.72 557,074,580 505,643,238 - 50,074,088 1,357 254 - -
070 - Revenue Reductions/Shortfall
070 - Revenue Shorifalls (4) (4.00) (3,122,307) - - (3,122,307) - - -
Moadified 2019-21 Current Service Level 1,895 1,780.72 553,952,273 505,643,238 - 46,951,781 1,357 254 - -
080 - E-Boards
080 - May 2018 E-Board - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal Emergency Board Packages - - - - - - - - -
Policy Packages
101 - New Judgeships and Support Staff 56 19.46 4,480,570 4,490,570 - - - - -
102 - Judicial Compensation - - 8,313,465 8,313,465 - - - - -
103 - Statewide Service Resforation for Circuit Courls 78 69.92 9,694,128 9,694,128 - - - - -
104 - General Fund Support for OECI Maintenance - - 3,323,977 3,323,977 - - - - -
105 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Pro Se 3 2.30 347,869 347,869 - - - - -
106 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Statewide Svcs 3 276 647,119 647 119 - - - - -
107 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Technology Svcs 3 276 5,374,201 5,374 201 - - - - -
108 - County Mediation and Conciliation Funding - - 1,600,000 1,600,000 - - - - -
105 - Treatment/Specialty Courts Grant Funding 19 19.00 4 641,531 - - 4 641,531 - - -
110 - Local Courts Facilities Infrastructure and Safety - - 5,100,000 - - 5,100,000 - - -
111 - Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement F - - 293,490,000 750,000 - 292,740,000 - - -
112 - Supreme Court Building Preservation and Seismic Retrofit - - 33,570,641 5,340,641 - 28,230,000 - - -
113 - Application Confribution Program Support 4 4.00 651,553 - - 651,553 - - -
120 - Law Commission - Full Program Funding - - - - - - - - -
121 - Law Commission - Expand Staff Attomey Support - - 236,655 236,685 - - - - -
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Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Judicial Dept Cross Reference Number: 19800-000-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS |General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Descrintion Eguivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P (FTE) Funds
125 - Concil On Court Procedures - Funding Increase - - 24,000 24 000 - - - - -
Subtotal Policy Packages 166 120.20 371,505,709 40,142,625 - 331,363,084 - - -
Total 2019-21 Agency Request Audit 2,061 1,900.92 925,457,982 545,785,863 - 378,314,865 1,357,254 - -
Percentage Change From 2017-19 Leg Approved Budget B8.47% 7.00% 28.74% 20.08% - 43 85% 0.96% - -
Percentage Change From 2019-21 Current Service Level B8.53% 6.51% 66.13% 7.94% - 655.51% - - -
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Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Judicial Compensation Cross Reference Number: 19800-010-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Eq;g;.aEijem Funds Funds Other Funds l;e;z;a(;:f
2017-19 Leg Adopted Budget 196 194.50 78,304,753 78,304,753 - - - - -
2017-19 Emergency Boards - - 2,108,020 2,108,020 - - - - -
2017-19 Leg Approved Budget 196 194.50 80,412,773 80,412,773 - - - - -

2019-21 Base Budget Adjustments
Met Cost of Position Actions
Administrative Biennialized E-Board, Phase-Out - 1.50 5,534 836 5,834,836 - - - - -
Estimated Cost of Merit Increase - - - - - - -
Base Debt Service Adjustment - - - - - - -
Base Nonlimited Adjustment - - - - - - -
Capital Construction - - - - - - _
Subtotal 2019-21 Base Budget 196 196.00 86,347,609 86,347,609 - - - - -

Essential Packages
010 - Mon-PICS Pers SvcfVacancy Factor

Non-PICS Personal Service Increasef(Decrease) - - 18,243 18,243 - - - - -

Subtotal - - 18,243 18,243 - - - - -
020 - Phase In / Out Pgm & One-time Cost

021-Phase-In - - - - - - - - -

022 - Phase-out Pgm & One-time Costs - - (564,317) (564,317) - - - - -

Subtotal - - (964,317) (564,317) - - - - -

040 - Mandated Caseload

040 - Mandated Caseload - - - - - - - - -
050 - Fundshifis and Revenue Reductions

050 - Fundshifts - - - - - - - - -
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Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Judicial Compensation Cross Reference Number: 19800-010-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description EQ'F:E“]‘FEE{IQNT Funds Funds Other Funds i:-iﬂ;a{;zl
060 - Technical Adjustments
060 - Technical Adjustments - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level 196 196.00 85,801,535 85,801,535 - - -
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Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Judicial Compensation Cross Reference Number: 19800-010-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Eq;;l;_.aEijem Funds Funds Other Funds f;:e;ﬁ;a(;:f
Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level 196 196.00 85,801,535 85,801,535 - - - - -
070 - Revenue Reductions/Shortfall
070 - Revenue Shortfalls - - - - - - - - -
Modified 2019-21 Current Service Level 196 196.00 85,801,535 85,801,535 - - - . -
080 - E-Boards
080 - May 2018 E-Board - - - - - - - - _
Subtotal Emergency Board Packapes - - - - - - - - -
Policy Packages
101 - New Judgeships and Support Staff 14 3.50 1,517,824 1,517,824 - - - - -
102 - Judicial Compensation - - 8,313,465 8,313 465 - - - - -

103 - Statewide Service Restoration for Circuit Courts - - - - - - - - -
104 - General Fund Support for OECI Maintenance - - - - - - - - _
105 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Pro Se - - - - - - - - -
106 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Statewide Svcs - - - - - - - - -
107 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Technology Svcs - - - - - - - - -
108 - County Mediation and Conciliation Funding - - - - - - - - -
105 - Treatment/Specialty Courts Grant Funding - - - - - - - - -
110 - Local Courts Facilities Infrastruciure and Safety - - - - - - - - -
111 - Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement F - - - - - - - - -
112 - Supreme Court Building Preservation and Seismic Refrofit - - - - - - - - -
113 - Application Contribution Program Support - - - - - - - - -
120 - Law Commission - Full Program Funding - - - - - - - - -

121 - Law Commission - Expand Staff Attomey Support - - - - - - - - -

2019-21 Chief Justice’s Recommended Budget page 72



DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Judicial Compensation Cross Reference Number: 19800-010-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Deseription Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P (FTE) Funds
125 - Concil On Court Procedures - Funding Increase - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal Policy Packages 14 3.50 9,831,289 9,831,289 - - - - -
Total 2019-21 Agency Request Audit 210 199,50 95,632,824 95,632,824 - - - - -
Percentage Change From 2017-19 Leg Approved Budget 714% 257T% 18.93% 18.93% - - - - -
Percentage Change From 2019-21 Current Service Level 7.14% 1.79% 11.46% 11.46% - - - - -
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Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
QJD Debt Service Cross Reference Number: 19800-087-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
(FTE) Funds

2017-18 Leg Adopted Budget - - 17,871,084 17,871,084 - - - - -

Description

2017-19 Emergency Boards - - [ 5 - - - - -
2017-19 Leg Approved Budget - - 17,871,089 17,871,089 - - - - -

2019-21 Base Budget Adjustments
Net Cost of Position Actions
Administrative Biennialized E-Board, Phase-Out - - - - - - - - -
Estimated Cost of Merit Increase - - - - - - -
Base Debt Service Adjustment 13,097 876 13,097 876 - - - - -
Base Nonlimited Adjustment - - - - - - -
Capital Construction - - - - - - -
Subtotal 2019-21 Base Budget - - 30,968,965 30,968,965 - - - - -

020 - Phase In/ Out Pgm & One-time Cost

021 - Phase - In - - - - - - - - -

022 - Phase-out Pgm & One-time Costs - - {5)

Subtotal - - (5} 5) - - - - -
040 - Mandated Caseload

040 - Mandated Caseload - - - - - - - - -
050 - Fundshifts and Revenue Reductions

050 - Fundshifts - - - - - - - - -
060 - Technical Adjustments

060 - Technical Adjustments - - - - - - - - -

Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level - - 30,968,960 30,968,960 - - - - -
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Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
0OJD Debt Service Cross Reference Number: 19800-087-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Eq#mﬁa_:{]em Funds Funds Other Funds F;ﬁ;a(;zl
Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level - - 30,968,960 30,968,960 - - - - -
070 - Revenue Reductions/Shortfall
070 - Revenue Shorifalls - - - - - - - - -
Modified 2019-21 Current Service Level - - 30,968,960 30,968,960 - - - - -

080 - E-Boards
080 - May 2018 E-Board - - - - - - - - -

Subtotal Emergency Board Packages - - - - - - - - -

Policy Packages
101 - Mew Judgeships and Support Staff - - - - - - - - -
102 - Judicial Compensation - - - - - - - - -
103 - Statewide Service Restoration for Circuit Courts - - - - - - - - -
104 - General Fund Support for OECI Maintenance - - - - - - - - _
105 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Pro Se - - - - - - - - -
106 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Statewide Svcs - - - - - - - - -
107 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Technology Svcs - - - - - - - - -
108 - County Mediation and Conciliation Funding - - - - - - - - -
105 - Treatment/Specialty Courts Grant Funding - - - - - - - - -
110 - Local Courts Facilities Infrastructure and Safety - - - - - - - - -
111 - Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement F - - - - - - - - _
112 - Supreme Court Building Preservation and Seismic Retrofit - - - - - - - - -
113 - Application Confribution Program Support - - - - - - - - -
120 - Law Commission - Full Program Funding - - - - - - - - -

121 - Law Commission - Expand Staff Attomey Support - - - - - - - - -

2019-21 Chief Justice’s Recommended Budget page 75



DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
0JD Debt Service Cross Reference Number: 19800-087-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium
Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Description Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
p (FTE) Funds
125 - Concil On Court Procedures - Funding Increase - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal Policy Packages - - - - - - -
Total 2019-21 Agency Request Audit - - 30,968,960 30,968,960 - - -
Percentage Change From 2017-19 Leg Approved Budget - - T3.20% 73.29% - - - - -

Percentage Change From 2019-21 Current Senvice Level - - - - - - - - -
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Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Capital Construction Cross Reference Number: 19800-089-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Eq;?;%em Funds Funds Other Funds l';e{ﬂ;a{;:f
2017-19 Leg Adopted Budget - - 14,900,000 - - 14,900,000 - - -
2017-19 Emergency Boards - - - - - - - - -
2017-19 Leg Approved Budget - - 14,900,000 - - 14,900,000 - -

2019-21 Base Budget Adjustments
MNet Cost of Position Actions
Administrative Biennialized E-Board, Phase-Out - - - - - - - - -
Estimated Cost of Merit Increase - - - - - - -
Base Deht Service Adjustment - - - - - - -
Base Nonlimited Adjustment - - - - - - -
Capital Construction (14,900,000) - - (14,900,000) - - -
Subtotal 2019-21 Base Budget - - - - - - - -

020 - Phase In / Out Pgm & One-time Cost
021 - Phase - In - - - - - - - - -
022 - Phase-out Pgm & One-time Costs - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal - - - - - - - -
040 - Mandated Caseload
040 - Mandated Caseload - - - - - - - - -
050 - Fundshifts and Revenue Reductions
050 - Fundshifis - - - - - - - - -
060 - Technical Adjustments
D60 - Technical Adjustments - - - - - - - - -

Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level - - - - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Capital Construction Cross Reference Number: 19800-089-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Egquivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal

Description
P (FTE) Funds

Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level - - - - - - - - -

070 - Revenue Reductions/Shortfall
070 - Revenue Shortfalls - - - - - - - - -

Modified 2019-21 Current Service Level - - - - - - - - -

080 - E-Boards
080 - May 2018 E-Board - - - - - - - - -

Subtotal Emergency Board Packages - - - - - - - - -

Policy Packages
101 - New Judgeships and Support Staff - - - - - - - - -
102 - Judicial Compensaftion - - - - - - - - -
103 - Statewide Service Restoration for Circuit Courts - - - - - - - - -
104 - General Fund Support for OEC| Maintenance - - - - - - - - _
105 - Support Effecfive Court Prgms - Pro Se - - - - - - - - -
106 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Statewide Svcs - - - - - - - - -
107 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Technelogy Svcs - - - - - - - - -
108 - County Mediation and Conciliation Funding - - - - - - - - -
10% - Treatment/Specialty Courts Grant Funding - - - - - - - - -
110 - Local Courts Facilities Infrastructure and Safety - - - - - - - - -
111 - Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement F - - - - - - - - _
112 - Supreme Court Building Preservation and Seismic Refrofit - - 27,820,000 - - 27,820,000 - - -
113 - Application Contribution Program Support - - - - - - - - -
120 - Law Commission - Full Program Funding - - - - - - - - -

121 - Law Commission - Expand Staff Attomey Support - - - - - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Capital Construction Cross Reference Number: 19800-089-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Descrintion Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P (FTE) Funds
125 - Concil On Court Procedures - Funding Increase - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal Policy Packages - - 27,820,000 - - 27,820,000 -
Total 2019-21 Agency Request Audit - - 27,820,000 - - 27,820,000 -
Percentage Change From 2017-19 Leqg Approved Budget - - 86.71% - - B6.71% - - -

Percentage Change From 2019-21 Current Service Level - - - - - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Trial Courts Cross Reference Number: 19800-100-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Eq:;;_.aEijenr Funds Funds Other Funds l;e;ﬁ;a(;:l

2017-19 Leg Adopted Budget 1,390 127272 226,912,526 217,812,755 - 9,093,771 - - -

2017-19 Emergency Boards - - 5,653,643 5,653,643 - - - - -
2017-19 Leg Approved Budget 1,390 1,272.72 232,566,169 223,466,308 - 9,099,771 - - -
2019-21 Base Budget Adjustments
Net Cost of Position Actions

Administrative Biennialized E-Board, Phase-Out (22) (11.56) 4,065,277 7,206,085 - (3,230,808) - - -

Estimated Cost of Merit Increase - - - - - - -
Base Debt Service Adjustment - - - - - - -
Base Nonlimited Adjustment - - - - - - -
Capital Construction - - - - - - -
Subtotal 2019-21 Base Budget 1,368 1,261.16 236,631,446 230,762,483 - 5,868,063 - - -
Essential Packages
010 - Non-PICS Pers SvcMacancy Factor

Vacancy Factor (Increase)/Decrease - - 13,138 559 13,138,959 - - - - -

MNon-PICS Personal Service Increasef(Decrease) - - 654,725 636,356 - 18,369 - - -

Subtotal - - 13,793,684 13,775,315 - 18,3690 - - -
020 - Phase In / Out Pgm & One-time Cost

021 - Phase - In 23 21.00 3,480,227 3,480,227 - - - - -

022 - Phase-out Pgm & One-time Costs - - (1,510,131} (824,151) - (G85,980) - - -

Subtotal 23 21.00 1,970,096 2,656,076 - (685,980) - - -
030 - Inflation & Price List Adjustments

Cost of Goods & Services Increase/(Decrease) - - 405,346 385,495 - 19,851 - - -

Subtotal - - 405,346 385,495 : 19,851 - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Trial Courts Cross Reference Number: 19800-100-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium
Positions FuH‘_— Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Description Eq;;:l;'_aE{]em Funds Funds Other Funds J;':e{ﬂ;a{;zl

040 - Mandated Caseload

040 - Mandated Caseload - - - - - - - - -
050 - Fundshifts and Revenue Reductions

050 - Fundshifis - - - - - - - - -
060 - Technical Adjustments

060 - Technical Adjustments - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level 1,391 1,282.16 252,800,572 247,579,369 - 5,221,203 -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Trial Courts Cross Reference Number: 19800-100-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Eq F;%em Funds Funds Other Funds l';.:ﬂi;:f
Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level 1,301 1,282.16 252,800,572 247,579,369 - 5,221,203 - - -
070 - Revenue Reductions/Shortfall
070 - Revenue Shortfalls (4) (4.00) (651,553) - - (651,553) - - -
Modified 2019-21 Current Service Level 1,387 1,278.16 252,149,019 247,579,369 - 4,569,650 - - -
080 - E-Boards
080 - May 2018 E-Board - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal Emergency Board Packages - - - - - - - - -
Policy Packages
101 - New Judgeships and Support Staff 42 15.06 2,872,746 2,072,746 - - - - -
102 - Judicial Compensation - - - - - - - - -
103 - Statewide Service Restoration for Circuit Courts T8 69,92 9,694,128 9,694,128 - - - - -

104 - General Fund Support for OECI Maintenance - - - - - - - - -
105 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Pro Se 3 2.30 347 869 347,869 - - - - -
106 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Statewide Svcs - - - - - - - - -

107 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Technology Svcs 3 276 1,374,201 1,374,2M1 - - - - -
108 - County Mediation and Conciliation Funding - - - - - - - - -
109 - Treatment/Specialty Courts Grant Funding 19 19.00 4 641,531 - - 4 64153 - - -

110 - Local Courts Facilities Infrastructure and Safety - - - - - - - - -

111 - Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement F

112 - Supreme Court Building Preservation and Seismic Refrofit
113 - Application Contribution Program Support 4 4.00 651,563 - - 651,653 - - -
120 - Law Commission - Full Program Funding - - - - - - - - -

121 - Law Commission - Expand Staff Attomey Support - - - - - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Trial Courts Cross Reference Number: 19800-100-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P (FTE) Funds
125 - Concil On Court Procedures - Funding Increase - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal Policy Packages 149 113.94 19,682,028 14,388,944 - 5,293,084 - - -
Total 2019-21 Agency Request Audit 1,536 1,392.10 271,831,047 261,968,313 - 9,862,734 - - -
Percentage Change From 2017-19 Leg Approved Budget 10.50% 9.38% 16.88% 17.23% - 8.38% - - -
Percentage Change From 2019-21 Current Service Level 10.42% 8.57% 7.53% 5.81% - 88.90% - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Appellate/Tax Courts Cross Reference Number: 19800-101-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Eq‘:;r;-;_;g]em Funds Funds Other Funds l;e;ﬂ;aégl

2017-19 Leg Adopted Budget 102 100.80 25,024,238 22222278 - 2,801,960 - - -

2017-19 Emergency Boards - - 356,785 356,785 - - - - -
2017-19 Leg Approved Budget 102 100.80 25,381,023 22,579,063 - 2,801,960 - - -
2019-21 Base Budget Adjustments
Net Cost of Position Actions

Administrative Biennialized E-Board, Phase-Out (1) (2.28) 471,969 401,799 - 70,170 - - -

Estimated Cost of Merit Increase - - - - - - -
Base Debt Service Adjustment - - - - - - -
Base Nonlimited Adjustment - - - - - - -
Capital Construction - - - - - - -
Subtotal 2019-21 Base Budget 101 98.52 25,852,092 22,980,862 - 2,872,130 - - -
Essential Packages
010 - Non-PICS Pers SvcMVacancy Factor

Vacancy Factor (Increase)/Decrease - - 1,348 559 1,349,559 - - - - -

Non-PICS Personal Service Increasef{Decrease) - - 45,091 43147 - 1,944 - - -

Subtotal - - 1,394,650 1,392,706 - 1,044 - - -
020 - Phase In / Out Pgm & One-time Cost

021 - Phase - In - - - - - - - - -

022 - Phase-out Pgm & One-time Costs - - (56,573) (56, 573) - - - - -

Subtotal - - (56,573) (56,573) - - - - -
030 - Inflation & Price List Adjustments

Cost of Goods & Services Increase/{Decrease) - - 121,238 62,683 - 58,565 - - -

Subtotal - - 121,238 62,683 - 58,555 - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Appellate/Tax Courts Cross Reference Number: 19800-101-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal

Description
P (FTE) Funds

040 - Mandated Caseload

040 - Mandated Caseload - - - - - - - - -
050 - Fundshifis and Revenue Reductions

050 - Fundshifts - - - - - - - - -
060 - Technical Adjustments

060 - Technical Adjustments - - - - - - - - -

Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level 101 98.52 27,312,307 24,379,678 - 2,932,629 -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Appellate/Tax Courts Cross Reference Number: 19800-101-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Loitery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Eq;;:n;%em Funds Funds Other Funds f:ﬁ;a;zf
Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level 101 98.52 27,312,307 24,379,678 - 2,932,629 - - -
070 - Revenue Reductions/Shortfall
070 - Revenue Shortfalls - - - - - - - - -
Modified 2019-21 Current Service Level 101 98.52 27,312,307 24,379,678 - 2,932,629 - - -

080 - E-Boards
080 - May 2018 E-Board - - - - - - - - -

Subtotal Emergency Board Packages - - - - - - - - -

Policy Packages
101 - New Judgeships and Support Staff - - - - - - - - -
102 - Judicial Compensation - - - - - - - - -
103 - Statewide Service Restoration for Circuit Courts - - - - - - - - -
104 - General Fund Support for OECI Maintenance - - - - - - - - -
105 - Suppert Effective Court Prgms - Pro Se - - - - - - - - -
106 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Statewide Svcs - - - - - - - - -
107 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Technology Svcs - - - - - - - - -
108 - County Mediation and Conciliation Funding - - - - - - - - -
109 - Treatment'Specialty Courts Grant Funding - - - - - - - - -
110 - Local Courts Facilities Infrastructure and Safety - - - - - - - - -
111 - Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement F - - - - - - - - -
112 - Supreme Court Building Preservation and Seismic Refrofit - - - - - - - - -
113 - Application Contribution Program Support - - - - - - - - -
120 - Law Commission - Full Program Funding - - - - - - - - -

121 - Law Commission - Expand Staff Attomey Support - - - - - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Appellate/Tax Courts Cross Reference Number: 19800-101-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium
Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Description Eguivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P {FTE) Funds

125 - Concil On Court Procedures - Funding Increase - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal Policy Packages - - - - - - - - -
Total 2019-21 Agency Request Audit 101 98.52 27,312,307 24,379,678 - 2,932,629 - - -
Percentage Change From 2017-19 Leg Approved Budget 0.98% -2.26% T.61% 7.97% - 4. 56% - - -

Percentage Change From 2019-21 Current Service Level - - - - - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Administration and Central Support Cross Reference Number: 19800-102-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Eg #;egjent Funds Funds Other Funds l';e{ﬁi;zf
2017-18 Leg Adopted Budget 185 181.95 81,004,051 58,071,769 - 21,592,830 1,339,352 - -
2017-19 Emergency Boards - - 2,229 908 1,829 855 - 395,116 4,937 - -
201719 Leg Approved Budget 185 181.95 83,233,959 59,901,624 - 21,988,046 1,344,289 - -

2019-21 Base Budget Adjustments
Net Cost of Position Actions
Administrative Biennialized E-Board, Phase-Out (1) (0.52) 2,878,052 1,879,777 - 1,009,211 {10,938) - -
Estimated Cost of Merit Increase - - - - - - -
Base Deht Service Adjustment - - - - - - -
Base Nonlimited Adjustment - - - - - - -
Capital Construction - - - - - - -
Subtotal 2019-21 Base Budget 184 181.43 86,112,011 61,781,401 - 22 997,257 1,333,353 - -

Essential Packages
010 - Non-PICS Pers Svcivacancy Factor

acancy Factor (Increase)/Decrease - - 2075819 1,612,609 - 463,210 - - -

Non-FICS Personal Senvice Increasef{Decrease) - - 112,470 142 165 - (29,457) (238) - -

Subtotal - - 2,188,289 1,754,774 - 433,753 (238) - -
020 - Phase In / Qut Pgm & One-time Cost

021 - Phase - In - - - - - - - - -

022 - Phase-out Pgm & One-time Costs - - (914,030) 323,804 - (1,237,834) - - -

Subtotal - - {914,030) 323,804 - (1,237,834) - - -
030 - Inflation & Price List Adjustments

Cost of Goods & Senvices Increase/(Decrease) - - 1,006,641 540,382 - 442 120 24 139 - -

State Gov'"t & Services Charges Increase/(Decrease) 2945283 2,945 283 - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Administration and Central Support Cross Reference Number: 19800-102-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Description Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P (FTE) Funds

Subtotal - - 3,951,924 3,485,665 - 442120 24 135 - -
040 - Mandated Caseload
040 - Mandated Caseload - - - - - - - - -

050 - Fundshifts and Revenue Reductions

050 - Fundshifts - - - - - - - - -
060 - Technical Adjustments

060 - Technical Adjustments (30} (30.00) (19,480,865) 20167 - (19,501,032) - - -
Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level 154 151.43 71,857,329 67,365,811 - 3,134,264 1,357,254 - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Administration and Central Support Cross Reference Number: 19800-102-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
(FTE) Funds

Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level 154 151.43 71,857,329 67,365,811 - 3,134,264 1,357,254 - -

Description

070 - Revenue Reductions/Shortfall
070 - Revenue Shortfalls - - - - - - - - -
Modified 2019-21 Current Service Level 154 151.43 71,857,329 67,365,811 - 3,134,264 1,357 254 - -

080 - E-Boards
080 - May 2018 E-Board - - - - - - - - -

Subtotal Emergency Board Packages - - - - - - - - N

Policy Packages
101 - New Judgeships and Support Staff - - - - - - - - -
102 - Judicial Compensation - - - - - - - - -
103 - Statewide Service Restoration for Circuit Courts - - - - - - - - -
104 - General Fund Support for OECI Maintenance - - - - - - - - -
105 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Pro Se - - - - - - - - -
106 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Statewide Svcs 3 276 647,119 647,119 - - - - -
107 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Technology Svcs - - 4,000,000 4,000,000 - - - - -
108 - County Mediation and Conciliation Funding - - - - - - - - -
109 - Treatment/Specialty Courts Grant Funding - - - - - - - - -
110 - Local Courts Facilities Infrastructure and Safety - - - - - - - - -

111 - Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement F

112 - Supreme Court Building Preservation and Seismic Retrofit 5,750,641 5,340,641 - 410,000 - - -
113 - Application Contnbution Program Support - - - - - - - - -
120 - Law Commission - Full Program Funding - - - - - - - - -

121 - Law Commission - Expand Staff Attomey Support - - - - - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Administration and Central Support Cross Reference Number: 19800-102-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Paositions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Egquivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P (FTE) Funds
125 - Concil On Court Procedures - Funding Increase - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal Policy Packages 3 2.76 10,397,760 9,987,760 - 410,000 - - -
Total 2019-21 Agency Request Audit 157 154.19 82,255,089 77,353,571 - 3,544,264 1,357,254 - -
Percentage Change From 2017-19 Leg Approved Budget -15.14% -15.26% -1.18% 29.13% - -83.88% 0.96% - -
Percentage Change From 2013-21 Current Service Level 1.95% 1.82% 14 47% 14 83% - 13.08% - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Mandated Payments Cross Reference Number: 19800-200-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Eq;;lﬁa_:{]em Funds Funds Other Funds f;e;ﬁ;a{;:f

2017-19 Leg Adopted Budget 23 2261 16,555,320 15,892,653 - 662,667 - - -

2017-19 Emergency Boards - - A7 004 h5 724 - 1,280 - - -
2017-19 Leg Approved Budget 23 22.61 16,612,324 15,048,377 - 663,947 - - -
2019-21 Base Budget Adjustments
Net Cost of Position Actions

Administrative Biennialized E-Board, Phase-Out - - 93,907 90,827 - 3,080 - - -

Estimated Cost of Merit Increase - - - - - - -
Base Debt Service Adjustment - - - - - - -
Base Nonlimited Adjustment - - - - - - -
Capital Construction - - - - - - -
Subtotal 2019-21 Base Budget 23 22.61 16,706,231 16,039,204 - 667,027 - - -
Essential Packages
010 - Non-PICS Pers Svo/Vacancy Factor

acancy Factor (Increase)iDecrease - - 107,361 107,361 - - - - -

Non-FICS Personal Service Increase/{Decrease) - - 7526 8,028 - (502) - - -

Subtotal - - 114,887 115,389 - (502) - - -
020 - Phase In/ Qut Pgm & One-time Cost

021 - Phase - In - - - - - - - - -

022 - Phase-out Pgm & One-time Costs - - (552) {552) - - - - -

Subtotal - - {592) (592) - - - - -
030 - Inflation & Price List Adjustments

Cost of Goods & Services Increase/(Decrease) - - 474,744 452 160 - 22 584 - - -

Subtotal - - 474,744 452,160 - 22,584 - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Mandated Payments Cross Reference Number: 19800-200-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
P Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
Description q
P (FTE) Funds

040 - Mandated Caseload

040 - Mandated Caseload - - - - - - - - -
050 - Fundshifts and Revenue Reductions

050 - Fundshifis - - - - - - - - -
060 - Technical Adjustments

060 - Technical Adjustments - - - - - - - - -

Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level 23 22,61 17,295,270 16,606,161 - 689,100 - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Mandated Payments Cross Reference Number: 19800-200-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P (FTE) Funds
Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level 23 22.61 17,295,270 16,606,161 - 689,109 - -

070 - Revenue Reductions/Shortfall
070 - Revenue Shortfalls - - - - - - - - -
Modified 2019-21 Current Service Level 23 22.61 17,295,270 16,606,161 - 689,100 - -

080 - E-Boards
080 - May 2018 E-Board - - - - - - - - -

Subtotal Emergency Board Packages - - - - - - - -

Policy Packages
101 - New Judgeships and Support Staff - - - - - - - - -
102 - Judicial Compensation - - - - - - - - -
103 - Statewide Service Restoration for Circuit Courts - - - - - - - - -
104 - General Fund Support for OECI Maintenance - - - - - - - - -
105 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Pro Se - - - - - - - - -
106 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Statewide Svcs - - - - - - - - -
107 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Technology Svcs - - - - - - - - -
108 - County Mediation and Conciliation Funding - - - - - - - - -
109 - Treatment/Specialty Courts Grant Funding - - - - - - - - -
110 - Local Courts Facilities Infrastructure and Safety - - - - - - - - -
111 - Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement F - - - - - - - - -
112 - Supreme Court Building Preservation and Seismic Refrofit - - - - - - - - -
113 - Application Contribution Program Support - - - - - - - - -
120 - Law Commission - Full Program Funding - - - - - - - - -

121 - Law Commission - Expand Staff Attomey Support - - - - - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
Mandated Payments Cross Reference Number: 19800-200-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Description Egquivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P (FTE) Funds

125 - Concil On Court Procedures - Funding Increase - - - - - - - - -

Subtotal Policy Packages - - - - - - - - _

Total 2019-21 Agency Request Audit 23 22.61 17,295,270 16,606,161 - 689,109 - - -

Percentage Change From 2017-19 Leg Approved Budget - - 4 1% 4.12% - 379% - - -

Percentage Change From 2019-21 Current Service Level - - - - - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
3rd Party Debt Collection Cross Reference Number: 19800-210-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Eq;g-;_aE{lem Funds Funds Other Funds l;e;ﬂ;a(;:t
2017-19 Leg Adopted Budget - - 14,751,808 14,751,808 - - - - -
2017-19 Emergency Boards - - 796,671 796,671 - - - - ~
2017-19 Leg Approved Budget - - 15,548,479 15,548,479 - - - . )

2019.-21 Base Budget Adjustments
Net Cost of Position Actions
Administrative Biennialized E-Board, Phase-Out - - - - - - - - -
Estimated Cost of Merit Increase - - - - - - -
Base Debt Service Adjustment - - - - - - -
Base Nonlimited Adjustment - - - - - - -
Capital Construction - - - - - - -
Subtotal 2019-21 Base Budget - - 15,548,479 15,548,479 - - - - -

020 - Phase In / Out Pgm & One-time Cost

021 - Phase - In - - - - - - - - -

022 - Phase-out Pgm & One-time Costs - - (796,671) (796,671) - - - - -

Subtotal - - (796,671) (796,671) - - - - -
030 - Inflation & Price List Adjustments

Cost of Goods & Services Increase/(Decrease) - - 560,569 560,569 - - - - -

Subtotal - - 560,569 560,569 - - - - -

040 - Mandated Caseload

040 - Mandated Caseload - - - - - - - - -
050 - Fundshifts and Revenue Reductions

050 - Fundshifts - - - - - - - - -
060 - Technical Adjustments
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
3rd Party Debt Collection Cross Reference Number: 19800-210-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P (FTE) Funds
060 - Technical Adjustments - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level - - 15,312,377 15,312,377 - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
3rd Party Debt Collection Cross Reference Number: 19800-210-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Eq;;l.}-‘_an:;em Funds Funds Other Funds .';:t-::):i;:f
Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level - - 15,312,377 15,312,377 - - - - -
070 - Revenue Reductions/Shortfall
070 - Revenue Shortfalls - - - - - - - - -
Modified 2019-21 Current Service Level - - 15,312,377 15,312,377 - - - - -

080 - E-Boards
080 - May 2018 E-Board - - - - - - - - -

Subtotal Emergency Board Packages - - - - - - - - -

Policy Packages
101 - New Judgeships and Support Staff - - - - - - - - -
102 - Judicial Compensation - - - - - - - - -
103 - Statewide Service Restoration for Circuit Courts - - - - - - - - -
104 - General Fund Support for OECI Maintenance - - - - - - - - -
105 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Pro Se - - - - - - - - -
106 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Statewide Svcs - - - - - - - - -
107 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Technelogy Svcs - - - - - - - - -
108 - County Mediation and Conciliation Funding - - - - - - - - -
109 - Treatment/Specialty Courts Grant Funding - - - - - - - - -
110 - Local Courts Facilities Infrastructure and Safety - - - - - - - - -
111 - Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement F - - - - - - - - -
112 - Supreme Court Building Preservation and Seismic Refrofit - - - - - - - - -
113 - Application Contribution Program Support - - - - - - - - -
120 - Law Commission - Full Program Funding - - - - - - - - -

121 - Law Commission - Expand Staff Attomey Support - - - - - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
3rd Party Debt Collection Cross Reference Number: 19800-210-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P (FTE) Funds
125 - Concil On Court Procedures - Funding Increase - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal Policy Packages - - - R - - -
Total 2019-21 Agency Request Audit - - 15,312,377 15,312,377 - - -
Percentage Change From 2017-19 Leg Approved Budget - - -1.52% -1.52% - - - - -

Percentage Change From 2019-21 Current Service Level - - - - - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
External Pass-Throughs Cross Reference Number: 19800-220-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
(FTE) Funds

2017-19 Leg Adopted Budget - - 27,740,390 15,840,390 - 11,900,000 - - -

Description

2017-19 Emergency Boards - - - - - - - - -
201719 Leg Approved Budget - - 27,740,390 15,840,390 - 11,900,000 - -

2019-21 Base Budget Adjustments
Met Cost of Position Actions
Administrative Biennialized E-Board, Phase-Out - - - - - - - - -
Estimated Cost of Merit Increase - - - - - - -
Base Debt Service Adjustment - - - - - - -
Base Nonlimited Adjustment - - - - - - -
Capital Censtruction - - - - - - -
Subtotal 2019-21 Base Budget - - 27,740,390 15,840,390 - 11,900,000 - -

020 - Phase In / Out Pgm & One-time Cost
021 - Phase - In - - - - - - - - -
022 - Phase-out Pgm & One-time Costs - - (1,200,000) (1,200,000) - - - - -
Subtotal - - {1,200,000) (1,200,000) - - - -
030 - Inflation & Price List Adjustments
Cost of Goods & Services Increase/(Decrease) - - BhiG,335 BhG, 335 - - - - -
Subtotal - - 556,335 556,335 - - - -
040 - Mandated Caseload
040 - Mandated Caseload - - - - - - - - -
050 - Fundshifts and Revenue Reductions
050 - Fundshifis - - - - - - - - -
060 - Technical Adjustments
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
External Pass-Throughs Cross Reference Number: 19800-220-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P (FTE) Funds
060 - Technical Adjustments - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Lewvel - - 27,096,725 15,196,725 - 11,900,000 -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
External Pass-Throughs Cross Reference Number: 19800-220-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
(FTE) Funds

Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level - - 27,096,725 15,196,725 - 11,900,000 - - -

Description

070 - Revenue Reductions/Shortfall
070 - Revenue Shortfalls - - - - - - - - -
Modified 2019-21 Current Service Level - - 27,096,725 15,196,725 - 11,900,000 - - -

080 - E-Boards
080 - May 2018 E-Board - - - - - - - - -

Subtotal Emergency Board Packages - - - - - - - - -

Policy Packages
101 - New Judgeships and Support Staff - - - - - - - - -
102 - Judicial Compensation - - - - - - - - _
103 - Statewide Service Restoration for Circuit Courts - - - - - - - - -
104 - General Fund Suppert for OECI Maintenance - - - - - - - - -
105 - Suppoert Effeciive Court Prgms - Pro Se - - - - - - - - -
106 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Statewide Svcs - - - - - - - - _
107 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Technology Svcs - - - - - - - - -
108 - County Mediation and Conciliation Funding - - 1,600,000 1,600,000 - - - - -
109 - Treatment/Specialty Courts Grant Funding - - - - - - - - _
110 - Local Courts Facilities Infrastructure and Safety - - - - - - - - -
111 - Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement F - - - - - - - - -
112 - Supreme Court Building Preservation and Seismic Retrofit - - - - - - - - -
113 - Application Contribution Program Support - - - - - - - - -
120 - Law Commission - Full Program Funding - - - - - - - - -
121 - Law Commission - Expand Staff Attomey Support - - 236 6585 236,655 - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
External Pass-Throughs Cross Reference Number: 19800-220-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P (FTE) Funds
125 - Concil On Court Procedures - Funding Increase - - 24,000 24,000 - - - - -
Subtotal Policy Packages - - 1,860,655 1,860,655 - - - - -
Total 2019-21 Agency Request Audit - - 28,957,380 17,057,380 - 11,900,000 - - -
Percentage Change From 2017-19 Leg Approved Budget - - 4 39% 7.68% - - - - -
Percentage Change From 20159-21 Current Service Level - - 6.87% 12.24% - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept
OR Courthouse Cap Const & Improvement Fd
2019-21 Biennium

Agency Request Budget
Cross Reference Number: 19800-230-00-00-00000

Full-Time
Equivalent
(FTE)

2017-19 Leg Adopted Budget - -

ALL FUNDS Other Funds Federal

Funds

Nonlimited
Federal
Funds

195,200,000 - - -

Nonlimited
Other Funds

Positions General Fund Lottery
Description Funds

195,200,000 - -
2017-159 Emergency Boards - - - - - - - - -
2017-19 Leg Approved Budget - - 195,200,000 - - 195,200,000 - - -

2019-21 Base Budget Adjustments
Net Cost of Position Actions
Administrative Biennialized E-Board, Phase-Out - - - - - - - - -
Estimated Cost of Merit Increase - - - - - - -
Base Debt Service Adjustment - - - - - - -
Base Nonlimited Adjustment - - - - - - -

Capital Construction - - - - - - -

Subtotal 2019-21 Base Budget - -

195,200,000 - }

195,200,000 - - -

020 - Phase In/ Out Pgm & One-time Cost
021 -Phase - In
022 - Phase-out Pgm & One-time Costs
Subtotal

040 - Mandated Caseload
040 - Mandated Caseload

050 - Fundshifts and Revenue Reductions
050 - Fundshifis

060 - Technical Adjustments
060 - Technical Adjustments

(195,200,000)
(195,200,000)

(195,200,000)
(195,200,000)

Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
OR Courthouse Cap Const & Improvement Fd Cross Reference Number: 19800-230-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
(FTE) Funds

Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level - - - - - - - - -

Description

070 - Revenue Reductions/Shortfall
070 - Revenue Shortfalls - - - - - - - - -

Modified 2019-21 Current Service Level - - - - - - - - -

080 - E-Boards
080 - May 2018 E-Board - - - - - - - - _

Subtotal Emergency Board Packages - - - - - - - - -

Policy Packages
101 - New Judgeships and Support Staff - - - - - - - - -
102 - Judicial Compensation - - - - - - - - -
103 - Statewide Service Restoration for Circuit Courts - - - - - - - - -
104 - General Fund Support for OECI Maintenance - - - - - - - - _
105 - Suppert Effective Court Prgms - Pro Se - - - - - - - - -
106 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Statewide Svcs - - - - - - - - _
107 - Suppert Effective Court Prgms - Technology Svcs - - - - - - - - -
108 - County Mediation and Conciliation Funding - - - - - - - - -
109 - Treatment/Specialty Courts Grant Funding - - - - - - - - -
110 - Local Courts Facilities Infrastructure and Safety - - - - - - - - -
111 - Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement F - - 293,490,000 750,000 - 292 740,000 - - -
112 - Supreme Court Building Preservation and Seismic Retrofit - - - - - - - - _
113 - Application Conftribution Program Support - - - - - - - - -
120 - Law Commission - Full Program Funding - - - - - - - - -

121 - Law Commission - Expand Staff Attomey Support - - - - - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
OR Courthouse Cap Const & Improvement Fd Cross Reference Number: 19800-230-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P (FTE) Funds
125 - Concil On Court Procedures - Funding Increase - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal Policy Packages - - 293,490,000 750,000 - 292,740,000 - - -
Total 2019-21 Agency Request Audit - - 293,490,000 750,000 - 292,740,000 - - -
Percentage Change From 2017-19 Leg Approved Budget - - A0 35% - - 49 97% - - -

Percentage Change From 2018-21 Current Service Level - - - - - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
State Court Facilities Security Account Cross Reference Number: 19800-400-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
(FTE) Funds

2017-19 Leg Adopted Budget 4 4.00 6,412,953 - - 6,412 953 - - -
2017-19 Emergency Boards - - 26,913 - - 26,913 - - -
2017-19 Leg Approved Budget 4 4.00 6,439,866 - - 6,439,866 - - -

Description

2019-21 Base Budget Adjustments
Net Cost of Position Actions
Administrative Biennialized E-Board, Phase-Out - - 71,303 - - 71,303 - - -
Estimated Cost of Merit Increase - - - - - - -
Base Debt Service Adjustment - - - - - - -
Base Monlimited Adjustment - - - - - - -
Capital Construction - - - - - - -
Subtotal 2019-21 Base Budget 4 4.00 6,511,169 - - 6,511,169 - - -

Essential Packages
010 - Non-PICS Pers SvcMacancy Factor
Non-PICS Personal Service Increasef{Decrease) - - (9,528) - - (9,528) - - -
Subtotal - - {9,528) - - {9,528) - - -
020 - Phase In / Out Pgm & One-time Cost
021 - Phase - In - - - - - - - - -
022 - Phase-out Pgm & One-time Costs - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal - - - - - - - - -
030 - Inflation & Price List Adjustments
Cost of Goods & Services Increase/{Decrease) - - 214 377 - - 214 377 - - -
Subtotal - - 214,377 - - 214,377 - - -
040 - Mandated Caseload
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
State Court Facilities Security Account Cross Reference Number: 19800-400-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium
Paositions FuH.-Time ALL FUNDS |General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Description Eq;gﬁf{lem Funds Funds Other Funds F;;?;i;z;

040 - Mandated Caseload - - - - - - - - -
050 - Fundshifts and Revenue Reductions

050 - Fundshifts - - - - - - - - -
060 - Technical Adjustments

060 - Technical Adjustments - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level 4 4.00 6,716,018 - - 6,716,018 -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
State Court Facilities Security Account Cross Reference Number: 19800-400-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
{FTE) Funds

Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level 4 4.00 6,716,018 - - 6,716,018 - - -

Description

070 - Revenue Reductions/Shorifall
070 - Revenue Shortfalls - - - - - - - - -
Modified 2019-21 Current Service Level 4 4.00 6,716,018 - - 6,716,018 - - -

080 - E-Boards
080 - May 2018 E-Board - - - - - - - - _

Subtotal Emergency Board Packages - - - - - - - - -

Policy Packages
101 - New Judgeships and Support Staff - - - - - - - - -
102 - Judicial Compensation - - - - - - - - _
103 - Statewide Service Restoration for Circuit Courts - - - - - - - - -
104 - General Fund Support for OECI Maintenance - - - - - - - - -
105 - Suppoert Effective Court Prgms - Pro Se - - - - - - - - -
106 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Statewide Svcs - - - - - - - - _
107 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Technology Svcs - - - - - - - - -
108 - County Mediation and Conciliation Funding - - - - - - - - -
109 - Treatment/Specialty Courts Grant Funding - - - - - - - - _
110 - Local Courts Facilities Infrastructure and Safety - - 5,100,000 - - 5,100,000 - - -
111 - Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement F - - - - - - - - -
112 - Supreme Court Building Preservation and Seismic Refrofit - - - - - - - - -
113 - Application Coninbution Program Support - - - - - - - - -
120 - Law Commission - Full Program Funding - - - - - - - - -

121 - Law Commission - Expand Staff Attomey Support - - - - - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
State Court Facilities Security Account Cross Reference Number: 19800-400-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P (FTE) Funds
125 - Concil On Court Procedures - Funding Increase - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal Policy Packages - - 5,100,000 - - 5,100,000 - -
Total 2019-21 Agency Request Audit 4 4.00 11,816,018 - - 11,816,018 - -
Percentage Change From 2017-19 Leg Approved Budget - - 83.48% - - 83.48% - - -
Percentage Change From 2019-21 Current Service Level - - 75.94% - - 75.94% - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
eCourt Program Cross Reference Number: 19800-500-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Eq:;i'.]fraE{lem Funds Funds Other Funds f;e;ﬂ;a{;gf

2017-19 Leg Adopted Budget - - 2,336,363 2,336,363 - - - - -

2017-19 Emergency Boards - - 619 995 619,885 - - - - -
2017-19 Leg Approved Budget - - 2,956,358 2,956,358 - - - - -
2019-21 Base Budget Adjustments
Met Cost of Position Actions

Administrative Biennialized E-Board, Phase-Out - - - - - - - - -

Estimated Cost of Merit Increase - - - - - - -
Base Debt Service Adjustment - - - - - - -
Base Nonlimited Adjustment - - - - - - -
Capital Construction - - - - - - -
Subtotal 2019-21 Base Budget - - 2,956,358 2,956,358 - - - - -
020 - Phase In/ Out Pgm & One-time Cost

021 - Phase - In - - - - - - - - -

022 - Phase-out Pgm & One-time Costs - - (619,995) (619,995) - - - - -

Subtotal - - (619,995) (619,995) - - - - -
030 - Inflation & Price List Adjustments

Cost of Goods & Services Increase/{Decrease) - - 96,259 96,259 - - - - -

Subtotal - - 96,259 96,259 - - - - -

040 - Mandated Caseload

040 - Mandated Caseload - - - - - - - - -
050 - Fundshifts and Revenue Reductions

050 - Fundshifis - - - - - - - - -
060 - Technical Adjustments
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
eCourt Program Cross Reference Number: 19800-500-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P (FTE) Funds
060 - Technical Adjustments 30 30.00 19,480,365 - - 19,480,865 - - -
Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level 30 30.00 21,913,487 2,432,622 - 19,480,865 -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept Agency Request Budget
eCourt Program Cross Reference Number: 19800-500-00-00-00000
2019-21 Biennium

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited

Description Eq#;%em Funds Funds Other Funds l';e{g;a{;gl
Subtotal: 2019-21 Current Service Level 30 30.00 21,913,487 2,432,622 - 19,480,865 - - -
070 - Revenue Reductions/Shortfall
070 - Revenue Shaortfalls - - (2,470,754) - - (2,470,754) - - -
Modified 2019-21 Current Service Level 30 30.00 19,442,733 2,432,622 - 17,010,111 - - -

080 - E-Boards
080 - May 2018 E-Board - - - - - - - - _

Subtotal Emergency Board Packages - - - - - - - - -

Policy Packages
101 - Mew Judgeships and Support Staff - - - - - - - - -
102 - Judicial Compensation - - - - - - - - -
103 - Statewide Service Restoration for Circuit Courts - - - - - - - - -
104 - General Fund Support for OECI Maintenance - - 3323977 3323977 - - - - -
105 - Suppoert Effective Court Prgms - Pro Se - - - - - - - - -
106 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Statewide Svcs - - - - - - - - _
107 - Support Effective Court Prgms - Technology Svcs - - - - - - - - -
108 - County Mediation and Conciliation Funding - - - - - - - - -
109 - Treatment/Specialty Courts Grant Funding - - - - - - - - -
110 - Local Courts Facilities Infrastructure and Safety - - - - - - - - -
111 - Oregon Courthouse Capital Construction and Improvement F - - - - - - - - -
112 - Supreme Court Building Preservation and Seismic Refrofit - - - - - - - - -
113 - Application Contribution Program Support - - - - - - - - -
120 - Law Commission - Full Program Funding - - - - - - - - -

121 - Law Commission - Expand Staff Attomey Support - - - - - - - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Summary of 2019-21 Biennium Budget

Judicial Dept
eCourt Program
2019-21 Biennium

Agency Request Budget
Cross Reference Number: 19800-500-00-00-00000

Positions | Full-Time | ALL FUNDS | General Fund Lottery Other Funds Federal Nonlimited | Nonlimited
Description Equivalent Funds Funds Other Funds Federal
P (FTE) Funds
125 - Concil On Court Procedures - Funding Increase - - - - - - -
Subtotal Policy Packages - 3,323,977 3,323,977 - - - -
Total 2019-21 Agency Request Audit 30 30.00 22,766,710 5,756,599 - 17,010,111 - - -
Percentage Change From 2017-19 Leg Approved Budget - - 670.09% 04 72% - - - -
Percentage Change From 2019-21 Current Service Level - - 3.89% 136.64% - -12.68% - - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

BPR010 - Agencywide Program Unit Summary

Judicial Dept

Agency Number: 19800

Agencywide Program Unit Summary

2019-21 Biennium

Version: V - 01 - Agency Request Budget

Summary Cross Reference Description 201517 2017-19 Leg 2017-19 Leg 2019-21 2019-21 2019-21 Leg.
Cross Reference Actuals Adopted Approved Agency Governor's | Adopted Audit
Number Budget Budget Request Audit Budget
010-00-00-00000 Judicial Compensation

General Fund 72,393,235 78,304,753 80,412,773 85,632,824 -
087-00-00-00000 0JD Debt Service

General Fund 18,508,519 17,871,084 17,871,089 30,968,960 -
089-00-00-00000 Capital Construction

Other Funds - 14,900,000 14,900,000 27,820,000 -
100-00-00-00000 Trial Courts

General Fund 211,368,152 217,812,755 223,466,398 261,968,313 -

Other Funds 6,720,457 9,099,771 9,099,771 9,862,734 -

Federal Funds 331,91 - - -

All Funds 218,420,520 226,912,526 232,566,169 271,831,047 -

101-00-00-00000 Appellate/Tax Courts

General Fund 20,570,480 22,222 278 22 579,063 24,379,678 -

Other Funds 2,961,408 2,801,960 2,601,960 2,932,629 -

All Funds 23,531,888 25,024,238 25,381,023 27,312,307 -

102-00-00-00000 Administration and Central Support

General Fund 61,671,744 58,071,769 59,901,624 77,353,571 -

Other Funds 81,661,109 21,592,930 21,988,046 3,644,264 -

Federal Funds 844,103 1,339,362 1,344,289 1,357,254 -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Judicial Dept
Agencywide Program Unit Summary

Agency Number: 19800
Version: V- 01 - Agency Request Budget

2019-21 Biennium

Summary Cross Reference Description 2015-17 2017-19 Leg 2017-19 Leg 2019-21 2018-21 2019-21 Leg.
Cross Reference Actuals Adopted Approved Agency Governor's | Adopted Audit
Number Budget Budget Request Audit Budget
102-00-00-00000 Administration and Central Support
All Funds 144,176,956 81,004,051 83,233,959 82,255,089 -
200-00-00-00000 Mandated Payments
General Fund 15,963,277 15,892,653 15,948 377 16,606,161 -
Other Funds 661,742 562,667 663,947 689,109 -
All Funds 16,625,019 16,555,320 16,612,324 17,295,270 -
210-00-00-00000 3rd Party Debt Collection
General Fund 13,735,137 14,751,808 15,548 479 15,312,377 -
220-00-00-00000 External Pass-Throughs
General Fund 16,042,390 15,840,390 15,640,390 17,057,380 -
Other Funds 11,900,000 11,900,000 11,900,000 11,900,000 -
All Funds 27,942,390 27,740,390 27,740,390 28,957,380 -
230-00-00-00000 OR Courthouse Cap Const & Improvement Fd
General Fund - - - 750,000 -
Other Funds - 195,200,000 195,200,000 292,740,000 -
All Funds - 195,200,000 195,200,000 293,450,000 -
400-00-00-00000 State Court Facilities Security Account
Other Funds 11,044,706 6,412,953 6,439,866 11,816,018 -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY

Judicial Dept Agency Number: 19800
Agencywide Program Unit Summary Version: V- 01 - Agency Request Budget
2019-21 Biennium
Summary Cross Reference Description 2015-17 2017-19 Leg 2017-19 Leg 2019-21 2019-21 2019-21 Leg.
Cross Reference Actuals Adopted Approved Agency Governor's | Adopted Audit
Number Budget Budget Request Audit Budget
500-00-00-00000 eCourt Program
General Fund 1,626,080 2,336,363 2,956,358 5,756,599 - -
Other Funds 16,519,224 - - 17,010,111 - -
All Funds 18,145,304 2,336,363 2,956,358 22 766,710 - -
TOTAL AGENCY
General Fund 431,879,018 443,103,853 454 524 551 545 785,863 - -
Other Funds 131,468,646 262,570,281 262,993 590 378,314,865 - -
Federal Funds 1,176,014 1,339,352 1,344,289 1,357,254 - -
All Funds 564 523678 707,013,486 718,862,430 925,457,982 - -
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DEPARTMENT SUMMARY
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Revenues

The majority of the Oregon Judicial Department’s (OJD) revenues are generated from fines, fees, and restitution associated with cases in the
Supreme Court, Court of Appeals, Tax Court, and 36 trial courts. Other revenues are generated from the sales of publications and court information,
transfers of revenue from other state agencies, local and federal grants, and from others that assist OJD in meeting its mission.

Revenue estimates included in this budget document are based on the June 2018 forecast prepared by the Office of Economic Analysis (OEA). The
OEA’s General Fund forecast contains two court revenue line items, termed State Court Fees (General Fund) and the Criminal Fine Account, which
terms we also use in our publications.

Transfers to General Fund: OJD generates revenue directly for the benefit of the state General Fund from filing fees, driver’s license suspension
fees, trial and hearing fees, court collection fees, probation and diversion surcharge residual revenue, security release fees, and parking fines.
Revenues for the General Fund are projected to total $114.1 million for the 2019-21 biennium.

Transfers to Criminal Fine Account (CFA): Court revenues from fines, bail security release forfeiture, indigent defense recoupment, and recovery
of court costs are transferred to the Department of Revenue for deposit to the CFA. The total amount projected for the 2019-21 biennium is $82.1
million from the circuit courts. Allocations and distributions from the CFA include Department of Public Safety Standards and Training operations,
Department of Justice Criminal Injuries Compensation Account, OJD State Court Facilities and Security Account, OJD State Court Technology
Fund, Department of Corrections construction, and Oregon Health Authority Driving Under the Influence of Intoxicants programs. The remaining
funds in the CFA after distributions are deposited into the General Fund.

Transfers to State and Local Government Agencies: Other revenue is generated from fines, fees, and the public defense application/contribution
program. These monies are transferred to state and local governments as well as other entities. The 2019-21 biennium projection is $44.8 million.

Transfers to Legal Aid Account: OJD transfers $11.9 million from fee revenue to the Legal Aid Account at the Oregon State Bar, as authorized by
ORS 9.577 (3). Funding may only be used for the Legal Services Program established under ORS 9.572.

Transfers to Victims: Collection of $22 million in restitution and compensatory fines are projected for the 2019-21 biennium. These funds are
distributed directly to victims.

The following Other Funds revenues are generated by sales of court publications and information, statewide assessments, transfers-in from other state
agencies, and from participation in grants at the local and federal level.
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Court Publications: Other Funds revenues of $0.7 million are projected to be generated by the department through the sale and distribution of court
publications, manuals and forms. The revenue from these transactions is used to pay for the cost of these programs.

Transfers-In: Other Funds revenues also include the following:

State Office for Services to Children and Families to assist in funding of Citizen Review Boards responsible for review of child placements —
$2.1 million

Statewide assessments to the State of Oregon Law Library — $2.6 million

Public Defense Services Commission to pay for the services of court staff to verify indigence of persons seeking state-paid, court-appointed
counsel — $3.9 million

Criminal Fine Account to the State Court Facilities and Security Account to pay for expenditures authorized under ORS 1.178 for state court
security, business continuity, emergency preparedness, local county security accounts, capital improvements to state court facilities, and
statewide security training — $11.1 million

Criminal Fine Account to the State Court Technology Fund to pay for expenditures authorized under ORS 1.012 for developing, maintaining
and supporting state court electronic applications, services, and systems and for providing access to and use of those applications, services
and systems — $3.9 million

ePay convenience fees to pay for the vendor transaction costs associated with hosting the ePay system — $0.5 million
A statutorily-designated percentage of filing fees to pay for the eFile and eService transaction fees for Odyssey File and Serve — $6.5 million

Grants: The majority of revenues from grants come from local community partners who are direct or pass-through recipients of federal grants. A
small portion of our grants are directly provided by the federal government.

Grants with community partners, including Oregon counties and nonprofit entities, for programs such as specialty courts, juvenile court
improvements, and arbitration and mediation programs — $5.0 million

Federal Funds from the Department of Health and Human Services for continuation of the Juvenile Court Improvement Project — $1.4 million

0OJD has no costs or programs funded with non-limited Other Funds revenues.

Cost of collections associated with actions performed by the Department of Revenue and third-party collection agencies are described in the Third-
Party Collections section of this budget document.
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Court Revenue History
Based on the June 2018 revenue forecast, the projected circuit court revenues for the 2019-21 biennium total $275 million, which would be
distributed to the following entities:

e $22 million to crime victims from restitution/compensatory fine collections;

e $33.7 million to local cities and counties from fines on violations and courthouse construction surcharges; and

e $219.2 million to state agencies or accounts from fines and fees on felony, misdemeanor, and violations and filing fees for civil, small claims,
and domestic relations case types.

OJD Revenue Collections History
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Court Revenue Distribution

Revenue collected by courts is distributed to crime victims, counties, cities, and the State based on the type of offense, the type of obligation
imposed, and payment priorities defined in statute.

Projected 2019-21 OJD Revenue Distribution

General Fund 41% Criminal Fine Account 30%

Legal Aid
Fund 4%

Cities/Counties 12% Victims 8% PDSC 1%
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ORBITS and PICS Reports
BPR012 - Detail of Lottery Funds, Other Funds, and Federal Funds Revenue

DETAIL OF LOTTERY FUNDS, OTHER FUNDS, AND FEDERAL FUNDS REVENUE

Judicial Dept
2019-21 Biennium

Agency Number: 19800
Cross Reference Number: 19800-000-00-00-00000

201517 Actuals 201719 Leg 201719 Leg 2019-21 Agency |2019-21 Governor's 2019-21 Leg.
Source Adopted Budget | Approved Budget Request Audit Budget Adopted Audit
-Other Funds
Business Lic and Fees 88,520 85,000 85,000 96,000
State Court Fees 135,824,383 143,306,124 143,306,124 143,376,040
Federal Revenues 674,992 - - -
Charges for Services 4,906,746 5,499,529 5,499,529 7,334,740
Fines and Forfeitures 119,363,423 141,642,857 141,642,857 117,066,201
General Fund Obligation Bonds 31,200,000 113,736,000 113,735,000 175,470,000
Interest Income 439,307 - - -
Sales Income 871,779 715,000 715,000 715,000
Donations 616,889 550,000 550,000 675,000
Grants (Non-Fed) 3,377,059 5,249,592 5,249 592 5,010,287
Other Revenues 38,038,127 97,620,566 96,015,682 146,013,718
Transfer In - Intrafund 19,842,237 15,856,666 15,856,666 17,900,000
Tsfr From Human Sves, Dept of 1,644 507 2,076,494 2,076,494 2,076,494
Tsfr From Administrative Svecs 2,368,040 2,496,745 2,496,745 2,603,612
Tsfr From Justice, Dept of 214,850 - - -
Tsfr From Revenue, Dept of 11,094,924 9,522,953 9,549 BEG 15,703,518
Tsfr From Criminal Justice Comm 8,051 - - -
Tsfr From Public Def Sves Comm 2 684 455 3,416,569 3,416,569 3,900,000
Transfer Out - Intrafund (19,842,23T) (15,856,666) (15,856,666) (17,900,000)
Transfer to General Fund (114,692,329) (119.051,837) (119,051,837) (117,673,678)
Transfer to Cities (25,984,344) (24,399,425) (24,399 425) {23,985,246)
Transfer to Counties (5,718,185) (7.517,367) (7,517 ,367) (9,702,643)
Tsfr To Revenue, Dept of (88,383,085) (109,726,065) (109,726,065) (85,618,312)
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DETAIL OF LOTTERY FUNDS, OTHER FUNDS, AND FEDERAL FUNDS REVENUE

Judicial Dept Agency Number: 19800
2019-21 Biennium Cross Reference Number: 19800-000-00-00-00000
201517 Actuals 201719 Leg 2017-19 Leg 2019-21 Agency |2019-21 Governor's 2019-21 Leg.
Source Adopted Budget | Approved Budget Request Audit Budget Adopted Audit

.Other Funds

Tsfr To Public Def Sves Comm (3,825,214) (3,910,748) (3,910,748) (4,755,881) - -
Total Other Funds $114,812,895 $261,310,987 $261,733,016 $378.304,850 - -
Federal Funds

Federal Funds 1,164,442 1,339,352 1,344,289 1,357,254 - -
Total Federal Funds $1,164,442 $1,339,352 $1,344,289 §1,357,254 - -
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Appellate and Tax Courts

The Appellate/Tax Court Operations program budget includes the operations and staffing of the Supreme Court, Court of Appeals, Appellate Court
Services Division (ACSD), and Tax Court. The Supreme Court is established by the Oregon Constitution and consists of seven justices elected to
serve six-year terms, one of whom is selected from among his/her peers to serve as the Chief Justice for the branch in a six-year term. The Court of
Appeals consists of 13 statewide-elected judges who hear appeals from trial courts and state agencies and boards. The Tax Court consists of one
statewide-elected judge who hears matters in the Tax Court Regular Division that arise from Oregon tax law and hears appeals from the Tax
Magistrate Division, created in 1997 to replace the informal administrative tax appeals process conducted by the Department of Revenue. ACSD is
the appellate clerk’s office for both the Supreme Court and the Court of Appeals and as such serves attorneys, litigants, and the public in addition to
managing ancillary programs and services.

Supreme Court

The Supreme Court is Oregon’s court of last resort and exists by virtue of Article VII (Amended) of the Oregon Constitution. The Supreme Court has
the ultimate responsibility for interpreting Oregon law. The court’s decisions with respect to Oregon constitutional, statutory, administrative, and
common laws are not subject to further judicial review, except potentially by the United States Supreme Court to ensure consistency with federal law.

Cases come before the Supreme Court in a variety of ways, and jurisdiction is conferred by both the Oregon Constitution and by statute. The court
primarily is a court of appellate review, reviewing the decisions of lower courts and other bodies, but it also has original jurisdiction in some types of
cases. In addition, the law mandates that the Supreme Court hear certain types of cases; however, the majority of cases before the court are cases in
which the justices have exercised their discretion and determined that the matters present important questions of Oregon law.

(Note: All statistics provided below are from the calendar years 2013 through 2017.)
Constitutional Jurisdiction

When the voters adopted Article VII (Amended) of the Oregon Constitution in 1910, they provided the Supreme Court with constitutional authority
to exercise discretionary original jurisdiction in mandamus (involving the exercise of public duties), quo warranto (concerning the right to hold a
public office), and habeas corpus (questioning whether incarceration is lawful) proceedings. The court typically receives between 80 to 100 such
petitions every year, the majority of which are mandamus petitions. The court considers all petitions in those types of cases but accepts only a small
percentage to decide on the merits. The Oregon Constitution also imposes mandatory original jurisdiction to consider any challenges to the decennial
reapportionment of legislative districts.
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Statutory Jurisdiction

The primary work of the Supreme Court is to perform its legislatively authorized discretionary review of decisions of the Oregon Court of Appeals.
Those cases may be appeals from the Oregon circuit courts or may be on petition for judicial review of certain agency decisions. In either event, a
disappointed litigant in the Court of Appeals may file a petition for review in the Supreme Court, which ultimately presents two questions to the
Supreme Court: (1) whether to allow review of the petition and consider the legal question presented; and, (2) if the court allows the petition, to
decide the legal question on the merits. Both decisions are significant, and the court devotes substantial resources toward considering whether a
particular petition for review presents an important question for Supreme Court resolution. The court typically considers between 700 and 800 such
petitions for review each year and typically “allows” — that is, agrees to consider the question on the merits — between six to eight percent (in 2016,
the court allowed a higher percentage, 11 percent). Between 75 to 85 percent of the cases filed in the Supreme Court are petitions to review Court of
Appeals decisions.

The Supreme Court has authority to hear other types of cases that do not proceed first through the Court of Appeals in the manner just described. For
example, the Oregon Constitution grants the court authority to consider petitions for writs of mandamus, habeas corpus, and quo warranto (all
discretionary), and, every 10 years, to consider reapportionment challenges (mandatory review, if one or more petitions is filed). Under Oregon
statute, the court also has discretionary authority to consider certified questions of Oregon law from other courts (typically from either Oregon’s
United States District Court or the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit), and certified appeals from the Oregon Court of Appeals.

The Supreme Court also has a substantial docket of cases that, pursuant to statute, come directly to the court on mandatory direct appeal or review,
including the following:

e Automatic appeals of circuit court cases in which a sentence of death was imposed (typically one to two such cases are filed each year, but the
cases are complex and extensively briefed);

e State-initiated appeals of circuit court orders dismissing the accusatory instrument or suppressing evidence in certain criminal cases (an
average of two cases annually);

e Appeals from crime victims pertaining to the exercise of their rights in criminal proceedings (between one to three cases annually);
e Appeals from the Oregon Tax Court (an average of seven to eight cases annually);
e Appeals (infrequent) involving certain types of labor disputes;

e Judicial review of administrative siting decisions for prison, energy production, and waste disposal facilities and transmission lines (also
infrequent but often complex), and some related rules challenges;
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e Requests for review in lawyer discipline, reinstatement, and admissions matters (about 70 cases annually; of those, the court decides an
average of two to three cases on the merits, following a party’s request for a review of a Disciplinary Board trial panel or Board of Bar
Examiners decision);

e Recommendations relating to judicial fitness and disability (infrequent, but at times complex);

e Reviews of election-related petitions, including ballot title review proceedings and challenges to Voters’ Pamphlet explanatory and fiscal
impact statements (an average of 22 cases annually); and

e Specific cases or issues that the Legislature has directed the Supreme Court to consider (e.g., PERS challenges; light-rail siting decisions;
challenges to revenue measures, property crimes sentencing legislation review), either on original review or on appeal.

Finally, either by legislative direction or pursuant to the court’s own internal practices, a number of case types are considered and decided on an
expedited basis. Those cases include, but are not limited to, death sentence review proceedings; ballot title and other election law matters; attorney
and judicial decision cases; mandamus petitions; labor and facilities siting cases; and petitions for review of Court of Appeals decisions involving
children (juvenile, adoption, and custody disputes).
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APPEAL AND JUDICIAL REVIEW IN THE OREGON COURTS

Supreme Court

Court of Appeals

Circuit Court

Administrative Tribunal

F Y Y [ [

I
lustice Municipal County
Court Court Court

F——_——————

Citizens, Businesses, Organizations, and Governmental Entities or Officials

Individuals, businesses, crganizations,
institutions, or governmental entities
or officials initiate legal actions. The
originating court depends on location
and type of case. The State's District
Attorneys prosecuts criminal cases.

Individuals, businesses, or
organizations initiate certain
administrative proceedings.
Gowernment agencies also may initiate
certain administrative procesdings.
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ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS, DIRECT REVIEW, AND PROFESSIONAL REGULATION IN THE
OREGON SUPREME COURT

Supreme Court

1

Circuit Administrative Oregon Federal & Other Oregon State Petitions Filed Directly in
Court Tribunal Tax Court State's Courts Bar Supreme Court
Direct Appeals: Direct Petitions for * Direct * Certified Direct Reguests for COriginal Proceedings:
* Death Penalty Judicial Review: Appeals Cuestions Review, Discipline and * Mandamus [if not arising from
Appeals * Energy Facility Bar Admissions: circuit court ruling)
» State's Siting Council # Trial Panel of # Habeas Corpus
Criminal (site certification Disciplinary Board * Quo Warranto
Appeals or rule + Board of Bar * Reappointment
# Interlocutory challenges) Examiners, Direct Review:
Appeals . Otherl _ cha_racterfﬁt_ness # Ballot Measure Review
» Marion County agenm?s,-"trlbunal review decisions - Ballot Title
Ballot Measure s (relating to o Explanatory Statement
Challenges transmission line -OR- o Financial Impact Statement
Certified certificates, . * Legislatively Mandated
Appeals: corrections (ll_"l'.l'illll:SSIOI'l on = PERS
# From Court of fa'_:'l_m“ srtlng,_ Judicial Fitness and o L!g_ht Rail Transmission Line
mining permits, Disahilih,r Siting
Appeals, and municipal o Property Crimes Sentencing, 5B
G.rlglr?atmg in budgets) Direct 1543 (2018
circuit court Recommendations: o Other as Legislatively Directed
Original * Judicial Fitness Direct Review Professional
Proceedings: Regulation:
* Mandamus * Oregon State Bar
{if arising from o Reinstatements
circuit court o Resignations
ruling) o Stipulations for Disdipline
= Non-Trial Panel Discipline
o Interlocutory Suspensions
o Lawyer Disability
» Board of Bar Examiners
= Admissions
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Administrative Responsibilities

Sitting, as it does, at the apex of Oregon’s third branch of government, the Supreme Court has been assigned significant regulatory responsibilities
relating to the administration of Oregon’s judicial system. The court, for example, is responsible for appointing, among other positions, pro tempore
and senior judges, members of the Board of Bar Examiners (law admission), members of the Bar's State Professional Responsibility Board (lawyer
discipline), and members of the Bar's Disciplinary Board (lawyer discipline). The Supreme Court also has substantial rulemaking responsibilities.
The court reviews and approves a variety of rules affecting the practice of law, including amendments to the Rules of Professional Conduct (lawyer
ethics), the rules of appellate procedure, the rules for admission of attorneys, the Oregon State Bar Rules of Procedure, the rules governing
Mandatory Continuing Legal Education for Oregon Lawyers, the rules governing the Bar’s New Lawyer Mentor Program, and some Uniform Trial
Court Rules.

The administrative and regulatory elements of the court’s workload fall most heavily on the Chief Justice, who, in addition to managing the Supreme
Court, is the administrative head of the entire Oregon unified court system. The primary authority of the Chief Justice is set forth in ORS 1.002. In
addition, under ORS 1.003, the Chief Justice is responsible for appointing the Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals, the presiding judge of the Tax
Court, the presiding judges for each of Oregon’s 27 judicial districts, and the State Court Administrator. The Chief Justice also approves the unified
biennial budget for the operating resources of the Oregon Judicial Department.

Workload Distribution and Case Processing

The Supreme Court considers the judicial matters before it en banc, with all seven justices participating in the decision (unlike the Court of Appeals,
which decides many of its cases by three-judge panels). The Supreme Court does so primarily because it is Oregon’s court of last resort. It is critical
that each justice — unless recused from the case — fully contributes to the final expression of Oregon law. Full court consideration applies not only to
the opinions that the court issues, but also to the petitions and substantive motions that the court decides. The court also receives a substantial number
of motions that are not substantive in nature. Nonsubstantive motions, such as motions for extension of time, are decided by the Chief Justice or by a
designated Presiding Justice, in coordination with the Appellate Court Records Office staff and court legal staff.

Petitions for review, petitions for reconsideration, petitions for writ, and substantive motions are assigned on a rotational basis to one of the associate
justices for preparation of a legal staff memorandum that discusses the petition, motion, or other matter, and for providing the assigned justice’s
recommended disposition. If the court decides to allow a petition or writ as to which it has discretion, it does so by order and schedules the case for
briefing and argument; mandatory review cases are similarly scheduled for briefing and, later, argument, as they are filed. After cases on the merits
are argued, the Chief Justice assigns cases to a particular justice for the purpose of writing an opinion. The court sits in conference on average two
times each month to consider the cases, petitions, and substantive motions for which an opinion draft or legal staff memorandum (with accompanying
justice recommendations) has circulated for each conference. The conferences usually last one day. The court holds emergency conferences when
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needed to consider petitions or substantive motions requiring immediate attention. Finally, the court holds monthly public meetings at which it
addresses the rulemaking and other nonadjudicatory matters described above.

Automation, Access, and Outreach

As discussed under the Appellate Court Services Division section, the Supreme Court and the Court of Appeals use a fully automated appellate case
management system that encompasses electronic filing, electronic payment in conjunction with electronic filing, electronic case management,
internal court workload management, electronic document management, and financial management. Oregon State Bar members are required to file
all documents in the appellate courts electronically, unless a waiver is obtained. All case information, as well as case documents, are processed
electronically. For those who may file in paper form, the courts have eliminated previous requirements to file accompanying paper copies. Members
of the Supreme Court now have the option of reading briefs, draft opinions, and other official documents on tablet devices or desktop computers,
rather than by reading paper copies. Petitions for review, other petitions and motions, and almost all staff memos are processed and read in electronic
format, rather than on paper copies.

The Supreme Court maintains a web page with information about the members of the court and its operations. Redacted versions of most briefs are
available online, and most Supreme Court oral arguments are broadcast from the Supreme Court courtroom over the web. Most oral arguments are
available both by way of streaming live broadcasts as the oral arguments occur and, any time after the argument is completed, by access to archived
versions of those oral arguments. That statewide webcasting service enhances public accessibility and serves as an educational training resource for
the larger legal community. The Supreme Court also schedules oral arguments around the state each year, at high schools, colleges, law schools, and
other community locations, to let students and the public observe oral argument in person, and to engage in question-and-answer exchanges with the
justices following argument.
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Supreme Court Cases Filed by Type and Subtype
| 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017
Appeal - Civil

Adoptions 0 0 0 0 0
Agency — Circuit Court 1 0 6 1 1
Armed Forces 0 0 0 0 0
Civil Commitment 2 3 0 7 14
Domestic Relations 13 10 9 8 9
Domestic Relations — Punitive Contempt 1 0 1 0 0
Extreme Risk Protection Order 0 0 0 0 0
FED 4 3 5
General 74 72 87 74 63
Isolation/Quarantine Order 0 0 0 0 0
Non-Traffic Violation 0 0 1 1 0
Other 2 2 8 5 0
Probate 8 3 3 2 4
Stalking 0 4 0 2 1
Traffic 2 1 1 1 1
Appeal — Collateral Criminal

Habeas Corpus 25 12 9 21 18
Other 0 0 0 0 0
Post-Conviction 178 160 152 140 153
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Supreme Court Cases Filed by Type and Subtype (continued)

| 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017

Appeal — Criminal

Armed Forces 0 0 0 0 0
General 321 381 310 304 312
Other 0 1 0
Pretrial Felony — In Custody 0 0 0
Stalking 1 1 1
Traffic 11 10 4 2 5
Appeal — Juvenile
Delinquency 2 1 2 3 6
Dependency 44 39 34 41 45
Support Judgment 0 0 0 0 0
Termination of Parental Rights 19 17 27 14 19
Judicial Review — Agency/Board
Columbia River Gorge Commission 0 0 0 0 0
Land Use Decision 1 2 5 3 4
Other 0 0 0
Other Agency/Board Decision 13 9 9 17 13
Parole Decision 22 31 30 22 31
Rule Challenge 2 1 3 1
Urban/Rural Reserves 0 0 0 0
Workers’ Compensation Decision 13 11 9 10 13
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Supreme Court Cases Filed by Type and Subtype (continued)

| 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017

Direct Review — Agency/Board

Corrections Facility Site Certification Review

Energy Facility Site Certificate/Exemption Review

Energy Facility Siting Council Rules

Mining Permit Issuance/Denial Review

Municipal Corp Budget Review

Other — Discretionary

oO|lo|ojo|lo|oOo| o
oO|lo|ojo|lo|oOo| o
oO|lo|ojo|lo|oOo| o
oO|lo|ojo|lo|o| o
oO|lo|Oo|lOo|lO|O| O

Other — Mandatory

Direct Review — Ballot Measure

Ballot Title 23 26 30 13 22

Constitutionality Review

Explanatory Statement

o
o
o
o

Financial Impact Estimate

Direct Review — Civil

Certified Appeals

Certified Question

Labor Disputes — TRO

OCTA Limitations

Other — Discretionary

o|o|o|lo|o| o
oO|Oo|(Fr,r|O|N| O
oO|r,r|O|O|F—,| O
o|o|o|oOo|r| O
PP OO O

Other — Mandatory
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Supreme Court Cases Filed by Type and Subtype (continued)

| 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017

Direct Review — Criminal

Death Sentence

Other — Discretionary

Other — Mandatory

Pretrial Murder/Aggravated Murder

Victim Rights — Felony/Person A Misd’r — Presentencing

PN OlO|O| K
NfOojlo|lo|oOo| N
N|R[OlO|O| kK

Victim Rights — Other Misd’r/Postsentencing

O, NIO|O|F

O|lwWwlw|lo|o| o

Direct Review — Legislation

o
o

Other — Discretionary 0

Other — Mandatory

o| o

| O

Review

Direct Review — Other

Discretionary

Mandatory

Direct Review — Tax 11

Original Proceeding — Civil

Reapportionment Review | 0 | 0 | 0

Original Proceeding — Writ

Habeas Corpus 10 7 7

10

13

Mandamus 72 88 75

45

80

Quo Warrento 0 1 1

Original Proceeding — Writ/Petition

Other — Discretionary

Other — Mandatory
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Supreme Court Cases Filed by Type and Subtype (continued)

| 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017

Professional Regulation — Bar Review

Disciplinary Proceedings 14 15 11 20 19
Examination 0 0 0
Other
Petition for Admission 21 23 10 14 30
Reciprocal Discipline 7 3 3 1 1
Reinstatement 20 16 19 10 20
Student Loan Default 0 0 0 0 0
Professional Regulation — Judicial Fitness/Disability
Disability 0 0 0 0 0
Fitness 1 0 0 2 0
Total 953 977 890 815 939
Initiating Document — Petition for Review — CA Decision —
Filings Allowed and Denied, with Aging
lﬁg Allowed Denied Aveléi?{arﬁtforom
Decision

2013 795 47 6% 748 94% 93

2014 703 46 7% 657 93% 77

2015 707 58 8% 649 92% 82

2016 636 68 11% 568 89% 77

2017 697 59 8% 638 92% 83

Note: The total number of described filings allowed and decided within a year is not the equivalent
of the number filed within a year, because the filings allowed and denied are not necessarily the
same as those filed. (“Allowed” filings are those with an “allow” order issued during the calendar
year; “denied” filings are those with a dispositional “deny” order issued during the calendar year.)
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Released Opinions — Summary

2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017
Opinions 66 75 58 81 67
Concurrences 9

Concur/Dissents

Dissents

Court of Appeals

The Court of Appeals is Oregon’s intermediate appellate court. By statute, the Court of Appeals is charged with deciding nearly all the civil and
criminal appeals taken from Oregon’s state trial courts and nearly all the judicial reviews taken from state administrative agencies in contested cases.
Created by statute in 1969, the Court of Appeals does not exercise any constitutional jurisdiction; instead, its jurisdiction is set by the Legislature.

Historically, whether measured against the number of appeals taken by population or by the number of appeals taken by judge, the Oregon Court of
Appeals consistently has ranked as one of the busiest appellate courts in the nation. Over the past five years, annual filings in the Court of Appeals
have ranged from between approximately 2,500 to 2,800 cases per year. That number has varied, at least in part, because of changing economic
conditions and changes in statutes or case law that may generate “spikes” in filings.

In 2012, in light of the increasing volume and complexity of the court’s workload, the Legislative Assembly passed HB 4026B, amending ORS 2.540
to increase the number of Court of Appeals judges from 10 to 13. As a result, three new judges joined the court in late 2013. Two immediate benefits
of this additional judicial resource were decreasing the length of time to schedule cases for oral argument after briefing had been completed and
increasing the number of written opinions issued by the court.

In the last couple of years, those improvements have been tempered by significant turnover at the court. Eleven of the court's 13 judges have been
elected or appointed since mid-2011. In particular, two of those 11 judges joined the court in 2016, and three more joined the court in 2017.

The loss of experienced and well-seasoned judges always takes a toll on the court’s efficiency, even when (as has occurred) the Governor has acted
promptly to appoint highly-qualified successors. Notwithstanding the judicial changes, the new panel of judges and some process improvements have
allowed the court to significantly reduce the number of “at issue” cases, that is, those cases that are fully briefed but have not yet been scheduled for
oral argument or submission for decision on the briefs. That accomplishment is particularly striking given the significant increase, beginning in 2015,
of the number of appeals in juvenile dependency cases.
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Having successfully reduced the number of “at issue” cases, the court has turned its attention to its backlog of cases that are “under advisement,” that
IS, those cases in which oral argument has been heard (or the cases have been submitted on the briefs) and in which decisions have not yet been
issued. The court formed a backlog-reduction work group to address that challenge. Members of the work group, which initially convened in
February 2016, spoke with all Court of Appeals judges and staff, gathering ideas about process changes that could enhance the court’s ability to
efficiently issue decisions while maintaining the quality and integrity of its decision-making process. The work group ultimately recommended about
two dozen ways in which the court could streamline some of its internal processes. The court approved those changes in May 2016, and their
implementation has resulted in new efficiencies in case processing.

The information contained in this narrative is merely a summary of the court’s structure, workload, and projects.
Workload Distribution

The Court of Appeals currently consists of 13 judges. To meet the demand of its substantial workload — and consistently with the authority granted
the court by the Legislative Assembly — the court is divided into four departments (or “panels”) of three judges each for the purpose of considering
and deciding cases. In addition, there is a two-judge Motions Department — presently drawn from members of the four “regular” departments — that
considers some of the substantive motions filed in appeals or judicial reviews. The Chief Judge acts as a nonvoting member in each of the court’s
departments and participates in their deliberations. That participation, which is in addition to the Chief Judge’s administrative and other
responsibilities, both permits the Chief Judge to act as a substitute voting member in any department when one of the other judges cannot participate
(due to conflict of interest, for example) and also helps to ensure consistency among the decision making of the various departments. Finally, before a
department releases an opinion in a case, the proposed opinion is circulated to all of the court’s judges, and the court then may elect to consider the
case en banc (by the full 13-judge court), which happens in approximately one percent of the cases in which the court publishes an opinion.

Case Processing

The path of an appeal follows this general pattern, which is described in more detail below. A notice of appeal or petition for judicial review is filed,
following a trial court or agency decision that is subject to review by the court. A transcript or record of the proceeding is filed with the court, and
pre-briefing motions may be filed. Some cases are referred to the Appellate Settlement Program (described in more detail below), resolved on motion
by the Appellate Commissioner, or dismissed by court rule. Once briefing is completed, the case is “at issue,” and ready to be scheduled for oral
argument (upon request of the parties) or submitted for decision based only on the briefs. Cases move to the status of “under advisement” once
argument has been completed or the case has been submitted to a panel of the court for decision on the briefs.
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An appeal or judicial review can result in a dismissal short of a decision on the merits for a number of reasons. A party may voluntarily dismiss the
case due to settlement or for some other reason, or there also can be jurisdictional problems or a failure to prosecute the case. All but a handful of
dismissals arise before the case is submitted for decision. Over time, the statistics translate roughly (“roughly” because a case may be dismissed in a
year other than the year in which it is filed) into a dismissal rate of 30 to 35 percent. Even cases that are dismissed can involve motions and other
matters that need to be resolved by the court’s Appellate Commissioner and Motions Department, described below.

With regard to those cases that proceed to a disposition on the merits, an average of more than 550 cases each year are submitted for decision after
oral argument; even more than that are submitted for decision on the written briefing alone. Cases are generally assigned to a department on a
random basis. Each department hears oral arguments on an average of two to three days each month; oral arguments are heard year-round except that
each department sometimes takes one month “off calendar” to focus on deciding cases that have already been heard. In addition, the court has
periodically scheduled additional oral argument days to consider “fast track” cases, those matters that the Legislative Assembly or the court has
determined required expedited consideration. Primary among those cases are appeals or judicial reviews involving juvenile dependency, termination
of parental rights, land use, workers’ compensation, and certain felony convictions.

Before oral argument, all three judges assigned to hear the cases read the parties’ briefs, perform whatever preliminary legal research may be in

order, and meet together to discuss the case in a pre-argument conference. Following oral argument, the judges reevaluate the case in a post-argument
conference in light of the parties’ oral advocacy and review the record of the case as appropriate. If, based on all those considerations, each of the
three judges agrees that (1) none of the arguments by the parties will result in the decision below being vacated, reversed or modified; and (2) a
written opinion would not benefit the parties, bench, or bar, then the department will issue a decision affirming the ruling on appeal or review without
opinion (“AWOP”). Such decisions normally are issued within a few weeks of oral argument.

For matters in which an unwritten disposition would not be appropriate, the presiding judge of the department assigns the case for preparation of a
written opinion. Once prepared, the draft is circulated to the other judges of the department and the Chief Judge, and the proposed decision is
discussed at a regularly scheduled conference that the Chief Judge also attends. As noted above, once the department has agreed on a disposition for
the case, which may or may not include a concurring or dissenting opinion by one of the department’s judges, the final draft of the opinion is
circulated to all the other judges so they will have an opportunity to seek to refer the case for consideration by the full court. All cases considered by
the full court are discussed at the full court conference. This typically occurs in cases presenting more novel or complex issues. The court usually
considers en banc cases on the original briefing and oral argument.

In the last five years, the Court of Appeals has issued on average 487 written opinions each year. At any one time, each judge usually has an active
list of between 30 and 40 cases that have been assigned to that judge for a written opinion to be produced. The court continues its efforts to increase
efficiency and productivity and reduce its AWOP rate, including through implementation of recommendations from the court’s internal backlog-
reduction work group, discussed above.
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Internal Processes — Publication, Assessment, and Improvement

The court is committed to improving communications with the bench, the bar, the other branches of government, and the public about its work. As
part of its effort to fulfill that commitment, the court’s opinions are electronically published immediately after issuance. Historically, the Court of
Appeals has posted a written summary of its internal processes on the public website, the Oregon Court of Appeals Internal Practices Guidelines. The
guidelines describe the court’s internal workings, and the court hopes that, by providing these insights into its internal workings, the court has made
its work more accessible and its rules and procedures easier for litigants to comply with. (The guidelines document is currently unavailable on the
court's website because it is being updated.)

The court is also committed to reviewing its internal practices on an ongoing basis, in an effort to improve its practices to better serve the bench, the
bar, and the public. To that end, the court sponsored and supported a survey of the best practices of state intermediate appellate courts across the
nation, developed performance measures for its work, and obtained a grant to enable the National Center for State Courts to conduct an in-depth
analysis of the court’s workload. The resulting demonstration of need for additional judicial resources led the Legislative Assembly to add three new
judges and associated staff to the court in 2013. The court also periodically surveys Oregon appellate lawyers and trial court judges to obtain their
views regarding the court’s performance. The efforts of the court’s backlog-reduction work group reflect the court’s continued commitment to
improvement of its practices.

Appellate eCourt Project

In 2008, the Court of Appeals implemented an automated case management system, a key component of the Chief Justice’s vision for an “electronic
courthouse.” That system now includes electronic filing, payment, case management, and document management. Many litigants now file and serve
briefs and other documents electronically instead of on paper, as was previously required. In addition, the system allows the court to process cases
without handling traditional hard copies of appellate briefs and other documents. In recent years, members of the court’s merits panels have routinely
prepared for oral argument and decision by reading (and, in many cases, annotating) electronically filed briefs and related submissions. The court
also frequently uses electronic versions of trial court records, exhibits, and transcripts as part of the case review and opinion preparation process. A
2016 upgrade to the system permits some remote access, by certain subscribers, to non-confidential appellate case file documents. Beginning 2017-
19 and continuing in the 2019-21 biennium the court will be exploring a further upgrade to transition the court to the most recent version of the
vendor provided software. This will ensure long-term sustainability of the system and provide access to newer product features.

Appellate Commissioner Project

In 2008, the court reorganized the Office of Appellate Legal Counsel into an Appellate Commissioner’s Office. The implementation of the Appellate
Commissioner’s Office has substantially reduced the amount of time it historically has taken for substantive motions in the Court of Appeals to be
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decided. Pursuant to statute, the commissioner has authority to decide motions, own motion matters, and decide cost and attorney fees matters arising
from cases not decided by a department, but is not authorized to decide any appeal on its substantive merits. Parties may seek reconsideration of a
decision of the commissioner, resulting in review of the decision by either the Chief Judge or the Motions Department of the Court of Appeals. Since
its inception and implementation, this initiative has been highly successful in eliminating procedural bottlenecks in the appellate process, expediting
prompt disposition of thousands of matters.

Special Programs

e Appellate Settlement Conference Program — The Court of Appeals has continued to utilize its highly effective and nationally recognized
mediation program, which has allowed parties to resolve, on a mutual rather than judicial basis. On average, the program resolves
approximately 100 to 125 civil, domestic relations, and workers’ compensation cases each year. Those cases are frequently among the most
complex that the court would otherwise consider. The settlement rate for cases entering the program has been approximately 70-80 percent,
one of the highest in the nation. Recently, the program conducted a two-day training for a pilot project designed to explore the possibility of
mediating land use cases.

e Trading Benches Program — The court has developed and implemented this program in coordination with Oregon’s circuit court judges.
Through the program, trial judges periodically participate in the consideration and decision of cases in the Court of Appeals, while appellate
judges perform judicial work for the circuit courts, including presiding over hearings and trials. With a better mutual understanding of the
work that other courts perform, expensive and time-consuming reversals and remands for new trials can be substantially reduced.

e School Program — The Oregon Court of Appeals judges and staff regularly travel around Oregon to hear oral arguments in school settings
and talk with high school and college students and community groups about the court’s work and about Oregon’s justice system. The program
was re-started in 2013 after a two-year hiatus prompted by budget considerations. Overall, since 1998, the court has held oral arguments at
schools, universities and local courts in more than 60 locations throughout the state. A panel of three judges and a staff person work with the
schools and local courts to schedule the trips. The judges meet with students who attend the arguments to discuss the appellate process and the
court’s work. The students are able to read the briefs and court-provided summaries of the cases. They discuss them in class before the court
arrives, integrating the court’s visit into their social studies curriculum. The court works to choose cases that involve local parties and lawyers
and present issues that would interest the students.
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Comparative Statistics

The following chart shows comparative statistics for the Court of Appeals for the years 2013 through 2017.

Court of Appeals Comparative Statistics 2013-2017

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Administrative Review 141 131 98 103 79
Adoptions 1 2 0 1 2
Civil 308 310 314 306 281
Civil Agency Review 8 7 10 7 13
Civil Commitment 79 86 96 158 148
Civil FED 32 34 20 38 39
Civil Other Violations 11 29 10 13 14
Civil Stalking 18 20 14 16 25
Civil Traffic 16 21 19 15 23
Columbia River Gorge Commission 0 0 0 0 1
Criminal 1,146 1,117 1,167 1,207 1,361
Criminal Stalking 3 9 4 0 0
Criminal — Traffic 43 41 26 9 4
Domestic Relations 152 115 111 104 124
Domestic Relations — Punitive Contempt 4 0 0 0 0
Extreme Risk Protection Order 0
Habeus Corpus 29 26 30 32 20
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Tax Court

Court of Appeals Comparative Statistics 2013-2017 (continued)

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Juvenile Delinquencies 25 29 38 53 31
Juvenile Dependencies 181 171 253 260 229
Juvenile Terminations 35 62 53 97 39
LUBA 20 47 13 23 18
Parole Review 66 46 32 82 27
Post Conviction 217 157 173 202 175
Probate 19 10 10 12 13
Rule Challenge 16 12 7 10 11
Workers’ Compensation 67 74 76 62 89
Other 15 9 24 5 2
TOTAL FILINGS 2,652 2,565 2,598 2,815 2,768
Opinions Issues 437 504 515 514 465

The Oregon Tax Court was established in 1961 as the nation’s first judicial branch state tax court. It established a model that other states have since
followed. The Tax Court is a specialized trial-level court with statewide jurisdiction. It has exclusive jurisdiction in all questions of law or fact arising
under state tax laws. State tax laws include personal income tax, corporate excise tax, property tax, timber tax, cigarette tax, local budget laws, and
constitutional property tax limitations. The court writes a reasoned opinion in nearly all cases, and many opinions are published in the Oregon Tax
Reports in order to aid in the development of the law.

Magistrate Division

In 1995, the Legislature abolished the administrative hearing process within the Department of Revenue and created the Magistrate Division as a
second, lower division of the Tax Court to provide initial de novo review of county and Department of Revenue tax determinations. In most
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Magistrate Division cases, one or more parties are self-represented. The Magistrate Division uses informal rules, is not a court of record, and
conducts many of its proceedings by phone. The three magistrates resolve the great majority of cases without any further appeal, through trial,
dispositive motions or the court’s mediation program.

Regular Division

The Regular Division has one judge, who hears (1) appeals from the Magistrate Division de novo, (2) cases transferred from the Magistrate Division
by order of the Regular Division judge and (3) declaratory judgment actions, mandamus actions, certain cases implicating constitutional property tax
limitations, and certain local budget law matters. The Regular Division follows rules based on the Oregon Rules of Civil Procedure, is a court of
record, and generally has the powers of a circuit court sitting in equity.

Outreach Efforts

Because of its unique role, the Tax Court maintains regular contact with its principal constituencies, including the Department of Revenue and the
department’s attorneys in the Department of Justice; the Oregon State Bar Taxation Section; the Oregon State Association of County Assessors; the
Oregon County Counsel Association; and the Oregon Society of Certified Public Accountants. The court involves its stakeholders in the annual
adoption of new rules, and its judicial officers regularly attend and speak at events within the Oregon tax community. The court hosts and trains
several Oregon law student externs each year, many of whom go on to practice Oregon tax law. Attending Senate and House revenue committee
meetings is standard training for externs and law clerks.

Docket

The court tracks and analyzes its docket, both to satisfy requirements specified in ORS 305.505 and to improve the court’s processes. Based on
anecdotal evidence the court has identified several factors that affect the total number of tax appeals, including economic cycles, law changes, and
changes in the court’s filing fees. For example, in a 50 percent spike during the last recession, 3,042 appeals were filed between July 1, 2008 and
June 30, 2010, compared to 2,000 during the prior two years and 2,169 the following two years. Oregon’s frequent changes to its tax laws tend to
prompt appeals that test and eventually settle new statutory language. Major law changes can have a more lasting effect; for example, Measure 50’s
property tax limitation regime has caused a long-term decline in property tax appeals since the late 1990s. Finally, in 1997 when the Magistrate
Division began operating, its filing fee was lower than other court fees ($25 for Magistrate Division compared to $50 for Regular Division and $65
for circuit courts) in recognition that the prior administrative proceeding within the Department of Revenue required no fee. The current statutory
filing fee of $265 seems to deter some filings, despite the availability of hardship relief.
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In the Magistrate Divisio