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Chairman King and Members of the Committee: 

 
 Thank you, Chairman King, and the members of this committee for the opportunity to 
present testimony on Senate Bill 320. We appreciate your efforts in keeping the approved 
appropriations for the Judicial Branch intact for fiscal years 2016 and 2017.  Barring substantial 
cuts by the Legislature or Governor or decreases in projected docket fees, the Judicial Branch 
base budget for fiscal years 2016 and 2017, as contained in the September 15, 2015, budget 
submission, should allow the Judicial Branch to continue operations without the risk of court 
closures.   
 
 We remain grateful to you for the efforts to keep the Judicial Branch budget intact. 
However, we have several budget concerns about the technical operation of Senate Bill 320. 
While House Bill 2449 would repeal the nonseverability clause in 2015 HB 2005, we seriously 
question whether House Bill 2449 would also repeal the 2014 nonseverability clause that affects 
the Judicial Branch budget.  
 
 This question is important because the 2014 nonseverability clause, as contained in 2014 
HB 2338, is tied to other revenue provisions that continue into FY 2016 and future years. 
Specifically, 2014 HB 2338 contains the following provisions that provide revenues to the 
Judicial Branch: 
 

 Increased docket fees for certain criminal violations and other judicial filings. The 
estimated additional Judicial Branch revenues from these provisions are approximately 
$2.3 million each year for FY 2016 and FY 2017.  

 Changed portion of revenues remitted from district court docket fees to 99.01% to the 
Judicial Branch Docket Fee Fund. (Previously, other non-Judicial Branch funds received 
a portion of the docket fees. See Attachment.) The estimated additional Judicial Branch 
revenues are approximately $1.5 million for FY 2016 and FY 2017.   
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 If these items are eliminated by the 2014 nonseverability clause, there would be a 
substantial revenue shortfall in the Judicial Branch budget.  The docket fee fund is used to fund 
Judicial Branch salaries, and this shortfall of approximately $3.8 million ($2.3 million plus $1.5 
million) in a fiscal year clearly would require court closures.  
 
 Although 2014 HB 2338 contained other funding provisions, such as an additional $2 
million appropriation to partially fund initiatives approved by the Legislature, those provisions 
were limited to funding in FY 2015 – which has ended.  The concerns raised in this testimony 
are only with those provisions in 2014 HB 2338 that would affect Judicial Branch funding in FY 
2016 and future years.  
 
 To eliminate any doubt about the continuing application of the funding provisions in 
2014 HB 2338, we ask that you consider making clear that these funding provisions are still in 
effect so that the funding outlined above would unquestionably be in place.  Thank you for the 
opportunity to testify on SB 320. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 






























