
DATE: September 9,2010 

TO: Board of lane County Commissioners 

FROM: Alex Cuyler, Intergovernmental Relations Manager 

RE: legislative Priorities Update 

On August 25, the Board approved an initial slate of priorities for lane County. This memo serves to provide 
further information on a legislative issue that is evolving, and given my expectation for how it will continue to• 
evolve, I felt you should have the opportunity to weigh in and provide direction. 

At issue is the amount and distribution of court fees. In response to Oregon's budget crisis, the 2009 legislative 
Assembly approved temporary new fees and fee increases for the state court system by passing HB 2287 as 
modified by HB 3199. The fees temporarily adjusted by this bill apply to both civil actions and criminal violations 
filed on or after October 1, 2009, and before July 1, 2011. 

Further, the bill established an Interim Committee on State Judicial System Revenues, with staff support 
provided by the Legislative Fiscal Office (LFO), Legislative Committee Services, and the Judicial Department. The 
Committee is making recommendations on Judicial Department fees, fines and surcharges, and the distribution 
of the temporary fee and surcharge revenue to justice system entities (including counties). The Committee is 
co-chaired by Representative Nancy Nathanson and Senator Joanne Verger. 

It has held nine meetings to date; the most recent was September 7, 2010. I attended and testified on the issue 
of County Law Library funding. Donna Austin, Program Manager for Family Mediation Services also attended 
and testified (with approval from both myself and Director Rockstroh) on mediation services. We were there 
because the Committee's agenda included the release and discussion of an Draft LC (legislative concept) that 
addresses civil filing fees, both in amount and distribution methodology. Currently, a percentage of filing fees 
goes directly to law libraries, and then there are other add-on fees that are set by counties for the provision of 
family mediation services. 

The discussion at tire Committee has to do with the approach that the LC Draft is going to take as it continues to 
be refined. There were two items discussed at the hearing relating to counties: 

• 	 The draft would eliminate the percentage distribution to counties (based on population) for law libraries 
and replace it with a program managed by the Association of Oregon Counties. I do not anticipate that 
language will remain, but there was clearly a concern by the committee that there is little systematic 
oversight and measurable outcomes from their perspective. My testimony informed them of the broad 
access to the local government, budget setting procedures, advisory committee oversight and compared 
that to the often abbreviated legislative process. 

• 	 The draft would also eliminate the ability of local government to set an add~on fee for local family 
mediation services, and would replace it instead with a budgetary appropriation determined by the 
ways and means process. Ms. Austin's testimony outlined the services provided by the Program, the 
fee setting process, the budgetary management, and the outcomes of the local efforts. 

It is my expectation that the Committee will draft a bill that will have impacts to lane County that at the least 
lessen local control. To date, staff has attempted to provide information only to the Committee. I am taking the 
assumption that the Board would look negatively at a proposal to have the legislature remove the authority of 
the Board in setting certain court fees and managing the law library. I will continue to act in that manner and 

coordinate staff in this effort unless you indicate a different preference on this issue. 


