February 4, 2010
TO:

SCJA Legislative Committee

FROM:
SCJA Civil Law and Rules Committee




Judge Kimberley Prochnau, Chair

RE:
SHB 2550 – Criminal street gang activity

HB 3076 / SB 6791 – Involuntary treatment act

HB 3086 – Concurrent jurisdiction

SB 6733 – Involuntary commitment costs


SB 6618 – Family friendly court grant program

This report is for the use of the Superior Court Judges’ Association in evaluating legislation.  Please do not disseminate the report to persons outside the Association.
SHB 2550 – Concerning abatement of nuisances involving criminal street gang              
          activity
Recommendation:  No position.

The committee considered the proposed changes to the original bill, which they previously addressed, and did not discern any change to court impact.  Members agreed to maintain no position.
HB 3076 / SB 6791 – Concerning the involuntary treatment act
Recommendation:  No position.
The bills extend the current definition of “likelihood of serious harm” for determinations regarding petitions for involuntary commitment.  The new definition may assist in getting treatment before a crisis when a person’s mental health is deteriorating.  Members agreed to take no position.
HB 3086 – Concerning concurrent jurisdiction of state and federal courts

Recommendation:  No position.

The bill provides that state and federal courts have concurrent jurisdiction over an action:  (1) brought against a surety to recover for costs of labor, materials, or improvements, including an action involving a claim for delinquent contributions to a benefit plan; and (2) to foreclose a lien for labor, materials, and taxes on public works, also including an action involving delinquent contributions.  Committee members did not foresee a substantial impact on the state courts as a result of the bill and recommend no position.
SB 6733 – Allocating responsibility for court-related costs of involuntary 
  
    
       commitment proceedings 


Recommendation:  No position
The bill would allocate responsibility for the court-related costs of involuntary commitment proceedings to the county in which the detention was initiated.  The Civil Committee recommended no position, assuming that the Court Administrators Association does not have concerns.   
Marti Maxwell, Thurston County Superior Court Administrator, states: 

  I polled a short list of superior court administrators, and three responding administrators share my opinion that these costs are already paid in part by our regional support networks.  For Mason and Thurston County, the involuntary commitment center is part of St. Peter Hospital in Olympia and the hearings are staffed twice a week for a total of 8 hours by a commissioner, clerk, prosecutor, and defense attorney.  The majority of the costs associated with personnel are paid through the RSN.  In five years, we have had one trial for a Mason County resident.  Mason County paid the filing fee.  We did not bill Mason County for the costs of the jury or for the court reporter, judge, etc.  The few commitment trials we have last one day.  Overall we are of the opinion that this bill does not have significant fiscal impact for the courts since most of these costs are being carried by the RSNs. 

SB 6618 – Creating the family friendly court grant program - day care programs in 
       the courts  (This bill was not on the Civil Committee’s agenda, but   
  
      Judge Middaugh provided an informational update.)
Judge Middaugh reported that she personally testified regarding this bill (not on behalf of the Association).  Although she supports the concept of court-based child care services, she opposed the bill as written because it appears to require courts to directly supervise and hire day-care providers rather than contracting with outside sources.  
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