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OPERATING EXPENDITURES

House Bill 227 will increase the jurisdictional limit of the district court from $50,000 to $75,000 per 
defendant. The court does not anticipate a significant impact from this change. The bill also increases the 
jurisdictional limit of small claims court from $7,500 to $10,000 and allows a plaintiff to sue an out-of-state 
defendant in those cases where the claim arose in Alaska. Both changes are likely to increase the number 
of cases filed in small claims court. The cases with out-of-state defendants are likely to be more lengthy 
than would otherwise be the case. However, because the increase in the number of cases filed in small 
claims court will be partially offset by a corresponding decrease in the number of cases filed in the district 
court and because the number of likely out-of-state defendants is unknown, the impact of the passage of 
HB 227 is too speculative to support a fiscal note at this time. If the impact turns out to be significant the 
court may return to the legislature with a request for additional funding. 


