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F I S C A L  N O T E

Revision Date/T ime (Note if correction):________________ Dept. Affected]__________________________
Title Domestic Violence Protective Orders__________BRU Alaska Court System___________
_________ ________ ______________________________ Component Trial Courts__________________
Sponsor Senator French_________________________  ___________________________
Requester ~ _________________________ Component No. _________

STATE OF A LA S K A Fiscal Note Number: ________________________
2004 LEG IS LA T IV E  SESSION Bill Version: SB308_ACS-TC-3-8-04

() Publish Date: _________________________

Expenditures/Revenues_________________________ (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below. _____
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010
Personal Services 
Travel 
Contractual 
Supplies 
Equipment 
Land & Structures 
Grants & Claims 
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES"" |

[change IN'rEVEnI TeS "( ) ~ I
FUND S O U R C E ___________________________ (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF
1005 GF/Program Receipts 
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY2004) cost: 0.0
Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor's FY 2005 budget proposal: 
POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)
The court system does not anticipate any fiscal impact from the passage of SB 308.

Prepared by: Doug Wooliver Administrative Attorney
Division AlaskajCourt System
Approved by:
Agency

Stephanie Cole Administrative Director by Doug Wooliver 
Alaska Court System

(Rovuod 9/2003 OMO)

Phone 463-4750
Date/Time 3/8/04 11:12AM

Date 3/8/2004

Page 1 o f 1__



F I S C A L  N O T E

STATE OF A LA S K A
2004 LEG IS LA T IV E SESSION

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction):
Title An Act increasing the duration of

Fiscal Note Number:
Bill Version:
() Publish Date:

SB308

Administration

DV protective orders

Dept. Affected:
'BRU
Component Public Defender Agency

Legal and Advocacy Services

Sponsor
Requester

Senator French
(S) State Affairs

Expenditures/Revenues

Component No. 

(Thousands of Dollars)

1631

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010
Personal Services 
Travel 
Contractual 
Supplies 
Equipment 
Land & Structures 
Grants & Claims 
Miscellaneous

88.3 88.3 88.3 88.3 88.3 88.3
4.8 4.8 4.8 4.8 4.8 4.8
23.1 23.1 23.1 23.1 23.1 23.1
2.7 2.7 2.7 2.7 2.7 2.7
6.7 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7

TOTAL OPERATING 125.6 119.6 119.6 119.6 119.6 119.6

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES (
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF 125.6 119.6 119.6 119.6 119.6 119.6
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (Specify Type--Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL 125.6 119.6 119.6 119.6 119.6 119.6

Estimate of any current year (FY2004) cost: 0.0
Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor's FY 2005 budget proposal:

POSITIONS
Full-time 1 1 1 1 1 ~ n
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)
This bill will have a fiscal impact on the operations of the Public Defender Agency. Expanding the duration of a 
standard domestic violation protective order from 6 months to 1 year will increase the caseload and workload of the 
Agency. More cases involving violations of protective orders will be assigned to the Agency. There were 
appoximately 350 cases of violations of DV restraining orders in FY03 handled by the Agency. Doubling the length of 
the restraining order will likely double the number of cases charging violations of DV restraining orders. As a result it 
is anticipated that there will be over 350 more cases a year assigned to the Agency for these offenses. Since most of 
these offenses occur in the Anchorge area, the Agency will need one full time attorney to handle this increased 
caseload.

Approved by: 
Agency

Prepared by:
Division

Linda K. Wilson, Deputy Director
Public Defender Agency

Phone (907)-334-4416 
Date/Time 3/10/04 12:00 AM

Mike Miller, Commissioner Date 3/11/2004
Administration

(Revised 9/2003 OMB) Page 1 of 1



What are the time limits on civil protection 
orders in each state?*
*Does not include extensions in all instances.

Questions, requests for technical assistance or requests for additional copies o f  this document 
should be directed to: BW JP Civil Justice Center @ 1-800-903-0111, ext. 2

Updated as o f  4/4/2003

T im e L im it S ta te S ta te  C ode Provision

3 months 
(2 states)

Idaho 1 Idaho  C ode  § 39-6306(5) (2002):
[ N ot less than three m onths; m ay be 1 

renewed for one year terms.
Wyoming W y o . St a t . A n n . § 35-21-106(b) 

(2002): N ot to exceed three months; 
m ay be extended for good cause for 
3 m onth terms.

9 0 -  ISO days West Virginia
W. V a . CODE § 48-27-505 (2003): 
90 days o r 180 days at the discretion 
o f  the court.

150 days

|

Utah
Utah  Co d e  An n . § 30-6-4.2(6)(a) 
(2003): 150 days unless court 
indicates on the record the reason for 
setting a date beyond the 150 days.

182 days
'

M ichigan
M ic h . Co m p . Law s § 600.2950 (13) 
(2002): not less than 1S2 days.

]

B W JP -C iv il, P C A D V  6400 F la n k  D rive, S u ite  1300 H a r r i s b u rg ,  PA  17112; T e l: 1 -S00-903-0111 ext 2
4/4/2003
C :\T E M P \chartchanges.doc



! Time Limit | State State Code Provision

|
6 months 
(4 states)

j Alaska

I

A laska St a t . § 18.66.100c(2) j 
(2003): 6 m onths or earlier. An order 
that prohibits respondent from 

■ threatening to com m it or com m itting j 
domestic violence, stalking, or 
harassm ent is effective until further 
order o f  the court.

Connecticut Co n n . Ge n . S ta t . § 46b-15(d) 
(2003): Not to exceed six months, 
can be extended by court.

Georgia

1

Ga . C ode An n . § 19-13-4(c) (2002): 
No m ore than six m onths, but can be 
converted to a perm anent order upon 
the m otion o f  a petitioner and notice 
to the respondent and after a hearing.

New Mexico N.M . Stat . A n n . § 40-13-6(B) 
(2002): N ot to exceed six months. 
M av be extended in six month 
increm ents unon motion bv 
petitioner.

B W JP -C iv il, P C A D V  6400 F la n k  D rive , S u ite  1300 H a r r is b u rg ,  P A  17112; Tel: 1-800-903-0111 ex t 2
4/4/2003
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Tim e L im it S ta te S ta te  C ode P rov ision
i Alabama A la . Code § 30 -5 -7 (e)(l) (2003): 

O ne year, unless a shorter o r longer 
I period o f  time is expressly ordered 

by  the court.
A rizona | A r iz . R e v . St a t . § 13-3602(K) 

i (2003): One year after service on 
j defendant.

Delaware ! D e l . Co d e  An n . tit. 10, § 1045 (b) 
i (2002): N ot to exceed one year, can 
j be  extended for up to 6 m onth term.

District o f  Colum bia D .C. Code  An n . § 16-1005(d) 
(2003): O ne year; can be extended 
for good cause shown.

Iowa Iow a  Code  § 236.5-{c)_(2003): Not | 
to exceed one year. Extensions are 
not limited.

Kansas Ka n . St a t . A n n . § 6 0 -3 107(e) 
(2002): N ot to exceed one year; can 
be extended for one additional year.

1

One year

M aryland M d . Co d e  An n ., Fa m . Law  § 4- 
506(g) (2002): N ot to exceed 12 
months.

M assachusetts M a s s . G e n . La w s . ch. 209A , § 3{i)
(IS  states) (2003): N ot to exceed one year. 

Extensions possible.

t

M innesota M in n . St a t . § 5 lS B .0 l(6 )(b ) 
(2002): O ne year, except when the 
court determ ines that a longer fixed 
period is appropriate.

f M issouri M o. R e v . St a t . § 455.040(1)
(2003): 180 days to one year. 
Extensions possible for ISO days to 1 !

! year.
N ebraska I N eb. R ev. S t a t .  § 42-924(3) (2002):

1 O ne year.

I
Nevada N e v . Rev . Sta t . § 33.080(3) (2002):

! N ot to exceed one year.
New Hampshire I

I
I

\T.H. R ev . Stat . A nn . § 173- 
3:5(VI): N ot to exceed one year. 
Extensions possible.

B W JP -C iv il, P C A D V  6400 F la n k  D rive, S u ite  1300 H a r r is b u rg ,  1*A 17112; T e l: 1-800-903-0111 ex t 2
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Tim e L im it S ta te S ta te  C ode P ro v is io n
One year continued New York N.Y. Fa m . Ct . A ct  § 842 (2003):

(IS States)

I

j N ot to exceed one year. Up to three 
1 years i f  aggravating circum stances 
1 exist.

N orth Carolina | N .C. Ge n . Sta t . § 50B-3(b) (2003): 
N ot to exceed one year. Extensions 
possible for 1 year terms.

Oregon O r . Re v . Stat . § 107.718-j(lj | 
(2001): O ne year.

South Carolina

i

S.C. Code  An n . § 20-4-70(A ) [  
(2002): N ot less than 6 m onths nor 
m ore than one year. Extensions 
possible.

1Tennessee
i

T e n n . Code  An n . § 36-3-608(a) 
(2002): N ot to exceed one year.

B W JP -C iv il, I’C A D V  6400 F la n k  D rive , Su ite  1300 H a r r is b u rg ,  PA  17112; T el: 1-800-903-0111 ext 2
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T im e L im it S tate S ta te  C ode P rov ision
1| 1 Louisiana | L a . R e v . St a t . An n . § 46:2136{F) | j

1 year 6 months 
(2 states) |

! (2003): Not to exceed 18 m onths. 
! Extensions possible.

! Pennsylvania J P a . St a t . A n n . tit. 23, § 6108(d) 
(2002): N ot to exceed 18 months, 

j Extensions possible.
Arkansas I Ajrk. C ode An n . § 9-15-205(b) 

(2002): not less than 90 days nor 
m ore than 2 years. Extensions 
possible.

Illinois 725 I I I .  Co m p . Sta t . 5/112A -20(b) 
j (2003): N ot to exceed 2 years. 

Extensions possible.

Two years 
(6 states)

Indiana In d . C ode  § 34-26-5-9(e) (2002): Up | 
to 2 years after issuance, unless 
another date is ordered by the court.

M aine M e . R e v . Sta t . A n n . tit. 19-A, § 
4007-(2) (2003): Not to exceed two | 
years. Extensions possible.

Texas T e x . Fa m . Co d e  An n . § 85.025(a) 
(2002): N ot to exceed two years. 
Extensions possible.

Virginia V a . C ode  An n . § 16.1-279.1-(B) | 
(2003): U p to two years.

B W JP -C iv il, P C A D V  6400 F la n k  D rive , S u ite  1300 H a r r is b u rg ,  PA  17112; T el: 1-800-903-0111 ex t 2
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Tim e L im it S tate S ta te  C ode P rov ision
California C a l . F a m . C o d e  § 6345(a) (2003): | 

Personal conduct, stay-aw ay, and 
residence exclusion orders m ay have 
a duration o f  no t m ore than three 
years. T he duration o f  orders for 
custody, visitation, support and 
disposition o f  property shall be 
governed by  the law relating to those 
specific subjects. Orders m ay be 
renew ed for 3 year term  or be 
perm anent.

Three years 
(6 states)

Kentucky

L

K y . R e v . St a t . A nti. § 403.750(2) 
(2002): N ot to exceed three years. 
R enew able for 3 year term unlimited.

Mississippi M iss. Co d e  A n n . § 93-21-17(2) 
(2003): N ot to exceed three years.

Oklahoma O k l a . St a t . tit. 22, § 60.4(H) 
(2003): N ot to exceed three years. 
Extension possible.

Rhode Island

I

R.I. G e n . L a w s § 8-8.1-3(d) (2002): | 
N ot to exceed three years. Extension 
possible.

* South Dakota S.D. C od ified  Law s  § 25-10-1(3) 
(2002): 3 years o r less.

Four years 
(1 state)

W isconsin

I

W is. Sta t . § S13.12(4)(c)l. (2002): 
4 vears. Extensions possible for four 
years i f  original order w as for less 
than four vears.

Five years 
(1 state)

Ohio O hio  R e v . C ode  A n n . §
3 1 13.31(E)(3)(a) (A nderson 2002):
No longer than five years.

__

B W JP -C iv il, P C A D V  6400 F la n k  D rive, Su ite  1300 H a r r is b u rg ,  PA 17112; T e l: 1-800-903-0111 ext 2
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Tim e L im it S tate S ta te  C ode P rov ision
fj11•
!1i

Colorado C olo. R ev. S t a t . § 13 -14-102(5} | j 
(2002): Can b e  perm anent. A w ards ; 
for tem porary  care and custody o f  

I any m inor child  are for a period o f  
1 not m ore than 120 days.

M ontana M ont . C ode A n n . § 40-15-204(5) [j 
(2002): O rder m ay continue for 
appropriate tim e period as ordered by 

j the court or be m ade perm anent.
Permanent New Jersey N .J. St a t . A n n . § 2C:25-28-(n) |
(4 states) | (2002): Can be perm anent.

!

W ashington j W ash . Re v . C ode § 26.50.060(2} | 
i (2003): Civil court m ay  grant re lie f 

for a period: no t to exceed one year if  
respondent is restrained from 
contacting m inor children, otherw ise, 
w ith regard to other relief, court m ay 
grant re lie f for a fixed period or enter > 
a pennanent order o f  protection.

i

Florida

1

F l a . St a t . ch. 741.30(6)(c) (2002): j 
Terms o f  order shall rem ain in effect I 
until m odified o r dissolved.

Hawaii H a w . R ev . St a t . § 586-5.5-(a)
i
; No time frame specified 

(4 states)

(2003): F ixed reasonable period as 
the court deem s appropriate. 
Extensions possible.

1
North Dakota

J
N.D. Ce n t . Co d e  § 14-07.1-02 
(2002): N o lim its stipulated.

f"| Vermont Vt . St a t . A n n . tit. 15, §§
1103(c)(5),(6), 1103(d) (2003): 
Orders for child support or spousal 
support are not to exceed three 
months. Fixed periods determ ined by 
court. Extensions possible.

BYVJP-Civil, P C A D V  6400 F la n k  D riv e , S u ite  1300 H a r r is b u rg , PA  17112; T el: 1-800-903-0111 ex t 2
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A l a s k a  S t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r e

Senate
Judiciary

Committee
•

Senate 
Labor & Commerce 

Committee 
•

Senate 
Administrative 

Regulation Review 
Committee

...ttA

S e n a t o r  H o l l is  F r e n c h
Senator_Hollis_French@legis.state.ak.us

www.akdcmocrats.org
SPONSOR STATEMENT

While in Session 
State Capitol 

Juneau, Alaska 99801 
(907) 465-3892 
I (866) 465-3892 

Fax: (907) 465-6595 
•

While in Ancltorai’e
7 16 West 4tli Avenue 

Anchorage, Alaska 99501 
(907) 269-0234 

Fax: (907) 269-0238

SB 308 -  Increasing the duration of certain provisions 
of domestic violence protective orders 

from six months to one year

SB 308 addresses the duration of long-term domestic violence restraining orders. 
Currently, six months is the practical limit on a long-term domestic violence 
restraining order -  otherwise known as a DVRO. SB 308 doubles the length of 
DVROs to one year. Short-term, or ex parte, protective orders are not affected by 
this bill, and they would continue to be granted for a maximum of twenty days 
under current law.

The two parties to a DVRO are the petitioner, who is the person asking for the 
court’s protection, and the respondent. Long-term DVROs are only granted by a 
judge after formal notice to both parties and a hearing. In order to grant a DVRO, 
the judge must make a finding that the respondent has committed an act of 
domestic violence against the petitioner.

There are several benefits to this proposal. Of primary importance is that 
extending the time frame of a DVRO allows the petitioner a longer period of 
protection without having to go back to court to confront the respondent. A second 
benefit of extending the term of the DVRO is that court system resources will be 
conserved. In many instances, petitioners are forced to return to court for a second 
DVRO because the respondent’s behavior has not changed. Granting the DVROs 
for one year will decrease the need for repeat court proceedings.

Alaska continues to struggle with high rates of domestic violence, and extending 
the length of the DVRO is one way to address that problem. Currently, only five 
states have shorter terms for DVROs than Alaska’s. The vast majority of states, 
however, give judges the authority to impose DVROs of uo to a year, or even

mailto:Senator_Hollis_French@legis.state.ak.us
http://www.akdcmocrats.org


SB 308 -  Dom estic V iolence Protective Order 
Page 2_________________________________

longer, which has been shown to have a positive effect on the numbers of repeat 
offenses and requests for additional DVROs.

To look at some comparative statistics — currently in Anchorage there are some 
3,000 annual court filings for DVROs. By comparison, Miami-Dade County, 
Florida, with a population of over two million, has only 7,000 filings per year. The 
lower ratio in Miami-Dade can be explained in part by the fact that in Florida there 
is no upper time limit on DVROs.

Please join me in taking another step in our progress toward eliminating the 
scourge of domestic violence from our community and support SB 308.

February 22, 2004


