Minnesota Supreme Court

Legal Services Planning Committee
June 10, 2009

2:30 p.m. – 4:30 p.m.

Minnesota Judicial Center

Room 225

Call in available at 651-282-2620

Attendance: Justice Hanson, Gary Hird, Steve Hirsh, Susan Ledray, Sally Scoggin, Hon. Natalie Hudson, Bev Heydinger, Gloria Contreras-Edin, Tom Milenhausen, Cathy Haukedal (for Jerry Lane), Karen Cannon, Hon. Paul Nelson, Peter Knapp
I. Attorney Registration Fee Update – LAD had been working on a proposal to increase the attorney registration fee $75 for civil legal services.  The legislature ended up recommending a $75 increase for the public defender, so if legal aid was going to ask for any increase it needed to be smaller and happen at the same time as the PD petition.  The June 5th deadline did not leave enough time for LAD / MSBA to be the petitioner, so the Planning Committee agreed to be the petitioner.  Dorsey attorney James Langdon drafted the petition as a pro bono attorney for the committee.  Copy of the petition available on the Planning Committee website.  Minnesota is in the middle compared to other state attorney registration fee amounts.
II. Update on LSAC / LTAB Funding for Next Biennium – 22.4% cut from LTAB and 12.4% cut for LSAC.  Discussion of differences between the two committees and Planning Committee’s role in bringing information and priorities to the funding committee’s in the future.  September agenda will include discussion of possible consolidation of committees.
III. Discussion of March 30 Assembly Meeting – Good attendance; any strong take away ideas?
a. Pro Bono Roundtable Idea – Push would have to go both ways; see if firms will prioritize the greater MN cases and then convey that priorities to the greater MN programs; would have types of cases that they would take (pilot project to start)
b. Better Communication – Need to do more to communicate with stakeholders between assembly meetings.
IV. Work Plan

a. Greater MN subcommittee – Suggestion to look at judicare or pro bono extending more from the metro to the second ring counties.  Issue of boundary lines between service areas.  Maybe something to the Roundtable where cases aren’t so far away.  Make sure to have impacted parties be at the table for discussion.
b. Family subcommittee – Not needed
c. Data subcommittee – Student assistance this summer for mapping projects.
d. Public Awareness – Meet this summer for the first time.
e. Vision and values – Circulate again to Sally and Peter.  Finalize at September meeting.
f. Judicial System subcommittee – Discussion of whether there could be a role for this committee in communicating the importance of civil legal services to groups within the Judicial Branch (forms committees, etc.).  Susan Ledray interested in the concept.  Need to decide if should be a subcommittee.
