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Proposed law may result in an overall net increase in SGF expenditures in the Supreme Court, to the extent it conducts additional
disciplinary proceedings of attorneys from other jurisdictions and creates additional courts of specialized jurisdiction.

Supreme Court - Proposed law may result in an increase in SGF expenditures in the Supreme Court, to the extent that any additional
investigations are allowed for disciplinary proceedings against an attorney from another jurisdiction. The Louisiana Attorney Disciplinary
Board (LADB) has the exclusive authority to investigate complaints involving attorney discipline and may sustain additional workload,
though it is unknown the extent to which added investigations would result in any additional expenditures.

Note: Information provided by the Supreme Court suggests that it could possibly absorb these costs, unless the LADB determines that
conducting additional investigations of attorneys from other jurisdictions would substantially add to their workload. The LFO has contacted
the LADB seeking information on costs incurred to conduct investigations involving attorney discipline and misconduct and will update this
fiscal note as information becomes available.

Proposed law may also result in an indeterminable increase in SGF expenditures in the Supreme Court, to the extent that new courts of
specialized jurisdiction are created. Costs to create courts of specialized jurisdiction are variable, and any estimated fiscal impact is
contingent on the number and type of courts created. Also, the LFO is unclear as to whether the proposed law intends to create courts of
specialized jurisdiction that will result in utilizing existing judges and staff performing the duties associated with the courts of specialized
jurisdiction, which may impact expenditures to courts.

Note: The LFO has requested that the Supreme Court provide information on costs associated with creating courts of specialized
jurisdiction and will provide that information as it becomes available.

Note: The Department of State may incur additional election costs to place constitutional amendments on the ballot on November 15,
2025. The department has estimated a budget of approximately $4.1 M in FY 26 for the November election. At this time, no statewide
initiatives are contemplated in the budget. If a statewide election is required for voters to contemplate constitutional amendments or other
statewide measures, the Department of State will require an additional appropriation in FY 26. The estimated cost of holding a statewide
election is $7 M. An additional $2.9 M would be needed to transition the election to a statewide election for all parishes and precincts.

Current law provides that the Supreme Court shall have exclusive jurisdiction of disciplinary proceedings against a member of the bar;
provides that the legislature may establish trial courts and courts of limited or specialized jurisdiction with parish-wide territorial
jurisdiction and subject matter jurisdiction uniform throughout the state; provides for the original jurisdiction of district courts. Proposed
law allows the Supreme Court to also have exclusive jurisdiction of disciplinary proceedings against an attorney from another jurisdiction
concerning legal services to the state, including related unethical practices; authorizes establishment of trial courts of limited or specialized
jurisdiction by law enacted by 2/3 of the elected members of each house of the legislature; provides that except as authorized in the
constitution, the district court has exclusive original jurisdiction involving felony cases and cases involving immovable property as provided
in the current constitution; provides that the proposed law (constitutional amendment) shall be submitted to voters at a statewide election
to be held on 11/15/25 or at another statewide election authorized by law, whichever occurs first.

There is no anticipated direct material effect on governmental revenues as a result of this measure.
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