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Who Pays for What...

= Counties pay for: [- State pays fot: ]
0 Courthouse facilities / 0 Judge/employee salaries\
o Court transcripts and benefits
0 Indigent defense costs 0 Training & education
0 Jury expenses 0 Operating expenses
0 Interpreters- criminal cases 0 Travel
0 Witness fees 0 Contractual services
0 Law library costs (supported 0 Supplies & materials
by fees) 0 Capital assets

\u Automation/ Technology

February 11, 2015 UJS FY16 Budget Hearing 4




FY16 Funding Level - $50,043,621

Personal Services vs. Operating Expenses Funding Sources

Operating
Expenses
21.0%

Personal
Services
79.0%

(Does not include State Bar Informational Budget)
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‘The Judicial Branch Budget Includes...
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Y16 Budget Breakdown by Program

Supreme Court
5.5%

Jud Qual Comm
Info and Tech 0.1%

10.2%

State Court Admin
4.9%

Comm Based
Services
1.5%

Training
0.8%

Court Services

25.09 -
% Circuit Court

30.1%

Clerks of Court
21.8%

(Does not include State Bar Informational Budget)
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‘ FY14 UJS Selected Disbursements

Restitution,

— $3,465,141

Remitted to
County,
$13,571,535

Remitted to State,
$11,576,015

Remitted to City,
$418,490

$29.031,181
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Court Automation Fund (CAF)

Revenues

Search Fees

Circuit Court Surcharge
Judgment Searches

Interest Earned

Information Requests
Nonresident Attorney Fees
Victims Comp 3% Admin Fee
Supreme Court Surcharge

Fax Filing Fees

CD Transcripts

Miscellaneous

Expenses

Information & Technology

o FTE’s, Consulting, Hardware,
Software, Maintenance, BIT
Charges, Development, Support

Support Services

0 Contract Judges, Committee
Meetings, Microfilm, Bank and
Credit Card Fees, Clerk Audits

Capital Assets

Miscellaneous

0 Telecommunications, Equip
Maintenance, Westlaw , PEPL
Insurance
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‘ CAF Revenue Breakdown
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CAF Projected Revenue and Expenses

10.0

9.0

Millions

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
Actual Actual Actual Proj Proj Proj Proj Proj
= Revenue ® Expenses m Cash Balance

FY16 — Sunset of increased surcharge on small claims cases
FY18 — Sunset of increased fee for criminal background checks
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Focus for FY16

Sk Thkot
Unified Judicial System

= Public Safety Improvement
Act Implementation

= Drug/DUI Courts, Veterans
Courts and HOPE Courts
Expansion

= Juvenile Justice Reinvestment

= Rural Attorney Recruitment

Program Expansion

= c-BEverything:

0 e-Filing; e-Citations; e-Documents; 2015 |
e-Access; e-Payments State of the :
Judiciary Message Xelumes
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‘ Public Satety Improvement Act (SB 70)

Percentage of Probationers Revoked to
Prison or Jail

""" Target = <5% s== Uy of Probationers Revoked to Prison
7.0%
0
- 5.8% 5.2%
........................................ T TrY Sl ssssssse
== 4.4%
FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
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Presumptive Probation- Statewide FY14

February 11, 2015

Class 5 and 6 Felony

Dispositions - FY 2014

Total: 1734
Figure 9

® Prison " Probation ™ Qther

3%
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Drug/DUI Courts

—— Sl CORMOMN [*. 1 | CAMPEELL FHERACM AREMALL i
PR
Northern Hills - Y1) ) * :ﬁg iy - Ll
:.n_‘) ¥4 Court Ll WAWORTH| EDuARO® i ;‘w: ﬁ:‘: .l [
] P I S, T R
e Tolkr
bl il e b | _
FAALK E. o Y
S - o =~ enr
Nerthern Hills JRARAARREAAEA * izl — o8 $557%7 R
REPPIIIIII LS IS EIIIILE g | - /
. e e e A e e ALY woe ] HAD [ R Ll
A LR P MALE Ly
% A A P A b i "l
Ty e s
e e e o
5 ; Har
Implementation %% f“&ﬁ%&f&{ﬁ”& {,j« _ REERS pavrt [T
G55 e i
2015 T T n il ":H o™ WFF,\'._: 11&:. TANBOPH [WNER | LR R
PEANMOTIN ? P Taley b wometc| Bowmt | ugwe | PR
Eaista Lo e Eamabac SE A e
- it 1 ‘xian| nansan weook Frrry
c il e NN E.I.EFIE“'..' TRFF . ,.__ _‘ . o - rd . Ardr
DDUSLAS | HUTDHMBAOMN
] el = e
2013 s = b
Fall ANMER [F [ Y . ¥m LMCOLE
WO T YO
T | Teiha [T
ol
I Lt Valley  Sionx Falls  Sieux Falls
RRE At g Caus DUT Court Drug Court
] 0 7 ]
D 2013 2013 2013 2010
2009

Brawn County
Sabriety Court

2012

Brown County
Driug Court

Prop. Implementation
2013
Codington
County

ig Court

2014

Hatertown
Freatment Caurt

2013

Veterans

| o SRy )] G w,
Headie Lannlty

Prop. Implementation
2014

February 11, 2015

UJS FY16 Budget Hearing

15



‘ Drug/DUI Courts Growth

m Clients
Accepted 100

m Clients
Terminated

w Clients

2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Fiscal Year
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Total Clients Served Since Inception thru
FY14 - Drug and DUI Courts

Completed,
Active, 104
124

Total Kept
Terminated, from
74 Penitentiary,
228
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‘ Drug Court Outcomes ryis

m Active mGraduates = Terminated =

Retention Rate: 81%

Graduation Rate: 46%

National Average: 56%

164 Children Affected

Retention Rate= (Total Number of Graduates+
Total Number Currently Enrolled) + Total Number
of Admission

Graduation Rate= Total Number of Graduates +
(Total Number of Graduates + Total Number of
Terminations)

February 11, 2015
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‘ DUI Court Outcomes rvis

m Active mGraduates = Terminated =

Retention Rate: 76%

Graduation Rate: 53%

National Average: 56%

99 Children Affected

Retention Rate= (Total Number of Graduates +
Total Number Currently Enrolled) + Total Number of
Admission

Graduation Rate= Total Number of Graduates +
(Total Number of Graduates + Total Number of
Terminations)
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HOPE Courts

= Walworth County Pilot

= Jan. 7, 2014- Jan. 7, 2015

= 18 Participants
= 8 Successful
= 1 Unsuccessful

05 Angeles Times  woca

Hawaii finds success with tough-love
approach to repeat offenders
irachuated

we THE HOPE COURT MODEL 1§ SPREADING
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Business of the Circuit Courts FY 14
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‘ Performance Indicators
NCSC CourTool Metrics

= s
s =
Case Clearance Rate
The case clearance rale measures whelher The courl
seload. Clearance

rate is a percentage of outgoing cased based on the
volume: ol INCOMING Cases. INCOMINg Cases ane

s react ivated
. Outgoin,

Trial Date Certainty

The Trial Date Certainty metric measures the number
ses dis by trial are sc
melic is intended 1o asee
aurl to hold Lriaks on the (st
heduled to be heard. T

ils and adjudicatory e

Age of Pending Cases

The age of pendi ses is a measure of the
aging of the active cases on the court’sdocket
is calculated by totaling each day the
, excluding any inactive days
The measure point in time met
The age of the pending cases for an annual
report will reflect the age of the pending
d on final day of the year.

Collection of Monetary
Penalties

The Collection of Monetary Penalties metric
measures the payments collected and distributed
within established limelines, expressed asa
percentage of total manetary. pen: ardered in
specific Thi

1o which a caurl Lakes responsibility for the
enforcement of arders requiring payment of

number
ed durir
en time period. The number of days is calculate
¥ counting the number of d
entry of a judgment. These me,
1o comparc its
loped by the
the Conterence of State Court Administrz {
sther national guidelines. The goal for time
ysition is aintain the percentage of ca
disposed within established time standards
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Time to Disposition

NCSC Metrics > Year/Case Category

r )
Average Time to Disposition by Fiscal Year
120
100
80
5 60
]
40
20
0
Fr2011 Fy2012 Fy2013 Fy2014 Fy2015
(. »
158 199 158 123 03
43 45 68 53 62
339 203 319 168 139
123 117 108 82 85
171 165 161 71 53
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NCSC Metrics > Year/Case Category

Collection of Monetary Penalties

e R
Compliance Rate
120%
100%
80%
60%
40%
20%
0%
FY2014 FY2015
S y
Fiscal Fees/Fines/Costs Overall Overall Restitution Restitution Restitution Restitution
Year Collected Compliance Ordered Collected Disbursed Collection
Rate Rate
$12,911,532.11 $9,019,228.82 70% $2,338,013.67 $621,787.80 $588,272.74 27%
$5,434,195.75 $2,893,142.49 53% $792,427.49 $130,072.41 $92,547.98 16%
$18,345,727.86  $11,912,371.31 $3,130,441.16 $751,860.21 $680,820.72 27%
24
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‘ Odyssey Implementation/Status Update

e-Citations -

Highway
|Ddyssey Pilot I | e-Payment I Patrol

Drug Court e-Filing

e-Filing -

e-Filing -

- Data System Pilot Criminal Ciwil
Public e-Citations - SFPD R — Mandatory
Accessin Mandatory )

Courthouses

[IHMJN 1 |Dec2012  June2013  |August2013  |Nov2013  |[Jan2014  |April2014  [July2014 |Jan 2015 |Feb 2015 |201502  |2015Q3 ]
e-Citations -
Odyssey Statewide TraCSIn ::-Iope;
Implementation Brown County . o:lr
Complete ystem
- Paperless Courts - No
Earned Discharge Odyssey Initiated e-Filing for
Credit System Physical File Self-Represented
Supreme Court
Appellate
eRecord
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‘ Rural Attorney Recruitment Program

= 5 Year Commitment
= Annual Incentive of $12,513
= Funding

o State — 50%

0 $475,000

o County — 35%
$332,000

o State Bar — 15%
$142,000

= 48 Counties Qualify
= 16 Slots Available

= 21 Applicants

= 8 Applicants Placed

= Douglas, Hand, Haakon, Perkins,
Tripp, Lyman

February 11, 2015 UJS FY16 Budget Hearing
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FY16 Budget Request

FY2015 Total Budget
FTE’s

Requested Change without Salary Policy
FTE’s

FY2016 Total Budget
FTE’s

Total Decrease without Salary Policy

General Fund increase $1,101,665

Federal Funds increase $31,818
Other Funds decrease $2,201,483

Budget Brief p. 3

$51,672,595
564.4

-$1,068,000
7.3

$50,604,595
571.7

-2.1%

1.3%
4.2%
-19.2%
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FY16 Budget Request/Major Items

Budget Brief p. 4

New FTE’s

0 Magistrate Judge, Court Services Secretary — BudgetBriefp. 15

Drug/DUI Courts Budget Brief p. 17
0 New Drug/DUI Courts in Beadle, Brown and Meade Counties

= Court Services Officers; Specialist and Coordinator and Operating Expenses
0 Treatment in Brown, Codington, Minnehaha and Pennington

0 Funding Change for Hughes County DUI Court
Funding Change for Judicial Branch Educator sugesscep 13
Treatment Provider 2% Inflationary Increase

Information & Technology Decrease  susebictp. 2

s—Juventle Justtee Reinvestment Dollars  sugeeictp
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FY16 FTE Requests

Magistrate Judge
3 Judicial Circuit (1.0 FTE)

0 Misdemeanor Criminal Cases and Civil
Actions under $12,000

0 Expansion of Drug Courts (Beadie, Brookings)

Court Services Secretary

Hughes County (.3 FTE)
a2 Support CSOs

Meade County DUI Court

Court Services Officer - DUI Court
Meade County (1.0 FTE)

o New Court

Court Coordinator - DUI Court
Meade County (1.0 FTE)

o New Court

Budget Brief p. 4

Beadle County Drug Court

Court Services Officer - Drug Court
Beadle County (1.0 FTE)

o New Court

Court Specialist - Drug Court
Beadle County (1.0 FTE)

0 New Court
Brown County Drug Court

Court Services Officer - Drug Court
Brown County (1.0 FTE)

o New Court

Court Coordinator - Drug Court
Brown County (1.0 FTE)

o New Court
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Conclusion

Q&A




