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The Honorable Jay Nixon
sovernor of Missouri

State Capitol, Room 216

Jetterson City, Missourt 65101

Dear Governor Nixon:

On behalf of Missourt’s Judiciary, | am submitting with this letter our fiscal year
2012 budget.

We understand this year will present financial challenges. Since fiscal year 2009
we have worked with you to achieve necessary withholdings. We will continue to do so,
and we remain willing to discuss ways in which we can work together to achieve greater
long-term efficiencies as well. As an example, this budget request book has been
streamlined to one-half of its previous size, to make it cheaper and simpler to understand.

While we continue to work toward achieving efficiencies, there remain areas in
which we request your approval of additional expenditures. Our requests for new
expenditures are listed below. They represent core needs and statutory obligations.

1, Federal Executive Order 13166 and the U.S. Department of Justice policy
guidelines mandate that courts provide interpreting and translating services to
non-English speaking individuals who use the court system in order to have
meaningful access to the courts. Failure to provide such services may be a
violation of the Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and may result in the loss
of future federal grant dollars. We are requesting $595,740 to meet this need.

2. As required by RSMo 478.320, the budget includes a request for three associate
circuit judges, one for each of the following counties: Clay, Polk and Warren.
This is the third year we have requested a judgeship for Clay County based on

population.
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We are requesting $4.9 million to allow drug courts to operate at or near capacity
to maximize their benefit. Drug courts are far more efficient and effective than
incarceration for their target population.

4, Lastly, we have included a request that will enable us to maximize the federal
reimbursement for work done on child support cases. We ask for additional FTE
authorization and federal spending authority to fully utilize the circuit courts’
federal funds.

We are keenly aware of the state’s revenue situation and we are committed to
working with you and the General Assembly. In light of the current difficulties, the
twenty-three items listed on the following page, while needed, will not be formally
requested. | am available to meet with you to discuss the needs of the judiciary and any
initiatives we are undertaking. In addition, please feel free to contact Greg Linhares,
State Courts Administrator, should you or your staff have a specific budget question.

Sincerely,

-~

/ w&\N@z jﬂ,.,\.muwpw

& -

William Ray Prce, Jr.
Chief Justice



FY12 Judiciary Budgetary Needed but not Requested

HB Funding
Section Decision Item Description Source Dollar Amount  FTE
12.300  State Law Library The Official State Law Library provides legal research services to all three General S 200,000 0.00
branches of government, other libraries and the general public. Revenue
12.300  Cost of Operations The cost to maintain the historical Supreme Court building increase each General S 23,000 0.00
year. Revenue
12.300  Judicial Conference Section 476.330 RSMo directs the Judicial Conference to meet at least once a General $ 125,000 0.00
year. This brings the judges together to develop and make recommendations Revenue
which is required by this statute.
12.300  Supreme Court Law Clerk Salary and This provides financial incentive to recruit qualified law students and help General $ 70,236 0.00
Retention retain the existing law clerks. Revenue
12.300  Supreme Court Ongoing Computer This would provide funds for a four year replacement cycle for computers. General $ 51,850 0.00
Upgrades Revenue
12.300  National Center of State Courts Dues It provide specialized assistance and consulting to the courts to assist in General $ 155,683 0.00
providing efficient and effective court administration. Revenue
12.305  Cost of Court Technologies The judiciary leveraged technology to improve the efficiency and General $ 1,952,987 0.00
effectiveness of the courts. The operational cost of these technologies Revenue
increases each year as inflation and vendors' rate escalate.
12.315  Electronic Court Case Filing The existing technologies used for case initiation with some Missouri General $ 1,416,973 0.00
Implementation prosecutors and electronic document management will be expanded to Revenue
streamline court workflow processes, expedite case management and improve
records management statewide.
12.315  Juror Service Enhancements To develop and implement a website to provide potential and sitting jurors General $ 250,380 0.00
with 24-hour access to complete qualification questionnaires, excusals, Revenue
disqualifications, deferrals, and accept a summons on-line pursuant to state
statute.
12.315  Case Management System Migration The Judiciary has developed and maintains 24 automated applications that General $ 2,608,820 0.00
integrate with Judicial Information System and will need to be modified to Revenue
integrate with a new version of the case management.
12.320  Increase in the Judicial Education Transfer Develop and implement training curriculum for Pro se, Drug Court and General $ 275,000 0.00
CourTools training for court personnel. Revenue
12.330  Building Manager Repositioning The Western District's building manager performs and oversees all General $ 10,788 0.00
maintenance and repairs of the Western District's building. The position Revenue

would be reclassed to be more in line with positions in the state merit system.




FY12 Judiciary Budgetary Needed but not Requested

HB Funding
Section Decision Item Description Source Dollar Amount  FTE
12.330  Building Utility Increase The Western District is responsible for the maintenance and upkeep of their General $ 8,212 0.00
building. The annualized growth rate of building utilities is 4.48%. Revenue
12.330/  Appellate Ongoing Computer Upgrades ~ This would provide funds for a four year replacement cycle for computer. General $ 129,762 0.00
12.335/ Revenue
12.340
12.330/  Appellate Law Clerk Salary and Retention This provides financial incentive to recruit qualified law students and help General $ 576,121 0.00
12.335/ retain the existing law clerks. Revenue
12.340
12.330/  Appellate Security Improvements Implement security procedures and equipment to achieve a safe and secure General $ 116,666 0.00
12.335/ environment for citizens and court employees. Revenue
12.340
12.330/ Appellate Law Library Section 477.150 RSMo, requires the state to pay for the legal research General $ 63,461 0.00
12.335/ material which the Courts deem necessary to carry out their duties. Revenue
12.340
12.345  Cost to Implement HB 1550 House Bill 1550, passed in 2008, provides for juvenile court jurisdiction General $ 3,226,470 27.00
termination age to change from seventeen to eighteen for status offenses. Revenue
12.345  Clerk Caseload Management A system of relative case weights is used to develop weighted workload per General $§ 6,851,164 222.81
FTE for each office to allow comparison of offices. Revenue
12.345  Juvenile Caseload Management A system of relative case weights is used to develop weighted workload per General § 5,775,821 143.74
FTE for each office to allow comparison of offices. Revenue
12.345  Drug Court Staff To assist in the expansion of drug court services to circuits that are in the early ~ General $ 498,202 8.00
stages of their drug court programs. Revenue
12.345  Reimbursable Family Court Administrator To assist in the expansion of family court services to circuits that are in the General $ 88,548 2.00
early stages of the family court programs. Revenue
12.345  Single County Juvenile Conversion Per Section 211.393 RSMo, the ten single county circuits have the right to General $§ 5,011,590 125.49
annually request that their county paid juvenile staff be converted to the state Revenue

payroll. This year the 23rd and 31st Circuit submitted a request.

Total General Revenue Needed but not $ 29,486,734 529.04
Requested
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State Auditor's Reports, Oversight Evaluations, and Missouri Sunset Act Reports
Senate Bill 299

Judiciary

Type of Report

Date Issued

Website

Supreme Court of Missouri

State Audit Report

August 25, 2003

Hit

Jiwww . auditor.mo.qov

Office of State Courts Administrator State Audit Report January 2006 Hittp://www.auditor.mo.gov

Statewide Court Automation Report Oversight Evaluation March 14, 2001 Hitp://www.moga.mo.gov/oversight.audits
Court of Appeals — Western District State Audit Report July 24, 1990

Court of Appeals — Eastern District State Audit Report May 31, 1990

Court of Appeals — Southern District

State Audit Report

September 28, 1990

MISSOURI COUNTIES:

Adair County State Audit Report December 2008 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Andrew County State Audit Report January 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Atchison County State Audit Report May 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Audrain County State Audit Report November 2008 Hitp//www auditor.mo.gov
Barry County State Audit Report January 2010 Hittp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Barton County State Audit Report January 2009 Hittp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Bates County State Audit Report July 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Benton County State Audit Report July 2010 Hitp://www. auditor. mo.gov
Bollinger County State Audit Report May 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Boone County State Audit Report December 2005 Hittp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Buchanan County State Audit Report May 24, 1999 Hitp://www. auditor. mo.gov
Butler County State Audit Report September 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Caldwell County State Audit Report September 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Callaway County State Audit Report September 2008 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Camden County State Audit Report April 2008 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Cape Girardeau County State Audit Report February 2006 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Carroll County State Audit Report October 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Carter County State Audit Report May 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Cass County State Audit Report May 4, 2004 Hitp/lwww.auditor.mo.gov
Cedar County State Audit Report January 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov

Page 2



Page 3
State Auditor's Reports, Oversight Evaluations, and Missouri Sunset Act Reports
Senate Bill 299

Chariton County State Audit Report January 2009 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Christian County State Audit Report June 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Clark County State Audit Report November 2009 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Clay County State Audit Report September 2006 Hittp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Clinton County State Audit Report December 2006 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Cole County State Audit Report April 2008 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Cooper County State Audit Report November 2009 Hittp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Crawford County State Audit Report July 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Dade County State Audit Report October 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Dallas County State Audit Report April 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Daviess County State Audit Report April 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
DeKalb County State Audit Report December 2008 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Dent County State Audit Report December 2006 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Douglas County State Audit Report September 2006 Hittp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Dunklin County State Audit Report December 2009 Hitp:/iwww. auditor.mo.gov
Franklin County State Audit Report September 2008 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.qov
Gasconade County State Audit Report November 2006 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.qgov
Gentry County State Audit Report July 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Greene County State Audit Report March 22, 2000 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Grundy County State Audit Report December 2009 Hittp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Harrison County State Audit Report March 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Henry County State Audit Report September 2009 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Hickory County State Audit Report July 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Holt County State Audit Report December 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Howard County State Audit Report December 2007 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Howell County State Audit Report July 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Iron County State Audit Report January 2009 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Jackson County State Audit Report December 22, 2000 Http://www.auditor. mo.gov
Jasper County (Assoc. Div.) State Audit Report September 19, 2000 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
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State Auditor's Reports, Oversight Evaluations, and Missouri Sunset Act Reports
Senate Bill 299

Jefferson County State Audit Report November 2007 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Johnson County State Audit Report May 2005 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Knox County State Audit Report July 2009 Hitp://iwww . auditor.mo.qov
Laclede County State Audit Report September 2009 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Lafayette County State Audit Report February 10, 2003 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Lawrence County State Audit Report August 2007 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Lewis County State Audit Report July 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.qov
Lincoln County State Audit Report January 2009 Hittp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Linn County State Audit Report April 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Livingston County State Audit Report April 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.qov
Macon County State Audit Report May 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Madison County State Audit Report September 2009 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Maries County State Audit Report December 2009 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Marion County State Audit Report December 2007 Hittp://www.auditor.mo.gov
McDonald County State Audit Report July 2010 Hitp:/iwww. auditor.mo.gov
Mercer County State Audit Report June 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Miller County State Audit Report July 2009 Hitp:/fwww.auditor.mo.gov
Mississippi County State Audit Report May 2009 Hitp:/iwww. auditor.mo.gov
Moniteau County State Audit Report November 2009 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Monroe County State Audit Report January 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Montgomery County State Audit Report January 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Morgan County State Audit Report November 2009 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
New Madrid County State Audit Report August 1, 2000 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Newton County State Audit Report September 28, 2001 Http://www.auditor. mo.gov
Nodaway County State Audit Report October 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Oregon County State Audit Report May 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Osage County State Audit Report July 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Ozark County State Audit Report February 2007 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Pemiscot County State Audit Report December 2009 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov




State Auditor's Reports, Oversight Evaluations, and Missouri Sunset Act Reports

Senate Bill 299

Perry County State Audit Report May 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.qov
Pettis County State Audit Report March 10, 2004 Hittp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Phelps County State Audit Report September 2009 Http://www.auditor. mo.gov
Pike County State Audit Report February 2009 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Platte County State Audit Report August 2005 Hittp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Polk County State Audit Report September 2009 Http://www.auditor. mo.gov
Pulaski County State Audit Report October 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Putnam County State Audit Report September 2010 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Ralls County State Audit Report September 2007 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Randolph County State Audit Report November 2009 Http://www.auditor. mo.gov
Ray County State Audit Report September 2007 Hittp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Reynolds County State Audit Report January 2009 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Ripley County State Audit Report August 2007 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
St. Charles County State Audit Report August 24, 2004 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
St. Clair County State Audit Report February 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
St. Francois County State Audit Report February 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
St. Louis County (muni) State Audit Report May 2007 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.qgov
St. Louis City State Audit Report March 11, 2003 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Ste. Genevieve County State Audit Report December 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Saline County State Audit Report December 27, 1999 Hittp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Schuyler County State Audit Report June 2008 Hitp:/iwww. auditor.mo.gov
Scotland County State Audit Report October 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Scott County State Audit Report September 2006 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Shannon County State Audit Report March 2007 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Shelby County State Audit Report May 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.qov
Stoddard County State Audit Report May 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Stone County State Audit Report January 2010 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Sullivan County State Audit Report November 2007 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.qov

Hitp:/fwww.auditor.mo.gov

Taney County

State Audit Report

September 13, 2002
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Senate Bill 299

State Auditor's Reports, Oversight Evaluations, and Missouri Sunset Act Reports

Texas County State Audit Report December 2009 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Vernon County State Audit Report July 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Warren County State Audit Report December 2009 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Washington County State Audit Report December 2008 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Wayne County State Audit Report January 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov
Webster County State Audit Report February 2010 Http://www.auditor.mo.gov
Worth County State Audit Report July 2010 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.qov
Wright County State Audit Report May 2009 Hitp://www.auditor.mo.gov

As per §55.030 and §55.160, RSMo, a County Auditor issues audit reports for 1% and 2" class counties, so there are no state audit reports available.
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Programs Subject to Missouri Sunset Act

Program

Statutes Establishing

Sunset Date

Review Status

Statewide Court Automation Fund Fee

§488.027, RSMo

September 1, 2013
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JUDICIARY
FISCAL YEAR 2012
ONE-TIME REQUEST SUMMARY

Decision ltem Decision ltem General Federal Other Total
Number Name Organization Name Approp. Revenue Funds Funds One-Time
1100001 Judgeship Determined by Population Circuit Courts (E&E) 5274 $ 7,872 $ - $ - 3 7,872

Total FY 2012 One-time Requests $ 7,872 $ - $ -3 7,872

H:\Budget\FY12\FY 12 Budget Narratives\12 One-time Requests 1/11/2011



JUDICIARY REPORT 1A FY2012 GOVERNOR RECOMMENDATION

FINANCIAL SUMMARY

FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2012
ACTUAL BUDGET DEPT REQ GOV REC
DOLLAR DOLLAR DOLLAR DOLLAR
SUPREME COURT 10,723,107 8,580,329 8,580,329 8,580,329
OFFICE OF STATE COURTS ADMINISTRATOR 20,556,441 25,965,170 26,031,972 26,031,972
COURTS OF APPEAL 10,550,238 10,874,350 10,874,350 10,874,350
CIRCUIT COURTS 135,299,743 138,322,556 139,424,239 138,322,556
DRUG COURTS 5,725,500 5,725,500 10,646,001 5,725,500
COMM ON RETIR DISCPL & REMOV 197,571 220,644 220,644 220,644
APPELLATE JUDICIAL COMMISSION 3,390 7,741 7,741 7,741
SENTENCING COMMISSION 60,178 78,983 78,983 78,983
DEPARTMENT TOTAL $183,116,168 $189,775,273 $195,864,259 $189,842,075
GENERAL REVENUE 158,983,384 169,074,144 175,019,883 169,074,144
JUDICIARY - FEDERAL 3,703,911 10,408,187 10,551,434 10,474,989
FEDRAL BUDGET STAB-MEDICAID RE 6,633,935 0 0 0
THIRD PARTY LIABILITY COLLECT 300,157 380,563 380,563 380,563
STATEWIDE COURT AUTOMATION 4,946,317 4,446,202 4,446,202 4,446,202
SUP COURT PUBLICATION REVOLV 73,802 150,000 150,000 150,000
MISSOURI CASA 81,149 100,000 100,000 100,000
CRIME VICTIMS COMP FUND 887,200 887,200 887,200 887,200
CIRCUIT COURTS ESCROW FUND 1,514,104 505,500 505,500 505,500
BASIC CIVIL LEGAL SERVICES 5,576,944 3,293,476 3,293,476 3,293,476
STATE COURT ADMIN REVOLVING 142,064 230,000 230,000 230,000
DOM RELATIONS RESOLUTION-JUD 273,201 300,000 300,000 300,000
CRIMINAL NONSUPPORT COURT RESO 0 1 1 1
1120111 7:27 Page 1 of 1

im_execbud_budgetbook



SUPREME COURT
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INTRODUCTION
TO THE
SUPREME COURT BUDGET

Article V, section 2 of the Missouri Constitution establishes the Supreme Court as the highest
court of the judiciary, the third branch of government along with the executive and the legislative
branches. The Supreme Court has general superintending control over all courts and tribunals, and its
role is to ensure a stable and predictable system of justice by serving as the final arbiter of disputes
involving the state's constitution and laws. As such, it hears and decides many of the most
important legal issues affecting Missouri citizens, businesses, organizations and even factions of
government. The Supreme Court also appoints and supervises a clerk, a state courts administrator
and other staff to aid in the administration of the courts. It establishes rules of procedure, transfers
judicial personnel among courts and has budgetary authority within the judiciary.

The budget of the Supreme Court is divided into two components: Core and Basic Civil Legal
Services.



APPEALS

WRITS

MOTIONS

APPLICATIONS TO TRANSFER

OPINIONS

LAW STUDENT EXAM APPLICATION

COURT REPORTERS TESTED

ATTORNEY STATUS MAINTAINED

Actual 1999
Filed Disposed

53 77
229 242
514 456
447 456

Actual 1999
89
1,774
33
29,527

Supreme Court Workload Growth

Actual 2000

Filed Disposed

92 81

193 176

677 617

681 670
Actual 2000

87

1,594

30

30,202

Actual 2001

Filed Disposed

70 84
227 221
688 565
627 627

Actual 2001
87
1,656
21
30,958

Actual 2002
Filed Disposed

Actual 2003
Filed Disposed

93 80
204 197
680 694
473 467

Actual 2002
90
1,711
63
31,741

108 132

215 288

725 607

412 397
Actual 2003

111

1,413

80

32,000
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Actual 2004

Filed Disposed

97 91

192 215

739 624

333 359
Actual 2004

112

1,373

120

32,500



APPEALS

WRITS

MOTIONS

APPLICATIONS TO TRANSFER

OPINIONS

LAW STUDENT EXAM APPLICATION

COURT REPORTERS TESTED

ATTORNEY STATUS MAINTAINED

Actual 2005
Filed Disposed

121 144

262 262

954 789

367 376
Actual 2005

118

1,748

162

33,689

Supreme Court Workload Growth

Actual 2006

Filed Disposed

137 117

266 273

715 665

378 371
Actual 2006

101

1,461

171

35,219

Actual 2007
Filed Disposed

86 90
260 244
789 682
386 387

Actual 2007
130
1,483
162
36,120

Actual 2008
Filed Disposed

Actual 2009
Filed Disposed

72 57
228 224
736 636
374 363

Actual 2008
105

1,622

156

37,043

63 80
271 290
773 789
376 377
Actual 2009
131

1,599

115

37,859

Page 12

Actual 2010

Filed Disposed

67 65

201 194

625 649

376 368
Actual 2010

90

1,759

112

38,747
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JUDICIARY REPORT 9 FY2012 GOVERNOR RECOMMENDATION DECISION ITEM SUMMARY
Budget Unit
Decision Item FY 2010 FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2012
Budget Object Summary ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Fund DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS & REVIEW
CORE
PERSONAL SERVICES
GENERAL REVENUE 3,549,760 60.53 3,816,660 74.00 3,816,660 74.00 3,816,660 74.00
JUDICIARY - FEDERAL 150,324 3.60 485,026 8.00 485,026 8.00 485,026 8.00
FEDRAL BUDGET STAB-MEDICAID RE 142,740 3.07 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
BASIC CIVIL LEGAL SERVICES 47,951 0.72 51,968 1.00 51,968 1.00 51,968 1.00
TOTAL - PS 3,890,775 67.92 4,353,654 83.00 4,353,654 83.00 4,353,654 83.00
EXPENSE & EQUIPMENT
GENERAL REVENUE 873,482 0.00 866,409 0.00 866,409 0.00 866,409 0.00
FEDRAL BUDGET STAB-MEDICAID RE 235,633 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
SUP COURT PUBLICATION REVOLV 73,802 0.00 149,700 0.00 149,700 0.00 149,700 0.00
BASIC CIVIL LEGAL SERVICES 1,170 0.00 10,266 0.00 10,266 0.00 10,266 0.00
TOTAL - EE 1,184,087 0.00 1,026,375 0.00 1,026,375 0.00 1,026,375 0.00
PROGRAM-SPECIFIC
SUP COURT PUBLICATION REVOLV 0 0.00 300 0.00 300 0.00 300 0.00
BASIC CIVIL LEGAL SERVICES 5,500,319 0.00 3,200,000 0.00 3,200,000 0.00 3,200,000 0.00
TOTAL - PD 5,500,319 0.00 3,200,300 0.00 3,200,300 0.00 3,200,300 0.00
TOTAL 10,575,181 67.92 8,580,329 83.00 8,580,329 83.00 8,580,329 83.00
GRAND TOTAL $10,575,181 67.92 $8,580,329 83.00 $8,580,329 83.00 $8,580,329 83.00

1/20/11 8:27
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Judiciary Budget Unit 11095C
Supreme Court
Core
1. CORE FINANCIAL SUMMARY
FY 2012 Budget Request FY 2012 Governor's Recommendation

GR Federal Other Total GR Federal Other Total
PS 3,816,660 485,026 51,968 4,353,654 PS 3,816,660 485,026 51,968 4,353,654
EE 866,409 0 159,966 1,026,375 EE 866,409 0 159,966 1,026,375
PSD 0 0 3,200,300 E 3,200,300 E PSD 0 0 3,200,300 E 3,200,300 E
Total 4,683,069 485,026 3,412,234 E 8,580,329 E Total 4,683,069 485,026 3,412,234 E 8,580,329 E
FTE 74.00 8.00 1.00 83.00 FTE 74.00 8.00 1.00 83.00
Est. Fringe | 2258436 | 269,917 | 108,058 | 2,636,411 Est. Fringe | 2258436 | 269,917 | 108,058 | 2636411

Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes
budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.

Other Funds: Basic Civil Legal Services Fund (0757) - $3,262,234 E

Supreme Court Publications Revolving Fund (0525) - $150,000

Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes
budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.

Other Funds:

Basic Civil Legal Services Fund (0757) - $3,262,234 E
Supreme Court Publications Revolving Fund (0525) - $150,000

2. CORE DESCRIPTION

Article V, Section 3 of the Missouri Constitution gives the Supreme Court exclusive appellate jurisdiction in all cases involving the validity of a United States Treaty or
statute, the validity of a Missouri statute or constitutional provision, the construction of revenue laws of the state, the title to any state office and in all cases where the
punishment imposed is death. The Supreme Court has general superintending control over all Missouri courts and tribunals. The Supreme Court has original
jurisdiction to issue certain motions and writs. The Court is also required to establish rules of practice and procedure in Missouri courts.

3. PROGRAM LISTING (list programs included in this core funding)

Supreme Court (page 21)
Basic Civil Legal Services (page 24)
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Judiciary Budget Unit 11095C
Supreme Court
Core
4. FINANCIAL HISTORY
FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010 FY 2011
Actual Actual Actual Current Yr. Actual Expenditures (All Funds)
Appropriation (All Funds) 8,438,597 9,705,793 11,403,255 8,580,329 12,000,000
Less Reverted (All Funds) 0 (235,389) (30,000) N/A
Budget Authority (All Funds) 8,438,597 9,470,404 11,373,255 N/A 10,000,000 /‘0/7.2& 107
Actual Expenditures (All Funds) 8,185,596 8,903,052 10,723,107 N/A
Unexpended (All Funds) 253,001 567,352 650,148 N/A 8.000.000 8,903,052
e 8,185,596

Unexpended, by Fund:

General Revenue 10,740 10,694 26,432 N/A 6,000,000 5:349.440

Federal 324,424 335,245 334,724 N/A e == -’-‘

Other (82,163) 221,413 288,992 N/A 4,837,343 4,927,268 — ~ 5,173,667

4,000,000 o ——A
e 3,975,784
3,348,253
2,000,000 ;
FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010
NOTES:
——Total — - — Supreme Court Operations

The FY 08 Basic Civil Legal Services appropriation was increased by $215,000. — -A — Basic Civil Legal Services
The FY 09 Basic Civil Legal Services appropriation was increased by $900,000.

The FY 10 Basic Civil Legal Services appropriation was increased by $2,500,000.
The FY10 expenditures for the National Center for State Courts dues were included in the Supreme Court core since no funds were appropriated in FY11.
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CORE RECONCILIATION DETAIL

JUDICIARY
JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS & REVIEW

5. CORE RECONCILIATION DETAIL

Budget
Class FTE GR Federal Other Total Explanation
TAFP AFTER VETOES
PS 83.00 3,816,660 485,026 51,968 4,353,654
EE 0.00 866,409 0 159,966 1,026,375
PD 0.00 0 0 3,200,300 3,200,300
Total 83.00 4,683,069 485,026 3,412,234 8,580,329
DEPARTMENT CORE REQUEST
PS 83.00 3,816,660 485,026 51,968 4,353,654
EE 0.00 866,409 0 159,966 1,026,375
PD 0.00 0 0 3,200,300 3,200,300
Total 83.00 4,683,069 485,026 3,412,234 8,580,329
GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDED CORE
PS 83.00 3,816,660 485,026 51,968 4,353,654
EE 0.00 866,409 0 159,966 1,026,375
PD 0.00 0 0 3,200,300 3,200,300

Total 83.00 4,683,069 485,026 3,412,234 8,580,329
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FLEXIBILITY REQUEST FORM

BUDGET UNIT NUMBER 11095C DEPARTMENT:  Judiciary

BUDGET UNIT NAME: Judicial Proceedings and Review DIVISION: Supreme Court

1. Provide the amount by fund of personal service flexibility and the amount by fund of expense and equipment flexibility you are
requesting in dollar and percentage terms and explain why the flexibility is needed. If flexibility is being requested among divisions,
provide the amount by fund of flexibility you are requesting in dollar and percentage terms and explain why the flexibility is needed.

DEPARTMENT REQUEST
General Revenue
PS $ 381,666 10%
E&E $ 86,641 10%

2. Estimate how much flexibility will be used for the budget year. How much flexibility was used in the Prior Year Budget and the Current
Year Budget? Please specify the amount.

CURRENT YEAR BUDGET REQUEST
PRIOR YEAR ESTIMATED AMOUNT OF ESTIMATED AMOUNT OF
ACTUAL AMOUNT OF FLEXIBILITY USED FLEXIBILITY THAT WILL BE USED FLEXIBILITY THAT WILL BE USED

General Revenue HB 12.300 language allows for up to 25% flexibility [10% flexibility is being requested for FY 12. The Supreme
PS $ (75,000) -2.0% between personal service and expense and Court does not have an estimate on the amount of flexibility
E&E $ 75,000 9.3% equipment. The Supreme Court does not have an |that might be used if approved.

estimate of the amount of that flexibility that might

be used in FY 11.

3. Please explain how flexibility was used in the prior and/or current years.

PRIOR YEAR CURRENT YEAR
EXPLAIN ACTUAL USE EXPLAIN PLANNED USE
Funds were used for library costs. The Supreme Court does not have an estimate at this time of how much flex will be

used in managing the $5 million Governor's withhold.




Page 18

JUDICIARY REPORT 10 FY2012 GOVERNOR RECOMMENDATION DECISION ITEM DETAIL

Budget Unit FY 2010 FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2012

Decision Item ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Budget Object Class DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE

JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS & REVIEW

CORE
SUPREME COURT JUDGE (CH) 139,534 1.00 139,534 1.00 139,534 1.00 139,534 1.00
SUPREME COURT JUDGE 822,204 6.00 822,206 6.00 822,206 6.00 822,206 6.00
FISCAL OFFICER | 90,816 2.00 90,816 2.00 90,816 2.00 90,816 2.00
ACCOUNTING SPECIALIST 0 0.00 3,982 0.28 3,982 0.28 3,982 0.28
ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY 58,249 1.00 58,556 1.00 58,556 1.00 58,556 1.00
DEPUTY COMMUNICATIONS COUNCIL 50,076 1.00 50,076 1.00 50,076 1.00 50,076 1.00
DEPUTY CLERK BAR ENROLLMENT 133,272 3.00 132,272 3.00 71,468 2.00 71,468 2.00
DEPUTY CLERKII 138,583 3.00 280,308 5.00 314,640 6.00 314,640 6.00
DEPUTY CLERK 79,728 1.00 79,728 1.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
COURT CLERK IV 45,060 1.00 45,060 1.00 45,060 1.00 45,060 1.00
DIRECTOR COURT EN BANC 0 0.00 0 0.00 79,728 1.00 79,728 1.00
DIRECTOR BAR ENROLLMENT 0 0.00 0 0.00 54,360 1.00 54,360 1.00
GENERAL SERVICES SUPERYV ISOR 13,050 0.25 0 0.00 52,200 1.00 52,200 1.00
ASSISTANT MAINTENANCE SUPV 26,964 0.75 35,952 1.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
MAINTENANCE SUPERVISOR 48,138 1.00 52,200 1.00 35,952 1.00 35,952 1.00
MAINTENANCE WORKER | 119,376 3.74 134,004 4.00 134,004 4.00 134,004 4.00
MICROFILM OPERATOR 0 0.00 14,599 1.00 14,599 1.00 14,599 1.00
CLERK TYPIST | 3,366 0.18 9,829 1.00 9,829 1.00 9,829 1.00
CLERK TYPIST Il 35,952 1.00 35,952 1.00 35,952 1.00 35,952 1.00
SECRETARY Il 126,264 3.00 127,776 3.00 127,776 3.00 127,776 3.00
CLERK 120,030 3.41 294,207 10.22 266,319 9.22 266,319 9.22
KEY ENTRY OPERATOR 0 0.00 26,904 1.00 26,904 1.00 26,904 1.00
RESEARCH ASSISTANT 48,871 1.44 41,771 1.50 41,771 1.50 41,771 1.50
LAW CLERK 670,930 13.73 647,472 14.00 647,472 14.00 647,472 14.00
CLERK OF THE SUPREME COURT 106,984 1.00 106,984 1.00 106,984 1.00 106,984 1.00
COMMUNICATIONS COUNSEL 79,728 1.00 79,728 1.00 79,728 1.00 79,728 1.00
MARSHAL 40,968 1.00 40,968 1.00 40,968 1.00 40,968 1.00
DIRECTOR LIBRARY & PUBLIC SRVC 29,324 0.45 70,000 1.00 70,000 1.00 70,000 1.00
JUDICIAL EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT 304,823 5.91 360,592 7.00 360,592 7.00 360,592 7.00
COMMISSION COUNSEL 62,952 1.00 62,952 1.00 62,952 1.00 62,952 1.00
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK 69,948 1.00 69,948 1.00 69,948 1.00 69,948 1.00
DIGEST EDITOR 26,234 0.51 25,578 1.00 25,578 1.00 25,578 1.00

1/20/11 8:54 Page 1 of 34
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DECISION ITEM DETAIL

Budget Unit FY 2010 FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2012

Decision Item ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Budget Object Class DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE

JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS & REVIEW

CORE
SECRETARY | 23,220 0.60 35,316 1.00 35,316 1.00 35,316 1.00
DEPUTY MARSHAL 64,032 2.00 64,032 2.00 64,032 2.00 64,032 2.00
COMPUTER INFORMATION TECH 39,871 0.94 42,504 1.00 42,504 1.00 42,504 1.00
DATA PROCESSING OFFICER 61,620 1.00 61,620 1.00 61,620 1.00 61,620 1.00
ASSISTANT LIBRARIAN 37,296 1.00 37,296 1.00 37,296 1.00 37,296 1.00
LIBRARIAN ASSISTANT 27,132 1.00 27,132 1.00 27,132 1.00 27,132 1.00
ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 44,220 1.00 44,220 1.00 44,220 1.00 44,220 1.00
STAFF COUNSEL 101,580 1.00 101,580 1.00 101,580 1.00 101,580 1.00
SENIOR JUDGE 380 0.01 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00

TOTAL - PS 3,890,775 67.92 4,353,654 83.00 4,353,654 83.00 4,353,654 83.00
TRAVEL, IN-STATE 90,046 0.00 51,500 0.00 51,500 0.00 51,500 0.00
TRAVEL, OUT-OF-STATE 9,579 0.00 16,500 0.00 16,500 0.00 16,500 0.00
FUEL & UTILITIES 365 0.00 300 0.00 300 0.00 300 0.00
SUPPLIES 564,854 0.00 567,375 0.00 567,375 0.00 567,375 0.00
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT 32,149 0.00 20,200 0.00 20,200 0.00 20,200 0.00
COMMUNICATION SERV & SUPP 171,247 0.00 91,209 0.00 91,209 0.00 91,209 0.00
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 59,034 0.00 83,200 0.00 83,200 0.00 83,200 0.00
HOUSEKEEPING & JANITORIAL SERV 6,706 0.00 6,000 0.00 6,000 0.00 6,000 0.00
M&R SERVICES 37,649 0.00 45,000 0.00 45,000 0.00 45,000 0.00
COMPUTER EQUIPMENT 81,433 0.00 29,325 0.00 29,325 0.00 29,325 0.00
MOTORIZED EQUIPMENT 17,942 0.00 20,000 0.00 20,000 0.00 20,000 0.00
OFFICE EQUIPMENT 16,681 0.00 21,541 0.00 21,541 0.00 21,541 0.00
OTHER EQUIPMENT 21,514 0.00 15,000 0.00 15,000 0.00 15,000 0.00
PROPERTY & IMPROVEMENTS 6,312 0.00 5,000 0.00 5,000 0.00 5,000 0.00
BUILDING LEASE PAYMENTS 52,566 0.00 32,525 0.00 32,525 0.00 32,525 0.00
EQUIPMENT RENTALS & LEASES 3,745 0.00 9,162 0.00 9,162 0.00 9,162 0.00
MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES 12,265 0.00 11,938 0.00 11,938 0.00 11,938 0.00
REBILLABLE EXPENSES 0 0.00 600 0.00 600 0.00 600 0.00
TOTAL - EE 1,184,087 0.00 1,026,375 0.00 1,026,375 0.00 1,026,375 0.00

PROGRAM DISTRIBUTIONS 5,500,319 0.00 3,200,000 0.00 3,200,000 0.00 3,200,000 0.00
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JUDICIARY REPORT 10 FY2012 GOVERNOR RECOMMENDATION DECISION ITEM DETAIL

Budget Unit FY 2010 FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2012
Decision Item ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Budget Object Class DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS & REVIEW
CORE
REFUNDS 0 0.00 300 0.00 300 0.00 300 0.00
TOTAL - PD 5,500,319 0.00 3,200,300 0.00 3,200,300 0.00 3,200,300 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $10,575,181 67.92 $8,580,329 83.00 $8,580,329 83.00 $8,580,329 83.00
GENERAL REVENUE $4,423,242 60.53 $4,683,069 74.00 $4,683,069 74.00 $4,683,069 74.00
FEDERAL FUNDS $528,697 6.67 $485,026 8.00 $485,026 8.00 $485,026 8.00
OTHER FUNDS $5,623,242 0.72 $3,412,234 1.00 $3,412,234 1.00 $3,412,234 1.00

1/20/11 8:54
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Judiciary
Supreme Court
Supreme Court

Supreme Total
Court
GR $4,640,469 $4,640,469
FEDERAL $150,000 $150,000
OTHER $85,000 $85,000
TOTAL $4,875,469 $4,875,469

1. What does this program do?
e Seven Judges serve on the Missouri Supreme Court, which sit en banc, but are authorized to sit in Divisions of three or four.

e The Chief Justice presides over the Court and handles many administrative details. Traditionally, the Chief Justice is the spokesperson for the Missouri
court system.

e The Court hears and determines cases of statewide significance and concern.

e The Court promulgates rules and instructions for use in all Missouri courts.

e The Court Clerk en Banc's office carries out day-to-day staff functions, provides legal and administrative assistance to the Court's boards and commissions,
oversees the official roll of attorney's licensed in Missouri, provides administrative assistance to the State Board of Law Examiners, supervises the annual
enroliment and testing of the Certified Court Reporters, and provides fiscal support to offices and programs within the Supreme Court.

e Staff Counsel has three primary responsibilities - processes capital murder cases, reviews notices of appeals and transcripts, and dockets case<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>