












































2.G. SUMMARY OF TOTAL REQUEST OBJECTIVE OUTCOMES

82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1
Automated Budget and Evaluation system of Texas (ABEST)

Date : 8/3/2010
Time: 1:20:44PM

Agency code: 226

Goal/ Objective / Qutcome

Agency name: Sixth Court of Appeals District, Texarkana

Total - Total
BL BL Excp Excp Request Request

2012 2013 2012 2013 2012 2013

1 Appellate Court Operations
Appellate Court Operations

KEY 1 Clearance Rate

100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
KEY 2 Percentage of Cases Under Submission for Less Than One Year

100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
KEY 3 Percentage of Cases Pending for Less Than Two Years

100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
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3.A. STRATEGY REQUEST DATE:  8/3/2010
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 TIME: 3:17:22PM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)
Agency code: 226 Agency name: Sixth Court of Appeals District, Texarkana
GOAL: 1 Appellate Court Operations Statewide Goal/Benchmark: 0 o0
OBJECTIVE: 1 Appellate Court Operations Service Categories:
STRATEGY: 1 Appellate Court Operations Service: 01 Income: A.2 Age: B3
CODE DESCRIPTION Exp 2009 Est 2010 Bud 2011 BL 2012 BL 2013
Output Measures:
1 Number of Civil Cases Disposed 138.00 127.00 138.00 138.00 138.00
2 Number of Criminal Cases Disposed 233.00 254.00 259.00 259.00 259.00
Explanatory/Input Measures:
1 Number of Civil Cases Filed 125.00 104.00 115.00 115.00 115.00
2 Number of Criminal Cases Filed 190.00 188.00 190.00 190.00 190.00
3 Number of Cases Transferred in 31.00 72.00 80.00 80.00 80.00
4 Number of Cases Transferred out 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Objects of Expense:
1001 SALARIES AND WAGES $1,182,504 $1,173,542 $1,210,643 $1,210,643 $1,210,643
1002 OTHER PERSONNEL COSTS $33,553 $18,362 $19,000 $19,200 $20,400
2003 CONSUMABLE SUPPLIES $7,913 $5,186 $7,000 $6,500 $6,500
2004 UTILITIES $3,661 $3,375 $3,600 $3,600 $3,600
2005 TRAVEL $8,413 $9,500 $12,000 $12,000 $12,000
2006 RENT - BUILDING $1,225 $1,225 $1,225 $1,225 $1,225
2007 RENT - MACHINE AND OTHER $384 $384 $450 $1,200 $1,200
2009 OTHER OPERATING EXPENSE $127,025 $69,713 $197,491 $70,691 $69,490
5000 CAPITAL EXPENDITURES $0 $0 $0 » $0 $0
TOTAL, OBJECT OF EXPENSE $1,364,678 $1,281,287 $1,451,409 $1,325,059 $1,325,058
Method of Financing:

1  General Revenue Fund $1,261,294 $1,179,854 $1,354,959 $1,228,609 - $1,228,608
SUBTOTAL, MOF (GENERAL REVENUE FUNDS) $1,261,294 $1,179,854 $1,354,959 $1,228,609 $1,228,608
Method of Financing:
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3.A. STRATEGY REQUEST DATE:  8/3/2010
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 TIME: 3:17:38PM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)
Agency code: 226 Agency name: Sixth Court of Appeals District, Texarkana
GOAL: 1 Appellate Court Operations Statewide Goal/Benchmark: 0o 0
OBJECTIVE: 1 Appellate Court Operations Service Categories:
STRATEGY: 1  Appellate Court Operations Service: 01 Income: A.2 Age: B3
CODE DESCRIPTION Exp 2009 Est 2010 Bud 2011 BL 2012 BL 2013
573  Judicial Fund $92,450 $92,450 $92,450 $92,450 $92,450
666 Appropriated Receipts $10,934 $8,983 $4,000 $4,000 $4,000
SUBTOTAL, MOF (OTHER FUNDS) $103,384 $101,433 $96,450 $96,450 $96,450
TOTAL, METHOD OF FINANCE (INCLUDING RIDERS) $1,325,059 $1,325,058
TOTAL, METHOD OF FINANCE (EXCLUDING RIDERS) : $1,364,678 $1,281,287 $1,451,409 $1,325,059 $1,325,058
FULL TIME EQUIVALENT POSITIONS: ' 15.4 15.3 15.5 15.5 15.5

STRATEGY DESCRIPTION AND JUSTIFICATION:

The Sixth Court of Appeals was created in 1907 by amendment to Article 1817, V.T.C.S., pursuant to authority granted by Article 5, Section 1, of the Texas Constitution. The Court
has intermediate appellate jurisdiction in civil cases where the judgment rendered exceeds $100, exclusive of costs, and other civil proceedings as provided by law, and in criminal
cases, except in post-conviction writs of habeas corpus and where the death penalty has been imposed. The Court has jurisdiction in nineteen counties.

EXTERNAL/INTERNAL FACTORS IMPACTING STRATEGY:

Court of Appeals are by nature, small agencies with highly specialized staff. The main factor which drives this strategy is the need to attract and retain highly trained and

knowledgeable staff to work on an increasing caseload.
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3.A. STRATEGY REQUEST DATE:  8/3/2010
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 TIME: 3:17:38PM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

SUMMARY TOTALS:
OBJECTS OF EXPENSE: $1,364,678 $1,281,287 $1,451,409 $1,325,059 $1,325,058
METHODS OF FINANCE (INCLUDING RIDERS): $1,325,059 $1,325,058
METHODS OF FINANCE (EXCLUDING RIDERS): $1,364,678 $1,281,287 $1,451,409 $1,325,059 $1,325,058
FULL TIME EQUIVALENT POSITIONS: 15.4 15.3 15.5 15.5 15.5

3.A.Page3 of 3
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3.B. RIDER REVISIONS AND ADDITIONS REQUEST

Agency Code: Agency Name: Prepared by: Date: Request Level:
226 Sixth Court of Appeals Debbie Autrey 8-4-10 Baseline
Current Page Number
Rider in Proposed Rider Language
Number 2010-11 GAA
4 1V-39 Transfer of Cases. The Chief Justices of the 14 Courts of Appeals are encouraged to cooperate with the Chief Justice of the
Supreme Court to transfer cases between appellate courts which are in nelghbormg jurisdictions in order to equalize the
disparity between the workloads of the various courts of appeals.
No change requested.
5 V-39 Systems Compatibility. No funds shall be utilized to purchase information technology unless it interfaces with other courts
and with the Office of Court Administration and complies with the plans filed with the Legislative Budget Board.
No change requested.
6 V-39 Judicial Internship Program. It is the intent of the Legislature that the Judicial Branch cooperate with law schools to establish
a judicial internship program for Texas appellate and trial courts. All of the employees and officials of the Judicial Branch are
encouraged to work with the Texas Judicial Council in the development of the judicial internship program.
No change requested.
7 V-39 Appellate Court Exemptions. The following provisions of Article IX of this Act do not apply to the appellate courts:
a. Article IX, § 5.08, Limitation on Travel Expenditures
b. Article IX, § 6.10, Limitation on State Employment Levels
c. Article IX, § 6.13, Performance Rewards and Penalties
d. Article IX, §14.03, Limit on Expenditures - Capital Budget
No change requested.
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3.B. RIDER REVISIONS AND ADDITIONS REQUEST

Agency Code:

226

Agency Name: Prepared by: Date: Request Level:
Sixth Court of Appeals Debbie Autrey 8-4-10 Baseline

Current
Rider
Number

Page Number
in
2010-11 GAA

Proposed Rider Language

V-39

Appropriation: Unexpended Balances Between Fiscal Years within the Biennium. Any unexpended balances from
appropriations made to the appellate courts for fiscal year 20302012 are hereby appropriated to the same court for fiscal year
20112013 for the same purposes.

Update rider to reflect the new biennium.

Iv-39

Intermediate Appellate Court Local Funding Information. The Office of Court Administration shall assist the appellate
courts in the submission of a report for local funding information each January 1 to the Legislative Budget Board and the
Governor for the preceding fiscal year ending August 31. The report must be in a format prescribed by the Legislative Budget
Board and the Governor.

No change requested.

10

Iv-39

Appellate Court Salary Limits. It is the intent of the Legislature that no intermediate appellate court may pay more than one
chief staff attorney promoted or hired after September 1, 26402011, more than $92,400 annually under this provision. Further,
it is the intent of the Legislature that no intermediate appellate court may pay other permanent legal staff hired or promoted
after September 1, 20402011 more than $79,750 annually. This provision does not apply to law clerk positions at any appellate
court.

Updaté rider to reflect the new biennium.
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3.B. RIDER REVISIONS AND ADDITIONS REQUEST

Agency Code:

226

Agency Name: Prepared by: Date: Request Level:
Sixth Court of Appeals Debbie Autrey 8-4-10 Baseline

Current
Rider
Number

Page Number
in
2010-11 GAA

Proposed Rider Language

11

Iv-39

Interagency Contracts for Assigned Judges for Appellate Courts. Out of funds appropriated in this article to Strategies
A.1.1, Appellate Court Operations, the Supreme Court of Texas, the Court of Criminal Appeals, or any of the 14 Courts of
Appeals may enter into a contract with the Office of the Comptroller for fiscal years 2040-2012 and 26442013, for the purpose
of reimbursing the Comptroller for amounts expended for judges assigned under Chapter 74, Government Code to hear cases of
the appellate courts. It is the intent of the Legislature that any amounts reimbursed under this contract for judges assigned to the
appellate courts are in addition to amounts appropriated for the use of assigned judges in Strategy A.1.3, Visiting Judges -
Appellate in the Judiciary Section, Comptroller's Department.

Update rider to reflect the new biennium.

12

Iv-39

Appellate Court Transfer Authority. The Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Texas, the Presiding Judge of the Court of

| Criminal Appeals, or the Chair of the Council of Chief Justices is authorized to transfer funds between appellate courts,

notwithstanding any other provision in this Act and subject to prior approval of any transfer of funds by the Legislative Budget
Board and the Governor. Any such transfer shall be made for the purpose of efficient and effective appellate court operations
and management of court caseloads. It is the intent of the Legislature that transfers made under this provision are addressed by
the Legislative Budget Board and the Governor in reviewing amounts requested in the appellate courts' Legislative
Appropriations Request for the-2042-2013 2014-2015 biennium.

Update rider to reflect the new biennium.
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4.A. EXCEPTIONAL ITEM REQUEST SCHEDULE DATE: 8/3/2010
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 TIME: 1:21:24PM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST) '
Agency code: 226 Agency name:
Sixth Court of Appeals District, Texarkana
CODE DESCRIPTION Excp 2012 Excp 2013
Item Name: Restore 5% Reduction
Item Priority: 1 _
Includes Funding for the Following Strategy or Strategies: 01-01-01  Appellate Court Operations
OBJECTS OF EXPENSE:
1001 SALARIES AND WAGES 34,663 54,664
2009 OTHER OPERATING EXPENSE 30,000 10,000
TOTAL, OBJECT OF EXPENSE $64,663 $64,664
METHOD OF FINANCING:
1 General Revenue Fund . 64,663 64,664
TOTAL, METHOD OF FINANCING $64,663 $64,664

DESCRIPTION / JUSTIFICATION:

This exceptional item would restore the 5% budget reductions applied to the court’s appropriations for FY 2012-13. In FY 2010-11, legislative leadership recognized the need, even
in these tough economic times, for the courts to be able to retain qualified attorneys in the courts of appeals and to provide adequate levels of staffing for all court functions.
Consequently, they provided funding for salary adjustments for the courts’ attorneys to begin to bring salaries in line with those of county government and other state agencies.

If funding is reduced below the FY 2010-11 level, the court will not be able to make the needed salary adjustments. Further, this court will not be able to properly pursue its

ongoing emergency-preparedness, records-digitization project.
EXTERNAL/INTERNAL FACTORS:

Courts of Appeals are relatively small entities with specialized staffing requirements. The core function of the courts is to process and review appeals from civil and criminal trial
courts. This requires a highly skilled and trained professional workforce of appellate court lawyers who assist the judges of the court in disposing of cases and researching and
writing opinions. The minimum number of lawyers an appellate court must have to perform at a reasonably productive and efficient level is two lawyers to each judge. Loss of
experienced court lawyers creates difficulties in timely processing of and disposing of appeals. Also, until the court's records-digitization project is completed, paper and physical

records are subject to loss in a disaster.

4.A.Page 1 of 1

21




4.B. EXCEPTIONAL ITEMS STRATEGY ALLOCATION SCHEDULE DATE: 8/3/2010

82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 TIME: 1:21:36PM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST) '

Agency code: 226 Agency name:  Sixth Court of Appeals District, Texarkana
Code Description Excp 2012 Excp 2013
Item Name: Restore 5% Reduction
Allocation to Strategy: 1-1-1 Appellate Court Operations
OBJECTS OF EXPENSE:
1001  SALARIES AND WAGES 34,663 54,664
2009  OTHER OPERATING EXPENSE 30,000 10,000
TOTAL, OBJECT OF EXPENSE $64,663 $64,664
METHOD OF FINANCING:
1 General Revenue Fund ' 64,663 . 64,664
TOTAL, METHOD OF FINANCING $64,663 $64,664
FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT POSITIONS (FTE): 0.0 0.0
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4.C. EXCEPTIONAL ITEMS STRATEGY REQUEST DATE: 8/3/2010

82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 ‘ TIME: 1:21:50PM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)
Agency Code: 226 Agency name: Sixth Court of Appeals District, Texarkana
GOAL: 1 Appellate Court Operations Statewide Goal/Benchmark: 0 -0
OBJECTIVE: 1 Appellate Court Operations Service Categories:
STRATEGY: 1 Appellate Court Operations Service: 01 Income: A2 Age: B3
CODE DESCRIPTION Excp 2012 Excp 2013
STRATEGY IMPACT ON OUTCOME MEASURES:
1 Clearance Rate 100.00 % 100.00 %
2 Percentage of Cases Under Submission for Less Than One Year 100.00 % 100.00 %
3 Percentage of Cases Pending for Less Than Two Years 100.00 % 100.00 %
OBJECTS OF EXPENSE:
1001 SALARIES AND WAGES 34,663 54,664
2009 OTHER OPERATING EXPENSE. 30,000 10,000
Total, Objects of Expense $64,663 $64,664
METHOD OF FINANCING:
1 General Revenue Fund 64,663 64,664
Total, Method of Finance $64,663 $64,664
EXCEPTIONAL ITEM(S) INCLUDED IN STRATEGY:
Restore 5% Reduction
4.C. Page 1 of 1 23
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OPERATING COSTS DETAIL ~ EXCEPTIONAL ITEMS Date: 8/3/2010
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 Time: 1:23:32PM

Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST) Page: 1 of 1

Agency Code: 226  Agency: Sixth Court of Appeals District, Texarkana

BASE REQUEST STRATEGY: Appellate Court Operations

Code Type of Expense Year Exceptional 1 Exceptional 2 Exceptional 3 Exceptional 4 Exceptional 5
2 Postage 2012
2013
5 Westlaw/Lexis 2012
’ 2013
6  Registrations/Training 2012
2013
7 Subscriptions/Periodicals 2012
2013
12 Maintenance & Repair - Equipment 2012
2013
. b

13 Furniture & Equipment (Expensed) 2012
2013

16 Miscellaneous Expenses 2012 30,000

2013 10,000
24 Freight/Delivery 2012
2013
26 Books (expensed) 2012
2013
27 Membership Dues 2012
2013
64  SORM Assessment "‘ 2012
2013

Total, Operating Costs 2012 $30,000

2013 $10,000
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6.A. HISTORICALLY UNDERUTILIZED BUSINESS SUPPORTING SCHEDULE Date: ~ 8/3/2010
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 Time: 1:22:52PM

Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

Agency Code: 226 Agency:  Sixth Court of Appeals District, Texarkana

COMPARISON TO STATEWIDE HUB PROCUREMENT GOALS

A. Fiscal Year 2008 - 2009 HUB Expenditure Information

Total Total

Statewide Procurement HUB Expenditures FY 2008 Expenditures HUB Expenditures FY 2009 Expenditures

HUB Goals Category % Goal % Actual Diff Actual $ FY 2008 % Goal % Actual Diff Actual $ FY 2009
11.9%  Heavy Construction 0.0 % 0.0% 0.0% $0 $0  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% $0 $0
26.1%  Building Construction 0.0 % 0.0% 0.0% $0 $0 00% 0.0% 0.0% $0 $0
57.2%  Special Trade Construction 0.0 % 0.0% 0.0% $0 $0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% $0 $0
20.0%  Professional Services 0.0 % 0.0% 0.0% $0 $0 00% 0.0% 0.0% $0 $0
33.0%  Other Services 33.0% 0.0% -33.0% $0 $14,524 33.0% 0.0% -33.0% $0 $17,320
12.6%  Commodities 12.6 % 97.9% 85.3% $3,909 $3,992 126 % 25.4% 12.8% $5,318 $20,910
Total Expenditures 21.1% $3,909 $18,516 13.9% $5,318 $38,230

B. Assessment of Fiscal Year 2008 - 2009 Efforts to Meet HUB Procurement Goals

Attainment:
The Court attained or exceeded one of two, or 50% of the applicable statewide HUB procurement goals in FY 2008 and 2009.

Applicability:
The "Heavy Construction," "Building Construction," "Special Trade Construction," and "Professional Services" categories are not applicable to Court operations in fiscal
years 2008 and 2009 since the court did not have any strategies or programs related to these categories.

Factors Affecting Attainment:
In both fiscal year 2008 and 2009, the goal of the "Other Services" category was not met since there are no HUB vendors for the Court's legal research. This represents a
large portion of the court's expeditures in this category.

-"Good-Faith" Efforts:
The Court continues to make a good faith effort in giving HUB vendors preference and in attempting to increase HUB participation opportunities.

25
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6.H. Estimated Total of All Agency Funds Outside the GAA Bill Pattern
Sixth Court of Appeals

lESTIMATED GRAND TOTAL OF AGENCY FUNDS OUTSIDE THE 2012-13 GAA BILL PATTERN l $ 171,000 I
Fund Name
Estimated Beginning Balance in FY 2010 8 -
Estimated Revenues FY 2010 $ 48,500
Estimated Revenues FY 2011 $ 67,500
FY 2010-11 Total $ 116,000
Estimated Beginning Balance in FY 2012 $ 36,000
Estimated Revenues FY 2012 $ 67,500
Estimated Revenues FY 2013 $ 67,500
FY 2012-13 Total $ 171,000

Constitutional or Statutory Creation and Use of Funds:

1) Texas Government Code, Sec. 31.001 and 659.012 - Judicial salary supplements

2) Texas Government Code, Sec. 22.2071 - Appellate Judicial System Fund

Method of Calculation and Revenue Assumptions:

1) Salary supplements paid by Bowie and Gregg counties to the three Justices total $22,500 per year.

2) In accordance with the above referenced statute, the district and county clerks of the various courts in the 19 counties that make up the Sixth Court of Appeals
District are to collect and remit a $5.00 filing fee on each civil suit filed in a county court, statutory county court, probate court or district court.
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6.1 10 PERCENT BIENNIAL BASE REDUCTION OPTIONS

82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 ' Date: 8/3/2010
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST) ' Time: 4:55:19PM

Agency code: 226  Agency name: Sixth Court of Appeals District, Texarkana

REVENUE LOSS REDUCTION AMOUNT TARGET

Item Priority and Name/ Method of Financing 2012 2013  Biennial Total 2012 2013  Biennial Total

1 Appellate Court Operations

Category: Programs - Service Reductions (FTEs-Layoffs)
Item Comment: An additional 5% reduction to the baseline budget for FY12-13 would require us to lay off one of our six staff attorneys, which would likely result in a
corresponding reduction in the court's clearance rate from 100% to 84%. This would necessarily increase the time needed to process appeals and result in a backlog
of cases.

Strategy: 1-1-1 Appellate Court Operations

General Revenue Funds

1 General Revenue Fund $0 $0 $0 $61,431 $61,430 $122,861
General Revenue Funds Total - $0 $0 50 $61,431 $61,430 $122,861
Item Total $0 $0 $0 $61,431 $61,430 $122,861
FTE Reductions (From FY 2012 and FY 2013 Base Request) 1.0 1.0

2 Appellate Court Operations

Category: Programs - Service Reductions (FTEs-Layoffs)
Item Comment: A second 5% reduction from the baseline budget for FY12-13 would require us to lay off an additional staff attorney, reducing our current legal staff
from six attorneys to four attorneys and likely resulting in a corresponding reduction in the court's clearance rate from 100% to 67%. This would dramatically increase
the time needed to process appeals and quickly result in a backlog of cases that would take years to recover from, not to mention significantly delaying justice to
litigants. ’

Strategy: 1-1-1 Appellate Court Operations

General Revenue Funds

1 General Revenue Fund $0 . $0 $0 $61,430 $61,431 $122,861
General Revenue Funds Total $0 ‘ $0 $0 $61,430 $61,431 $122,861
Item Total $0 $0 50 $61,430 $61,431 $122,861
FTE Reductions (From FY 2012 and FY 2013 Base Request) 1.0 1.0
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6.1 10 PERCENT BIENNIAL BASE REDUCTION OPTIONS

82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 Date: 8/3/2010
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST) Time: 4:54:31PM

Agency code: 226  Agency name: Sixth Court of Appeals District, Texarkana

REVENUE LOSS REDUCTION AMOUNT TARGET
Item Priority and Name/ Method of Financing 2012 2013  Biennial Total 2012 12013 Biennial Total
AGENCY TOTALS 122,861 $122,861 $245,722 $245,722
General Revenue Total $122, ’ ? ’
Agency Grand Total $0 $0 $0 $122,861 $122,861 $245,722
Difference, Options Total Less Target
Agency FTE Reductions (From FY 2012 and FY 2013 Base Request) 2.0 2.0
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DATE: ¥/4/2010
TIME : 11:01:09AM

7.B. DIRECT ADMININSTRATIVE AND SUPPORT CONTS
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

Agency code: 226 Agency name: Sixth Court of Appeals District, Texarkana

Strategy Exp 2009 Est 2010 Bud 2011 BL 2012 BL 2013
1-1-1 Appellate Court Operations
OBJECTS OF EXPENSE:
1001 SALARIES AND WAGES 5 95,908 $ 100,427 $ 104,080 $ 104,080 $ 104,080
1002 OTHER PERSONNEL COSTS 2,721 1,571 1,633 1,651 1,754
2003 CONSUMABLE SUPPLIES 642 444 602 . 559 559
2004 UTILITIES 297 289 309 309 309
2005 TRAVEL 682 813 1,032 1,032 1,032
2006 RENT - BUILDING 99 105 105 105 105
2007 RENT - MACHINE AND OTHER 31 33 39 103 103
2009 OTHER OPERATING EXPENSE 10,302 5,966 16,978 6,077 5,974
5000 CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 0 0 0 0 0
Total, Objects of Expense h 110,682 109,648 $ 124,778 $ 113,916 $ 113,916
METHOD OF FINANCING:
1  General Revenue Fund 110,682 109,648 124,778 113,916 113,916
Total, Method of Financing S 110,682 109,648 $ 124,778 $ 113,916 $ 113,916
FULL-TIME-EQUIVALENT POSITIONS (FTE): 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
DESCRIPTION
29
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7.B. IRECT ADMINISTRATIVE AND SUPPOKT COSTS
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

DATE: ¥/4/2010
TIME : 11:01:17AM

Agency code: 226

Agency name: Sixth Court of Appeals District, Texarkana

Exp 2009 Est 2010

BL 2012 BL 2013

The administrative and support costs in this strategy are related to the percentage of salaries and related operating costs of court personnel performing administrative functions. The
percentage of time spent on administrative/support duties for this Court are as follows:

Chief Justice 10%
Chief Staff Attorney 2%
Clerk 85%
Deputy Clerk IV 1%
Deputy Clerk IV 1%

Custodial Manager  100%

30
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7.B. DIRECT ADMINISTRATIVE AND SUPPOKT CONTS

82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1

Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

DATE: 8/4/2010
TIME : 11:01:17AM

Agency code: 226

Agency name: Sixth Court of Appeals District, Texarkana

7.B.Page 3 of 3

Exp 2009 Est 2010 Bud 2011 BL 2012 . BL 2013
GRAND TOTALS
Objects of Expense
1001 SALARIES AND WAGES $95,908 $100,427 $104,080 $104,080 $104,080
1002 OTHER PERSONNEL COSTS $2,721 $1,571 $1,633 $1,651 $1,754
2003 CONSUMABLE SUPPLIES $642 $444 $602 $559 $559
2004 UTILITIES $297 $289 $309 $309 $309
2005 TRAVEL $682 $813 $1,032 $1,032 $1,032
2006 RENT - BUILDING $99 $105 $105 $105 $105
2007 RENT - MACHINE AND OTHER $31 $33 $39 $103 $103
2009 OTHER OPERATING EXPENSE $10,302 $5,966 $16,978 $6,077 $5,974
5000 CAPITAL EXPENDITURES $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Total, Objects of Expense $110,682 $109,648 $124,778 $113,916 $113,916
Method of Financing
1 General Revenue Fund $110,682 $109,648 $124,778 $113,916 $113,916
Total, Method of Financing $110,682 $109,648 $124,778 $113,916 $113,916
Full-Time-Equivalent Positions (FTE) 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
31




