























2.B. SUMMARY OF BASE REQUEST BY METHOD OF FINANCE

8/5/2010

82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 8:56:58AM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)
Agency code: 223 Agency name:  Third Court of Appeals Disirict, Austin
METHOD OF FINANCING Exp 2009 Est 2010 Bud 2011 Req 2012 Req 2013
OTHER FUNDS
TOTAL, Interagency Contracts
$36,000 $36,000 $36,000 $36,000 $36,000
TOTAL, ALL OTHER FUNDS
$236,581 $238,900 $234,900 $234,900 $234,900
GRAND TOTAL 82,465,116 $2,445,919 $2,587,238 52,444,792 $2,444,793
FULL-TIME-EQUIVALENT POSITIONS
'REGULAR APPROPRIATIONS
Regular Appropriations 32.0 33.0 34.0 34.0 34.0
UNAUTHORIZED NUMBER OVER (BELOW) CAP
Unauthorized Number Over (Below) Cap 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL, ADJUSTED FTES 32.0 33.0 34.0 34.0 34.0
NUMBER OF 100% FEDERALLY FUNDED
FTEs - - 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0
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8/5/2010

2.C. SUMMARY OF BASE REQUEST BY OBJECT OF EXPENSE DATE:
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 TIME: 8:57:17AM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)
Agency code: 223 Agency name:  Third Court of Appeals Distriet, Austin

OBJECT OF EXPENSE Exp 2009 Est 2010 Bud 2011 BL 20612 BL 2013

1001 SALARIES AND WAGES $2,275,556 $2,341,786 $2,484,388 $2,341,942 $2,341,942

1002 OTHER PERSONNEL COSTS $86,795 $39,848 $20,000 $20,000 $20,000
"2001 PROFESSIONAL FEES AND SERVICES $4,708 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000
2003 CONSUMABLE SUPPLIES $15,237 $8.007 $17,000 $17,000 $17,000

2005 TRAVEL $0 $0 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000
~ 2006 RENT - BUILDING $7,865 $8,024 $8,000 $8,000 $8,000

2009 OTHER OPERATING EXPENSE $74,955 $46,254 $54,850 $54,850 $54,851

OOE Total (Excluding Riders) $2,465,116 52,445,919 $2,587,238 $2,444,792 $2,444,793

OOE Total (Riders)

Grand Total 52,465,116 $2,445,919 $2,587,238 $2,444,792 $2,444,793
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2.C.1. OPERATING COSTS DETAIL ~ BASE REQUEST Date:  8/4/2010
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version I Time: 7:53:16AM

Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

Agency Code: 223 Agency: Third Court of Appeals District, Austin

. BASE REQUEST STRATEGY: 1-1-1 Appellate Court Operations

Code Type of Expense Expended 2009 Estimated 2010 Budgeted 2011 Requested 2012 ‘Requested 2013
2 Postage $10,662 $8,715 $9,000 $9,000 $9,000

3 Telephone 11,488 11,034 12,000 12,000 12,000

6 Registrations/Training 11 169 1,000 1,000 1,000
11 Misc. Operating Costs 0 0 100 100 100
12 Maintenance & Repair - Equipment 5,764 1,869 5,000 5,000 5,000
13 Furniture & Equipment (Expensed) 9,480 ‘ 0 1,000 1,000 . 1,000
15 Printing & Reproduction 0 0 50 50 50
24 Freight/Delivery « 112 147 200 200 200
26 Books (expensed) 31,784 18,447 20,600 20,000 20,001
64 SORM Assessment 2,876 3,191 3,500 3,500 3,500
131 Online Legal Research Subscription 2,778 2,682 3,000 3,000 3,000
‘Total, Operating Costs _ $74,955 $46,254 $54,850 $54,850 $54,851
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Capital Expenditure Detail

Agency Code: |Court/Agency: Strategy: Prepared by: Date: Strategy:
223 Third Court of Appeals Appellate Court Operations Jeffrey D. Kyle | '814/2010 1
Itemization by Capital Expenditure Category | Number! Unit ‘ _
of Units | Cost | Expended [ Estimated Budgeted | Requested | Requested
Category Description of Items FY 2009 FY 2010 2011 2012 2013
N/A N/A |
TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL: CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
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2.D. SUMMARY OF BASE REQUEST OBJECTIVE OUTCOMES

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

Date :
Time:

8/5/2010
8:56:01AM

Agency code: 223
Goal/ Objective / Outcome Exp 2009 Est 2010

Agency name: Third Court of Appeals District, Austin

~ Bud 2011 BL 2012 BL 2013
1 Appellate Court Operations
I Appellate Court Operations

KEY _ 1 Clearance Rate

108.06% 110.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
KEY 2 Percentage of Cases Under Submission for Less Than One Year

51.07% 85.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%

KEY 3 Percentage of Cases Pending for Less Than Two Years

87.67% 95.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%

2.D.Page 1 of 1




2.E. SUMMARY OF EXCEPTIONAL ITEMS REQUEST
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version |
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

DATE: 8/5/2010

TIME : 8:57:02AM

Agency code: 223 Agency name: Third Court of Appeals District, Austin

2012 2013 Biennium
" GRand GR and GR and
Priority Ttem GR/GR Dedicated All Funds FTEs | GR Dedicated All Funds FTEs GR Dedicated All Funds
3 Restore Baseline Funding 5116,310 $116,310 0.0 $116,310 $116,310 0.0 $232,620 $232,620
' Total, Exceptional Items Request $116,310 $116,310 0.0 $116,310 $116,310 0.0 $232,620 $232,620
Method of Financing
General Revenue $116,310 $116,310 $116,310 $116,310 $232,620 $232,620
General Revenue - Dedicated
Federal Funds
Other Funds
T 8116,310 $116,310 $116,310 $116,310 $232,620 $232,620
Full Time Equivalent Positions 0.0 0.0
Number of 1060% Federally Funded FTEs 0.0 0.0
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2.F. SUMMARY OF TOTAL REQUEST BY STRATEGY DATE :

8/5/2010
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 TIME : 8:56:09AM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)
Agency code: 223 Agency name; Third Court of Appeals District, Austin
Base Base Exceptional Exceptional  Total Request Total Request
Goal/Objective/STRATEGY 2012 2013 2012 ' 2013 2612 2013
1 Appellate Court Operations '
1 Appellate Court Operations
1 APPELLATE COURT OPERATIONS $2,444.792 $2,444,793 $116,310 $116,310 $2,561,102 $2,561,103
TOTAL, GOAL 1 $2,444,792 $2,444,793 $116,310 $116,310 $2,561,102 $2,561,103
TOTAL, AGENCY
STRATEGY REQUEST $2,444,792 $2,444,793 $116,310 $116,310 $2,561,102 $2,561,103
TOTAL, AGENCY RIDER
APPROPRIATIONS REQUEST
GRAND TOTAL, AGENCY REQUEST $2,444,792 $2,444,793 $116,310 $116,310 $2,561,102 $2,561,103
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2.F. SUMMARY OF TOTAL REQUEST BY STRATEGY DATE : 8/5/2010
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 TIME : 8:56:12AM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

Agency code: 223 Agency name; Third Court of Appeals District, Austin
: Base Base - Exceptional Exceptional  Total Reqhest Total Request
Goal/Objective/STRATEGY 2012 ' 2013 2012 2013 2012 2013
General Revenue Funds:
1 General Revenue Fund $2,209,892 $2,209,893 $116,310 $116,310 $2,326,202 $2,326,203
52,209,892 $2,209,893 $116,310 $116,310 $2,326,202 $2,326,203
Other Funds:
573 Judicial Fund 182,900 182,900 0 0 182,900 182,900
666 Appropriated Receipts 16,000 16,000 0 0 16,000 16,000
777 Interagency Contracts 36,000 36,000 0 0 36,000 36,000
$234,900 $234,900 $0 $0 $234,900 $234,900
TOTAL, METHOD OF FINANCING $2,444,792 $2,444,793 $116,310 $116,310 $2,561,102 $2,561,103
FULL TIME EQUIVALENT POSITIONS 34.6 - 340 0.0 0.0 34.0 34.0
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2.G. SUMMARY OF TOTAL REQUEST OBJECTIVE OUTCOMES

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

Date : 8/5/2010
Time: 8:57:09AM

Agency code: 223

Agency name: Third Court of Appeals District, Austin

Goal/ Objective / Outcome
Total Total
BL BL _ Excp Exep Request Request
2012 2013 2012 2613 2012 2013
1 Appellate Court Operations
Appeliate Court Operations
KEY I 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: 8/5/2010
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 TIME: 8:56:17AM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)
Agency code: 223 Agency name: Third Court of Appeals District, Austin
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 Eip 2009 Est 2010 Bud 2011 BL 2012 BL 2013
Output Measures: _
‘1 Number of Civil Cases Disposed 505.00 514.00 450.00 450.00 450.00
2 Number of Criminal Cases Disposed 366.00 352,00 340.00 340.00 340.00
Explanatory/Input Measures:
1 Number of Civil Cases Filed 476.00 465.00 465.00 465.00 465.00
2 Number of Criminal Cases Filed 362.00 350.00 350.00 350.00 350.00
3 Number of Cases Transferred in 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4 Number of Cases Transferred out 33.00 27.00 25.00 25.00 25.00
Objects of Expense:

1001  SALARIES AND WAGES $2,275,556 52,341,786 $2,484,388 $2,341,942 $2,341,942

1002 OTHER PERSONNEL COSTS 586,795 $39,848 - $20,000 $20,000 $20,000

2001 PROFESSIONAL FEES AND SERVICES $4,708 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 52,060

2003 CONSUMABLE SUPPLIES $15,237 $8,007 $17,000 $17,000 $17,060

2005 TRAVEL 80 80 $1,000 $1,000 51,000

2006 RENT - BUILDING $7.865 $8,024 $8,000 $8,000 $8,000

2009 - OTHER OPERATING EXPENSE $74,955 $46,254 $54,850 $54,850 $54,851
TOTAL, OBJECT OF EXPENSE 82,465,116 $2,445,919 $2,587,238 $2,444,792 $2,444,793
Method of Financing:

1 General Revenue Fund $2,228,535 $2,207,019 $2,352,338 $2,209,892 $2,209,893
SUBTOTAL, MO¥F (GENERAL REVENUE FUNDS) $2,228,535 $2,207,019 $2,352,338 $2,209,892 $2,209,893
Method of Financing:

573 Judicial Fund $182,900 $182,900 $182,900 $182,500 $182,900
666 Appropriated Receipts $17,681 $20,000 $16,000 $16,000 $16,000
777 Interagency Contracts $36,000 $36,000 $36,000 $36,000 $36,000
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3.A. STRATEGY REQUEST DATE:  8/5/2010
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 TIME: 8:56:21AM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

Agéncy code: 223 Agency name: Third Court of Appeals District, Austin

GOAL.: 1 Appellate Court Operations Statewide Goal/Benchmark: 0 0
OBJECTIVE: ! Appellate Court Operations Service Categories:

© STRATEGY: 1 Appellate Court Operations Service: 01 Income: A2 Age: B3

CODE DESCRIPTION Exp 2009 Est 2010 Bud 2011 BL 2012 BL 2013
SUBTOTAL, MOF (OTHER FUNDS) $236,581 $238,900 $234,900 $234,900 $234,900
TOTAL, METHOD OF FINANCE (INCLUDING RIDERS) $2,444,792 $2,444,793
TOTAL, METHOD OF FINANCE (EXCLUDING RIDERS) $2,465,116 $2,445,919 $2,587,238 $2,444,792 $2,444,793
FULL TIME EQUIVALENT POSITIONS: : 32.0 33.0 34.0 34.0 34.0

STRATEGY DESCRIPTION AND JUSTIFICATION:

The Court of Appeals for the Third District of Texas was created in [892 by an Act of the 22nd Legislature, 1st C.J., P. 25, ch. 15; Gammel's Laws of Texas, Vol. 10, Page 389. This
Court has intermediate appellate jurisdiction of both civil and criminal cases appealed from lower courts; in civil cases where 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

reviews State of Texas administrative law appeals from cases throughout the state.

EXTERNAL/INTERNAL FACTORS IMPACTING STRATEGY:

The citizens of Texas have an absolute right to appeal and seek review of a trial court judgment in the intermediate courts of appeal. This Coust does not have discretion to decline
appeilate review. The Court strives to administer justice and to render a thorough and fair decision in each case on its docket as expeditiously as possible.
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3.A. STRATEGY REQUEST DATE:  8/5/2010
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 TIME: 8:56:21AM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

SUMMARY TOTALS:
OBJECTS OF EXPENSE: $2,405,116 $2,445,919 $2,587,238 $2,444,792 32,444,793
METHODS OF FINANCE (INCLUDING RIDERS): $2,444,792 $2,444,793
METHODS OF FINANCE (EXCLUDING RIDERS): $2,465,116 $2,445,919 $2,587,238 $2,444,792 $2,444,793
FULL TIME EQUIVALENT POSITIONS: 32.0 33.0 34.0 340 34.0
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3.B. RIDER REVISIONS AND ADDITIONS REQUEST

Agency Code: Agency Name: Prepared by: Date: Request Level:
223 Third Court of Appeals Jeffrey D. Kyle 3/3/2010 Baseline
Current Page Number
Rider in Proposed Rider Language
Number 2010-11 GAA
4 V-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 neighboring 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 1V-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 1V-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.

Page 1 of 3




3.B. RIDER REVISIONS AND ADDITIONS REQUEST

Agency Code: Agency Name: Prepared by: Date: Request Level:
223 Third Court of Appeals Jeffrey D. Kyle 8/3/2010 ~ Baseline
Current Page Number
Rider in Proposed Rider Language
Number 2010-11 GAA
8 Iv-39 Appropriation: Unexpended Balances Between Fiscal Years within the Biennium. Any unexpended balances from
appropriations made to the appellate courts for fiscal year 2012 are hereby appropriated to the same court for fiscal year 2013
for the same purposes.
Update rider to reflect the new biennium.
9 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 V-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, 2011, 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, 2011 more than $79,750 annually. This provision does not apply to law clerk positions at any appellate

court. )

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

Agency Code: Agency Name: Prepared by: Date: Request Level:
223 Third Court of Appeals Jeffrey D. Kyle 8/3/2010 Baseline
Current Page Number .
Rider in Proposed Rider Language
Number 2010-11 GAA
11 V-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 2012 and 2013, 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 1v-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 2014-2015 biennium,

Update rider to reflect the new biennium.
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4.A. EXCEPTIONAL ITEM REQUEST SCHEDULE DATE: 8/5/2010
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 TIME: 8:56:26AM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

Agency code: 223 Agency name:
Third Court of Appeals District, Austin
CODE DESCRIPTION Excp 2012 Excp 2013
Ttem Name: Restoration of FY 2012-13 baseline budget.

Item Priority: 3
Includes Funding for the Following Strategy or Strategies: 01-01-01  Appellate Court Operations

OBJECTS OF EXPENSL: .
1001 SALARIES AND WAGES - 116,310 116,310
TOTAL, OBJECT OF EXPENSE $116,310 $116,310

METHOD OF FINANCING:
1 General Revenue Fund _ 116,310 116,310

TOTAL, METHOD OF FINANCING $116,310 $116,310

DESCRIPTION / JUSTIFECATION:

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 courts will either have to reverse these salary adjustments, as they cannot be sustained at a 95% funding level, or reduce the
number of court attorneys.

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 chsposmg of cases and researching and
writing opinions. Loss of experienced court lawyers creates difficulties in timely processing of and disposing of appeals.
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4.B. EXCEPTIONAL ITEMS STRATEGY ALLOCATION SCHEDULE DATE: 8/5/2010

82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 TIME: 8:57:27AM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

Agency code: 223 Agency name:  Third Court of Appeals District, Austin
Code Description ' Excp 2012 Excp 2013
Itemn Name: : Restoration of FY 2012-13 baseline budget.
' Allocation to Strategy: -1-1 Appellate Court Operations
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%4 100.00%
3 Percentage of Cases Pending for Less Than Two Years 100.00¢% 100.00%
OUTPUT MEASURES: ' ' )
1 Number of Civil Cases Disposed 450.00 450.00
2 Number of Criminal Cases Disposed 340.00 340.00
EXPLANATORY/INPUT MEASURES:
1 Number of Civil Cases Filed 465.00 465.00
2 Number of Criminal Cases Filed 350.00 350.00
3 Number of Cases Transferred in 0.00 0.00
4 Number of Cases Transferred out 25.00 _ 25.00
OBJECTS OF EXPENSE: .
1001 SALARIES AND WAGES 116,310 116,310
TOTAIL, OBJECT OF EXPENSE $116,310 $116,310
METHOD OF FINANCING: :
' 1 General Revenue Fund 116,310 116,310
TOTAL, METHOD OF FINANCING $116,310 $116,310
FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT POSITIONS (FTE): 0.0 _ - 0.0
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4.C. EXCEPTIONAL ITEMS STRATEGY REQUEST

DATE: 8/5/2010

EXCEPTIONAL ITEM(S) INCLUDED IN STRATEGY:

Restoration of FY 2012-13 baseline budget.

4.C. Page 1 of 1

82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 TIME: 8:56:34AM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)
Agency Code; 223 Agency name: Third Court of Appeals District, Austin
GOAL: 1 Appellate Court Operations Statewide Goal/Benchmark: 0 -0
OBJECTIVE: 1 Appellate Court Operations Service Categories:
STRATEGY: 1 Appeliate 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 116,310 116,310
Total, Objects of Expense $116,310 $116,310
METHOD OF FINANCING:
1 General Revenue Fund 116,310 116,310
Total, Method of Finance $116,310 $116,310




Date; . 7/29/2010
Time; 10:44:14AM
1 of 1

OPERATING COSTS DETAIL ~ EXCEPTIONAL ITEMS
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST) Page:

' Agenicy Code: 223 - Apgency: Third Court of Appeals District, Austin

-BASE REQUEST STRATEGY: Appellate Court Operations

Code Type of Expense : Year Exceptional 1 Exceptional 2 Exceptional 3 Exceptional 4 Exce'ptionénl 5
2 Postage 2012
. ' ' 2013
3 - Telephone 7 2012
2013
6  Registrations/Training ' 2012
2013
11 Misc. Operating Costs _ 2012
' 2013
12 Maintenance & Repatr - Equipment gg}g EXCEPTTONAL TITEM HAD NO
B IMPACT ON OPER‘ATINQ COSTS
13 Furniture & Equipment (Expensed) 2012 '
: 2013
15 Printing & Reproduction ' 2012
B 2013
24 Freight/Delivery 2012
: : 2013
26" Books (expensed) 2012
‘ 2013
64  SORM Assessment 2012
2013
131 Online Legal Research Subscription 2012
2013
Total, Operating Costs 2012

2013




6.A. HISTORICALLY UNDERUTILIZED BUSINESS SUPPORTING SCHEDULE Date:  8/4/2010
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 _ Time: 8:25:33AM

Automated Budget.and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

Agency Code: 223 Agency: - Third Court of Appeals District, Austin

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 3 FY 2008 % Goal % Actual Diff Actual § FY 2009
11.9%  Heavy Construction 0.0 % 0.0% 0.0%" 50 $0  00% 0.0% 0.0% $0 50
26.1%  Building Construction 0.0 % 0.0% 0.0% $0 $0  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% $0 $0
. 572%  Special Trade Construction 0.0 % 0.0% 0.0% - $0 $0  00% 0.0% 0.0% $0 $0
20.0% Professional Services : 0.0 % 0.0% 0.0% $0 $2,000 0.0 % 0.0% 0.0% $0 $0
33.0%  Other Services 0.0 % 0.0% 0.0% 50 $7.763 0.0 % 0.0% 0.0% $0 $9,337
12.6%  Commodities 0.0 % 68.5% 68.5% $13,241 519,323 00% 84.5% 84.5% 58,076 $9,556
Total Expenditures 45.5% $13,241 $29.086 42.7% $8,076 $18,893

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

Attainment;
The Court attained and exceeded one of three, or 33%, of the applicable statewide HUB procurement goals in fiscal year 2008.

The Court attained and exceeded one of two, or 50%, of the applicable state wide HUB goals in fiscal year 2009.

Applicability:
In both fiscal years 2008 and 2009 the procurement categories of Heavy Construction, Building Construction, and Special Trade Construction were not applicable to the
Court's operations.

Factors Affecting Attainment:
In fiscal years 2008 and 2009 the goal of “Other Services” was not met by the Court since the two largest dollar purchases were made from two non-HUB vendors: one,

LexisNexis, for online legal services and the other for copier maintenance under a contract negotiated with the purchase of copiers under a contract with JCIT.

"Good-Faith" Efforts: )
The Court has always made every effort to make purchases and obtain services from qualified HUB vendors. That is not always possible since, being a small Court with
96% of its budget spent on salaries, it is very important that best price and value be taken into consideration. Our large technological budget is funded and administered
through the Office of Court Administration and is not reflected in this Court’s HUB report. All factors continuing to be equal, this Court will continue to use TIBH (as
required in Chapter 122 of the Texas Human Resources Code) whenever possible, strive to enter into business with HUBs as often as p0531ble and attempt to reach the

state goal each fiscal year.
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6.B. Current Biennium One-time Expenditure Schedule

Agency Code:
00223

Agency Name:

Third Court of Ahpeals

Prepared By:

Jeffrey D. Kyle

Date:-

7/27/2010

Item

2010

-2011

2012

~2013

Amount

MOF

Amount

MOF

N/A
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6.H. Estimated Total of All Agency Funds Outside the GAA Bill Pattern

Third Court of Appeals
|[ESTIMATED GRAND TOTAL OF AGENCY FUNDS OUTSIDE THE 2012-13 GAA BILL PATTERN | § 593,032 |
Fund Name

Estimated Beginning Balance in FY 2010 $ 229,650
Estimated Revenues FY 2010 $ 250,000
Estimated Revenues FY 2011 5 250,000

FY 2010-11 Total § 729,650
Estimated Beginning Balance in FY 2012 $ 93,032
Estimated Revenues FY 2012 b 250,000
Estimated Revenues FY 2013 $ 250,000

FY 2012-13 Total § 593,032

Constitational or Statufory Creation and Use of Funds:

Sub Chapter C, Sec. 22.2041 Tex Gov't Code and Sec. §59.021 Tex. Gov't Code

Method of Calculation and Revenue Assumptions:

In accordance with the above referenced statute, the District and County Clerks of the various courts in the 24 counties that make up
the Third Court of Appeals’ District are to collect and remit a $5.00 filing fee on each civil suit filed in a county court, county court-at-
law, 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: 8/5/2010
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST) Time: 8:56:45AM

Agency code: 223 Agency name: Third Court of Appeals District, Austin

REVENUE LOSS REDUCTION AMOUNT TARGET

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

1 Reduced Staffing

Category: Programs - Service Reductions (FTEs-Layoffs)
Item Comment: A 5% reduction would result in the loss of 2 staff attorney positions and a clearance rate of 86.6%.

The core function of the state courts of appeals is to process, review and decide by written opinion or order appeals from criminal and civil trial courts. This requires
a highly skilled and trained professional workforce, including appellate court lawyers and clerical staff, who assist the justices of the court in researching, writing
opinions, and disposing of cases. Consequently, approximately 96% of the Court's appropriated budget is dedicated to salaries. A 5% reduction in the Courts
appropriated budget, which amounts to $220,990, will require the Court to eliminate 2 staff attorney positions in the amount of $256,000, representing 13% of the
Court's legal staff. To prevent a backlog of cases and maintain minimum disposition and clearance rates, this Court must maintain its current staffing levels,

Strategy: 1-1-1 Appellate Court Operations

General Revenue Funds

1 General Revenue Fund $0 $0 30 $128,000 $128,000 $256,000
General Revenue Funds Total : $0 50 50 $128,000 $128,000 $256,G00
Item Total 50 50 50 $128,000 $128,600 $256,000
FTE Reductions (From FY 2012 and FY 2013 Base Request) 2.0 2.0

2 Reduced Staffing

Category: Programs - Service Reductions (FTEs-Layoffs)
Item Comment: A full 10% reduction would include the losses under item #1 (2 staff attorney positions) and result in the loss of 1 additional staff attorney position,
the loss of T deputy clerk position, a clearance rate of 80%, and increase the time for which appeals remain pending during the biennium.

The core function of the state courts of appeals is to process, review and decide by written opinion or order appeals from criminal and civil trial courts. This requires
a highly skilled and trained professional workforce, including appellate court lawyers and clerical staff, who assist the justices of the court in researching, writing -
opinions, and disposing of cases. Consequently, approximately 96% of the Court's appropriated budget is dedicated to salaries. A 10% reduction in the Courts
appropriated budget, which amounts to $441,979, will require the Court to eliminate 3 staff attorney positions in the amount of $384,000, representing 20% of the
Court's legal staff, and eliminate 1 deputy clerk position in the amount of $57,979. To prevent a backlog of cases and maintain minimum disposition and clearance
rates, this Court must maintain its current staffing levels. ‘

6.1 Page 1 of 2




6.1 10 PERCENT BIENNJAL BASE REDUCTION OPTIONS-

82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1

Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

Date;

8/5/2010

Time: 8:56:49AM

Agency code: 223 Agency name: Third Court of Appeals District, Austin

REVENUE LOSS REDUCTION AMOUNT ~ TARGET
Item Priority and Name/ Method of Financing 2012 2013 Biennial Total 2012 2013 Biennial Total
 Strategy: 1-1-1 AppeHate Court Operations
General Revenue Funds
. 1 General Revenue Fund $0 $0 30 $92,989 $92,990 $185,979
General Revenue Funds Total $0 $0 $0 $92.,989 $92,990 , $185,979
Item Total $0 $0 80 $92,989 $92,990 $185,979
FTE Reductions (From FY 2012 and FY 2013 Base Request) 2.0 2.0
AGENCY TOTALS 41,979
 General Revenue Total $220,989 $220,990 $441,979 $441,
Agency Grand Total 30 30 30 $220,989 $220,990 $441,979
Difference, Options Total Less Target
4.0 4.0

Agency FTE Reductions (From FY 2012 and ¥Y 2013 Base Request)
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7.B. DIRECT ADMINISTRATIVE AND SUPPORT COSTS DATE: 8/4/2010
82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 TIME ; 9:07:50AM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

Agency code: 223 Agency name: Third Court of Appeals District, Austin
Strategy Exp 2009 Est 2010 Bud 2011 BL 2012 BE 2013
1-i-1 Appellate Court Operations

OBJECTS OF EXPENSE:

1001 SALARIES AND WAGES $ 195,628 § 195,741 8 195,798 § - 195,742 8 195,742
1002 OTHER PERSONNEL COSTS 7,464 3,294 1,604 1,683 1,683
2001 PROFESSIONAL FEES AND SERVICES 0 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000
2003 CONSUMABLE SUPPLIES 1,310 662 1,363 1,431 1,431
2006 RENT - BUILDING 7,865 8,024 8,000 8,000 8,000
2009 . OTHER OPERATING EXPENSE 6,446 3,824 4,399 4,617 4,617
Total, Objects of Expense $ 218,713 § 213,545 § 213,164 § 213473 % 213,473

METHOD OF FINANCING:
I General Revenue Fund 218,713 213,545 213,164 213,473 213,473
Total, Method of Financing 3 218,713 § 213,545 § 213,164 § 213,473 § 213,473
FULL-TIME-EQUIVALENT POSITIONS (FTE): 2,7 2.7 2.7 2.7 2.7

DESCRIPTION

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.
Direct administrative salary costs for 2010 are shown as follows: -

Chief Justice - 35%
Justices (5) - 2%

Clerk of the Court - 75%
Accountant - 100%
Network Specialist - 50%
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7.B. DIRECT ADMINISTRATIVE AND SUPPORT COSTS

82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1

Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

DATE: 8/4/2010
TIME : 9:07:55AM

Agency code: 223

Agency name: Third Court of Appeals District, Austin

Exp 2009 Est 2010 Bud 2011 . BL 2012 BL 2013
GRAND TOTALS
Objects of Expense
1001 SALARIES AND WAGES $195,628 $195,741 $195,798 $193,742 $195,742
1002 OTHER PERSONNEL COSTS $7,464 $3,294 $1,604 51,083 $1,683
2001 PROFESSIONAL FEES AND SERVICES $0 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 ~ $2,000
2003 CONSUMABLE SUPPLIES $1,310 $662 $1,363 $1.431 $1,431
. 2006 RENT - BUILDING 57,865 $8,024 $8,000 £8.000 $8,000
2009 OTHER OPERATING EXPENSE 56,446 $3,824 $4,399 $4,617 $4,617
Total, Objects of Expense $218,713 $213,545 $213,164 $213,473 $213,473
Method of Financing
1 General Revenue Fund $218,713 $213,545 $213,104 $213,473 $213,473
Total, Method of Financing $218,713 $213,545 $213,164 $213,473 $213,473
Full-Time-Equivalent Positions (¥TE) 2.7 2.7 2.7 2.7 2.9
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GENERAL REVENUE (GR) & GENERAL REVENUE DEDICATED (GR-D) BASELINE REPORT DATE: 8/5/2010

82nd Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 TIME: 8:57:37AM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

.gency code: ~ ' Agency name: Third Court of Appeals District, Austin
GR Baseline Request Limit = $4,419,785
- i t Limit = §1
Strategy/Strategy Option/Rider GR-D Baseline Request Limit =5
2012 Funds 2013 Funds Biennial . Biennial
FTEs Total GR Ded FTEs Total GR Ded Cumulative GR Cumulative Ded  pyge ¢
Strategy: 1 - 1-1 Appellate Court Operations
340 2,444,792 2,209,892 0 34.0 2,444,793 2,209,893 0 4,419,785 0
34.0 34,0 wrwwdd (R Baseline Request Limit=%4,419,785#% %% &%
Exc;ﬁ Ttem: 1 Restoration of FY 2012-13 baseline budget.
0.0 - 116,310 116,310 0 0.0 116,310 116,310 O 4,652,405 -0

Strategy Detail for Excp Item: 1
Strategy: [ -1-1 Appellate Court Operations
0.0 116,310 116,310 0 0.0 116,310 116,310 0

34.0 $2,561,102 52,326,202 30 34.0 $2,561,103 52,326,203 G
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