Table 16. Preparation and Submission of the Judicial Branch Budget for State Funding

Legend: NR=No response; N/S=Nol slaled:; ~=Nol appiicable; M=Yes

Who prepares the Who reviews the Budget Can funds
budget? _budget? submitted fo: roll-over from Judiclal %
AOC=Administrative Office of the Courts EX=Executlve one yaar to of State
§C=Court of Last Resort LG=Leglslatlve Budget perlod the next? budget
AOC SC Other AOC SC Other EX LG Annval Blennlal .

Alabama u ’ ] ] Qcl 1-Sep 30 ’ 20
Alaska L u u Jul 1-Jun 30 . 25
Arlzona = O | ] Jul 1-Jun 30 : 17
Arkansas m n " Jul §-Jun 30 n ' 0.5
California n = n m  Juli-Jun30 ‘ a . 25
Colorado ] [ m Jul1-Jun3o0 1.7
Conneacticut u ] n Jul 1-Jun 30 30
Delaware ] - u Jul 1-Jun 30 ] 26
District of Columbla  w’ n ™ m  Oct1-Sep3o " 30
Florlda ™ u n Jul 1- Jun 30 ' 06
Georgla = : 2 n Jui 1-Jun 30 a" : 1.0
Hawall ' = n Jul 4-Jun 30 2.8
ldaho ™ ‘m = Jul 1-Jun 30 a 1.2
lllinols [ ] m  Jull-dun 30 Less lhan 1
Indlana [ | ] [ Jul 1-Jun 30 i4
lowa [ "] m  Jult-Jun30 23
Kansas ™ - u m  Juli-Jun30 ' " 1.0
Kentucky . u a’ u Jul 1-Jun 30 "’ 3.0
Loulslana n - " n Jul 1-Jun 30 ™ : 08
Malne NR HNR NR . NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR
Maryland u " o Jul 1-Jun 30 1.3
Massachusetis n | n Jul 1-Jun 30 23
Michlgan s n m  Oct1-Sep30 e 06
Minnesota m n m Jui 1-Jun 30 ™ 1.7
MissIssipp! n - " m Jult-Jun30 ' n 1.0
Missourl u ] ] o Jul 1-Jun 30 1.2
Montana n n ™ n . Jul 1-Jun 30 a 1.0
Nebraska n ''m u Jul 1-Jun 30 | ™ P14
Nevada n u n Jul 1-Jun 30 [ ' 88
Now Hampshire = B [ Jul1-Jun 30 : 1.3
New Jersey ™ ™ n Jul 1-Jun 30 m 24
New Mexlco " 7 om n [ n m  Jul1-Jdun30 24
New York  m . " m Aori-Mar3i - 15
North Carolina " ] ™ ™ Jul 1-Jun 30 26
North Dakota u = ] Jul 1-Jun 30 2.0
Ohlo n n = Jul 1-Jun 30 0.4
Oktahoma ] n u Jul 1-Jun 30 "] 1.0
Oregon u ] n Jul 1-Jun 30 —_ 20
Pennsylvanla ] I | ] m | Jui1-Jdun30 . : 59
Puerto Rico NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR
Rhode Island m S = Juii-Jun30 n 24
South Carolina n s’ ™ = Jul 1-Jun 30 - 33
South Dakota n u u Jul 1-Jun 30 u 2.8
Tennessee ] ) ] n dul 1-Jun30 _ u 05
Texas ' " n m Sep 1-Aug 31 5 04
Utah ] i n ™ Jul 1-Jun 30 [ 5.0
Vermont ] n B Jul 1-Jun 30 n 2.0
Virginla u m m Jul 1-Jun 30 s 10
Washlington u n u Jul1-Jun 30 - " 40
West Virginia n B ] Jui 4-Jun 30 ] 28
Wisconsin ™ n n "] Jul 1-Jun 30 = 85
Wyoming " "’ u u Jul 4-Jun 30 . " 2.0
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Table 16. Preparation and Submission of the Judiclal Branch Budget for State Funding

Legend: NR=No response; N/S=Nol staled; ~=Not applicable; M=Yes
Is the Judiclal

Alabama
Alaska
Arlzona
Arkansas

Californla
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware

Dls.tr'lct' of Columbla

Florlda
Georgla
Hawall

Idaho
lllinols
Indlana
lowa

Kansas
Kentucky
Loulsiana
Malne

Maryland
Massachusetls
Michlgan
Minnesota

Misslssippl
Missourl
Monlana
Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshlire
New Jersoy
Now Maxlco

New York
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohlo

‘Qklahoma
Oregon
Pannsylvanla
Puerto Rico

Rhode Island
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee

Texas

Utah
Vermont
Virginla

Washington
West Virginla
Wisconsin
Wyoming

Can execullve branch  appropriation flled as a Number of budget  Can the judiclal branch move funds between
amend the budget? ate bIll? line ltoms line ltems?
u Varles Wilh approval from Flnance Dlrector
3 ]
25 Upon review from legislature
4 8 Up lo 3% of the budgel
| 8 . ]
70 Up lo 6% of the budgel & $1 mli. at year end
] 5
n 87
u 5 .10
Varies Upto 5% of the budgel
7
[ ] 6 | |
[ ] 1 -
] 99 Up to 2% of lhe budget
Oceurs occaslonally ’ Varles
[ ] 2 [ |
1 ~
| 3 n
| 61 [ |
NR NR NR _ _NR _
442 Up to 1.33% of the budget
] 148 Up 1o 2.3% of the budget
[ | 31 [
3 ] _
- 7 .
] 14 Within administrative limils
l 6 Wilhin stalutory fimlts (25% of lhe budget)
[ | 79 n
Varies ' . '
42 Up to 1,3% of the budget
] 80 om
3 n
. 90 Up lo 5% of the budgel
75 Up lo 10% of the budget
10 |
1 ~ .
2 Up to 10% of the budget
Ocours occasionally ] 2
[ ] 36 [ ]
NR NR NR NR
5
Varles ]
2 |
Oceurs occastonally 20 _ ] _
Governor can velo 62 With approval of Leglstalive Budgel Board &
Individual ling ilems Governor
5
2 [ ]
u 12 Subject 1o approval of Govemnor's Bu_dgel Orﬁce_ _
Varios : . S L ;
N/S [ |
[ ] 23 Wilh leglstative and execulive branch approval
4 [ |

Tho judicial branch 81



Table 16. Preparation and Submission of the Judicial Branch Budget for State Funding

FOOTNOTES:

Alaska:
} Trial court adminlistrators prepare (he budgel.

Arizona:
2 The Chilef Justice and Vice Chlef Justice review Lhe budgel.

Arkansas:

3 This only applies when specific authority Is granled in the appropriation bill.
4 Judiclal salaries are contalned In a general bill with salaries of all elected
officlals; other judiclal appropriations are separale.

Californla:

* Nearly the entire Judiclal branch budget Is appropriated on an annual basls.
However, approximately six percent of Lhe budget (FY 2003-2004) conslsts of
speclal funds thal are continuously appropriated.

Delaware:
? The Council of Court Administralors and Chief Juslices review Whe budgel.

District of Columbla:

7 The Executive Offica of Lhe District of Columbla Courls funglions as the
Adminlstrative Office of the Courls.

2 The Joint Commitlee on Judiclal Adminlsiratlon reviews the budgel.
 Only funds within Lhe Dafender Services Account roll-over.

" Followlng 30 days notice, the courts can reallocate up Lo $1 million for
operations and up to 4% for capital,

Florlda:
*Roll-over Is restricted to trust fumds only.

Georgla:
12 The Judicial Councl of Georgla reviews the budget.
'3 Funds musl have been encumbered by June 30,

Hawall:
" |ndividual courls prepare the budgel.

Idaho:
'S General funds do nol rolk-over, but "other” funds do.

Hentucky:

8 Tha Chlef Justica reviews Lha budaet.

¥ Only agency and federal funds can ratl-over. General funds dollars lapse In the
Court Operatlons budgsl but do not 1apse In the Local Facililes Budget.

Loulslana:
™ The Judictal Budgelary Control Board reviews lhe budget.

Maryland:
" The Chlef Judge of the Courl of Appeals reviews the budget.

Michlgan

2 Tha Supreme Courl works with the Department of Management and Budgel's
Budget Office on the Iniial submisslon.

1 Funds ¢ari ba rollad over il provided by stalule. Funds can also bs rolled
forward as a work project request requliing approval of both the Executive and
lhe Leglslalive branch.

Minnesota:
2 Tha Intercourt Commities reviews the budget.
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Misslssippl: )
3 Rell-over restricled Lo speclal funds; genaral furds do not roll-over.

Montana:

21 Funds can roll-over only If appropriation authority Is blennial and if il Is
necessary lo move money back from the second year to cover shorlages In the
first year.

Nevada:
5 Roll-over Is restiicted lo non-slale funds.

Neow Jersay:
2 Rall-over funds are aulhorized and restricled by the language in the annual
Appropriation Act.

New Meaxlco:

7 The AQC prepares the Maglsirale Coun budgel. Appellate and Dislrict courts
prepara thelr own budgets,

® Tho Budget Commitles of the Ghlef Judges Council reviews ha budget.

New York:
# 1ndividual couris prepare the budgel.
* Rol-ovar only occurs if funds are reappropiialed by the legslature.

Ohlo: :
* There Is no central judicial branch review of the budget.

Orogon:
32 General funds do not roll-over, bul “othes” funds do.

South CGarolina: )
* The Chilef Justice/Finance Qffice prepares and raviews the budget.

Texas:

* Individual cours prepare the budgaet.

3 There Is no central Judiclat branch review of the budgel.

3 Roll-over allowed betwean years In the blennlum only, not from one blennium
Lo lhe naxt.

Utah:
3 Tha Judiclal Council reviews the budget.
* Funds may only roll-over with legislativa approval.

Virginta:
* Roll-over s subjecl to approval by the Governor's Budget Office.

Washington:
® Rall-over is limited to Public Safety and Educalion Account and Judiclal
Information System Account funds.

Wisconsin:
¥ Roll-over Is limiled to conlnuing pregram revenua appropriations only,

Wyoming:

2 The AQC prepares the budget for tha Sugreme Gourt and the Circuit Courl;
District Courts prapare lhelr own budgels,

* There is no central judiclal branch review of lhe budgel.

* Cunds cannot roll-over from one blennial budget cycle fo another.



