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I. INTRODUCTION
A. Study Purposé and Approach t

In February, 1979, the Mississippi Judicial Council ini-
tiated this Courts Finance, Management and Personnel Study
as a result of a request for proposals issued in late 1978.
Part of the study was to build upon the analysis and recom—
mendations of the Mississippi Courts Master Plan which was
developed under a grant from the Law Enforcement Assistance
Administration in 1976.1 The Council envisioned two of the
primary purposes of the study to be: 1) identifying improve-
ments and reforms which can be implemented in the Mississippi
judiciary, and 2) saving the State of Mississippi and its
component counties significant sums of money by developing

a more cost-effective judiciary.

This study is organized around four tasks as defined by the
request for proposal: Task I, Justice Courts and Jury Manage-
ment; Task II, Financial and Personnel Analysis; Task III,
Organization and Management Analysis; Task IV, Youth Court
Caseload and Caseflow Study. The overall purpose of these
four tasks is to compile, analyze and organize the informa-
tion needed to facilitate management planning for all aspects
of judicial system financial and personnel operations, from
specific issues of lower court reform to comprehensive ques-
tions of total system organization and financing.

The study approach centered around extensive data collection
efforts with analyses of these data being done both manually
and by computer. These analyses, combined with the results
of personal interviews and literature reviews, would lead to

study results and recommendations. Oral presentations were

lThe Mississippi Courts Master Plan, Mississippi Criminal

Justice Planning Commission and Resource Planning Corpor-
ation, 1977.
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made regarding study findings with feedback from these pre-
sentations being incorporated into draft reports for review
by the Council. Comments on the draft reports were incor-

porated into the final reports where appropriate.

B. Data Collection

The analysis and recommendations presented in this volume
are developed from a broad spectrum of data collection ef-
forts. This section will explain in detail the approach
used, sources used, and the entities studied.

The data collection approach consisted of matching the data
requirements presented in the task to a combination of col-
lection tools and efforts. The collection tools included
mailed questionnaires and on-site visits. Mailed gquestion-
naires were sent tn all chancellors, circuit and county
judges and circuit and chancery clerks. Certain data re-~
quirements dictated that mailed questionnaires were also
sent to all official court reporters.

The Offices of Chancery and Circuit Clerks of the sixteen
largest counties, plus a sample based on stratified and
geographic considerations were visited by data collection
representatives of Ernest H. Short and Associates, Inc.

The overall data collection approach was to pair the data
requirements to the most recent, accurate, available source
for these data. These sources included all available

state and local audit reports. The reports included the
Mississippi State Department of Public Accounts - Annual
State Financial Reports for the fiscal years ending June 30,
1975, 1976, and 1977. The audited Consolidated Statement
of Receipts and Disbursements for all of the 82 counties,
for fiscal years ending September 30, 1975 and 1976 were
also collected from the Mississippi State Department of

o e e

Public Accounts. In addition, copies were obtained of the
Secretary of State Reports for the Offices of Circuit and
Chancery Clerk for calendar years 1977 and 1978. These

sources produced substantial raw financial and fiscal data

for compilation and analysis of the judicial entities.

The judicial entities studied in this task consisted of the
circuit, chancery, county, youth, Harrison County Family,
and Supreme Courts; the Offices of Circuit and Chancery
Clerk; and the Judicial Council. Additionally, sub-entities
surfaced as the study progressed, including the structure

of jury costs and indigent defense; these also were analyzed

and documented. Throughout the data collection effort, the

entire focus was that of satisfying the requirements of the

tasks by the use of all available sources coupled with pro-
ven collection techniques.

C. Report Organization and Content

As stated earlier, this study is organized around the four

major tasks specified in the request for proposal. The study

report series is likewise organized. In addition to an Exec-

utive Summary, the report series entitled The Mississipp
Court Finance Study contains : Velume I,

i

: The Mississippi Jus-
tice Courts: Management and Financial Analysis; Volume II, A
Proposed Magistrate Division of the Circuit Court for the -
State of Mississippi;

Volume III, The Mississippi Jury Sys-
tem: Management and Cost Analysis; Volume IV, Mississippi

Courts: Pizeal Analysis; Volume v,
ization and Management Analysis;

Mississippi Courts: Organ-

Volume VI, Mississippi Youth

Courts: Caseload and Caseflow Analysis; and several associated
data support volumes and appendiices.

This repert, Volume IV, Mississippi Courts: Fiscal Analysis,
responds primarily to Task 2 of the request for proposals.

Specifically, this report is organized around five sections

P
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and supporting appendices which present a thorough picture of
the costs and revenues generated by the different courts com-
prising the Mississippi Court System. Section II, Courts
Expenditure Analysis, discusses all expenditures generated

by the different courts and related support componenté. Sec-
tion II is organized first around those expenditure? incurred
by the state and second, those incurred at the local level;
the combination of which leads to a statement of total expen-
ditures. Section III, Courts Revenue Analysis, presents a
statement of the revenues generated by the several ?ourts.
Section IV, Courts Revenue/Expenditure Analysis, dlsc?sses
the different fund flows of the several courts and th?lr
support components and analyzes court expenditures, with
regard to their functional nature. Section V makes obser-
vations and recommendations with regard to the results of

the analyses presented in the preceding sections.

i

II. COURTS EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS

A. Introduction

The Mississippi judicial system currently is composed of

the Supreme Court, circuit courts, chancery courts, county

one family court, justice

ourts and the various Support components.
At present, there is no uniformity in court financing in
Mississippi with the Several courts bein
state, counties,

courts in sixteen counties,
courts, municipal «

g financed by)the

municipalities and the litigants or com-

binations thereof. For the courts and Support agencies of

concern in this report, financing is primarily from the
state; counties and litigants,

cable, generally,
county. Hence,

with expenditures being allo~
to those incurred by either the state or
this expenditure analysis section of the re-
port is organized around those court expenditures incurred

by the state followed by analysis of those incurred by the
county.

In general, the higher the level of court in Mississippi, the

greater the percentage of state funding. The Supreme Court

and its related Support agencies are almost totally state
financed, the general jurisdiction trial courts receive state
financing for judges salaries and expenses, the county courts

are predominantly county funded and the justice courts are

predominantly litigant funded, either directly or indirectly.

As discussed earlier, the data collected to support this ex-

Penditure analysis were from several different time frames

covering periods from 1975-1978. Hence, it became necessary

to develop a methodology for normalizing the data for compar-
ative purposes. It was decided to project all data to the

1979, 1980, and 1981 time periods and base comparisons on

these time periods. For those expenditure components where

three consecutive years of data were available, a linear

”n ey .
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projection technique was used. For those components for
which two or less years of data were available, the projec-

tions were made using a constant percentage increase or d
were held constant, depending on the circumstances surround- |
ing the expenditure component.

B. State Expenditures for Courts

N

l. Tke Supreme Court

Both the Supreme Court and the Office of the Clerk of
the Supreme Court are financed through legislative ap-
propriation with the clerk being authorized to charge

fees for services performed.2 These fees are paid into j

the State Treasury.3

The Supreme Court is further auth-
orized to appoint active chancery or circuit judges to
sit temporarily as supreme court commissioners, the ex-

penses of which are paid by the State.4 Further, the

Supreme Court has the authority to employ and compen- o
sate a research counsel and other assistants and staff
for the Advisory Committee on Rules of Civil Practice
and Procedure and incur the reasonaple expenses of the

Committee members.5

Based on data contained in the Annual State Financial

Reports from the Mississippi State Department of Public
Accounts, Figure 1 presents expenditures for the Supreme f
Court for the years 1975-78. Using these expenditure

data, total expenditures for the Supreme Court are pro-

jected to be:

1979 1980 1981 Z

$ 748,410 $ 804,801 $ 822,270

Miss. Code Ann. §25-7-3.
Miss. Code Ann. §25-7-87.
Miss. Code Ann. §9-3-28.
Miss. Code Ann. §9-3-67.

(G20~ VS B W0}
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FIGURE 1

SUPREME COURT EXPENDITURES#*
FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30

Personal Services:
Salaries, Wages, Per Diems, Etc.
Retirement, 0.A.S8.I., Group Ins., Etc.
Travel & Subsistence

Contractual Services:
Postage, Telephone, Freight, Express
Rental of Buildings, Equipment, Etc.

Repairing & Servicing Bldgs., Equip., Etc.

Fees, Professional & Other Services
Other Contractual Services

Commodities:

Office Supplies & Materials

Capital Outlay:
Vehicles, Machines, Equipment
Library Boocks, Textbooks & Other

TOTAL

¢ I
1975 1976 1977 1978 1979%%*
$498,132 $525,555 $535,032 $562,608
50,058 53,208 62,665 79,200
3,214 3,922 1,810 2,834
7,474 7,462 8,351 9,626
64,621 65,297 65,577 65,781
1,254 1,491 2,012 1,491
3,600
3
3,080 3,447 2,438 3,465
8,263 3,320 801 814
13,770 3,010 2,498 2,989
$649,865 $666,712 $681,184 $732,411 $748,410%%

*Figures are rounded to nearest dollar and are taken from the Annual State Financial Report,
Mississippi State Department of Public Accounts, W. Hampton King, State Auditor.

**Projected.

=

7 |

v e

P e




Expenditures for the Office of Supreme Court Clerk are
presented in Figure 2 for years 1975-1978. Based on
these data, tcotal expenditures for the Supreme Court

Clerk are projected to be:

1979 1980 1981

$ 156,500 $ 166,140 S 171,498

#xpenditures for Supreme Court Commissioners are pre-
sented in Figure 3 for years 1977-1978. Projections
for this expenditure area are made difficult by the
lack of historical data and because 1977 expenditures
are probably low because of initial use of the commis-
sioner system. Also, use of commissioners is based on
need and they serve on a temporary basis. Hence, pro-
jections for Supreme Court Commissioners' expenditures

assume the need to be fairly consistent with that of
1978, and are:

1979 1980 1981

$ 60,961 $ 60,961 $ 60,961

Expenditures for the Supreme Court Advisory Committee
on Rules are depicted in Figure 4 for years 1977-1978.
Again, projections are made difficult because of a

lack of historical data and because 1977 expenditures
are probably low because of initial start-up. Assuming
staff raises and increases in rent and other costs of
doing business, a conservative five percent per year
increase in expenditures for the Supreme Court Advisory

Committee on Rules is projected:

1979 1980 1981

e e ———

$ 88,725 $ 93,161 $ 97,819

The total expenditures for the State Law Library are
depicted in Figure 5 for years 1975-1978. The state

librarian is a constitutional officer chosen by the

-
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SUPREME COURT CLERK EXPENDITURES*
FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30

Personal Services:

Salaries, Wages, Etc.

Retirement, 0.A.s.1I., Group Ins., Etc.

Travel g Subsistence
Contractual Services:

Postage, Telephone, Freight, Express
Rental of Buildings, Equipment, Etc.

Repairing & Servicing Bldgs., Equip., Etc.

Fees, Professional g Other Services
Other Contractual Services

Commodities:
Office Supplies g Materials
Capital Outlay:

Vehicles, Machines, Equipment
Library Books, Textbooks & Other

T o

TOTAL

**Projected.

S, W. Hampton Kin

nual State Financial Report,
g, State Auditor.

T ® v o
FIGURE 2
1975 1976 1977 1978 1979%%
$ 68,848 $ 80,318 $ 84,176 $ 88,971
8,254 9,471 11,578 12,254
642 945 541 480
5,341 6,503 5,834 7,626
26,689 26,810 27,570 28,052
488 ' 571 656 782
40 40 40
2,090 2,722 2,380 3,130 '
1,247 1,850
$112,352 $128,626 $132,775 $143,185 $150,900%*
taken from the An 1

. F
A Ay .~
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FIGURE 3

SUPREME COURT COMMISSIONERS EXPENDITURES#*
FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30

B D . . S

$ 46,948
8,190
2,664

1,146
415
315

635

649

1975 1976 1977
Personal Services:
Salaries, Wages, Etc. : $ 34,196
Retirement, 0.A.S.I., Group Ins., Etc. 4,733
Travel & Subsistence 2,992
Contractual Services:
Postage, Telephone, Freight, Express 955
Rental of Buildings, Equipment, Etc. 323
Repairing & Servicing Bldgs., Equip., Etc. - 169
]
= Fees, Professional & Other Services
! Other Contractual Services
Commodities: -
Office Supplies & Materials 669
Capital Outlay: ¥
Vehicles, Machines, Equipment 3,379
Library Books, Textbooks & Other
TOTAL S 47,416
fd

$ 60,961 $60,961*%*

*Figures are rounded to nearest dollar and are taken from the Annual State Financial Report,
Missigssippi State Department of Public Accounts, W. Hampton King, State Auditor.

**projected.
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FIGURE 4
SUPREME COURT ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON PULES EXPENDITURES® j

FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30 }

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979%%
Personal Services:
Salaries, Wages, Etc. : $ 37,802 $ 40,620
Retirement, 0.A.S.I., Group Ins., Etc. 4,414 5,302
Travel & Subsistence 5,325 4,729
Contractual Services:‘
Postage, Telephone, Freight, Express 4,273 7,741
Rental of Buildings, Equipment, Etc. 2,129 9,541
Repairing & Servicing Bldgs., Equip., Etc. 35 |
Fees, Professional & Other Services 63 1,786
Other Contractual Services ﬁ
Commodities:
Office Supplies & Materials 6,186 13,869
Other Supplies & Materials 63 877 1
Capital Outlay: ‘ |
Vehicles, Machines, Equipment 3,351 ,
Library Books, Textbooks & Other 811
-
TOTAL $ 64,416 $ 84,500 $ 88,725%* |

*Figures are rounded to nearest dollar and are taken from the Annual State Financial Report,
Mississippi State Department of Public Accounts, W.Hampton King, State Auditor.

**Projected.



FIGURE 5

STATE LAW LIBRARY EXPENDITURES*
FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979**

Personal Services:

Salaries, Wages, Etc. $ 89,583 ¢ 96,150 % 97,884 $ 95,398

Retirement, 0.A.S.I., Group Ins., Etc. 10,483 11,421 13,827 16,376

Travel & Subsistence 2,379 251 1,201 1,200
Contractual Services:

Postage, Telephone, Freight, Express 3,301 3,923 3,733 4,561

Rental of Buildings, Equipment, Etc. 91,427 99,524 100,204 99,528

Repairing & Servicing Bldgs., Equip., Etc. 725 1,109 1,210 1,359

Fees, Professional & Other Services 5 824 755 651

Other Comtractual Services 8,205 9,413 7,665 9,460

Tuition, Rewards & Awards 286 147
Commodities:

Office Supplies & Materials 4,572 4,474 2,860 5,373

Professional & Scientific Supplies &

Materials 1,227 1,325 969 169

Capital Outlay:

Vehicles, Machines, Equipment 2,037 260 5,665 185

Library Books, Textbooks & Other 56,569 58,114 60,000 75,464

TOTAL $270,800 $286,936 $295,974 $309,724 $320,559%%

*Figures are rounded to nearest dollar and are taken from the Annual State Financial Report,

Mississippi State Department of Public Accounts, W.

**Projected.

Hampton King, State Auditor.

N
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legislature by joint vote of the two houses for a term
of four years.® The state library has purposes which in-
clude services to the courts, governor, iegislature, and

7 Hence, an estimated one-third of the total ex-

public.
penditures of the state library are assigned to courts

and are placed under Supreme Court expenditures for con-

venience. The courts' portion of state library

expenditures are projected to be:
1979 1980 1981
$ 106,852 $ 111,440 $ 115,338

Based on these expenditure projections for the agencies
which have been included as expenditure components under
the Supreme Court, total state expenditures for the Supreme

Court are projected to be:.

1979 1980 1981
$ 1,155,848 $ 1,236,503 $ 1,267,886

2. Judicial Council

The Judicial Council was established by the Mississippi
Legislature in 1977 to, in part, make a continuing study
of the administration of justice in Mississippi and the
methods of administration of each and all courts of the
state, whether of record or not of record.8 Figure 6
depicts the 1978 expenditures of the Council. As shown,
much of the Council's expenditures are from the "Special
Fund" category; these funds are predominantly grants
from the U. S. Department of Justice, Law Enforcement

Assistance Administration and the Mississippi Criminal

15—

etk

.

Justice Planning Commission. Total 1978 Council expen-
ditures were $115,954. It is difficult to project future

6Miss. Const., Art. 4, §l06.
"Miss. Code Ann., Title 39, Ch. 1.
8Miss. Code Ann. Title 9, Ch. 15.
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FIGURE 6

JUDICIAL COUNCIL EXPENDITURES¥
FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30

1978
General Fund

Personal Services:

Salaries, Wages, Etc. $21,421
Retirement, 0.A.S.I., Group Ins., Etc. ' 4,279
Travel & Subsistence 2,938

Contractual Services:

Postage, Telephone, Freight, Express 1,250
Rental of Buildings, Equipment, Etc. 3,195
Repairing & Servicing Bldgs., Equip., Etc.

Fees, Professional & Other Services 579
Public Information 83
Other Contractual Services 75

Commodities:
Office Supplies & Materials 1,496
Professional & Scientific Supplies & Material 220

Capital Outlay:
Vehicles, Machines, Equipment - 11,579
Library Books, Textbooks & Other 154
Unexpended Balance Transferred

TOTAL $47,269

1978

Special Fund

$24,429
3,193
3,586

3,373
5,961
50
21,208
94

64

2,175
32

2,792
97

1,630

$68,685

Total

$ 45,850
7,472
6,524

4,623
9,156
50
21,787
177
139

3,671
252

14,371
251

1,630

$115,954

*Figures are rounded to nearest dollar and are taken from the Annual State Financial Report,

Mississippi State Department of Public Accounts, W. Hampton King, State Auditor.

P

7 |




Council expenditures because of the absence of histori-
cal data and because expenditures could vary widely
depending on the number and extent of special programs
and studies undertaken by the Council. For purposes

of this report a standard ten percent increase in expen-—
ditures is projected for the Judicial Council:

1979 1980 1981

S 127,549 $ 140,304 $ 154,335

3. Trial Courts

The state incurs expenditures for Circuit and Chancery
Courts in only three major categories: 1) Salaries and
personal benefits for chancellors, circuit judges and
special judges; 2) Travel; and 3) Office expenses. Each
circuit judge and chancellor is authorized a maximum of

54,000 to be used for the expenses of operating an office

to include retaining a law clerk, legal research, steno-
graphic help, stationery, stamps, telephone, office rent
and other items and expenditures necessary and incident

to maintaining the office of circuit judge and chancel-
lor.9r 10

Chancellor, circuit judge and special judge salaries and
personal benefits expenses are depicted in Figure 7 for
years 1975-78. Salary and personal benefit expenditures

incurred by the state for circuit and chancery courts

are projected to be:
1979 1980 1981
$ 2,262,468

$ 2,339,041 $ 2,374,645

Total actual expenditures from the circuit judges and

chancellors office allowance are presented in Figure 8.

S

]

)

iMiss. Code Ann. §9-1-36.
0
Courts Strategy, Vol. 4, pp. 1l1l-12.
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FIGURE 7

CHANCELLORS AND JUDGES SALARY EXPENSES*
FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30

Chancellors:
Salaries, Wages, Per Diem, Etc.

Retirement, 0.A.S.I., Group Ins., Etc.

SUBTOTAL

Circuit Judges:
Salaries, Wages, Per Diem, Etc.

Retirement, 0.A.S.I., Group Ins., Etc.

SUBTOTAL

Special Judges:
Salaries, Wages, Per Diem, Etc.
Retirement, 0.A.S.I., Group Ins., Etc.

SUBTOTAL

TOTAL

*Figures are rounded to nearest dollar and are taken from the Annual State Financial Report,

1975 1976 1977 1978
$ 930,000 $1,045,565 $1,050,000 $1,077,901
84,445 95,471 107,872 128,753
$1,014,445 $1,141,035 1,157,872 1,206,654
$ 824,867 $ 879,355 $ 894,247 s 898,871
78,062 81,253 95,734 110,551
$ 902,928 $ 960,608 §$ 989,981 s$1,009,422
$ 13,418 $ 20,080 s 7,463 § 11,715
1,227 1,545 273 754
$ 14,644 $ 21,625 § 7,736 $ 12,469
$1,932,017 $2,123,268 $2,155,589 $2,228,545

Mississippi State Department of Public Accounts, W. Hampton King, State Auditor.
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FIGURE 8
JUDGES OFFICE EXPENDITURES¥*
FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30
1975 1976 1977 1978
Personal Services:
Salaries, Wages, Etc. : $ 53,632 $ 59,460 S 66,510 S 69,539
Retirement, 0.A.S.I., Group Ins., Etc. 3,403 3,136 4,353 4,627
Travel & Subsistence
Contractual Services:
Postage, Telephone, Freight, Express 14,264 18,971 20,214 25,389
Rental of Buildings, Equipment, Etc. 14,740 22,549 25,789 21,194
Heat, Lights, Power, Gas, Water 2,072 3,208 3,748 3,908
Repairing & Servicing Bldgs., Equip., Etc. 2,557 3,392 2,633 3,157
Fees, Professional & Other Services 6,245 B,476 3,829 576
Printing & Advertising 326 13 5
Other Contractual Services 1,089 6,414 7,820 10,374
Tuition, Rewards & Awards 25
Commodities:
Office Supplies & Materials 11,116 11,743 9,161 10,695
Other Supplies & Materials 2,886 1,937 1,148 1,847
Capital Outlay:
Buildings and Improvements 29,600 3,872 278
Vehicles, Machines, Equipment 28,260 26,823 27,900
Library Bocks, Textbooks & Other 4,365 1,421 3,580 1,499
TOTAL $146,295 $172,877 $175,607 $180,988

*Figures are rounded to nearest dollar and are taken from the Annual State Financial Report,

Mississippi State Department of Public Accounts, W. Hampton King, State Auditor.
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Figures 9 and 10 distribute these expenses by chancellor
location/place and circuit judge location/place respec-
Circuit judge and chancellor office expenditures

tively.
are projected to be:

1979 1980 1981

$ 183,846 $ 189,479 $ 192,471

In addition to distributing chancellor and circuit judge
office expenses, Figures 9 and 10 also distribute travel

expenses. Projected chancellor and circuit judge travel

expenses are:
1979 1980 1981

$ 106,285 $ 111,599 $ 117,178

Based on these expenditure categories total state expen-
ditures for chancery and circuit courts are projected to

be:
1979 1980 1981

$ 2,55?,599 $ 2,640,119 $ 2,684,294

/

4. Total State-Level Expenditures for Courts
Based on/ﬂéta contained in the Annual State Financial
Reportsﬂfrom the Mississippi State Department of Public
Accounts, the total state cost of the Mississippi Court
System is projected to be:

1979 1980 1981

st iy

$ 3,835,996 $ 4,016,926 $ 4,106,515

-18-
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FIGURE 9

CHANCELLORS TRAVEL AND OFFICE EXPENSE*

*Figures are rounded to nearest dollar

Department of Public Accounts,

-19-

and are taken from
Payroll Ledger Accounts.

A e

1977~1978
. 1977 1978
gg:iﬁ%og/ Office Office
ic Place Travel Expense Travel Expense
i % $ 1,577 $ 4,000 $ 1,700 $ 3,607
1 : 2,634 3,743 2,212 3,484
: 3 1,528 4,000 1,077 2,168
§ 2 957 4,000 1,353 4,000
; é 1,446 3,622 1,062 3,546
; 2 1,299 2,635 1,386 2,795
: ] 961 1,843 1,022 1,999
: 1,776 675 1,206 729
: g 163 570 0 0
0 0
z i e L m3 | 3
’ 1,087 3,797
6 : 1,105 2,815 1,366 1,378
L é 1,270 3,797 1,392 3,841
; : 745 3,988 1,097 4,000
: : 697 3,579 673 1,010
s 2 360 2,348 334 3,181
; 2 700 3,282 651 594
: ; 579 0 846 2,183
¥ 2 l?G 2,106 898 0
1 : , §§§ ;,470 1,511 3,361
I 2 l' 3,474 1,698 3,954
10 ; ,448 3,988 2,021 2,619
T . 1,690 2,809 1,661 2,642
12 L 462 4,000 399 3,999
12 242 4,000 448 3,999
13 - 2,483 2,181 2,699 2,505
1 - 2,183 ?,000 2,192 3,988
I 1 1,651 1,325 2,151 4,000
18 l,%SG 1,376 2,052 1,333
i8 Z 546 3,686 2,076 822
18 2,82} 3,997 2,464 0
2 - 1,582 155 970 3,999
20 5 2,068 3,871 2,630 4,000
S 2 2,940 g 1,692 2,364
39 3,999

pomee




FIGURE 10

CIRCUIT JUDGES TRAVEL AND OFFICE EXPENSES*

1977-1978
1977 . 1978
i Office Office
gggiiigg/ Place Travel Expense Travel Expense
1 3,142 s 4,000 $ 2,106 $ 1,987
i 2 ’ 1:757 1,900 2,980 4,000
1 3 2,090 3,806 2,317 4,000
2 1 384 435 387 580
2 2 2,127 1,891 2,317 3,984
2 3 1,201 2,070 1,322 3,749
3 1 3,366 4,000 2,622 4,000
3 2 1,618 3,502 2,396 3,901
4 1 1,223 2,173 1,357 2,291
4 2 2,570 2,263 727 2,115
5 1 1,639 3,989 1,704 3,998
6 -~ 2,607 38 2,145 38
7 1 649 3,432 0 451
7 2 387 1,322 280 1,100
7 3 0 0 571 3,916
8 - 2,146 2,663 4,433 3,516
9 1 1,175 2,166 1,106 1,563.
10 1 1,755 3,999 1,678 3,803
11 - 2,341 3,487 2,321 3,981
12 - 240 4,000 635 2,447
13 - 2,215 2,595 2,215 3,640
14 - 2,083 3,913 2,065 4,000
15 - 2,579 1,323 2,680 1,597
16 1 895 3,569 827 3,512
16 2 2,478 3,990 2,443 3,524
17 - 1,442 2,330 1,401 2,704
i8 - 1,137 3,997 627 3,972
1 - - - -
ig 2 2,460 3,999 2,446 2,906
19 3 3,617 4,000 3,817 3,900
20 - 1,209 1,434 2,622 4,000

*Figures are rounded to nearest dollar and are taken from
Department of Public Accounts, Payroll Ledger Accounts.

-20-
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C. Local Expenditures for Courts

1. The Chancery Court

The state is divided into nineteen chancery districts,
each of which contains from one to eight counties.ll
There is a constitutional requirement that court must
be held in each county at least twice a year.12 Eight
of these districts have only a single chancellor.13

Chancery courts exercise original jurisdiction in the
following: all matters in equity, divorce and alimony,
probate, juvenile matters, mental competency cases, and
controversies involving real estate titles.14 In those
counties where a county court has not been established,
the Chancery Court has a Youtl Court division.ls Each
Chancery Court can establish its own rules and adminis-

trative procedures, provided they are consistent with
the law.16

Each county within the chancery court's district expends
general funds to support the chancery court. These monies
cover the expense for the courts' operations including

items in the categories of personal services, contractual
services and consumable supplies.l7

Personal services include those accounts which reflect
expenses for stenographer's salary, ¢lerk's faes and

1l
12
13

14
15
lé6
17

Miss. Code Ann.§59-5-3, §9-5-5 to §9-5-55.
Miss. Const., Art. 6, §164; Code §9-5-3.

First Ann»al Report, Mississippi Judicial Council, 1979.
p. 24.

Miss. Const., Art. 6, §le6l.
Miss. Code Ann. §43-21-3.
Migs. Code Ann. §9-1-29.

"Consolidated Statement of Receipts and Disbursements of
General County Funds " - Audited 1976.

-2l
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allowances, fringe benefits, including state retirement

18
and social security and travel for support personnel.

Contractual services include all services not already
classified as personal services to the chancery court.
These would include equipment repair and rental, and

jurors and witness fees, 19
Consumable supplies include those accounts reflecting the
expenditures for items consumed in the normal business of

the court, such as office supplies and materials.20

Based on the data contained in the Consolidated Statement

of Receipts and Disbursements (hereinafter, County Audit

Reports) Figure 1l presents local expenditures by cate-
gory for the Chancery Courts for fiscal years 1975 and
1976 and projects.these expenditure data through 1981.
(These data are exclusive of expenditures for the chan-

cery clerks.)

Figure 11

LOCAL EXPENDITURES FOR CHANCERY COURT
FISCAL YEAR ENDING SEPTEMBER 30

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981
Personal
Szrvices $459,789 $532,401 $585,641 $644,205 $708,625 $779,488 § 857,537
Contractual ,
Services 45,951 47,559 52,314 57,546 63,301 69,631 76,594
Consumables 78,625 95,755 105,330 115,863 127,449 140,194 154,214
TOTAL $584, 365 $743,285 $817,614 $899;375 $989,313 $1,088,345

$675,715

lBW. Hampton King, Auditor of Public Accounts, Classification
of Accounts, June 1979.

ibid.

ibid.

19
20

-22—

2. The Office of Chancery Clerk

The Office of the Chancery Clerk is a constitutionally
Created elective post. The term of office is four
years.21 The clerk or his deputy may at any time re-
ceive and file all bills, petitions, motions, accounts,
inventories, reports, or other papers offered for that
purpose, and may issue all process authorized by law
and proper in any matter or proceeding; he may issue
warrants of appraisement, to appraise the personal es-
tate of decedents; he may allow and register claims
against estates being administered in the court of which
he is clerk.?22

G2

The Office of Chancery Clerk is funded through two pri-

mary sources. These sources are fees from private

individuals and from county general funds. The combin-
ation of monies from these two sources produce the

costs of clerical work done for the chancery court.

el

Under law the Chancery Clerk is required to charge fees
to private individuals and corporations for the record-
% ing of legal documents.

]

The receipts from private
individuals and corporations are paid directly to the
Office of Chancery Clerk and are reflected annually in

the Secretary of State Report for the Office of Chancery
f - Clerk.

The respective counties pay general funds for the oper-
ation of the Chancery Clerk's Office and for specific

fee-related functions performed by the clerk. The

| 21Miss. Const., Art. 6 §168.
| 22

I Miss. Code Ann. §9-5-135 to §9-5-137.

=23~
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amounts of funds expended by counties are represented
annually by the Consolidated Statement of Receipts and
Disbursements - Audited. This audited report is pre-
pared by the Mississippi State Department of Public

Accounts from local accounting source documents.

The total costs of operating the Office of Chancery
Clerk is composed of Payments from Governmental
Treasuries, Receipts from Private Individuals and Cor-
porations, and County Expenditures for operating costs

of the office.

Surveys indicate that forty-five percent (45%) of county
expenditures for deputy clerks and secretarial person-
nel, contractual services and consumable supplies are
allocated to support of the Chancery Court.?3 These
costs include clerical services for the chancery courts
and for youth courts in those counties having youth

24

courts.
The data in Figure 13 represents the court-related mon-
ies paid on a fee basis from governmental treasuries and

receipts from private individuals and corporations.

Using the expenditure data based on Figures 12 and 13,
the total court-related expenditures for the Office of

Chancery Clerk are projected to be:

1979 1980 1981
$4,256,440 $4,682,084 $5,150,292

23Mississippi Courts Master Plan: Courts Study Vol. I,

5 Chapter 4, p. 52.
Fees paid to the chancery clerk's office for youth court-

related functions amounted to an average $36,366 for fiscal
years ending September 30, 1975 and 1976.

-24-
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FIGURE 12

COUNTY EXPENDITURES FOR

OPERATING COSTS IN THE OFFICE

Countz

Adams
Alcorn
Amite
Attala
Benton
Bolivar
Calhoun
Carroll
Chickasaw
Choctaw
Claiborne
Clarke
Clay
Coahoma
Copiah
Covington
DeSoto
Forrest
Franklin
George
Greene
Grenada
Hancock
Harrison
Hinds
Holmes
Humphreys
Issaquena
Itawamba
Jackson
Jasper
Jefferson

Jefferson Davis

Jones
Kemper
Lafayette
Lamar

Lauderdale

Lawrence
Leake
Lee
Leflore
Lincoln
Lowndes
Madison

OF CHANCERY CLERK
FOR YEAR ENDING SEPTEMBER 30

-o5.
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FIGURE 13
FIGURE 12 (continued) e

OFFICE OF CHANCERY CLERK
STATEMENT OF COURT-~RELATED GROSS RECEIPTS

AP e ———

)

| FOR CALENDAR YEARS 1977/1978
| 1976 |
County 1975 =23 ? 1977 1978
Marion $12,450 $10,379 Payments from Receipts from Payments from Receipts from
Marshall 9(264 7,305 Governmental Private Governmental Private
Monroe 13’%$é 13'?32 Y County Treasuries Individuals Treasuries Individuals
Montgomery RS ! 12 !
hoba 2,242 2,2
EZiton 4,538 g'égé | Adams $ 27,389 $ 28,726 $ 23,437 s 28,871
Noxubee 9,017 ) 1474 Alcorn 10,626 8,005 7,143 9,027
Oktibbeha 16,711 1%'386 3 Amite 9,180 11,701 10,800 15,070
Panola 8,811 17,744 . - Attala 6,005 11,361 6,060 12,827
Pearl River 11,500 5 143 - } Benton 5,965 4,254 6,150 4,302
Perry ‘ 9,683 14’538 : Bolivar 4,172 26,449 4,620 29,720
Pike 19,121 1 308 , Calhoun 6,517 6,623 6,460 6,152
Pontotoc 1,580 : 1 o 5 Carroll 5,094 6,341 5,332 4,100
Prentiss 8,324 12:912 3 Chickasaw 11,682 11,396 13,931 13,905
Quitman 9,325 775 . : Choctaw 4,600 5,976 4,109 6,133
Rankin 31,358 23'697 = ; Claiborne 14,107 9,841 16,130 10,605
Scott 7,087 l9'250 s Clarke 8,411 26,129 8,736 22,075
Sharkey 5,372 12’ 01 ’ Clay 5,860 27,186 6,668 33,495
Simpson 19,513 8'°69 ‘ Coahoma 8,982 27,558 11,832 36,238
Smith 15,185 31353 ¢  Copiah 11,108 24,603 14,313 26,581
Stone 8,040 17 801 . ; Covington 6,940 23,749 7,220 20,909
Sunflower 21,584 12’219 : ! DeSoto 5,730 26,775 5,937 28,835
mTallahatchie 10,289 11530 : Forrest 25,203 58,612 42,725 58,845
Tate 7,225 et ; Franklin 7,160 10,103 7,196 7,793
Tippah 3,961 3 715 ; George 11,252 13,784 9,618 13,692
Tishomingo 4,711 ' 960 .«  Greene 7,625 2,500 7,923 2,400
Tunica 10,236 > o0 '~ Grenada 4 10,055 15,820 9,770 17,988
Uioon 4,252 4'396 : ; Hancock 8,797 41,960 10,708 58,932
Walthall 7,864 111947 ; Harrison 49,670 113,739 53,011 118,623
Warren 10,052 20 e | Hinds 77,685 188,072 79,707 210,097
Washington 23,045 i;'ssz : Holmes 8,369 16,396 8,832 18,490
Wayne 11,801 1 €60 -~ Humphreys 7,046 9,914 7,151 13,673
Webster 2,324 12’ 627 i ; Issaguena 4,906 1,300 4,910 1,200
Wilkinson 7,720 e 125 , Itawamba 7,260 10,521 7,150 10,671
Winston 8,512 13 983 ‘ Jackson ‘17,696 110,612 27,181 124,082
Yalobusha 7,342 20902 I ; Jasper 6,190 1,250 8,740 4,250
Yazoo 17,046 19,607 i % Jefferson 11,587 7,193 11,730 8,487
$1,094,152 $1,311,032 i§ ) Jefferson Davis 7,550 29,385 7,512 21,195
~ i ;ones 18,%99 63,337 17,674 78,168
- ! emper 2,323 ,030 2,613 8,639
5% i Lafayette 5,087 27,963 7,097 34,463
g : Lamar 11,600 50,744 11,460 43,713
o t Lauderdale 33,663 64,670 28,928 67,319
3 | @  Lawrence 7,582 13,954 7,605 13,089
L | Leake 6,332 16, 345 6,655 18,554
| Ietiore ‘ale03 . 23670 EREF 38,630
e o r 14 4 4
| Lincoln 11,980 31,905 11,849 35,473
, | Lowndes 14,777 38,437 13,210 34,287
i . ~47-
-26- LT
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County

Madison
Marion
Marshall
Monroe
Montgomery
Neshoba
Newton
Noxubee
Oktibbeha
Panola
Pearl River
Perry

Pike
Pontotoc
Prentiss
Quitman
Rankin
Scott
Sharkey
Simpson
Smith
Stone
Sunflower
Tallahatchie
Tate
Tippah
Tishomingo
Tunica
Union
Walthall
Warren
Washington
Wayne
Webster
Wilkinson
Winston
Yalobusha
Yazoo

FIGURE 13 (Continued)

1977 1978
‘ from Receipts from Payments from Receipts from
giﬁli%ﬁintal Prizate Governmeptal P;lyate
Treasuries Individuals Treasuries Individuals
s 8,292 s 25,208 s 7,056 $ 3%,233
13,289 33,869 13,258 2 ,371
8,677 10,659 11,760 24,510
9,432 38,561 9,770 52,053
7,855 10,184 8,218 i7'996
7,618 14,145 4,754 4,441
6,805 12,956 7,232 1 ’396
6,912 9,675 7,075 23’485
7,040 34,009 7,220 '
' 13,759 20,954
10,663 40,101 11,509 56,403
7,655 7,700 143
11,947 37,327 13,656 50,780
6,210 14,551 6,342 17, 0
7,776 7,264 8,039 7,667
6,755 12,810 5,662 11,334
12,666 48,622 17,580 60,157
5,310 19,085 11,885 23,500
5,545 1,200 5,849 1,000
6,720 12,150 7,020 i§,3ll
8,410 15,326 7,552 14,250
6,239 17,111 6,540 29'260
7,070 19,903 12,780 12'387
6,480 15,957 6,110 ’ o
9,360 15,272 9,002 lg,ioo
5,780 6,100 §,000 5’669
1,390 5,142 1,410 ,540
6,258 7,513 6,515 l§r579
5,899 10,415 6,710 14’628
6,448 11,158 6,332 9,055
15,000 39,564 16,84? 3 ’685
11,048 57,711 15,545 69r268
6,680 27,462 10,477 28,831
6,506 11,222 6,805 12,000
10,680 4,624 13,580 ,132
6,450 11,559 7,334 15,756
8,614 9,072 9,117 9, >0
7,985 20,458 8,125 20,5
$849,0098 $1,983,787 $937,857 $2,217,778
-28-~
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3. The Circuit Court

The State is divided into twenty circuit court dis-

tricts. A district may have from one to seven counties

within its boundaries.25 Court must be held in each

county at least twice a year.26 There are ten

single-judge circuit court districts in the state.?27
Circuit Courts have original jurisdiction in all civil

and criminal matters, unless such jurisdiction is ves-
ted in another court.28

The counties expend general funds to pay for non-judi-
cial personnel in the Circuit Court who are not pre-paid

or paid from a judge's state expense allowance. In ad-
dition, counties furnish courtroom facilities, office

space and maintenance services.2? Th:se monies, as in

the Chancery Court, previously discussed, cover the ex-

pense for the courts' operations including items in the

categories of personal services, contractual services,

and consumable supplies.30 The accounts contained with-

in the categories of personal services, contractual

services, and consumable supplies have been previously

discussed and remain unchanged for the circuit court.

Based on the data contained in the County Audit Reports,
Figure 14 presents local expenditures by category for

the Circuit Courts for fiscal years 1975 and 1976 and

25
26
27

Miss. Code Ann. §9-7-3 to §9-7-53.
Miss. Const., Art. 6, §158.

First Annual Report, Mississippi Judicial Council, 1979,
p- 1l6.

Miss. Const., Art. 6, §156.

28

29"Consolidated Statement of Receipts and Disbursements of
General County Funds", audited 1976.

305 pig.

-29-
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projects these expenditure data through 1981 (these data
are exclusive of expenditures for the circuit clerks):

FIGURE 14

CIRCUIT COURT EXPENDITURES
FISCAL YEAR ENDING SEPTEMBER 30

Personal
Services

Contvractual
Services

Consumables

TOTAL

61,177,515

$1,406,467 $1,696,088 31,865,696 $2,052,266 $2,257,493 $2,483,242 $2,731,566
156,480

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981

80,016 97,162 106,878 117,566 129,322 142,254

$1,223,618 $1,345,979 $1,480,577 $1,628,635 $1,791,498 $1,970,647

$2,663,998 $3,016,868 $3,318,553 $3,532,843 $3,886,128 $4,416,994 $4,858,694

4., The Office of Circuit Clerk

The Office of Circuit Clerk is an elective office and
according to statute, is elected every four years in
each county. The clerk is required, by statute, to

keep a general docket of all cases :and a criminal docket
as a separate docket of cases or other proceedings of

a criminal nature. In addition, the Circuit Clerk is
required to maintain minutes of the proceedings of court,
a subpoena docket and a jury record. The Circuit Clerk
functions as Clerk of the County Court in counties hav-

31

ing county courts. The Circuit Clerk also may do all

acts as provided by law to be done by him.32

The Office of Circuit Clerk is funded through two pri-
mary sources: private individuals and county general

funds. The combination of monies from these two sources

31
32,

Miss. Code Ann.§9-7-171 - 181.
+bid., §9-7-121 - 141.

-30-
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produce the costs of clerical work done for the circuit

and for county courts, in counties which have county
courts.33

Under Mississippi law the Circuit Clerk is required to
charge fees to private individuals and corporations for
recording legal documents. This recording effort in-
cludes such documents as marriage licenses, transcripts,
enrollments and copies. The receipts from private in-
dividuals and corporations are paid directly to the
Office of the Circuit Clerk and are reflected annually

in the Secretary of State Report for the Office of
Circuit Court.

The respective counties pay general funds for the oper-
ation of the Circuit Clerk's Office and for specific
functions performed by the clerk. The amounts of funds
expended by counties are represented annually by the
Consolidated Statement of Receipts and Disbursements -

Audited. This audited report is prepared by the
Mississippi State Department of Public Accounts Ffrom

locally produced accounting source documents.

The total costs of operating the Office of Circuit Clerk
is composed of Payments from Governmental Treasuries,
Receipts from Private Individuals and Corporations, and
County Expenditures for operating costs of the office.

Surveys have indicated that sixty percent (60%) of
county expenditures for deputy clerks and secretarial
personnel, contractual services and consurable supplies
are allocated to support of the circuit court.3? 1t is

33

34

Fees paid to Circuit Clerk court-related county court func-

tions amounted to an average of $232,395 for fiscal years
ending September 30, 1975 and 1976.

Mississippi Courts Master Plan: Courts Study Vol. 1, pp. 3-64.
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important to note that in counties with County Courts,

the percentage figure includes County Court support by

the Circuit Clerk. Using this percentage factor, Fig- ¢
ure 15 presents the funds for operating costs expended

by the counties for the Office of Circuit Clerk for

fiscal years ending September 30, 1975 and 1976.

The data in Figure 16 present the court-related monies

paid on a fee basis from governmental treasuries and

receipts from private individuals and corporations for

1977 and 1978. t

Using the total expenditures data based on Figures 14
and 15, the total court-related expenditures for the
Office of Circuit Clerk are projected to be: ¢

1979 ] 1980 1981

i

$2,226,462 $2,449,108 $2,694,019
5. The County Court

The Mississippi Legislature has enacted legislation giv-

ing the counties the option to establish inferior courts

to be known as the County Court.3% The legislation pro-

vides for the county judge to receive an annual salary

payable monthly out of the county treasury, graduated

in accordance with population and ciass of county being
determined according to assessed valuation as provided

by Section 25-3-1, Mississippi Code of 1972. County

judges receive between $5,400 and $40,000 annually. §

3
Any two or more counties at the discretion of their re- F

spective boards of supervisors may contract and agree

35

Miss. Code Ann. §9-9-1.
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FIGURE 15

COUNTY EXPENDITURES FOR
OPERATING COSTS IN THE OFFICE
OF CIRCUIT CLERK
FOR YEAR ENDING SEPTEMBER 30

County

Adams
Alcorn
Amite
Attala
Benton
Bolivar
Calhoun
Carroll
Chickasaw
Choctaw
Claiborne
Clarke
Clay
Coahoma
Copiah
Covington
DeSoto
Forrest
Franklin
George
Greene
Grenada
Hancock
Harrison
Hinds
Holmes
Humphreys
Issaquena
Ittawamba
Jackson
Jasper
Jefferson
Jefferson Davis
Jones
Kemper
Lafayette
Lamar
Lauderdale
Lawrence
Leake

Lee
Leflore
Lincoln
Lowndes
Madison

-33-

1975
31,244
15,756
3,535
16,696
625
12,851
3,726
1,792
4,772
985
8,980
4,975
5,563
12,164
1,680
10,361
6,695
17,454
2,871
7,655
7,216
3,355
4,548
4,955
41,784
3,697
3,598
153
7,776
31,647
11,191
4,465
2,773
22,595
6,735
7,510
14,106
12,014
10,631
11,111
15,459
10,305
3,344
12,696
4,431

1976

$ 15,524

17,608
5,160
11,986
6,455
16,272
6,777
6,817
4,148
1,199
6,605
3,621
5,927
13,732
13,569
10,900
8,931
15,165
2,022
14,245
6,953
14,092
9,526
14,867
89,130
4,811
5,216
64
4,821
14,885
13,485
5,502
9,352
21,319
4,721
2,440
20,268
15,319
12,182
4,840
13,929
10,227
6,012
7,640
8,059

.
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County

Marion
Marshall
Monroe
Montgomery
Neshoba
Newton
Noxubee
Oktibbeha
Panola
Pearl River
Perry

Pike
Pontotoc
Prentiss
Quitman
Rankin
scott
Sharkey
Simpson
Smith
Stone
Sunflower
Tallahatchie
Tate
Tippah
Tishomingo
Tunica
Union -
Walthall
Warren
Washington
Wayne
Webster .
Wilkinson
Winston
Yalobusha
Yazoo

FIGURE 15 (continued)

1975 1976
$ 13,042 $ 14,550
20,199 24,131
8,747 6,977
6,292 9,536
3,117 8,106
7,660 5,042
7,058 3,508
4,327 6,350
16,180 16,562
9,321 11,489
506 783
10,805 7,051
8,952 3,872
7,273 6,832
9,059 7,844
19,663 15,990
5,445 5,510
13,956
21,822 29,488
3,907 3,673
3,592 3,657

10
3,704 17,678
3,532 5,833
6,652 8,426
7,477 9,020
725 1,807
4,651 1,727
8,874 9,100
7,008 11,918
16,363 17,188
9,528 9,206
2,482 3,477
3,586 3,907
11,880 15,717
5,289 5,886
18,816 9,498
$726,019 $841,618
-34-
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County

Adams
Alcorn
Amite
Attala
Benton
Beolivar
Calhoun
Carroll
Chickasaw
Choctaw
Claibhorne
Clarke
Clay
Coahoma
Copiah
Covington
DeSoto
Forrest
Franklin
George
Greene
Grenada
Hancock
Harrison
Hinds
Holmes
Humphreys
Issagquena
Itawamba
Jackson
Jasper
Jefferson

Jefferson Davis

Jones
Kemper
Laiayette
Lamar
Lauderdale
Lawrence
Leake

Lee
Leflore
Lincoln
Lowndes

FIGURE 16

OFFICE OF CIRCUIT CLERK
STATEMENT OF COURT RELATED GROSS RECEIPTS
FOR CALENDAR YEAR 1977

1978

Payments from Receipts from

Payments from Eeceipts from

Governmental Private Governmental Private
Treasuries Individuals Treasuries Individuals
S 29,634 S 8,950 $ 32,555 s 10,351
4,310 1,952 5,567 1,900
6,044 514 6,537 653
4,080 2,743 3,640 5,214
3,942 101 4,703 268
21,387 6,820 16,944 5,554
11,578 1,227 10,169 791
6,255 260 3,569 150
12,320 1,649 16,525 1,805
7,202 744 4,069 925
5,140 1,581 5,720 2,660
3,131 486 2,949 545
6,125 1,317 6,490 1,896
20,113 3,390 20,853 2,838
6,322 2,320 7,090 2,391
3,800 2,528 3,605 870
9,348 2,278 11,566 3,385
52,466 4,674 27,264 2,651
3,932 1,044 4,066 2,698
7,469 1,820 7,634 1,923
5,675 625 6,575 525
4,565 1,502 3,356 2,161
11,321 2,168 11,727 910
106,003 27,694 92,337 45,225
71,757 48,982 73,742 47,738
4,957 910 4,725 595
7,888 660 13,017 1,210
5,417 5,464 .
1,680 316 4,242 420
64,470 27,820 84,431 27,848
4,650 700 4,620 1,350
4,495 674 ‘5,744 1,818
3,400 550 - 3,400 550
39,400 21,642 39,149 27,646
3,058 70 3,816 180
9,758 2,957 7,193 1,830
7,311 3,761 8,764 4,023
53,472 3,240 48,482 13,495
3,738 1,594 4,120 1,374
6,655 96 7,884 109
19,492 9,316 20,685 9,145
22,715 5,808 24,824 6,381
6,425 2,947 6,185 3,083
15,262 10,079 14,256 8,908
._35..
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FIGURE 16 (continued) between themselves to support and maintain one county
court for such counties. If such an agreement is made,
OFFICE OF CIRCUIT CLERK ) ) .
STATEMENT OF COURT RELATED GROSS RECEIPTS ; then the expenses of the operation of said court shall
FOR CALENDAR YEAR 1977 ! be pro-rated among the two or more counties and the pro-
1977 1978 rata part of each county is paid from the general funds
Payments from Receipts from Payments from Rece;ptsfrom ' of each county, from any special tax which may be
Governmental Private Governmental Private 3 _
County Treasuries Individuals Treasuries Individuals § L levied for the support of such court, or any funds made
¢ 61 s 15,728 5 6,690 ! available to the county from the Federal Law Enforcement
Madison S 14,771 6, : r r 4 l . . .
Marion 5:648 960 9,446 640 ? Assistance Administration.36
Marshall 5,863 4,521 5,916 i,zgé | )
Monixo 5,581 1,895 6,324 ‘ e s , i
Mggiggmery 3:166 '710 3:559 1:262 ¢ ’ Sixteen of the states' eighty~two counties have county
Neshoba 7,236 3,794 7,907 3,070 courts. Thirteen of these courts have only one judge.
Noxubee 7,140 319 1,200 317
Oktibbeha 7,916 © 3,785 10,079 irégz County courts have exclusive jurisdiction in cases in-
Panola 11,108 1,786 11,487 r ? . . . ‘s
Pearl River 8:859 1:468 9,179 1,581 3; volving eminent domain, partition of personal property,
Perry 8,058 7,655 | and unlawful entry and detainer. They also have exclu-
Pike 11,182 10,245 12,435 10,132 } lve <urisdiction in all 4 1 et ¢ wher
Pontotoc 3,211 891 3,369 944 | sive jurisdiction in a juvenile ma37ers, except where
Prentiss 2,548 1,561 3,211 1,780 | a Family Court has been established.
Quitman 5,655 5,535 »
Rankin 18,137 39,932 19,027 10,351 . ‘
Scott 6,867 3,832 7:392 3/%3% : } - The County Courts have criminal jurisdiction over all
204 300 4,27 ! , o .
g?;;ﬁii 3:915 1,635 6:330 1,947 % misdemeanant cases and they conduct preliminary hearings
Smith 2,950 1,678 3,364 1,786 : in felony cases. The courts additionally have jurisdic-
Stone 4,031 775 6,427 1,996 : > tion of all civil and criminal cases, excluding capital
Sunflower 9,035 1,474 10,387 2,041 o ' ' P
Tallahatchie : 11,365 387 13,065 o iii | offenses which might be transferred to them by the Cir-
Tate 6,307 1,564 5,980 ' ! . 38
Tippah 6,546 400 6,648 425 | cuit Court.
Tishomingo 1,460 70 1,680 L igi
Tunica 6,029 450 5,820 P L | } .o . " .
Union 4,492 763 4,826 699 ; All civil and criminal matters that can be heard in
Walthall 2,936 1,119 2,641 889 ' Justice Courts can also be heard in County Courts. 3
Warren 32,340 - 6,121 35,520 10,42 e s . . . : .
Washington 46,342 9,672 39,769 13,589 Jurisdiction is also shared with Circuit and Chauncery
Wayne 4,919 1,744 5,036 ir59g Courts in all civil cases involving less than $10,000
Webster 4,047 1,471 4,696 1,593 ,, . . 40
Wilkinson 10,278 145 10,260 165 i L and in all bastardy matters.
Winston 5,025 3,912 5,400 2,795 z
Yalobusha 19,259 470 14,954 1,484 Mississippi Courts Master Plan, Vol. II, Chapter 5, pp. 5-1 -
Yazoo 12,106 2,878 14,420 2,902 5-5.
$1,049,303 $341,387 $1,046,191 $366,853 37Miss. Code Ann. §9-9-21, §43--21-3, §43-21-7, §43-23~55.
38Miss. Code Ann. §9-9-27.
39Migs. Code Ann. §9-9-21.
§ 40yiss. Code ann. §93-9-15.
|
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The county court is supported by general funds, and in

some situations by use of special taxes and funds made
available from the Federal Law Enforcement Assistance i
Administration for that purpose.4l These monies cover

the expense for the courts' operations including the
categories of personal services, contractual services,

and consumable supplies.42 The clerical support for t
county courts is provided by the Offices of Circuit

Clerks in those counties with county courts.?43

The account classification of the above mentioned cate-
gories is identical to the discussion in the sections
concerning the chancery and circuit court operation

explained earlier.

Based on the data contained in the County Audit Reports,

Figure 17 presents local expenditures by category for
the County Courts for fiscal years 1975 and 1976 and

projects these expenditure data through 1981. (These ¢
data are exclusive of expenditures for the circuit

clerks.)

FIGURE 17

COUNTY COURT EXPENDITURES
FISCAL YEAR ENDING SEPTEMBER 30

Personal
Services

Contractual
Services

Consumables

TOTAL

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981

[N,

$§ 759,992 § 754,018 $§ 829,419 § 912,360 $1,003,596 $1,103,956 $1,214,352

$ 261,600 $ 191,809 $ 210,989 § 232,088 $§ 255,297 $ 280,827 $ 308,910] ¢

$ 28,1536 26,492 $ 29,141 8§ 32,055 $ 32,260 $ 38,786 $§ 42,665
$1,049,745 $ 972,319 $1,069,550 $1,176,505 $1,291,153 $1,423,572 $1,565,929

4lyiss. Code Ann. §9-9-28.

42"Consolidated Statement of Receipts and Disbursements of
General County Funds", audited 1976.

43Supra note 33.

-~38~

6. The Youth Court

The Mississippi Legislature has enacted legislation
which creates a youth court division as a part of the
county court. In the counties where there is no

county court, the youth court division shall be created
as part of the chancery court for that county.44 The
youth court has exclusive original jurisdiction in all
proceedings concerning any delinquent, neglected or
battered child residing or being in the county.45

Each county provides general funds to support the op-
erations of the youth court within its county. The
expenditures of the general funds by the county pays
for personal services, contractual services, and con-
sumables of the youth court.46 Personal services
include court appointed attorneys, youth court counsel-
lors, youth court referees, and salaries of employees
associated with this court.?%’ The accounts classified
into the categories of contractual services and consum-
ables remain identical to those previously mentioned.

Based on the data contained in the County Audit Reports,

Figure 18 presents local expenditures by category for
the Youth Courts for fiscal years 1975 and 1976 and pro-
jects these expenditure data through 1981. (These data
are exclusive of expenditures for the chancery clerks.)

44
45
46

47

Miss. Code Ann. §43-21-3.
Miss. Code Ann. §43~21-7.

"Consolidated Statement of Receipts and Disbursements of
General County Funds", audited 1976.

Miss. Code Ann. §43-23-1.

-39~
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FIGURE 18

YOUTH COURT EXPENDITURES
FISCAL YEAR ENDING SEPTEMBER 30

Personal
Services

Contractual
Services

Consumables

TOTAL

1975 1976 1977 1978 . 1979 1980 1981
$ 264,276°% 379,274 $ 417,204 § 458,927 $ 504,813 $ 555,295 $ 610,824
$ 16,998 § 22,867 $ 25,153 $ 27,153 § 30,435 $ 33,479 $ 36,827
$ 21,516 $ 37,6338 41,396 $ 45,535 8§ 50,089 § 55,098 $§ 60,608
$ 302,790 $ 439,774 § 483,751 $ 531,615 $ 585,339 § 643,873 $§ 708,260

(*includes $50,000 capital outlay)

7. The Family Court - Harrison County

The Mississippi Legislature has enacted legislation
which creates a family court as an inferior court to

48 » family court can

the circuit and chancery courts.
be created in any Class 1 county with a population of
more than one hundred thousand according to the 1960
census, an assured valuation of more than sixty million
dollars, a federal military base with more than ten
thousand personnel associated with it, and bordering

on the Gulf of Mexico.49

Harrison County now operates the only family court in
Mississippi. The Harrison County Family Court receives
general funds from the county and additionally, funds
are furnished through assistance grants. The category
of Personal Services includes monies expended for court-
appointed attorneys, judges' salaries and fringe

benefits, travel, and subsistence expense. The account

48
49

Miss. Code Ann. §43-23-1.

ibid.

-40-
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categories of contractual services and consumables remain

the same for the family court as they are in the youth
court systems.

An assistance grant is furnished to Harrison County from

the federal government for the operation of the family
court. The assistance grant is in addition to the gen-
eral funds furnished by the county.

Based on data contained in the County Audit Reports,

Figure 18 presents expenditures by category for the
Harrison County Family Court including the assistance
grant for fiscal years 1975 and 1976. Using these ex-
penditures data, total local and federal assistant grant‘
expenditures for Harrison County Family Court are pro-
jected also through 1981 and presented in Figure 18.

FIGURE .19

HARRISON COUNTY FAMILY COURT EXPENDITURES
FISCAL YEAR ENDING SEPTEMBER 30

Personal
Services

Contractual
Services

Consumables

Assistant
Grants

TOTAL

1975 1976 1977

1978 1979 1980 1981
$ 38,950 $ 44,691 $ 49,160 ' $ 54,076 ¢ 59,483 $ 65,432 $§ 71,975
$ -0- § 678 $ 745§ 820 $§ 902 3§ 992 § 1,091
$ -0- ¢ 72§ 79 § 87 § 96 $ 104 8 114
$ 269,709 $ 354,119 3§ 389,530 $ 428,483 $ 471,332 & 518,465 § 570,312
$ 308,659 $ 399,560 § 439,514 $ 483,466 $ 531,813 $ 584,993 $ 643,492

8. Total Local Expenditures for Courts

Based on data contained in the County Audit Reports for
1975 and 1976 and reports to the Secretary of State for
277 and 1978, the total local cost of the Mississippi

-4]1-




Court System is projected to be:

1979 1980 1981

$14,639,454 $16,245,652 $17,870,218

D. Summary

This section of the report has been used to develop an ex-
penditures analysis for Mississippi Courts. Data used
included that contained in the State Department of Public

Accounts (1976 - 1978) and Classification of Accounts,
County Audit Reports (1975, 1976), and Official Reports
to the Secretary of State (1977, 1978)} in addition, sur-

vey and interview data were also used. Because of the

different time frames for which the data are applicable,
expenditures for the differing components were projected
to the years 1979, 1980 and 1981 to permit a common basis

for comparison.

Since, ultimately, this report will assess the impact on

the State of different approaches to state funding of courts,
this expenditure analysis section is organized around those
expenditures incurred by the State as opposed to those in-
curred at the local level.

Different methodologies were used for differing expenditure
categories depending upon the amount of available data.

Where three years or more of data were available, projections
were computed linearly (i.e. y'=a+bx). Where two or less
years of data were available, the expenditure projections
were either held constant or adjusted by a fixed percentage
depending upon the situation.

Using this approach, the projected expenditures for Mississippi

Courts for the years 1979, 1980 and 198l are preseanted in

-42-
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Figure 20 (page 44). The total expenditures are projected
to be:

1979 1980 1981

$ 16,983,896 $ 19,202,863 $20,815,446

The percentage breakdown existing between the current state-
county funding mix is presented by Figure 21 . The data
contained in Figure 21 allows comparative analysis of per-
centages for the projected years indicated. In general,

the state funds twenty percent (20%) and the counties fund
eighty percent (80%) of the costs of operating Mississippi
courts.

FIGURE 21

PROJECTED PERCENTAGE COMPARISONS
OF STATE~COUNTY FUNDING

1979 1980 1981

State 213 20% 19%

County 79% 80% 81%
-43-
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FIGURE 20 | | ITI. ANALYSES OF COURT-GENERATED REVENUES
TOTAIL PROJECTED EXPENDITURES . - : T
FOR MISSISSIPPI COURTS i The Circuit and County Courts produce fines and forfeitures
} which generally can be referred to as revenues generated by
1979 1980 1981 | | the courts. However, it is important to note that the pur-
. . pose of fines and forfeitures imposed through judicial
State Expenditures: 1 % proceedings is to enforce the law and not to provide finan-
Supreme Court $ 748,410 $ 804,801 $ 822,270 ; cial support for the courts or agencies of government. Thus,
Supreme Court Clerk 150,900 166,140 171,498 % the lack of comparative magnitude between "revenues" and ex~
Supreme Court Com- . i 3 penditures in the court‘system should not necessarily be
missioners 60,961 60,961 60,961 ol . _ . ‘ ‘ .
viewed negatively as it would in the case of typical private
Supreme Court Advisory . , ,
Cogmittee on Rules 88,725 93,161 97,819 business financing.
State Library (Court's
Portion) 106,852 111,440 115,338 R The total fines and forfeitures produced by the circuit and
Judicial Council 127,549 140,304 154,335 county courts are presented in Appendix A. This appendix
Chancery and Circuit includes by county the revenues collected by the circuit
Courts 2,552,599 2,640,119 2,684,294 1ty y !
R ; clerk for the Circuit and County Courts for fiscal years
TOTAL. STATE B s ending September 30, 1975 and 1976.
EXPENDITURES : $3,835,996 $4,016,926 $4,106,515 < ) '
i
j The data in Figure 22 presents projections for total revenue
Local Expend;tures: , to be produced by the Circuit and County Courts for the years
Chancery Courts $ 899,375 $ 989,313 $1,088,245 ﬁ oz indicated.
Offices of Chancery -
‘ ' 4,682,084 5,150,292
Clerks 4,256,440 1652, ’ ; FIGURE 22
Offices of Circuit | 1979 1980 1981
Clerks 2,226,462 2,449,108 2,694,019 - ot =202 1980
County Courts 1,294,156 1,423,572 1,565,929 ! L $1,016,793 $1,118,472 $1,230,319
The Youth Courts 585,339 643,873 708,260 | i
The Family Court - 2 ;
Harrison County 531,813 584,993 643,492 | g
T !
TOTAL LOCAL 1 ]
EXPENDITURES: $13,147,900 $15,189,937 $16,708,931 §§ !
| 8
TOTAL PROJECTED ¢ ],. |
EXPENDITURES: $16,983,896 $19,206,863 $20,815,446 5§ )
!
H
|
-
% -45-
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IV. COURTS REVENUE/EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS
A. Introduction

The Courts of Mississippi function on funds from a variety
of sources, including federal, state, local, and private
individuals. Generally, the higher the court is in the
legal structure, the less complex the funding mechanism
supporting the court. This section includes a discussion
of the courts and their support components in light of ex-
isting fund flows supporting them. Graphic displays are
used as appropriate.

B. Existing Fund Flows
1. The Supreme Court

Both the Supreme Court and the Office of rthe Clerk of
the Su, “me Court are financed through legislative ap-
propriation of general funds from the State with the

clerk being authorized to charge fees, to private in-

50

dividuals, for services performed. These fees are

paid to the State 'I.‘re.—:tsury.S:L

In certain situations the Supreme Court is authorized
to appoint active chancery or circuit judges to sit

temporarily as supreme court commissioners, the expen-
ses of which are paid from the states general funds.52

Additionally the Supreme Court has the authority to em-

ploy and compensate a research counsel and other assist-

ants and staff for the Advisory Committee on Rules of
Civil Practice and Procedure and incur the reasonable
expenses of the Committee members.53

5Q
51
52
53

Miss. Code Ann. §25-7-3.
Miss. Code Ann. §25-7-87.
Miss. Code Ann. §9-3-28.
Miss. Code Ann. §9-3-67.
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One potential funds source for the Supreme Court | ; 4. The Chancery Court

which cannot be overlooked is federal funds, as per

grants. Although four years of state financial data ¢ . The Chancery Court is funded by a variety of state and

were reviewed and analyzed which showed sparse use of local sources. The State incurs expenditures for

federal funds, they do present a potential fiscal re- f Chancery Courts in only three major categories: 1) sal-

source.54 { aries and personal benefits for chancellors; 2) travel,
' : . and; 3) office expenses.

2. The State Law Library
Each chancellor is authorized a maximum of $4,000 an-

The State Law Library furnishes services to the courts, | nually to be used for the expenses of operating an
governor, legislature, and public and receives appro- : E z office to include retaining a law clerk, legal research,
priations from the legislature in general funds.55 The f stenographic help, stationery, stamps, telephone, cffice
State Law Library has received only general funds from f rent and other items and expenditures necessary and in-
the State for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1975, 7 cident to maintaining the Office of Chancellor.58
1876, 1977 and 1978,56 ¢ 3 Salaries and personal benefits, travel, and office ex-
i pense allotment for chancellors are paid from the
3. The Judicial Council i : States' general funds.
i ;
For those years reviewed, the Mississippi Judicial o ) The chancery courts are additionally funded by local
Council was financed predominantly through funds from % . county general funds. Each county within the chancery
federal grants originating at the U.S. Department of & | courts' district expends general funds to support the
Justice, Law Enforcement Assistance Administration and 1 i chancery court. These monies cover the expense for the
the Mississippi Criminal Justice Planning Commission. ‘ j > courts’ operations within that county including items
These funds are presented in the Annual State Financial ; in the categories of personal services, contractual ser-
Reports as Special Funds and classified as "Other Inter- | vices and consumable Supplies-59
Departmental Transactions" for the Judiciary and Justice.>’ !
Attempts are being made to restructure reliance for fund- - . 5. The Office of Chancery Clerk
ing of the Judicial Council on state appropriations rather
than on the less reliable source of federal grants. The Office of Chancery Clerk receives funds from the
county and private individuals and corpcrations for
54 - | } the expenditures of the office. The combination of

Annual State Financial Reports, Mississippi State Department
of Public Accounts, for Fiscal Years Ending June 30, 1975,
1976, 1977 and 1978.

monies from these two sources produce a cost profile
of clerical work done for the Chancery Court.

5SMiss. code, Title 39, ch. 1. i
56 upra 54. 1 >8Miss. Code Ann. §9-1-36.
57 pid. y 59"Consolidated Statement of Receipts and Disbursements of

General County Funds", audited for fiscal years ending
September 30, 1975 and 1976.
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As previously stated, funds originate from the county

as general fund expenditures for the Office of Chancery
Clerk. These funds follow two primary financial avenues
as they enter the funds flow of the chancery clerks' of-
fice. The first avenue are those payments made as a part

of the chancery court county budget, referenced as "Clerk's

Fees and Allowances". These monies are paid from the
county treasury to the chancery clerk for duties and ser-
vices performed by the clerk as legal requirements of

the office. The second financial avenue for county gen-
eral funds flow to the chancery clerks' office is for

a portion of office operating expenses. This funds flow
is composed of monies for certain personal services, i.e.
fringe benefits, travel and subsistence expense, contract-
ual services, and consumable supplies used in the normal

60 These payments

course of the clerks' office business.
from the governmental treasury are for both court-related
and non-court-related services. The non-court-related
services were deducted from the financial analysis per-
formed by this study; the net operating expenses of the
clerk's office paid from the county treasury were pro-

portioned according to court or non-court related.

Another source of funds to the Office of Chancery Clerk
is from private individuals and corporations. These
monies involve payments for recording, filing, indexing,
and similar actions in connection with legal instruments.
These receipts are in the form of legislated fees paid
directly to the chancery clerks' office. The fees paid
by private individuals and corporations remain with the
chancery clerk to fund clerk's compensation, staff com-
pensation, and office operating expenses; these fees are
not remitted to the county treasury.

60;piq.
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6. The Circuit Court

The Circuit Court is funded by both state and local
general funds for a variety of expenditures incurred
by the court.

The State incurs expenditures for three major cate~-
gories, these being: 1) salaries and personal benefits
for circuit judges; 2) travel, and; 3) office expenses.
Each circuit judge is authorized a maximum of $4,000
annually to be used for the expenses of operating an
office to include retaining a law clerk, legal research,
stenographic help, stationery, stamps, telephone, office
rent and other items and expenditures necessary and in-
cident to maintaining the office of the circuit judge.61
Salaries and personal benefits, including fringes, tra-
vel, and office expense allotment for circuit judges are
paid from the State's general funds.

The circuit courts are additionally funded by local county
general funds. Each county within the circuit courts'
district expends general funds to support the circuit
court. These monies partially cover the expense for

the courts' operations within that particular county,
including such expense items as court-appointed attor-
neys, stenographers, clerical classified as persoral
services, and jurors and witness fees, office equipment
and repairs, and rent classified as contractual services.
The counties also incur the expenditures for the circuit
courts' consumables including such items as supplies and

materials.62

61
62

Miss. Code Ann. §9-1-36.
Supra 54.
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7. The Office of Circuit Clerk These receipts are in the form of legislated fees

paid directly to the circuit clerk's office. The
The Office of Circuit Clerk receives funds from the | ) fees paid by private individuals and corporations

county and private individuals and corporations for remain with the circuit clerk to fund clerk's com-

expenditures of the office. The combinations of mon- pensation, staff compensation, and office operating

expenses; these fees are not remitted to the county
treasury.

ies from these two sources produce a cost profile of
clerical work done for the Circuit Court. D )

Funds originate from the county as general fund expen-
ditures of the Office of Circuit Clerk. These funds

have two primary financial avenues which they follow »

8. The County Court

The County Court is funded primarily from general
- 1 J : )

as they enter the funds flow of the circuit clerk's funds of the respective county. Support for judi-
cial services is provided by the use of federal

matching funds as grants from the U. 8. Department

office. The first avenue through which county general
funds are paid are those payments made as a part of the

. LI . " ' .
clrcuit court budget referred to as "Clerk's Fees and ‘ » of Justice, Law Enforcement Assistance Administration.

é Any federal funds flowing into the county judicial
network are matched by ten percent county funds.

Allowances”. These monies are paid from the county
treasury tc the circuit clerk for duties and services
performed by the clerk as legal requirements of the

office. The second financial avenue for county general » The county uses general funds to support the county
funds flow is to the circuit clerk's office for the oper- court including the judges' salary and fringe bene-
ating costs of the office. This funds flow is composed fits, all personal services relating to the operation
of monies for certain personal services, i.e. fringe of the court, contractual services involving rent,
benefits, travel and subsistence expense, contractual : ] equipment repair and other expenditure classification.

The county also provides general funds for all consum-
ables and supplies utilized by the county court in

services, and consumable sﬁpplies used in the normal
course of the clerk's office business. These payments

from the governmental treasury are for both court-related performance of legislated business functions.
and non-court-related services. The non-court~related \ }

services were deducted from the financial analysis per- The federal funds flow into the county courts are used
formed by this study and the net operating expenses of for a variety of purpcses including equipment, person-
the clerk's office paid from the county treasury were nel and training. The federal funds are provided to
proportioned according to court or non-court-related. ' the county courts through the local Board of Supervisors

Another source of funds to the Office of Circuit Clerk § and matched with local general funds.
is from private individuals and corporations. These

. . _ . cqs . : 9. The Youth Court
monies involve payments for recording, filing, indexing,

and similar actions in connection with legal instruments.
The youth court is funded, as the county court, primar-

ily from federal and local sources.
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The youth court utilizes county general funds to support
it. These funds are used for judges' salaries and
fringe benefits, as well as all personal services pro-
vided by the youth court. The county, also through
general funds, supports the court's contractual ser-
vices and consumables used in the necessary operations
of the youth court.

Additionally, federal funds flow into the youth courts

as federal grants matching funds from the U, S. Justice
Department, Law Enforcement Assistance Administration
which are matched by local general funds and utilized

for a myriad of judicial purposes, including categories
of equipment, personnel training, and facilities enlarge-
ment.

10. The Harrison County Family Court

The Harrison County Family Court is funded from two
sources. Federal funds in the form of grants origina-

ting from the U. S. Department of Justice, Law Enforcement
Assistance Administration, provide one source. Additional-
ly, the county supports the courts through general funds
and with matching funds for personal and contractual ser-
vices.

Functional Expenditures Analysis

1. Total Functional Expenditures

This section of the report presents the functional
expenditure components for the courts of Mississippi.
These expenditures include indigent defense, jury

costs, including room and board, witness and juror
fees, court reporters, county law library, travel,

~53=

operating costs, capital outlays, and facilities
expenses. The most recent fiscal years available

for the functional expenditures were the fiscal

years ending September 30, 1975 ai#d 1976. The fis-

cal data were extracted from the C@nsolidated~8tat¢ments

of Revenues and Disbursements for the years previously
mentioned. Appendices B, C, D and E reflect the
functional expenditures by chancery, circuit, county

and youth courts respectively, by county for the years
1975 and 1976.

Figure 23 (page 55) is a compilation of these appendices and

pPresents the total expenditures by function and court.

As depicted in Figure 24, the total functional expen-
ditures for the chancery, circuit, county and youth
courts are:

FIGURE 24
1975 1976

$4,272,046 $4,834,990
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FIGURE 23
TOTAL OF EXPENDITURES BY FUNCTIONS AND COURT y
1975 1976
Functional Chancery Circuit County Youth Chancery Circuit County Youth
. Court Court
Expenditures Court Court Court (Harrison Court Court (Harrison
County) County)

Indigent '
Defense $ 10,393 $ 541,298|5 56,672|$ 71,941 $ 13,950 | $ 580,342 [{$ 69,847 | $ 86,641
Jury Costs
Room & Board 2,718 18 36,699
Witness/Juror
Fees 6,291 1,220,965} 214,738 7,711 1,868 1,519,588 142,065

i

g | Court

[ Reporter 311,975 322,925 | 140,865 576 371,511 358,402 127,220 19,978
County Law
Library 3,939
Travel
Expenses 14,610 22,624 2,791 1,741 18,758 24,565 2,874 6,015
Operating
Costs* 107,926 210,302 | 454,308] 145,790%* 114,897 224,194 363,%41% 213,310%
Capital
Outlay?®* 3,102 3,406 4701 321,859%* 21,556 11,246 3,499 308,676%
Facilities
Expenses 20,973 28,229 14,949 9,880 16,147 16,053 5,557 102,282
TOTALS $475,270 |$2,352,467 |$884,793]$559,516 $562,626 | $2,771,089 |$715,003 | $736,902
*For Harrigon County Youth Court and the county courts, the expenditure category "Operating Costs"
includes judges salaries and for the category "Capital Outlay" includes LEAA grants.
i o
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The total functional expenditures by court are shown in

Figure 25 :

FIGURE 25
1975
Chancery S 475,816
Circuit $2,352,467
County $ 884,793
Youth/Family S 559,516

The total expenditures by function for all courts are

depicted below in Figure 26 :

FIGURE 26
1975

Indigent Defense S 680,304
Jury Costs 2,736
Witness/Juror Fees $1,449,703
Court Reporters $ 776,341
County Law Library -0-
Travel Expenses $ 41,766
Operating Costs $ 918,326
Capital Outlay $ 328,837
Facilities Expense § 74,031

Based on the data in Figure 26,
penditures are projected to be:

FIGURE 27
1979 1980
$6,369,633 $7,006,596

-56—

$
$
$
$

$

$

$
$
$
$
$
$

the total functional ex-

1976

562,626
2,771,089
714,943

786,332

1976

750,780
36,699
1,663,521
877,111
3,939
52,186
916,342
344,977
140,045

$7,707,755

I
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As shown in Figure 28, the projected total functional

expenditures by court are projected to be:

Chancery
Circuit
County
Youth

Projected from the data contained in Figure 26 , the expen-
ditures by specific functional components are depicted in

Figure 29:

Indigent
Defense

Jury Costs

Witness/
Juror Fees

Court
Reporters

County Law
Library

Travel
Expenses

Operating
Costs
Capital
Outlay
Facilities
Expense

FIGURE 28
1979 1980
$ 748,855 $ 823,740
53,688,319 54,057,151
$ 951,708 $1,046,879
$1,046,607 $§l1,151,268

FIGURE 29
1979 1980
s 999,288 1,099,216
$ 48,846 $ 53,731
$2,214,146 $2,435,561
$1,167,434  $1,284,178
s 5,242 $ 5,767
$ 69,494 $ 76,443

$1,219,651

$ 459,164
$ 186,399
~57w

$1,341,616
§ 505,080

$ 205,039

1981

$ 906,114
$4,462,866
$1,151,567
$1,266,395

1981

1,209,138
$ 59,104
$2,679,117

$1,412,596

s 6,343
$ 84,087
$1,475,777
$ 555,588
$ 225,543

2. Chancery Court Functional Expenditures

The total local expenditures for the chancery courts
are projected as shown in Figure 30, for the indicated

years:
FIGURE 30
1979 1980 1981
$899,375 $989, 313 $1,0882, 245

Figure 31 depicts the projected functional expenditures

for the chancery courts. Below is a comparison of court

reporting and operating costs compared to total local
expenditures for the chancery court, projected for the
years listed. Of these total local expenditures,

seventy-two percent (72%) can be accounted for by the

functional expenditures of court reporting and operating

63

costs. Operating and court reporting costs account

for seventeen percent (17%) and fifty-flive percent (55%)
of total local chancery court expenditures respectively.

1979 1980 1981
Court Reporting $494,481 543,929 5 598,322
gigéiéiﬁgrSESts $152,919 $168,211  $ 185,033
RERNELSIENT  ssiet0 emanue 5 709,00
Total Local Expendi- $899,375 $989,313 $1,088,245
ot Court Romoenies 55% 55% %R
Percentage Expended 17% 17% 17%

for Operating Costs

Percentage Expended for
Court Reporting and 72% 72% 72%
Operating Costs

63These operating costs include expenditures for records

maintenance, record keeping, aad clerical help.

~58~
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FIGURE 31

 PROJECTIONS OF CHANCERY
COURTS” FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES

1977 1978 - 1979 1980 1981
Indigent Defense  $15, 345 $16,879 $18,567 $20,424 822,466
Jury Costs -0~ -0~ -0- -0- -0-
Witness/Juror 2,054 2,260 2,486 2,734 3,008
Fees
Court Reporter 408,662 449,528 494,481 543,929 598,322
County Law
Library 4,332 4,766 5,242 5,767 6,343
Travel Expenses 20,633 22,697 24,966 27,463 30,209
Operating Costs 126,380 139,018 152,919 168,211 185,033
Capital Outlay 23,711 26,082 28,691 31,560 34,716
Facilities Expense 17,761 19,537 21,491 23,640 26,004

3. Circuit Court Fuanctional Expenditures

The total local expenditures for the circuit courts are

projected for the following years to be:

1979 1980

$3,886,128

$4,416,994

1981

$4,858,694

Figure 32 depicts the projected functional expenditures

for the circuit courts.

Below is a comparison of indi-

gent defense, witness and juror fees, court reporters

and operating costs compared to total local expenditures

for the circuit court, projected for years listed. Of

these total local expenditures, ninety-one percent (91%) f
can be accounted for by the functional expenditures of

indigent defense, witness and jury fees, court reporter

and operating costs. Of total local circuit court ex-

penditures, indigent defense accounts for twenty percent ¢

(20%), witness and juror fees account for fifty-two percent

-59-

(52%), court reporter expenditures account for twelve

percent (12%), and operating costs, for seven percent

(7%) .

Indigent Defense
Expenditures

Witness/Juroxr

‘Fee Expenditures

Court Reporter
Expenditures

Operating Cost
Expenditures

Total Functional
Expenditures

Total Local
Expenditures

Percentage Expended
for Indigent Defense

Percentage Expended
for Witness/Juror
Fees

Percentage Expended
for Court Reporter

Percentage Expended
for Operating Costs

Total Percentage

1979
$ 772,435
$2,022,571
$ 477,033
$ 298,402
$3,570,441
$3,886,128

208

52%

123

7%

918

-60~

$ 328,242
$3,927,484
$4,416,994

20%

52%

12%

7%
91%

- 1981
S 934,646
$2,447,311
s 577,209
$ 361,066

$4,320,232
$4,858,694

20%
52%

12%

7%

91%

[3
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FIGURE 32

PROJECTIONS OF CIRCUIT COURTS'
FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES

1977 1978 1979 1980 1981
Indigent Vefense §$ 638,376 $ 702,213 5 772,435 $ 849,678 $ 934,646
Jury C. .ts 40,369 44,405 48,846 53,731 59,104
Witness/Juror 1,671,546 1,838,701 2,022,571 2,224,828 2,447,311
Court Reporter 394,242 433,666 477,033 524,736 577,209
County Law Library ~0- -0~ -0~ . -0~ -0-
Travel Expenses 27,021 29,723 32,696 35,965 39,562
Operating Costs 246,613 271,274 298,402 328,242 361,066
Capitral Qutlay 12,370 13,607 14,968 16,465 18,111
Facilities Expense 17,658 19,424 21,366 23,503 25,853

4. County Court Functional Expenditures

The total tocal expenditures for the county courts are
projected for the fcllowing years to be:

1979 1980 1981

$1,294,156 $1,423,572 $1,565,929

Figure iB depicts the projected functional expenditures
for the county courts. Below is a comparison of indi-
gent defense, witness and juror fees, court reporters,
and operating costs compared to total local expenditures
for the county court, projected for years listed. Of
the total local expenditures for county courts, seventy-
two percent (72%) can be accounted for by the functional
expenditures of indigent defense, witness and juror fees,
ccurt reporters, and operating costs.64
witness and juror fees, court reporters; and operating
costs account for seven percent (7%), fifteen percent
(15%), thirteen percent (13%), and thirty-sewven percent
(37%) of the total local county court expenditures re-
spectively.

64 . . .
These wperating costs include expenditures for records main-
tenance, record keeping, clerical support and judges salaries.
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Indigent defense,

1979
Indigent Defense &
Expenditures 5 92,9366
Witness/Juror
Fee Expenditure ¥ 189,088
Court Reporter
Expenditures $ 163,329
Operating Cost
Expenditures § 484,405
Total Functional
Expenditures $ 935,788
Total Local
Expenditures $1,294,156
Percentage Expended 7¢
for Indigent Defense °
Percentage Expended
for Witness/Juror 15%
Fees
Percentage Expended 174
for Court Reporters -
Percentage Expended 378
for Operating Costs °
Total Percentage 72%

FIGURE 33

1980

102,262

207,997

186,262

532,846

$1,029, 367

$1,423,572

7%

15%

13%

37%

72%

PROJECTIONS OF COUNTY COURTS'
FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES

1977 1978
Indigent Defense § 76,831 &
Jury Costs Q= -0~
gizgess/Juror $ 156,271 &
Court Reporter § 139,942 $
County Law Library -0- -0~
Travel Expenses § 3,095 8
Operating Costs § 400,335 $
Capital OQutlay $ 3,848 §
Facilities Expense $ 6,112 S
-62—~

84,514 §

171,898 §

153,936 $

3,404 §
440,363 $
4,233
6,723 $

1979

92,966 $
-0-

189,088 $

169,329 $
_0..
3,745

484,405
4,657
7,396

v v W I

$1,

$1,

1980

102,262
—0-

207,997

186,262
-0-
4,119
532,846
5,122
8,136

1981

112,489

228,797

204,887

586,130

132,305

565,929

15%

13%

72%

$§ 228,797

<

-0-
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204,889

4,531
586,130
5,635
8,949
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5. Youth Court Functional Expenditures

The total local expenditures for the youth courts are

projected for the following years to be:

1979 1980 1981

$1,117,152 $1,228,856 $1,351,752

Figure 34 depicts the projected functional expenditures
for the youth courts, including the Harrison County
Family Court. Below is a comparison of indigent defense,
operating costs, capital outlay, and facilities expense
compared to total local youth and family court expendi-
tures projected for years listed. Of total local
expenditures for youth and family courts, eighty-three
percent (83%) can be accounted for by the functional ex-
penditures of indigent defense, operating costs, capital
outlay, and facilities expense. It is important to note
that the category of capital outlay has included federal
grants for Harrison County Family Courts. Indigent de-
fense, operating costs, capital outlay, and facilities
expense account for ten percent (10%), twenty-five per-—
cent (25%), thirty-six percent (36%), and twelve percent
(12%) of total local youth and family court expenditures

respectively.
FIGURE 34
PROJECTIONS OF YOUTH COURTS'
FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES

1977 1978 1979 1980 1981
Indigent Defense $ 95,305 $ 104,835 $ 115,319 $ 126,851 § 139,536
Jury Costs -0~ -0- ~0- -0- -0~
Witness/Juror 0= 0= —0- -0- 0=
Fees

Court Reporter $ 21,9758 24,173 § 26,590 §$ 29,249 $ 32,174

County Law Library -0- -0~ -0~ -0~ -0-

Travel Expenses §$ 6,587 $ 7,246 $ 7,971 § 8,768 $ 9,645

Operating Costs $ 234,641 & 258,105 $ 283,915 $ 312,307 $ 343,537

Capital Outlay $ 339,543 § 373,497 $ 410,847 $ 451,932 § 497,125

Facities Expense § 112,516 $ 123,768 § 136,145 $ 149,759 $ 164,735
—-63~

¢
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1979

——————

1980

1981

—

Indigent Defense

Expenditures $ 115,319 $ 126,851 $ 139,536

Operating Cost

Expenditures $ 283,915 $ 312,307 $ 343,537

Capital Outlay

Expenditures $ 410,847 | $ 451,932 $ 497,125

Facilities Expense

Expenditures $ 136,145 $ 149,759 $ 164,735
Total Functional

Expenditures $ 946,226 $1,040,849 $1,144,933
Total Local

Expenditures $1,117,152 $1,228,866 $1,351,752
Percentage Expended

for Indigent Defense 10% 10% 10%
Percentage Expended

for Operating Costs 25% 25% 25%
Percentage Expended

for Capital Outlay 36% 36% 36%
Percentage Expended

for Facilities Expense 12% 12% 12%
Total Percentage 83% 83% 83%

D. Summary

In summary, the information depicted in Figure 35 indicates
the relationship of functional expenditures to all the courts.

The functional expenditures are aggregated into indigent de-

‘fense, witness and juror fees, court reporters, operating

costg, capital outlay and facilities expense for the entire
spectrum of court types.

For chancery courts, the total functional area expenditures
account for seventy-six percent (76%) of the total local

expenditures. Of the functional expenditures for chancery
courts, eighty-six percent (86%) are expended for court re-

porting and operating costs.

-64-
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The total functional expenditures accounted for ninety-two
percent (92%) of the total local expenditures for the circuit
court, the functional area expenditures of indigent defense,
witness and juror fees, court reporting, and operating costs
accounted for ninety-six percent (96%) of the total functional

expenditures.
FIGURE 35
FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURE
1975 1976

Indigent Defense $ 680,304 S 750,780
Jury Costs 2,736 36,699
Witness/Juroxr Fees 1,449,705 1,663,521
Court Reporter 776,341 877,111
County Law Library -0~ 3,939
Travel Expenses 41,766 52,126
Operating Costs 918, 326 916,342
Capital Outlay 328,837 344,977
Facilities Expense 74,031 140,045

The functional expenditures of witness and juror fees,
court reporting, and operating costs account for eighty-
eight percent (88%) of the total functional expenditures
for the county courts. The total functional expenditures
for the county courts account for seventy-four percent

(74%) of the total local expenditures for the county courts.

Functional expenditures of indigent defense, operating costs;
capital outlay, and facilities expense account for ninety~-
four percent (94%) of the total functional expenditures for
the youth and family courts. Total functional expenditures

are fifty-four percent (54%) of the total local expenditures.

-5

V. OBSERVATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
A. Overview of Revenues and Expenditures

The fiscal analyses presented in this document are based

on a compendium of data collected from a multitude of
sources. To obtain comparability between these data, they
were all projected to common time frames (i.e. 1979, 1980,
and 1981.) Based on these projections, the Mississippi
court system is estimated to cost approximately $19,202,863
in 1980 and will generate $1,118,472 in fines and forfeit-
ures during that same year. Of the estimated expenditures
for courts in 1980, the state will incur $4,016,926 (19.8
percent of total expenditures) and local expenditures will
account for $15,189,937 (80.2 percent of total expenditures.)
Based or the estimated total disbursements from the state
general fund for 1980 ($976,989,649), the state expends less

than one-half of one percent (0.437 percent) of its budget

on courts,65

B. Fiscal and Personnel Information

Currently, the Mississippli courts have no mechanism to
collect and assimilate fiscal and personnel informatior to

be used for judicial decision making and planning. Pexrson-

66

nel information is almost non-existent and fiscal informa-

651t is again noted that the projected expenditures contained

in this report attempt to isolate on courts expenditures.

For example, the Mississippi Annual State Financial Report
includes in its disbursement category "Judiciary and Justice"
those expenditures for the functions of District Attorneys,
Attorney General, and all of the State Law Library. This is

not the case with the expenditure projections contained in
this report.

66The personnel related data collected during this project

- is presented and analyzed in Appendix F.

-66-
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tion, although available, exist in a multitude of places
in a variety of forms. These fiscal reports include those
from the State Auditor's Office and from the Secretary of
State. The fiscal information from the State Auditor's
Office include the Annual Ztate Financial Reports based on

fiscal years ending June 30 which contain state level court
fiscal data and the County Audit Reports based on fiscal

years ending September 30 which contain county fiscal data
for courts. The other fiscal data source are the reports
filed by the Offices of Chancery and Circuit Clerks to the
Secretary of State which are based on calendar years. Court
workload information is available and is provided by the
Judicial Council's "Courts Information System."

The form of the fiscal information available through the
State Auditor's Office is intended for audit and budget
planning purposes and not for fisceal decision-making by
individual departments and agencies; in addition, the state
and local information cover different time frames. The re-
ports filed by the circuit and chancery clerks with the
Secretary of State appear to be designed to determine the
net income to the specific clerks. These reports contain
fiscal data for both court and non-court related functions
and cover a time frame different from either of the data
sources from the State Auditor's Office. 1In addition, theve
aprears to be little consistency in the methods used to com-
plete the Secretary of State reports. For instance some
clerks include income taxes paid under "Other Expenses Paid"
which results in the "Net Amount Received as Compensation"
being the net after tax income to the clerk while others do
not. Also, it is not clear that all clerks interpret in the
same way the expenses to be included under "Other Expenses
Paid." The form to be filed contains the caption "Statement
of Gross Receipts from all Scources Accruing as Compensation
to the Office and Disbursements Occurring as Necessary Expen-
ses Involved Solely in Complying with Laws Governing the

-67~
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Office." Given this clear instruction, some of the expense
categories included under "Other Expenses FPaid" which vary
amongst the clerks include: public relations, entertain-
ment, donations, contributions, bad debts-employee loans,
deferred compensation, church contributions, gifts and
promotion, doctor, drug and medical bills, etc. These
difficulties with existing fiscal data sources for courts
make them minimally useful for continuous sources for de-
cision~-making data.

Mississippli courts are in need of a central repository for
fiscal and personnel data; ultimately, this repository would
build an historical information base which would be extremely
useful for fiscal and personnel planning and decision-making
purposes.

Recommendation. The Mississippi Judicial Council should
establish within its operational structure and responsi-
bility a mechanism for collection and assimilation of
courts fiscal and personnel information. The major advan-
tages to placement of this function within the Judicial
Council include the fact that it is an in-place organiza-
tional structure whose staff interact with all levels of
Mississippi courts on a daily basis and in all likelihood,
it will be the agency which will make most use of the in-
formation. In addition, the Council currently maintains
the "Courts Inforrmation System" for the collection and
analysis of courts workload information and with a modest
increase in staff could increase its courts information
clearinghouse functions to include the much needed fiscal
and personnel areas.

C. Alternative Funding Approaches for the Courts
1. Mississippi Fund Flows

The Mississippi Courts are funded by a combination of
state, local, federal, and private sources. This com-
bination of funding sources places the Mississippi courts
in a unique financial management position. The Supreme
Court, the Clerk of the Supreme Court, Supreme Court

-68~
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Commissioners, and the State Law Library are, with

the exception of small and occasional federal grants,
state funded. Another court support agency, the
Mississippi Judicial Council, is funded primarily through
federal grants. Additionally, the salaries, travel, and
office expense allotment of $4,000 is paid by the state
for chancellors and circuit judges.

Local government expenditures cover pro-rata county court
costs for the chancery court, circuit court, and offices

of the chancery and circuit clerk. Statute mandated fees
from private individuals also are used to support the op-

erations of the circuit and chancery clerks' offices.

The county, with the exception of federal matching funds
for certain judicial services, pays all the costs for
county and youth courts. The only exception to these is

the Harrison Family Youth Court, which is funded through
a federal grant.

2. Fund Flows in Other States

To enhance an understanding of the funding mechanisms
for the Mississippi courts, and to lend perspective in
developing recommendations for funding, a discussion of
court system funding in other states follows.

Recent studies of court funding mechanisms present a
pPicture of diversity and individualized approaches.
Alaska, Connecticut, Delaware, Hawaii, Kentucky, and
Rhode Island use state funds to fund all trial court
expenses. Maine and New Mexico fund all trial court
expenses, except for facilities for the trial court of
general jurisdiction. Colorado funds every:hing except
facilities. South Dakota funds seventy~five (75) per-

cent of all costs except facilities, witness and jury
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fees, court-appointed counsel, and indigent transcripts.
The diversity of funding approaches is one side of the
coin; the other side of the coin is the diversity of
court services offered. Colorado, Connecticut, Hawaii,
Kansas, Nebraska, South Dakota, and West Virginia fund
adult and juvenile probation as part of the judicial
system. Rhode Island funds domestic relations counsel-
ors, while Kentucky funds pre-trial services as part of

the judicial system.
3. Funding Sources

Traditionally, general jurisdiction trial courts have
bheen part of the fabric of local government and have
received their basic funding from county and, occa-
sionally, from municipal governments. In recent years,
a trend has developed to make states legally responsi-
ble for some or all of the costs of trial court opera-

tions.69

The implications of state funding go beyond funding
mechanisms alone into the very structure of financial
management. Generally, the government which supplies
the money also controls the managerial, budgetary, and
administrative policy. In states where there is very
little commonality in the sources of funds, equally
there is very little commonality of budget and finan-
cial management techniques. This tendency leads to a
diversity in court budgets leading to a mixture of ser-

67Harry O. Lawson, State Funding of Court Systems, An
Initial Examination, The American University Law
Institute, June 1979, p. 10.

68ipid. p. 11.
69Robert Tobin, Trial Court Management Series, Ins?itutg
for Advanced Studies in Justice, The American University
Law School. February 1979, p. 5.
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vices provided to the community. Often fragmented
sources and budget processes lead to a situation
where it is impossible to determine a true cost
practice for the entire court structure.

To properly frame the recommendations of this section
it is important to understand the combination of funds
sources and standard budgeting approaches. Funding
sources for the judicial system include:

e state general funds;

® state special funds;

e county general funds;
e county special funds;
@ capital funds;

e federal grant funds;

federal revenue-sharing funds; and

® fees.

State general funds are generally a primary source

for state expenditures for the courts. State spec-
ial funds are funds earmarked for some court purposes
and fed by some fee or cost. County general funds are
used for primary funding of trial courts and are gene-
rated mostly by local property taxes. County special
funds are earmarked county funds for a supplement be-
yond the general funds for courts.

Capital Funds are those created by special issuanceas
of bond money for capital expenditures. Federal grant
funds for the courts is primarily LEAA mone;, but in
certain situations other agencies do provide furds.

a

«©

Missigsippi contribute to the funding of the office of
clerks and justice courts.

4. Budgetary Procedures

The impact of funding sources on financial management
must be understood in light of the types of budgeting
tools used to request these funds. The types of bud-
getary tools employed include a unified state budget,
a centralized local budget, a partially centralized
local budget, and a decentralized local budget.

A unified state budget is prepared by a state court
administrator using local and state level financial in-
formation. A centralized local budget is prepared by

a court administrator and is generally reviewed by the
entire court.

The partially centralized local budget is prepared at
the divisional or regional level of the courts and re-
viewed by one or more administrators in the region,

with various methods of court review. The decentralized
local budget is prepared at the local level by indivi-
dual divisions of government and passed on to external
agencies with no review by the cour'ts.70

5. Recommendation: Progression Toward State Funding

Mississippi should increase progressively the level of
state funding of its court system. One objective to be
sought in the redistribution of fund flows is a clearer
delineation of court revenues and expenditures leading
to more accurate information for use in the budgetary

70

Federal revenue-sharing produces funds used to support ABA Standards Relating to Court Organization, p. 99.

some aspects of court operations. Fees, particularly in

21 -72-
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process. Underscoring the improvements in financial
information management is the most basic reason for
state funding of courts, the promotion of statewide
uniformity in the administration of justice. A grad-
uwal, progressive approach to state funding is recom-
mended for Mississippi so that the re-distribution of
fund flows may keep pace and conform with}the organiza-
tion changes that logically accompany and precipitate

the move to state funding.

Mississippi has followed a pattern of mixed funding
sources and fragmented budgetary approaches, making
it difficult to secure adeqguate levels of financial
support. The capacity of the judicial system to per-
form its functions is determined largely by the

71

financial resources available to it. Sufficient

funds are required to attract and retain competent

judges and auxiliary court personnel.72

Whatever the extent of state funding of the judicial
system, a constant and continuing effort should be

made to review and revise the overall level of finan-
cial support given to the courts. To make this possible,
a regular comprehensive review of court finances should
be conducted. Such a review is best supported by a
unified court budget. This singular approach places
within the administrative control of the courts, all

the necessary financial information to make informed
fiscal management decisions. A unified court budget

is a fiscal administration tool, a vehicle to promul-
gate and monitor fiscal rules, standaxds, and procedures
of effective courts financial management.

7li

72i

bid.
bid.
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The phased-in approach to state funding and a unified
budgetary procedure is likely to be more successful if
the process begins by assumption of clearly identifi-
able judicial components first, progressing ultimately

to those components having a more ancilliary relation=-

B .

ship with the courts. For example, if the organizational
structure of clerks' offices develops:' along the lines
suggested inVolume V of this report series, then the
newly defined Court Clerk's Office would be a logical
locus for assumption of costs by the state.

Throughout the course toward state funding, decision-
making regarding realignment of revenue flows, management
procedures and administrative authority will have to be
made. Given the disparate pattern of revenue sources

and expenditure categories, it should be possible to
progress at each juncture towards a more manageable
system while maintaining a balance of authority in the
relationship of governmental levels and factions.

Once a policy direction is set, it is possible to begin
effectuating it in small yet concrete ways. For example,
changes in the disbursement regulations for the $4,000
judge's operating expense fund could be made. Presently,
only a few judges utilize the maximum allotment, result-
ing in a surplug at the end of the year. If the Judicial
Council were empowered to review and approve/disapprove
requests by a judge for funds which would exceed the max-
imum, greater utilization of those state monies could be
made. Regardless of the distribution of state and local

funds, it is recommended that this procedure be enacted.

Another logical area for increased state funding of the
judicial system is the Judicial Council and its staff.

This state level agency no doubt would be central in
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promoting uniformity in financial management and should
itself be controlled at the state level.

Local governments rightly view the Justice Courts of
their county as revenue producing entities; however,
the totality of local government involvement in courts
results in a net loss to counties. A system in which
all revenues and expenditures flowed through the state
would result in a net benefit to local governments. At
the same time, such a shift would create the potential
for allowing the state government to administer a court
system with a more favorable revenues/expenditures ratio.
Changes likely to accompany the financial shift could
effect significant cost savings. Projected savings for
an alternative Magistrate Division of the Circuit Court
could save up to one million dollars, jury management
improvements could save up to two' hundred seventy-five
thousand dollars, clerks offices management improve-
ments could save a sizable sum, and basic economies of
scale (e.g. bulk purchasing) would contribute further
to cost savings. The overall result is a more cost
effective system in which more uniform administrative

policies benefit state and local administration of jus-
tice.
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APPENDIX A
CIRCUIT COURT REVENUE AND EXPENSES

1975-1976
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CIRCUIT COURT PAGE
» REVENUS /EXPENSES, 1975
o COUNTY FINES PEP SONAL CONTRACTUAL CONSUMABLES
5 CODE  FORFEITURES SERVICES SERVILES
i
’3: 5i=5 " T3 7,940 T 7 N YT B $ 75 -
92-5 % 11,602 5 23,543 5 184299 5 1,254
Bk | 03-5 $ 1,313 5 9,720 5 1,993
*w\i $4-5  § 1,243 5 154717 5 16,893 Y 1007
: 05-5 5 1,249 s 5y421 $ 12498 $ 126
)i 06~-5 & 12,762 5 32,443 5 27,438 5 3,631
l:j; 97-5 s . 1,651 $ 164297 $ 3,769 b 135
08-5 $ 2 ..24 S 64559 B 44465 .
B} 095 £ .2,000 5 24912 $ 8,920 $ 14347
%32 18-5 s . 25 3 34678 5 34615 $ 118 )
; 11-5 5 1,971 5 9,604 3 9,217 $ 8
3 12-5 5 91 5 9,341 $ 10,499 $ 75
m}i 13-5 5 7,710 315,593 $ 11,112 i 1%6
14-5 $ _ . 0= $ 27436 $ 17,935 $ 305
Y 15-5 $ + 4,539 $ 19,537 % 21,370 $ 185
E; 16-5 5 .5,417 5 10,704 $ 13,863 $ 1,71 T T
- 17-5  £.12.256 3 21,558 $ 18,024 s 84
)' 18-5 $733,502 5 45,667 $ 51.062 $ 5,591
W;)%' 19-5 3 500 $ 64469 $  2+426 T T
i 20-5 5 . Q= $ 17,4386 S 9.735 %231
i 21-5 3 220 $ 9,582 $ 0047 % 853
;); 22-5 $ 4,246 $ 17,302 7 $19,%78 7 577 337 T
235 ___ 5..2,800 310,596 _ % T.249 R
y ) — o
bY
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‘ CODE  EJRFE ITURES SSFVICES SERVICES
.-)'
R 70-5 s - 411 5 54352 $ 588 $ 151
.
) I1=5_.__ 85 _ =0z 5 75778 $ 104842 $ 374
b} 72-5 s . 1,330 s 9,730 5 1,754 s 720 ‘
3« 73-5 s _ 1,450 5 11+985 3 9.195 s 262
; 74-5 521,307 $ 12,917 $ _3.308 $ 37
pl 75-5 $ 23,813 $ 48,011 $ 34,965 5 975 ‘
: 76-5 $. 5,576 5 63,080 5 404561 $ 1,413
”
f 71-5 . 914 $ 12,715 2 230
) 78-5  $ 1,433 $ 6,778 5 T,248 5 207
| 79-5 5 - 2,315 $ 11+455 $ 3,515
> .
: 8N-5 $ 2200 $ 129484, % 18,882 $ 9n1
i 81-5  § 1,262 $ 12,693 5 7,177 5 158
); 82-5 $ 1,759 5 15,889 5 74986 5 11
é TOTALS_$369,076 .. 91,837,434 . _ $1,406,467. _______ 5 80,016 . ..__
bJ
:
i
b}
J.
T
)
)i
1 :‘,r‘
bY %
] . — - e s e et = —— e e »
|
~_); )
B g

TSI T

’ - B ————.
CIRCUIT COURT
LULT PAGE
N CounTy lvee e PEVEMUF/EXPENSES, 1976 o
. oy 3 SONAL CONTRASTULL CONSUMABY ES
S ConE FanFeIfﬁiéﬁw"“""§§EVEcé§“”””’”“§€30f5§§"“““”‘“'””“"'““”‘"”‘"“"
- 01-6 £ 4,887 550,746 % L8+6068 $ 227
Y 02~6 $ -0~
. - $ 27,507 8
\ . v S 245429 $ ____306
$ -0~ 3 T+209 B 44276
N Y s 1,072 $ 214063 s 170758 Ty 171
l B 05"6 5 800 KT
: 270 A 3 9, 432 3 -
5 . & —2__ 22166 188
? 5 - =0= 3 46,770 $ 29 ,44] 5 1,963
5 07-6 $ 2,070 $ 9,931 % 3,322 5 40
L 08-6 $ 1,257 S 8,473 » 14,518 $ 100
7 F) i —— A ————— - ‘.‘_:.....__...._____v
N9~5 $ 6,716 $ 22,106 $ 13,678 $ 1,488
. ?
o — e — .
5 6 $ 500 $ 5,851 $ 10,755 I R
1 11-6 3 1,791 5 '
| 8,373 S 7,542
' 3 :
b} 12-6 $ . 2,997 s
| . 2,6 $ 10+145 b 11,679
o :
> 13-6 & 1,978 $ 14,557 T I0 3 g 5 57
3 14—6 5 090 5 2
. _ 5 29,207 S 16+959 5 4
D 15-6 5 2,333 Lsi750 . -
; , % 22,929 $ 1B+750 $ 602
: 5 l6—6 3 1,952 $ 13,243 $ 17,795 $ ST
) S _12,852 $ 17.064 $ 13,694 $ 478
) 18-4 £ 90,791 § 47,931 5 48,520 $ 7,281
t
5 15-6 % 578 3 4,949 é”"ﬁ?fé%“““""““‘i'”“"Iéé“'""’
: 206 $ . 4,032 _5 22,749 S 15,689
)T - . w Y2 L 2 10O0T —v— e
B 21-6 5 -0~ $ 15,910 £ 9,954 $ 227
3 22-6 5 5,605 s"‘§T§§i‘“‘"‘“‘f§"£ﬁ??5§' $ 155
’ 23-6 £..19,916 5
LE2.19 8,078 $ 17,341
i A . ————— o > o, - - . S ¢ty | $
R , —F 5T
B T N
| I — —_—
)v ) T T

-81-




e A

§ % ]
~ ; )
CIRCUIT COURT PAGE | .
REVENUS/EXPENSES, 1976 ! - pg\l,':wé};iogﬂ 3, 1976 PAGE
~ COUNTY FINES PERSONAL CONTRACTUAL CONSUMABLES | : CaunTy FINES PERSANAL ;GF:TSA?:I?SXC CONSUMABLES
i CODE  FORFE ITURE ERVICES ERVICES “ ! C00F T B RFE TR T SRR VIEEE — SRR e —
5 cao FEITURES SER SERVICE | ~ CODE  FIRFEITURE SERVICES SERVICES -
T 2646 5 65,054 $141,419 $146,020 $ 14+914 ' 7 R e 5 e e S . o
- ' v oy ' . 3 T 76 5. 2,034 3 244516 $ 7,092 3 141
25—86 $° 97,868 5194,507 ______ $150,2 o .® 12,057 , 480 $ 7,931 % 22,235 $ 14,711 3 2,302
. 26-6 s° 1,270 $ 244110 $ 12,869 $ 413 D ) 49=6 5 550 S 64768 $ 16,122 $ 244
-6 & 36 s 21,970 s 8.380 o h-e 3 C 1, 28 .2 A TS 2 —
7: 2 ) ' j 50-6 5 1,138 F 17,028 3 17,294 5 175
: - -0= 3 5 -
; 28-6 s =0 B 44242 S 1,615 ' . § & ( ) 2l=6 5 _ 6,248 $ 10,627 $_ 134143 5. 598
D 29-6 s 1,085 5 11,164 S 54149 $ 206 o R} 52-6 $ 500 S 6,093 $ 3,799 $ 111
‘ . . ’
50— 5~ 33,065 : 7 5 72 " 557 : — o
N 30-% $ ' $ 874317 $ 874989 . 5 é' 23 N 33~6 $ 1,931 $ 194438 $ 124665 $ 265
* 316 & . -0t . 5.11,5189 —3 6469 - y Phmb . 8..9,392 3 25,256 $ 17,715 8 1,029
D 32-6  § 2,916 5 8,759 5 74385 DA 55-6 . 35,876 5 24,369 317,591 $ 493
33-6 5 2,347 5 9.580 5 6,123 5 65 | - ' ' e
5 , Y | 5 56t 3 3,041 $ S,106 $ 5,180 5 681
: 346 $.80,553 S 44,395 $ 48,198 S 1.68R_ | , 57-o $..22,865 $ 144583 5 21,396 $ 176
> 35-6 % 1,200 3 64135 3 3,846 s 102 > 58-6 35 7,444 $ 13,097 $ 11,257 5 173
f 36-6 & 18,018 $ 23,368 $ 13,544 ‘ Ers 5 STy T
3 ' | ' ' : Y 59-o 5 1,971 $ 13,528 $ 8.83% $ 235
37-6 ¢ 21,742 $_ 164425 $108,472 $ o3 a y . 60-6 £ .3,181 312,695 $ 7,454 $ 763
2 28-6  $.15,866 $ 67,607 $ 50,984 § 4,453 | > bl=6 5. 30,376 5 42,974 $'32.841 . 1
. - ] ) i
S 366 s - 2,166 v Bo.660 $  T454 ) 52-6 % " 1,050 $ 13.742 5 12,228 3 3560
. | J
: 40=b6 v . 950 3. 16.842 5 17.620 $ 714 l , 63-4 % =0= 39,007 3 3,265
b} 416 5°15,778 5 44,362 3 33,232 $ 537 : bl Sd=b . 2,862 $ 19,922 3 20,273 $ 2,415
: [ ] b ¥
— 44 - .- ] " LI _” " ksl - ) ot 2 s A . . a e PP p— —
3 42-6 % 9,448 $ 45.180 | $ 38.657 $ 424 | N o350 13 l,.318 $ LO,485 % 13,514 5 455
436 $ .5,858 % 21,0725 14,7191 S 146 . ' 666 $ .5,967 5 134323 5 9,978 $ 65
D 46 $. 15,541 $ 38,892 5 26,990 $ 5214 D 676 $. 3,180 $ 60,042 $ 244,346
: e e s
‘ 5-6"  &. » 21,182 5 244556 b 3,694 ! S B-a : e —— e e
> 45-6 18,260 ’ 24455 v | ) 68-6 B 298 $ 13.091 3 11,505 s 4,304
46-6 3’ 4,599 5 19,615 5 15,373 & _5.352___ | 69=6 __ & 5,682 s 8,958 o 5.843 s 471
, % S L
b} | > _
3
— b | i —_— - - ——
) ’(' -
-82- i J -83-

I




s snan

208, e ¢ A i ittt < s
v tte N

—iw
CIRCUIT COUURT PAGE
REVENUS /JEXPENSES, 1976
M COUNTY FINFS PER SONAL CONTRACTUAL CONSUMABLES
”“ CODE  FORFE ITURES SERVICES  SERVICES o

D]
, 70-6 % ‘1,110 $ 15,589 5 64038 $ 286
A

71=6 $ . =0- $ 144314, 5 9,397 $ 514
A 72-6 5 4,454 5 B ,845 S 2,848 3 1,502

73-6 & 2,190 5 17+706 % 0,550 5 97
5

T4—6 $ 1,331 $ 4,683 $ 4,203 S 51
bR 75-6 5 6,108 3 51,909 5 47,986 $ 1,343
. 76-6 5 6,655 $ 47.992 $ 50,033 5 2,278
| T7=6___5_ 995§ 9,293 __ __ % 16,324________5___7I8
D 78-6 5 3,180 $ 64227 $ 94319 5 1,379
5 79-6 $ 4,858 $ 6,068 $ 24105

' 80-6 % 100 $. 140852 5 20,434 3 144
b2 8l-% $ 904 $ 19,692 $ 9,129 % 229
3 B82-6 2 1,375 $ 21,798 $ 12,088
S TOTAL 5763,932 ..$1,975,464 . .$1,696,088._  ..____%.97,162 —

)
)
D
5
i
!
D)
Ji
J -84

-

- e

APPENDIX B
FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO CHANCERY COURTS

1975-1976
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO CHANCERY COURTS
FOR PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1975
Indigent l AJury | Jurox/ Court County Operating Capital Facilities
County Defense Costs. | Witness Reporter Law Library Travel Cousts Outlay Expense
Rm. /Bd. Fees
Adams $ $ 4516 $ 152 $ 43800 $ $ 270
Alcorn 4151 327
Amite 600 2687 311
Attala 2256 3200 629 382
Benton 1371
Bolivar 4626 716
Calhoun 50 2368 , 120
Carroll 1918 126
Chickasaw 4226 ) 307 305
Choctaw 2133 117
Claiborne 2089 75
Clarke 267 3000 219 86
Clay 300 100 283
Coahoma 3339 181 239
Copiah 1260 . 3520 495 159
Covington 1680 285 172
DeSoto 4910 518 2305
Forrest 4756 161 3693 1232
Franklin 1400 2426 2082 166
George 2333 648 4196
Greene 1837 499
Grenada 2439 23 1194 34
Hancock 220 5760 73
Harrison 17665 581 16627 8389
Hinds 38797 1573 17287 1696
Holmes -0~ 14293 1054
Humphreys ~ 305 1857 61 490 437
Issaquena 830
ILtawamba 2075 4 149
Jackson 15029 ' 2680 1785
Jasper 2304 388 639
Jefferson 300 2051 , 189
Jeff. Davis 1920 129 818
Jones 200 ’ 75 2113 92
Kemper 280 2133 ) 210
Lafayette 2285 41 1213 195
Lamar 3409 ' 188
Lauderdale 2400 8637 84 8717 510
Lawrence 2002 94
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO CHANCERY COURTS

FOR PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1975

County Indigent Jury Jurox/ Court County Travel Operating Capital Facilicies
Defense Costs~ | Witness Reporter Law Library Costs Outlay Expense
Rm. /Bd. Fees
Leake 2052 29
Lee 105 349 10526 804 654 245
Leflore 182 5383 47 1017
Lincoln 4296 240 105
Lowndes 6404 748 2119
Madison 2638 50 159
Marion 2195 308 2030 760
Marshall 60 2285 60
Monroe 4151 - 404 1820
Montgomery 150 2308 148 376 56
Neshoba 3200 555
Newton 100 2000 348 116
Noxubee 2133 78 95 2286
Oktibbeha 2133 40 292 49
Panola 4817 197 1202 230
Pearl River 2866 718
Perry 1230 155 390
Pike 323 2589 261 64
Pontotoe 3082 467
Prentiss 2767 109 451
Quitman 2314 517
Rankin 3632 123 430 25
Scott 100 1980 345 77
Sharkey 1252
Simpson 3218 244 42
Smith 1920 406 85
Stone 5760 155 481
Sunflower 3096
Tallahatchie 2504 2085
Tippah 1370 650
Tishomingo 2075 186 4
Tunica 1669 92 17
Union 2075 197 242 4
Walthall 340 1515 31
Waxren 7512 549 64
Washington 2626 10446 17
Wayne 3600 309 139
Webster 2133 13 45
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO CHANCERY COURTS
FOR PERIQOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1975
Indigent Jury Juror/ Court County Travel Operating Capital Facilities
County Defense Costs~ | Witness Reporter Law Library Costs Qutlay Expense
Rm. /Bd. Fees
Wilkinson 2730 290 1252
Winston 85 3341 229 13
Yalobusha '3211 Zl3 )
Yazoo - 3224 6592 6
$10,393 $6,291 $311,975 $14,640 $107,926 $3,102 $20,973
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO CHANCERY COURTS
FOR PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1976

Count Indigent | Jury Jurox/ Court County Travel Operating Capital Facilities
unty Defense | Costs— | WHtness |ponopper Law Library Costs OQutlay Expense
Rm./Bd. Fees
Adams 560 14116 1538
Alcorn 5064 511 261
Amite 2880 225
Attala 3840 110 200
Benton 1527 212
Bolivar 5333 664
Calhoun 2944 120 60
Carroll 2559 80 34
Chickasaw 4266 385 1770 385
Choctasw 343 2559 116
Claiborne 1594
Clarke 5260 115
Clay 100 2133 70 766
Coahoma 33364 342 349
Copiah 1059 3670 450 61
Covington 1680 301 241
DeSoto 4148 505 1625
Forrest 10909 257 3938 15167 379
Franklin 2526 93 369
George 2527 871 158
Graene 1837 530 275
Grenada 2456 47 4598 563
Hancock 5760 99
Harrison 17280 408 13206 5979
Hinds 666 46438 2930 23204 5520
Holmes 120 1976 558
Humphreys 2138 169
Issaquena 924
Itawamba 2432 283 159
Jackson 15029 2863 40
Jasper 1100 2304 424 1758
Jefferson 1050 1694 45
Jeff. Davis 1920 129 210
Jones 6000 1352 90
Kemper 2559 98
Lafayette 861 1904 295 931
Lamar 5082 45 683 151
Lauderdale 2625 11550 49 11151 6238
Lawrence 2002 16
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO CHANCERY COURTS
FOR PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1976
.County Indigent Jury Juror/ Court Cognty Travel Opéraﬁing Capital Facilities
Defense Costs— Witness Reporter Law Library Costs Qutlay Expense
Rm./Bd. Fees :
Leake 100 1976 212
Lee 703 192 11287 683 2224
Leflore 3911 2368
Lincoln 5760 643 73
L.owndes 875 6435 ' 724 2082
Madison 200 2541 3939 440 252
Marion 5247 671 3543 271
Marshall 2515 26 535
Monroe 800 4864 348 1108
Montgomery 2487 93 642 99
Neshoba 3840 602 10
Newton 1920 426 307 36
Noxubee 1640 2133 101 82
Oktibbeha 2444 179 733
Panala 5015 185 1116 495
Pearl River 5067 61 1379
Perry 50 2849 1042 911 655
Pike 3031 351 410 729
Pontotoc 3531 529 6
Prentiss 3289 311 176
Quitman 336 2376 480
Rankin 3947 212 459 63
Scott 100 1920 184 36
Sharkey 111 1288
Simpson 2282 244 35
Smith 882 85 1920 379 12
Stone 5995 80
Sunflower 3743
Tallahatchie 2504 141 175
Tate 2487 81 1075 742
Tippah 1506 306
Tishomingo 2432 183 318
Tunica 1669 5
Union 2432 122 448
Walthall 1515 126 152
Warren 29 7796 90 1208
Washington 1131 13537 104
Wayne 3600 244 821
Webster 2133 27 164 56
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING %0 CHANCERY COURTS

FOR PERIOD ENDING SERTEMBER 30, 1976

Count Indigent Jury Juror/ Court County Travel Operating Capital Facilities
sounty Defense |Costs—- [ Witness Reporter Law Library . Costs Outlay Expense
Rm./Bd. Fees
Wilkinson 1212 10662
Winston 4322 169 73
Yalobusha 100 3389 275 792 182
Yazoo 3105 375 5018 54
$13,950 $1,868 $371,511 $3,939 $18,758 | $114,897 $21,556 $16,147
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING
1975~1976
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO CIRCUIT COURTS
FOR PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1975
Indigent Jury Juroxr/ Court County = Operating Capital Facilities
County Defense | Costs= | Witness | Reporter Law Library Travel Costs Outlay Expense
Rm./Bd. Fees
Adams $ 13279 $ $§ 2999 $ 4578 $ 8858 $ 1100
Alcorn 8607 17523 5094 1050 2069
Amite 2400 1993 2728
Attala 5895 16542 2258 296 356
Benton 1678 350 1148 1383 126
Bolivar 14140 22940 3536 646 7287
Calhoun 4909 3535 2962 921 345
Carroll 730 4457 1109 8
Chickasaw 9659 8220 4635 904 2047
Choctaw 3519 1129 214
Claiborne 3852 9217 2742 8
Clarke 1701 9958 1903 220 616
Clay 5138 10361 3646 149 710
Coahoma 13529 16574 3549 196 1589 76
Copiah 6851 19778 2854 310 858 917
Covington 2296 12190 2517 463 2851
DeSoto 3572 17371 144 737
Forrest 4119 48357 8799 60 7946
Franklin 1400 2260 2082 200
George 2475 8550 3923 156 1465
Greene 450 5187 3769 201 271 587
Grenada 9986 19974 324 342
Hancock 1308 2532 2390 4717
Harrison 34765 30528 24802 40386 11874
Hinds 57167 392 122606 20531 670 23488 3596
Holmes 2999 862
Humphreys 6253 11498 1990 3730
Issaquena 921 2730 914
Itawamba 2024 400 8707 2968 392 245 234
Jackson 54051 12493 7951 2388
Jasper 1000 11066 1838 160 2177
Jefferson 1699 27 4277 1762
Jeff. Davis 2272 4967 1371 101 199 2435
Jones 21767 50008 9310 1777 7497 630 94
Kemper 265 2518 1819 32
Lafayette 6303 6507 1729 266 938
Lamar 8025 10224 1915 135 670
Lauderdale 15004 36667 6809 1419 3749 467
Lawrence 450 8139 1744 39 50
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO UIRCUIT COURTS

FOR RPERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1975

Indigent | Jury Juror/ Court County . . Operating Capital Facilicies
County Defense | Costs- | Witness | Reporter Law Library Travel Costs Ojllay Expense
Rm./Bd. Fees
| Leake 1275 13732 2853 148 1070 265
Lee 13484 1117 39017 11846 259 494
Leflore 29799 30834 6303 3814
Lincoln 3947 12423 2140 649 841
Lowndes 15824 24097 11390 127 13539 1625 265
Madison 11308 13873 4035 11 201 43
Marion 8009 17466 2057 3684 837
Marshall 3641 4899 2285 80 718 159
Monroe 14777 13468 4902 436 3035 89
Montgomery 4939 10885 1086 591 100
Neshoba 4100 20445 2630 1816 438 157 1310
Newton 1000 254 12401 2327 412 1324
Noxubee 1095 5025 2275 127 200
Oktibbeha 2415 15448 3791 64 160
Panola 2641 18626 3338 130 2717 266
Pearl River 3326 19891 3588 134 1611
Perry 9849 2405 760
Pike 8763 10359 2162 592 183
Pontotoc 10091 4110 5930 41
Prentiss 2515 10837 3676 120
Quitman 3049 5935 2128 762 62
Rankin 21352 26259 5713 371 2924
Scott 4300 19244 2217 1285 157
Sharkey 314 2828 2743 348
Simpson 3101 14247 9648 229 4042 224
Snith 763 15419 3500 1075 1941 638
Stone 793 6668 1769 102
Sunflower 28419 24940 10719 1909
Tllahatchie 1060 6742 2679 100 69
Tate 1392 5853 1116 1605
Tippah 1825 588 1383 130 151
Tishomingo 2248 8854 3063 30 2362
Tunica 1165 1754 1009 196 720
Union 7304 8986 1383 217 471
Walthall 3177 178 3076 1037 710 91
Warren 16468 26469 13866 1878 9453 118
Washington 14585 46561 5071 1413
Wayne 3060 12243 1440 403 236
Webster 1801 7248 1129 207
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO CIRCUIT COURTS
FOR RERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1975
Indigent Jury Juror/ Court County ] Operating Capital Facilities
County Defense Costs— | Witness Reporter Law Library Travel Costs Outlay Expense
Rm./Bd. Fees
Wilkinson 5150 3315 1353
Winston 2683 18677 1801 103 1106
Yalobusha 3242 4207 1796 514 158
Yazoo 5500 7508 7582 489
$541,298 $2,718(%$1,220,965{ $322,925 822,624 $210,302 $3,406 $28,229
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TQ CIRCULT COURTS

FOR PERIQD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1976

Indigent Jury Juror/ Court County Operating Capital Facilities
County Defense Costz— Witness Reporter Law Library Travel Costs Qutlay Expense
Rm./Bd. Fees
Adams § 23432 S 18149 $ 12246 351 § 346 $
Alcorn 788 2048 21930 5052 204 1273
Amite 1139 3881 2335 65 394
Attala 7894 16912 3058 408 887
Benton 4142 11960 1131 84 259
Bolivax 15017 1585 25730 12195 332 4088
Calhoun 3107 1684 490 120
Carroll 1612 101 12171 1202 237 2344
Chickasaw 7766 12513 456 1266 2360
Choctaw 1905 10469 1129 117 381
Claiborne 2420 6535 1628 ‘ 1912
Clarke 1291 11418 2289 330 258
Clay 2502 9562 4094 314 719 119
Coahoma 13258 15417 3641 192 2061
Copiah 7398 17162 10059 180 2170
Covington 4578 13710 1853 534 4474 21
DeSoto 3252 13501 1786 15 671
Forrest 15189 45430 7380 850 11088 8940
Franklin 75 2020 1723 218 299
George 2467 430 14061 3846 367 1198
Greene 4777 315 9618 4000 349 777
Grenada 4265 20687 1129 155 361
Hancock 14238 2841 3160
Harrison 34543 14281 101453 23761 4091 34608 6853
Hinds 73393 1417 134358 26130 754 26515 1400
Holmes 6692 11763 2333 708 515
Humphreys 9397 6753 2213 1627
Issaquena 1054 1615 818 4
Itawamba 3290 5149 2450 242 206
Jackson 76502 16094 1001 15609 1601
Jasper 2164 4258 1800 205 2211
Jefferson 2379 7385 1638
Jeff. Davis 4863 5960 1531 176 224
Jones 16524 41980 9600 822 €267 1639
Kemper 295 3171 2087 103 102
Lafayette 4172 11043 1433 272 11700 2306 295
Lamar 1772 9013 3405 82 2603
Lauderdale 14656 3284 44759 15615 10678 663
Lawrence 1056 35 7314 1656
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO CIRCUIT COURTS
FOR PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 3Q, 1976
Indigent Jur i Juror Court County o Operating Capital Facilicies
County Defense CosZs— Witnesé Réporter Law Library Travel Costs Outlay Expense
Rm./Rd. Feeg
Leake 4711 17414 3030 120 981
Lee 14134 1720 31511 12133 628 536
Leflore 22728 1566 35721 7410 547 566 679
Lincoln 10214 13367 2854 483 1299
Lowndes 12555 18763 5106 24 5496 464
Madison 8938 1502 22802 4385 814
Marion 6452 865 15308 2217 7095 77
Marshall 16269 7092 1923 141
Monroe 8344 141 14101 4902 334 2302
Montgomery 852 15827 1289 201 538
Nesghoba 1960 16631 2787 175 55
Newton 1825 12156 2477 408 862 189
Noxubee 2247 3799 2249 96 111
Oktibbeha 4622 12173 4366 360 787
Panola 6549 851 14500 2232 259 3935 310
Pearl River 9494 15889 3646 1723
Perry 618 5006 2220 .83 855
Pike 5697 860 20310 2629 726 401
Pontotoc 4394 10595 4554 70 834
Prentiss 4180 455 7974 4396 148 235
Quitman 3172 7454 2005 763
Rankin 16447 29748 5978 424 3510
Scott 2911 11636 2167 322 960
Sharkey 1528 87 3034 2686 143
Simpson 6949 18364 5900 286 3609 705
Smith 1105 2247 11015 3000 652 54
Stone 827 268 8866 2287 205 816
Sunflower 36780 1299 21806 13774 1240
Tallahatchie 855 778 10727 2713 4304
Tate 1495 5886 1116 4 691 735
Tippah 6728 250 5410 1460 131 766 40
Tishomingo 5346 9284 3063 84 514
Tunica 475 2848 1010 1502
Union 12016 6521 1142 311 122 4
Walthall 170 4230 1037 61
Warren 17554 314 32340 11449 2034 16847 142
Washington 4566 50033 5738 2278
Wayne 2180 15852 1955 432 778
Webster 88072 847
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO CIRCUIT COURTS
FOR PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1976

Count Indigent Jury Juror/ Court County Travel Operating Capital Facilities
nty Defense Costs— | Witness Reporter Law Library ¢ Costs Outlay Expense
Rm./Bd. Fees
Wilkinson 500 2008 1109
Winston 6150 20096 1696 158 144
Yalobusha 1363 9121 1786 . 339 8
Yazoo 5025 120881 8358 173 A
$580,342 $36,699 B1,519,558 | $358,402 $24,565 $224,194 $11,246 $16,053
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APPENDIX D
FUNCTIONAIL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO COUNTY COURTS

1975-1976
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO COUNTY COURTS

T

FOR PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1975

r

County

Indigent
Defense

Jury
Costs~
Rm. /Bd,

Juror/

Witness
eas

Court

Reporter

County
Law Library

Travel

Operating
Costs

Capital
Outlay

Facilities
Expense

Adams
Alcorn
Aulte
Attala
Benton
Bolivax
Calhoun
Carroll
Chickasaw
Choctaw
Claiborne
Clarke
Clay
Coahoma
Copiah
Covington
DeSoto
Forrest
Franklin
George
Greene
Grenada
Hancock
Harrison
Hinds
Holmes
Humphreys
Issaquena
Itawamba
Jackson
Jasper
Jefferson
Jeff. Davis
Jones
Kemper
Lafayette
Lamar
Lauderdale
Lawrence

$ 9987

2267

163
21045

817

418

$ 16966

706

933

3842

35713
65447

33942

14204

12823

$ 9799

4338

4383

9599

18900
32116

26052

8700

10720

1154
275

1188

§ 13755

15550

17137

23018

67629
96524

60023

35113

21958

470

6894
1103

575

-126
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APPENDIX E
FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO YOUTH COURTS

1975-1976
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO COUNTY COURTS

FOR PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1975

County

Indigent
Defense

Jury
Costs~—
Rm./Bd.

Juror/
Witness
Fees

Court
Reporter

County
Law Library

Travel

Operating
Costs

Capital
Outlay

Faciliciles
Expense

Leake

Lee
Leflore
Lincoln
Lowndes
Madison
Marion
Marshall
Monroe
Montgomery
Neshoba
Newton
Noxubee
Oktibbeha
Panola
Pearl River
Perry

Pike
Pontotoc
Prentiss
Quitman
Rankin
Scott
Sharkey
Simpson
Smith

Stone
Sunflower
Tallahatchie
Tate
Tippah
Tishomingo
Tunica
Union
Walthall
Warren
Washington
Wayne
Webster

620

1401

19954

589

3780

3140

10914
11739

3600

3058

9600

174

22678

10256

10425

1100

29695
29447

3123

2773

52
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FUNCIIONAL EXPENDIZURES RELATING TO COUNTY .COURTS

FOR PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1975

Indigent Juwy Juror/ Court County Operating Capital Facilities
County Defense |Costs/ | Witness Reporter Law Library Travel Costs Outlay Expense
Rm./Bd. Fees
Wilkinson
Winston
Yalobusha
Yazoo -
$56,672 $214,738 | $140,865 $2,791 $454,308 $470 $14,949
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO COUNTY COURTS

FOR PERIQD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1976

County

Indigent:
Defense

Jury
Costs/
Rm. /Bd.

Juror/
Witness
Fees

Cournt
Reporter

County
Law Library

Travel

Operating
Costs

Capital
Qutlay

Facilities
Expense

Adams
Alcorn
Amite
Attala
Benton
Bolivar
Calhoun
Carroll
Chickasaw
Choctaw
Claiborne
Clarke
Clay
Coahoma
Copiah
Covington
DeSoto
Forrest
Franklin
George
Greene
Grenada
Hancock
Harrison
Hinds
Holmes
Humphreys
Issaquena
Itawamba
Jackson
Jasper
Jefferson
Jeff. Davis
Jones
Kemper
Lafayette
Lamar
Lauderdale
Lawrence

720

335
29430

2499

6320

902

2361

23558

58320

18136

11170

9600

5000

5422

9867

19200

29450

9600

9600

2335

139

52

20476

20892

18998

22645

14004

94306

30141

21020

3499

150

1673
3315

370
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO COUNTY GOURTS

FOR A PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1976

omdur

County

Indigent
Defense

Jury
Costs~
Rm./Bd.

Jurer/
Witness
Fees

Court
Reporter

County
Law Library

Travel

Operating
Costs

Capital
Outlay

Facilicies
Expense

Leake

Lee
Leflore
Lincoln
Lowndes
Madison
Marion
Marshall
Monroe
Montgomery
Neshoba
Newton
Noxubee
Oktibbeha
Panola
Pearl River
Perry

Pike
Pontotoc
Prentiss
Quitman
Rankin
Scott
Sharkey
Simpson
Smith
Stone
Sunflower
Tallahatchie
Tate
Tippah
Tishomingo
Tunica
Union
Walthall
Warren
Washington
Wayne
Webster

4096

3202
27015

5404

1484

8897
4996

6556

9600
9725

348

25414

13222

34475
31331

49
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO COUNTY COURTS
FOR PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1976
Count Indigent Jury Juror/ Court County Travel Operating Capital Facilities
Y Defense | Costs- Witness | Reporter Law Library Costs Qutlay Expense
Rm. /Bd. Fees

Wilkinson

Winston

Yalobusha

Yazoo 2550 517 3600 17017

569,847 $142,065 $127,220 52,874 $363,941 $3,499 $5,557
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO YOUTH COURTS

FOR PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1975

Indigent: Jur Juror ~ Courtk County . Operating Capital Facilities
County Defense Costz— Witnesé -Repoxter Law Library Travel Costs Qutlay Expense
Rn./Bd. Fees
Adams
Alcorn $ $ $ $ 1650 $ $ 540
Amite 750
Attala 564 695 234
Benton
Bolivar 7800 2435 95
Calhoun 330 315
Carroll 662 151 438 347
Chickasaw 85
Choctaw 142
Claiborne 3000 600 763
Clarke 57
Clay 300 1439
Coahoma
Copiah 18 37 648
Covington 360
DeSoto 431 185
Forrest 605 1031 15721 57
Franklin
George 939
Greene
Grenada 625 898
Hancock 175 3222
Harrison 8550 28999 269709%
Hinds 16666 8 11700
Holmes 332 2468
Humphreys 500 5250
Issaquena 480
Itawamba
Jackson 637 250 6629 50115 2067
Jasper 410 1200
Jefferson 250
Jeff. Davis
Jones 4090 6000 382 4238 1536
Kemper 901 249
Lafayette
Lamar 225 1529
Lauderdale
Lawrence
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO YOUTH COURTS
FOR PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1975
County Indigent Jury Juror/ I Court County Travel Operating Capital Facilicies
: Defense Costs— | Witness Reporter Law Library Costs Outlay Expense
Rm. /Bd. Fees
Leake 2775 481
Lee 2390 5282
Leflore 4200
Lincoln
Lowndes 46 42 2754 1895
Madison
Marion 1671 1854
Marshall 179 8 2033 3825
Monroe 1988
Montgomery
Neshoba 1225 623 140
Newton 124
Noxubee
Oktibbeha 298
Panola 100
Pearl River 1585 230
Perry 250
Pike 1670 837
Pontotoc 700 600
Prentiss 699
Quitman
Rankin 500 57 28 1609
Scott 375 371
Sharkey 499
Simpson 907 2937
Smith
Stone 60 519 30
Sunflowver 13100
Tallahatchie
Tate
Tippah
Tishomingo 155
Tunica
Union 1249
Walthall 610
Warren 2401 4503
Washington 7324
Wayne 1461
Webster 233 42
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO YOUTH COURTS
FOR PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1975

Count Indigent Jury Juror/ Court County Travel Operating Capital Facilities
nty Defense Costs— | WittHBs Reporter Law Library i Costs Outlay Expense
Rm./Bd.| Fees
Wilkinson 200 742 282
Winston
Yalobusha 125
Yazoo _ 4600 379
$71,941 $18 $7,711 ‘ $576 $1,741 $145,790 $321,859 $9,880
accounts{ for an asdqistance grant under the cafital outla} category td provide a nore

#This figure

accurate ex

P

enditure| profile for youth and family courts.
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO YOUTH COURTS
FOR PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1976
, Indigent Jury Juror/ Cour County Operating Capital Facilities
Count) Defense Costs~ Witness | Reporter Law Library Travel Costs Outlay Expense
Rm. /Bd. Fees
Adams
Alcorn 2451 691
Amite 471 240
Attala
Benton
Bolivar 7800 2968
Calhoun 608 650
Carroll 175 439 160
Chickasaw 1677
Choctaw 159 425
Claiborne 400 671
Clarke 100 1040
Clay 500
Coahoma 2000
Copiah 96
Covington 360
DeSoto 835 2588
Forrest 1619 354 3261 935
Franklin 593
George
Greene
Grenada 1500 1419
Hancock 6263
Harrison FL 12837 26 29749 308676x
Hinds 20000 10827
Holmes 775 3215
Humphroys 6227
Issaquena 480
Itawamba
Jackson 65 18866 4337 110098 99000
Jasper 1370
Jefferson
Jeff. Davis 360
Jones 3302 9934
Kemper 210 1041
Lafayette 640
Lamar 615 37
Lauderdale
Lawrence 360
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FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO YOUTH COURTS
FOR PERIQD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1976
|
Indigent Juror/ Court County ) Operating Capital Facilities
County Defense ngzg_ Witness Reporter Law Library Travel Costs Outlay Expense
pm../Bd Fees
Leake 470 © 543
Lee 2017 3169 28
Leflore 4200
Lincoln
Lowndes 543 1200 1532
Madison 274 2762 525
Marion 1009
Marshall 617 376
Monroe 2000 2087
Montgomery 175 . 482
Neshoba 1595 ' 1542 278
Newton
. Noxubee
AR Oktibbeha
4 |—}_—; Panola 421
‘ { Pearl River
Perry
Pike 2128
Pontotoc
Prentiss 600
Quitman
Rankin 1386 184
Scott 275
Sharkey
1 Simpson 1761
i Smith
Stone 549
Sunflower
Tallahatchie 465
Tate 1590
Tippah
Tishomingo
Tunica 1800 105
Union
Walthall 190
! Warren 5668
l Wachington ‘
: Wayne 25
Webster
&
|
|
|
| .
\ L

r'y A .



~2TT-

2 € ¢
FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO YOUTH GOURTS
FOR PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1976
Indigent Jury Turor/ Court County . Operating Capital Facilities
County Defense Costs— | Witness Reporter Law Libvary Travel Costs Qutlay Expense
Rm. /Bd. Fees
Wilkinson
Winston 65 98 683
Yalobusha 263
Yazoo 4300 o 427
$86,641 $19,978 - $6,015 $213,310 $308,676 $102,282
*This figurejaccountsjfor an asgistance grapt under the capital outla} category to provide a njore
accurate expenditure|profile £qr youth and| family courts.
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APPENDIX F

COURT-RELATED PERSONNEL ANALYSIS

-113~

This appendix contains data on court-related personnel
which was collected by on-site visits, questionnaires,
and state produced fiscal reports. The appendix con-

sists of Figures F-1 through F-14, which are described
and analyzed in’the remaining portion of this appendix.

Pigures F-1 through F-4 present data collected by on-
site visits. The information presents the locations,
major job titlés, and salaries of personnel for the
Supreme Court, the Office of the Clerk of the Supreme
Court, State Law Library, and the Judicial Council. The
information depicted in the figures shows varied and in-
dividualistic organizational patterns.

Figure F-5 summarizes the information received from a
statewide mailing of questionnaires to all Chancellors,
Circuit Judges, County and Youth Court Judges. It pre-
sents information by location, judge type, major job
title, and compensation. From the 32 percent response
to the questionnaires, organizational profiles can be
developed for the different types of courts.

The organization of a chancery court typically contained
a Chancellor with a support staff of a secretary, court
reporter, and youth counsellor. In some of the smaller
counties, the¢ youth counsellor holds a part-time position.

An organizational pattern within the circuit courts consists

of a circuit judge, with supporting staff of a court reporter
and an administrative assistant. The smaller courts did not

maintain an administrative assistant full time.

The information in Figure F-5 showed the personnel structure
for ‘a typical county court consisted of a County Judge sup-
ported by a court reporter, youth counsellor, and secretary.
The smaller county courts did not maintain a budget large
enough to fund a court reporter, ycuth counsellor, or in
some situations, a secretary full-time.
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Figure F-6 summarizes the information obtained from on-
site visits and mailed questionnaires to the Offices of

the Chancery Clerks.

The information presented in Figure F-6 includes location,

major job title, and compensation for chancery clerks.
There was a 32 percent response to this questionnaire and
from these responses the following organizational pattern
is constructed for chancery clerks offices. This office

is composed of three departments including land, court,

and accounting. These departments are each headed by a
deputy clerk who reports to the chancery clerk. The num-
ber of assistants for each deputy depends on the size of
the county. In some of the smaller offices the separate
functions of the individual departments are often combined.

The information contained in Figure F-7 summarizes the 32

percent responses of the on-site visits and the mailed
questionnaires from the circuit clerks' offices. Figure |
F-7 presents the location, major job title, and compensa-

tion for the personnel employed by the circuit clerks'

offices.

A typical organizational pattern for the circuit clerks'
office consists of the circuit clerk, a chief deputy, and

several deputy clerks functioning in mixed capacities.

In some of the smaller circuit clerks' offices the chief
deputy performs all of the court and non-court-related

functions, answering directly to the clerk.

Figures F~-8 and F-9 present the information gathered on

court reporters for the chancery and circuit courts, in-
cluding their locations, major job titles and salaries.

It should be noted that the court reporters listed in

Figures F-8 and F-9 are state employees with their salaries

-115-

established by statute and are not considered ever as
part-time positions.

figure F-10 presents the expenditures by county for
bailiffs and deputies in the circuit courts for the
fiscal years ending September 30, 1975 and 1976. The
expenditures for bailiffs and deputies are budgeted
through the circuit courts and varies in amounts from
a high of $49,841 in Hinds County in 1976 to counties
such as Lafayette and Leflore which had no expenditures
for the same period.

Figure F-11l contains the county and years code key which
is simply the counties number in alphabetical order with
a numeric suffix representing the year of the data, i.e.
01-5 equals Adams County, 1975.

Figure F-12 presents the fringe benefits paid by the
counties for the chancery, circuit, and county courts
for fiscal years ending September 30, 1975 and 1976. The

growth of fringe benefit expenditures increases at 11 per-
cent per annum.

Figure F-13 presents the fringe benefits paid by the coun-
ties for the youth court functions within their respective
counties for the fiscal years ending September 30, 1975 and

1976. This figure, additionally provides salary and grant
information.

Figure F-14 presents the fringe benefits given by county

to court personnel. These fringe benefits include the four
categories of Social Security, State Retirement, Group In-
surance, and Workman's Compensation.

Analyses conducted on these figures which are not mentioned

here are included in the primary volume entitled Mississippi

-116-
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Courts:

Fiscal Analysis, and more detailed discussion of

clerks' offices and court reporters is contained in Volume

V, Mississippi Courts: Organization and Management Analysgis. ,
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County

Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds

FIGURE F-1

Court

Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme
Supreme

Major

SUPREME COURT PERSONNEL

Job Title

Chief Jus

tice

Presiding Justice
Presiding Justice

Justices
Justices
Justices
Justices
Justices
Justices
Research
Research
Research
Research
Research
Research
Research
Research
Research’
Research
Research
Research
Secretary
Secretary

Assistant
Assistant
Assistant
Assistant
Assistant
Assistant
Assistant
Assistant
Assistant
Assistant
Assistant
Assgistant

Receptionist

Legal
Legal
Legal
Legal
Legal
Legal
Legal
Legal
Marsha
Porter
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Secretary
Secretary
Secretary
Secretary
Secretary
Secretary
Secretary
Secretary
11

Salary

$47,000
46,500
46,500
46,000
46,000
46,000
46,000
46,000
46,000
12,840
12,840
12,840
12,840
12,840
12,840
12,840
12,840
12,840
12,840
12,840
12,840
13,860
12,600
9,720
12,000
12,000
12,000
12,000
12,000
12,000
12,000
12,000
6,672
6,204

Ay
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County
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds
Hinds

FIGURE F-2

QUESTIONNAIRE INFORMATION
SUPREME COURT CLERK

Major

Job Title
Supreme Court Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Clerk IV
Clerk IV
Clerk IV
Clerk IIT
Clerk III
Clerk III
Clerk III
Custodian
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Salary

$25,000
15,960
11,520
11,520
9,720
8,520
8,520
7,740
5,280
6,960

FIGURE F-3

QUESTIONNAIRE INFORMATION
STATE LAW LIBRARY

Major
County Job Title
Hinds State Librarian
Hinds Legal Assistant
Hinds Librarian IIT
Hinds ' Librarian III
Hinds Clerk IV
Hinds Accountant I
Hinds Assistant State Librarian
Hinds Librarian T
Hinds Librarian II
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Salary
$18,000
17,640
12,000
19,980
8,100
10,980
13,200
9,720
13,200

s #7% W




FIGURE F-4

QUESTIONNAIRE INFORMATION
i JUDICIAL COUNCIL

Major
County Job Title
Hinds Executive Director
Hinds Staff Attorney
Hinds Statistician
Hinds Data Entry
| Hinds Administrative Assistant
Hinds Secretary
Hinds Judicial Planner
Hinds Secretary

-121-

Salary

$30,000
19,440
16,800
9,720
12,000
8,520
15,300
8,520

Location

Alcorn
Alcorn
Alcorn
Bolivar
Bolivar
Chickasaw
Copiah and
Lincoln
Copiah and
Lincoln
Copiah and
Lincoln
Forrest
Forrest
Forrest
Pike
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Rankin
Washington
Washington
Washington
Yazoo
Yazoo
Attala
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison

Harrison

Hinds
Hinds
Hinds

Hinds
Hinds
Lincoln

" Lincoln

Lincoln

FIGURE F-5

JUDGES BY TYPE - 1979 -

STATEWIDE JUDICIAL PERSONNEL

Judge
Place Type
1st Chancery
Ist Chancery
1st Chancery
7th Chancery
7th Chancery
l4th Chancery
15th Chancery
15th Chancery
15th ' Chancery
10th Chancery
10th Chancery
10th Chancery
4th Chancery
12th Chancery
12th Chancery
12th Chancery
12th Chancery
20th Chancery
9th Chancery
9th Chancery
9th Chancery
11lth Chancery
11th Chancery
5th Circuit
2nd Circuit
2nd Circuit
2nd. Circuit
2nd Circuit
2nd Circuit
7th Circuit
7th Circuit
7th Circuit
7th Circuit
7th Circuit
l4th Circuit
l4th Circuit
l4th Circuit
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Major Job
Title Compensation
Chancellor S
Youth Court Worker 12,000
Secretary 6,300
Chancellor
Secretary 3,300
Chancellor
Chancelloxr
Youth Counsellor 10,500
Court Reporter 14,000
Chancellor
Court Reporter 14,000
Secretary 6,000
Chancellor
Chancellor
Court Administrator 10,000
Secretary 6,400
Youth Counsellor
Chancellor
Chancellor
Court Reporter 14,000
Court Reporter 14,000
Chancellor
Secretary 1,958
Circuit Judge
Circuit Judge
Court Reporter 14,000
Court Administrator 14,000
Court Administrative
Assistant 9,000
Court Administrative
Assistant 7,000
Circuit Judge
Court Administrator 17,000
Court Administrative
Assistant 12,000
Secretary 8,400
Court Reporter 14,000
Circuit Judge
Court Reporter 14,000
Deputy Court Reporter 8,000

e




Location

Jasper
Jasper
Jones
Jones
Jones
Rankin-
Madison
Rankin-
Madison
Wayne
Wayne
Wilkerson
Lincoln
Adams
Adams
Adamnms
Adams
Harrison
Harrison
Lauderdale
Lauderdale

Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale

Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Leflore
Leflore
Leflore
Leflore
Leflore
Leflore
Madison
Madison
Tunica
Warren
Warren
Warren
Warren
Warren

Place

FIGURE F-5. (continued)

Judge
Type

13th
13th
18th
18th
18th

20th

20th
19th
19th
17th
15th

Circuit
Circuit
Circuit
Circuit
Circuit

Circuit

Circuit
Circuit
Circuit
Circuit
Circuit
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County

County
County
County

County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
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Major Job
__Title

Circuit Judge
CETA

Circuit Judge
Bailiff
Secretary

Circuit Judge

Secretary
Circuit Judge
Court Reporter
Circuit Judge
Circuit Judge
County Judge
Court Reporter
Youth Counsellor
Clerk Typist
County Judge
Court Reporter
County Judge

County-Youth Court

Judge
Court Reporter

Juvenile Director

Compensation

$
2.90/hr.

9,000
3,600

1,200

14,000

14,000
11,000
6,300

15,000
14,000
12,500

Assistant Director-

Juvenile
DYS Counsellors
DYS Counsellors
DYS Counsellors
YC~-Pros.Atty.
Secretary
YC~Counsellor
YC~Secretary
Maintenance
County Judge
Court Reporter
Y¥S—-Counsellor
Y¥S-Counsellor
Secretary
¥YS-Coordinator
County Judge
Court Reporter
County Judge
County Judge
Court Reporter
¥S~-Counsellor
YS~-Counsellor
YC~-Secretary

8,775
11,000
11,000
11,000

6,000

7,200
11,500

7,700

6,900

7,200
9,660
9,660
6,300
7,800

6,000

14,000
13,400
10,300

6,300

County

Adams
Adams
Adams
Adams
Adams
Adams
Adams
Adams
Adams
Adams
Bolivar
Bolivar
Bolivar
Bolivar
Coahoma
Coahoma
Coahoma
Coahoma
Coahoma
Coahoma
Coahoma
DeSoto
DeSoto
DeSoto
DeSoto
DeSoto
DeSoto
DeSoto
DeSoto
DeSoto
DeSoto

DeSoto

DeSoto

Forrest
Forrest
Forrest
Forrest
Forrest
Forrest
Forrest
Forrest

FIGURE F-6

OFFICE OF CHANCERY CLERK
STATEWIDE JUDICIAL PERSONNEL

Major Job

Title Compensation
Chancery Clerk S
Chief Deputy 10,800
Deputy Clerk 7,200
Deputy Clerk 7,200
Deputy Clerk 7,200
Deputy Clerk 7,200
Deputy Clerk 7,200
Rookkeeper 7,500
Bookkeeper 7,500
Bookkeeper 7,500
Chancery Clerk
Deputy Clerk 8,400
Deputy Clerk 8,400
Deputy Clerk 8,000
Chancery Clerk
Probate Clerk 7,944
Fecorder 7,584
Recorder - 7,584
Head Bookkeeper 9,200
Computer Operator 8,000
Purchase Clerk 7,560
Chancery Clerk
Deputy Clerk 8,000
Deputy Clerk 6,000
Deputy Clerk @ 2.90/hr.
Head Bookkeeper 10,800
Computer Operator 8,400
Assistant Bookkeeper 7,200
Assistant Bookkeeper 7,200
Assistant in Land 7,200
Assistant in Land 7,200
Assistant-Chattel 7,200
Assistant-Chattel 7,200

Chancery Clerk

Deputy Clerk/Bookkeeping 8,920
Deputy Clerk/Bookkeeping 9,051

General Clerk 6,512
Clerk-Record 6,032
Chief Deputy 11,000
Receiving Clerk 6,500
Receiving Clerk 6,500
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County

Forrest
Forrest
Forrest
Grenada
Grenada
Grenada
Grenada
Grenada
Hancock
Hancock
Hancock
Hancock
Hancock
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Harrison
Hinds
Humphreys
Humphreys
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson

FIGURE F=~6 (continued)

Major Job
Title

Deputy Clerk-Court
Deputy Clerk-Court
General Clerk

Chancery Clerk

Chief Deputy

Deputy Clerk

Deputy Clerk

Clerk

Chancery Clerk

Deputy Clerk-Court
Deputy Clerk-Court
Deputy Clerk-Court
Deputy Clerk

Chancery Clerk
Chief-Deputy

Deputy Clerk

Deputy Clerk

Deputy Clerk
Deputy-Clerk—~-Land
Deputy Clerk-Land
Deputy Clerk-Land
Deputy Clerk-Land
Deputy Clerk-Land

Chief Deputy-Accounting
Deputy-Clerk-Accounting
Deputy-Clerk-Accounting
Deputy-Clerk-Accounting
Deputy~Clerk-Accounting
Deputy-Clerk~Accounting
Deputy-Clerk-Land
Copier

Chancery Clerk
Chancery Clerk

Deputy Clerk

Chancery Clerk

Deputy Clerk

Deputy Clerk

Deputy Clerk

Deputy Clerk

Deputy Clerk

Deputy Clerk

Deputy
Deputy

Clerk
Clerk

Deputy Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Deputy Clerks
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Compensation

$ 6,000
8,790
3,016

_0_
7,500
7,380
6,660

6,240
6,600
6,600
6,240

8,112
7,920
7,920
7,920
8,496
7,224
7,224
7,224
7,224
15,000
9,600
7,200
8,400
8,688
7,800
9,600
6,912

7,980

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

County

Jefferson
Jefferson
Jefferson
Jefferson
Jones
Jones
Jones
Jones
Jones
Jones
Jones
Kemper
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lauderdale
Lowndes
Lowndes
Lowndes
Lowndes
Lowndes
Lowndes
Lowndes
Lowndes
Lowndes
Lowndes
Lowndes
Leake
Leake
Leake
Leflore
Leflore
Leflore

FIGURE F-6(continued)
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Major Job
Title Compensation

Chancery Clerk $

Deputy Clerk 7,740
Deputy Clerk 7,740

Chief Deputy Clerk 15,000
Chancery Clerk

Deputy Clerk/Bookkeeping 10,200
Deputy Clerk/Bookkeeping 9,360
Deputy Clerk/Bookkeeping 8,400
Deputy Clerk-Court N/A

Deputy Clerk~Court N/A

Deputy Clerk-Court N/A
Chancery Clerk

Chancery Clerk

Deputy Clerk-Court 8,500
Deputy Clerk-Court 7,000
Deputy Clerk-Court 7,000
Clerk-Court 3.00/hr.
Deputy Clerk-Court 7,000
Deputy Clerk/Bookkeeping 9,000
Deputy Clerk/Bookkeeping 7,500
Clerk~Secretary 9,000
- Deputy Clerk-Land 7,500
Deputy Clerk-Recorder 7,500
Deputy Clerk-Recorder 7,500
Deputy Clerk-Recorder 7,500
Deputy Clerk-Recorder 7,500
CPA~Clerk 6,000
Deputy Clerk 3.00/hr.
Deputy Clerk 3.00/hr.
Deputy Clerk 3.00/hr.
Deputy Clerk 3.00/hr.
Deputy Clerk 7,500
Chancery Clerk

Deputy Clerk 7,200

CETA - 2.90/hr.
Deputy Clerk-Tax 7,200
Deputy Clerk-~Tax 7,200
Helper 2.90/hr.
Deputy Clerk-Public Rel. 7,200
Deputy Clerk-Public Rel. 7,200
Helper 2.90/hr.
Helper 2.90/hr.
CETA-Land Rolls 2.90/hr.
Chancery Clerk

Deputy Clerk 7,800
Deputy Clerk 7,800
Chancery Clerk

Deputy Clerk-Court 11,400
Deputy Clerk~Land Rolls 11,400

Aary.

L. A
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FIGURE F-6(continued) FIGURE F-6 (continued)

Major Job ¢ Major Job ,
County Title Compensation County Title Compensation
Leflore Deputy Clerk-UCC $11,400 Warren Deputy Clerk-BS $ N/A
Leflore Deputy Clerk 7,800 Warren Deputy Clerk-Recorder N/A
Leflore Deputy Clerk 8,400 Warren Deputy Clerk-Recorder N/A
Leflore Deputy Clerm/Bookkeeping 14,400 ¢ Warren Deputy Clerk N/A
Lee Chancery Clerk \ xarren Deputy Clerk-Accounting N/A
Lee Chief Deputy 12,200 : S arren - Deputy Clerk-Accounting N/A
Lee Deputy Clerk 7,900 : A Warren Deputy Clerk-Cout N/A
Lee Deputy Clerk 9,200 Warren Deputy Clerk N/A
Lee Deputy Clerk 7,900 Warren Deputy Clerk N/A
Lee General Clerk 7,200 ' Warren Deputy Clerk N/A
Lee Clerk-Retirement 3,000
Lee Deputy Clerk-Court 10,000
Tee Deputy Clerk-Court 7,600
Lee Deputy Clerk-Land 8,000
Lee Deputy Clerk-Land 8,000 J
Monroe Chancery Clerk
Monroe Deputy Clerk-Court 7,500
Monroe Clerk 150/mo.
Monroe Deputy Clerk-Recorder 6,600
Monroe Deputy Clerk-Recorder 6,600
Monroe Deputy Clerk-Recorder 6,600 ’ \
Monroe Recording Clerk 300/mo. ! ’
Monroe Deputy Clerk/Bookkeeping 7,500
Monroe Bookkeeper-CETA 6,600
Monroe Bookkeeper 300/mo.
Newton : Chancery Clerk
Rankin Chancery Clerk )
Rankin Chief Deputy 13,800
Rankin Deputy Clerk/Bookkeeping 12,000
Rankin Deputy Clerk-Court 11,400
Rankin Deputy Clerk-TLand 7,800
Rankin Deputy Clerk-Land 7,200
Rankin Deputy Clerk/Bookkeeping 7,800
Washington Chancery Clerk
Washington Deputy Clerk-Court 9,500
Washington Deputy Clerk 7,800
Washington Deputy Clerk 8,700
Washington General Clerk 6,600
Washington Deputy Clerk-Land 6,600
Washington Deputy Clerk-Land 6,600
Washington General Clerk 8,700
Washington General Office 3,000
Washington General Office 3,000
Warren Chancery Clerk
Warren Chief Deputy N/A i
Warren Deputy Clerk-Court N/A
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FIGURE F-7 FIGURE F-7 (continued)

OFF.CE OF CIRCUIT CLERK
STATEWIDE JUDICIAL PERSONNEL

P

e B e

Major Job
County Title Compensation
, Majer Jaby , Harrison Circuit Clerk $
County _Tatis ' : Compensation Harrison Chief Deputy~-District N/A
, , " : ) Harrison Chief Deputy-District N/A

Adams Circuit Clexk $ Co R Harrison Chief Deguti—County N/A
Adams Chief Deputy Clerk 9,600 Harrison Manager~District N/A
Adams Deputy Clerk 7,800 | Harrison Deputy Clerk N/A
Adams Deputy Clerk 6,000 Harrison Deputy Clerk N/A
Adams Deputy Clerk—-County* Harrison Clerks~Helper N/A
Alcorn Circuit Clerk Harrison Clerks~Helper N/A
Alcorn Chief Deputy 6,000 Harrison Law Students N/A
Alcorn Deputy Clerk 5,000 Hinds Circuit Clerk
Alcorn Deputy Clerk 5,760 Hinds Deputy Clerk 8,400
Alcorn Deputy Clerk 6,500 Hinds Deputy Clerk 6,400
Bolivar Circuit Clerk Hinds File Clerk 1,300
Bolivar Deputy Clerk 6,600 Hinds Deputy Clerk 10,500
Bolivar Deputy Clerk 6,036 Hinds Deputy Clerk 9,600
Belivar Deputy Clerk 8,400 Hinds Deputy Clerk 9,000
Coahoma Circuit Clerk Hinds Deputy Clerk N/A
Coahoma Deputy Clerk 7,350 Hinds Deputy Clerk 7,800
Coahoma Deputy Clerk 7,350 Hinds Deputy Clerk 7,800
Coahoma Deputy Clerk 2.90/hr. Hinds Deputy Clerk 6,300
Coahoma Deputy Clerk 2,160 Hinds Deputy Clerk N/A
Copiah Circuit Clerk Jackson Circuit Clerxk
Copiah Deputy Clerk 9,500 Jackson Deputy Clerk 11,270
Copiah Deputy Clerk 1,680 Jackson Deputy Clerk 6,572
DeSoto Circuit Clerk Jackson Deputy Clerk 9,111
Desoto Deputy Clerk 7,800 Jackson Deputy Clerk 9,611
DeSoto Deputy Clerk 7,800 Jackson Deputy Clerk 9,505
DeSoto Clerk 25/day Jackson Deputy Clerk 9,505
Forrest Circuit Clerk Jackson Deputy Clerk 9,505
Forrest Deputy Clerk N/ Jackson Deputy Clerk 9,505
Forrest Deputy Clerk N/A Jackson - Deputy Clerk 9,505
Forrest Deputy Clerk N/A Jackson Chief Deputy 12,400
Forrest Deputy Clerk N/A Jackson Deputy Clerk 9,030
Forrest Deputy Clerk N/A | Jackson Deputy Clerk 8,467
Forrest Deputy Clerk N/A | Jackson Deputy Clerk 4,430
George Circuit Clerk ; Jackson Deputy Clerk 4,130
George Chief Deputy 6,100 § Jackson Deputy Clerk 8,045
George Deputy Clerk 6,000 | Jackson Deputy Clerk 7,655
Grenada Circuit Clerk E Jones Circuit Clerk
Grenada Chief Deputy 6,000 i Jones Deputy Clerk 6,900
Grenada Deputy Clerk N/A | Jones Deputy Clerk 5,700
Hancock Circuit Clerk | Jones Deputy Clerk 6,300
Hancock Deputy Clerk N/A | Jones Deputy Clerk 1,440
Hanzock Deputy Clerk N/A ‘ 4

|
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County

Jones

Jones
Leflore
Leflore
Leflore
Leflore
Lowndes
Madison
Madison
Madison
Monrece
Monroe
Monroe
Monroe
Newton
Newton
Newton
Newton
Pearl River
Pearl River
Pearl River
Pearl River
Pearl River
Pontotoc
Pontotoc
Prentiss
Prentiss
Prentiss
Rankin
Rankin
Rankin
Rankin
Rankin
Warren
Warren
Warren
Warren

Washington

Wilkinson
Wilkinson
Yazoo
Yazoo
Yazoo

FIGURE F~7(continued)

Major Job
Title

Deputy Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Circuit Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Circuit Clerk
Circuit Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Circuit Clerk
Chief Deputy
Deputy Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Circuit Clerk
Chief Deputy
Deputy Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Circuit Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Deputy Clerk
CETA Worker
CETA Worker
Circuit Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Circuit Clerk
Deputy Clerk

School Programmer

Circuit Clerk
Chief Deputy
Deputy Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Circuit Clerk
Chief Deputy
Deputy Chief
Deputy Chief
Circuit Clerk
Circuit Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Circuit Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Deputy Clerk

-131-

Compensation

$ 6,000
6,240

11,000
N/A
N/A
N/A

7,230
2,700

8,400

3.30/hr.

28/day

5,400
5,400

2.88/hr.

8,400
30/day

2.80/hr.
2.80/hr.

5,400

2.00/hr.

12,000
9,600
7,800
2,100

8,400
8,400
7,600

3.15/hr.

35/day
35/day

STATEWIDE SUPPORT EERSONNEL
FOR CHANCERY COURT

FIGURE F-8

Location
District Place
1 1
1 2
1 3

2
3 1
3 2
4
5 1
5 2
5 3
3 4
6 1
6 2
7 1
7 2
8 1
8 2
8 3
9 1
9 2
10 1
10 2
10 3
11 1
11 2
12 i
12 2
13
14 1
14 2
15
16 1
16 2
16 3
17
18 1
18 2
19
20

Major
Job
Title

Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter

Court Reporter

Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
Court Reporter
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Salary

$14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
14,000
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FIGURE F-9 FIGURE F-10

STATEWIDE SUPPORT PERSONNEL

9 EXPENDITURES BY COUNTY FOR
FOR CIRCUIT COURT : SN

o Ned T

BAILIFFS AND DEPUTIES IN THE
CIRCUIT COURT
, Major -
Location J9€l salary County 1975 1976
Iy ] . e
District Place Title =L A ) Adams ¢ s 570
1 Court Reporter $14,000 iiqzrn % 1'133
1 2 Court Reporter 14,000 Atiaia 420 650
1 3 Court Reporter 14,000 ES?FOH 3 567 3 556
olivar ;
2 1 Court Reporter 14,000 > Calhoun 2,290 2,268
2 2 Court Reporter 14,000 Ca;roll 456 504
Bt e 14.000 Chickasaw 1,17¢ 1,321
2 3 Court Re reer el S Choctaw 600
3 1 Court Reporter 14,000 S%aiiorne lgg
3 2 Court Reporter 14,000 » Cl:§ e 930 820
4 1 Court Reporter 14,000 goaboﬁa . égg L igg
4 2 Court Reporter 14,000 Cgsizgton ! !
4 3 Court Reporter 14,000 DeSoto
urt Reporter 14,000 Forres? 3,985 1,623
5 1 Co p 3 Franklin 40
5 2 Court Reporter 14,000 I gigggz 4,228 6,328
{
6 Court Reporter 14,000 ﬁ Grenada
4 : Hancock 600 2,574
) Harrison
¢h » Hinds 35,808 49,841
! Holmes
o Humphreys
g Issaquena
. Itawamba 1,084 864
N Jackson 29,630 9,729
{ » Jasper : 2,320
Jefferson 1,699 145
Jefferson Dawis ' 480 486
Jones 75
Kemper 180 420
Lafayette
Y Lamar 4,420 1,470
, Lauderdale 960
& Lawrence 1,470 1,390
' Leake 1,551 2,300
Lee 3,320
Leflore 1,055
y Lincoln 2,550 1,171
Lowndes
Madison

A
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County

Marion
Marshall
Monroe
Montgomery
Neshoba
Newton
Noxubee
Oktibbeha
Panola '
Pearl River
Perry

Pike
Pontotoc
Prentiss
Quitman
Rankin
Scott
Sharkey
Simpson
Smith
Stone
Sunflower
Tallahatchie
Tate
Tippah

"Tishomingo

Tunica
Union
Walthall
Warren
Washington
Wayne
Webster
Wilkinson
Winston
Yalobusha
Yazoo

FICURE F-10(continued)

1975
$ 6,349
1,126

2,496
563

1,525
1,110
138

343
510
1,064

810
150

1,190

600
435

-135-

1976

4,570
1,018
540

335
300
1,750
2,156
422
1,880

750
1,324
1,179
1,815

40
5,620
2,844
5,190

1,180
596
20

970
422

60
290

FIGURE F-11

COUNTY AND YEAR CODE KEY

County

Adams
Alcorn
Amite
Attala
Benton
Bolivar
Calhoun
Carroll
Chickasaw
Choctaw
Claiborne
Clarke
Clay
Coahoma
Copiah
Covington
Desoto
Forrest
Franklin
George
Greene
Grenada
Hancock
Harrison
Hinds
Holmes
Humphreys
Issaquena
Ttawamba
Jackson
Jasper
Jefferson
Jeff Davis
Jones
Kemper
Lafayette
Lamar
Lauderdale
Lawrence
Leake

Lee
Leflore
Lincoln
Lowndes
Madison
Marion
Marshall
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Code

01-5
02-5
03-5
04-5
05~5
06-5
07-5
08-5
09-5
10-5
11-5
12-5
13-5
14-5
15-5
16-5
17-5
18~5
19-5
20-5
21-5
22-5
23-5
24-5
25-5
26-5
27-5
28-5
29-5
30-5
31-5
32-5
33-5
34-5
35-5
36~-5
37-5
38-5
39-5
40-5
41-5
42-5
43-5
44-5
45-5
46-5
47-5
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FIGURE F-1l (continued)

County

Monroe
Montgomery
Neshoba
Newton
Noxubee
Oktibbeha
Panola
Pearl River
Perry

Pike
Pontotoc
Prentiss
Quitman
Rarikin
Scott
Sharkey
Simpson
Smith
Stone
sunflower
Tallahatchie
Tate
Tippah
Tishomingo
Tunica
Union
Wwalthall
Warren
Washington
Wayne
Webster
Wilkinson
Winston
Yalobusha
Yazoo
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FIGURE F-~12

»
rOURT SYSTEM PAGE
< FRINGE EXPENSES
t COUNTY CODE FRINGE EXPENSES
R
; .
01-5 $ 20
R 02-5 $ 900
?‘ 03-5 % 365
| 04=5 g 638
3; 05-5 $ 1,260
;f 06-5 5 44506
S 07-5__ £ ___508
D 08-5 $ 394
pz T 09-5 5 14456
| 19-5 ) 380
33 11-5 $ 14826
: -5 3 Z
;N 1 3 136
_13-5 $ 872
by 14~5 5 2,716
Qj "15-5 $ 1+416
: ) - _16-5 $ 1,301 .
); 17~5 L3 667
B% “i8-5 $ T7+053
1 L N 19-5 L $ 361
)g 29-5 $ 1,978
?% 21-5 $ 694
225 _ N $___4ld6 ——
)j 3-5 $ 1,522
?é 24=5 3 L6+527
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:3 FIGURE F~-12 (continued)
COURT SYSTEM PAGE
FRINGE EXPENSES
3
B ___COUNTY. C0DE FRINGE FEXPENSES .
9
' N 25=5 $ 31,665 _
3 26-5
| T T sy T T $ 1,984
j
. _.28=5_ _ _.__ _ $ . .254
Dl 295 $ 480
E 30-5 5 26,517
bl
; 31-5 $ 378
b2 32-5 $ 495
ﬁ T 33-5 3 304
3
34-5 $ 10,791 L
J, 35-5 5 379
i 36-5 5 1,363
)
37-5
b} 38-5 5 5,719
: 39-6 5 440
2
A 40~5 $ 798
b} 41-5 s 2,787
)‘ 42-5 % 5,382
' 43-5 $ 152
) 44-5 $ 1,489
o 45-5 $ 5,722
PR
: 465 S, 538
) 47-5 % 565
' T Tas-s5 N 961
)
)‘
ST T -110- S T N B
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-~ " FIGURE F-12 (continued)
\ COURT SYSTEM PAGE
- FRINGE EXPENSES o
5
___COUNTY coDE FRINGE EXPENSES
5 E f
) __ﬁ?-s 51,349
) 50-5 $ 1,606
3 51-5
— .o2=5 b__ 514
) _
) 53~5 $ 1,823
5 54-5 $ 820
) 55-5 51,904
) 56-5 3 572
5y 57-5 $ 2,952
; ——— o285 3 529
) 59~5 % 868
3 60-5 5 1,435
) _543? $ 3,874 .
) 62-5 $ 510
3: TE37y
5 64—5 $ 1,207
- 65-5 $ 572
5 66-5 3 1,146 T
; 67-5
‘ 875 _ $ 463
§ ; € —
;,) L 68‘) 5 lq680
)f 69<5 3 2,089 -
P 79-5
)
) 71-5 ) g25
3 72=-5 7" FR U1 1o T S —
b}
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FPIGURE F-12 (continued) ‘ o A
FOURT SYSTEM PAGE - . FIGURE F-12 (continued)
FRINGE EXPENSES UR . o
COUNTY CODE FRINGE EXPENSES , - FR?Sg;TEi;{g;g;S “6E
| COUNTY CODE FRINGE EXPENSES
73-5 $_ 322 R
----- 74—— 5 $ 312 — 01=o $ 5,498 f
= s _ s 5 307 B n 02-5 S 14639 |
 16-5 ——— T j; | 03-5 ¥ 464
77-5 $ 1,356 f . —_—— P46 K 830 -
ez P 595 . | 9’4 . 05-6 $ 1,390
29-5 - s 572 3. 065 § 5,365
B0 . 560 | . - 076 $ 844
51-% " 521 P . 08~6 $ 459 :
B2-5 $ 51494 D) T B | ® 812 ) A i
TOTAL FRINGE EXPENSES % 1944551 P - - s
B 11-6 $ 1,036
‘ . 12-6 : $ 817
) _13-6 | $ 1,056
D 14~ 6 $ 2,682
)@ ) 15-% $ 1,79%4
16-6 $ 1,522
L 17-6 $ 680 1
)‘ 186 $ 7,757
- B R CEr S s 355
» 2n-o $ 2,353
); 21-¢ 5 875
| L 22-6 Y 368
. i » 23-6 s 965
L . o % 5 B T 24 T ' $ 20,959 T
T |
L . - 3 b}
e e - — e el ’
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FIGURE F-12 (continued)
—j
COURT SYSTEM PAGE
FRINGE EXPENSES
~
. COUNTY_ CODE. FRINGE EXPENSES
‘ﬁ
. 25-6_ $ 38,144
Rl 26-6 5 568
- 27-6 $ 1,859 '
-) -
‘ 286 . o .3 230 . .
7‘ 29-6 % 531
[}
30-6 $ 19,859
DR
31=6 3 514
7§ 32-6 [ 350
33-6 $ 390
pX ' -
34=6 $  T4325
2 356
\ Q
i 36-6 $ 3,184
p R )
37-6 $ 1,209
). 38-6 $ 10,503
P 39-6 3 427
2
‘ _40-6 5 472
)Q 41-0 3 2,960
f 42-5 5 7,966
D.
I L Y
3 44-6 s 1,755
' 45-§ 5 1,919
)
; __4b5-b 5 1,382
) 47-6 S 1,423
43-06 $ 1,061
)
b
3 ~143-
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=N FIGURE F-12 (continued)
COURT SYSTEM PAGE

- FRINGE EXPENSES
N
) - __ COUNTY CNDE FRINGE EXPENSES
b) |

f L 496 o 5 1,191
3; 506 $ 1,663
). - iz
3

' . e B2= . 532
b 536 $ 1,687
] e — —
jj 54— 6 $ 1,644

55 . b 2,661

3; 56-6 3 618
? - —_— o

? 576 % 4,065
b}

e 9876 e __$ 448 .

b} 59~5 % 14403
p | )

; 50— 6 $ 1,117
Y

61-6 B % 3,501 o
). 626 $ 644
5 e
£37%

).

: 64— 5 784
) £5~56 % 916

x - 66-6 - 3 607
p)

. 67T-6 - ~ .

J; 63-6 $ 564

? 6576 - VS
> X

7076 _ $ 284

)Q 71-6 $ 1,835
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FPIGURE F~12 (continued)

ﬁ
CGURT SYSTEM PAGE
5 FRINGE EXPENSES
_ COUNTY_CODE FRINGE EXPENSE
.
3-6_ $ 415
ek T4-0 $ 429
156 $ 5,791
‘3
‘ L~ % T4T728
5 17-6 $ 1,575
§ 78-6 $ 386
>}
79-6
Y. 80-6 % 634
‘ 81-6 $ 633
) . B
82-6 $ 7,725

TOTAL FRINGE EXPENSES % 217,011
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FIGURE F-13

1
a YOUTH COURT PAGE
S SAL/FRINGES GRANTS
A - " ol
z LOUNTY CODE FRINGES _ _ SALARY GRANTS .
R}
L ) 01-5
) 1 .
'7j D2-5 % 50
f 03-5 T )
Y
* _04-5
- e, -
R 05-5
|
)g 06-5 5 1,400
: ny-5 $
% 7-5 _ _ 315
y 08-5 $ 151
! 055 i T
P}
- 10-5
1B T
Dy 11-5 5 650 $ 600
r 12-5
P
. L 13-5 % b4
b} 14-5
! 15-5 o
!
f 16-5
» . e
> 17-5
)§ 18-5 $ 2,500 T T T
| 19-5
y | - - T,
) 20-5 5 60
: — e e e
! 21-5 '
2
: _ 22-5
, e e
)5 23-5 $ 140 $ 37
N 24-5 S 14300 s 28,999 $269,708 T
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o
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~ FIGURE F-13 (continued)
YOUTH CQURT PAGE
, ) SAL/FRINGES GRANTS
| K CAUNTY CIDE ___ FRINGES _ e SALARY _ GRANTS
K 25-5____ % _14300__
Bk 26~5
j’ 27-5 T
e e e 2875 - _ e e —
Y 29-5
~§ 30-5 5 480 $ 4,000
’ 31=5 _
> bl 32-5
7? 33-5 o *
r ? 34=5 £ 1,300 5 _ 6,000
, )E 35-5
)3 36-5
pJ 38-5
); 39-5
B 40-5 S 244
) 41-5 $ 500
3% 42-5
g 43-5 — _- -
b} 44-5 $ 140
3 ’ 455 $ 200
5 )§ 46=5
> 47-5 5 40
{ )' 48-5 T 3 160 . o
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N FIGURE F~13 (continued)
YOUTH COURT PAGE
N SAL/FRINGES GRANT3
) COUMTY CODE _FRINGES e SALBRY __ _  _GRANTS e
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FIGURE F-13 (continued)

YOUTH COURT PAGF
SAL/FRINGES GRANTS ~ FIGURE F-13 (continued)

. COUNTY_CODE FRINGES . SALARY____ __GPANTS_ ... | . Y2UTH COURT PAGE

. ' ‘ 3 SAL/FRINGES GRANTS

735 _ ‘ o CAUNTY SOLR __ FRINGES SALAKY GRANTS

. - Y
¥ - l
'\i T4-5 : 016 ]
. - $ 504 ;
\ 75-5 ) , %j 02-6 $ 86
_ J6=5_ . .. S e - ' o . _

5 71-5

046 _

e ek 1 S i 4 £ A ot e 6 ——

78-5

2
Al

05-6

| 7.9=5

| n6-6 $ 1,000
L 805 07=6

] ; —_
L : 81-5 ng-6

)
R

———B8275 % 350 .. — e e

e-6

4
'—l
[
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Y. TOTALS $ 12,658 8 40,938 § 269,709 .
‘ __lo-6_

. ﬂ e
: 12-6

A3-6 $ 80

i — o o

D
)5 ? 53 L4-6

16-6 3 84

18-6 £ 24490

, ; 19-6

3 : 5? 20-6 3 110
- T f 21-6 -
. J : 22-6 —_ e

~
£
(g
N
W
1
o
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24-6 5 2,600 3 29,000 $308,676
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FIGURE F-13 (continued)

FRINGE S

1,490

YOUTH COURT
SAL/FRINGES GRANTS

o+ r——— p— " e o b e e e MO 41 W

SALARY

PAGE

GRANTS R

S SPERRE ot ol

26-6

7; - 30-6 $ 24,000 555000 b 144550
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el 32-6
; T _ [
- 34-6 $_ 1,600 X
2 35-6

| " 3 7_ 6 e e o A ——— e £ S i
X! 38-6
)3 39-6 - o S e T T
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FIGURE F-13 (continusd)

YQUTH COURT
SAL/FRINGES GRANTS

FRTINGES e SALARY

PAGE

GPANTS_ .

3 28

96

66-6

_57-6

&8~ %

69-6

70-6

T1-6

T2-6

510 ' $ 2,805
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FIGURE F-13 (continued)

~
YOUTH COURT PAGE
- SAL/FRINGES GRANTS
L CJUNTY TIDE FRINGES SALARY GRANTS
S
__73-6 $ 100

R T4m6

. 75-6 $ 600 o
).

i T6-6 s 1.400 5 34544
D 77-6

T 78-6 T
! .

‘ 79-6 - -
D 80-6

! e e
).

. B2-6 5 350_. e e e

D TOTALS % 37,467 $ 64,899 % 323,426
b}
)
p)
>,

; e e
)!
)
).
D .
2
_):
B
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FIGURE F- 14

SURVEY OF COURT FRINGE BENEFITS

GIVEN BY COUNTIES

FOR FISCAL YEARS ENDING
SEPTEMBER 30, 1975-76

County

Adamns
Alcorn
Amite
Attala
Benton
Bolivar
Calhoun
Carroll

Chickasaw

Choctaw
Claiborn
Clarke
Clay
Coahoma
Copiah
Covingto
NeSoto
Forrest
Franklin
George
Greene
Grenada
Hancock
Harrison
Hinds
Holmes
Humphrey
Issaquen
Itawamba
Jackson
Jasper
Jefferso
Jefferso
Jones
Kemper
Lafayett
Lamar
Lauderda
Lawrence
Leake
Lee
Leflore
Lincoln
Lowndes
Madison

e

n

S
a

n
n Davis

e

le
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Benefits Given*

None
SS,5R
S5S,5R
SS,S8R
SS8,SR
SS,8R,GI
S8,SR
SS,SR
SS,SR
S5S5,8R
SS,SR
SS,SR,GI
SS,8R
SS,5R
SS,S8R,GTI
S8,8R,WC
SS,;SR
SS8,SR
85,8R
SS,S8R
SS,SR
SS5,8R
SS8,SR
SS5,8R,GI
S5,8R,GI
None
8S,SR
SS,S8R
8S,8R
55,8R,GI
SS,SR
85,S8R
$S8,SR
SS,S8R
SS8,SR
S58,SR
8S,SR
SS,S8R
SS,SR,GI
SS,SR,GI
8S,S8R
§S,8R
55,SR
8S5,SR

r e




FIGURE F-14 (continued)

County Benefits Given
Marion S5,SR
Marshall 55,8R
Monroe SS,8R
Montgomery 58,8R
Neshoba SS,SR,GI
Newton None
Noxubee S5,8R
Oktibbeha S5,S8R
Panola SS,8R
Pearl River 55,8R
Perxry 55,SR
Pike 55,8R
Pontotoc 5S,S8R
Prentiss 85,SR
Quitman 8S,SR
Rankin 85,SR
Scott S5,8R
Sharkey None
Simpson 85,5R
Smith S5,8R
Stone SS,SR,GI
Sunflower None
Tallahatchie 8S,SR
Tate 85,8R
Tippah None
Tishomingo 58,SR
Tunica SS5,SR
Union S5,8R
Walthall SS,SR
Warren 55,8R
Washington None
Wayne SS,SR
Webster SS,8R
Wilkinson None
Winston S5,S8R
Yalobusha , SS,SR
Yazoo 5S5,8R,GI
*SS - Social Security

SR - State Retirement
GI - Group Insurance
WC - Workmans' Compensation
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APPENDIX G

ANALYSIS OF COURT~RELATED FEDERAL GRANTS
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INTRODUCTION

. > This appendix contains data collected on Grant Funding
for Court Related Functions. The data were provided by
the Judicial Planning Committee and collected through
the Mississippi Criminal Justice Planning Commission.

Figure G-1 presents the location and description of the
grantee, the Federal Grant amount, the matching amount,
: the amount spent for personnel and equipment, the grant
» period and the subject matter of the grant for years 1977
and 1978.

An analysis of the data in Figure G-1 gives the following
‘ general trends: 1) most of the smaller grants are used
| for support of judicial services, including training and
equipment, 2) the larger grants were for agencies and or-
? ganizations, including the Mississippi Judicial Council,
: » Judicial College, and University of Mississippi, and 3)
since LEAA grants are required to go to local units of
goverament, all local grants were processed through the
Board of Supervisors. It is noted that many of the local
» grants for "support of judicial services" were for services
in the court reporting area.

T T e
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Location/

Description
Marion/Cty. Bd. of
Supv.

Attala/Cty. Bd. of
Supv.

Sunflower/Cty. Bd. of
Supv.

Lafayette/Univ. Miss.

Forrest/Cty. Bd. of
Supv.

Lafayette/Univ. Miss.

Madison/Cty. Bd. of
Supv.

Hinds/Miss. Supreme Ct.12,638

Lowndes/Cty. Bd. of
Supv.

Jackson/Cty.Bd. of
Supv.

Bolivar/Cty. Bd. of
Supv.

Tate/Cty. Bd. of Supv. 12,065

Jackson/Cty. Bd. of
Supv.

& ® ® & @ ® ® |
FIGURE G-1
GRANT FUNDING FCR COURT RELATED FUNCTIONS#®
1977
Federal
Grant Matching Total Personnel Equipment Grant
Amount Amount Amount Amount Amcunt Period Subject Matter
14,736 $§ 1,636 $ 16,374 0 $ 16,374 4/ 1/78-3 /31/79 Support Juv. Crt. Sys.

7,092 788 7,880 0 7,880 6/ 1/77/5 /13/78 Support Judicial Sves.

10,441 1,160 11,601 10,913 687 2/ 1/78-1 /31/79 Support Judicial Sves.
‘ Ct. Rpt.

8,000 888 8,888 8,888 0 5/ 1/79-9 /30/79 Trial Judges Seminar
13,448 1,494 14,942 0 14,942 3/ 1/79-2 /28/80 Equip. Youth Court
11,000 1,222 12,222 12,222 0 2/ 1/79-6 /30/79 Out State Training of

Personnel

1,212 134 1,347 0 1,347 4/ 6/79-9 /30/7é Equip. Ct. Rpt.

1,404 14,043 13,643 406 6/ 1/78-5 /31/79 Law Clk. Supreme Ct.

3,409 378 3,787 0 3,787 11/ 1/77-10/31/78 Equip. Ct. Rpt.

672 74 747 0 747 11/ 1/77-10/31/78 Support Judicial Svcs.

4,320 480 4,800 4,800 0 7/ 1/77-6 /30/78 Support Judicial Svecs.

1,340 13,405 10,913 2,492 9/ 1/77-8 /30/78 Support Judicial Sves.

3,432 380 3,813 0 3,813 4/15/79-9/30/79  Equip. Ct. Rpt.

e w
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Location/
Description

Jackson/Cty. Bd. of
Supv. ]

Hinds/Cty. Bd. of
Supv.

FIGURE G-1 (continued)

GRANT FUNDING FOR COURT RELATED FUNCTIONS#*

Lafayette/Univ. Miss. 300,000

Sunflower/Cty. Bd. of
Supv.

Washington/Cty. Bd. of
Supv.

Jackson/Cty. Bd. of
Supv.

Adams/Cty. Bd. of Supv.

Lauderdale/Cty. Bd. of
Supv.

Copiah/Cty. Bd.of Supv.

Adams/Cty. Bd. of Supv.

Jackson/Cty. Bd. of
Supv. '

Tate/Cty. Bd. of Supv. 12,065

Winston/Cty. Bd. of
Supv.

1977
Federal
Grant Matching Total Personnel Equipment Grant
Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Period
23,310 $ 2,590 $ 25,900 § 25,900 $ 0 6/ 1/77-5 /31/78
13,608 1,512 15,120 15,120 0 7/ 1/77-6 /30/78
33,333 333,333 330,333 3,000 6/ 1/77-5 /30/78
4,320 480 4,800 4,800 0 2/ 1/77-1 /31/78
4,050 450 4,500 4,500 0 2/ 1/77-1 /31/78
6,676 740 7,417 7,417 0 4/ 1/77-3 /31/78
4,320 480 4,800 4,800 0 5/ 1/77-4/30/78
7,082 786 7,869 7,869 0 1/ 1/77-12/31/77
4,825 536 5,361 5,361 0 12/ 1/77-11/30/78
4,825 536 5,361 5,361 0 12/ 1/77-11/30/78
12,458 1,384 13,842 13,842 0 12/ 1/77-11/30/78
1,340 13,405 10,913 2,492 8/ 1/77-8 /30/78
1,692 188 1,880 0 1,880 4/15/79-9 /30/79

Subject Matter

Support Judicial

Support Judicial
Judicial College

Support Judicial
Ct. Rpt.

Support Judicial
Ct. Rpt.

Support Judicial
Ct. Rpt.

Support Judicial
Ct. Rpt.

Support Judicial
Ct. Rpt.

Support Judicial
Ct. Rpt.

Support Judicial
Ct. Rpt.

Support Judicial
Ct. Rpt.

Support Judicial
Ct. Rpt.

Support Judicial
Ct. Rpt.

Sves.

Sves.

Sves.

Sves.

Svcs.

Svcs.,

Sves.

Sves.

Sves.

Sves.,

Sves.

Sves.

ey,

- ]
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Location/

Description

Lauderdale/Cty. Bd.

of Supv.

@ @ & @ L ¢ @ L L
FIGURE G-1 (continued)
GRANT FUNDING FOR COURT RELATED FUNCTIONS#*
1977

Federal

Grant Matching Total Personnel Equipment Grant

Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Period Subject Matter
$ 1,135 ¢ 126 $ 1,261 § 0 $ 0 9/ 1/77-8 /31/78 Support Judicial Sves. -

Ct. Rpt.

*The funding agency for all grants presented in this figure was provided by the Law Enforcement Assistance

Administration through the Mississippi Criminal Justice Planning Commission.
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GRANT FUNDING FOR COURT RELATED FUNCTIONS*

FIGURE G-1 (continued)

1978
Federal

Location/ Grant Matching Total Personnel Equipment Grant
Description Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Period
Webster/Cty. Bd. of ,

Supv. $ 1,142 126 $ 1,269 § 0 $ 1,269 5/24/79-5 /23/80
Hinds/Cty. Bd. of

Supv. 16,463 1,828 18,292 18,292 0 4/ 1/78-3 /31/79
Hancock/ Cty. Bd. of

Supv. 13,152 1,460 14,613 14,613 0 4/ 1/78-3 /31/79
Lauderdale/Cty. Bd. of

Supv. 5,058 562 5,620 5,620 0 1/ 1/78-12/31/78
Lafayette/Univ. of

Miss. 105,000 11,667 116,667 116,667 0 7/ 1/78-6 /30/79
Quitman/Cty. Bd. of

Supv. 990 110 1,101 0 1,101 1/ 8/79-1 /7 /80
Jackson/Cty. Bd. of

Supv. 3,432 380 3,813 0 3,813 1/ 8/79-1 /7 /80
Forrest/Cty. Bd. of

Supv. 28,299 3,144 31,443 24,787 6,656 5/15/79/5 /14/80
Hinds/Miss. Judicial

Council 130,000 14,444 144,444 144,444 0 8/ 1/78-7 /31/79
Tate/Cty. Bd. of

Supv. 8,445 938 9,384 9,384 0 9/ 1/78-8 /31/79
LeFlore/Cty. Bd. of

Supv. 1,255 138 1,395 0 1,395 9/ 1/78-8 /31/79
Jackson/Cty. Bd. of

Supv. 4,301 478 4,779 4,779 0 4/ 1/78-3 /31/79
LaFayette/U. of Miss. 303,300 33,700 337,000 333,300 3,700 6/ 1/78-5 /30/79

Subject Matter

Support Judicial Sves.

Support Judicial Sves.

Support Judicial Sves.

Support Judicial Sves. -
Ct. Rpt.

Internship Law Students
to Offices BA/PD/YC

Support Judicial Sves.-YC

Support Judicial Sves.

Support Judicial Sves.

Miss. Judicial Council

Support Judicial Sves. -
Ct. Rpt.

Equip. Youth Court

" upport Judicial Sves. -

Crt. Rpt.
Judicial College

*The funding agency for all grants presented in this figure was provided by the Law Enforcement Assistance

Administration through, the Mississinpi Crimina’- Justice Plruning Commission.
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