
Agency Certification and Transmittal Sheet 
Code: 

Mission Statement: 

By the adoption of Article V, Section 1, of the South Carolina Constitution, the people of this State established 

the Judicial Department as a unified judicial system (the Judicial Branch), one of the three co-equal branches of 

South Carolina State Government. The Constitution also establishes the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court as 

the administrative head of the unified judicial system. At some point, virtually every citizen of the state has 

contact with the Judicial Department, whether that contact is direct because of involvement in a civil dispute or 

criminal matter or indirect because the citizen's life is affected by a decision of a trial or appellate court that 

could involve local zoning, taxation, or interpretation of a state statute. The Judicial Department work:; 

constantly to provide a court system that not only is fair but also is perceived as fair, in which all persons are 

treated equally and all matters are resolved in an unbiased and just manner according to the law as established 

by the United States Constitution, the Constitution of South Carolina, state statutes, and the common law. 

The mission of the Judicial Department is to ensure that an accessible forum is available for the resolution of 
civil disputes and criminal matters in a fair and efficient manner. 

Values are defined as the principles, goals, and standards held by society. The Judicial Depa1Jflj;·~Qtbalances the 

tradition of the courts with its modernization by upholding its core values: [i{/J 5lf(f'"Yff";'i ,._ 
• Fundamental belief in justice for all )_; ,'; ·1 , , • . :· n ~ 'l 

• Commitment to the people of South Carolina 

• Focus on improving results S[p 
3 0 2071 • Dedication to collaboration within the Judicial Branch and with appropriate outside eni:\irl;s 

• Expectation of professional and ethical behavior fk:,.~· 

___________________ ,._tl,ic: Liililli'"'·;·lil' lliii'lll!!;.-~;,~.u; 

'""'I 
To the Office of State Budget 

.. 
This, and accompanying statements, schedules, and explanatory sheets consisting of_§§_ pages constitute the 

operating budget estimates of this agency for all proposed expenditures for the 2012-2013 fiscal year. 

All statements and explanations contained in the estimates submitted herewith are true and correct to the best 
of my knowledge. 

Signed: 



FISCAL YEAR 2012-13 BUDGET PLAN 
 
I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

A. Agency Section/Code/Name: 
Section 44 / B04 / Judicial Department 
 

 B. Summary Description of Strategic or Long-Term Goals:   
It is understood that the upcoming fiscal year, July 1, 2011 to June 30, 2012, is going to be another year of global 
economic crisis that will once again constrain the budgets of the departments of government of South Carolina.  As a 
result, the Judicial Department will continue to consider and implement new innovations that further improve services 
to the public while increasing efficiencies of internal operations without adding additional costs.  The Judicial 
Department understands there is a limit to cost cutting and innovation before the critical and foundational components 
are affected. 
 
This upcoming year will have four primary areas of focus by the Judicial Department: 

1. Replace the federal funds that have been received for the past ten years to fund the technology initiatives with a 
sustainable, recurring revenue stream that can continue the technology initiatives when the federal funds are 
completed. 

2. Implement changes in the processes and procedures of the trial courts and skill sets of judicial staffing based on 
the results of the task forces and project efforts of last year. 

3. Increase the technology functions and services provided by every court in the state, from the small, rural areas 
to the large, urban regions.  

4. Devote efforts to address the serious, physical deterioration of the Supreme Court and John Calhoun facilities. 
 
Within this given context, the following significant efforts are planned for the Judicial Department: 

• Begin the E-Courts initiative by developing capabilities for electronic filing in the South Carolina courts.  The 
first part of the overall capability will be the development and implementation of an Attorney Information 
System (AIS) in which every attorney in the state will be required to maintain their current contact information.  
Goals of this overall E-Courts effort are to increase the level of services provided by the courts and to collect e-
filing fees to replace the existing federal funds being used to fund the technology initiatives. 

• Determine which recommendations from the Docket Management Task Force will be acted upon in the South 
Carolina courts and begin their implementation. 

• Work with the South Carolina Department of Social Services and the Children’s Law Center to explore 
establishing a court coordinator program with federal grant funding to assist the family courts by tracking child 
protection and TPR cases and expediting the legal processing of these cases.  

• Work in conjunction with Access to Justice and the South Carolina Bar to conduct a “Law School for 
Interpreters” seminar in February 2012.   Interpreters will have an opportunity to take an in-depth look at the 
workings of the court and ask questions that they may not have the chance to ask during the course of their 
actual interpreting work in the courtroom. Plans are in progress to administer Phase II and Phase III in the early 
Spring of 2012.  The SC Judicial Department is focused on cultivating and enhancing the interpreting skills of 
our current interpreters with the ultimate goal of increasing the number of certified court interpreters in order to 
raise the level and quality of court interpreting in South Carolina.     

• A new Appellate Court case management system will be implemented in the Supreme Court and Court of 
Appeals. 

• The courtrooms in the Supreme Court and Court of Appeals will be equipped with digital audio and video 
recording equipment that will provide for press feeds and streaming of oral arguments.  The recordings will also 
be linked to its associated appellate case file. 

• As the Court of Appeals continues to strive toward efficiency in the face of a large caseload, there are plans to 
implement options for voluntary alternative dispute resolutions. The Court of Appeals is currently working with 
the Supreme Court to implement a voluntary mediation program for workers' compensation appeals. 

• The Master-in-Equity module of the statewide court case management system (CMS) will be deployed to the 22 
counties that have a Master-in-Equity Judge. 

• Counties currently hosting themselves with the statewide court CMS that have requested to be hosted by SCJD 
will begin to be transitioned to the SCJD data center. 

• Continue to work with other agencies to develop and implement interfaces for the electronic exchange of data in 
accordance with the homeland security interface standards developed by the US Department of Justice (DOJ).  
Examples include electronic ticketing with the SC Department of Public Safety (DPS) and Department of Motor 
Vehicles (DMV), attorney information with the SC Bar, and law enforcement officer information with the SC 
Criminal Justice Academy (CJA). 

• Continue to work with SCDSS on the development of the statewide Family Court Case Management System 



(FCCMS) and the Child Support Enforcement System (CSES), and increase the collaboration to improve 
handling of Child Protective Services cases. 

• Revisit the Task Force on Public Access to Court Records draft policy to establish a comprehensive policy and 
uniform practices to govern public access to court records in South Carolina.  

• Continue the Access to Justice initiatives to assist the self-represented litigants in accessing and utilizing the 
courts. 

• Assign and dedicate a Master Teacher to the iCivics program to work with the South Carolina schools to further 
promote and enhance the awareness and use of the program in the K-12 schools in South Carolina. 

 
The Judicial Department’s ability to meet its goals is directly affected by constitutional mandates and separation of 
powers. The level of funding provided to the Judicial Department by the Legislative Branch is the overwhelmingly 
determinative factor in the quantity and quality of resources available to achieve the Judicial Department’s objective to 
provide an efficient forum for resolution of issues brought forth through Legislative Branch enactments and actions 
initiated by the Executive Branch and citizens. Criminal prosecution is an Executive Branch function, and the number 
of cases filed and the disposition rate of those cases are largely controlled by the prosecutorial arm of state 
government. The Legislative Branch enacts legislation that impacts the Judicial Department’s ability to meet its goals, 
as new laws are enforced by the Executive Branch and must be interpreted by the Judicial Department. 
 
By having adequate funding to maintain the current level of operations, the Judicial Department expects to begin 
addressing each of the four primary areas of focus identified in the previous section of this document during this 
upcoming fiscal year while continuing to staff and operate the courts at the same level as this past year.  
 
Strategic challenges for the Judicial Department for FY 2011-2012 include: 

• The Calhoun Building will be undergoing a major renovation during the upcoming fiscal year, which will 
require the entire docketing office of the Court of Appeals to relocate to another building on Statehouse 
grounds, cause the security entrance and exit to the building to be changed to another wing of the facility, and 
cause the staff to work within a major construction zone. 

• Several key staff personnel, each with a significant number of years of experience and tremendous institutional 
judicial knowledge, left the Judicial Department at the end of last fiscal year.  Replacing these individuals with 
high-caliber, qualified people while continuing operations with minimal disruptions is never easy. 

• Minimizing the loss of additional staff and grooming new managers and leaders in the organization through 
cross training and meaningful work and opportunities presents many challenges. 

• Because many counties and other state agencies have not been as fortunate as the Judicial Department to 
maintain current levels of operations, the collaborative efforts with these entities are being delayed or 
eliminated because these other entities do not have resources to commit to start, continue and/or complete their 
side of the effort.  These situations cause the Judicial Department to have to help these other entities perform 
their side of the effort, reduce the effort to something the other entity can perform, or eliminate the effort and try 
to determine an alternative solution.  As a result, the Judicial Department cannot have any of these efforts on the 
critical path for any major functions for the Courts. 

• The explosion of social media technologies and communications presents new frontiers for all departments of 
government in many different regards that have to be addressed and managed. 

 
 C. 2011-2012 Agency Recurring Base Appropriation: 

State $37,892,473  
Federal $6,509,186   
Other $18,963,800   
 

 D.  Number of Budget Categories:   
7 – Budget Categories with 7 – Subcategories 
 

 E. Agency-wide Vacant FTEs 
  Vacant FTEs as of July 31, 2011:  81 

% Vacant 17% 
 

 F. Efficiency Measures:   
As discussed in Section III, Category 7 of the current Accountability Report, numerical measures are used as 
indicators of business results in many areas of the Judicial Department.  For example, in the various Courts, cases filed 
and disposed and the growth or reduction of cases pending are the primary judicial performance measures.  In Bar 
Admissions, applicants processed, tested and admitted to practice law serve as the performance indicators.  In the 
Office of Disciplinary Counsel, complaints filed and heard and the growth or reduction of complaints pending are 
measured.  However, some of the most significant indicators of effectiveness and customer service are not stated in 
numerical measures.   Through good process management techniques, cross-functional results of teamwork through 



various joint project teams and task forces have been realized.  Knowledge and expertise has been gained through 
partnership with a systems integrator.  Recognizing that the Judicial Department customers are the citizens of South 
Carolina and anyone else affected by business before the Courts, the service delivery has to continually be improved 
through leadership that is responsive to customer input and at the same time, provides direction to the members of the 
Judicial Department.  As stated throughout the Accountability Report, the Judicial Department has embraced 
technology as a means of communication.  The use of technology has already shown results through cost savings to 
the courts as well as enabling more timely and accurate information to be more accessible to the staff, customers and 
stakeholders of the Judicial Department. 
 

 G. Number of Provisos Changes: 
3 

 
 

  



Activity Activity Non-Recurring Recurring 
Title Name No. State State Federal Other Total State Federal Other Total

I.A. Supreme Court Supreme Court 14 0 6,968,820 0 900,000 7,868,820 49.47 0.00 0.00 49.47
I.B. Board of Law Examiners Bar Examiners 15 0 0 0 704,690 704,690 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00

I.C. Office of Disciplinary Counsel Disciplinary Counsel 16 0 0 0 1,277,667 1,277,667 0.00 0.00 14.00 14.00

I.D. Commission on Conduct
Office of Commission 
Counsel 1955 0 0 0 390,762 390,762 0.00 0.00 4.00 4.00

II. Court of Appeals Appeals Court 17 0 4,863,435 0 208,000 5,071,435 62.00 0.00 0.00 62.00
III. Circuit Court Circuit Court 18 0 13,839,881 0 5,298,333 19,138,214 138.00 0.00 70.00 208.00
IV. Family Court Family Court 19 0 15,030,337 0 205,000 15,235,337 168.00 0.00 0.00 168.00
V.A. Court Administration Court Administration 20 0 0 380,186 1,821,881 2,202,067 0.00 0.00 23.00 23.00

V.B. Finance and Personnel
Administration (Finance & 
Personnel) 21 0 0 0 1,255,357 1,255,357 0.00 0.00 15.00 15.00

V.C. Information Technology Information Technology 22 0 0 6,129,000 6,457,110 12,586,110 0.00 0.00 41.00 41.00
VI. Judicial Commitment Judicial Commitment 23 0 0 0 375,000 375,000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
VII Language Interpreters Interpreters 24 0 90,000 0 70,000 160,000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0 0.00

0 40,792,473 6,509,186 18,963,800 66,265,459 417.47 0.00 168.00 585.47

SUMMARY OF OPERATING BUDGET PROGRAMS FOR FY 2012-13

IIA. OPERATING BUDGET PROGRAMS
Agency Section/Code/Name:   Section 44 / B04 / Judicial Department

For additional rows, place cursor in this gray box and press "Ctrl" + "b".  (You need to start in this gray box for each row needed or the formulas will not copy properly.)

FUNDINGOPERATING BUDGET PROGRAMS FTEs

TOTAL OF ALL OPERATING BUDGET PROGRAMS



Additional Previously Total
Project Project Activity Activity State Authorized Other Fund Project 

No.* Name Name No. Funds State Funds Sources Total
0
0
0
0
0

0 0 0 0
*if applicable

IIB. CAPITAL BUDGET/NON-RECURRING REQUESTS FOR FY 2012-13
Agency Section/Code/Name:   Section 44 / B04 / Judicial Department

For additional rows, place cursor in this gray box and press "Ctrl" + "c".  (You need to start in this gray box for each row needed or the formulas 
will not copy properly.)

TOTAL OF ALL CAPITAL BUDGET/NON-RECURRING REQUESTS

CAPITAL BUDGET/NON-RECURRING REQUESTS

SUMMARY OF CAPITAL BUDGET/NON-RECURRING REQUESTS FOR FY 2012-13



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Summary description of programs and how they relate to the mission of the agency: 
The Supreme Court is the highest court in the state.  It interprets the law of South Carolina and is the final rule-making body 
for all other courts in the state.  The Supreme Court's published decisions serve as binding precedent on all other courts in the 
state.  The Supreme Court has original jurisdiction over cases involving significant public interest, decides appeals, and can 
also review the decisions of the Court of Appeals.    Article V, SC State Constitution 
 

B. Budget Program Number and Name: 
I.A.  Supreme Court 
 

C. Agency Activity Number and Name: 
Note: If more than one activity maps to this program; provide all activity numbers, names, and approximate funding amounts. 

Activity 
Number 

Activity Name State Non-
Recurring 

State 
Recurring  

Federal Other Total 

14 Supreme Court 0 6,968,820 0 900,000 7,868,820 
 

D. Performance Measures: 
The outcome measures are the perceived effectiveness and efficiency of the state court system.  The Supreme Court has both 
adjudicatory and administrative functions.  Numerical output measures are published in the annual accountability report. 
 

E. Program Interaction: 
Serve as the ultimate legal authority in South Carolina.  Provide for the prompt and orderly administration of justice in SC; 
provide oversight of all levels of court in SC and the SC Bar. Serve as the administrative head of the unified court system (8 
levels of court in 46 counties) in the state of South Carolina. 
 

F. Change Management: 
The Judicial Department’s mission as a core function of government has not changed.  All budget categories within the 
Judicial Department share the common goal of our mission which is to ensure that an accessible forum is available for the 
resolution of civil disputes and criminal matters in a fair and efficient manner.  With this common goal and mission, all 
programs work to support each other. Our focus over the last decade has been the implementation of technology as a tool to 
provide more effective and efficient resources to the citizens of South Carolina.  
 

G. Detailed Funding Information: 

FY 2012-13 Cost Estimates: State 
Non-Recurring 

State 
Recurring Federal Other Total 

Number of FTEs* 0.00 49.47 0.00 0.00   49.47 
 

Personal Service $0 $2,697,213 $0 $0 $2,697,213 

Employer Contributions $0 $911,607 $0 $0 $911,607 
      
Program/Case Services $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Pass-Through Funds $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Other Operating Expenses $0 $3,360,000 $0 $900,000 $4,260,000 
      

Total $   0 $6,968,820 $   0 $900,000 $7,868,820 

* If new FTEs are needed, please complete Section G (Detailed Justification for FTEs) below. 

 
Is this budget category or program associated with a Capital Budget Priority?  No 
If yes, state Capital Budget Priority Number and Project Name: 
 
Please List proviso numbers that relate to this budget category or programs funded by this category. 
44.5 
 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

H. Changes to the Appropriation: 
Please explain any changes, to include re-alignments and funding or FTE increases requested in this year’s appropriation, as 
detailed below: 
 
Funding: 

Year State Non-
Recurring 

State Recurring Federal Other (Earmarked 
or Restricted) 

2011-2012 Act 0 4,068,820 0 900,000 
2012-2013 Act 0 6,968,820 0 900,000 
Difference 0 2,900,000 0 0 
% Difference  71.2%   

 
Explanation of Changes: 
This request is for recurring funding to replace $2.9 million in non-recurring funds that were received as a result of Proviso 
90.16 Increased Enforcement Collections in the fiscal year 2010-2011. 
 
With the conclusion of the roller coaster ride that characterized the 2009-2010 budget process the South Carolina Judicial 
Department was funded adequately for our current reduced level of operations.  This funding consisted of recurring funding 
of $37.4 million in appropriated funds, $18.9 million in fees receipts and other forms of revenue that the SCJD considers 
recurring, and $6.3 million in federal funds for the court automation initiative.  Additionally, the legislature authorized $2.9 
million and $2.2 million in non-recurring funds.  Without these non-recurring funds, the total funding for SCJD is $62.6 
million. 
 
A significant achievement during the previous two years of the budget process was the acknowledgment and recognition by 
members of both the House and the Senate that the Judicial Department is in fact, not an agency, but one of three equal 
branches of government.  
 
At a time when government is being forced to retrench and is adopting the philosophy of identifying core functions of 
government, it seems reasonable to identify the legislature, the courts, and the governor’s office as the core of South Carolina 
state government.  As such it is necessary to provide the judicial branch with adequate funding to carry out its current 
reduced operations; get the judicial branch funded to full operations; and plan for the future. 
 
In order to fulfill its mission, the Judicial Department must have consistent and stable funding to operate effectively and to 
pay wages and employer contributions, much of which are set by statute, and general operating costs, which SCJD keeps 
small (less than 10% of the budget).  SCJD has used federal grants to continue the modernization of the courts.  This 
modernization has served as the lifeline to enable the SCJD to cope with the resource reductions and demand for increased 
services by appropriately incorporating and utilizing technologies.  
 
Additionally, the courts need funding for our three "r’s": repairs, renovations, and reserves.  The Calhoun Building and the 
Supreme Court Building are in dire need of immediate repairs and in the case of the Calhoun Building a complete renovation.  
Since July 2011, the beginning of the current fiscal year, a $2 million project jointly funded by the B&C Board and the SCJD 
has begun to halt water intrusion into the ground level of the building.  Critical repairs have been attempted to the roofs of 
both buildings; however, three serious water leaks have occurred causing damage to an expensive portrait in the Supreme 
Court, ruining walls and carpeting, and requiring extensive reconstruction in both buildings. 

 
Between fiscal years 2003 and 2008, the Judicial Department had accumulated significant reserves which were intended for 
building renovation and transition funding as existing federal grants for technology became depleted.  Instead these funds 
were used to meet expenses as state funding was cut dramatically.  Without these funds, the State would have faced a true 
constitutional crisis.  Massive layoffs and cancellation of court would have resulted in the inability to provide justice and 
dispute resolution forums which are constitutionally required and necessary for the safety and well being of the people of 
South Carolina.  The carried forward funds which had been intended for building repairs provided the reserves to keep the 
courts functioning.  These reserves should be retained on an ongoing basis. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

I. Revenue Estimates: 
Please detail Sources of revenue for this program, identified by SAP fund number if a live SCEIS agency or the STARS 
number if a STARS agency.  If several sources remit to a single subfund that cannot be split by source and appropriation or 
program, provide an estimate of the revenue dedicated to this program. 
 

SAP Fund 
Number 

Source 
Name 

General 
Fund 

Other 
State 

Earmarked Restricted Federal 

10010000 General 
Fund 

6,968,820     

37330000 Magistrate 
Fees 

  900,000   

 
If expenditures for this program are greater than known or estimated revenues and the intent is to bridge part of this shortfall 
by drawing down balances in agency accounts or reserves, indicate the accounts and amount of the current reserve or balance 
that will likely be used below.   
 
Please detail the long-term sustainability of this program if cash reserves are needed to operate. 
 
If there is federal fund or other fund spending authority requested above the revenue streams detailed above, please indicate 
the amount and explanation for each. 
 
 

J. FTE Positions: 
Please detail the number of FTE’s filled (F) by the program as of June 30 of each fiscal year, and the number authorized (A) 
by the Appropriations Act. 

Fiscal Year State 
Other- 

Earmarked or 
Restricted 

Federal Total 
Temporary, 

Temporary Grant, 
Time -limited 

2012-2013    (A) 49.47 0.00 0.00 49.47 0.00 
2011-2012    (A) 49.47 0.00 0.00 49.47 0.00 
2010-2011    (F) 5.00 39.40 0.00 44.40 0.00 
2010-2011    (A) 5.00 44.47 0.00 49.47 0.00 
2009-2010    (F) 34.40 14.00 0.00 48.40 0.00 
2009-2010    (A) 34.47 15.00 0.00 49.47 0.00 
2008-2009    (F) 44.40 0.00 0.00 44.40 0.00 
2008-2009    (A) 48.47 0.00 0.00 48.47 0.00 
2007-2008    (F) 45.40 0.00 0.00 45.40 0.00 
2007-2008    (A) 48.47 0.00 0.00 48.47 0.00 

 
K. Detailed Justification for FTEs: 

(1) Justification for New FTEs 
(a) Justification: 
 
(b) Future Impact on Operating Expenses or Facility Requirements: 

  
(2) Position Details: 

 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
  State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:         
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

  



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Summary description of programs and how they relate to the mission of the agency: 
The Office of Bar Admissions is responsible for processing applications of individuals seeking admission to practice law in 
SC.  It also certifies lawyers from out of state to appear in specific cases and it certifies the level of experience of SC lawyers.  
Article V, SC State Constitution 
 

B. Budget Program Number and Name: 
I.B.  Board of Law Examiners 
 

C. Agency Activity Number and Name: 
Note: If more than one activity maps to this program; provide all activity numbers, names, and approximate funding amounts. 

Activity 
Number 

Activity Name State Non-
Recurring 

State 
Recurring  

Federal Other Total 

15 Bar Examiners 0 0 0 704,940 704,940 
 

D. Performance Measures: 
The outcomes measures are the number of law exam applicants that are screened and processed to take the bar exam, number 
that pass the bar exam, and the manner in which other lawyer certification requests are handled.  Numerical output measures 
are published in the annual accountability report. 
 

E. Program Interaction: 
The Board of Law Examiners and the committee on Character and Fitness ensure that lawyers have the requisite legal 
knowledge, skills, and character to competently and ethically handle the legal affairs of the citizens of SC. 
 

F. Change Management: 
The Judicial Department’s mission as a core function of government has not changed.  All budget categories within the 
Judicial Department share the common goal of our mission which is to ensure that an accessible forum is available for the 
resolution of civil disputes and criminal matters in a fair and efficient manner.  With this common goal and mission, all 
programs work to support each other. Our focus over the last decade has been the implementation of technology as a tool to 
provide more effective and efficient resources to the citizens of South Carolina. 
 

G. Detailed Funding Information: 

FY 2012-13 Cost Estimates: State 
Non-Recurring 

State 
Recurring Federal Other Total 

Number of FTEs* 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00    1.00 
 

Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $232,000 $232,0001 

Employer Contributions $0 $0 $0 $22,490 $22,490 
      
Program/Case Services $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Pass-Through Funds $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Other Operating Expenses $0 $0 $0 $450,000 $450,000 
      

Total $   0 $   0 $   0 $704,490 $704,490 

* If new FTEs are needed, please complete Section G (Detailed Justification for FTEs) below. 

 
Is this budget category or program associated with a Capital Budget Priority?  No 
If yes, state Capital Budget Priority Number and Project Name: 
 
Please List proviso numbers that relate to this budget category or programs funded by this category. 
44.9 
 

                                            
1 The Board of Law Examiners was only one FTE assigned to it; however, many people are hired on a temporary basis to assist in 
preparing, proctoring, and grading the twice a year bar exam. 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

H. Changes to the Appropriation: 
Please explain any changes, to include re-alignments and funding or FTE increases requested in this year’s appropriation, as 
detailed below: 
 
Funding: 

Year State Non-
Recurring 

State Recurring Federal Other (Earmarked 
or Restricted) 

2011-2012 Act 0 0 0 704,490 
2012-2013 Act 0 0 0 704,490 
Difference 0 0 0 0 
% Difference     

 
Explanation of Changes: 
 
 

I. Revenue Estimates: 
Please detail Sources of revenue for this program, identified by SAP fund number if a live SCEIS agency or the STARS 
number if a STARS agency.  If several sources remit to a single subfund that cannot be split by source and appropriation or 
program, provide an estimate of the revenue dedicated to this program. 
 

SAP Fund 
Number 

Source 
Name 

General 
Fund 

Other 
State 

Earmarked Restricted Federal 

30350072 Op Rev-
Bar Exam 

  704,490   

 
If expenditures for this program are greater than known or estimated revenues and the intent is to bridge part of this shortfall 
by drawing down balances in agency accounts or reserves, indicate the accounts and amount of the current reserve or balance 
that will likely be used below.   
 
Please detail the long-term sustainability of this program if cash reserves are needed to operate. 
 
If there is federal fund or other fund spending authority requested above the revenue streams detailed above, please indicate 
the amount and explanation for each. 
 
 

J. FTE Positions: 
Please detail the number of FTE’s filled (F) by the program as of June 30 of each fiscal year, and the number authorized (A) 
by the Appropriations Act. 

Fiscal Year State 
Other- 

Earmarked or 
Restricted 

Federal Total 
Temporary, 

Temporary Grant, 
Time -limited 

2012-2013    (A) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 
2011-2012    (A) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (F) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (A) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (F) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (A) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (F) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (A) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (F) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (A) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

K. Detailed Justification for FTEs: 
(1) Justification for New FTEs 

(a) Justification: 
 
(b) Future Impact on Operating Expenses or Facility Requirements: 

  
 
(2) Position Details: 

 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
  State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:         
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

  
  



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Summary description of programs and how they relate to the mission of the agency: 
The Office of Disciplinary Counsel investigates and prosecutes complaints involving allegations of misconduct and 
incapacity on the part of lawyers licensed to practice law in SC and of judges who are part of the state unified judicial system.    
Article V, SC State Constitution 
 

B. Budget Program Number and Name: 
I.C.  Office of Disciplinary Counsel 
 

C. Agency Activity Number and Name: 
Note: If more than one activity maps to this program; provide all activity numbers, names, and approximate funding amounts. 

Activity 
Number 

Activity Name State Non-
Recurring 

State 
Recurring  

Federal Other Total 

16 Disciplinary Counsel 0 0 0 1,277,667 1,277,667 
 

D. Performance Measures: 
Outcomes are measured in terms of complaints filed, investigated and resolved during the year. Numerical output measures 
are published in the annual accountability report. 
 

E. Program Interaction: 
Enforce the ethical rules and codes of conduct of the Judicial Department pertaining to the lawyers and judges in the state. 
 

F. Change Management: 
The Judicial Department’s mission as a core function of government has not changed.  All budget categories within the 
Judicial Department share the common goal of our mission which is to ensure that an accessible forum is available for the 
resolution of civil disputes and criminal matters in a fair and efficient manner.  With this common goal and mission, all 
programs work to support each other. Our focus over the last decade has been the implementation of technology as a tool to 
provide more effective and efficient resources to the citizens of South Carolina.  
 

G. Detailed Funding Information: 

FY 2012-13 Cost Estimates: State 
Non-Recurring 

State 
Recurring Federal Other Total 

Number of FTEs* 0.00 0.00 0.00 14.00   14.00 
 

Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $850,000 $850,000 

Employer Contributions $0 $0 $0 $317,667 $317,667 
      
Program/Case Services $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Pass-Through Funds $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Other Operating Expenses $0 $0 $0 $110,000 $110,000 
      

Total $   0 $   0 $   0 $1,277,667 $1,277,667 

* If new FTEs are needed, please complete Section G (Detailed Justification for FTEs) below. 

 
Is this budget category or program associated with a Capital Budget Priority?  No 
If yes, state Capital Budget Priority Number and Project Name: 
 
Please List proviso numbers that relate to this budget category or programs funded by this category. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

H. Changes to the Appropriation: 
Please explain any changes, to include re-alignments and funding or FTE increases requested in this year’s appropriation, as 
detailed below: 
 
Funding: 

Year State Non-
Recurring 

State Recurring Federal Other (Earmarked 
or Restricted) 

2011-2012 Act 0 0 0 1,277,667 
2012-2013 Act 0 0 0 1,277,667 
Difference 0 0 0 0 
% Difference     

 
Explanation of Changes: 
 
 

I. Revenue Estimates: 
Please detail Sources of revenue for this program, identified by SAP fund number if a live SCEIS agency or the STARS 
number if a STARS agency.  If several sources remit to a single subfund that cannot be split by source and appropriation or 
program, provide an estimate of the revenue dedicated to this program. 
 

SAP Fund 
Number 

Source 
Name 

General 
Fund 

Other 
State 

Earmarked Restricted Federal 

30370000 Special 
Deposits 

  616,524   

30860000 Circuit 
Court 
Filing 
Fees 

  551,143   

37330000 Magistrate 
Fees 

  110,000   

 
If expenditures for this program are greater than known or estimated revenues and the intent is to bridge part of this shortfall 
by drawing down balances in agency accounts or reserves, indicate the accounts and amount of the current reserve or balance 
that will likely be used below.   
 
Please detail the long-term sustainability of this program if cash reserves are needed to operate. 
 
If there is federal fund or other fund spending authority requested above the revenue streams detailed above, please indicate 
the amount and explanation for each. 
 
 

J. FTE Positions: 
Please detail the number of FTE’s filled (F) by the program as of June 30 of each fiscal year, and the number authorized (A) 
by the Appropriations Act. 

Fiscal Year State 
Other- 

Earmarked or 
Restricted 

Federal Total 
Temporary, 

Temporary Grant, 
Time -limited 

2012-2013    (A) 0.00 14.00 0.00 14.00 0.00 
2011-2012    (A) 0.00 14.00 0.00 14.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (F) 0.00 13.00 0.00 13.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (A) 0.00 14.00 0.00 14.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (F) 7.00 11.00 0.00 18.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (A) 7.00 11.00 0.00 18.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (F) 7.00 11.00 0.00 18.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (A) 8.00 12.00 0.00 20.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (F) 6.00 10.00 0.00 16.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (A) 8.00 12.00 0.00 20.00 0.00 

 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

K. Detailed Justification for FTEs: 
(1) Justification for New FTEs 

(a) Justification: 
 
(b) Future Impact on Operating Expenses or Facility Requirements: 

  
 
(2) Position Details: 

 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
  State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:         
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

  
  



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Summary description of programs and how they relate to the mission of the agency: 
This office provides legal advice and assistance to the Commissions on Judicial and Lawyer Conduct.  These commissions 
have jurisdiction to decide matters involving lawyer and judicial misconduct. 
 

B. Budget Program Number and Name: 
I.D.  Commission on Conduct 
 

C. Agency Activity Number and Name: 
Note: If more than one activity maps to this program; provide all activity numbers, names, and approximate funding amounts. 

Activity 
Number 

Activity Name State Non-
Recurring 

State 
Recurring  

Federal Other Total 

1955 Office of 
Commission Counsel 

0 0 0 390,762 390,762 

 
D. Performance Measures: 

Outcomes are measured in terms of matters decided/resolved during the year.  Numerical output measures are published in 
the annual accountability report. 
 

E. Program Interaction: 
Renders decisions in matters involving lawyer and judicial misconduct. 
 

F. Change Management: 
The Judicial Department’s mission as a core function of government has not changed.  All budget categories within the 
Judicial Department share the common goal of our mission which is to ensure that an accessible forum is available for the 
resolution of civil disputes and criminal matters in a fair and efficient manner.  With this common goal and mission, all 
programs work to support each other. Our focus over the last decade has been the implementation of technology as a tool to 
provide more effective and efficient resources to the citizens of South Carolina. 
 

G. Detailed Funding Information: 

FY 2012-13 Cost Estimates: State 
Non-Recurring 

State 
Recurring Federal Other Total 

Number of FTEs* 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.00    4.00 
 

Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $250,000 $250,000 

Employer Contributions $0 $0 $0 $90,762 $90,762 
      
Program/Case Services $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Pass-Through Funds $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Other Operating Expenses $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $50,000 
      

Total $   0 $   0 $   0 $390,762 $390,762 

* If new FTEs are needed, please complete Section G (Detailed Justification for FTEs) below. 

 
Is this budget category or program associated with a Capital Budget Priority?  No 
If yes, state Capital Budget Priority Number and Project Name: 
 
Please List proviso numbers that relate to this budget category or programs funded by this category. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

H. Changes to the Appropriation: 
Please explain any changes, to include re-alignments and funding or FTE increases requested in this year’s appropriation, as 
detailed below: 
 
Funding: 

Year State Non-
Recurring 

State Recurring Federal Other (Earmarked 
or Restricted) 

2011-2012 Act 0 0 0 390,762 
2012-2013 Act 0 0 0 390,762 
Difference 0 0 0 0 
% Difference     

 
Explanation of Changes: 
 
 

I. Revenue Estimates: 
Please detail Sources of revenue for this program, identified by SAP fund number if a live SCEIS agency or the STARS 
number if a STARS agency.  If several sources remit to a single subfund that cannot be split by source and appropriation or 
program, provide an estimate of the revenue dedicated to this program. 
 

SAP Fund 
Number 

Source 
Name 

General 
Fund 

Other 
State 

Earmarked Restricted Federal 

30860000 Circuit 
Court 
Filing 
Fees 

  330,812   

37330000 Magistrate 
Fees 

  59,950   

 
If expenditures for this program are greater than known or estimated revenues and the intent is to bridge part of this shortfall 
by drawing down balances in agency accounts or reserves, indicate the accounts and amount of the current reserve or balance 
that will likely be used below.   
 
Please detail the long-term sustainability of this program if cash reserves are needed to operate. 
 
If there is federal fund or other fund spending authority requested above the revenue streams detailed above, please indicate 
the amount and explanation for each. 
 
 

J. FTE Positions: 
Please detail the number of FTE’s filled (F) by the program as of June 30 of each fiscal year, and the number authorized (A) 
by the Appropriations Act. 

Fiscal Year State 
Other- 

Earmarked or 
Restricted 

Federal Total 
Temporary, 

Temporary Grant, 
Time -limited 

2012-2013    (A) 0.00 4.00 0.00 4.00 0.00 
2011-2012    (A) 0.00 4.00 0.00 4.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (F) 0.00 4.00 0.00 4.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (A) 0.00 4.00 0.00 4.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (F) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (F) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (F) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

K. Detailed Justification for FTEs: 
(1) Justification for New FTEs 

(a) Justification: 
 
(b) Future Impact on Operating Expenses or Facility Requirements: 

  
 
(2) Position Details: 

 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
  State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:         
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

  
  



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Summary description of programs and how they relate to the mission of the agency: 
The Court of Appeals is an intermediate appellate court. This court reviews decisions of the lower courts for procedural 
and/or legal errors.   Article V, SC State Constitution 
 

B. Budget Program Number and Name: 
II.  Court of Appeals 
 

C. Agency Activity Number and Name: 
Note: If more than one activity maps to this program; provide all activity numbers, names, and approximate funding amounts. 

Activity 
Number 

Activity Name State Non-
Recurring 

State 
Recurring  

Federal Other Total 

17 Appeals Court 0 4,863,435 0 208,000 5,071,435 
 

D. Performance Measures: 
Outcomes are measured in terms of appeals filed, cases closed, opinions published, and nonpublished opinions rendered.  
Numerical output measures are published in the annual accountability report. 
 

E. Program Interaction: 
The published decisions of the Court of Appeals serve as precedent for the trial courts, unless the decision is overruled by the 
Supreme Court. 
 

F. Change Management: 
The Judicial Department’s mission as a core function of government has not changed.  All budget categories within the 
Judicial Department share the common goal of our mission which is to ensure that an accessible forum is available for the 
resolution of civil disputes and criminal matters in a fair and efficient manner.  With this common goal and mission, all 
programs work to support each other. Our focus over the last decade has been the implementation of technology as a tool to 
provide more effective and efficient resources to the citizens of South Carolina. 
 

G. Detailed Funding Information: 

FY 2012-13 Cost Estimates: State 
Non-Recurring 

State 
Recurring Federal Other Total 

Number of FTEs* 0.00 62.00 0.00 0.00   62.00 
 

Personal Service $0 $3,226,727 $0 $0 $3,226,727 

Employer Contributions $0 $1,294,708 $0 $0 $1,294,708 
      
Program/Case Services $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Pass-Through Funds $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Other Operating Expenses $0 $342,000 $0 $208,000 $550,000 
      

Total $   0 $4,863,435 $   0 $208,000 $5,071,435 

* If new FTEs are needed, please complete Section G (Detailed Justification for FTEs) below. 

 
Is this budget category or program associated with a Capital Budget Priority?  No 
If yes, state Capital Budget Priority Number and Project Name: 
 
Please List proviso numbers that relate to this budget category or programs funded by this category. 
44.5 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

H. Changes to the Appropriation: 
Please explain any changes, to include re-alignments and funding or FTE increases requested in this year’s appropriation, as 
detailed below: 
 
Funding: 

Year State Non-
Recurring 

State Recurring Federal Other (Earmarked 
or Restricted) 

2011-2012 Act 0 4,863,435 0 208,000 
2012-2013 Act 0 4,863,435 0 208,000 
Difference 0 0 0 0 
% Difference     

 
Explanation of Changes: 
 
 

I. Revenue Estimates: 
Please detail Sources of revenue for this program, identified by SAP fund number if a live SCEIS agency or the STARS 
number if a STARS agency.  If several sources remit to a single subfund that cannot be split by source and appropriation or 
program, provide an estimate of the revenue dedicated to this program. 
 

SAP Fund 
Number 

Source 
Name 

General 
Fund 

Other 
State 

Earmarked Restricted Federal 

10010000 General 
Fund 

4,863,435     

37330000 Magistrate 
Fees 

  208,000   

 
If expenditures for this program are greater than known or estimated revenues and the intent is to bridge part of this shortfall 
by drawing down balances in agency accounts or reserves, indicate the accounts and amount of the current reserve or balance 
that will likely be used below.   
 
Please detail the long-term sustainability of this program if cash reserves are needed to operate. 
 
If there is federal fund or other fund spending authority requested above the revenue streams detailed above, please indicate 
the amount and explanation for each. 
 
 

J. FTE Positions: 
Please detail the number of FTE’s filled (F) by the program as of June 30 of each fiscal year, and the number authorized (A) 
by the Appropriations Act. 

Fiscal Year State 
Other- 

Earmarked or 
Restricted 

Federal Total 
Temporary, 

Temporary Grant, 
Time -limited 

2012-2013    (A) 62.00 0.00 0.00 62.00 0.00 
2011-2012    (A) 62.00 0.00 0.00 62.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (F) 9.00 48.00 0.00 57.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (A) 9.00 53.00 0.00 62.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (F) 10.00 46.00 0.00 56.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (A) 10.00 52.00 0.00 62.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (F) 10.00 48.00 0.00 58.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (A) 10.00 52.00 0.00 62.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (F) 10.00 49.00 0.00 59.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (A) 10.00 52.00 0.00 62.00 0.00 

 
 
 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

K. Detailed Justification for FTEs: 
(1) Justification for New FTEs 

(a) Justification: 
 
(b) Future Impact on Operating Expenses or Facility Requirements: 

  
 
(2) Position Details: 

 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
  State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:         
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

  
  



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Summary description of programs and how they relate to the mission of the agency: 
The Circuit Courts are South Carolina's courts of general jurisdiction which are comprised of the General Sessions Courts 
which hear criminal cases and Common Pleas which hear civil disputes.    Article V, SC Constitution 
 

B. Budget Program Number and Name: 
III.  Circuit Court 
 

C. Agency Activity Number and Name: 
Note: If more than one activity maps to this program; provide all activity numbers, names, and approximate funding amounts. 

Activity 
Number 

Activity Name State Non-
Recurring 

State 
Recurring  

Federal Other Total 

18 Circuit Court 0 13,839,881 0 5,298,333 19,138,214 
 

D. Performance Measures: 
Benchmarks have been established to meet the parties' need to have cases decided within a reasonable amount of time. 
Numerical output measures are published in the annual accountability report. 
 

E. Program Interaction: 
The Courts of General Sessions hear criminal cases, protect the rights of the accused to a fair and impartial trial, protect the 
rights of the victim while at the same time, balancing the need of public safety and goals of society at large of punishing and 
rehabilitating convicted offenders.  The Courts of Common Pleas provide a forum for the resolution of civil disputes 
involving sums greater than $7500 and to provide immediate relief and time for a thorough assessment of a particular 
situation such as temporary stop to demolition of a historic landmark. 
 

F. Change Management: 
The Judicial Department’s mission as a core function of government has not changed.  All budget categories within the 
Judicial Department share the common goal of our mission which is to ensure that an accessible forum is available for the 
resolution of civil disputes and criminal matters in a fair and efficient manner.  With this common goal and mission, all 
programs work to support each other. Our focus over the last decade has been the implementation of technology as a tool to 
provide more effective and efficient resources to the citizens of South Carolina. 
 

G. Detailed Funding Information: 

FY 2012-13 Cost Estimates: State 
Non-Recurring 

State 
Recurring Federal Other Total 

Number of FTEs* 0.00 138.00 0.00 70.00  208.00 
 

Personal Service $0 $9,155,345 $0 $3,165,000 $12,320,345 

Employer Contributions $0 $4,374,536 $0 $1,588,333 $5,962,869 
      
Program/Case Services $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Pass-Through Funds $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Other Operating Expenses $0 $310,000 $0 $545,000 $855,000 
      

Total $   0 $13,839,881 $   0 $5,298,333 $19,138,214 

* If new FTEs are needed, please complete Section G (Detailed Justification for FTEs) below. 

 
Is this budget category or program associated with a Capital Budget Priority?  No 
If yes, state Capital Budget Priority Number and Project Name: 
 
Please List proviso numbers that relate to this budget category or programs funded by this category. 
44.5 
 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

H. Changes to the Appropriation: 
Please explain any changes, to include re-alignments and funding or FTE increases requested in this year’s appropriation, as 
detailed below: 
 
Funding: 

Year State Non-
Recurring 

State Recurring Federal Other (Earmarked 
or Restricted) 

2011-2012 Act 0 13,839,881 0 5,298,333 
2012-2013 Act 0 13,839,881 0 5,298,333 
Difference 0 0 0 0 
% Difference     

 
Explanation of Changes: 
 
 

I. Revenue Estimates: 
Please detail Sources of revenue for this program, identified by SAP fund number if a live SCEIS agency or the STARS 
number if a STARS agency.  If several sources remit to a single subfund that cannot be split by source and appropriation or 
program, provide an estimate of the revenue dedicated to this program. 
 

SAP Fund 
Number 

Source 
Name 

General 
Fund 

Other 
State 

Earmarked Restricted Federal 

10010000 General 
Fund 

13,839,881     

30860000 Circuit 
Court 
Filing 
Fees 

  4,953,333   

37330000 Magistrate 
Fees 

  345,000   

 
If expenditures for this program are greater than known or estimated revenues and the intent is to bridge part of this shortfall 
by drawing down balances in agency accounts or reserves, indicate the accounts and amount of the current reserve or balance 
that will likely be used below.   
 
Please detail the long-term sustainability of this program if cash reserves are needed to operate. 
 
If there is federal fund or other fund spending authority requested above the revenue streams detailed above, please indicate 
the amount and explanation for each. 
 
 

J. FTE Positions: 
Please detail the number of FTE’s filled (F) by the program as of June 30 of each fiscal year, and the number authorized (A) 
by the Appropriations Act. 

Fiscal Year State 
Other- 

Earmarked or 
Restricted 

Federal Total 
Temporary, 

Temporary Grant, 
Time -limited 

2012-2013    (A) 138.00 70.00 0.00 208.00 0.00 
2011-2012    (A) 138.00 70.00 0.00 208.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (F) 46.00 136.00 0.00 182.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (A) 46.00 162.00 0.00 208.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (F) 45.00 130.00 0.00 175.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (A) 46.00 162.00 0.00 208.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (F) 108.00 81.00 0.00 189.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (A) 113.00 92.00 0.00 205.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (F) 104.00 89.00 0.00 193.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (A) 113.00 92.00 0.00 205.00 0.00 

 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

K. Detailed Justification for FTEs: 
(1) Justification for New FTEs 

(a) Justification: 
 
(b) Future Impact on Operating Expenses or Facility Requirements: 

  
 
(2) Position Details: 

 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
  State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:         
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

  
  



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Summary description of programs and how they relate to the mission of the agency: 
Family courts provide a forum for the resolution of disputes involving family matters: divorce, abuse and neglect, protection 
from domestic abuse, and juvenile matters.   Title 14, Title 20, SC Code of Laws 
 

B. Budget Program Number and Name: 
IV.  Family Court 
 

C. Agency Activity Number and Name: 
Note: If more than one activity maps to this program; provide all activity numbers, names, and approximate funding amounts. 

Activity 
Number 

Activity Name State Non-
Recurring 

State 
Recurring  

Federal Other Total 

19 Family Court 0 15,030,337 0 205,000 15,235,337 
 

D. Performance Measures: 
Benchmarks have been established to meet the parties' need to have cases decided within a reasonable amount of time. 
Numerical output measures are published in the annual accountability report. 
 

E. Program Interaction: 
Decide cases involving the most intimate details of citizens' lives while preserving the litigants' privacy and protecting the 
public's right of access to the courts. 
 

F. Change Management: 
The Judicial Department’s mission as a core function of government has not changed.  All budget categories within the 
Judicial Department share the common goal of our mission which is to ensure that an accessible forum is available for the 
resolution of civil disputes and criminal matters in a fair and efficient manner.  With this common goal and mission, all 
programs work to support each other. Our focus over the last decade has been the implementation of technology as a tool to 
provide more effective and efficient resources to the citizens of South Carolina. 
 

G. Detailed Funding Information: 

FY 2012-13 Cost Estimates: State 
Non-Recurring 

State 
Recurring Federal Other Total 

Number of FTEs* 0.00 168.00 0.00 0.00  168.00 
 

Personal Service $0 $9,674,245 $0 $0 $9,674,245 

Employer Contributions $0 $5,010,092 $0 $0 $5,010,092 
      
Program/Case Services $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Pass-Through Funds $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Other Operating Expenses $0 $346,000 $0 $205,000 $551,000 
      

Total $   0 $15,030,337 $   0 $205,000 $15,235,337 

* If new FTEs are needed, please complete Section G (Detailed Justification for FTEs) below. 

 
Is this budget category or program associated with a Capital Budget Priority?  No 
If yes, state Capital Budget Priority Number and Project Name: 
 
Please List proviso numbers that relate to this budget category or programs funded by this category. 
44.5 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

H. Changes to the Appropriation: 
Please explain any changes, to include re-alignments and funding or FTE increases requested in this year’s appropriation, as 
detailed below: 
 
Funding: 

Year State Non-
Recurring 

State Recurring Federal Other (Earmarked 
or Restricted) 

2011-2012 Act 0 15,030,337 0 205,000 
2012-2013 Act 0 15,030,337 0 205,000 
Difference 0 0 0 0 
% Difference     

 
Explanation of Changes: 
 
 

I. Revenue Estimates: 
Please detail Sources of revenue for this program, identified by SAP fund number if a live SCEIS agency or the STARS 
number if a STARS agency.  If several sources remit to a single subfund that cannot be split by source and appropriation or 
program, provide an estimate of the revenue dedicated to this program. 
 

SAP Fund 
Number 

Source 
Name 

General 
Fund 

Other 
State 

Earmarked Restricted Federal 

10010000 General 
Fund 

15,030,337     

37330000 Magistrate 
Fees 

  205,000   

 
If expenditures for this program are greater than known or estimated revenues and the intent is to bridge part of this shortfall 
by drawing down balances in agency accounts or reserves, indicate the accounts and amount of the current reserve or balance 
that will likely be used below.   
 
Please detail the long-term sustainability of this program if cash reserves are needed to operate. 
 
If there is federal fund or other fund spending authority requested above the revenue streams detailed above, please indicate 
the amount and explanation for each. 
 
 

J. FTE Positions: 
Please detail the number of FTE’s filled (F) by the program as of June 30 of each fiscal year, and the number authorized (A) 
by the Appropriations Act. 

Fiscal Year State 
Other- 

Earmarked or 
Restricted 

Federal Total 
Temporary, 

Temporary Grant, 
Time -limited 

2012-2013    (A) 168.00 0.00 0.00 168.00 0.00 
2011-2012    (A) 168.00 0.00 0.00 168.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (F) 50.00 103.00 0.00 153.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (A) 52.00 116.00 0.00 168.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (F) 51.00 101.00 0.00 152.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (A) 52.00 116.00 0.00 168.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (F) 105.00 53.00 0.00 158.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (A) 106.00 62.00 0.00 168.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (F) 102.00 54.00 0.00 156.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (A) 106.00 59.00 0.00 165.00 0.00 

 
 
 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

K. Detailed Justification for FTEs: 
(1) Justification for New FTEs 

(a) Justification: 
 
(b) Future Impact on Operating Expenses or Facility Requirements: 

  
 
(2) Position Details: 

 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
  State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:         
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

  
 

  



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Summary description of programs and how they relate to the mission of the agency: 
Court Administration serves the Chief Justice in her capacity as the administrative head of the unified judicial system. This 
office has a wide range of duties which include recommending to the Chief Justice the scheduling of terms of circuit and 
family court and the assignment of judges and the assignment and supervision of court reporters to those sessions of court. 
They provide assistance to clerks of court as well as to equity, probate, magistrate and municipal judges. This office also 
supplies reports and documents to the Legislative and Executive branches. It also provides training and facilitates meetings 
for various groups that provide input into judicial system operations.    Article V, SC State Constitution 
 

B. Budget Program Number and Name: 
V.A.  Court Administration 
 

C. Agency Activity Number and Name: 
Note: If more than one activity maps to this program; provide all activity numbers, names, and approximate funding amounts. 

Activity 
Number 

Activity Name State Non-
Recurring 

State 
Recurring  

Federal Other Total 

20 Court Administration 0 0 380,186 1,821,881 2,202,067 
 

D. Performance Measures: 
Outcome measures for Court Administration are reflected in the effective and efficient management of judicial resources in 
accordance with the various caseload requirements of the different levels of courts, counties, and judicial circuits.  These 
measures include judicial education, efficiency of judicial operations, and judicial statistical reports as reported by the various 
levels of court.  Numerical outcome measurements are reflected in the annual accountability report. 
 

E. Program Interaction: 
Court Administration has responsibility for providing support, direction, and guidance to state, county, and local personnel 
working in the Circuit Court, Masters-in-Equity Court, Family Court, Probate Court, Magistrate Court, and Municipal Court. 
 

F. Change Management: 
The Judicial Department’s mission as a core function of government has not changed.  All budget categories within the 
Judicial Department share the common goal of our mission which is to ensure that an accessible forum is available for the 
resolution of civil disputes and criminal matters in a fair and efficient manner.  With this common goal and mission, all 
programs work to support each other. Our focus over the last decade has been the implementation of technology as a tool to 
provide more effective and efficient resources to the citizens of South Carolina.  
 

G. Detailed Funding Information: 

FY 2012-13 Cost Estimates: State 
Non-Recurring 

State 
Recurring Federal Other Total 

Number of FTEs* 0.00 0.00 0.00 23.00   23.00 
 

Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $1,060,000 $1,060,000 

Employer Contributions $0 $0 $0 $521,881 $521,881 
      
Program/Case Services $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Pass-Through Funds $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Other Operating Expenses $0 $0 $380,186 $240,000 $620,186 
      

Total $   0 $   0 $380,186 $1,821,881 $2,202,067 

* If new FTEs are needed, please complete Section G (Detailed Justification for FTEs) below. 

 
Is this budget category or program associated with a Capital Budget Priority?  No 
If yes, state Capital Budget Priority Number and Project Name: 
 
Please List proviso numbers that relate to this budget category or programs funded by this category. 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

H. Changes to the Appropriation: 
Please explain any changes, to include re-alignments and funding or FTE increases requested in this year’s appropriation, as 
detailed below: 
 
Funding: 

Year State Non-
Recurring 

State Recurring Federal Other (Earmarked 
or Restricted) 

2011-2012 Act 0 0 380,186 1,821,881 
2012-2013 Act 0 0 380,186 1,821,881 
Difference 0 0 0 0 
% Difference     

 
Explanation of Changes: 
 
 

I. Revenue Estimates: 
Please detail Sources of revenue for this program, identified by SAP fund number if a live SCEIS agency or the STARS 
number if a STARS agency.  If several sources remit to a single subfund that cannot be split by source and appropriation or 
program, provide an estimate of the revenue dedicated to this program. 
 

SAP Fund 
Number 

Source 
Name 

General 
Fund 

Other 
State 

Earmarked Restricted Federal 

30860000 Circuit 
Court 
Filing 
Fees 

  1,581,881   

39C70000 Law Enf. 
Surcharge 

  240,000   

50550000 Federal     380,186 
 
If expenditures for this program are greater than known or estimated revenues and the intent is to bridge part of this shortfall 
by drawing down balances in agency accounts or reserves, indicate the accounts and amount of the current reserve or balance 
that will likely be used below.   
 
Please detail the long-term sustainability of this program if cash reserves are needed to operate. 
 
If there is federal fund or other fund spending authority requested above the revenue streams detailed above, please indicate 
the amount and explanation for each. 
 
 

J. FTE Positions: 
Please detail the number of FTE’s filled (F) by the program as of June 30 of each fiscal year, and the number authorized (A) 
by the Appropriations Act. 

Fiscal Year State 
Other- 

Earmarked or 
Restricted 

Federal Total 
Temporary, 

Temporary Grant, 
Time -limited 

2012-2013    (A) 0.00 23.00 0.00 23.00 0.00 
2011-2012    (A) 0.00 23.00 0.00 23.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (F) 0.00 18.00 0.00 18.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (A) 0.00 23.00 0.00 23.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (F) 0.00 18.00 0.00 18.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (A) 0.00 23.00 0.00 23.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (F) 20.00 0.00 0.00 20.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (A) 24.00 0.00 0.00 24.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (F) 22.00 0.00 0.00 22.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (A) 24.00 0.00 0.00 24.00 0.00 

 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

K. Detailed Justification for FTEs: 
(1) Justification for New FTEs 

(a) Justification: 
 
(b) Future Impact on Operating Expenses or Facility Requirements: 

  
 
(2) Position Details: 

 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
  State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:         
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

  
  



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Summary description of programs and how they relate to the mission of the agency: 
Provides the financial management and personnel functions for the Judicial Department.  (overhead)     Article V, SC State 
Constitution 
 

B. Budget Program Number and Name: 
V.B.  Finance and Personnel 
 

C. Agency Activity Number and Name: 
Note: If more than one activity maps to this program; provide all activity numbers, names, and approximate funding amounts. 

Activity 
Number 

Activity Name State Non-
Recurring 

State 
Recurring  

Federal Other Total 

21 Administration 
(Finance & 
Personnel) 

0 0 0 1,255,357 1,255,357 

 
D. Performance Measures: 

Outcome measures for Finance and Personnel are reflected in the management of the finances and FTEs for the Judicial 
Department.  With the increasing amount and complexity of the fines, fees, and assessment structure passed by the State 
Legislature being implemented in the South Carolina Courts, Finance and Personnel is collecting funds from counties and 
municipalities in addition to state budget and federal grant administration. 
 

E. Program Interaction: 
Finance and Personnel has responsibility for: budgeting, accounting; procurement; inventory control; payroll; human 
resources administration; and benefits administration.  Finance and Personnel provides the necessary administrative support 
and structure to allow other units within the Judicial Department to concentrate on their primary missions. 
 

F. Change Management: 
The Judicial Department’s mission as a core function of government has not changed.  All budget categories within the 
Judicial Department share the common goal of our mission which is to ensure that an accessible forum is available for the 
resolution of civil disputes and criminal matters in a fair and efficient manner.  With this common goal and mission, all 
programs work to support each other. Our focus over the last decade has been the implementation of technology as a tool to 
provide more effective and efficient resources to the citizens of South Carolina.  
 

G. Detailed Funding Information: 

FY 2012-13 Cost Estimates: State 
Non-Recurring 

State 
Recurring Federal Other Total 

Number of FTEs* 0.00 0.00 0.00 15.00   15.00 
 

Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $800,000 $800,000 

Employer Contributions $0 $0 $0 $340,357 $340,357 
      
Program/Case Services $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Pass-Through Funds $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Other Operating Expenses $0 $0 $0 $115,000 $115,000 
      

Total $   0 $   0 $   0 $1,255,357 $1,255,357 

* If new FTEs are needed, please complete Section G (Detailed Justification for FTEs) below. 

 
Is this budget category or program associated with a Capital Budget Priority?  No 
If yes, state Capital Budget Priority Number and Project Name: 
 
Please List proviso numbers that relate to this budget category or programs funded by this category. 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

H. Changes to the Appropriation: 
Please explain any changes, to include re-alignments and funding or FTE increases requested in this year’s appropriation, as 
detailed below: 
 
Funding: 

Year State Non-
Recurring 

State Recurring Federal Other (Earmarked 
or Restricted) 

2011-2012 Act 0 0 0 1,255,357 
2012-2013 Act 0 0 0 1,255,357 
Difference 0 0 0 0 
% Difference     

 
Explanation of Changes: 
 
 

I. Revenue Estimates: 
Please detail Sources of revenue for this program, identified by SAP fund number if a live SCEIS agency or the STARS 
number if a STARS agency.  If several sources remit to a single subfund that cannot be split by source and appropriation or 
program, provide an estimate of the revenue dedicated to this program. 
 

SAP Fund 
Number 

Source 
Name 

General 
Fund 

Other 
State 

Earmarked Restricted Federal 

30860000 Circuit 
Court 
Filing 
Fees 

  1,140,357   

39C70000 Law Enf. 
Surcharge 

  115,000   

       
 
If expenditures for this program are greater than known or estimated revenues and the intent is to bridge part of this shortfall 
by drawing down balances in agency accounts or reserves, indicate the accounts and amount of the current reserve or balance 
that will likely be used below.   
 
Please detail the long-term sustainability of this program if cash reserves are needed to operate. 
 
If there is federal fund or other fund spending authority requested above the revenue streams detailed above, please indicate 
the amount and explanation for each. 
 
 

J. FTE Positions: 
Please detail the number of FTE’s filled (F) by the program as of June 30 of each fiscal year, and the number authorized (A) 
by the Appropriations Act. 

Fiscal Year State 
Other- 

Earmarked or 
Restricted 

Federal Total 
Temporary, 

Temporary Grant, 
Time -limited 

2012-2013    (A) 0.00 15.00 0.00 15.00 0.00 
2011-2012    (A) 0.00 15.00 0.00 15.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (F) 0.00 15.00 0.00 15.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (A) 0.00 15.00 0.00 15.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (F) 0.00 13.00 0.00 13.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (A) 0.00 15.00 0.00 15.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (F) 14.00 0.00 0.00 14.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (A) 15.00 0.00 0.00 15.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (F) 15.00 0.00 0.00 15.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (A) 15.00 0.00 0.00 15.00 0.00 

 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

K. Detailed Justification for FTEs: 
(1) Justification for New FTEs 

(a) Justification: 
 
(b) Future Impact on Operating Expenses or Facility Requirements: 

  
 
(2) Position Details: 

 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
  State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:         
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

  
  



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Summary description of programs and how they relate to the mission of the agency: 
The Office of Information Technology (IT) provides the technology tools needed to modernize the Judicial Branch of South 
Carolina.  IT improves the criminal justice process through the use of appropriate and properly implemented technology as 
well as enables the South Carolina Courts to electronically exchange information with other state and local agencies. 
 

B. Budget Program Number and Name: 
V.C.  Information Technology 
 

C. Agency Activity Number and Name: 
Note: If more than one activity maps to this program; provide all activity numbers, names, and approximate funding amounts. 

Activity 
Number 

Activity Name State Non-
Recurring 

State 
Recurring  

Federal Other Total 

22 Information Technology 0 0 6,129,000 6,457,110 12,586,110 
 

D. Performance Measures: 
Outcome measures for IT are reflected in several ways:  The primary measure is the efficiency and effectiveness of the court 
process in South Carolina that is reported in the statistical reports of each level of court. Associated measures are the access 
to court information through the internet to the public and through both the internet and intranet to judicial staff.  The number 
of counties that have their judicial facilities on high-speed, reliable internet connections and are using email is another 
measure.  The cost savings to the Judicial Department and counties in issuing necessary court reports, court calendars, court 
rosters, etc…are measures.    Major accomplishments are identified in the annual accountability report. 
 

E. Program Interaction: 
IT manages the SCJD network; provides technology training and support services to the Judicial Branch (state, county, and 
municipal staff); has developed the web as a primary communications medium for the Judicial Department; is deploying a 
statewide court case management system to provide quality case tracking, timely access to accurate information, and 
consistency of operations in the Circuit and Summary Courts; and is collaborating with each county and other state agencies 
to consolidate telecommunications and leverage economies of scale with technology as much as possible. 
 

F. Change Management: 
The Judicial Department’s mission as a core function of government has not changed.  All budget categories within the 
Judicial Department share the common goal of our mission which is to ensure that an accessible forum is available for the 
resolution of civil disputes and criminal matters in a fair and efficient manner.  With this common goal and mission, all 
programs work to support each other. Our focus over the last decade has been the implementation of technology as a tool to 
provide more effective and efficient resources to the citizens of South Carolina. 
 

G. Detailed Funding Information: 

FY 2012-13 Cost Estimates: State 
Non-Recurring 

State 
Recurring Federal Other Total 

Number of FTEs* 0.00 0.00 0.00 41.00   41.00 
 

Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $2,589,000 $2,589,000 

Employer Contributions $0 $0 $129,000 $930,310 $1,059,310 
      
Program/Case Services $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Pass-Through Funds $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Other Operating Expenses $0 $0 $6,000,000 $2,937,800 $8,937,800 
      

Total $   0 $   0 $6,129,000 $6,457,110 $12,586,110 

* If new FTEs are needed, please complete Section G (Detailed Justification for FTEs) below. 
 
Is this budget category or program associated with a Capital Budget Priority?  No 
If yes, state Capital Budget Priority Number and Project Name: 
 
Please List proviso numbers that relate to this budget category or programs funded by this category. 
44.15 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

H. Changes to the Appropriation: 
Please explain any changes, to include re-alignments and funding or FTE increases requested in this year’s appropriation, as 
detailed below: 
 
Funding: 

Year State Non-
Recurring 

State Recurring Federal Other (Earmarked 
or Restricted) 

2011-2012 Act 0 0 6,129,000 6,457,110 
2012-2013 Act 0 0 6,129,000 6,457,110 
Difference 0 0 0 0 
% Difference     

 
Explanation of Changes: 
 
 

I. Revenue Estimates: 
Please detail Sources of revenue for this program, identified by SAP fund number if a live SCEIS agency or the STARS 
number if a STARS agency.  If several sources remit to a single subfund that cannot be split by source and appropriation or 
program, provide an estimate of the revenue dedicated to this program. 
 

SAP Fund 
Number 

Source 
Name 

General 
Fund 

Other 
State 

Earmarked Restricted Federal 

30350072 Op Rev-
Bar Exam 

  85,741   

30860000 Circuit 
Court 
Filing 
Fees 

  2,525,950   

37330000 Circuit 
Court 
Filing 
Fees 

  1,670,419   

33520000 Case 
Mgmt 
Tech 
Support 

  1,040,000   

39C70000 Law Enf. 
Surcharge 

  1,135,000   

50550000 Federal     6,129,000 
 
If expenditures for this program are greater than known or estimated revenues and the intent is to bridge part of this shortfall 
by drawing down balances in agency accounts or reserves, indicate the accounts and amount of the current reserve or balance 
that will likely be used below.   
 
Please detail the long-term sustainability of this program if cash reserves are needed to operate. 
 
If there is federal fund or other fund spending authority requested above the revenue streams detailed above, please indicate 
the amount and explanation for each. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

J. FTE Positions: 
Please detail the number of FTE’s filled (F) by the program as of June 30 of each fiscal year, and the number authorized (A) 
by the Appropriations Act. 

Fiscal Year State 
Other- 

Earmarked or 
Restricted 

Federal Total 
Temporary, 

Temporary Grant, 
Time -limited 

2012-2013    (A) 0.00 41.00 0.00 41.00 0.00 
2011-2012    (A) 0.00 41.00 0.00 41.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (F) 0.00 32.00 0.00 32.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (A) 0.00 41.00 0.00 41.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (F) 0.00 32.00 0.00 32.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (A) 0.00 41.00 0.00 41.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (F) 24.00 10.00 0.00 34.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (A) 26.00 16.00 0.00 42.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (F) 22.00 9.00 0.00 31.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (A) 26.00 19.00 0.00 45.00 0.00 

 
K. Detailed Justification for FTEs: 

(1) Justification for New FTEs 
(a) Justification: 
 
(b) Future Impact on Operating Expenses or Facility Requirements: 

  
 
(2) Position Details: 

 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
  State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:         
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

  
  



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Summary description of programs and how they relate to the mission of the agency: 
Funds to provide representation in involuntary commitment cases.  Sections 44-17, 44-24, 44-25 
 

B. Budget Program Number and Name: 
VI.  Judicial Commitment 
 

C. Agency Activity Number and Name: 
Note: If more than one activity maps to this program; provide all activity numbers, names, and approximate funding amounts. 

Activity 
Number 

Activity Name State Non-
Recurring 

State 
Recurring  

Federal Other Total 

23 Judicial Commitment 0 0 0 375,000 375,000 
 

D. Performance Measures: 
SCJD acts as a conduit for funds received from the Department of Mental Health to pay vouchers submitted by lawyers 
representing individuals in involuntary commitment cases.  Outcome measure is primarily the amount of claims processed. 
 

E. Program Interaction: 
To fulfill federal mandates requiring representation of individuals committed to various facilities against their wishes. 
 

F. Change Management: 
The Judicial Department’s mission as a core function of government has not changed.  All budget categories within the 
Judicial Department share the common goal of our mission which is to ensure that an accessible forum is available for the 
resolution of civil disputes and criminal matters in a fair and efficient manner.  With this common goal and mission, all 
programs work to support each other. Our focus over the last decade has been the implementation of technology as a tool to 
provide more effective and efficient resources to the citizens of South Carolina. 
 

G. Detailed Funding Information: 

FY 2012-13 Cost Estimates: State 
Non-Recurring 

State 
Recurring Federal Other Total 

Number of FTEs* 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
 

Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Employer Contributions $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
      
Program/Case Services $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Pass-Through Funds $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Other Operating Expenses $0 $0 $0 $375,000 $375,000 
      

Total $   0 $   0 $   0 $375,000 $375,000 

* If new FTEs are needed, please complete Section G (Detailed Justification for FTEs) below. 

 
Is this budget category or program associated with a Capital Budget Priority?  No 
If yes, state Capital Budget Priority Number and Project Name: 
 
Please List proviso numbers that relate to this budget category or programs funded by this category. 
44.3, 44.4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

H. Changes to the Appropriation: 
Please explain any changes, to include re-alignments and funding or FTE increases requested in this year’s appropriation, as 
detailed below: 
 
Funding: 

Year State Non-
Recurring 

State Recurring Federal Other (Earmarked 
or Restricted) 

2011-2012 Act 0 0 0 375,000 
2012-2013 Act 0 0 0 375,000 
Difference 0 0 0 0 
% Difference     

 
Explanation of Changes: 
 
 

I. Revenue Estimates: 
Please detail Sources of revenue for this program, identified by SAP fund number if a live SCEIS agency or the STARS 
number if a STARS agency.  If several sources remit to a single subfund that cannot be split by source and appropriation or 
program, provide an estimate of the revenue dedicated to this program. 
 

SAP Fund 
Number 

Source Name General 
Fund 

Other 
State 

Earmarked Restricted Federal 

30760000 Judicial 
Commitments 
(intra-agency 
transfer - DMH) 

  375,000   

 
If expenditures for this program are greater than known or estimated revenues and the intent is to bridge part of this shortfall 
by drawing down balances in agency accounts or reserves, indicate the accounts and amount of the current reserve or balance 
that will likely be used below.   
 
Please detail the long-term sustainability of this program if cash reserves are needed to operate. 
 
If there is federal fund or other fund spending authority requested above the revenue streams detailed above, please indicate 
the amount and explanation for each. 
 
 

J. FTE Positions: 
Please detail the number of FTE’s filled (F) by the program as of June 30 of each fiscal year, and the number authorized (A) 
by the Appropriations Act. 

Fiscal Year State 
Other- 

Earmarked or 
Restricted 

Federal Total 
Temporary, 

Temporary Grant, 
Time -limited 

2012-2013    (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2011-2012    (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (F) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (F) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (F) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (F) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

 
 
 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

K. Detailed Justification for FTEs: 
(1) Justification for New FTEs 

(a) Justification: 
 
(b) Future Impact on Operating Expenses or Facility Requirements: 

  
 
(2) Position Details: 

 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
  State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:         
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

  
  



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Summary description of programs and how they relate to the mission of the agency: 
Interpreting services for the deaf and /or non-English speaking participants in the South Carolina Courts.  Sections 17-1-50, 
15-27-155 and 15-27-15 
 

B. Budget Program Number and Name: 
VII.  Language Interpreters 
 

C. Agency Activity Number and Name: 
Note: If more than one activity maps to this program; provide all activity numbers, names, and approximate funding amounts. 

Activity 
Number 

Activity Name State Non-
Recurring 

State 
Recurring  

Federal Other Total 

24 Interpreters 0 90,000 0 70,000 160,000 
 

D. Performance Measures: 
SCJD has used funds from other sources, in addition to those appropriated for this purpose to pay vouchers of interpreters in 
court proceedings.  Outcome measure is primarily the amount of claims processed. 
 

E. Program Interaction: 
To fulfill federal and state mandates to allow individuals with hearing or English comprehension difficulties to participate in 
court processes. 
 

F. Change Management: 
The Judicial Department’s mission as a core function of government has not changed.  All budget categories within the 
Judicial Department share the common goal of our mission which is to ensure that an accessible forum is available for the 
resolution of civil disputes and criminal matters in a fair and efficient manner.  With this common goal and mission, all 
programs work to support each other. Our focus over the last decade has been the implementation of technology as a tool to 
provide more effective and efficient resources to the citizens of South Carolina.  
 

G. Detailed Funding Information: 

FY 2012-13 Cost Estimates: State 
Non-Recurring 

State 
Recurring Federal Other Total 

Number of FTEs* 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
 

Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Employer Contributions $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
      
Program/Case Services $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Pass-Through Funds $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

Other Operating Expenses $0 $90,000 $0 $70,000 $160,000 
      

Total $   0 $90,000 $   0 $70,000 $160,000 

* If new FTEs are needed, please complete Section G (Detailed Justification for FTEs) below. 

 
Is this budget category or program associated with a Capital Budget Priority?  No 
If yes, state Capital Budget Priority Number and Project Name: 
 
Please List proviso numbers that relate to this budget category or programs funded by this category. 
44.11 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

H. Changes to the Appropriation: 
Please explain any changes, to include re-alignments and funding or FTE increases requested in this year’s appropriation, as 
detailed below: 
 
Funding: 

Year State Non-
Recurring 

State Recurring Federal Other (Earmarked 
or Restricted) 

2011-2012 Act 0 90,000 0 70,000 
2012-2013 Act 0 90,000 0 70,000 
Difference 0 0 0 0 
% Difference     

 
Explanation of Changes: 
 
 

I. Revenue Estimates: 
Please detail Sources of revenue for this program, identified by SAP fund number if a live SCEIS agency or the STARS 
number if a STARS agency.  If several sources remit to a single subfund that cannot be split by source and appropriation or 
program, provide an estimate of the revenue dedicated to this program. 
 

SAP Fund 
Number 

Source Name General 
Fund 

Other 
State 

Earmarked Restricted Federal 

10010000 General Fund 90,000     
39C70000 Law Enf. 

Surcharge 
  70,000   

 
If expenditures for this program are greater than known or estimated revenues and the intent is to bridge part of this shortfall 
by drawing down balances in agency accounts or reserves, indicate the accounts and amount of the current reserve or balance 
that will likely be used below.   
 
Please detail the long-term sustainability of this program if cash reserves are needed to operate. 
 
If there is federal fund or other fund spending authority requested above the revenue streams detailed above, please indicate 
the amount and explanation for each. 
 
 

J. FTE Positions: 
Please detail the number of FTE’s filled (F) by the program as of June 30 of each fiscal year, and the number authorized (A) 
by the Appropriations Act. 

Fiscal Year State 
Other- 

Earmarked or 
Restricted 

Federal Total 
Temporary, 

Temporary Grant, 
Time -limited 

2012-2013    (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2011-2012    (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (F) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2010-2011    (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (F) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2009-2010    (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (F) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2008-2009    (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (F) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2007-2008    (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



III. Budget Category Justification Sheet B04 Judicial Department 
 

K. Detailed Justification for FTEs: 
(1) Justification for New FTEs 

(a) Justification: 
 
(b) Future Impact on Operating Expenses or Facility Requirements: 

  
 
(2) Position Details: 

 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
  State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:         
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

 
 State Federal Earmarked Restricted Total 
Position Title:        
Number of FTEs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00    0.00 
Personal Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 
Employer Contributions  $0 $0 $0 $0 $   0 

  
 



IV. Capital/Non-Recurring Appropriations Request B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Project Name: 
 
 
 

B. Project Approval: 
 
 
 

C. Statement of Need: 
 
 
 
 

D. Agency Activity Number and Name: 
Note: If more than one activity maps to this project provide all activity numbers, names, and approximate funding amounts. 
 
 

 
E. Project Description: 

Note: In addition to a basic description, include whether or not this is a capital or non-capital project.  If non-capital, explain 
how this non-recurring appropriation will be spent on non-recurring activities. 
 
 

F. Funding 
Total New Request: ____________ Previously Approved Funds: ___________ Expenditures to Date: _________ 
 
Identify the source(s) of funds for this appropriation (general fund, surplus, federal funding, local match, etc.): 
 
 

G. Justification for additional future operating costs: 
Will additional annual operating costs be absorbed into your existing budget?  If so, what resources will lose funding to 
facilitate this? 
 

If not, will additional funds be needed in the future? 
 
Identify the source of additional funds: 
 
Detail the lifecycle cost of the funded project below 
 

Year Capital Operating Total  State; 
Non-
Recurring  

General; 
Recurring 

Federal Other 
(Earmarked/ 
Restricted) 

 Use of 
Current FTE 

Additional 
FTEs 
needed 

1            
2            
3            
4            
5            
6+            
 

Activity 
Number Activity Name

State Non-
Recurring 

Funds

State 
Recurring 

Funds
Federal 
Funds

Other 
Funds Total Funds

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.1 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep until codified 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Prohibit County Salary Supplements 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso prohibits the payment of salary supplements to all Judicial Department personnel.  Judicial Department 
employees are solely employed by the State of South Carolina. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
Codification requested in Title 14, Chapter 1, General Provisions 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
This proviso is necessary to prohibit counties from supplementing Judicial Department personnel salaries. 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
This proviso should be kept until it is codified. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
None   
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
   
 
 

 
 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.2 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep until codified  
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
County Offices for Judges 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso requires counties to provide office space with utilities and private telephone for resident circuit and family court 
judges.  The same shall be provided by counties for supreme court and court of appeals judges if requested.  
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
Codification requested in Title 14, Chapter 1, General Provisions 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
This proviso is necessary to make clear each county’s responsibility for providing facilities to resident judges. 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
This proviso should be kept until it is codified. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
None  
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 

 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.3 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
VI. Judicial Commitment 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Commitments to Treatment Facilities 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
The Judicial Department serves as a conduit to receive and disburse the legislative appropriation from which appointed 
examiners and attorneys are paid for services provided in connection with petitions relating to persons subject to commitment 
due to allegations of mental illness and/or chemical dependency. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
This proviso is necessary to explain the purpose of the funds appropriated for commitment proceedings.   
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
This proviso should not be codified.  Continuation as a temporary proviso allows flexibility to adjust language based on 
current policy and practice. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
No change to fiscal impact 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.4 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
VI. Judicial Commitment 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Judicial Commitment 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso prohibits using funds appropriated for judicial commitment from being paid to state employees or state agencies. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
Services provided by state agencies and employees are provided at no cost and as a part of the regular services of the agency, 
department or institution.  State employees and agencies are prohibited from receiving additional compensation when court 
appointed to serve as examiners, guardians ad litem or attorneys in judicial commitment proceedings. 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
This proviso should not be codified.  Continuation as a temporary proviso allows flexibility to adjust language based on 
current policy and practice. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
None   
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 
 

 
 
 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.5 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
The appropriations for judicial expense allowance are included within the “other operating expenses” lines for Supreme 
Court, Court of Appeals, Circuit Court, and Family Court. 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Judicial Expense Allowance 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso provides for a $500 monthly expense allowance for all state employed judges. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
This proviso is necessary to authorize the expenditure of the appropriated funds for judges and justices expense allowance. 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
This proviso should not be codified.  Continuation as a temporary proviso allows flexibility to amend to correspond with any 
increase in the monthly expense allowance provided by the legislature. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
No change to fiscal impact 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 

 
 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.6 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Special Judge Compensation 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso limits the hiring of Special Judges for not more than a two week term within a fiscal year, except in the case of 
an ongoing trial. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
This proviso is necessary to prevent appointment of acting judges for an extended period of time.  Funds are not specifically 
appropriated for the purpose of paying special judges; however the proviso authorizes the use of Contractual Services line 
items. 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
This proviso should not be codified.  This proviso should be retained to provide guidance in the event an acting judge is 
appointed. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
No change to fiscal impact. 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 

 
 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.7 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Delete 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Advance Sheet Revenues Deposit 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso requires that revenues received from charges associated with providing the advance sheet (official report of 
South Carolina appellate opinions and Supreme Court orders and rules) will be deposited in the General Fund with amounts 
collected in excess of base year 2001-2002 retained by the Judicial Department. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
This proviso can be deleted since advance sheets can be accessed online and fees are no longer collected. 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
This proviso can be deleted since advance sheets can be accessed online and fees are no longer collected. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
None 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
The Judicial Department shall retain any advance sheet revenues collected above the amount remitted to the general fund in 
Fiscal Year 01-02 and shall deposit such revenue into a special revenue account and expend these funds for the production 
and distribution of same. 

 
 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.8 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
The personal services line items pertain to this proviso. 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
BPI/Merit 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso provides that judicial employees will receive the same base and average merit pay increase as classified state 
employees. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
Since Judicial Department employees are exempt employees, this proviso ensures Judicial employees will receive the same 
base and average merit pay as appropriated by the legislature for classified employees. 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
This proviso should not be codified since it relates to appropriations. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
No change to fiscal impact. 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 
 

 
 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.9 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
I.B. Board of Law Examiners  
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Supreme Court Bar Admissions 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso clarifies the department’s authority to retain and carry forward a portion of funds collected from bar admissions 
to be expended for the benefit of the Judicial Department programs.  We now retain funds generated in excess of the base 
year FY 2002-2003 remittance of $67,367.50. 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
This proviso is necessary to authorize the retention of funds collected for bar admissions to be used in administering the bar 
admissions program and other Judicial Department programs. 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
This proviso should not be codified since it relates to carry forward funding. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
No change to fiscal impact. 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 
 

 
 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.10 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
Appropriations for travel are included within the line items for “Other Operating” expense. 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Travel Reimbursement 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
Judicial Department state employees are reimbursed at the same rate as other state employees when traveling on official state 
business. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
This proviso ensures that judicial employees are reimbursed consistent with other state employees when traveling on official 
state business. 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
This proviso should not be codified since it relates to general temporary language. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
No change to fiscal impact. 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 
 

 
 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.11 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
VII. Language Interpreters 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Interpreters 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso clarifies the manner in which appropriations for interpreters are to be used. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
This proviso clarifies the authority of the Chief Justice to establish guidelines for the qualifications and use of interpreter 
services. 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
This proviso should not be codified as it relates to annual appropriation decisions. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
No change to fiscal impact. 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 

  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.12 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Reimbursement Receipt Deposit 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso allows SCJD to retain payments received for photocopies, postage, bench books, etc. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
Codification is not necessary.  This is a clarification of existing policy. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
No change to fiscal impact. 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 
 

 
 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.13 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Surplus Property Disposal 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso allows SCJD to donate surplused technology equipment directly to counties for use in court-related activities. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
This procedure is allowed under the state’s surplus property guidelines.  However, it is more efficient to allow SCJD to 
provide this property directly to counties rather than to add to the workload of surplus property in order to achieve the same 
results. 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
This proviso does not need to be codified as it is considered a temporary provision. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
None 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 

 
 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.14 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Judicial Carry Forward 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso allows SCJD to carry forward unspent funds from one fiscal year to the next. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
This proviso is necessary to help assure the cost efficient operation of the Judicial Department by allowing the department to 
adjust to fluid situations and make mid-year adjustments where appropriate.  In this way the department does not feel 
pressured to spend money before the end of the fiscal year.  The department then realizes the benefits of good fiscal 
management.   
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
Codification of this proviso is not necessary.  This is a proviso the legislature may want to revisit from time to time 
depending on current economic conditions. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
No change to fiscal impact. 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 

 
 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.15 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
V.C. Information Technology 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Case Management Services 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso will allow the Judicial Department to fund the future technology support services for the state case management 
system. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
The state and federal government as well as the counties are investing significant resources to implement the statewide case 
management system.  The proviso will assure that funds are available after implementation to provide ongoing technological 
support for this system. 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
This proviso does not require codification at this time.  This proviso is reviewed on a regular basis to determine if it needs to 
be revised. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
No change to fiscal impact. 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 

 
 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.16 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Magistrates’ Training 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso provides guidelines for magistrate continuing education related to criminal domestic violence. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
Legislature adopted this proviso to ensure that continuing education addresses criminal domestic violence. 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
Codification is not necessary since it provides guidelines for continuing education that may be changed periodically. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
None 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
44.17 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Agency specific proviso 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Judges Salary Exemption 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso exempts judges’ salaries and related employer contributions from mid-year across-the-board reductions. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
Judicial salaries and benefits are more than 50% of the Judicial Department general fund appropriation.  The constitution 
does not allow judges salaries to be reduced therefore it is necessary to protect this portion of Judicial Department funding 
from interim cuts. 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
This proviso remains necessary for the Judicial Department to retain stable funding. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
None 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 

 
 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
89.5 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring request (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
General provision 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Judicial & Involuntary Commitment, Defense of Indigents 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
State agencies are directed to furnish to the Judicial Department a list of their employees who are competent to serve as court 
examiners. The Judicial Department shall forward a copy of this list to the appropriate courts, and the courts shall utilize the 
services of such state employees whenever feasible. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
This proviso provides guidance regarding the involuntary commitment process. 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
This proviso should be retained for future reference as it may affect the appropriations process.  Continuation as a temporary 
proviso allows flexibility to adjust language based on current policy and practice. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
None 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 
 

 
 
 
  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
89.21 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring reques (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
General provisions 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
Keep 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Travel – Subsistence Expenses & Mileage 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso provides the guidelines for reimbursement of travel subsistence and mileage to judges. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
This proviso directs the expenditures of travel funds. 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
This proviso is part of the appropriations process. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
No change to fiscal impact. 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 
 

  



V. Proviso Justification Form B04 Judicial Department 
 

A. Proviso Number 
Using the renumbered 2012-13 proviso base provided on the OSB website indicate the proviso number (If new indicate “New 
#1”,”New #2”, etc.): 
90.13 
 
 

B. Appropriation 
Related budget category, program, or non-recurring reques (Leave blank if not associated with funding priority): 
 
 
 

C. Agency Interest 
Is this proviso agency-specific, a general proviso that affects the agency, or a proviso from another agency’s section that has 
had consequences? 
Statewide revenue 
 
 

D. Action  
(Indicate Keep, Amend, Delete, or Add): 
 
 
 

E. Title 
Descriptive Proviso Title:  
Prohibits Public Funded Lobbyists 
 
 

F. Summary 
Summary of Existing or New Proviso: 
This proviso eliminates taxpayer funded lobbying and prohibits state agencies and institutions from using general fund 
appropriations to provide lobbying services. 
 
 

G. Explanation of Amendment to/or Deletion of Existing Proviso  
(If request to delete proviso is due to codification, note the section of the Code of Laws where the language has been 
codified):  
 
 
 

H. Explanation of how this proviso directs the expenditure or appropriation of funds, and why this direction is necessary 
 
 
 

I. Justification 
Refer to the instructions for the correct question to answer in this space, based on the action you selected 
The Judicial Department does not use general fund appropriations to support lobbying activities. 
 
 

J. Fiscal Impact (Include impact on each source of funds – state, federal, and other) 
 
 
 

K. Text of New Proviso with Underline or Entire Existing Proviso Text with Strikeover and Underline 
 
 
 
 

 



Page 1 of 2 10/13/2011

B04

Summary
Award Title

CFDA Number/Title If "Other", identify:
(16.580) Edward Byrne Memorial State & Local Law Enforcement Assistance 
Discretionary Grant Program

Award Number (Federal) 2003DDBX0347 Start Date 08/01/03 Federal Agency Department of Justice (15)

Award Number (State) End Date 12/31/12 Federal Subagency

Award Period One-Time If "Other", explain:

Financial

Total Award Amount 31,918,287.00$                    Amount Available in FY 2012-13 2,000,000.00$                                                                                                                  

State Match Required? No If "Yes", describe, and provide SAP Fund Number(s) of funding sources

Local Match Required? No If "Yes", describe

Assistance Type Project Grant If "Other", explain

Is administrative and/or indirect cost recovery permitted?  If so, explain:

FY 2012-13 Agency Budget Request Judicial Department

(XX.XXX) Other CFDA

2003DDBX0347

Will funds be passed-through to other entities?  If so, what types of 
entities, and how will funds be distributed?

No.

Indirect cost is permitted on salary and employer contributions for grant employees.

Congressionally Mandated Award (Hollings)

Federal Aid Justification
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B04FY 2012-13 Agency Budget Request Judicial Department

2003DDBX0347Federal Aid Justification

Questions

How is the use of these funds essential to your agency's mission?

What budgetary, compliance, and programmatic obligations will the state incur (now or in the future) through the receipt of these funds?

What outcome and/or performance measures will you track and/or report on in association with this award?

What is the name and title of the individual in your agency who is responsible for the success of this program?

Joan Assey, Information Technology Director

Funding source for the technology initiatives being used to modernize the South Carolina courts.

None.

Eight (8) goals with associated performance measures are reported for this award including internet connectivity of judicial facilities in the state, deployment of the statewide court case management system, development of statistical 
management and reporting systems, implementation of an appellate court case management system, implementation of electronic interfaces with other criminal justice agencies, implementation of security technologies, and 
enhancements of the web portal and training and support.
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B04

Summary
Award Title

CFDA Number/Title If "Other", identify: (93.586) State Court Improvement Program

Award Number (Federal) 1101SCSCIT, 1101SCSCID Start Date 10/01/10 Federal Agency Department of Health and Human Services (75)

Award Number (State) End Date 09/30/12 Federal Subagency

Award Period One-Time If "Other", explain:

Financial

Total Award Amount 335,393.00$                         Amount Available in FY 2012-13 335,393.00$                                                                                                                     

State Match Required? Yes If "Yes", describe, and provide SAP Fund Number(s) of funding sources 25% In-kind match based on terms & conditions of the grant award

Local Match Required? No If "Yes", describe

Assistance Type Formula Grant If "Other", explain

Is administrative and/or indirect cost recovery permitted?  If so, explain: No.

Will funds be passed-through to other entities?  If so, what types of 
entities, and how will funds be distributed?

No.

(XX.XXX) Other CFDA

FY 2012-13 Agency Budget Request Judicial Department

Federal Aid Justification 1101SCSCIT, 1101SCSCID

State Court Improvement - Training Program & State Court Improvement - Data Program
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B04FY 2012-13 Agency Budget Request Judicial Department

Federal Aid Justification 1101SCSCIT, 1101SCSCID

Questions

How is the use of these funds essential to your agency's mission?

What budgetary, compliance, and programmatic obligations will the state incur (now or in the future) through the receipt of these funds?

What outcome and/or performance measures will you track and/or report on in association with this award?

What is the name and title of the individual in your agency who is responsible for the success of this program?

Rosalyn Frierson, Court Administration Director

For USC Children's Law Office to provide training for judges, attorneys, and other legal personnel in child welfare cases to enhance the safety, well-being,and permanence of children in foster care.  To develop a statewide automated Legal 
Case Management System at DSS that will enhance the ability to monitor and track child welfare cases through the legal process.

None

At the end of each calendar year, SCJD submits an annual assessment to the Administration of Children and Families which provides an update on the objectives/performance measures listed in the strategic plan that is submitted with the 
annual grant application.  In the past, those outcomes/performance measures have been ensuring that technical assistance, research, training, surveys, in-service sessions, and presentations occur for the target groups (judges, DSS 
attorneys, parents attorneys, guardians ad litem, DSS caseworker staff) and to report on the status of the development of the legal case management system and the court reports made available to the family court judges and to Court 
Administration.
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