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This report provides comparative information on the costs and workloads associated with
each of the County's various courts. Its purpose is to serve as a tool for examining fiscal
transparency and accountability within the Dallas County judicial system. The organization of
the report is structured to present this information by court family and the various spend
trends therein by each judge and their respective staff.

The data obtained for this report comes from multiple internal sources within Dallas County
that heavily track financial and court activity within the judiciary, produced by the County
Auditor's Office and the Office of Court Administration (OCA). Among these sources are the
Oracle financial tracking software, monthly budget reports released by the Auditor's Office,
Odyssey Legal Tracking System, and OCA court reports.

Within each section, information is presented to highlight the levels of spending by each
court along with itemized caseload data listing cases filed, disposed, and pending.
Additionally, in some sections, distinction between the use of court appointed attorneys and
public defenders is also highlighted. The information is compared to FY19 data, which is what
is being referenced when explaining any form of increases or decreases in amounts.

It should be noted that performance measurement encompasses examining
many aspects of an organization's processes and procedures. Financial management should
not be taken as the sole indicator of a court's overall performance and this report is not
meant to serve as an all encompassing document.
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I N T R O D U C T I O N

Disclaimer

The 2020 Judicial Management Report, Volume ll, is reflective of the data collected from
multiple departments in the county. It should be noted that the total numbers and averages
may have significant decreases beginning in March due to the outbreak of the Coronavirus
Disease (COVID-19) Pandemic. Dallas County remains committed to financial transparency

throughout all reports provided to the public.
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F I S C A L  Y E A R  2 0 2 0 P A G E  0 5

M E T H O D O L O G Y  A N D  H I G H L I G H T S

C R I M I N A L  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

Methodology:
Costs associated with the seventeen Criminal District Courts include operating expenses, indigent

defense costs, visiting judge costs, and the costs of prisoners in jail awaiting adjudication. 

Operating expenses and visiting judge costs are derived from the Oracle financial accounting system

for the County. These include the cost of expert testimony. Indigent defense costs are shown as either

court appointed attorney costs, or a cost of public defenders assigned to each court. The public

defender (PD) cost is calculated by adding the salary and benefits of the public defender assigned to

each court and adding an indirect cost that accounts for operational costs of the Public Defender’s

Office. This report adds a 10% indirect cost to the Public Defender’s Office salary budget. If a Public

Defender is re-assigned, added or deleted during the year, the cost increase/decrease to the

affected court will be revised to show actual Public Defender costs. Costs associated with indigent

defense in capital murder cases in which the death penalty is sought are subtracted, since these

cases are infrequent and could distort the comparative results. 

Dispositions for the reporting period are derived from DocumentDirect report R12232. Cost per

disposition is derived by calculating the total cost minus revenue collected divided by the total

number of dispositions and graphed by court. The jail cost category is calculated by obtaining the

average daily pending jail number for each court and multiplying that figure by the cost of $59.99

(calculated cost to house an in-mate), then multiplying that figure by the number of days that are

included in the reporting period. Indirect costs related to the operations, maintenance, or

management of the jail are not included in the jail cost calculation.

Section 2



C R I M I N A L  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

M E T H O D O L O G Y  A N D  H I G H L I G H T S

Table 2.3 (pg. 10) indicates the total FY2020 spending for all courts represents an approximate 20%

decrease from FY2019, which equaled $395,332. The total amount of operating, indigent defense,

and jail costs was $62,093,401. Operating expenses were $1,630,948, Court Appointed Attorney costs

were $8,655,423, Public Defender costs were $4,438,495, and Jail Costs were $47,368,535. The

average net cost per disposition for the Criminal District Courts for FY2020 was $2,258, an

approximate increase of 1% from $2,233 in FY2019.

The inclusion of “Indigent Appointments as a Percentage of Filings” on table 2.4 is displayed so that

the various courts may be compared with respect to their methods of determining which defendants

are eligible for court appointments. Ideally, beginning January 1, 2002 all courts would have a similar

percentage, implying a uniform determination throughout the courts. This date represents the

effective date for Senate Bill 7 (77th Legislature). One component of this bill requires criminal court

families to adopt uniform standards for determining indigence. Please note that in those instances

where the percentage is greater than 100%, the likely cause is a decrease in filings from one month to

another, resulting in more cases from the previous month needing appointments than the month used

to determine the number of filings. Courts listed below operate specialty courts and any costs

associated with the operation of the specialty court are reflected in the costs of the court.

Criminal District Court #1 – Divert

Criminal District Court #3 – STAC 

Criminal District Court #7 – Veterans 

194th Criminal District Court – IIP

204th Criminal District Court – STAR 

265th Criminal District Court – DDC 

291st Criminal District Court – ATLAS

363rd Criminal District Court – DWI 

Highlights:

Methodology Cont.
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Table 2.5 (pg. 12) shows assignments to public defenders versus court appointed attorneys by court

and the respective cost per case. The number of public defenders in a court is not the primary cause

of lower overall indigent defense cost. The greater cost factor appears to be the number of cases

assigned to each public defender. The average overall legal cost per case for both public defenders

and court appointed attorneys during FY2020 was $738. The average cost per case for public

defenders was $468 and $936 for court appointed attorneys. The average numbers for FY2020

represent a increase of roughly 9.29% for public defender costs and a 16.87% decrease for court

appointed attorneys since FY2019. 

Table 2.5 (pg. 12) shows the monthly assignments to public defenders and court appointed attorneys.

The average monthly assignment to public defenders was 753, a 7% decrease from FY2019’s average

of 908. This information was obtained from the Public Defender’s Office, along with Dallas County

invoice reports highlighting payments for court appointed attorneys within the respective timeframes.

Table 2.6 (pg. 13) reports the year-to-date filings and dispositions values, along with the monthly

cases pending totals for all Criminal District Courts. FY2020 yields an average 5.2% decrease in

filings, 17.9% decrease in dispositions, and a 24.9% increase in cases pending from FY2019. Data for

these tables are generated through DocumentDirect reports R12232 and R12259.

C R I M I N A L  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

M E T H O D O L O G Y  A N D  H I G H L I G H T S

Highlights:
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C O U R T  B Y  C O U R T  C O M P A R I S O N

Jail Cost Comparison 

Table 2.1



C R I M I N A L  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

C O U R T  B Y  C O U R T  C O M P A R I S O N

Court Revenue Comparison 

Table 2.2
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C R I M I N A L  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

C O U R T  B Y  C O U R T  C O M P A R I S O N

Court Operating Comparison 

Table 2.3
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I N D I G E N T  D E F E N S E  C O S T S

F I S C A L  Y E A R  2 0 2 0 P A G E  1 1

C R I M I N A L  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

Court Appointed Attorneys

The use of Court Appointed Attorneys declined by roughly 17%, or
$2,700,427  a response highly attributed to the pandemic.

Table 2.4



C R I M I N A L  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

I N D I G E N T  D E F E N S E  C O S T S

Table 2.5
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Table 2.5(B)

Court Appointed Attorneys and Public Defender Assignments



F I S C A L  Y E A R  2 0 2 0 P A G E  1 3

C R I M I N A L  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

C A S E S  F I L E D ,  D I S P O S E D ,  A N D
P E N D I N G

Cases Filed Cases Disposed

Cases PendingTable 2.6(A)

Table 2.6(C)

Table 2.6(B)

*Source/Explanation
DocumentDirect

reports R12232 and
R12259
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M E T H O D O L O G Y  A N D  H I G H L I G H T S

C I V I L  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

The longer an individual has been a Dallas County employee, the greater their
compensation;
Depending on the type of health insurance an employee selects, the costs vary widely (an
individual can choose to opt-out of health insurance which costs $1,200/year, while
those that choose to insure themselves and their families costs up to $17,520/year). 

Unlike other courts, the Civil District Courts do not rely on county funded court
attorney appointments.

Operating costs associated with the 13 Civil District Courts are mostly attributed to salaries
and benefits, primarily, Health Insurance Costs. These costs are generally outside the control
of the Judge. Such as: 

Filings (page 3.2) in the Civil District Courts during FY2020 were 20,858 for a monthly
average of 1,738. 
Dispositions averaged 2,003 per month in FY2020 with a total of 24,035 cases being
disposed. 
There were 16,043 cases pending at the end of September 2020, up from 15,824 at the
end of FY2019. 

The 193rd Civil District Court had the highest number of dispositions at 1,454. The 101st Civil
District Court had the lowest number of dispositions at 1,168. 

Methodology:

Highlights:

Section 3



Operating expenses for the courts increased by $35,404, just 0.07% short of
1%.
Two outliers within this set, the 101st Court and 193rd Court, did see large
drops in spending at 18% and 13%, respectively.
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C I V I L  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

O P E R A T I N G  C O M P A R I S O N

2019 vs. 2020 Operating Expenses Comparison

Table 3.1



C A S E S  F I L E D ,  D I S P O S E D ,  A N D
P E N D I N G

Cases Filed

F I S C A L  Y E A R  2 0 2 0 P A G E  1 6

C I V I L  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

Cases Disposed

Cases
Pending

Table 3.2(A) Table 3.2(B)

Table 3.2(C)

*Source/Explanation
Data is from the

Odyssey Court System,
Document Direct, and

OCA Report



Operating expenses are captured through budgeting reports produced monthly by the
County Auditor's Office.
Indigent defense costs are shown as either court appointed attorney or public defenders
assigned to each court.

Court appointed attorney (CAA) costs are obtained through the aforementioned monthly
audit reports and supplemented by general ledger reports maintained within the County's
financial recording system - Oracle.
Public defender (PD) costs are obtained by referencing the Public Defender Stats

Contempt fines provided through financial reports through Oracle.

Methodology
Costs associated with the seven Family District Courts include: operating, indigent defense, and
contempt fines.

Book, maintained by the Public Defender's Office. This documents the public
defenders assigned to each court and their caseloads in a given fiscal year.



Cost per disposition is derived by calculating the difference between total costs (operating
expenses, CAA, and PD) then dividing by the total number of dispositions. 

The number of cases filed, disposed, and pending come from Office of Court Administration
reports that are obtained through the Odyssey legal tracking system.

M E T H O D O L O G Y  A N D  H I G H L I G H T S

F A M I L Y  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

F I S C A L  Y E A R  2 0 2 0 P A G E  1 7

The total amount of contempt fines collected for the Family District Courts during FY2020
was $2,780 for an average of $397 per court.
The FY2020 average cost per disposition is $198, which is $70 per disposition higher than
the FY2019 figure of $128. During FY2020, the 256th Family District Court disposed of 3,713
cases, the most of the seven courts. The 255th Family District Court had the lowest cost per
disposition at $161. 
Payments to private attorneys in child welfare cases totaled $3,997,515 for FY2020. This
represents a decrease of 4% from the FY2019 total. These payments also include expenses
for the two Juvenile courts. 
Filings in the Family District Courts during FY2020 were 31,453, for a monthly average of
2,621. Dispositions averaged 2,300 per month in FY2020 and there were 21,482 cases
pending at the end of September 2020, up from 17,837 at the end of FY2019. 

Highlights
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C O U R T  B Y  C O U R T  C O M P A R I S O N

F A M I L Y  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

Family District Court Operating Expenses 

Table 4.1
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F A M I L Y  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

C H I L D  W E L F A R E  A T T O R N E Y 

P A Y M E N T S / I N D I G E N T  D E F E N S E

Child
Welfare
Attorney

Payments

Table 4.2

*Source/Explanation 
This expense

information is obtained
from the County

Auditor's Monthly
Budget Analysis



C A S E S  F I L E D ,  D I S P O S E D ,  A N D
P E N D I N G

F I S C A L  Y E A R  2 0 2 0 P A G E  2 0

F A M I L Y  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

Cases Filed

Cases Disposed Cases Pending

Table 4.3(A) Table 4.3(B)

Table 4.3(C)

*Source/Explanation 
Filings and Disposition

information is taken
from the Odyssey
Caseload Activity

Report



Operating expenses and attorney payments are captured through budgeting reports
produced monthly by the County Auditor's Office.

Monthly attorney payments are provided by the Juvenile Office
Indigent defense costs are shown as either court appointed attorney or public defenders
assigned to each court.

Court appointed attorney (CAA) costs are obtained through the aforementioned
monthly audit reports and supplemented by general ledger reports maintained within
the County's financial recording system - Oracle.
Public defender (PD) costs are obtained by referencing the Public Defender Stats
Book, maintained by the Public Defender's Office. This documents the public
defenders assigned to each court and their caseloads in a given fiscal year.

Methodology

The Juvenile Courts are composed of the 304th and 305th Courts. The operating expenses of
these courts include the costs of each court’s associate judge and use of appointed referees.
In addition, each court may retain staff from Dallas CASA to work with children who are in
the court process due to an abuse and/or neglect case. Costs of CASA representation are
included in the operating expense category.

District Juvenile Courts hear both child welfare and juvenile delinquency cases. The court
appointed attorney costs for each type of case are accounted for separately.

Costs associated with the two Juvenile District Courts include operating and attorney
payments.

 
The number of cases filed, motions, and dispositions come from Office of Court
Administration reports that are obtained through the Odyssey legal tracking system.
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J U V E N I L E  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

M E T H O D O L O G Y  A N D  H I G H L I G H T S
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J U V E N I L E  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

M E T H O D O L O G Y  A N D  H I G H L I G H T S

As detailed on table 5.1(D) (Pg. 23), FY2020 yielded a total of $6,381,542 for all operating
and legal expenses. Of these costs, $535,110 accounted for operating expenditures,
$3,483,496 was spent on child welfare attorneys, $799,779 went towards delinquency
attorneys, and $1,563,158 was spent on public defenders. This information was obtained
through Oracle reports, as released by the County Auditor’s Office.

Table 5.2(B) (pg. 24) shows the Juvenile Delinquency Attorney Payments. The total amount of
payments for FY2020, $508,953, is a 89% decrease from FY2019, $4,837,529. Likewise, the
average monthly payments is also a 88% decrease, with $403,127 in FY2019 and $48,412 in
FY2020. These values are not consistent with past spending, as the 12-month total average
for the previous five years due to the effects from the pandemic and the accessibility that
attorneys had with meeting and working with clients throughout the year of 2020. These
numbers would be expected to rise in the following year FY2021.

Table 5.2(A) (pg. 24) documents the collections received through fines, fees, and costs. These
revenues dropped by 5%, with FY2019 yielding a 12-month total of $329,715 compared to
FY2020’s $253,253,. The average monthly amount in FY2019 was $27,476 with FY2020
having collected $21,104 on a monthly basis. These values are consistent, yet below, the
previous FY2018 year average of $28,986.

Page 5.3 (pg. 25) tables lists the filings, dispositions, and cases pending. These numbers did
see a drop from the previous years 2018 to 2019 increase. This mainly being contributed to the
disposition that the pandemic put on these two courts for being able to thoroughly dispose all
cases. Based on looking at the table, you can see the decrease of cases filed and disposed,
while the cases pending essentially went up.

Highlights
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J U V E N I L E  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

C O U R T  B Y  C O U R T  C O M P A R I S O N

Table 5.1

Table 5.1(B)

Table 5.1(C)

Table 5.1 (D)



A T T O R N E Y  P A Y M E N T S  A N D  F E E
C O L L E C T I O N

F I S C A L  Y E A R  2 0 2 0 P A G E  2 4

J U V E N I L E  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

Monthly Fee Collection

Attorney Payments

Table 5.2(A)

Table 5.2(B)
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F I L I N G S ,  M O T I O N S ,  A N D
D I S P O S I T I O N S

Cases Filed

J U V E N I L E  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S

Cases Disposed

Cases Pending
Table 5.3(A) Table 5.3(B)

Table 5.3(C)

*Source/Explanation 
All monthly reports
detailing fines, fees,

and costs assessed are
collected by district

clerk and prepared in a
monthly report



Operating expenses are captured through budgeting reports produced monthly by the County
Auditor's Office.
Indigent defense costs are shown as either court appointed attorney or public defenders assigned to
each court.

Court appointed attorney (CAA) costs are obtained through the aforementioned monthly audit
reports and supplemented by general ledger reports maintained within the County's financial
recording system - Oracle.
Public defender (PD) costs are obtained by referencing the Public Defender Stats

Methodology
Costs associated with the eleven County Criminal Courts and two Court of Appeals courts include
operating and indigent defense.

Book, maintained by the Public Defender's Office. This documents the public
defenders assigned to each court and their caseloads in a given fiscal year.

 
The number of cases filed, motions, and dispositions come from Office of Court
Administration reports that are obtained through the Odyssey legal tracking system.

Disposition data for the County Criminal Court judges does not include dismissals. A dismissal occurs
without the assessment of fines or fees, at the discretion of the District Attorney, with the approval of the
Judge. Thus, it is not a good measure of judicial activity, nor is it appropriate to include dismissals in
calculating revenue per disposition. Dismissals are included in the County Criminal Court aggregate data
page in order to reconcile filings and dispositions as they affect the pending caseload. It should be
noted that disposition data includes jury activities, trials by court, pleas, probation revocation and ODLS.     

Apprehended cases involve a defendant who is either in jail or on bond. Although the number of non-
apprehended cases may be a significant measure of the Sheriff’s workload, it does not represent a
workload that the courts can influence.

Judges have the discretion to determine how a defendant will satisfy the fines and fees assessed, either
through direct cash payment, community service or by serving time in the County jail. The Collection of
fines, fees, and bond forfeitures are reported to the County Clerk.

Table 5.2(A) and 5.2(B) is a depiction of Judges having waived attorney fees at disposition hearings
which enable courts to collect more revenue. However, due to Covid-19 epidemic and the economy,
starting in 2020 they were  not able to hold Contempt Court to increase our revenue. Thus comparing
our collection revenue and paying attorney for services will be a big difference when comparing the
fees.
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C O U N T Y  C R I M I N A L  C O U R T S

M E T H O D O L O G Y  A N D  H I G H L I G H T S
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M E T H O D O L O G Y  A N D  H I G H L I G H T S

Highlights
Court appointed attorneys, as shown in table 6.1 (pg. 28), constitute a majority of the
FY2020 expenses for the County Criminal Courts. The total for operating and indigent
defense costs was $598,979. Revenues for the courts equaled $2,970,616.

As shown on page 6.4(C) (pg. 31), there were 35,275 dispositions for all County
Criminal Courts in FY2020. This data was obtained from the Dallas County Auditor
Financial Transparency Website under Budget Analysis in 

Page 6.2(C) (pg. 29) documents the public defender information, with 8,805 cases
assigned in FY2020, a decrease from FY2019 due to the pandemic slowing down the
number of cases being assigned. The total cost for the assigned public defenders for all
courts equals to $987,610, with there being $104 per case assigned. These numbers
represent a decrease in the total amount of cases filed and disposed, with an increase in
the total number of cases pending. Data was collected from the Public Defender’s Office.

Tables 6.3 (pg. 30) is inclusive of the cumulative fines, fees, and bond forfeiture revenue
collected monthly. FY2020 yielded $2,970,616, a 22% decrease from FY2019’s
$3,832,269. This data was obtained through Document Direct report R06465.

Tables 6.4 (pg. 31) shows the year-to-date filings and dispositions along with monthly
cases pending values. FY2020 filings had decreased 29% by end-of-year, dispositions
decreased by 4%, and cases pending increased by 13% since FY2019. This data was
obtained through Document Direct report R06465
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C O U N T Y  C R I M I N A L  C O U R T S

C O U R T  B Y  C O U R T  C O M P A R I S O N

Operating expenses for all courts
increased by $11,609 - 2%.

Interestingly, the outlier in this set
(County Criminal Court #9) saw a
substantial increase in operating
expenditures. Spending for this court
was due to a surge in the use of
substitute court reporters.
While it is not certain, it could be
deterred that this increase in
substitute court reporters resulted
from higher demand, due to the
pandemic.
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Table 6.1

Criminal Courts Operating Expenses
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P U B L I C  D E F E N D E R  A S S I G N M E N T S

C O U N T Y  C R I M I N A L  C O U R T S

Assignments by Court Comparison 

2019

2020

Table 6.2(C)

Table 6.2(B)

*Source/Explanation 
Disposition data included in County Criminal Court Monthly

Report



C O L L E C T I O N S

C O U N T Y  C R I M I N A L  C O U R T S

Fines & Fees

Total Revenue

Bond Forfeiture
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Table 6.3(A)

Table 6.3(C)

Table 6.3(B)



Cases Pending

YTD Cases Filed

YTD Cases Disposed

C A S E S  F I L E D ,  D I S P O S E D ,  A N D
P E N D I N G

F I S C A L  Y E A R  2 0 2 0 P A G E  3 1

C O U N T Y  C R I M I N A L  C O U R T S

Table 6.4(A)

Table 6.4(B)

Table 6.4(C)

*Source/Explanation 
Filings, Dispositions, Pending

data included in County
Criminal Court Monthly Report
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C O U N T Y  C O U R T S  A T  L A W

Operating expenses (mostly attribute to salaries of the support staff) are captured
through budgeting reports produced monthly by the County Auditor's Office.

The County Courts at Law had an average cost per disposition of $429 during
FY2020 an increase of $101 as compared to the FY2019 average of $328.
County Court at Law #4 had the highest cost per disposition at $465 and County
Court at Law #3 and County Court at Law #5 both had the lowest at $405.
County Court at Law #4 had the highest number of dispositions at 1,283 and County
Court at Law #2 had the lowest at 1,090.
The average number of Dispositions (7.3) for the Courts at Law was 506. The average
number of filings was 412.
The number of cases pending at the end of September 2020 was 6,030, up from
5,879 at the end of September 2019.      

Methodology
Costs associated with the five County Courts at Law include operating expenses.



The number of cases filed, motions, and dispositions come from Office of Court
Administration reports that are obtained through the Odyssey legal tracking system.

Highlights

M E T H O D O L O G Y  A N D  H I G H L I G H T S
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C O U N T Y  C O U R T S  A T  L A W

C O U R T  B Y  C O U R T  C O M P A R I S O N

Table 7.1

Table 7.1(B)
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Cases Pending

YTD Cases Filed

C O U N T Y  C O U R T S  A T  L A W

C A S E S  F I L E D ,  D I S P O S E D ,  A N D
P E N D I N G

YTD Cases Disposed

Table 7.2(A)

*Source/Explanation 
County Clerk Odyssey

Report

Table 7.2(B) Table 7.2(C)



For FY2020, the cost per case averaged $441 which is $2 lower than the cost per case
for FY2019. As mentioned above, the average cost per case is misleading due to costs
associated with the Mental Illness court proceedings in Probate Court #3’s court. 

Probate Court #1 averaged $555 cost per case, Probate Court #2 averaged $577 and
Probate Court #3 averaged $192. 

Highlights

Methodology

The County’s Probate Courts receive the probate cases that are filed with the County Clerk
on a percentage basis. The Probate Court #1 and Probate Court #2 are each allocated
37.5% of the cases filed. Probate Court #3, which also serves as the Mental Illness Court
two-fifths of the time, receives 25% of the probate cases. This percentage of case
allocation also serves as the ratio in which common expenses are distributed among the
courts. 

Probate Court #3 also hears all mental illness cases filed which are heard at the Mental 
Illness Court two days per week. For this, Probate Court #3’s higher operating expenses are
not comparable to the other two probate courts. The County assigns Public Defenders to
this court to represent patients for Mental Illness cases. These costs are indicated in the
public defender column for Probate Court 3. 

Historically, the costs associated with the operation of the Probate Investigator’s office
appeared in Probate Court #1 budget. As of October 1, 2002 these costs are contained
within a separate departmental budget, and are not reported in this report.
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Operating Expenses
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C O U R T  B Y  C O U R T  C O M P A R I S O N

P R O B A T E  C O U R T S

Public Defenders

Cases Assigned

Table 8.1

Table 8.1(B)

Table 8.1(C)



The first page of Section 9 (9.1) only includes Justice of the Peace revenues and expenditures. The
FY2020 net cost expense per court (pg. 38) shows that the Justices of the Peace have an overall net
expense of $727,548. The total average net expenses for the Justices of the Peace for the twelve
months ending September 30, 2020 were $72,755. The total number of cases disposed by Dallas
County Justices of Peace for FY2020 was 364,054 in comparison to 187,336 during the same period in
FY2019.

Page 39 Section 9 (9.2) includes Constable’s expenditures and revenues. The net expense per court
data including Constables expenses and revenues (page 9.2) shows that the Constables have an
overall average net expense for FY2020 of $140,557 in comparison to $111,141 during the same period
in FY2019. The total net expenses for the twelve months ending September 30, 2019 were a $1,546,127  

The total operating expenditures for all Justice of the Peace courts in FY2020 was $7,855,827. The
total number of cases filed (criminal and civil) in the Dallas County Justice of the Peace courts during
FY2020 was 121,750 (9.3). 

Page 41 Section 9 (9.4B) includes dispositions for all Justice of the Peace courts in FY2020.  The
increased number of cases filed have contributed to the significant increase in dispositions for Justice
of the Peace courts 3-2 and 4-1.

Methodology

The Office of Budget and Evaluation utilizes the Justice of the Peace reports submitted to the Office
of Court Administration (OCA) generated by each Justice of the Peace Court as a data source for
the purposes of publishing the Volume II Management Report. Also, OBE utilizes the revenue and
expenditure data that comes from the official accounting record of the County. 

The County Auditor’s Office monthly yellow book revenue analysis is the official document for
reporting the Justice of the Peace revenues.  All funds receipted in the JP courts are not considered
JP revenues. The Justices of the Peace Court collect and receipt various types of fees which include
constable fees, sheriff fees, DART fees, state court costs, county clerk fees, state marriage license
and birth certificate fees, judgment collections or other special fund deposits, cash bonds, Linebarger
fees, and Omni FTA fees. The Justices of the Peace Court bookkeeper collects the fees and assigns
them to the appropriate fee types in the Justice of the Peace computer system. The total collections
and receipts by the JP courts are not considered JP revenues in this management report.

Highlights
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JP Operating
Expenses

Constable
Operating
Expenses

Constable
Revenue

Table 9.1

Table 9.1(B)

Table 9.1(C)
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APS Cases Filed

Table 9.2



J U S T I C E  O F  T H E  P E A C E  C O U R T S

T R A F F I C  C O L L E C T I O N S

All Traffic County Collections

Average Payment Received

Table 9.3

Table 9.3(B)
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J U S T I C E  O F  T H E  P E A C E  C O U R T S
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Cases Filed

Cases Disposed

C A S E S  F I L E D  A N D  D I S P O S E D

Table 9.4(B)

Table 9.4



Highlights

The number of case filings for the Truancy Courts for the twelve months ending September 30, 2020
is 16,842, which is lower than the same time period of FY2019 which was 23,617. This was the fourth
full year of implementing the changes in the Dallas County Truancy Unified Courts under HB 2398.

The total amount of revenue collected for the Truancy Courts through the end of the fourth quarter
of FY2020 was $306,958, in comparison to $435,753 during same time period of FY2019. The total
expenditures through the end of fourth quarter of FY2020 are $1,486,101 which includes direct cost
of $1,369,231 for 35 staff (salary and benefits) and $116,870 for indirect operational costs, in
comparison to a total cost of $1,465,476 which included direct cost of $1,293,288 for 35 staff (salary
and benefits) and $172,088 for indirect operational costs in FY2019 for the same period. 

Some truancy cases are filed in Justice of the Peace Courts. However, the activity volume on page
44 only represents those cases that are filed in the Truancy Courts. Those districts that are presently
filing cases in the J.P. court will be included in the data for that particular court. Overall average
number of cases filed in truancy courts for FY2020 is lower than the total numbers of cases filed for
the same period in FY2019. The amount of revenue collected overall during the reported period
represents an average 7% decrease from the previous year during the same period.

Methodology

The Truancy Courts’ budget is divided into two separate budgets, administration (department
1011) and clerks (department 4033). 
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Dismissals

Cases Filed

Cases Disposed

T R U A N C Y  C O U R T S
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Table 10.1(B)

Table 10.1(C)

Table 10.1



Monthly Volume
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Monthly Revenue

T R U A N C Y  C O U R T S

V O L U M E  A N D  R E V E N U E

Table 10.2(B)

Table 10.2



Highlights

Methodology
This information concerns itself with the child support processing fees and District Attorney
asset forfeiture. All of this data is obtained through financial reports in Oracle. Increases and
decreases on a monthly basis between fiscal years can likely be attributed to the fluctuation
in dispositions resulting in the need for forfeiture or child support payments. No discernable
trends were discovered in evaluating this data.
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The child support processing fee revenue, table 11.1, decreased, in total, by 28% in
FY2020. This data was collected from County Auditor reports through Oracle.
The District Attorney’s Office provides information on the amount deposited into the
department’s State Asset Forfeiture account Table 11.2 (pg. 47). In FY2020, the District
Attorney collected $496,571, a 19% increase from FY2019. 
Asset forfeiture revenue fluctuates monthly and is dependent upon the number and value
of cases in litigation. The District Attorney’s Office utilizes asset forfeiture funds for a
variety of programs, including support of the County’s drug courts and employee training.




Section 11



C H I L D  S U P P O R T  P R O C E S S I N G  F E E
R E V E N U E

M I S C E L L A N E O U S

Child Support Processing Fees
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Decrease of $9,362 in total fees from
2019 to 2020
Decrease of $780 the yearly average
from 2019 to 2020

Table 11.1

*Source/Explanation 
This information was collected from the County Auditors Monthly Budget Analysis 
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DA Asset Forfeitures

Increase of $79,268 in total number of asset forfeitures from 2019 to 2020
Increase of $6,606 from 2019 to 2020 in average asset forfeitures
18% increase in the total and average amount of asset forfeitures 

Table 11.2
*Source/Explanation 

Monthly deposits recorded by District Attorney's Office


