
J U D I C I A L
M A N A G E M E N T
R E P O R T

DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS OFFICE OF BUDGET & EVALUATION

2 0 1 9



C O N T E N T S

JUDICIAL MANAGEMENT REPORT 2019

I N T R O D U C T I O N

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
C o u r t  b y  C o u r t  C o m p a r i s o n

I n d i g e n t  D e f e n s e  C o s t s
A t t o r n e y  A s s i g n m e n 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

C I V I 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
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 A M I L Y  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
C o u r t  b y  C o u r t  C o m p a r i s o n
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

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

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 O N T E N T S

JUDICIAL MANAGEMENT REPORT 2019

C o u r t  b y  C o u r t  C o m p a r i s o n
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 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

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

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

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

R e v e n u e  C o l l e c t e d
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

M e t h o d o l o g y  a n d  H i g h l i g h t s



JUDICIAL MANAGEMENT REPORT 2019

P R O B A T E  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
C o u r t  b y  C o u r t  C o m p a r i s o n

J U S T I C E  O F  T H E  P E A C E  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
C o u r t  b y  C o u r t  C o m p a r i s o n

T r a f f i c  C o l l e c t i o n s
C a s e s  F i l e d  a n d  D i s p o s e d

T R U A N C Y  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

C a s e s  F i l e d ,  D i s p o s e d ,  a n d  D i s m i s s a l s
V o l u m e  a n d  R e v e n u e

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

D i s t r i c t  A t t o r n e y  F o r f e i t u r e  R e v e n u e

C O N T E N T S

C o u r t  b y  C o u r t  C o m p a r i s o n

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

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

M e t h o d o l o g y  a n d  H i g h l i g h t s



Introduction
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, 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 FY18 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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Operating and visiting judge 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 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 cost of housing inmates (per day) is provided by the Criminal Justice

department.

Total spending for operating expenses, CAAs, jail-housing, and dispositions

decreased

Total spending for PDs increased

Case numbers for PDs increased and CAAs decreased

Cost per case for PDs increased and CAAs decreased

Cases filed increased, cases disposed decreased, cases pending increased

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

indigent defense, visiting judge, and adjudication costs. 

Cost per disposition is derived by calculating the difference between total expenditure

costs (operating expenses, CAA, PD, and jail-housing) and revenues from the courts,

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.

*Highlights

*Since FY18

F Y 1 9  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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$177,836 decrease in total costs from FY18 value of $2,670,141

$10,461 decrease in average costs from FY18 value of $157,067

6.67% decrease in total and average costs

$1,899,873 decrease in total costs from FY18 value of $12,312,328

$111,758 decrease in average costs from FY18 value of $724,255

15.43% decrease in total and average costs

$49,271 increase in total costs from FY18 value of $4,114,572

$2,898 increase in average costs from FY18 value of $242,034

1.20 % increase in total and average costs

$8,694,852 decrease in total costs from FY18 value of

$70,966,070

$511,461 decrease in average costs from FY18 value of $4,174,475

12.25% decrease in total and average costs

Decrease of 1,819 in total number from FY18 value of 36,417

Decrease of 107 in average number from FY18 value of 2,142

Decrease of 5% in total and average number

Operating Expenses

Indigent Defense

Court Appointed Attorneys

Public Defenders

Jail-Housing

Dispositions

Number

0 1,000 2,000 3,000
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2018

2019

F Y 1 9  C O U R T  B Y
C O U R T  C O M P A R I S O N

Number of Dispositions per Court
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$2,918 decrease in total costs from FY18 value of $40,879

$172 decrease in average costs from FY18 value of $2,405

7.15% decrease in total and average costs

$10,723,290 decrease in total costs from FY18 value of

$90,063,111

$630,782 decrease in average costs from FY18 value of

$5,297,830

11.90% decrease in total and average costs

$597,878 decrease in total revenue from FY18 value of

$2,721,327

$35,169 decrease in average revenues from FY18 value of

$160,078

21.97% decrease in total and average revenues

Dispositions (cont.)

Cost per Disposition

Total Costs and Revenue

Total Costs

Total Revenue

2018

2019



F Y 1 9  I N D I G E N T
D E F E N S E  C O S T S

Public Defenders

$49,271 increase in total costs from FY18 value of $4,114,572

$2,898 increase in average costs from FY18 value of $242,034

1.20 % increase in total and average costs

Decrease of 1,053 in total number from FY18 value of 11,948

Decrease of 62 in average number from FY18 value of 703

Decrease of 8.81% in total and average number

$191 increase in total cost per case from FY18 value of $5,668

$12 increase in average cost per case from FY18 value of $333

3.36% increase in total cost per case and 3.60% increase in average cost per case

Public Defender Costs

Cases Assigned

Cost per Case

Table 1.2
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Court Appointed Attorneys

$1,899,873 decrease in total costs from FY18 value of $12,312,328

$111,758 decrease in average costs from FY18 value of $724,255

15.43% decrease in total and average costs

Increase of 655 in total number from FY18 value of 9,815

Increase of 39 in average number from FY18 value of 577

Increase of 6.7% in total and average number

$4,736 decrease in total cost per case from FY18 value of $21,894

$279 decrease in average cost per case from FY18 value of $1,288

21.6% decrease in total cost per case and 3.60% increase in average cost per case

Court Appointed Attorney Costs

Cases Assigned

Cost per Case

C O N T I N U E D

Table 1.3
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F Y 1 9  A T T O R N E Y
A S S I G N E M E N T S

Increase of 655 in total number of assignments from FY18 value

of 9,815

Increase of 55 in average number of assignments from FY18

value of 818

Increase of 7% in total and average number of assignments

Decrease of 774 in total number of assignments from FY18 value

of 11,669

Decrease of 64 in average number of assignments from FY18

value of 972

Decrease of 7% in total and average number of assignments

Court Appointed Attorneys

Public Defenders

Number of Cases Assigned Monthly

Court Appointed Attorneys Public Defenders

Total Number of Cases

Average Number of Cases

Table 1.4(a) Table 1.4(b)

JUDICIAL MANAGEMENT REPORT 08



F Y 1 9  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 Filings

YTD Dispositions

Cases Pending

Increase of 1,021 in total number from FY18 value of 22,548

Increase of 85 in average number from FY18 value of 1,879

Increase of 5% in total and average number

Cases Filed

Decrease of 1,819 in total number from FY18 value of 36,417

Decrease of 152 in average number from FY18 value of 3,035

Decrease of 5% in total and average number

Cases Disposed

Increase of 2,717 in average number from FY18 value of 24,153

Increase of 11% in average number

Cases Pending
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Table 1.5(a)

Table 1.5(b)

Table 1.5(c)
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F Y 1 9  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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Operating expenses are captured through budgeting reports produced monthly by

the County Auditor's Office.

Total spending for operating expenses increased

Total number of dispositions decreased 

Cases filed increased, cases disposed decreased, cases pending increased

Methodology
Costs associated with the thirteen Civil District Courts include operating expenses.

The number of cases filed, disposed, and pending come from Office of Court

Administration reports that are obtained through the Odyssey legal tracking system.

*Highlights

*Since FY18



$227,862 increase in total costs from FY18 value of $3,563,505

$17,528 increase in average costs from FY18 value of $274,116

6.39% decrease in total and average costs

Decrease of 16,320 in total number from FY18 value of 34,632

Decrease of 1,255 in average number from FY18 value of 2,664

Decrease of 47.12% in total and average numbers

Operating Expenses

Dispositions

0 1,000 2,000 3,000

Moye 

Hoffman 

Williams 

Tillery 

Moore 

Smith 

Tobolowsky 

F Y 1 9  C O U R T  B Y
C O U R T  C O M P A R I S O N

Number of Dispositions per Court

Table 2.1
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F Y 1 9  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 Filings

YTD Dispositions

Cases Pending

Increase of 1,449 in total number from FY18 value of 19,091

Increase of 121 in average number from FY18 value of 1,591

Increase of 8% in total and average number

Cases Filed

Decrease of 5,189 in total number from FY18 value of 34,333

Decrease of 432 in average number from FY18 value of 2,861

Decrease of 15% in total and average number

Cases Disposed

Increase of 1,436 in average number from FY18 value of 13,257

Increase of 11% in average number

Cases Pending

Table 2.2(a)

Table 2.2(b)

Table 2.2(c)
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Courts



F Y 1 9  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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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 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.

Contempt fines provided through financial reports through Oracle.

Total spending for operating expenses and PDs increased

Total spending for CAAs and dispositions decreased

Contempt fines decreased

Child Welfare Attorney payments, by month, decreased

Cases filed decreased, cases disposed decreased, cases pending increased

Methodology
Costs associated with the seven Family District Courts include: operating, indigent

defense, and contempt fines.

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.

*Highlights

*Since FY18



$64,067 increase in total costs from FY18 value of $3,181,432

$9,153 increase in average costs from FY18 value of $454,490

2.01% increase in total and average costs

$148,925 decrease in total costs from FY18 value of 1,674,109

$21,275 decrease in average costs from FY18 value of $239,158

8.9% decrease in total and average costs

$24,279 increase in total costs from FY18 value of $830,113

$3,468 increase in average costs from FY18 value of $118,588

 2.92% increase in total and average costs

$197 decrease in total fines from FY18 value of $6,822

$29 decrease in average fines from FY18 value of $975

2.9% decrease in total and average fines

Increase of 702 in total number from FY18 value of 36,442

Increase of 100 in average number from FY18 value of 5,206

Increase of 1.92% in total and average number

$32 decrease in total costs from FY18 value of $1,091

$5 decrease in average costs from FY18 value of $156

3% decrease in total and average costs

Operating Expenses

Indigent Defense
Court Appointed Attorneys

Public Defenders

Contempt Fines

Dispositions
Number

Net Cost per Disposition

0 2,000 4,000 6,000

Wysocki 

Cooks 

Lopez 

Brown 

Jackson 

Garcia 

Plumlee 

F Y 1 9  C O U R T  B Y
C O U R T  C O M P A R I S O N

Dispositions per Court

Table 3.1

$60,579 decrease in total costs

$8,654 decrease in average costs

1.06% decrease in total and average costs

Total Costs
Total Costs

2018

2019
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F Y 1 9  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

$239,034 decrease in total payments from FY18 value of $5,793,298

$19,920 decrease in average payments from FY18 value of $482,775

4% decrease in total and average payments

Attorney Payments

Monthly Child Welfare Attorney Payments

Table 3.2
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F Y 1 9  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 Filings

YTD Dispositions

Cases Pending

Decrease of 899 in total number from FY18 value of 37,268

Decrease of 75 in average number from FY18 value of 3,106

Decrease of 2% in total and average number

Cases Filed

Decrease of 9,839 in total number from FY18 value of 38,138

Decrease of 820 in average number from FY18 value of 3,178

Decrease of 26% in total and average number

Cases Disposed

Decrease of 1,266 in average number from FY18 value of 19,416

Decrease of 7% in average number

Cases Pending

Table 3.3(a)

Table 3.3(b)
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Table 3.3(c)
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F Y 1 9  M E T H O D O L O G Y
A N D  H I G H L I G H T S

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.

Total spending for operating expenses, CAAs, Delinquency Attorneys decreased

Total spending for PDs increased

Attorney payments and fee collection, monthly, increased and decreased -

respectively

Cases filed decreased, motions increased, dispositions increased

Methodology
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.

*Highlights

*Since FY18



$32,875 decrease in total costs from FY18 value of $567,985

$16,437 decrease in average costs from FY18 value of $283,992

5.79% increase in total and average costs

$677,646 decrease in total costs from FY18 value of $4,161,142

$338,823 decrease in average costs from FY18 value of $2,080,571

16.29% decrease in total and average costs

$56,238 decrease in total costs from FY18 value of $856,017

$28,120 decrease in average costs from FY18 value of $428,009

6.57% decrease in total and average costs

$104,025 increase in total costs from FY18 value of $1,459,133

$52,012 increase in average costs from FY18 value of $729,567

 7.13% increase in total and average costs

$662,735 decrease in total costs from FY18 value $7,044,277

$331,367 decrease in average costs from FY18 value of $3,522,138

9% decrease in total and average costs

Operating Expenses

Attorney Costs
Child Welfare Attorneys

Delinquency Attorneys

Public Defender

Total Costs

C
hi
ld

 W
el

fa
re

Del
in
qu

en
cy

PD

5,000,000 

4,000,000 

3,000,000 

2,000,000 

1,000,000 

0 

F Y 1 9  C O U R T  B Y
C O U R T  C O M P A R I S O N

Attorney Costs

Table 4.1
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2018

2019



F Y 1 9  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

$1,048 decrease in total payments from FY18 value of

$856,017

$88 decrease in average payments from FY18 value

of $71,335

0.12% decrease in total and average payments

Attorney Payments

Monthly Attorney Payments

Monthly Fee Collection

$18,114 decrease in total collection from FY18 value

of $347,829

$1,510 decrease in average collection from FY18

value of $28,986

5% decrease in total and average collection

Fee Collection
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Table 4.2(a)

Table 4.2(b)



F Y 1 9  F I L I N G S ,  M O T I O N S ,
D I S P O S I T I O N S

Motions

Dispositions

Decrease of 131 in total number from FY18 value of 1,487

Decrease of 11 in average number from FY18 value of 124

Decrease of 9% in total and average number

Cases Filed

Increase of 33 in total number from FY18 value of 211

Increase of 2 in average number from FY18 value of 18

Increase of 16% in total and average number

Motions

Increase of 314 in total number from FY18 value of 1,401

Increase of 26 in average number from FY18 value of 117

Increase of 22% in total and average number

Dispositions

Filings

Table 4.3(a)

Table 4.3(b)

Table 4.3(c)
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F Y 1 9  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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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 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.

Total spending for operating expenses, CAAs, and PDs increased

Total number of dispositions decreased

PD cases assigned decreased

PD total and cost per case increased

Fines & fees, bond forfeiture, and total revenue decreased

Case filed increased, cases disposed increased, and cases pending decreased

Methodology
Costs associated with the eleven County Criminal Courts and two Court of Appeals

courts include operating and indigent defense.

 

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

*Since FY18



$123,759 increase in total costs from FY18 value of $541,875

$9,520 in average costs from FY18 value of $41,683

23% in total and average costs

$10,074 increase in total costs from FY18 value of $2,582,816

$775 increase in average costs from FY18 value of $198,678

0.04% increase in total and average costs

$31,266 increase in total costs from FY18 value of $1,694,570

$2,405 increase in average costs from FY18 value of $130,352

 2% increase in total and average costs

$165,099 increase in total costs from FY18 value of $4,819,261

$12,700 increase in average costs from FY18 value of $370,712

3% increase in total and average costs

Decrease of 5,178 in total number from FY18 value of 42,088

Decrease of 399 in average number from FY18 value of 3,238

12% decrease in total and average number

Operating Expenses

Indigent Defense
Court Appointed Attorneys

Public Defender

Total Costs

Dispositions

0 1,000 2,000 3,000 4,000 5,000

Patterson 
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F Y 1 9  C O U R T  B Y
C O U R T  C O M P A R I S O N

Number of Dispositions per Court
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Table 5.1

2018

2019
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F Y 1 9  P U B L I C  D E F E N D E R
A S S I G N E M E N T S

Decrease of 1,237 in total number assigned from FY18 value of

17,075

Decrease of 205 in average number assigned from FY18 value of

1,423

Decrease of 7% and 14% in total and average number of

assignments, respectively

$179 increase in total cost from FY18 value of $1,176

$6 increase in average cost from FY18 value of $98

15% and 6% increase in total and average cost, respectively

$31,266 increase in total cost from FY18 value of $1,694,570

$8,457 decrease in average cost from FY18 value of $141,214

2% increase in total cost 6% decrease in average cost

Cases Assigned

Cost per Case

Total Costs

*The decrease in average cost can be attributed to including the

Court of Appeals into the total court count, making the divisor for FY19

13 rather than 12 in FY18.

Assignments by Court

Assignments and Costs

Total Cases Assigned

Total Cost per Case

Table 5.2
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F Y 1 9  R E V E N U E
C O L L E C T E D

$707,455 decrease in total amount from FY18 value of $3,806,492

$58,955 decrease in average amount from FY18 value of $317,208

19% decrease in total and average amount

Total amount decreased by $240,721 from FY18 value of $973,953

Average amount decreased by $20,060 from FY18 value of $81,163

Total and average amount decreased by 25%

Total amount decreased by $948,176 from FY18 value of $4,780,445

Average amount decreased by $79,015 from FY18 value of $398,370

Total and average amount decreased by 20%

Fines & Fees

Bond Forfeiture

Total Revenue

Monthly Revenue Collections

Fines & Fees Bond Forfeiture Total Revenue

5,000,000 

4,000,000 

3,000,000 

2,000,000 

1,000,000 

0 

Total Change in Revenue

Table 5.3
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YTD Filings

YTD Dispositions

Cases Pending

Increase of 3,252 in total number from FY18 value of 30,009

Increase of 271 in average number from FY18 value of 2,501

11% increase in total and average number

Cases Filed

Increase of 867 in total number from FY18 value of 36,043

Increase of 72 in average number from FY18 value of 3,004

2% increase in total and average number

Cases Disposed

Decrease of 705 in average number from FY18 value of 24,181

Decrease of 3% in average number

Cases Pending

F Y 1 9  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
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Operating expenses are captured through budgeting reports produced monthly by

the County Auditor's Office.

Total spending for operating expenses increased

Total number of dispositions increased and cost per disposition decreased

Case filed increased, cases disposed increased, and cases pending increased

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

*Since FY18



$160,312 increase in total costs from FY18 value of $2,250,607

$32,063 increase in average cost from FY18 value of $450,121

7% increase in total and average costs

Increase of 818 in total dispositions from FY18 value of 6,547

Increase of 164 in average dispositions from FY18 value of 1,309

12% increase in total and average dispositions

$80 decrease in total cost from FY18 value of $1,719

$11 decrease in average cost from FY18 value of $339

5% and 3% decrease in total and average cost

Operating Expenses

Total Dispositions
Number of Dispositions

Cost per Disposition

F Y 1 9  C O U R T  B Y
C O U R T  C O M P A R I S O N

Number of Dispositions per Court

0 500 1,000 1,500 2,000

Benson 

Bellan 

Montgomery 

Rosales 

Greenberg 

Table 6.1
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YTD Filings

YTD Dispositions

Cases Pending

Increase of 1,193 in total number from FY18 value of 5,837

Increase of 99 in average number from FY18 value of 486

Increase of 20% in total and average number

Cases Filed

Increase of 755 in total number from FY18 value of 6,610

Increase of 63 in average number from FY18 value of 551

Increase of 11% in total and average number

Cases Disposed

Increase of 668 in average number from FY18 value 5,211

Increase of 13% in average number

Cases Pending

F Y 1 9  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
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Table 6.2(a)

Table 6.2(b)

Table 6.2(c)
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Operating expenses and visiting judges are captured through budgeting reports

produced monthly by the County Auditor's Office.

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.

Total spending for operating expenses increased

Cases assigned and cost per case increased

Methodology
Costs associated with the three Probate Courts include operating expenses, visiting

judges, and public defenders.

*Highlights

*Since FY18
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$168,751 increase in total spending from FY18 value of $2,910,206

6% increase in total and average spending for all courts

Increase of 394 in total number from FY18 value of 10,862

Increase of 4% in total number of cases assigned

$94 increase in total cost per case from FY18 value of $1,235

8% increase in total cost per case

$330,392 increase in total costs from FY18 value of $3,261,340

10% increase in total costs

Operating Expenses

Cases Assigned

Cost per Case

Total Costs

*It is important to note the discrepancy in cases assigned to Probate

Court 3 is due to this court also hearing mental illness cases. In FY19,

this total came out to a cumulative total of 7,055. Each court has a

staff and Associate Judges to assist with caseloads.

F Y 1 9  C O U R T  B Y
C O U R T  C O M P A R I S O N

Total Costs per Court

Table 7.1

2018

2019
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Courts
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Operating and constable expenses are captured through budgeting reports

produced monthly by the County Auditor's Office.

JP expenses increased and JP revenues decreased

Constable expenses decreased and constable revenues increased

Dispositions increased

APS cases filed, traffic collections, and traffic payments decreased

Case filed increased

Methodology
Costs associated with the ten Justice of the Peace Courts include operating expenses

and constable expenses.

Traffic and revenue information came from the Justice of the Peace Offices, along with

financial reports from within Oracle.

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

*Since FY18
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$169,898 increase in total costs from FY18 value of $7,346,108

$16,990 increase in average costs from FY18 value of $734,611

2% increase in total and average costs

$411,285 decrease in total revenue from FY18 value of $7,539,564

$41,128 decrease in average revenue from FY18 value of $753,956

5% decrease in total and average revenue

$544,873 decrease in total costs from FY18 value of $6,939,296

$54,488 decrease in average costs from FY18 value of $693,930

8% decrease in total and average costs

$391,265 increase in total revenue from FY18 value of $5,168,330

$39,127 increase in average revenue from FY18 value of $516,833

8% increase in total and average revenue

Increase of 7,302 in total number from FY18 value of 150,913

Increase of 731 in average number from FY18 value of 15,091

5% increase in total and average number

Justice of the Peace

Expenses

Revenues

Constables

Expenses

Revenues

Dispositions

F Y 1 9  C O U R T  B Y
C O U R T  C O M P A R I S O N

Total Dispositions

Table 8.1
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$374,975 decrease in total costs from FY18 value of $14,285,404

$37,497 decrease in average costs from FY18 value of $1,428,540

3% decrease in total and average costs

$20,020 decrease in total revenue from FY18 value of $12,707,894

$2,003 decrease in average revenue from FY18 value of $1,270,789

0.2% decrease in total and average revenue

Total Costs and Revenues

Costs

Revenues

*Constable expenses and revenues are prorated based on the Constables'  percent of paper received from the Justice of the Peace Offices

and the ratio of staffing between the two Justice of the Peace Offices' revenues and expenses provided by the County Auditor reports.

*Vehicle expenses are factored by five years to reflect the life span.

C O N T I N U E D

Table 8.1
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4,177 decrease in total amount from FY18 value of 42,673

417 decrease in average amount from FY18 value of 4,267

9.8% decrease in total and average amount

$2,019,700 decrease in total amount from FY18 value of $6,994,036

$201,970 decrease in average amount from FY18 value of $699,404

29% decrease in total and average amount

$2,430 decrease in total amount from FY18 value of $3,887

$243 decrease in average amount from FY18 value of $389

63% decrease in total and average amount

APS Cases Filed

Traffic Collections

Average Payment Received

F Y 1 9  T R A F F I C
C O L L E C T I O N S

Traffic Collections by Court

Table 8.2
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Increase of 2,794 in total number from FY18 value of 168,639

Increase of 279 in average number from FY18 value of 16,864

Increase of 2% in total and average number

Increase of 7,302 in total number from FY18 value of 150,913

Increase of 731 in average number from FY18 value of 15,091

Increase of 5% in total and average number

Cases Filed

Cases Disposed

F Y 1 9  C A S E S  F I L E D
A N D  D I S P O S E D

Filings and Dispositions by Court

Table 8.3
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Cases filed increased and cases disposed decreased

Dismissals increased and collection amounts decreased

Volume increased and revenues decreased

Methodology
Data for the five Truancy Courts is supplied from internal sources within the County. The

information provided for this section highlights the caseload data. As well, the revenues

for each court are provided.

It should be noted that the values for FY18 were amended to reflect accuracy in

statistical reporting. The number within the FY18 values included an extra court (West)

that is overseen by part-time magistrates. The FY19 report does not include the values

for this extra court. Because of this, the FY18 numbers were adjusted to remove this

court, and the value increases/decreases reflect FY18 numbers that are only inclusive of

5, rather than 6, courts.

*Highlights

*Since FY18



Increase of 9,439 in total number from FY18 value of 14,178

Increase of 5,509 in average number from FY18 value of 2,363

Increase of 67% in total number

Decrease of 1,094 in total number from FY18 value of 2,999

Increase of 135 in average number from FY18 value of 500

Decrease of 36% in total number

Increase of 1,552 in total number from FY18 value of 8,582

Increase of 1,948 in average number from FY18 value of 1,430

Increase of 18% in total number

$52,787 decrease in total amount from FY18 value of $488,538

$63,827 increase in average amount from FY18 value of $81,423

11% decrease in total number

Cases Filed

Cases Disposed

Dismissals

Collections

*The discrepancy in the average number of cases filed, dispositions, dismissals, and collections can be attributed to removing the East (A) and

Central offices from analysis. These courts were removed from the dataset because East (A) stopped hearing cases in November of 2015 and

Central stopped hearing cases in January of 2017.

F Y 1 9  C A S E S  F I L E D ,
D I S P O S E D ,  A N D
D I S M I S S A L S

Filings, Dispositions, and Dismissals by Court

Table 9.1
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Monthly Revenue

F Y 1 9  V O L U M E  A N D
R E V E N U E

Increase of 9,440 in total volume from FY18 value

of 14,483

Increase of 786 in average volume from FY18 value

of 1,207

Increase of 65% in total and average volume

Volume

*It is believed the increases in monthly volume are due

to the updates to the case filing system by Dallas ISD.

Since February of 2019, DISD has been updating their

case filing system gradually, thereby potentially

causing the stark difference in change from FY18 to

FY19.

Monthly Volume

Decrease of $52,786 in total revenue from FY18

value of $488,539

Decrease of $4,399 in average revenue from FY18

value of $40,712

Decrease of 11% in total and average revenue

Revenue

Table 9.2(a)

Table 9.2(b)
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Miscellaneous



F Y 1 9  M E T H O D O L O G Y
A N D  H I G H L I G H T S

Child support processing fees decreased

District Attorney asset forfeiture increased

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.

*Highlights

*Since FY18
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$17,316 decrease in total amount from FY18 value of

$50,960 

$1,443 decrease in average amount from FY18 value

of $4,247

34% decrease in total and average amount

Fees

*The discrepancy in payments ranging from November -

March of 2019 can be attributed to monthly billings not

being sent during that time period in 2018, thereby

having to catch up in 2019. The comparison between

2017 and 2019 more accurately reflects the normal

trend, with monthly amounts staying between $2,000 -

$3,000.

Total Fees Average Fees
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F Y 1 9  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 S

Monthly Fee Collections

Total and Average Fee Collection
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Table 10.1

2018

2019



$79,268 increase in total amount from FY18 value of $417,303

$6,606 increase in average amount from FY18 value of $34,775

19% increase in total and average amount

Fees

*The difference in asset forfeiture can be attributed to different state

agencies playing a role in the collection of assets, along with the number and

types of cases that occur throughout the fiscal year. It is difficult to

determine a revenue projection for asset forfeiture as crime cannot

necessarily be predicted, nor the amount of assets seized in these cases. 

F Y 1 9  D I S T R I C T
A T T O R N E Y  A S S E T
F O R F E I T U R E

Monthly Forfeiture Revenue
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Table 10.2


