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Administrator’s Statement 11/8/2024 11:39:19AM

89th Regular Session. Agency Submission. Version I

Automated Budget and Evaluation System of’lbxas (AI3EST)

225 Fifth Court of Appeals District, Dallas

8th1 I LEGISLATIVE SESSION ADMINISTRATOR’S STATEMENT

Administrator’s Statement

For Fiscal Years 2026 and 2027

89th Leg is I atu c

The core function a fIb xas intermediale appellate courts is to process. review, and decide by written opinion appeals from trial courts in civil and criminal cases. [he

courts of’ appeals are also tasked with resolving numerous original proceedings in the Ibrni of petilions seeking mandamus and habeas corpus relieL many of which

involve voluminous records, that must he decided on an epedited basis.

Since 1983 until August 2024. the work of the courts of appeals has been accomplished by 80 ustices statewide. Eftbetive September I. 2024. the Fifteenth Court of

Appeals will become operational. increasing the total number ol’ intermediate appellate court justices to 83 for the next biennium.

Since 1983. the population o fibxas has more than doubled, Population growth across the Stale and the magnilude of annual case lilings. in concert with an

ever-increasing number of case types requiring expedited review, make dear that the courts of appeals need sullieicnt resources to manage their busy dockets and

provide the high quality of justice to which the citizens of Texas are entitled. In that regard. ease filings in the ‘lbxas intermediate courts of appeals have returned to

pre-pandemic levels. Adequate l’unding fur the intermediate courts of appeals is essential for maintaining and providing cost-effective service to the citizens oflexas,

A key component to handling the ever—increasing workload without additional juslices has been the employment ofa highly skilled and trained prol’essional workl’orce.

including appellate lawyers and clerical statE who assist the justices in processing complex cases, researching and dral’ting orders and opinions, disposing of voluminous

motions, and managing accelerated and emergency matters. Appellate work requires specialized knowledge and significant experience. and the courts constanlly Ilice

competition from higher-paying private practice and government legal jobs l’or skilled attorneys and stall. Specialized technological skills are also necessary to

understand and operate the complex ease management system currently used by the courts. Hiring and retaining qualilied support stall’ is critical to the courts’ ability to

manage their dockets and efliciently resolve the eases hel’ore them.

I’he courts of appeals. collectively, began in the 79th and 80th Legislative Sessions to work tonard a zero—based hudget model rel’erred to as “Similar Funding fur

Same—Sized Courts his budget model quantified the l’unding required to meet the personnel and operational needs of the courts, thus enabling the courts to accomplish

their core function and meet their perlbrmance measures. [lie Similar Funding for Same—Sized Courts iniliative was fully l’unded l’or the first time in 2015. and the courts

had been operating under the same zero-based budget model and funding levels until the 88th Legislative Session when the Legislature increased the budgets for the

intermediate appellate courts. The intermediate appellate courts are appreciative of the increased funding received last session.

Even with the increase in limding br the interi1ediatL’’appellate courts from the 88th Legislative Session, the courts continue to lag behind in l’unding. With the growth in

lbxas population and the expansion of the lbxas business environment. the demands of the core l’unction of the courts have required higher-skilled and higher-salary

positions in order to adequately serve the citizens of’l’exas. Further, the intermediate appellate courts have seen an increase in ease activity that is a direct result of

Operation Lone Star. Additionally. operating costs for necessary resources such as Westlaw/I ,exisNexis and other administrative needs have increased dramatically.

Funding for all courts of appeals (including the new Fifteenth Court ofAppeals) comprises less than 0,04% of the State budget as a whole. Yet, on average. 96.5% of each

appellate court’s budget is dedicated to salaries and benefits. Without additional funding. appellate courts will he unable to attract and retain the highly trained and
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skilled support stall with the specialized knowledge and relevant experience critical to the courts unction . Without sullleient quali fled stalL courts cannot comply with

Legislative mandates to give accelerated and prelèrcntial treatment to certain appeals. such as parental-termination and juvenile-certification appeals under the Family

Code, mental—health appeals under the l-lealth and Sal’ely Code, and interlocutory appeals under the Civil Practice and Remedies Code.

Respectfully. additional funding is now necessary to ensure the efficient administration of justice going lbrward

EXCEPTIONAL FILM #1:

AIXIIJSFMENI FOR INFLATION

Even alter the increased funding received in the 88th Legislative Session, attorneys and stalloftlte intermediate appellate courts remain impacted in many ways by

increasing costs due to inflation. Their buying power for goods and services has diminished and, at some eourts has resulted in attrition by those seeking higher-paying

ohs that are often paid by other governmental entities that can pay niore than the intermediate appellate courts. If salaries are not increased, the courts risk losing more

personnel that vi II he costly to replace. Training takes time and vi II impact the ability of the courts to meet the current and expected demands as we navigate continued

population gro1lt and increased ease filings attributed to a booming business environment and state ellbrts to secure the lexas border.

Respectfully. the intermediate appellate courts join with the Texas Supreme Court and the otherArtiele IV Courts and Agencies in requesting a six percent (6%) increase in

general revenue appropriations to help absorb the continuing impact of inliation and the increased demands placed on the courts, as well as maintaining and recruiting a

strong, experience, and ellicient judicial worklorce. Ihus. the Fifth Court ofAppeals requests this additional 6% to loster the business model adopted by the courts of

appeals of equal funding fur the same sized courts. Deviating from that model risks reversion to historic and potentially detrimental modes of individualized court funding

focused less on the needs of lixas and the appellate judiciary as a whole.

ADDIIIONAL SFA1’EMENIS OF StJPPORI:

lit order br the courts of appeals to function ell’iciently. it is vital that the 0111cc of Court Administration (OCA) he adequately funded. The courts of appeals rely un

many of the services provided by OCA and. therelbre. the courts of appeals lully support the exceptional items the OCA reqtiests as part of its liinding. More specifically.

the courts of appeals strongly stipport the reqtiest for funding related to the acquisition of a new appellate case management system to replace the current system known

as FAMES as well as a ease-level data system.

I fthe Legislature appropriates a cost-oftliving illercase to state employees, the courts of appeals request that all court emploces he included in any such eost—olliving

increase,

Finally, the courts of appeals wish to express appreciation to and support fur the Judicial Compensation Commission and the Legislature’s eflbrts to strengthen the

justice system by increasing judicial salaries to attract and retain a strong judiciary. The courts of appeals request the Legislature implement the Judicial Compensation

Commission’s recommendations br an increase in judicial compensation.

Note: on Appropriated Receipts — At the direction of the 1.1313 & Governor’s 0(11cc. this Court has included appropriated receipts in the amount of 532,000.00 reflecting
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reimbursement br copies olopinions and other court documents These amounts are merely an oliset lhr additional expenses incurred by the Court and do not constitute

additional lunds available for general expenditures hr the Court. Ehe amount can vary significantly from year to year.
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Organizational Chart
Fifth District Court of Appeals (225)

The number on the left is the number of budgeted positions for fiscal year 2025. The number on the right is the number of positions
requested in order to retain adequate, quality legal and non-legal staff with salaries that are commensurate with their responsibilities and
the salaries paid to like personnel at the other courts of appeals for the 2026--2027 biennium. (Effective date 09/01/2025)
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CERTIFICATE

Agency Name
FIFTH COURTOFAPPEALS -AGY225

This is to certi. that the information contained in the agency Legislalise Appropriations Request filed
with the Legislative Budget Board ([SB) and the Office of the Governor. Budget and Policy Division. is
accurate to the best of my knowledge and that the electronic submission to the LBS via the Automated
Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST) and the PDF file submitted via the [SB Document
Submission application are identical.

Additionally, should it become likely at any time that unexpended balances will accrue for any account,
the LBS and the Office of the Governor will be notified in writing in accordance with House Bill I, Article
IX, Section 7.01, Eighty-eighth Legislature, Regular Session, 2023.

Ch2ecutivejo Presiding Judge

Signature

Robert D. Burns. III
Printed Name

Chief Justice
Title

August 16, 2024
Date

Ch$nlOfficer

Sign&ture

Myrna S. Gasc
Printed Name

Court Business Administrator
Title

August 16, 2024
Date

Board or Commission Chair

Signature

Printed Name

Title

Date



Budget Oveiview - Biennial Amounts

89th Regular Session, Agency Submission] Version 1
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

225 Fifth Court of Appeals District] Dallas

Appropriation Years: 2026-27
EXCEPTIONAL

ITEM
GENERALREVENUEFUNDS GRDEDICATED FEDERALFUND5 OTHERFUNDS ALLFUNDS FUNDS

2024-25 2026-27 2024-25 2026-27 2024-25 2026-27 2024-25 2026-27 2024-25 2026-27 2026-27

Goal: 1. Appellate Court Operations
1,1 .1. Appellate Court Operations 11,888,855 12,153,851 194,000 194,000 12,082,855 12,347,851 681.958

1.1.2. Appellate Justice Salaries 3,610,540 3,610,540 787,900 767,900 4,398,440 4.398,440

Total, Goal 15,499,395 15,764,391 981,900 981,900 16,481,295 16,746,291 681,958

Total, Agency 15,499,395 15,764,391 981,900 981,900 16,481,295 16,746,291 681,958

Total FTEs 57.5 57.5 0.0

Page 1 of 1



Agency Coal/Objective/Strategy 11/8/2024 11:39:25AM
89th Regular Session. Agency Suhni ission. Version I

Automated l3udget and Evaluation System ol Texas (AI3ESr)

Agency: 225 Fifth Court of Appeals District, Dallas

(;OAI, OflJECIVI SI I{AIKG\

SEQUEN(I sI:QI’i•:N(I: SFQII.:raF:

ShORT NAME: API’FLLAIE COURT OPERATIONS

FULL NAML Appellate Court Operations

DESCRIPTION Appellate court operations.

SI lOWE NAML APPELLAIE COURT OPERATIONS

l:IJLL NAME: Appellate Court Operations

DESCRIPTION. Appellate court operations.

SI lORE NAME: APPELLATE COURT OPERATIONS

lULL NAME: Appellate Court Operations

DESCRI PTION: Appellate court operations.

2 SIIORENAME: AIPELLATE JIJSlICE SALARIES

FULL NAME. Appellate Justice Salaries. Estimated and Nontranslèrable

DESCRIPTION: The strategy is estimated and totals the amount necessary to pay the salaries and wages for the Chief

Justice and Justices of the 5th Court of Appeals District. Dallas.

Page I oil



Justification Description iio 11:39:25AM
89R Stage: 501 Version: I

Agency: 225 FIFTH COURT OF APPEAI,S DISTRICT. DALLAS

Coal: I Appellate Court Operations

Objective: I Appellate Court Operations

Stratagy: I .Xppellate Court Operations

General Justification

[he Fifth Court or Appeals was created in 1893 pursuant to authority granted by Article V Section 6. lcxas
Constitution. Ihis Court has intermediate appellatejurisdiction of civil and criminal cases appealed from lower
courts: in civil cases where judgments rendered exceed S100. exclusive of costs. and other civil proceedings as
provided by law: in criminal eases of varying types hut excluding post—conviction writs of habeas corpus and cases
in which the death penalty has been imposed, The Fifth Court of Appeals has jurisdictiou in six counties: Collin.
Dallas. I lunt. (irayson. Kau Than, and Rockwall.

Coal: I Appellate Court Operations

Objective: I Appellate Court Operations

Stratrgv: 2 Appellate Justice Salaries. Estimated and Nontransferable

General Justification

I-lB 2382 of the 86th Legislature established current judicial salaries and created separate appropriations lbr
appellate justice salaries. As a result of this legislation. Strategy A. 1.2. Appellate Justice Salaries was created and
holds the estimated, non-translërahle judicial salary Rinds hr the Court. Appropriated funds in Strategy A. 1.2.
cannot he spent lhr any other purpose outside of judicial salaries and hcnel5ts.

Page 1 of I



General Revenue (GR) & General Revenue Dedicated (GR-D) Baseline DATE: 11/8/2024

89th Regular Session. Agency Submission. Version I TIME: 11:39:25AM
Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Ieas (AI3ES[)

Agency code: 225 Agency name: Fifth Court of Appeals District, Dallas
CR Baseline Request Limit= 515,764,391

. CR-I) Baseline Request Limit = SO
Strategy/Strategy Option/Rider

2026 Funds 74)77 Fiinclc Biennial Biennial

Fits Total CR l)ed FTEs lital CR l)ed Cumulative CR Cumulative l)ed Page #

Strategy: I - I - I Appellate Court Operations

44.5 6.060.449 5.963.449 0 44.5 6.287.402 6.190.402 0 12.153.851 0

Strategy: I - 1 -2 Appellate .lustice Salaries. Estimated and Nontransferable

13.0 2.199.220 1,805.270 0 13.0 2.199.220 1.805,270 0 15.764,391 0

575 57.5 ******CR Baseline Request l.imitSlS,764,391******

Excp Item: I Judiciary-Wide Inflation Relief

0.0 340,979 34t).979 0 0.0 340.979 340.979 0 16.446.349 0

rategv Detail for Exep Item: I

Strategy: I I I Appellate Court Operations

0.0 340.979 340.979 0 0.0 340.979 340.979 0

57.5 $8,600,648 $8,109,698 SO 57.5 $8,827,601 58,336,651 0
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LA. Summary of Base Request by Strategy

89th Regular Session. Agency S ohm ission. Version I

Ai unmated Riidret and Eval I nOon Svsru’rn of Teac (AR rsi

225 Fifth Court ofAnneals l)itrict. Dallas

Goal / Objective! S1I{iVIEGV Exp 2023 Est 2024 Bud 2025 Req 2026 Req 2027

11/812024 11:39:26AM

I Appellate Court Operations

I Appellate Court Opera/ions

I AI’PEI,LAl’[: COURT OPI:R1VI1ONS 4.805.898 1927.951 6.154.904 6.060.449 6,287.402

2 Al’PEIIATE,ltrsTlcE SAlARIES 2.199.220 2.199.220 2.199.220 2.199.220 2.199.220

TOTAl. GOAl. I 57,005,118 $8,127,171 58,354,124 $8,259,669 $8,486,622

WIth, AGENCY STRATEGY REQUEST 57,005,118 $8,127,171 58,354,124 $8,259,669 $8,486,622

TO1AL,ACENCV Rll)FRAI’PROI’RIAFIONS REQLIESl* SO
— SO

CRANI)lOE&L,AGENCYREQI’ESl $7,005,118 $8,127,171 $8,354,124 58,259,669 $8,486,622

2,A. Page I o12



* Rider appropriations br the historical years arc iflelLided in the strategy amounis

2.A. Summary of Base Request by Strategy

lNtIi Regular Session. Agency Submission. Version I

A I unmated Ru udoel and Fvaliint inn Ssbem nIT;us (A IiFSTI

225 Fifth Court ofAnneals District, Dallas

11/8/2024 11:39:26AM

Fp 2023 EsI 2024GoaI/ Objedivel SIRVIECY

Ml lilt)!) t )F II N \NCl NC,

(;eneral Revenue Funds:

I General Re’ enue Fund

St 13lOF\ I.

Other Funds:

573 Judicial Fund

666 Appropriated Receipts

777 lcuteragene Contracts

SI’ BTOFAI -

i(YrAI. PIETIIOD OF FINA(INC

Bud 2025 Req 2026 Req 2027

6.514.168 7.636.221 7.863.174 7.768.719 7.99i672

$6,514,168 57.636,221 $7,863,174 57.768,719 57.995,672

393.950 393.95(1 393.950 393.95(1 393.95(1

32.000 32.000 32.000 32.0(8) 32.000

65.000 65.000 65(1(10 65.0(81 65.000

5490.950 $490,951) $490,950 $490,950 $490,950

$7,005,118 $8,127,171 $8,354, 124 $8,259,669 $8,486,622

2.A. Page 2 ol2
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2.B. Summary of Base Reques by Method of Finance 11/8/2024 11:39:26AM
89th Regular Session. Ageiicv Suhni ission. Version I

Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABESI)

Agency code: 225 Agency name: Fifth Court ofAppeals District, Dallas

MEElIOl) OF FlrANClNG —

_________________

Exp 2023 Est 2024 Bud 2025 Req 2026

-—

Req 2027

(;ENERAI. REVENUE

All Appellate Court Operations (2022-2023 GAA) Unexpended Balance Authority

within the Same Biennium (2022—23 (iAA)

$291590 $0 $0 $0 SO

Corn mcntst We maintai ned a reserve Fr un Ibreseen emergencies and urgent

needs. Additionally, certain expected revenues arrived later than anticipated.

resulting in an unexpended balance. Personnel vacancies due to turnover or

resignations led to unspent salary and heneflts. Recruitment delays Fr

specialized roles also contributed to unuti lized salary allocations.

TOTAL, General Revenue Fund

$6,514,168 $7,636,221 $7,863,174 $7,768,719 $7,995,672

TOTAl ,ALI. (;ENERAI. RFVENI’E -

_______________

$6,514,168 $7,636,221 $7,863,174 $7,768,719 $7,995,672

OIlIER FUNDS

573 Judicial Fund No. 573

REG (iLl I? A I’I’RO/’RL—l liONS

Regular Appropriations froni MOl-lable (2024-25 GAA)

So S393.950 5393.950 50 50

Regular Appropriations from MOE lable (2022-23 (3AA)

$393950 $0 $0 SO

2.13. Page 2 of 5
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2.11. Summary of Base Request by Method of Finance 11/8/2024 Il:3926AM
89th Regular Session. Agency Submission. Version I

Automated Budget and Evaluation System oCièxas (A[3ESl)

Agency code: 225 Agency name: Fifth Court of Appeals District Dallas

MKTIIOI) OF FINANCING

_____________________________ ________

Exp 2023 Est 2024 Bud 2025 Req 2026 Req 2027

Oil IER [1 Nl)S

Regular Appropriations from MOF Fable (2024-25 GAA)

$0 $65,000 $65M0t) $0 $0

Regular Appropriations from MOF Table (2022-23 (IAA)

$65000 $0 $0 $t) $t)

Regular Appropriations from MOF lahlc (2024-25 GAA)

SO $0 $0 $65.OOt) $65M00

T()1AL, Interagency Contracts

$65,000 $65,000 $65,000 $65,000 $65,000

T0E4 L, ALl, OilIER Fl N 1)5

______________________

-— -

- $490,950 $490,950 $490,950 $490,950 $490,950

(;RANDTO1At. $7,005,118 $8,127,171 $8,354,124 $8,259,669 $8,486,622

2R. Page 4 olS



2.B. Summan of Base Request by Ietbod of Finance 11/8/2024 11:39:26AM
89th Regular Session. Agency Submission. Version I

Automated Budget and EvaIuaton System of Texas (ABES])

Agency code: 225 Agency name. Fifth Court ofAppeals District, Dallas

irI 1101) OFFIN-\NCINC

__________

Exp 2023 Est 2024 Bud 2025
- Req 2026 Req 2027

FUIJ.—TIN-IE-EOIIIVALENF POSITIONS

RI G I I LA R A PP RO PRI AFION S

Regular Appropriations from MDI- lahle 56.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(2022-23 GAA)

RegularAppropriations from MOF Ihhle 0.0 575 575 575 575
(2024-25 GAA)

l’oIAI,,AD.II:STI.:l) 111:5 - 56.3 57.5 57.5 — 57.5 57.5

NUMBER OF 100% FEI)ERALLV FINDEI)

ruEs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

2.11, PageS ol5



2.(’. Summary of Base Request by Object of Expense 11/8/2024 11:39:26AM

89th Regular Session. Agency Subn ission. Version I

Automated Budget and I/valua0on System oCixas (A[3EST)

225 Fifth Court of Appeals District, Dallas

OBJECT OF EXPENSE

__________________________

Exp 2023 Est 2024 Bud 2025 BL2026 III. 2027

1001 SALARIESAND WAGES 55.969.181 $7,362,166 57.589.119 $7,494,664 57.721.617

1002 OThER PERSONNELCOSIS $253,445 $291711 $29131 I $291.71 I $291,711

2003 CONSUMAI3LE SUPPLIES 525.000 522.500 522.500 $22,500 522.500

2004 (JIILITI ES $50,000 550.000 $50,000 $50,000 550.000

2005 IRAVEL 530.000 $30,000 $30,000 530.000 $30,000

2006 RENT - WiELDING 560.000 560.000 560.000 $60,000 $60,000

2007 RENT- MACI lINE ANt) Oll-IER 525.000 $25,000 $25,000 525.000 $25,00t)

2009 Oil hR OPERMING EXPENSE 5592.492 5281794 5285.794 $285,794 $285,794

001: ‘lotal (Excluding Riders) $7,005,118 $8,127,171 $8,354,124 $8,259,669 $8,486,622

001: ‘lotal (Riders)

(;rand Total $7,005,118 $8,127,171 $8,354,124 $8,259,669 $8,486,622

2.C. Page I of
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2.F. Summary oflotal Request by Strategy DAlE 111812024
89th Regular Session. Agenc Sub ui SSc)(1 Ve rs ‘oil

Automated fludget and Evaluation System ollexas tAlthSI)
II ML : II :39:27%%l

Agency code: 225 Ageite’ nanle: Filth Court ofppeaIs District, Dallas

(;oalOiicc,i’e’STItVlEG\ 2026

Base Base Esceptional LeeptionaI Total Request total Request

2026 2027 2026

I Appellate (oLin Operitioos

I - Ipjwlhne C uitri (iVLflCiIIOIlS

2 AppEILArE Jt SlICE SALARIES

lOlU. GOAl I

2.199.220 2.199.220 0 2.199.22(1 2.199.22t)

101 Al, ..%(;I’%(i

2F. ‘age I o12

2027

I Al’I’LllAI L COURt OPERAtiONS $6M60449 56.287.402 $340979 $34t).979 56.401428 $6628381

2027

t)

$8,259,669 58.486.622 5340,979 $340,979 58,64)0.648 $8,827,601

S[R.VlEG\ RF:QtFs[ 58.2591,69 58.486.622 5340,979 5340,979 SN,604L648 $8,827,601

lOlAl,, .\GlN(V RIDER

A l’I’Rol’RIAFIONS REQI I i:s[

(;RANI) TOThI., AGENCY REQUEST 58,259,669 $8,486,622 $340,979 5340,979 58,600,648 $8,827,601



2.F. Summary oflotal Request by Strategy

89th Regular Session. Agency Suhm ission. Version I

Automated Budget and Evaluation System o lie as (AI3FSl)

DATE 11/8/2024

lIME 11:39:27AM

Agency code: 225 Agency name: Fifth Court of Appeals District, Dallas

Base Base Exceptional Exceptional ibtal Request ibtal Request
2026 2027 2026 2027 2026 2027(;oal/objective/STRATIX;Y

(;enenil Revenue Funds:

I General Revenue Fund 57.768.719 $7995672

57,768,719 $7,995,672

Other Funds:

573 judicial Fund 393.950 393.950

666 Appropriated IZcceipts 32.OOt) 32.000

777 Interagency Contracts 65.000 65.00t)

$490,950 $490,950

filIAL, METIIOI) OF FINANCING $8,259,669 $8,486,622

FILLilNIE EQIIVAI.ENT POSITIONS 57.5 57.5

5340.979 5340.979 58. 109.698 58.336651

$340,979 5340,979 $8,109,698 .58,336,65 I

0 0 393.950 393.950

0 0 32.OOt) 32.000

0 0 65.000 65.000

$0 SO $490,950 $490,950

$340,979 $340,979 - .58,600,648
— $8,827,601 -

0.0 0.0 57.5 57.5
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1G. Summary ofrotal Request Objective Outcomes Date: 11/8/2024

89th Regular Session. Agency Submission. Version I Time: 11:39:27AM
Automated Budget and Evaluation system of Ic xas (ARES])

Agency code. 225 Agency name: Fifth Court of Appeals District, Dallas

Goal! Objective / Outcome
lotal Fatal

RI. IlL Exep Exep Request Request
2026 2027 2026 2027 2026 2027

Appellate Court Operations

I Appel/ale Court Operations

KEY I Clearance Rate

99.99% 99.00% 99.00% 99.00% 99.00%

KEY 2 l’ereenlage of (ases tnder Submission for less Ihan One Year

99.00% 99.00% 99.00% 99.00% 99.O/o 99.00%

KEY 3 Percentage of Cases Pending for Less Than Two ears

99.00% 99.00% 99.00% 99.00% 99.0P/o 99.00%

2.0. Page I of I



IA. Strategy Request 11/8/2024 11:39:27AM
89th Regular Session. Agency Submission. Version I

Automated Budget and Evaluation System ol’lëxas tAI3EST)

225 Fifth Court ofAppeals District, Dallas

GOAL: I Appellate Court Operations

OBJECTIVE: I Appellate Court Operations Service Categories:

SIRAIEGY: I Appellate Court Operations Service: 01 Income: A.2 Age: 13.3

(01)1: DESCRII’[I()N Exp 2023 Est 2024 Bud 2025 81.2(126 81.2027

Output Measures:

I Number of Civil Cases Disposed I.020.Ot) 968.00 968.00 968,00 0.00

2 Number of Criminal Cases Disposed 616.00 594.00 594.00 594.00 0.00

Explanatory/Input Measures:

I NumberofCivil Cases Filed 929.00 1,048.00 1,098.00 1,098.00 .098.00

2 Nuniherof Criminal Cases Filed 438.00 385.00 415.00 415.00 415.00

3 Number ol’ Cases ‘Franslèrred in 10.00 14.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

4 Number of Cases lranslèrred out 0.00 0.00 4.00 t).00 0.00

Objects of Expense:

1001 SAI.ARIESAND WAGES $3,828,227 $5,221,212 $5,448,165 $5,353,710 $5,580,663

1002 O’FIIER PERSONNELCOSIS $215,179 $253,445 5253.445 $253,445 5253.445

2003 CONSUMABLE SUPPLIES 525.000 522.500 522.500 $22,500 $22,500

2004 UrlLI’Il ES $50,000 $50.OOt) $50,000 $50,000 $50,000

2005 TRAVEl. $30,000 $30,000 $30,000 $30,000 $30,000

2006 RENT- BUILDING 560.000 $60,000 $60,000 $60,000 $6t).000

2007 RENT - MACI lINE AND Oil ER $25,000 $25,000 $25,000 $25,000 $25000

2009 OTHER OPERATING EXPENSE $572,492 5265.794 5265.794 5265.794 $265,794

3.A. Page I of6



3.A. Strategy Request 11/8/2024 11:39:27AM
89th Regular Session. Agency Submission. Version I

Auto mated Budget and I val uat ion S’. ste in ol Ic xas (Al I S I

225 Fifth Court of ppcaIs District. Dallas

I Appeliaic Court Operations

OI3JECTIVIt: I Appellate Court Operations Senice Categories:

SIRA1l-:ciy: I Apilatc Court Operations Service: 01 Income: A.2 Age: fl.3

(1)1)1. DIiSCRIP1ioN Fp 2023 EsI 2024 Bud 2025 BL2026 111.2027

TOTAl.. OLLIF(T OF EXPENSE 54,805.898 S5.927,951 56.154.904 56.060.449 56,287.402

Method of Financing:

I General Re’.enne Iia:d 54.708.898 55.850.951 56.057.904 55.965.449 56.190.402

sl’BFOIAI.. NIOF(CI•:NERAI. REVENI F Ft’NDS) $4,708,898 55,830.951 $6057904 $5,963,449 $6,190,402

Method of Financing:

666 Appropriated Receipts 532.000 532.01)1) 532.000 532.000 532.000

777 Inierageney Contracts 565.000 $65.1))))) 565.000 565.000 565.000

S1WFOF\i,. MOF (OTHER FUNDS) $97,000 597,000 $97,000 $97,000 $97,000

‘IO’iAL, MIcTIIOI) 0FFINANCE (INCLUDING RIDERS) 56,060,449 $6,287,402

l’Ol’Ai,, MrI’iiOI) OF FINANCE (EXCLUDING RIDERS) 54,805,898 $5,927,951 $6,154,904 $6,060,449 $6,287,402

FLILTIME EQUIVALENT POSIflONS: 43.3 44,5 44.5 44.5 44.5

STRATEGY l)ESCRIPT1ON 4Nl) .IIJS’FIFICA’FION:

3.A. Page 2 of6



3.A. Strategy Request 11/8/2024 1139:27AM

89th Regular Session. Agency Submission. Version I

Automated Budget and Evaluation System o FI Nas ( ABI-Sl)

225 Fifth Court ofAppvals I)ktrict. Dallas

GOA I,: I :\rnilate Court Opera:roris

OI3JEClIVE: I Appellate Court Operations Seriee Categories:

SIRAIECY: I Appellate Court Operations Sertice: 01 lneome:A.2 Age: lL3

(01W lWsCRIl9ION I.xp 2023 Est 2024 Bud 2025 BL2026 BI. 2027

The Film Court ol Anpeals ascreated in 1893 purstlani to authority granted h> Article V Section 6. Thxas Constitution- ‘I his Court has intermediate appellate jurisdiction o[

ci’ ii and criminal cases appealed from lower courts: in ci’ 1 eases where judgments i—ndered exceed SI 00. exelusi’ e of costs. a nd other civil proceedings as pro’ ided by la’

in criminal cases of van ing t’ pes hut excluding st—con’ iction writs ol liaaas corpus and eases in hich the death perialt’ hs heen imposed. The Fifth Court olAppeaR

has jurisdietior: ill six counties: Collirt I)allas_ I tunt. (irayson_ Kay lltia:i_ and Roeksall.

ExlEImAIJINTI:RNAI. Fk(’I’ORS l1I’ACIINC STR.\TF(;N:

Courts ol appeals. by nature, are snial I agencies wilh Ti igli ly spec al ized stalL The main I etor driving this strategy is the teed to attract and retai ii experienced legal stall,

and highly—trained. knowledgeable support stall’ in order in process and dispose of an increasing caseload in a limet’ and clUe ienl manner.

IXl’I,AN,VI’l0N OF BIFNNIAI(:IIANGF (includes Rideramounls):

STRATEGY BIENNIAl. TOTAl. - All. Ft NDS BIENNIAl. EXPlANATION OF BIENNIAl. Cl TANGI

l3ase Spending ( EsI 2024 + Bud 2025) Baseline Request t RI. 2026 + 131 2027) CIIANCE $ Amount ltxnlanation(s) olAmouni (must speeil’v MOEs and VIEs)

$12,082,855 $12347851 $264,996 $264,996 l3iennialized FY 2024-25 Salary Adjustments, as provided

by LBII in the calculation of the (IR/GR—[) Limit (larget).

5264,9% Total of Explanation of Biennial Change

3.A. Page 3 nIb



3.A. Strategy Request 11/8/2024 11:39:27AM

89th Regular Session Agency Stthm ission. Version I

Atitomaled Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

225 Fifth Court ofAppeals District. Dallas

GOAL: I Appellate Court Operations

ol3iEcrIVE: I Appellate Court Operations Service Categories:

SIRAIEGY: 2 Appellate Justice Salaries. Estimated and Nontranslèrahle Service: NA Income: NA Age: NA

(0111: DESCRIPTION EXp 2023 Est 2024 Bud 2025 B!. 2026 81.2027

Objects of Expense:

1001 SAI.ARIESANDWAGES 52.140.954 $1140954 52.140.954 $1140954 52.140.954

1002 OIlIER PERSONNEL COSIS $38,266 $38266 $38266 $38266 $38266

2009 (ill IER 0PERAlINC; EXPENSE 520.000 520.000 520.000 521)000 $20,000

TOTAL, OBJECT 01 EXPENSE $2,199,220 $2,199,220 $2,199,220 $2,199,220 $2,199,220

Method of Financing:

I General Revenue Eund $1805270 $1805270 $1805270 $1,805,270 $1 .805,270

SI:BTOFAL, MOl (GENERAl REVENUE FUNDS) $1,805,270 $1,805,270 $1,805,270 $1,805,270 $1,805,270

Method of Financing:
573 judicial Eund 5393.950 $393950 5393.950 $393950 $393,950

SUBTOTAL, MOE (OTIIER FUNDS) $393,950 5393,950 5393,950 $393,950 $393,950

TOTAL, METIIOI) OF FINANCE (INCIAFDINC RIDERS) $2,199,220 $2,199,220

TOTAl, NII:TIIOI) OF FINANCE (EXClUDING RIDERS) $2,199,220 $2,199,220 52,199,220 $2,199,220 52,199,220

FL’IlTIME EQI:l\LENT POSITIONS: 13.0 13.0 13.0 13.0 13.0

3A. Page4of6



3.A. Strategy Request 11/8/2024 11:39:27AM

89th Regular Session. Agency Submission. Version I

Automated Budget and Evaluation System of ‘Iëxus (A131-Sl’)

225 Fifth Court ofAppeals District, Dallas

(i()AL.: I Appellate Court Operations

OBJECTIVE: I Appellate Court Operations Service Categories:

SIRAIEGY: 2 Appellate Justice Salaries. Estimated and Nontransferable Service: NA Income: NA Age: NA

CODE DESCRlFION Exp 2023 Est 2024 Bud 2025 BE 2026 BL2027

STRATEGY DESCRIPTION AND ,lIS’I’lI”ICA’FION:

1-113 2382 of the 86th legislature established current judicial salaries and created separate appropriations for appellate justice salaries. As a result ol this legislation. Strategy

A.l .2. Appellate Justice Salaries was created and holds the estimated. non-translbrable judicial salary lunds br the Court, Appropriated funds in Strategy A. 1.2. caniiot he

spent br any other purpose outside of judicial salaries and benefits.

l:N’FERNAIJINTERNAL FACTORS IMPACTIN(; STRATEGY:

,ludicial salaries are controlled by stalutory authority and cannot he reduced without amendments to statute. Funding needs lbr Strategy A. 1.2. arc diflicult to Ibrecast due

to the nature of judicial service. Retirements, resignations. election results, and deaths all impact the l’unding needed to meet judicial salary requirements at any given timc.

ihcrclbre. the l’unding needed ‘or Strategy A. 1.2. is anticipated to fluctuate over the course of the biennium.

FXPI.ANATION OF BIENNIAL CHANCE (includes Rider amounts):

STRAFEGY BIENNIAl. TO l’Al. - All. FUNDS BIENNIAl. EXPLANATION OF BIENNIAl. Cl lANGE

Base Spendine (EsI 2024 + Bud 2025) Baseline Request (RI. 2026 + 131. 2027) CHANGE S Amoont Explanationts) of Amount tmost specify MCWs and [TEs)

54.398.44t) $4,398,440 $0

SO Total of Explanation of Biennial (‘hange

3.A. Page 5 of6



IA. Strategy Request 11/8/2024 11:39:27AM

89th Regular Session. Agency Submission. Version I

Automated I3udget and Evaluation System olTexas (ABESI)

SINIMAItY TOTALS:

OBJECIS OF EXI’ENSE: $7,005,118 $8,127,171 $8,354,124 $8,259,669 $8,486,622

NIETIIODS OF FINANCE (INCLIFDING RIDERS): $8,259,669 $8,486,622

1ETIIODS OF FINANCE (E\CLtDING RIDERS): $7,005,118 $8,127,171 $8,354,124 $8,259,669 $8,486,622

FL’IIIINIE EQL[IALEN[ POSIFIONS: 56.3 57.5 57.5 57.5 57.5

3.A. Page 6 of 6



Date: 11/8/2024
2.C .1. Operating Costs Detail Base Request

lime: 11:39:32AM
89th Regular Session. Agency Submission. Version I

Automated Budget and Evaluation System oflbxas (AI3ESl’)

Agency Code: 225 Agency: Fifth Court ofAppeals I)islrict, Dallas

BASE REQLIKST s[I{vflGy: I—I—I Appellate Court Operations

Code Type of Expense Expended Estimated Budgeted Requested Requested

I Consumable Supplies S4.942 $25000 S25.000 $25,000 $25000
2 Postage 3.500 3.500 3.500 3.500 3.500
3 hJephone 3.500 15.000 15.000 I 5.000 15.000
4 Iravel 3.652 20.000 30.000 30.000 30.000
5 Westlaw/Lexis 19.587 60.000 60.000 60.OOt) 60.000

14 Rentals & Leases- Postage Meter 0 6.000 6.000 6.000 6.000
16 Miscellaneous Expenses 35.000 40,000 40.000 40.000 40.000
25 Advertising 4.045 3.000 3.000 3.000 3.000
26 Books (expensed) 50.000 5t).000 50.000 50.000 50.000
64 SORM Assessment 6.500 6.800 6.800 6.800 &80t)

112 Lump Sum lbrmination 25.000 50.000 50.000 75.000 75.000

Total, Operating Costs $155,726 S279,300 $289,300 $313,300 $314,300

2.C. I. Page I of I



Item Name:

Item Priority:

IT Component:

Anticipated Out-year Costs:

Involve Contracts> $50,000:

Includes Funding for the Following Strategy or Strategies:

OIIJECI’S OF’ EXPENSE:
1001 SAlARIES AND WAGES

TOTAl., OBJECT OF EXPENSE

4IETIIOI) OF FINANCIN(;:
I General Revenue Fund

‘l’OTAI,, MI’Tl 101) OF Fl NANCINC

DESCRIPTION / JI S’I’I FICA’FION:

I ven alier the increased funding received in the 88th I .egislative Session, attorneys and stall’ of the ntermediate appellate courts remain impacted in many ways by increasing

costs dtic to in llation. ihc i r buying power fr goods and services has diminished and, at some courts, has resulted in attrition by those seeking higher—paying jobs that are

ol’ten paid by other governmental entities that can pa more than the intermediate appellate courts. If salaries are not increased, the courts risk losing more personnel that ‘vi II

he costly to replace. Training takes time and will impact the ability of the courts to meet the current and expected demands as we navigate continued population growth and

increased case Il lings attributed to a booming business cliv ironment and slate ellbrts to secure Ihe ‘lëxas border.

EXTI:RNAIJIN’FERNAL F\C’FORS:

Inflation is diminishing the buying power of attorneys and stall’. Many are struggling to pay mortgages. rent and other items necessary thr their livelihood. A six pcrcent(6%)

increase on the budget model salaries is sought to oflet the current impact of inllation . diminish the effect of future inflation, and to permit the courts of appeals to pay

attorneys and stall’ competitive salaries that will help them in the e’ ent of a recession

P(’l,S ‘l’RA(:KIN(; KEY:

4.A. Fceptional Item Request Schedule

89th Regular Session. Agency Submission. Version 1

Automated Budget and Evaluation System of’Fexas (ABESI’)

Agency code: 225 Agency name: Fifth Court of Appeals District, Dallas

CODE DESCRIPTION Esep 2026 Excp 2027

DATE 11/8/2024

TIME. 11:39:33AM

.ludiciary—Wide Inflation Relief

No

No

No

01-01-01 Appellate Court Operations

340.979 34t).979

5340,979 5310,979

340.979 340,979

.5340,979 $340,979

4.A. Page I of



Item Name: judiciary—Wide Inflation ReEd

4.IL Exceptional Items Strategy Allocation Schedule

89th Regular Session. Agency Submission. Version I
Automated Budget and Evaluation System ol Texas (AIJESr)

Allocation to Strategy:

OBJECIS OF EXPENSE:

1—I—I

1001 SALARIES AND WAGES

TOIAL, OBJE(:T OF EXPENSE

NIFTIIOI) OF FINANCING:

I General Revenue Fund

TOIAL, NIETIIOI) OF FINAN(:ING

Appellate Court Operations

340.979 340.979

5340,979 $340,979

340.979 340,979

5340,979 $340,979

Agency code: 225 Agency name: Fifth Court of Appeals I)Lstrict, Dallas

Code Description Exep 2026 Excp 2027

DATE 11/812024

TIME.: 11:39:33AM

4. B. Page I ol I



SI’RvI’E(a IMI’A(’T ON OL’i’COME NIEASLIRI.:S:

4S. Exceptional Items Strategy Request
89th Regular Session, Agency Submission. Version I

Automated l3udget and Evaluation System of texas (AI3ESI)

Clearance Rate

2 Percentage ol’ Cases t nder Suhni ission for Less Than One Year

3 Percentage ol Cases Pending br Less Than Two Years

OB,JECI’S 01’ EXPENSE;

I (3 ene ra I Reven tie Eu ad

total, Method of Finance

I:XCEI’i’IONAI, ITEM(S) INCIiDEI) IN STRATE(;v:

itidiciar —Wide Inliation Relict

DATE:

lIME;

Agency Code; 225 Agcnc nanic: Fifth Court of Appeals District, Dallas

GOAL; I Appellate Court Operations

OI3JECTIVE: I Appellate Court Operations Service Categories:

SIRATE(iY; I Appellate Court Operations Service; 01 Inconie; A.2 Age: 13.3

COIM DESCRIPTION Exep 2026 Excp 2027

11/8/2024

11:39:33AM

1001 SALARIES AND WAGES

‘Ibtal, Objects of Expense

METHOD 01’ FINANCIN(;:

99.00 %

99,00 %

99.00 %

99.00 %

99.Ot) %

99.00 %

340.979 340979

$340,979 $340,979

340.979 340.979

$340,979 $340,979

4.C. Page loft



6.A. historically Underutilized Business Supporting Schedule

89th Regular Session. Agency Submission. Version I

Automated Budget and Evaluation Svsteni o riexas (Al3lSl)

Date: 11/8/2024

lime: II :39:34/tM

B. Assessment of Attainment of 11113 Procurement Coals

Attainment:

The Court attained the applicable statewide 11118 procurement goals for Commodities during the fiscal year. The Court did not attain the applicable statewide F-Il 1)8

procurement goals in any category.

Applicability:

[actors Affecting Attainment:

C. Good—Faith Efforts to Increase 111111 Participation

Outreach Efforts and Mentor—l’rotégU Programs:

N/A

liii B Program Staffing:

N/A

Current and Future Good—Faith Efforts:

Agency Code: 225 Agency: Fifth Court of Appeals District, Dallas

COMPARISON TO SIATEWIDE [1113 PROCIIRI1MEN[ GOAI.S

A. Fiscal \ear - llLI3 Fxpenditure Information

I’otal Total
Statewide

I-IL’ B ()osls

11.2%

2 1.1%

32.9%
2 3.7%
2 6.0%

2 1.1%

Procurement

Category

[leavy Construction

Building Construction

Special Trade

Prolbssional Sen ices

Other Services

Corn mod it ies

Total Expenditures

% Goal

11.2 %

21.1%

32.9%
23.7%
26.0 %

21.1 %

ll[B Exnenditures fl 2022 Expenditures

% Actual Diti Actual $ fl 2022

t).0% - I 1.2% 50 50
0.0% -21.1% $0 SO
0.0% -32.9% so so
t).0% -23.7% $0 $0
0,0% -26.0% 50 SI 21.505
9.6% -11.5% 54.309 $45010
2.6% 54,309 $166,515

% (;l

11.2%

21.1%

32.9 %
23.7 %

26.0 %
21.1%

Expenditu i-es

Fl 2023
Il1’B Exnenditures Fl 2023

% Actual Dill

0.0% -11.2%
0.0% -21.1%
0.0% —32.9%
0.0°/o -23.7%
0.0% -26.0%

1.6% -19.5%

1.3%

Actual S

$t)

$0
So
So
So

51.2 33
51,233

50
so
So
$0

$18540
$78841
597,381
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6.A. Historically Underutilized Business Supporting Schedule Date: 11/8/2024
89th Regular Session. Agency Submission. Version I lime: 11:39:34AM

Automated Budget and Evaluation System orlexas (AI3EST)

Agency Code: 225 Agency: Fifth Court of Appeals District, Dallas

The Court Continues to make a good faith effort to increase purchase and contract awards to HUB s All other factors under the TX SmarBuyi purchasing
rules being equal, HUB vendors are given preference for any purchase to increase HIUB participation, However, there are instances where HUB products
or services are a great deal more costly than non-HUB, and under these circumstances, the Court will choose the best value as it is incurring expenses
using the taxpayer’s dollars.

6.A. Page 2 ol2



6.A. Historically Underutilized Business Supporting Schedule Date: 8/16/2024
89th Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 Time: 6:22:10PM

Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

Agency Code: 225 Agency: Fifth Court of Appeals District, Dallas

— COMPARISON-TO-S-WEW1flE-HttB-PROCUItEMNtGOALS

A. Fiscal Year - HUB Expenditure Information

Total Total
Statewide Procurement HUB Expenditures FY 2022 Expenditures HUB Expenditures FY 2023 Expenditures

HUB Goals Category % Goal % Actual Dill Actual $ FY 2022 % Goal % Actual Dill Actual $ FY 2023
1L2% HeavyConstruction 11.2% 0.0% -11.2% $0 50 11.2% 0.0% -11.2% $0 $0
21.1% Building Construction 21.1 % O.0% -21.1% $0 50 21.1% 0.0% 2L1% $0 $0
32.9% Special Trade 32.9% 0.0% -32.9% so so 32.9 % 0.0% -32.9% $0 $0
21 7% PrnfessionaJervices 23.7% 0.0% 237% 50 50 23.7 %tO%—2±1% $0 Mi
26.0% Other Services 26.0% 0.0% -26.0% $0 $121,505 26.0% 0.0% -26.0% $0 $18,540
21.1% Commodities 21.1% 9.6% -11.5% 54,309 $45,010 21.1% 1.6% -19.5% $1,233 $78,841

Total Expenditures 2.6% 54,309 $166,515 1.3% $1,233 $97,381

B. Assessment of Attainment of HUB Procurement Goals

Attainment:
The Court attained the applicable statewide HUB procurement goals for Commodities during the fiscal year. The Court did not attain the applicable statewide 1-HUB
procurement goals in any category.

Applicability:

Factors Affecting Attainment:

C. Good-Faith Efforts to Increase HUB Participation

Outreach Efforts and Mentor-Protégé Programs:
N/A

HUB Program Staffing:
N/A

Current and Future Good-Faith Efforts:

6.A. Page I of2



6.A. Historically Underutilized Business Supporting Schedule Date: 8116!2024

89th Regular Session, Agency Submission, Version 1 Time: 6:22:10PM

Automated Budget and Evaluation System of Texas (ABEST)

Agency Code: 225 Agency: Fifth Court ofAppeals District, Dallas

-__________

rules being equal, HUB vendors are given preference for any purchase to increase HIUB participation, However, there are instances where HUB products

or services are a great deal more costly than non-HUB, and under these circumstances, the Court will choose the best value as it is incurring expenses

using the taxpayer’s dollars.

6A. Page2of2



IESTIMATED GRAND TOTAL OF AGENCY FUNDS OUTSIDE THE 2026-27 GAA BILL PATTERN S 700,000 I

Tex. Govt Code, Sec. 22.2061, Appellate Juidicial System

Method of Calculation and Revenue Assumptions:

Historical Analysis

6.11. Estimated Total of All Agency Funds Outside the GAA Bill Pattern
FIFTH COURT OF APPEAL - AGY225

Fund Name --___________________________________________________

Estimated Beginning Balance in FY 2024
Estimated Revenues FY 2024 $ 350,000
Estimated Revenues FY 2025 $ 350,000

FY 2024-25 Total S 700,000

Estimated Beginning Balance in FY 2026 S 350,000
Estimated Revenues FY 2026 S 350,000
Estimated Revenues FY 2027

FY 2026-27 Total $ 700,000

Constitutional or Statutory Creation and Use of Funds:
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