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SOUTH CAROLINA COMMISSION ON INDIGENT DEFENSE

1330 La(?y Street, Suite 401 Hugh Ryan, Executive Director
Post Office Box 11433 Hervery Young, Deputy Director and General Counsel
Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1433 Lori Frost, Assistant Director

Telephone:  (803) 734-1343
Facsimile: (803) 734-1345
E-Mail: executive @sccid.sc.gov

June 29, 2023

The Honorable Harvey S. Peeler, Jr.
Chairman, Senate Finance Committee
111 Gressette Building

Columbia, SC 29201

RE: Proviso 61.12 — FY 22-23 Appropriations Act

Dear Chairman Peeler:

The Commission on Indigent Defense provides the enclosed information in accordance
with Proviso 61.12 of the FY 22-23 Appropriations Act (deleted in FY 23-24 Act as funding was
non-recurring).

During the FY 21-22 budget process the Agency received $4.8 million in non-recurring
funding to hire temporary contract attorneys to address the COVID related backlog of General
Sessions cases.

The Agency distributed these funds for use over a two-year period (FY 21-22, FY 22-23)
with 2.4 million allocated for each fiscal year. The funds were distributed in accordance with the
formula established in the proviso. (See attached Exhibit A for specific breakdown by circuit).

Over the two fiscal years the Circuit Defender offices throughout the State were able to
contract with approximately 64 attorneys. These attorneys were assigned nearly 11,004 cases that
that included approximately 18,491 warrants. The breaks down to a very cost-effective rate of
approximately $436 per case, while benefiting the entire criminal justice system in the resolution
of these cases. (See attached Exhibit B)

The Agency sincerely appreciates the significant funding from the General Assembly
during the FY 23-24 budget process and will ensure these funds are efficiently allocated to move
the backlog of cases working with our partners in the courts, law enforcement, solicitor offices
and other entities involved in the criminal justice system.

Sm?ierely

Ryan I
Executwe Director
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SOUTH CAROLINA COMMISSION ON INDIGENT DEFENSE

1330 Lady Street, Suite 401 Hugh Ryan, Executive Director
Post Office Box 11433 Hervery Young, Deputy Director and General Counsel
Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1433 Lori Frost, Assistant Director
Telephone:  (803) 734-1343

Facsimile:  (803) 734-1345

E-Mail: executive @sccid.sc.gov

June 29, 2023

The Honorable Bruce W. Bannister
Chairman, Ways & Means Committee
525 Blatt Building

Columbia, SC 29201

RE: Proviso 61.12 — FY 22-23 Appropriations Act

Dear Chairman Bannister:

The Commission on Indigent Defense provides the enclosed information in accordance
with Proviso 61.12 of the FY 22-23 Appropriations Act (deleted in FY 23-24 Act as funding was
non-recurring).

During the FY 21-22 budget process the Agency received $4.8 million in non-recurring
funding to hire temporary contract attorneys to address the COVID related backlog of General
Sessions cases.

The Agency distributed these funds for use over a two-year period (FY 21-22, FY 22-23)
with 2.4 million allocated for each fiscal year. The funds were distributed in accordance with the
formula established in the proviso. (See attached Exhibit A for specific breakdown by circuit).

Over the two fiscal years the Circuit Defender offices throughout the State were able to
contract with approximately 64 attorneys. These attorneys were assigned nearly 11,004 cases that
that included approximately 18,491 warrants. The breaks down to a very cost-effective rate of
approximately $436 per case, while benefiting the entire criminal justice system in the resolution
of these cases. (See attached Exhibit B)

The Agency sincerely appreciates the significant funding from the General Assembly
during the FY 23-24 budget process and will ensure these funds are efficiently allocated to move
the backlog of cases working with our partners in the courts, law enforcement, solicitor offices
and other entities involved in the criminal justice system.

ingere y,
S’Qh Ryan III

Executlve Director



FY21-22

Contract Attorney Funds
Disbursements FY21-22
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1 [cALHOUN | 363 $ 1,727.82 | $  1,945.35 97| $  2,439.79
1 |DORCHESTER |  1,844|$ 8777.12 | $  15,562.79 849( § 21,354.46
1_|ORANGEBURG 1,583[ $ 7,534.81 $  13,396.38 660 $ 16,600.64 | 40,394.89 89,339.15
2 [AIKEN | 2,880{$13,708.30 | $  23,366.29 1,520| $ 38,231.78
2 |BAMBERG 355|$ 1,689.74 | $ 218852 | 86| $ 2,163.11
2 |[BARNWELL 520( $ 2,475.11 $  3,094.87 28,649.68 228 $ 573477 |
3 [CLARENDON 784 $ 3,731.70 = $  3,979.12 300[ $  7,545.75 |
3 |LEE 233§ 1,109.04 | $  1,127.42 . 88| $ 2,213.42 |
3 |SUMTER ~2,146| $10,214.59 $ 17,861.84 1,516] $ 38,131.17 |
3 |WILLIAMSBURG 354| $ 1,684.98 $  3,205.40 26,173.78 187|$ 470352 | $§ 52,693.85  $ 95,507.94
4 |CHESTERFIELD 1,189[ § 5,659.43 $  9,306.72 832 $ 20,926.87 |
4 |DARLINGTON 1,800| $ 8,567.69 $ 10,367.82 1,195/ $ 30,057.22 |
4 |DILLON _ 670| $ 3,189.08 $  2,409.58 150| $ 3,772.87 |
4 |[MARLBORO 566| $ 2,694.06 20,110.27 $  2674.85 261]$  6,564.80 |
5 |KERSHAW 1,575 $ 7.496.73 659 $ 14,568.01 1,306 $ 32,849.15 |
5 |RICHLAND 7.510| $35,746.30 43,243.03 2,807| $ 62,052.20 5,906/ $ 148,550.59
6 [CHESTER 762 $ 3,626.99 340[$  7,516.12 530] $ 13,330.82 |
6 |FAIRFIELD 431| $ 2,051.49 116]| $  2,564.32 105 $  2,641.01 |
6 |LANCASTER 2,182| $10,385.94 16,064.42 © 953| $ 21,067.24 1,993| $ 50,128.91
7 |CHEROKEE 1,593 $ 7,582.40 | 516 $  11,406.82 441 $ 11,092.25 |
7 _|SPARTANBURG 5,884| $28,006.82 35,589.23 1,781[ $  39,371.20 2,013| § 50,631.96 |
8 |ABBEVILLE 685 $ 3,260.48 176]/ $  3,890.70 189| $ 4,753.82 |
8 |GREENWOOD 3,317| $15,788.35 1,124| $  24,847.41 1,374| $ 34,559.52 |
8 |LAURENS 2,400| $11,423.58 758/ $  16,756.52 1,336 $ 33,603.72 |
8 |[NEWBERRY 941| $ 4,479.00 34,951.41 142| $  3,139.09 90[$ 2,263.72 |
9 [BERKELEY 3,826| $18,211.10 1,428 $  31,567.70 3,385( $ 85,141.17
9 [CHARLESTON 6,058| $28,835.03 47,046.13 2,328/ $ 51,463.31 5,299| $ 133,283.03
10 |ANDERSON 3,425| $16,302.41 1,174| $  25,952.72 1,378| $ 34,660.13
10 |OCONEE 1,542| $ 7,339.65 23,642.06 549[ $ 12,136.32 422[ $ 10,614.35
11 |EDGEFIELD ~ 254[$ 1,209.00 73| $  1,613.75 74| $  1,861.28 |
11 |LEXINGTON 4,899| $23,318.39 i 1,351[ $  29,865.52 1,398| $ 35,163.18 |
11 [McCORMICK 277 B 66/ $  1,459.01 54| $ 1,358.23
11 |SALUDA 241 26,992.98 35| 8 773.72 33,712.00 32|$ 80488 | $
12 [FLORENCE 3,499 1,156| $ 25,554.81 1,450| $ 36,471.11
12 [MARION 729[ $ 3,469.91 20,124.55 271[$  5,990.79 425 $10,689.81
13 |GREENVILLE 12,990| $61,830.15 - 3617| $ 4,040| $101,616.05 | |
13 |PICKENS 3,450| $16,421.40 | $ 78,261.56 1,062| $ 659 $16,575.49
14 |ALLENDALE  141]$ 67114 | 17] 8 51§ 1,282.78 |
14 |BEAUFORT 2,109[ $10,038.48 | 825( $ 1,021 $ 25,680.69 | = | |
14 [COLLETON 864 $ 4,112.49 | 401| $ 789| $§ 19,845.31 -
14 |HAMPTON 338 $ 1,608.82 | 105/ $ 183|$ 460291 |
14 |JASPER 515[$ 2,451.31 | 178 $ 285| $7,168.46 | $ 658,580.14 © § 111,196.49
15 | GEORGETOWN 919[ $ 4,374.28 | 368[ $ 379| $ 9,532.79 | f
15 |HORRY 6,250] $29,748.92 | 1,393( § 1,559] $39,212.73 | § 4874552  § 121,797.80
16 |UNION 999| $ 4,755.07 | 277|$  6,123.43 | 239| $  6,011.44
16 |[YORK 4,952| $23,570.66 1,526/ $  33,734.11 | $ 39,8567.54 1,335 $33,578.57 |  $ 39,690.01 %s 107,773.28
TOTAL 100,844 | 32570 47,709
- o s4ao.q99_.pgj ] . $720,000.00 1:':51 $1,200,000.00 © $2,400,000.00 -
Total Funds:| $2,400,00000 | || Eal il L]
Total Warrants | 100,844 Total Warrants 32,570 Total Warrants 47,709

Exhibit A

6/29/2023




FY22-23

Contract Attorney Funds
Disbursements FY22-23
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1 |CALHOUN 363§ 1,727.82 | $  1,945.35 97| $ 2,439.79
1 |DORCHESTER 1,844 $ 877712 | $ 1556279 | 849| $ 21,354.46
1 |ORANGEBURG 1,583[ § 7,534.81 | $ 13,396.38 F 30,904.51 660| $ 16,600.64 |
2 |AIKEN 2,880| $13,708.30 | $ 23,366.29 | 1,520| $ 38,231.78
2 |BAMBERG  355|$ 1,689.74 | $ 2,188.52 86| $ 2,163.11 |
2 |BARNWELL 520| $ 2,475.11 $  3,094.87 28,649.68 228| $ 573477 |
3 |CLARENDON 784§ 3,731.70 ¢ 180| $ 3,979.12 | 300| $ 7,545.75
3 |LEE ~ 233]'$ 1,109.04 $  1.127.42 88[ § 2,213.42
3 [SUMTER 2,146 $10,214.59 $ 17,861.84 1,516 $ 38,131.17
3 |WILLIAMSBURG 354| $ 1,684.98 | $  3,205.40 26,173.78 187| § 4,703.52 52,593.85
4 |CHESTERFIELD ~ 1,189| $ 5,659.43 $  9,306.72 832| $ 20,926.87
4 |DARLINGTON 1,800| $ 8,567.69 $ 10,367.82 1,195| $ 30,057.22 |
4 |DILLON - 670 $ 3,189.08 | $  2,409.58 150{ $ 3,772.87 |
4 |MARLBORO 566| $ 2,694.06 | $ 2,674.85 24,758.98 261| $§ 6,564.80 61,321.76 $ 106,191.01
5 |[KERSHAW  1575|$ 7,496.73 | $ 14,568.01 1,306] $ 32,849.15 :
5 |RICHLAND 7,510] $35,746.30 | $ 62,052.20 76,620.20 5,906] $ 148,550.59 $ 301,262.97
6 |CHESTER ~ 762| $ 3,626.99 'I $ _ 7,516.12 530] $ 13,330.82 _
6 |FAIRFIELD 431] $ 2,051.49 $ 2,564.32 105/ $ 2,641.01 | s'}:
6 |LANCASTER 2,182] $10,385. 94E $ 16,064.42 953| § 21,067.24 31,147.68 1,993| $§ 50,128.91 | $ 113,312, 83
7 |CHEROKEE 1,593| $ 7,582.40 516/ $ 11,406.82 | 441 $ 11,092.25 | ’ié
7 |SPARTANBURG 5,884| $28,006.82 $ 35,589.23 1,781] $§ 39,371.20 50,778.02 2,013] $ 50,631.96 $ 148,091.45 @
8 |ABBEVILLE 685| $ 3,260.48 176| $  3,890.70 189| $ 4,753.82
8 |GREENWOOD 3,317| $15,788.35 1,124| $ 24,847.41 | 1,374| $ 34,559.52
8 |[LAURENS 2,400 $11,423.58 758| $ 16,756.52 | 1,336{ $§ 33,603.72 o
8 |INEWBERRY 941| $ 4.479.00 $ 34,951.41 142]$  3139.09] § 90| § 2,263.72 168,766.91 =
9 |BERKELEY 3,826| $18,211.10 1,428 $ 31,567.70 | 3,385| $ 85,141.17 i
9 |CHARLESTON 6,058/ $28,835.03 $ 47,046.13 2,328/ $ 51,463.31 | 5,299 $ 133,283.03 3 348,501.34
10 [ANDERSON 3,425| $16,302.41 1,174 $  25,952.72 1,378| $ 34,660.13 }&
10 |OCONEE 1,542| $ 7,339.65 $ 23,642.06 549 $ 12,136.32 422| $ 10,614.35 | $ 45,274.48 107,005.58 |
11 |EDGEFIELD 254| $ 1,209.00 73| $  1,613.75 74| $ 1,861.28 |
11 |[LEXINGTON 4,899| $23,318.39 1,351 $§ 29,865.52 1,398 $§ 35,163.18
11 [McCORMICK 277| $ 1,318.47 66| $  1,459.01 54| $ 1,358.23
11 |SALUDA 241| $ 114712 | 35| 8 773.72 32| § 804.88 99,892.56
12 |[FLORENCE 3,499 $16,654.63 | | 1,156| $ 25,554.81 1,450] $ 36,471.11
12 |MARION $ 3.469.91 | 2711 $  5,990.79 425| $10,689.81 98,831. 06
13 |GREENVILLE 3,617[ § 79,958.24 4,040[ $101,616.05
13 |PICKENS 1,062| $§ 23,476.82 659| $16,575.49 $ 299, 87816
14 |ALLENDALE 171 8 375.81 51)$ 128278 |
14 |BEAUFORT 2,109( $10,038.48 | 825( $ 18,237.64 1,021| $ 25,680.69 |
14 [COLLETON 864 $ 411249 | 401 $ 789 $ 19,845.31
14 |HAMPTON 338 $ 1,608.82 | 105| $ 183| $  4,602.91
14 |JASPER 515[$ 2,451.31 | 178] $ 285 $7,168.46
15 |GEORGETOWN  919| $ 437428 | 368| $ 379 $ 9,532.79
15 |HORRY 6250 $29,748.92 | 1,393| $ 30,793.98 1,559 $39,212.73 =
16 [UNION 999| $ 4,755.07 | 277|$  6,123.43 239| $  6,011.44 %
16 |YORK 4,952| $23,570.66 | 1,626| $ 33,734.11 1,335] $33,578.57 | 39,690.01 = $ 107,773.28

TOTAL 100,844 g 32,570 47,709 e 5%?

e L - ) . $1,200,000.00 ' $2,400,000.00
Total Funds:| $2,400,000.00 | . o
Total Warrants 100,844 “Total Warrants 32,570 Total Warrants 47,709
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FY23 Backlog Contract Attorney Workload

Backlog Attorney Workload
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