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County Funding Survey

As of July 1, 2017

Circuit Summaries

Public Defender Status as of June 30, 2017, 2016, and 2015.

Contract PD Amount as of July 1, 2017

AA’s and Secretary Status, Investigator’s Status, and Other Employees Status as of July 1,
2017.

Salary for Public Defenders as of July 1, 2017.

Magistrate, Municipal, Bond Hearing, and Pre-Trial Release Representation Routinely
Provided by PD 17-18.

Specific Attorney Assigned to Magistrate, Municipal or Combined Courts.

Dedicated Funding Provided by City Municipal Court FY 17-18

County Government Funding FY 17-18, 16-17, and 15-16.

Total County and Municipal Funding as of July 1, 2017.

State, County and Municipal Appropriated Funding by County/Circuit FY 17-18, 16-17,
and 15-16.

Audit of Funds and PD Receipt or Collection of Funds Including Cash or Checks.
Public Defenders with Less than Three Years’ Experience as of July 1, 2017.

Public Defender and Contract Public Defender Experience as of July 1, 2017.

Training and Mentoring Programs as of July 1, 2017.

Grant Amounts and Descriptions as of July 1, 2017.

Indigency Application and Determination.

Handling of Juvenile Cases.
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Survey

"As of July 1, 2017

Circuit Summaries

Public Defender Status as of June 30, 2017, 2016, and 2015,

Contract PD Amount as of July 1, 2017

AA’s and Secretary Status, Investigator’s Status, and Other Employees Status as of July 1,
2017.

Salary for Public Defenders as of July 1, 2017,

Magistrate, Municipal, Bond Hearing, and Pre-Trial Release Representation Routinely
Provided by PD 17-18.

Specific Attorney Assigned to Magistrate, Municipal or Combined Courts.

Dedicated Funding Provided by City Municipal Court FY 17-18

County Government Funding FY 17-18, 16-17, and 15-16.

Total County and Municipal Funding as of July 1, 2017.

State, County and Municipal Appropriated Funding by County/Circuit FY 17-18, 16-17,
and 15-16.

Audit of Funds and PD Receipt or Collection of Funds Including Cash or Checks.
Public Defenders with Less than Three Years’ Experience as of July 1, 2017.

Public Defender and Contract Public Defender Experience as of July 1, 2017.

Training and Mentoring Programs as of July 1, 2017.

Grant Amounts and Descriptions as of July 1, 2017,

Indigency Application and Determination.

Handling of Juvenile Cases. ,



1st Circuit Summary

County Position
Calhoun Public Defender

Dorchester Public Defender
Orangeburg Public Defender
Total Public Defenders

Calhoun AA's/Sec
Dorchester AA's/Sec
Orangeburg AA's/Sec

Total AA's/Sec

Calhoun Investigators
Dorchester Investigators
Orangeburg investigators

Total Investigators

Calhoun Other Employees
Dorchester Other Employees
Orangeburg Other Employees
Total Other Employees

Salary Ranges Under $40,000
Cathoun 2
Dorchester 3
Orangeburg 2

Total Salary Ranges 7

County Funding
Calhoun
Dorchester
Orangeburg

Other Funding

Calhoun
Dorchester
Orangeburg

Total Circuit Funding

FTE

o~ o

0

PTE

PR

0

FTC PTC
0 1
0 2
0 1
0 4
0 ¥
0 1
0 0
0 1
0 o
0 0
0 1
0 1
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0

$40,000-559,999 $60,000-$79,999 $80,000-5100,0600 Over $100,000

0
1
3

4

FY 14-15
$28,957
$598,525
$544,680

50
$24,000
$0

$1,196,162

0
3
2

FY 15-16
$30,405
$643,525
$544,680

S0
$24,000

S0

$1,242,610

0 0
1 1
1 0
2 1
FY 16-17 FY 17-18
$32,000 $36,000
$643,525 $658,525
$610,392 $610,392
S0 51,500
$24,000 $40,500
$0 $32,000
51,309,917 $1,378,917



2nd Circuit Summary

County Position

Aiken Public Defender
Bamberg Public Defender
Barnwell Public Defender

Total Public Defenders

Aiken AA's/Sec
Bamberg AA's/Sec
Barnwel! AA's/Sec

Total AA's/Sec

Aiken Investigators
Bamberg Investigators
Barnwell Investigators

Total Investigators

Aiken Other Employees
Bamberg Other Employees
Barnwell Other Employees

Total Other Employees

Salary Ranges Under $40,000
Aiken 0
Bamberg 0
Barnwell 0
Total Salary Ranges 0

County Funding
Aiken

Bamberg
Barnwell

Other Funding
Aiken
Bamberg
Barnwell

Total Circuit Funding

FTE
g
1
0

3

$40,000-559,999 $60,000-579,999 $80,000-$100,000 Over $100,000

5
0
0

FY 14-15
5400,770
531,000
540,000

50
S0
S0

$471,770

PTE

[ B o R =

[= R -

0

1
1
0

FY 15-16
$420,684
$31,000
$65,000

$5,000
$0
50

$521,684

FTC

o

[= B ]

[ I an

0

1
0
1

FY 16-17
$447,293
$31,000
$70,000

546,000
5400
$3,200

$597,893

PTC

o o o

0
0
0

FY 17-18
$356,664
$32,500
$74,500

$14,520
s
$1,200

$479,384



3rd Circuit Summary

County Position FTE PTE FTC PTC
Clarendon Public Defender 0 2 0 0
Lee Public Defender 1 0] 0 0
Sumter Public Defender 7 1 0 1
Williamsburg Public Defender 0 1 0 0
Total Public Defenders 8 4 0 1
Clarendon AA's/Sec 0 1 0 0
Lee AA'sfSec 0 0 0 ]
Sumter AA'sfSec 2 0 0 0
Williamsburg AA's/Sec 1 0 0 0
Total AA's/Sec 3 1 0 0
Clarendon Investigators 0 0 0 0
Lee Investigators 0 0 0 0
Sumter Investigators 0 0 0 0
Williamsburg Investigators 0 0 0 o]
Total Investigators 0 0 0 0
Clarendon Other Employees 0 0 0 0]
Leg Other Employees 0 0 0 0]
Sumter Other Empioyees 4 0 0 0
Williamsburg Other Employees 0 0 0 0
Total Other Employees 4 ' 0 0 0
Salary Ranges Under $40,000 $40,000-559,999 $60,000-579,999 $80,000-5100,000 Over $100,000
Clarendon 0 1 0 0 1
Lee 1 0 0 0 ) 0
Sumter 0 S 2 0 0]
Willlamsburg 0 1 0 0 0
Total Salary Ranges 1 7 2 0 : 1
County Funding FY 14-15 FY 15-16 FY 16-17 FY 17-18
Clarendon $60,000 $60,000 $60,000 $82,000
Lee $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 540,000
Sumter $225,000 $225,000 $225,000 $225,000
Williamsburg 531,852 $31,852 $31,853 $35,756
Other Funding

Clarendon S0 50 $0 S0
Lee $0 $0 $0 $0
Sumter S0 S0 $20,000 $22,750
Williamsburg S0 S0 $0 S0

Total Circuit Funding $356,852 $356,852 $376,853 $405,506



Salary Ranges
Chesterfield
Darlington
Dillon
Marlboro

Total Salary Ranges

County Funding
Chesterfield
Darlington

Dillon

Marlboro

Other Funding
Chesterfield
Darlington
Dillen
Marlboro

Total Circuit Funding

4th Circuit Summary

Under 540,000
1

0
0
o

County Position FTE
Chesterfield Public Defender 2
Darlington Public Defender 3
Dillon Public Defender 1
Marlboro Public Defender 1
Total Public Defenders 7
Chesterfield AA's/Sec 2
Darlington AA's/Sec 1
Dillon AA'sfSec 2
Marlboro AA's/Sec 0
Total AA's/Sec 5
Chesterfield Investigators 0
- Darlington Investigators 0
Dillon Investigators 0
Mariboro Investigators 0
Total Investigators 0
Chesterfield Other Employees 0
Darlington Other Employees V]
Dillon ‘ _ Other Employees 0
Marlboro Other Employees 0
Total Other Employees 1]

PTE

o [ I = i = R ] Ll = O o N o O OoON

oo o o

o o0 0o o [=1 =~ ] (=] [= 2N = = B = ]

(=T o= I s R

0

PTC
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o0 0o

0

$40,000-$59,999 $60,000-579,999 $80,000-$100,000 Over $100,000

2
2
)
0
4

FY 14-15
543,528
$125,000
$54,000
$52,290

$0
30
S0
S0

$274,818

L= 2= B

FY 15-16
$118,527
$140,000
$54,000
$52,290

s0
$0
50
50

$364,817

0

0
1
0

FY 16-17
$122,527
$144,000
$54,000
$56,290

S0
50
$0
$0

$376,817

0

0
0
1

FY 17-18
$136,500
5145,000
$59,000
$56,290

$0

$0
$1,000

50

$397,790



5th Circuit Summary

County Position FTE PTE FTC PTC
Kershaw Public Defender 4 0 0 1]
Richiand Public Defender 35 0 o 0
Total Public Defenders 39 v} 0o 0
Kershaw AA's{Sec i 0 0 0
Richland AA's/Sec 11 0 0 0
Total AA's/Sec 12 0 0 0
Kershaw Investigators 0 0 0 0
Richland investigators 1 0 0 0

. Total Investigators 1 0 0 0
Kershaw Other Employees 0 0 0 0
Richland Other Employees 2 0 0 0
Total Other Employees 2 0 0 0
Salary Ranges Under $40,000 $40,000-$59,999 $60,000-$79,999 $80,000-$100,000 Over $100,000
Kershaw 2 0 2 0 0
Richland 3 21 7 3 0
Total Salary Ranges 5 21 9 3 0
County Funding FY 14-15 FY 15-16 FY 16-17 FY 17-18
Kershaw $100,000 $100,000 $150,000 $200,000
Richland $1,567,650 $1,567,650 $1,567,650 $2,000,448
Other Funding
Kershaw S0 S0 S0 $5,000
Richland 50 $100,000 $100,000 $230,000

Total Circuit Funding $1,667,650 $1,767,650 $1,817,650 $2,435,448



6th Circuit Summary

County Position
Chester Public Defender
Fairfield Public Defender
Lancaster Public Defender
Total Public Defenders

Chester AA's/Sec
Eairfield AA's/Sec
Lancaster AA's/Sec

Total AA's/Sec

Chester Investigators
Fairfield Investigators
Lancaster Investigators
Total Investigators

Chester Other Employees
Fairfieid Other Employees
Lancaster Other Employees
Total Other Employees

Salary Ranges Under $40,000
Chester 0
Fairfield 0
Lancaster 0
Total Salary Ranges 0
County Funding

Chester

Fairfield

Lancaster

Other Funding

Chester

Fairfield

Lancaster

Total Circuit Funding

FTE
2
2
6

1c

o

o O

0

$40,000-$59,999 $60,000-$79,999 $80,000-$100,000 Over $100,000

1
0
3

4

FY 14-15
558,000
$52,000
$127,000

$0
s
S0

$237,000

PTE

[ R ]

L= =

0

1
1
2

FY 15-16
$58,000
$52,000
$127,000

$0
50
$0

$237,000

0

0
1
0

FY 16-17
$58,000
$52,000

$189,500

$0
S0
$0

$299,500

PTC

O = O

Qo

0

0
0
0

FY 17-18
$105,980
595,204
$300,827

$9,600
$3,600
$7,500

$522,7111




7th Circuit Summary

County Position FTE PTE FTC PTC
Cherokee Public Defender 3 0 0 1
Spartanburg Public Defender 14 6 0 0
Total Public Defenders 17 6 0 1
Cherokee AA's/Sec 1 0 0 1]
Spartanburg AA's/Sec 5 0 o 0
Total AA's/Sec 6 0 0 0
Cherokee Investigators o 0 0 0
Spartanburg Investigators 3 o 0 0
Total investigators 3 0 0 o
Cherokee  Other Employees 1] 0 0 0
Spartanburg Cther Employees 3 o 0 0
Total Other Employees 3 0 0 0

. Salary Ranges Under 540,000 $40,000-$59,999 $60,000-379,999 $80,000-5100,000 Over $100,000
Cherokee 0 2 0 0 1
Spartanburg 3 10 7 0 0
Total Salary Ranges 3 12 7 0 1
County Funding FY 14-15 FY 15-16 FY 16-17 FY 17-18
Cherokee $140,000 $140,000 $140,000 $140,000
Spartanburg $1,116,169 51,116,169 $1,116,169 $1,116,169
Other Funding
Cherokee S0 S0 S0 $6,000
Spartanburg S0 $0 $0 S0

Total Circuit Funding $1,256,169 $1,256,169 $1,256,169 $1,262,16%



8th Circuit Summary

County Position FTE PTE FTC PTC
Abbeville Public Defender 1 0 ¢] 1]
Greenwood Public Defender 4 0 0 2
Laurens Public Defender 4 0 0 1]
Newberry Public Defender 0 0 0 1
Total Public Defenders 9 0 0 3
Abbeville AA's/Sec 0 o 0 0
Greenwood AA's/Sec 2 0 0 0
Laurens AA's/Sec 1 0 0 0
Newberry AA's/Sec 0 0 0 0
Total AA's/Sec 3 0 0 0
Abbeville Investigators 0 0 0 0
Greenwood Investigators 2 0 0 4]
Laurens Investigators 0 0 0 0
Newberry Investigators 0 0 0 0
Total Investigators 2 0 0 0
Abbeville Other Employees 0 0 o 0
Greenwood Other Employees 0 0 (¢ 0
Laurens Other Employees 0 0 0 0
Newberry Other Employees 0 0 o 0
Total Other Employees 0 1] : 0 4]
Salary Ranges Under $40,000 $40,000-559,999 $60,000-$79,999 $80,000-$100,000 Over $100,000
Abbeville 0 1 0 0 ¢
Greenwood 2 3 0 0 0
Laurens 0 3 1 0 ¢
Newberry 0 0 0 ] 1
Total Salary Ranges 2 7 1 0 1
County Funding FY 14-15 FY 15-16 FY 16-17 FY 17-18
Abbeville 526,790 $26,790 $26,790 $26,790
Greenwood $149,000 $149,000 $149,000 $149,000
Laurens $76,000 $86,000 $86,000 586,000
Newberry $70,475 $70,475 $70,475 $70,475
Other Funding

Ahbeville 50 $0 $0 $2,500
Greenwood S0 50 50 $1,000
Laurens S0 50 50 $2,500
Newberry 50 $0 50 50

Total Circuit Funding $322,265 $332,265 $332,265 $338,265



9th Circuit Summary

County Position

Berkeley Public Defender
Charleston Public Defender
Total Public Defenders

Berkeley AA's/Sec
Charleston AA'sfSec

Total AA's/Sec

Berkeley Investigators
Charleston Investigators
Total investigators

Berkeley Other Employees
Charleston Other Employees

Total Other Employees

Salary Ranges Under $40,000
Berkeley 0
Charleston 2

Total Salary Ranges 2
County Funding

Berkeley

Charleston

Other Funding

Berkeley

Charleston

Total Circuit Funding

FTE
g
29

37

10

13

7

PTE
0
2

0

FTC

0

PTC

0

$40,000-$59,999 $60,000-579,999 $80,000-$100,000 Over $100,000

4
11

15
FY 14-15

$326,268
$2,925,961

$0
$50,000

$3,302,229

2
11

13
FY 15-16

$376,699
$2,984,480

$0
$50,000

$3,411,179

1
2

FY 16-17
$393,274
$3,029,247

$0
$50,000

$3,472,521

1
4

5
FY 17-18

$504,007
43,130,000

$0
$142,889

53,776,836



10th Circuit Summary

County Position
Anderson Public Defender
Oconee Public Defender

Total Public Defenders

Anderson AA'sfSec
Oconee AA's{Sec
Total AA's/Sec

Anderson Investigators
Oconee Investigators

Total Investigators

Anderson Other Employees
Oconee Other Employees

Total Other Employees

Salary Ranges Under $40,000
Anderson D
Cconee 0]

Total Salary Ranges 0

County Funding
Anderson
Oconee

Other Funding
Anderson

Oconee

Total Circuit Funding

FTE
7
3

10

2

$40,000-$59,999 $60,000-$79,999 $80,000-5100,000 Over $100,000

3
1

4

FY 14-15
$328,900
$212,000

S0
50

$540,900

PTE
0
0

[y

0

3
0
3
FY 15-16

$328,900
$200,000

$0
50

$528,900

FTC

0

0
2

FY 16-17
$338,775
$200,000

$45,000
$2,600

$586,375

PTC

0

0
0

FY 17-18
$338,775
$200,000°

$45,000
$6,400

$590,175



County
Edgefield
Lexington
McCormick
Saluda

11th Circuit Summary

Position

Public Defender
Public Defender
Public Defender
Public Defender

Total Public Defenders

Edgefield
Lexington
McCormick
Saluda

Total AA's/Sec

Edgefield
Lexington
McCormick
Saluda

Total Investigators

Edgefield
Lexington
McCormick
Saluda

AA's/Sec
AA's/Sec
AA's/Sec
AA's/Sec

Investigators
Investigators
Investigators
Investigators

Other Employees
Other Employees
Other Employees
Other Employees

Total Other Employees

Salary Ranges
Edgefield
Lexington
McCormick
Saluda

Total Salary Ranges

County Funding
Edgefield
Leﬁdngton
McCormick
Saluda

Other Funding
Edgefield
Lexington
McCormick
Saluda

Total Circuit Funding

Under 540,000
0

0
0
0

FTE
1
13

o o O oo -] o R o

[ S A

1
9
1
1
12

FY 14-15
$27,400
$386,500
$21,000.
$20,000

50
]
S0
S0

$454,900

PTE

[=] o o oo [=] o oo [=] o o o O

o o oo

0

1

3
1
0

FY 15-16
$27,400
$514,306
$23,400
$22,400

SO
S0
S0
S0

$587,506

[=] o o oo o (=B = i = B o =] O O O o

[== T B o B o

0

0
0
0

FY 16-17
$27,400
$514,306
$23,400
$20,000

S0
50
S0
s0

$585,106

PTC

(=] [ e I v Y o o o o o o oo o o

o o oo

0

$40,000-659,999 $60,000-$79,999 $80,000-$100,000 Over $100,000

0

1
0
0

FY17-18
$27,400
$543,932
$23,400
$22,400

50
50
50
S0

5617,132



12th Circuit Summary

County Position
Florence Public Defender
Marion Public Defender
Total Public Defenders

Florence AA's/Sec
Marion AA'sfSec

Total AA's/Sec

Florence Investigators
Marion Investigators

Total Investigators

Florence Other Employees
Marion Other Employees
Total Other Employees

Salary Ranges Under $40,000
Florence 2
Marion 0

Total Salary Ranges 2

County Funding
Florence
Marion

Other Funding
Florence

Marion

Total Circuit Funding

FTE
7
0

PTE
3
0

0

FTC

0

PTC

$40,000-$59,999 $60,000-579,999 $80,000-$100,000 Over $100,000

4
0

4
FY 14-15

$507,718
$60,240

$20,000
$0

$587,958

1
0

FY 15-16
$624,618
$62,889

$20,000
S0

$707,507

2
0

2

FY 16-17
$631,905
564,394

$20,000
$0

$716,299

0
0

o

FY 17-18
$748,474
$64,179

$23,600
$0

$336,253



13th Circuit Summary

County Position
Greenville Public Defender
Pickens Public Defender
Total Public Defenders

Greenville AA's/Sec
Pickens AA's/Sec

Total AA's/Sec

Greenwille investigators
Pickens Investigators

Total Investigators

Greenville Other Employees
Pickens Other Employees

Total Other Employees

Salary Ranges Under $40,000
Greenville 0
Pickens 2
Total Salary Ranges 2

County Funding
Greenville
Pickens

Other Funding
Greenville

Pickens

Total Circuit Funding

FTE
14
4

18

2

$40,000-$59,999 $60,000-$79,999 $80,000-$100,000 Over $100,000

4
1

FY 14-15
$513,922
$95,941

$0
S0

$609,863

PTE
0
0

0
9
1
10
FY 15-16

$613,825
$98,003

S0
$0

$711,828

FTC

0

0
0

FY 16-17
$615,297
596,847

S0
$40,000

$752,144

PTC

0

1
1

FY17-18
$732,825
$183,805

$0
$40,000

$956,630



14th Circuit Summary

County Position FYE PTE FTC PTC
Allendale Public Defender 3 0 0 0
Beaufort Public Defender 11 0 0 0
Colleton Public Defender 3 0 0 0
Hampton Public Defender 3 0 o 0
Jasper Public Defender 3 0 1] 1]
Total Public Defenders 23 0 0 0
Allendale AA's/Sec 1 0 0 0
Beaufort AA'sfSec 2 0 0 0
Colleton AA's/Sec 2 0 0 0
Hampton AA's/Sec 1 0 0 4]
Jasper AA's/Sec 1 0 0 0
Total AA's/Sec 7 0 0 1]
Allendale Investigators 1 0 0 0
Beaufort Investigators 2 0 0 0
Colleton Investigators 1 0 0 o
Hampton Investigators 1 0 0 0
Jasper Investigators 0 0 0 0
Total Investigators 5 0 0 0
Altendale Other Employees 0 0 0 0
Beaufort Other Employees 0 0 0 0
Colleton Other Employees 4] 0 0 0
Hampton Other Employees 0 0 0 0
lasper Other Employees 0 0 0 0
Total Other Employees 0 0 0 0
Salary Ranges Under $40,000 $40,000-$59,999 $60,000-579,999 $80,000-5100,000 Over $100,000
Allendale 0 1] 2 1 0
Beaufort 0 1 8 2 0
Colleton 0 0 2 1 a
Hampton 0 2 1 1 g
Jasper 0 0 2 1 0
Total Salary Ranges 0 3 15 6 0
County Funding FY 14-15 FY 15-16 FY 16-17 FY 17-18
Allendale $20,000 $20,000 $20,000 $20,000
Beaufort $736,949 $620,000 $620,000 $696,393
Colleton £239,901 $239,901 $239,501 $239,501
Hampten $44,000 $44,000 $44,000 $47,500
Jasper 546,000 $124,000 $124,000 $124,000
Other Funding

Allendale 50 S0 s0 $0
Beaufort S0 $0 $0 S0
Colleton $0 50 50 $0
Hampton $0 $0 ' S0 50
Jasper $0 $0 S0 $0

Total Circuit Funding $1,086,850 $1,047,901 $1,047,901 51,127,794



15th Circuit Summary

County Position FTE PTE FTC PTC
Georgetown Public Defender 2 0 0 2
Horry Public Defender 12 ] 0 1
Total Public Defenders 14 0 0 3
Georgetown AA's/Sec 1 0 0 0
Horry AA's/Sec 10 0 0 0
Total AA's/Sec 11 0 o 0
Georgetown Investigators 0 1 0 0
Horry Investigators 2 0 V] 0
Total Investigators 2 1 0 0
Georgetown Other Employees 0 0 0 0
Horry Other Employees 0 0 0 0
Total Other Employees o 0 1] 0
Salary Ranges Under $40,000 540,000-559,999 $60,000-$79,999 $80,000-$100,000 Over $100,000
Georgetown -0 0 1 1 0
Horry 0 4 5 2 0
Total Salary Ranges 0 4 6 3 0
County Funding FY 14-15 FY 15-16 FY 16-17 FY 17-18
Georgetown $126,100 §126,100 $156,100 $156,100
Horry 51,067,214 51,067,214 $989,354 $1,172,214

Other Funding
Georgetown 50 S0 50 S0
Horry $0 S0 S0 50

Total Circuit Funding $1,193,314 $1,193,314 $1,145,454 $1,328,314



16th Circuit Summary

County Position
Union Public Defender
York Public Defender

Total Public Defenders

Union AA's/Sec
York AA's/Sec

Total AA's/Sec

Union Investigators
York Investigators

. Total Investigators

Union Other Employees
York Other Employees

Total Cther Employees

Salary Ranges Under $40,000
Union 0]
York 0
Total Salary Ranges 0

County Funding
Union
York

Other Funding
Union

York

Total Circuit Funding

FTE
2
16

13

0

PTE
0
0

0

FTC

0

PTC

0

$40,000-559,999 $60,000-579,999 5$80,000-$100,000 Cver $100,000

0
5

FY 14-15
$27,950
51,071,932

S0
$15,000

$1,114,882

1
4

FY 15-16
$93,056
51,236,433

S0
$15,000

51,344,489

1
5

FY 16-17
$100,822
51,287,737

S0
$74,790

$1,463,349

0
2

FY 17-18
$120,410
51,373,465

50
$76,353

$1,570,228



Public Defender Status as of June 30, 2017

Circuit [County FTE PTE FTC PTC [Grand TotafGrand TotalGrand Total
Jun-17 Jun-16 Jun-15
1 |[Calhoun 0 1 0 1 1 0.5 0.5
1|Dorchester 7 1 0 2 8.5 8.5 7.5
1{Orangeburg 5 0 1 8.5 7.5 6.5
Total for 1st Circuit 12 4 0 4 16 16.5 14.5
2|Aiken 8 0 0 0 8 8 7
21Bamberg 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
2|Barnwell 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
Total for 2nd Circuit 10 0 0 0 10 10 9
3|Clarendon* 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
3|Lee* 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
3|Sumter 7 1 0 1 8 7 7
3[Williamsburg 0 1 0 0 0.5 0.5 1
Total for 3rd Circuit 9 2 0 1 10.5 9.5 10
4|Chesterfield 2 2 0 0 3 2 2
4|Darlington 3 0 0 0 3 3 3
4|Dillon 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
4|Marlboro 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
Total for 4th Circuit 7 2 0 0 8 7 7
5|Kershaw 4 0 0 0 4 3 3
5|Richland 35 0 0 0 35 30 29
Total for 5th Circuit 39 0 0 0 39 33 32
6|Chester 2 0 0 1 2.5 2.5 2
6|Fairfield 2 0 0 1 25 2 1.5
6|Lancaster 6 0 0 ¢ 6 5 5
Total for 6th Circuit 10 0 0 2 11 9.5 8.5
7 |Cherckee 3 0 0 1 35 25 2
7|Spartanburg 14 8 0 0 17 14 14
Total for 7th Circuit 17 6 0 1 20.5 16.5 16
8|Abbevilie 1 0 0 0 1 1 2
8|Greenwood 3 0 0 2 4 3.5 2
8|Laurens 4 0 0 0 4 35 25
8|Newberry 0 0 0 1 0.5 0.5 0.5
Total for 8th Circuit 8 0 0 9.5 8.5 7
Continued on next page...




Circuit  |County FTE PTE FTC PTC [Grand TotalGrand TotalGrand Total
Jun-17 Jun-16 Jun-15
9|Berkeley 8 0 0 1 8.5 6.5 6
9|Charleston 29 2 0 0 30 26 245
Total for 9th Circuit 37 2 0 1 38.5 325 30.5
10|Anderson 7 0 0 3 85 8 5
10|Oconee 3 0 0 1 35 3 3
Total for 10th Circuit 10 0 0 4 12 9 8
11|Edgefield** 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
11|Lexington 13 0 0 0 13 10 10
11|McCormick™* 0 0 0 0 0 0] 1
11|Saluda** 1 0 ) 0 1 1 0
Total for 11th Circuit 15 0 0 0 15 12 12
12 |Florence 7 3 0 0 8.5 7.5 8.5
12 [Marion 0 8] 0 1 0.5 0.5 0.5
Total for 12th Circuit 7 3 0 1 9 8 7
13|Greenville 14 0 0 8 18 15 15
13|Pickens 4 0 0 2 5 4 3
Total for 13th Circuit 18 0 0 10 23 19 18
14|Allendale*** 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
14|Beaufort 11 0 0 0 11 10 8
14|Colleton 3 0 0 0 3 2 2
14|Hampton™* 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
14 |Jasper*** 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
Total for 14th Circuit 17 0 0 0 17 15 13
15|Georgetown 2 0 0 2 3 2.5 2.5
15|Horry 12 0 0 1 12.5 11 11
Total for 15th Circuit 14 0 0 3 15.5 13.5 13.5
16¢Union 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
16]York 16 0 0 0 16 15 13
Total for 16th Circuit 18 0 0 0 18 17 15
I
Grand Total 248 19 0 30 2725 236.5 221

***Allendale, Hampton and Jasper share three FTEs {marked 1 FTE in each)



Public Defender Status as of June 30, 2016

Circuit |County FTE | PTE FTC PTC |Grand Total| Grand Total | Grand Total
Jun-16 Jun-15 Jun-14
1|Calhoun 0 1 0 0 0.5 0.5 0.5
1|Dorchester 7 1 0 2 85 7.5 8
1|QOrangeburg 5 3 0 2 7.5 6.5 6.5
Total for 1st Circuit 12 5 0 4 16.5 14.5 15
2|Aiken 8 0] 0 0 8 7 8
2|Bamberg 1 0 0 0] 1 1 1
2|Barnwell 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
Total for 2nd Circuit 10 0 0 0 10 9 10
3|Clarendon™ 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
3|Lee” 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
3|Sumter 6 1 0 1 7 7 7
3{williamsburg 0 1 0 0 0.5 1 1
Total for 3rd Circuit 8 2 0 1 9.5 10 10
4|Chesterfield 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
4|Dartington 3 0 0 0 3 3 3
41Dillon 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
4|Marlboro 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
Total for 4th Circuit 7 0 0 0 7 7 7
5|Kershaw 3 0 0 0 3 3 2
5{Richland 30 0 0 0 30 29 27
Total for 5th Circuit 33 0 0 0 33 32 29
&|Chester 2 0 0 1 25 2 25
6|Fairfield 1 1 0 1 2 1.6 1
6|Lancaster 5 0 0] 0 5 5 4
Total for 6th Circuit 8 1 0 2 9.5 8.5 7.5
7|Cherokee 2 0 0 1 2.5 2 2
7|Spartanburg 11 6 0] 0 14 14 15
Total for 7th Circuit 13 6 0 1 16.5 16 17
8|Abbeville 1 D 0 0 1 2 2
8|Greenwood 3 0 0 1 3.5 2 3
8|Laurens 3 0 0 1 3.5 2.5 2.5
8|Newberry 0 0 0 1 0.5 0.5 0.5
Total for 8th Circuit 7 0 0 3 8.5 7 8

Continued on next page...




Circuit |County FTE | PTE FTC | PTC |[Grand Total|Grand Total | Grand Total
Jun-16 Jun-15 Jun-14
9|Berkeley 8 0 0 1 6.5 8 5.5
g|Charleston 25 2 0 0 26 24 5 255
Total for 9th Circuit 31 2 0 1 325 30.5 31
10|Anderscn 5 0 0 2 6 5 6
10|Oconee 3 0 0 0 3 3 3
Total for 10th Circuit 8 0 0 2 9 8 9
11|Edgefield™ 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
11{Lexington 10 0 0 0 10 10 10
11]McCormick™* 0 0 0 0 0] 1 0
11|Satuda** 1 0 0] 0 1 0
Total for 11th Circuit 12 0 0 0 12 12 11
12 |Florence 6 3 0 0 7.5 8.5 . 6.5
12 |Marion 0 0 0 1 0.5 0.5 0.5
Total for 12th Circuit 6 3 0 1 8 7 7
13|Greenville 11 0 0 8 15 15 14.5
13|Pickens 3 0 0 2 4 3 4
Total for 13th Circuit 14 0 0 10 19 18 18.5
14|Allendale™** 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
14|Beaufort 10 0 0 0 10 8 8
14|Colleton 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
14|Hampton™™" 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
14|Jasper*** 1 0 0 0 1 1 0
Total for 14th Circuit 15 0 0 0 15 13 12
15|Georgetown 2 0] 0 1 2.5 2.5 2
15|Horry 11 0 0 0 11 11 10
Total for 15th Circuit 13 0 ] 1 13.5 13.5 12
16| Union 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
16| York 15 0 0 0 15 13 13
Total for 16th Circuit 17 0 0 0 17 15 15
|
Grand Total 214 19 0 26 236.5 221 219

*Clarendon and Lee share the same two FTEs (placed 1 FTE in each)
“*Edgefield, McCormick and Saluda share two FTEs (marked 1 FTE in Edgefield and 1 FTE in Saluda)
***Aflendale, Hampton and Jasper share three FTEs (marked 1 FTE in each)




Public Defender Status as of June 30, 2015

Circuit  |County FTE PTE FTC PTC | Grand Total | Grand Total | Grand Total
Jun-15 Jun-14 Jun-13
1|Calhoun 0 1 0 0 0.5 05 0.5
1|Dorchester 6 1 0 7.5 8 8
1|Orangeburg 5 2 0 1 6.5 6.5 5.5
Total for 1st Circuit 11 4 0 3 14.5 18 14
2|Aiken 7 0 0 0 7 8 8
2[Bamberg 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
2|Barnwell 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
Total for 2nd Circuit 9 0 0 0 9 10 10
3|Clarendon 1 0] 0 0 1 1 1.5
3|Lee 1 0 0 0 1 1 2
3|Sumter 6 1 0 1 7 7 6
3| Williamsburg 4] 2 0 0 1 1 1
Total for 3rd Circuit 8 3 0 1 10 10 10.5
4|Chesterfield 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
4|Darlington 3 0 0 0 3 3 3
4|Dilion 1 0 0 0 1 1 2
41Marlboro 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
Total for 4th Circuit 7 0 0 0 7 7 8
5|Kershaw 3 0 0 0 3 2 2
5|Richiand 29 0 0 0 29 27 245
Total for 5th Circuit 32 0 0 0 32 29 26.5
6{Chester 2 0 0 0 2 25 2
&(Fairfield 1 1 0 0] 15 1 1.5
6{Lancaster 5 0 0 0] 5 4 4
Total for 6th Circuit 8 1 0 0 8.5 7.5 7.5
7 |Cherokee 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
7|Spartanburg 11 6 0 0 14 15 14
Total for 7th Circuit 13 6 0 0 16 17 16
8|Abbeville 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
81Greenwood 2 0 0 0 2 3 2
8|Laurens 2 0 0 1 2.5 25 2.5
8|Newberry 0] 0 0] 1 0.5 0.5 0.5
Total for 8th Circuit 6 0 0 2 7 8 7

Continued on next page...




Circuit |County FTE PTE FTC PTC | Grand Total | Grand Total | Grand Total |
Jun-15 Jun-14 Jun-13
9|Berkeley 5 1 0 1 6 55 5.5
g|Charleston 24 1 0 0 24.5 255 255
Total for 9th Circuit 29 2 0 1 30.5 31 31
10|Anderson 5 0 0 0 5 <] 5
10|Oconee 3 0 0 0 3 3 3
Total for 10th Circuit 8 0 0 0 8 9 8
11| Edgefield 1 0 0 0 1 1 0]
11|Lexington 10 0 0 0 10 10 8
11{McCormick 1 0 0 0 1 0 0]
11|Saluda 0 0 0 0 0 1
Total for 11th Circuit 14 0 0 0 12 1 9
12|Florence 5 3 0 0 6.5 6.5 6.5
12 [Marion 0 0 0 1 0.5 0.5 0.5
Total for 12th Circuit 5 3 0 1 7 7 7
13|Greenville 10 0 0 10 15 14.5 14
13|Pickens 2 0 0 2 3 4 4
Total for 13th Circuit 12 0 0 12 18 18.5 18
14|Allendale 1 0 0 0 1 1 0
14|Beaufort 8 0 0 0 8 8 8
14|Colleton 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
14|Harmpton 1 0 0 0 1 1 3
14|Jasper 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
Total for 14th Circuit 20 0 0 0 13 12 13
15|Georgetown 2 0 0 1 2.5 2 2
15|Horry 11 0 0 0 11 10 11
Total for 15th Circuit 13 0 0 1 13.5 12 13
16|Union 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
16|York 13 0 0 0 13 13 14
Total for 16th Circuit 15 0 0 0 15 15 16
I :
Grand Total 210 19 0 21 221 219 214.5

*Clarendon and Lee share the same two FTEs (placed 1 FTE in each)
**Edgefield, McCormick and Saluda share two FTEs (marked 1 FTE in Edgeffeld and 1 FTE in Edgefield)
***Aflendale, Hampton and Jasper share three FTEs {marked 1 FTE in each)




Contract PD Amount as of July 1, 2016

Circuit {County Under $40,000 $40,000-$59,999 $60,000-$79,998 $80,000-5100,000 over $100,000
1{Calhoun $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -
1|Dorchester $  30,00000] % - 3 - $ - $ -
1|Dorchester $ 3600000] % - $ - $ - $ -
1}Orangeburg $ 2400000 § - $ - $ - 1% -

Total for 1st Circuit 3 0 0 0 0
2|Aiken $ 400.00] % - $ - $ - 13 -
2[Bamberg $ - $ - $ - 3 - $ -
2|Barnwell $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -

Total for 2nd Circuit 1 0 0 0 0
3|Clarendon $ - $ - $ - % - $ -
3lLee $ 2500000 % - $ - $ - $ -
3|Sumter $ 4937500 % - $ - 3 - $ -
3|williamsburg | $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -

Total for 3rd Circuit 2 0 0 0 4]
4|Chesterfield $ - 5 - % - $ - $ -
4|Darlington E] - 3 - $ - $ - 3 -
4|Dillon $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -
4|Mariboro $ - 3 - $ - 3 - $ -

Total for 4th Circuit 0 0 0 0 0
5|Kershaw 3 - $ - s - $ - $ -
5[Richland % - 3 - $ - $ - 3 -

Total for 5th Circuit 0 0 0 0 . 0
6|Chester 3 - 3 - $ - [) - $ -
B|Fairfield $ 1200000] & - $ - $ - 3 -
6|Lancaster $ - 3 - $ - $ - $ -

Total for 6th Circuit 1 1] 0 0 0
7 [Cherokee $ 24,000001] % - $ - $ - $ -
7|Spartanburg | $ - $ - $ - $ - 3 -

Total for 7th Circuit 1 0 0 0 0
8|Abbeville 3 - $ - [ - $ - $ -
8[Greenwood $ 18,00000] § - $ - 3 - $ -
B|Greenwood $ 2400000] % - $ - 5 - $ -
8|Laurens $ - 3 - $ - $ -
8|Newberry 3 - 3 - $ - $ - $ 100,000.00

Total for 8th Circuit 2 0 0 0 1




Circuit  [County

Under $40,000

$40,000-$59,999

$60,000-579,99¢

$80,000-5100,000
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Circuit County

[{a]

Berkeley
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AA's and Secretary Status as of July 1, 2017

Circuit |County FTE PTE FTC PTC Grand Total | Grand Total [Grand Total
FY 16-17 FY 1516 FY 14-15
1|Calhoun 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1|Dorchester 3 0 0 1 35 3 3
1]Orangeburg 3 0 0 0 3 3 3
Total for 1st Circuit 6 0 0 1 6.5 6 6
2|Aiken 4 0 0 0 4 5 5
2|Bamberg 1 0 0 0 1 0 1
2|Barnwell 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
Total for 2nd Circuit ] 0 1] 0 6 6 7
3|Clarendon 0 1 0 0 0.5 0.5 0.5
3|Lee 0 0 0 1] 0 0 0.5
3|Sumter 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
3[{Williamsburg 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
Total for 3rd Circuit 3 1 0 0 3.5 2.5 3
4|Chesterfield 2 0 0 0 2 2 1
4|Darlington 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
4|Dillon 2 0 0 0 2 2 1
4|Marlboro 0 1 0 0 0.5 "1 1
Total for 4th Circuit 5 1 0 0 55 6 4
5|Kershaw 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
5|Richland 11 0 0 0 11 8 11
Total for 5th Circuit 12 0 0 0 12 9 12
6|Chester 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
6|Fairfield 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6|Lancaster 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
Total for 6th Circuit 3 0 0 0 3 3 3
7|Cherokee 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
7|Spartanbur 5 0 0 0 5 3 3
Total for 7th Circuit 6 0 0 0 6 4 4
8|Abbeville 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
81Greenwood 2 0 0 0 2 1 1
8iLaurens 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
8|Newberry 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total for 8th Circuit 3 0 0 0 3 2 2




Circuit [County FTE PTE FTC PTC Grand Total | Grand Total [Grand Total]
FY 16-17 FY 15-16 FY 14-15
9|Berkeley 3 1 0 0 3.5 2.5 3
g|Charleston 10 0 0 0 10 10 9
Total for 9th Circuit 13 1 0 0 13.5 12.5 12
10|Anderson 3 1 0 0 35 2.5 2
10{0Oconee 3 0 0 0 3 35 3
Total for 10th Circuit 6 1 0 0 6.5 6 5
11|Edgefield 0 Y 0 0 0 0 1
11|Lexington 6 0] 0 0 6 6 5
11{McCormick 1 0 0 Q 1 1 1
11|Saluda 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Total for 11th Circuit 7 0 0 0 7 7 8
12|Florence 3 0 0 0 3 3 2
12[Marion 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
Total for 12th Circuit 4 0 0 0 4 4 3
13|Greenville 8 0 0 0 8 5 8
13|Pickens 2 0 0 0 2 2 1
Total for 13th Circuit 10 0 0 0 10 7 9
14|Allendale 1 0 0 0 1 1 0
14|Beaufort 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
14|Colleton 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
14|Hampton 1 0 0 0 1 0 1
14|Jasper 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
Total for 14th Circuit 7 0 0 1] 7 5 5
15|Georgetown 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
15|Horry 10 0 0 0 10 8 7.5
Total for 15th Circuit 11 0 0 0 11 9 8.5
16|Union 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
16|York 6 0 0 0 6 6 5
Total for 16th Circuit 7 1] 0 0 7 7 6
I
Grand Total 109 4 0 1 111.5 96 97.5




Investigator's Status as of July 1, 2017

Circuit  |County FTE PTE FTC PTC Grand Total | Grand Total | Grand Total
FY 16-17 FY 16-17 FY 15-16
1|Calhoun 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1|Dorchester 1 1 0 0 1.5 0.5 0.5
1|Qrangehurg 0 0 0 1 0.5 0.5 0.5
Total for 1st Circuit 1 1 0 1 2 1 1
2|Aiken 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
2|Bamberg 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2|Barnwell 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
Total for 2nd Circuit 3 0 0 0 3 2 2
3|Clarendon 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0
3|Lee 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3[Sumter 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3{williamsbhurg 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total for 3rd Circuit 0 0 0 0 0 4] 0
4|Chesterfield 0 0 0 1 0.5 0 0
4|Darlington 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4|Dillon 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4|Marlboro 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total for 4th Circuit 0 0 0 1 0.5 0 0
5|Kershaw 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5|Richland 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
Total for 5th Circuit 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
B|Chester 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
B|Fairfield 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6|Lancaster 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total for 6th Circuit 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7|Cherokee 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7|Spartanburg 3 0 0 0 3 3 3
Total for 7th Circuit 3 0 0 1] 3 3 3
8jAbbeville 0 0 0 ¢] 0 0 0
8|Greenwood 2 0 0 0 2 1 1
8tLaurens 0 0 0 0 ¢] 0 0
8{Newberry 0 0 0 0 G 0 0
Total for 8th Circuit 2 0 0 1] 2 1 1




Circuit [County FTE PTE FTC PTC Grand Total | Grand Total | Grand Total
FY 16-17 FY 16-17 FY 15-16
9|Berkeley 2 0 0 0 2 1 1
9|Charleston 5 0 0 0 5 5 5
Total for 9th Circuit 7 0 0 0 7 6 ]
10|Anderson 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10|0Oconee 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total for 10th Circuit 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
11|Edgefield 0 0] 0 ¢] 0 0 6]
11|Lexington 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0
11|McCormick 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
11|Saluda 0 0 8] ¢] 0 0 0
Total for 11th Circuit 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12|Florence 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
12]Marion 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total for 12th Circuit 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
13| Greenville 0 1 0 0 0.5 0.5 1
13}Pickens 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Total for 13th Circuit 0 1 0 0 0.5 1.5 1
14jAllendale 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
14|Beaufort 2 0 0 0 2 2 2
14| Colleton 1 0 0] 0 1 1 1
14|Hampton 1 g 0 0 1 0 0
14| Jasper 0 o 0 0 0 0 0
Total for 14th Circuit 5 0 0 0 5 3 3
15|Georgetown 0 1 0 0 0.5 0 0
15|Horry 2 0 0 0 2 1 1
Total for 15th Circuit 2 1 0 0 2.5 1 1
16|Union 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
16| York 3 0 0 0 3 25 2.5
Total for 16th Circuit 4 0 0 0 4 2.5 2.5
[
Grand Total 30 3 0 2 325 24 235




Other Employees status as of July 1, 2017

Circuit |County Title FTE PTE FTC PTC Grand Total
1{Calhoun 0 0 0] 0 0
1|Dorchester 0 0 9] 0 0
1|{Crangeburg 0 0 0 0 0

Total for 1st Circuit 0 0 0 0 0
2|Aiken Paralegal 1 0 0 0 1
2|Aiken Legal Secretary 1 0 0 0 1
2|Bamberg 0 0 0 0 0
2|Barnwell 0 0 0 0 0

Total for 2nd Circuit 2 0 0 0 2
3|Clarendon 0 0 Q 0 0
3|Lee 0 0 0 0 0

Circuit Wide EE's
3[Sumter (Office Manager & AA's) 4 0 0 0 4
3|williamsburg 0 0 0 0 0

Total for 3rd Circuit 4 0 0 0 4
4|Chesterfield 0 0 Q 0 0
4| Darlington 0 0 0 0 0
4|Dillon 0 0 0 0 0
4|Marlboro 0 0 0 0 0

Total for 4th Circuit 0 0 0 0 0
5|Kershaw 0 0 0 0 0
5[Richland Receptionists 1 0 0 0] 1
5|Richland Runners 1 0 0 0 1

Total for 5th Circuit 2 0 0 0 2
B|Chester 0 0 0 0] 0
6| Fairfield 0 0 0 0 0
6|Lancaster 0 0 0 0 0

Total for 6th Circuit 0 0 0 0 4]
7|Cherokee 0 0 0 0 0
7|Spartanburg ]Jail Interviewers 2 0 0 0 2
7|Spartanburg |Court Coordinator 1 0 0 0 1

Total for 7th Circuit 3 0 0 0 3




Circuit  [County Title FTE PTE FTC PTC Grand Total
8|Abbeville 0 0 0 0 0
8)Greenwood 0 0 0 0 0
8|Laurens 0 0 0 0 0
8|Newberry 0 0 0 0 0

Total for 8th Circuit 0 0 0 0 0
9(Berkeley Other 1 0 0 0 1
9{Charleston  |Docket Coordinator 1 0 0 0 1
9fCharleston |Case Management 2 0 0 0 2
9|Charleston |Sentencing Specialist 1 0 8] 0 1
9iCharleston  |Administrators/Mngrs 2 0 0 0] 2

Total for 8th Circuit 7 0 0 0 7

10]Anderson Jail Coordinator 1 0 0 0 1
10]Anderson Receptionist 1 0 0 0 1
10|Oconee 0 0 0 0 0
Total for 10th Circuit 2 0 0 0 2
11|Edgefield 0 0 o] 0 0
11]Lexington QOther 1 0 0 0 1
11|McCormick 0 0 0 0 0
11|Saluda 0 0 0 0 0
Total for 11th Circuit 1 0 1] 0 1
12|Florence 0 0 0 0 0
12{Marion 8] 0 0 0 0
Total for 12th Circuit 0 0 0 0 0
13|Greenville  |Office Manager 1 0 0 0 1
13|Greenville Receptionist 1 0 0 0 1
13|Pickens 0 0 0 0 0
Total for 13th Circuit 2 0 0 0 2
14]Allendale 0 0 0 0 0
14|Beaufort 0 0 0 0 0
14|Colleton 0 0 0 0 0
14|Hampton 0 0 0 0 0
14|Jasper 0 0 0 0 0
Total for 14th Circuit 0 0 0 0 0




Circuit  [County Title FTE PTE FTC PTC Grand Total
15}Georgetown 0 0 0 0 0
15]Horry 0 0 0 0 0

Total for 15th Circuit 0 0 0 0 0
16]|Union 0 0 0 0 0
16[York 0 0 0 0 0

Total for 16th Circuit 0 0 0 0 0

[
Grand Total 23 0 0 0 23




Salary for Public Defenders as of July 1, 2017

Circuit County Under $40,000{ $40,000-$59,999 | $60,000-$79,999 | $80,000-$100,000 jover $100,000
1|Caihoun 2 0 0 0 0
1|Dorchester 3 1 3 1 1
1|Orangeburg 2 3 2 1 0

Total for 1st Circuit 7 4 5 2 1
2|Aiken 0 5 1 1 0
2|Bamberg 0 0 1 0 0
2|Barnwell 0 0 0 1 0

Total for 2nd Circuit 0 5 2 2 0
3|Clarendon 0 1 0 0 1
3|Lee 1 0 0 0 0
3|Sumter Y 5 2 1] 0
3|Williamsburg 0 1 0 0 0

Total for 3rd Circuit 1 7 2 0 1
4|Chesterfield 1 2 1 0 0
4|Darlington 0 2 1 0 0
4|Dillon 0] 0 0 1 0
4{Marlboro 0 ) 0 0 1

Total for 4th Circuit 1 4 2 1 1
5|Kershaw 2 0 2 0 0
5|Richland 3 21 7 3 0

Total for 5th Circuit 5 21 9 3 0
6|Chester 0] 1 1 0 1]
6|Fairfield 0 0 1 1 0
6|Lancaster 0] 3 2 0 0

Total for 6th Circuit 0 4 4 1 0
7|Cherokee 0 2 0 0 1
7|Spartanburg 3 10 7 0 0

Total for 7th Circuit 3 12 7 0 1
8|Abbeville 0 1 0 0 0
8|Greenwood 2 3 0 0 0
8|Laurens 0 3 1 0 0
8|Newberry 0 0 0 0 1

Total for 8th Circuit 2 7 1 0 1




Circuit [County Under $40,000| $40,000-$59,999 | $60,000-$79,999 | $80,000-$100,000 |over $100,000 '
9|Berkeley 0 4 2 1 1
9|Charleston 2 11 11 4

Total for 9th Circuit 2 15 13 3 5

10|Anderson 0 3 3 0 0
10{Oconee 0 1 0 2 0
Total for 10th Circuit 0 4 3 2 0
11|Edgefield 0 1 1 Y 0
11|Lexington 0 9 3 0 1
11{McCormick 0 1 1 0 0
11|Saluda 0] 1 0 0 0
Total for 11th Circuit 0 12 5 0 1
12|Florence 2 4 1 2 0
12|Marion 0 1] 0 0 0
Total for 12th Circuit 2 4 1 2 0
13| Greenville 0 4 9 0 1
13|Pickens 2 1 1 0 1
Total for 13th Circuit 2 5 10 0 2
14|Allendale 0 0 2 1 0
14|Beaufort 0 1 3] 2 0
14| Colieton 0 0 2 1 0
14[Hampton 0 2 1 1 0
14|Jasper 0 0 2 1 0
Total for 14th Circuit 0 3 15 6 0
15|Georgetown 0 0 1 0
15|Horry - 0 4 2 0
Total for 15th Circuit 0 4 6 3 0
16|Union 0 0 1 1 0
16[York 0 5 4 5 2
Total for 16th Circuit 0 5 5 6 2
I
Grand Total 25 116 80 Ky 15
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Representation Routinely Provided by PD 17-18

Circuit Mag/strate Court | Specific Types Reasons Attorneys Attorneys Assigned to | Dedicated County Bond Hearing Pre-Trial Release Explain
ion Is Not Assigned to Both Maglstrate and Funding for Increase with Pond
Provided Municipal zi Hearing Y/N
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We could deal with special
circumstances upan arrast
instead of dealing with
them later
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Representation Routinely Provided by PD 17-18

Magistrate Court I Specific Types
Representation Is Not

Not funded for It, not

Attorneys Attorneys Attorneys Assigned to [ Dedicated County
Assigned to Assigned to Both Magistrate and Funding for
Magistrate Municlpal Municipal Magistrate Court

e

Pre-Trial Release
Increase with Bond
Hearing Y/N

o an
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Representation Routinely Provided by PD 17-18

Magistrate Court | Specific Types Reasons Attomeys Attorneys Attarneys Assigned to | Dedicated County Bond Hearing Pre-Trial Release Explain
of Cases Representation Is Not Assigned to Assigned to Both Magistrate and Funding for Increase with Bond

Provided Magistrate Municipal Municipal Magistrate Court Hearing Y/N

e
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T T R R IR BRI ECE %g@w—
w‘;ws/%wm%mm )

orﬂy speclflc
types of cases

ok
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Representation Routinely Provided by PD 17-18

Circuit County Magistrate Court | Specific Types Reasons Attomays Attorneys Attorneys Assigned to | Dedicated County Bond Hearing Pre-Trial Release Explain
Y/N of Cases Representation Is Not d to Assigned to Both Magistrate and Funiding for Y/N Increase with Bond
OsTC* Provided Magistrate Municipal Municipal Magistrate Court Hearing Y/N
5 Kershaw Yes 2 N Y Additional Information

would enhance likellhood
of pretrial release,
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Representation Routinely Provided by PD 17-18

Circult | Magistrate Court{ Specific Types Attorneys Assigned to | Dedicated County Bond Hearing Pre-Trial Release Explain !
Representation |s Not i I Both Magistrate and Funding for Increase with Bond
Provided Municipal Magistrate Court Hearing Y/N

7
EERAE
s wiw it

The summary court judges
seem to have a set idea
about what types of bonds
to set and In what amount,
regardiess of whether the
defendant is represented ol
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Representation Routinely Provided by PD 17-18
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Representation Routinely Provided by PD 17-18
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Representation Routinely Provided by PD 17-18

8ond Hearing Pre-Trial Release
Increase with Bend

Dedicated County

Attorneys Assigned to
Both Magistrate and

Reasons
Representation Is Not

Magistrate Court | Specific Types

Funding for
Magistrate Court

Assigned to

Assigned to

Hearing Y/N

Municipal Municipal

Magistrate

2

e

i

i
o

i

ST oo

e
e

RS

Cix

=

Yes, because studies show

that represented parties
get lower bond on average,

the ninth circuit public
defender applied for the
macarthur grant and was

awarded jt, this grant is
providing three attorneys

to represent clients at bond
court. our experlence since

march 2017, when we

began to appear with

Indigent defendants,
dramatically confirms that
our representation results

in more informed and often|
fower bond amounts, our
lawyers gather and present

Infarmation about
residantial and werk history|
that gives the court reliable

Information to base their

risk assessment on.

5

Sl

es

Charleston
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Representation Routinely Provided by PD 17-18

Bond Hearing Pre-Trial Release

Dedicated County
Funding for
Magistrate Court

Attormneys Assigned to
ate and
Municipal

Reasons Attormeys Attorneys

Representation |s Not

Magistrate Court | Specific Types
Increase with Bond

Hearing Y/N

Assigned to Assigl to Both
Municipal
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It has been my experience
that the maglstrates and
mubicipal court judges will
set more reasonable bonds

if an attorney is present
with the defendant and can

speak to the appropriate
factors in setting a bond of

which the defendant may
not be aware,
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Representation Routinely Provided by PD 17-18

i

Circuit

sl s
|
S T

=

Magistrate Court | Specific Types Reasons

of Cases ion Is Not

Attorneys Attorneys
Asslgned to Assigned to

Attorneys Assigned to
Both Magistrate and

Dedicated County
Funding for

e

e

T

3

Magistrate Municipal Municipal Magistrate Court

o ik

Page 12 of 15

Bond Hearing Pre-Trial Release Explain
Increase with Bond

Hearing Y/N

" speanes et e
t c:;n B e IGM

s state oo 4

In general sessicns bond
court, we do not represent
defendants at first
appearance before the
maglstrate after arrest.




Representation Routinely Provided by PD 17-18

Circuit County | Magistrate Court| Specific Types Reasons Attornays Attormeys Attorneys Assigned to | Dedicated County 8ond Hearing Pre-Trial Release Explain
¥Y/N of Cases Representation |s Not Assigned to Both Magistrate and Funding for Y/N Increase with Bond
osTC* Provided Magistrate Municipal Magistrate Court Hearing Y/N
14 Allendale Yes N Y It is my opinion that pre-

Jasper

s

S

e
Cases that have
aceompanying gs
charges are moved up
to gs. we do not
provide representation
for lack of funding by
municipalities, lack of
staffing and we are not
insured in municipal
courts,

o

e
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trial release would increase
if defendants were
provided an attorney at
bond hearings.

trial release would Increase
If defendants were
provided an attorney at
bond hearings.

e

sy
It is my opinion that pre-
trial release would Increase
if defendants were
provided an attorney at

bond hearings.




Representation Rowtinely Provided by PD 17-18

types of cases

of the
municipal
Judge.

contract attorney does
family court and
magistrate court In
georgetown county.

-
.

ﬁa,@f

Circuit County Magistrate Court | Specific Types Reasons Attorneys Attomeys Attorneys Assigned to | Dedicated County Bond Hearing Pra-Trial Release Explain
Y/N of Cases Representation Is Not Assigned to Assigned to Both Magistrate and Funding for Y/N Increase with Bond
OsTC* Provided Magistrate icipal Munlcipal Magi Court Hearing Y/N
15 Georgetown | Only specific | Upon request Josh edgeworth, N Y Maybe some cllents would

fare better if we were in
magistrates court,
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Representation Routinely Provided by PD 17-18

Circuit

County

Maglstrate Court | Specific Types

of Cases Repr

Reasons Attorneys Attorneys Attorneys Assigned to | Cedicated County
1 Is Not Assigned to Assigned to Both Magistrate and Funding for
Provided Magi! Municipal Municipal Magistrate Court

= Oly Spéclf

Bond Hearing
Y/N

Pre-Trial Release

Increase with Bond

Hearing Y/N

Explain
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Specific Attorney Assigned to Magistrate, Municipal, or Combined Courts

FY 17-18
Circuit County Magistrate Court | Municipal Court | Combined Court
1|Calhoun 0 0 0
1|Dorchester 0 0 0
1|Orangeburg 0 0 0
Total for 1st Circuit 0 0 0
2|Aiken 0 ¢ 0
2|Bamberg 0 0 ¢]
2|Barnwell 0 0 4]
Total for 2nd Circuit 0 0 0
3|Clarendon 0 0 4]
3|Lee 0 0 0
3{Sumter 0 0 0
3iWilliamsburg 0 0 0
Total for 3rd Circuit 0 0 0
4|Chesterfield 0 0 0
4|Darlington 0 0 0
4|Dillon 0 0 0
4|Marlboro 1] 0 0
Total for 4th Circuit 0 0 0
5|Kershaw 0 0 0
5|Richland 0 0 0
Total for 5th Circuit 0 0 0
6|Chester 0 0 0
6|Fairfield 1] ¢ 0
&|Lancaster 0 0 0
Total for 6th Circuit 0 0 0
7[Cherokee 0 0 1
7|Spartanburg 2 1 0
Total for 7th Circuit 2 1 1




Specific Attorney Assigned to Magistrate, Municipal, or Combined Courts

FY 17-18

Circuit County Magistrate Court | Municipal Court | Combined Court
8|Abbeville 0 0 0
8|Greenwood 0 0 0
8|Laurens 0 0 0
8|Newberry 0 0 0
Total for 8th Circuit 0 0 0
9|Berkeley 0 0 0
9|Charleston 0 0 0
Total for 9th Circuit 0 0 0
10JAnderson 0 0 0
10{Oconee 0 0 0
Total for 10th Circuit 0 0 0
11|Edgefield 0 0 0
11|Lexington 0 0 0
11|McCormick 0 0 0
11|Saluda 0 0 0
Total for 11th Circuit 0 0 0
12|Florence 0 0 0
12|Marion 0 0 0
Total for 12th Circuit 0 0 0
13{Greenvilie 0 0 0
13|Pickens 0 0 0
Total for 13th Circuit 0 0 0
14|Allendale 0 0 0
14|Beaufort 0 0 0
14|Cotleton 0 0 0
14{Hampton 0 0 0
14)Jasper 0 ¢ 0
Total for 14th Circuit 0 0 0




Specific Attorney Assigned to Magistrate, Municipal, or Combined Courts

FY 17-18

Circuit County Magistrate Court | Municipal Court | Combined Court
15{Georgetown 0 U] 0
15{Horry 0 0 0

Total for 15th Circuit 0 0 0
16|Union 0 0 0
16|York 0 0 0

Total for 16th Circuit 0 0 0

Grand Total 2 1 1




Municipal Funding as of July 1, 2017

Circuit |County FY 14-15 FY 15-16 FY 16-17 FY 17-18
1|calhoun 50 S0 S0 51,500
1|Dorchester 524,000 524,000 524,000 $39,000
1|Orangeburg 50 S0 S0 $30,500

Total for 1st Circuit $24,000 $24,000 $24,000 $71,000
2|Aiken S0 55,000 546,000 $14,520
2|Bamberg S0 S0 5400 S0
2|8arnwell $0 S0 $3,200 51,200

Total for 2nd Circuit S0 $5,000 549,600 $15,720
3|{Clarendon S0 50 S0 ]
3|Lee 50 S0 $0 50
3{Sumter S0 1) 520,000 522,750
3|williamsburg S0 ] S0 S0

Total for 3rd Circuit S0 S0 $20,000 $22,750
4|Chesterfield S0 S0 S0 S0
4|Darlington S0 50 50 S0
4|Dillon 50 S0 S0 51,000
4|Marlboro 50 S0 S0 S0

Total for 4th Circuit so S0 S0 $1,000
5|Kershaw S0 S0 S0 55,000
5|Richland S0 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000

Total for 5th Circuit 50 $100,000 $100,000 $105,000
6|Chester 50 30 S0 59,600
6|Fairfield 50 S0 S0 53,600
6|Lancaster 50 50 S0 $7,500

Total for 6th Circuit $0 30 50 $20,700
7|Cherokee S0 S0 S0 56,000
7|Spartanburg S0 S0 S0 S0

Total for 7th Circuit S0 S0 S0 56,000




Municipal Funding as of July 1, 2017

Circuit |County FY 14-15 FY 15-16 FY 16-17 FY 17-18
8|Abbeville 50 S0 50 52,500
8|Greenwood S0 S0 S0 51,000
8|Laurens 50 S0 50 $2,500
8|Newberry S0 S0 S0 S0

Total for 8th Circuit $0 $0 50 $6,000
9|Berkeley S0 S0 S0 S0
9|Charleston $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 50

Total for 9th Circuit $50,000 $50,000 550,000 )]

10|Anderson 1] S0 545,000 545,000
10|Oconee 50 SO 52,600 56,400
Total for 10th Circuit s0 S0 $47,600 $51,400
11|Edgefield S0 S0 s0 S0
11|Lexington S0 50 S0 S0
11{McCormick S0 S0 S0 S0
11|Saluda S0 S0 S0 S0

Total for 11th Circuit $0 1] S0 ]

12|Florence S0 S0 S0 53,600
12|Marion S0 50 S0 S0

Total for 12th Circuit 50 Y $0 $3,600

13|Greenville 50 S0 S0 S0
13|Pickens 50 S0 540,000 540,000
Total for 13th Circuit $0 S0 540,000 $40,000
14|Allendale S0 S0 S0 ]
14|Beaufort S0 S0 50 S0
14|Colleton S0 50 S0 50
14|Hampton SO S0 50 50
14|lasper 50 S0 S0 S0




Municipal Funding as of July 1, 2017

Circuit |County FY 14-15 | FY15-16 | FY16-17 | FY17-18
Total for 14th Circuit $0 $0 $0 S0
15|Georgetown S0 50 S0 $0
15|Horry S0 S0 S0 50
Total for 15th Circuit $0 50 S0 50
16{Union S0 S0 S0 S0
16|York 515,000 $15,000 §74,790 576,353
Total for 16th Circuit $15,000 $15,000 $74,790 $76,353
Grand Total $89,000 $405,990| $419,523

$194,000




Municipal Funding Sources

Municipalities
Providing
Representation
Municipalities Through Outside Municipalities Not Municipalities in
Contributing Funding Contributing Negotiations
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Municipal Funding Sources

Circuit

County

Municipalities
Providing
Representation
Through Outside
Sources

Municipalities Not
Contributing

Municipalities
Contributing Funding

Municipalities in
Negotiations

5
|
&

aanbons
R

Kb,
el

6

o

C_hester_ _

6 Lanca_ster

e
SR

AT toxovskaNe b

Camden
Columbia - $100,000

Irmo

bRt

R

St

54,800.00 yr town of
great falls—- $4,800.00

yr.

Bl She G i
b k)

3/600.00
Town of kershaw
$750.00 year town of
heath springs $750.00
year city of lancaster--

-$6,000 yr.

T
Lomne
oty

LR

s e

X 5 3 %
idelmeen e CHE R ; el
Witz men e e : sinnE

et 3
e gﬁ -
555t °°§%%§§§° 28
et e
i

Teenneits

Blacksburg
tc

R

2

‘ e
one i
e i
ahae Egﬁssﬁsasﬁs"%
i ey
it E i
R :
EC e B ;
i Sy
el
e e
S

SR

Esésgaésggt% 2
e
SRR
bisisty B&a, 2
e
CRERCREE B%a
e
R R
e

Ceiatamihb b et
qsa&%w&w%.
-

2

ToWn of fort IaWn

a6 Nor
ST
.

S;aéaé& S %%y'q‘,;"é

£
5 a5
e
A

BEREREERED

R
i
s

S
Go by
e
e
e

gg
%&a@aéegﬁgﬁg
e

fit

s
n%%‘isg

i

e



Municipal Funding Sources

.

Municipalities

Contributing Funding
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Providing
Representation
Through Qutside
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to handle indigent

cases.
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I am not aware of
whether any
municipalities in
newberry county
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representation.
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Municipal Funding Sources

Municipalities
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Municipal Funding Sources

Municipalities
Providing
Representation
Municipalities Through Qutside Municipalities Not Municipalities in
Circuit County Contributing Funding Sources Contributing Negotiations
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Municipal Funding Sources

Municipalities

Providing
Representation

iies in

Municipal
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i

Contributing
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Through Outside

Municipalities
Contributing Funding
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County Government Funding FY 17-18

Appropriated Values of Good/ [Total County
Circuit |County Funding 17-18 Services 17-18 Funding
1|Calhoun ' $36,000 S0 $36,000
1|Dorchester $637,525 §21,000 $658,525
1]|Orangeburg $600,000 $10,392 $610,392
Total for 1st Circuit $1,273,525 $31,392 51,304,517
2|Aiken $272,409 $84,255 $356,664
2|Bamberg $32,500 S0 $32,500
2|Barnwell $50,000 $24,500 574,500
Total for 2nd Circuit $354,909 $108,755 $463,664
3|Clarendaon $82,000 S0 $82,000
3|Lee $40,000 50 540,000
3|Sumter $225,000 50 $225,000
3|williamsburg $35,756 50 535,756
Total for 3rd Circuit $382,756 S0 $382,756
4|Chesterfield $118,500 $18,000 $136,500
4|Darlington $140,000 $5,000 5145,000
4| Dillon 554,000 55,000 $59,000
4|Marlboro 552,290 54,000 556,290
Total for 4th Circuit $364,790 $32,000 $396,790
5[Kershaw $200,000 S0 $200,000
5IRichland $2,000,448 $0 $2,000,448
Total for 5th Circuit $2,200,448 S0 52,200,448
6[Chester $105,980 S0 $105,980
6{Fairfield $95,204 50 $85,204
6|Lancaster $300,827 S0 $300,827
Total for 6th Circuit $502,011 S0 $502,011
7iCherokee $140,000 S0 $140,000
7|5partanburg $998,035 $118,134 $1,116,169
Total for 7th Circuit $1,138,035 $118,134 51,256,169




County Government Funding FY 17-18

Appropriated Values of Good/ [Total County

Circuit |County Funding 17-18 Services 17-18 Funding
8|Abbeville 526,790 50 $26,790
&|Greenwood $125,000 524,000 $149,000
8|Laurens $62,000 $24,000 586,000
8|Newberry $70,475 S0 $70,475
Total for 8th Circuit $284,265 $48,000 $332,265
9]Berkeley $504,007 S0 $504,007
9|Charleston $3,130,000 ] $3,130,000
Total for 9th Circuit $3,634,007 S0 $3,634,007
10|Anderson $338,775 S0 $338,775
10|Cconee $200,000 S0 $200,000
Total for 10th Circuit $538,775 S0 $538,775
11)Edgefield $25,000 52,400 527,400
11|Lexington $543,932 S0 $543,932
11{McCormick 521,000 52,400 $23,400
11[Saluda 520,000 52,400 $22,400
Total for 11th Circuit $609,932 $29,800 $639,732
12|Florence $748,474 S0 $748,474
12|Marion 564,179 50 564,179
Total for 12th Circuit $812,653 S0 $812,653
13[Greenville $732,825 50 $732,825
13|Pickens $183,805 S0 $183,805
Total for 13th Circuit $916,630 $0 $916,630
14|Allendale 520,000 S0 $20,000
14|Beaufort $676,393 520,000 $696,393
14|Colleton $234,901 $5,000 $239,901
14|Hampton $41,000 56,500 $47,500
14|Jasper $119,000 $5,000 5124,000




County Government Funding FY 17-18

Appropriated Values of Good/ [Total County
Circuit |County Funding 17-18 Services 17-18 Funding
Total far 14th Circuit $1,091,294 $36,500 $1,127,794
15|Georgetown $126,100 $30,000 $156,100
15|Horry $1,092,214 $80,000 $1,172,214
Total for 15th Circuit $1,218,314 $110,000 $1,328,314
16|Union $110,410 510,000 5120,410
16|York $1,353,465 $20,000 51,373,465
Total for 16th Circuit $1,463,875 $30,000 $1,493,875
Grand Total $16,786,219 $544,581 $17,330,800




County Government Funding FY 16-17

Appropriated Values of Good/ |Total County
Circuit County Funding 16-17 Services 16-17 |Funding
1|Calhoun $32,000 $0 $32,000
1|Dorchester $637.525 $6,000 $643,525
1]Orangeburg $600,000 $10,392 $610,392
Total for 1st Circuit $1,269,525 $16,392 $1,285,917
2|Aiken $593,307 $84,255 $677.562
2|Bamberg $32,500 $0 $32,500
2|Barnwell $50,000 $25,000 $75,000
Total for 2nd Circuit $675,807 $109,255 $785,062
3|Clarendon $75,000 30 $75,000
3|Lee $40,000 $0 $40,000
3|Sumter $225,000 30 $225,000
3|Williamsburg $31,853 $0 $31,853
Total for 3rd Circuit $371,853 S0 $371,853
4|Chesterfield $179,050 $10,000 $189,050
4[Darlington $140,000 $5,000 $145,000
41Dillon $54,000 $0 $54,000
4|Marlboro $52,900 $4,000 $56,900
Total for 4th Circuit $425,950 $19,000 $444,950
5|Kershaw $150,000 $0 $150,000
5|Richland $1,567,650 $0 $1,567,650
Total for 5th Circuit $1,717,650 $0 $1,717,650
6|Chester $100,980 $0 $100,980
6|Fairfield $64,000 50 $64,000
B|Lancaster $270,000 $0 $270,000
Total for 6th Circuit $434,980 $0 $434,980
7[Cherokee $140,000 50 $140,000
7|Spartanburg $998,035 $118,134 $1,116,169
Total for 7th Circuit $1,138,035 $118,134 $1,256,169
8|Abbeville $26,790 $0 $26,790
8|Greenwood $125,000 $24,000 $149,000
8|Laurens $62,000 $24,000 $86,000
8(Newberry $70,475 $0 $70,475
Total for 8th Circuit $284,265 $48,000 $332,265




County Government Funding FY 16-17

Appropriated Values of Good/ |Total County
Circuit County Funding 16-17  |Services 16-17 |Funding
9|Berkeley $413,139 $0 $413,139
9|Charleston $3,097 292 $0 $3,097,292
Total for 9th Circuit $3,510,431 S0 $3,510,431
10|Anderson $338,775 $0 $338,775
10|Oconee $200,000 $0 $200,000
Total for 10th Circuit $538,775 S0 $538,775
11|Edgefield $25,000 $2,400 $27.400
11]Lexington $514,306 $0 $514.,306
11|McCormick $21,000 $2,400 $23,400
11|Saluda $20,000 $2,400 $22,400
Total for 11th Circuit $580,306 $7,200 5587,506
12|Florence $719,865 $0 $719,865
12|Marion $64,179 50 $64,179
Total for 12th Circuit $784,044 S0 $784,044
13|Greenville $732,825 $0 $732,825
13|Pickens $183,805 $0 $183,805
Total for 13th Circuit $916,630 $0 $916,630
14|Allendale $20,000 $0 $20,000
14|Beaufort $676,393 $0 $676,393
14|Colleton $234,901 $0 $234,901
14|Hampton $37,500 $6,500 $44 000
14|Jasper $119,000 $5,000 $124,000
Total for 14th Circuit $1,087,794 $11,500 $1,099,294
15/Georgetown $95,100 $30,000 $126,100
15|Horry $909,354 $80,000 $089,354
Total for 15th Circuit $1,005,454 $110,000 $1,115,454
16|{Union $90,822 $10,000 $100,822
16|York $1,349,721 $20,000 $1,369,721
Total for 16th Circuit 51,440,543 $30,000 $1,470,543
l -
Grand Total $16,182,042 $469,481 $16,651,523




County Government Funding FY 15-16

Appropriated  |Value of Goods/ [Total County
Circuit County Funding 15-16 _ |Services 15-16 Funding
1|Calhoun $32,000 $0 $32,000
1|Dorchester $637,525 $6,000 $643,525
- 1|Qrangebury $600,000 $10,392 $610,392
Total for 1st Circuit $1,269,525 $16,392 41,285,917
2|Aiken $324,701 $125,000 $449,701
2|Bamberg $31,000 $0 $31,000
2|Barmnwell $50,000 $25,000 $75,000
Total for 2nd Circuit $405,701 $150,000 $555,701
3|Clarendon $75,000 $0 $75,000
3|Lee $40,000 $0 $40,000
3|Sumter $225,000 $0 $225,000
3|Williamsburg $31,853 $0 $31,853
Total for 3rd Circuit $371,853 50 $371,853
4|Chesterfield $179,050 $10,000 $189,050
4|Darlington $140,000 $5,000 $145,000
4|Dillon $54,000 $0 $54,000
4|Marlboro $52,290 $4,000 356,290
Total for 4th Circuit $425,340 $19,000 $444,340
5|Kershaw $150,000 $0 $150,000
5|Richland $1,567,650 $0 $1,567,650
Total for 5th Circuit $1,717,650 S0 $1,717,650
B|Chester $100,980 $0 $100,980
6|Fairfield $64,000 30 $64,000
B|Lancaster $270,000 $0 $270,000
Total for 6th Circuit $434,980 50 $434,980
7|Cherokee $140,000 $0 $140,000
7|Spartanburg $998,035 $118,134 $1,116,168
Total for 7th Circuit 51,138,035 $118,134 $1,256,169
8|Abbeville $26,790 $0 $26,790
8|Greenwood $125,000 $24.000 $149,000
8|Laurens $62,000 $24,000 $86,000
8|Newberry $70,475 $0 $70,475
Total for 8th Circuit $284,265 $48,000 $332,265




County Government Funding FY 15-16

Appropriated |Value of Goods/ [Total County
Circuit County Funding 15-16 |Services 15-16 |Funding
9|Berkeley $413,139 $0 $413,139
9|Charleston $3,087,292 50 $3,097,292
Total for 9th Circuit 53,510,431 50 $3,510,431
10|Anderson $338,775 $0 $338,775
10|Oconee $200,000 $0 $200,000
Total for 10th Circuit $538,775 50 538,775
11|Edgefieid $25,000 $2,400 $27,400
11|Lexington $514,306 30 $514,306
11|McCormick $21,000 $2,400 $23,400
11|Saluda $20,000 $2,400 $22.400
Total for 11th Circuit $580,306 $7,200 $587,506
12|Florence $719,865 $0 $719,865
12|Marion $64,179 $0 364,179
Total for 12th Circuit $784,044 50 $784,044
13|Greenville $747,825 $0 $747,825
13|Pickens $102,286 30 $102,286
Total for 13th Circuit $850,111 S0 $850,111
14|Allendale $20,000 $0 $20,000
14|Beaufort $676,393 $0 $676,393
14|Colleton $234,901 $0 $234,901
14|Hampton $37.500 $6,500 $44 000
14]Jasper $119,000 $5,000 $124,000
Total for 14th Circuit $1,087,794 $11,500 $1,099,294
15|Georgetown $96,100 $30,000 $126,100
15|Horry $909,354 $80,000 $989,354
Total for 15th Circuit $1,005,454 $110,000 $1,115,454
16{Union $90,822 $10,000 $100,822
16| York $1,349,721 $20,000 $1,369,721
Total for 16th Circuit $1,440,543 $30,000 $1,470,543
I
Grand Total $15,844,807 $510,226 $16,355,033




Total County Funding as of July 1, 2017

Circuit |County FY 14-15 FY 15-16 FY 16-17 FY 17-18
1{Calhoun $32,000 $32,000 $32,000 536,000
1|Dorchester $643,525 $643,525 $643,525 $658,525
1|{Orangeburg $610,392 $610,392 $610,392 $610,392

Total for ist Circuit $1,285,917 $1,285,917 $1,285,917 $1,304,917
2|Aiken $447,293 $449,701 $677,562 $356,664
2[Bamberg $31,000 $31,000 $32,500 $32,500
2|Barnwell $70,000 $75,000 $75,000 569,500

Total for 2nd Circuit $548,293 $555,701 $785,062 $458,664
3|Clarendon 560,000 575,000 $75,000 $75,000
3|Lee 540,000 540,000 540,000 $40,000
3|Sumter $225,000 $225,000 $225,000 $225,000
3|Williamsburg 531,853 531,853 531,853 $31,853

Total for 3rd Circuit $356,853 $371,853 $371,853 $371,853
4|Chesterfield $122,527 $189,050 $189,050 5136,500
4|Darlington $144,000 $145,000 5145,000 $145,000
4|Dillon 554,000 $54,000 $54,000 $59,000
4|Marlboro 556,290 556,290 $56,290 $56,290

Total for 4th Circuit $376,817 $444,340 $444,340 $396,790
5|Kershaw $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $200,000
5{Richland $1,567,650 51,567,650 51,567,650 $2,000,448

Total for 5th Circuit $1,717,650 $1,717,650 $1,717,650 $2,200,448
6|Chester 558,000 5100,980 5100,980 5105,980
6|Fairfield 552,000 $64,000 564,000 15095,204
blLancaster $189,500 $270,000 $270,000 $300,827

Total for 6th Circuit $299,500 $434,980 $434,980 $502,011
7|Cherokee $140,000 $140,000 $140,000 $140,000
7|Spartanburg $1,116,169 51,116,169 $1,116,169 51,116,169

Total for 7th Circuit $1,256,169 $1,256,169 51,256,169 $1,256,169




8|Abbeville 626,790 526,790 526,790 526,790
8|Greenwood $149,000 149,000 $149,000 $149,000
8|Laurens 586,000 $86,000 $86,000 $86,000
8|Newberry $70,475 $70,475 570,475 §70,475

Total for 8th Circuit $332,265 $332,265 $332,265 $332,265
9|Berkeley $393,274 $413,139 5475,609 $504,007
9(Charleston $3,029,247 53,097,292 53,097,292 $3,130,000

Total for 9th Circuit $3,422,521 $3,510,431 53,572,901 $3,634,007
10]Anderson $338,775 $338,775 $338,775 5338,775
10|Oconee $200,000 $200,000 5200,000 $200,000

Total for 10th Circuit $538,775 $538,775 $538,775 $538,775
11|Edgefield $27,400 $27,400 527,400 $27,400
11|Lexington $514,306 $514,306 $514,306 §543,932
11|McCormick 523,400 $23,400 $23,400 523,400
11|Saluda $20,000 §22,400 $22,400 522,400

Total for 11th Circuit $585,106 $587,506 $587,506 $617,132
12|Florence $631,905 $719,865 $719,865 5748,474
12{Marion $64,394 564,179 $64,179 564,179

Total for 12th Circuit $696,299 $784,044 $784,044 $812,653
13|Greenville 5615,297 5747,825 732,825 $732,825
13|Pickens 596,847 5102,286 5183,805 $183,805

Total for 13th Circuit $712,144 $850,111 $916,630 $916,630
14|Allendale $20,000 520,000 520,000 520,000
14)|Beaufort $620,000 ] S50 $696,393
14{Colleton $239,901 $234,901 $234,901 $239,901
14{Hampton $44,000 $37,500 $37,500 547,500
14{Jasper $124,000 $124,000 5124,000 5124,000

Total for 14th Circuit $1,047,901 $416,401 $416,401 $1,127,794
15|Georgetown $126,100 $126,000 5126,000 5156,000




15|Horry $989,354 $989,354 $989,354| 51,172,214
Total for 15th Circuit $1,115,454 51,115,354 $1,115,354 $1,328,214
16|Union $100,822 $100,822 $100,822 $100,822
16|York $1,287,737] 51,369,721 $1,365,721] $1,353,465
Total for 16th Circuit $1,388,559] $1,470,543| $1,470,543| 51,454,287
Grand Tolta| $15,680,223| $15,672,040| $16,030,390| $17,252,609




State, County and Municipal Funding by County/Circuit
Fiscal Year 2017-2018
Note: County Funding Includes
(1} Appropriated Funding
(2) Values of goods and services provided by the county as per data provided to SCCID by Circuit Public Defenders as of Juty 1, 2017,

Note: State Funding Includes

(1} Appropriated per capita funding

(2) Fees and Fines appropriated to counties by Statutes and provisos per capita
(3) Fees and Fines are estimated from prior year's civilt and probation distribution.

County Municipal Govt. County Population Population vs,
Circuit County Appropriated County\lalu‘e of Contributions and Total C?unty State Appropriated Fees and Fines Total State Total Funding Population vs. County State an_d Cu_:unty
Fundi Goods/Services Grants Funding Funds Funding 2010 Censys | Contribution Contribution
unding (Excluding GPD & AA}
1| Calhoun $ 36,000.00 { & - 3 1,500.00 | & 37,500,00 | § 48,079,689 | § 15,306,57 § 63,386.46 | § 100,886,46 16,175| $ 247 (% 6.65
1| Dorchester |$  637,525.00 | § 21,000.00 | % 40,500.00 | $ 69902500 | $ 43265566 |$ 13773896 % 57039462 |$% 1,269,419.62 136,555] § 512 | % 9.30
1| Orangeburg | §  600,000.00 { § 10,392.00 | § 32,000,00 | 5 642392.00 | § 29307664 93,303.00 $ 38637964 |% 102877164 92,501{ 694 (§ 1t.12
Total for 1st Circuit | $ 1,273,525.00 | § 31,392.00 | § 7400000 [ $ 137891700 $ 773,81219|$§  246,348.53 [ $§ 1,020160.72[$ 2,398,077.72 244231( § 565(8 9.82
2| Aiken $ 27240000 | % 84,255.00 | § 1452000 |$ 37118400 | % 50726157|% 16148709 § 66873866 |% 1,03992266 160,099| § 232 (% 6.50
2| Bamberg 3 32,500,00 | § - $ - $ 32,500.00 | $ 50,652.60 | § 16,126.61 $ 66,778.21 | § 99,278.21 15,987( % 203|% £.21
2| Bamwell $ 50,000.00 | $ 2450000 | § 120000 & 75,700.00 | $ 7167151 | § 2281713 § 94 488564 | $ 170,188 .64 22621 % 335|% 7.52
Total for 2nd Gircuit | $§  354,908.00 | § 108,755.00 | § 15,720.00 [$ 47938400 [ $ 629,575.69 |$  200,429.83[$  830,00551 [ $ 1,309,389.51 198,707 § 24108 6.59
3{ Clarendon $ 82,000.00 | - $ - $ 82,000.00 | % 110,800.78 | $ 3527421 $ 14607499 (5 228,074.99 34971 % 234 | § 6.52
3| Lee $ 40,00000 | § - § - 3 40,000.00 | $ 60,89592 | $ 19,386.64 § 80,282.56 | % 120,282.56 19,220( $ 2.08|% 6.26
3| Sumter $ 22500000 | % - $ 22,750.00 | $ 247,750.00 | § 34045940 | & 10838786 % 448847185 696,597.16 107 ,456( $ 231§ 6.48
3| Wiliamsburg| $ 35,756.00 | - $ - 3 35,756,00 | $ 109,084.52 | § 3472145 $ 14378598 | § 179.541.98 34,423 § 104 [ & 522
Total for 3rd Circuit | $  382,756.00 | $ - $ 22,760.00 |[$ 40550600 § 621,220.71[$ 19776997 [$ 81899068 [ $ 1,224,456.68 196,070 § 2071% 6.25
4| Chesterfield | $  118,500.00 | $ 18,000.00 | § - $ 136,500.00 | § 148,070.22 | $ 47,130.19 $ 19520942 | % 331,709.42 46,734 % 292|$% 7.10
4| Darlington | $  140,000.00 | § 500000 § - $ 14500000 | § 217,606.26 | § 6927648 $§ 28688274 9% 431,882,74 68,681 § 211 % 6.29
4| DHlon $ 54,000.00 | $ 500000} % 1,00000 | $ 60,000.00 | $ 101,584.02 | 32,339.98 $ 13392400 % 193,924.00 32.062( $ 187 | $ 6.05
4] Marboro $ 5220000 | $ 400000 | % - 3 56,290.00 | & 91,670.21 | § 2918385 § 12085407 | § 177,144.07 28933} $ 195§ 612
Total for 4th Circuit | §  364,790.00 | § 32,000.00 | § 1,00000 [§  397,790.00 | § §58,930.72[$ 17793951 [§ 73687023 [§ 1,134,660.23 176,410] § 226§ 6.43
5| Kershaw $ 20000000 |% - $ 500000 [ $ 20500000 | 19547842 | & 6223192 % 25771035 % 462,710.35 61,697 % 332(% 7.50
5| Richiand $ 2,00044800 | % - 3 230,00000 | § 2,230,44800 | § 1,218,24782 | $ 38783772 § 160608554 1% 3,83653354 384,504| 3 580§ 9.98
Total for 5th Circuit | § 2,200,448.00 | § - $ 23500000 [§ 243544800 % 1,413,726.24 | §  450,069.65 [ § 1,363795.85 | § 4,299,243.89 446,201] § 546§ 9.64
6| Chester $ 10558000 | % - 3 9600008 1155680.00 % 104,999.51 | § 3342733 3 13842684 ( $ 254,006,684 33,140 $ 349 | § 7.66
6| Fairfield $ 9520400 | § - $ 3,60000 | § 98,804.00 | $ 75901281 § 2416370 § 10006498 | § 198,868.98 23,956| $ 4121 % 8.30
6| Lancaster $  300827.00] % - $ 750000 | $ 308327.0G (% 242 861.281 % 77,1659 $ 32017786 | $ 628,504.86 76,652 $ 402 % 8.20
Total for 6th Circuit $ 50201100 % - 3 2070000 [$ 52271100 ([ § 423762.07 |[§  134,007.62 | § 558,669.69 [ § 1081,380.69 133,748 $ 391 (8 8.09
7| Cherokee % 140,000.00 | $ - % 6,000.00 | § 146,000.00 | $ 175,343.48 [ § 55,821,83 § 231165631 | % 377,166.31 65342| § 26418 6.82
7| Spartanburg | $  998,035.00 | § 11813400 | § - $ 1L,116,169.00 | § 90078746 | $ 286,772.00 $ 1,187,55946 | § 2303,728.46 284,307| § 3938 8.10
Total for 7th Circuit | § 1,138,035.00 | § 118,134.00 | § 6,000.00 [§ 1,262,168.00 [$  1,076,13095 [$ 34259382 ]§ 1418,724.77 | $ 2680,893.77 339,649] $ 3.721§ 7.89
8| Abbewile $ 26,790.00 | $ - $ 2,500.00 | $ 26,290.00 | § 80,530.25 | § 2563737 § 106167.62] % 135,457.62 25417 § 145 | § 533
8| Greenwood | § 12500000 | $ 24,000.00 | $ 100000|% 150,00000 | § 220,711.26 | $ 7026497 § 29097623 | % 440,976.23 69,661 § 245 (% 6.33
8| Laurens $ 6200000 | $ 24,00000 | § 250000 | % 88,50000 | $ 210,813.29| $ 67,113.89 § 277,92718|% 366,427.18 66,537 § 133 |8 581
8| Newberry $ 7047500 | $ - $ - $ 70,475.00 | § 118,838.92 | § 3783320 $ 15667212 (% 227 147,12 37,508 § 188 | § 6.06
Total for 8th Circuit $ 2B4,265.00 | % 48,000,00 | § £€,00000|% 33826500 | % 630,893.72|§ 20084944 8% 83174316 [ § 1,170,008.16 199,123] § 170 | § 5.88




County Municipal Govt. County Population Population vs.
Circuit County Appropriated County \Ialu_e of Contributions and Total County | State Appropriated Fees and Fines Total S_tate Totai Funding Popuiation vs. County State and County
Fundi Goods/Services Grants Funding Funds Funding 2010 Census | Contribution Contribution

unding ‘ {Excluding CPD & AA)
9| Berkeley $ 50400700 % - 5 - $ 50400700 % 56347098 | $ 17938493 § 74285592 |§ 1,246,862,92 177,843( $ 283§ 7.01
9| Charleston | $ 3,130,000.00 | $ - $ 142,889.00 | § 3,272,889.00 | § 1,109588,85 | $ 35324538 § 146283423 | § 4,735723.23 350,209| § 9351% 13.52
Total for 9th Circuit | § 3,634,007.00 | § - $ 142,889.00 | $ 3776,896.00 [ § 1,673,059.83 | § 532,630.31 [ § 220569014 [ § 5,982,586.14 528,052] § 746§ 11,32
10| Anderson $ 33877500 | % - $ 4500000 | § 38377500 | § 59288289 | § 168874842 $ 781631301 % 116540630 187.126| § 205 % 6.23
10| Oconee $ 200,00000| & - $ 6,400,00 | $ 20640000 | $ 23632374 | § 7491696 § 21024070 | § 516 ,640.70 74,273{ § 278 ($ 6.96
Total for 10th Circuit | §  538,775.00 [ § [ $ §1,40000 | §  590,975.00 | § 82820663 [ $ 26366538 | § 1,001,87201 % 1,682,047.01 261,399 § 226 [ § 6.43
11| Edgefield $ 25,000,00 | § 240000 | § - 13 2740000 | § 8549825 | § 27.21897 § 12717.21|$% 140,117.21 26,985 $ 102§ 519
11| Lexington $ 543,932.00 | § - $ - $ 54392200 | % 831,34964 [ $§ 26466558 $ 1,096,01562|$ 1,638,947.62 262,391 $ 207 (% 6.26
11| McCormick | § 21,000.00  § 240000 | & - | % 2340000 | § 3242185) % 10,321.72 § 4274357 | § 66,143.57 10,233 $ 22918 6.46
11| Saluda $ 20,000,00 | § 2,400.00 | § - $ 2240000 | $ 6297119 $ 2004732 § 83,018.51 | $ 105,418.51 19.875( $ t13 ([ $ 5.30
Total for 11th Circuit [ $  609,932,00 [ § 7,200.00 | § - |$ 61713200 | $§  1,012,240.93 | § 322,253.99 | § 1,334,494.92 | § 1,951,626.92 319,434 § 193 [ § 6.11
12| Florence §  T4BATAO00 | S - 3 23600008 77207400 (% 43370122 | $ 13807182 $ 57177304 [ § 1,343,847.04 136,885 $ 5684 | & 9,82
12| Marion $ 64,170.00 | $ - s - |8 64,179.00 | § 10475238 | $ 3334865 $ 13810103 |$  202,280,03 33.062( $ 194 | § 6.12
Total for 12th Circuit |[$  812,653.00 | § - $ 23,600.00 [ $ 836,253.00 | § 538453.60 [$ 17142047 [$ 70987407 [ $ 1,546,127.07 169,947( § 492(§ 9.10
13] Greenville $ 732,82500|% - $ - $ 732,825.0018 142964409 | $ 455,937.21 § 1,884,78130 | § 2.617,606.30 451,225| § 162 ($ 580
13| Pickens $ 18380500} % - $ 40,00000 | $ 22380500 % 37774478 | $ 12025770 % 49800247 § 721,807.47 119,224 § 188 % 5.05
Total for 13th Circuit [$  916,630.00 | § - $ 40,000.00 [ $ 956,630.00 [$  1,807,388.87 |§ 57539490 [$ 238278377 % 3,339,413.77 570,449] § 168 % 5.85
14| Allendale 3 20,000.00 | $ - $ - 5 20,000.00 | $ 33,011,168 | § 10,509.33 § 43,520.50 | $ 63,520.50 10,419| § 19218 6.10
14| Beaufort $ 676,393.00 (% 20,000,00 | $ - § 69539300 % 514012856 (5 16363959 § 677652458 137404545 162,233 § 429 | % 847
14| Colleton $ 23450100 | % 500000 | % - $ 23990100 (% 123,223.03 | § 3922920 § 16245313 |$ 402,354.13 38,892| & 6.17 (% 10,356
14| Hampton 3 41,000.00 | & 650000 | % - 5 47.500.00 | § 66820751 % 2127285 § 88,093.61 | $ 134,593.61 21,000 $ 2250% 643
14| Jasper $ 119,000.00 | $ 5,00000 | $ - $ 124,00000($ 78,502.50 | $ 2499182 § 10349432|%8 227,494.32 247771 § 500(% 918
Total for 14th Circuit | § 1,091,204.00 | § 36,500.00 | $ - $ 1,127,794.00 [ § 815,571.20 [ § 250964280 § 1,075214001% 2,203,008,00 257,411] § 438 (% 8.56
15| Georgetown | $  126,100.00 | $ 30,000,00 | $ - 3 156,100,00 | $ 190,602.31 | $ 6067958 $ 25128190 (% 407,381.90 60,158| $ 259 (% 6.77
15] Horry $ 1,00221400 | $ 80,000.00 | $ - § 117221400 % 853,211.34 | $ 27162581 $ 1,124837.15(|% 2,297,051.15 269,291 § 435(% 8.63
Total for 15th Circuit | $ 1,218,314.00 | § 110,000.00 | § - $ 1,328,314.00] § 104381265 [$ 33230639 [ § 1,376119.04 [ § 2,704,433.04 329,449 8 4.03[$ 8.21
16| Union $ 11041000 | § 10,000.00 | $ - $ 12041000 | % 91,758.93 | $ 2921240 $ 12097103 | § 241,381.03 28,961| $ 416 | % 8,33
16| York $ 1,353465,00 | § 20,000.00 | & 76,353.00 | $ 144981800 | § 716,261.08 | $ 22803340 % 94431417 [ §  2,304,13217 226,073| $ 641 | % 10.59
Total for 16th Circuit [ § 1,463,875.00 | § 30,000.00 | § 76,353.00 | § 1,570,228.00 | § B08,040.00 [$§ 257,24519 [ % 1,06528520[% 2,635513.20 255,034| § 616 [ $ 10.33
[Grand Total | § 16,786,219.00 [ § 521,881.00 [ § 715,412.00 [ $ 18,033,612.00 | §  14,654,927.00 | § 4,665466.81 | § 19,320,293.81 | § 37,343,905.81 4,625,364 | § 3903 8.07 |




Note: County Funding Includes

(1) Appropriated Funding

State, County and Municipal Funding by County/Circuit
Fiscal Year 2016-2017

(2) Values of goods and services previded by the county as per data provided 1o SCCID by Circuit Public Defenders as of July 1, 2016.

Note: State Funding Includes

(1) Appropriated per capita funding
(2) Fees and Fines appropriated fo counties by Statutes and previsos per capita
{3) Fees and Fines are estimated frem prior year's civil and grobation distribution.

Population vs.

County Municipal Govt. County Population
GCircuit County Appropriated County Valu-e of Contributions and Total County |State Appr;)priated Fees and Fines Total 9!““’ Total Funding Population vs, County St?.;e atn_d c:u"ty
Funding Goods/{Services Grants Funding Funds Funding 2010 Cansus | Contribution ontribution

{Excluding CPD & AA}

1| Calhoun 5 3200000 | % - $ - [3 32,00000 | § 4807989135 1114411 § 59,224,00 [ § 91,224,00 16175 § 211 ] % 6.01
1| Dorchester | $  637,525.00 | $ 6,000.00 | § 2400000 % 667525.00]5% 43265566 |$ 100,282.13 § 53293779 |§ 1,200462.79 136,555 § 489 )% 8.79
1| Orangeburg | $  600,000.00 | % 10,392.00 | $ - $ 610,39200|% 29307664 1% 67,93013 § 38100677 § 971,398.77 92,501| § 660 % 10.50
Total for 1st Circuit | $ 1,269,525.00 | § 16,392.00 | § 24,000.00 | § 1,309,917.00 | § 773,812.19 [§ 179,356.37 [ §  953,168.56 | §  2,263,085.56 244,231 $ 531§ 9.27
2| Aiken $ 593,307.00 | % 84,265.00 | $ 46,00000 | $ 723,562.00 | $ 507,251.567 | $ 11757218 § 624,823.75|% 1,34838575 160,099 $ 45218 9.42
2| Bamberg $ 32,500.00 | § - $ 40000 | $ 3290000 | $ 6065260 [$ 11,740.38 § 62,392.98 | § 95,292.98 15,987] $ 206 % 5,96
2| Barnwell $ 50,000,00 | § 25,000,00 | $ 3,200001 % 78,200.00 | 7167151 | $ 1661225 § 88.283.76 | $ 166,483.76 22621] % 34615 7.36
Total for 2nd Circuit | §  675,807.00 | § 109,265.00 | § 49,600.00 | § B34,662.00 [ $ 62957560 | § 14592481 % 77550050 % 1,610,162.50 198,707 § 4208 8.10
3{ Clarendon | § 75,000.00 | $ - $ - $ 75,000.00 | $ 11080078 | $ 2568172 § 13648250 )% 211,482.50 34,971] 5 214 ($ 6.05
3 Lee $ 40,000.00 | $ - $ - $ 40,0000 | $ 6089592 | § 1411463 § 7501055 | $ 115,010.55 19,2201 $ 208§ 5.98
3| Sumter $ 225000008 - $ 20,000.00 | $ 24500000 | $ 34045049 | § 7B91264 § 41937213 ($ 664,372,183 107,4561 § 228 | $% 6.18
3| Wiliamsburg| $ 31,853.00 | $ - $ - $ 31,853.00 | $ 109,064.52 | $ 2527928 $§ 134,243.80 | § 166,196,830 34,423| § 093§ 4,83
Total for 3rd Circuit [ $  371,853.00] § - $ 200000014 291853.00]% 621,220.71 | $ 143,988.27 | § 76520898 [$ 1,157,061.98 196,670] § 200 (% 5.90
4| Chesterfield | 3 179,050.00 { $ 10,000,00 | - $ 18505000 | § 148,070.22 | $ 3432013 § 18239035 | § 371,440.35 46,734( $ 405 | % 7.95

4} Darlington $  140,000.00 | $ 5,000.00 | $ - $ 14500000 | $ 217606.26 { $§ 5043738 5 268,04364 | § 413,043.64 68,681 $ 211 (% 8.01
4] Dillen 1% 5400000 | § - $ - $ 54,000.00 | $ 101,584.02 | $ 2354544 $ 12512946 | % 179,129.46 32,062| % 1681 % 5.59
4| Marlboro $ 52,900.00 | § 400000} § - $ 56,900.00 | $ 9167021 [$§ 2124758 § 112917.19 | § 169,817.79 28933 $ 1971 % 5.87
Total for 4th Circuit $ 42595000 [ % 19,000.00 | § - $ 44495000 | § 558,930.72 | § 12955053 [ § 688,481,268 [§ 1,133,431,25 176,410] $ 252§ 6.42
5| Kershaw $ 150,00000 | % - 3 - $ 150,000.00 | § 195,478.42 | $ 4530853 5 24078695 |% 390,786.95 61,697| $ 243 % 6.33
5| Richland § 1,567,650.00 | § - $ 100,000.00 | $ 1,667,650,00 | 1,218,24782 [ $ 28236889 $ 15006167+ |% 3,168,266 71 384,504] § 434 | $ 8.24
Total for Sth Circuit $ 1,717,650.00 | - $ 100,000.00 [ $ 1,817,650.00 | § 1,413,726.24 | §  327,677.42 l $ 1,741,40366 | § 3,559 053 66 446,201] § 407 % 7.98
6| Chester $ 10098000 | % - $ - $ 10098000 | § 104,999.51 | 5 24,337.09 % 12033660 | $ 230,318.60 33,140 $ 3.05(% 6.95
6| Fairfield $ 64,000.00 | $ - $ - -1 64,000.00 | § 7590128 |% 17,59262 §% 93,49390  $ 157,493.90 23,956 $ 2671 % 6.57
6| Lancaster | $ 270,000.00 | § - $ - § 27000000 |8 242861.28 | % 5629106 § 29915234 | % 569,152.34 76,652| § 352 % 7.43
Total for 6th Circuit $§ 43498000 % - $ - $ 43498000 % 423,762.07 | $ 98220.77 [$ 52198284 % 956,962 84 133,748] § 3.25 | % 7.15
7| Cherokee $  140,00000 | $ - $ - $ 14000000 | $ 17634348 | $ 4064161 $ 21598500 | % 355,985.09 55,342| & 253§ 6.43
7| Spartanburg | $§  998,035.00 | 118,134.00 | § - $ 1,116,169.00 | § 900,787.46 | $ 208,787.03 $ 110957449 | $ 2,225743.49 284,307 % 393§ 7.83
Total for 7th Circuit $ 1,138,03500 | § 118,134.00 | § - $ 1,256,169.00 [ § 1,076,130.95 | § 249,42864 [$ 1,325,559.59 [ $ 2,581,728.59 339,649] § 370 ($ 7.60
8| Abbeville $ 26,790.00 | § - $ - 3 26,790.00 | $ 80,530.25 |$ 18B.665.53 § 99,195.76 | $ 125985.78 25417 1058 4.9
8] Greenwood | $  125,000,00 | $ 24,000.00 | $ - $ 14900000 ( $ 22071126 | $ 5145709 § 27186835|8% 420,868.35 69,661| § 21418 6.04
8| Lawrens % 62,000.00 | $ 2400000 | % - $ 86,000.00 | $ 210,813.29 |$ 4886288 § 259676178 345 676.17 66,537 % 1291% 5.20
B[ Newberry $ 70475.00 [ & - $ - ] 70,475.00 | § 118,838,92 | § 27.54480 § 14638372 % 216 858.72 37,508 § 1888 578
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. Population vs,
County Municipal Govt. . County Population
Circuit County Appropriated County Valu.e of Contributions and Total Ccl»unty State Appropriated Fees and Fines Total S!tate Total Funding Population vs, County State and County
Fundin GoodsiServices Grants Funding Funds Funding 2010 Census | Contribution Contribution

9 {Excluding CPD & AA)
Total for 8th Circuit $ 28426500 % 48,000.00 | $ - $ 332,26500) % 630,893.72 | § 146230308 777124.02[$ 1,109,383.02 199,123] § 167 (% 5.57
9| Berkeley $  413,139.001| % - $ - $ 413139008 563,470,98 | § 120,60268 § 694,07386 (8% 1,107,212.86 177,843] § 232§ 6.23
9| Chareston | $ 3,097,292.00 | § - 3 50,000,00 | $ 3,147,292.00 | § 1,109,588.85 | § 257.183.71 $ 1,366,772.56 | $ 4,514,064.56 350,209] $ B.99 | & 12.89
Total for 9th Circuit | $ 3,510,431.00 [ § - $ 50,000.00 [ $ 3,560,431.00 [$  1,673,059.83 [$ 387,786.58 [ § 2,060,846.42 | § 5,621,277.42 528,0521 § 674 % 10.65
10| Anderson $ 338,775.00 | § - $ 4500000 | $ 383775.00 | & 592,882,689 | § 13742004 §& 73030293|% 1,114,077.93 187,126 205 (% 5,95
10| Oconee $ 200,000.00 | $ - $ 260000 % 20260000 (% 235323.74 |§ 5454395 § 2898677318 492,467.73 74,273( % 273 (% 6.63
Total for 10th Circuit | $ 538,775.00 | § - 3 47,600.00 | $  586,375.00 | § 828,206.63 | § 191,964.03 ] $ 1,020,170.66 | $ 1,606,545.66 261,399( § 224 | § 6.15
11| Edgefieid $ 2500000 | § 240000 | $ - 3 27,400,00 [ $ 8549826 |8 1981700 § 10531525(% 132,7156.25 26,985 § 102 (% 4.92
11] Lexington $ 51430600 | 5 - $ - $ 514308.00 % B31,349.64 [ $ 19269253 § 102404217 ($ 1,538,348,17 262,391 § 196 (& 5.86
14| McCormick | § 21,000,00 | $ 2,400.00 | $ - $ 23,400.00 | $ 32,421.85 | $ 7.514.87 $ 39,936.72 | $ 63,336.72 10,233( $ 229 (% 6.19
11| Saluda $ 20,000.00 | $ 2,400.00 | § - $ 22,400.00 | $ 6297118 | $ 1459562 § 77,566.81 | $ 99,966.81 19,875( % 113 | % 5.03
Total for 11th Circuit | §  580,306.00 | § 7.20000 ] § - § E5BT50800 [$ 101224093 | § 23462002 [§ 1,246,860.95 [§ 1834,366,95 315,484] § 18418 5.74
12| Florence $ 719865001 % - $ 20060000 | § 739,865.00 | § 433,701.22 [ $ 10052450 § 53422572 % 127409072 136,885) § 5411% 9.31
12( Marion 3 64,170.00 | § - $ - § 64,179.00 | $ 104756238 [ § 2427980 § 12903218 | % 193,211.18 33,062| § 194 1% 5.84
Total for 12th Circuit | §  784,044.00 [ § - [ 20,000.00 | $  804,04400 | § 53845360 [ § 12480430 [§ 66325790 | § 1,467,301.90 169,947| § 473§ .62
13] Greenville $ 73282500 (% - $ - $ 732,825.00 | § 1,429,644.09 [ § 331,366.74 § 1761,0t0.83 | $ 249383583 451,225 % 162]$% 553
13| Pickens $ 183,805.00 (§ - $ 40,000.00 | $  223,805.00 | § 37774478 | § 8755475 § 46529953 | § 689,104.53 119,224] $ 188 1% 8.78
Total for 13th Circuit | §  916,630.00 | § - $ 40,000,00 [ $ 956,630.00 [ § 1,807,388.87 [ § 418,921.49] % 2,226,310.36 | § 3,182,940,36 570,449] § 168 [ § 5.58
14 Allendale $ 20,000.00 | $ - 3 - $ 20,000.00 | § 3301116 | § 7,651.43 % 40,662.59 | $ 60,662.59 10,419 $ 192 $% 5.82
14| Beaufort § 67639300 % - % - $ 676393.00|% 514,01285|% 119,139.35 $ 63315220 | $ 1,309,545.20 162,233 § 417 % 8.07
14| Colleton $ 23490100 % - ] - 5 23490100 | 8 12322393 | § 2856119 $ 151785142 ( § 386,606.12 38,892 § 604 | 8 9.94
14| Hampton $ 37.500.00 | $ 6,500.00 | $ - $ 44.000,00 | $ 66,820.75|% 1548791 § 82,308.66 | § 126,308.66 21,090 § 209§ 5,99

14| Jasper $ 119,00000| % 5,000.00 | $ - $ 12400000 % 7850250 | % 18,19553 § 96,698.03 | § 220,698.03 24777 % 500 (& 8,91
Total for 14th Circuit | § 1,087,794.00 [ § 11,500.00 | § - $ 1,099,294.00 | § §15,571.20 ([ $ 189,035.41 [ $ 1,004,606.61 [ $§ 2,103,900.61 257,41 § 4271 % B.A17
15| Georgetown | $  126,100.00 | $ 30,000,00 | $ - $ 156,10000{ % 190,602.31 [ § 4417834 § 23478065 $ 360,880,65 60,158| § 2108 6.00
15| Herry $ 90935400 | § 80,000.00 | $ - $ 989,354001% 853,211.34 | $ 197,769.,72 § 1,060,971.06 | $ 2,040,325,06 269291 § 3678 7.58
Total for 18th Circuit | $ 1,005,454.00 [ § 110,000.00 | § - |$ 111545400 [$  1,043,813.65 | § 241,938.06 [ $§ 1,285751.711 | § 2,401,205.71 329.449( § 338§ 7.29
16| Union $ 90,822,00 | § 10,000.00 | § - § 10082200 (% 9175893 | $ 2126815 § 11302708 % 213,849.08 28.961] $ 348]% 7.38
16| York $ 1,349,721.00 | § 20,000.00 | $ - $ 1,369,721.00 | $ 716,281.08 | $ 166,021.61 $ BB8230269|% §82,202.69 226073| 8 - $ 3.90
Total for 16th Circuit [ $ 1,440,543.00 | § 30,000.00 | § - $ 1,470,543.00 | § 808,040.00 [ $ 1B7,289.76 | $ 99532976 1% 1,096,151.76 255,034| § 04018 4.30
[Grand Total | § 16,182,042.00 | § 469,481.00 | § 361,200.00 | $17,002,723.00 | §  14,654,827.00 | § 3,396,796.77 | § 18,051,563.77 | § 33,684,565.77 4,625,364 | § 3388 7.28 ]
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Note: County Funding Includes

{1} Appropriated Funding

State, County and Municipal Funding by County/Circuit
Fiscal Year 2015-2018

(2) Values of goods and services provided by the county as per data provided to SCCID by Circuit Public Defenders as of July 1, 20t5.

Note: State Funding Inclxles

(1) Appropriated per capita funding
(2) Fees and Fines appropriated to counties by Statutes and provisos per capita
(3) Fees and Fines are estimated from prior year's civil and probation distribution.

County Municipal Govt, County Population Population vs.
Circuit County Appropriated County Value of Contributions and Total County |State Appropriated Fees and Fines Total S‘tate Total Funding Population vs, County State an.d Ct.-:unty
Fundi GoodsiServices Grants Funding Funds Funding 2010 Census | Contribution Contribution
unding {Excluding CPD & AA)
1| Calhoun $ 32.000.00 | § - $ - $ 32,00000 | $ 2753702 |§ 12,8648t § 4040183 | $ 72,401.83 15,175] & 21118 477
1| Dorchester | $ 637,525.00 | § 6,00000 | § 2400000t % 667,525001% 247,796,892 | $ 11576622 $ 563,563.14 | $ 1,031,088 14 136,565] § 489]% 7.56
1| Orangeburg | $ 600,000.00 | § 10,392.00 | § - $ 61039200 | & 167,85476 |§ 7841888 $ 24627364 |$ 856,665,64 92,501] $ 6.601% 9,26
Total for 1st Circuit $ 1,269,525.00 | § 16,392.00 | § 24,000.00 | § 1,309,917.00 | § 443,188.70 [ § 207,04991 ] $§ 650,238.61 [ $ 1,960,155.61 244,231] $ 536 [ § 8.03
2| Aiken $ 32470100} 8 125,000.00 | 500000]1% 45470100 | % 20052057 | § 13572594 $ 42624651 (§ 880,947.51 160,099] $ 284 | % 5,50
2| Bamberg $ 31,00000 | $ - $ - 3 31,000,00 | $ 29,01050 | $ 13,56316 § 42 563.66 | § 73,663.66 15,987( $ 194 | § 4.50
2| Barrwell $ 50,000.00 | $ 25,000.00 | § - $ 75,000.00 | § 41,048.77 | $  19177.24 § 60,226.01 [ $ 135,226.01 22,621 % 332 (% 5,98
Total for 2nd Circuit |[$ 40570100 § 150,000.00 | § 500000 (% 560,701.00]% 360,579.04 | $ 16845634 [ $ 52903618 [$  1,089,737.18 198,707] § 2821% 5,48
3| Clarendon $ 75,000.00 | $ - -3 - $ 75000.00 | § 6345946 | § 2064711 § 93,106.57 | $ 168,106.57 34,971 $ 2148 4.81
3| Lee $ 40,000.00 | § - $ - $ 40,000.00 | $ 3487720 $ 1626401 § 5117121 | $ 97121 19,220( 208|% 4.74
3[ Sumter $ 22500000 | $ - $ - $ 22500000 | % 19499297 | § 91,097.18 % 286,08015 | % 511,090.15 107 456) § 209§ 4.76
3| Williamsburgf % 31,853.00 | § - $ - $ 31,853.00 | § 62,465.03 [$ 2916253 § 91,647.56 | § 123,500.56 34,423| $ 083§ 3.59
Total for 3rd Circuit 18§  371,853.00 | $ - $ - $ 371,853.00($ 356,794.66 | § 166,22083 | § 522,01549 | § 893,868.49 196,070| § 190 | § 4.56
4| Chesterfield [ $  179,050.00 | 10,000.00 | $ - $ 189,050.00 | § 8480496 ($ 3961933 § 12442429 % 313,474.29 45,734 $ 405 % 6.7t
4| Darlington | §  140,000.00 | 5,000.00 | $ - $ 14500000 | § 12463065 | § 5822518 § 18285583 | § 327,855.83 68,681| $ 211 |% 477
4] Dillon $ 54,000.00 | $ - $ - $ 54,000.00 | § 58180695 2718095 § 8536164 | § 139,361,864 32,062 $ 168 | % 4,35
4| Maribora 3 52,290,00 | § 4000001 % - $ 56,200,00 | $ 5260271 | % 2452833 § 77,031.04 [ § 133,321.04 28,933| $ 195 | $ 4.81
Total for 4th Circuit | $ 42534000 | § 19,000.00 | $ - $ 44434000 | § 320,119.01 | $ 149,553.79[$ 469,672.80 [ $ 914,012.80 176,410] § 252§ 5.18
5| Kershaw $  150,000.00 | § - $ - $ 150,000.00 | $ 111,957.27 | $ 5230442 $ 16426169 |§% 314,261.69 61,697| § 24318 5.09
5] Richland $ 1,567,650.00 | § - $ 100,000.00 | $ 1,667,650.00 | & 697,732.80 | § 325968.07 $ 1,023,70087 |$ 2,691,350,87 384,504| § 434 |% 7.00
Total for 5th Circuit | $ 1,717,650.00 [ § - |8 100,000.00 | § 1,817,650.00 [ § 809,690.07 | § 378,272.49[$ 1,187,962.56 | $§ 3,005,612.56 446,201] § 4.07 [ § 6.74
6| Chester $ 100,980.00 | $ - $ - $ 100,980.00 | § 60,136.86 | $ 2809487 $ 8823173 | § 189,211.73 33,440] § 305|% 5.71
6| Fairfield $ 64,000.00 | $ - $ - $ 64,000.00 | § 4347130 | $  20,30899 § 63,780.29 | § 127,780.29 23,956] § 26718 533
6| Lancaster $§ 27000000 % - $ - $ 270,00000 % 139,095.08 | $ 6498270 $§ 20407778 (8% 474,077.78 76,652 8 3521% 6.18
Total for 6th Circuit $ 434,980.00 % - $ - $ 43498000 | § 242703.24 | § 113,386.56 | $ 356,089.80 | % 791,069.80 133,748] § 3.25(8 5.9
7| Cherokee $ 14000000 | $ - $ - $ 14000000 | § 10042530 | $ 4691688 $ 147342148 |§ 287,342.18 55,342 $ 253 (3% 519
7| Spartanburg | § 598,03500 { § 118,134,00 | % - $ 1,116,169.00 | § 51581224 | § 24102482 & 756,937.06 | § 1,873,106.06 284,307| $ 393 | % 6.69
Total for 7th Circult § § 1,138,035.00 | § 118,134.00 | § - $ 1,256,169.00 | § 616,337.54 [ § 28794170 [§ 90427924 [§ 2160,448.24 339,649( § 370§ 6.36
8| Abbeville $ 26,790.00 | § - $ - $ 26,790.00 | 4612247 | § 2154758 § 67,670.05 | $ 94,460.05 25417( % 1051% 372
B| Greenwood | $  125,00000 | § 2400000 | $ - $  145,00000 | § 126,408,99 [ § 59,06597 § 18546496 | % 334,464.96 69,661 $ 214 |3% 4,80
8] Laurens 3 62,000.00 | $ 24,000.00 | § - $ 86,000,00 | § 120,74009 | $ 5640758 § 17714767 | % 263,147.87 66,637 $ 129 % 3.95
81 Newberry 3 70,475.00 | $ - $ - $ 70,475.00 | § 68,0683.18 | $ 31,797.87 $ 9986105 | $ 170,336.05 37,508| § 1.88 | $ 4.54




County County Vatue of | Municipal Govt. 1 po, oounty [State Appropriated Total State County | Population Stpa::::\a.;igg::iy

Circuit County Appropriated sunty au.eu Contributions and a) Lounty PRrop Fees and Fines Total Funding Population vs, County i

Fundin Goods/Services Grants Funding Funds Funding 2010 Census | Contribution Contribution

9 {Excluding CPD & AA)
Total for 8th Circuit | §  284,265.00 | § 48,000.00 | § - |$ 332,285.00 (% 361,334.73 [ § 168,300.00 [ §  530,143.73 [$§  B62,408.73 199,123[ § 1.67 (% 4.33
9| Berkeley $ 41313900 | $ - |8 - |8 41313800 (% 322,719.39 | § 150,768.63 § 47348802 |$  886627.02 177,843 $ 232 (% 4.99
9| Charleston | $ 3,097,202.00 | $ - |8 60,000.00 | § 3,147,292.00 | § 635500.04 | § 296,8%4.04 $ 932,394.08 | § 4,079,686.08 350,209( 899 (% 11,65
Total for Sth Circuit | § 3,610,431.00 | § - |3 50,000.00 [ § 3,560,431.00 [ § 958,219.43 | § 447,662.67 [ § 140588210 [§ 4,966,313.10 623,052 § 674 % 9,40
10| Anderson | $ 33877500 | § - |8 - |$ 3m7I7T5.00(% 330,564.60 | $ 158,638.40 $ 49820300 |$ 83597800 187,126 $ 181 % 4.47
10| Oconee $ 20000000 | $ - |8 - |$ 20000000 % 13477807 [ 62,96588 % 197743958  397,743.95 74,273 § 269 (% 5.36
Total for 100 Circuit | § 638,775,001 § - |§ - | § 53877500 § 47434267 | § 221,504.28 | § 695546.95 [§ 1,234,721.95 261,399] § 2.06 ] § 4.72
11| Edgefied | % 2500000 % 2,400.00 | § - |$ 2740000{% 4B,967.81 |$ 2287689 § T18MT0($ 99,244 70 26,985( $ 102 (% 368
11| Lexington | $ 514,306.001 $ - |8 - |$ 51430600 (% 476,142.80 | § 22244524 § 698,588.04 |§ 1,212,804.04 262,391| $ 196 | % 4.62
11| McCormick | $  21,000.00 { $ 2,400,00 | $ - |$ 2340000|% 18,569.12 | §  BBTE17 $§  27,244.28 | % 50,644.29 10,233( § 2298 495
11| Saluda $ 2000000 % 2,400.00 | $ - |$ 2240000 (% 3606579 [ $ 16,849.26 $ 5291505 | § 75,315.05 19,875( $ 113 | 8 3.79
Total for 14th Circuit | $§  580,306.00 | § 7.200.00] § - | § &87.506.00]§ 579,745.52 | § 270,846.56 [ $ 850,592.08 [§ 1,438,098.08 319,484] § 184§ 4.50
12| Florence $ 719,865.00 | § - 18 2000000 | $  730,865.00 | § 24839574 [ $ 11604597 $ 36444171 % 1,104,306.71 136,885( $ 541 (% 8.07
12} Marion 5 64179.00 % - s - |$ 84170005 59,995.33 [ $ 28,028.74 5 8802407 (%  152,203.07 33,062| § 1.94 | § 480
Total for 12th Circuit | §  784,044.00 | § 3 3 20,000.00 | §  804,044.00 | § 308,391.07 [ § 4407471 ]$ 45246578 [ § 1,256,509.78 169,947 § 473 % 7.39
13| Greenvile 1$ 74782500 ($ - s - |$ 74782500 % 818,806.79 | $ 783,531.40 $ 1,602,33815 | § 2,350,163,19 451,225( $ 166 | $ 5.21
13| Pickens $ 10228600 [ § C ] - |$ 102286500 % 216,347.54 [ 5 101,07364 $ 31742118 |$  419,707.18 119,224 $ 0.86 | § 352
Total for 13th Circuit [ §  850,111.00 | § - s - |$ 85011100 |$ 1,035154.33 | § 884,605.04 [§ 1,919,758.37 | § 2,769,870.37 570,448] § 149 (% 4.86
14| Allendale $  2000000(% - {3 - |$ 2000000]|$ 1890666 | $ 883290 §  27,73955|% 47,739.55 10,419| $ 192 (% 458
14| Beaufort $ 67639300 (% - |3 - |$ e7638300(% 29430299 | 5 137,635.056 $ 43192804 [ § 1,108,321.04 182,233| § 417 8 6.83
14{ Colleton $ 23450100 % - % - | 23490100|8 7057462 |$ 3297117 $ 10354579 $  338,446.79 38,892 § 6.04 | § 8,70
14{ Hampton $ 3750000 % 8,500.00 | § - |S 4400000 |5 3827056 | § 1787931 $  56,148.87 [$  100,149.87 21,090| $ 209($ 475
14| Jasper $ 11900000 $ 500000 | $ - |$ 124000003 4496111 |$ 2100500 $ 6596611 (%  189.966.11 24777 $ 500|% 7.67
Total for 14th Circuit [ § 1,087,794.00 | § 11,500.00 | § - [ $ 10820400 % 46710593 | § 218,223.43[§ 685320.36 | § 1,784,623.36 257,411] § 4271 % 6.93
t5| Georgetown [ $  ©6,100.00 | § 30,000.00 | $ - 1% 128100008 100,164.56 {$ 50999.69 $ 160,164.25|%  286,264.25 60,158 $ 2108 476
15| Homy $ 909354.00| % 80,000.00 | $ - 1% 09893540018 488,663.74 1% 22820482 § 71695856 [ % 1,706,312.56 269.291| § 367 |8 6.34
Total for 15th Circuit | § 1,005,454.00 [ § 110,000.00 | § - |5 1115454008 597,828.30 | § 279,294.51[§ 8IT,12281|§ 1,952576.81 329,449 § 3393 6.05
16§ Union $  90,822,00|% 10,000.00 | § - |s 1ocoz2200(8 52,553.53 [$ 24,65205 $ 7710658 % 17792758 28.961| § 348 |$ 6.14
16] York $ 1,349,721.00 | § 20,000.00 | $ 15,00000 | $ 1,384,721.00 | § 410,239.03 [ $ 19185621 $§ 60189524 | $ 1,986616.24 226,073| § 8.13|% 879
Total for 16th Circuit| § 1,440,543.00 [ § 30,000.00 [ § 15,000.00 | § 1,485,543.00 | $ 462,792.56 | § 216,208.26 [ §  679,000.82 | § 2, 164543.82 255034 $ s82[% 8,48
|Grand Total | $ 15,844,807.00 [ § 510,226.00 | § 214,000.00 | $ 16,569,033.00 [ $  8,393,327.60 | $4,322,210.08 [ $ 12,715,537.68 [ § 29,284 570.68 4,625,364 | § 388]§ 6.33 |




Audit of Funds

funds and expenditures at the first of each
calendar year,
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perform annual audits and a copy of the
audit report is sent to the county
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Y County conducts an audit on all county and Y Annual reconcilliation review of all incoming
state regular, variable or other appropriated and outgoing funds (operating & trust).

funding. any current "carry-forward” or
"proviso funding" is now also forwarded to
county govt. 5o it is now included in their
annual county wide audit.
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Audit of Funds

Circuit

County

County Conducts Y/N

Explain Other Entity Conducts Y/N How Often Audit is Audit Performed

Lot
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All incoming state & county appropriated Y Annual financial reconcilliation
and state variable funding is forwarded to
sumter county govt. as admin county- these
funds are then automatically included in
their annual county audit. current year
incoming proviso and carryforward funding
is also now being forwarded to the sumter
county govt. as received.

County will request confirmation from state N Once a year
and other entities of revenue sent to public
defender

=
e

S e“v;a; Rk

m&é%“

B

B ae
earlv
5 ¢9°W o e

Every quarter i provide the admlmsterlng
county's budget department copies of all
bank statements,
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Audit of Funds

o]

Berkeley

SR

e
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Our county does not conduct an audit, but
we use g professional accounting firm to
monitor our record-keeping.

The charleston county internal auditor
periodically conducts a thorough audit of all
the state, county, and miscellaneous funds
that the berkeley pd office receives as well
as their expenses. all of berkeley's revenue
and expense accounts are monitored
continuously by the charieston county
finance, treasurer, and budget departments,
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How Often Audit is Audit Performed
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ith our accounting firm
to begin conducting a yearly audit for fy17-

I am in discussions with our accounting firm
to begin conducting a yearly audit for fy17-
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Annually/periodically

B

ﬁifzgm SR T
: o e

A

S ot
e

e 5
S o

Page 3 of 5




Audit of Funds

How Often Audit is Audit Performed

Circuit Other Entlty Conducts Y/N

: = | . - ai'- ; ot
] . . |foiwardedtognderson o ity f
e - hoadminn e -
Anderson county handles funds and
10|Oconee prowdes auditing
T speases S = T T — -
- dgefeld __ exmgton county audits fu ds. Y
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N Marlon county conducts an annual audlt of Y Annuaily
12|Marion all county funds

N The county auditor audlts aII funds whu:h N N/a
are processed as the administering county

for the 13th circuit
13 Greenville

Beaufort county conducts an audit of all
pubiic defender funds for the 14th circuit.
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Y As part of the overall audit for the county N Annual
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Audit of Funds

Other Entlty Conduc N 7 How Often Audlt is Audit Performed
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PD Receipt or Collection of Funds
Inchuding Cash or Checks

I:lrcl-llt

[FE

7 Cherokee

Collecting/Receiving Funds of Cash
Check or Credit V,l'N

o

S

Loy

Nature of Funds Cnllected and Dlsposlﬂnn of Flmds

_IEI_ We collect the 540 00 anhcaunn fees
ﬂéﬂ
2t £ i & .

Re: &5
Payrnerlts from acadernic |nst|tut|cms tu be used to pav salaries of sludents
emplayed as independent contractors,

i
Recewe funds from chemkee county, city nfgaffney, ind the funds fram
commission an indigent defense. these funds are deposited In my cherokee
county account, which |s then given to spartanburg county to cover the expenses
af the office.

Maintains Dne of More Bank A:munts Y]N
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-
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We receive quarterly payments from greenwood mum\,' and petiodic payments
fram ninety-six municipal court. those funds are deposited into our operating
account.
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PD Receipt or Collection of Funds
Including Cash or Checks

Collecting/Receiving Funds of Cash
Circuit County Chack or Credit Y/N Nature of Funds Collected and Disposition of Funds Malntalns One or More Bank Accounts Y/M
The appropriated funds are paid directly to charles verner In the form of his
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Public Defender with Less than 3.Years Experience as of July 1, 2017

Circuit County FTE & PTE | FTC & PTC | Grand Total

1|Calhoun 0 1 1
1|Dorchester 1 0 1
1|Orangeburg 1 0 1
Total for 1st Circuit 2 1 3
2|Aiken 2 0 2
2|Bamberg 0 0 0
2|Barnwell 0 0 0
Total for 2nd Circuit 2 0 2
3|Clarendon C 0 0
3|Lee 0 1 1
3|Sumter 4 0 4
3|williamsburg 0 o 0
Total for 3rd Circuit 4 1 5
4|Chesterfield 4 0 4
4|Darlington 3 0 3
4|Dillon 1 0 1
4Marlboro 0 0 0
Total for 4th Circuit 8 0 8
5|Kershaw 2 0 2
5|Richiand 16 0 16
Total for 5th Circuit 18 0 18
&6|Chester 0 ¢} 0
6|Fairfield 0 0 0
6{Lancaster 3 0 3
Total for 6th Circuit 3 0 3
7|Cherckee 1 1 2
7|Spartanburg 5 0 5
Total for 7th Circuit 6 1 7
8|Abbeville 1 0 1
8|Greenwood 2 1] 2
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Public Defender with Less than 3 Years Experience as of July 1, 2017

Circuit County FTE & PTE | FTC & PTC | Grand Total
8|Laurens 1 0 1
8|Newberry 0 0 0

Total for 8th Circuit 4 0 4
9|Berkeley 3 0 3
9|Charleston 9 0 9

Total for 9th Circuit 12 0 12

10|Anderson 5 2 7
10|Oconee 1 0 1
Total for 10th Circuit 6 2 8
11|Edgefield 0 0 0
11|Lexington 1 0 1
11}McCormick 0 0 0
11|Saluda 0 0 0
Total for 11th Circuit 1 0 1
12|Florence 1 0 1
12|Maricn 0 0 0
Total for 12th Circuit 1 0 1
13|Greenville 4 0 4
13|Pickens 2 0 2
Total for 13th Circuit 6 0 6
14|Allendale 0 0 0
14|Beaufort 0 0 0
14|Colleton 0 0 0
14|Hampton 0 0 0
14|lasper 0 0 0
Total for 14th Circuit 0 0 1]
15|Georgetown 0 0 0
i15|Horry 3 0 3

Total for 15th Circuit 3 0 3
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Public Defender with Less than 3 Years Experience as of July 1, 2017

Circuit County FTE & PTE | FTC & PTC | Grand Total
16|Union 0 0 0
16|York 4 0 4

Total for 16th Circuit 4 0 4
Grand Total 80 5 85
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Public Defender and Contract Public Defender Experience as of July 1, 2017

Circuit County 3-5 Years 6-10 Years 11 or More Years
1|Calhoun 0 1 1
1|Dorchester 2 3 5
1|Orangeburg 2 2 4

Total for 1st Circuit 4 6 10
2]Aiken 2 4 2
2{Bamberg 0 1 0
2|Barnwell 0 0 1

Total for 2nd Circuit 2 5 3
3|Clarendon 1 0 1
3]lee 0 0 1
3|Sumter 1 2 2
3|Williamsburg 0 1 0

Total for 3rd Circuit 2 3 4
4(Chesterfield 0 0 0
4{Darlington 0 0 1
4|Dillon 2 0 0
4|Marlboro 0 0 1

Total for 4th Circuit 2 0 2
5|Kershaw 0 2 0
5(Richland 13 4 2

Total for 5th Circuit 13 6 2
6|Chester 1 0 1
6lFairfield 0 0 3
6|Lancaster 3 1 1

Total for 6th Circuit 4 1 5
7|Cherokee 1 0 1
7|Spartanburg 4 5 6

Total for 7th Circuit 5 5 7
8|Abbeville 0 0 0




Public Defender and Contract Public Defender Experience as of July 1, 2017

Circuit County 3-5 Years 6-10 Years 11 or More Years
8|Greenwood 2 0 2
8|Laurens 1 2 0
8|Newberry 0 0 1

Total for 8th Circuit 3 2 3
9|Berkeley 2 1 3
9|Charleston 5 6 11

Total for 9th Circuit 7 7 14

10|Anderson 1 0 2
10|0conee 1 1 2
Total for 10th Circuit 2 1 4
11jEdgefield 0 1 0
11{Lexington 2 4 6
11|McCormick 0 0 0
11|Saluda 0 1 0
Total for 11th Circuit 2 6 6
12(Fiorence 1 5 4
12(Marion 0 1 1
Total for 12th Circuit 1 6 5
13|Greenville 6 3 9
13|Pickens 0 0 4
Total for 13th Circuit 6 3 13
14|Allendale 0 0 3
14|Beaufort 0 3 8
14| Colleton 0 1 2
14|Hampton 0 0 3
14|Jasper 0 0 3
Total for 14th Circuit 0 4 19
15|Georgetown 1 1 1
15|Horry c 4 6




Public Defender and Contract Public Defender Experience as of July 1, 2017

Circuit County 3-5 Years 6-10 Years 11 or More Years

Total for 15th Circuit 1 5 7
16{Union 1 0 2
16|York 3 2 7

Total for 16th Circuit 4 2 9

Grand Total 58 62 113




Training and Mentoring Programs as of July 1, 2017

Circuit County Skills/Professional Training Mentoring Program
1|Calhoun N N
1|Dorchester Y Y
1|Orangeburg Y Y
2|Aiken Y Y
2|Bamberg Y Y
2|Barnwell Y Y
3|Clarendon N N
3|Lee N N
3|Sumter N N
3|williamsburg N N
4|Chesterfield N N
4|Darlington N N
4|Dillon N N
4|Marlboro N N
5|Kershaw Y N
5|Richland Y N
&|Chester N N
6|Fairfield N N
6|Lancaster N N
7|Cherokee N N
7|Spartanburg N N
8|Abbeville Y N
8|Greenwood Y N
8|Laurens Y N
8INewberry Y N
9|Berkeley Y Y
g|Charleston Y Y

10|Anderson N N
10|Oconee N N
11|Edgefield N Y
11|Lexington Y Y
11|McCormick N Y
11|Saluda N N




Training and Mentoring Programs as of July 1, 2017

Circuit County Skills/Professional Training Mentoring Program
12|Florence N N
12|Marion N N
13|Greenville Y Y
13|Pickens Y Y
14|Allendale Y Y
i4|Beaufort Y Y
14|Colleton Y Y
14|Hampton Y Y
14|Jasper Y Y
15|Georgetown N Y
15|Horry Y Y
15|Union N N
16|York N N




Grant Amounts as of July 1, 2017

Circuit |County FY 14-15 | FY 15-16 | FY 16-17 | FY 17-18
1|Calhoun S0 S0 50 50
1|Dorchester S0 50 50 51,500
1|Orangeburg S0 S0 $Q $1,500

Total for 1st Circuit S0 S0 $S0 1]
2|Aiken S0 S0 S0 S0
2|Bamberg 50 50 S0 50
2|Barnwell S0 S0 ] 50

Total for 2nd Circuit S0 s0 $0 50
3|Clarendon S0 S0 S0 50
3|Lee S0 50 S0 50
3|Sumter S0 50 SO 50
3|Williamsburg S0 ] S0 S0

Total for 3rd Circuit $0 s0 $0 $0
4|Chesterfield S0 SO 50 50
4|Darlington S0 S0 S0 S0
4(Dillon $0 S0 $0 S0
4|Marlboro S0 S0 S0 S0

Total for 4th Circuit S0 S0 ] S0
5|Kershaw 1] 50 S0 S0
5|Richland 50 S0 S0[  $90,000

Total for 5th Circuit $0 S0 50 50
6|Chester S0 $0 S0 $0
6|Fairfield S0 S0 S0 S0
6|Lancaster S0 S0 50 S0

Total for 6th Circuit S0 50 S0 50
7|Cherokee S0 S0 S0 S0
7|Spartanburg S0 50 50 S0

Total for 7th Circuit S0 S0 S0 S0




Grant Amounts as of July 1, 2017

8|Abbeville S0 S0 S0 S0
8{Greenwood S0 S0 ] S0
8|Laurens 50 ] 50 S0
8|Newberry S0 S0 S0 S0

Total for 8th Circuit S0 S0 S0 S0
9|8erkeley S0 S0 $0 SO
9|Charleston 50 S0 S0| $142,889

Total for Sth Circuit S0 S0 S0 S0
10{Anderson S0 S0 50 50
10|Oconee SO S0 ] S0

Total for 10th Circuit ] 1] S0 50
11|Edgefield S0 S0 S0 S0
11|Lexington S0 50 50 S0
11|McCormick S0 S0 50 S0
11|Saluda S0 S0 S0 50

Total for 11th Circuit $0 1] S0 $0
12|Florence S0 S0 S0 S0
12|Marion S0 S0 50 50

Total for 12th Circuit S0 50 S0 )]
13|Greenville 50 50 S0 S0
13|Pickens S0 50 S0 S0

Total for 13th Circuit S0 S0 S0 S0
14]|Allendale S0 S0 S0 S0
14{Beaufort 50 S0 S0 s0
14{Colleton S0 S0 S0 S0
14|Hampton S0 S0 50 S0
14|Jasper 50 S0 S0 50

Total for 14th Circuit S0 S0 $0 SO




Grant Amounts as of July 1, 2017

15|Georgetown S0 . S0 S0 S0
15|Horry S0 S0 S0 50
Total for 15th Circuit S0 S0 S0 S0
16|Union 50 S0 S0 S0
16|York 50 S0 50 S0
Total for 16th Circuit $0 S0 S0 50
Grand Total 50 S0 $0 S0




Grant Descriptions as of July 1, 2017

Circuit County Title, Purpose and Grantor
1|Calhoun
Body worn camera grant for storage equipment and viewing equipment. this
1|Dorchester is split with orangeburg county. total grant 3,000.00
Grant for storing and view equipment for body worn cameras. 3,000.00 total
1|Orangeburg |grant shared with dorchester county
Social worker - DOJ - juvenile reentry. reentry attorney - DOJ - juvenile
5(Richland reentry
The mac arthur grant was awarded to charleston county. it offered technical
assistance 1o improve the accuracy of risk assessments in bond setting in
order to avoid unnecessarily incarcerating persons due to their financial
inability to pay a band. a further grant application has been approved which
funds three new public defender lawyers to advocate for defendants at the
charleston county bond court. the senior grant attorney was hired in
september 2016 and two more grant attorneys were hired in january 2017.
9|Charleston




Indigency Application and Determination as of July 1, 2017

Circuit Cou ty

Who Receives Applicatfons and Determmes Indlgency ] Explain

T R o T S
s “aE\Eﬁs Ra dnade & S

R i
Cnmmal leSthE coordinator who works for the pubilc defender

but is charged with the screening process and visits the jail
weekly to process people there as weII
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- Maglstrate/ Clerk of Court _
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Clerk of court accepts appllcations and pub]lc defender makes 7
|nd|gence determmatlons

2

: EM‘?'%S o
s Eﬁggg%?rgr

£
St

"‘”"""‘"‘"‘**"‘“*“‘*“***general survey notes- LI circuit wide
staff (2), as well as circuit pd and state aa are included on the
admin county (sumter) survey. third circuit office is the only
one to maintain bank account(s), not the individual county
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Maglstrates initially, clerk of court if not appolnted by
magistrate. clerk of court after referral from magistrate or city
Judge for summary court charges
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_ Pubhc Defender

ln greenwood county ourjall appllcat[ons are not sent to the
clerk of court. our office picks thase up and automatically

assumes representation for anyone who has applied from the

jail.
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The berkeley public defender's office receives the indigency
applications and makes the determinations for the juveniles.
the clerk of court receives the applications and makes the
determinations for the adults.
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Indigency Application and Determinaticn as of July 1, 2017
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By adm[nlstratlve order, thereisa presumptmn of |ndlgen|:y for
persons who are |ncarcerated.
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Handling of Juvenile Cases as of july 1, 2017

Does this county office have one or more
public defenders principally handling

If not, do you have one or more public
defenders within the circuit principally

Circuit County juvenile cases? Y/N handling juvenile cases?
1|Calhoun Y Y
1|Dorchester Y
1|Crangeburg Y
2|Aiken Y
2|Bamberg N Y
2|Barnwell Y
3|Clarendon N N
3|Lee N N
3|Sumter N N
3|Williamsburg N N
4|Chesterfield Y
4|Darlington Y
4| Dillon Y
4|Marlboro Y
5|Kershaw Y
5|Richland Y
6|Chester Y Y
6|Fairfield N Y
6|Lancaster N Y
7|Cherokee Y N
7|Spartanburg Y
8]Abbeville N N
8|Greenwood Y N
8|Laurens N Y
8[Newberry N Y
9|Berkeley Y
9|Charleston Y

10|Anderson Y
10|Oconee Y N
11|Edgefield N Y
11|Lexington Y
11|McCormick N Y
11|Saluda N Y




Handling of Juvenile Cases as of July 1, 2017

Does this county office have one or more
public defenders principally handling

If not, do you have one or more public
defenders within the circuit principally

Circuit County juvenile cases? Y/N handling juvenile cases?
12|Florence Y
12|Marion Y
13|Greenville Y
13|Pickens Y
14|Allendale N Y
14|Beaufort Y Y
14|Colleton N Y
14IHampton N Y
14|lasper N Y
15|Georgetown N Y
15|Horry Y N
16|Union N N
16|York Y
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