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House Appropriations Preliminary FY10 Budget Proposal- May 5 Version 
Major County Impacts
	 
	County Impacts from HURF Shifts to DPS /1
	County Assist. Fund 10% Reduction /2
	Eliminate Summer Youth Employ.
	 50% Rural RTC Cost Share /3
	County Cash Payment/4
	

	Apache
	 $426,075 
	 $55,004 
	TBD
	TBD
	N/A
	

	Cochise
	 $520,125
	 $55,004 
	TBD
	TBD
	N/A
	

	Coconino
	 $594,225
	 $55,004
	TBD
	TBD
	N/A
	

	Gila
	 $242,250
	 $55,004 
	TBD
	TBD
	N/A
	

	Graham
	 $153,900 
	 $55,004
	TBD
	TBD
	N/A
	

	Greenlee
	 $54,150 
	 $55,004
	TBD
	TBD
	N/A
	

	La Paz
	 $240,825
	 $55,004 
	TBD
	TBD
	N/A
	

	Maricopa
	 $5,889,525 
	 $25,298
	TBD
	N/A
	$66,168,400
	

	Mohave
	 $691,125 
	 $55,004 
	TBD
	TBD
	N/A
	

	Navajo
	 $507,300
	 $55,004 
	TBD
	TBD
	N/A
	

	Pima
	 $2,438,175
	 $25,298
	TBD
	N/A
	$16,794,400 
	

	Pinal
	 $937,650 
	 $55,004 
	TBD
	TBD
	N/A
	

	Santa Cruz
	 $198,075
	 $55,004
	TBD
	TBD
	N/A
	

	Yavapai
	 $692,550 
	 $55,004 
	TBD
	TBD
	N/A
	

	Yuma
	 $664,050 
	 $55,004 
	TBD
	TBD
	N/A
	Total

	 
	 $14,250,000
	$765,648
	$750,000
	$1,600,000
	$82,962,800 
	$100,328,448



House Appropriations Preliminary FY10 Budget Proposal-May 5 Version
Other County Impacts
Criminal Justice

Superior Court Risk Management Shift-







Unknown

· Deducted from local probation fees

· Offset by a $15 increase in adult probation fees enacted in January FY09 budget

· No increase in juvenile probation fees

GPS Shift To JCEF (Judicial Collection Enhancement Fund)-





$435,000

· Funds GPS monitoring for offenders out of JCEFinstead of out of the Superior Court’s 

general appropriation

· Cuts $435,000 from the Superior Court allocation in FY10

Probation Shift to JCEF (Judicial Collection Enhancement Fund)-




$1,000,000

· Funds some probation services out of  JCEF instead of out of the Superior Court’s 
general appropriation
· Cuts $1,000,000 from the Superior Court allocation in FY10
· Increases the number of probation cases one officer can be assigned 
(from 60 to 65 cases) to account for caseload growth
House Appropriations Preliminary FY10 Budget Proposal-May 5 Version 

Other County Impacts (cont.)
Criminal Justice (cont.)
Criminal Justice Enhancement Fund (CJEF)-ACJC Portion-





Unknown

· Cuts $400,000 from CJEF

· Distributed through the Arizona Criminal Justice Commission (ACJC) to local 

governments for drug and gang reduction programs

Criminal Justice Enhancement Fund (CJEF)-Supreme Court Portion-




Unknown

· Cuts $305,400 from funds for case processing and cash management
Criminal Justice Enhancement Fund (CJEF)-Superior Court Portion-




$880,100

· For juvenile crime reduction, drug treatment programs, and community

punishment programs
Drug Treatment and Education Fund-








$346,300

· Total sweep of $692,600 -- Half distributed to counties

Judicial Collection Enhancement Fund (JCEF)-Supreme Court Portion-



Unknown

· Cuts $200,400 from funds for court automation and state and local 

     

case processing

Judicial Collection Enhancement Fund (JCEF)-Superior Court Portion-



$645,700

· For probation services-the proposed cut will reduce superior court

probation services by 4% statewide
DUI Abatement Fund-










Unknown

· Cuts $500,000 from the DUI Abatement fund

· Funds provide grants to counties, cities, and tribes to reduce DUIs

Court Appointed Special Advocate (CASA) Fund-






$344,900

· To provide volunteer court advocates for children in the court system 

State Aid to the Courts-









$535,100
State Aid to County Attorneys Fund-








$100,000
State Aid to Indigent Defense Fund-








$209,100
Public Defender Training Fund-








$71,100
Environment
Air Quality Fund-










Unknown

· Cuts $2,635,900 from funding used to improve air quality in EPA non-attainment

Areas A and B

Voluntary Vehicle Repair and Retrofit Program-






$1,530,500

· To retrofit vehicles failing emissions tests in Maricopa and Pima counties

State Lake Improvement Fund-








Unknown
· Cuts $5,168,000 from funds to improve lakes and state parks
Other

Local Transportation Assistance Fund II (LTAF II) (From Lottery)-




$475,000
· Distributed to counties and municipalities in small counties
County Fairs/Livestock & Ag Promotion funding stream shift-




$182.600 
· Redirects dedicated funding streams (a portion of pari-mutuel taxes and 
     

unclaimed property) away from county fair funds and into the general fund
· Current version includes a comparable general fund appropriation to the 

Livestock & Ag Promotion Fund
· Cuts $182,600 from the County Fairs Racing Betterment Fund
House Appropriations Preliminary FY10 Budget Proposal-May 5 Version 

County Related Policy Items

Dept. Of Corrections (DOC) County Jail Contract Per Diem Rate (HB 2633, Page 28, Line 38-41)-

· Legislative intent clause stating that DOC should only contract with county jails for a per-diem rate of $50 or less
Travel Reduction Program (HB 2633, Page 50, Line 36-37)-

· Fully funds the Travel Reduction Program (to reduce car trips and air pollution in Maricopa, Pinal, and Pima counties) at $1.6 million from the Emissions Inspection Fund

Federal Medicaid Assistance Program (FMAP) Funds to Counties (HB 2641, Page 4, Line 38-41)-

· Distributes 61.4% of ALTCS (Az Long Term Care System) refunds to counties while the state receives additional federal matching funds-necessary to comply with federal stimulus requirements
County Stadium District Changes (HB 2635, Page 16 Lines 25-35 and Page 17 Lines 17-31)-

· Modifies the state General Fund distribution of multipurpose facility revenues to county stadium districts and limits the uses of those revenues. Stipulates that no state funds may be used for operating expenses of the facility or for any costs that qualify for funding from the Arizona Convention Center Development Fund
Suspension of Non-Supplanting Provisions for Criminal Justice Funds (HB 2638, Page 12, Lines 10-17)-

· Allows counties to collect state money from State Aid to the Courts, Probation Services, and other funds even if county funds for the same purpose have decreased; suspends “supplement, not supplant” language for FY10
County Furlough Authority (HB 2636, Page 1, Line 23-25)-

· Allows counties to furlough classified employees to address budget shortfalls

Employee Contribution Rates Adjustment PSPRS, EORP, and CORP: (HB 2636 Page 7, Lines 21–44, Page 8, Lines 1-16)- 

· Increases employee contribution rates for the public safety, elected officials and the correctional officers retirement plans by 1.93%, as long as the current contribution rate is less than fifty percent of the total contribution rate. In any case, the employee contribution rate may not exceed fifty percent of the contribution rate
Photo Radar Appropriation (HB 2633, Page 72 Line 2)- 

· Appropriates $4 million to the Supreme Court for photo enforcement. County justice courts do not receive an appropriation and the suspension of Judicial Productivity Credits for photo radar tickets enacted in FY09 is not extended. 

Proposition 204 Hold Harmless Restoration (HB 2633, Jones/Approps Amendment)-

· Appropriates $4.8 million to counties for Proposition 204 Hold Harmless funds. Without the amendment, the elimination of these funds in AHCCCS’s FY09 agency reduction would have carried over into FY10



1 HURF contributions result from a $106 million total sweep of HURF, 35% of which will come from counties and municipalities.


2 Rural counties receive $550,035 annually from the County Assistance Fund (funded by the Lottery). Urban counties receive $249,772.


3 RTC costs vary depending on caseload.


4 The plan requires Maricopa to transfer $66.2 million and Pima to transfer $16.8 million to the state . 





Note:  The FY10 options also include a proposal to fund the DPS Crime Lab using money from the DUI Abatement funds and from defensive driving surcharges distributed through the Criminal Justice Enhancement Fund.
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