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FYO07 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Court Clerks
e In FYO07, Court Clerks assessed $468M and collected $346M in fines and fees.
e The collection rate for Court Clerks was nearly 74 percent.
e Collections between FY06 and FYOQ7 increased by $16M; however, the collection rate decreased
(1.2 percent).

Commonwealth’s Attorneys
o InFYO07, net assessments of delinquent fines and fees by Commonwealth’s Attorneys were
$102M.
Gross collections for Commonwealth’s Attorneys were $58M.
Net collections in FY0O7 were $45M.
The collection rate was nearly 57 percent.
Net collections between FY06 and FYO7 increased $1.6M; however, the collection rate decreased
(3.0 percent).

Trend Data for Assessments and Collections

e Court assessments have risen from nearly $199M in FY95 to nearly $468M in FYO7.

e Court Clerks collected nearly $134M in FY95 compared to nearly $346M in FY07.

e The collection rate of Court Clerks has ranged from a low of 67 percent in FYO1 to a high of 79
percent in FY98.

e Gross collections of delinquent fines and fees by Commonwealth’s Attorneys were over $10M in
FY95 compared to $58M in FYO7.

e The collection rate of Commonwealth’s Attorneys has ranged from a low of 7 percent in FY95 to
60 percent in FY06.

Collection Agents
e In FYO07, 13 collection agents contracted with Commonwealth’s Attorneys for the collection of
delinquent fines and fees.
Collection fee percentages ranged from nearly 17 percent to 35 percent.
e Collection rates ranged from under 30 percent (Marvel Collections) to 76 percent (David S.
Hudson).

In-House Collection Programs
e In FYO7, six localities had In-House Programs that assessed and collected delinquent fines and
fees.
e Collection fee percentages ranged from 25 percent to 35 percent.
Collection rates ranged from 25 percent (Floyd County) to nearly 46 percent (Roanoke City).
e Collection cost percentages ranged from 1 percent (Montgomery County) to 17 percent (Floyd
County).
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Courts with Higher than Statewide Average Collection Rate: Court Clerks

The statewide average collection rate for all courts was 75 percent in FY04, 76 percent in FYO05,
75 percent in FY06, and 74 percent in FYO7.
12 Circuit Courts had a higher than statewide average collection rate for the past four consecutive

years.
All reporting courts in eight localities had a higher than statewide average collection rate for the

past four consecutive fiscal years.
All reporting courts in an additional ten localities had a higher than statewide average collection
rate for three of the four previous fiscal years.

Courts with Higher than Statewide Average Collection Rate: Collection Agents of
Commonwealth’s Attorneys

The statewide average collection rate for collection agents was 53 percent in FY04, 60 percent in
FYO05, 60 percent in FY06, and 57 percent in FYO7.

9 Circuit Courts had a higher than statewide average collection rate for the past four consecutive
years.

All reporting courts in 3 localities had a higher than statewide average collection rate for the past

four consecutive fiscal years.
All reporting courts in an additional 3 localities had a higher than statewide average collection rate

for three of the four previous fiscal years.



Compensation Board

FYOQ7 Fines and Fees Report

COLLECTION OF FINES AND FEES

Authority for the Collection of Fines and Fees

In the Code of Virginia, § 19.2-349 requires that Court Clerks collect on the fines, costs,
forfeitures, and penalties, including court-ordered restitution, assessed within their court. If payment or a
payment arrangement has not been made in thirty days, the account becomes delinquent. Ten days are
allowed for the appeals process, after which the delinquent account becomes the responsibility of the
Commonwealth’s Attorney. The Commonwealth’s Attorney is then responsible for the collection of the
delinquent fines, costs, penalties, forfeitures, and restitution. The appendix of this report contains the

entire text of § 19.2-349 and a listing of relevant Code sections.

History of Fines and Fees Reporting

The 1994 General Assembly adopted legislation directing the Compensation Board and the
Department of Taxation to report to the Governor and the General Assembly regarding assessment and
collection of fines, costs, forfeitures, penalties and restitution, as well as those fines and fees which
remain unsatisfied or do not meet the conditions of § 19.2-354 by each circuit and district court. Pursuant
to 8 19.2-349.C, the Fines and Fees Report includes procedures established by the Department of
Taxation and the Compensation Board pursuant to this section and a plan for increasing the collection of
unpaid fines, costs, forfeitures, and penalties.

The compilation of information for the fines and fees report began in August 1995 with the receipt
of collection rates from the Supreme Court of Virginia (SCV) for all Court Clerks in Virginia. The
Compensation Board had met previously with representatives of the Virginia Association of
Commonwealth’s Attorneys, SCV, Department of Taxation and a private collection agency to determine a
reporting mechanism that would accurately reflect the collection efforts of Commonwealth’s Attorneys.
The task force developed a fines and fees collection form, approved by the Compensation Board, to be
sent to all Commonwealth’s Attorneys in July of each year requesting collection data on the previous
fiscal year.

Purpose of Fines and Fees Reporting

Part A of the FYO7 Fines and Fees Report tracks delinquent and non-delinquent fines and fees
assessments and collections by all courts and Commonwealth’s Attorneys. The collection method
(individually selected collection agents) for each Commonwealth’s Attorney is also listed. Part B
compares delinquent and non-delinquent collections made in FYQ07 to collections made in FY06 and
displays the variance percentage. This report does not compare collection methods chosen by
Commonwealth’s Attorneys or draw conclusions as to the effectiveness of any Clerk or Commonwealth’s
Attorney. The manner in which the data is collected does not allow for meaningful comparisons to be
made between collection methods or individual offices. As the data for this report is supplied by
numerous sources, to include the Supreme Court of Virginia, Commonwealth’s Attorneys and the Fairfax
Circuit Court Clerk, the Compensation Board does not attest to the accuracy of the data presented in this
report.
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COLLECTION TOPICS

Source of Courts Data

The FYOQ7 Final BR22 Report (June 30, 2007) from the Supreme Court of Virginia's Financial
Management System was the source document for courts data contained within this report. The courts
data tracked assessments and collections by court within each locality. Account codes included in
determining assessments and collections are those codes normally found on receivable accounts, which
arise from a conviction in a traffic or criminal case, or penalties and costs assessed in a civil matter.
Excluded costs are those normally associated with non-judicial financial activities such as taxes and fees
assessed in a land transfer. The Supreme Court of Virginia supplied the methodology for including or
excluding account codes used in determining assessments and collections in the BR22 Report for the
FYOQ7 Fines and Fees Report. The FY07 Final BR22 Report did not report assessments and collections
made by the Fairfax County Circuit Court. This court reported directly to the Compensation Board the
local assessments and collections made in FYO07.

Current and Prior-Year Assessments and Collections

The courts data presented in the FYO7 Fines and Fees Report does not examine individual
accounts to match assessed data with collected data, but instead focuses on court-wide activity. The
Financial Management System was designed as an accounting system, not a collections system.
Consequently, the Compensation Board cannot determine if the collection was made on a current or
prior-year assessment. The Supreme Court’s Financial Management System does not track the age of
the account on which a collection payment is made.

Assessments and Collections Made by Commonwealth’s Attorneys

Assessments of delinquent fines, costs, forfeitures, and penalties supplied by Commonwealth’s
Attorneys represent amounts that have been forwarded from the Clerk’s office of that locality. The
amount of delinquent assessments in the Clerk’s office may not match the amount assessed in the
Commonwealth’s Attorney’s office. In General District Courts, differences may be attributed to timing in
the reporting, such as using assessment information from June 1, 2006 to May 31, 2007 to represent
fiscal year 2007 data. The Clerk’s office may mark an account delinquent in June but the
Commaonwealth’s Attorney may not collect upon it until July. The Compensation Board specifically
requested assessment and collection figures for the time period of July 1, 2006 through June 30, 2007.

The net assessments for Commonwealth’s Attorneys are the total (gross) delinquent fines, fees,
costs, penalties, and restitution assessed for the fiscal year, minus any accounts that were manually
removed by Court Clerks, and minus any accounts that were reported paid through the Department of
Taxation’s Debt Set-Off Program. The collections for Debt Setoff in FY07 may contain amounts collected
for prior year assessments. However, such amounts have not been previously reported. As a result of
the potential adjustments, it is possible that the net assessments reported for a given year reflect a
“negative” amount. In such cases, the collection rate is presented as “- - -“. Net collections for
Commonwealth’s Attorneys are the gross collections of fines, fees, costs, penalties, and restitution minus
any fee for services by the collection agent. The collection rate of Commonwealth’s Attorneys is
calculated by dividing gross collections by the net assessments.
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Delinquent Fines and Fees Collection Rates in Excess of 100 Percent

Commonwealth’s Attorneys commonly report collection rates over 100 percent. For example, in
FY07, the Newport News’ Commonwealth’s Attorney reported that the Juvenile and Domestic Relations
Court collection rate was 121.9 percent, as shown below.

Court Net Assessed Gross Collected Net Collected Collection Rate
J & DR $85,363.45 $104,064.11 $86,373.21 121.9%

Accounts may be collected upon in the current fiscal year for assessments made in a previous
fiscal year. Although the Compensation Board requested assessment and collection data for the time
period from July 1, 2006 to June 30, 2007, the FYO07 Fines and Fees Report includes data on all
delinquent account collections, regardless of the year the assessment was made.

Collection Methods

The Commonwealth’s Attorney chooses the collection method noted in the data. The Clerk of
each court may have a different collection method than that of the Commonwealth’s Attorney. The
Compensation Board does not report the collection method of Court Clerks because per § 19.2-349,
Code of Virginia, the Commonwealth’s Attorney chooses the collection method of delinquent fines and
fees accounts.
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IMPROVING THE COLLECTION OF FINES AND FEES

Issue

FYQ7 Efforts at Improving
Collections

FYO08 Actions / Recommendations for
Improvement

Accessibility of
Fines and Fees
Data

e Part B of the Fines & Fees Report, a
comparison of current year to prior year
collections, is a standard component of
the annual fines and fees report; and

e The Compensation Board agency
website continues to give access to
fines and fees data reporting.

The Compensation Board will continue to provide Part
B, a comparison of current year to prior year
collections, as a standard component of the annual
fines and fees report; and

The Compensation Board will continue to post the
annual fines and fees report to the agency website.

Priority of Fines
and Fees
Assessment and
Collection

Addressed the importance of fines and fees
collection with all newly elected and
appointed Circuit Court Clerks and
Commonwealth’s Attorneys at the agency-
sponsored New Officer Training held in
December 2006.

Giving priority to fines and fees assessment and collection
data is a standard component of Compensation Board
training for new officers.

Adherence to
Fines and Fees
Policy

The Compensation Board required that all
Commonwealth’s Attorneys and Circuit
Court Clerks review the Fines and Fees
Compensation Board Policy Document and
sign and date the policy statement certifying
compliance.

The certification of Compensation Board fines and fees
policy is an annual requirement of Court Clerks and
Commonwealth’s Attorneys.

Notice of
Collection Method

The Compensation Board required that all
Commonwealth’s Attorneys sign and date
an election form regarding their collection
method.

Commonwealth’s Attorneys are required to annually elect
their collection method.

Recommendations
to and from
Partner Agencies

The Compensation Board met and
communicated extensively with the
Supreme Court of Virginia and the
Department of Taxation in the fall of 2005 to
ensure the accurate and consistent
reporting of fines and fees assessment and
collection data for the FY05 Fines and Fees
Report (to include input from the Fairfax
Circuit Court Clerk). The same criteria were
used in developing the FY06 and FYQ7
Fines and Fees Reports.

The Compensation Board will work with a committee
of Clerks, Commonwealth’s Attorneys, the Supreme
Court of Virginia, and the Department of Taxation to
review and improve, where applicable, the reporting of
fines and fees assessment and collection data;

The Compensation Board will continue to work with
the Supreme Court of Virginia to identify potential
improvements to their Financial Management System
in the reporting of fines and fees assessments and
collections data (to include policy/procedure updates);
and

The General Assembly may wish to consider an
amendment to §19.2-349, Code of Virginia, to allow a
maximum collection fee charged by private collection
agents of no more than 5% above the collection fee
charged by the Department of Taxation, currently
17%.

Best Practices for
Collection of Court
Fines and Fees

Results of a FY06 survey are included in
the FY06 Fines & Fees Report as a tool to
assist Circuit Court Clerks, judges, parole
officers, etc. in their fines and fees
collections efforts (prior to the delinquency
stage).

The Compensation Board will work with a committee
of Clerks to discuss and review current best practices
and make recommendations for improved court
collections, where applicable; and

In future years, the Compensation Board may choose
to update the best practices section of the Fines and
Fees Report by re-issuing an invitation to Circuit Court
Clerks to respond to another best practices survey.
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FYO07 STATEWIDE ASSESSMENT AND COLLECTION OF
FINES AND FEES

Assessment and collection efforts of Court Clerks and Commonwealth’s Attorneys in FYQ7 for
Circuit, General District and Juvenile & Domestic Relations Courts (or Combined General District and
Juvenile & Domestic Relations Courts) are reported by locality and are found in Part A of this report. The
Supreme Court of Virginia, through the Financial Management System, compiles the collection efforts of
Circuit Court Clerks (excluding the Fairfax County Circuit Court, which beginning in FYO5 sends their
information directly to the Compensation Board). The Compensation Board gathers delinquent collection
data from Commonwealth’s Attorneys, as reported in the fines and fees collection form.

The following data are statewide assessment and collection efforts in FYQ7.

Assessments and Collections in FY07

Collection Rate
FYO7 Assessments Court Collections Collection Rate Increase (Decrease)
from FYO06
Court Clerks $467,983,288.33 $345,639,311.21 73.9% - (1.2)%
Collection Rate
FYO07 Net Gross Net Collection Increase
Assessments Collections Collections Rate (Decrease) from
FY06
Commonwealth’s 0 0
Attorneys $102,212,585.84 | $57,884,823.81 | $45,362,882.23 56.6% - (3.0)%

The collection rate of Court Clerks decreased (1.2) percentage points from FY06 to FY07. The collection
rate of Commonwealth’s Attorneys decreased (3.0) percentage points from FY06 to FYO7.

Note: Assessment and collection data for FY06 has changed from previous year’s report because three
Commonwealth’s Attorneys (Botetourt, Montgomery, and Portsmouth) submitted amended collection
forms for FYO06 in FYQ7.




Assessments and Collections by Court Clerks from FY01 to FYO7
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Assessment and collection data are rounded to the nearest million of dollars. Assessments by Court
Clerks have risen from $311M in FY01 to $468M in FYO7 (+ $157M), a 51 percent increase over the
seven-year period. Collections by Court Clerks have risen from $209M in FY01 to $346M in FYOQ7 (+
$137M), a 66 percent increase in the same seven-year period.

Collection Rate for Court Clerks from FYO1 to FYO7
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The statewide collection rate for Court Clerks has increased from 67 percent in FYO1 to 74 percent in
FYO07.
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Court Assessments and Collections by Type of Court in FY07

Court Assessments Collections Collection Rate
Circuit $156,084,040.18 $90,143,342.49 57.8%
General District $250,084,899.25 $203,873,750.04 87.4%
Juvenile & Domestic Relations $10,106,297.13 $6,795,229.43 67.2%
Combined $51,708,051.77 $44,826,989.25 86.9%
ALL COURTS $467,983,288.33 $345,639,311.21 73.9%

Three-hundred and twenty-six courts (including Fairfax Circuit Court) reported to the Supreme Court for
this data. The General District Courts reported the highest collection rate of 87.4 percent. The Combined
courts of General District and Juvenile & Domestic Relations reported a half percentage point less, 86.9
percent collection rate. The Juvenile & Domestic Relations Courts reported a 67.2 percent collection rate.
The Circuit Courts reported the lowest collection rate of 58 percent.

Assessments and Collections by Commonwealth’s Attorneys from FY01 to FYQ7
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Assessed and collected data are rounded to the nearest million of dollars. Statewide net assessments of
delinquent fines and fees by Commonwealth’s Attorneys have increased from $88M in FY01 to $102M in
FYO7 (+ $14M), a 16 percent increase over the seven-year period. Gross collections have increased
from $38M in FYO01 to $58M in FY07 (+ $20M), a 53 percent increase over the seven-year period. Net
collections have increased from $31M in FYO1 to $45M in FY07 (+ $14M), a 45 percent increase during
the same seven-year period.

Note: Assessment and collection data for FY06 has changed from previous year’s report because three
Commonwealth’s Attorneys (Botetourt, Montgomery, and Portsmouth) submitted amended collection
forms for FYO06 in FYOQ7.



Collection Rate for Commonwealth’s Attorneys from FYO01 to FY07
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The statewide delinquent fines and fees collection rate for Commonwealth’s Attorneys has increased
from nearly 44 percent in FYO1 to nearly 57 percent in FYO7.

Note: Assessment and collection data for FY06 has changed from previous year's report because three

Commonwealth’s Attorneys (Botetourt, Montgomery, and Portsmouth) submitted amended collection
forms for FY06 in FYO7.
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Delinquent Assessments and Collections of Commonwealth’s Attorneys by Type of Court in FYO7

Sl Egtsessments gcr)?lsésctions gg}lections CrlEsen RE
Circuit $46,478,566.79 $18,132,888.02 $14,325,600.58 39.0%
General District $44,951,220.16 $31,701,813.08 $24,493,412.57 70.5%
Juvenile & Domestic Relations $3,232,778.58 $2,064,898.21 $1,635,883.63 63.9%
Combined $7,550,020.31 $5,985,224.50 $4,907,985.45 79.3%
ALL COURTS $102,212,585.84 | $57,884,823.81 $45,362,882.23 56.6%

Three-hundred and ten courts reported to Commonwealth’s Attorneys for this data. Combined courts of
General District and Juvenile & Domestic Relations reported the highest collection rate of 79 percent. As
separate courts, the General District Court and Juvenile & Domestic Relations Court reported 71 percent
and 64 percent collection rates, respectively. Circuit Courts reported the lowest collection rate of 39

percent.

11
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Trend Data for Assessments and Collections from FY95 to FY07

Collections
Fiscal Court Court Clerks Commonwealth’s Attorneys
Year Assessments
Court Collection Gross Collection

Collections Rate Collections Rate
FY95 $198,821,218 $133,883,357 72% $10,136,381 7%
FY96 $218,673,221 $146,341,224 75% $17,655,115 11%
FY97 $261,930,731 $176,682,619 77% $23,859,337 12%
FY98 $281,520,488 $192,214,094 79% $29,104,382 13%
FY99 $293,495,030 $205,990,674 70% $33,510,222 39%
FY00 $301,848,434 $204,960,594 68% $37,151,100 46%
FYO1 $310,747,359 $208,572,022 67% $38,473,776 44%
FY02 $323,494,376 $218,486,164 67% $45,012,077 50%
FY03 $377,717,346 $255,986,405 68% $42,961,117 52%
FYo4 $429,237,880 $322,856,778 75% $50,084,608 53%
FY05 $423,513,600 $321,716,259 76% $56,079,755 60%
FY06 $438,877,634 $329,814,073 75% $56,046,773 60%
FYO7 $467,983,288 $345,639,311 74% $57,884,824 57%

Assessment and collection data are rounded to the nearest whole number. Court assessments have

risen from nearly $199M in FY95 to nearly $468M in FYO7 (+ $269M), a 135 percent increase over the
thirteen-year period. Court collections have risen from nearly $134M to nearly $346M (+ $212M), a 158
percent increase over the same period. Gross collections by Commonwealth’s Attorneys have risen from
over $10M in FY95 to nearly $58M in FYO7 (+ $48M), a 471 percent increase in the same thirteen-year

period.

Note: Assessment and collection data for FY06 has changed from previous year's report because three
Commonwealth’s Attorneys (Botetourt, Montgomery, and Portsmouth) submitted amended collection
forms for FYO06 in FYOQ7.

12
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Collection Agents for Delinquent Fines and Fees in FYO7

. . Gross Collection Collection | Collection
Collection Agent Locality Net Assessments Collections Fee - $ Fee - % Rate
Cantor & Cantor 087 $3,041,050.33] $1,669,638.29 $375,668.61] 22.5% 54.9%
Wallace S.

Covington 153 $4,421,329.35 $1,666,948.49 $441,130.37 26.5% 37.7%
Roland W. Dodson 740 $2,986,403.20] $1,099,673.66 $314,946.81] 28.6% 36.8%
Fines Management | 169 and 195 $1,094,106.23 $478,306.15 $155,881.33] 32.6% 43.7%
Glasser & Glasser 710 $6,114,705.82 $3,278,140.38 $950,033.15 29.0% 53.6%
Hampton City [ 650 | $2,533,159.00]  $1,150,439.00]  $402,669.00]  35.0% 45.4%
073, 115, 119
David S. Hudson and 127 $864,867.22 $657,522.78 $212,296.22 32.3% 76.0%
Huff, Poole & 041, 057, 550
Mahoney and 810 $12,746,724.88 $6,784,987.75] $1,977,647.38 29.1% 53.2%
023, 063, 121,
175, 590 and
In-House Programs 770 $6,904,451.25(  $2,566,886.39 $806,593.14 31.4% 37.2%
Marvel Collections* | 760 and 764 $2,239,562.66 $664,223.66 $199,266.23 30.0% 29.7%
Parrish & Lebar* | 760 and 764 | $3,797,397.49]  $1,274,959.40]  $271,584.68] 21.3% 33.6%
Quadros &
Associates 199 and 700 $2,936,547.98 $1,791,138.71 $498,549.52 27.8% 61.0%
Dept. of Taxation 105 Localities $52,532,280.43| $34,801,959.15| $5,843,642.05 16.8% 66.2%

*Marvel Collections was the collection agent for Richmond City and Manchester from July 1, 2006 to Oct 31, 2006. Parrish
& Lebar was the collection agent for Richmond City from November 1, 2006 to June 30, 2007.

In FY07, 120 Commonwealth’s Attorneys contracted with 11 private agents and one state agency for the
collection of delinquent fines and fees. Six Commonwealth’s Attorneys choose to collect fines and fees
through in-house programs. Some Commonwealth’s Attorneys chose more than one collection agent for
the courts in their locality. Collection fees ranged from nearly 17 to 35 percent, the Department of
Taxation and Hampton City, respectively. The Department of Taxation had the largest group of clients
(105 localities); nearly 88 percent of all Commonwealth’s Attorneys. The highest collection rate of 76
percent was achieved by David S. Hudson with four localities.
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FYOQ7 Fines and Fees Report

FYOQ7 In-House Collection Programs of Commonwealth’s Attorneys

Net Gross Collection Collection Collection Locality / Collection | Collection | Collection
Locality Assessments Collections Fee Expenses Fee Surplus State Split Fee Rate Cost

-$- -$- -$- -$- -$- -$- -%- % %
Botetourt County $647,892.000  $247,200.00]  $86,520.00 $3,631.00 $82,889.00]  $41,445.00[  35.0% 38.2% 1.5%
Floyd County | $208,074.05| $52,879.32]  $17,712.14 $9,105.24] $8,606.90] $4,303.45]  33.5% 25.4% | 17.2%
Montgomery County | $1,462,075.00  $545,198.00] $190,736.00} $5,980.00  $184,756.00]  $92,378.00]  35.0% 373% | 1.1%
Southampton County | $372,413.41]  $130,472.66]  $39,141.80] $5,069.08| $34,072.72]  $17,036.36]  30.0% 35.0% | 3.9%
Danville City |  $2583573.81  $842,121.83] $212,828.97]  $96,716.97]  $116,112.00(  $58,056.00]  25.3% 326% | 11.5%
Roanoke City |  $1,630,422.98]  $749,014.58] $259,654.23]  $76,813.35  $182,840.88]  $91,420.44]  34.7% 459% | 10.3%

In FYQ7, the in-house collection program in Southampton County was for the Circuit Court only. Collection fee percentages ranged
from 25 to 35 percent and collection rates ranged from 25 to 46 percent. The collection cost percentage is calculated by dividing
expenses by gross collections. Floyd County’s in-house program reported the highest collection cost percentage of 17 percent.

Montgomery County’s in-house program reported the lowest collection cost percentage of 1 percent.
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FYOQ7 Fines and Fees Report

Courts with Higher than Statewide Average Collection Rate: Court Clerks

Locality

FY04

FYO05

FY06

FYO7

Circuit

District

J & DR

Com-
bined

Circuit

District

J & DR

Com-
bined

Circuit

District

J & DR

Com-
bined

Circuit

District

J & DR

Com-
bined

Accomack

v

v

Albemarle

v

v

v

v

v

v

v

v

Alleghany

Amelia

Amherst

Appomattox

Arlington

NENAN

Augusta

NNANENAN

NANENAN

NEYANAN

SRR

ANNENANEN

Bath

AN

<

<

Bedford

<

<

<

N

Bland

Botetourt

SN ASRN

Brunswick

Buchanan

< <[y < s

NENESENER

NANRNENEN

Buckingham

Campbell

Caroline

Carroll

SNESEN

NESEN

Charles City County

<<

<<

Charlotte

Chesterfield

Clarke

AN

N ANEN

SNANAN

SNANAN

Craig

Culpeper

AN ANEN

Cumberland

Dickenson

Dinwiddie

Essex

N ENANENANEN

NNANENANENEN

NNENANENENEN

ANENENENANEN

Fairfax County

Fauquier

SRR

Floyd

Fluvanna

<=

NN

AN

<<

Franklin County

Frederick

Giles

Gloucester

Goochland

15



Compensation Board

FYOQ7 Fines and Fees Report

Courts with Higher than Statewide Average Collection Rate: Court Clerks, continued

Locality
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FYOQ7 Fines and Fees Report

Courts with Higher than Statewide Average Collection Rate: Court Clerks, continued

FYO04 FYO05 FYO06 FYO7

Locality

Com-
bined

Com-
bined

Com-
bined
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Circuit District J & DR —

Circuit District J & DR Circuit District J & DR Circuit District J & DR

Prince William /
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Compensation Board

FYOQ7 Fines and Fees Report

Courts with Higher than Statewide Average Collection Rate: Court Clerks, continued
FY04 FYO05 FY06 FYO7
Locality < c c c
Circuit | District | J&DR bi?\g]ci Circuit | District | J&DR bizr:(; Circuit | District | J&DR bizg]c; Circuit | District | J&DR bi?\g]ci

Fredericksburg v v v v v v
Galax
Hampton v
Hopewell v v v v
Lynchburg v v v v
Martinsville v v v v
Newport News v v v v
Norfolk v
Petersburg v v v v v
Portsmouth
Radford v v v v
Richmond City v v
Roanoke City v v v v
Salem v v v v
Staunton v v v v
Suffolk v v v v v v v v
Virginia Beach v v v v
Waynesboro v v v \
Winchester v v v v

TOTALS 43 61 32 49 29 61 32 49 34 60 36 48 31 71 43 49

The statewide average collection rate for all courts was 75.2 percent in FY04, 76.0 percent in FY05, 75.1 percent in FY06 and 73.9 percent in
FYQ7. As the preceding table shows, the 12 Circuit Courts with a higher than statewide average collection rate for the past four consecutive
fiscal years are Caroline, Greene, Greensville, King and Queen, Loudoun, Madison, Rappahannock, Shenandoah, Sussex, Warren, Wythe,
and Buena Vista. Eight localities have all reporting courts with a higher than statewide average collection rate for the past four consecutive
fiscal years. They are: Greene, Greensville, Loudoun, Madison, Rappahannock, Sussex, Warren, and Buena Vista. Ten additional localities
have all reporting courts with a higher than statewide average collection rate for three out of the four fiscal years from FY04 to FYQ7. They
are: Bland, Brunswick, Caroline, Clarke, Fauquier, Isle of Wight, King and Queen, King George, Prince George, and Roanoke County.
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Courts with Higher than Statewide Average Collection Rate: Court Clerks

FYOQ7 Fines and Fees Report
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The following averages are presented for Court Clerks for each of the courts.The four-year average
number of Circuit Courts that exceeded the statewide average collection rate for at least one year is 34.

The four-year average number of General District Courts that exceeded the statewide average collection

rate for at least one year is 63. The four-year average number of Juvenile & Domestic Relations Courts
that exceeded the statewide average collection rate for at least one year is 36. The four-year average
number of Combined Courts that exceeded the statewide average collection rate for at least one year is

49.
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FYOQ7 Fines and Fees Report

Courts with Higher than Statewide Average Collection Rate: Collection Agents of Commonwealth’s Attorneys
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FYOQ7 Fines and Fees Report

Courts with Higher than Statewide Average Collection Rate: Collection Agents of Commonwealth’s Attorneys, continued

Locality
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FYOQ7 Fines and Fees Report

Courts with Higher than Statewide Average Collection Rate: Collection Agents of Commonwealth’s Attorneys, continued

FYO04 FYO05 FYO06 FYO7

Locality
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bined
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FYOQ7 Fines and Fees Report

Courts with Higher than Statewide Average Collection Rate: Collection Agents of Commonwealth’s Attorneys, continued
FY04 FYO05 FY06 FYO7
Locality S S S S
Circuit | District | J&DR bi?\g]ci Circuit | District | J&DR bizr:(; Circuit | District | J&DR bizg]c; Circuit | District | J&DR bi?\g]ci

Fredericksburg v v v v v v v
Galax v v v
Hampton
Hopewell v v
Lynchburg 4 v v v v v
Martinsville v v v v v v v v v
Newport News v v v v v v v v v v v
Norfolk v v v v
Petersburg v v v v v v v
Portsmouth v v v v v v
Radford v v v v
Richmond City
Roanoke City
Salem v v v v v v
Staunton v v v v v v v v
Suffolk v v v v v v v v
Virginia Beach v v v v
Waynesboro v v v v v v v v
Winchester v v v v v v

TOTALS 44 60 42 35 27 60 42 39 37 58 46 41 36 63 46 46

The statewide average collection rate for delinquent fines and fees for all courts was 52.6 percent in FY04, 59.5 percent in FY05, 59.6 percent in
FYO06 and 56.6 percent in FYQO7. As the preceding table shows, the nine Circuit Courts with a higher than statewide average collection rate for the
past four consecutive fiscal years are Caroline, Fauquier, Highland, Lancaster, Lunenburg, Middlesex, Washington, Alexandria, and Newport
News. Three localities have all reporting courts with a higher than statewide average collection rate for the past four consecutive fiscal years.
They are: Caroline, Highland, and Lunenburg. Three additional localities have all reporting courts with a higher than statewide average collection
rate for three out of the four fiscal years from FY04 to FY07. They are: Fluvanna, Rockbridge, and Newport News.
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Number of Courts with Higher than Statewide Average Collection Rate: Collection Agents of

Commonwealth’s Attorneys
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The following averages are presented for collection agents of Commonwealth’s Attorneys for each of the

courts. The four-year average number of Circuit Courts that exceeded the statewide average collection
rate for at least one year is 36. The four-year average number of General District Courts that exceeded
the statewide average collection rate for at least one year is 60. The four-year average number Juvenile
& Domestic Relations Courts that exceeded the statewide average collection rate for at least one year is
44, The four-year average number of Combined Courts that exceeded the statewide average collection

rate for at least one year is 40.
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FYOQ7 Fines and Fees Report

PART A -FYO07 FINES AND FEES ASSESSMENTS AND
COLLECTIONS

Part A of this report details collection efforts of Court Clerks and Commonwealth’s Attorneys. This
section reports assessments, collections, and collection rates for each Court (Circuit, General District,
Juvenile & Domestic Relations, and Combined General District / Juvenile & Domestic Relations Courts)
by locality. The data include delinquent assessments sent to the Commonwealth’s Attorneys, collections
by the collection agent chosen by the Commonwealth’s Attorneys, and collection rates.

The Supreme Court of Virginia compiles data for the Court Clerks (excluding the Fairfax County Circuit
Court, which beginning in FY05 sends their information directly to the Compensation Board). The
collection rate of Court Clerks is calculated by dividing the fines and fees collected by the assessed
dollars reported.

The Compensation Board collects data from each Commonwealth’s Attorney for delinquent accounts.
The net assessments for Commonwealth’s Attorneys are the total (gross) delinquent fines, fees, costs,
penalties, and restitution assessed for the fiscal year, minus any accounts that were manually removed
by Court Clerks, and minus any accounts that were reported paid through the Department of Taxation’s
Debt Set-Off Program. The collections for Debt Setoff in FY07 may contain amounts collected for prior
year assessments. However, such amounts have not been previously reported. As a result of the
potential adjustments, it is possible that the net assessments reported for a given year reflect a
“negative” amount. In such cases, the collection rate is presented as “- - -“. Net collections for
Commonwealth’s Attorneys are the gross collections of fines, fees, costs, penalties, and restitution minus
any fee for services by the collection agent. The collection rate of Commonwealth’s Attorneys is
calculated by dividing gross collections by the net assessments.



Part A - FYO7 Fines and Fees Assessments and Collections

COURT FINES AND FEES - Court Clerks DELINQUENT FINES AND FEES - Commonwealth's Attorneys
L Sens Sffonow R Scoowews Sonteonons Colicoons mare " uemen |
001
| ACCOMACK
CIRCUIT $587,606.64 $328,541.06 55.9% $207,686.15 $59,443.76 $49,338.32 28.6% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT $1,654,377.91 $1,234,804.89 74.6% $217,635.42 $221,240.76 $183,629.83 101.7% Taxation
J&DR $55,579.77 $34,220.19 61.6% $17,375.89 $14,129.23 $11,727.26 81.3% Taxation
COMBINED
003
| ALBEMARLE
CIRCUIT $635,976.07 $298,482.30 46.9% $200,815.65 $100,280.17 $83,232.54 49.9% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT $2,057,246.14 $1,770,086.64 86.0% $225,167.98 $197,086.00 $163,581.38 87.5% Taxation
J&DR $80,235.55 $60,086.12 74.9% $15,708.55 $14,001.58 $11,621.31 89.1% Taxation
COMBINED

Al



COURT FINES AND FEES - Court Clerks DELINQUENT FINES AND FEES - Commonwealth's Attorneys
L EBeens Glffrow e Mcowoms Colifonons Coliccnons Rt nemen |
005
[ ALLEGHANY
CIRCUIT $437,891.57 $291,351.35 66.5% $134,528.21 $71,366.52 $59,234.21 53.0% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT
J& DR
COMBINED $1,218,344.43 $1,075,011.03 88.2% $109,205.05 $148,683.17 $123,407.03 136.2% Taxation
007
| AMELIA
CIRCUIT $310,104.49 $216,433.15 69.8% $76,037.78 $37,679.23 $31,273.76 49.6% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT
J& DR
COMBINED $705,006.61 $616,081.28 87.4% $120,713.73 $79,682.88 $66,136.79 66.0% Taxation
009
| AMHERST
CIRCUIT $570,863.98 $390,222.05 68.4% $152,788.58 $54,167.58 $44,959.09 35.5% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT $1,385,796.71 $1,256,881.69 90.7% $175,826.62 $177,563.29 $147,377.53 101.0% Taxation
J&DR $85,689.98 $71,289.85 83.2% $30,321.73 $26,521.23 $22,012.62 87.5% Taxation
COMBINED

A2
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FYOQ7 Fines and Fees Report

COURTS FINES AND FEES - Court Clerks DELINQUENT FINES AND FEES - Commonwealth's Attorneys

COURT COURT COLLECTION  NET GROSS NET COLLECTION ~ COLLECTION
ASSESSMENTS  COLLECTIONS  RATE ASSESSMENTS  COLLECTIONS  COLLECTIONS RATE METHOD
011
| APPOMATTOX
CIRCUIT $373,842.15 $92,951.02 24.9% $106,974.82 $15,808.70 $13,121.22 14.8% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT $428,683.98 $398,012.20 92.8% $50,904.93 $53,852.00 $44,697.16 105.8% Taxation
J&DR $30,530.67 $23,101.54 75.7% $8,926.66 $7,344.64 $6,096.05 82.3% Taxation
COMBINED
013
| ARLINGTON
CIRCUIT $2,316,886.52 $1,135,228.62 49.0% $457,443.08 $418,832.52 $347,630.99 91.6% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT $7,151,878.65 $6,347,874.97 88.8% $239,334.57 $857,538.17 $711,756.68 358.3% Taxation
J&DR $126,642.88 $100,743.07 79.5% $16,764.80 $16,358.58 $13,577.62 97.6% Taxation
COMBINED
015
AUGUSTA
CIRCUIT $809,711.31 $457,914.80 56.6% ($7,929.79) $67,960.88 $56,415.00 --- Taxation
GEN DISTRICT $2,575,005.44 $2,257,853.27 87.7% $393,096.87 $257,264.88 $213,529.85 65.4% Taxation
J&DR $151,561.78 $107,209.94 70.7% $54,908.02 $33,573.82 $27,866.27 61.1% Taxation
COMBINED

A3




COURT FINES AND FEES - Court Clerks DELINQUENT FINES AND FEES - Commonwealth's Attorneys
L SSfeens Sifferows e Molecowews Eoieonons Coliccrows me - newes |
017
| BATH
CIRCUIT $33,497.34 $28,996.86 86.6% $10,773.33 $14,480.23 $12,018.59 134.4% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT
J&DR
COMBINED $156,595.61 $155,055.72 99.0% $10,248.38 $11,549.94 $9,586.45 112.7% Taxation
019
| BEDFORD
CIRCUIT $786,902.84 $530,856.39 67.5% $243,724.74 $105,439.70 $87,514.95 43.3% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT $1,574,492.80 $1,417,998.52 90.1% $242,095.07 $189,978.52 $157,682.17 78.5% Taxation
J&DR $125,367.47 $102,817.26 82.0% $39,750.80 $34,265.94 $28,440.73 86.2% Taxation
COMBINED
021
| BLAND
CIRCUIT $332,151.41 $328,084.18 98.8% $26,921.09 $21,508.52 $17,852.07 79.9% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT
J&DR
COMBINED $1,164,640.44 $1,043,462.59 89.6% $119,140.71 $81,057.17 $67,277.45 68.0% Taxation
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COURT FINES AND FEES - Court Clerks DELINQUENT FINES AND FEES - Commonwealth's Attorneys
L fSeeas Senows A" ASlessuews Cottfonons Couccrons AuE . memos |
023
| BOTETOURT
CIRCUIT $485,240.96 $353,680.81 72.9% $218,229.00 $72,134.00 $46,887.00 33.1% In-House Program
GEN DISTRICT
J&DR
COMBINED $2,147,293.08 $1,846,048.71 86.0% $429,663.00 $175,066.00 $113,793.00 40.7% In-House Program
025
| BRUNSWICK
CIRCUIT $768,812.91 $549,615.98 71.5% $245,923.39 $61,375.35 $50,941.54 25.0% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT
J&DR
COMBINED $2,264,997.49 $1,881,881.33 83.1% $364,052.02 $247,866.58 $205,729.26 68.1% Taxation
027
| BUCHANAN
CIRCUIT $269,261.25 $191,886.91 71.3% $205,323.80 $130,417.94 $108,246.89 63.5% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT
J&DR
COMBINED $549,593.50 $481,270.43 87.6% $117,822.95 $144,205.11 $119,690.24 122.4% Taxation
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COURT FINES AND FEES - Court Clerks DELINQUENT FINES AND FEES - Commonwealth's Attorneys
L fSeeas Senows A" ASlessuews Cottfonons Couccrons AuE . memos |
029
| BUCKINGHAM
CIRCUIT $177,223.34 $84,489.32 47.7% $54,775.67 $16,853.23 $13,988.18 30.8% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT
J&DR
COMBINED $445,945.87 $397,788.30 89.2% $93,238.38 $63,026.23 $52,311.77 67.6% Taxation
031
| CAMPBELL
CIRCUIT $762,735.23 $360,285.18 47.2% $386,665.38 $134,164.17 $111,356.26 34.7% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT $1,058,104.43 $942,871.52 89.1% $65,112.16 $134,712.11 $111,811.05 206.9% Taxation
J&DR $112,502.65 $89,232.84 79.3% $41,712.49 $23,393.52 $19,416.62 56.1% Taxation
COMBINED
033
| CAROLINE
CIRCUIT $779,591.16 $674,077.50 86.5% $64,308.90 $41,111.11 $34,122.22 63.9% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT $2,298,374.18 $2,001,312.74 87.1% $243,610.51 $250,140.52 $207,616.63 102.7% Taxation
J&DR $39,815.44 $33,620.10 84.4% $5,624.77 $12,300.00 $10,209.00 218.7% Taxation
COMBINED
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035
| CARROLL
CIRCUIT $498,556.96 $250,145.98 51.0% $196,722.33 $67,081.47 $55,677.62 34.1% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT $1,379,749.83 $1,219,879.84 88.6% $277,248.73 $190,477.29 $158,096.15 68.7% Taxation
J& DR $62,816.02 $49,121.52 78.2% $15,018.63 $13,516.29 $11,218.52 90.0% Taxation
COMBINED
036
| CHARLES CITY COUNTY
CIRCUIT $55,655.62 $49,494.11 88.9% $20,437.75 $23,935.23 $19,866.24 117.1% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT
J&DR
COMBINED $269,247.16 $253,617.98 94.2% $23,566.45 $31,344.76 $26,016.15 133.0% Taxation
037
| CHARLOTTE
CIRCUIT $282,089.50 $223,939.84 79.4% $256,808.50 $28,952.05 $24,030.20 11.3% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT $759,080.22 $683,562.08 90.1% $95,273.63 $72,744.64 $60,378.05 76.4% Taxation
J& DR $20,133.97 $15,712.60 78.0% $7,148.04 $2,880.64 $2,390.93 40.3% Taxation
COMBINED
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041
| CHESTERFIELD
CIRCUIT $4,388,236.37 $3,032,911.39 69.1% $1,701,909.40 $850,391.70 $705,825.11 50.0% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT $7,324,393.85 $5,386,851.72 88.2% $2,013,188.19 $1,036,597.56 $725,642.67 51.5% Hufff, Poole & Mahoney
J& DR $454,792.70 $386,497.39 85.0% $168,088.92 $140,759.17 $116,830.11 83.7% Taxation
COMBINED
043
| CLARKE
CIRCUIT $531,584.29 $447,919.86 84.3% $44,624.57 $10,907.58 $9,053.29 24.4% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT $909,730.75 $835,355.03 91.8% $81,159.95 $56,849.05 $47,184.71 70.0% Taxation
J&DR $24,558.40 $23,212.89 94.5% $461.86 $1,902.41 $1,579.00 411.9% Taxation
COMBINED
045
| CRAIG
CIRCUIT $30,757.11 $20,993.12 68.3% $15,529.11 $7,326.52 $6,081.01 47.2% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT
J&DR
COMBINED $101,252.40 $87,480.04 86.4% $9,816.80 $12,080.76 $10,027.03 123.1% Taxation
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047
| CULPEPER
CIRCUIT $686,924.61 $444,175.90 64.7% $144,190.93 $44,381.41 $36,836.57 30.8% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT
J&DR
COMBINED $2,054,563.42 $1,804,788.64 87.8% $250,164.42 $228,287.58 $189,478.69 91.3% Taxation
049
| CUMBERLAND
CIRCUIT $164,598.26 $77,803.17 47.3% $97,341.94 $8,928.76 $7,410.87 9.2% Taxation
GEN DISTRICT
J&DR
COMBINED $449,228.63 $392,932.74 87.5% $71,004.43 $47,690.00 $39,582.70 67.2% Taxation
051
| DICKENSON
CIRCUIT $147,958.76 $114,710.03 77.5% $82,9