


CSA Court Funding Resolution
CSA calls on State Lawmakers and AOC to:

• Provide sufficient ongoing state funding for
probation officer salaries in FY 2026 without
shifting additional burden to the county general
fund, and

• Improve the efficient deployment of taxpayer
resources, and

• Implement policies that effectuate greater state
support for the court system, particularly in areas
where state policy choices are driving additional
costs, and

• Find a sustainable funding solution for the
judiciary that works for the counties, the state, and
the courts.
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Superior & Justice Court Expenditures in Cochise County
FY 1999 to FY 2024
By Budget Source
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State Other

Increases in court expenditures over last 30 years have largely been funded by the
county, similar to statewide trends.

Total Expenditures
+90%
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Share of Superior and Justice Court Expenditures
FY 1999 to FY 2024
By Budget Source

As a result, Cochise County now provides a larger share of funding for the Superior
and Justice Courts, similar to other counties.
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County funding for adult probation increasing,
growing in total funding share since FY18
Adult Probation Expenditures
FY 2018 to FY 2024 By Funding Source

County State Fees

Juvenile probation expenditures decreasing,
county funds declining most since FY18
Juvenile Probation Expenditures [includes Detention]
FY 2018 to FY 2024 By Funding Source

County State Fees

Source: AOC Probation Footnote Reports to JLBC, FY 2018 to FY 2024

Cochise County funding for probation on
par with similar counties, seeing growth
in Adult costs and declines in Juvenile.

County Share of Adult & Juvenile Probation Funding
FY 2024
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Over past year in Cochise:
• Adult Standard filled caseload ratios have been

at or exceed statutory maximums
• Juvenile Intensive & Standard  caseloads

consistently well below maximums

Background
• Statutory caseloads are established and dictate the

number of probation and/or surveillance officers per
probationer

• Challenges in staffing Adult Standard probation in
recent years has caused filled caseload ratios to
exceed statutory thresholds

Filled Caseload Ratio as % of Statutory Maximum
December 2024
By Department

Statutory
Max

Adult Standard
Adult Intensive

Juvenile Standard
Juvenile Intensive

High caseloads in Adult programs, low
caseloads in Juvenile, relative to
statutory maximums and similarly sized
counties.



Due to relatively weak tax base and substantial GF investment in
criminal justice, Cochise County has a high property tax burden to
cover criminal justice spending.

Criminal justice expenditures include courts,
criminal justice, public safety

(patrol/detention).
Excludes Jail District expenditures.


