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As part of their argument session in Philadelphia on March 
12, 2026, the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania unveiled 
a new historical marker honoring the Court’s centuries-
long role in shaping justice and the rule of law in the 
Commonwealth. 
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“A historical marker is an invitation for the public to 
connect with the foundation of our legal system and 
understand how deeply the courts are woven into the 
history of this Commonwealth,” said Justice Sallie Updyke-

Pennsylvania Supreme Court 
Unveils New Historical Marker 

The Pennsylvania Courts are partnering with the 
Pennsylvania Department of Drug and Alcohol Programs 
(DDAP) in efforts to expand access to naloxone in judicial 
buildings across the state. 

The new “Narcan in Courts” initiative will place Narcan 
kits in courthouses and other judicial facilities open to 
the public so that the medication is available if someone 
experiences an opioid overdose.

Through its Overdose Prevention Program, DDAP will 
provide 600 Narcan kits to the AOPC for distribution. 
The voluntary initiative aims to place one kit in each of 
the state’s 512 magisterial district court offices and all 67 

county courthouses, typically in locations near automated 
external defibrillators (AEDs).

In addition to distributing the kits, the AOPC will provide 
instructions, educational materials and training resources 
to help court staff recognize and respond to an overdose 
emergency.

Mundy. “When people understand that history, they 
understand why an independent and impartial judiciary 
matters.” 

The marker was created in collaboration with the Court’s 
Historical Commission and the Pennsylvania Historical and 
Museum Commission. 

In recognition of this milestone moment in the Court’s 
history, the AOPC produced a short video that is available to 
watch on the PA Courts YouTube page. 

Narcan in the Courts 

YouTube 
@PACourts

Facebook 
@pennsylvaniacourts

Instagram 
@pennsylvaniacourts

FOR MORE INFORMATION ABOUT PENNSYLVANIA’S COURTS, VISIT: 

www.pacourts.us Twitter 
@PACourts
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The UJS Budget Explained

The UJS budget has three components: 
• General Fund line items 
• “Act 49” augmenting revenue
• Judicial Computer System (JCS) 

funding derived from statutory fees 
and court collections.

Budget Statement of  
the Unified Judicial System (UJS) 2026-27

General 
fund  

line items

JCS: Statutory 
fees and court 

collections 

Act 49 
surcharges

of the Judicial 
budget is 
personnel 
driven

90%

General Fund

The General Fund provides funding: to 
all state courts; state-level and district-
court administration and operations; and 
the AOPC, including court management/
judicial education, problem-solving courts, 
and the Office of Elder Justice in the Courts. 
Additionally, the line items support several 
statutory grants for county court expenses 
and juror costs.

of the Judicial 
budget goes to 
counties
(common pleas 
and magisterial 
district courts, 
county court 
reimbursement, 
district court 
administration)

75%
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Act 49 Augmenting Revenue

Beginning in FY 2009-10, the General Assembly annually augmented General Fund appropriations with 
“Act 49.” Reliance steadily increased from seven percent in 2016-17 to 19 percent in 2022-23. State funding 
increases in 2023-2024 and 2024-2025 resulted in a decreased reliance on Act 49 to an amount more in line 
with actual collections. In the proposed 2026-27 budget, $60 million in Act 49 funding will be necessary, 
accounting for 10 percent of the UJS budget.

While Act 49 was intended and has been used to augment the general operation funding of the Judicial 
Branch, the account balance at the end of 2024-25 was only $17 million. It is estimated the balance will be even 
lower - $8.2 million - as of June 30, 2026. The reason for the marked decrease is simple - if the requested state 
appropriation is not received, the higher the reliance on Act 49. As the Act 49 balance decreases, however, 
it limits the amount of augmenting funds that can be applied, resulting in a cascading effect on subsequent 
budgets.

2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 2020-212019-20 2021-22 2024-25 2025-26
EST

2026-27
REQ

2023-24*2022-23

M
ill
io
ns

Unified Judicial System
State Funding, Reliance on Act 49, and Supplemental Funding

with Annual Act 49 Collections

State Funding            Act 49 Usage            Supplemental Funding Act 49 Collections

13%

$356

$28
7%

$41
10%

$356

$43
11%

$356

$52

13%

$356

$395

$61

$13

$362

$85

19%

$518

$60

10%

$453

$66

12%
$12

$436

$50

10%

$64

15%

$356

$49

12%

$356

$52 $52 $56 $54 $59 $61 $49 $37
$57 $57 $57

* The Act 49 surcharge expired on 8/1/2023 and was not reauthorized until 11/1/2023.
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UJS Budget Request FY 2026-27

$64.9 million - 14.3% 
- increase in General 
Fund appropriations1

Repeal the statutory 
diversion of $15 million 
from the JCS account2

General Fund and Act 49 

Until FY 2021-22, Act 49 funds were 
generally sufficient or greater than 
necessary to bridge the gap between 
the General Fund appropriation and the 
overall funding needs of the Judiciary, 
even to the point of creating a limited 
amount of reserves. 

For FY 2026-27, the Judiciary projects 
using $60 million in Act 49 funds, 
requiring a requested increase in the 
General Fund appropriation of $64.9 
million.

$60 million
Act 49 Funds

$64.9 million
General Fund
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Adjustments to JCS Funding

Act 1 of 2026 provided a crucial modification to the JCS funding formula for the current and next two fiscal 
years. This change delivers additional revenue to offset the steady decline in account revenue since 2008, 
aligning with a recommendation of the Judicial Computer System Financial Audit Committee (JCSFAC). 
The voting members of the JCSFAC - six legislative leadership appointees and a commissioned judge - 
recommended that “Policymakers ... continue to monitor the balance of the JCSAA and adjust accordingly 
[to] ensure predictable funding to support the continued operation of the JCS, most notably the existing case 
management systems.”  

The following items are included in the FY 2026-27 budget request to address the JCS:

Integrated Criminal Justice  
System (JNET) appropriation

Actual cost  
to operate 

JNET

Previous 
funding

from the JCS 
fee-funded 

appropriation

$150,000 
increase
in 2024-25

$999,000 
increase

$999,000 increase in the JNET appropriation 
to provide 100 percent of the secure 
network's cost, which facilitates exchange 
of data to and from common pleas and 
magisterial district courts, previously 50 
percent funded from the JCS fee-funded 
appropriation

Section 1795.2-E of the Fiscal Code annually diverts 
$15 million from the JCS account. While this provision 
is currently suspended, the suspension expires on 
June 30, 2026. Repealing the diversion is vital to the 
sustainability of the JCS. Absent such repeal, the 
benefits of the necessary statutory modifications 
provided for in Act 1 of 2026 would be rendered futile 
and the JCS will again be in financial jeopardy.

$1.2 million increase to support Cyber 
Security and Disaster Recovery to protect 
the JCS infrastructure from increasing 
cyber threats, thus ensuring enhanced 
vigilance and readiness in response. 

Cyber Security and Disaster Recovery

$1.2 
mi l l i on

Repeal of $15 Million Diversion  

$15
million
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Presently, the combined surcharge of $21.25 is estimated to provide $56.7 million in annual revenue to the Unified Judicial 
System to be used for general fund operations. We broadly refer to this combined surcharge as the “Act 49” surcharges. All 
Act 49 surcharges sunset on December 31, 2027.

Act 49 Surcharges

Judiciary Funding - RESTRICTED REVENUES

$56.7 Million
$11.25 Surcharge  
Created by Act 49 (2009) and 
reauthorized and increased in 
subsequent acts, this surcharge 
is contained in § 2802-E of the 
Administrative Code. The section 
levies a surcharge of $11.25 on most 
court filings, recorder of deeds 
transfers and criminal convictions.

$10.00 Surcharge  
Created by Act 126 (2014) and
reauthorized and expanded in 
subsequent acts, this surcharge 
is contained in § 2802-E of the 
Administrative Code. The section 
levies a surcharge of $10 on most 
court filings, recorder of deeds 
transfers and criminal convictions.

$10.00 Surcharge  
Act 44 (2017) expanded the 
$10 surcharge to include 
summary traffic citations

$18.2
million

$20.5 
million

The UJS collects and 
distributes these fees to 
the Access to Justice (ATJ) 
account for civil legal aid. 
These surcharges are 
permanent. 

updated 02.19.26

Act 49/Act 113  
$2 surcharge (2009)
excludes summary traffic 
citationsAct 122

$2 fee (2002)
includes traffic 

Act 44
$2 fee (2017)
includes traffic

Access to Justice Account (ATJ) Fee 

Judicial Computer System (JCS) Funding (assuming repeal of the diversion)

$45.2 Million

Act 122 Fee 
This fee established in 2002 
is assessed on court filings, 
recorder of deeds transfers, 
criminal convictions, and summary 
traffic citations. Of the $10 fee, 
$8 is allocated to the JCS. Act 59 
of 1990 preceded Act 122, and 
provided an additional source 
from filing fees of $1.50 at minor 
judiciary and $5.00 at common 
pleas and appellate level.

$14.7 Million

$8.5
million $9.5 

million

$5.5
million

$3.7
million

$5.5
million

$11.25 Surcharge  
Act 22 (2023) expanded the $11.25 surcharge 
to include summary traffic citations. 

$27.4
million

$17.8 
million

Act 64 Revenues
This is the original funding stream 
created for the JCS in 1987. At the 
end of each fiscal year (June 30) 
the portion of annual revenues 
collected from various court fines, 
fees and costs that exceed the 
amount collected in FY ’86-’87 
are allocated. The amount shown 
here includes the funds that would 
otherwise be diverted to school 
safety as part of Act 42 of 2018. The 
diversion was statutorily paused 
in FYs 2021-22, through 2025-26. 
Act 1 of 2026 provides an additional 
$7.5 million in Act 64 revenues 
annually through FY 2027-28.

Chart A:
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Judicial Computer System Funding

The final component of the UJS budget is the JCS, which is funded almost exclusively through court collections 
and a fee. See Chart A. Revenue is deposited in the Judicial Computer System Augmentation Account 
and used for the ongoing operations of the statewide judicial computer system, funding statewide case 
management systems and the Guardianship Tracking System. As a result, court information is more accessible, 
providing crucial information to 38,000 law enforcement and public safety officials, and other users.

Act 1 of 2026 will better align revenue with the appropriation necessary to maintain and run the JCS.
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Effective leadership is a cornerstone 
of safe and well-functioning courts. 
Committed to this precept, AOPC’s 
Assistant Director of Judicial 
District Security Kyle Ramberger 
recently completed a six-month 
Leadership Development Program 
for Pennsylvania Commonwealth 
employees, offered through 
Harrisburg University in partnership 
with Alvernia University.

Ramberger, who has served the 
AOPC for more than 20 years and 
in his current role for over four, 
participated in the program from 
June through December 2025. 

While his career has included 
extensive security training, the 
program provided an opportunity 
to enhance his leadership skills. 
Topics included resilient leadership, 
effective communication, change 
management, conflict resolution 
and leadership in the digital age, 
including AI tools and data-driven 
decision-making.

“Leadership is a complex 
process that continues to evolve,” 
Ramberger said. “As change occurs, 
we need to adapt our mindsets to 
new challenges, drawing on past 
experiences.” Assistant Director of Judicial District Security 

Kyle Ramberger 

Strengthening Court Leadership and Security

Montgomery County Court of 
Common Pleas Judge Dan Clifford 
was recognized as the 2026 
recipient of the Eric Turner Award by 
the Pennsylvania Bar Association’s 
Family Law Section at the Section’s 
Conference in Philadelphia on 
January 17th.

The Award has been presented since 
2000 and honors someone who is 
considered a mentor, teacher and 
leader who holds the respect of the 
Section and the legal community.

The Award is accompanied by a 
$1,000 donation that Judge Clifford 
designated to the Montgomery 
County Advocacy Project (MCAP) 
which provides guardian ad litem 
representation to children.

Elected in 2015, Judge Clifford serves 
as the Administrative Judge of the 

Family Division in Montgomery 
County. Active in the Pennsylvania 
Conference of State Trial Judges 
(PCSTJ), he currently serves as 
Treasurer having after previously 
serving as Chair of the Family Court 
Section for five years.

Since taking the bench, Judge 
Clifford has served as Chair of the 
Joint State Government Commission 
Advisory Committee on Domestic 
Relations,  advising Pennsylvania’s 
General Assembly on legislation, as 
well as Chair of the Supreme Court’s 
Domestic Relations Procedural Rules 
Committee.

A recognized leader in family court 
initiatives prior to his election to the 
Bench, Judge Clifford spearheaded 
the “Judicial Interview of the Child” 
video project and the enactment 

Montgomery County Judge 
Recognized for Leadership 	
in Family Court

Judge Daniel J. Clifford

of Act 102, which provides closure to 
families by streamlining contested 
divorce actions from two years to one.

The AOPC congratulates Judge Clifford 
on this well-deserved recognition.
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The Columbia/
Montour 
Treatment 
Court held a 
graduation 
ceremony in 
December 
where singer-
songwriter John 
Dillon inspired 
graduates and 
attendees with 
his recovery 
journey through 
words and 
music.

Around the Judiciary 

On Feb. 18, Commonwealth Court Judge Lori Dumas joined 
a distinguished panel for a Black History Month event 
hosted by the Black Law Student Association at Temple 
University Beasley School of Law, sharing her insights 
on the legal profession, leadership and the importance of 
representation in the judiciary.

Judge Stella Tasi was ceremoniously sworn in to the Pennsylvania 
Commonwealth Court in Philadelphia on Feb. 5. 

The Pa. House Judicial Budget 2026 hearing 
was held on March 2. 

(l to r) Judge Richard Knecht, Treatment Court 
Administrator Barbara Warunek, Treatment Court 
Senior Judge Thomas James, John Dillon, President 
Judge Gary Norton. 

Justice P. Kevin Brobson presented awards to Berks County 
Judge Eleni Dimitriou Geishauser and Montgomery 
Judge Steven O’Neill during the Treatment Courts section 
meeting at the Trial Judges Conference on Feb. 25.

(l to r) Christy Beane, Diane Bowser, Geri St. Joseph 

Congratulations to Judicial Assignments 
Administrator Diane Bowser, who celebrated her 
retirement on March 24 after 40 years of dedicated 
service with the AOPC. 
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At the Conference of County Bar Leaders on Feb. 28, 
Superior Court Judge Mary Jane Bowes spoke on the 
importance of attorneys and bar leaders using their 
voices to support and protect judicial independence.

On March 19, 11th grade students at Bensalem High School 
explored the role of courts in our democracy during a civics 
education assembly, where they participated in a Q&A session 
with a judicial panel featuring Kadida Kenner (CEO of New 
Project PA), Superior Court Judge Timika Lane, Commonwealth 
Court Judge Stella Tsai, Philadelphia County Common Pleas 
Judge Sierra Thomas Street and Bucks County Common Pleas 
Judge Tiffany Thomas-Smith.

On March 24, Commonwealth Court President Judge Renee 
Cohn-Jubelirer met with seniors from Sen. Marty Flynn’s 
Student Ambassador Program at the Capitol. As part of the 
program, 26 students spent 6 months studying government, 
crafting legislation, and presenting proposals – one of which 
will be introduced as a real Senate bill. 

Employees celebrate National Hot Chocolate Day 
at the Pennsylvania Judicial Center.

Franklin County 
President Judge 
Shawn D. Meyers 
visited a local 
elementary school 
during National Read 
Across America 
Week on March 6. 
Students had a great 
time listening to him 
read and meeting the 
courthouse’s facility 
dog, Dudley.
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On March 4, the PJC hosted an employee event 
“MVP Arena” where staff had fun playing trivia 
and bingo, and participating in an appetizer 
cook-off contest. 


