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[ Abstract] Since 1970s, the U. S. system of state courts has gradually established a ra-
tional and centralized budgeting administration system. There are multiple causes leading to the
introduction of hierarchy model into the system of financing administration of court, which incorpo-
rates not only advantages realized by reformers, but also an institutional environment not fully real-
ized yet. Taking into consideration the defects that may crop up in hierarchy model of budgeting
administration system, a number of measures have been taken by system of state courts in re-
sponse, aiming at creating an improvement structure that can attract individuals and organizations
both from inside and outside of court system to participate in the budgeting administration process.
The unitary budgeting system of US state courts may provide us with some experiences in the re-

form of system of funds safeguard of court presently carried out in China.
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