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To
The Honorable Members
of the
Kentucky General Assembly

Submitted herewith for your consideration is
the Annual Report of the Administrative Office of the
Courts for the calendar year 1976.

{
!

This first year of Kentucky's new judicial
system was characterized by marked change and improvement
in the courts. The Supreme Court assumed administrative
authority over the Court of Justice, and through the
Administrative Office of the Courts, carried out the
mandates of the Judicial Article and the General Assembly.
An additional appellate court, the Court of Appeals, was
established in accordance with the Constitution. Two of
the most significant activities of this office during
1976 were the preparation and submission of implementing
legislation to the General Assembly, and the organization
of the Pretrial Services Agency.

During 1976, Kentucky became the first state to
eliminate commercial bondsmen and mandate uniform pro-
visions of pretrial release throughout the state. The
responsibility for this program was legislatively placed
in the Administrative Office of the Courts. This report
discusses the activities of that program from June 19 to
December 31, 1976.

We gratefully acknowledge the cooperation and
assistance of the judges and clerks in supplying informa-
tion for inclusion in this report.

Respectfully submitted,
Pletinior— & 0

William E. Davis
Director
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Kentucky’s Judicial System
1792-1976

KENTUCKY'S JUDICIAL SYSTEM
1792 - 1976

At the general election in November 1975, the elec-

\ i ; . :
[ fﬁmﬂﬁ, W torate of Kentucky gave its consent to a new direction for
‘@g‘»*SVQ}'»? the court system of the Commonwealth by adopting a
e 0% A QJ? constitutional amendment to revise the judicial article.
; A ;," ,

Under the constitutional amendment, the previously frag-
mented system with its large number of part-time, non-
lawyer judges and overlapping jurisdictions has been re-
placed by a unified Court of Justice.

For those citizens of the Commonwealth who will be
" observers and participants in this new judicial system,
- it is appropriates to glance into the past and briefly

examine the development of the courts of Kentucky.

Kentucky's first Constitution was adopted at Danville
in April 1792, when Congress granted statehood. The
judicial article of the 1792 Constitution was patterned
after that of Virginia, in order to provide an orderly
transition and transfer of cases pending in Virginia
courts. The judicial power of the Commonwealth was vested
in one supreme court, known as the Court of Appeals, and
such inferior courts as deemed necessary by the legislature.
A "competent number' of justices of the peace were man-
dated to be appointed in each county. All judges were
appointed by the Governor and could be removed for reason-
able cause by the process of impeachment or by address of
the Governor to two-thirds of each House of the General
Assembly.

The Court of Appeals consisted of three judges ap-
pointed state-at-large to serve '"during good behavior."
Two judges constituted a court and the court met twice a
year at Lexington. The Court of Appeals had original and
final jurisdiction in all cases relating to. titles of land
under the laws governing Virginia at that time, and thcse
cases were tried by jury unless waived by both parties.

No appeals from inferior courts were granted unless ad-
dressed by petition and issuance of certiorari.
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Each judge of the Court of Appeals was.instructed
by the Constitution to deliver his opinion in open court
and in writing; the parties were obliged to state tbe}r
complaint and defense in writing; and dissenting opinions
were required to be in writing. All these provisions were
designed to ''perpetuate the testimony.'" The court also
had the power to direct the mode of bringing these land
cases to a hearing, '"'so as to enable them to do right
and justice to the parties, with as little delay and at
as small an expense as the nature of the business will
allow."

in all other cases, the Court of Appeals had appellate
jurisdiction only, with the legislature granted bread
powers to make exceptions and regulations. The court had
legislative authority to appoint its clerk.

Pursuant to constitutional provisions empowering the
legislature to establish inferior courts, an act was
passed during the first session of the General Assembly
which provided for appointment of 125 justices of the
peace to serve as judicial officers. In the 13 existing
counties a Court of Quarter-Sessions was established in
each county, and three of the justices of the peace in
each county served on the court. Its jurisdiction was
primarily civil, but it had the power to award necessary
writs and injunctions. County court was created and pre-
sided over by three justices, and its jurisdiction was
largely administrative in nature. All criminal jurisdic-
tion was vested in a Court of Oyer and Terminer, which was
presided over by three judges who had state-wide juris-
diction.

An act of 1795 reorganized the first trial court
structure by terminating the original jurisdiction of the
Court of Appeals in land cases and abolishing the Court
of Oyer and Terminer. It was replaced by a system of Dis-
trict Courts of general civil and criminal jurisdiction,
with all criminal cases heard by the Franklin District
Court. In order to unify the District Courts to some
extent, a General Court was established and instructed to
meet periodically at Frankfort to decide cases '"for and
in behalf of the Commonwealth."

A convention was called in 1799 and a new Constitu-
tion was adopted in August of that year. The new docu-
ment retained most of the provisions of the previous
judicial article, but gave constitutional status to the
county courts which had been created by the legislature.

In addition, the Court of Appeals was granted ap-
pellate jurisdiction only, co-extensive with the state,

under restrictions and regulations prescribed by law.
Judges of the Court of Appeals were appointed by the
Governor, and could be removed for good cause by impeach-
ment or by the Governor on address of two-thirds of each
House of the General Assembly. Judges and justices of
the peace, by virtue of their office, were ''conservators
of the peace throughout the state."

County courts were composed of the justices of the
peace presiding in each county. County court was given
constitutional authority to recommend, with the concur-
rence of a mgjority of its justices of the peace, two
persons to fill the offices of sheriff, surveyor, coroner
or justice of the peace, on= of whom was appointed by the
Governor. Eachl court could appoint its own clerk; however
no person gould be appointed who could not produce to the ’
court appointing him a certificate from a majority of the
Judges.of the Court of Appeals, that he had been examined
by their clerk and found qualified. Clerks of court could
be removed for breach of good behavior by the members of
the Court of Appeals only, who ''shall be judges of the

fact as well as of the law'" and two-thirds of whom shall
have concurred in the sentence.

Until 1802, no changes were made in the general i
court structure that had been authorized by tﬁe 1egis§§t3£e
durlqg.the tenure of the first Constitution. However
reallz%ng that the District Court system could no 1onéer
effectively handle the increasing caseload, the General
Agsem@ly reorganized the trial courts into a system of
Circuit Courts. The District Courts were abolished and
the old General Court was abolished and re-enacted. Nine
state—at-largg circuit judges were appointed to serve in
each of Fhe nine judicial districts. General Court assigned
each of its members to a district to serve as presiding

judge and two assistant judges were v
district. Jjudg appointed from that

In 1824, the legislature attempted to abolish the
Court of Appeals. A controversy characterized as the '"01d
Court-New Court Struggle' arose, and the General Assembly
enacteq legislation to abolish the Court of Appeals and
estab}lsh an appellate court of its own. 'An Act to re-
organize the Court of Appeals' was passed and signed by
the.Governor, who appointed judges sympathetic to his
bellefﬁ. The "old court" refused to recognize the ''new
court, and for a period of two years both courts held
sessions. In 1826, a new legislature was elected which
repealeg the "Act to reorganize the Court of Appeals" and
passed "An Act to remove the unconstitutional obstructions



which have been thrown in the way of the Court of Appeals,"
thus reinstating the constitutional court.

The third Constitution of Kentucky was adopted in
June 1850. A total reorganization of the judicial depart-
ment was undertaken, and courts which had previously been
created by acts of the legislature were given constitutional
authority. This document preserved the separation of
powers of the three departments of government and provided
Kentucky with its first structured court system. The
judicial power of the Commonwealth was vested in the Court
of Appeals, circuit courts, county courts, and such other
inferior courts as the General Assembly should establish
and ¢ rect.

The Court of Appeals was granted appellate jurisdic-
tion only, co-extensive with the state, restricted and
regulated by law. The court consisted of four judges, any
three of whom could constitute a court for the transaction
of business. The 1850 Constitution mandated, for the first
time in the history of the Commonwealth, election of judges
rather than appointment. Judges were elected for a term
of eight years from four equally divided judicial districts.
Because all of the judges were initially elected at the
same time, and in order to stagger their terms, one term
was two years, one four years, one six years and one eight
years. The judges elected then drew lots to determine
which judge served which term. The judge having the shortest

time to serve was designated as the Chief Justice of Kentucky.

The Court of Appeals was to hold its sessions at the
seat of government, except that the General Assembly could
direct that the court hold its sessions in any one or more
of the judicial districts.

The office of Clerk wf the Court of Appeals was esta-
blished as an eiective office, for a t.+m of eight years.
The Constitution further provided that if the General
Assembly should determine that court should be held in any
one of the judicial districts, that the voters of that
district would elect a clerk possessing the same qualifi-
cations as the Clerk of the Court of Appeals. Any candi-
date for the office had to produce a certificate from a
judge of the Court of Appeals or a judge of the Circuit
Court that he had been examined by the clerk of his court
and was qualified for the office.

The General Assembly could also provide for a special
judge to constitute a court in the event of disqualifica-
tion of any of the elected judges.

Circult courts were established to be i
county, with the state initially divided in?glgzl?ugig?al
dlstr}cts which could be increased to not more than 16 at
the d%scrgticn of the General Assembly. Jurisdiction of
the circuit courts was set by the legislature, who also
had the power to change, alter or modify the éight of
appegl to the'Court of Appeals. The General Codrt was
abgllshed, which resulted in a system of circuit cour%s
Whlch‘had no centralizsd coordinating feature, resulting
in trial courts which were virtually auteonomous in nature
However, the legislature specified that cases involving .

the Commonwealth would continue to b i ;
. . - s e h ™ ,
Circuit Court. eard in Franklin

In 1882, under its authority to create i 1
courts, the General Assembly creZted an inteigggiggz
appellate court, known as the Superior Court, to reduce
an agcumglated backlog of 1300 cases. The Sﬁperior Céurt
consisted of three judges who had jurisdiction in all
appeals except those involving (1) the validity of stat-
utes; (2).t1t1e to a freehold or right to a franchise:
(3) felonies; and (4) judgments where the amount in
controversy was more than $3,000. The two appellate
courts be?ame known as the "Rich Man's Court" and the
Poor Man's Court," and set off a bitter debate that
}asted through the Constituticnal Convention of 1890.
Although opponents to the Superior Court won their battle
and eventually succeeded in abolishing the intermediate
court, its purpose was accomplished. The backlog of
cases on appeal was successfully reduced.

. .. The Constitutional Convention of 1890 created the

judicial system with which most Kentuckians are familiar
The.structure was highly restrictive, as a result of the.
furious debates over the power of the General Assembly to

create ccurts in addition to those em owered
Constitution, P by the

_The judicial article provided for a Court of 1
consisting of seven judges to be elected for a tergpggals
elgh? years, one from each of seven appellate districts.
Ironically, opponents to an intermediate appellate court
argued that it was not necessary to have three additional
judges at that level to decide appeals, yet the number of
Court of Appeals judges was increased from four to seven,
?he court had jurisdiction to review final orders and ‘
Jgdgments of all courts except those: (1) granting a
dlvqrce or punishing a contempt; (2) of a Quarterly
Police, Fiscal or Justice's Court; (3) of a County éourt
unless the action was for division of land and allotment



of dower; and (4) involving bonds having the force of
judgments. Although a monetary limitation of $100 pre-
cluded appeals following the adoption of the 1891 Consti-
tution, this limit was raised over the years. By 1975,
when the new judicial article was ratified, the minimum
monetary limit on appealable cases was $200, but only
upon petition. Appeals as a matter of right were allowed
where the amount in controversy was $2,500 or more.

The Constitution established circuit court in each
c.unty, with the state divided into circuit court dis-
tricts. The numbexr of districts increased during the
succeeding years from 30 to 56, and the terms of judges
were regulated by statute. The circuit courts had original
jurisdiction of all cases not vested exclusively in some
other court, and appellate jurisdiction to try de novo
arpeals from the inferior courts.

In each county a group of lower courts was created
consisting of from three to eight Justice of the Peace
Courts, a County Court, a Fiscal Court, a Quarterly
Court, and city Police Courts, all given overlapping or
concurrent jurisdiction, both civil and criminal, by the
General Assembly.

The framers of the 1891 Constitution created a
judicial system which had no flexibility and which con-
tained a prohibition against the creation of any court
not established by the Constitution. As a consequence,
Kentucky's system of justice has operated under the terms
and conditions dictated 84 years ago. It is noteworthy
that the system has been returned by the people to one
similar to that in effect in 1882 when an intermediate
appellate court was created by the General Assembly.

The Court of Justice

e At |
L g
g

s
.,‘,

e A T
9 NP

e

£37dn s

|
1At e

: . :ﬂ‘}:’i‘-\
TN

g e '1“”“\‘:3‘\

SRR 1 IRl ||| MR ¢

I R
1 L
IERPTN

B

.2fﬂmmﬂ?i (MM1£:ﬁn;'W%grﬁhﬁ;

"o

by

i
)

NS
gt

Al J’im“t ‘
Wil
il w N
= TN
J _t\_ LR

T

7QLWTj¥%}3} ﬁh; t‘

@/a/% e -.%ud

e 1829



THE COURT OF JUSTICE

The Judicial Article of the Kentucky Constitution
provides for one unified Court of Justice, consisting of
four courts: The Supreme Court, the Commonwealth's court
of last resort; the Court of Appeals, an intermediate
appellate court; the Circuit Courts, courts of general

trial jurisdiction; and the District Courts, courts of
limited jurisdiction.

During 1976, the Supreme Court, the Court of Appeals,
and the Circuit Courts became operational. On January 2,
1978, the District Court will be activated, thus completing
the implementation of a new judicial system for the citi-
zens of the Commonwealth of Kentucky.




THE SUPREME COURT

A. Organization

The Supreme Court consists of seven justices, one
elected from each of seven appellate districts. A
majority constitutes a quorum for the transaction of
business. A Chief Justice, elected for a term of four
years by his follow members, presides over the Court and
has administrative authority over the entire Court of
Justice. The term of office of a Justice of the Supreme

Court is eight years, and his compensation is set by
statute.

B. Jurisdiction

The Supreme Court has appellate jurisdiction only,
except it has the power to issue all writs necessary in
aid of its appellate jurisdiction. Appeals from a judg-
ment of the circuit court imposing a sentence of death or
life imprisonment or imprisonment for twenty years or
more are taken directly to the Supreme Court, but other
causes of great and immediate importance may be transferred
from the Court of Appeals if a motion for transfer is
granted. Decisions of the Court of Appeals may be ap-
pealed to the Supreme Court if granted a discretionary
review as prescribed by rule of court. The Supreme Court
has the authority to prescribe rules for the appointment
of commissioners and other court personnel and rules of
practice and procedure for the Court of Justice. Addition-
ally, the Supreme Court controls admission to the bar and
discipline of members of the bar.




THE SUPREME COURT

The Honcrable Scott Reed, Chief Justice
Fifth Supreme Court District
Lexington, Kentucky

Justice Boyce G. Clayton
First Supreme Court District
Benton, Kentucky

Justice John S: Palmore
Second Supreme Court District
Henderson, Kentucky

Justice Pleas Jones
Third Supreme Court District
Williamsburg, Kentucky

Justice Marvin J. Sternburg
Fourth Supreme Court District
Louisville, Kentucky

Justice Robert 0. Lukowsky
Sixth Supreme Court District
Ft. Mitchell, Kentucky

Justice James R. Stephenson

Seventh Supreme Court District
Pikeville, Kentucky

-10-
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THE COURT OF APPEALS

A. Organization

The Court of Appeals consists of 14 judges, two
elected from each of seven appellate districts for a term
of eight years. A Chief Judge is elected from among
members of the court for a term of four years. The Court
of Appeals may divide itself into panels of not less than
three judges, a majority of each panel concurring in the
decision of a cause. The Chief Judge has authority to
assign judges to panels and to determine locations
within the Commonwealth where each panel shall sit.
Panels are chosen on a rotational basis, so that each
judge sits with every other judge at least once a year.
Cases are assigned to panels by the Chief Judge.

B. Jurisdiction

The Court of Appeals has appellate jurisdiction
only, except that it may be authorized by rule to review
directly decisions of administrative agencies of the
Commonwealth, and to issue all writs necessary in aid of
its appellate jurisdiction. One appeal as a matter of
right may be taken from a judgment of the circuit court,
the court of general trial jurisdiction, to the Court of
Appeals. After January 2, 1978, decisions of the circuit
court, when sitting on an appeal from district court, may
be appealed to the Court of Appeals if granted a discre-
tionary review as prescribed by rule of court.

-13-




THE COURT OF APPEALS

The Honorable Boyce F. Martin, Chief Judge
Fourth Appellate District

Second Division

Louisville, Kentucky

Judge Roy N. Vance

First Appellate District
First Division

Paducah, Kentucky

Judge J. William Howerton
First Appellate District
Second Division

Paducah, Kentucky

Judge William M. Gant
Second Appellate District
First Division

Owensboro, Kentucky

Judge Charles H. Reynolds
Second Appellate District
Second Division

Bowling Green, Kentucky

Judge John D. White
Third Appellate District
First Division
HManchester, Kentucky

Judge Kenton J. Cooper
Third Appellate District
Second Division
Jamestown, Kentucky

Judge John P. Hayes
Fourth Appellate District
First Division
Louisville, Kentucky

-14-
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Judge James Park, Jr.
Fifth Appellate District
First Division
Lexington, Kentucky

Judge Anthony M. Wilhoit
Fifth Appellate District
Second Division
Versailles, Kentucky

Judge Charies B. Lester
Sixth Appellate District
First Division

Ft. Thomas, Kentucky

Judge Donald C. Wintersheimer
Sixth Appellate District
Second Division

Covington, Kentucky

Judge Elijah M. Hogge
Seventh Appellate District
First Division

Morehead, Kentucky

Judge Harris S. Howard
Seventh Appellate District
Second Division
Prestonsburg, Kentucky
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The Circuit Courts

) THE CIRCUIT COURTS
N

A, Organization

The circuit ELourt: consist of 87 judges serving in
56 judicial circuits which are determined by law and
circuit court is held in each county. Circuit judges are
elected for a term of eight years from judicial circuits
categorized as follows: one-judge one-county circuits;
multi-county one-judge circuits; and multi-judge one-
county circuits. In any judicial circuit having only one
judge, he is the chief judge. In judicial circuits
having more than one judge, a chief judge is elected
biennially from aiiong their number. Compensation of
circuit judges is set by the legislature.

B. Jurisdiction

¢,
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The circuit court is a court of general trial juris-
diction and has original jurisdiction of all justiciable
causes not vested in some other court. After January 2,
1978, jurisdiction in civil cases will be limited to
those involving an amount in controversy not less than
$§1500, rather than the present $500. 1Its appellate
jurisdiction will be provided by law, and all appeals
will be on the record. Review of administrative actions

of state agencies will constitute an original action and
not an appeal.
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THE CIRCUIT COURT

First Judicial Circuit

Second Judicial Circuit
First Division

Second Judicial Circuit
Second Division

Third Judicial Circuit
Fourth Judic¢ial Circuit
Fifth Judicial Circuit
Sixth Judicial Circuit

First Division

Sixth Judicial Circuit
Second Division

Seventh Judicial Circuit
Eighth Judicial Circuit
First Division

Eighth Judicial Circuit
Second Division

Ninth Judicial Circuit
First Division

Ninth Judicial Circuit
Second Division
Tenth Judicial Circuit

Eleventh Judicial Circuit

*Denotes Chief Judge

Judge John C. Bondurant
Hickman, Kentucky

Judge Lloyd C. Emery
Paducah, Kentucky

Judge J. Brandon Price*
Paducah, Kentucky

Judge Stephen P. White, Jr.
Hopkinsville, Kentucky

Judge Thomas B. Spain
Madisonville, Kentucky

Judge Will Tom Wathen
Morganfield, Kentucky

Judge Henry M. Griffin¥*
Owensboro, Kentucky

Judge Robert M. Short
Owensboro,‘Kentucky

Judge William G. Fuqua
Russellville, Kentucky

Judge William E. Allender
Bowling Green, Kentucky

Judge J. David Francis*
Bowling Green, Kentucky

Judge J. Howard Holbert¥
Elizabethtown, Kentucky

Judge J. T. Hatcher
Elizabethtown, Kentucky

Judge Charles R. Richardson
Munfordville, Kentucky

Judge Robert M. Spragens
Lebanon, Kentucky

-18-

Twelfth Judicial Circuit
Thirteenth Judieial Circuit

Fourteenth Judiecial Circuit

s
i

Fifteenth Judicial Circuit

Sixteenth Judicial Circuit
First Division

Sixteenth Judicial Circuit
Second Division

Sixteefrith Judicial Circuit
Third Division

Sixteenth Judicial Circuit
Fourth Division

Seventeenth Judicial Circuit
First Division

Seventeenth Judicial Circuit
Second Division
Eighteenth Judicial Circuit

Nineteenth Judicial Circuit

Twentieth Judicial Circuit

Twenty-first Judicial Circuit

Twenty-second Judicial
Circuit, First Division

Twenty-second Judicial
Circuit, Second Division

Twenty-second Judicial
Circuit, Third Division

*Denotes Chief Judge

-19-

Judge George F. Williamson
LaGrange, Kentucky

Judge Henry C. Cox
Lancaster, Kentucky

Judge Robert Hall Smith
Georgetown, Kentucky

Judge James R. Ford
Owenton, Kentucky

Judge Melvin T. Stubbs*
Covington, Kentucky

Judge William R. Dunn
Covington, Kentucky

Judge Daniel J. Goodenough
Covington, Kentucky

Judge James J. Gilliece
Covington, Kentucky

Judge John A. Diskin¥*
Newport, Kentucky

Judge Thomas F. Schnorr
Newport, Kentucky

Judge John P. Lair
Cynthiana, Kentucky

Judge Richard L. Hinton
Flemingsburg, Kentucky

Judge Oscar Sammons
Greenup, Kentucky

Judge Caswell P. Lane
Mt. Sterling, Kentucky

Judge James E. Keller
Lexington, Kentucky

Judge N. Mitchell Meade
Lexington, Kentucky

Judge Armand Angelucci
Lexington, Kentucky



Twenty-second Judicial
Circuit, Fourth Division

Twenty-second Judicial
Circuit, Fifth Division

Twenty-second Judicial
Circuit, Sixth Division

Twenty-third Judicial
Circuit

Twenty-fourth Judieial
Circuit

Twenty-£fifth Judicial
Circuit

Twenty-sixth Judicial
Circuit

Twenty-seventh Judicial
Circuit

Twenty-eighth Judicial
Circuit

Twenty-ninth Judicial
Circuit

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit
First Division

Thirti _th Judicial Circuit
Second Division

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit
Third Division

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit
Fourth Division

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit
Fifth Division

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit
Sixth Division

*Denotes Chief Judge

-20-

Judge L. T. Grant¥*
Lexington, Kentucky

Judge Charles M. Tackett
Lexington, Kentucky

Judge George E. Barker
Lexington, Kentucky

Judge Edward Jackson
Beattyville, Kentucky

Judge W. B. Hazelrigg
Paintsville, Kentucky

Judge James S. Chenault
Richmond, Kentucky

Judge James C. Brock
Harlan, Kentucky

Judge Robert H. Helton, Jr.

London, Kentucky

Judge Phillip K. Wicker
Somerset, Kentucky

Judge James C. Carter, Jr.
Tompkinsville, Kentucky

Judge Joseph Eckert
Louisville, Kentucky

Judge Richard C. Oldham
Louisville, Kentucky

Judge Charles H. Anderson
Louisville, Kentucky

Judge Richard A. Revell
Louisville, Kentucky

Judge Earl O'Bannon, Jr.
Louisville, Kentucky

Judge Jack E. Mudd
Louisville, Kentucky

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit
Seventh Division

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit
Eighth Division

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit
Ninth Division

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit
Tenth Division

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit
Eleventh Division

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit
Twelfth Division

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit
Thirteenth Division

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit
Fourteenth Division

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit
Fifteenth Division

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit
Sixteenth Division

Thirty-first Judicial Circuit

Thirty-second Judicial
Circuit, First Division

Thirty-second Judicial
Circuit, Second Division

Thirty-third Judicial
Circuit _

Thirty-fourth Judicial
Circuit

Thirty-fifth Judicial
Circuit, First Division

Thirty-fifth Judicial
Circuit, Second Division

*Denotes Chief Judge
-21-

Judge Michael 0. McDonald¥*
Louisville, Kentucky

Judge Henry D. Hopson
Louisville, Kentucky

Judge Charles M. Leibson
Louisville, Kentucky

Judge George B. Ryan
Louisville, Kentucky

Judge Raymond B. Stephenson
Louisville, Kentucky

Judge Curtis G. Witten
Louisville, Kentucky

Judge Thomas A. Ballantine, Jr.
Louisville, Kentucky

Judge S. Rush Nicholson
Louisville, Kentucky

Judge Benjamin F. Shobe

Louisville, Kentucky

Judge George H. Kunzman
Louisville, Kentucky

Judge Hollie Conley
Prestonsburg, Kentucky

Judge William E. Fanning¥
Catlettsburg, Kentucky

Judge Charles S. Sinnette
Catlettsburg, Kentucky

Judge Calvin N. Manis
Hazard, Kentucky

Judge J. B. Johnson, Jr.
Williamsburg, Kentucky

Judge Reed D. Anderson
Pikeville, Kentucky

Judge E. N. Venters¥*
Pikeville, Kentucky



Thirty-sixth Judicial
Circuit

Thirty-seventh Judicial
Circuit

Thirty-eighth Judicial
Circuit

Thirty-ninth Judicial
Circuit

Fortieth Judicial Circuit
Forty-first Judicial Circuit
Forty-second Judicial
Circuit

Forty-third Judicial Circuit

Forty-fourth Judicial
Circuit

Forty-fifth Judicial Circuit
Forty-sixth Judicial Circuit

Forty-seventh Judicial
Circuit

Forty-eighth Judicial Circuit
First Division

Forty-eighth Judicial Circuit
Second Division
Forty-ninth Judicial Circuit

Fiftieth Judicial Circuit

Fifty-first Judicial Circuit

*Denotes Chief Judge

Judge John Chris Cornett
Hindman, Kentucky

Judge Ralph N. Walter
West Liberty, Kentucky

Judge Earl F. Martin, Sr.
Hartford, Kentucky

Judge J. Douglas Graham
Campton, Kentucky

Judge Leonard E. Wilson
Jamestown, Kentucky

Judge Clay M. Bishop
Manchester, Kentucky

“Judge James M. Lassiter

Murray, Kentucky

Judge Cass R. Walden
Edmonton, Kentucky

Judge Farmer H. Helton
Pineville, Kentucky

Judge B. R. Paxton
Greenville, Kentucky

Judge Kenneth H. Goff
Leitchfield, Kentucky

Judge F. Byrd Hogg
Whitesburg, Kentucky

Judge Henry Meigs II*
Frankfort, Kentucky

Judge Squire N. Williams, Jr.
Frankfort, Kentucky

Judge Frank R. Goad
Scottsville, Kentucky

Judge Henry V. Pennington
Danville, Kentucky

Judge Carl D. Melton
Henderson, Kentucky
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Fifty-second Judicial
Circuit

Fifty-third Judicial
Circuit

Fifty-fourth Judicial
Circuit

Fifty-fifth Judicial
Circuit

Fifty-sixth Judicial
Circuit

Judge Seth T. Boaz
Mayfield, Kentucky

Judge Harold Y. Saunders
Shelbyville, Kentucky

Judge Samuel Neace
Burlington, Kentucky

Judge Charles.V. Sanders
Shepherdsville, Kentucky

Judge Edward H. Johnstone
Princeton, Kentucky
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THE DISTRICT COURTS

A. Orgarniization

Effective January 2, 1978 the district courts will
consist of 113 judges to be elected for a term of four
years from judicial districts contiguous with the present
judicial circuits. 1In any judicial district having only
one judge, he will be the chief judge. In judicial
districts having more than one judge, a chief judge will
be elected biennially from among their number. In any
county in a district in which a district judge does not
reside, he must appoint a trial commissioner. District
court will be held in each county. Compensation of

district judges and trial commissioners is determined by
law.

B. Jurisdiction

District court will be a court of limited jurisdic-
Its civil jurisdiction will be limited to cases
where the amount in controversy does not exceed $1500.
It will have criminal jurisdiction of misdemeanors, city
and urban-county ordinance cases, traffic matters and
certain juvenile cases. It may be granted by statute the
authority to review decisions of administrative boards.
The district court will be a court of record.

tion.
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The Administrative Office

of the Courts
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THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS

The establishment of a unified Court of Justice
through the adoption of the judicial amendment in November
1975, created a massive number of projects which demanded
immediate attention. Although the Court of Appeals, who
would in a few short weeks become the Supreme Court of
the Commonwealth, was ready to provide guidance in the
organization of the new sys“em, it was inadequately
staffed to draft implementing legislation and make the
necessary preparations for the transition.

Soon after the passage of the judicial article,
Governor Julian M. Carroll charged the Office of Judicial
Planning with these tasks. The Office of Judicial Plan-
ning had been created by a discretionary grant to the
Judicial Council in May 1975, and was funded through the
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration and the Kentucky
Department of Justice. The purpose of the grant was to
establish a planning capability within the judicial
branch of government. Circuit Judge Henry V. Pennington
was named Project Director.

On December 15, 1975, William E. Davis was appointed
Director of the Office of Judicial Planning. A native of
Kentucky and a graduate of the University of Kentucky
College of Law, Mr. Davis had previously been Staff
Counsel to the State Judicial Planning Committee of the
Administrative Office of the Courts in San Francisco,
California.

The Office of Judicial Planning drafted legislation
for submission to the 1976 Regular Session of the General
Assembly and assisted the Chief Justice ip preparation of
his budget request.

During that Session of the General Assembly, legis-
lation was enacted (KRS 27A.015) which broadened the
responsibilities of the Administrative Office of the
Courts to serve as staff for the Chief Justice in execu-
ting the policies and programs of the Court of Justice.
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Since June 19, 1976, the agency has been responsible for
carrying out the administrative duties and functions
assigned by the Chief Justice and by statutory direction.
William E. Davis was appointed Director by the Chief
Justice in accordance with Section 11Q(5){b) of the
Constitution.

The Administrative 0ffice of the Courts is composed
of four divisions: court services, administrative ser-
vices, education and legal research, and the state law
library. These divisions provide assistance and support
necessary to the operation of the Court of Justice. The
Division of Court Services has the responsibility for the
state pretrial services program, records management and
collection of statistical data. The Division of Adminis-
trative Services is the fiscal arm of the Administrative
Office of the Courts and as such is responsible for
preparation of the budget, accounting, judicial personnel,
payroll, purchasing, auditing and data processing. The
Division of Education and Legal Research conducts legal
research, drafts rules and statutes for submission to the
Supreme Court and Judicial Council, and provides continu-
ing education programs for judges and clerks. The State
Law Library maintains and distributes library materials
and periodicals for the Court of Justice, and provides
technical assistance to the local law libraries. The
staff of the Administrative Office of the Courts is
available to aid judges, circuit clerks, attorneys and
the public with matters relating to the management of tie
court gystem.

The staff of the Administrative Office of the Courts
consists of highly trained, professional personnel dedi-
cated to the judicial system. Many staff members were
recruited for their expertise in areas of specialization
such as personnel, budgeting, data processing, records
management and facilities planning. The staff attorneys
have had experience in various fields of endeavor,
ranging from practical seryice as trial commissioners to
clerking for the state and federal appellate courts.

Some staff memhers were active in the educational cam-
paign to promote ratification of the juuwicial article,
and others worked in several capacities for and with the
General Assembly for many years. Those staff members in
the Administrative Services Division have had many years
of experience in their respective positions. In addition
to the persons who work in the central offices at Frank-
fort, one hundred and thirty pretrial services officers
have been employed throughout the state.
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ORGANIZATION

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS

Division of
Education and

Legal Research

Carry on continuous survey
of orgawization, operation
and other aspects of Court

of Justice (KRS 27A.020(4))

Formulate and submit to
Supreme Court recommenda=
tions for improvements for
Court of Justice (KRS 274,
020(6))

Provide for educational
programs for members of
the Court of Justice (KRS
27A.020(7))

Compile data relating to
death penalty for use in
administering Penal Code
(KRS 532.075)

Provide support for
Judicial Council (KRS
27A.100 to .140)

Draft rules and statutes
for submission to Supreme
Court. (KRS 27A.020)

Design and distribute juror

qualification forms (KRS
294.070)

Provide administrative and
other support for Judicial

Retirement and Removal Com-
mission (KRS 34,310 et seq.)

Provide administrative and
other support for Judicial

Nominating Commissions (KRS

34.030)

DIRECTOR

Division of
Administrative
Services

Perform administrative serv-

ices for the Court of
Justice and supervise its

clerical and administrative

personnel and its accom-
modations (KRS 27A.020(1))

Act as fiscal officer for
the Court of Justice (KRS
27A.020(2))

Prepare budget estimates
of state appropriations

necessary for operation

of Court of Justice (KRS
274.020(2)(d)

Administer the judicial
personnel system (KRS
304.310)

Prepare all requisitions
for the payment of state
monies appropriated to
Court of Justice (KRS
27A.200(2) (e))

Set number and qualifica-
tions of deputy circuit
clerks (KRS 30A.050)

Certify bail bond receipt
reports of circuit clerks
(KRS 431.531)

Issue regulations for
reimbursement of sheriffs

for sequestered juries and

jury views (KRS 29A.180)

Establish needs and re-

quirements for court facil-

ities (KRS 26A.100)

Division of
Court Services

Administer the pretrial
release program (KRS
431.510 to .550)

Establish and maintain
court records system
(KRS 26A.100)

Administer the inter-
preter (KRS 30A.400 to
.435)

Design and distribute uni-

form forms, records, books,

and other materials for
use by circuit clerks (KRS
30A.080)

Approve court reporter's
equipment (KRS 30A,435)

Provide for court security
if primary agency respon-
si%%lity cannot (KRS 24A.
14

Collect and compile statis-
tical data concerning court

operations (KRS 27A4.020(5)

Prepared b

State Law Library

Established by law (KRS
27A.200, et seq.)

State law librarian serves
at pleasure of Chief
Justice (KRS 27A.210)

Maintains and distributes
books for the Court of
Justice (KRS 27A.210)

May exchanpe statutes
and other materials with
other jurisdictions (KRS
27A.210)

State law librarian may
provide technical assist-
ance to local law libraries
(KRS 27A.210)

y
Administrative Office of the Courts

(This list contains selected duties
of the Administrative Office and is
not intended to be all inclusive.)
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Implementation of the
Judicial Article
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IMPLEMENTATION OF THE JUDICIAL ARTICLE

The implementation of the Court of Justice is being
accomplished in stages over a period of two years in
accordance with the schedule of transitional provisions
contained in the constitutional amendment. The Supreme
Court, Court of Appeals, and circuit courts were mandated
to become effective on January 1, 1976, and the district
courts, on January 2, 1978.

Legislation to implement the constitutional require-
ments relating to the Supreme Court, Court of Appeals and
circuit courts had to be drafted for presentation to the
Regular Session of the 1976 General Assembly. This
legislation was due less than 60 days after passage of
the judicial amendment. The task was assigned by Governor
Julian M. Carroll to the Office of Judicial Planning
(which was incorporated into the Administrative Office of
the Courts). To lend depth and expertise to the drafting
project, the Governor appointed an Ad Hoc Advisory Com-
mittee representing a cross-section of public officials
and other prominent and interested citizens. Additionally,
a group of circuit judges was involved in the drafting
process. These two groups acted as a sounding board
regarding the practical and legal effects of the drafters'
ideas. Contacts were established with the General Assembly,
and the Legislative Research Commission authorized a
special subcommittee to work on the problems of implemen-
tation of the judicial article. Senator William L.
Sullivan was chosen to chair the legislative subcommittee
and several senior LRC staff members were assigned to the
project.

As research and initial drafting progressed, the .
various committees were kept advised and sent detailed
outlines and initial drafts in advance of meetings. At
the committee meetings, discussion of the proposed legis-
lation produced recommendations which were incorporated
into the drafts.
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To deal with the vital problem of judicial legis-
lation, the House and Senate split each judlclary_cgm—
mittee into two committees. 1In each chamber, Judiciary-
Courts dealt strictly with implementation . of the judi-
cial article while Judiciary-Statutes considered routine
court matters. The committees in each House met on a
regular weekly basis, and while there was vigorous debate
on some provisions of the legislative pagkay=, the sub-
stance of most of the measures remained intact.

The legislative results from the 1976 Session of the
General Assembly placed Kentucky in the vanguard of.
judicial improvement: the Supreme Court was operational;
statutory provisions relating to the Court of Appeals
were passed; legislation was enacted to establish Judi-
cial Nominating Commissions and the Judicial Retirement
and Removal Commission; nonmpartisan election laws were
passed; measures providing administrative.support and
personnel were approved; the Judicial Retirement System
was updated; improved judicial salaries were established;
and the Court's budget was approved.

Legislation to implement the district courts was de-
ferred until the Extraordinary Session of the Gepe?al
Assembly in December 1976. The effect of the unified
court system would be more far-reaching at the lower
level and additional time was needed to study and.eyalu-
ate the issues. Pursuant to KRS 27A.020, the Adminis-
trative Office of the Courts was charged with the respon-
sibility of making policy recommendations necessary to
implement the remaining provisions of the judic1§1 -
article. Various issues to be addressed were: juris-
diction of the district court; the number and salary‘of
district judges; location of the courts; court securilty;
filing fees; salaries and duties of circuit clerks, court
reporters and trial commissioners; duties of county
clerks and commissioners; funding for ancillary person-
nel; extension of the jury system to the district court
and refinement of the jury system; jurisdictional matters
relating to juveniles; classification of traffic offgnges;
the role and duties of the county judge; court facilities;
and the amount and disposition of fines, forfeitures and
costs.

In order to accomplish this enormous project, the
Administrative Office of the Courts drafted outlines of
issues to be considered by the 1976 Special Session.

Realizing the need for advice from the citizens of Kentucky

and from the legal community, several committees were
appointed to assist in identifying issues and making
recommendations for the proposed legislative package.
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The Ad Hoc Advisory Committee which had been appointed
by the Governor prior to the 1976 Regular Session was
reconvened in July 1976, to offer additional advice to
the Administrative Office of the Courts. It met often to
discuss the issues to be addressed in the Special Session.

The Advisory Committee to the Administrative Qffice
of the Courts, comprised of circuit judges, county judges,
police judges, circuit clerks and attorneys, was appointed
in May 1976, and met monthly to study the recommendations
of the Administrative Office of the Courts and suggest
appropriate changes. To utilize the expertise of the
membership, this committee was divided along functional
lines into two subcommittees: the first was concerned
with issues related to budget and operations and the
second, with legislation and rules.

Other groups were formed to consider various aspects
of the lower courts and to draft the necessary proposals.
The Office of the Attorney General appointed a legislative
committee of the Consumer Advisory Council to study the
feasibility of a small claims division of the district
court and to prepare enabling legislation. An advisory
group was selected to determine the effect of the judicial
article on the juvenile justice system and to draft
legislation relating to juvenile jurisdiction. The
Legislative Research Commission convened a Special Interim
Committee on the Implementation of the Judicial Article
which began meeting in July 1976, and met monthly there-
after until the Special Session began in December.

In order to provide a basis for determination of the
number and location of district judges, and to decide
upon staffing levels of administrative and support per-
sonnel for circuit clerks, a consulting contract was
entered into with Arthur Young and Company to conduct a
weighted caseload study of the court system and its
projected personnel needs. The consulting firm, along
with support from the staff of the Administrative Office
of the Courts, investigated the time-involvement of non-
judicial personnel in processing court cases. The results
of the weighted caseload study were presented to the
various committees for their use in the discussion of
legislation.

The drafting process by the Administrative Office of
the Courts continued, with revisions constantly being
made to conform to recommendations by the various advisory
committees. The committees met in joint session in late
November to resolve areas of disagreement, and when a
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consensus was reached, the drafts were finalized and
submitted to the General Assembly.

When the Special Session convened in December, the
work that had been accomplished by the Special Interim
Committee on Implementation of the Judicial Article
during the previous months was turned over to the regular
Judiciary-Courts Committees. The Judiciary-Courts Com-
mittees in both chambers met almost daily and in joint
session to resolve the issues, and most of the enabling
legislation was considered and passed by the General
Assembly with little substantive alteration. However, as
a result of joint hearings by the Appropriations and
Revenue Committees, the budget request of the Court of
Justice was reduced substantially.

The following is an overview of the new court system
as implemented by the General Assembly:

The Court of Justice

Out of a maze of lower courts with conflicting and
overlapping jurisdictions, and an overworked qppellate
system, with no buffer between the general trial court
and the highest court of the state, one unified court
system was created. The judicial article provides for
one unified Court of Justice, divided into four courts:
Supreme Court, Court of Appeals, Circuit Court, and
District Court. Unlike the older system, operation and
administration are unified under the Supreme Court and
the executive authority of the Chief Justice. This
unification extends to and embraces the existing lower
courts, such as police and quarterly courts, until an
orderly transition of such courts into the district court
system is effected in January 1978.

The changes mandated include centralized budgeting,
uniform rules and procedures, a judicial personnel sys-
tem, and a central office to provide administrative
support for all segments of the court system.

The Supreme Court

The former Court of Appeals became the Supreme Court
on January 1, 1976, with the members of that court
becoming the justices of the new court. The existing
appellate districts were retained for election purposes
subject to the power of the General Assembly to rearrange

them. Present district boundaries are set by KRS 21A.010.
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The court has appellate jurisdiction only which is,
for the greater part, set by rule. In criminal cases
where the death penalty, life imprisonment or imprison-
ment for twenty years or more is assessed, appeals are

taken directly to the Supreme Court from the circuit
court.

'Justices of the Supreme Court are elected for a term
of eight years at a salary of $39,000, with the Chief
Justice receiving $39,500. Elections for justice are

staggered in accord i i
21A§%20. ance with the schedule found in KRS

Section 116 of the Constitution states that the
Supreme Court has the authority to prescribe its appellate
jurisdiction, rules for the appointment of commissioners
and other court personnel, and rules of practice and
procedure for the Court of Justice. Additionally, the
Supreme Court controls admission to the Bar and disci-
pline of members of the Bar.

During the 1976 Regular Session of the General
Assembly, all sections of KRS Chapter 21 relating to the
former Court of Appeals were repealed and replaced by KRS
Chapter 21A. Many of the statutory provisions of the old
law were retained with appropriate modifications. How-
ever, certain new provisions included:

] All opinions of the Supreme Court will be pub-
lished. The Supreme Court shall determine which

opinions of the Court of Appeals or the lower court
will be published. P °

.The Court of Justice, upon request of the Chief
Justice to the Governor, is authorized to utilize
the services of the State Police for security assign-

ments where local authorities are in need of assis-
tance.

. A method of payment of retired justices or
judges called to active service under Section
110(5) (b) of the Constitution was adopted.

Tbe Bar Association was granted expanded
authority to obtain evidence in disciplinary cases
involving attorneys.

The Chief Justice

Sections 109, 110 and 116 of the Constitution thrust
a completely new role upon the Chief Justice. The justices
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of the Supreme Court elect one of their number as Chief
Justice for a term of four years. The Chief Justice, as
required by Section 110, is ''the executive head of the
Court of Justice," submits the budget of the court system
to the General Assembly and performs '"all other necessary
administrative functions relating to the court.' This
new authority includes not only the operation of the
courts themselves, but of the offices of the circuit
clerks. At all levels of the Court of Justice, the Chief
Justice is the executive and administrative authority.

The Court of Appeals

One of the major thrusts of the judicial article was
the creation of an intermediate Court of Appeals to speed
the appellate process. This new court operates as a
mobile body, sitting in panels throughout the state in
order that litigants will not experience long delays.

Under Section 111 of the Constitution, the Court of
Appeals initially consists of fourteen judges, two of
whom are elected from each appellate district. In the
future this number may be changed by the General Assembly
upon certification of the necessity for such change by
the Supreme Court. Judges are elected for a term of
eight years at a salary of $37,000 with an increase of
$500 for the chief judge. The Court of Appeals elects a
chief judge from among its members for a four-year term.

The Court of Appeals has appellate jurisdiction
only, but it can be authorized by rule of the Supreme
Court to directly review the decisions of administrative
agencies of the Commonwealth. At this date such authoriza-
tion has not been granted. The court may divide itself
into panels of not less than three judges and meet at any
location in the state. Assignments to panels are made by
the chief judge, and panels decide causes by majority
vote.

Statutory provisions relating to the Court of Appeals
are found primarily in KRS Chapter 22A. These provisions
generally parallel those relating to the Supreme Court
regarding appellate procedure, direction of process,
enforcement of mandates and similar matters. The court
is authorized to use any state, local or federal court
facilities upon appropriate agreement between the Adminis-
trative Director of the Courts and the party concerned.

The Circuit Court

Under the judicial article, the circuit court is the
least changed in terms of function, personnel and other
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factors. Under Section 112 of the Constitution it re-
mains as the court of general trial jurisdiction.

There are, however, some new facets introduced by
the Constitution and by statute that should be noted.
The term of office of a circuit judge is now eight years,
the courts are courts of continuous session and the
concept of chief judge has been introduced. In a single-
judge circuit, the judge is chief judge; in a multi-judge
circuit, the judges elect from their number a chief judge
for a term of two years whose duties are prescribed by
the Supreme Court. If they cannot agree upon a judge
within a reasonable time, the Supreme Court makes the
designation. The circuit judge's salary is $35,000
annually.

) ?he former judicial districts, now known as judicial
circuits, can be increased, decreased or rearranged, and
the number of judges changed by the General Assembly upon

certification by the Supreme Court as to the necessity
for such action.

Circuit courts will continue the same criminal
jurisdiction, but the civil suit minimum limit has been
increased from $500 to $1500. With the exception of
fglony examining trials, concurrent jurisdiction between
circuit and district court has been eliminated. Appellate
jurisdiction will continue, but since trial de novo was
abolished by Section 115 of the Constitution, appeals
will be on the record.

Circuit court appellate jurisdiction in administra-
tive agency case. will continue, except that review of
administrative action will constitute an original action
in the circuit court. This proyision was necessary in
view of the constitutional guarantee of an "appeal to
another court” and the diversity of records produced by
the various agencies.

In order to facilitate implementation of the circuit
court as a court of continuous session, KRS Chapters 23
and 24 were repealed and replaced by Chapter 23A. The
present judicial circuit boundaries and number of judges
were retained. Any sections of the previous chapters
which could applﬁ equally to district or circuit court
were placed in the new KRS Chapter 26A.

Circuit court will continue to meet in the court-

house or other county facility and will be served by the
sheriff for security and bailiff purposes. Space for
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holding court will be leased from the county or other
unit of local government. Circuit judges will have a
secretary and may appoint a court reporter. Other per-
sonnel for a circuit court must be authorized by the
Chief Justice through the Administrative Office of the
Courts.

The District Court

The district court is the court of limited juris-
diction which replaces police, magistrate's, and quar-
terly courts. District court will be held in each county
in the state and may be held in various locations within
a county. The judicial districts are coterminous with
the circuits, with the General Assembly having the power
to rearrange, reduce or increase the districts on certifi-
cation of necessity by the Supreme Court.

District judges are elected for a term of four years
at an annual salary of $27,500. To be eligible to serve
as district judge, one must have been a resident of the
district for two years and a licensed attorney for at
least two years. The chief judge system is also appli-
cable to the district court, with the chief judge serving
a two-year term in multi-judge districts. At this time,
district judges will be members of the Kentucky Retire-
ment Systems rather than the Judicial Retirement System.

Section 113 of the Constitution specifies that in
any county without a resident district judge, a trial
commissioner must be appointed. The trial commissioner
shall be an attorney if one is qualified and available;
otherwise, lay persons may be appointed. The appointment
is made by the chief district judge, but the duties will
be specified by the Supreme Court. At present the pro-
posed rules for trial commissioners issued by the Supreme
Court envision a part-time position with limited juris-
diction including examining trials, acceptance of guilty
pleas in cases where the fine is $100 or less, issuance
of warrants, emergency juvenile issues, uncontested
probate and similar matters.

Civil jurisdiction of the district court is limited
to cases not exceeding $1500. It will not have juris-
diction in cases involving contested probate, equity or
land titles. Criminal jurisdiction includes misdemeanors
(regardless of the amount of fine which can be imposed),
city, county and urban-county ordinance cases, and
traffic matters. The juvenile jurisdiction of the count
judge will be transferred to the district court. It wil
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be possible for the district court, if authorized by
statute, to adjudicate the decisions of local adminis-
trative boards. However, at this time, such authoriza-
tion has not been granted.

District court is a court of record and of continu-
ous session, KRS Chapter 24A, stating the jurisdictigz
of the district court, specifically permits the court to
be held at such times and locations, including nights,
weekends, and holidays, as may be convenient to the
public. The primary method of record making in the
district court will be by standardized forms and elec-
tronic recording. District court may be held in county
courthouses, other county facilities, municipal facili-
tles, state-owned facilities or in private facilities
whgre public ones are not available. Security for dis-
trict court will be provided by the sheriff unless the
court is held in a municipal facility, in which case the
city police will provide the service.

Court Clerks

The Clerk of the Supreme Court is prese
elect?d state official, gut Sections 115 andniéz 32 the
Constitution provide that the position will become ap-
pointive at the close of the present term of office. The
Supreme Court will then appoint a clerk to serve at its
pleasure; compenzation shall be fixed by the General

ﬁifembly and duties will be prescribed by statute and
e.

The Clerk of the Court of Appeals is appointed
that court to serve at its pleasuge. Duringpthe iniggal
organization of the Court of Appeals, the Clerk of the
Supreme Court served as clerk of both cuurts, but an
appointment has been made and plans are being formulated

to trgnsfer the staff and records of the court to a new
location. .

The circuit clerk will serve as the clerk of both
the circuit and district courts. All files and records
relating to matters to be handled by district court will
be transferred to the circuit clerk. As in the past
circuit clerks will be elected for a term of six eafs
but are deémed to be state officers. Deputy clerks will
be subject'to the jui.yuial personnel system’ adimninistered
by-the.Adminlstrative Office of the Courts. In addition
to their court duties, circuit clerks will continue to
sell motor vehicle operators' and boat licenses.
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Small Claims

The 1976 Special Session of the General Assembly en-

acted a small claims statute, Senate Bill 10 (KRS 24A.200 -

24A.360), creating within the district court a small
claims division. Claims not exceeding $500 are to be
decided by simplified procedures without the necessity of
counsel; however, attorneys are not prohibited from
appearing. To reduce the possibility of abuse, certain
groups such as lending institutions and collection
agencies, are barred from utilizing the division. Addi-
tionally, no party may file more thai 25 claims per year
in the divison.

Jury Management

During the 1976 Special Session, through House Bill
23, the General Assembly repealed KRS Chapter 29 and cre-
ated KRS Chapter 29A relating to juries and jury manage-
ment. Among the features of the new act are provisions
for jury pooling for both circuit and district court, use
of a random method for selection of jurors designed to
reduce the chance of tampering, and the creation of three
types of grand jury. 1In addition to the regular grand
jury, an "additional regular grand jury'" may be impaneled
when the business cannot be completed during the life of
the initial grand jury. A special grand jury may be
impaneled for a 90-day period, extendable for like periods
by the chief circuit judge, for investigations which
would prove too lengthy to be considered by the regular
grand jury.

Disqualification of Judges

Under a provision of House Bill 23 passed during the
Special Session, justices, judges, or master commisioners
must automatically disqualify themselves if relatives or
business partners are appearing before them as attorneys,
or if they have various other statutorily prohibited
interests in a case. 1In the event an attorney in a case
is a rilative, the disqualification may be waived by
stipulation of counsel. Where other conflict or bias may
be present but not covered by the automatic disqualifi-
cation, application to the Chief Justice for removal of
the judge may be filed with the circuit clerk. 1In the
event of a disqualification for any reason, any regular
or retired justice or judge of the Court of Justice may
be appointed to hear the case. Use of attorneys as
judges by agreement will no longer be available.

b4

Nomination and Election of Judges

During the 1976 Regular Session of the General
Assembly, KRS Chapter 118A was enacted in response to the
need for a nonpartisan method of judicial elections. For
the most part, the procedures of the general election law
(KRS Chapter 118) were followed as a model. All judicial
candidates must file a nonpartisan petition for nomina-
tion, signed by two qualified voters from their district,
with the Secretary of State not less than 55 days before
the primary election. At the primary election, all
persons who are registered voters may vote regardless of
party affiliation or the lack thereof. The number of
candidates for any judicial office is reduced to two, who
are then certified to the general election. There is a
separate space on voting machines and on paper ballots
for judicial elections and no party or other designation
is permitted.

The Uniform Traffic Citation

During the Special Session, House Bill 21 was en-
acted as a result of studies indicating that there has
been great diversity in the issuance of traffic citations
and the reporting of traffic matters. It requires the
use of a uniform traffic citation throughout the state.
This citation will be designed by the State Police and
the Department of Transportation and then approved by the
Supreme Court. It will be issued to all law enforcement
officers throughout the Commonwealth, with circuit clerks
maintaining records of accountability for the citations.
During the process of enactment, several amendments were
made to the bill. Among these are the uniform speeding
fine schedule which calls for specified fines for speeds
up to 25 miles per hour (2C mph in 55 mph zones) over the
speed limit. 1In order to reduce the caseload of district
court, the statute provides that persons desiring to
plead guilty without going to court may do so by paying
the fine to the circuit clerk in advance of the trial
date, and receive 50% reduction in court costs. Another
added feature was the deletion of speeding points for
speeds up to 70 miles per hour on limited access highways.

Speedy Civil Judgment Act

During the Special Session the General Assembly
enacted House Bill 8, now KRS 454,350, which calls on all
judges to “when at all pgssible, issue a written judgment
or order in all civil actions which have been submitted
for final adjudication within ninety days from the date
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the action was taken under submission.'" When this cannot
be done the judge must report monthly to the Chief Justice
the cases which have not been acted upon and the reacons
therefor. Commissioners and hearing officers who must
make findings or other reports to a judge must meet a

similar requirement.
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PRETRIAL SERVICES

Through the enactment of House Bills 254 and 544 by
the Regular Session of the 1976 Kentucky General Assem-
bly, the Administrative Office of the Courts was given
the responsibility of designing and implementing a state-
wide program of pretrial release and investigation ser-
vices for each of the state's trial courts. This was one
of the most significant projects undertaken by the Admin-
istrative Office of the Courts during 1976.

Initially, observational visits were made to pre-
trial programs in Washington, D. C., and Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania, in order to orient the development staff to
the nature and the operational complexities of pretrial
programs. The design of the Kentucky program was pri-
marily influenced by these programs and the highly suc-
cessful local pretrial project which had operated in
Lexington for the previous four years.

During May and June the program design was refined,
forms were developed, proposed amendments to Section Four
(bail) of the Rules of Criminal Procedure were presented
to the Supreme Court, a training manual was developed and
statewide staffing selection was accomplished. A series
of training and orientation seminars for the staff mem-
bers was held during the first two weeks of June to
assure that the agency would be in full operation on June
19, 1976.

The narrative below details the operations of the
pretrial agency. A summary statistical report covering
the 1976 calendar year follows the program narrative.

Statutory Requirements

Legislation (KRS 431.520) delineates those alterna-
tive methods of release available to the trial judge,
while emphasizing that accused individuals may be re-
leased on their own personal recognizance or upon the
execution of an unsecured bail bond. If the trial judge
feels that in a given case one of these two methods is
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not sufficient to insure the defendant's appearance, he
may place restrictions on travel, place of abode, and
associations; order the accused released to the custody
of a third person; require the execution of a bail bond;
or impose any other reasonable condition of release. The
bail bond may be secured by property, securities or cash.
In the discretion of the court, the defendant may post
the full cash amount of the bond, which will be fully
refunded at the time of his final appearance. He may be
required to post only 1U% of the bond with the court, and
when he completes all of his appearances he will receive
90% of his deposit back.

This 107 dep.sit system has also been applied to
common traffic offenses. The Kentucky Supreme Court has
promulgated a uniform bail schedule for traffic offenses
and ‘idnor misdemeanors. After his booking at a jail, a
defendant may automatically post a 107 bond if he has
been arrested for an offense listed on the uniform sche-
dule. This procedure has minimized the time that people
must stay in detention.

Administration

The responsibility of administering the pretrial
services program rests with the judicial branch of govern-
ment. Authority over the program has been statutorily
placed in the Administrative Office of the Courts (KRS
27A.020).

The Pretrial Services Agency has been structured
along the lines of the judicial circuits. The state's
three major population centers (Louisville, Lexington,
and Covington) have staffs adequate to provide 24-hour,
7-day-a-week service, In the rural areas, a single
pretrial officer has been found adequate to serve a two,
three or four county circuit. The statewide program,
while as decentralized as possible, is directed by a
three-member central staff working out of Frankfort.

The central staff is able to coordinate the statewide
program and make reasonable adjustments when problems
arise. It provides a vehicle through which statewide
statistics on the program's operation can be collected
and evaluated. This staff also provides supervision and
assistance to the local programs. For example, it has
conducted personnel time utilization studies for the
three urban programs. These studies will help these pro-
grams schedule their personnel more effectively and
follow more efficient office procedures.
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A forum for the advancement of community ideas
regarding pretrial release has been created in each
county. Advisory boards composed of community leaders
and justice officials meet regularly in each county and
discuss the policies, procedures and any deficiencies
existing in the local program. These boards provide the
necessary local consultation to insure the program is
responsive to the community's needs.

The agency administering pretrial services basically
assists the trial bench in reaching a purely judicial
decision, by serving as a neutral information gathering
arm of the court. It does not function as an advocate
for either the defendant or the Commonwealth. The agency
provides verified information for use by the trial bench
in reaching a knowledgeable release decision.

Considerable executive department support has been
rendered to the pretrial services program. The Bureau of
Kentucky State Police has cooperated in the areas of
criminal history verification and fugitive apprehension.
The Bureau has provided 24-hour, 7-day-a-week, service
for pretrial officers across the state to whom the records
of the central depository are available by telephone.
Further, the State Police have established a uniform
procedure for apprehending those who fail to appear for
their court hearings. This latter effort has resulted in
very few individuals jumping bail and remaining at large
in the community.

Operating Procedure

The basic procedure utilized by the agency is patterned
after the American Bar Association Standards for Criminal
Justice and several recognizance projects operating
throughout the United States. After an arrested person
is booked by the appropriate law enforcement agency, he
is given the opportunity to be interviewed by a pretrial
officer. He may accept or decline this opportunity. The
interviewer col{ects data pertaining to the family,
community and economic ties of the defendant. After the
information is gathered from the arrestee, the pretrial
officer verifies it and checks the defendant’s past
criminal record. Once the information is verified, it is
given to the appropriate trial judge, who magkes the
release decision.

Once the release decision is made, the pretrial
officer routinely notifies each defendant of his court
appearance date, and monitors his appearance. If an
individual fails to appear, and if he cannot be located
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by the pretrial officer, law enforcement agencies are
notified. In most instances, the pretrial officer will

secure a bail jumping warrant against the defendant who
fails to appear. '

. If the defendant declines his opportunity to be
interviewed, is found ineligible by the program, or is
rejected by the trial judge for recognizance release, he
may be released by any of the alternative methods spelled
out in the statute. Statutorily (KRS 431.520), he also
has the right to have the release decision reviewed after

24 hours if he remains incarcerated.

Preliminary Results

The Pre?rial Services Agency began operation on June
19, 1976. Since thex, roughly one-fourth of all incar-
cerated persons in the Commonwealth have secured their
release prior to trial without having to place a monetar
deposit, and jail populations have decreased throughout
Kentucky. Although accurate figures were not kept by the
commercial bonding companies on the rate at which their
clleqts jumped bail, testimony given during legislative
hearings indicated a range of between 27, and 25%. The
pretrial agency has recorded an appearance rate exceeding
98% during its first six months of operation. Further
in urban Jefferson County, fewer than 5% of those re-
leased through the agency were arrested for a second
offense while on program release.

The following cumulative report of pretrial services

;2§iects the agency's activity during the 1976 calendar
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CUMULATIVE REPORT OF PRETRIAL SERVICES
JULY - DECEMBER, 1976

Standardized summary statistical information has
been obtained which reflects the activity of the Pretrial
Services Agency for the period of July through December
1976. This information has been compiled from the indi-
vidual reports reflecting agency activity on a monthly
basis.

The standardized reporting form used by the local
pretrial officers to report statistical information to
the central office was changed in September. Juveniles,
mentally incapacitated persons, dismissed charges prior
to trial, and persons charged with escape were not accu-
rately reported in July and August because of an error in
the reporting form. Accordingly, many of the 'others"
listed on line 17, Section III-B, are juveniles and
others excluded from program consideration. As a result,
the program contact rate figure discussed below is some-
what lower than it was actually.

Program Activity

During the months of July through December 1976, it
is reported that 101,323 individuals were arrested and
placed in custody in Kentucky. Information regarding
total arrests was obtained by local pretrial officers
from law enforcement agencies and jail facilities.

Of those individuals arrested and placed in custody,
28,575 (28% of the total arrested) were interviewed by
local pretrial officers to collect verified bail-setting
information for use by the trial bench.

There are various reasons why an arrested person
would not be interviewed by a local pretrial officer.
For example, persons detained on a capias, probation and
parole holder, outstanding warrants, or federal charges,
as well as juveniles and mentally incapacitated persons
are not interviewed by the officers. Further, those who
are not residents of the area, or who refuse the opportunity
to be interviewed, are excluded from program considerationm.
Many intoxicants are also contacted by the agency, but
have their cases disposed of prior to a follow-up interview.

Subtracting these individuals from the total number
of persons arrested and placed in custody reveals a
program contact rate of 407% (number interviewed divided
by number arrested less exclusions).
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A total of 72,748 arrested persons were not interviewed

by the program during this period. A complete breakdown
of the methods of release of those not interviewed, and

reasons for non-interview is presented in section III of
the attached exhibit.

Court Acceptance

0f the 28,575 persons interviewed by local pretrial
officers during this period, 20,468 (72%) were found
eligible for recognizance release. An individual is
considered eligible only on the basis of verified informa-
tion applied to an objective point scale which stresses
the individual's family, community and economic ties.

The following breakdown of those found eligible is
presented:

A. Number of defendants found eligible: 20,468

B. Number found eligible but released prior to
presentation: 642

C. Number of eligible defendants presented:
19,826

D. Number released through program by judiciary:
15,405 (78% of those presented, 15% of those
arrested)

1. Number recognized: 12,943 (84% of those
released through program; 657 of those
presented; 637 of those eligible; 45% of
those interviewed; 137% of those arrested)

2, Number released on unsecured bond: 2,012
(13% of those released through program;
10% of those presented; 10% of those
eligible, 7% of those interviewed; 2% of
those arrested)

3. Number released on nonfinancial conditions:
450 (3% of those released through program,;
2% of those presented; 27 of those eligi-
ble; 2% of those interviewed; 4% of those
arrested)

E. Number rejected by judiciary: 4,421

Of the 8,107 persons found ineligible for presentation

after the interview,non-monetary release was granted for
1,223,

-52-

During this period, 103 individuals had thei i-
zance revoked by the judiciary, 19 individuals hag Eﬁgggnl
conditional releases revoked by the judiciary. and 16

individuals had their un r Tond
judicliary. secured bail bonds revoked by the

Services Provided

. A primary service the agency can provide

1s to insure that those releasedypriorpto triaithgzzghat
the places anq times required by the court, During the
six month period, 413 persons released through the pro-
gram falled to appear (FTA) as ordered. Three hundred
and eighty had been recognized, 18 were released on

unsecured bail bonds and 15 wer i
: _bail e released on - -
cial conditions. non-finan

In a 197% survey, the Office of Emplo ent O -
tunity ident&fied.37 different ways thag p¥2trialpggg-
grams were recording FTA Rates. This agency's FTA rate
1s presented below in three ways:

A, 1.86% of required court appearances;

B. 2.68% of those released through the programs;

and

C. 2.94% of those recognized through the program.

Of these 413 persons who failed to a i i
: k ppear in the
?onth period, 127 had not yet been apprehegded on JanuZ;;
i 1977. One hundred and ten of the fugitives were
efore the court on misdemeanor charges, and 17 on felonies.

Therefore, the program outstanding fueiti :
’ ugltiv
presented as: & g e rate is

A, 0.57% of required court appearances;
B. 0.82% of those released through the program;

C. 2.34% of those recognized through the program;
n

30.75% of those failing to
program. g to appear through the

An analysis of individuals not apprehended, by
offensg, reveals that a large majority (94%) are cgarged
with misdemeanors. The following list breaks down by

fgggge those 127 persons not apprehended on January 1

]
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1. Alcohol related o ) v
(includes DWI, public intoxi-
cation and disorderly conduct)

2. Theft by Unlawful Taking 21
(less than $100)

3. Traffic Violations - 19
4. Theft by Unlawful Taking 14
(Greater than $100) (Felony)

5. Miscellaneous Misdemeanors 13
6. Assault, 3rd 8
7. Wanton Endangerment - lst 2

(Felony)
8. Assault - lst (Felony) 1
127

A primary service provided to the community by this
agency is the identification of persons who are arrested
for a second offense while on program release. Statisti-
cal data are avallable in this regard for Jefferson

County. Of the 4,167 persons released through the program

since July 1, 1976, a total of 196 have been rearrested
prior to trial. Therefore, a cumulative rearrest rate of
4.7% has been experienced in Jefferson County since the
program began.

Spirit of the Statute

The spirit of HB 254 is that arrested persons should
be released prior to trial without having to place a
monetary deposit. A total of 23,961 arrestees were )
released on recognizance, unsecured bond and nonfinancial
conditions either with or without the agency during the
second half of 1976. This figure represents 247 of all
persons arrested in the Commonwealth during the period.
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III.

PRETRIAL SERVICES REPORT
JULY - DECEMBER, 1976

. Number of defendants arrested and placed

in custody 101,323

Number of defendants completely inter-
viewed 28,575

Number eligible for personal recognizance
release after interview 20,468

Number eligible but released prior to
presentation 642

Number of eligible defendants presented to
judiciary 19,826

Number of these defendants released on
personal recognizance 12,943

NMumber of these defendants released on
unsecured bond 2,012

Number of these defendants released on
nonfinancial conditions 450

Number rejected for personal recogni-
zance release, unsecured bond or non-
financial conditions by the judiciary

4,421

Number ineligible for personal recognizance
release after interview 8,107

Number of these defendants released on
personal recognizance 376

Number of these defendants released on
unsecured bond 604

Number of these defendants released on
nonfinancial conditions 243

Number of defendants not interviewed (or only
partially interviewed)

A. Excluded from program consideration
1. Capias 1,846
2, Probation and parole holder 778
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3. Other outstanding warrant 1,343 ) IV. Number of defendants failing to appear
released on personal recognizance through
5. Juveniles 2,888 Voluntary surrender 103
6. Nonresident or out of area 5,750 Rearrested by State Police 3
7. Federal charge 1,035 Rearrested by other than State Police 66
8. Charged with escape 179 Not yet apprehended 162
9. FTA on prior release on recog- Other ' 46
nizance 194 .
) TOTAL FOR SECTION 1V 380
10. Other reasvns for automatic
exclusion previously approved by V. Number of defendants failing to appear on
central office 893

nonfinancial conditions released through

the Agenc
Those not interviewed because of release EEny
prior to arrival of Pretrial Officer Voluntary surrender 4
11. Released on personal recognizance ' Rearrested by State Police -
by judiciary prior to interview 3,593

Rear ted b ther than State Poli:e -
12. Released on unsecured bond by carrestec by other than sta ©
judiciary prior to interview 3,414 Not yet apprehended ' 8
13. Released on gogfinanc%al condi- Other 5
tions by judiciary prior to
interview | 321 TOTAL FOR SECTION V | 15

14. Released on bond by judiciary VI. Number of defendants failing to appear on
pricr to interview 11,948 \

— unsecured bonds released through the Agency

15. Charges dismissed prior to . Voluntary Surrender l‘,

initial appearance 528
16. Plead guilty and paid fine at : Rearrested by State Police . )

jail 18,774 Rearrested by other than State Police 5
17. Other . 4,020 Not yet apprehended 7
Those not interviewed, yet contacted ‘ 2
by Pretrial Officer Other

) <
18. Refused interview 4,447 ' TOTAL FOR SECTION VI 18
. . . . VII. Number of scheduled court appearances of

19.  Habitually intoxicated and arraigned , defendants released on personal recognizance

prior to follow-up interview 8,726 : through the Agency 19,719
20, Other 1,472
TOTAL FOR SECTION III 72,748
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VIII.

IX.

XI.

XII.

XIIT.

XIV.

Number of scheduled court appearances of
defendants released through the Agency on
non-financial conditions

Number of scheduled court appearances of
defendants on unsecured bond released
through the Agency

. Number of defendants who failed to appear

not released through the Agency

Number of defendants whose release on
personal recognizance was revoked by the
Judiciary

Number of defendants whose release on
unsecured bonds was revoked by the Judiciary

Number of defendants whose release on
nonfinancial conditions was revoked by
the Judiciery

Total number of defendants released on
107% bond

. Total number of defendants released accor-

ding to the uniform bond schedule
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1,072

1,449

1,135

103

16

19

7,945

7,806

g«a;aw/né %ﬂe«m 1785




JUDTCIAL NOMINATING COMMISSIONS

Section 118 of the judicial article provides that a
vacancy in the Court of Justice shall be filled by ap-
pointment by the Governor from a list of three names
presented to him by the appropriate Judicial Nominating
Commission. If the Governor fails to make an appointment
within 60 days, the appointment is made by the Chief
Justice from the list of three nominees. There is one
nominating commission for the Supreme Court and the Court
of Appeals, one for each judicial circuit and one for
each judicial district unless the circuit and district
have the same boundary; in this case, only one commission
serves the circuit and district. At the present time,
boundaries of the judicial circuits and districts are co-
extensive.

The Chief Justice of the Supreme Court is chairman
of all judicial nominating commissions. The other six
persons include two members of the Bar, elected by their
fellow members, and four persons appointed by the Gover-
nor, two from each of the two political parties of the
Commonwealth having the largest number of voters. A
member of a nominating commission must be a resident of
the circuit or district he represents and may not hold
any other public office or office in a political party or
organization. The 1976 General Assembly passed legisla-
tion providing that members of a nominating commission
shall hold office for a term of four years and until such
time as their successors are appointed or elected.
Members receive no compensation for their services but
are entitled to their necessary expenses for each day
spent in the performance of their duties.

The Administrative Office of the Courts is responsi-
ble for administrative support of and maintains the
records of the various nominating commissions. The costs
of maintenance of records and other support provided by
the Administrative Office of the Courts, necessary ex-
penses incurred by members of the Commission and election

of the representatives of the Bar, are payable out of the
State Treasury.
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The first judiceial nominatiné commission required to
submit a list of nominees to the Governor was the Judi-
cial Nominating Commission for the Supreme Court and the
Court of Appeals. Under the judicial article, judges of
the old Court of Appeals became justices of the new
Supreme Court on January 1, 1976. This resulted in 14
vacancies on the new Court of Appeals, two in each of

the seven appellate districts.

The members of the Kentucky Bar Association elected
Professor Robert G. Lawson of the University of Kentucky
College of Law in Lexington and tuae Lonorable Ben T.
Cooper, a practicing attorney in Louisville, as their
representatives to the Commission. Governor Julian M.
Carroll appointed Mr. Frank R. Paxton of Paducah, Mr. L.
D. Gorman of Hazard, Mr. John E. White of Manchester and
Mr. Austin Mann of Burlington.

The Commission considered questionnaires submitted
by more than 80 members of the Kentucky Bar Association.
In late June, it submitted to the Governor a list of 42
names to fill the 14 vacancies. On August 17, 1976,
Governor Carroll named 14 new judges who were required to
stand for election in the November 1976, general elec-
tion. Four of the original appointees were defeated.

Two vacancies on the circuit court level were occa-
sioned by the elevation of circuit judges to the Court of
Appeals. In addition to the Chief Justice, the Judicial
Nominating Commission for the Twenty-Second Judicial
Circuit (Lexington, Fayette County) includes Mr. W. Van
Meter Alford and Mr. Robert M. Houlihan, ‘attorneys elec-
ted by members of the Bar Association, and Mr. Thomas
Buckner, Mrs. Paula DeBoor, Mrs. Mary Preston and Mr. Roy
Tolliver, lay persons appointed by the Governor. In
October 1976, the Nominating Commission sent three names
to the Governor to £ill the vacancy created when Judge
James Park, Jr. was named to the Court of Appeals. On
November 4, 1976, Governor Carroll appointed the Honor-
able James E. Keller of Lexington.

The Judicial Nominating Commission for the Thirtieth
Judicial Circuit (Louisville, Jefferson County) is com-
posed of Mr. Bert T. Combs and Mr. William W. Lawrence,
who represent the Bar, and Mr. James J. Hannan, Mr.
Julius E. Price, Sr., Mrs. Dan C. Byck, Sr., and Mr.
Robert W. Marshall, each appointed by the Governor. On
November 17, 1976, Governor Carroll appointed the Honor-
able Benjamin F. Shobe of Louisville from the list of
three names sent to him by the Commission to fill the

vacancy created by the elevation of Judge Boyce F. Martin,
Jr., to the Court of Appeals.
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At the end of December 1976, the Judicial Nominating
Commission for the Thirtieth Judicial Circuit was in the
process of evaluating questionnaires submitted by persons
interested in filling the vacancy created by the election
of Judge John P. Hayes to the Court of Appeals in Novem-
ber 1976.

THE JUDICIAL RETIREMENT AND REMOVAL COMMISSION

An important provision of the judicial article was
implemented on December 7, 1976, when the Judicial Re-
tirement and Removal Commission held its first meeting in
the Conference Room of the Supreme Court. Historically,
justices and judgés in Kentucky could be removed only by
the process of impeachment. The new Commission has the
power, after notice and hearing, to order the retirement
for disability, suspension without pay or removal for
good cause of any justice of the Supreme Court or judge
of the Court of Appeals, circuit court or district court.
It may also issue a private reprimand or public censure
to any justice or judge of the Court of Justice.

When the Commission receives a written verified com-
plaint concerning the conduct of a judge, it may order a
preliminary investigation to determine whether formal
proceedings should be initiated. Notice of the investi-
gation is given to the judge. According to the rules of
the Supreme Court under which the Commission operates,
the complainant's identity is kept confidential during
the initial investigation. If the Commission concludes
that formal proceedings should be initiated, it notifies
the judge in question, who may file an answer to the
charge. After a final hearing, the Commission makes
written findings of fact and conclusions c¢f law, which:
are subject to review by the Supreme Court.

Under Section 121 of the judicial article, the Com-
mission is composed of six members, five of whom are pre-
sently serving. The members are Judge Harris Howard,
Seventh Appellate District, a judge of the Court of
Appeals, Prestonsburg, Kentucky; Judge N. Mitchell Meade,
Fayette Circuit Court, a judge of the circuit court,
Lexington, Kentucky; Judge Amos Eblen, a practicing
lawyer in Lexington, Kentucky, a member of the Bar ap-
pointed by its governing body, who is Chairman of the
Commission; and two persons, not members of the Bench or
Bar, appointed by the Governor from each of the two
political parties having the largest number of registered
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voters, Ms. Chloe Gifford, retired from the University of
Kentucky and former President of the General Federation
of Women's Clubs, Lexington, Kentucky; and Mr. Maurice
Johnson, Chairman of the Board of the Citizens Fidelity
Corporation, Louisville, Kentucky. The sixth member, a
judge of the district court to be elected by a majority
vote of the district judges, will not serve until the
district courts are implemented in January 1978.

The staff of the Commission consists of an Executive

Secretary, Mr. Paul A. Willis, a secretary, and several
part-time investigators. o
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FINANCING THE COQURTS

Presently, the financing of the courts is a combina-
tion of state and local responsibility. This makes it
difficult to determine exact expenditures for the opera-
tion of all the courts in the Commonwnalth. A parallel
problem is the determination of revenue collected by the
courts. Under the present system, the revenues flow to
the state, counties and cities for financing the opera-
tion of the courts. Beginning in January 1978, all of
the expenditures of the unified court system will be paid
by the state and revenues collected for the courts will
be transmitted to the state's General Fund. Therefore,
there follows an overview of the state support of the
Court of Justice for the current biennium and the esti-
mated annual revenues that will be generated under the
unified court system.

State Support of the Court of Justice

The state support of the Court of Justice for the
1976-78 biennium is approximately $30 million. The 1976
Regular Session of the General Assembly appropriated $18
million for the support of the Supreme Court, Court of
Appeals, Administrative Office of the Courts and the
Circuit Court Judges. In December, the 1976 Extraordinary
Session appropriated approximately $12 million for the
implementation of district courts and the inclusion of
the circuit clerks in the state system on January 2,
1978. The accompanying charts compare the Court of
Justice budget with the total state budget and the dis-
tribution of the Court of Justice budget for fiscal years
1976-77 and 1977-78.
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Fiscal Year 1976-77

1. TOTAL STATE GENERAL FUND APPROPRIATION 3. COURT OF JUSTICE BUDGET
Federal and
General Agency Matching Total
Fund Receipts Funds Funds
Supreme Court $ 915,780 $ 915,780
Total . .
Court of Justice Clerk of
Administrative
3 Office of the
_— ]} Courts 1,098,600 1,098,600
Court of
Appeals 1,721,320 1,721,320
Clerk of
Court of
Appeals 157,000 157,000
Circuit Court 5,496,920 5,496,920
Judicial
] : Retirement
Total General Fund Court of Justice Board 41,100 41,100
9,836,920
$1,293,000,000 $9,836,9 Poard of Bar .
2. DISTRIBUTION OF COURT OF JUSTICE GENERAL FUND APPROPRIATIONS Examiners $71,600 71,600
Clerk of Supreme Court -=---- | prmmm——— Clerk of Court of Appeals Federal Grants 250,000 $2,250,000 2,500,000
]
Federal Fund Projects --, ! y---- Judicial Retirement Board Totals $9,836,920 $71,600 $2,250,000 $12,157,520
[} ]

Supreme

Court --------- ~=-- Circuit Court

Court of
Appeals
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Fiscal Year 1977-78

1. TOTAL STATE GENERAL FUND APPROPRIATION

Total ]
General Fund Court of Justice
Appropriation Appropriation

1.5%

Court of Justice

$19,938,265

Total General Fund
$1,375,158,600
9. DISTRIRUTION OF COURT OF JUSTICE GENERAL FUND APPROPRIATIONS

Clerk of Court of Appeals
Judicial Retirement Board

Federal Projects

Clerk of Supreme
Court

& ‘.i .-‘ . .
Local Facilities - Circuit Court

Fund ~---->---
'
Court of
Appeals ---|
-~ Clerk of Circuit

AOC -—-~memmmmmm and District

Courts
District Court -=-==----
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3. COURT OF JUSTICE BUDGET*

Supreme Court

Clerk of
Supreme Court

Administrative
Office of the
Courts

Court of
Appeals

Clerk of
Court of
Appeals

Circuit Court
District Court

Clerk of
Circuit and
District Court

Judicial
Retirement
System/Board

Board of Bar
Examiners
71,300

Local
Facilities
Fund

Federal
Projects

Totals

Federal and

General Agency Matching Total
Fund Receipts Funds Funds
939,180 $ 939,180
159,100 159,100
1,622,200 1,622,200
1,503,720 1,503,720
192,300 192,300
6,032,520 6,032,520
2,207,500 2,297,500
5,748,545 5,748,545
43,200 43,200
$71,300
1,150,000 1,150,000
250,000 $2,250,000 2,500,000

$19,938,265 §71,300 $2,250,0C00 $22,259,565

*Funding for the District Court, the Clerk of Circuit and
District Court and the Local Facilities Fund are for only
six (6) months of FY 1977-78.
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II. Court Generated Revenue

The 1976 Special Session of the General Assembly ‘ \ .
adopted a uniform filing fee and court cost structure
which will apply to the circuit and district courts on
January 2, 1978. It is estimated that the trial courts
will collect approximately $27 million annually. A

breakdown éf the estimated revenues is as follows: Programs and PrOjECtS

REVENUES

Filing Fee Costs Fines Total
Circuit Courts $3,581,415 $ 427,170 $§ 470,000 $ 4,478,585
District Court 1,258,865 12,025,528 9,300,000 22,584,293

TOTALS $4,840,180 $12,452,698 $9,770,000 $27,062,878

The primary financing of the Supreme Court, the
Court of Appeals, the circuit courts and the Administra-
tive Office of the Courts is from General Fund support.
The appellate courts historically generate very little
revenue from the appeal process. The majority of the
revenue generated by the court system is from the trial
courts. The projecced annualized funding of the trial
courts, based upon their present level of General Fund
support, will be approximately $23 million, whereas the
estimated revenue presented by the trial courts will be
$27 million.
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PROGRAMS AND PROJECTS

During the calendar year 1976, there were several
on-going programs and projects undertaken by the Admin-
istrative Office of the Courts, some of which were com
pleted prior to the end of the year and others which were
in preliminary planning stages.

Rules of Court

It is generally agreed that the lower tier of a two-
tier appellate court system should handle appeals invol-
ving the correction of trial court error, while the cases
which involve constitutional or statutory interpretation
or which forge new frontiers of the law should go to the
Supreme Court. It is also generally agreed that the
procedures in the lower tier can be simpler than those in
the high court. In view of the different functions of
the two courts and the constitutional mandate for 'expedi-
tious and inexpensive appeals,' it was determined that
the court rules governing appeals should be revised.

Appellate Court Rules

A tentative set of rules was drawn up by the staff
of the Administrative Office of the Courts, incorporating
some of the innovative schemes in use in other jurisdic-
tions or proposed by various writers in the field.
Professor Daniel Meador of the University of Virginia Law
School and Judge Winslow Christian of the California
Court of Appeals came to Frankfort in April 1976 for a
one-day conference to examine and criticize the proposed
draft. This technical assistance was provided by tﬁe
American University.

After revising the draft to incorxporate their sug-
gestions, the package was submitted to the Rules Committee
of the Xentucky Supreme Court, consisting of Justices
John S. Palmore, Chairman, James B. Stephenson and Pleas
Jones. The Rules Committee requested certain changes and
additions. The rules were resubmitted and adopted by the
court. The major changes made by the court consisted of
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making the rules applicable to appeals from district
court to circuit court as well as those from circuit
court to the Court of Appeals and the Supreme Court.
Anendments were made to the Rules of Civil Procedure,
Rules of Criminal Procedure and Rules of Appellate Pro-
cedure to effect conformity to the language of the judi-
cial article.

Pretrial Release and Bail Bond Rules

Three other rules projects were -indertaken. The
first of these was a major project, consisting of rules
to implement Kentucky's new bail bond law which outlawed
commercial bonding companies and created a pretrial
release program within the court system.

Judicial Nominating Commissions and Judicial Retirement
and Removal Commission Rules

The second project concerned rules for the elections
by the Kentucky Bar Association of representatives on the
various judicial nominating commissions, and the third
consisted of operating and procedural rules for the
Judicial Retirement and Removal Commission.

Judicial Education

" Evidence Manual

Evidence questions often confront a judge on the
bench and require quick and accurate decisions. Any tool
a judge can utilize to assist this decision-making pro-
cess helps promote the entire system of justice. With
this in mind, the Administrative Office of the Courts
published the Kentucky Evidence Law Handbook for dis-
tribution tc the Court of Justice.

The book was authored by Robert G. Lawson, Professor
of Law, University of Kentuciy, whose expertise in evi-
dence law is well-known throughout the Commonwealth.
Professor Lawson's concept was not to write an exhaustive
treatise on evidence law, but to provide a "handy court-
room tool" and a "point of embarkation for judges and
practitioners in their nearly continuous effort to find
quick answers to evidence issues."

The material is contained in a loose-leaf binder to
allow for easy updating and has both a topical index and
a case index. The evidence law is grouped by subject
matter and each section is headed by briefly stating the
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law pertaining to that subject. This is followed by a
commentary on the points of law, citing over 400 Kentucky
case laws authorities.

Because the practitioner is integral to the system
of justice, the handbook was made available to attorneys
at cost. Response to the book by members of the Bar was
exceptionally good.

" Judicial Conference

During 1976, twoc judicial conferences were held for
the judges of the Court of Justice. On May 10 and 11, a
conference was held at the Galt House in Louisville,
Kentucky. The agenda for the conference included speakers
on shock probation, fair trial-free press, judicial
ethics, courts and the community, and a discussion of the
newly implemented pretrial release program. A meeting of
the Kentucky Circuit Judges Association was also held at
this time. Another judicial conference was held November
11 and 12 at the Campbell House Inn in Lexington, Ken-
tucky. The primary topic of discussion was the imple-
mentation of the judicial article. The judges were
divided into small groups to comment and make recommenda-
tions on legislation relating to the district courts
which had been drafted by the staff of the Administrative
Office of the Courts.

The keynote speaker at the conference was the Honor-
able Julian M. Carroll, Governor of the Commonwealth of
Kentucky. He spoke on "Special Session - Implementation
of the Judicial Article." The Kentucky Evidence Law
Handbook was distributed at the Conference, and the

+Circuit Judges Association also met.

Sixteen circuit judges attended the National College.
of the State Judiciary in Reno, Nevada, during 1976.
They were:

Judge Armand Angelucci, 22nd Judicial Circuit
Judge John C. Bondurant, lst Judicial Circuit
Judge James C. Brock, 26th Judicial Circuit
Judge Llo%d C. Emery, 2nd Judicial Circuit
Judge J. David Francis, 8th Judicial Circuit
Judge Kenneth H. Goff, 46th Judicial Circuit
Judge Farmer H. Helton,. 44th Judicial Circuit
Judge Richard L. Hinton, 19th Judicial Cirxcuit
Judge Edward H. Johnstone, 56th Judicial Circuit
Judge Caswell P. Lane, 2lst Judicial Circuit
Judge Charles M. Leibson, 30th Judicial Circuit
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Judge B. R. Paxton, 45th Judicial Circuit

Judge Charles V. Sanders, 55th Judicial Circuit
Judge Charles S. Sinnette, 32nd Judicial Circuit
Judge Will Tom Wathen, 5th Judicial Circuit
Judge Squire N. Williams, 48th Judicial Circuit

Judge N. Mitchell Meade, 22nd Judicial Circuit,

attended the trial judges writing program in Denver,
Colorado.
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Judicial Personnel System

A Judicial Personnel Office was activated in May
1976 with the employment nf a Personnel Officer and
support personnel who are in charge of payrolls and
personnel records systems. An Associate Personnel Offi-
cer was employed in August, whose major responsibilities
include preparation of job structures and compensation
plans for current and future employees of the Court of
Justice. This involves detailed preparations for the
establishment and filling of approximately 1000 new jobs
in November of 1977 and January 1978.

A comprehensive set of Personnel Rules have been
prepared for the Judicial Personnel System. Those Rules
arz identical with the Personnel Rules of the Executive
Department, except for modifications which are required
oy the constitution or statutes. For example, Judicial
Personnel Rules concerning testing, selection, and ap-
pointment are not as rigid as rules for the executive
branch of state government. Grievances will be heard by
a board to be appointed by the Supreme Court rather than
by the State Personnel Board. Fringe benefits, classi-
fication plans and pay plans in the Judicial Personnel
Rules are generally the same as in the Personnel Rules of
the Executive Department.

In May and June the Pretrial Reslease Agency was
activated. Job specifications were written, jobs were
classified, and jobs were placed in pay grades. During a
period of six weeks, 110 jobs were filled, covering the
56 circuit court districts. Approximately 600 applicants
were screened, 400 were interviewed and were the subjects
of background investigation, and 110 were employed.

During the last half of 1976 all jobs in the Admin-
istrative Office of the Courts were analyzed. Job des-
criptions were prepared and job specifications were
written. All jobs were assigned to job classificationms,
and allocated to specific pay grades. The compensation
of incumbents was adjusted gradually for the purpose of
adherence to a rational and equitable classification plan
and a related compensation plan.

A departmental personnel records system was stand-
ardized, providing quick access to the work history of
each employee. Applications of potential employees are
cross-referenced to permit rapid consideration when job
vacancies occur.
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An affirmative action plan was prepared by the staff
of the Personnel Office and approved by the Supreme
Court.

The positions of circuit judge's secretaries were
classified and allocated to a proper pay grade. The
proper compensation of incumbents, however, has been
delayed because adequate funds were not available in
1976.

The interviewing of applicants and checking of
references are a continuous process and involve from
thirty to sixty applicants per month. Also, since jobs
and employees are always changing, the process of re-
classifying jobs and reassignment of incumbents is also a
continuous process. A steady effort was made to keep the
process current and equitable.

Judicial Planning Committee

The concept of the Judicial Planning Committee (JPC)
was adopted by Congress in order to enhance the role of
the judiciary in the development of the state comprehen-
sive plan, which is annually prepared in accordance with
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) re-
quirements. The plan determines the dispersal of LEAA
funds and it is contemplated that the judiciary will now
independently formulate the portion of the plan relating
to the courts. The JPC is conceived as an integrated
part of the court management system. It is designed to
operate within the existing court structure as the prin-
cipal architect of the state judicial plan, which is the
primary object of its work. The plan may include any
aspect of the court system except the prosecutorial or
defense functions. All court-related requests for grant
funds must be evaluated by the JPC for conformity to the
plan.

The judicial plan itself should undergo the follow-
ing development: The plan should relate to a court
system goal and specific objectives. Problems should be
analyzed and needs assessed with respect to the goal and
objectives. Programs should be offered which resolve the
problems, meet the needs and thus satisfy the goal and
objectives. The completed plan is offered to the Ken-
tucky Crime Commission for incorporation into the state
comprehensive plan. The federal act specifies appropri-
ate objects of funding:

The definition, development, and implementation of
programs and projects designed to improve the
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functioning of courts, prosecutors, defenders, and
supporting agencies, reduce and eliminate criminal
case backlog, accelerate the processing and disposi-
tion of criminal cases, and improve the administra-
tion of criminal justice in the courts; the collec-
tion and compilation of judicial data and other
information on the work of the courts and other
agencies that relate to and affect the work of the
courts; programs and projects for expediting crim-
inal prosecution and reducing court congestion;
revision of court criminal rules and procedural
codes within the rulemaking authority of courts or
other judicial entities having criminal jurisdiction
within the state; the development of uniform sen-
tencing standards for criminal cases; training of
judges, court administrators, and support personnel
of courts having criminal jurisdiction; support of
court technical assistance and support organiza-
tions; support of public education programs concer-
ning the administration of criminal justice; and
equipping of court facilities.

Finally, the National Center for State Courts sug-
gests that in conjunction with the formulation of the
judicial plan the JPC might also:

1. Identify and catalogue the extent of past court
planning;
2. Identify and catalogue statements of potential

court system goals, utilizing relevant national
studies and recommendations;

3. Identify and catalogue existing quantitative
data on court system operations and needs.

Active Federal Grants

Project Title: Facilities

Program Summary: This project is designed to develop and
implement a series of standards for the accreditation of
courthouse facilities across the Coumonwealth. In addi-
tion a statewide plan will be developed for the improve-
ment of courthouse facilities that will enable local
governments to better their court facilities while at the
same time preserve their historical value.
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Project Title: Records Management/Uniform Foxrms

Program Summary: This grojedt is designed to improve the
records management capability of the Court of Justice by
establishing retention and disposal schedules for court
records and by developing and implementing standardized
forms for use by the entire Court of Justice.

Project Title: Uniform Accounting

Program Summary: This project will provide funds by
which a contract will be let through competitive bidding
for the design and establishment o% a uniform accounting
system for the Court of Justice which will enable it to
more effectively manage, control and plan for its finan-

cial needs and activities.

Project Title: Court Administration Improvements

Program Summary: This project provides local court

administrators to 13 districts and provides for the i

Administrative Office of the Courts legislative drafting

staff to coordinate, prepare and supervise legislation to
implement the newly ratified judicial article. 1In addi-

tion it provides funds for a grants manager to coordinate
and supervise Court of Justice federal grant programs.

)

P

Project Title: Judicial Conference ff

. . ™
N T "
e i e

/
Program Summary: This project provided funds to conduct )
the spring Kentucky Judicial Conference. !

el
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Project Title: Administrative Education Froject B
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Program Summary: This project is designed to provide in-
service educational opportunities for local court admin-
istrators, clerks and Administrative Office of the Courts
personnel. Funding will be proyided for attendance at
national and regional programs sponsored by organizations
such as the Institute for Court Management.

Project Title: Jefferson County Juror Utilization and
Management Demonstration Project

Program Summary: The purpose of this project is to study
the jury system in Jefferson Circuit Court and implement
the recommendations of that study in order to produce a
less costly and more efficient system that meets the
needs of the court and minimizes the burden of jury duty
on the citizen.
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Circuit Clerk's Manual

Preliminary drafting of a Circuit Clerk's Manual was
accomplished during 1976 by the staff of the Administra-
tive Office of the Courts. The manual when completed
will covar duties in connection with litigation filed in
¢ ; it snd district court served by the clerk.
a1lyv, the manual will cover accounting proce-

rgonnal matters, vecoxrds retention, purchasing,
# collection, electrenic recordmaking in dis-
'

Court Facilities

d

On Octobher 1, 1976, a facilities planner was em-
oyed by the Administrative Office of the Courts, and
prelininary contacts weve made witli wesouxrce organiza-
tions o determine facilities needs for the Court of
justica. Grudies of existing couxt facilities surveys
were analyzed in anticipation of space needs prior to the
impanding activation of the district courts. A first
draft of the Supreme Court building program was prepared
and suhbmitted Lor consideration.

Flectronic Recording

Upon recommendation of the Advisory Committee to the
Administrative 0ffice of the Courts, electronic recording
devices will be used exclusively in the district courts.
in order to provide a method of appraising recording
equipment preseutly on the market, studies conducted in
other states were thoroughly reviewed. A telephone
survey of 20 states was conducted to gather information
on selection and procurement processes, types of equip-
ment used, and methods of tianscription

Those companies with equipment presently on the
market meeting specifications established by the National
Center for State Courts ware contacted and inyited to
participate in an evaluation study to be conducted in

Maxch and April, 1977,

Uniform Records and Forms

Durxing 1976 statutes were enacted to give the Court
cf Justice anthority to develop a comprehensive records
managepment program. A planning grant was awarded by the
Law Enforcemant Assistance Administration and staff was

employed to begin developing plans for the implementation

of uniform record-keeping systems. Major work in forms
design and uniform procecdures has been started with com-
pietion scheduled during 1277.
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Uniform Accounting Procedures

In order to more effectively control and manage the
financial activities of the Court of Justice, it was
determined that there was a need for the design and
establishment of a uniform accounting system. In late
1976, a federal grant was awarded and work was begun on
drafting requests for proposals for competitive bidding
from professional organizations to develop a uniform
accounting system to meet the requirements of the unified
court system.
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' PRESENTATION OF STATISTICAL DATA
THE APPELLATE COURTS

On January 1, 1976, the former Court of Appeals be-
came Kentucky's court of last resort, the Supreme Court.

With the approaching organization of the intermedi-
ate appellate court, the Supreme Court promulgated new
Rules of Appellate Procedure which were adopted effective
July 1, 1976. Although the Court of Appeals was not
appointed until August 17, 1976, appeals were docketed
to that court beginning July 1.

Under the provisions of the judicial article, the
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court includes those appeals
from a judgment of the vircuit court imposing a sentence
of death or life imprisonment, or imprisonment for twenty
years or more. Additionally, the Supreme Court decides
appeals docketed in that court through a motion for dis-
cretionary review or motion for transfer. All other
appeals are considered by the Court of Appeals.

All appeals were docketed in the Supreme Court from
January 1, 1976, until July 1, 1976. From that date the
appeals were docketed in both courts according to their
jurisdiction as prescribed by the Constitution and by the
Rules of Appellate Procedure.
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY

SUPREME COURT**

MATTERS DOCKETED, 1961-1976

APPEALS  MOTIONS FOR  ACTIONS
AND APPEAL, FOR PETITIONS  TOTAL
ORIGINAL  TRANSFER,  INJUNCTIVE FOR MATTERS
YEAR  ACTIONS  AND REVIEW RELIEF REHEARING  DOCKETED
1961 551 65 5 145 766
1962 596 64 22 108 790
1963 594 49 10 153 806
1964 743 65 16 1464 968
1965 803 77 11 168 1059
1966 804 71 16 146 1037
1967 787 56 19 179 1041
1968 780 50 13 174 1017
1969 903 45 12 175 1135
1970 1086 43 24 158 1311
1971 1063 35 15 122 1235
1972 1104 31 9 128 1272
1973 1116 28 16 147 1307
1974 1090 30 22 190 1332
1975 1173 26 26 185 1410
1976 798 21 %Hk 14 141 974

*%* Known as the '"Court of Appeals' until January 1, 1976, at
which time it became the "Supreme Court of Kentucky'".

*%% Includes 11 motions for appeal, 7 motions for transfer, and
3 motions for discretionary review.
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY

SUPREME COURT**

MATTERS DISPOSED, 1961-1976

TRANSFERRED  RULINGS ON

DISPOSED  DISPOSED TO PETITIONS TOTAL

OF BY OF BY '  COURT OF FOR MATTERS
YEAR  OPINION ORDER APPEALS REHEARING DISPOSED
1961 441 52 . 131 624
1962 378 58 - 116 552
1963 526 68 --- 143 737
1964 617, 84 - 166 867
1965 €26 166 - 147 939
1966 597 127 - 160 884
1967 639 136 --- 155 930
1968 604 216 - 161 981
1969 618 240 --- 171 1029
1970 627 379 --- 128 1134
1971 586 393 - 118 1097
1972 619 353 --- 116 1088
1973 677 466 --- 134 1277
1974 860 323 - 179 1362
1975 857 293 --- 180 1330
1976 750 314 153 130 1347

** Known as the '"Court of Appeals' until January 1, 1976, at

which time it became the "Supreme Court of Kentucky'.
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COMMONWEALTH OF XENTUCKY
COURT OF APPEALS**

MATTERS DOCKETED, 1976-

APPEALS TRANSFERRED ACTIONS

AND ° FROM FOR PETITIONS TOTAL
ORIGINAL SUPREME INJUNCTIVE FOR MATTERS
YEAR  ACTIONS COURT RELIEF REHEARING DOCKETED
1976 456 159%%* Dk 0 - 6l5

*% Became operational in August, 1976.

*%% Cases previously consolidated in the Supreme Court were
redocketed separately upon transfer to the Court of Appeals.

*%k% Jurisdiction retained by the Supreme Court until February 1,

1977,

MATTERS DISPOSED, 1976-

]

RULINGS ON

DISPOSED DISPOSED PETITIONS TOTAL
OF BY OF BY <+ FOR MATTERS
YEAR OPINION ORDER - REHEARING DISPOSED
1976 38 33 0 71
~82~

PRESENTATION OF STATISTICAL DATA
THE CIRCUIT COURTS

The tables on the following pages present the com-
pilation of data received from the "Annual Report of
Circuit Court Caseload, 1976." There are three types of
tables presented:

(1) the totals for the state,
(2) the totals for each judicial circuit, and
(3) the totals for each county reporting.

Because of the number of categories requested on the re-
port and the amount of information which was unavailable
in many counties, there was no truly clear-cut way to
present the caseload information this year. It is hoped
that the following explanations and footnotes to the
tables themselves help clear up any confusion.

The four headings for all tables are: (1) cases
pending on January 1, 1976; (2) cases docketed during
1976; (3) cases disposed of during 1976; and (4) cases
pending on December 31, 1976. 1In addition, the numbers
in parentheses on the tables indicate the number of
defendants in criminal cases, and the totals when the
defendant figure is used to count the criminal cases.

Statewide and Judicial Circuit Tables

The categories of information which appear on these
tables are the totals for the three major case types
(criminal, civil, and prisonexr petitions), the total of
all case types and the number of court days.

A standard procedure was used to estimate missing
criminal data. If, for example, a particular county was
able to report the number of criminal cases pending on
January 1, 1976, but the number of defendants associated
with those cases was not available, then the number of
defendants was simply set equal to the number of cases.
Because of this procedure, the numbers of pending cases
on January 1 plus the number docketed may not equal the
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number disposed plus the number pending on December 31,
as it should. 1In the circuits where this procedure was
used, there is a footnote to this effect beneath the
table.

This preocedure was not used in the 30th Circuit
since the number of defendants would have been consider-
ably different than the number of cases. Asterisks (*)
appear where there is missing data on that table.

Because of this missing criminal data in Jefferson
County, the statewide table will also not total across
accurately. This information, in addition to the listing
of counties who did not report their caseload in time,
appears in the footnotes to the statewide table. There
is also a note at the top of a circuit table when an
entire county is missing because no report was received
in time.

County Tables

The table for any county follows immediately after
that of the circuit to which it belongs. No estimates
were used on these tables. Criminal cases are subdivided
into criminal and lower court appeals categories, and
civil cases into doimestic relations, adoptions, two
monetary categories of civil suits, lower court appeals,
and other civil cases.

Because certain civil case breakdowns were not
possible given the records kept in many courts, each
county table also lists several subtotal categories of
civil cases which were actually reported on the forms.

ALL SUITS = the total number of monetary civil
suits

ALL SUITS/OTHER CIVIL = the total number of
civil suits plus other civil cases

DOMESTIC RELATIONS/ALL SUITS = the total number
of domestic relations cases plus
the number of civil suits

OTHER SUBTOTAL = an{ subtotal other than the
three above

Asterisks (*) apgear in all categories in which data is
e subtotal categories, where it is

missing or, in t
unused.

For example, in the 1lst Judicial Circuit, Carlisle
County could provide no breakdown of civil cases under
any of the headings, except for adoptions. They could
provide a total number of civil cases under all headings.
Therefore, since there were two adoptions pending on
January 1, 1976, and a total of 221 cases pending, the
"OTHER SUBTOTAL'" category shows the difference of 219.
This number i¢ then the total of the five other civil
categories, excluding adoptions. Asterisks then appear
for these five categories (as missing data), as well as
for the other three subtotal categories (as unused).

In Fulton County, all categories were reported, so
the subtotal categories were not needed and are filled
with asterisks (as unused).

In Hickman County, no breakdown of the two categories
of civil suits was possible under any heading. However,
a total number of both was provided, and appears after
the "ALL SUITS" subtotal. Asterisks then appear in each
suit category (as missing data) and for the rest of the
subtotials (as unused).

It. is hoped that these examples help explain the
tables whicii follow.
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

STATEWICE TOTAL

'» (ALL JUDICIAL DISTRICTS)

[}

CASES PENDING

CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE {DEF .} (DEF.} (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 8208 ( 8851) 1:iCl3 (12964) 11589 (10188) 9094 ( 8847)
CIVIL 71720 5Q497 55110 76104
PRIS. PET. 20 is9 151 58

TOTALS:##. 7994832(80591)2

66274 (68225)

91557 (90154013 75519 (75272)@

#YNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.

BECAUSE WE DID NOT RECEIVE THFIR CASELOAD RGPORYS IN TIME, THE
FOLLOWING COUWTIES ARE EXCLUDED FROM THE ABOVE TABLE:

BREATHITT
JOHNSON
MONTGOMERY

WHITLEY

CARROLL
KNOTT
ROCKCASTLE

WOODFORD

CASEY
LINCOLN

SCOTT

IN ADDITION, JEFFERSON COUNTY IS EXCLUDED FROM THE TOTALS MARKED
WITH A "% BECAUSE OF CERTAIMN MISSING CRIMINAL DATA. IN ALL OTHER
COUNTIES, MISSING CRIMINAL CASE OR DEFENDANT DATA WAS ESTIMATED 8Y

SUBSTITUTION OF WHICHEVER DATA WAS PRESENT FOR THAT WHICH WAS
MISSING. THERE IS TOO GREAT A DISCREPANCY BETYWEEN CASE AND DEFEN-
DANY DATA IN JEFFERSON COUNTY TO D1 THE SAME THERE.

COURT DAYS: 17437

COURT DAYS W/SFECTAL JUDGE(S): 427
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1976 ANNUAL REPORY OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELODAD

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING

JAN. 1.1976 DOCKETEDC 1976 DISPOSFD 1976 DEC.31:1976
.CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF,) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 216 (221} 107 ¢ 129) 88 ( 991} 235 {  251)
CIvIL 881 430 372 939
PRIS. PET, 0 0 0 0

TOTALS:## 1097 { 1102) 537 ( 559} 460 ( 471) 1174 ( 1190)

:ﬂQUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
ASES.

COUNTIES IN DISTRICY: BALLARD

CARLISLE
FULTON
HICKMAN
COURT DAYS: 452
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 1
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1 COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL OISTRICT 1

BALLARD COUNTY CARLISLE COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES "CASES CASES PENDING
CASES PENOING CASES CASES o, CASES PENDING : JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
JAN, 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.3141976 CASE TYPE (DEF.) {DEF. ) (DEF ) (DEF.)
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) ' {DEF,.) ' * * ¢
e :
CRIMINAL: CRIMINAL
1)CRIM 6 9
1)CRIM 54 (  43) 24 ( 29) 42 {  50) 36 ( 22) e ey ape 24 65) 231 2 e Be L 89
2IL0 CT APP 3 ¢ 3) 1 ‘ 1) 2 ( 2) 2 ( 2)
" .
TOTAL: 57 ( 46) 25 ( 30) 46 | 52) 38 ( 24) ToTAL: 62 ( 65) 29 € 31) TCD 84 ( 89)
- C1 H
CIVIL: civii .

' P Ty PP T
1)DOM REL P 64 43 P ;:233P$EL > . : :
2VACOPT 0 7 7 . . 0 )

3)SUITS >1500 %%k i3 23] L1221 *E kR
3)SUITS >1500 #%a%x 25 18 ::::: 4)SUITS <1500 #es#= I T X AAR
::Eglzi i;ioa ::::: g 3 .- ' S)LO CT APP  %%&%% L2123 *hERE 2T
.- : PP . N PRI
6)0THER CVL L1 Ea 5 5 kK 6)OTHER.CYF‘ * ok sRERE *
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: ] . " SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: . T .
ALL SUITS . #sw%x T RRRE T : , ALL fgizf b shes e e
(344) ) .
ALL SUITS/
ALL SUITS/ -
OTHER CVL t 2 22 2 * ¥k TRk R FTTT L 0T?§§4§Z% L2 231 LR 22 xERRR sh ki
(3+446)
‘ DOM REL/ !
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS rt ek YT EERRR * T s ALtlfg:Zf i bt it bbb dd Ekee
(143+4) :
OTHER
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 275 e e 304 - SUBTOTAL 219 47 42 224
TOTAL: 275 106 ) | 77 304 TOTAL? | 221 . 51~ 48 224
PRIS. PET: 0 0 ' 0 °, | PRIS. PET: 0 ‘ 0 ) 0o -
i TOTAL ALL '
TOTAL ALL .
CASEStH# 332 ( 321) 121 ( 136) 121 (¢ 129) 342 t 328) CASES:## 283 (  286) 8o (¢ 82) 55 t 55) 308 ( 313)

#HNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL ::ngBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES. .

COURT DAYS: 57

. .

0 ' ' COURT.DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0

COURT DAYS: 70
.COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S):




COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1

FULTON COUNTY
CASES PENDING
CASES PENDING CASES CASES
JAN. 141976 DOCKETYED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31.;9;6)
CASE TYPE {DEF.) (DEF.} (DEF.) (DEF.
CRIMINAL:?
1)CRIM 51 | 63) 32 ¢ 42) “20 t 23) gg : gi;
2)L0 CT APP 20 ¢ 200 8 ( 12) 1 1!
TOTAL:® 71 ( 83) 40 ( 54) 21 24) 90 t 113)
CIVIL: .
1)D0OM REL 80 9: 92 8:
21ADOPT Q 10 o
3)SUITS >1500 5 47 10 42
4)SUITS <1500 47 12 0 :
5)LO CT APP 0 0 1o 09
6)0THER CVL 83 16
SUBTOTALS REPDRTED FOR CIVIL CASES?S
ALL SUITS kA RE * k% i3 53] P Y 2
(3+4)
LL SUITS/
STHER cvL R RRE ok ik kAks e gRk
(3444 6) .
REL/
28? SUITS %ok & dok * ok kkkk Sk kK
{14344}
R
ga:$OTAL ' TEL L T 1 AERE&E ¢T3 . 1]
TOTALS 215 176 124 ; 267
PRIS. PET? 0 L 0 0
GTAL ALL
zﬁ§e§=~» 286 t 298) 216 { 230) 145 ( 148) 357 ¢ 380}

#UNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 185
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1}

HICKMAN COUNTY
‘CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF .} (DEF.} (DEF . ) (DEF )
CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM 26 1 27) 13 ¢ 14) 16 ( 16) 23 { 25)
2)L0 CT APP O | 0) o ( 0) o 0) o 0)
TOTAL: 26 (  27) 13 ¢ 14) 16 ¢ 16) 23 ( 25)
CIVIL:
1)DOM REL 45 38 3s 48
2)ADOPT 2 1 2 1
3)SUITS >D1500 #®k%%% » X ok ARRRR ERRRE
4)SUITS <1500 *A%x% * koK e Y
5)L0O CT APP 0 0 0 0
6JOTHER CVL o 3 3 0
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS 123 55 83 95
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER Tvi RERR * Rk AR Ty
134446)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS xR EK T AERAN ethx
(14344)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL hRRE T LT e nke
TOTAL® 170 97 123 144
PRIS. PET: 0 0 o ' 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES: ## 196 ( 197) 110 ( 111) 139 ( 139) 167 ¢ 169)

ﬂ#NPMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES. '

COURT DAYS: 140

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 1
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD COUNTY BREAKDOWN COF JUDICIAL DISTRICY 2

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2 ‘ MCCRACK EN COUNTY
FASES PENDING CASES » CASES CASES PENDING CASES FENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 ODISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 .
CASE TYFE {DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.) JAN., 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPDSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
. ) . . . CASE TYPE (DEF.) . (DEF.) {DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 298 ( 328) 175 ( 219) 381 ( 433) 92 { 114) CRIMINAL:
CIVIL 2443 1020 : : 824 2639 1)CRIM 274 {  304) 161 {  205) 347 ( 399) 88 ( 110)
PRIS. PET. 0 o o o 2)LO CT APP 24 | 24) 14 14) 34 ( 34) 4 ( 4)
TOTALS:## 2741 ( 2771) 1195 ( 1239) 1205 ( 1257) 2731 ( 2753) ) TOTAL: 298 ( 328) 175 € 219) 381 ( 433) 92  114)
- , CIVIL:
g:NUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL ) 1)D0M REL PO Y 447 P
SES. 2)ADOPT 21 4T 42 26
- Te 3ISUITS >1500 #*dkokk ‘A kdokk ok Ak ok ok
COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: MCCRACKEN 2)SUTTS <1500 ##sws POPOEN PO PO
S)YLG CT APP P 3 1 ek ok %
6)0THER CVL o kg o o ko Rk ko KRRk
COURT DAYS: 240 SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0 ' AL Shas e rarat Faaax s
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL Ak kK 443 334 YLl
(3444 6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS Aok ok * Kk e T ok
(143+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 2422 * Kk L 23 210 2613
TOTAL® 2443 1020 824 2639
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ALL

CASES:## 2741 ( 2771) 1195 ( 1239) 1205 ( 1257} 2731 ( 2753)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTilL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES., v

COURY DAYS: 240
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURY CASELOAD COUN%Y AREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 3

FOR JUDICTAL DISTRICT 3 CHRISTIAN COUNTY

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING : |
" JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31+1976 ijss f“?&;:S DOCKE$§ESI976 b SPEASES 076 CASES PENDING
CASE TYPE (DEF ., ) ~(DEF.) (DEF, (DEF. ) CASE TYPE R E A 0 ISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
( . A EF.) (DEF.) {DEF.)
CRIMINAL 127 | 143) 221 ( 243) 221 ( 275) 127 | 111) CRIMINAL:®
CIVIL 620 1208 1105
S 0 778 1)CRIM 113 ( 129) 199 ( 221) 195 ( 249) 117 ¢ 101)
PRIS. PET. 2 0 / 0 2 2)L0 CT APP 14 (  14) 22 ¢ 22) 26 ( 26) 10 ( 10)
TOTALS:## 749 ( 765) 1429 ( 1451) 1271 ( 1325) 907 { 891) TOTAL: 127 ( 143) 221 ( 243) 221 ( 275) 127 ( 111)
' , CIVIL: '
gxgggaen IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL ) 1)DOM REL 253 603 443 413
* 2)A00PT 38 43 46 35
COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: CHRISTIAN 2:23;;2 Ziigg }28 i?i iéi }33
5)LO CT APP 3 1 0 4
6)UTHER CVL 48 254 263 39
COURT DAYS: 140 ’ SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0 ALL fglzf it ¥Rk b Rt
' +
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL xk X Ak * %k TR b koK
(3+446)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS Ao ook ok LA 22 g T
(143+4)
OTHER
! SUBTOTAL kR ok * %ok R kkE Tyt
TOTAL® 620 1208 1050 T8
PRIS. PET: 2 ) o 2
TOTAL ALL
CASES:#¥ 749 ( 765) 1429 ( 1451} 1271 ( 1325) 907 ( 891)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES. '

COURT DAYS: 140
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
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1976 ANNUAL REPDRT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELUAb
FOR JUDTCIAL DISTRICY 4

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 4

JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976¢ DEC.31,1976
‘CASE TYPE (DEF. ). (DEF.) (DEF,) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 96 {  96) 98 | 981 106 { 104) 90 90)
CIVIL . 1950 967 680 2237
" PR1S. PET. o 1 1 o
TOTALS:## 2046 ( 2046) 1066 ( 1066) 785 ( 78S) 2327 ( 2327)

#HUNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TCGTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES. .

IN ONE OR MORE COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA,

EITHER FOR "CASES™ OR "DEFENDANTS™, IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED. SEE THE

EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES.

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: HOPKINS

COURT DAYS: 152
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 2
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HOPKINS COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES , CASES PENDING
JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
"CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.} {DEF,)
CRIMINAL:S
11CRIM BS (kdkda%) 93 { 93) 100 (*%%kxk) T8 {(%%%ix)
2)YL0 CT APP 1 ( 1) 5 { 5) 4 { 4) 12 ¢ 12)
TOTAL: Q6 (HAkArk) 98 { 98) 1064 (®%kkk) 90 (k*xnk)
?
CIviL:
1)DOM REL LRl *ahe B T 626
2)ADOPT a5 33 12 ! 56
3)SUITS >1500 **%%k * xdhk 3T Y L2311
4)SULITS <1500 #%%xk *Kkokk *RERE BEERR
5)LO CT APP 6 169 166 9
6)0THER CVL ok Rk gk *hkdk rYTT
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS XKk 12351 1221 i 23 1
(3+4) &5
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL LA L i Ll Li it L) 1546
(34445)
DOM REL/ N
ALL SUITS T * hkkk *RERE RNy
(14344)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 1909 T65 502 e khy
TOTAL: 1950 %67 . 680 2237
PRIS. PETs 0 ‘ 1 1 0
TOTAL ALL

CASESt## 2046 (%% ki) 1066 ( 1066) 785 (*s%2x)

2327 (%euex)

#¥NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 152
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 2
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELODAD COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JQDICIAL DISTRICT &
FOR JUDICTAL DISTRICT & CRITTENDEN  COUNTY

A ' G
CASES PENDING CASES CASES . CASES PENDING CASES PENDIN CASES __ CASEsS CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DUCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
) JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DNEC.31,1976 CASE TYPE (DEF.) {DEF.) {DEF.) (DEF.)
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) : . . .
, CRIMINAL:S
CRIMINAL 131 { 130) 107 134) 86 (  §O0) 154 ( 183) RIMINAL
1)CRIM 19 ( 20) g ( 9) 3 ( 3) 26 ( 25)
cIvVIL 1052 759 - 432 1379 2ILD CT App 2 2) 11 1 8 8) s s)
PRIS. PET. 0 1 1 0
‘ T0TAL: 21 (  22) 19 ¢ 20) 11 ¢ 1) 29 ¢ 30)
TOTALS:## 1183 ( 1182) 867 ( 894) 517 ( 513) .1533 ( 1562) CIVIL:
' ; : TIYIT ; )
UANUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL . ézgggpﬁﬁL “‘1 ****; **-#: ‘**t;
CASES. ‘ . 3)SUITS 21500 Ak * Aok Rkklk % kR
! . : 4)SUITS <1500 #¥nxx 3Tl Kok TR AEE
COUNTIES IN DiSTRICT: SS%;;ENDEN 5)L0 CT APP  #untn - R POPIee
NEBSTER ' 6)0THER CVL ) 6 6 0
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
COURT DAYS: 205 ’ ALL SUITS *eEKN kK Rk ‘ % ARk
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 13 (344)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL LR 1232 Ahkkk T Y
(344+6)
: DOM REL/
* ALL SUITS L3221 "k kR S8 kR
(143446)
. OTHER
‘ SUBTOTAL 248 198 94 352
TOTAL® 249 209 104 354
PRIS. PET: 0 1 1 ' o
TOTAL ALL
CASES:## 270 ( 271) 229 ( 230) 116 ( 116) 383 ( 384)

#HKNUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 36

COURT . DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 2
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COUNTY BREAKDCWN OF JUDICTIAL DISTRICT 5

UNION COQUNTY
gASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN., 141076 DOCKETED 1976 DISPQSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.} {DEF.) (DEF) (DFF.)
CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM 75 70) 72 90) ' ?5 ( 46) .92 ¢ 114)
2)L0 CT APP [V | 0) 0 { 0) *“f“xb { 0) o 0)
7
TOTAL: 75 ( 70} 72 ( 90) 55 46) 92 ( 114)
CIivIL:
1)00M REL 2R RAK kR akR 132 1 LT
2)\ADOPT is 11 24 2
FISUITS D1500 ®kaxx * k Ak 'T11 1 T LT
LYSUTTS <1500 #»&%axxk ARk 1YYy T
5.0 CT APP 0 0 0 0
6)UTHER CVL 1 0 (o] 1
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS o Kook "k dk 'YL T
A3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL kK kk L E22 T TR RRE R Rk
(34446)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS 373 278 159 492
(14344}
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 323 2T T T2t "R
TOTAL @ 389 289 183 495
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 o]
TOTAL ALL
CASES:## 4646 ( 459) 361 ( 379) 238 ( 229) 587 (  609)

#HANUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 111

COURY DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 9
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 5

WEBSTER COUNTY
CASES PENDING C ASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
‘CASE TVYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.)
CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM 34 | 37) 14 ¢ 22) 16 21) 32 ( 38)
2)L0 CT APP 1 1) 2 { 2) 2 2) 1 ¢ 1)
TOTAL ¢ 35 | 38) 16 ( 24) 18 ¢ 23) 33 39)
CIVIL:
1)DOM REL 196 108 73 231
2)ADOPT 5 6 16 )
3)SUITS D1500 ***%% T3 T Y E13 1)
4LISUITS <1500 #%knk Y TTTT L] LT3,
5)L0O C7 APP 3 0 0 3
6)0THER CVL 38 36 20 54
SUBTDYALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASCS:
ALL SUITS 172 111 &2 241
(3+44)
ALL SULITS/
OTHER CVL Eh AR AR Y TTTY I T3TT )
(3+44+46)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS L1111 T ErEE wEREE . Tl
(1+2+44)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL *ERNR FE 1] wRRnk FIY1TY
TOTAL® 414 261 . ) 145 530
PRIS., PET: 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES: ## 449 | 452) 277 ( 285) 163 ( 168) 563 (1 569)

#ANUMBER IN PARENTHESES 15 THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURTY DAYS: 58

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 2
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1976 ANNUAL REPORTY CF CIRCUIT COURTY CASELO‘O

'FOR SUDICIAL DISTRICT 6 COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 6

: ‘ DAVIESS - COUNTY
CASES FENDING CASES CASES  CASES PENDING —_—
ease Type | DNe L1976 DOCKEYED A3TC  OISROSED Aery  DEChiiit, CASES PENGING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
. . . JAN. 1,1976  DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) {DEF.) (DEF . ) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 252 ( 274) 274 ( 305) 306 ( 324) 220 ( 255)
ClviL 1180 1386 , 1315 1251 CRIMINAL:
T . 1ICRIM 235 ( 257) 212 ( 243) 280 ( 298) 167 { 202)
PRIS. PET. 0 29 29 o 2ILOCT APP 1T (  17) 62 ( 62) - 26 (  26) 53 (  53)
T )
TOTALS:## 1422 ( 1454) 1689 ( 1720) 1650 ( 1668) 1471 ( 1506) | ) TOTaL: 252 (  274) 274 ( 3053 306 ( 324) 220 { 255)
#MNUMB ER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CIVIL: ' ]
CASES. . ' 1)00M REL 545 686 605 626
. 2JADOPT 18 66 67 17
COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: NDAVIESS 3)SUITS >1500 297 301 294 302
4)SUITS <1500 300 297 330 267
5)L0 CT APP 0 3 1 2
6)0THER CVi 20 33 16 37
COURT DAYS: 492 SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
COURTY DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): ALL SUITS X REE ok & 13333 ok ko
(344)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL Tk ko ok ok ko %k
{34446)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS X E0R * Rk KRR ok
(1+3+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL Rk *EERR *ern RRER
TOTAL ® 1180 1386 1315 1251
PRIS. PET: 0 29 29 ' o
TOTAL ALL

CASES:#4# 1432 ( 1454) 1689 ( 1720) 1650 ( 1668) 1471 ( 1506}

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 492

COURT. DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): V]
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 7

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING

JAN. 14,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976

CASE TYPE (DCF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.)

CRIMINAL 367 ( 356) 109 ( 133) 77 ( 78) 399 t 411)
CIvVIL 652 487 402 37
PRIS. PET. 0 1 0 1

TOTALS:## 1019 ( 1008) 597 ( 621) 479 ( 480)

1137 { 1149)

##NUMB ER
CASES.
COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: LOGAN
700D
COURT DAYS: 335
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S) 3 7
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IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN

CRIMINAL

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICTYT 7

LOGAN COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CA
SES CASES PEND
JAN, 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED e
1976 .
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DFF.) oE¢ 31:5226)
CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM 178 (  198) 83t 110
2i1L0 CT APP o 0) 1 12: 5? : sg; zog : 258;
YOTAL: 178 ( 198) 84 ( 112) 55 ( 40) 207 (  250)
CIviL:
1)D0M REL T 18 )
2YADOPT ok Xk 3 1?3 :::::
FISUITS D1500 #*xk¥x * %ok *%
LISUITS <1500 *%x&%% xkkkg #:::: PN
SILO CT APP  #¥dsx 0 0 veses
6)0THER CVL  #kkx 19 44 :::::
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES?
ALL SUIT Rk ‘
(3.4f 154 126 4 ARk
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL ok ok ok * ok
54 t) kg L2 23 2 4
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS Aok SRk
(13304) ) ke kkk ik gkk
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 629 ®Awkk ARk 671
TOTAL: 629 365 323 671
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES: ## 807 ( 827) 449 ( 477) 378 { 383) 878 { 921)

#HNUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 257
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 7

-105-




COUNTY RREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 7

p - . FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 8
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976  DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) {DEF.) {DEF,) (DEF. ) Cj:ﬁs ;ETglNG CASES CASES CASES PENDING
+ 191976  DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976
CASE TYPE {DFF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) DEC'31{3226,
CRIMINAL: .
1)CRIM 175 ( 144) 22 ¢ 18) 21 ¢ 17 176 ( 145) CRIMINAL 234 ( 286) 592 ( 695) 572 {  659) 254 ( 322)
2)LO CT APP 14 (  14) 3 3) 1t 1) 16 ( 16)
CIVIL 1013 1523 1541 995
T0TAL: 189 ( 158) 25 ¢ 21) 22 ( 18) 192 ( 161) ' PRIS. PET. 1 3 3 1
 CIVIL: % TOTALS: ## 1248 (
. :$3 1300) 2118 ( 2221) 2116 ( 220
1)DOM REL 10 66 43 33 — 22031 1250 ( 1318)
2)ADCPT 2 3 3 2 ‘ ##NUMBER IN PAR ¢
3)SUITS D1500 *kxkk * ok ok okkok ik kkk ENTHESES IS THE TOTAI. CASES
4)SUITS <1500 #%#h *hh PP P CASES. USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
S)LO CT APP 0 0 () 0
6)0THER CVL 3 25 10 18 COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: WARREN
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS 8 28 23 13
(3+4) COURT DAYS: 460
ALL SUITS/ . COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 3
OTHER CVL t 2 21 1 5k ok K it AR
(344+6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS R Ak #RkR R ERK ankak
(1+43+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL ok xdk & oktok ARk e 22
TOTAL: 23 122 79 66
PRIS. PET: ) 1 o 1 -
TOTAL ALL
CASES:##¥ 212 ( 181) 148 (  144) 1010 ( 97): 259 ( 228)

#MNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 78
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): Y
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDTCIAL DISTRICT 8

WARREN COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 ODOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) {DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF, )
CRIMINAL: {
1)CRIM 232 (  284) 574 ( 677) .| 5%% ( 641) 252 { 3200
2)L0 CT APP 2 2) 18 ( 18) »TMrB ( 18) 2 2)
TOTAL: 234 ( 286} 592 {  695) {572 t 659) 254 ( 322i
CIVIL: '
1)DOM REL 158 594 442 310
2)ADOPT o 54 28 26
3)SUITS D1500 #wkiok * ok Rokokokk Aok gk
4)ISUITS <1500 *kdokk 13T -1 ok ok ARk
S)LO CT APP 0 4 2 2
6)0THER CVL  ®kkaxk Xk dkk okkk TRk
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS Rk kxk * ok ok & kR ok kkR
(3+4)
‘ ALL SUITS/
‘ OTHER CVL 855 871 1069 657
| (344+6)
| DOM REL/ .
ALL SUITS ook ook * 2 kokok 'TTtL) Pt T 1)
(1*3f43
OTHER
| SUBTOTAL Aok *RAk A T T ]
; TOTAL: 1013 1523 1541 995
PRIS. PET: 1 3 3 1
| TOTAL ALL
2118 ( 2221) 2116 ( 2203) 1250 ( 1318)

‘ : CASES3 #p 1248 ( 1300)

" ——

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 460

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S)? 3
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##NUMb. R IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELDAD
FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 9

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING

JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 OISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.) {DEF.)
CRIMINAL 108 ( 115) 172 ( 202) 163 ( 180) 117 ¢ 137)
CIVIL 3279 1291 11313 3437
PRIS. PET. 0 0 0 0

TOTALS:#¢ 3387 ( 3394) 1463 ( 1493) 1296 ( 1313) 3554 ( 3574)

#H#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COUNTIES IN OISTRICT: HARDIN

COURT DAYS: 257

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 3
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COUNTY BREAKDGOWM OF JUCICIAL DISTRICT 9 1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

HARDIN COUNTY ‘ FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 10
CASES PENDING CASES : CASES _  CASES PENDING CASES PENDING CASES ASES -
A JAN. 191976  DOCKETED 1976 PISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976 JAN. 1,1976  DOCKETED 1976 DISPgsgg~l9f6 C32553:E?2;26
CASE TYPE (DEF.) {DEF.) {DEF.) (DEF.) ‘CASE TYPE {DEF ) (DEF,) (DEF.) : :DEF 1
CRIMINAL: CRIMINAL 72 ¢ 17) 124 ( 153) 122 ( 129) 73t 83)
1)CRIM 76 ¢ 83) 116 ( 146) 111 ( 128) g1 ¢ 101) CIVIL 921 ‘
2)L0 CT APP 32 (  32) 56 ( 56) 52 ( 52) 36 ( 36) 643 107 857
\ PRIS. PET,. 0 1 1 0
TOTAL: 108 ( 115) 172 ¢ 202) 163 { 180) 117 ¢ 137)
CIVIL: ‘ TOTALS:#8% 993 ( 998) 768 ¢ 7197) 830 ( 837) 930 ( 940)
1)DOM REL . Rk *RERk ok xRk .
2)ADOPT MO anh s e ter PPN ::ggg?sa IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
3)SUITS D>1500 #xkx & dsiok Rk RA KR ‘
4)SULTS <;soo ::::: ::::: ::::: :::::, IN ONE OR MORE COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA,
$)LO CT APP e T aeae pobod EITHER FOR “CASES™ OR "DEFENDANTS®™, IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED., SEE THE
6)OTHER CVL = « * ‘ EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES.
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: HART
ALL SUITS b b AR R dk SR Rtn Sk kR :;ﬁgsw
(3+44) "
ALL . SUI TS/ .
OTHER CVL. Rk LEL T SRRk kKR COURT DAYS: 244
(3+4+6) COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S)t o
DOM REL/ .
ALL SUITS Aok o o 13t .1 ok gk Sk okk .
(14344) N
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 3279 1291 1133 3437
TOTAL: 3279 1291 . 1133 3437
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 n
TOTAL ALL

CASES: ## 3387 ( 3394) 1463 ( 1493) 1296 ¢ 1313) 3554 ( 3574)

#H#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 257
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 3
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 10

HARY COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES . CASES PENDING
J:W. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 ‘DEC.31.1976A
‘CASE TYPE (DEF,) (DEF.? (DEF. ) (DEF.)
CRIMINALS
1)CRIM 31 (kkax) 46 { 63) 66 (%%x%%%) 11 (*sxkk)
2)L0 CT APP 2 2) 1( 1) 2 2) 1 ¢ 1)
TOTAL? 33 (kxRkRs) 47 64) 68 (*%i%k) 12 (*2g%x)
CIViLs
1)DOM REL RN 91 109 e EER
2YA0D0PT LA L L 5 3 RIZ 1
3)SULTS D1500 *&k%¥k o Aok ok ' TTTY YL
4)SUITS <1500 *%*¥k Rk Rknk *R R
5)LO CT APP Kk * R kk el L kg
6)OTHER CVL 1223 * hgokk ko SRRRR
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASESS
ALL SUITS xRk kK 1 271 eRRkE e
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL ok g » gk AR A& *kkkk
(3444 6)
OOM REL/
ALL SUITS e 1LY 331 L3 23 1 Rk
(143+44)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 287 137 138 270
TOTAL? 287 233 250 270
PRIS, PET: 0 0 0 o
TOTAL ALL
CASES s #w 320 (#%%%%) 280 ( 297) 318 (*%un%) 282 (%wsey)

#¥NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.

COURT DAYS: 128

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S)? o

-112-

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 10‘

L ARUE COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
. JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
‘CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) ‘ (DEF.)
CRIMINAL?
1)CRIM 8 9) 27 ( 27) 25 26) 10 ( 10)
2)LO CT APP 1 ( 1) 0 0) 0ot o) 1 1)
TOTAL:® 9 10) 27 ¢ 27) 25 ¢ 26) 10 ¢ 10}
CIvItL:
1)DOM REL 72 68 84 56
2)AD0DPT 15 4 4 . 15
3)SUITS >1500 49 33 46 36
" 4)SUITS <1500 15 22 20 17
5)LO CT APP 0 2 . 0 2
6)O0THER CVL 3 13 12 4
SUBTOTALS REPORTED Fizi CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS SRtk Ty rhkhk ek
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL L2220 L 23 1 i3 3% 1] e kkg
(34446)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS (T T EErRN SRRk ¢ e ke
(143+44)
OTHER '
SUBTOTAL *aekd bt T . Rk
TOTAL® 154 142 . 1656 130
PRIS., PET: 0 1] ' 0 o
TOTAL ALL
CASES: s 163 ¢ 164) 169 ( 169) 191 { 192} 140 ( 140)

:::ggBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

COURT DAYS: 30

COURY DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): o]
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICY 10
1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURYT CASELDAD

NELSON COUNTY
FOR JUDICJIAL DISTRICT 11
CASES PENDING CASES CASES . CASES PENDING :
. JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF,) CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 ODISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
'CASE TYPE {DEF.) (DEF,) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM 30 ¢ 34) 42 ( 54) 29 ( 33) 43 ( 53) CRIMINAL 40 (  48) 151 ¢ 159) 121 ¢ 132) 2 MM
2)L0 CT APP o 0) 8 ( 8) 0 ( 0) 8 ( 8)
CIVIL 580 745 788 537
JOTAL: 30 (  34) 50 {  62) 29 ( 3%) 51 ¢ 61) PR1S. PET. 2 6 5 3
CIVIL:
' TOTALSI## 622 (  630) 902 ( 910} 914 ( 925) 612 (  617)
1)DOM KEL P T T T T L)
2)ADOPT 6 8 11 ‘ 3 ;
3)SUITS >1500 #*%ix b Iee ARANE e HHNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
4)5UITS <1500 *tx%% L2310 h kg (2333 CASES. .
S)ILO CT APP 0 1 1 0
6)OTHER CVL  **e:x ko bk b e COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: GREEN
MAR I ON
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: TAYLOR
WASHINGTON
ALL SUITS *RRAK Wk & ERERR 1114
(3+4) , COURT DAYS: 380
ALL SUITS/ COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 4
OTHER CVL T SREER 111 11 1]
(3+44+6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS ek o dok LR 2 - 1] L 2 3 3% % hkk
(143+4) .
OTHER ’
SUBTOTAL 47 259 279 454
TOTAL? 480 268 291 487
PRIS. PETS 0 1 1 0
TOTAL ALL
CASESs e 510 ( S14) 319 ( 331) 321 ( 327) 08 ( 518)

NHUNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 86
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 11 )
CSUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICY 11

GREEN COUNTY
MARION COUNTY
CASES PENCING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
CASE TYPE {DEF.) (DEF,) (DEF.) {DEF,.) . JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
‘CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF,.)
CRIMINAL:
CRIMINALS
11CRIM 4 | 4) 21 24) 14 16) 11 ¢ 12)
2)L0 CT aPP 0 0) o 0) 1 ¢ 1) 1 1) 1)CRIM 7 ( 9) 51 51) 28 29) 30 ( 31)
o 2)L0 CT APP o ( 0) o ¢ 0) -0 0) o { 0)
TOTAL: 4 1 4) 21 ( 24) 15 ( 17 12 13)
TOTAL: 7 ( 9) 51 ( 51) 28 { 29) 30 ¢ 31)
CIVIL:
: . CIVIL:
1Y00M REL xkkkE & % Aok ok k¥ L3 2 3 3] . ) ¢
2)A00PT 1 2 3 0 1)D0M REL 77 103 122 58
3)SUITS D1500 #%xnk T AARRR P 2)ADOPT 5 12 10 ) 7 i
4)SUITS <1500 *#%xk T RAEE 2k Rk 3)SUITS >1500 #*k&xk L EEC L SRRk *hhkh
$)LO CT APP o} o i} 0 N 4)SUITS <1500 *&xkx * Xtk k ok 1L L s L
6)0THER CVL. 0} 2 2 0 5)L0 CT APP 0 0 o 0
6)0THER CVL ok Kbk * Rk Ekkkk 11222
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES?
ALL SUITS TRk EE & %k ok ok 113 3
(3+4) ALL SUITS L33 L Rk RkokkR ok kRE
(3¢4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL R & K #» kdok ¥ xRk sk ALL SUITS/
(344+6) OTHER CVL 93 96 103 86
{34446)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS 83 155 119 119 DOM REL/
(143+4) . ALL SUITS L2212 £ 322 kknk * Sk pkk
(14344)
OVHER
SUBTOTAL L2 3 2 3 o % dok % kg i ok ok OTHER
SUBTOTAL ok kAN % Aok ok Sk ERE 12221
TOTAL: 84 159 124 119
' TOTAL: 175 211 _ 235 151
PRIS. PET: 1 1 2 ‘ 0
PRIS. PET? 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES:#» 89 ( 89) 181 ( 184) 141 ¢ 143) 131 ¢ 132) TOTAL ALL
CASES:## 182 ( 184) 262 ( 262)° 263 (  264) 181 ¢ 182)
#HNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES. ' SWNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS? 95 .
COURT DAYS?: 153

COURT DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S): 0
COURT DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S): 2
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 11
COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTFICT 11

TAYLOR COUNTY
WASHINGTON COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING . ‘
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 OISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,41976 CASES PENDING CASFES CASES CASES PENDING
‘CASE TYPE (DEF,) ({DEF.) (DEF.) : (DEF.) : JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 ODISPQOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
‘CASE TYPE ({DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF. )
CRIMINAL:S |
‘ CRIMINAL®
1)CRIM 23 ( 27) 59 ( &3) 54 | 59) 28 ( 31)
2)1L0 cT AaPp Lo 0) 0 0) o ( 0) ot 0) : 1)1CRIM 6 ¢ 8) 19 ¢ 19) 23 ¢ 25) 2 2)
2)LO CT APP 0 ¢ 0) 1t 2) 1t 2) o 0}
TOTAL: 23 { 27) 59 ( 63) 54 ( 59) 28 | 31)
JOTAL:® 6 8) 20 21) 24 { 27) 2 2)
CIvViL: :
‘ . ’ CIViL:
1)D0OM REL Sk 122 LET R *k kR :
2)ADOPT 0 7T 5 i 2 1)10CM REL 36 38 31 43
3)SUITS >1500 s#knk 60 okdkd *RREE 2)ADOPT 2 2 2 . 2
4)SUITS <1500 **%%x T4 xkke E 2 3 L 3)SUITS >1500 38 16 18 36
SILO CT APP 0 (o] 0 0 4)SUITS <1500 20 17 16 21
6)0THER CVL oKk 30 kg *EEin 5)LO CT APP 2 0 1 1
‘ ‘ : 6)0THER CVL 9 9 10 8
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS ok okok SRk T shes
(3+4) ALL SUITS ok * Kok kR YTy
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL o ok ok SRk 13331 ke ALL SUITS/
(34446) OTHER CVL = %kkak kdokk KERRE el
{3+4446)
DOM REL/ .
ALL SUITS 2Ty L3 T T * hnk DOM REL/ ‘
(143+4) ALL SUITS ok Rk ok ok khkk * kK
(14344}
OTHER :
SUBTOTAL 214 kg 346 184 OTHER )
) " SUBTOTAL T > ok ok T TIT akk
TOTAL: 214 293 . 351 156 :
TOTAL® 107 82 _ 78 i
PRIS. PET: | 0 0 o
PRIS. PET: 1 5 3 3
TOTAL ALL .
CASES:## 237 € 241) 352 ( 356) 405 ( 410) 184 ( 187) TOTAL ALL
CASES:#p 114 ( 116) 107 ¢ 108) 1056 ¢ 108} 116 ( 116)
##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL ’
CASES. #H#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS 1IN CRIMINAL

‘ CASES.
COURT DAYS: 40
COURT DAYS: 92

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S):¢ 0
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 2
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 12

CASES PENDING CASES CASES

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 12

CASES PENDRING
JAN, 11976 DOCKETED 197¢ DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
‘CASE TYPE (DEF. ) (DEF.) (DEF.) : ({DEF.)
CRIMINAL 146 | 70) 225 ( 159) 296 ( 172) 75 5T)
CIVIL 406 529 470 465
PRIS. PET. 0 7 7 0
TOTALS: ## 562 ( 476) 761 {695} 773 649) 540 ( 522)

##NUMB ER IN‘PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING GEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES. .
COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: HENRY

OLDHAM
TRIMBLE

COURT DAYS: 367
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 10
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HENRY COUNTY
CASES FENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 11,1976 DOCKETYED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
"CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF ) ({DEF. )
CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM 86 |{ 28) 49 ( 32) 109 ( 43) 26 ( 17)
24L0 CT APP 0 ( 0) S { 5} 3 ¢ 3) 2 2)
TOTAL: 66 | 28) 54 { 37) 112 ¢ 46) 28 ( 19}
CIVIL:
1)DOM PREL ok & ook T Y eT ity
2)ADOPT 0 9 6 . 3
3ISUITS >1500 *#kx% Xk Hk ok ok ko
4)SUITS <1500 *#&or%k o’ ok oAk ok kkk
5)LO CT APP % % ok ok ko LT XERkE
6)OTHER CVL ok ok & % Rdok ok dok A GRkkkk
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS TEXAE * %k Ak o kg
(3+44)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL *kok dok ek bk *RkER E T YL
(344+6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS ok ok ok e E 2 1) ek YL Ty
{143+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL. 1 156 131 136
TOTAL: 112 165 137 139
PRIS. PET: 4] 1 1 (o}
TOTAL ALL .
CASES: ##n 197 ( 139) 220 ( 203) 250 ( 184) 167 ( 158)

#HNUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 69
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 1
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 12
COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICY 12

OLDHAM COUNTY
TRIMBLE COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES . CASES PENDING
. JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 . CASES PENLING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
CASE 1¥yeg (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF,) JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
iy " CASE TYYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:
. . CRIMINAL?
1)CRIM 37 25) 136 ( 96) 137 ( 92) 36 29)
2)L0 CT APP 0 ( 0) 8 { 3) 6 ( 1) 2 2) 11CRIM 22 | 17) 26 | 22) 40 32) 9 (A
2)LO CT APP 0 0) 1 ( 1) 1 { 1) o 0)
JOTAL: 37 25) 144 ( 99) 143 { 93) a8 31) , .
. TOTAL: 23 17) 27 ¢{ 23) 41 | 33) e { T)
CIviL:
CiviL:
11008 REL LA AL 134 98 bad it
2)ADOPY *kodokh 10 8 B bt 1)00M REL 22 42 39 25
3)SUITS D1500 snads 68 £ 232 2] staan 2)ADOPT 2 1 2 . 1
4)SUTTS <1500 *&kxkxk 40 L L L *h Rk AISUTITS D1500 *kkkk * Kok ok * ok R dokk
S)ILO CT APP Rk ok 2 bk it babd bk 4LISUITS <1500 &k o+« % ok % 13132 Ak RNk
6)0THER CVL LA i L L) 25 A RR TRk ‘ 5) N CT APP o 0 4] (o]
f° THER CVL 11 4 9 6
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS R RRK * kK k aR RN R xRk
(2+4) ALL SUITS 19 38 31 26
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL R R ak 121 1) t 221 2 1ot ALL SUITS/
(34446) OTHER CVL » % kkk Tk Rkkkk KK
(344+6)
DOM REL/ .
ALL SUITS e IIT Y * RXEE 123 110 ke DOM REL /
(143+4) ALL SUITS T ETY 222t AR * Ty
(1434 4)
OTHER .
SUBTOTAL 241 (2 11 146 268 OTHER
SUBTOTAL xRk * gk P T ET kbR
JOTAL: 241 ar9 . 252 268
TOTAL: 54 85 . 81 58
PRIS. PET: 0 4 4 (o]
PRIS. PET: 0 2 2 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES: ## 278 266 427 ( 382) 399 (  349) 306 ( 299) TOTAL ALL
CASES: ## 77 23 114 t 110) 124 ( 116) 67 ( 65)
#ANUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES. ##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.,

COURT DAYS: 195
COURT DAYS: 103
COURTY DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 9
COURT DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S): 0
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT CF CIRCUIT COURTY CASELOAD :
COUNTY RBREAKDUOWN OF JUDICTAL DISTRICY 13

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 13

, GARRARD COUNTY
NOTE: THE FOLLOWING COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT THEIR —
REPORT IN TIME FUR INCLUSION:G
L INCOLN CASES PENDING CASCS LASES . CASES PENDING
. JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DI1SPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE {DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.) {DEF.)
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING —_—
JAN, 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF,) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM 23 30) 28 28) 2u 33) 23 25)
CRIMINAL 86 ( 109) 68 ( 77 77 94) 77 92) 2)LO CT APP 1 2) 1 1) 2 3) 0 0)
CIVIL 1027 476 641 862
T0TAL: 24 32) 29 29) 30 36) 23 25)
PRIS. PET. 0 2 2 0
» CIVIL:

TOTALS:## 1113 { 1136) 546 | 555) 720 ( T37) 939 ( 954) 1)00M REL 99 70 58 111
2)ADDPT 0 2 0 . 2
3)ISULTS D1500 *¥kiokx ok Aok 3 A ok ok

#uNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 4)SULTS <1500 #ktks ok KAk ok kKR
CASES . 5ILO CT APP 0 0 0 0
6)0THER CVL ok ek ok xRk ol o

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: GARRARD
JESSAMINE
LINCOLN

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:

ALL SUITS oo 3 ok o ok gk ok Hox ok A kokkk
{(3+4)

COURT DAYS: 1563
ALL SUITS/

COURY DAYS W/SPECYIAL JUDGE(S): 0 OTHER CVL 66 61 41 a6
' (3444 6)
* OOM REL/ .
ALL SUTITS Aok * %ok ok kX Fow Rk
(14344}
OTHER
SUBTOTAL Aok ok ok ok Tl T
TJOTAL: 165 133 . 99 199
PRIS. PET: 0 2 2 0
TOTAL ALL
CASESt6# 189 ( 197) 164 { 164) 131 ( 137) 222 ( 224)

7
#HENUMBER TN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 84

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 13

JESSAMINE COUNTY COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICY 13
L INCOLN COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASFS CASES CASES PENDING ——
JAN. 14,1976 DOCKETED 1976 OISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
" CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) CASES PENDING CASES CASES . CASES PENDING
) JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.21,1976
CASE T1YPE (DEF) (DEF,) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:
1ICRIM 60 | 75) 36 ( 45) 45 { 56) 51 ¢ 64) REPORT NOT RECFIVED
2)L0 CT APP 2 2) 3| 3) 2t 2) 3t 3)
IN TIME FOR INCLUSION
TOTAL: 62 ( A 39 ( 48) 47 { 58) 54 ( 6T)
CIVIL:
1}00M REL 294 148 213 229
2)ADOPT 3 17 16 , [
3)SUITS 21500 #x*¥% * % ok % P TE LT 1Tl
4)SUITS <1500 #*%¥x% T 1 Tt T2
SILO CT APP 0 0 o 0
6)O0THER CVL *ix %k sk 'Y b 13 2]
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES?
ALL SUITS wkok ok *ok ek " TTEY Tyl
(3+4) .
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL 565 178 313 430
(3+4448)
pDOM REL/
ALL SUITS ook dox 1317 Ty Ty * sk kke
(143+4) R
OTHER
SUBTOTAL T Ty 1] 11311 711
TOTAL: 862 343 i 542 663
PRIS. PET: 0 o (¢} o
TOTAL ALL
CASES:## 924 ( 939) 382 ( 391) 589 ( 600) 717 ¢ 1300

HNNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS? 69
COURT DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S): 0
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1976 ANNUAL REPORY OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD
FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 14

NOTE: THE FOLLOWING COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT THEIR
REPORT IN TIME FOR INCLUSIONS . .

SCOTY
WTODFORD
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPQOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976

CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 113 66} 45 32) 63 EXg 95 61)
CIvVIL 656 205 168 ‘ 693
PRIS., PET. 1 0 0 1

COUNTY DREAKDUWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICY 14‘

TOTALS: ## 770 {  723) 250 ( 237) 231 ( 205) 789 ¢ 755)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BOURBON

SCoTT
WOODFORD
COURT DAYS? 47
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
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B OURBON CQUNTY
CASES PENLING CASES CASES . CASES PENDING
. JAN. 141976 ONOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL?
1)}CRIM 104 57) 40 | 27 60 34) e84 $0)
2)LO CT APP 9 9 5 5) 3 ¢ 3) 11 1)
TOTAL: 113 | 66) 45 { 32) 63 | am 95 | 61)
CIvViL:
11D0OM RGL 216 95 84 227
2)ADOPT 4 6 8 . 2
3)SULITS >1500 *skux L2l e 3121 e TR
4)SUTTS <1500 *¥%%* e shkkR LT3l
5)LO CT APP 5 2 1] 7
6)GTHER CVL 67 18 6 19
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS 364 84 70 378
(3+4) .
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL e R TE L e 221 kR R e 1211
(344+6)
DOM REL/ .
ALL SUITS EET L * Rk akdE 3211
(143+4) .
OTHER
SUBTOTAL Rk PE L 1 2T L L. e AR
TOTAL:® 656 205 . 168 693
PRIS. PET: i 0 ¢ 1
TOTAL ALL

CASESt#H# 770 ( T23) 250 ( 23T 231 { 205) 789 t  755)

#HNUMB ER Tr DAREN“HESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 47

CrURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGELS): 0
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN 'OF JUDICIAL OISTRICT 14.

SCovY CNUNTY
CASES FENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAR. 14,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPNSED 1976 DEC.3) 41976
‘CASE TYPE (DEF.?} (DEF.) {DEF.) ‘ {DEF.)

REPORT NOY RECEIVED

IN TIME FOR INCLUSION

-130-

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 14

WOODFORD COUNTY
CASES PENCING CASES CASES CASES PE
NDING
‘ JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 NEC.31+1976
CASE YYPE (DEF ) (DEF.) (DEF,) (DEF,.)

REPORT NOT PECEIVED

IN TIME FOR INCLUSICN
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURY CASELOAD
FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 15

NOTE: THE FOLLOWING COUNTIES IN THYS DISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT THEIR
REPORT IN TIME FOR INCLUSION:S .

CARROLL
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE ({DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF ) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 155 ( 171) 42 1 53) 40 {  40) 157 ¢ 186)
CIVIL ° 500 296 . 237 559
PRIS. PET. o 0 0 ' 0

TOTALS: ## 655 ( 671) 338 { 349) 277 . 277y 716 {  T65)

H¥NUMB ER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

IN ONE DR MORE COUNTTES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA,
EITHEK FOR ™CASES™ OR "DEFENDANTS", IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED. SEE THE
EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES.

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: CARROLL

GRANT
OWEN
COURT DAYS: 74 ' .
COURT DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S): 0

-132-

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICTAL OISTRICT 15

CARROLL COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.3141976
CASE TYPE {DEF.) (DFF,) (DEF,.) {DEF.)

KEPORT NOT KECEIVED

IN TIME FOR INCLUSION
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 15

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 15

g GRANT ~ COUNTY OWeEN COUNTY
U eates. K - CASES FENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
« CASES-PENDING . CASES CASES CASES PENDING JAN. 1,1976 DOCKFTED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
S JAN. 1,1676 - DOCKETED 1976 OISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 CASE TYPE (DEE.) (DEF.) (OEF ) (DEF)
CASE TYPE, IDEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF, ) e . =F . EF,
CRIMINAL: CRIMINAL:?
: M O (rhsrs
1)CRIM 121 ( 137} 33 ( 43) 1_28,( 28) 126 (152} ;;ESICT APP 25 :#t*tt: ; : g: 8 : 3; Zg : 3;;
2IL0 CT APP 0 ( 0) o ¢ . 0. O 0) 0o ( 0)
H * %
TOTAL: 121 ( 137) 33 ( 43) 28 {  28) 126 { 152} TOTAL: 34 (33¥3x) 9t 10) 12 (w5383 31 ¢ 34)
CIVIL: CIvViL: ]
1)00M REL R » rak sennn TP ;:ngngL **'*: 3g ‘*“; *“*;
2)ADOPT 0 ) 9 9 0
3)SUITS D1500 wkkss T srees A arn 3)SUITS >1500 *akix 27 OO *haas
4)SUITS <1500 ¥*xk*s¢ 16 hhgrk wk
4)SUITS <1500 #%ss PPN PP PO erioler 1pp’0 arene $ b sae
S)ILO CT APP  #%asx PPN PPN PP EIOTHER CUL  swane - . sreae
6)0THER CVL  ###ask P hEs POPEE
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASESS SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS PP PR PP, PPy ALL fgi:i s bl ahe bbbl Ll
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL Fep—. ook & P PPN 07755422% s Al add hhd il b i
(344469
DOM REL/
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS AR EE . xaos PO “L%lfgizf bt i bt bl
(143+4})
< OTHER i
OTHEK
SUBTOTAL 215 188 100 303 SuBTOTAL 284 ihhads 126 254
TOTAL:S 215 197 109 303 TOTAL: 205 99 128 256
TOTAL ALL TOTAL ALL
SES S
CASESzHM 336 ( 352) 230 { 240) 137 { 137) 429 ( 455) CASESz#w 319 (#axes) 108 ( 1090 140 (sssas) 297 { 290)

#H¥NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURY DAYS: 42
COURY DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S): 0
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CASES.
COURT DAYS: 32
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JULDGE(S): o

-135-

#WNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL



ANNUAL REPCRY OF CIRCUIY COURT CASELOAD

1976
FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 16
CASES PENCING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 ODISPOSED 1976 DEC.31+1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) {DEF.) (DEF,) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 356 { 1356) 405 ( 470) 478 ( 486) 283 { 283)
CIvVIL 2487 2137 1716 . 2908
PR1S. PCT. 0 . & 1 3
TOTALS:## 2843 ( 2843) 2546 ( 2611) 2195 ( 2203) 3194 ( 3194)

¥#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.

IN ONE OR
EITHER FOR
EXPLANATION

COUNTIES IN

COURT DAYS:

MORE CCUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA,
SEE THE

"CASESY OR “DEFENDANTS", 1S MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED.
AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES.

DISTRICY: KENTON

999

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0

-136-
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COUNTY EREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 16

KFNTON COUNTY
CASES PENDING ca
SES
JAN. 1,1976  DOCKET CASES CASES PENDING
CASE TYPE ED 1976 DISPOS ‘
(DEF,) (DEF..) “tory PEC-31a1976
hd o)
CRIMINAL:
L)CRIM R (aahnk) 3
2100 €T appa 201 (1 362) 378
PPAXdrs (kanss) 104 ( 10e) 100 : ?Ig: ‘:;::: ::::::;

TOTAL: 356 (%%ssx) 405 ( 470) 478 ( 486)

283 (*e%e2)

CIvrIL:
1)DOM REL 2ok Kk
2YADUPT L E LT 103: 760 2NN
3)SUITS >1500 #s%#x *are 65 bt
4)SUITS <1500 ###sx PP s Bt
5)LO CT APP * Rk 20 *hhky e 1320
6)YOTHER CVL PR, 51 20 LTy
15 ARRRR
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS L2 2 21
(3+4) 943 856 e ane
SLL SUITSs/
THER CvVL L2 311 .
(3+44+6) ) b ean reey
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS ok ¥ ko '
(14344) bl el rexey . *etee
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 2467
hren knn
2908
T H
OTAL 2487 2137 1716 2908
PRIS. PET: 0 “ '
1 3
TOTAL ALL

CASES: #u 2843 (*xxxx) 2546 ( 2611) 2195 ( 2203)

3194 (s2%xa)

#H4NUMB FR : H
IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT Davs: 999

COURT DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S): 0
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICTY 17

COUNTY RREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 17

CASES PENCING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPCSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE {DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.)
CRIMINAL 135 { 135) 224 . 262) 221 ( 320) 128 ( 138)
CIvVIL 1049 1141 932 1258
PRIS. PET. 0 3 3 0

TOTALS:## 1184 ( 1184) 1368 ( 1406) 1156 ( 1265) 1396 ( 1336)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
IN ONE OR MORE COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA,

EITHER FOR SCASES™ OR "DEFENDANTS"™, IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED., SEE THE

EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES.

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: CAMPBELL

COURT DAYS: 248
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 11
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CAMPBELL COUNTY
CASES PENCING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1ly1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPGSED 1976 DEC.31+1976
"CASE TYPE {DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.) {DEF,.)
CRIMINAL:?
1)CRIM HhaAh (xkikN) 167 t 205) 166 ( 259) *kxds (kdkti)
2)L0 LT APPYERRE (3kik) 57 57) 55 T1)  Aande (dnkex)
TOTAL: 135 (®x%xsx) 224 | 262) 221 ¢ 330) 138 (¥*x*x)
CIvVIiL:
1)00M REL bohddd 549 516 ErEE
2)ADOPY L2300 35 30 L2 22 1]
3)SUITS DIS00 skaks SRRRE SERen FIt L
4£)SULITS <1500 maasux e 2 T3 R kkk Ty ET
5)1LO CT APP LT 2T B kkk o 123 ]
6)YOTHER CVL 23l LN KR e eR 111
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS kR SRk k E T 123 ] P ]
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL L 23T kERks 3331 137
(3+446)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS =% 5 g * %k 1231 1 ¢ R RR%
(143+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 1049 557 ages 1258
TJOTAL: 1049 1141 ) 932 1258
PRYS. PET: o] 3 3 V)
TOTAL ALL

CASES:#y 1184 (#*%#x) 1368 1 1406) 1156 ( 1265) 1396 (*da%)

##NUMbER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURY DAYS? 248
COURT DAYS W/SPECTIAL JUDGE(S): 11
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

FCR JUDICIAL DISTRJCT 18 ! COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL CISTRICT 18
HARR1S ON COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 151976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF,) (DEF,.) » CASES PCENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN, 141676 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TVYPE (DEF,) {DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 23 | 22) 40 ( 36) 32 | 30) 31 ( 28) :
CIVIL 413 463 426 450 CRIMINALS
PRIS. PET. Y 1 0 1 1)CRIM 14 ( 14) 11 ¢ 11) 13 ¢ 13) 12 ( 12)
' 2)L0 CT APP 3t 3) 1 1) O’q'“ 0} 4 4)
TOTALS: Wy 436 | 435) 504 { 500} 458 ( 456) 482 ( 479} , :
TOTAL:® 17 17 12 ¢ 12) 13 ¢ 13) 16 { 16}
#ANUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TCTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL : CIVIL:
CASES. .
: ' 11D0M REL Ak 87 86 e ate
IN ONE OR MORE COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA, 2)ADOPT 0 _ 5 5 o
EITHER FOR "CASES™ OR “DEFENDANTS", IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED. SEE THE 3)SUITS D1500 k% ke shkeg sk ke
EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES. 4)SUITS <1500 *k%ka 31 1 Tt L2 30
. SILO CT APP 0 0 0 0
COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: HARRISON - 6)OTHER CVL  ®&akk 121 1 gdn L2
NICHOLAS .
PENDLE TON . SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ROBERT SON ’ = /
‘ ALL SUITS TR2RE (11 2 (112 2 L1 2
COURT DAYS: 140 ) (34 4) j
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S)$ 0 ' ALL SUITS/ |
OTHER CVL L dd bl 63 61 Lol
(3+4+6) -
DOM REL/ B
ALL SUITS LT tenes sEeen seBee
(143¢4)
OTHER . ,
) SUBTOTAL 236 S xkhk si0n 239
TOTAL: 236 155 152 239
PRIS. PET? 0 0 . 1) o
TOTAL ALL
CASES:w# 253 ( 253) 167 ¢ 167 165 ( 165) 255 ( 259%5)
#ENUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
. CASES.
' COURT DAYS: 68
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S)? 0
-140-
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 18
COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 18

NICHOL AS COUNTY
PENDLE TN COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSE? 1:1? DEC.3l:égzb) CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
CASE TYPE {DEF.) {DEF.) DEF. . JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
o CASE TYPE (DEF.) (QEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.)
CRIMINAL:
CRIMINALS
1)CRIM 4 { 4) 9 { 9) T 7 6 .6)
2)L0 CT 2PP O (  ©) 2t 2 2 ¢ 2 ot o 11CRIM ot 0 14 ¢ 1) B (7 6 4
2)LO CT APP 0 ¢ 0) o ( 0) 0 { o) [ I | 0)
JOTAL ¢ 4 4) 11 ( 11) 9 9} 6 ( 6)
TOTAL® 0! 0) 14 11) B KA 6 4)
- CIVIL:
b CIvViL:
1)D0OM REL 4 EkE 11T 1] Ty 3 r 1 . .
2)ADOPT o 3 3 ' 0 1)00M REL 22 114 89 47
3)SUITS >1500 #*usk L3 30 T Y wkxkk 2)ADOPT 1 1 4 0
4)SUITS <1500 #xs¥% LT b by 3)SUITS >1500 12 19 24 7
SILO €T APP 0 0 0 0 . 4)SUITS <1500 93 95 86 107
6)0THER VL 1 0 | Y 5)LO CT APP 0 1 1 0
6)OTHER CVL 1 0 0 1
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
e bbe SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
Y *khk nEEER SRRkE
ALL ?giai . ALL SUITS EENE T T T
: {3+4)
ALL SUITS/
ovhea cvL Ll L * Rk Lhdd g b ALL SUITS/
. OTHER CVI, R ERE 12y 1] T3 LT 1
(344+6)
(34446
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS 8 58 55 11 DOM REL/
(143+ &) ALL SUITS 2eLRe X114 P T 1 BEtRR
: , (143¢4)
OTHER
: Ty 121 2] SRR e deR OTHER
SuBtoTAL R SUBTOTAL LTI e YTy saans
6 59 11 ‘ - .
TOTAL® ? ! ‘ TOTALS 134 230 202 162
0 0 0 .
PRIS., PET: o PRIS. PET: 0 1 0 1
TOTAL ALL
] 72 , 68 1 68) 17 173 ) TOTAL ALL
CASES:uu 13 13) 72 ! ' CASES:#wn 134 ( 134) 265 ( 242) 210 ( 209) 169 ( 167

J ING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL _
#ANUNBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTsL Chses ©° #HONUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES. sanyue
COURT DAYS: 16 CouRT OAvS: 42
COURT .DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0

COURT DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S): 0
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 18'

ROBERTS(N  COUNTY | 1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD
: — FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 19
CASES PENDING CASES CASES , CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 OOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976 CASES P
e . ENDING CASES CA
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF .} {DEF.) JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 D!SPOSégSl916 c32533:ET2;EG
.CASE TYPE (DEF.) {DEF.) (DEF.} {DEF.)
CRIMINALS
1)CRIM 2( 1 3(  2) 2 i 1) 3 2) CRIMINAL 41 ¢ 54) 58 {  80) 67 ( 90) 32 { 44)
25L0 CT APP O 0) ot 0) 0 ( 0) 0 0) CIVIL -
243 413 421 .
. 235
TOTAL:® 2 i) 3§ 2) 2( 1) 3¢ 2) PRIS. PET. 0 Y ] 0
CIVIL? | ‘ : TOTALS:#% 284 ( 297) 471 ( 493) 488 ( 511) 267 (279}
1)DCM REL 8 2 s 5
2)ADOPT 2 0 2 0 ' ,
2) A 1500 2 0 2 S g::gggea IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
4)SUITS <1500 13 7 2 18 ,
53L0 CT APP 3 o 0 3 ¢ .
5)Lg CT APP 3 0 0 2 OUNTIES IN DISTRICT: 2525:5:
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: MASON
ALL SUITS *kkkeE ks shGEkE g ok COURT DAYS: 168
(3+4) o
ALL SUITS/ ¥ ) . COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 14
OTHER CVL 13 3 3/1 4 [ 2% 1] kbR ik .
(34446)
DOM REL/ .
ALL SUITS kR kE 133121 shEkE (3 32 3]
(14344) . .
OTHER
SUBTOTAL (3331} [ 2 3 1] sehkd ik kd¥
TOTAL: 3% 4 17 , 13 | 38
PRIS. PET: 0. 0 0 . 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES:#? 36 ( 35) 20 ( 19) 15 ¢ 16) 41 { 40)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: L
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S) 8 &

144~
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CCUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICY 19 COUNTY BREAKDOWN CF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 19°

RRACKEN COUNTY FLEMING COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES 'CASES CASES PENDING CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES P
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 .CASE TYPE JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 oec.alf?ggzc
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF. ). (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) . {DEF.)
CRIMINAL? CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM 17 ¢ 21) :
1)CRIM 5 5) 9 ( 10) 10 ( 11) 4 4) 24 ( 39) 322 ( 49) 9
2)L0 CT aPP O & 0} ot 0) o( 0 ot 0) 2)L0 €T APP 0 ¢  0) 20 2 1 1 T
TOTAL: 5 ( 5) 9 ¢ 10) 10 ¢ 11) 4 4) ‘ TOTAL: 17 ( 21) 26 ( 41) 33 ( 50) 10 ¢ 12)
- CIVIL: CIVIL:
1)100M REL 18 41 4% 15 iy 12 67 55 o
2)ADOPT 1 4 3 2 3)SULTS >150 ! p 8 4
3)SULTS >1500 #kk¥* * KRR E hERA T 2 SUITT 0 21 15 23 . 13
4)SUITS <1500 *#%a% Y] YL 3 o ok - 5100 Ci :1500 31 16 . 26 21
5)L0 CT APP 0 0 0 o ) 6)O0THER cC: 0 o 0 :
6)O0THER CVL 0 0 0 0 ‘ 6 25 23 8
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASESS SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS 33 25 37 21 | ALL SUITS  #%ad Py PO P
(344) . (3+4)
ALL SUITS/
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL P P P shasE OTr:gk cvL bl o] E Rk PPN PP,
(3+4+6) (3444 6)
DOM REL/
DOM REL/ .
ALL SUITS Do e ARkES Y ALL SUITS Lt d T PO . PP
(1+3+4) » (1+43+4)
OTHER OTHER
SUBTOTAL PP P g P : SUBTOTAL Ldd seEe PP, PP
TOTAL: 52 70 g6 38 TOTALs 74 131 135 70
PRIS. PET:" 0 0 0 ' 0 PRIS. PET: o o o .
TOTAL ALL
TOTAL ALL )
CASES:#W 57 ( 57) 79 {  80) 94 95) 42 (- 42) CASES: ## 91 ¢ 95) 157 ¢ 172) 168 ( 185) 80 ( 82)
4#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL g::gg?ea IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES. , ‘
COURY DAYS: 28 COURT DAYS: 53
COURT. DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S): “ COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): °
Y
-146- - -147-
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL OISTRICT 19

MASON COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
" JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 ODISPOSED 1976 DEC.31:1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) . (DEF,) (DEF.) {DEF.)
CRIMINSAL:
1)CRIM 19 ( 28} 22 ¢ 28} 23 |{ 28} 18 28)
2)LD CT APP 0 0) 1 {1 1) 1 1) ot 0)
TOTAL: 19 ( 28) 23 ( 29) 24 29) 18 ( 28)
CIivit:
1)D0M REL 41 114 116 39
2YAD0PT 4 9 11 2
3)ISUITS D1500 *¥kax ' TE1 shEwk T 1T
4)SUITS <1500 *%s&x * R ok® R Rk Rk
S5)LO CT ApP 16 1 (o] 17
6)Y0THER CVL 11 22 18 15 v
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS 45 66 s7 54
A3+4)
ALL SUITS/ N
OTHER CVL A djopk & ook Y 2 3 2 T3
(344+6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS £ 1 13 N *kkE TR ek
(14344)
QTHER
SUBTOTAL ook ok * kkkd sRRRE SR kkn
TOTAL® 117 212 202 127
PR1S. PET: 0 0 (4] 0
TOTAL ALL
CASESt## 136 ( 145) 235 { 241) 226 ¢ 231) 145 ( 155)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES. :

COURT DAYS: 87
COURY DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S)t 1

‘148‘ f
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1976 ANNUAL RFPORT CF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD
FOR JUD]CTIAL DISTRICT 20

N

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976  DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE {DEF,) ~ (DEF,) {DEF.) (DEF,)
CRIMINAL 77 89) 147 ( 174) 134 ( 159) S0 (  104)
CIVIL 2141 497 © 434 2204
PRIS. PET. o] 0 ] (o]

TOTALS:## 2218 ( 2230) 644 {  671) 568 ( 593) 2294 ( 2308)

#H#NUMB ER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES,

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: GRFENUP
LEWIS

COURY DAYS: 174
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 20
CUUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICTIAL DISTRICT 20

LEWIS CCUNTY
GREENUP COUNTY ~
CASES PENUING  CASES CASES  CASES PENDING
A ' ' JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.3141976
i Thiere” DOCKETED 1976 D15POSEn 1975 CASES PENDING ‘CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF ) (DEF.)
CASE TYPE (DEF.) . (DEF.) (DEF 1) DEC'3l§éng,
CRIMINAL:
CRIMINAL: .
' 1)CRIM 7 11) T 45 | 59) 32 | 44) 28 : 28;
, : . 0}
1)CRIM .30 38} 96 (  109) - 2)L0 CT APP 0 {( 0} o ( 0) 0 (
2)LO CT APP 40 (4G 6 ( 6) 9: : I°Z§ 23 : 23: | '
TOTAL: T 11) 45 59) 32 44) 20 { 26)
JOTAL: 70 ¢ 7
. 8) 102 t 115) 102 ¢ 11%5) 70 ¢ 78) CIVIL:
CIVIL: _
y 1YDOM REL 68 8t 8: 7?
1)00M REL 2)AD0PT 1 6 .
2)ADOPT llgg lgg 110 1170 3)SUITS 31500 #*suk Y T :::::
B;SUITS >1500 278 as ;: zg: ;;fglzi :::oo #*t*; #*t*; *a**; :
4)SUITS <1500 418 g : :
S;Lo CT APP 30 12: llg 4;2 6)OTHER CVL  *x¥x» Sk L L) ERER
6107
R e N ¢ 2 37 SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: ALL SUITS R PP hane sharn
ALL SulTs *¥ ke *R*E (3+4)
(344} * ki ok
’ ALL SUITS/ 108
ALL SulTs/ 0T7§R4CZ% 96 34 22
OTHER CvL TRk Rk * +*4+
(34446) A hadd bk CeLs
DOM RE .
DOM REL/ AL% SgITf Wk Ak SRR LRl L L2 D
ALL surTs Rk PP 14344
{14344) * eRE s SRk e
OTHER
OTHER _ SUBTOTAL Y 12 ORRR e
SUBTOTAL ok o &k dohg L2212 ] P
-TOTAL® 165 128 .o 1o 183
TOTAL: 9 . :
1976 369 324 2021 PRIS. PET: o () 0 )
PRIS, PET: 0 0 0 .
TOTAL ALL
TOTAL ALL CASEStw# 172 (¢ 176) 173 ¢ 187 142 ( 154) 203 ( 209)

CASES: #n 20646 ( 2054) 471 t 484) 426 ¢ 439) 2091 ( 2099)

#H#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE 'tuTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

#ANUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING

CASES, DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CGURT DAYS: 60

COURT DAYS: 114
1 COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S) 2 o]
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELO‘D
FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 21

NOTE: THE FOLLOWIMG COUNTTIES IN THIS DISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT THEIR
REPORT IN TIME FOR INCLUSION:

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 21

MONTGOMERY

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING

‘ JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976

CASE " TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF . ) (DEF. )

CRIMINAL 62 (78 98 ( 119) 78t 95) 82 ( 102)
CIVIL 585 425 478 532
PRIS. PET. 0 1 S 0

TOTALS:## 647 ( 663) 524 ( 545) 557 { 574) 614 ( &34)

#4NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BATH

MENTFEE

MONTGOMERY

ROWAN A
COURT DAYS: 148 "y
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 1 '

-152-

» BATH COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES .  CASES PENDING
, JAN. 1,1976 OOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF. ) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM 11 14) 12 ¢ 16) 13017 10 ( 13)
2IL0 CT APP O ( 0) 10 1) 1 (1 ot 0)
TOTAL: 11 (  14) 13 ¢ 17 14 ¢ 18) 10 ¢ 13)
cIvits - |
1)1D0M REL 57 42 48 51
2YA00PT 0 2 1 : 1
3)SUITS >1500  S2 20 24 48
4)SUTTS <1500 17 10 1 16
SILO CT APP 0 0 0 0
6)0THER CVL 7 7 3 11

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:

ALL SUITS i fx g ook L2 23 b2 2 %1 kg
(3+4) '

AtL SUITS/
OTHER CVL o kkk o ook b hkk ek kP

(34446)

O0OM REL/ .
ALL SUITS ok ok *ERkE Ak

(143+4)

OTHER
SUBTOTAL Kk Rk % Kk kK ek kk

TOTAL: 133 81 . 87 127
PRIS. PET: o 0 0 0

TOTAL ALL
CASESt ## 194 ( 147) 9 98} 101 ¢ 105) 137  140)

#¥NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: a3
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): o

-153-




COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL OISTRICT 21

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 21
MONTGOMERY COUNTY

CASE TYPE

PASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 141976  DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
(DEF.) . (DEF,) (DEF.) (DEF.)

MENIFEE COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES . CASES PENDING
. JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF,.) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL?®
1)CRIM 11 ( 14) 12 ( 17) 13 19) 10 ( 12}
2)LO CT APP ot 0) L | 0) o ( o) (VI | 0)
TOTAL:® 11 14) 12 ¢ 17) 13 19) 10 { 12)
CIVIL:
1)00M REL 47 32 31 48
2)YADOPT 0 0 0 0
3)SUITS >1500 5 8 4 9
4)SUITS <1500 4 3 2 5
5.0 CT APP 0 0 0 (4]
6)0THER CVL 4 0 2 2
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS p 2 3 B ] Rk 1321 R EEE
(3+44) ‘
ALL SUITYS/
OTHER CVL "ok ok ok (33 1] SRR Sk kkk
(3+446)
DOM REL/ .
ALL SUITS Rk *kdokk SRERE Ak
(143+44)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL XNk * Rk akRk e T T L]
TOTALS 60 43 . 39 64
PRIS. PET: () 0 0 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES:## 71 T4) 55 | 60) 52 ( 58) T4 ( T76)

#¥NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 26
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
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REPORT NOT RECEIVED

IN TIME FOR INCLUSION
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0

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICY 21

ROWAN COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
T WAN. 1401976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31+1%76
CASE TYPE (DEF.) ) (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.)
CRIMINAL:®
XICRIM 36 46) 66 { ™ 49 { 56) 53 ( 67)
2VLO CY APP 4 ( 4) T 8) 2 ! 2) 9 { 10)
TOTAL® 40 | 50) T3 ( 85) 51 ¢ 58) 62 ( )
CIVIL:
1)D0M REL AR 135 132 ahkn
2)A00PT 5 6 4 7
3ISUITS D1500 *kkAk eI b Rk ek hEE
4ISUITS <1500 Hkxaik % xkky Rk Rkk ok Akg
SILO CT APP "k 1 1 kkr
6)0THER CVL oKk Aok 22 42 whRk®
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS KRk 137 173 Rk
(324)
ALL SYITS/
OTHER CVL Sk kop xRk *EERR ok
(34446)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS EL T xRk Rhkkk kg
(143+44)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 387 LR L L xkEkE 334
TOTAL: 392 301 352 341
PRIS. PET: 0 1 1 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES:#n 432 ( 442) 375 (. 387) 404 ( 411) 403 ( 418)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES. :
COURT DAYS: 8%
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 1
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICY 22

CASES PENDING CASES
CASES CASE
Case Tvee JAN. I;é9Tb DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 oecsareyggzc
vee EF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) "l DEF.)
CRIMINAL 121 ¢ 1200 431 ( s24) 456 { 336) 96 ( 108)
CIvIL 2939 3920 3857 3002
PRIS. PET. 0 6 Y
0
TOTALSI44 3060 ( 3059)

4357 ( 4450)

4319 { 4399)

3098 ( 3110)

FENUMBER IN PARENT

CASES.

COURT DAYS:

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: FAYETTE

595

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE({S): 5

-157-
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 22

FAYETTE COUNTY
ASES PENDING
CASES PENDING CASES CASES' c
JANe 191976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF,) (DEF,.) (DEF.)
CRIMINMAL:S
1)CRIM 117 (116} 411 ( 5047 433 { 513) 95 10};
2)L0 CT APP 4 4) 20 ( Z0) 23 23) 1 (
TOTAL: 121 ¢ 120) 431 §{ 524) 456 { 536) 96 108)
Civits .
1)D0M REL A ok Aok 1732 k¥ *#*;;
2)ADOPT 65 114 142 .
F)SUITS D1500 %#kks T3 tf**t raaes
A3SULTS <1500 ®uAck% ok Ak ok e
5)L0 CT APP ok * kA Y11 #** :
6)0THER VL ok ok *x ¥ koK 81 o kk
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
AL SULTS xkghd Ak 23 L1 B ok
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTEER cVvL ok ok kR R Rk e kkk
(34446)
DOM REL/
ALL SULTS ok ok ¢ Kook ok Ak ko
(143+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 2874 2074 3634 2965
TOTAL:S 2939 3920 3857 3002
PRIS. MET: (1] 6 [ (4]

TOTAL ALL
CASES: ##

3060 ( 305%9)

4357 ( 4450)

4319 ( 4399)

)98 ( 3110)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL

CASES.

CCURY DAYS: 595

COURT. DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE( S) ¢ 5

CASES USING DEFEMDANTS 1IN CRIMINAL

1976 ANNUAL RFPORY OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

FOR JUDICYAL DISTRICT 23

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING

JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976

CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.?

CRIMINAL %6 { 121) 130 t 170} 105 ( 140) 121 (151}
CIVIL 414 375 el 585
PRIS. PET. Y 1 | 0 1

TOTALS: ## 570 { 595) 506 ¢ 546) 369 ( 404) 707 ( 737)

#HNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES

CASES.

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: ESTILL

LEE

CWSLEY

COURT DAYS: 263

COURT DAYS W/SPECTIAL JUDGE(S):

s
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICY 23

ESTILL

COUNTY

CASES PENDING

CASES

CASES

CASES PENDING

JAN. 1,197¢ DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) . (DEF ) (DEF.) (DEF.}
CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM 37 48) #3 ( 63) 24 | 42) 56 { 69)
2)LO (T APP 3 ¢ 4) 6 1 8) 3¢ 4) 6 ( 81}
TOTAL: 40 ( 52) 49 71) 27 ( 46) 62 | 77)
civit:
i)ooM REL ok ook & 0 ok ¥ 133 13 ok Aok
2)ADOPT 14 6 10 10
3)SUITS DI500 *k&k%k ok ok ok kRk ok kK
4)SUTTS <1500 m¥xi% ARk ARk Aok okok
5)L0 CT APP ok ok ok &k Ak AR KKK koK
6)OTHER CVL ok ok * %Ak X xR kdR kK
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS TIT EEEER T kK
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL do dokok * Aok % ET Y] ik ko
(3+44+46)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS Ak ek * kR ok o fokk
(1434 4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 228 156 86 298
TOTAL® 242 162 96 308
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 o]
TOTAL ALL
CASES:#4# 282 ( 294) 211 ( 233) 123 ( 142) 370 ( 385}

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 120

COURT DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S):

0
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COUNTY RREAKDOWN 0OF JUDICIAL DISTYRICY 23

LEE

COUNTY

CASES PENDING

CASES

CASES

CASES PENDING

JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC+31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.,.) (DEF,) (DEF,)
CRIMINAL:
“1)CRIM 29 ¢ 37) 45 { 60) 44 ( 56) 30 ( 41)
2)LO CT APP 1 ¢ 1) 9 { 11) 5 ( 5) 5 { A
TOTALS 30 ( 38) 54 ( T 49 | 61) 35 ( 481}
CIvViL:
1)DOM REL 45 T1 63 53’
2VADOPTY 1 1 1 1
3)SUITS >1500 #*okkkk o ok ok Tk kwk »k ok k
4)SULITS <1500 *%kk% & e ok K Ty 1Tt
5)LO CT APP 0 0 0 0
6)0THER CVL Rk kRK o kdok xRk kkkk
SUBTOTALS REPCRTED FOR CIV!L CASES:
ALL SUITS ok kokk Aok 1231 wxdnk
(3+4)
ALL SUTTS/
OTHER CVL 101 68 40 129
(3444 6)
DOM REL/ :
ALL Sulvs Rk Rk * gkoxk *EeRR Tt
(14344)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL Rk ok * kik 1T T
TOTAL: 147 140 104 183
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES:## 177 t 185) 194 ( 211) 153 ( 165) 218 ( 231)

#UNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 91

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S):
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF CUDICIAL DISTRICT 23

OWSLEY COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
"JAN, 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 ODISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF,) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL?
1)CRIM 26 ¢ 29) 25 ( 26) 26 ( 30) 23 ( 25)
2)L0 CT APP 2 ! 2) 2 ! 2) 3 3) 1 1)
TOTAL: 26 ( 31) 27 ¢ 28) ‘29'( 33) 24 26)
CIVIL:
1)DOM REL 30 30 a7 23
2YADOPT 0 3 2 1
3)SUITS >1500 *k&xx * Kook & T TT L) Sk dokk
4)SUTITS <1500 #ak%x > koK K T1l8 Ty
SILO CT APP 1 0 0 1
6)0THER CVL RN ok Rk LT
SUBTUTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS kg » Rtk ® xRk ® 123 0%
(324)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL 54 40 25 69
(34446)
ODOM REL/ :
ALL SUITS AR EHE 3.3 Tl T YY)
(143+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL ok ok Ty T %
TOT AL 85 73 64 94
PRIS. PET: 0 1 0 b 8
TOTAL ALL
CASES:## 111 ( 116} 101 ¢ 102) 93 | 97) 119 ¢ 121}

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 52

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE{S):

4
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT counrT CASELDAb
FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 24

NOTE: THE FOLLOWING COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT THEIR:
REPORT IN TIME FOR INCLUSION:

JOHNSON
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING:.
JAN, 141976 .DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1576  DEC.3],1976
CASE TYPE (DEF,) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.).
CRIMINAL 144 ( 144) 129 ( 171) 101 { 119) 172 { 1729
CIVIL 1414 580 1313 681
PRIS. PET. 0 1 0 C 1
TOTALS:## 1558 ( 1558) 710 ¢ 752) 1414 ( 1432) 854  854) .

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN- CRIMINAL-:
CASES.

IN ONE OR MORE COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICTy MISSING CRIMINAL DATA,
EITHER FOR "CASES"™ OR "DEFENDANTS"™, IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED. SEE THE
EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES.

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: JOHNSON

LAWRENCE

MART IN
COURT DAYS: 115 .
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 1
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 24 .
COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 24

JOHNSON COUNTY
L AWRENCE COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES . CASES PENDING
. JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976 CASES PENDING CASES CASES . CASES PENDING
CASE TYPE (DEF.) : , , JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
(DEF.) (DEF .} (DEF.)
CASE TYFE (DEF,) (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.)
PEPORT NOT RECEIVED
CRIMINAL:
IN TIME FOR INCLUSION
1)CRIM 75 (rREkE) 74 ¢ 101) 39 { 64) 110 (*aakx)
2)L0 CT APP O 0) 3 3) 3 3) ot 0)
\ TOTAL: 75 (x#%sk) 77 € 104) 42 (4T 110 (#%ker)
CIVIL:
1)DOM REL ok ok R RRR RN
2)ADOPT 0 13 13 . 0
BISULITS D1500 #kAbx * koo KRk L1221
4)1SUITS <1500 *#%kk 2 EREX RR AR *hRRh
5)L0 CT APP o o ok koK *Eokkk 123 1)
e . 6)0THER CVL  ksokk Ak R KRRk ok
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES?
ALL SUITS Rk ak LETE EEERR AR
. (344)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL kA% ko T Sk ko
{34446)
* DOM REL/ .
ALL SUITS FET 22 Rk LT SR RkE
(1+3+44)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 508 265 488 285
TOTALS 508 278 . 501 285
PRIS. PET: . 0 o 0 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES:A# 583 (HER%R) 355 ( 382) 543 { 548) 395 (datnk)

#ANUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USIMG DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: S4
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICY 24

MARTIN COUNTY
FOR JUDTCIAL DISTRICT 25
CASES PENDING CASES CASES . C3ES " - LDING ’
. JAN. 15,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 UeL 3191976 J . CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) JAN. 141976  DOCKETED 1976 DISPUSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
CASE TvYpPE {DEF.) . (DEF.) (DEF,) (DEF,.)
CRIMINAL:
‘ CRIMINAL 2CC ( 208} 242 1 290) 222 ( 250) 220 (  235)
1YCRIM 69  (kdAn) 52 ( 67) 59 ¢ T2) 62 (**knx)
2)L0 CT APP o 0) 0 0) o ( 0) 0! 0) ‘ CIVIL 1409 1135 919 1625
TOTAL: 69 (k%x¥%) 52 { 67) 59 ( T2) 62 (%kkhk)
CIViL: _ : : TOTALS: w4 1609 { 3617) 1377 { 14253 1141 ( 1169) 1845 ( 1860)
1)DOM REL ok ARk 116 T TT T L) ; ;
2)ADOPTY L2 2t 7T ok koK ok 13T #UNUMBER IN PARENTHZSES I3 THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
- 3)ISUTITS >1500 *¥k%x AR kR xR R ok ok {LASES .,
4)SUITS <1500 #*%#%% * ok 2XRAR Rk kR
SILO CT APP  #%ka 2 ok b el IN ONE OR MORE COUNTIES IN ViIS DISYRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA,
6)OTHER CVL P 0 2 gk Sk duka ; ) EITHER FOR “LASES™ OR “DEFENDANTS®, 1S MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED., SEE THE
EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES.
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
COUNTIES IR DISTRICT: ! ARK
ALL SUITS ok ok okok . 177 oo ook R Rkk MADY SON
(3+4) o
ALL SUTTS/ ‘ ‘
OTHER CVL *okok ok % koK bt bl ¥k COURT DAYS: 285
(34446) .
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JURGE(S): 17
DOM REL/ * §
ALL SUITS T TTL:, * ook ' TITL RERER
(143+44)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 906 ki k 812 396
TOTAL: 906 302 . 812 396
PRIS. PET: ’ 0 1 0 1
TOTAL ALL 4
CASES: s 975 (#%%%x) 355 { 370) 871 ¢ 884) 459 (*e%i%)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING OEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COUKT DAYS: 61
COURT DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S): 1
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISYRICT 25
COUNTY BREAKDDWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 25

CLARK COUNTY
. MADISON COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING -
JAN. 151976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 . &
CASE TYPE LDEE ) B0 DEC.31.,157 CASES PENDIMG CASES CASES CASES PENDING
NEF. _ (DEF,) {DEF.) {DEF.) ‘ ;
) JAN. 11,1976 DOCKETED 1976 OISPOSED 1976 DEC. 31,1976
) CASE TYPE (DEFL) (DEF .} (DEF .} (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:
1ICRIM 92 (hExsk) 72 85) 86 (xmkkk) 78  (%%kEk) CRIMINAL:
2)LO CT aPP o { 0) 4 | 4) 3 d 3) 1t 1}
; 1)CRIM 85 | 931} 116 ¢ 151) 105 (¢ 134) 95 ( 110}
) 2)LO CT APP 23 | 23) 50 { 50) 27 | 27) 46 46)
TOTAL: 92 (s4xxx) 76 ¢ 89) 89 (+xxa%) 79 (Radrn)
CIVIL: TOTAL: 108 ( 1is) 166 {  201) 133 ( 161} 141 ( 156)
1)D0OM REL AAodokk 244 wkokokok PP, CIVIL:
2)ADCPT kAR 19 Rk t 13 2 . '
R)SUITS D1500 whsxe * k& ok ok ok ok kR 1)D0OM REL ook kg * il L b L L Lt A AL
4)SUITS <1500 **xhnk LT AR Ty 21 2)ADOPT b ol il hb s bt R i
SILO CT APP on o Ak FET Il Rk &k 13 1 JISUTITS 1500 wanis & ook & kK Rk
6)0THER CVL  *t%xx Rk Aok eL R LY - 4)SULTE <1500 #exex ik RGRk bk d
5)LD LT aAPP Sk ® Rk Wbk " e Rt¥
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: T 6)0THER -CVL . whkes putar L e R
ALL SUITS ok sk ok -k ERAAR Paraprarp. SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
(3+4)
ALL SULTS e T 2% ] ok sk T T 2 Ty
ALL SUITS/ (3+4)
OTHER CVL R kK * ko *ohopkk gk k
(3444+6) ALL SUITS/
OTHER T VL kA (2 T wkkdd L2 L L L]
DOM RELZ/Z {A2446)
ALL SUITS kR wk L3231 2133 ek kg
(1434 4) O0M XEL/ .
ALL SUITS Aok R AE * XA g 2221 S hkk
OTHER {14344}
SUBTOTAL 513 201 399 578
OTHER
SURTGTAL 894 6T} 520 1047
TOTAL?: 515 464 399 578
PRIS. PET: 0 0 ) 0 TOTAL: 896 &67T1% . 520 1047
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 o
TOTAL ALL
CASES:#wm 605 (xtwxn) 540 t 553) " 488 (*hden) 657 (**nex)
TOTAL ALL

CASES:w# 1004 { 1012) 837 ( 872) 653 ¢ 681) 1188 ( 1203)

gﬂgggBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE YOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
A . ’

#¥NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
COURT DAYS: 88 CASES.

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 7 COURT DAYS: 157

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 10
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1976 ANNUAL REPORY OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD
FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 26

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING {
JAN. 141976 DCCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 '
CASE TYPE (DEF ) (DFFq) (DEF.) :
CRIMINAL 62 | 68) 99 ( 124) 94 ( 114)
CivitL 490 680 846
PRIS. PET. 1 1 2
TOTALS: #4 553 ( 559) 780 ( 805) 942 t 962)

#HNUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: HARLAN

COURT DAYS: 202

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S):® 2
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 26

HARLAN COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF ) {DEF. ) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:
1ICRIM 58 ( 64) 91 ( 116) 59 ( 70) 90 ( 110)
2)L0 CT APP 4 ( 4) 8 ( 8) 8 ( 8) 4 4)
ToTAL: 62 (  68) 99 (  124) 67 ( T8) 9% ( 114)
CiviL:
1)00M REL 199 357 177 379
2YADOPT 45 30 23 52
3)SUITS >1500 *kkkk Rk % R ok ko
4)SUTTS <1500 #asax * Xk ARARE SRR
5)LO CT APP 0 0 0 0
6)OTHER CVL 21 22 12 31
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS 225 271 112 384
{3+ 4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL Aok Aok xRk EERER kK
(344+6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS KK *kkpok Ty SRR
(143¢4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 4 %0k * 2k T T
TOTAL: 490 680 324 846
PRIS. PET: 1 1 0 ' 2
TOTAL ALL

CASES: #% 853 { 559) 780 ( 805) 391 ( 402) 942 ( 962)

H#H#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 202

COUKT [LAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGELlS): 2
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURY CASELOAD | COUNTY BRFAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 27

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 27 ‘ KNOX COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES | CASES PENDING CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
‘ JAN. 141%76 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,41976 JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE {DEF.) {DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) CASE TYPE {DEF.) {DEF.) {DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 359 ( 391) 259 (  308) 227 ( 244) 391  445) _ CRIMINAL:
CIviL 2291 1114 656 2749 1)CRIM 145 (d%x) 126 ( 147) 121 ( 132) 150 (k#ssr)
PRIS. PET. o 25 25 o 2)L0 CT APP o 0) 1 ¢ 1) ot o) 1 1)
TOTAL: 145 (hkkkxk) 127 148 121 (132 151 (*kkek)
TOYALS:#w# 2650 ( 2682) 1398 ( 1447) 908 ( 925) 3140 ( 3194%4) - ( ) ’
' CIVIL:
Q#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL ) 1)D0OM REL Ax ¥ Aok * kK (2321 ) ok k¥
CASES. . 2)ADOPT 37 10 10 37
3)SUITS D>1500 *xkskon * o dohk T T ok kokk
IN ONE OR MORE COUNIIES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA, . 4LYSUI TS <1500 *%kkk & ok YT TT xRk
EITHER FOR ®CASES™ OR "DEFENDANTS", IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED. SEE THE SILO CT APP  skkkkxk xRk P T ARk
EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES. . , 6)OTHER CVL  ¥¥¥*x Ak b koo
COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: E:S:EL _ SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS * k% kK A kokok ok Rk ok Rk ok
‘ (3+4)
COURT DAYS: 197 ' ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL A&k ok & % fokk ook ok ko
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 36 i (344+6)
. . DOM REL/
ALL SUITS ok LE 2o Pt o Rk
{1+3+4)
. OTHER
o SUBTOTAL 875 528 275 1128
\’\;
! TOTALS 912 538 285 1165
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 ' 0
TOTAL ALL

CASES: ## 1057 (*kx%s) 665 ( 686} 406 ( 417) 1316 (#*%%%x%)

#ANUMBER IN PARENTHESES' IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURY DAYS: 86
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 33
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COUNTY BFREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 27

LAUREL COUNTY
GCASES FENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
. JAN., 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DI3SPOSED 1976 DEC.31,16976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF. ) (DEF.) {DEF,.)
CRIMINAL:?
1)CRIM 214 ( 246) 128 ( 153)' 105 ( 109) 237 ( 290)
2)LD CT APP 0 ( 0) 4t 7) 1 ( 3) 3 4)
TOTAL: 214 (  246) 132 ( 160} 166 ¢ 112) 240 ( 294%)
CiviL: _
1)DOM REL 276 238 215 299
2YADOPT 20 19 15 24
3)SUITS >1500 728 174 60 842
4)SUITS <1500 S0 20 37 33
SILO CT APP 5 o} 2 3
6)Y0THER CVL 300 125 42 383
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS LTt koK * koo ok ok
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL * R &k xRk g kkk e kR
(34446)
DOM REL/ .
ALL SUITS E T2 1311 ok Ty
(143+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL xRk %k dok ok kkkE T3ty
TOTAL?® 1379 576 371 1584
PRIS. PET: 0 25 25 (4]
TOTAL ALL
CASESsH# 1593 ( 1625) 733 ¢ 761) 502 { S08) 1824 ( 1878)

#HNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 111

COURY DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 3

-174-

1976 ANNUAL REFORT OF CIRCUIT COURYT CASELUOAD

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 28

NOTE: THE FOLLOWING COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT THEIR

REPORT IN TIME FOR INCLUSION:

ROCKCASTLE
CASES PENDING CASGS CASES CASES PENDING
JANS 1491976 DOCKETED 19746 DISPOSED 1976 PEC.31,1576

CASE TYPE {DEF .} (DEF.) {DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 151t 182} 169t 192) 122 166) 198 { 18§)
LIVIL 879 554 1036 396
PRIS. PET. i 0. ] o

TOVALSe#M 1029 ( 1040) T30 TAEY 1158 § 1202) 594 (  584)
FANUNB LR TN PARENTHELES TS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

TASES.

COUNTTIES IN DISTRICTE FULASKY
ROCKGASTLY

COURTY DavE: 158

CROURT DAYS W/SPECYAL JUDGEL!SY: it

-175-




COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 28

COUNYY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 28
‘ ROCKCASTLE COUNTY

. CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF .} . (DEF.) {DEF.) (DEF.)

PULASK] COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF ) (DEF.) (DEF.) ({DEF,.)
CRIMINAL:
1ICRIM 151 ( 162} 167 ¢( 190) 122 ( 166) 196 { 18%)
2)L0 CT APP 0 ( 0) 2 ( 2) o ( 0) 2 2)
TOTAL: 151 ( 162} 169 ( 192) 122 ( 166) 198 { 188)
CIVILS®
1)DOM REL *ok ¥k Aok 311 ook Aok
2)ADOPTY LE b 13 Rtk ok sk ok
3)SUITS >1500 #%%¥x% ko ok kK oo ko
4)SUTTS <1500 **xx% ok ok 132 1) Wk g
SILO C§ APP ok ook * ook k T ek ok
6)0THER CVL ok ok * % %ok % oo sk K kkok
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS bEEE LS * % k% wx ko *ok okl
(344)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL Kotk A * % kK ARAkk Ty LY
(3444 6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS % kk * dokok A Rkk Rk Tk kKK
(1+3+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 878 541 1036 396
TOTAL: 878 554 1036 396
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES:## 1029 ( 1040) 723 { T46) 1158 ( 1202) 594 ( 584)

RH¥NUMBER IN PARENTHESES "IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENGANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 155

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0

-176-

REPORT NOT RECEIVED

IN TIME FOR INCLUSION
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REP ! T
1976 ANNUAL REPORT CF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 29

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 29

» ADAIR - COUNTY
NOTE? THE FOLLOWING COUNTTES IN THIS DISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT THEIR
PORT ME FOR (NCLUS)LON:S
REPORT IN TIME fHetus) CASEY CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) ‘ (DEF.) (DEF.)
CASES PENDING GASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1975 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 CRIMINAL:
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) :
* 1)1CRTM 55 ( 64) 67 | 89) 69 89) 53 ( 64)
CRIMINAL 299 ( 360) 196 (  248) 211 ( 251) 284 ( 357) 2)LO0 CT APP O | 0) 0t 0) 0 0) 0 ¢ 0)
CIvVIL 765 360 161 964 @ . TOTAL: 55 (  64) 67T (  89) 69 {  89) 53 ( 64)
PRIS, PET. 0 ' o 0 o. CIviLs
. 1300M REL 39 86 61 64
TOTALS: ## 1064 ( 1125) 5556 (  608) 372 ( 412) 1248 ( 1321) 2)A00PT o 7 o N
3)SUITS >1500 *xxkk RAn AR LT
#ANUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1§ THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 4)SUITS <1500 *kdki by bbby by
CASES. S)LO CT APP 0 0 0 0
6)0THER CVL 3 2 o s
COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: 22;;5 SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
CUMBERLAND ALL SUITS 442 91 11 522
MONR OE
C C(3+4)
COURT DAYS: 118 AL SUITS/
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE({S): 3 UfﬁER cveL bt * ok k khkk ok
{34446)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS KAk 21 T FERRR
(143+44)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL Ak Ak L T T T *EERE
TOTAL: 484 186 78 592
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ALL ,
CASES:## 539 (  548) 253 ( 275) 147 ¢ 167) 645 | 656)

#¥NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

COURT DAYS: 50
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
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COUNTY BREAKOOWN OF JUDICZAL DISTRICT 29 COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 29

CASEY COUNTY . CUMBERLAND COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES .~ CASES PENDING CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
. _ JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.) " CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) ’ tDEF. )
REPORT NOT RECEIVED CRIMINAL:
IN TIME FOR INCLUSION 1ICRIM 157 ( 208} 60 | 61) 63 55) 154 ( 214)
2)L0 CT APP 0 { o)y 0 0) 0o 0) 0ot 0)
TOTAL 2 157 ( 208) 60 | 61) 63 55) 154 ( 214)
CIviL:

1)00M REL ok ok ¥ ok 'TII L Tk k ok

2)ADOPT * X ko * 4ok k% BTt

3)ISUITS D1500 ***¥* x %Kk TRk kN 2EERK

y 4)SUITS <1500 *¥xxkxk * ki [T L] ok ekk

51L0 CT APP 2ok Ak AR xR R EXR

6)OTHER CVL A ko T "RERN kRN

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:

ALL SUITS R Xk 13211 T 5 RRA
(3+4)

ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL ok ok 1 2313 T3 TRERE

(3+446)

¢ DOM REL/
ALL SUITS Kk Rk T2 3l *RIVRF

(1L+3+4)

OTHER
SUBTOTAL 13 92 59 46

YOTAL: 13 92 . 59 46

PRIS. PET: 0 0 o 0

TOTAL ALL ‘
CASES:## 170 ¢ 221) 152 ( 153) 122 ¢ 114) 200 ( 260)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 26
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 1

-180- o ) ~181-




COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 29 \
1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

MONROE COUNTY
FOR JUDTCYAL DISTRICT 30
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING S
_ JAN. 191976  DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976 CASES PENDING CASES CASES . CASES PENDING
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF. ) (DEF.) {DEF. ) ‘ JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
. . CASE TYFE {DEF. )Y ({DEF,) (DEF.) ) ({DEF.}
CRIMINAL:
CRIMINAL TREAAR Aok dkk ) 2056 | 2607) 2495 (*krKk) 1075 (®x*kdk)
1ICRIM 87 ¢ 88) 68 ( ST) 8 ( 106) 17 ( 79)
210 CT APP 0 (  O) 1 1) 1t 1) o 0 CIVIL 11758 16270 13796 14232
- PRIS. PET. 0 9 9 0
TOTAL: 87 ( 88) 69 | 98) 79 ( 107 TT 79)
Civite: TOTALSt ## *kkkx (kkkkk) 18335 (18886) 16300 (Hokxkk) 185307 {(#dkkk)
1)D0M REL Kk 38 13 DU ' N
2YADOPTY 0 0 0 ) (o} WH#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
3)SUITS D1500 %kk%x kEhx ok ok kR CASES. .
4)SULTS <1500 #**wix * kR 2ok k% Ok
SILC CY APP 0 0 0 0 ASTERISKS (wk®) INDICATE THAT DATA IS MISSING AND TOTALS COULD NOT,
6)OTHER CVL k% Aok * koK ok ok Ak hkk THEREFORE, HBE CALCULATED. THERE 1S TOO GREAT A DISCREPANCY BETWEEN
NCASE™ AND "DEFENDANTY" CRIMINAL DATA HERE TO ESTIMATE BY THE PROCEDURE
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: STATED AT THE BEGINNING (OF THESE TABL{S.
ALL SVUITS ok * ok ok L3112 K ok ok COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: JEFFERSON
{3+4)
ALL SUlITS/
OTHER CvL Rk 44 11 Ty
(3+4+6) ' COURT DAYS: 3987 :
DOM REL/ COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 47
ALL SUITS kA kA TS * AR .
(1+43+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 268 ® kR *RA Rk 326
TOTAL: 268 82 . 24 326
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 (o}
TOTAL ALL
CASES S w# 355 (1 356) 151 { 180) 103 ( 131) 403 (  405)

gfﬁggsﬁﬂ IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING OEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
A .

COURY DAYS: 42

COURYT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 2

~-182- :
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COUNTY BRE

AKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 30

JEFFERSON COUNTY

2)L0 CT APPX*akk (Xddk¥xn)

TOTAL
CIviL:

1)DOUM REL
2) D0PT

CASES PENDING CASES CASES _ CASES PENDING
JAN, 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
" CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) { DEF.)
CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM ARAAR (CRRRRR) 1790 ( 2341) 2229 (Kkkkk)  ANEK (Rkkkk)

266 | 266} 266 (1 266) ARk (Rkkkx)

FaokloRk (koK)

6339
42

3VLJITS 51500 *¥okxk
4)SUITS <1500 ***¥x%
SILO CY APP 5
6)0THER CVL ok kK

2056 ( 2607) 2495 (dkkdk) 1075 (kEkkk)

5752 4744 7347
481 445 . 78
ok ok & ok ook A ok &
& ol o o o ok ok ook ok
27 16 16

ok ok ok xRk ok gk

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS wkokkk ok ok ok *okokokk Aok ok
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL 5372 10010 8591 6791
(344+46)
DO'A REL/ .
ALL SUITS REEXE * kK £ 322 2 ok fok &
(143+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL kK koK *kkkk Wk okokR
TOVAL:® 11758 16270 . 13796 14232
PRIS. PET: 0 9 9 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES:s ## gk (kkkek) 18335 (18886) 16300 (**kkkk) 15307 (*%k%kxxk)

———

#YNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.

COURT DAYS:

3987

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 47

-184-
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

FOR JUDICTIAL DISTRICT 31

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING

JAN. 15,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976

. CASE TYPE (DEF.} (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.)

CRIMINAL 141 (  141) 96  127) 90 30) 147 ¢ 147)
CIvVIL 3126 977 851 3252
PRIS. PET. 1 3 4 o]

TOTALS: ## 3268 ( 3268) 1076 ¢ 1107) 945 ( 945) 3399 ( 3399)

#4NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

IN ONE OR MORE COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA,
EITHER FOR "CASES"™ OR "DEFENDANTS"™, IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED. SEE THE
EXPLANATION AT THE BEGIMNING OF THESE TABLES.

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: FLOYD

COURT DAYS: 201

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 18
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 31 ‘
1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COUPT CASELOAD

FLOYD COUNTY
FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 32
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 OISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 CASES PENDING CASES CASE .
. S
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF,) {DEF.) (DEF.) : JAN. 1,1976  DOGKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 CSSES3§ET2$ZG
CASE TYPE (DEF.) . {DEF.) (DEF.) T oER L)
CRIMINAL: c
RIMINAL 63 ( 88) 136 ( 173)
1)CRIM 140 (*%4¥%) 90 ¢ 121) B5 (KA%E%) 145 (RakEk) 87 ¢ 102y 137 ( 137)
2)L0O CT APP 1 1) 6 (  6) 5 5) 2 ( 2) CIVIL 514 962 803 673
TOTAL: 141 (%*%x3%x) %6 ( 127) 90 (*%%%x) 147 (*%kxx) 0
CIVIL: ‘ TOTALS: ## 602 ( 602) 1098 ( 1135) 890 ( 905) 810 ¢ 810)
1)DCM REL ok ok T RRAAK v R kk ok
2)ADOPT 20 20 27 13 #ENUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE T ‘
R 51500 #skan e exin . hums OTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
4)SUITS <1500 #kxix * Kok & RARA *hRAA
S5)YLO CT APP (o) ‘10 6 4 IN ONE OR MORE COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSIN
G CRIMIN
6)0THER CVL 0 49 49 (0] EITHER FOR ®CASES"™ OR "DEFENDANTS", IS MIS§ING AND WAS EéT?;A?:gA' SEE THE
. EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES. T
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL ¢31SES:
COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BOYD
ALL SUITS ok T EERRE ok
(3+44)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL ook * kR ok ok kdok . COURT DAvYS: 303
(3+4+6)
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS 3106 898 769 3235
(1+3+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL kol L X232 1] RekE L 3 2
JOTAL: 3126 917 851 - 3252
PRIS. PET: 1 3 4 ) (]
TOTAL ALL

CASESH# 3268 (¥x*k3%) 1076 ( 1107) 945 (*¥x3%) 3399 (*x%xuk)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES.IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 201

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 18
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R F AL D T 32 :
COVNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DYSTRICT 3 1976 ANNUAL REPQORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

pove COUNTY . FOR JUDICTAL DISTRICT 33
CASES PENDING CASES CASES ., CASES PENDING i
s JAN. 14,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 Cgiss iE?g;:G DOCK§$2551976 0159832551976 CSSES3:??E$26
33 L] ] .
CASE TYPE (DEF.) {DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) 1 CASE TYPE DR ) (OEE .} (DEF . ) (oRF o)
—_— . q
1
CRIMINALE 4 CRIMINAL 41 ( 45) 106 (  126) 69 ( T19) 78 ( 92)
1ICRINM 81 (k%xkik) 130 ( 167) 83 ( 98) 128 (%kkxd) ‘
2YLO CT APP T ( T) 6 ( &) 4 | 4) 9 9) f CIVIL 365 517 378 504
‘ PRIS. PET. 0 5 5 0
TOTAL: 88 (*%%xx) 136 ( 173) 87 { 102) 137 (kdkxkk) 4
CIvIt: ' 1 ' TOTALS: ## 406 { 410) 628 { 648} 452 { 462) 582 ( 596)
1)DOM REL ok ook L3 201 kA K Aok ok K 1 -
2YADOPT 0 40 40 . 0 { ##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
2)ISUTTS D1500 %%k ARk #okokok *E Ak J CASES.
4)SUITS <1500 *&kmx * kK L L] sk ok ! ]
5)LO CT APP ] 5 0 5 | COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: PERRY
6)0THER CVL ok ko 39 28 ok ook !
)
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS ok ko * xRk wk ok W ko 4 COURT DAYS: 189
(3+4)
! . COQURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S)¢ 3
ALL SUITS/ |
OTHER CVL * & dk 12151 Aok Rk ok ko |
(3+44+6) : |
DOM REL/ o ;
ALL SUITS ok o Rk 878 73% kX i
(143+4) ‘ |
L e et e el l
OTHER p 1
SUBTOTAL 514 Rk wAhEE 668 |
TOTAL® 514 962 . 803 673
PRIS. PET: 0 0 ) 0 !
{
TOTAL ALL .
CASES:tH# 602 (¥x%k%%) 1098 ( 1135) 890 { 905) 810 (k*xk%x) 1
#HNUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASESe.
COURT DAYS: 303
. 1
COURT DAYS W/SPECTIAL JUDGEL(S): 4] :
~188- 189




COUNTY RBREAKDOWN OF JUNICTAL DISTRICTY 33

1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD
FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICY 34

NOTE: THE FOLLOWING COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICY DID NOYT SUBMIT THEIR
REPORT IN TIME FOR INCLUSION:

WHITLEY
g
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF ) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 176 { 176) 99 ( 119) 87 ( 95) 188 ( 200)
CIVIL 306 170 149 327
PRIS. PET. 0 ' 0 0 0
TOTALS:## 482 ( 482) 269 ( 289) 236 ( 244) 515 t 527)

PERRY COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PERNDING
T OJAN. 14,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC. 31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) ] (DEF,.) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL?
‘ 90)
1)CRIM 41 { 45) 105 ( 124) 69 { 79) 77
2)L0 CT APP o 0) 1 ¢ 2) o { 0) 1 ¢ 2)
TOTAL: 41 ¢ 45) 106 ( 126) 69 ( 79) 78 | 92)
cIiviL:
1)DOM REL 164 226 195 195
2YADOPT [ 24 17 “*li
3)ISUITS >1500 #»xh¥x & Aok YA
4)SUTTS <1500 *xxxk o ok zi *##t;
S)ILO CT APKH 10 0
6)OTHER CVL ok okl * Ak 96 ok ok ok
SURTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS ok RX o kK ARk *okwkk
_(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL 185 267 Xk ok 287
(3+44+6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS xo ko * ok ok o Ak K
{1+43+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL o ook Ty 1] FTY ok ek
TOTAL: 365 517 378 504
PRIS. PET: 0 5 5 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES:## 406 ( 410) 628 (1 648) 452 (  462) 582 ( 596)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING QEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 189

COURT DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S}: 3

-190-

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: MCCREARY

WHITLEY

COURT DAYS: 69

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 2

-191-



COUNTY REAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 34

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 34

WHITLEY COUNTY

CASE TYPE

.CASES PENDING CASES CASES

CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976

(DEF.) {DEF.) (DEF.) {BEF.)

MCCREARY COUNTY
LCASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCXETVED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEFS . ADER,) {DEF.) {DEF.}
CRIMINALS
LICRIM 176 ¢ 176} 99 1 119} 87T ( 95) 188 ( 200)
2IL0 CT APP O 09y 0 ¢ 0) ot 0) 0 0)
TOTALs M6 {0 3Tsd gt & L9 3 95) 188 { 200)
CIvVIL:
1I00M REL 168 W 83 177
RYADO Y R 4.2 1 14 4]
TIGUIVS L1504 “1 wr 26 ‘72
AYSUITS RYSAUG =4 ¥ 5 36
500 LT AR o O 0 0
L)OTHER CVL A0 25 21 34
SURTOYAL & REPURVED EQOR CIVIL CASESS
ALL SUTYS K s e el oh ok kK
. 3w 4d
ALL SULIYS/
DTHER Oy LR RS AR R ok ok
{334+ 8}
DOM REL/
kLL SUETS ok e dofeale ok ok ook
{14344
OTHER
SUBTOTAL dede ok ok ok o sk ok kRN
YOTAL:2 306 170 149 327
PRIS. PET: b G- o o
TOTAL ALL ‘
CASES:## 482 ¢ 482 269 { 289 236 | 246) 516 ( s27)

HENUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 69

COURT DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE{S):? 2

-192-

REPORT NOT RECEIVED

IN TIME FOR INCLUSION
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELODAD COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 35

P NTY
FOR JUDICYAL DISTRICT 35 IKE cou
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
LS NG S LoTe TSP oTs e 3 1076 JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
case Tvee 0 Vioera T DEF.) ©IGEF.) (DEF.) CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.)
“ .  CRIMINAL: \
CRIMINAL 469 ( 589) 143 {  162) 333 ( 532) 279 ¢ 219) c i A
1602 1549 1)CRIM 469 ( 589) 138 ¢ 156) . 329 ( 527) 278 ( 218)
CIVIL 696 2455 0 : 2)1L0 CT APP o ( 0) 5 ( 6) 4 ( 5) 1 1)
PRIS» PEV. o 1 1 0
— " TOTAL: 469 ( 589) 143 ( 162) 333 { 532) 279 ( 219)
(OYALS:## 1165 ( 1u8S) 2599 ( 26183 1936 ( 2135) 1828 ( 1768) CIVILS
‘ T . , 1)00M REL 268 765 575 458
SHNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 21AD0PT o 51 a2 : 23
(ASES. 3)ISUITS D1500 *k%xxx% ok ko Kk o xkk
) o 4)SUITS <1500 *%&kmk Rk ERRRR 1237 2
COUNTIES TN oYSTRICTY: PIRE SILO CT APP 0 4 0 4
6)0THER CVL o ) 0 o
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
COURT DavS: 612 . ALL SUITS . 364 1635 985 1014
\ . (3+4)
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGELS): 2
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL ey Rk T T LEERR
(344+6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS *% %k * kR gk Rk
(143+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL T xRk R *hERE Rk
TOTAL: 696 2455 1602 1549
PRIS. PET: o 1 1 0
TOTAL ALL

CASES:w## 1165 ( 1285) 2599 ( 2618) 1936 ( 2135) 1828 ( 1769)

#ANUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 612
COURT DAYS HW/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 2
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~194-




1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD
FOR JUDICJIAL DISTRICY 36

NOTE: THE FOLLOWING COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT THEIR
REPORT IN TIME FOR INCLUSICN:

KNOTT
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
, JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DECe31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 31 ( 35) 56 (  62) 54 (  60) 33 (3
CIVIL Ry3) 262 131 652
- PRIS. PET. 0 0 0 0

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 36

KNOTT COUNTY
CASES /ENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
.JAN. 1,1976  DOCKETED 1976 ODISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE {DEF,) (DEF.) {DEE.) (DEF. )

TOTALS: ## 5682 ( 556) 318 {  324) 185 ( 191) 685 { 689)

#UNUMBER IN PARENTHESES TS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.,

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: KNOTTY
MAGOFFIN

COURT DAYS: 91
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 2

-196-

14
REPORT NOT RECEIVED

IN TIME FOR INCLUSION
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COUNfY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DOISTRICY 36
[ MAGOFF IN COUNTY 1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD
" FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 37
CASES PENDING C ASES CASES CASES PENDING
« JAN. 14,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF .} (DEF, ) CASES PENDING CASES ' CASES . CASES PENDING
. ) JAN. 11,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) ' (DEF.) {DEF,)
CRIMINAL: *
2L0 CT APP at 3) 0 ( 0) 3 ( 3 0o ( 0) .
CIVIL T4 410 425 699
TO0TAL: 31 (  35) 56 ( 62) 54 (  60) 33 ¢ 37 : PRIS. PET. o 0 0 o
CIVIL: , \
‘ . TOTALS: s 794 (  7194) 596 ( 581) 560 ( 574) . TTT ¢ 778)
1I00M REL 183 108 65 226 . - -
2)AD0PT 3 8 5 6
3)SUITS >1500 169 106 32 243 o #ANUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
4)SUITS <1500 99 13 10 102 o CASES. .
5ILO CT APP 2 1 2 1
6)OTHER CVi 65 26 17 14 IN ONE GR MORE COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA, .
‘ EITHER FOR ™CASESY™ OR "DEFENDANTS', IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED. SEE THE
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: , EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES.
ALL SUITS P T ] e kkdk ey , COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: CARTER
' (3+44) ELLIOTT
' o MORG AN
ALL SUITS/ '
OTHER CVL ok ok * Ak kK R ARE _ :
(34+446) COURT DAYS: 251
DOM REL/ ‘ COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 26
ALL SUITS L2 233 ® ke REERK £ 3 3224 .
(143+4) o
OTHER ‘
SUBTOTAL ok ook ok ok AR K Sk
TOTAL?® 521 262 131 652
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES:w#t 562 ( 556) 318 ( 324) 185 ¢ 191) 685 ( 689)
WHENUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASESe. .
COURT DAYS? 91
COURTY DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 2
-198-
-199-
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 37
COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICY 37

CARTER COUNTY
. ELLYOTT COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING \ ;
© CASE TYPE JAN. 1{;226) DQCKETE?oéZ7? °‘5P°Sf?gé§’? DEC.Bl;égzéy | . CASES PENDING CASES CASES | CASES PENDING
° : * * _ JAN. 141976  DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEFS {DEF. ) {DEF.Y (DEF. )
CRIMINAL: . - ”
LICRIM 45 ( 40) 116 (  91) 75 (#Erk) 33 (REEFE) CRIMINALS
2ILC CT AP 0! o) 2t 21 1 1 1t 1 1ICRIM 10 ¢ 10} 14 ¢ 15} 8t 8) 16 ( 17)
21L0 LT aPp 2 { 2) 7 ¢ T} 6 | 6) 3 3)
TOTAL: 45 ( 40) 118 93) 76 (Xmakx) 34 (KEKEK) -
CIVIL: TOTAL: iz 1 iz2) 21 f 22) 1 o 14) 19 ¢ 20)
1)D0M REL 63 125 110 78 CIVILs: .
2)ADOPT 10 10 7 . 13
3)SUITS >1500 ¥kk¥% ook eI T T ok Aok 1300M EEL 112 48 51 109
4)SUTITS <1500 *dokik *® kookok *okokokok AR RRA 2iADOPY ) 0 5 4 . 1
S)LO CT APP TP Aok ook o ok ok ok 3I5LITS >3500 ek o e T T #t*fm whREE
6)0THER CVL ok ok Rk A ook K *okok ok Rokokok ok HESUITS L1500 %wdt hoslodee ik g stk ok ekkok
: ILU LY APF 3 2 13 2
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIi CASES: GIOTHER CVE Bl 2 L3 R Rk ek kS
ALL SULITS hREA *kdckk L2 2] Aok SUBTOTALS REPGRTED FOR CIVIL CASES?
4
(3e4 ALL SUXTS ol Aok doxdi ETEY L
ALL SUITS/ . {2643
OTHER CVL ok g ko kg K KR KR Aok »
(34446) ‘ ALL SUTTE/
OTHER CVL 12% 44 32 141
DOM REL/ . {34436) :
ALL SUITS Qo ok ok 5 Kk fokok o gr ok ok gk
(1+3+44) DOM REL/ .
‘ ALL SUITS KgAK 322 Rk *% RkE
OTHER (14344
SUBTOTAL 180 44 37 187
DTHER
SUBTOTAL ik Aok & &k Akkokok o kkk
TaTAL: 253 179 . 154 278 —
PRIS. PET: ' 0 0 ) 0 TOTAL:® 254 99 . 106 253
PRIS. PEY: o ) . 0 o
TOTAL ALL . .
CASES:s#¢ 298 ( 293) 297 (. 272) 230 (*%%%x) 312 (%**¥%xx%)
TOTAL ALL

CASES: #»n 266 { 266) 120 ¢ 121 114 ¢ 114) 272 t  273)
#HNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.

#¥NUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TYOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
COURY DAYS: 59 CASES.
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 24 COURT DAYS: 96

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 2
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COUNTY RREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 37
: 1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD
MOR GAN COUNTY . .
! FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 38
.CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING

JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPDSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 , .CASES PENDING CASES , CASES CASES PENDING
CASE TYPE (DEF.) ) {DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 UISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) . (DEF. ) {DEF.) {DEF.)

CRIMINAL:

CRIMINAL 266 ( 339) 137 (  168) 106 {  144) 297 ( 363)
1)CRIM 23 ¢ 28) 47 56) 45 | 59) 25 25) .
2)L0 CT APP ot 0) ot 0) o 0) 0 { 0) CIVIL 987 747 611 1123
PRIS. PET. 0 3 ‘ 3 0
TOTAL: 23 (  28) 47 56) 45 59) 25 ( 25)

CIVIL: : TOTALS:## 1253 ( 1326) 887 ( 918) 720 {( 758) 1420 ( 1486)
1100M REL 70 62 80 52 ) , . .
2)ADOPT 1 2 3 0 #HANUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFEMDANTS IN CRIMINAL
3)SUITS >1500 60 28 40 48 CASES.,
4)SUITS <1500 50 25 30 45
53L0 CT APP 1 4 3 2 COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BUTLER
6)0THER CVL 25 11 15 21 EDMONSON

HANC OCK
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 4 OH10

ALL SUITS sk Rk o dokokok Aok Bokokkk COURT DAYS: 223

. (3+44)

COURT -DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0

ALL SUITS/ .
OTHER CVL ok Ak kkikkk ok ko ok L E 23]

{3+44+6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS koo *kbkk Ak ok %ok ok &

(1+3+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL koK ok * Aok k kxR =% ok &

TOTAL: 207 132 171 168

PRIS. PET: o 0 ‘ o] ‘ 0
TOTAL ALL .

CASES: ¥4 230 ( 235) 179 ( 188) 216 { 230} 193 ( 193)

#ANUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL .

CASES., : .

COURY DAYS: 96

- COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0

~202-
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. COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 38
COUNTY 3REAKDOWN Of MDICIAL DISTRICT 27

EDMONSON COUNTY
BUTLER COUNTY
_CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
CASES PENDING CASES {ASES CASES PENDING JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
TOJAN. 15,1974 DOCRETED 1976 DISFOSED 1974 DEC.32,1674 CASE TYYPE (DEF.) A (DEE,) (DEF.} (DEFL)
CASE TYPE . {D%F . {DEFLY IPEF D (DEFL?
CRIMINAL:
CRIMINAL: .
\ 11CRIM 68 ( 89) 31 ¢ 41) e 1 14} 85 { 116)
iJCRIM 81 { 110} 31 33} 52§ Tad &1 ) h Z2)LO CT aAPP 1 ¢ 1 0 ¢ o) 0 { 01 b | 1)
2)L0 CT APP 4 4) 2 { 2% a4t 49 2 { 2)
i TOTAL: 69 90) 31 ¢ 41) i { i4y g6 ¢ 117
TOTAL® g5 7 048) 33 ¢ A8 58 ¢ T&Y &3 733 .
CIVIL:
ClviL: . ] |
a : . 1)D0M REL L & kol 47 83
1)D0OM REL o 70 £9Q it s 2)ADOPT (o} 1 0 1
2)}AD0PY Aok kK < 2 B Gk 3)SUITS >1500 *%xks oo Aok SR ool L1312
AISUITS DISOO wkren & A AR ok Ao 4)SUITS <1500 #kx¥kih B o ok *XZdE L3323 1]
4)SUITS <1500 sasy F S UM ES N e By S)ILO CT APP Bk R SREER Rk kR
S).D CT AP¥P A T % M ek &)OTHER CVL K*E k% sk gk WY ERR £33 2 1]
6)OTHER (VL Ly o b SR
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASESS
SURTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CAGESS .
ALL SUITS L1 3 3 S kol ek ek dRE
. (344}
_ ALL SUITS/
ALY SUITS/ ‘ OTHER CVL LR L 33 3 REREK b2 222
OTHER CVL RADTE FET S L] £ 2 22 10 (34446} '
(34644}
. DOM REL/ ) .
DOM REL/ . ALL SUITS koK L L2 1] E 331 TRERE
ALL SUITS xRN Ll ol TRk bt (103¢4)
(14344}
OTHER
OTHER N SUBTOTAL 332 . 159 T2 289
SUBTOTAL 258 Rk kA SRAER 209
TOTALS 332 160 119 373
TOTAL?® 259 165 ziQ 20%
PRIS. PET: ) (4] 1 1 0
PRIS. PET: Y z ~ o o
TOTAL ALL
TOTAL ALL . R CASES:## 401 ( 422) 192 ( 202) 134 ¢ 134) 459 ( 490)
CASES3## 344 { 2T3Y 204 ( 204} 276 ¢ 29T7) 2Tz ¢ 282) .
##NUMBER IN PARENTHMESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USYING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
#UNUMBER IM PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USTMG DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES,. . :
CASESO N

COURT DAYS: 46
COURT DAYS: 45
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 38 COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 38-

HANCOCK COUNTY : . OHIO COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES . CASES PENDING CASES PENDING CASES CASES | CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976 . JAN. 1,1976  DOCKETED 1976 OIRPOSED 1976  DOEC.31.1676
" CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) CASE TYPE {DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF .} {NFF .1
CRIMINAL: ' CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM 16 16) 6 6) 6 6) 16 ( 16} 1)ICRIM 91 ( 114) 64 ( 83} 31 48) 124 ( 149)
2YL0 CT APP ot 0) 0 ( 0) 0o ( 0) 0ot 0) 2100 CT APP 5 5) 3 { 3) 0! 0) L ¢ 8}
TOTAL: 16 ( 16) 6 { 6} 6 6) 16 ( 16) TJOTAL: 96 ( 119) 67 86} ! AR 132 ( 157)
CIviL: o ' : CIVIL:
1)DOM REL kR AR RhkE bk d 11D00M REL K KAk ok HkAKK kK
2VYADOPT kg hl 5k Rkt . RkkEk 2YADOFET 7 5 & , 7
3)SUITS >1500 *#kk*x * ok kb dd b 3ISUITS D1500 *kmak ok ok kg SEP L T
LISUITS <1500 %sxtk s ok kb o ook Rk ek ok HISUTTS <1500 %kaxxd % ok ok Nt Ak bt
SILO CT APP Hokkk & ko ok ook bbbl S)LO CT APP L Lt Rtk Aok Kka ot
6)OTHER CVL ok & ok LA L ook TR 6)OTHER CVL LR REK * 9 kkk AR Aok
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: SURTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS ko ®AREK bk ol Li b ALL SUITS 1213 P e TR oY 20BN
(3+4) . (3+44)
ALL SUTTS/ ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL ey Ak o Aok L2212 ] Rk hkk OTHER CVL Rk SRTER 2o YT
(3+44+48) (3444 6)
DOM REL/ . DOM REL/ .
ALL SUITS *okokok * ok bbb bl hdbddd ALL SUTTS T3 T * Rk Rk Tt )
(1+3+4) (1434 4)
OTHER . OTHER
SUBTOTAL 51 ’ 120 73 98 SUBTOTAL 338 293 165 425
TOTAL: S1 120 . 73 98 TOTAL: 345 293 ) 200 443
PRIS. PET: ' 0 (o] (o] : 0 PRIS. PET: ' 0 0 G a
TOTAL ALL TOTAL ALL
CASESz## 67 ( 67) 126 ( 126) 79 € 79) 114 ( 114} ‘ CASES:##8 44) ( 464) 365 ( 3B4) 231 (248! 575 ( 600)
#¥NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL HANUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USIMG DEFENDANTS IM CRIMINAL
CASES. ‘ CASES.
COURT DAYS: 43 COURT DAYS: 89
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGEL(S): 0 COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
-206-
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD
" FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 39

NOTE: THE FOLLOWING COUNTIES iN THIS DISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT THEIR
REPORT IN TIME FOR INCLUSION:

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 39

BREATHITY COUNTY

" CASE TYFE

CASES PENDING LASES

"JAN.

1,1976 DOCKETED 1976
(DEF.) (DEF.)

CASES |
DISPOSED 1976
(DCEF.)

CASES PENDING
DEC.31,1976
(DEF.)

BREATHITT
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 45 ( 76) 60 (  76) 57 1 94) 48 t  58)
cIvIL 595 272 " 183 684

PRIS. PET. o 0 0 ' 0

TOTALS S H¥ 640 ( 671) 332 ( 348) 240 ( 27T J32 ( 742)

#¥NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BREATHITT
POWELL
WOLFE
COURT DAYS: 80
COURT DAYS W/SPECTIAL JUDGE(3): 0

-208-

REPORT NOT RECEIVED

IN TIME FOR INCLUSION
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- COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 39
COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 39

WOLFE COUNTY
POWELL COUNTY
o CASES PENDING CASES CASES . CASES PENDING
CASES PENDING CASES CASES  CASES PENDING , _ JAN. 14,1976  DOCKETED 1976 ODISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
JAN. 14,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 CASE TvypE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF,) (DEF.)
" CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.,)
CRIMINAL:

CRIMINAL:® 1)CRIM 25 30) 28 | 35) 23 34) 30 ¢( 31)
1ICRIM 16 | 42 27 35) 29 55) 14 ( 22) 2)L0 CT APP 0 0) 1 ( 1) 1 ¢ 1) 0t 0)
21L0 CT aPP 4 | 4) “ 5) 4 4) 4 5)

TOTAL: 25 ( 30) 29 ( 36) 24 ( 35) 30 ¢ 31)
e 1 ( 40) 33 { 59) 18 ( 27)
TOTAL 20 | 46) 3 CIviL:
CIVIL: . 1)DOM REL 30 40 38 32
106 56 215 2)ADOPT 4 6 4 , o
;:gggp?ﬁt 162 . 2 o 3)SUITS >1500 #sss Rk tagnn e
3)SUITS >1500 80 26 15 91 4)SUTTS <1500 ##4sx * Ak kh PP POPR,
4)SUITS <1500 83 39 1 121 S)LO CT APP 5 0 0 5
SILO CT APP 0 1 0 1 6)OTHER CVL 0 0 0 o
49 4 5 48
6)OTHER CVL SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASESS
TOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
SUBTOTAL ALL SUITS 175 44 62 159
ALL SUITS P * bk Sk kR (344) ‘
(3+4) ALL 3BUITS/
OTHER CVL L2332 L3 2.2 SRRk E 28 2k
A UlrTs/
U%:E: cvL Rk . RN R "xERR (34446)
(3ravel DOM REL/ .
ALL SUITS % aan * Rk T TS
DOM REL/ . _
ALL SUITS ok kK * E kR (2331 i1l (14344)
(14324) OTHER
OTHER SUBTOTAL *hEUR TRGER Rk gk Tk eek
SUBTOTAL %R RE ok kk R L RRBRE
TOTAL: 214 92 104 202
H 189 79 482
ToTaL 38 PRIS. PET: (] 0 0 0
PRIS. PET: 0 0 o 0
TOTAL ALL

TOTAL ALL CASES: #y 239 (  24%4) 121 ( 128) 128 ¢ 139) 232 ( 233)

CASES: tn 401 (1 427) 211 ¢ 220) 112 ( 138} 500 ( S509)

WMNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 48
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0

-210-

#HANUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 32
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): o
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

" FOR JUDICTAL DISTRICT 40

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
‘ JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF,)
CRIMINAL 281 (  341) 160 (  193) 190 ( 235) 251 (  299)
CIvilL 558 544 ' 424 678
PRIS. PET. 0 6 3 3

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 40

TOTALS #p 839 ( 899) 710 ( 743) 617 ( 682) 932 ( 980)

FHNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USIKC DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES. .

COUNTIES IN OISTRICT: CLINTON

RUSSELL
WAYNE
IS
COURT DAYS: 179 |
COURY DAYVS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 7

-212-

CLINTON COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.3141976
* CASE TYPE {DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:S
1)CRIM 59 ( 74) £6 | 64) 40 { 44) 75 ( 94)
2)L0 CT aAPP 9 ( 9 0 ( 0) 3 3) 6 | 6)
TOTAL: 68 (  B3) 56 { 64) 43t 47) 8l ( 100)
CiviL:
1)00M REL i 71 i b 60
2)ADOPT kokkk 2 T $kk ‘ 2
3)SUITS >1500 ****x% 30 kb 1
4)SUTTS <1500 #%x% 11 kAR 35
5)L0 CT APP  %&Xxikk 0 koK 0
6)OTHER CVL  #*%%x 19 Rk : 3s

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:

ALL SUITS * k¥ kA LR S o1 ] kg Xk khg
(3+4)

ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL LE L L 2 LA La L 21 REEe

(34446)

DOM REL/
ALL SuUlTS Rk xRk TREER * e RkE

(143+4)

OTHER .
SUBTOTAL 177 * Sk 107 Ty ]

TOTAL: i 133 . 107 203
PRIS. PET: ‘ o 1 1 ' o

TOTAL ALL
CASES: ## 245 ( 260) 190 ( 198) 151 ( 155) 284 {  303)

WANUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE YOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 52
COURY DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
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. COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 40
COUNTY BREAKDOWN DF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 40 WAYNE COUNTY
RUSSELL COUNTY
L CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
CASES .  CASES PENDING JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
RN DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSFO 1876 oec.31.l976 CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF. ) (DEF.)
' AL .
CASE TYPE " (DEF.) . (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.
CRIMINALS
CRIMINALE ' 1ICRIM 123 ¢ 157) 37 ¢ 47) S5 (130} 65 {  T14)
1)CRIN 87 + 98) 56 {  69) 40 (46 101 ¢ 12}: 2)LO CT APP 3 3) 11 ( 11) 11 (  11) 3¢ 3)
ano cr app O 0 2t 2 1e 1 1o
T0TAL: 126 ( 160) 48 ( 58) 106 (  141) 68 { T
102 ( 122) ,
YOTAL: 87 (98}, 56 t 71) 41 ¢ 4T) , ‘ J . CIvIL:
CIVIL: . ' ‘ . '1)DOM REL 10 124 99 : 102
42 68 72 2)ADOPT 2 2 4 0
1)DOM REL 48 2 . 1 3)SUITS >1500 ¥%kskk ook ERAER R AR
2)ADOPT 0 ‘*‘*3 kR Lok L L 4)SUITS <1500 **ktk *dkdok Rk ERAE
3)su1Ts >1500 *“:: LT akR RS SILO CT APP ] 0 0 )
4)SUITS <1500 *** * 2 7 o 6)OTHER CVL 29 33 43 19
S)ILO CT APP 20
6)0THER CVL 17 . 3 0 SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES? ALL SUITS 75 04 a5 126
(344)
ALL SUITS 133 63 59 127
(3+4) ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL ok ok g o Xk dclek axgkk ek kok
IS/ +44 b
ggteiuévt doh BRwEN FRRAE L dhiid 3 )
(344+6) DOM REL/
° ALL SUITS Ll L2 o * kdok %k 33114 Tl LY
pou 25&45 PN . e P (143+44)
{1+43+4) OTHER
SUBTOYTAL KRR » %k ok ok wkREE KRS
ER ™
SUBTOTAL waann RS g vose
: TOTAL: 183 243 181 245
. 230 ‘
TOTAL: 198 168 136 PRIS. PET: 0 5 2 3
‘ 0
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0
. TOTAL ALL
‘ CASES:z## 309 ( 343) 296 ( 306) 289 ( 324) 316 ( 325)
ALL ,
Z?§2§=,a 285 t  296) 224 ( 239) 177 ¢ 183) 332 ( 352)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES .IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
MANUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TVOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES,

CASES. COURTY DAYS: 75

COURT DAYS: 52 COURY DAYS h/SPEClAL JUDGE(S) ¢ 5

COURT DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S): 2
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD COUNTY BREAKDOWN CF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 41

FOR JUDICTAL DISTRICT 41

CLAY COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASE
case ype | JANe 11976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 oéﬁfsif?352° CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
. (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF,) case jype | VANe L1197 DOCKETED 1576 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CRIMINAL 531 ( 543) 634 ( 727) 739 ( T86) 426 ( 472) CRIMINA
NAL:
CIVIL 1482 695 384
79
1793 1)CRIM 249 ( 249) 466 ( 543)  S1T ( 551) 198 ( 241)
PRIS. PET. 0 0 0 0 | 2O CT APP O ( O) 2 2) ot 0 2¢ 2)
TOTALS:## 2013 ( 2025) 1329 ( 1422) 1123 ( 1170} 2219 ( 2265) TOTALZ 249 ( 249) 468 1 545)  B17 0 551) 200 1 243)
o . CIVIL:
ANNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 1100M REL e rasen T C eres
IN ONE : 2)ADOPTY Lt 2 2 2 &Rk ok LY BT %Rk
OR MORE COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA | 31SUTTS >1500 *#%ws Fawwe i waann
EITHER FOR MCASES® OR “DEFENDANTS", IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED. SEE THE 2ISULTS <1900 **ave T Teans yeaes
ON AT THE BEGINNING OF TMESE TABLES. | 5)LO CT APP  #kkas taksn hRh xare
6)OTHER CVL 0 20 20 0
COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: CLAY
JACK SON | ' SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
LESLIE
ALL SUITS PR eI T I AEREE R REE
(3+4)
COURT DAYS: 292
‘ ALL SUTTS/
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 1 OTHER CVL L1 L Lz xApkk SREAR ok
, (344+6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS TR * xRk % *XRRK L
(143+4)
; OTHER
SUBTOTAL 645 297 176 766
TOTAL: 645 217 196 766
PRIS. PET: 0 : 0 0 ' 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES:## 894 ( 894) 785 ( £62)  T13 { T4T) 966 ( 1009)
#ANUMBER IN PARENTHESES -IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.
. : COURT DAYS: 179
COURT DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S): 1

-216- | | | ' 917.




COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 41 COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICTIAL DISTRICT 41

JACKSON COUNTY » , LESLIE COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING CASES PENDING CASES CASES ~ CASES PENDING
JAN. 14,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976 JAN, 141976 DOCKEYED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
' CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) " CASE TYPE (DEF., ) {DEF.) (DEF.) - (DEF.)
CRIMINAL: CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM 103 (%%%kk) 100 ¢ 112) 143 (*kx%%x) 60 (#xkxx) 1)ICRIM 174 (186} 66 ( 70V 74 (  87) 166 { 169)
2)LO CT APP ot 0) o 0) ot 0) 0 0) 2)LO CT APP 5 5) 0 ( 0) 5 ( S) 0 ( 0)
TOTAL: 103 (%%&ix) 100 ( 112) 143 (Fxakk) 60 (#¥%¥x) TOTAL: 179 ( 191) 66 (70 7% ¢ 92) 166 { 169)
CIviL: - : CIVIL:
1)00M REL Lh el 77 57 ok 1100M REL 234 126 53 307
2)ADOPT ot 3 1 . R 2)ADOPT 20 9 2 . 27
3)SUITS D>1500 *#kxx b bbb *hkk 3)SUITS >1500 102 87 17 172
4)SUITS <1500 %% " Aok & ARRER b g 4)SUITS <1500 39 9 2 39
5)LO CT APP 0 0 0 0 5)LO CT APP 1 0 0 1
6)OTHER CVL ¥k Xakk & ok L3 2 2 2] ok ok . 6)0THER CVL &0 13 12 52
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS % Kook kR T R AEE ALL SUITS RS Ladns Fadew PP
(3+4) (344)
ALL SUITS/ ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL * Ak b g BREER D OTHER CVL Y AR sakne wk ok
(3444 6) , (34446)
DOM REL/ . DOM REL/ .
ALL SUITS SRRk * ik e Rek kR ALL SUITS PP PPN TEARE ke
(14344) (14344)
OTHER OTHER
SUBTOTAL 391 54 38 429 SUBTOTAL R REE * X EER YT Eans
TOTAL: 391 134 _ 96 429 YOTALS 446 244 . 92 598
PRIS. PET: 0 0 "0 o PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 )
TOTAL ALL TOTAL ALL .
CASES:## 494 (KkE%) 234 ( 246) 239 (#xix%) 489 (#%¥xx) CASES:## 625 (  637) 310 ( 314) 171 ( 184) 74 ( T6T)
#ANUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL ##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES., CASES.
COURT DAYS: 55 COURY DAYS: 58
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0 . COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
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1976 ANNUAL REPDRT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD
" FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 42

CASES PENCING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
. JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 . DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE {DEF.) ‘ {DEF.) {DEF ) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 64 | 73) 115 (139} 104 ( 123) 7% ( 89)
CIVIL 967 828 1131 664
PRIS. PET. o 2 2 0
1237 ¢ 1256) . 739 { 753)

TOTALSI## 1031 ( 1040) 945 {  969)

#ANUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFEMNDANTS JIN CRIMINAL

CASES.

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: CALLOWAY
MARSHALL

COURT DAYS: 199

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S)® 1

-220-

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICTIEL DISTRICT 42

CALLOWAY COUNTY
CASES PEMOING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN, 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPASED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) {DEF 4} (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:
1)CR1H 22 ( 28) 51 ¢ 58) 52 { 63) 21 23)
2YL0 CT APP 1 ¢ 1} ( 6) 2 ! 2) 51 5)
TOTAL: 22 | 29) 57 64) 54 { 65) 26 { 28)
CIVIL:
1)00M REL LR 23 198 xRk i 91
21ADOPT 1 16 10 7T
31SUXTS D>1500 #xkhsx 98 LI 105
LYSULITS <1500 *%4xkx 59 SRtk 44
5Y.0 CT &pPP o 0 0 0
6I0THER (VL #%dkdr 40 bbb 24

ALL SUITS
{3443

ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL
{(3+446)

DOM REL/
AlLL SUITS
(143+4)

OTHER
SUBTQOTAL

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:

g ko

R AAE

Fok dobk

668

¥R kK

& % bk

& ook

¥k

ook ok ok

ok kkk

kKR

799

kg

Ao ko A

ok ko

Wk Rk

TOTAL:
PRIS. PET:

669

411

809

271

TOTAL ALL
CASES: ##

692 { 698)

469 ( 476)

864 (

875) 297 C 299)

¥HNUMBER IN PARENTHESES' IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 90
COURT DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S): 1
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 42

MARSHA LL COUNTY
1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELGAD
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 43
JAN., 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 e ,
- Fo E [ F. D FO
CASE TYPE (DEF.) {DFEF.) (DEF ) (DEF.) CASES PENDING CASES crses croes remoes
JAN. 19197¢  DOCKETED 1976 DISPDS
} . ED 1976  DEC.-
CRIMINAL: CASE Tvpe (DEF.) (DEF.) (EFY - ibeee,
1)CRIM 38 ( 39) S6( T3) - 46t 52) 48 {60} '
2)L0 CT APP 3 U 5) 21 2) 4 0 8 1 (1) CRIMINAL 197 € 2180 151 ¢ 172) 197 ( 2310 181 ( 1s9)
CiviL 2170 €23 441 2352
TOTAL: 41 {  44) sg8 {  75) 50 ( 58) 49 {  61) . PRIS. PET. 2
23 16 9
CIvIL: ; ‘
1)00M REL I 215 ' P PP TOTALS: ## 2369 ( 2390) 797 ¢ 818) 654 ( 688) 2512 ( 2520)
2)ADOPT (223 % 18 hRRE LR T
3)SUITS D15CD *kx%x o ok X ok ANk . ook ok , .
Z1SUTTS <1500 #asss A PPN POPON :2ggg85R IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
5)L0O CT APP RE R 0 R AkE Wk .
O)OTHER CVL  #assx 0 hakdds b : COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BARREN
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES® METCALFE
ALL SUITS *E Kk 184 LTI ok RER
(3+4) COURT DAYS: 283
ALL SUITS/ e
OTHER CVL  *#%x SRR PP shnnr N COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 3
© {34426)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS LI bk % KT L1201
(143+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 298 * Rk 322 393
TOTAL: 298 417 322 393
PRIS. PETS 0 1 1 ' 0 -
TOTAL ALL
CASES:#e 339 ( 342) 416 ( 493) 373 t 381) 42 {  454)

#HNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURTY DAYSF 109
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
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COUNTY BREAKDDWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICTY 43 COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 43

_CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
_CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976  DOCKETED 1976 OISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 case Type N Mipale, OCOCKETED 1976 DISPOSER 197¢  DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.)  (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) . : . .? (DEF.)
CRIMINAL: CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM 131 ¢ 139) 72 89) 102 ( 122) 101 { 106) oty aep ot o 208 2 a2t e 27 ( 30)
2)L0 CT APP 33 (  33) 53 ( 53) 63 (  63) 23 ( 23) 0) 0 0)
TOTAL: 164 ( 172)  12% ( 142) 165 ( 185) 124 ( 129) ~ TOTAL: 33 46) 26 ( 30) 32 ¢ 46) 27 ¢ 30)
CIVILS . CIVIL: : ‘
1)00M REL T 219 191 PN ;;233P$EL 1“3 4; 21 166
2)ADOPT XXX 17 14 bbb 3)SUITS >1500 146 27 3 1 o
3)SUITS >1500 *#ks* 114 75 boGoN 4)SUITS <1500 265 38 15 a8
4)SUTTS <1500 ####s 87 67 KA K S)LO CT APP 5 . o 288
SILO CT APP  *%xux o 2 bbb 6)0THER CVL 0 11 11 0
6)0THER CVL  *k&%s 58 33 E R Y
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: SUBIOTALS REPOPTED FOR CIVIL CASES: :
ALL SUI¥S T . PP PP \ ALL ?gil':’; ok ok Ak % Rkk xRk ok
(3+4) .
, ALL SUITS/
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL PP - e Rk P 01’&:554&:% o Rk ook ok SRPER & kX
(34446)
DOM REL/
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS PP, PR, DY, T Al%lfgizi bbb * 4k bbbl xRk
(1+344)
OTHER OTHER
SUBTOTAL 1616 NP R 1723 SUBTOTAL ok ok L 3 2~ 3] kR ik ok
TOTAL: 1616 499 382 1733 TOTAL s 554 124 59 619
PRIS. PET: 2 23 16 9 PRIS. PET: 5 0 o 0
TOTAL ALL
TOTAL ALL . .
CASES:## 1782 ( 1790) 64T ( 664)  S63 ( 583) 1866 ( 1871) + CASES:A# 587 ( 600) 150 ( 154} 91  105) 646 ( 649)
WUNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL ARNUNBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES. *

COURT DAYS S 176 COURT DAYS: 107

. < 'S 2
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0 COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 3
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 44

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 44

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DECT.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 126 ( 154) 90 ( 110) 134 ( 151) 80 ( 113)
CIVIL 265 ' 514 246 533
PRIS. PET. 0 0 0 0
TOTALS:## 289 ( 419) 604 (  624) 380 { 397) 613 (  646)

HONUMBEK IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COUNTIES YN DISTRICT: BELL

COURT DAYS: 96
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE{(S): 10

-226-

BELL COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
‘CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF,) . (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:
1ICRIM 123 ( 153) 89 { 109} ° 134 ( 151) ¢ ( 111)
2iL0 CT APP 1 ¢ 1) 1 ( 1) 0 { 0) 2 2)
TOTAL: 124 ( 154} 90 ( 110) 134 ¢ 151) 80 ( 113}
CIviL:
1)UOM REL 125 251 125 251
2)ADOPT 7 26 19 14
3)SUITS D1500 #kkdk ok *kkkk BT
4L)ISUITS <1500 »%x%%k L 3T L] T332 ok Rk k
SILO CT APP 1 1 1 1
6)OTHER CVL 0 33 33 (4]
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS 132 203 68 267
(3+44)
ALL SUITS/ ‘
OTHER CVL *ok Kk * ik ok Rk rkkkk
(344+6)
O0OM REL/
ALL SUITS xRk * & kok wkREk 1Tl
(143+4) -
OTHER
SUBTOTAL ER RS * ok & Wk kiR ok k¥
TOTAL: 265 514 246 533
PRIS. PET: 0 0 o 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES s ## 389 ( 419) 604 ( 624) 380 ( 397} 613 ( 646)

#HNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 96
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 10

~2
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1976 ENNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIY COURY CASELOAD

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICTY 45

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTPICT 45

CASES PENDING CASES CASES ; CASES FENDING
' JAN. 15,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPDSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE {DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF. ) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 52 ( 55) 108 ( 126} 95 ( 112) 65 | 65)
CIVIL 629 617 987 259
PRIS. PET. 0 0 0 ¢]
TOTALS: ## 681 ( 684) 25 { 743) 1082 ( 1099) . 324 { 324)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES
CASES.

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: MCLEAN
MUHLENBERG

COURT DAYS: 218

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S)s 7

-228-

USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

‘MCLEAN COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
. JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE 13PE (DEF.) (DEF,) {DEF.) ' (DEF,}
CRIMINAL:®
LICRIM 10 (12} 18 ¢ 200 10 (¢ 11) 18 ( 21)
~2)L0 CT APP 1 ¢ 1) o 0) 1 ¢ 1) 0 ¢ 0)
TOTAL: 11 ¢ 13) 18 ¢ 20) 11 ¢ 12) 18 ( 21)
CIVIL:
1)D0M REL 91 93 107 T7
2)ADOPT 3 3 3 . 3
3)SUITS >1500 ®%%¥x E3 3213 L 232 ok gk
4)SUITS <1500 **%%xk ' LTl T R EEk
S)LO CT APP 0 0 0 0
6)0OTHER CVL 2 2 1 3
SUBTOTALS REPORTED. FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS Y4 62 . 62 37
(3+44)
ALL SUlTS/
OTHER CVL kK kk * ook R kg |k dokok
(34446)
DOM REL/ : .
ALL SUITS e ke E 2 222 xR ok ko
(1+3+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL =% $ 4k L33 3 1YYy T Arkdkk
JOTAL: 133 160 . 173 120
PRIS. PET: ' 0 0 o 0
TOVAL ALL i .
CASES:H# 144 ( 146) 178 ¢ 180) 184 ( 185) 138 (141}

#H#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 61
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGEIS)S o
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 45

MUHLENBERG COUNTY

CASES FENDING CASES ' CASES CASES PENDING

JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETYED 1976 ODISPOSED 1976 DEC+31,1976
" CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF,) (DEF.) {DEF.)
CRIMINAL:
1)JCRIM 29 { 40) 82 ( 98) 80 ( 36) 41 ( 42)
2)L0O CT APP 2 2) 8 ( 8) 4 ( 4) 6 4)
‘TOTAL: 41 42) 90 ¢ 106) 84 ( 100} 47 | 44)
CiviL:
1)DOM REL ok Rk 216 360 LE S 3
2YAD0PT * XAk 24 36 | wkkkk
3)SULITS >1500 *%kix * kK 116 xk Kk k
4ISUITS <1500 ¥k kR k 214 ok Aok
5)LO CT APP o ok Aok 1 0 bbb At
6)0THER CVL ok okt 18 88 ok gAok
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS o 2 ook 198 * dokik ok ok X
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OGTHER CVL *k kokk * % ok & ook ok Ak
(344+6)
DOM REL/ .
ALL SUITS 5 ko o kool o Aok koK ok koK
(143+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 496 ok Rk 139
TOTAL: 496 457 . 814 139
PRIS. PET: 0 (] (o} (]
TOTAL ALL
CASES:fip 537 ( 538) 547 | 563} 898 (. 914) 186 ( 183}

#H#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 157

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 7

-230-

1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELODAD

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 46

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN, 14,1676 DCCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TypPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 111 ¢ 117) 243 (1 273) 291 ( 304) 63 | g8}
CIVIL 2584 829 2580 833
PRIS. PET. 0 0 0 o

TOTALS:## 2695 ( 2701} 1072 ¢t 1102) 2871 ( 2884) 896 ( 921)

#HNUMBER TN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

IN ONE OR MDRE COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA,
EITHER FOR "CASES"™ OR "DEFENDANTS"™, IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED. SEE THE
EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES.
COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BRECKINRIDGE
GRAYSON
MEADE
COURT DAYS: 217

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 28
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF

JUDICIAL DISTRICT 46

BRECKINRIDGE COUNTY

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 46

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 11,1976 DOCKETED 1976 ODISPOSED 1976 DECe3141976
CASE TVYPE (DEF.) {DEF. ) ({DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:®
1ICRIM 69 (*¥A%kR) 27 ( 25) 68 (®¥kEAk) 28 (ki)
21L0 CT APP 0 ry 2 ( 2) 2 2) 0o o)
TOTAL? 69 (%¥xxk) 29 ( 27) T0 (xxxx¥x) 28 (%%xx¥k)
CIvIL:
1)DOM KL () 106 71 ) 35
2YADGPT 3 5 5 3
3)SUITS >1500 *%kks * % fok ok kR xR kRK
4)SUTITS <1500 **%%x >k ¥ T3] ok xxk
S)LO CT APP o] (¢] 0 0
6)0THER CVL (8] 0 0 0
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS 766 184 696 254
(3+4)
AL SUITS/
OTHER CVL ok * e ok ok 1Tz ok ki k
(3444 6)
O0M REL/
ALL SUITS wRERE X RRE Rk dkok >k kkd
{143+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL XK X ARE rhkkE 33 11
TOTAL S 769 295 T72 - 292
PRIS. PET: 0 (4] Q 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES: ## 838 (w¥%kk) 324 ( 322) 842 (&kkki) 320 (xtx%kx)

1228 ( 1228)

GRAYSON COUNTY
CASFS PENUING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 14,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPNSED 1976 DEC. 31,1976
© CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:S
1)CRINM 20 | 20} 142 ¢ 158) 137 149) 2% | 29)
2)LO CT APP o 0) 3¢ 3) 0 ¢ o) 3 { 3)
TOTAL? 20 ¢ 20) 145 {  161) 137 ( 149} 28 | 32)
CiviL:
1)DOM REL b Kok 187 97 ok ok
2)A00PT (0] ) 4 2
3ISUITS >1500 #%¥xx * ok ok ok ok ok ok
4ISUITS <1500 *%%x * KAk P23 ok
SILO CY APP 0 V] 4] 0
6)OTHER CVL ok bk *kokk ¥ ok ok Aol ok
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS EEE X ok adok *k ok & ok dok ok
(3+4)
ALY SUITS/
OTHER CVL 233 165 1084 Lt ot
{344+6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS L2232 ® Rk kkkk . ko
(L43+44)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 1208 kg ke pkk 379
TOTAL? 1208 358 1185 381
PRIS. PET: 0 (o] (] 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES:## 503 ( 519} 1322 ( 1334) 409 ( 413)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES JS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 95
COURT DAYS h/SPEClAL JUDGE(S) 3 4

~232-

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.

COURT DAYS:

12

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 18

-233-




COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 46 ' 1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

MEADE COUNTY ' FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 47
. CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING . CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASE
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976 CASE TY JAN. 1,1976  DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 oécf3§ET5$QG
CASE TYPE (DEF.) . (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) PE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF. )
CRIMINAL: CRIMINAL 29 ( 29) 65 (  84) 61 (  61) 33 ( 33)
1)CRIM 22 ¢ 28) 69 ( 85) 84 {  85) 7 (  28) Civit 586 405 305 6856
2)L0 CT apP 0 ( 0) ot 0) 0t 0) 0 0)
TOTAL: 22 (  28) 69 (  85) 84 ( 85) 7 ( 28) -
TOTALS: #8615 ( 615) CATT U 496) 366 ( 366) 726 U 726)
CIviL: : 2
" #ENUMBER IN PARENTHESES '
1)DOM REL AR 83 HARK 30 , IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CR
2)A00PT 5 8 12 0 ” CASES. TMINAL
3)SUTTS D1500 sk ok Aok kR 40 IN ONE OR MORE € 7
SILO CT APP  ®%¥kx 0 AR - o " S;THER FOR “CASES®™ QR “DEFENDANTS®, IS MISSING AND wAgle;¥§hAgggA' SEE THE
BIOTHER CVL 4kt - bSO 16 ~ PLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES, :
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: LETCHER
ALL SUITS ST ARk kR ok ok
(3+4)
ALL SUTTS/ COURT DAYS: 19
OTHER CVL Rk AR AR 11111 iy
(3449 6) | COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS Rk bk 4ok k T SR AEE
(14344)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 602 85 610 4 wkok
TOTAL: 607 176 623 160
PRIS. PET: 0 ) () 0
TOTAL ALL .
CASES:## 629 ( 635) 245 ( 261) 707 (  708) 167 ( 188)

V#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 50

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 6
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‘

COUNTY RREAKDUWN QF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 47

1976 ANNUAL REPORT CF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 48

CASES FENDING CASES CASES CASES PEND
. 3 ENDING
JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF,) (DEF,) (DEF,)
CRIMINAL 39 { 39) 147 ¢ 158) 116 t 116) 70 ( 70)
CIvIL 2203 9L’ 1312 1876
PRIS. PET, 0 11 7 4

TOTALS:## 2242 ( 2242) 1143 ( 1154) 1435 ( 1435) 1950 ( 1950)

’

LETCHER COUNTY
. CASES FENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 ODISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF ) } (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:®
1)CRIM 29 (®AAxxkx) 60 ( 79) S6 (*rkkx) 33 (**kRk)
2)LO CT APP o ( o) 5 ( 5) 5 5) 0 ( 0)
TOTAL: 29 (**akk) 65 ( 84) 61 (®xxkR) 33 (wkkAR)
CIvIL:
1)DOM REL ok 233 PR P
2)YADOPT Aok ok 7 ' TTIT Ak ok ok
3)SUITS >1500 #xkas ok gok % 3T 1L T omkakokR
4)SUITS <1500 *%k¥x ok ok ok kK Rk Rk
5)LC CT APP ok ok ¥k d ok kg ok ok g
6)0THER CVL Aok ok ok ok Aok % ok koK kR
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS 23224 32t 3232 ] ¥ gk
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL ok ook ¥ Aokok ok *h ko ek k¥
(344+6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS * gk ¥k okR 2311 LIt 3]
{143+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 586 165 305 686
TOTAL: 586 405 305 686
PRIS. PET: 0 7 0 ' 7
TOTAL ALL
CASES: ## 615 (%=%%x%) 477 ( 494) " 366 (¥%kkx) T26 (*%%k*)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 19
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): o]

-236-

g:zggBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TO?AL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRiMINAL

CIVIL FILING AND DISPOSITION FIGURES IN THIS TABLE DO NOT INCLUDE 1719
S . AND
1712 FISCAL SUITS, RESPECTIVELY, BECAUSE NO PENDING DATA ON SUCH SUITS WAS AVAILABLE

IN ONE OR MORE COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA,

EITHER FOR “CASES® OR “DEFENDANTS", IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED
SEE T
EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES. ) £ e

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: FRANKLIN

COURT DAYS: 229

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICTY 48

FRANKLIN COUNTY
CASES FENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
*JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DFRF,. ) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF. )
CRIMINAL:
1)CKIM 39 (%3x%x%) 100 ¢ Ril) 92 (wre%x) 47 (x%xun)
2)L0 CY APP o ( 0) Y 47) 24 ¢ 24} 23 23)
TOTAL: 39 (**xx¥) 147 {  158) 116 (*¥ex) TO (®¥*k%)
CIVIL: ,
1)DOM REL »kdkk 437 337 SREE
2)ADOPT * % Ak 31 25 kR
3ISUTTS DL500 #okkaok ok & 113 23] 1111 3]
4)ISUITS <1500 #*b4hx Aok kR kk PP S ]
5)L0O CY APP ook * ok LR AKR e KKK
6)UTHER CVL L3223 *EAkE *EKkS rk xR
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS e E3 Y * kAR 1113 12313
(3+4)
ALL SUITS?Z
DTHER CVL ok *HARE *hRkR 13131
(3+4+46)
DOM REL/
ALL SUL1TS 'T1I3 2aRRE *xgkh e RiE
(14344)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 2203 517 950 1876
TOTAL: 2203 985 1312 1876
PRIS. PET:® 0 11 7 &

TOTAL ALL
CASES:##

2242 (*%%%%)

1143 ( 1154)

1435 (*%%x%)

1950 (#%%3%;

HANUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.

CIVIL FILING AND DISPOSITION FIGURES IN THIS TABLE DO NOT INCLUOE 1719 AND
1712 F1SCAL SUITS, RESPECTIVELY, BECAUSE NO PENDING DATA ON SUCH SUITS WAS AVAILABLE.

COURT DAYS: 229

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0

-238-

1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIKCUIT COURT CASELOAD

FOR JUDICJIAL DISTRICT 49

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
- JAN. 191974 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE {DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL 142 (¢ 162) 165 (  191) 100 (¢ 132) 207 ¢ 221)
CIVIL 668 396 452 612
PRIS. PET, 0 1 1 0
TOTuLS: 4w 810 ( e30) 562 ( 588} $63 ( 585) 819 ( 833}

#HNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES

CASES. :
COUNTIES IN DISTRYCT: ALLEN
SIMP SON
COURT DAYS: 198
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S:): 4

-239-
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 49

© COUNTY:

" ALLEN
. CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 ODISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE "{DEF ) © {DEF.) (DEF.) (DEFa)
CRIMINAL:
1ICRIM 79 ¢ 86) 38 ( 56) 5T ( 64) 60 (  78)
2no v aePp 7 ( 7 0 ( 0) 5 ( 5) 2t 2)
TOTAL: 86 ( 93) 38 56) 62 (  69) 62 {  80)
CIVIL:
1)DOM REL 69 79 94 54
2)ADOPT o 8 4 4
3)SUITS >1500 wkxkk * ook K KRR ok ko
4)SUTTS <1500 ** ¥k ok ok Ak kK
5)L0 CT APP 1 2 0 3
6)OTHER CVL 26 22 25 23
SUBRTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS 107 5¢ 32 134
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL ok 3k sk *opalok ¥ g kokk o ok ok
(3+4+6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS ok * bk ok ok kok Rk Ak
(1+344) ,
OTHER
SUBTOTAL ko A oklon wokkokok Aok
TOTAL: 203 170 155 218
PRIS. PET: 0 1 1 0
TOTAL ALL ,
CASES:## 289 ( 296) 209 1 227) 218 t  225) 280 ( 298)

#HNUMBER IN PARENTHEGES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURY DAYS3 16
COURT DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S): 2
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 49

SIMPSON

COUNTY

CASES PENDING

CASES

CASES

OOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976

CASES PENDING
DEC.31,+1976

CASE TYPE (DEF,) (DEF.) (DEF,) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM 55 { 68" 127 ( 135) 37 ( 62) 145 ( 141)
2)L0 CT APP 1 ¢ 1) o ( 0) 1 ( 1) o { 0)
TOTAL: 56 ( 69) 127 ¢ 135) 38 63) 145 ( 141)
CIVIL:
1)D0M REL 176 100 206 70
2YADOPTY 6 S 6 s
3)15U1TS >1500 75 57 25 107
4)SUTITS <1500 195 50 43 202
S0 CT ApPP 1 0 0 1
6)0THER CVL 12 14 17 9
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES?
ALL SUITS 12221 L2 2.1 ®kkk ok g kkk
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL xR kR 23 xRk rkkkk
(3444 06)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS E 233 ] * ek 1211 $ 13 - 1
(1+43+44)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL L2322 ) * ok *hkpR 2231
TJOTAL® 465 226 297 394
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 o
TOTAL ALL
CASES: ## 521 ( 534} 353 ( 361) 335 ( 360) 539 { 535)

#WNUMBER IN PARENTHESES ]S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.

COURT DAYS: 122

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 2
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELDAD

FOR JUDTCIAL DISTRICT 50

CASES PENDING CASES ' CASES CASES PENDING

JANe 141976 DOCKETED 1976 OISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976

CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) - {DEF.) ({DEF.)

CRIMINAL 104 ¢ 107) 2329 ( 240) 258 ( 259) 85 { £8)
CIVIL 5 &9 725 727 587
PRIS. PET. 0 5 5 o

TOTALS: ## 693 ( 696) 969 (970} 990 ( 991) 672  675)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BOYLE
MERC ER

COURT DAYS: 305 »
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JURGE(S): 46
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICY 50

BOYLE COUNTY
.CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 OISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYFE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DCF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:
1}CRIM 51 ¢ 51} 155 ( 155) 160 ( 160) 46 46)
2)L0 CT APP 6 ( 6) 16 ( 16) 15 ¢ 15) T T)
TOTAL: 57 ( 57) 171 ¢ 171) 175 ( 175) 53 { 53)
CIVIL:
1)DOM REL 8s 214 234 65
2)YADOPT 5 ] 11 2
3)SUITS >1500 SO 99 75 114
4)SUITS <1500 115 84 95 104
S)LD CT APP (o} 3 0 3
O6)YOTHER CVvL 10 29 23 16
SUBTOTALS REPORYTED FQ& €£IVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS e 23 21 i3z 1 L1l YT L
. (344)
ALL SUITYS/
OTHER CVL Rk 311 13321 g ko
(344+6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS TERRR 331 shkkk T
(1+4344) )
OTHER
SUBTOTAL wkk gk L EkEd YT ShkhE
TOTAL: 305 87 438 304
PRIS. PET: (1) 3 3 ]
TOTAL ALL .
CASESs#n 362 ( 362) 611 ( 611) 616 ( 616) 387 ( 357)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURTY DAYS: 177

COUKT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 31
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICTAL DISTRICT 50

1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURTY CASELOAD

FOR JUDICYAL DISTRIGT 51

MERCER COUNTY
_CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN, 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) ) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF,)
CRIMINAL:®
1ICRIM b4 | 47) 61 | 62) T4 | 75) 31 ( 34)
2)L0 CT APP 3 3) 7T ¢ ) ) 9 | 9) 1 ( 1)
TOTAL:® 471 50) 68 | 69) . 83 84) 32 { 35)
CIVIL:
1)00M REL 1 e 145 115
2IYADOPT 5 9 [ 8
FISUITS >1500 *kkk Rk Aokok 0k Nk ok ok
4)SUITS <1500 ##%dk & ok RokkR 1T
SYLO CT APP 0 1 0 1l
6)0THER: CVL 67 38 30 75
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS 101 91 . 108 84
C(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL ok gk xkkkk 22 21 ok ok
(344+6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS R« ok * kokk ' TT ey ok ko
(1+3+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL Rk KRk * xdokk TI T ko
TOTAL: 284 288 289 283
PRIS. PET: o 2 2 o
TOTAL ALL
CASES:## 331 ( 334) 358 ( 359} 374 ( 375) 31 { 318)

#ENUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES. '

COURT DAYS: 128
COURY DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 15
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CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) ~ (DEF.) ({DEF,) {DEF.)
CRIMINAL 29 | 37) 165 ( 196) 140 ( 81) 54 ( 152)
CIVIL 531 754 806 479
PRIS. PET. (o] 4 4 ' o

TOTALS s ## 560 ( 568} 923 { 954) 950 ( 1891} 533 631}

g:gugBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
ES.

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: HENDERSON

COURT DAYS: 291
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): ) §

T e eavan
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 51

HENDERSON  COUNTY

1976 ANNUAL REPCRT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD

FOR JUDICIAL DISTIRICT 52

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
‘JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF,) _ (DEF.) ({DEF.) {DEF.)
CRIMINAL 137 ( 137) 78 78) LY | 50) 165  165)
CIvVIL 1677 519 283 1909
PR1S. PET. 2 2 0 4
TOTALS:## 1816 ( 1816) 599 ( 599) 333 ( 333) 2078 ( 2078)

CASES PENDING CASES - . CASES CASES PENDING
JAN., 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) . (DEF.) . (DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:®
1)CRIM 25 | 32) 159 ( 190) 138 79} 46 (1 143)
2)L0 CT APP 4 5) 6 ( 6) 24 2} 8 ( 9)
TOTAL: 29 ( 37) 165 ( 196) - 140 ( 81) 54 ( 152)
civiL: .
1)DOM REL 243 393 418 218
2YADOPTY 6 19 19 6
3)SUITS >1%00 140 130 132 138
4)SUTTS <1500 105 151 168 88
SILD CT ApPP 0 0 0 (o]
6)O0THER CVL 37 61 69 29
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES?®
ALL SUITS R Xk #* Kok &k LKk wok fokok
{3¢4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL ok ok *®kkkk gk Tk dkk
{3+446)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS Aok ok ok &k kodok ok Rk ok
(1+3+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL *kk Aok * ok K o sk ok R Aok ke o
TOTAL S 531 54 806 479
PRIS. PET: 0 4 4 0
TOTAL ALL ,
CASES:## 560 ( 568) 923 ( 954) 950 ( 891) 533 ( 631)

#HENUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURY DAYS: 291

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 1
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##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING OEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: GRAVES

COURT DAYS: 172
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 33
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN bF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 52

GRAVES COUNTY

1976 ANNUAL REPCRT OF CIRCUIT CCURY CASELOAD

FOR JUDICTAL DISTRICT 53

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN., 1,197¢ DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31;1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.)
CRIMINAL 47 49) T2 75) 70 ( 71) 49 53}
CIViL 361 418 426 353
PRIS. PET. 0 0 0 0
TOVALS: ## 408 ( 410) 490 ( 463) 496 (49T 402 ( 4ns)

CASES PENDING CASES h CASES CASES PENDING
"JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) _ (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF, )
CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM 137 ¢ 137) 78 ( 78) 50 ( 50) 165 ( 165)
2)LO CT APP 0 { 0) 0 ( 0) 0 0) o ¢ 0)
TOTAL: 137 ( 137} 78 ( 78) 50 50) 165 ( 165)
CIvIL:
1)DOM REL £33 320 Ak i 2 E3 L A kRK
2)ADOPT 0 33 . 33 0
3)5UITS 51500 #*x k% a2 ook Rk SRk
4)SUITS <1500 *kkiok * ok ol ook Sk Aok
5ILO CT APP 2 6 2 6
6)0THER CVL ok ook ok Aok ok TRk Aok
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS Aok ok AR AER kKoK K Rk kR
(3+4) )
ALL SUITS/ .
OTHER CVL Aok ok * Rk SRRk ok o
(3444 6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS Aokok ok e A ok R ARk ok ok ok
(143+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 1675 480 248 1903
TOTAL: 16T 519 283 1909
PRIS. PET: 2 2 0 4
TOTAL ALL
CASES:## 1816 ( 1816} 599 ( £99) 333 (¢ 333) 2078 ( 2078)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS:

172

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 33

~248-

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDA&TS IN CRTIMINAL
CASES. ‘

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: ANDERSON

SHELRY
SPENCER

COURT DAYS: 310

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGEL(S): 14
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COUNTY BREAKDCWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 53 COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 53

ANDERS ON COUNTY SHELRY COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING CASES PEMDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKEYED 1976 OISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 ) JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31:1976
- CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF,) (DEF.) CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF, )
CRIMINAL: CRIMINAL:
1)CRIM e { Q) 4 ( 6) 9 9) 4 ( 6) 11CRIM 18 ( 18) 63 ( 63) 44 44) 27 a7)
20 CT APP 0 ( 0) 1 ¢ 1) c 0) 1 ( 1) 2)L0 CT aPP 15 ( 1s5) 0 { 0) 13 ( 13} 2 ( 2)
TOTAL: 9t 9) 5 7 9t 9) 5 A TOTAL: 33 « 33) 63 | 63) 57 ( 57) 39 39)
CIVIL: CIvIL:
1)00M REL‘ Aok ok * kK okoKkk ok ok ok 1)DCM REL ok kg kR ' TI L
2)ADOPT 3 5 3 . 5 2)ADOPY 20 12 20 12
3)ISUITS >1500 #*#*% ARk L2k 2] w ko 3)SUITS >1500 **x#+#% LR L 1 XEkRR T ok
4)SUITS <1500 #¥wx* * Rk bk X kK 4)SUITS <1500 #%x%s * 4k kR ok
SILO CT APP *hodokk Aok SRR R AR 5)LO CT APP LA EE D ok Rkh hkkk Aok ok
6)OTHER CVL LT EE 2 A ok ok L i3 6)0THER CVL 4 0 o 4
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS L e L * ok R kAok o ok ALL SUITS "k * ok kK R AR
(3+4) . (3+4)
ALL SUITS/ ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL ARk AN * RN SRk E ok ooy OTHER CVL *EE TXNRR L2 13 ok
(3+4+6) (3+44+46)
DOM REL/ ‘ DOM REL/
ALL SUITS TR LR g L] AORR K ° R AR ALL SUITS LEE T *RreR sk * " e
(143+4) (143+44)
OTHER OTHER
SUBTOTAL 65 76 58 83 SUBTOTAL 196 235 275 156
TOTAL: 68 81 . 61 88 TOTAL:S 220 247 295 172
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 0 ' PRIS, PET: 0 ' 0 0 0
TOTAL ALL TOTAL ALL
CASES: ## 77 ) 86 | 8g) 70 ( 70) 93 ( 95) CASES:ww 253 ( 253) 310 ¢ 310} 352 ( 352) 211 ¢ 211)
#¥NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL BENUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES. CASES.
COURT CAYS: 22 COURT DAYS: 205
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0] ' COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 7
~-251-
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 53
‘ 1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIKCUIT COURT CASELODAD

SPENCER COUNTY
FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 54
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING )
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 °3§§S fETgizG oocx§$ggslovb oxspggggsl9?6 CASES Tlore.
. CASE TYPE DEF. DEF. DEF. DEF. ) : o 1y : : DEC.31,1976
CASE TY ( ) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF. ) (DTF,) (DEF. )
RIMINALS ,
CRIMI CRIMINAL 71t 81) 135 ( 1%0) 90 (104} 116 ( 122)
1)CRIM 5 ( 7) 1 ( 2) 1t 2) 5 ¢ 7 \ . ]
2)L0 CT APP 0 ( 0) 3 3) 3 3) 0 ( 0) ' LIVIL 774 56 852 673
PRIS. PET, 3 0 2 1
TOTAL: 5 7 4 5) 4 5) s 7y
CIVIL: TOTALS:## 848 ( 850) 891 ( 906) 944 { 958) 795 (  801)
1)DOM REL 27 48 39 36 X . ]
2)ADOPT o 3 2 1 #UNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOVAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
3)SUITS >1500 18 28 13 © 33 | CASES. ‘
4) Syl 0 9 9 9 10 ) ‘
5;33 éi :é; 0 ’o o 0 o COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BUONE
6)OTHER CVL 9 2 7 4 GALLATIN
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASESS
ALL SUITS reREs X T retE COURT DAYS: 223
(3+44) COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL 32 2 30 2 223 Rk %k ok
(3444 6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS T SRRy shaen . Y .
(143+4)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL 2 21 *Ekk *egER *e kR
TOTAL: 73 90 70 93
PRIS, PET: 0 0 0 0o
TOTAL ALL

LASESSHME 78 ( 80) 94 | 95) T4 75) 98 ( 100)

#HNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL
CASES.

COURT DAYS: 83 .
COURY DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 7 ' o
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'COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUD l
COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICY 5S¢ PRICTAL DRsTRICT B4

GALLA
B GONE COUNTY LLATIN COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES (
LASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING JAN. 1,1976  DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSEn 1976 CS;ES3:ET2;ZG
JAN. 11,1976 DOCKETED 1976 OISPOSED 1976 NDEC.31,1976 - CASE TYPE {OEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) ) ;DFF )
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.} (DEF. ) i *
( CRIMINAL:
CRIMINAL?
1)CRIM 15 ( 25)
1JCRIM 29 ¢ 29) 104 ( 1181 82 ( 90) s1 ( 57} 2)L0 CT apPP 0 { A lg : lg: g : lg: Zé : Zé;
2)LO CT APP 27 | 27) i8 ¢ 18) 1 ( 1) 44 ¢ 44) )
) TOTAL: 15 ( 2 {
TOTAL: 56 (  56) 122 ( 136) 82 ¢ 91) 95 ( 101} > 13014 T3 21 ¢ 21)
Civit:
CIVIL: .
: . 1)00M REL ok ok EXRkh gk 2 Er
1)DOM REL 281 321 421 181 2)ADOPT 0 0 a 0
2)YADOPY 11 26 24 13 3)SUITS >1500 *#%uk Tt kAR T T
3)SULITS >1500 206 147 159 194 43SUITS <1500 #*%%aa * Rk R RhkNE ok ok
4SUITS <1500 113 121 137 97 S)LO CT APP 0 0 0 0
5)LC CT APP 37 35 19 53 6)OTHER CVL  *#axx ErT LY TR P
6)0THER CVL 111 41 69 83
SUBTOTALS REPOR
SUBTOTALS REFORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: EPO TED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS ok * kodokok p 23t 14 ol dkok
ALL SUITS Nk 5 AkR kK k Ak K (3+4)
(3+4) '
ALL SUITS/
ALL SUITS/ OTHER CVL L LR E¥ b x k% ko
OTHER CVL RS » bk Y31l SR AR (3+446)
(3444 6)
ODOM REL/
DOM REL/ ALL SUITS Rk *AFkR T L ¢ T TIi1]
ALL SUITS ERRERE * %ok k FARR & ok ko (143+4)
({1+43+4)
OTHER .
OTHER SUBTOTAL 15 65 23 57
SUBTOTAL Y Rk 2 RERk R R
_ JOTAL:® 15
TOTAL: 759 . 691 829 621 63 . 23 57
. PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 o
PRIS. PET: 3 o 2 1
TOTAL ALL
TOTAL ALL CASES:h& 30 ( 40) 7 j
CASES: ## 18 ( 818) 8i3 ( 827! 914 ( 922) 7 ( 123) 81 i 30t 36) L 78)

W#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANT
#ANUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL f“ CASES. ® DEFENDANTS I cRIHINAL

i CQURT DAYS: 34

COURT DAYS: 189 i 1
COURT DAYS W/SP, "TAL JUDGE{(S): 0

COURT DAYS W/SPECTAL JUDGE(S): 0
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELGAD

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT S5

CASES PENDING

CASES CASES CASES PENDING
) JAN. 1,1976  DOCKETED 1976 DISPNSED 1976  DEC.31,1976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.) (DEF. )
CRIMINAL 56 ( 44) 85 {  106) 51 ( s8) 88 {  92)
CIVIL 558 ; 543 686 416
PRIS. PET. 0 0 0 0
TOTALS: ## 612 ( 602) 628 ( 649) 737 { 744) 504 ( 508)

:::ggBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDAhTS IN CRIMINAL

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BULLITY

COURT DaYS:z 182

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S):

L
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT S5 .

BULLITTY COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 ODISPOSED 1976 DEC.3141976
CASE TYPE (DEF.) {DEF.) {DEF.) {DEF.)
CRIMINAL:
1ICRIM S0 (  40) 81 ( 102) 51 | 581 go ( 84)
2)LO0 CT APP 4 4) 4 4) o ! 0) 8 ( 8)
TOTAL:? 54 ( 44) 85 ( 106) 51 | 58) 88 92)
ClviL:
1)DOM REL 123 242 205 160
2)ADOPT 9 25 24 10
3)SUITS >1500 ¥%¥ik *RARS eRNE 138
4)SUITS <1500 #*%*x *hkk Rade 34
5IL0 CT AFP 0 1 0 1
6)UTHER CVL LSl *kkk R RRA 73
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES:
ALL SUITS SR RRE "Rk L DL L Ll 2L
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL 426 275 457 bt Ll
(344+6)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS ARk L2l L) *Rwkk *dokkk
(143+4)
OTHER
SUBTGTAL RE A% L 23 L) (2 22l ko k
TOTALS 558 543 686 416
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES:#n 612  602) 628 | 649) 504 ( 508)

737 ( 744)

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 182
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 3
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1976 ANNUAL FEPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD COUNTY RREAKDOWN CF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 56

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 56 CALDWELL COUNTY
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES FENDING
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC. 31,1576 CASE TYPE A tore A et
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF,) (DEF.) * * * i
CRIMINAL 292 ( 298) 149 ( 196) 154 ( 159) 287 ( 335) CRIMINAL:
. y 11CRIM 200 ( 212) 41 t 46) 12 (210 218 { 237)
civiL 798 345 442 901 20L0 CT APP 2 (  2) 0of( 0) 2(  2) o o)
PRIS. PET. 5 13 4 14
TOTAL: 211 (  214) 41 ( 46) 34 ( 23) 218 ( 237)
TOTALS:## 1095 ( 1101) 707 { 754) 500 { 605) 1202 ( 1250) CIVIL:
#WNUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL ;;233,§EL 102 12; 162 6;
CASES. 3)SUITS >1500 #*¥swk L2 L 2 LE L2 R hhads
COUNTIES I DISTRICT: CALDWELL 2;5312§ :;§°° *‘**; "**; e **"3
LIVINGSTON
LYON 6)0THER CVL 0 0 0 0
TRIGG SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES?
COURT DAYS: 153 ALL SUITS 100 62 24 128
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 32 (3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL bk S Rne ok LT
(3+446)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS (23 %24 kR 2233 3 & Rk gk
(1+4344)
OTHER
SUBTOTAL e rhahn aks AR
TOTAL: 204 191 191 204
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ALL
CASES: ## 415 ( 418) 232 ( 237) 225 ( 214) 422 (  441)

#ANUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 72
' ' COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 4
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT S6
COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 56.

L YON COUNTY
LIVINGSTON  COUNTY
CASES PENUING CASES CASES CASES PENDING
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING JAN. 1,1676 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976  DEC.31,1976 CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.) (DEF.)
CASE TYPE {DEF.) (DEF.) {DEF.) (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:®
CRIMINAL:®
1)CRIM 33 ( 38) 59 {( 929 59 { 74) 33 ( 56)
1)CRIM 20 | 18) 19 28) 20 ( 21) 19 25) 2)L0D CT APP 0t 0) 0 0) 0o 0) o 0)
2}LO CT APP | 0) o_t 0) o 0) ot 0)
TOTAL: 33 3g) 59 ( 92) 59 { T4) 33 ¢ 56)
TALS 20 ( 18) 19 ¢ 28) 20 ¢ 21) 19 ¢ 25)
ToTat } CiviL:
civit: | . 1)DOM REL 30 41 22 49
1)DOM REL x ok 76 61 Rkl ok 2 ADOPT 8 2 2 s
2)ADOPT o 2 2 o 3)SUITS >1500 **»xxk 1 2T 12211 £ 2211
3)SUITS >D1500 *kkx R AR% AR ook 4)SUITS <1500 #&kis * RNk YT s
4)SUITS <1500 *kkik L i e L ThAkR ook 5)1L0 CT APP 0 0 0 0
S)LO CT APP o 2 0 2 6)DTHER CVL 19 0 ) 8 11
HER CV R Rk * % dok R RRR Rk
6)0THE L SUBTOTALS REPORYED FOR CIVIL CASES:
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: )
ALL SUITS 57 40 21 76
ALL SUITS Y kR ko kR (3+¢4)
4
(3+4) ALL SUITS/
ALL SUITS/ OTHER CVL ok ® ok * k ok kR pkokkok
OTHER CVL La L 64 31 hads L) (344+6)
(3+4+6) DOM REL/
DOM REL/ ALL SUITS *ERNN £ 2 31 *RRRE Aok
ALL SUITS T Tt xRk dokokkok (143+4)
(1+43+4) OTHER '
OTHER SUBTOTAL koK kk * xpkok Rkokkg R ok
SUBTOTAL 362 * kA kR 419
~ - TOTAL: 114 83 53 144
: I 144 94 412 .
Torat 262 . , PRIS. PET: 5 13 4 14
PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 0 .
TOTAL ALL
TOTAL ALL CASES: ## 152 ( 157) 15 ( 188) 116 ¢t 131) 191 ¢ 214)
CASES:## 382 ( 380) 163 ( 172) 114 ¢ 115) 431 (437

#¥NUMBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

#¥NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE VOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES.

CASES. COURT DAYS: 36

COURT DAYS} 27 COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 19

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(5)3 9
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COUNTY RREAKDOWN CF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 56

TRIGG

COUNTY

CASES PENDING

CASES

CASES

CASES PENDING

JAN. 141976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976
- CASE TYPE (DEF.) (DEF.,) (DEF.) - (DEF.)
CRIMINAL:®
11CRIM 28 ( 28) 30 ( 30) 41 ( 41) 17 17
2)LO CT APP 0 { 0) ot 0) 0 ( 0) 0 ( 0)
TOTAL S 28 ( 28) 30 ¢ 30) 41 41) 17 17)
CIviL:
1YDOM REL 41 5? 69 3§
2V1AD0PT 2 7 8 o
3)SUITS >1500 29 29 11
4)5U1ITS <1500 18 29 1% 33
5)L0 CT APP 0 0 L) ”
6)OTHER CVL 28 3 4 |
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES?
ALL SUITS 2334 * %k k gk Aok ok &
(3+4)
ALL SUITS/
OTHER CVL L3y 2 RNEE 11T ok dokok
(34446)
DOM REL/
ALL SUITS ok % kK & kR P TTY ] TR RAkR
(le3+4)
OTHER
SUgTOTAL Aoy K Rk R Rk ok ko
TOTAL:® 118 127 104 141
PRIS. PET: ‘ 0 (o] 0 (]
TOTAL ALL .
CASES:#n 146 {  146) 157 ( 157) 145 ( 145) 158 { 158)

##NUMBEé IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL

CASES.
COURT DAYS: 18
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE{S): 0
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THE "PROJECTED" VS. THE ACTUAL REPORTED
CAGE FILINGS, 1976

During 1976, projections of case filings were pre-
pared for every county and judicial circuit in the state
in 1978. These were {ased on data collected from earlier
surveys for the years 1972 through 1975 which was used to
project for 1976, 1977, and 1978, by the method described
following the tables in this report. The purpose of
those tables is to compare the circuit court projections
for 1976 with the actual caseloads reported in the 1976
Annual Report.

The statewide comparison figures for the total case
filings in circuit court for the 109 counties reporting
(counting criminal cases by defendant) appear in the
tabie below. These case filings do not include prisoner

petitions, since they were not considered in the pro-
jections.

PROJECTED CASE
FILINGS, 1976

ACTUAL CASES

DOCKETED, 1976  DIFFERENCE %

72,577 74,133 -1556 -2.1%

From the table above, one can see that the pro-
jection was low by 1556 cases, or 2.1% of the 74,133
actual docketed cases.

Two-thirds of the 1556-case difference (1036)
occurred because of gross underestimates in Pike and
Christian Counties, where caseloads have increased geo-
metrically in the last year. Since there were only four
years of actual data from which to project the figures,
it was arbitrarily decided that if the projected figure
was within 107 (high or low) of the actual figure, the
projection was a '"good" estimator of the actual figure,
and that 157 one way or the other was 'mot-too-bad'". The
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statewide projection was very good, only slightly above
2% off. Underestimates are preceded by (-) negative
signs and overestimates by (+) plus signs.

The size of the county had little to do with the
accuracy of the projection. By separating out the 20
largest counties and comparing their figures with those
of all the other counties, the percent differences ob-
tained were 2.0% and 1.9% respectively. Similar differ-
ences occurred by separating the 10 and 15 largest coun-
ties from the rest.

These total case-filing projections are actually the
sum of separate projections of case filings for each
county for four types of cases: criminal (counted by
defendants), domestic relations, other civil and lower
court appeals (both civil and criminal). Criminal case
filings could be compared with their respective projected
figures for the state in all 109 counties reporting.
However, because some counties could not report the other
three case categories separately, no comparison was made.
The table below shows the projected figures and the
actual reported filings for the state as a whole by the
four case types. The number of counties which would be
included for each type of case appears in the last coiumn
of the table, labeled "'N".

PROJECTED ACTUAL CASE
CASE FILINGS, FILINGS,

CASE TYPE 1976 1976 DIFF. % N
Criminal 11,416 11,919 -503 -4.2 109
Dom. Relations 20,809 21,269 -406 -2.2 83
Other Civil 22,313 : 22,476 -163 -0.7 63
Lower Court

Appeals 1,152 1,107 + 45 +4.1 85

Obviously, the projections of statewide totals by type of
case were also satisfactory.

The comparisons of the projections and actual doc-
keted cases for each judicial circuit and county appear
in the tables on the following pages. Where no Annual
Report was received from a county, the projected total
filings appear in parentheses next to the first columm
and dashes (--) in place of numbers next to the county
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name. Circuit court totals where there is missing county
caseload information are actually subtotals for the
counties which did report. There are 1l counties which
did not report and which are part of ten judicial cir-
cuits.

Although the percentages are not shown for each
county, the projections for seven counties (Boyle,
Fayette, Jefferson, Laurel, Monroe, Muhlenberg, and
Washington) were off by less than 1% (either high or
low). Including these seven, there were 30 counties
where the projection was off by less than 5%, and 52
counties (or 47.7% of 109) were off by less than the 10%
considered ''good". A total of 71 counties {or 65.1% of
109) were off by less than the 15% 'mot-too-bad" limit.
It should also be noted that in many of the counties
where the projection was off by more than 15%, the number
of cases concerned was relatively low. For example, the
difference between the projected and actual total cases
in Bath County was only 39, but this represents 39.87 of
the actual 98 total cases. In other words, a small
number of case filings tends to magnify the percentage
difference between projected and actual filings.

Of the 46 judicial circuits where all counties
within them reported, the projections in four of them
(12¢h, 2Znd, 30th, and 38th) were off by less than 1%.
There were a total of 14 circuits which were off by less
than 5%, and 27 (or 58.7% of 46) were off by less than
10%. An additional nine circuits, or a total of 36
(78.3% of 46), were off by less than 15%.

Looking at the counties and judicial circuits as a
whole, the differences between projected and actual
figures vary considerably. In most of them, however, the
projections meet a criteria of relative accuracy (differ-
ences less than 10% or 15%). Where they did not, the
figures might have been better had data been available for
more than four previous years (1972-75) from which to
project. With only four years data, the method used to
project case filings would not take into account rapid
rises and drops in filings. When totaled statewide,
however, the projections left only a 2% low difference.
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PROJECTION TECHNIQUE

Projection (or "forecasting') of filing volumes in
the circuit courts are based upon an historical four-year
trend of filings by case categorﬁ. There is no guarantee
that the trends experienced in the past will continue.
Factors causing the trends can and do change. For exam-
ple:

(1) The population growth rate can level off in a
rapidly growing community, with a resultant
leveling off in the crime rate.

(2) Changes in law enforcement and prosecution N
policies can affect the crime rate and/or
prosecution rate.

(3) Changes in statutes or court rules can affect
the volume of filings.

There is no feasible way to determine where and when
these types of changes may occur and the best way to
estimate the 1978 filing volume is to use a statistical
forecasting approach. The particular approach or tech-
nique employed is described in the following paragraphs.

The technique used to project the 1978 case filing
volumes is called linear regression. This method was
used to find the straight line which best represented the
trend of the 1972-1975 case filing data and then extend
the line to 1978, The filing data consisted of the cir-
cuit case filings for each county as obtained from earlier
surveys. The data was compared to several official
reports, variances investigated and necessary corrections
made. The 1978 case filings were predicted based on this
four-year trend.

For example, a particular court may have recorded
the following caseload:

1972 1973 1974 1975

71 86 81 96

These figures are represented by the solid line shown on
the graph included herein. The horizontal numbers at the
bottom of the graph represent incremental years, and the
vertical numbers along the left side of the graph repre-
sent the case filings. Through a relatively complex
statistical procedure (known as the '"'method of least
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squares''), a computer program was used to determine the
equation of the straight line (called a '"regression
line'") which best approximated the case filing trend over
the four-year period.

In this example, the equation is:
Y + 7X + 66

where Y is the caseload and X is the year (numbered 1-7
for years 1972-78, respectively). What this says, in
short, is that this caseload trend is best represented by
a straight line which starts on the graph at 66 and )
increascs by 7 for each successive year. This is shown
by the broken line in the graph. The projected 1976,
1977, and 1978 caseloads obtained by extending this line
would be 101, 108, and 115, recpectively.

During the study, caseloads were projected in this
manner for each of the four circuit court case types in
each of the 120 Kentucky counties, yielding a total of
1440 equations and predicted values ifor 1978.

Two criteria were established for reviewing the
projected values in order to decide whether to accept or
niodify the predictions. First, no 1978 case filings were
accepted which were less than the 1975 volume. Some
regression lines sloped downwards rather than upwards,
and it was assumed that these downward trends would level
off and increase again. Second, increases between 1975
and 1978 were limited to a maximum of approximately 30%.
Some regression lines slope steeply upwards because of an
increase in caseload in one or two recent years. It was
assumed that this rapid increase would level off by 1978.
The two criteria were applied to adjust the original
projections only after determining that there was no
specific reason to assume that the 1978 case filings
would be less than those in 1975 or that they would be
more than 30% in excess of 1975. ‘

There are many more complex methods for projection.
For instance, ¢-me programs will predict future values
using various types of curves rather than a straight
line. Under some circumstances, these programs may be
more beneficial. However, much of the 1972-75 data upon
which the projections are based was inconsistent or in-
complete, requiring some statistical estimation. Also,
available data covered only four years, which is too few
to expect extremely accurate forecasts, regardless of the
method employed. Conzsquently, the accuracy of the
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projections obtained hy more complex procedures would not
provide more reliable forecasts than would the linear
regression method. Therefore, the simpler linear procedure

was chosen.
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NUMBER OF CASES

120
110
100

50
49
30
20
10

GRAPH OF PROJECTION METHOD EXAMPLE

115
for
108 __.---"
101 _..-==%"
96 __..--=""" *
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
(1972) (1973) (1974) (1975) (1976) (1977) (1978)

YEAR
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PROJECTED VS. ACTUAL TOTAL CASELOADS

PROJECTED ACTUAL
BY CIRCUITS FOR 1976 CIRCUIT CASELOAD CASELOAD DIFF. %
8. Warren 2262 2218 +44 +2.0%
PROJECTED ACTUAL
CIRCUIT CASELOAD CASELOAD DIFF. % .
LaoLLUAL 2A0% 9. Hardin 1619 1493 +126 +8.4%
Ballard 130 136 -6
Carlisle 84 82 +2
10. Hart 282 297 -1
Fulton 186 230 ~-44
Larue 155 169 -14
Hickman 127 111 +16
=&/ Nelson 319 330 -11
TOTAL 527 559 -32 -5.7% - -
TOTAL 756 796 -40 -5.0%
McCracken 1363 1239 +154 +12.4% .
11. Green 158 183 -25
Marion 237 262 -25
Christian 1207 1451 -244 -16.8%
Taylor 337 356 -19
Washington 104 103 +1
Hopkins 884 1065 -181 -17.0% - —
TOTAL 836 904 -68 -7.5%
Union 375 379 -4 12. Henry 211 202 +9
Webster 290 285 +5 Oldham 387 378 +9
Crittenden 162 229 -67 Trimble 87 108 =21
TOTAL 827 893 -66 -7.4% TOTAL 685 688 -3 -0.4%
Daviess 1880 1691 +189 +11.2% 13. Garrard 140 162 -22
Jessamine 413 391 +22
Logan 450 477 -27 LinCO]-n _ (341) _ _—
Todd , 160 143 +17 TOTAL 553 553 0 0.0%
TOTAL 610 620 10 -1.6% |
-271-
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PROJECTED ACTUAL
CIRCUIT CASELOAD CASELOAD Q}FF. Z
14. Bourbon 294 237 +57
Scott -- £280) -- --
Woodford == (314) -- ==
TOTAL 294 237 +57 +24.1%
15. Carroll -~ (266) -- --
Grant 235 240 -5
Owen 154 109 +45
TOTAL 389 349 +40 +11.5%
16. Kenton 2496 2607 -111 -4.3%
17. Campbell 1388 1403 -15 -1.1%
18. Harrison 223 167 +56
Nicholas 44 72 -28
Pendleton 101 241 -140
Robertson 23 _19 +4
TOTAL 391 499 -1083 -21.6%
19. Bracken 105 80 +25
Fleming 167 172 -5
Mason 332 241 +91
TOTAL 604 493 +111 +22.5%
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PROJECTED ACTUAL
CIRCUIT CASELOAD CASELOAD DIFF. %
20. Greenup 722 484 +238
Lewis 204 187 +17
TOTAL 926 671 +255 +38.0%
21. Bath 137 98 +39
Menifee 73 60 +13
Montgomery -- (328) -- --
Rowan 424 339 +85
TOTAL 634 497 +137 +27.6%
22. Fayette 4485 4444 +41 +0.9%
23. Estill 193 233 -40
Lee 185 211 -26
Owsley 154 109 +45
TOTAL 532 553 -21 -3.8%
24, Johnson -- (578) - -~
Lawrence 335 382 -47
Martin 411 369 +42
TOTAL 746 751 -5 -0.7%
25. Clark 545 553 -8
Madison 841 872 -31
TOTAL 1386 1425 -39 -2.7%
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PROJECTED ACTUAL

CIRCUIT CASELOAD CASELOAD DIFF, %
PROJECTED ACTUAL R —_— —_— =
CIRCUIT CASELOAD CASELOAD DIFF. % 34. McCreary 298 289 +9
Harlan 861 804 +57 +7.1% Whitley -- (694) -- -
TOTAL 298 289 +9 +3.1%
Knox 528 685 -158 '
35. Pik 182 261 - -30.3%
Laurel 734 736 ) ike 825 617 792 30. 3%
TOTAL 1262 1422 -160 -11.3%
36. Knott -~ (398) - --
Pulaski 722 746 -24 Magoffin ' ggg 324 ilg
Rockcastle == (283) -- - TOTAL 336 324 +12 +3.7%
TOTAL 722 746 =24 -3.2%
37. Carter 388 272 +116
Adair 255 275 -20 Elliott 133 121 +12
Casey , -- (301) -- -- Morgan 218 188 _+30
Cumberland 110 153 -43 TOTAL 739 581 +158 +21.4%
Monroe 181 180 A+
38. Butl 21 204 +11
TOTAL 546 608 -62 -10.2% utter 3
Edmonson 228 201 +27
Jefferson 18,798 18,877 -79 -0.4% Hancock 86 126 -40
Ohio 395 384 11
Floyd 1085 1104 -19 -1.7% TOTAL 924 915 +9 +1.0%
39, B thi -=- (2 -- --
Boyd 1009 1135 -126 -11.1% rea te (278)
Fowell 264 220 +44
Wolf 162 128 +34
Perry 552 643 -91 “14.1% onte == === =
TOTAL 426 348 +78 +22.4%
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PROJECTED ACTUAL
CIRCUIT CASELOAD CASELOAD

40. Clinton 181 197

Russell 197 239

Wayne 269 301

TOTAL 647 737

41. Clay 620 862

Jackson 218 246

Leslie 325 314

TOTAL 1163 1422

42. Calloway 400 475

Marshall 428 492

TOTAL 828 967

43. Barren 692 641

Metcalfe 192 154

TOTAL 884 795

44, Bell 680 624

45. Muhlenberg 567 563

McLean 136 180
TOTAL 703 743 -40 -5.4%
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PROJECTED ACTUAL
CIRCUIT CASELOAD CASELOAD DIFF. %
46. Breckinridge 266 322 -56
Grayson 351 519 -168
Meade 254 201 =7
TOTAL 871 1102 -231 -21.0%
47. Letcher 534 489 +45 +9.2%
48. Franklin 2579 2862 -283 -9.9%
49. Allen 274 226 +48
Simpson 292 361 -69
TOTAL 566 587 -21 -3.6%
50. Boyle 604 608 -4
Mercer 383 357 +26
TOTAL 987 965 +22 +2.3%
51. Henderson 1020 950 +70 +7.4%
52. Graves 541 597 -56 -9.4%
53. Anderson 152 88 +64
Shelby 466 310 +156
Spencer 100 95 45
TOTAL 718 493 +225 +45.7%
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ACTUAL

PROJECTED
CIRCUIT CASELOAD CASELOAD DIFF. %
54. Boone 850 827 +23
Gallatin 114 79 +35
TOTAL 964 906 +58 +6 . 47,
55. Bullitt 573 649 -76 -11.7%
56. Caldwell 230 237 -7
Livingston 181 172 +9
Lyon 146 175 -29
Trigg 133 157 =24
TOTAL 690 741 -51 -6.9%
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REPORT ON PENDING CASES IN CIRCUIT COURT

One continuing problem for courts in Kentueky and
elsewhere is that they will more often than not start a
new year with more cases pending than they had at the
beginning of the previous year. This problem of increas-
ing court 'backlog'" is illustrated on a circuit and
county basis on the tables which follow.

In order that figures would be comparable between
different counties, the total pending cases figure in
which criminal cases were counted by defendant were used.
This figure was utilized because in the other measure,
criminal cases may have been counted by defendants, by
indictments (which are also not the same in every county),
and in a few cases, by counts, depending upon the his-
torical practice in the county. 1If, for example, County
A counted such cases by defendant, County B by indict-
ment, and County C by count, and all three counties were
in the same judicial circuit, then caseload totals per
circuit would not be accurate. Any such total would be
"comparing apples to oranges."

Of the 92 counties where comparable data was avail-
able, 66 showed an increase in pending cases between the
beginning and end of 1976. This increase ranged from
less than ten cases in several counties to over 250 in
Laurel and Graves Counties. (If Jefferson, Kenton, and
Campbell County figures had been available, it is pro-
bable that their numerical increase would have been
larger.)

The other 26 counties showed decreases in the number
of pending cases, ranging from two cases in Marion County
to a few hundred in several counties. These larger
decreases in backlog were primarily because of "purges"
of o0ld cases, which in some counties had been on the
docket for 50 years.

Only 32 of the 56 judicial circuits in the state had

used criminal case recording methods which were com-
parable between the counties in those circuits. For that
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i

reason, no specific analysis will be.incyuded here. 1In ‘ Cnces
the other 24 districts, incomplete district totalg
appear for information purposes. Asterisks (*) fill the CIRCUIT COURT BACKLOGS

spaces of those counties which were not included for the

{BY JUDICIAL DISTRICTY
above mentioned reasons. STRICT)

NOTE: ASTERISKS (n*n) IN PLACE OF NUMBERS INDICATE THAT EITHER

The table below shows the total Pe?dng cases for THE COUNTY DID NOT REPORT ITS DATA IN TIME FOR INCLUSTION OR THAT CRIMINAL
all 92 counties added together ("statewide"): DEFENDANT DATA WAS MISSING.
i — DISTRICT/ CASES PENDING CASES PENDING AMOUNT OF PERCENT
Circuit/ Cases Een?;?% gases3§en%3$% Amgﬁggggf gﬁzgzgt COUNTIES JAN. 1,1976  DEC.31,1976  CHANGE  CHANGE
Counties Jan. 1, ec. :
2,455 1,906 3.8%
Total ## 50,549 52,4 1 / BALLARD 321 328 7
CARLISLE 286 313 27
. FUL TON 298 380 82
## for the 92 counties where comparable data was available HICKMAN 197 169 8
(i.e., where no asterisks appear in the district table).
It should be noted, however, that Jefferson and TOTAL: 1102 1190 88 8.0%
other large counties are mnot included in this total.
2 / MCCRACKEN 2771 2753 -18 -0.6%
3 / CHRISTIAN 765 891 126 16.5%
4 / HOPKINS Aok koK Ak AR AAERRY
5 / CRITTENDEN 271 384 113
UNION 459 609 150
WEB STER 452 569 117
TOTAL: 1182 1562 380 . 32.1%
6 / DAVIESS 1454 1506 52 3.6%
7 / LOGAN 827 921 94
1000 181 228 47
TOTAL: 1008 1149 141 14.0%
1
8 / WARREN ° 1300 1318 1€ 1.4%
9 / HARDIN 3394 3574 180 5.3%
(CONTINUED)
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CHANGES 1N : | CHANGE S IN
CIRCUIT COURT BACKLOGS CIRCUIT COURT BACKLQGS
(8Y JUDICIAL DISTRICT) (BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT)
NOTE: ASTERISKS (ven) IN PLACE OF NUMBERS INDICATE THAT EITHER 1HENEBSQTYA§¥SR;S$SPé;ZE; §¥5p§§$§ ?; ??KSE§3R1?2é58;§O£H3; $AZ$E§RIMINAL
THE COUNTY DID NOT REPORT 1TS DATA IN TIME FOR INCLUSION OR THAT CRIMINAL , OEFENDANT DATA WAS MI<SING =
DEFENDANT DATA WAS MISSING. it : .
DISTRICT/ CASES PENDING CASES PENDING AMOUNT OF PERCENT °é§$2§§{§ cgiss §E§3;26 CSEES3ZET2§§G ‘?Sfﬁ£e°F ZﬁiSEET
COUNTIES JAN. 1,1976 DEC.31,1976 CHANGE CHANGE * At sohy
10 / HART ARk - PP 15 7 CARROLL WAk 4 ok kA *ok k&
GRANT 352 455 103
LARUE 164 140 T24 OWEN eI TI1" ok
NEL SON 514 518 4 : .
TOTAL: 78 658 20, 2.9% TOTAL: - 352 455 103 29.3%
11 / GREEN 89 132 43 16 / KENTON ok ARk A ARk R ARKKKE
MAR 10N 184 182 -2
TAYLOR 241 187 -54
WASRINGTON 116 116 o 17 / CAMPBELL TI53 R Aok * Rk
. - _ \ 18 / HARRISON 253 255 2
YOTAL: 630 617 13 2.1% NeRLooN > 0 2
PENDLETON 134 167 33
12 / HENRY 13¢ 158 19 ‘ ROBERTSON 35 40 5
OLDHAM 266 299 33
TRIMBLE n 65 -6 TOTAL: 435 479 44 10.12
TOTAL ¢ 476 522 4 9,73 19 /  BRACKEN 57 a2 15
FLEMING 95 82 -13
13 / GARRARD 197 224 27 MASON 145 155 10
JES SAMINE 939 730 ~209
&gk
LINCOLN Rt rreae it TOTAL: 297 279 -18 6,12
TOTAL: 1136 954 -182 -16.0% 20 /  GREENUP 2054 2099 45
LEW1S 176 209 33
14 / BOURBON 723 758 32
SCOTT xRk E 3 23 3 ) 13 3 3] . .
TOTAL: 723 755 32 4.2 (CONTINUED)
(CONTINUED)
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CHANGES 1IN ' CHANGES IN

CIRCUIT COURTY BACKLOGS - \ . CIRCUIT COURT BACKLOGS
(BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT) ' (BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT)

NOTE: ASTERISKS (m™*") IN PLACE OF NUMBERS INDICATE THAT EITHER NOTE: ASTERISKS (uxr) IN PLACE OF NUMBERS INDICATE THAT EITHER
THE COUNTY DID NOT REPORT ITS DATA IN TIME FOR INCLUSION OR THAT CRIMINAL "THE COUNTY DID NOT REPORT ITS DATA IN TIME FOR INCLUSION OR THAT CRIMINAL
DEFENDANT DATA WAS MISSING. ) ' ‘ DEFENDANT DATA WAS MISSING.

DISTRICT/ CASES PENDING CASES PENDING AMOUNT OF PERCENT DISTRICT/ CASES PENDING CASES PENDING AMOUNT OF PERCENT
COUNT IES JAN. 151976 DEC+31,1976 CHANGE CHANGE . COUNT IES JAN. 1,1976 DEC.31,1976 CHANGE CHANGE
21 / BATH 147 140 -7 27 /7 KNOX ok ok ek Wk
MENIFEE T4 76 2 ! LAUREL 1625 1878 253
MON TGOMERY t2 3 5 ¥ kK E3 323
ROWAN 444 2 . 418 -24
TOTAL: 1625 1878 253 15.6%
TOVAL: 663 634 -29 ~H o4 i’
28 /7 PULASKI 1040 584 456
ROCKCASTLE Rk A kK kR
22 / FAYETTE 3059 3110 51 1.72
TOTAL: 1040 584 -456 -43,8%
23 / ESTILL 294 385 91
LEE 185 231 46 .
OWSLEY 116 121 5 . 29 / ADAIR 548 656 108
' — CASEY sERne aeRn rnex
CUMBERLAND 221 260 39
TOTAL: 595 737 142 23,92 MONROE 356 405 49
24 / JOHNSON ok kK Aok o ko _ TOTAL ¢ 1125 1321 196 17.4%
LAWRENCE AERER Ty Ty ; *
MARTIN Rk A ek rkkkk .
- X 30 / JEFFERSON L PP PP, Seenny
TOTAL: e " 0 0 sesesg
‘ 31 / FLOYD T 1T sRERK SRRk SERRRY
25 / CLARK Aok ko ok ShkEE E 311 2 .
MADISON 1012 1203 191 32 /7 &OYD kg ok ARk eE b b 22 L kR kg
TOTAL® 1012 1203 191 . 18.9% -, 33 / PERRY 410 596 186 45.,4%
26 / >HARLAN 559 962 403 T2.1%2 34 / MCCREARY 482 527 45
WHITLEY wg kR S S 211 1 222 1
(CONTINUED)
TOTAL: 482 527 45 9.3%
‘ (CONTINUED)

-284- ‘ ' : -285-




CHANGE S IN ‘ CHANGES IN

CIRCUIT CCURT BACKLOGS ' CIRCUIT COURT BACKLOGS
{BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT) ' ‘ (BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT)
NOTE: ASTERISKS ("#™) IN PLACE OF NUMBERS INDICATE THAT EITHER . _NOTE: ASTERISKS ("#n) IN PLACE OF NUMBERS INDICATE THAT EITHER
" THE COUNTY DID NOT REPORT ITS DATA IN TIME FOR INCLUSION OR THAT CRIMINAL THE COUNTY DIOD NOT REPORT ITS DATA IN TIME FOR INCLUSION OR THAT CRIMINAL
DEFENDANT DATA WAS MISSING. DEFENDANT DATA WAS MISSING.
DISTRICT/ CASES PENDING CASES PENDING AMOUNT OF PERCENT DISTRICT/ CASES PENDING CASES PENDING AMOUNT OF PERCENT
COUNT1ES JAN. 141976 DEC.31,1976 CHANGE CHANGE COUNT IES JAN. 14,1976 DEC.31,1976 CHANGE CHANGE
35 / PIKE 1285 1768 483 37.6% \ 41 /7 CLAY 894 1009 115
JACKSON X XER 222 L2 2]
LESLIE 637 767 130
36 7/ KNOTTY o ok ok kdkk 13T '
MAGOFFIN 556 689 133
TOTAL: 1531 1776 245 - 16,02
TOTAL: 556 689 133 23.9%
. 42 / CALLOWAY 698 299 -399
MAR SHALL 342 454 112
37 7 CARTER ok ok g ko YT
ELLIOTT 266 273 7
MORGAN 235 193 %2 TOTAL? 1040 753 ~-287 ~27.6%
TOTAL:S 501 466 «35 -7.0% 43 / BARREN 1790 1871 81
. METCALFE 600 649 49
38 / BUTLER 373 282 -91
EDMONSON 422 490 68 TOTAL? 2390 2520 130 5.4%
HANCOCK 67 114 &7 .
OHIO 464 600 136
44 4  BELL 419 646 227 54,2%
TOTAL: 1326 1486 160 12.1%
45 / MCLEAN 146 141 -5
MUHLENBERG 538 183 ~355
39 / BREATHITT Lt 223 L2123 kg
POWELL 427 509 82 : '
WOLFE 244 233 -11 TOTALS 684 324 ~360 ~52,6%
TOTAL: 571 742 71 10.6% C 46 / BRECKINRIDGE T sReae sanen
GRAYSON 1228 413 -815
MEADE 635 188 -447
40 / CLINTON 260 303 %43
RUSSELL 296 352 56
WAYNE 343 325 -18 TOTALS 1863 601 ~1262 ~67.7%
YOVAL: 899 980 81 9.0% (CONTINUED)
{CONTINUED)
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CHANGES IN
CHANGES IN

CIRCUIT COURT BACKLOGS
' CIRCUIT COURT BACKLOGS

(BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT)
(BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT)

NOTE: ASTERISKS ("®") IN PLACE OF NUMBERS INDICATE THAT EITHER

. THAT CRIMINAL
NOTE: ASTERISKS (“#%) IN PLACE OF NUMBERS INDICATE THAT EITHER "THE COUNTY DID NOT REPORT ITS DATA IN TIME FOR INCLUSION OR
" THE COUNTY DID NOT REPORT ITS DATA IN TIME FOR INCLUSION OR THAT CRIMINAL ‘ DEFENDANT DATA WAS MISSING,.
DEFENDANT DATA WAS MISSING.
DISTRICT/ CASES PENDING CASES PENDING AQSE:EFOF :5?5221
DISTRICT/ CASES PENDING CASES PENDING AMDUNT OF PERCENT COUNT 1ES JAN. 141976 DEC.31,41976 E
COUNTIES JAN. 1,1976 DEC.31,1976 CHANGE CHANGE
54 / BOONE 818 2 38
47 / LETCHER Rk L2111 L2121 TR ky ' GALLATIN 40 '
- -6.6%
48 / FRANKLIN X RRR LT #hgxy LT YT TOTAL® 858 801 57 *
Q4 -15.6%
49 / ALLEN 296 298 2 55 / BULLITT 602 508
SIMPSON 534 535 1
23
56 / CALDWELL 418 zg; pbe
TOTAL: 830 833 3 0.4% LIVINGSTON 380 T 57
LYON 157 21 12
TRIGG 146 158
50 / BOYLE 362 357 -5 .
MERCER 334 318 -16 ToTALS 1101 1250 149 13.5%
TOTAL: 696 675 =21 -3.0%
51 / HENDERSON 568 631 63 11.1%
52 / GRAVES 1816 2078 262 14.4%
53 / ANDERSON 77 95 18
SHELBY 253 211 -%2
SPENCER 80 100 20
TOVTAL: 410 406 -4 -1.0%
(CONTINUED)
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