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The Honorable Scott Reed, Chief Justice 

SCOTT REED 
OIlef Justice 

WILLIAM E. DAVIS 
Director 

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

ADMiNISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS 
ROUTE 8 TWILIGHT TRAIL 

Phone: (502) 664-7486 

U.S. 127 LAWRENCEBURG ROAD 
fR.A ..... "!KFORT, KENTUCKY 40601 

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 throughont the state. The 
responsibility for this program was legislatively placed 
in the Administrative Office of the Cou.rts. 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. 

WED/jm 

Respectfully submitted, 

~~_ E~ 
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
torate of Kentucky gave its consent to a new direction for 
the court system of the Commonwealth by adopting a 
constitutional amendment to revise the judicial article. 
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 appropriate 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, snd 
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 those 
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 ~ppea~s.was.instructed 
by the Constitution to deliver h~s op~n~on 1.n open cot;rt 
and in writing; the parties were obliged to s~ate t~e~r 
complaint and defense in wr.iting; and dissent~n~ op~n~ons 

"red to be in writing. All these prov~sions were 
were requ~ . "Th ourt also 
designed to "perpetuate the test~mony.. .' e c d 
had the power to direct the mode of br~ng~ng thes: lan 
cases t.o a hearing, "so as to enable ~hem to do r~ght 
and ju~tice to the parties, with as l~ttle d:lay an~ at 
as small an expense as the nature of the bus~ness w~ll 
allow." 

In all other cases, the Court of Appeals had appellate 
jurisdiction only, with the legislatu:e granted broad 
powers to make exceptions and.regt;lat10ns. The court had 
legislative authority to appo~nt ~ts clerk. 

Pursuant to constitutional provisions empowering the 
legislature to establish inferior courts, an &ct was 
passed during the first session of the.Gen:ral Assembly 
which provided for appointment of 125 Just~ces of ~he. 
peace to serve as judicial officers. In the l3.ex~st~ng 
counties a Court of Quarter-Sessions was establ~shed.~n 
each county, and three of the justices.of.th: p:ace ~n 
each county served on the court. Its Jur1sd~ct~on was 
primarily civil, but it had the power to award necessary _ 
writs and injunctions. County cou:t w"!-s ~re"!-te~ and pre 
sided over by three justices, and ~ts Jur~s~~ct~~n ~as. 
largely administrative in nature. All cr~m~nal Jur~sd~c­
tion was vested in a Court of Oyer and Term~n7r, wh~ch was 
presided over by three judges who had state-w~de juris-
diction. 

An act of 1795 reorganized the first trial court 
structure by terminating the original j~ri~diction of the 
Court of Appeals in land cases and abol~sh~ng the Court. 
of Oyer and Terminer. It was replac:d.by a.sy~tc~ o~ D1s­
trie:t Courts of general civil and cr1m~nal ~U'r~~d~c~~on, 
with all criminal cases heard by the Frankl~n D~str1ct 
Court In order to unify the Di.strict Courts to some 
extent a General Court was established and instructed to 
meet p~riodicallv at Frankfort to decide cases "for and 
in behalf of theJCommonwealth." 

A convention was called in 1799 and a new Constitu­
tion was adopted in August of ~hat year. The n~~ docu­
ment retained most of the prov~sions of the pre~10us 
judicial article, but gave constitutional statu~ to the 
county courts which had been created by the leg~slature. 

In addition the Court of Appeals was granted ap­
pellate jurisdiction only, co-extensive with the state, 
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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 majority of its justices of the peace, two 
persons to fill the offices of sheriff, surveyor, coroner 
or justice of the peace, on3 of whom was appointed by the 
Governor. Each court could appoint its own clerk; however, 
no person could 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 bt:'each 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 trial 
court structure that had been authorized by the legislature 
during the tenure of the first Constitution. However, 
realizing that the District Court system could no longer 
effectively handle the increasing caseload, the General 
Assembly 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-large circuit judges were appointed to serve in 
each of the nine judicial districts. General Court assigned 
each of its members to a district to serve as presiding 
judge and two assistant judges were appointed from that 
district. 

In 1824, the legislature attempted to abolish the 
Court of Appeals. A controversy characterized as the "Old 
Court-New Court Struggle" arose, and the General Assembly 
enacted legislation to abolish the Court of Appeals and 
establish 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 
beliefs. The "old court" refused to recognize the "new 
court," and for B. period of two years both court.s held 
sessions. In 1826, a new legislature was elected which 
repealed the "Act to reorganize the Court of Appeals" and 
passed "An Act to remove the unconstitutional obstructions 
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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 judi~ial depart­
ment was undertaken, and courts which had.prevLously be:n 
created by acts of the legislature were gLven constitutLonal 
authority. This d.ocument preserved the separation of 
powers of the three departments of gqvernment and provided 
Kentucky with its first structured court syste~. The 
judicial power of the Commonwealth was vested Ln the Court 
of Appeals, circuit courts, county courts, and such o~her 
inferior courts as the General Assembly should establLsh 
and ~~ect. 

The Court of Appeals was granted appella~e jurisdic­
tion only co-extensive with the state, restrLcted and 
regulated'by law. The court consisted of four judges, any 
th:t'ee. of whom could constitute a court for the tr(lnsact~on 
of business. The 1850 Constitution mandated, ~or t~e.fLrst 
time in the history of the Commonwealth, electLon ot Judges 
rather than appointment. Judges w:r: ele~ted ~or a ter~ 
of eight years from four equally d1vLded JudicLal distrLcts. 
Because all of the judges were initially elected at the 
same time, and in order to stagger t~eir terms, one te:m 
was two years, one four years, one SLX years and on: eLght 
years. The judges elected then drew. lots to ~etermLne 
which judge served which term. The Ju~ge havL~g the shortest 
time to serve was designated as the ChLef JustLce 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 anyone or more 
of the judicial districts. 

The office of Clerk 0f the Court of Appeals was esta­
blished as an electiv'e office, for a t" ':'m of eight years. 
The Constitution further provided that if the Genera~ 
Assembly should determine that court should be held Ln any 
one of the judicial districts, that ~he voters of tha~ . 
district would elect a clerk possessLng the same qualLf7-
cations as the Clerk of the Court of Appeals. Any candL­
date for the offi.ce had to produce a certificate from.a 
judge of the Court of Appeals or a judge of the C~rcuLt 
Court that he had been examined by the clerk of hLs 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. 
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Circuit courts were established to be held in each 
c(;)Unt~, with. the state in~tially divided into 12 judicial 
dLstrLcts whLch could be Lncreased to not more than 16 at 
the discretion 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 right of 
appeal to thE! Court of Appeals. The General Court \Vas 
abolished, which resulted in a system of circuit courts 
~hich.had no centr~liz8d coo:dinating feature, resulting 
Ln trLal courts whLch were vLrtually autonomous in nature. 
However, the legislature specified that cases involving 
the CommonwE!al th would continue to be heard in :F:ranl~lin 
Circuit Court. 

In 1882, under its authority to create inferior 
courts, the General Assembly created an intermediate 
appellate court, known as the Superior Court, to reduce 
an acc.umulated backlog of 1300 cases. The Superior Court 
consisted of three judges who had jurisdiction in all 
appeals except those involving (1) the validity of stat­
utes; (2) title 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 became known as the "Rich Man's Court" and the 
"Poor Man's Court," and set off a bitter debate that 
~asted through the Constitutional 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 CLurts in addition to those empowered by the 
Constitution. 

The judicial article provided for a Court of Appeals 
consisting of seven judges to be elected for a term of 
eight 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, 
The court had jurisdiction to review final orders and 
judgments of all courts except those: (1) granting a 
divorce or punishing a contempt; (2) of a Quarterly, 
Police, Fiscal or Justice's Court; (3) of a County Court 
unless the action was for division of land and allotment 
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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 amou.nt 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 number of districts increased during the 
succeeding years from 30 to 56, and the terms of judges 
were regulated by statute. The cir.cuit courts had original 
jurisdiction of all cases not vested exclusively in some 
other court, and appellate jurisdiction to try de novo 
appeals from the inferior courts. 

In each county a group of lower coerts 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 fle'Xibility and '>Jhich con­
tained a prohibition against the creation of any court 
not established by the Constitution. As a consequence, 
Kemtucky I s system of justice had operated under the terms 
and conditions dictated 84 years ago. It is noteworthy 
that the systefll has been returned by the people to one 
similar to that in effect in 1882 ~qhen an intermediate 
appellate court was created by the General Assembly. 
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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. 
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THE SUPREHE 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 inunediate importance Il}ay 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 conunissioners 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. 

\ 

\ 
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THE SUPREME COURT 

The Honorable 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 O. Lukowsky 
Sixth Supreme Court District 

Ft. Mitchell, Kentucky 

Justice James B. Stephenson 
Seventh Supreme Court District 

Pikeville, Kentucky 
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The Court of Appeals 
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THE COURT OF APPEALS 

A. Organizat~ 

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. 
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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, Kentuc~y 

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 
Manchester, Kentucky 

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

Judge John P. Hayes 
Fourth Appellate District 
First Division 
Louisville, Kentucky 
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Judge James Park, Jr. 
Fifth Appellate District 
First Division 
Lexington, Kentucky 

Judge Anthony r·f, Wilhoit 
Fifth Appellate District 
Second Division 
Versailles, Kentucky 

Judge Charles B. Lester 
Sixth Appellate Distric.t 
First Division 
Ft. Thomas, Kentucky 

Judge Donald C. Wintersheimer 
Sixth Appellate District 
Second Divisi.on 
Covington, Kentucky 

Judge Elijah M. Hogge 
Seventh Appellate District 
First Division 
Morehead, Kentucky 

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

Appellate 
Districts 
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THE CIRCUIT COURTS 

A. Organization 

The circuit ~ourts 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 at'long their number. Compensation of 
circuit judges is set by the legislature. 

B. Jurisdiction 

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 invol~ing an amount in controversy not less than 
$1500, rather than the present $500. Its appellate 
jurisdiction will be provided by law, and all appeals 
will be on the record. Review of administrative actions 
of state agencies will ~Dnstitute 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 Judi~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 
Mtmfordville, Kentucky 

Judge Robert M. Spragens 
Lebanon, Kentucky 
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Twelfth Judicial Circuit 

Thirteenth Judicial Circuit 

Fourteenth Judicial Circuit 
-J 
i 

Fifteenth Judicial Circuit 

Sixteenth Judicial Circuit 
First Division 

Sixteenth Judicial Circuit 
Second Division 

Sixteenth Judicial Circuit 
Third Division 

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 

.h.Ldge Daniel J. Goodenough 
Covington, Kentucky 

Sixteenth Judicial Circuit Judge James J. Gilliece 
Fourth Division Covington, Kentucky 

Seventeenth Judicial Circuit Judge John A. Diskin* 
First Division Newport, Kentucky 

Seventeenth Judicial Circuit Judge Thomas F. Schnorr 
Second Division Newport, Kentucky 

Eighteenth Judicial Circuit Judge John P. Lair 
Cynthiana, Kentucky 

Nineteenth Judicial Circuit Judge Richard L. Hinton 
Flemingsburg, Kentucky 

Twentieth Judicial Circuit Judge Oscar Sammons 
Greenup, Kentucky 

Twenty-first Judicial Circuit Judge Caswell P. Lane 
Mt. Sterling, Kentucky 

Twenty-second Judicial 
Circuit, First Division 

Twenty-second Judicial 
Circuit, Second Division 

'Twenty-second Judicial 
Circuit, Third Division 

*Denotes Chief Judge 
-19-

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 Judicial 
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 

Thirtj _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 
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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 Judge Michael O. McDonald* 
Seventh Division Louisville, Kentucky 

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit Judge Henry D. Hopson 
Eighth Division Louisville, Kentucky 

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit Judge Charles M. Leibson 
Ninth Division Louisville, Kentucky 

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit Judge George B. Ryan 
Tenth Division Louisville, Kentucky 

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit Judge Raymond B. Stephenson 
Eleventh Division Louisville, Kentucky 

Thirtieth Judicia.l Circuit Judge Curtis G. Witten 
Twelfth Division Louisville, Kentucky 

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit Judge Thomas A. Ballantine, 
Thirteenth Division Louisville, Kentucky 

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit Judge S. Rush Nicholson 
Fourteenth Division Louisville, Kentucky 

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit Judge Benjamin F. Shobe 
Fifteenth Division Louisville, Kentucky 

Thirtieth Judicial Circuit Judge George H. Kunzman 
Sixteenth Division Louisville, Kentucky 

Thirty-first Judicial Circuit Judge Hollie Conley 
Prestonsburg, Kentucky 

Thirty-second Judicial 
Circuit, First Division 

Thirty-second Judicial 
Circuit, Second Division 

Thirty-third Judicia.1 
Circuit 

Thirty-fourth Judicial 
Circuit 

Thirty-fifth Judicial 
Circuit, First Division 

Thirty-fifth Judicial 
Circuit, Second Division 

*Denotes Chief Judge 
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Judge William E. Fanning* 
Catletts~urg, 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 

Jr. 



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 

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 Kenn.eth H. Goff 
Leitchfield, Kentucky 

Judge F. Byrd Hogg 
Whitesburg, Kentucky 

Forty-eighth Judicial Circuit Judge Henry Meigs 11* 
First Division Frankfort, Kentucky 

Forty-eighth Judicial Circuit Judge Squire N. Williams, Jr. 
Second Division Frankfort, Kentucky 

Forty-ninth Judicial Circuit 

Fiftieth Judicial Circuit 

Fifty-first Judicial Circuit 

*Denotes Chief Judge 
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Judge Frank R. Goad 
Scottsville, Kentucky 

Judge Henry V. Pennington 
Danville, Kentucky 

Judge Carl D. Melton 
Henderson, Kentucky 

Fifty-second Judicial 
Circuit 

Fifty-third Judicial 
Circuit 

Fifty-fourth Judicial 
Circuit 

Fifty-fifth Judicial 
Circuit 

Fifty-sixth Judicial 
Circuit 
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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 



Judicial 
Circuits 
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THE DISTRICT COURTS 

A. Organization 

Effective January 2, 1978 the district courts will 
consist of 113 judges to be elected for a ten11 of four 
years from judicial districts contiguous with the, present 
judicial circuits. In 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
tion. Its civil j uris diction ~7il1 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 admini.strati.ve boards. 
The district court will be a court of record. 
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THE ADMINISTRATIVE O~FICE 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 Co.mmittee- of the 
Administrative Office of the Courts in San Francisco, 
California. 

The Office of Judicial Planning drafted 1egi.slation 
for submission to the 1976 Regular Session of the Gene~al 
Assembly and assisted the Chief Justice in p;reparation 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 ~a.s been responsible for 
carrying out the administrative duties and .,functi.ons 
assigned by the Chief Justice and by statutory direction. 
William E. Davis was appointed Director by-the Chief 
Justice in accordance with Section llQ(5)(b) of the 
Constitution. 

The Administrative. Ot;fice of the Courts is composed 
of four divisions: court services, administrative ser­
vices, education and legal resear'ch, and the state law 
library. These divisions provide assistance and support 
necessary to the operation of the Court of Justice. The 
Division of Court Servi.ces has the responsibility for the 
state pretrial servic.es program, records management and 
collection of statisti.cal data. The Division of A&ninis­
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 pel'sonnel, 
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 tile 
court ~ystem. 

The staff of the Administrative Office of the Courts 
consists of highly trained, professional personnel dedi­
cated to the judicia7 system. Many staff members were 
recruited for their expertise in areas of specialization 
such as personnel, budgeting, data processing, records 
management and facilities pla~ning. The staff attorneys 
have had experience in varioua fields of endeavor, 
ranging from practical service as trial commissioners to 
clerking for the state and federal appellate courts. 
Some staf;f members were active in the educati.onal cam­
paign to pron.ote ratification of the jut-.icial article, 
and others worked in several capacities for and wi.th the 
General Assembly for many years. Those staf..:~ll)embers in 
the Administrative Services Division have had many years 
of experience in their re.spective positions. In addition 
to the persons wh.Q work in the central offices at 1.rank­
fort, one hundred and thirty pretrial services ,officers 
have been employed througho'ut the state. 
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Division of 
Education and 
Legal Research 

Carryon continuous survey 
of orga'"ization, 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 27A. 
020(6» 

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

Compile data relatin~ 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 
29A.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) 

Division of 
Administrative 
Services 

DIRECTOR 

Division of 
Court Services 

i 

'-', 

Perform administrative serv- Administer the pretrial 
release program (KRS 
431.510 to .550) 

ices for the Court of 
Justice and supervise its 
clerical and administrative 
personnel and its accom­
modations (KRS 27A.020(1» 

State Law Library 

t~tablished by law (KRS 
27A.200, et seq.) 

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 
27A.020(2)(d) 

Administer the judicial 
personnel system (KRS 
30A.310) 

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

Set number and qualifica­
·tions of deputy circuit 
clerks (KRS 30A.OSO) 

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.IOO) 

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

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

Desip,n and distribute ul1i­
form forms, records, books, 
and other materials for 
use by circuit clerks (KRS 
30A.080) 

Approve court reporter's 
equipment (KRS 30A.43S) 

Provide for court security 
if primary agency respon­
sibility cannot (KRS 24A. 
140) 

Collect and compile statis­
tical data cQncerninF court 
operations (RRS 27A.020(5) 

State law librarian serves 
at pleasure of Chief 
Justice (KRS 27A.2l0) 

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

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

State law librarian may 
provide technical assist­
ance to local law libraries 
(KRS 27A.2l0) 

Pr,epared by 
Administrative Office of the Courts 

(This list contains selected duties 
of the Administrative Office and is 
not intended to be all inclusive.) 

, 
C'f'l 
C'f'l , 
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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 t~o 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 wit.h 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 Willia,m 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 recon®endations 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 judi.ciary. c~m­
mittee into two committ.ees .In each chamber, Jud~c~ary­
Courts dealt strictly with implementation. of the jud~­
cial article while Juclici.ary-Statutes considered rout~ne 
court matters. The committees in each House met on a 
regular weekly basis, and whil.e there was vigorous debate 
on some provisions of the legislative packa~', , 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 operat~onal; 
statutory provisions relating to the Court of ~ppeals. 
were passerl; legisla~io~ was enacted to.e~tabI1s~ Jud~­
cial Nominating Comm1ss~ons and the Jud1c1al Ret1rement 
and Removal Commission; nonpartisan election la'lNs were 
passed; measures providing administrative support and 
personnel were approved; the Judicia~ Retirement Sy~tem 
was updated; improved judicial salar1es were estab11shed; 
an.d the Court's budget was approved. 

Legiplation to implement the district courts was de­
ferred until the Extraordinary Session of the General 
Assembly in December 1916. The effect of the unified 
court system would be more far-reaching at the lower 
level and additional time was needed to study and evalu­
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 judici~l . 
article. Various issues to be addressed were: Jur1s­
diction of the district 'court; the number and salary of 
district judges; location of the courts; court security; 
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; classificat~on of traffic o~f~n~es; 
the role and duties of the county Judge; court fac1l1t~es; 
and the amount and disposi.tion 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 Office 
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 Researeh 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 D7cember, ~he 
work that had been accomplished by the.SI;'ec1.al ~nter1.m 
Committee on Implementation of the Jud1.c1.al Art1.cle 
during the previous m~nths was turned.o~erto the regular 
Judiciary-Courts COnml1.ttees. The Judl.<;l.ary-CO\:rt~ ~om­
mittees in both chambers met almost dal.ly and 1.n J01.~t 
session to resolve the issues, and most of the enabl1.ng 
legislation was considered an~ passed by. the General 
Assembly with little substant1.ve alteratl.~n .. However, as 
a result of joint heari,ngs by the Appropr1.at1.ons 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 appellate 
system with no buffer between the general trial court 
and th~ 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, ~nd 
District Court. Unlike the older system, operat10n and 
admi11istration are unified under the Supreme Court and 
the executive authoritv of the Chief Justice. This 
unification extends to" and embraces the existing lower 
courts, such as police and quarter~y courts, .unt~l an 
orderly transition of such courts l.nto the dl.strl.ct court 
system is effected in January 1978. 

The changes mandated includ7 c7n~ralized budgeting, 
uniform rules and procedures, a ]ud1.c1.al 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 co~rt. 
becoming the justices of the ~ew court. Th7 eX1.st1.ng 
appellate districts were reta1.ned for elect1.on 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 accordance with the. schedule found in KRS 
2lA.020. 

Section 116 of the Constitution states that the 
~up:em7 C~urt has the authority to prescribe its appellate 
]url.sd1.ctl.on, 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 2lA. Many of the statutory provisions of the old 
law were retained with ap?ropriate 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 courts 
will be published. 

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. 

The 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 Ui.e Constitution, the Court of 
Appeals initi.a11y 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, p~rsonne1 and other 
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factors. Under Section 112 of the Constitution it re­
mains as the court of general trial j urisdi.ction. 

There are, howe~er, some riew facets introduced by 
the Constitution and by statute that should be noted. 
The term of office ot; 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 sing1e­
judge circuit, the judge is chief judge; in a multi-Judge 
circuit, the judges elect t;rom their number a chief judge 
for a term of two years whose duties are prescribed by 
t~e ~upreme Court. I~ they cannot agree upon a judge 
wl.thi.n a reasonable. ti.me, the Supreme Court makes the 
designation. The circuit judge's salary is $35,000 
annually. 

The 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 
felony 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 caseu will continue; except that review of 
administrative action will constitute an original action 
in the circuit court. This provision was necessary in 
view of the constitutional guarantee of an "appeal to 
another. court" an~ the diversity of records produced by 
the varl.OUS agencLes. 

In order to facilitate implementati.on of the circuit 
court as a court of continuQus 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 sectionso;f the previous chapters 
whi.ch could apply equally to district or ci.rcuit CQu;r;t 
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 
sheri.ff for security and bailiff purp.oses. 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 ap~oint a court reporte:. Other per~ 
sonnel for a circuit court must be author~zed 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 ~e held in. each ~ounty 
in the state and may be held ~n var10US 10cat10ns w~thln 
a county. The judicial districts are cote~inous with 
the circuits with the General Assembly hav1ng 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 eligfble 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 app1i: 
cable to the district court, with the chief judge serv~ng 
a two-year term in multi-judge districts. At this time, 
district judges will be members of the Kentucky Retire­
ment Systemo 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 ordine,nce. cases, and 
traffic matters. The juvenile jurisdiction of the county 
judge will be transferred to the district court. It will 
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be possible for the district court, if authorized by 
statute, to adjudicate the decisions of local adminis­
trative boaxds. However, at .this time such authoriza-
tion has not been granted. ' 

District court is a court of record and of continu­
ous ses'sion. KRS Chaptex 24A., stating the jurisdiction 
of the district court, Gpecifically permits the court to 
be held at such times and locations, including nights, 
weekends, and holidays, as may be convenient to the 
publi~. The pri~ary method of record making in the 
distr~ct court Will be by standardized forms and elec­
tronic recording. District court may be held in county 
c~urthouses, other county facilities, municipal faci1i­
t1es, state-owned facilities or in private facilities 
wh:re public ~nes are not available. Security for dis­
tr1ct court w111 be provided by the sheriff unless the 
c~urt is.he1d.in a municipal facility, in which case the 
c1ty po11ce w11l provide the service. 

Court Clerks 

The Clerk of the Supreme Court is preRently an 
elected state official, but Sections 114 and 124 of the 
Co~st~tution provide that the positior. will become ap~ 
p01nt1ve at the close of the present term of office. The 
Supreme Court will then appoint a clerk to serve at its 
pleasure; comp~neation shall be fixed by the General 
Assembly and duties will be prescribed by statute and 
rule. 

The Clerk of the Court of Appeals is appointed by 
that court to serve at its pleasure. During the initial 
organization of the Court of Appeals, the Clerk of the 
S~preme Court served as clerk of both C0urts but an 
appointment has been made and plans are being formulat,ed 
to transfer 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 hand~ed by district court will 
be t~ans~erred to the circuit clerk. As in the past, 
circui.t clerks will be elected ~or a term of six yeaX's 
but are deemed to be ~tate o~!icers. Deputy clerks will 
be subject· to the ju:L,,:;ial personnel system adtninistered 
by the Administrative O~fice of the Courts. In addition 
to their court dutie.s, cir.cuit clerks will continue to 
sell motor vehicle operators" and boat lice.nses. 
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Small Claims 

The 1976 Special Sessio'n of the General Assembly en­
acted a small claims 3tatute, 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
tiona11y, no party may file more tl';,at. 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 ar.e 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. In 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. In the event an attorney in a case 
is a rLlative, 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. In 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 ~vailab1e. 
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Nomih'atioh and Ele'ction of Judges 

During the 1976 Regular Session of the General 
Assembly, KRS Chapter l18A was enacted in response, to the 
need for a nonpar,tisan 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 (20 mph in 55 mph zones) over the 
speed limit. In order to reduce the caseload of district 
court, the statute provid.es 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 011 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 PQf:sig1e, 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 rea~ons 
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' R'e'qu'iremerits 

Legislation (~S 431.520) delineates those alterna­
tive methods of release available to the trial ju~ge, 
while emphasizing that accused i.ndividuals may be re­
leased on their own personal recognizance or upon the 
execution of an unsecured bail bond. If the tri.al 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 r~strictions 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 fi.na.l appearance. He may be 
required to post only 10% of the bond with th7 court, . and 
when he completes all of his appearances he w1ll rece1ve 
90% of his deposit back. 

This 10% dek~sit system has also been applied to 
common traffic offenses. The Kentucky Supreme Court has 
promulgatea a uniform bail schedule for traffic offenses 
and ~:;inor misdemeanors. After his booking at a jail, a 
defendant may automatically post a 10% 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 whi~h 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 deficien~ies 
existing in the local program. These boards prov1de 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 mar accept or decline this opportunity. The 
interviewer col ects data pertaining to the family, 
community and economic ties 0:1; 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 tri,al judge., who rnC\kes the 
release decision. 

Once the release decision is made, the pretrial 
of:f;icer routinely notifies e'ach 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 agenci.es are 
notified. In most instances, the pretrial officer wi.ll 
secure a bail jumping warrant against the d.efendant who 
fails to appear. . . 

If the defendant declines his oppo:t;'tunity to be 
interYi.ewed, is found ineligihle by th.e prog:t;'am, or is 
rej ected by the trial judge .for recogni.zance release, he 
may be released by any of the alternative methods spelled 
out in the s·tatute. Statutorily (KR.S 431.520), hIe. also 
has the right to have th.e release decisi.on reviewed a.fter 
24 hours if he re.mains incarcerated. 

Preliminary Results 

The Pretrial Servi.ces Agency began operation on June 
19, 1976. Since th~n, roughly one-.fourth of all incar­
cerated persons in the Commonwealth have secured their 
relea~e prior. t<? tri.alwi~hout having to place a monetary 
deposl.t, and Jal.l populatJ.:ons have decreased throughout 
Kentucky. Although accurate figures were not kept by the 
commercial bonding companies on the rate at which their 
clients jumped bail, testimony given during legislative 
hearings indicated a range of between 2% and 25%. The 
pr;trial ag~mcy ~as re<;:orded an appearance rate exceeding 
~8% during l.ts fl.rst Sl.X months of operation. Further, 
l.n 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 
reflects the agency's activity during the 1976 calendar 
year. 
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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 sta~istical information.to 
the central office was changed l.n September. Juvenl.les, 
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 l.n 
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 wer~ arrested.and 
placed in custody in Kentucky. Informatl.on regardl.ng 
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 
lo~al 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 opportunl.ty 
to be interviewed, are excluded from program consideration. 
Many intoxicants are alsoconta~ted by the agency, .but . 
have their cases disposed of prl.or to a follow-up l.nterVl.ew. 

Subtracting these individuals from the total number 
of persons arrested and placed in custody reveals a 
program contact rate of 40% (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 breakdoyffi 
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 

Of the 28,575 persons interviewed by local pretrial 
officers during this period, 20,468 (72~) ~e:e fou~d 
eligible for recognizance release .. An ~nd~v~d~al ~s 
considered eligible only on the bas~s of ver~f~ed ~nforma­
tion applied to an objective po~nt scale whic~ st:esses 
the individual's family, commun~ ty and economl.C t~es. 

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; 65% of those 
presented; 63% of those eligible; 45% of 
those interviewed; 13% 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; 2% 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 inte~view,non-monetary release was granted for 
1,223. 
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During this period, 103 individuals had their recogni­
zance revoked by the judiciary, 19 individuals had their 
conditional releases revoked by the judiciary. and 16 
individuals had their unsecured bail "bonds revoked by the 
judiciary. . 

Services Provided 

. A.primary service the agency can provide the bench 
~s to ~nsure that those released prior to trial appear at 
the places and times required by the court. During the 
six month period, 413 persons released through the pro­
gram failed to appear (FTA) as ordered. Three hundred 
and ei.ghty had been recognized, 18 were relea.sed on 
u~secured.b~il bonds and 15 were released on non-finan­
cl.al condl.tl.ons. 

. In.a 19?"!..survey, .the Office of Employment Oppor­
tunl.ty l.dent:L.fl.ed 37 dl.fferent ways that pretrial pro­
~rams were recording FTA Rates. This agency's Fl'A rate 
l.S 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 appear in the six 
month period, 127 had not yet been apprehended on January 
1, 1977. One hundred and ten of the fugitives were 
before the court on misdemeanor charges, and 17 011 felonies. 
Therefore, the program outstanding fugitive rate is 
presented as: .----

A. 0.57% of required court appearances; 

B. 0.82% of those released through the program; 
C. 0.94% of those recogni~ed through the program; and 

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

An analysis of individuals not apprehended, by 
0~fens7' reveals that a large majority (94%) are charged 
wl.th ml.sdemeanors. The following list breaks down by 
charge those 127 persons not apprehended on January 1 
1977: ' 

-53-



1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

Alcohol related 47 
(includes DWI, public intoxi­
cation and disorderly conduct) 

Theft by Unlawful Taking 21 
(less than $100) 

Traffic Violations 19 

Theft by Unlawful Taking 14 
(Greater than $100) (Felony) 

Miscellaneous Misdemeanors 13 

Assault, 3rd 

Wanton Endangerment - 1st 
(Felony) 

Assault - 1st (Felony) 

8 

2 

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 available 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 24% of all 
persons arrested in the Comnonwea1th during the period. 
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PRETRIj~L SERVICES REPORT 
JULY - DECEMBER, 1976 

I. Number of defendants arrested and placed 
in custody 101,323 

II. Number of defendants completely inter­
viewed 28,575 

Number eligible for personal recognizance 
release after interview 20,468 

Number eligible but released prior to 
presenttl.tion 642 

Number of eligible defendants presented to 
judiciary 19,826 

Number of these defendants released on 
person~l recognizance 12,943 

Number of these defendants released on 
unsecured bond 2,012 

Numher of these defendants released on 
nonfinancial conditions 450 

Number l:'ej f~cted for personal recogni­
zance relea,l)e, unsecured bond or non­
financial conditions by the judiciary 

4,421 

Number ineligible for personal recogni,zance 
release after interview 8,107 

Number of these d.efendants released on 
personal recognizance 376 

Number of these defendants released on 
unsecured bond 604 

Number of these defendants released on 
nonfinancial conditions 243 

III. Numb~r of ~efend~nts not interviewed (or only 
part~a11y ~nterviewed) 

A. Excluded from program consideration 

1. 

2. 

Capias 

Probation and parole holder 

-55-

1,846 

77(1, 



B. 

C. 

3. Other outstanding warrar:t 

4. Mental 

5. Juveniles 

6. Nonresident or out of area 

7. Federal charge 

8. Charged with escape 

9. FTA on prior release on recog­
nizance 

10. Other reasons for automatic 
exclusion previously approved by 
central office 

1,343 

594 

2,888 

5,750 

1,035 

179 

194 

893 

Those not interviewed because of release 
prior to arrival of Pretrial Officer 

ll. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

Released on personal recognizance 
by judiciary prior to interview 3,593 

Released on unsecured bond by 
judiciary prior to interview 3,414 

Released on nonfinGncial condi­
tions by judiciary prior to 
interview 321 

Released on bond by judiciary 
prier.to lnterview 11,948 

Charges dismissed prior to 
initial appearance 528 

Plead guilty and paid fine at 
jail 18,774 

Other 4,020 

Those n()t interviewed, yet contacted 
by Pretrial Officer 

18, Refused interview 4,447 

19. Habitually intoxicated and arraigned 
prior to follow-up interview 8,726 

20. Other 

TOTAL FOR SECTION III 

1,472 

72,748 

.j 

IV. Number of defendants failing to appear 
released on p~r~onal recognizance through 
the Ag'enc~ 

Voluntary surrender 

Rear1:'(!sted by State Police 

Rearrested by other than State Police 

Not yet apprehended 

Other 

TOTAL FOR SECTION IV 

V. Number of defendants failing to appear on 
nonfinancial conditions released through 
the Agency 

Voluntary surrender 

Rearrested by State Police 

Rearreste~ by other than St.ate Pol i.·~e 

Nut yet apprehended 

Other 

TOTAL FOR SECTION V 

VI. Number of defendants failing to appear on 
unsecured bonds released thr~~h the Agency 

Voluntary surrender 

Rearrested by State Police 

Rearrested by o.ther than State Police 

Not yet apprehended 

Other 

TOTAL FOR SECTION VI 

VII. Numb~r of ~cheduled court appearances of 
defendants released on personal recognizance 

103 

3 

66 

162 

46 

380 

4 

8 

3 

15 

4 

5 

7 

2 

18 

through 'the Agetlcy 19, 719 
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VIII. Number of scheduled court appearances of 
defendants released through the Agency on 
non-financial conditions 

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

X. Number of defendants who failed to appear 
not released through the Agency 

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

1,072 

1,449 

1,135 

Judiciary 103 

XII. Number of defendants whose release on 
unsecured bonds was revoked by the Judiciary 16 

XIII. Number of defendants whose release on 
nonfinancial conditions was revoked by 
the Judiciary 19 

XIV. Total number> of defendants released on 
10% bond 7,945 

XV. Total number of defendants released accor·· 
ding to the uniform bond schedule 7,806 

,> 
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JUDICIAL 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 judicial nominating 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 I, 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 tiH:: honorable Ben T. 
Cooper, a practicing attorney in Louisville, as ~hei~ 
representatives to the Commission. Governor Jul~an 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 fill 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 judges 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 payor 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 
proceeding~ 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 Commis,sion 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 of law, which 
are subject to review by the Supreme Court. 

Under Section 121 of the judicial article, the Com­
mission is composed of six member.'s, 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 Heade, 
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 :Presiden,t of the General :Federation 
of Women's Clubs, Lexington, J(entucky; and Mr. Maurice 
Johnson, Chairman of the Board of the, Citizens Fidelity 
Corporation, Louisville, Kent'ucky. The sixth member, a 
judge of the district court to be elected by a ~ajority 
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 secr~tary, and several 
part-time investigators. ~ ,I 
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FINANCING THE COURTS 

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 Connnonw0alth. 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 ex.penditures 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 Cour1', 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 

Total 
General Fund 

Appropriation 

Total General Fund 

$1,293,000,000 

Court of Justice 
Appropriation 

] 

Court of Justice 

$9,836,920 

2. DISTRIBUTION OF COURT OF JUSTICE GENERAL FUND APPROPRIATIONS 

Cle.rk of Supreme Court -----, ,.------ Clerk of Court of Appeals , , 
Federal Fund Projects :: T---- Judicial Retit;'ement Board 

'I ' ,.-T ..... __ 

Supreme 
Court --------- --- Circuit Court 

AOC --------- 56.5% 

Court of 
Appeals ----------
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3. COURT OF JUSTICE BUDGET 

Federal and 
General Agency Matching Total 

Fund ~eceipts Funds Funds ---
Supreme Court $ 915,780 $ 915,780 

Clerk of 
Supreme Court 156,200 156,2;)0 

Administrative 
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 
Board 41,100 41,100 

Eoard of Bar 
Ex~miners $71,600 71,600 

Federal Grants 250,000 $2,250,000 2,500,000 

Totals $9,836,920 $71,600 $2,250,000 $12,157,520 
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Fiscal Year 1977-78 

1. TOTAL STATE GENERAL FUND APPROPRIATION 

Total 
General Fund 

Appropriation 

--='-' -------" 

Total General Fund 

$1,375,158,600 

Court of Justice 
Appropriation 

1. 5% 

Court of Justice 

$19,,938,265 

2. DISTRIBUTION OF coun~ OF JUSTICE GENERAL FUND APPROPRIATIONS 

Federal Projects 
Clerk of Supreme 
Court 

Local 
rund 

Court of 
Appeals 

AOC -----------

----------, 
I , 

Die,trict Court --------

r------ Clerk of Court of Appeals 
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Judicial Retirement Board 

29.5% 

I 
" " 

Circuit Court 

Clerk of Circuit 
and District 
Courts 

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 
Circui,t and 
District Court 

Judicial 
Retirement 
System/Board 

Board of Bar 
Examiners 
71,300 

Local 
Facilities 
Fund 

General 
Fund 

939,180 

159,100 

1,622,200 

1,503,720 

192,300 

6,032,520 

2,207,500 

5,748,545 

1~3, 200 

1,150,000 

Agency 
Receipts 

$71,300 

Federal 
Projects __ 2_5,0,000 ___ _ 

Federal and 
Matching Total 

Funds Funds 

$ 

$2,250,000 

939,180 

159,100 

1,622,200 

1,503,720 

192,300 

6,032,520 

2,297,500 

5,748,545 

43,200 

1,150,000 

2,500,000 

Totals $19,938,265 $71,300 $2,250,000 $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 of the estimated revenues is as follows: 

REVENUES 

Filing Fee Costs Fines Total 

Circuit Courts $3,581,415 $ 1~2 7 ,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 proj ec,;ed annualized funding of the trial 
courts, based upon thei!." 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 th~ 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 Nas determined that 
the court rules governing appeals should be revised. 

Appellate Court Rules 

A tentative set of rules was d~awn up by the staff 
of the Adminis~rative 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 ~or a 
one-day conference to examine and criticize the proposed 
draft. This technical assistance was provided by the 
American University. 

After r.evising the dra;t;t to incorporate their sug­
gestion~, the package was submitted to the Rules Conm.d.ttee 
of the Kentucky Supreme Court, consisting of Justices 
John S. Pulmore, Chairman, James B. Stephenson and ~leas 
Jones. The Rules Committee:reques-ted certain changes and 
addi.tions. The rules were -,resubmitted and adopted by the 
court. The maj 0:'( changes made by th.e court cons is ted of 

-69-

j 



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. 
Arnendmentg Tllere made. 'to the Rules of Civil Procedure, 
Rules of Cr'iminal flrocedure and Rules of A.ppellate ;Pro­
cedure to effect conformity to the language of the judi­
cial article. 

Pretrial Release and Bail Bond Rules 

Three other rules proj ects Wf~re ·mdertaken. 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 Mantia1 

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 w.as authored by Robert G. Lawson, ;Professor 
of Law, University ot Kentucky, whose experti.se in evi­
dence law is well-known throughout the Commonwe.alth. 
Professor Law.son's concept was not to write an exhaustive 
treatise on evidence law, but to provide a "handy court­
room tool" and a "point o~ embarkation for judges and 
practitioners in their nea;r1y continuous etj;ort to fi-nd 
quick answers to evidence issues." 

The material is contained in a loose-leaf biJl.der to 
a110w.f<?r easy updatil!-g and has~otha topical in~ex and 
a case lndex. The ev~dence law ,~s grouped by subJe.ct 
mat~er and e~ch section ia 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 oyer 400 Kentucky 
case laws' authoritie.s. 

Because the practitioner is inte!?ral to the system 
of justice, the handbook was made aval,lable to attorneys 
at cost. Response to the book by members of the Bar was 
exceptionally good. 

Judicial Conference 

During 1976, two 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 speake::-s 
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 Administrativ~ 
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 "'Specia1 Session - Implementation 
of the Judicial Article." The Kentucky Evidence Law 
Handbook was d:i.stributed at the Conference, and tne-

I.' .circuit Judges Association also met. 
" 

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

Judge Armand Angelucci-, 22nd Judicial Circuit 
Judge John c. B01'ldurant, 1st Judi.ci.a1 Ci-rcuit 
Judge James C. Brock, 26th Judici,al Cire,uit 
Judge Lloyd C. Emery,. 2nd Judicial Circuit 
Judge J, David Fran.c!s, 8th Judicial Circuit 
Judge Kenneth H. Goff, 46th Judicial Circui-t 
Judge farmer H. Helton,. 44th Judici-al Circui.t 
Judge Richard L. Hinton', 19th Judicial Ci,rcuit 
Judge Edward H. Johnstone, 56th Judicia.l Ci'rcuit 
Judge Caswell P" Lane " 21st Judicial Ci'rcuit 
Judge Charles M. Leibson, 30th, 'Judicial Circuit 
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Judge B. R. Paxton, 45th Judicial Ci:rcuit 
Judge Charles V. Sanders, 55th Judicial Ci.rcui.t 
Judge Charles S. Sinnette, 32nd Judicial Ci~cuit 
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 ~ersonnel Office was activated in Mqy 
1976 with the employment I.,f a rersonnel Officer and 
support personnel who are in charge of payrolls and 
personnel records systems. An Associate l.'ersonnel 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 ~reparations 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 
ar~ identical with the Personnel Rules of the Executive 
Department, except for modifications which are required 
by the constitution or statutes. For example, Judicial 
Personn'el Rull\s concerning testing, selection, and ap­
pointment are not as rigid as rules for the executive 
branch of s·tate 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 Release 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 tne Courts were analyzed. Job des­
criptions were prepared and job specifications were 
written. All jobs were assigned to job classifications, 
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 employe.es are 
cross,-refe'!'enced 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 cour.ts. 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, nnd 
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 recomm~ndations; 

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

Active Federal Grants 

Project Title: Facilities 

Pro~ram Summary: This project is designed to develop and 
imp ement a series of standards for the accreditation of 
courthouse facilities across the Commonwealth. 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 forms 

Program SUmmary: This proj ec't is designed to improve the 
records management capability of the Court of Justice by 
establishing retenti,on and disposal schedules for court 
records and by developin9 and implementing standardized 
forms for use by the ent~re Court of Justice. 

Project Title: Uniform Accounting 

Program Summar'y":" This project will provide funds by 
which a contract will be let through competitive bidding 
for the design and establishment 0;1; a uniform accounting 
system for the Court of Justice wh.ich will enable it to 
more effectively manage, control and plan for its finan­
cia.l needs and activities. 

Project Title: Court Administration Improvements 

Profram SummRry: This project provides local court 
adm nistrators to 13 districts and provides for the 
Administrative Office of the Courts legiblative drafting 
staff to coordinate, prepare and supervise legislation to 
implement the newly ratified judicial article. In addi­
tion it provides funds for a gl..'ants manager to coordinate 
and supervise Court of Justice federal grant programs. 

Project Title: Judicial Conference 

Program Summary: This project provided funds to conduct 
the spring Rentucky Judicial Conference. 

Project Title: Administrative Education Project 

Program Summar¥: This project is designed to provide in­
service educat~onal opportunities for local court admin­
istrators, clerks and Administrative Office of the Courts 
personnel. Funding will be provided 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 Jeffers,on Circuit Cou~t and implement 
the recommendations of that study in order to produce a 
less 'costly and more efficient system that meets the 
needs .of. t~e court and minimizes th.e burden of jury duty 
on the c~t~zen. 
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Circuit Clerk's Manual 

Preliminary dr,a.fting of a Circuit Clerk's Manual was 
accomplished during 1976 by the staff of the Administra­
tive O£fice of the Courts. The manual 1;.,hen completed 
\.T:iJJ. ::!:)v~.: dutieR in connection with litigaticm filed in 
th~ circuit and djRtrict court served by the clerk. 
AdditioDA.lly, the. ina.nua.l i.\lill cover accounting proce­
durer" pl~r8onne.l matterB, :cecordQ retention, purchas ing, 
8tCl.t:iRt:;~r.n collection, electrmlir. recordmaking in dis­
t:;:-:i.ct r:ouro}-., F,.'ild othe"C pertinent subj ects. 

Court Facilities 

O·n. Octoher 1, J.976, a faciLV.::ie-:s plannE'!r was em­
ployed by the Administ1~ative Office of the COUTts, and 
p"C8j . .i.r:6.i.lrl,~:-y cont:acts W~~':F:. mad,~ '>'lith y.esource organiza­
~ions ~n determine fRcilities needs fer the Court of 
:J'llsticR. f)t:ucitef.l of existing cou.r'.:: fa.c.ilities surveys 
w~rA Rnalyzed in ant~cipRtion of 1pace needs prior to the 
im~Rnding ~ctivation of the district courts. A first 
draft 0::: the Sup~ceme Court building program was prepared 
and el!t.mi~ted for consider.ation. 

Rle.£tron~c H.e:..cording 

Upon recommendation of the Advisory Committee to the 
Administrati.ve Office of the Courts, electronic recording 
devices will be used exclusively in the district courts. 
In ord~r to provide a method of appraising recording 
equipment presently on the market, studies conducted in 
other states were thoroughly reviewed. A telephone 
survey of 20 states 'Has conducted to gather information 
on selection and procurement processes, types or equip­
ment used, Rnd methons o~ tranncription 

Those companies with equipment presently on the 
:ma.rket meeting specifications established by the National 
Center for State Courts were contacted and invited to 
p.qrt~Lc:tpate :tn an evaluation study to be conducted in 
Harch and .April, 1977, 

U~iform Records and Forms 

During 1976 statutes were enacted to give the Court 
of Justice authority to develop a comprehensive ;t;ecords 
mA.D.ageroent prog:::am. A planning. gra.nt wa.s awal:ded by the 
Lar.] Enforceill'?n·t Assistance A.dministration and staff was 
employe.d to begin de.,reloping plans. ;t;or the implem~tation ' 
of unif:orm J:ecord-keeping systems. Major work. in forms 
design and uniform procedures has been started with com­
pletion schedulp.d during 1977. 
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Uniform ~ccou~ting 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 awa.rded and work was begun on 
drafting reque,sts 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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PRESENTATLON 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 circuit' 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 c/;Jnsidered 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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COHMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

SUPREME COURT** SUPREME COURT** 

~TTERS DOCKETED, 1961-1976 MATTERS DISPOSED, 1961-1976 

APPEALS MOTIONS FOR ACTIONS TRANSFERRED RULINGS ON 
AND APPEAL, FOR PETITIONS TOTAL DISPOSED DISPOSED TO PETITIONS TOTAL 

ORIGINAL TRANSFER, INJUNCTIVE FOR MATTERS OF BY OF BY COURT OF FOR MATTERS 
"rEAR ACTIONS AND REVIEW RELIEF REHEARING DOCKETED YEAR OPINION ORDER APPEALS REHEARING DISPOSED 

" 

1961 551 65 5 145 766 1961 441 52 131 624 

1962 596 64 22 108 790 \ 1962 378 58 116 552 

1963 594 49 10 153 806 1963 526 68 143 737 

1964 743 65 16 144 968 1964 617 84 166 867 

1965 803 77 11 168 1059 1965 f26 166 147 939 

1966 804 71 16 146 1037 1966 597 127 160 884 
' ... 

1967 787 56 19 .' 1. 79 1041 1967 639 136 155 930 

1968 780 50 13 174 1017 1968 604 216 161 981 

1969 903 45 12 175 1135 1969 618 240 171 1029 

1970 1086 43 24 158 1311 1970 627 379 128 113L~ 

1971 1063 35 15 122 1235 1971 586 393 118 1097 

1972 1104 31 9 128 1272 1972 619 353 116 1088 

1973 1116 28 16 147 1307 1973 677 466 134 1277 

1974 1090 30 22 190 1332 1974 860 323 179 1362 

1975 1173 26 26 185 1410 1975 857 293 180 1330 

1976 798 217~** 14 141 974 1976 750 314 153 130 1347 

** Known as the "Court of Appeals" until January 1, 1976, at 7(* Known as ~he "Court of Appeals" until January 1, 1976, at 
which time it became the "Supreme Court of Kentucky", which time l.t 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 

COURT OF APPEALS'/(* 

MATTERS DOCKETED, 1976-

APPEALS TRANSFERRED ACTIONS 
AND' FROM FOR PETITIONS TOTAL 

ORIGINAL SUPREME INJUNCTIVE FOR HATTERS 
YEAR ACTIONS COURT RELIEF REHEARING DOCKETED 

1976 456 159*** O'k*** 0 615 

** Became operational in August, 1976. 

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

**** 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 
." 

." 
." 

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. In 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 Judil.!ial Circuit TablE!s 

The categories of information lI~hich appear on these 
tables are the totals for the three major case types 
(criminal, civil, and prisoner Eetitions), the total of 
all case types and the nl~ber of court days. 

A standard procedure was used to estimate lDis~in,g 
criminal data. If, for example, a part;i.,cular county was 
able to report the number of crimi.nal cases pendi.ng on 
January 1, 1976, but the number of defendants associated 
with those casea was not ava.ilable, then the number of' 
def.endants was simply set e.qualto the number of C8.ses. 
Because of thi.s 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. In. the circuits where this procedure was 
used) there is a footnote to this effect beneath the 
table. 

This procedure was not used in the 30th Circuit 
since the nun1ber of defendants would have been consider­
ably different than the number of cases. Astertsks ('k) 
appear where there is missing data on that table. 

Because of this miss'ing 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 case10ad 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 domestic relations, adoptions, two 
monetary categories of civil suits, lower court appeals, 
and othe.r 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 
su5.ts 

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 o;f civil suits 

OTHER SUBTQTAL ;::: any subtotal other tha.n the 
three above 

Asterisks (*) appear in all categories in whi.ch data is 
missing or, in the subtotal categories, where it is 
unused. 
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For example, in the 1st 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 is 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 thp. other three subtotal categories (as unused). 

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

In Hickman County, no breakdown of the two categories 
of civil f.luits 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 
subtotals (as unused). 

It. is hoped that these examples help explain the 
tables whicb follow. 
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CASE TYPE 

CRIMIN AL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PI::T. 

1916 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD 

STATEWIDE TOTAL 

(ALL JUDICIAL DISTRICTS) 

CA~ES PENOHJG CASES CASES 
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 

/ DEF.) (D EF. ) (DEF. ) 

----. 
8208 / 80'S1) 11a13 (12964 ) 11589 (10198) 

71120 59497 55110 

20 189 151 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(DEF. ) 

9094 ( 8847) 

16104 

58 

---------------- ---------,--.~'" 

T.QTALS:U. 79948@(8059l)<i) 66274 (68225) 91557 (90156); 15S19 (75272)@ 

N,..NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING UHENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

BECAUSE WE DID NOT RECEIVE THFIR CASELOAD RQPORYS IN TIME, THE 
FOLLOWING CO~NTIES ARE EXCLUDED FROM THE ABOVE TABLE: 

BREATHITT 

JOHNSON 

MONTGOMERY 

WHITLEY 

CARROLL 

KNOTT 

ROCKCA STlE 

WOODFORD 

CASEY 

LINCOLN 

SCOTT 

IN ADDITION, JEFFERSON COUNTY IS EXCLUDED FF:OM THE TOTA LS MA RKED 
WITH A "a" BECAUSf OF CERTAIN MISSING CRIMINAL DATA. l~ ALL OTHER 
COUNTIeS, MISSING CRIMINAL CASE ffi DEFENDANT OATA WAS ESTIMATED BY 
SUBSTITUTION OF WHICHEVER DATA WAS PRfSF.NT FOR THAT WHICH WAS 
MISSING. THERE IS TOO GPEAT A DISCREPANCY BETWEEN CASE AND DEFEN-
DANT DATA IN JEFFERSON COUNTY TO D~ THE SAME THERE. 

COURT DAYS: 11437 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S': 421 
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1916 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELDAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1 
----------~ ________ M __________ _ 

.CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

TOTAI.S: Ntl 

CASES PENIHNG 
JAN. 1, 1976 

WH'. ) 

216 ( 2211 

a81 

0 

1097 , 1102' 

CASES 
DOCKFTEO lq76 

(DEF.) 

101 129' 

430 

0 
_I ..... ; .• l_ 

537 559' 

CASES 
OJ SPOSFO l',cHb 

(DEF • ) 

88 ( 99) 

37'? 

0 

--, 
460 4111 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31~ 1976 

COfF.) 

235 25>1) 

939 

0 

-\\ .. -
1114 ( 1190' ------" ..... , ----_._--_._-----_. __ ...:...-_----

ltiNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOIAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BALLARD 

COURT DAYS: 452 

CARLISLE 
FULTON 
HiCKMAN 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGErs,: 1 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN Of JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1 

BAllARD COUNTY 

------------------------~------------------------------

tASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

l)CIHM 
2'lO CT APP 

TOTAL: 

CIVIL: 

l)DOM REL 
2'ADDPT 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1.1916 

(DEF.) 

54 43) 
3 3) 

57 46) 

~; .... 
0 

3'SUI TS >1500 ....... 
4)SUITS (1500 • **** 
5'LO CT APP ••••• 
6)QTHER CVl ••• :t. 

SUBTOTALS 

ALL SUITS , ..... 
'3+4' 

ALL SUITS/ 
OTHER CVL ••••• 

(3+4+6' 

DOM REll 
ALL SUITS •• c. •• 

(l +3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 275 

TOTAL: 275 

PRISe PET: 0 

TOTAL All 
CASESUN 332 ( 321 » 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1916 

(D EF. ) 

24 
1 

25 

64 
7 

25 
5 
0 
5 

29) 
II 

30 ) 

REPORTED FOR 

..... * 

...... 

. ..... 

..... 
106 

0 

131 C 136' 

CASES 
DISPOSED 191~ 

«OEF. , 

42 
2 

44 

43 
7 

IS 
4 
0 
5 

50' 
2) 

52) 

CIVIl CASES: 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 
77 

0 

121 ( 129) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC. 31,1916 

(DEF.' 

36 
2 

38 

••••• 
0 

••••• ...... ...... 
••••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 

304 

304 

0 

342 C 

22' 2' 
24 , 

32S) 

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

COURT DAYS: 70 

'COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE'S': o 
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CASE TYPE 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 1 

CASES PFNDING 
JAN. 1.1916 

( OfF. ) 

CARLISLE COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1916 

(DEF.) 

CASES 
UI SPOSED 1976 

C OEF.) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31.1976 

(DEF.) 

,-------------------,-----------------------------------
CRIMINAL: 

1) CRt M 62 65' 29 C 31) 7 , 7' 84 89 ) 
2)LO CT APP 0 0) 0 ( 0' 0 « 0' 0 0' 

TOTAL: 62 65' 29 31) 7 « 7' 84 89) 

CIVIL: 
• 

l)DOM REL ••• ** ..... • •••• • •••• 2' ADOPT 2 4 6 0 
3)SUITS >1500 * •••• ..f*. • •••• . ..... 
4)SUlTS (1500 ••••• ...... • •••• ••••• 
5'LO CT APP *.* .. ••••• • •••• • •••• 
6')QTHER. CVL ...... ..... • •••• . ..... 

, . 

- SUB To-tAL S REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES': 

ALL SUITS ••••• ..... ••••• • •••• 
(3+4' 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL ••••• • •••• • •••• . .... 

(3+4+6' 

DOM REtl 
ALL SUI TS .** .. ..... * •••• • •••• 

( 1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 219 47 42 224 

TOTAL I 221 51 ~ 48 224 

PRISe PETs 0 0 0 O· .-

TOTAl All 
CASESU" 283 f 286) SO C 82. 55 f 55' 308 , 313. 

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

COURl DAYS: 51 

COURT,DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE'S): o 
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COUNTY BRE~KOOWN OF JUDJCJ~L DISTRICT 1 

FULTON COUNTY 

----,-------------------------
CASES PENDING CASES CASES 

1 1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 
t ASES PENDING 

DEC.31,1976 
JAN. , (DEF • (DEF.' 

CASE lVPE, ________ ~t_D_E_F_._) _____________ ._' ________ --------------------
(DEF.' 

CRIMINAL: 

63' 32 42' 20 t 23' 63 82' 
l)CRIM 51 27 31) 
2)LO (T APP 20 20') 8 12' " 1 ( 1) 

83) 40 ( 54 ) 21 241 90 113l 
TOTAL: 11( 

CIVIL : 
94 9 10 84 

l,DOM REL 80 3 7 4 
2)AOOPT 0 42 47 10 
3' SUITS >1500 5 49 
4lSUITS <1500 47 12 10 

0 
5)LO CT APP 0 0 0 

16 10 89 
blOTHER CVL 83 

SUBTOTAL S REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASESI ..... ••••• ..... 
All SUITS ••••• 

(3+4 , 

ALL SUITSI ••••• ..... 
OTHER CVL ••••• ..... 

(3+4+6' 

OOM RELI ••••• ..... 
All SUITS ..... ..... 

( 1+-3+4' 

OTHfR ••••• ..... 
SUBTOTAl ••••• ..... 

17b 124 267 
TOT.AL: 215 

O· 0 0 
PUS. PHt 0 

lOTAl ALL 230' 145 ( 148 ) 357 ( 380) 
tASES:#lH 2ab ( 298) 21b « 

fftlNUMB ER IN PAREN1HE SES is THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 

CASES. 

COURT DAYS t. 185 

tOURTOAVS W/SPEtlAL JUDGElS': 0 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN Of JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1 

HICKMAN COUNTY 

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

l)CRIM 
2)LO (T APP 

TOTAL: 

CIVl L: 

!JDOM REL 
2'ADOPT 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(OfF.) 

26 ( 27' 
0 ( 0' 

26 ( 27) 

45 
2 

3) SUITS >1500 ••••• 
4)SUITS (1500 .*.*. 5)LO CT API> 0 
6 WTHER CVl 0 

SUBTOTALS 

ALL SUITS 123 
(3+4' 

All SIJITSI 
OTHER ~ 'II. ••••• 

(3+4+6' 

DOH RELI 
ALL SUITS ••••• 

n+3+4) 

OTHER 
SlJBTOTA l • •••• --

TOTAL: 170 

PRIS .. PET: 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:f.# 196 « 197' 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF.) 

13 « 14' 
0 ( 0' 

13 14) 

38 
1 . ...... ..... 
0 
3 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(oEF •• 

16 16' 
0 0' 

16 ( 16) 

35 
2 

••••• • •••• 
0 
3 

REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

55 83 

.. .,. . .$ ••• 

. .... •••••• 

••••• ••••• 
97 123 

0 0 

110 ( 111' 139 ( 139' 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.3I,1976 

(DEF.) 

23 ( 25' 
0 ( 0) 

23 ( 25. 

48 
1 

• •••• • •••• 
0 
0 

95 

. ... '" 

. .... 

. .... 
144 

0 

161 ( 169' 

NNt\\UHB ER IN PAR EN'THE S ES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 140 

COURT· DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S'f 1 
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CASE TYFE 

1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASElOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

( D EF • ) 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(oEF. ) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(OEF.) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1916 

f OEF. , 

---------------------------------------
CRIMINAL 298 328) 

CIVIL 2443 

PRISe PET. 0 

TOTAlS:## 2741 I 2771~ 
----_.-

175 219) 

1020 

o 

1195 ( 1239' 

381 433) 

824 

o 

1205 ( 1257' 

92« 114) 

2639 

o 

2731 ( 2753) 

~#NUMB ER IN PARENTHESES I S THE TaUl CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CR IMINAL 
CASES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: MCCRACKEN 

COURT DAYS: 240 

COURT QAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGEIS': o 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2 

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

l)CRIM 
2'LO CT APP 

TOT Al: 

CIVIL: 

lIDOH REL 
2 )ADOPT 

CASES f'ENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

10 EF. ) 

274 304) 
24 24) 

298 I 328) 

..... 
21 

3)SUITS >1500 • **** 4'SUIlS <1500 .... **** 
5)lO CT APP .*~I"" 
6)OTHER CVL ***.;.* 

MCCRACKf-N COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCK E TED 1976 

(OfF.) 

161 205) 
14 14' 

--
175 219' 

527 
47 ...... 

.... * 
3 

•• ~* 

CASES 
OISPOSF.D 1976 

(DE'F. ) 

347 399) 
34 34' 

381 ( 433) 

447 
42 

••• * • 
••••• 

1 
••••• 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

All SUI TS 
(3+4) 

All SUI lSI 
OTHER C VL 

(3+4+6 ) 

OOM RELI 
ALL SUITS 

(1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOTAL: 

PRIS. PET: 

• **** 

* •••• 

••••• 

2422 

2443 

o 

TOTAL ALL 
CASE S: #I'; 2741 277i) 

..... 
443 

.... * 

.... '" 
1020 

o 

1195 ( 1239) 

. ~ ... 
334 

• \1<"' •• 

••••• 
824 

o 

1205 ( 1257) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

(DEF. ) 

B8 ( 110 ) 
4 ( 4) 

92 « 114 ) 

•• $ •• 

26 
• •••• * •••• 
••••• ..... 
..... 
••••• 

•• * •• 

2613 

2639 

o 

2731 ( 2753) 

'.NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE Tcrr~l CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES .. 

COURT DAYS: 240 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(S): o 
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1976 ~NNUAl REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT C~SElOAD 

FOR JUOICJ~L DISTRICT 3 

------
CASES P·ENDWG 
. J~N. 1,1976 

CASE TYPE (OfF.) 

CASfS 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF. ) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

. (OE~. ~ 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

«OfF. ) 

--------------------,-"----------"----"""""-------------------------------------
CRIMINAL 127 ( 143) 221 243) 221 275 ) 127 111) 

CIVIL 620 1208 11050 778 
-~ 

PRISe peT. 2 0 
, 
! 0 2 

TOTALS:## 749 765' 1429 ( 1451) 1271 ( 1325) 907 891) 

~NNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMIN~l 
CASES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: CHRISTIAN 

COURT DAYS: 140 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S': o 
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CASE n'PE 

COUNTY BREAKOOWN OF JUDICI~L DISTRICT 3 

CASES P£:N(,ING 
. JAN. 1,1 Ct76 

(OfF. ) 

CHR ISTJ~N COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(OEF.) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(OEF.) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

( OEF. ) 

-------,>~------------------.-"""""--

CRIMINAL: 

1 )CRI M 113 
2 )LO GT APP 14 

TOTAL: 127 

CIVIL: 

UOOM RE l 
2,ADOPT 
3~SUITS >1500 
4'SUITS <1500 
5)LO CT APP 
6 )OTHER CVL 

253 
36 

138 
140 

3 
48 

129 , 
14' 

143 ) 

199 
22 

221 

603 
43 

151 
156 

1 
254 

22U 
22 ) 

243) 

195 
26 

221 

443 
46 

115 
183 

o 
263 

249) 
26. 

275) 

SUBTOTALS REPOPTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

All SUITS 
(3+4 , 

ALL SUITSI 

* ••• * 

OTHER CVL ..... 
(3+4+6 ) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUITS ..... 

0+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUSTOTAl ••••• 

TOTAL: 620 

PRISe PET: 2 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:"" 149 ( 765' 

--------------------------------

••••• 

. .... 
• •••• 

. .... 
1208 

o 

1429 « 1451l 

• •••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 

••••• 
1050 

o 

1271 ( 1325' 

117 
10 

127 

413 
35 

174 
113 

4 
39 

• •••• 

• •••• 

. .... 
• •••• 

778 

2 

101) 
10 ) 

111' 

907 ( 891l 

N.NUMBER IN PARENTH~SES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 140 

COURT DAY~ W/SPECI~L JUDGE(S': o 
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASElOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 4 

--------------------------------------------------------------------

'CASE TVPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1 Q76 

(OH.). 

96 96) 

1950 

o 

TOTALS:## 2046 ( 2046) 

CASES 
DOCK ETED 1976 

( OEF. , 

98 

967 

1 

98 ) 

1066 ( 1066) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 191b 

C OEF. ) 

104 

us 

680 

1 

104) 

785) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

«OEF. , 

90 

2231 

o 

90) 

2321 ( 2327) 

IUINUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES US1[NG DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

IN ONE OR MORE CruNTJES IN THIS DISTRICT, M'[SSING CRIMINAL DATA, 
EITHER FOR "CASES" OR "DEFENDANTS", IS MISSING AND WAS ESTJMAT~O. SEe THE 
EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: HOPKINS 

COURT DAYS: 152 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGECS): 2 
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'CASE TVPE 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 4 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

C DEF. ) 

HOPKINS COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

CD EF. ) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

CDfF. ) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(DEF. ) 

------------------------------------------------------------
CRIMINAL: 

I)CRIM SS f ..... ' 
2)LO CT APP 1 f U 

TOTAL: Q6'f"'.· •• ' 

CIVIL: 

I,DOM REl ••••• 
2,ADOPT 35 
3'SUITS >1500 ••••• 
4)SUITS <1500 ••••• 
5)LO CT APP 6 
6)OTHER CVL ••••• 

93 
5 

98 

. .... 
33 . .... . .... 

169 . .... 

93 ) 
5) 

98 ) 

100 «.** •• ) 
4« 4) 

104 C ••••• ) 

• •••• 
12 

• •••• • •••• 
166 

• •••• 
SUBTOTALS REPORT~D FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 
(3+4) 

ALL SUI TSI 
OTtiER CVL 

C3+4+6) 

DOM RELI 

••••• 

••••• 

ALL SUITS ••••• 
C1 +3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 1909 

TOTAL: 1950 

PRIS. PETI 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:.. 2046 ( ••••• , 

. .... 
.' ,3. 

" .... 
..... 

765 

961 

1 

1066 C 1066' 

• •••• 

••••• 

• •••• 

502 

680 

1 

185 C ••••• ) 

78 C ••••• ) 
12 C 12) 

90 C ••••• ) 

626 
56 

• •••• • •••• 
9 

0 •••• 

.. ' .... 
1546 

. .... 
••••• 

2237 

o 

2327 C ••••• , 

.'NUMSE~ IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASE S. 

COURT DAYS: 152 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE«S): 2 
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT Of CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD 

FOR JUDICfAL DISTRICT 5 

-------------------------------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

C DEF. ) 

------
CRIMINAL 131 ( 130) 

CIVIL 1052 

PRJ S. PET. o 

USES 
o DC K E TE [l 197 6 

(oEF. ) 

107 134 , 

759 

1 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

CDe:F.' 

84 

432 

1 

CASES PENDING 
OEe. 31,1976 

(DEF. , 

154 ( 183' 

1379 

o 

TOTALS:t~ 1183 ( 1182' 867 894' 517 513' . t 533 ( 1562' 

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

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: CRITTENDEN 
UNION 
WEBSTER 

COURT DAYS: 205 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUOGECS': 13 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 5 

CRI TTENOEN COUNTY 

----------_.--------------

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENf11NG 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OEF. ) 

------.---
(RIM IN pL: 

1)(RIM 
2'lO (T APP 

19 I 
2 ( 

20) 
2) 

-------
TOTAL: 21 I 

CI VI L: 

llOOM REl ••••• 
2,ADOPT 1 
3'SUITS >1500 *.~ •• 
4)SUITS <1500 •• * .. 
5)lO CT APP •• * .. 
6)OTHER (Vl 0 

22) 

CASES 
DUCK ElEO 1976 

(oEF. ) 

e 9) 
11 11) 

--
19 20) 

.. ,.,.. 
5 . .... 

••••• ••••• 
6 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR 

ALL SLII TS •• *.* ..... 
(3+4) 

All SUI TSI 
OTHER CVl ••••• . .... 

«3 +4+6) 

DaM REll 
ALL SUITS ••••• • ... * 

C 1 +3+ 4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 248 198 

TOTAL: 249 209 

PRISe PET: 0 1 

TOTAL All 
CASES:## 270 I 271 , 229 C 230) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(OEF • ) 

3 3) 
8 81 

11 11) 

• •••• 
4 

• •••• • •••• • •••• 
6 

CIVIL CASES: 

• ••• * 

• •••• 

••••• 

94 

104 

1 

116 C 116 , 

CASES PENDING 
DEC. 31,1976 

C OEF. ) 

24 25' 
5 5 ) 

29 3Q) 

• •••• 
2 

• •••• • •••• • •••• 
0 

. ., ... 
• •••• 

• •••• 

352 

354 

0 

383 ( 384' 

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

COURT DAYS: 36 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUOGEIS): 2 
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.. 

CQUNTY AREAI<OfWN OF JUDICJI>l DISTRICT 5 

UNION COUNTY 

----~'-~--

CASE TVPE 

CASE S Pl:NDI NG 
. JAN. 1,1 0 76 

(OfF.) 

CRIMJNAL: 

1 'CRI M 
2)LO CT APP 

TOT Al: 

Cl VlL: 

1 )DOM REL 
2 )AOO PT 
3,1 ~\UI TS )1500 
4)SUITS <1500 
SH.Q CT APP 
6,OTHER CVL 

All SUITS 
_ (3+4) 

All SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL 

(3+4~b ) 

DOM RELI 
All SUITS 

(1 +3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

75 70' 
0 0) 

75 70) 

••• ** 
15 ••• *. 

••••• 
0 
1 

SUBTOTAL S 

••••• 

...... 
373 

..... 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

'DEF. , 

72 90' 
0 0' 

72 90) 

••••• 
11 ..... 

••••• 
0 
0 

REPORTED FOR ...... 
• $ ••• 

178 

••••• --
TOTAL: 

PIHS. PET: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASE S: #11 464 

389 

0 

( 

289 

0 

459) 361 379) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(Dr:~. , 

, ~'5 46' 
-~r -"0 0' 

( 
5~ 46) 

••••• 
24 

••••• ••••• 
0 
0 

CIVIL CASES: . "' ... 
••••• 

159 

••••• 
183 

0 

238 C 229' 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

(OFF.) 

92 ( 114 ) 
0 ( 0) 

92 ( 114 ) 

••••• 
2 

••••• ••••• 
0 
1 

••••• 

••••• 

492 

••••• 
495 

0 

Ci87 ( 60Q, 

~~NUMBER IN P/iRENTHESES IS HIE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COUR T O~YS: III 

COURT DAYS W/SPECJAl JUDGE~S': 
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-CASE TYPE 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN Cf JUDICIAL DISTRICT 5 

WEOSTER COUNTY 

------------
CASES PENOING 

JAN. 1,1976 
(OEF. , 

CASES 
DOCK E TEO 1976 

(OEF.) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1916 

(DEF.) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC. 31,1976 

(DE F. ) 

------------------_.------------
CRIMINAL: 

UCRIM 
2)lO C1 APP 

34 ( 
1 ( 

37' 
U 

14 ( 
2 ( 

22' 2' 
---. ---------

TOTAL: 

CIVIL: 

1 'DOM RE L 
2' ADOPT 
3'SUITS )1500 
4)SUITS <1500 
5 )LO C"i' APP 
6)OTHER CVL 

All SUITS 
C 3+4' 

ALL SUI TSI 
OTHER CVl 

(3+4+6) 

DOH REll 
ALL SUITS 

(1+:3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTH 

TOTAL: 

PRIS. PET: 

35 , 38' 

lli6 
5 

••••• ..,.. .. 
3 

38 

SUBTOTALS 

172 

.. .... 
••••• 

...... 
414 

o 

16 , 24, 

108 
6 ..... . .... 
0 

36 

REPORTED FOR 

111 

. .... 

..... 

. .... 
261 '. 

o 

16 
Z 

18 

73 
10 

• •• ** ••••• 
0 

2Q 

21) 
2) 

23' 

CIVIL CAS[:S: 

1,,2 

* •••• 

••••• 

• •••• 
145 

o 

32 
1 

33 

231 
1. 

-* •••• 
• •••• 

3 
54 

241 

"' .... 
••••• 

• •••• 
530 

o 

36 ) 
11 

39) 

--------------------~------------------------------.---.......... ------------
TOTAL ALL 
CASES:HN 449 C 452' 277 , 285' 163 ( 16Ef' 563 ( 569) 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
.~NUMBfR IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAi CASES USING DEFENDANtS IN CRIMINAL 
CASfS. 

COURT DAYS: 5f.1 

COURT DAYS W/SPECJtL JUDGE(S): 2 
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1976 ~NNUt.L REPORT C'F CIRCUn COURT CASElOAO 

'FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 6 

-----------------------.------------------------------

'CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

TOTALS: ## 

GASES F'E NDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

( 0 FF • , 

252 274) 

1180 

0 

1432 ( 1454) 

CASES 
DOCKETED' 1976 

(OEF. ) 

274 305) 

1386 

29 

--
IbS 9 ( 1720 ) 

CASES 
OJ SPOSED 197'6 

. (OEF.) 

306 324) 

.~131 ~ 
~ I 'Cf 

~ 
I 29 

r 
1~i50 ( 1668) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC. 31,1976 

( OEF .. ) 

220 255 ) 

12!i1 

0 

1471 ( 1506 ) 

#I~NUMB ER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

ceUNTIES IN DISTRICT: OAVIESS 

COURT DAYS: 492 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGECS': o 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN Of JUDICIAL DISTRICT 6 

OAVIESS COUNTY 

-------------------------------------------------------------
CASES PENDING CASES 

JAN. 1,IQ76 DOCKETED lq76 
CASE TYPE (DEF.) (OEF.) 

CRIMINAL: 

I)CRIM 235 ( 257) 
2 , L 0 C T A'P P 17 ( 1 7 ) 

lOT AU 252 ( 274) 

CIVIL : 

1 )DOM REL 
2lADOPT 
3) SUITS >1500 
4)SUITS <1500 
5)LO CT APP 
6)OTHER (Vi:.. 

ALL SUITS 
C 3+4) 

All SUITS/ 

545 
18 

297 
300 

0 
20 

SUBTOTALS 

****'" 

OTHER CVl ****. 
(3 +4+6) 

OOM REL/ 
All SUITS *** •• 

U+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL .* ••• 

TOUl: 1180 

PRISe PET: 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:## 1432 C 1454) 

212 
62 

243) 
62) 

274 ( 305) 

686 
66 

301 
297 

3 
33 

REPORTED FOR 

***** 

.... * 

* ..... 

• * ... 

1386 

29 

1689 ( 1720) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF .. ) 

280 
"26 

306 

605 
67 

296 
330 

1 
16 

298) 
26) 

32 .. ' 

CIVIL CASES: 

*** •• 

••••• 

••••• 
1315 

1650 ( 1668) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC .. 31,1976 

(DEF .. ) 

167 
53 

202) 
53 ) 

220 ( 255) 

626 
17 

302 
267 

2 
37 

* ... -

••••• 

••• ** 

••••• 
1251 

o 

1471 « 1506) 

_*NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 492 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGECS): 0 
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1916 ANNUAL RE~ORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASEtOAO 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 7 

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING 

JAN. 1, 1976 DOCKETED 1916 DISPOSED 1976 DE C .3.1 • 1916 
(DEF •. , ('OEF. , (DEF.' 

CASE TYPE ( D~F. , 

356' 109 133) 71 78' 399 f 411) 
CRIMINAL 367 

652 487 402 737 
CIVIL 

0 1 0 1 
PRISe PET. 

( 1008) 591 621) 479 4801 1137 ( 1149' 
TOTA LS: #IN 1019 

THE TrrrAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAl 
~NNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS UI 

CASES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: 

COURT DAYS: 335 

COURT DAVS W/SPECIAL 

LOGAN 
TODD 

JUDGE(S': 1 
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•• 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 7 

LOGAN COUNTY 

-- --
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING 

JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 OEC.31.1976 
CASE TYPE CDEF. , (OEF.' (OFF. , (DEF.' 

CRIMINAL: 

llCRIM 118 198) 83 UO, 54 58' 201 250' 
2no CT APP 0 0' 1 2' 1 ?) 0 0' 

TOTAL: 178 198' 84 112' 55 60' 207 250 ) 

CIVIL: 

1'00M REL * •••• 183 143 ••••• 
2' ADOPT .*.** 9 10 ••••• 
:3 'SUI T5 )1500 ***** .* ••• ••• *. • •••• 
4'SUITS <1500 ***** .* ••• ••••• • •••• 
5'LO C1' APP •• *** 0 0 ••••• 
6'OTHER CVL ..... 19 44 ....... 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASESr 

ALL SUITS ..... 154 126 ••••• 
(3+4' 

All SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL •• *** ..... • •••• • •••• 

(3+4+6' 

DOH RELI 
ALL SUI TS ..... ..... • •••• • •••• 

( 1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 629 ..... • •••• 671 

TOTAL: 629 365 323 611 

PRISe PET: 0 0 0 0 
_/ 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES: f#t# 801 C 821' 449 417' 318 f 383' 818 ( 9211 

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

COURT DAYS: 251 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGECS': 1 
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COUNTY ~REAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 7 

TODD COUNTY 

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OfF. , 

CRIMINAL: 

1 'tRIM 175 
2)lO tT APP 14 

TOTAL: 189 

t IVIL: 

l)DOM REl 10 
2)ADOPT 2 
3'SUITS >1500 ..... 
4'SUITS <1500 ••• ** 
SILO tT API' 0 
6)DTHER CVl 3 

144) 
14) 

158) 

SUBTOTALS 

ALL SUITS 8 
(3+4 ) 

All SUI TSI 
OTHER CVl ••••• 

(3+4+6 ) 

DOM REtI 
ALL SUI TS ..... 

0+3+4 , 

OTHER 
SUBTOTA L ..... 

TOTAL: 23 

PRISe PET: 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASE S:"N 212 f 181) 

CASES 
OOCKElEO 1976 

(OEF.) 

22 C 
3 ( 

21) 

66 
3 

• •••• ..... 
0 

25 

18' 
3) 

21) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF. , 

21 
1 

22 

43 
3 

• •••• • •••• 
0 

10 

17) 
1) 

19' 

REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

28 23 

..... • •••• 

. .... ••••• 

••••• • •••• 
122 19 

1 0 

148 , 144' 101 ( 97' . 

CASfS PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

CDEF.~ 

176 145) 
16 16 , 

192 161) 

• 
33 

2 
• •••• • •••• 

0 
19 

13 

••••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 
66 

1 

259 , 228) 

'.NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TarAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 78 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE'S): 0 
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CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF C IRClIIT COURT CASELOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 8 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

'Off. , 

2.34 286 , 

1013 

1 

CASES 
DOCKETE('l 1976 

(OEF.' 

592 695 ) 

1523 

3 

CASES 
01 SPOSED 1976 

(OfF. ) 

572 659) 

1541 

3 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(OEF.) 

254 322 , 

995 

1 

--TOTAlS:## 1248 ( 1300) 211B ( 2221) 2116 f 2203' 1250 f 1318' 

IINNUMA ER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAl. CASES USING OEFENDAN-TS IN CASES. ~ CRIMINAL 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: WARREN 

COURT DAYS: 460 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S)I 3 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN Of JUOrCIAl DISTRICT 8 

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

HeRJ M 
2'LO CT APP 

TOT Al: 

.CIVJL: 

UOOM REL 
2 'ADOPT 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(OEF.' 

232 284) 
2 2' 

234 286) 

158 
0 

3) SUITS >1500 •• *** 
I.'SUITS <1500 •• *** 
5)LO CT APP 0 
6)OTHER CVl ••••• 

WARREN COUNTY 

CASFS 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF. ) 

574 677) 
18 18 ) 

592 695' 

594 
54 

••• ** 
•• *** 

4 
•• ** • 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(OfF. ) 

, 
( 

,I 5~\ « 641) 

-r.:: 
( 18) 

f 659) 

442 
28 

* •••• 
••••• 

2 

••••• 
SUB10TALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 
(3+4) 

All SUI lSI 

..... 
OTHER C Vl 855 

(3+4+6) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUITS ••••• 

n +3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ••••• 

•• ** • ••••• 

871 1069 

.IC< ••• ••••• 

..**. ••••• 

CASES PENDING 
DfC. 31 , 1916 

(DEF.' 

252 f 320) 
2 ( 2' 

254 322 ; 

• 
310 

26 

••••• ..... 
2 

••••• 

••••• 

657 

••••• 

••••• 
-----------------------------------------------------

TOTAL: 1013 1523 

PRlS. PET: 1 3 

TOTAL All 
CASES'"'' 1248 ( 1300) 2118 ( 2221) 

1541 

3 

2116 ( 2203) 

995 

1 

1250 ( 1318) 

----~~----------------------------------------------------
UNUMb ... ~ IN PARENTHESES 15 THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 460 . 
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGEIS): 3 
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT Of CIRCUIT COUPT CASELOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 9 

--------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1, 1916 

( OFF. , 

108 115' 

CIVIL 3279 

PRIS. PET. 0 

T01ALS:~# 3381 ( 3394) 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1916 

(DEF. , 

172 C. 202' 

1291 

o 

1463 ( 1493) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(OEF. ) 

163 180) 

1133 

o 

1296 ( 1313) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31, 1916 

(DEF. , 

117 

3437 

o 

3554 ( 3574' 

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

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: HARDIN 

COURT DAYS: 251 

COURT OAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGEfS': 3 
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CASE TYPF. 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICI~L DISTRICT 9 

CASfS PENI"JNG 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OfF. ) 

HARDIN COUNTY 

C~SES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF.' 

CASES 
I)ISPOSED 1976 

(OEF.' 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

«DEF. ) 

---------------.----------,-------------------------------
CRIMINAL: 

l)CRI M 76 
2 no CT APP 32 

TOTAL: 108 

CIVIL : 

l)DOH REL ••••• 
2)ADOPT ••••• 
3'SUITS >1500 ••••• 
4'SU11S (1500 ••••• 
S'LO CT APP ..... 
6'DTHER CVL ••••• 

83) 
32' 

115 , 

1I6 ( 146) 
S6 ( 56 , 

172 202' 

••••• ••••• • *"'*. •• (1". 
••••• 
• **'<!. 

111 
52 

163 

••••• ••••• ••••• ••••• ••••• ••••• 

128' 
52' 

180) 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

All SUI TS 
(3+4' 

~ll, SUI TSI 

...... 
OTHER CVL. ••••• 

(3+4+6 , 

DOM RELI 
All SUI TS 

(1+3+4' 

OTHER 

••••• 

SUBTOTAL 3279 

TOTAL: 3279 

PRISe PET: 0 

TOTAL ~lL 
CASES:N~ 3387 ( 3394) 

..... 
••••• 

..... 
1291 

1291 

o 

1463 ( 1493) 

... ~ . 
• •••• 

••••• 

1133 

1133 

o 

1296 f 1313) 

81 ( 101) 
36« 36) 

117 137) 

••••• 
, ..... 
• •••• • •••• • •••• • •••• 

..... 
••••• 

..... 
3437 

3437 

" 
3554 ( 3574) 

UNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAl CAses USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 257 

COU~T D~YS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 3 

-110-

1976 ~NNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASElOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 10 

CASES PENDING CASES C~SES C;'SES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1916 DOCKETED J916 DISPOSED 1916 DEC.31.1976 

'CASE TYPE (DEF.' (OfF. , (OEF.) (DEF.) 
---

CRIMINAL 7Z ( 77. 124 153' 122 129' 73 83' 

CIVIL 921 643 707 8157 

PRIS. PET • 0 1 1 0 

-,---
TOTALS: Nil 993 ( 998) 768 797' 830 837' 930 940' 

NHNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASE S • 

IN ONE OR MORE COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT. HISSING CPIHINAl DATA, 
EITHER FOR "CASES· OR "DEFEND~NTsn, IS HISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED. SEe THE 
EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF tHESE TABLES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: HART 
LARUE 
NELSON 

COURT DAYS: 244 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S)r o 

• 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 10 

'CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

CASES PENDING 
Ji'N. It 1 q76 

'OEF.' 

UCRIM 31 , ••••• ) 
2JlO CT APP 2 C 2) 

TOTAL: 33 , ••••• ) 

CIVH. : 

1 )OOHRE'L ..... 
Z'ADOPT ••••• 
3'SUI1S >1500 ••••• 
4'SUITS (1500 ••••• 
5'LO CT APP ••••• 
6'OTHER CVL ..... 

HAR? COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1916 

'DEF.) 

46 , 
1 C 

41 

91 
5 . .... . .... . .... . .... 

63) 
1) 

64) 

CASES . 
DISPOSED 1916 

f DEF. ) 

66 c ••••• , 
2 ( 2' 

68 c ••••• ) 

109 
3 

• •••• • •••• • •••• • •••• 
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS ••••• ..... • •••• 
C3+4' 

ALL SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL ..... . .... • •••• 

(3+4+6' 

DOH RElI 
ALL suns ..... . .... • •••• 

C \+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 281 131 138 

TOTAL: 281 233 250 

PRISe PET I 0 0 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:#/t 320 C •••• '., 280 291' 318 c·····, 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 
, (OEF.) 

11 C ••••• ) 
l' 1) 

12 f ••••• ' 

••••• ...... 
• •••• ••••• • •••• .. ... 
. .... 
• •••• 

• •••• 

210 

210 

0 

282 c ••••• , 

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

COURT DAYS: 128 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGECS't o 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL OIS1RICT 10 

lARUE COUNTY 

CASES PENDING CASES CAS~S 
JAN. 1.1976 DOCKETED 1916 DISPOSED 1916 CASES PENDING 

'CASE TYPE (OEF.) (DEF.) DEC.31,1916 
___ . _____________ ~ ____ f_D_EF_._' ____ (~O~E.F .. ' 

CRIMINAL: 

UCRIM 8 C 9' 27 C 21) 25 26' 
Z)lO CT APP 

10 10) 
1 C 1) 0 C 0) 0 0' 1 1) 

TOTAL: 9 10' 27 27' 25 f 26) 10 f 10' 

CIVIL: 

lIOOH RE L 7Z 68 84 56 
2,ADOPT 15 4 4 15 
3'SUITS >1500 1t9 33 46 
4' SUI 1S (1500 15 

36 
22 20 11 

5'LO CT APP 0 2 0 2 
b'OTHER CVl 3 13 12 4 

SUBTOTAL S REPORTED Fur. CIVIL CASES~ 

All SUITS ••••• . .... • •••• • •••• (3+4' 

ALL SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL ... ~ ..... • •••• ' ..... 

C 3+4+6' 

DOH RELI 
All SUI TS ••••• . .... ."" ... • • •••• 

Cl +3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ••••• • •••• ••••• ..... ..., 

TOTAL: 154 142 166 130 

PRIS. PET : 0 0 0 0 

l,OTAL AL.L 
CASES:tI" 1b3 f 164' 169 C 169' 191 • 192. 140 C 140' 

UNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CA'SeS USING DEHNDANTS IN C. RIMINAL 
CASE'S. 

COURT DAYS: 3\0 

COURT CAYS W'SPECIAL JUDGErs,: o 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 10 

NelSON COUNTY 

------------.----------------~----.------------------------------------

'CASE TYPE 

CASES f'ENOING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(OEF.' 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1916 

(OfF.' 

CASES . 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF.' 

CASES PENDING 
DEC. 31,1916 

(OfF.' 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------
CRIMINAL: 

l)CRIM 30 
2)LO CT APP 0 

TOTAL ~ 30 

CIVIL : 

I,OOM REL * •••• 
2'AOOPT 6 
3'SUITS >1500 ••••• 
4'SUITS <1500 .***. 
5'LO (T APP 0 
6'OTHER CVl ..... 

34' 
0' 

34' 

42 
8 

50 

..... 
8 ..... ..... 
1 ..... 

54) 
8' 

62) 

29 
o 

29 

••••• 
l1 

• •••• ••••• 
1 

• •••• 

35' 0' 
35' 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASESt 

AU SUITS 
(3+4' 

ALL SUITSI 

••••• 

OTHER CVL ..... 
(3+4+6' 

DOH RELI 
ALL SUI TS 

( 1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOTAL I 

PRISe PETI 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES~~· 

..... 
474 

480 

o 

510 ( 514' 

..... 

..... 

..... 
259 

268 

1 

319 ( 331) 

.. e ••• 

.** •• 

279 

291 

1 

321 ( 321) 

• 

43 , 
8 « 

51 « 

• •••• 
:3 

• •••• • •••• 
o 

• •••• 

••••• 

. .... 
• •••• 

454 

4~7 

o 

53 , 

8' 
61) 

508 ( 518' 

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

COURT DAYS: 86 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGECS': 0 
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASElOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DiSTRICT 11 

------.---------------------------------------.--------

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1, 191b 

COf.F. , 

CASES 
DOCKETEO 1916 

(OEF.' 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1916 

(OEF. ) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(oH. , 

------------------------------------------------------------
CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

TOTALS: U 

40 

580 

2 

622 

48' 

630' 

lSI ( 159' 

145 

6 

902 91tH 

121 ( 132) 72 77' 
188 531 

5 3 

914 925' 612 617' 

----------------------------------------------
#~NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASt':S. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: GREEN 
MARION 
TAVLOR 
WASHINGTON 

COURT :lAYS ~ 380 

COURT DAYS W/SPECJAL JUDGE'S': 4 
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COUNTY BREAKDOW~ OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 11 

GREEN COUNTY 

------------------~--------------------------.----------~--

CASE TYPE 

CASE S PENel NG 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF.I 

CRIMINAL: 

1 'CRI H 4 4) 
2'lO CT APP 0 O} 

TOTAL: 4 f 4} 

tIVIL: 

1I00H REl * •••• 
2' ADOPT 1 
3'SUITS >1500 ••••• 
4'SUITS <1500 ** ... 
SILO CT APP 0 
6'OTHER CVL· 0 

SUBTOTAL S 

All SUITS ••• ** 
(3+4' 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL ..... 

(3 +4+6) 

DOM RELI 
All SUITS 83 

C 1+3+4' 

OYHER 
SUBTOTAL ..... 

TOTAL: 84 

PRISe PET: 1 

'fOYAl ALL 
CASESU. 89 C 89) 

NNNUHBER IN PARENTHESES IS 
CASES. 

COURT DAVSt 95 

CAS f:S 
DOCKETED 1916 

(0 EF .. I 

21 ( Z4) 
o ( 0' 

21 ( 24 , 

***** 2 
•• *** 
• **** 

\) 

2 

REPORTED FOR ..... 
..... 

gS 

..... 
159 

1 

181 ( 184) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

«DEF. ) 

14 16) 
1 1) 

15 17' 

* •••• 
3 

••••• * •••• 
0 
2 

CIVIL CASES: 

••••• 

••••• 

iH 

••••• 
124 

2 

141 ( 143 ) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC. 31,1976 

(DEF.) 

11 12) 
1 11 

12 13' 

••••• 
0 ..... 

0.**. 
0 
0 

..... 

..... 
llY 

..... 
119 

0 

131 ( 132) 

THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 

COURT pAYS W/SPECI Al JUDGECS': 0 
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C~UNTV BREAKDOWN OF JUDICI.l DISTRICT 11 

MARI(lN CQUNTY 

----------.-----.-----------~----------------------------------------------------

'CASE TYPE 

C.'SES PEN[)JNG 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OEF.) 

CAS ES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF.' 

CASES 
OiS?OSED 1976 

COEF.) 

CAses PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(DEF. , 

-------------------.-----_.------------------------------------------------
CRIMINAL: 

llCRIM 
2110 CT APP 

TOTAL : 

CIVIL : 

7 
o 

7 ( 

l'ODM REt 77 
2,ADOPT 5 
3'SUI1S >1500 ••••• 
4'SUITS (1500 ••••• 
51LO CT APP 0 
610THER CVL ••••• 

q, 
0' 

9' 

51 
o 

51 I 

103 
12 . ... . . ... . 
.0 ..... 

51) 
01 

511 

28 
-0 

28 

122 
10 

• •••• ••••• o 
••••• 

29) 
0' 

29 , 

SUBTOTAL S REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS ••••• 
(3+4' 

All SUI TSI 
OTHER. CVl 93 

(3+4+6 ) 

DOH RELI 
ALL SUITS ••••• 

( 1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ••• $. 

TOTAL: 175 

PRISe PETI 0 

TOTAL UL 
CASESU' 182 ( 184' 

••••• 

96 

..... 

. .... 
211 

o 

262 ( 262)' 

• •••• 

103 

••••• 

• •••• 

263 

235 

o 

264' 

30 ( 
o ( 

30 I 

58 
7 

••••• . .... 
o 

••••• 

••••• 

86 

••••• 

..... 
151L 

o 

311 
0) 

31) 

181 f 182' 

8NNUHBER IN PARENTHESfS IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COUR T DAVS: 153 

COURT DAYS W/SPeCIAl JUDGEIS): 2 
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(OUNTY BREAKOmm OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 11 

·CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

HCR} M 
2 )LO CT APr 

TOTAL: 

C IV} L: 

l'DOH REl 
2,AOOPT 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(OfF. ) 

23 27) 
1.0 0) 

23 27) 

..... 
0 

3 'SUI TS >1500 * .... 
4'SUIlS <1500 ..... 
SILO CT APP 0 
6'OTHER CVL ••••• 

TAYLOR COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF. ) 

59 

122 
7 

60 
74 

0 
30 

~3 , 
0) 

63' 

(,ASES 
DISPOSEO 1916 

(DEF. , 

54 ( 
o ( 

54 

...... 
5 

••••• ••••• 
0 

••••• 

59) 
0) 

591 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 
(3+4' 

ALL SUITSI 

..... 
OTHER CVL ..... 

(3+4+6) 

DaM RELI 
ALL SUI TS 

11+3+41 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOTAL: 

PRIS. PET: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASESU. 

••••• 

214 

214 

(l 

n7. 241) 

..... 

..... 

..... 

..... 

352 

293 

o 

356' 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

346 

351 

o 

405 f 410' 

• 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31.1976 

( OF. F •. J 

28 ( 
o ( 

28 \ 

••••• 
2 

••••• ..... 
0 .. ~ . 

••••• 

..... 

..... 
l!54 

156 

o 

31) 
0) 

31) 

184 ( 187' 

•• NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING OfFENOANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 40 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): o 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTPICT 11 

WASHINGTON COUNTY 

------------------------------

·CAS!: TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OfF.) 

c,,~ F S 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF.) 

CASE S 
DISPOSED 191"6 

(DEF. ) 

-----------,_._----------
CR 1M I N AL: 

l)CR 1M 6 8) lq lq) 
l,LO CT APP 0 0) 1 2 ) 

--
TOT Al: 

C!vi L: 

l)DOM REL 
2 )ADOPT 
3)SUITS >1500 
4)SUITS <1500 
5)LO CT APP 
b)OTHER CVL 

ALL SUI TS 
(3+4) 

ALL SUI TSI 

6 ( 8) 

36 
2 

38 
20 

2 
9 

SUBTOTALS ..... 
OTHER CVL ••••• 

(3+4+6) 

DaM RELI 
All SUITS 

(1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOTAL: 

PRIS. PET: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:h 

..... 
••••• 

107 

1 

114 ( 116) 

-------------------------

20 21) 

38 
2 

16 
17 
a 
9 

REPORTED FOR 

• •••• 

. .... 

..... 

..... 
82 

5 

107 f 108) 

23 25) 
-I 2) 

24 27) 

31 
2 

18 
16 

1 
10 

CIVIL CASES: 

• •••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 

••••• 
78 

105 f 108) 

(ASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1916 

(OE F. ) 

? ( 

0 ( 

2 

43 
2 

36 
21 

1 
8 

••••• 

••••• 

. .... 
••••• 

111 

3 

2) 
0) 

2' 

116 ( 116' 

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

COURT DAYS: 92 

COURT D~YS W/SPECIAL JUO&E(S): 2 
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1976 ~NNUAL RfPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASElOA~ 

FOR JUOICI~L OJS1R1CT 12 

--------.---------------------------------------------------

'CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRIS. PET. 

lOTALS:H# 

CA SF SPENDING 
JAN. 1,197b 

(0 FF. , 

146 ( 70' 

406 

o 

552 416' 

OS~S 
DOCK ETED 1976 

(oEF. , 

225 ( 

529 

7 

761 695 J 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(OEF. ) 

172' 

470 

1 

773 649) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC .. 31,1976 

(OEF.) 

75 I 51' 

465 

o 

540 522 ) 

#~NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIM1NAL 
CASES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: HfNRY 
OLDHAM 
TRIMBLE 

COURT DAYS: 367 

COURT DAYS W/SPf,CIAl JUDGEIS': 10 

• 
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'CASE TYPE 

CR IMINAL: 

1 'CR] M 
2'LO CT APP 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUQICIAL DISTRICT 12 

CASES FENOHlG 
JAN. 1,1976 

IQH.' 

86 ( 
o ( 

28' 0' 

HENRY COUNTY 

CASES CAStS 
DOCK E TED 1976 

IOEF. , 
OJ SPOSED 1916 

49 ( 
5 ( 

32 ) 
5) 

109 
3 

(OF.F .. ' 

43' 
3' 

OSES PEND]NG 
DEC.31,I976 

(DEF.) 

26 
2 

17' 
2) 

-------------------------------------------------------
TOTAL: 66 ( 28 , 54 I 37' 112 46) 

CIVIL : 

1,DOM RE L ••••• • ... * ••••• 
Z,ADOPT 0 9 6 
3) SUITS >1500 ••••• . .... * •••• 
4)SUITS <1500 ... ,.. .**** * •• ** 
5)LO CT APP 101 .... *.**. ***** 
6WTHER CVL •• * •• • ••• * ....... 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 
13+4' 

ALL SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL 

(3+4+6) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUITS 

(1 +3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL. ' 

TOTAL: 

PRI S. PH: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:~t;. 

•• **. 

** ... 

*** .. 

111 

In 

o 

197 I 139) 

...... 
• •••• 

. .... 
156 

165 

1 

220 ( 203) 

. ...... 
* •••• 

.* ... 
131 

137 

1 

250 I 184) 

28 

••••• 
3 . .... 

.* ••• 
••••• 
0 •••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 

136 

139 

o 

19 ) 

167 f 158' 

_"NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENO,\NTS IN CRIMINAL 
CAses. 

COURT D~VS: 69 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(S': 1 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 12 

OLDHAM COUNTY 

----------.-.-.----------------------------------------~----------------

tASE 1 YPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1'176 

(Df:F., 

USES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(OEF.' 

CASES 
DIS.,OSED 1976 

(OfF. , 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

.f OfF. , 

-----------------,'~.,-,,--------------------

CRIMINAL: 

IJCRIM 37 ( 25) 
2'LO CT A"P 0 ( 0' 

----------------
TOT A L : 37 ( 25) 

tIV!l: 

I'DOM REL ••••• 
2'ADOPl ••••• 
3'SUITS >1500 $* ••• 

4)SUITS <1500 ••••• 
5'lD CT APP ••••• 
6'OTHER CVL ••••• 

136 
8 

144 

134 
10 
68 
40 

2 
25 

96 , 

3' 
99' 

137 f 
6 f 

143 

98 
8 

••••• ••••• ••••• ••••• 

92) 
1) 

93' 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS ••••• 
(3+4' 

ALL SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL ••••• 

(3+4+6 , 

DaM RELI 
All SUITS ••••• 

(1+3+4 , 

OTHER 
SU8TOTAl 241 

TOTAL: 

PRISe PET: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:". 

241 

o 

278 ( 266; 

. .... ••••• 

••••• ••••• 

. .... ••••• 

..... 146 

219 252 

4 4 

427 ( 382' 399« 349) 

36 
2 

38 

••••• 
0 ••••• 

••••• ••••• ••••• ••••• 

..... 

..... 

..... 
268 

268 

o 

29' 2' 
31) 

306 ( 299' 

NNNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE Tar~L CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAVS: 19~ 

COU~T DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGEfS': 9 
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COUNTY HREAKOQWN OF JUQICI~L DISTRICT 12 

TRIMRLE COUNTY 

-------------------------------------------------

o CASE 1°VPE 

CASE SPENt ING 
J~N. 1 tl q76 

(Off. ) 

CRIMINAL: 

lJCRIM 
2'LO CT APP 

lOT AL: 

CIVIL : 

23 
o 

23 

I'DaM REL 22 
2'ADO?T 2 
3)SUITS )1500 ••••• 
4'SUI1S <1500 ..... 
5'1~ CT APP 0 
,.. "'-!ER CVL 11 . 

11) 

0' 

11' 

OSFS 
DOCKETFD 1976 

(OEF. ) 

26 
1 

Z7 

42 
1 ....... . .... 
o 
4 

22) 
1) 

23' 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DfF. ) 

40 
1 

41 

39 
2 

• •••• • •••• o 
9 

32) 
1 , 

33) 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUI1 S 
(3+4 , 

ALL SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL 

(3+4+6 , 

DOM REL I 
ALL SUITS 

(1 +3+ 4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOT AL: 

PIU S. PET: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:#N 

19 

..... 
••••• 

••••• 

o 

77( 

38 

..... 

..... 

..... 
85 

2 

71) 114 C 110' 

31 

••••• 

••••• 

••• "'* 

81 

2 

124 f 116' 

C/iSES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

(OEF.) 

9 
o 

9 

25 
1 

• •••• • •••• o 
6 

26 

..... 

..... 
••••• 

67 « 

58 

o 

7' 
0) 

7' 

65' 

.NNUM~ER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRJMIN~l 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 103 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUOGECS': o 

-123-



1976 ANNUAL ~EPORT Cf CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAO 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 13 

NOTE: THE FOLLOWING COl}NTIES IN THIS OISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT THEIR 
REPOR T iN TIME FUR 1 NCLUS ION: 

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OfF.) 

-----------------.-----
CRIMINAL 86 109 ) 

CIVIL 1027 

PRISe PET. o 

TOTAlS:#lt# 1113 ( 1136) 

LINCOLN 

USES 
OOCIHTED 1976 

(OfF.) 

68 77) 

476 

2 

546 555) 

CASES 
OJ SPQS EO 1976 

(DEF. ) 

17 94' 

641 

2 

720 737' 

CASES PENDJNG 
OEC.31,1976 

(DEF.' 

77 92' 

862 

o 

954) 

---------------------------------------------------------------------
~~NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CAses USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASE S. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: GARRARD 

COURT DAYS: 153 

JESSAM INE 
LINCOLN 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(S): o 
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COUNTY BRE_KDCWN OF JUDICIAL nIS1~ICl 13 

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF. I 

-----
CRIMINAL: 

1 )CRI M 23 30) 
2'lO CT APP 1 2 ) 

lOT Al: 24 32) 

CIVIL : 

11 DOM RE l 99 
2)ADOPT 0 
3) SUI TS >1500 ***** 41 SUI TS <1500 ***** 5 )LO CT APP 0 
610THER CVL .***1< 

G ARRAR 0 COUNTY 

CAS CS 
DOCKETED 1".76 

IDEF.I 

28 
1 

29 

70 
2 

**"',.,. 
***** 0 

.***. 

28) 
1 ) 

29) 

tASES . 
DISPOSED 1976 

( DEF. ) 

2t1 
2 

30 

58 
0 

****'" •• **. 
0 .* ••• 

33) 
3) 

36 ) 

SUBTOT~LS REPORTED FOR CIV7L CASES: 

ALL SUI TS 
13+4. 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHE R C Vl 

43+4+61 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUI TS 

( 1+3+4)1 

OTHER 
SUBTOTA L 

.***. 

66 

*.*.* 

***** 

***** ** ••• 

61 41 

*.**. ****. 

.**.* •••• * 

CASES PEND1NG 
DI:C.31,1976 

(OEF.) 

23 
o 

7.3 

111 
2 

•••• * 
• •••• 

0 
****$ 

..**. 

86 

;;..;;,..* 

.* •• * 

25) 
0) 

25) 

-----------------------.-------------------- ------------
TOTH: 165 133 99 199 

PRISe PET: o 2 2 o 

--------------.-------------------------------------------
TOTAL All 
CASES:"" 189 C 197) 164 ( 164. 131 ( 137) 222 ( 224' 

I 
UNUM8ER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USInG DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 84 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): o 
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. CASE TYPE 

COUNTY £lRFAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL OISTRlCT 13 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(0 EF. , 

JESSI>MINE CDUNlY 

CASFS 
OOC"KETED 1976 

(OfF. , 

CASES 
OISPOS'=D 1976 

( OEF. , 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(OH. , 

--------------,------------------------------.-------------
CRIMINAL: 

l)CRIM 
2'LO CT APP 

TOTAL: 

CIVIL : 

ItDOM RE l 
2)ADOPT 
3' SUIlS )l!iOO 
4) SUITS (1500 5' LO C1" APP 
6,OTHER CVL 

ALL SUI TS 
(3+4) 

All SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL 

(3+4+6) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUITS 

U+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

60 75) 36 ( 4') ) 45 56) 51 64 ) 
2 2) 3 ( 3) Z 2) 3 3) 

---
62 77) 39 ( 48) 47 58' 54 67) 

294 148 213 229 
3 17 16 4 

••••• . .... . ..... ••••• 
••••• ..... ••••• ••••• 

0 0 0 0 

••••• . .... • •••• ••••• 
~UBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: ..... • •••• ••••• • •••• 

565 178 313 430 

..... ..... • •••• ••••• 

••••• ..... • •••• ••••• 
------------------------------------------------------

TOTAL: 

PRISe PH: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:U 

862 

o 

924 ( 939) 

343 

o 

382 ( 391 J 

542 

o 

589 ( 600) 

663 

o 

717 ( 730) 

------------------,-----------------------------------------------
N~NUM6ER IN PARENThESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 69 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUOGECS': 0 
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CASE 1 YPE 

COUNTY BREI>KOOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 13 

L INCCllN COUNTY 

CASES PFN[lING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(DEF~' 

CASES 
DOCKET'ED 1976 

C OEF • ) 

REPORT NOT PECF.IVEO 

IN TIME FOR INCLUSION 
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CASES . 
DISPOSED 1976 

( OF. F • ) 

• 

CASES PENDING 
OE C • 31 , 1 976 

(OfF.) 



1976 ANNU~l REPORT ~F CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD 

FOP, JUOICIAL DISTRICT 14 
. ' 

NOTE: 7HE FOLLOWING CetlNTIES IN THIS OISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT THEIR 
REPORT IN liME FOR INClUSIOtu . 

SCOlT 
WCf'OFORO 

--------------.------------------------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PR IS. PET. 

'TOTALS: II~ 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

C DEF. ) 

113 66' 

656 

1 

770 723' 

CASES CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 

250 

CDfF.' (OEF.' 

205 

o 

32' 

237' 

63 

231 

168 

o 

37' 

205' 

CASES PENDING 
DeC.3101976 

(DEF. , 

95 f 

693 

1 

789 

61) 

755' 

~~NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENO.NTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASE S. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BOURBON 
SCOTT 
WOODFORD 

COURT DAYS: 41 

COURT DAYS W/SPECUL JUDGECS': 0 
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• 

COUNTY BREAKDUWN OF JUDICl.L DISTRICT 14 

BOURBON COUNTY 

CA~E TYPE 

-----------------------
CASES PENf:lfIG 

JAN. 1,1976 
C DEF • , 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1916 

C DEF. , 

CA 5ES 
DISPOSED 1976 

C DEF.' 

----.------- ~-.--------.-- ----------
CRIMINAL: 

l' CRI M 104 
Z)LO C1 APP 9 

~7) 40 C 27) 
9) 5 C 5) 

60 ( 
3 C 

CASES PENDING 
QEC.31,1976 

84 
11 

C OEF. , 

50 ) 
11) 

--------------------------------------
TOTAL: 113 

(,1 VI L: 

I'DOM R~l 216 
2,AOOPT 4 
3'SUITS >1500 ••••• 
4'SUIT5 <1500 ••• ** 
5)lO CT APP 5 
6'OTHER CVL 61 

66) 

SUBTOTAL S 

ALL SUITS 364 
C3+4 ) 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL ••••• 

(3 +4+ (,) 

DOM RELI 
All SUITS ••••• 

(1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ..... 

TOTAL: 6!16 

PRISe PF.T: 1 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:#fi 770 C 723' 

45 C 32' 37' 95 61) 

95 84 227 
(, e 2 

• •••• • •••• • •••• 
•• :t*. • •••• • •••• 

2 0 1 
18 6 79 

REPORTED FOR CIV!L CASES: 

84 70 378 

. .... • •••• • •••• 

. .... • •••• . ..... 

. .... ••••• • •••• 
205 168 693 

0 C 1 

250 C 237) 231 C 205' '789 ( 7~5' 

----------------------------------------------------------
llliNUMBfR lr; ~..,AREN"'HESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

tOURT DAYS: 47 

crURT O~YS W/SPEtlAl JUDGECS': 0 
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COUNTY BRFAf(OOWNOF JUOICJH OISTF<ICT 14 

SCOTT COUNTY 

-------------------------------,-------------------------------------

'CASE TYPE 

C.ASH J'ENPING 
JAN. It 1976 

(DEF.) 

C IoSH 
DOCKETED 1976 

(OEF.' 

CASES 
OISPOS~O 1916 

(OEF.' 

C.SES PENOING 
OE( .3J , I q7b 

(OEF. , 

------,--------------------------------------
~£PORT NOT ~£CF.IVF.D 

IN TIME FO~ INCLUSION 
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• 

COUNTY RREAKOOWN OF JUDICIAL OISTRICT 14 

I'IOODFOP-O COUNTY 

-------_. -------,--_._------------

'CASE TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DE:F. , 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(OEF. , 

REPORT NOT PF,CEIVED 

IN TIME FOR INCLUSION 
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CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(Ot:F.' 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.3J,1976 

(DEF ., 



1916 /lNNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT (ASELOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 15 

NOH: 'THE FOLLOW1NG.,COUNTJES IN THIS DISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT THEIR 
REPORT IN TIM~ FO~ INCLUSION: 

------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(OfF. , 

155 f 171' 

500 

o 

TOTALS:~~ 655 ( 671) 

CARROLL 

C~SES 
DOCK E TED 1976 

(DEF.' 

42 ( 

296 

o 

338 

53' 

349) 

CAses 
DISPOSED 1976 

(OfF. , 

40 

237 

o 

40) 

277 ( 277' 

CASES PENDING 
DeC.31,11976 

(OEF.) 

157 C 186' 

559 

o 

716 

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

IN ONE OR MORE COUNTJES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA, 
EITHER FOR ·CASES" OR "DEFENDANTS", IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED. SEe THE 
EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF ~ESE TABLES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: CARROLL 
GRANT 
OWEN 

COURT DAYS: 74 

COURT OAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 0 
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• 

CASE TYPE 

COUNTY ~REAKOO~N OF JUOJCJAl DISTRICT 15 

CARROLL CCUNTY 

-----------------------~-------------------------
CASES PENDHIt:. 

JAN. 1.1976 
(DEF.) 

CASES 
DOCKETED 197" 

(OFF.) 

REPORT NOT RECEIVED 

IN TIME FOR INCLUSION 
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CASES 
DISPOSF.D 1916 

(OEF. ) 

• 

CAses PENDING 
Dec. 31,1976 

(DEF. , 



COU~jTV BREAKDOWN or: JU[lIC.I~L [lISTPICT 15 

GRANT C.OUNTY 

-------------------------------------~--------~--------
, CASfS, PfNOlNG 

JAN. 1,1976 
CASE TVPE IDEF.) 

C,AS E S 
, DOCK!:TED 1916 

(OfF.) 

CASfS 
01 SPOSED 1916 

(OEF. ) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

C OEF. ) 

-------------.---------.--------.----------------~--------------------
CRIMINAL: 

1)CRIM 121 
2110 CT APP 0 

TOTAL: 121 

C IVI t: 

II[)OM RH ••••• 
21ADOPT 0 
3 I ~UlTS >1500 *.* •• 
4 I SUITS <1500 ••••• 
SILO CT APP * •••• 
blOTHER CVL ••••• 

137 , 

0' 
1371 

33 
o 

33 

• •••• 
9 ..!Cr •• 

• •••• ••••• • •••• 

43) 
0». 

43' 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR 

ALL SUITS ••••• ••••• 
(3+4' 

All SUI TSI 
OTHER CVl ••••• . .... 

(3+4+6) 

DaM RUI 
All SUI TS ••••• ••••• 

(1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 215 188 

TOTAl: :z 15 197 

PRIS. PET: 0 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASESUN 336 f 352 ) 230 f 240) 

-- -_. 

28, C 
, '. 0" c 

28 , 

• •••• 
9 

••••• ••••• • •••• ••••• 

28' 
0) 

28) 

CIVIL CASES: 

• •••• 

••••• 

• •• ¢. 

100 

109 

0 

137 I 137) 

126 
o 

152, 
0) 

126 ( 152) 

••••• 
0 

• •••• • •••• • •••• .. ... 
• •••• 

. .... 
• •••• 

303 

303 

0 

42CJ I 455' 

_8NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE Tur_l CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

C.OURT DAYS: 42 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE'S): o 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICI~L DISTRICT 15 

OWEN COUNTY 

---------------------------------------------------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINIL: 

I JeRI M 
2'LO CT APP 

TOT Al: 

eIV) L: 

CASES F'ENDJNG 
JAN. 1,1976 

COHo I 

Zq ( ••• *., 
5 , ••• *., 

34 ( ••••• , 

IIDOM REL ••••• 
21AOOPT 1 
3)SUITS >1500 •• *** 
4'SUITS <1500 ••••• 
5)lO CT APP * .. .. 
610TH£R CVl ... .. 

SUBTOTALS 

ALL SUITS ••••• 
'3+4 , 

All SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL ••••• 

(3+4+6' 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUI TS ••••• 

C1 +3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 284 

TOTAL: 265 

PRIS. PET : 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES :1:'. 319 u·· .. ) 

CASES 
DOCK nED lq76 

(OEF.I 

7 f 
Z ( 

9 , 

36 
3 

27 
16 

3 
14 

8) 

2' 
10) 

REPORTED FOR 

• ••• 

• •••• 

. .... 

..... 
99 

0 

108 ( 109' 

CASES 
OISPOSED lq16 

C OEF. I 

8 
'0 

4) 
0) 

12 , ••••• , 

••••• 
2 

••••• ••••• ••••• ••••• 
CIVIL C,~SES: 

• •••• 

• •••• 

••••• 

126 

128 

0 

140 , ..... , 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.3I,lCJ76 

f DeF .• ) 

28 311 
3 3' 

31 f 34) 

• • •••• 
2 

• •••• • •••• ••••• • •••• 

••••• 

. .... 
• •••• 

254 

256 

0 

287 , 2CJO) 

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

COURT DAYS: 32 

COURT DAVS W/SPECIAl J~DGEfSI: o 
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CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PH" 

1976 ~NNlIH REPORT OF C IRClltl COURT CASHOAO 

FOR JUDICIAL OlSTR)CT 16 

CASES .. ENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

( DE F. ) 

356 350' 

2407 

o 

C~SES CASES 
ODCK!TED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 

(OEF.' (DEF., 

405 

2137 

4 

470' 47e ( 486' 

1716 

1 

T01ALS:~# 2843 ( 2843) 2546 ( 2611) 2195 ( 2203' 

CAses PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(OEF.' 

• 

283 

2908 

3 

283' 

3194 ( 3194' 

_NNUM6ER IN PARENTHESES I~ THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASE~. 

IN ONE OR MORE' COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA, 
EI1HER FOR "CASES" OR -DFFENDANTS", IS MISSJNG AND WAS ESTIMATED. see THE 
EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: KENTON 

COURT DAYS: 999 

COURT OAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S'& o 
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COUNTY ~REAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 16 

KF'JTON COUNTY 

--------------------------------
'CtSE TYPE 

CASES I"ENDHIG 
JAN. 1.1976 

(OEF., 

l)CRIM ...... r*.*u, 
2)lO (T APP* ••• * (** •• *, 

Ct..SF.S 
DOCKETED 1976 

(0 F.F .,) 

301 f 362) 
104 flOe, 

C/.SES 
DJSPOSED 197'6 

(OEF.) 

378 373' 
100 113 ) 

CASES PENDING 
01:C.31,1976 

fOEF., 

••••• ••••• 
( ..... ) 
( ..... , 

------------~ TOTAL: 356 f ••••• ) 

CIVIL: 

1 lOOM REL 
2)AOUPT 
3 )SUl TS >1500 
4)SUITS <1500 
5'LO CT APP 
6)QTHER CVl 

... * •• 

.***'" *** •• ••••• ••••• ...... 

405 ( 470) 

1036 
78 ..... 

••••• 
29 
51 

478 486' 

760 
65 ...... 

••••• 
20 
15 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 
All SUITS 

(3+"+ , 

Hl ~UITSI 
OTHER C VL 

(3+4+6 ) 

DOM REll 
All SUITS 

Cl+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

...... * 

••••• 

...... 
2467 

2487 

0 
,t. 

TOTAL All 
CASES:## 2843 c ••••• ) 

943 856 

. .... • •••• 

.~ ... • •••• 

••••• • •••• 
2131 1716 

4 1 

2546 f 2611' 2195 ( 2203' 

283 f ••••• ' 

••••• • •••• • •••• • •••• • •••• ••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

2908 

3 

3194 f ..... ' ----------.----------------------",-", --------N#NUMBfR IN PARENT~ESES IS 
CASES. THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 

COURT DAYS: 999 

COU~T D~YS W/SPECJAl JUDGErS): o 
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CASE TYPE 

1976 ANNUAL REPORT Of CIRClIIT (.p\JRT CASELOAO 

fOR JUOICIAL Dl~lRlCT 17 

CASES PENeWG 
JAN. 1,1976 

CDH.) 

USt::S 
OOCKETED 1976 

COEF.l 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

C DEF. , 

CASES PENOING 
DEC.3t,1976 

C Off. , 

~-------------,------------------------------------~-----------
('~lMIN"L 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. o 

135) 224 ( 2tl2) 

1141 

3 

221 ( 3:30' 

932 

3 

138 ( 1~8' 

1258 

o 

------------.------------------------------------
TOTAlS:~~ 1184 C 1184) 136B ( 1406) 1156 , 1265) 1396 C 1396) 

HltNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINH 
CASES. 

IN ONE OR MORE COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL O~TA, 
EI~HER FOR ~CASES" OR "DEFENDANTS", IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED. see THE 
EXPLANATION AT lHE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: CAMPBELL 

COURT DAYS: 248 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 11 
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COUNTY P.RF.AKD()WN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 17 

C AMPBE Ll COUNTY 

--------------------------------------------------------------.--------

'CASE TYPE 

GASES PENCoING 
JAN. l,lQ76 

CDEF.} 

CAS£:S 
DOCKETF.D 1916 

(DfF. ) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

I DEF.) 

CASES PEN01NG 
DEC.31,1916 

t OEF. , 

--------------------------------------------------------------------
CkIMINAU 

llCRIM •••• * (* •••• ) 
2)LO t1 APP.*.** t***.*) 

16'1 ( 205) 
57 ( S7) 

-----------~~---

TOTAL: 135 ( ••••• ) 

CIVIL: 

••••• ••••• 
)1500 ••••• 

l)OOM REL 
2)ADOPT 
3)SUITS 
4)SUITS 
5)LO CT 
blOTHER 

<1500 •••• * 
APP ••••• 
(.VL ••••• 

224 ( 262) 

549 
35 

• •••• ••••• ••••• . .... 

166 
55 

221 

516 
30 

••••• • •••• ••••• • •••• 

259) ••••• c ••••• ) 
71) ••••• c* •••• , 

330' 138 f ..... ) 

••••• ••••• • •••• ••••• .. ... 
• •••• 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL suITS 
(3+4) 

All suITS/ 

••••• 

OTHER CVL ..... 
(3+4+6 , 

DOH RELI 
All SUITS ..... 

C1 +3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 1049 

TOTAL: 1049 

PRfS. PET: 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:~# 1164 c ••••• ) 

..... 
••••• 

. .... 
557 

1141 

3 

1368 f 1406) 

••••• 

• •••• 

••••• 

386 

932 

3 

1156 ( 12bS' 

• •••• 

..... 

.. ... 
1258 

1258 

o 

1396 c ••••• ) 

-------------~-------------------------------------------------------
-'fiNU~'bER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFE'NDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

CUURT DAVS: 248 

COURT DAVS W/SPftIAL JUObEtS): 11 
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CASE TYPE 

1916 ANNUAL R EPOR'r OF (IPCUIT COURT CASHOAO 

FOR JUnICIAL DlSTR]CT 18 

CASF. SPENDING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(DEF •• 

C~SFS 
DOCKETED 1916 

(oEF •• 

CASES 
DISPOSEO 1916 

(OEF •• 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1916 

(DEF.) 

-------------------------------------------------------------------
CRIMINAL 23 

CIVIL 413 

PRIS. PET. o 

TOTALSl ~~ 436 

22) 40 

435' 504 

463 

1 

36' 

500' 

32 30) 31 28 ) 

426 450 

o 1 

458 456' 482 479' 

• 
~.NUMBER IN PAREN1HESES IS TH~ TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

IN ONE OR MORE COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRnUNAL DATA, 
EITHER FOR "CASES" OR "DEFENDANTS", IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMAtED. 
EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRIC1: HARRISON 
NICHOLAS 
PENDLETON 
ROBERTSON 

COURT DAYS: 140 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(Si: o 
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SEE THE 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUCICIAL DISTRICT Ie 

HARRISON COUNTY 

-----------------------
CASES PENDING 

JAN. 1,11176 
CASE TVPE (OfF •• 

CRIMINAL: 

I)CRIM 
2'LO C1 APP 

14 
3 

14' 
3' 

C~SF.S 
DOCKETED lq76 

(OEF.) 

11 
1 

11) 
1) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1916 

(DEF • , 

13 () 13' 

0' " 0) 

-------.------------------------~ .. 
TOTAL t 17 

CIVIL' 

••••• 
o 

1 ,00M REL 
2 )ADOPT 
3' SUI TS 4' suns 
5'LO CT 
6'OTHER 

>1500 ..... 
<1500 ••••• 
APP 0 
CVL ••••• 

11' 12 12' 13 f 13' 

87 86 
5 5 ..... ••••• ..... ••••• 
0 0 ..... ••••• 

SUBTOTALS REPORTf.o FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 
(3+4' 

ALL SUITSI 

••••• 

OTHER CVL ••••• 
(3+4+6) 

oOM RELI 
ALL SUITS ..... 

(1+3+4' 

OTHf:R 
SUBTOTAL 236 

TOTAL: 236 

PRISe PETt 0 

TOTAL ALL 
c~sesu • 253 ( 253' 

63 

..... 

..... 
155 

o 

167 C 167' 

•••• (1 

61 

••••• 

152 

o 

165 C 165' 

CASfS PENOING 
OEC.31,1916 

(OEF.) 

• 

12 
4 

16 

••••• 
0 ..... 

• •••• 
0 

••• Ih 

••••• 

••••• 

..... 
239 

239 

o 

12' 
4' 

16 ) 

255 C 255' 

•• NUMBER IN PARENTHESES is THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 68 

COURT'DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGF.fS': 0 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 18 

NICHOLAS COUNTY 

---
CASES Pt:NOING C~SES CASES CASf-S PENDING 

JAN. 1,1916 DOCKE TEO 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC. 31,1976 
fOEF.) 

CASE TYPE , DEF. ) (OEF.l (DEF. , 

CRIMINAL: 

4 4) 9 q) 7 f 7) 6 .6 ) 
1 )CRI M 

2 2) 2 ( 2' 0 0) 
2)L0 (T ~PP 0 0' 

lOT AL : 4 4' 11 11) 9 9) 6 6' 

. CIVil: ....... ..... ••••• ••••• 1 )DDM REL 
:3 :3 0 2'ADOPT 0 ..... ~:1I* •• ••••• 3)SUITS >1500 •• *** ••••• ••••• 4) SUITS <1500 ..... ..... 

0 0 S,LD CT APP 0 0 
1 0 

6'OTHER r.Vl 1 0 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

All SUITS ••••• ~ .... :fl •••• ..... 
(3+/.) 

ALL SUI TSI ••••• ••••• OTHER CVL ..... ..... 
(3+4+6' 

OOM RELI 
All SUITS B 58 55 11 

C1+3+'~) 

OTHE:I ..... ••••• ••••• SUfl faTAL ••••• -
TOTAlI 9 61 59 11 

PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASfSUN 13 C 13 ) 72 C 72' 68 « 68 ) 17 ( 17' 

UNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOUL CASES USINC;~ DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 16 

COURT .DAYS W/SPECI~L JUDGECS': o 
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;, 

COUNTY BREAKOOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 18 

PENOLE lCN COUNTY 

------,----------------------------------------------

CASE T VPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

CDEF.) 

U,5~S 

DOCKEYfW 1916 
COfF.' 

CASES 
DISPOSED 197& 

fOE F • , 

OSES PENDING 
DEC. 31,1916 

(OfF.' 
---------------------------""", 

CRIMINAL: 

UCRIM 
2'LO CT APP 

TOTAL: 

CIVIL: 

o 
o 

o 

I'DDM REL 22 
2)AOOPT 1 
3'SUITS )1500 12 
4)SUITS <1500 99 
5'LO CT APP 0 
6)OTHER CVL 1 

0' 0' 

0' 

SUBTOTALS 

All SUITS ..... 
(3+4' 

ALL SUI T~'iI 
OTHER cvt ••••• 

13+4+60 

OOM ReLI 
ALL SUITS ••••• 

C 1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ••••• 

TOTAL I 134 

PRIS. PET: 0 

TOTU ~ll 
CASES:h 134 f 134 , 

14 
a 

14 

114 
1 

19 
95 

1 
0 

REPORtED ..... 
.. .,.. 
.. .,. . 
..... 

11) 

0' 
11' 

fOR 

o f 
o f 

8 

89 
2 

24 
86 

1 
0 

CIVll CASES: 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

7) 

0' 
7) 

.,(.'~-----'I-

230 202 

1 0 

245 C 242' 210 C 209) 

6 
o 

6 

47 
0 
7 

101 
0 
1 

..... 

..... 

..... 
• •••• 

If12 

I 

169 ( 

4' 0' 

4' 

167) 

8flNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING OEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES,. 

COURT DAYS:. 42 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGEfS': o 
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. CASE TYPE 

COUNT V BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIH OISTRICT 18 

ROFJERT SCN COUNTY 

CASES PENDTNG 
JAr~. 1, 197b 

C OfF. ) 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF.' 

CASES 
01 SPOSED 1916 

'OEF.' 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

(OEF. ) 

----------_.------------- ------------------------------------
CRIMINIoL: 

l)CRIM 
2~LO CT APP 

2 C 
o C 

u 
0' 

3 C 
o , 2' 

OJ 
2 
o 

1) 

0) 
3 
o 

2' 0' 
-------,~----.--------------.-----

TOTAL: 

CIVlL! 

l)DOM REt.. 
2'ADOPT 
3'SUITS >1500 
4)SUITS <1500 
5)LO CT APP 
6'OTHER CVL 

ALL SUIT5 
C3+4~ 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVl 

C3+4+6 ) 

OOM RELI 
ALL SUITS 

(1 +3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOTAL: 

PRISe PET: 

lOTAl All 
CASES:U 

2 ( 

B 
2 
6 

13 
3 
2 

SUBTOTALS 

....... 

... f~. 
••••• 

••••• 
34 

o ' 

36 ( 3S) 

J i 

2 
0 
8 
7 
0 
0 

REPORTED 

.... oQt 

••••• 

...... 

...... 
17 

0 

20 ( 

2' 2 u 3 . 2) 

5 5 
2 0 
3 11 
2 18 
0 3 
1 1 

FOR CIVIL CASES: 

••••• ..... 
••••• ••••• 

••••• • • •••• 

••••• ••••• 
13 38 

0 n 

19) 15( 14) 41 ( 40' 

-------.---.~-----------.-------------------------------------
f#"NUM8 ER IN PARE:NTHE SES I S THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CR tMINAl 

C,ASES. 

COURT DAYS: 14 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(S.' 
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 19 

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1, 1976 DOCKf:TEO 1976 DISPOSED 1976 OEC.31,1976 

'CASE TYPE (OEF.) (DEF.) (DEF. , (OfF., 

CRIMINAL 41 54 , 58 80) 67 90) 32 44 ) 

CIVIL 243 413 421 :1!35 

PRISe PET. 0 0 0 O· 

TOTAlSU*, 284 297' 471 493) 488 5l1' 267 279' 

UNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES l.-SING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BRACKEN 

COURT DAYS: 168 

FlEMING 
M~SON 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(S': 1~, 

• 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 19 

RRA(.KEN COUNTY 

----------,--------------
CASES PENDING 

JAN. 1,1976 
CASES 

DOCKE TED 19'16 
(OEF.' 

'CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(OE F. , 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.:31,1976 

(OH. , 
CASE TYPE ,(DEF.) 

.---------------------,---.------------------------------~--------------
CRIMINAL: 

1 )CRI,..' 
2)LO CT APP 

TOTAL: 

CIVIL: 

5 
o 

5 ( 

1,DOH REL 18 
2'AOOPT 1 
3)SUXTS >1500 ••••• 
4,SlIITS <1500 .u*. 
5'LO CT APP 0 
b,OTHER CVl 0 

I)) 

0) 

~) 

9 
o 

9 

41 
4 ..... ..... 
o 
o 

10' 
0) 

10) 

10 
o 

10 

44 
3 

• •••• • •••• o 
o 

11' 0' 
11' 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 33 
(3+4) 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVl ••••• 

(3 +4+6) 

DOH REll 
All SUITS ••••• 

( 1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ••••• 

TOTAL: 52 

PRISe PET:' 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:U 57 I 51) 

25 

••••• 

..... 

..... 
10 

o 

19 ( 80' 

37 

• •••• 

• •••• 

••••• 
84 

o 

94 f 95' 

• 

4 
o 

4 ( 

15 
2 

•••• :i< 

••••• o 
o 

21 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 
38 

o 

4) 
0) 

4) 

42 f' 42' 

~~NUM8ER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 

CASES. 

COURT D~VS: 28 

COURT DAVS W/SPECIAL JUDGEIS': 4 
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COUNTY RREAKDOWN Of JUDICI~l DISTRICT 19' 

FLEMING COUNTY 

--------------------------------------------------------------------.--------

,CASE 1 VPE 

CASFS PfNDING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(OEF.' 

CRIMINAL: 

l)CRI M 11 ( 21) 
2'lO CT APP 0« 0) 

TOTAL: 17 21' 

CIVIL: 

l'DOM REL 
2)ADIJPT 
3'SUITS )1500 
4) SUI TS <1500 
5)L0 CT APP 
6 )OTHER CVL 

12 
4 

21 
~U 
o 
6 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(OEF. , 

24« 39' 
2 I ?) 

26 41) 

67 
e 

15 
16 
o 

25 

CASES 
DISPOSFD 1976 

«DEF~) 

32 
1 

33 

55 
8 

23 
26 
o 

23 

49) 
1) 

50' 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS ..... 
(3+4) 

All SUlTS/ 
OTHER C VL ••••• 

(3+4+6) 

DOH RELI 
ALL SUITS ••••• 

Cl +3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ••••• 

TOTAlI 74 

PRIS. PET: 0 

TOTAl ALL 
CASE S: #It, 91 f 95' 

..... 

. .... 

. .... 

. .... 
131 

o 

151 f 172' 

• •••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 
135 

o 

168 f 185' 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

« OEF.) 

9 ( 
1 I 

10 

24 
4 

13 
21 
o 
8 

• •••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 

80 I 

10 

o 

11) 
1) 

12 , 

82) 

~NNUHBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CAS~S CASES. ~ USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 

COURT DAVSJ 53 

COU~T DAVS W/SPECJAL JUDGEIS): 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN Of JUOICHL DISTRICT 19 

.MlaSClN CCUN1Y 

--------------------.----.----...-...-..-----------.-------------

CASE TYPE 

CASES Pf:NDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OFF.) 

CASES 
DOCK HEO 1916 

(0 EF. ) 

CASES 
01 SPDSED 1976 

(Del=.t 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

«DEF. , 

----_.-----------------..-..-----..... -----------------
CRIMIN.H: 

UCRIM 19 28' 
2 )LO (T APr 0 0) 

TOTAL: 19 ( 261 

CIVIL: 

ItOOM REl 41 
2 'ADOPT 4 
3,SUI1S >1500 ••••• 
4' SUITS <1500 ..... 
5 »LO CT APP 16 
6,OTHER CVl 11 

22 ( 
1 ( 

23 

114 
9 

••••• ..... 
1 

22 

28' 
1) 

29, 

23 f 
1 ( 

24 

116 
11 

••••• ••••• 
0 

18 

28' 
U 

29' 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 
.(3+4) 

ALL sunsl 

45 

OTHER CVl ••••• 
U+4+6' 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUI TS ••• ** 

(1+3+4' 

D.THE~ 
S\ftSTOTAL ..... 

TOTAL: U7 

PRISe PET: 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:NII 136 I 145' 

66 

..... 
••••• 

..... 
212 

o 

235 ( 241 ) 

57 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 
202 

o 

226: 231) 

18 t 
o f 

18 

39 
2 

••••• ••••• 
11 
15 

54 

••••• 

••••• 

..... 
127 

o 

28' 
0) 

28' 

145 ( 155' 

,'NUM8ER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 87 

COURT DAYS W/SPfCIAL JUOGf(S,1 I 
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1976 ~NNUAl RFPORl CF CIRCUIT (OURT CASElOAO 

FOP. JUOJCIAL DISTRICl 20 

----------------------:;.,'.".,,-------

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENOING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF. I 

CAS E S 
DOCKETED 1976 

(OEF. ) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF. ) 

CASES PF.NDING 
OEC.31,1976 

I OFF. ) 

---------------------------------------------------..... --.------..... ~---
CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

77 

2141 

o 

89' 

TOTALS:#'~ 2218 ( 2230' 

147 174) 

497 

o 

644 671' 

134 159) 90 104' 

434 2204 

o o 

568 593) 2294 ( 2308' 

~*NUMSER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES • 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: GRFENUP 
LEWIS 

COURT DAYS: 174 

COURT QAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGEIS': o 
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CUUNTY HREAKDOWN OF lJ J DICIAL DISTRICT 20 

GREENUP COUNTY -----.... 

CASE TYPE 

.CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1.1976 

CASES 
DOCKFTEO 1976 

CASES CASES PENDING 

(OEF.' (0 EF. , 
DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,197 6 

_ (OF.F.' to"F , 
CRIMINAL:----------·-------------------------------------------c~.~ 

l)CRIM 30 
2 )L 0 C. TAP P 40 

TOTAL: 70 

CIVIL: 

l)DOM Ret 
2'AOOPT 
3'SUITS >1500 
4' SUITS <1500 
5 )LO CT APP 
6)OTHER CVL 

1160 
55 

278 
418 

30 
35 

3tH 
4CJ: 

78' 

96 ( 109' 
6 ( 6) 

...... -----
102 I 115' 

120 
27 
85 

128 
5 
4 

SURTOTALS REPORTED FOR 

ALL SUITS ••••• . (3+4) 

All SUITSI 
OTHER CVL ••••• 

(3+4+6' 

DOM RELI 
All SUI TS ••••• 

U +3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ..... 

TOTAL: 1976 

PRISe PH: 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASE S~ ,.- 2046. ( 2054) 

. .... 
• •••• 

. .... 

. .... 
369 

0 

471 f 484' 

96 109' 30 f 38' 6 6) 40 ( 40' 

102 115, 10 78' 

110 1170 
16 66 
17 286 

116 430 
3 32 
2 37 

CIVil CASES: 

••••• ..... 
••••• • •••• 

••••• . .... 
• •••• • •••• 

324 2021 

0 0 

426 f 439) 2091 ( 2099) 

-------------.----------------------------~~~~ .NNUMBfR IN PARFNTHESfS 
CASES. IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DrF ~ ENOANTS IN CRIMINAL 

COURT DAYS: 114 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGEIS': o 
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'CASE TYPE 

COUNT V BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 20 

CASES PI=NDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OEF.' 

LEWIS COUNTY 

CASFS 
OOtKETH) 1976 

(DEF. ) 

CAses 
DISPOSED 19'16 

(DEF. , 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31.1976 

«Off. , 

,------------------------------------------------------
CRIMINAL: 

1 )tRIM 1 ( 11' 
2'LO CT APP o ( 0' 

TOTAL: ., ( 11' 
CIVI L: 

1 )DOM REl 68 
2JAOOPT 1 
3'SUITS >1500 ....... 
4'SUITS <1500 ••• * .• 
5'lO CT APP 0 
6 )OTHER CVl ••••• 

SUBTOTALS 

ALL SUITS ••••• 
(3+4) 

ALL sunsl 
OTHER CVL 96 

C3+4+6' 

DOM REll 
All SUITS ••••• 

(1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ..... 

TOTAL: 165 

PRIS. PET: 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASESUN 172 ( 176' 

45 
o 

45 

8b\ 
6 

• •••• ..... 
0 . .... 

59) 

0' 
59 , 

REPORTED FOR . .... 
34 

. .... 

. .... 
128 

0 

173 « 187, 

32 
o 

32 

82 
6 

••••• • •••• 
0 

••••• 

44, 

0' 
44' 

CIVIL CASES: 

•••• eo 

22 

• •••• 

• •••• 
110 

0 

142 I 154' 

20 
o 

20 

74 
1 .. . .,.. 

• •••• 
0 

• •••• 

...... 
108 

• •••• 

• •••• 
183 

0 

203 C 

26 ) 
0' 

26 , 

209' 

".NUM8ER IN PARENTHESES IS THE ',uUl CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASE S. 

COURT DAVS: 60 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE'S': o 
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1916 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASElOAO 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 21 

NOTE: THE FOLLOWING COUNTTF.S IN "HIS DISTRICT 010 NOT SUBMIT THEIR 
REPORT IN TIME FOR INCLUSION: 

MONTGOMERY 

---
CASES PENDiNG CASES CASES CASES PENDING 

JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1916 DISPOSED 1976 DeC.31,1976 
CASE'T't'PE (OEF. ) (OEF.) (OEF. ) C OEF. , 

CRIMINAL 62 78) 98 119' 78 95' El2 102' 

CIVIL 585 425 478 532 

PRIS. PET • 0 1 1 0 

TOTALS: tI-' 647 (63) 524 545' 557 574' ,614 ~34' 

NNNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMTNAL 
CASES. 

C(JUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BATH 
MENI FEE 
MONTGOMERY 
ROWAN 

COURT DAYS: 148 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S': 1 

• 
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CASE TYPE 

COUNTY BREAKQOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 21 

CASES Pl:NOING 
JAN. 1,1976 

cOEF.) 

BATH COUNTY 

CASES CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 

(OfF.) cDEF.) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(DEF. ) 

-------------------------.---------------------------------------
CRIMINAL: 

ucrUM 
2'LO CT APP 

TOT,AL: 

CIVIL: . 

1 'DOM REL 
2 'ADO PT 
3'SUITS >1500 
4'SUITS <1500 
5'LO CT APP 
6,OTHER CVL 

11 
o 

11 

57 
o 

52 
17 
o 
7 

14' 
0) 

14) 

12 f 
1 f 

13 

42 
2 

20 
10 
o 
7 

16' 
1) 

l1, 

13 
1 

14 

48 
1 

24 
11 
o 
3 

17' 
1) 

18' 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 
(3+4 , 

ALL SUITSI 

..... 
OTHER CVL ..... 

(3+4+6) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUI TS 

U+3+4) 

OTHER 

..... 
SUBTOTAL ..... 

rOTAL: 133 

PRIS. PET: 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES: IH# 144 ( 147' 

• •••• ••••• 

..... • •••• 

..... ••••• 

..... • •••• 
81 87 

o o 

94 ( 98' 101 f 105' 

10 ( 
o f 

10 

51 
1 

48 
16 
o 

11 

. .... 
• •••• 

• •••• 

••••• 
127 

o 

13) 
0' 

13 ) 

137 f 140' 

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

COURT DAYS: 33 

COURT DAVS W/SPECI_L JUDGElS): 0 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JlIDICIAl DISTRICT 2J 

MENIFEE COUNTY 

-------------------------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(OEF.' 

CRIMINAL: 

I'CRIM 
2'lO CT APP 

TOTAl: 

CIVIL: 

1 lOOM REl 
2'AOOPT 
3'SUITS >1500 
4,SUITS (1500 
5)lO C1 APP 
6'OTHER CVl 

l1( 
o ( 

11 

47 
o 
5 
4 
o 
4 

14' 
0' 

14 , 

CASES 
DOCK E TEr' 1976 

(oEF. , 

12 
r, 

12 ( 

32 
o 
8 
3 
o 
o 

17' 0' 
11' 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(oEF.' 

13 
o 

13 ( 

31 
o 
4 
2 
o 
2 

19) 

0' 
19' 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

All SUITS ••• *. 
(3+4 , 

All SUITSI 
OTHER CVl ..... 

(3+4+6) 

DOM REll 
All. SUI TS 

(1 +3+4) 

OHlER 
SUBTOTA l 

TOTAL: 

PRISe PH: 

TOTAL All 
CASES: U 

••••• 

..... 
60 

o 

71( 74 ) 

• •••• 

. .... 

. .... 

. .... 

55 ( 

43 

o 

60' 

• •••• 

• •••• 

• • •••• 

• •••• 
39 

o 

52 f 58' 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(DEF. , 

10 
o 

10 

48 
o 
9 
5 
o 
2 

• •••• 

• •••• 

. .... 
• •••• 

64 

o 

74 f 

12 ) 

0' 
12 ) 

76' 

NNNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TurAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 26 

COURl DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S': 0 
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.----------------~---------------------------------

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF J~DICIAt. DISTRICT 21 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY 

-------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENOING 
'JAN. 1,1916 

(DEF. , 

CASES 
DOCK E 'TE 0 1916 

(DEF.) 

REPORT NOT RECEIVEO 

IN TIME FOR INCLUSION 

-l55-

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(OfF. ) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

(OfF. ) 



tOUNTV BRE~KOOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 21 

ROWAN COUNty 

------.----------_._-----------------

CASE 'fYPE 

CASES PENOING 
... IAN. 1,1976 

(OEF. ) 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF.) 

CASF.S 
DISPOSED 1976 

(Dff. ) 

CASES PF.NOING 
OEC.31,1976 

(OU. , 

-------------------------------------.------------------------
CRIMINAL: 

l)CR 1 M 36 
2'lO c1' APP 4 

TOTAL: 40 

CIVIL: 

lIDOH REL ••••• 
2 tADOPT 5 
3' SUI TS )1500 *.* .. 
4) SUITS <1500 ••• ** 
5llD CT APP • ** •• 
6)OTHER CVl ..... 

46) 
4) 

50) 

66 
7 

135 
6 

••••• ..... 
1 

22 

7"1) 
e) 

85) 

49 
2 

51 

132 
4 

• •••• ••••• 
1 

1.2 

56) 
2) 

58) 

SUB10TALS REPORTEO FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 
(3+4' 

All SIH TS / 

.**** 

OTHER CVL ** ••• 
13+4+6) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUITS ••••• 

(1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOT~l 387 

TOTAL: 392 

PRIS. PET: D 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:U 432 442 ) 

137 173 

..... 

..... . ...... 
••••• ••••• 

301 352 

1 1 

375 (. 387) 404« 411) 

53 ( 
9 ( 

62 

..4:*. 
7 

• •••• • •••• ••••• ••••• 

••••• 

• •••• 

..' ... 
334 

o 

403 

67) 
10' 

77' 

418) 

_~NUMBER IN PAREN1HESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 89 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGECS': 1 
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD 

FOR JUDJCJAL DISTRICT 22 

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OfF., 

121 120 ) 

2939 

0 

TOTAlSf#8 3060 ( 3059) 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(OEF., 

431 524 ) 

3920 

6 

4357 C 4450) 

CASES 
DISPOSE[I 1976 

IPEF. ) 

456 036' 

3857 

" 6 

4319 ( 4399) 

CASES PENnING 
DEC. 31. 1976 

'DEF., 

96 108' 

3002 

(). 

3098 C 3110) 

NNNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES • 
CASES. USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: FAYETTE 

C"URT DAYS: 595 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGECS,: 5 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 22 

F,WETlE COUNTY 

----------,-----------------------------------------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEf. ) 

UCt;:IM 111 ( 116' 

OSES 
DOCKETED 1916 

(OEF.) 

411 ( 50~,i 
20 ( 20' 

CASES 
DISPOSED :976 

(DEF.) 

433 
23 

513) 
23) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(DEF. ) 

95 
1 

107 ) 
1) 

2'LO CT APP 4 ( 4) 

----------,------------------------------------------------
TOT A L: 121 { 120' 

CIVl L: 

I)DOM REL ***** 
2'ADOPT 65 
3'SUITS )1500 ***** 
4~SUITS (1500 ***** 
SILO CT APP ***.* 
blOTHeR ',VL **~** 

431 

1732 
114 

***** .** •• 
***** 
***** 

524) 456 

***** 142 

***** *lii*** 
***** 61 

536) 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

fttL SUITS 
(3+4) 

AU .. SUITS/ 

*** •• 

OTHER CVL ••• ** 
(3+4+6) 

DOM REL / 
P-lL SUI TS ***** 

U+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 2814 

lOT AU 2939 

PRISe rET~ 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:~- 3060 ( 3059) 

*~ .. * 

* •• *. 

.**** 

2074 

3920 

6 

4357 ( 1.450) 

*.**. 

***** 

.*.*. 

3634 

3657 

6 

4319 ( 4399) 

96 

.**** 
37 

.**** 
***** 
***** *.*** 

****. 

* •••• 

* •• ** 

2965 

3002 

o 

108 ) 

~~ ')96 ( 3110) 

fllINUHBER IN PARENTHESES 1S THE TOTAL CASES USING OEFE~m~NTS IN CRIMIN~L 
CASES. 

COURT OAYS: 595 

COURT,OAVS W/SPECl,6L JUDGEC 51' 

I 

1 
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1976 mNUAL RFPORT OF CJRCUIT COURT CASELOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 23 

---
CASES PENQING CASES CASES CASES PENDl'NG 

JAN. 1,1916 DOCI< ETED 1916 DISPOSED 1916 DEC. 31,1976 
CASE TYPE (DEF.' (DEF.' (DEF. , (DEF.' 

CRIMINAL 96 121) 130 ( 1 LIO) 105 140) 121 151) 

CIVIL 474 375 ;':J4 585 

PRJ S. PET. 0 1 0 1 

lOlALS:#t# 570 595 ) S06 546) 369 404' 707 137' 

~#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES • CASES. ' USINGOEFENO,\NTS IN CRIMINAL 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: ESTILL 
LEE 
OWSLEY 

COURT DAYS: 263 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S': 4 

'" 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN a=- ,IUOICIAL DIS1RICT 23 

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

l)CR 1M 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OH. ) 

2'LO (T APP 
37 I 

3 I 
48 , 
4' 

EST ILL COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

, (OEF.' 

1 .. 3 ( 
6 1 

63' 
8) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(OEF.) 

24 
3 

42) 
4) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

(OEF. l 

56 
6 

69 ) 
8) 

-_._-- ----------------------------------------
TOT AL: itO ( 

CIVI L: 

l)DOM RE L ***** 
2,ADOPT 14 
3)SUITS >1500 ****. 
4)SUllS <1500 *.*** 
5)LO CT APP ••••• 
6)OTHER CVL ***** 

52) 49 

** .. * 
6 

*.*** 
***** • ***. •• **. 

71) 27 

•• **. 
10 

***** ••••• ••••• ••••• 

46) 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS •• *.* 
(3+4 ) 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL ** ••• 

(3+4+ 6) 

DOM RElI 
ALL SUITS .**** 

(1+3+4 ) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTA L 22B 

TOT AL : 242 

PRISe PET: 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:## 282 ( 294' 

.***. • **** 

..*** ••••• 

.... * * •••• 

156 86 

162 96 

o o 

211 ( 233) 123 ( 142) 

62 

••••• 
10 

* ••• * •••• * 
•• ** • 
••••• 

••• oft • 

••••• 

•• 1(1 •• 

298 

308 

o 

77) 

370 f 385) 

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

COURT DAYS: 120 

COURT, DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S': o 
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COUNTY ~REAKOOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 23 

LEE COUNTY 

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKE TED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 

CASE TYPE (OEF. , (DEF.' (DEF.) (DEF. , 

CRIMINAL: 

1 )CR I M 29 37) 45 ( 60) 44 56) 30 ( 41) 
2)LO CT APP 1 1) 9 ( 11) 5 5) 5 f 7' 

TOTAU 30 38) 54 ( 71) 49 61) 35 48' 

C IVlL: 

UDOH RE L 45 71 63 53 
2 'ADOPT 1 1 1 1 
3' SUITS >1500 ••••• • •••• ••••• • •••• 
4' SUI TS <1500 •• * •• . .... • •••• • •••• 
5 'LO (T APP 0 0 0 0 
6'OTHE\R CVL ••••• .. .... • •••• • •••• 

SUBTOTAL S REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUI TS ••••• . .... ••••• . .... 
(3+4' 

All sur TSI 
OTHEP, CVL 101 68 40 129 

(3+4+6' 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUITS ••••• . .... ••••• . .... 

C 1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ..... ••••• ••••• • •••• 

TOTAL: 147 140 104 183 

PRISe PET: 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:#I# 177 , 185' 194 ( 211, 153 ( 165' 218 ( 231) 

#I~NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRJ"INAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAVS: 91 

COURT DAVS W/SPECJAL JUDGE«S': 0 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF ~UDICIAL DISTRICT 23 

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
·JAN. 1,1916 

'DEF. , 

CRIMINAL: 

I)CRIM 
2)LO CT APP 

TOT AU 

CIVI L: 

24 
2 

26 

I,DOM REL 30 
2,ADOPT 0 
3'SUI1S >1500 ••••• 
4'SUI1S <1500 •• * •• 
5'LO CT APP 1 
6)OTHER CVL .*.*. 

29' 
2' 

31) 

OWSLEY COUN1Y 

CASES CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 

(OEF.' (DEF., 

25 , 
2 ( 

21 ( 

30 
3 ..... ..... 
o . .... 

26' 
2) 

28' 

26 
3 

29 f , 

31 
2 

••••• ••••• 
o 

••••• 

30) 
3' 

33' 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 
(3+4) 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL 

(3+4+6) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUI TS 

, 1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOT AL: 

PRISe PET: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASE S: NtI 

••••• 

54 

...... 

..... 
65 

o 

111 , 116) 

.. .... 
40 

••••• 

..... 
73 

1 

101' 102' 

••••• 

25 

• •••• 

• •••• 

93 C 

64 

o 

91) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC. 31,1976 

(DEF.) 

23 f 
1 f 

24 f 

23 
1 ..... 

• •••• 
1 ..... 

••••• 

69 

••••• 

.... ~ 
94 

1 

25' 
U 

26) 

119 ~ 1211 

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

COURT DAYS: 52 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(Sl: 4 
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1916 ANNUAL REPORT CF CIRCUIT counT CASfLOAO 

tOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 24 

NOTE: THE FOLLOWING COUNTIES iN THIS DISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT,THEIR' 
REPORT IN TIMf. FOR INCLUSION: 

JOHNSON 

--------------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(OFF.) 

144 

1414 

o 

144) 

TOTAlS:## 1558« 1558) 

CASES 
. DOCKETED 1916 

(OEF.) 

129 171) 

580 

1 

110 r 152) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1916 

(OEF.' 

101 ( 119' 

1313 

o 

1414 f 1432' 

C ASES PENO.IN~ I 

DEC, • .3J ,1976 , 
«OEF.'., 

112 172' \ 

681 

1 

854 ( 854' \ 

UNUMBER 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 BEGINNING OF THESE TMLES • 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: JOHNSON 
LAWRENCe 
~ARTIN 

COURT DAYS: 115 • 
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE'S): 1 
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COUNTY BRE~KDaWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 24 

JOHNSON COUNTY 

----------------------------~---------------,------------------------
CASES 

JAN. 
CASE TYPE 

; " ...• 

PENDING 
1,1976 

(OEF.I 

REPORT 

IN TTME 

, . 
" ' 

CASES CASES CASES PENDING 
DOCK erE D 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,1976 

(OEF. ) WEF. , (OEF.) 

NOT PECE IVED 

FOR JNCLUSION 

• 
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CIISE TYPE 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 24 

CASES PENDJNG 
JAN. 1,1976 

( a EF • I 

L~WRENCE COUNTY 

CASE'S 
DOCKETED 1976 

(OfF. ) 

CASES , 
DlSPOSED 1976 

(OF.F. , 

CASES PENDING 
DEC..:n t 1976 

(DEF.' 

----------------------------------------------------------
CRIMINAL: 

llCRlM 15 (* ****) 
2)lO ('T APP o ( 0' 

74 f lOll 
3« 3 ) 

39 
3 

44' 
3) 

---------------------------
TOTAL: 15 (*>11***) 

CIVIL : 

l,DOM REL ••••• 
2)ADOPT 0 
3,5UIT5 >1500 **.** 
4'SUITS <1500 *.*** 
5'LO CT APP **.lIt. 
6'OTHER CVL ..... 

SUBTOTAL S 

All SUITS • **** 
f3-+-4 ) 

All SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL ••••• 

t3+4+6 ) 

DOM RELI 
All SUI TS *.**. 

( ~,+3+ 1.» 

DrtiER 
SUBTOTAL SOB 

TOTAL~ 508 

PRIS .. PET: 0 

TOTAl. ALL 
CASE S:". 583 (* •••• ) 

17 ( 104 » 42 47' 

.** •• • •••• 
13 13 

.**** •••• * 
••• *. • ••• * . .... **.** . .... ••••• 

REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASESt 

.1i ••• ••••• 

..... • ••• * 

..*** ••••• 

265 488 

21B 501 

0 0 

355 ( 382) 543 f 548' --

110 (*****) 
0« 0' 

110 ( ••• "'''', 

. ..... 
0 

••••• ••••• ..... 
.* ... 

...... 
••••• 

••••• 

285 

285 

0 

395 « •••• *) 

tlNNUMBfR IN PARENTHESfS IS THE TOTAL CAseS USHJG DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

tOURT DAYS: S4 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGErS): o 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 24 

MARTIN COUNTY 

------------------------------------------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

l)CRI M 
2'LO CT APP 

TOTAL: 

CIVIL: 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF.) 

69 ( ...... ) 

o ( 0' 
69 (UMJlr) 

I)DOM REL ••••• 
2)AOOPT ••••• 
3'SUITS >1500 * •••• 
4)SUITS <1500 ••••• 
5)LO CT APP ••••• 
b)OTHER CVL •• * •• 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF.) 

52 
o 

52 

116 
7 ... "'. ....... 
2 
0 

67) 
0) 

67) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1916 

(DF.F. ) 

'39 
o 

59 

• ,,* •• 
••••• ••••• ...... 
••••• ••••• 

721 
0) 

72' 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 
13+4) 

ALL SUITS/ 
OTHER C VL 

(3+4+6 ) 

DOM REtI 
ALL suns 

11+3+4 ) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

906 

177 ••••• 

** ... ••••• 

..... ••••• 

.* ... 812 

C,'3ES " ~·;)JNG 

lit: .... :H,1976 
(OfF.) 

62 ( ••••• ) 
o ~ 0) 

61 , ..... , 

••••• •••••• ••••• • •••• ••••• •••• * 

••••• 

..... 
••• * • 

396 

----------------------------------------------------,----
TOTAL: 

PRISe PET: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASeS:U 

906 

o 

975 ( ...... ) 

302 812 

1 o 1 

355 ( 370) 871 1 884' 4'59 , ••••• ) 

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

COURT DAYS: 61 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 1 
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C,~SE TYPE 

1916 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASElOAO 

FO~ JUDICIAL DISTRICT 25 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(Df'F.) 

CAS ES 
DOCKf,1"ED i916 

(OEF.) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(['IfF.' 

.,,--.---.------

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1916 

(OEF. , 

~-------.-"----------------
C.R 1M IN AL 200 ( 2081 24·2 .' 290 ) n2 250) 220 235' \ 

C 1 V1.L 1409 1135 9J9 1625 

PRISe PH .. {} 0 0 0 
_.....,. •• _"'~~_~.'._ .. T~ __ ~._ .... :t: __ ~. 

TOTALS: ,HI 1609 i ~617) 1377 ( 1425) 1141 ( 1169' 1845 1860' 
.. ~--

I##NUMBr:R IN PARF.NTH::Sf.;:; 1$ YHE 10TM. C.~SE5 USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
f.ASES 'J 

IN ONE OR MORE COUNTH:S IN nn S DISH leT t MI 55 ING CRIMINAL DATA t 

EITHER FOR ~CASES" OR "DEFENDANTS~, IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATEO. SEE THE 
EXPlANAHON Ai THE BEGINNING OF lH!;SE TABLES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: CtARK 
~'API SON 

COURT DAYS: 285 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S': 17 
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COUNTY BR'EAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DIS1'RICT 25 

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENP1NG 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OfF. , 

CLARK COUNTY 

CASF.S 
DOC K E TE 0 1976 

(DEF. , 

CASES 
01 SPOS ED 1976 

(D'EF.' 

-------_.-----. --
CRIMINAL: 

1 iCRH1 92 (*>1<***) 
2'LO (T APP o ( 0' 

TOTAL: 

CIVIL : 

I'DOM REL ****. 
2,ADOPT **.f* 
3'SUITS )1500 ***** 
4'SUITS <1500 ***** 
SILO (T APP ***~ 
6'OTHER CVL .~*** 

72 f 
4 ( 

76 , 

2.!~4 

19 
**>Hi. •• .,'** * •••• .. ~. 

85) 
4' 

09) 

86 (*>11 ••• , 

:3 ( 3' 

89 '****., 

.... '" •••• * .. .. *. •• * •• . .. *. • •• *. 
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL su:ns .**** 
(3+4' 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL .* ••• 

(3 +4+ 6) 

OOM RELI 
ALL SUITS *.*~* 

( 1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 513 

TOTH: 51:S 

PRISe PETt 0 

TOTAL Hl 
CASES:h 605 ( ••••• , 

• •••• 

.. ,.,... • •••• 

201 399 

464 399 

o 

540 « 553, . 488 , ••••• ) 

CASES PENDING 
DE C .. 3 t , 1 Cj 7 6 

(OEF.' 

78 ( ••••• , 
1 ( 1) 

••••• ••• *. 
• •••• • •••• .* ••• 
• •••• 

••••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 

578 

578 

o 

657 , ••••• , 

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

COURT DAYS: 88 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE'S': 7 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 25 

MADISON COUNTY 

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

UCRU1 
Z)LO CT APr 

CASES PENDING 
JAN .. 1,1976 

li)cF~) 

B5 ( 93} 
23 , 

23' • 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

'OF.F. ) 

116 ( 151) 
50 ( 50 ) 

-.------.---
rOT AL: 108 ( Ht') 

CIVIL : 

l'OOM REt * ... *.,., 
2'ADOPT .*~.* .3) !;U! TS >1500 *:k">:"., 

4) S ~J 1.T:: . ( 1500 *t>*"' • 
5' LO CT APP , .. '" l\',.>t 

6 'OTtiER 'CVL : ....... 
SOBTOTAlS 

I.LL SUITS *.~:t:. 

()+41 

Alol SUITSI 
OTHE'R r. Ill. *~"'** 

(3+4+6 ) 

DOH kEll 
All SIJI TS ***** (1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SU8-rOTAl 896 

TOTAL: 896 

PRISe PET: 0 

TOTAL All 
CASESU~ 1004 ( 1012' 

166 f 201) 

...... *\~* 
*:0",,'" 
~ .. ",** 

***'*)1< 
... *** 
**~*. 

REPDR1'EO FOR 

•• *'t.1l< 

***** 

.~*** 

671 

671 

0 

837 , 872' 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF • , 

106 134' 
27 27' 

133 161) 

••••• ••••• ••••• ...... 
• ":11 •• 

• •• * .. 
CIVIL CASES: 

••••• 

••••• 

•••••• 

520 

520 

0 

653« 681' 

CASES PENDING 
DEC. 31, 1976 

(OEF. ) 

95 110' 
46 46' 

141 156 , 

•••• * 
• •••• . .... 
• •••• 

.~, ....... 
....... , ....•.•• . ' 

••••• 

••••• 

• •••• 

1047 

1047 

0 

1188 « 1203' 

,UNUMB~R IN PARENHIESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS t 

COURT DAYS W/SPEtIAl JUDGEfS): 10 
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1976 ANNU~L REPORT Of CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 26 

-----------------------------------.------~--------------

CASE- TYPE. 

CRlf4INAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET • 

TOTALSz.t# 

""NUMB ER IN 
CASES. 

CASES PENDI NG 
JAN. 1, 1976 

C DH·.' 

62 C 68' 

490 

1 

553 559' 

CASES 
Dr.CKETED 1916 

(OFF. , 

99 124 , 

680 

1 

780 805' 

PARENTHESES IS THE TOnL CASES 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: HARLAN 

COURT DAYS: 202 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGECS': 2 
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CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

CDEF.J 

61 C 78' 

324 

0 

391 402' 

• 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

C OfF. , 

94 ( 114' 

846 

2 

942 962' 

USING DEFENDANTS IN CR IMINAL 

\ 

.~------------------~----------------------------------------



COUNTY BREAKDOWN O~ JUDICIAL DISTRICT 26 

C~SE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

l'CRIM 
2'lO C1 APP 

TOTAL: 

CIVIL : 

l)DOM IlE l 
2 )ADOPT 

CASES P€N[IING 
JAN.. 1,1976 

( DEF • ) 

58 64 ) 
4 4) 

62 68) 

199 
45 

3,SUITS >1500 ••••• 
4'SUITS <1500 ••••• 
5'LO CT APP 0 
6)OTHER CVL 21 

HARLAN COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

COEF. ) 

91 116 ) 
8 8' --

99 124 ) 

351 
30 ..... . .... 

0 
22 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

rOEF.) 

59 10' 
S 8' 

67 7i'l' 

111 
23 .$" ..• 

••••• 
0 

12 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

Al:' SUITS 225 271 112 
('3+4) 

ALL SUI TSI 
OTHf: R C Vl ** ... ••••• ••••• 

C 3 +4+6) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUI TS ••••• ••••• • •••• 

0+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ..... . .... • •••• 

TOTAL: 490 680 324 

PRISe PH: 1 1 0 

TOnL ALL 
CASE S:~:i 553 f 559 ) 780 ( 805) 391 C 402' 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

(OEF. ) 

90 110' 
4 4' 

94 114' 

319 
52 

••••• 
••• oe: • 

0 
31 

384 

• •••• 

. .... 
••••• 

8'.6 

2 

942 C 962) 

NNNW16ER IN PARENTHESES' IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAl 
CASE S. 

CO~KT DAYS: 202 

COUkl ~AYS W/SPECIAL JUDGEfS,: 2 
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1916 ANNUAL RFPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASElOAD 

fOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 27 

---------------------------------------------------------
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASE'S PENDING 

JAN. l,ltt7f> DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 DEC.31,IQ76 
CASE TYPE (OfF.' (D£:F.) (DEF.) (OEF.) 

... ---. --
CRIMINAL 359 ( 391) 259 308 , 227 ( 244) 3"H f 445) 

C~IVI L 2291 1114 656 274Q 

PRISe PET. 0 25 25 0 

TOTALS:.# 2650 ( 26821 139B ( 1447) 90B 925) 3140 ( 3194) 

-----------~-------.----------------------------.---------
#I#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAl 
CASES. 

IN ONE OR MORE COUN1IES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA, 
EITHER FOR "CASES" OR "DEFENDANTS", IS MISSING ANO WAS ESTIMATED. SEE THE 
EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: KNOX 
LAUR EL 

COURT DAYS: 197 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 36 

• 
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COUNTY BRFAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DJSTRICT 21 

------.----

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

C OfF.) 

1 )CRI M 145 CU.*.) 
2110 (T APP 0 C 0) 

TOTAL: 145 C."**' 
CIVIL: 

l)DOM REl ••• ** 
2 )ADOPT 37 
3)SUITS )1500 * •• ** 
4'SUjTS (1500 ••••• 
5'LO CT ~PP ...... 
h)OTHER CVl ••• *. 

KNOX COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(OF.F.) 

126 
1 

127 

...... 
10 

•• **. 
••••• ••••• 
• **** 

147' 
1) 

140 ) 

CASES 
OJ SPOSEO 1976 

(OEF.' 

121 
o 

121 

••••• 
10 

••••• 
•• *** ••••• ••••• 

132' 
0' 

132' 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

All SUI TS 
(3+4) 

All SUITS/ 
OTHER CVL 

(3 +4+6' 

DOM REL/ 
/ILL SUI TS 

(1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOTAL I 

PRIS. PET: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:tlli 

***** 

•• * •• 

."'''' .. 
875 

912 

o 

1057 (** ••• ) 

..... 

•• *** 

528 

538 

o 

665 ( 686' 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

275 

285 

o 

406 ( 417' 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.:n,1976 

CDEF.) 

150 ( ...... , 
1 ( 1) 

151 (**.*.) 

••• ** 
37 

•• * •• 
** ••• 
..** • • •••• 

••••• 

••••• 

• •••• 

1128 

1 J,65 

o 

1316 ( ••••• , .,-____________ ,~<m,----
N#NlJMBER IN PARE:NTHESES' IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURl DAYS~ 86 

COURl DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S': 33 
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COUNTY 6~EAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 27 

LAUREL COUNTY ----_. --------..--,------------_.--

CASE TYPE 

eA Sf S PENDI NG 
JAN. 1,11176 

(OEF.I 

CASfS 
DOCKETED 1916 

(OEF. ) 

CASES , 
DI3POSED 1976 

(DEF.) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

(OEF.) 

-------,-~------------------------

CRIMINAL: 

1 )CRI M 
2)LO CT APP 

214 
o 

lOTAL: 214 

CIVIL: 

l,DOM REL 276 
2)ADOPT 20 
3)SUITS >1500 728 
4)SUITS <1500 50 
5'LO CT APP 5 
6'OTHER CVL 300 

246' 
0) 

246) 

128 ( 
4 < 

132 

238 
19 

174 
20 
o 

125 

153 ) 
7) 

160 ; 

105 
1 

106 

215 
15 
60 
37 

2 
42 

109) 
3) 

112) 

~U8TOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUI TS 
(3+4) 

ALL SUI TSI 

••••• 

OTHER CVL ..... 
( 3+4+6) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUI TS 

U+3+4) 

OTHER 

..... 
SUBTOTAL ••••• 

TOT AU 1379 

PRIS. PEr: 

TOiAL ALL 
CASES:'" 

o 

1593 ( 1625) 

••••• 

..... 

..... 
576 

25 

733 ( 761) 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 
371 

25 

502 f 508) 

• 

?o37 
3 

240 

299 
24 

842 
33 

3 
383 

••••• 

••••• 

• •••• 

••••• 
1584 

o 

290' 
4) 

1824 f 1878) 

NNNUMBER IN PARfNTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 111 

COURl OAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(S): 3 
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CAS~LOAO 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2B 

NOTE: THE FOl.LOWJf\IG COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT THEIR 
REPORT IN TIME FOR INCLUSION: 

CA~E TVPE 

C~ SES PE~DJNG 
JAN. 1,19"16 

IDEF. ) 

ROCKCAS TlE 

CASi.:S 
DOCK ETED 197 6 

(OfF. ) 

C~SES 
DISPOSED 1916 

(ClEF. ) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,19'r6 

(oEF. , 
__ ~ __ 'Io_ .. '~ ______ ,'~. __ .. ~_,_ ....... _' __ .,_ .. ~ __ •• --------

CRIMINAl. 151 ( 162) 169' 192' 122 166) 198 CIOn) 

r. JVH. 39b 

o o o 
_ .... ····"' .. ___ .... .....:.t_.""1J •. _::c;. ..... __ ... "e-..:--._;:. ___ ". .. ,.--... ,, _________ ,_. ___ ~"' ... ..." .... '_,_ 

723 ( 71,6) 1158 ( 1202) 594 
- ........ ,-, ... ~ ........... "'. _· __ .... · .. 1"1_ .. ,..... 4 .. " ", ... _ ... "' ....... ' ._ ...... ~ __ .... ~ ................ _____ ... __ ...... ,, __ ...... ,, ______ .. ___ _ 

!\",#i"I.lHiE,i{ n: r.'\f.~F.~,n Hl?~ ~~.s r$ THe; "rOfM GA$t:S USING lJEFtrlDANTS IN CIO/UNAl 
:;-".),SE5., 

COUNTIES HI DlSTRxcr: l'ULASKI 
ROCK r.A S'fL f 

COURY DAY$~ q r.' ,: 
,A. ,,1.,., 

CDUR'{ OIWS W/S?f::C HI, JUDGf! $) : 0 
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-- ----- ---------------------

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

l)eR 1M 
2)LO CT APP 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 28 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(OEF. ) 

151 ( 162 ) 
0 ( 0) 

PULASK I COUNTY 

CASES 
DDCKE TED 1916 

(DEF.) 

161 
2 

190 ) 
2 ) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF.) 

122 
o 

166) 
0) 

CASE5: PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

fDEF.) 

196 
Z 

18.;~ ) 
~) 

--------------------------.---------
TOTAL: 151 162 ) 169 192 ) 122 166) 

CIVIL: 

1 )DOM REL ***** .* ... * ••• * 
2 )ADOPT ***** 13 •• **. 
3)SUITS >1500 ***** ..... .* •• * 
4)SUlTS <1500 *** •• ..... ••••• 
5)lO Cl' APP ***** * .... •••• * 
6 )OTHER CVL *** •• •• **. ** •• * 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS ** •• * 
13+4) 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL •• * .. 

13 +4+ 6) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUITS ••••• 

« 1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 678 

TOT AL: 

PRIS. PET: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:tH# 

878 

o 

1029 f 1040) 

• * ... 

..... 

.**** 

541 

554 

o 

723 746) 

• *.* • 

• •••• 

••••• 

1036 

1036 

o 

1158 « 1202) 

198 188) 

••••• •• ** • .... ~ ... "'~ 
••••• ••••• 

..... 
••••• 

••••• 

396 

396 

o 

594 f 584) 

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

COUR T DAYS: 155 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGEIS): 0 
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'I.., ' 

COUNYY BREAKDOWN Of JUDICIAL DISTRICT ~8 

ROCKCA STLE COUNTY 

------------------_.-----------------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

fDEF.) 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

CDEF.) 

REPORT NOT RECEIVED 

IN TIME FOR INCLUSION 
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CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

IDEF.) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

1 OEF. ) 



1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 29 

NOTE~ THE FOLLOWING COliN'TIES IN THIS DISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT THEIR 
REPORT IN T,IME FOR ~NClUSH)N: 

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRIS. PET. 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF. ) 

299 360) 

765 

o 

TOTALS:#N .1064 ( 1125) 

CASEY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

WEF. ) 

196 ( 248) 

360 

o 

556 608 ) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(OEF.) 

211 

161 

o 

251) 

312 ( 412) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

(DEF. ) 

284 357) 

964 

o 

1248 ( 1321) 

tlNNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRlMINAL 
CASES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: ADAIR 

COURT DAYS: 116 

CASEY 
CUMBERLAND 
MONROE 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S': 3 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 29 

ADAt'R COUNTY 

------.---------------------------------------------------
CASE TYPE 

,CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(DEF. ) 

----------,------------------
CRIMINAL: 

l'CRH1 55 64) 
2)lO CT APP 0 0) 

TOT Al: 55 64) 

CIVIL: 

1 'OOM RE L 39 
2)AOOPT 0 
3' SUIlS >1500 ...... 
4) SUI TS <1500 ••••• 
5)LO C1 APr 0 
6)OTHER CVl 3 

SUBTOTALS 

All. SUITS 442 
, (3+4) 

. ALL SUI TSI 
OiHE R CVl ••••• 

"~3+4+6 ) 

OOM RtLl 
ALL SUITS ••••• 

(1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ..... 

TOTAL: 484 

PRISe Pel' : 0 

TOTAL All 
CASEsr~# 539 ( 548' 

CASES 
DOCKElED 1916 

(OEF. ) 

67 
o 

67 

86 
7 . .... 

• •••• 
0 
2 

89) 
0) 

89' 

C~SES 
DISPOSED 1916 

(DE'F. ) 

69 
o 

69 

61 
6 

• ••• * 
• •••• 

0 
0 

89) 
0) 

89) 

REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

91 11 

..... • •••• 

. .... • •••• 

• •••• • •••• 
186 78 

0 0 

253 ( 275' 147 ( 167' 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1916 

( DE F. ) 

53 
o 

64 
1 

••••• • •••• 
0 
5 

522 

• •••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 
592 

0 

645 f 

~4 ) 
0) 

64 ) 

656' 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------
811NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING QEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 50 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(S': 0 
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- ------

. " 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUOIC:AL DISTRICT 29 

CASEY COUNTY 

------------,---------------
'C~SE TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(OEF • ) 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1916 

(OEF.) 

REPORT NOT RECEIVED 

IN TIME FOR ~NCLUSION 
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CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(PH. , 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

f DEF. , 

-', 

... 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN Of JUDICIAL DISTRICT 29 

. CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF.) 

I'CRIM 157« Z08' 
l'LO Cl APP 0 ( 0) 

C UMBER LAND COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(oEF. ) 

, 
60 ( 

o ( 
61) 
0) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(oEF. , 

63 
o 

55) 
0' 

--.---,,-"'------------------
TOT A!.: 157 « Z08 ) 60 I 61) 63 55' 

CIVIL: 

1 )DOM REL ..... * ... ~ • ••• ** 
lUnOPT ***"'$ * ••• ,~ •••• * 
3'SUITS >1500 * •••• ..*** ••••• 
4 )SUITS <1500 * •••• ** •• ~~ ••••• 
SILO CT APP ***** ••• *~l ••••• 
6 'OTHER CVL ** ••• •••• "1 ••••• 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

:\LL SUITS ••• ** ••••• .(1 ••• 

(3+4 , 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL ••••• ••••• ••••• 

(3 .... 4+6 ) 

DOH RELI 
ALL SUI TS .** •• ..... * ••••• 

(1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 13 92 59 

TOTAL S 13 92 59 

PRISe PET: 0 0 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:U 170 ( 221) 152 ( 153 , 122 114) 

CASES PENOIl~r. 

DEC.31,1976 
(OEF. , 

154 ( 214) 
0« 0) 

154« 214) 

**IIl* • 
• rtr •••• 

••••• 
••• * • 
•••• * 
••••• 

.~ •• * 

••••• 

..... 
46 

46 

0 

200 ( 260) 

.,r' 

~NNUM8ER IN PARENTHEStS IS THE TOTAL CAses USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 26 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(S): 1 
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J 
r 

CASE TYPE 

COUNT'( BREAKDOWN OF JUDIC.UL DIStRICT 29 

CASES PEND1NG 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF. ) 

MONROE COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

«D EF. , 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(OF-F.) 

C /lSES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

f OEF. ) 

------------_._-----------------------------------
CRIMINAL: 

1) CR 1 M 
2'LO CT APP 

81 C 
o ( 

88' 
0) 

68 
1 

97) 
1) 

78 
1 

106) 
1) 

-,. ------------
TOUL: 

CtV! L: 

1 )DOM REl 
2lAOOPT 
3) SUI TS )1500 
4)SUITS <L500 
5lLO CT APP 
6)OTHER CVL 

ALL suns 
(3+4' 

All SUI TSi' 
OTHER CVL 

(3'~4+6 , 

DOM RELI 
All SUITS 

(1+3+4. 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

87 ( 88) 69 98 ) 79 1(')7) 

..... 38 13 
0 0 0 

*** •• ..... .*.** 
***i.'. • •••• • •••• 

0 0 0 ••• ** ..... • •• *. 
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

....... ~ ..... •••• * 

*.*** 44 11 

* •• * ... . .... • •••• 

268 .... * ••••• 

77 
o 

7'7 

••••• 
0 

'* •••• 
..,~.* 

0 

*** •• 

••••• 

••••• 

• ••• * 

326 

79 ) 
O} 

79 I 

----------------------------------------
TOT Al: Z6B 82 326 

PRISe PET: o o o o 

---------------------"""""--"""""------------------------
TOTAL ALL 
CASES:;';; 356) 151 180' 103 ( 131' 403 ( 405' 

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
C~.$ES. 

COURT DAVS: 42 

(OURl DAYS W/SPEtlAL JUDGElS): 2 
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CASE TVPE 

1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAO 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 30 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DE'F.1 

CASES 
DOCKETtD 1916 

( OEF,d 

CASES . 
DISPOSED 19'16 

(DEF. ) 

-----------------------
CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

***.* t·****, 
11758 

o 

2056 ( 2607 I 

16270 

9 

~---------------------

2495 (*****) 

13796 

9 

CAS ES PENDING 
DEC.:n,197b 

(OEF.~ 

107~ I.""" 

L4232 

o 

TOTALS:U .UU (****.) 18335 (1a886) 16300 1****., 15307 t**.*., 
------_. ---------;'<'!---------------
~;;NUMBEP, IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMiNAL 
CASES • 

ASTERISKS ("."1 INDICATE THAT DATA IS MISSING AND TOTALS COULD NOT, 
THEREFORE. BE CALCULA1ED. THERE IS TOO GREft,T A DISCREPANCY BETWEfN 
"CASE" AND "DEFENOI>NT" CRIMINAL DArA HERE TO ES'fIMATE BY THE: PROCEDURE 
STAlED AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLGS. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: JEFFERSON 

COURT DAYS: 39B7 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S': 47 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 30 

J EFFER SCN COUNTY 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

, CASE ~VPE (DEF.) 
_____ I ," _________ _ 

CRIMINt.L: 

CAS E'S 
DOCKETED 1~16 

(OfF.) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 19'76 

(DEF. , 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

( DE F. ) 

I)CRIM ***.* (*****) 
2)LO CT APP.*.** (****.*) 

1790 2341) 2229 (*****) *~.** (*** •• , 

TOTAl~***** (***.*) 

CIVI L: 

l)DOM REL 6339 
2) ':lOPT 42 
3)~JITS >1500 ***** 
4)SUITS <1500 ***** 
5JLO CT APP 5 
6)OTHER CVL ***** 

266 266) 

2056 2601) 

5752 
481 

***** 
• **"'. 

21 
** .. * 

266 ( 266) ***.* (**.**) 

2495 (t****)' 1075 (*****) 

4744 1341 
445 78 

•• **. *.** • 
.**** .**** 

16 16 
• * ••• ** ... 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUI TS 
(3+4' 

ALL SlII TSI 
OTHER CVL 

(3 +1j+6' 

00'-1 RELI 
ALL SUI TS 

(1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOT Al: 

PRISe PETs 

TOHL ALL 

..... 
5372 

• *.** 

.** •• 

11158 

o 

. .. *. •••• * •• * •• 

10010 8591 6191 

.... * ** •• * ..... 
• ••• * ••••• 

16Z10 13196 14232 

9 9 o 

CASES:NN ••••• ( ..... ) 18335 (8886) 16300 , ..... , 15301 ( •• * .. , 
-------------_._.--------------------------------------------------------
N~NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASE$o 

COURT OA'(S: 3981 

COURT D~YS W/SPEcrAL JUDGErS): 41 
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CA'SE TYPE 

CRIM INAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

1916 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD 

~OR JUOICIAL DISTRICT 31 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF.) 

141 ( 141) 

3126 

1 

OSES 
DOCKETED 1976 

IDEF. ) 

96 127) 

977 

3 

CASES 
DISPOSED 19,76 

(DEF.) 

90 90) 

851 

4 

TOTALS: liN 3268 , 3268) 1076 I 1107) 945 945) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

(DEF. ) 

147 147) 

3252 

o 

3399 ( 3399) 

N#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TerrAL 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 
EXPLANATI ON AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: FLOYD 

COURT DAYS: 201 

COURT DAVS W/SPECIAL JUDGEIS): IS 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN Of JUDICIAL DISTRICT 31 

FLOYD COUNTY 

----,----------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CASE SPENDING 
JAN. 1,1916 

CD EF. , 

------
CRIMINAL: 

lICRIM 140 C··"· ) 2'LO CT APP 1 C 1) 

lOT AL: 141 (***** , 

CIVIL: 

lIDOM REL .**** 
2'ADOPT 20 
3)SUITS >1500 •• *** 
4'SUIlS <1500 •••• * 
5'LO CT APP 0 
b)OTHER CVL 0 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1916 

CDEF.' 

90 HlI 
6 6' 

96 1211 

..... 
20 

••••• 
***** 

. 10 
49 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1916 

C DEF. ) 

85 C·····, 
5 C 5' 

90 C····*) 

... ., . 
21 

••••• ••••• 
6 

49 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL ~,as~s: 

ALL SUITS 
C3+4) 

ALL SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL 

(3+4+6) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUI TS 

( 1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOT AU 

PRISe PET: 

TOTAt ,All 
CASE S: ## 

..... ..... ••• * • 

••••• ..... ••••• 

3106 898 769 

* •• ** • ***. ••••• 
3126 917 851 

1 3 4 

3268 C •• U.) 1076 ( 1101) 945 C* •••• ) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31, 1916 

C DEF. ) 

145 C*···* ) 
2 C 2) 

141 C.**··)" 

•• ** • 
13 

••• * • 
••••• 

4 
0 

••• * • 

••••• 

3235 

•• ** • 

3252 

0 

3399 (* •••• ) 

N*NUMBER IN PARENTHESES. IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 201 

COURT DAYS'W/SPECIAL JUDGECS': 18 
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1916 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COUPT CAS~LOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 32 

-----_._--------------------------
CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PR IS. PET. 

TOTALS:## 

CASE SPENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

( DEF • ) 

88) 

514 

o 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(OEF.) 

136 113' 

962 

o 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

COEF.) 

81 102) 

803 

o 
-------------------------------------------

602 C 602) 1098 ( 1135' 890 C 905' 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1916 

(DEF.) 

131 131 ) 

673 

o 

010 810) 

*#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TarAl 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: BOVD 

COURT DAYS: 303 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(S): 0 
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cowny BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 32 

BOYD COUNTY 

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. Itl~76 

(O!.'~. ) 

l)CRIM 61 C*****) 
2)lO CT APP 1 ( 7) 

TOTAL: 88 (*****) 

C 1 VI L: 

***** 
o 

lIDOM REL 
2)ADOPT 
3' SUITS 
4'SUITS 
5)lO CT 
blaTHER 

>1500 ****. 
<1500 ***** 
APP 0 
C\ll ***** 

SUBTOTALS 

ALL SUITS .... *** 
(3+4) 

ALL SUI TS/ 
OTHER CVL ••• ** 

(3+4+6' 

DOM REl/ 
ALL SUITS * •••• 

(1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 514 

TOT AL: 514 

PRISe PET : 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:NtI 602 ,.*.U) 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF.) 

13\1 
6 

136 

... ' ... 
40 

.* .. * 
••• ** 

5 
39 

REPORTED 

* ... * 

....... 
818 

..... 
962 

0 

167) 
6) 

113 ) 

FOR 

1098 ( 1135) 

CASES . 
DISPOSED 1976 

(OEF.) 

83 
4 

87 

..*** 
40 

•• *** 
.* •• * 

0 
28 

98) 
4) 

102) 

CIVIL CASES: 

••••• 

• •• *. 

'735 

• •••• 
803 

0 

890 ( 905) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(DEF. ) 

128 (*****) 
9 r 9) 

137 (*****) 

*.*** 
0 

.***. 
** ••• 

5 
••• ** 

••••• 

• •••• 

.. *.* 
,' . _I 
.... _-- ... ,1.,--:;:. 

668 

673 

0 

810 r*····, 
#NNUMBER IN PARENTHESFS IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASE S. 

COURT DAYS: 303 

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

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 33 

CASES PENDING CASES CASES c/.SES PENDING 
JAN. 1. 1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1916 DEC.31t1916 

CASE TYPE WEF. ) (OEF •• (OEF.) (DEF.) 

--
CRIMINH 41 45' 106 126) 69 -/9 ) 76 92' 
CIVIL 365 517 378 504 

PRISe PET • 0 5 5 0 

TOTAlS:N# 406 410) 628 648) 452 462) 582 596' 

**NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
C.ASES • 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: PERRY 

COURT DAYS: 189 

COURT DAYS W/SPECI AL JUDGE ( S) : 3 
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COUNTY BREAKOOWN QF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 33 

PERRY cnUN'TY 

----- -----

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
" JAN. 1,1976 

(D~F.l 

CASES 
OC'CKr.TF.D 1976 

(I:1EF.1 

CASE'S 
OJSPOSE:D 1976 

(OEF.) 

CASES PEf~OrNG 
OEC.31,1976 

(OfF. I 

---------------------------------------------
CRIM INAU 

l)CRIM 
2)LO C1 APP 

TOT AL: 

CIVIL: 

1'001'4 REL 
2'AOOPT 
31SUITS >1500 
4,SUl1S -::1500 
51LO CT APp 
6'OTHER CVL 

ALL SUI T5 
13+4 I 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL 

(3+4+6 , 

OOM RELI 
ALL SUI TS 

Cl +3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOTAL: 

PRISe PET: 

41 
o 

41 

164 
6 

***** ****. 
10 

lOr •• '" 

45' 0' 
45' 

SUBTOTALS 

"' ••• * 

185 

••••• 

•••• * 

365 

o 

TOTAL All 
CASE S: ##f' 406 ( 410' 

105 
1 

106 

226 
24 

••••• ..... 
0 ..... 

REPORTED 

••••• 

267 

..... 

..... 
517 

5 

124) 
2) 

126' 

FOR 

62.8 ( 648' 

69 
o 

69 

195 
11 
44 
25 

1 
96 

791 
0) 

79, 

CIVIL CASES: 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 
318 

5 

"452 ( 462) 

17 
1 

78 

195 
13 

••••• ••••• 
9 

••••• 

••••• 

287 

..... 
••••• 

504 

o 

90 I 
21 

92 , 

582 ( 596' 

~'NUMSER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 189 

COURT DAYS W/SPfCJAL JUDGE(S): 3 
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1916 _NNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT tOURT CASELO_O 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRicT 34 

NOTE: THE FOllOWING COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT THEIR 
REPORT IN TJME FOR INCLUSION: 

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENOING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(oEF. I 

WHITLEY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(OEF. I 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF.' 

CASES PENOING 
OEC.31.1916 

(DEF., 

---------------------------------------------------------------------
CRIMINAL 116 176) 99 119' 

CIVIL 306 170 

PRISe PET. o o 

TOTAlS:### 482 ( 482' 269 289) 

81 95' 

149 

o 

236 244' 

188 

321 

o 

ZOO) 

515 521' 

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

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: MCCREARY 
WHITLEY 

COURT DAYS: 69 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S': 2 
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tOUN1Y ~REAKOOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 34 

t·1CCREAR't' 
___ ,. ___ .~ .... ____ .. \t ____ ' ____ _ 

.CASES PENDING CIISES 
JAN~ 1,1976 DOCKEiED 1976 

CASE TYPE {D[f.! IDeF~1 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

fDEF~ , 
__ ._..- ........ ~.,._<:o-_~_' ......... _'.' .. .. ~ .. vt'I't ... __ ~._ ..... '-.... __ ~..a. ....... ,_~ ... ".,_ ... _. __ ~_ ... _>' 

CRIMINAL: 

l)CRH1 176 i 1'l'6~ 
lllO CT APP 0 ( 0) 

CIV! L: 

'1 )00"1 REt 
~~;) II Dr) ~.\ 
:~ \ ~, t( J "{~~, > 1. ,~~\,~'~ 
't) Sll:t '!!; ,~:.;...!:O 
~H.G cr MHo, 
blOTKER C:Vl. 

ALL SU! ''is 
~3v4·~ 

ALL SUXTSI 

!.6il 
!~ ~. 

';1 
. , 

0 
30 

SUGTO"fAL::' 

$*";1:""* 

OTHER CVL. **~(::~,: 

L~';'4+6~ 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUI r5 ***** n +3 ... J,} 

OTtiER 
SU8TO'ff.L **",** 

99 t 11':)) 
o < 0) 

lOCI 
t.l 
.~. r 

':; . 
t1 

25 

~E~n::r'f~:D r:OR 

***.,* 

87 ( 
o i 

87 t 

tl3 
14 
26 

5 
n 

21 

95' 
0' 

95' 

CIVIL CASES: 

'u*** 

111*"'** 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,19-'6 

(DEF" i 

188 ( 200' 
o ( 0) 

188 ( 200' 

177 
(! 

Tl. 
36 

<.) 

34 

*.*** 

****. 

•••• * 

••••• 
-...~._cY .... _____ ---~ .. --..... ----------------

'-OTAL: 

PRISe PET: 

306 

o 

170 

0' 

149 327 

o o 
,-~-,-,,-_"'.~ .. I_----.-----------

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:## 482 ~ 4132l 269 ( 289) 236 ( 244) 515 ( 527' 

~ ____ ~_~~_.~_--..:w- .. __ ~ __________________ _ 
I'I#lNmmER IN PARENTHESES 1:S THE 70T.-\I_ CASES USING QEFENDItNTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 69 

COURT D~YS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(S): 2 
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CASE TYPE 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 34 

. CAS~S PENDING 
JANo 1,1976 

(DfF~' 

WHITlEY COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1916 

fO EF ~ , 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1916 

(DEF.' 
---~.-~---.-----

REPORT NOT RECEIVED 

IN TIME FOR INCLUSION 
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CASES PENDING 
DEC. 31,1976 

(DEFo' 



),9"(6 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD 

FOR JUOfCIAl DISTRICT 35 
,---_._--- ,---_._ .. _---,-----

CASE TYPE 

CASlS PENnING 
',JAN~ 1,1'-;-U, 

!OEF. l 

CASES 
OOCKETEO 1976 

lOEf. ) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1916 

/[iE~. ) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(DEF~) 

,-----) ... ,.----..... -~,- .... <"'j..-... - ..... ---- ------, ... -~ 
CRIM.INAI. 

CIVIL 

PRIS.. PE ...... 

469 ( 589) 

696 

o 

143 ( 162) 

2455 

1 

333 

1602 

1. 

532' 279 

1549 

o 

219) 

-----------_ ... ..,._ .. _----,._----_.,.-----------
lOTAlS:#N 1165 ( 1285) 1936 ( 2135) lS28 ( 1168' 

_-____ \~ __ -i .. _ -"--";~"",.--,,,,,.-~ 

~flNUMBER IN N.RENTHESES IS Tlil: TOTAL CASES l.ISING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMIN,41. 
C;'S1:5 .. 

COlJN'fJES IN r)lSTp.:tcn S'1i\E 

tOUR" DAYS: 612 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 
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COUNTY 8REAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 35 

PIKE COUNTY 

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF.) 

CRIMINAL: 

lJCRIM 469 589) 
2'lOCT'APP 0 0) 

TOTAL: 469 ( 589) 

CIVIL: 

UDOM REL 268 
2'ADOPT 64 
3)SUIni. )1500 ••••• 
4'SUITS <1500 ••••• 
5'LO CT APP 0 
6'OTHER CVL 0 

SUBTOTALS 

ALL SUITS, 
'(3+4' 

ALL SUI TSI 

364 

OTHER CVl ..... 
(3+4+6' 

DOH RELI 
ALL SUITS ..... 

U+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL •• -*. 

TOTAL I 696 

PRISe PET. 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASESU8 1165 ( 1285' 

CASES 
DOCK ETED 1 ~76 

. (DEF.) 

138 156 ) 
5 6) 

143 162) 

165 
51 . .... . .... 

4 
0 

CASES 
DISPOSED 19'76 

(OF-F.' 

329 527' 
4 5) 

333 532' 

515 
42 

• •••• ••••• 
0 
0 

REPORTfD FOR CIVIL CASES: 

1635 

. .... 

. .... 

. .... 
2455 

1 

2599 ( 2618) 

985 

• •••• 

. ..... 
• •••• 

1602 

1 

2135' 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1916 

(DEF. ) 

278 ( 

1 ( 

219 

458 
73 

• •••• • •••• 
4 
0 

1014 

. .... 
• •••• 

• •••• 
1549 

o 

218) 
1) 

219 , 

1828 C 1768' 

•• NUH8£R IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING D~FENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 612 

COURT DAYS WlSPECIAL JUDGE( S): 2 
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1916 ~NNUAL REPO~T OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAO 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 36 

NOTEt THE FOLLOWING COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT DID NOT SUBMIT THEIR 
REPORl IN TIME FOR INCLUSION: 

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

. PRISe PET. 

TOTALSUI, 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1.1976 

(OFF. , 

31 35) 

.121 

o 

552 556' 

KNOTT 

OSES 
~OCKETED 1976 

(OfF.' 

56 

318 

262 

o 

62' 

324' 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1'~76 

(DEF.) 

54 60) 

131 

o 

185 191) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1f,)16 

(DEF.' 

33 37 ) 

61§2 

o 

685 60" ) 

'NNUMBER IN PARENTHESES ts THE TOTAL CASES USING DHENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICTI KNOTT 
MAGOFFIN 

COURT DAYSI 91 

COURT DAYS W/SPE'IAL JUDGECS): 2 
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CASE TYPE 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 36 

KNOll COUNTY . , 

CASES ,;~NOtNG 
,JAN. 1.1916 

(OfF. , 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF.' 

REPORT NOT RECEIVED 

IN TI~E FOR INCLUSION 
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CASES 
DISPOSED lCf16 

(DE F.. ) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC .. 31.1976 

(OfF.) 

, .~ 



COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICl 36 

MAGOH IN COUNTY 

CASE TYPE 

CASES Pf;:NDTNG 
. JAN. It 1976 

(D EF. ) 

CRIMINAL: 

UCRIM 28 ( 32) 
2)lO CT APP 3 ( 3' 

lOTAL: 31 35' 

CIVIL: 

llOOM REL 183 
2'Ao DOPT 3 
3 )SU!TS )1500 169 
4'SUiTS <1500 99 
5'LO Cl APP 2 
6'OTHER CV~ 65 

CASES CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1916 

(OEF.) (OEF.) 

56 62 ) 51 ( 51' 
0 0) 3 ( 3) 

56 62 ) 54 ( 60) 

108 65 
8 5 

106 ~S2 

13 10 
1 2 

26 17 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOP. CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS ...... ..... ••• * • 
(3+4' 

All SUITSI ... " .. OTHER CVl ••••• ..... 
(3+4+6 , 

DOM RELI ....... ALL suns ...... ••••• 
( 1+3+4' 

OTHER .. ' ... SUBTotAL ..... ..... 
TOTAL t 521 262 1.31 

PRISe PETt 0 0 0 

TOTAL AlL 
1B5 « 191) CASESh. 552 ( 556) 318 ( 324) 

CASES PENOING 
DEC.31,1976 

rDEF. ) 

33 ( 37) 
0 ( 0' 

33 31' 

226 
6 

243 
102 

1 
74 

..... 

..... 

..... 
••••• 

652 

0 

685 ( 6B9' 

"NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CAses USING DEFENDANTS J~ CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COU~T DAYS I 91 

COURT DAYS W/SPECJAL JUDGE(S): 2 
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~'H';..~ ___________________________________ _ 

CASE TYPE 

1916 ANNUAL REPORT Of CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 37 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OEF.) 

CASES CASES . 
DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF.) . (DEF.) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(DEF~) 

-------------------------------------------------------------------
CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

80 ( 

714 

o 

TOTALSUN 794 

80' 

194) 

186 ( 111) 

410 

o 

596 561) 

135 ( 149) 78 ( 79' 

425 

o o 

560 574). 777 r 778' 

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

IN ONE OR HORE CWNTP':S IN ntIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA, 
EITHER FOR "CASES" OR "DEFENDANTS", IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED. SEe THE 
EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES. 

COl~TIES IN DISTRICT: CARTER 
EllIOTT 
HORGAN 

COURT DAYS: 251 

COURT DAYS W/SPECJAL JUDGE(S': 26 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DTSTRJer 37 

CARTER COUNTY 

------------------------------.------.----------------------------

. CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

UCRIM 
Z)LO CT APP 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

IOEF.) 

45 
o 

40) 
0) 

CASES 
OOCKETE['l 1976 

IOEF.) 

116 (91) 
2 ( 2 ) 

CASES 
01 SPOSED 19'76 

(DEF.) 

15 ( •• *.*) 
1 ( 1) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,I916 

(DEF.) 

33 , ... **, 
1 I 1) 

--------.------------.------------------------------------------
TOTAL: 45 

CIVI L: 

1,DOM REL 63 
2 )ADO PT 10 
3)SUITS >1500 ***** 
4'SUITS <1500 ***** 
5)LO CT APP ***** 
b)OTHER CVL ***** 

40) 118 

125 
10 

***** 
***** 
***** 
***** 

93 ) 76 (SI****' 

110 
7 

••••• 
***** 
.**** 
.***. 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVil CASES: 

ALL SUI TS 
0+4) 

ALL SUITSI 

***** 

OTHER CVL •• *** 
(3+4+6 » 

DaM RELI 
ALL SUITS ~.*** 

11+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 180 

TOTAL: 

PRIS. PET: 

ToTAL ALL 
CASES: ~~ 

253 

o 

298 ( 293 » 

***** ***** 

.**** *** •• 

*.*** .**** 

44 37 

179 154 

o o 

297 ( 272) 

34 c*****) 

78 
13 

..**. 
***** 
.**** 
***** 

•••• * 

• •••• 

*.*** 

187 

278 

a 

312 (*.***) 

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

COURl' DA'YS: 59 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGEIS): 24 
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COUNTY BREA.KDOHI>l or! JUDI CIAL DISTRICT 37 

ELLIOTT COUNTY 

-----------. ---.:--------~---,-----------

CIISE TYPE 

CRltHNAl: 

l)CRIM 
2 )LO CT .... rp 

CASES PENDING 
Jl'N. ltl916 

un:r. \ 

10 10) 
2 2., 

CASES 
o DC K E TE 0 1 9"T 6 

(DEF. ) 

g. f g} 
7 t 7) 

CASES 
OISPOSED 19'76 

(DEF.) 

B ( 8' 
{j ( 6) 

_ ....... _h .. .,.,..--..l ______ =~_~ ___ ·_· __ ·_~ __ ... ·"V''''~ ...... ' ..... _~t"--

TOT AL; 12 

CIVIL : 

l)DOM ~EL 112 
~)ADDPT 0 
3)Su!TS )J500 ***** 
4JSUITS <1500 $*¢OO 
S'LO CI APP 13 
610THER CVL *~**e 

12) 21 « 

40 
!j 

**"'** *' ,.~~~~(* 
") 
(. 

**:l:';'* 

22 ) 14 ( 14) 

51 
,~ 

"'*.** **"*1('< 
13 

*.;,**11 

SlJiHOTAlS REPOftTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

Al.L SurTS 
(?'''4) 

ALL sur ($1 
OTHER CVL 

(3+4+6' 

DOH RELI 
ALL SUI TS 

( H:3+4·l 

OTHER 
SlJ6TOTA l 

129 

***** 

44· 32 

• * •• ** 

•• *** ••••• 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(DEF. » 

16 
3 

19 

109 
1 

•• *** 
••••• 

2 
.***. 

.... '" 
141 

• •••• 

••••• 

17) 
3) 

20). 

--------,-------,---- .. --------------------------------._---.+ 
TOTAU 

PRIS. PEr: 

254 

o 

99 

o 

100 

o 

253 

o 
------.-----------~.~----------------------------------

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:#" 266 266) 120 f 121) 114 , 272 , 273' 

-~---.~--:.--------

UNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TcrTAl CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CI'SES. 

C.OURT PAYS: 96 

C.OURT DAYS w/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 2 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 37 

MORGAN COUNTY 

CASt: TYPE 

. CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF.) 

---------------.--------
CR IMINAL: 

1)CRIM 23 
2'LO CT APP 0 

TnTAL: 23 

CIVIL. ~ 

UOOM REL 
2 'ADOPT 
3'SUITS )1500 
4'SUITS <1500 
SILO CT APP 
610THER CVL 

70 
1 

60 
50 

1 
25 

28) 
0) 

281 

SUBTOT AL S 

All SUITS *.*** 13+4 , 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVl ****. (3+4+6 , 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUITS ****. (1+3+4' 

OTHEP. 
SUBTOTAL ***** 

TOTAL: 207 

PRISe PET: 0 

TOTAL All 
CASES:U 230 ( 235' 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF.) 

47 
o 

47 

62 
2 

28 
25 

4 
11 

56 ) 
0) 

561 

REPORTED FOR 

*.*.* 

** •• * 

.* ... * 

***** 
132 

0 

119 ( 188) 

CASFS 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF.) 

45 
o 

45 

80 
3 

40 
30 

3 
15 

59) 

0' 
59) 

CIVIL CASES: 

.**** 

***** 

• •••• 

***** 
171 

0 

216 230' 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

( DE F. ) 

25 
o 

25 

52 
o 

48 
45 

2 
21 

***** 

•••• * 

***** 

***** 
16B 

0 

193 ( 

25) 
0' 

251 

193' 

UNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDAtnS IN CRIMINAL 
CASE S. 

COURT DAYS: 96 

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

1976 ANNUU REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASHOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRicT 38 

. CASES PENDING C~SES CASES CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 01SPOSED 1976 DEC .. 31,1976 

CASE TYPE (DEF.' (OEF.' (OEF.' IDfF.' 

--
CRIMINAL 266 339' 137 ( 168' 106 144' 297 363' 

CIVIL 987 747 611 1123 

PRISe PET. 0 3 3 0 

TOTALS:U 1253 I 1326' 887 ( 918' 720 758' 1420 I 1486' 

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

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BUTLER 
EDMONSON 
HANCOCK 
OHIO 

COURT DAYS. 223 

COURT ·DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGEIS': 0 
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COUNTY 9REAKDOlo/N Or- .. ~lnrHr..I!ll D1S1RICT 3·~ 

BUTLER COU~lV 

,----------------------------------------~-----~-----------~ 

CASE TYPE 

CASES rENr'ING 
.IAN. l~ lq7~ 

~O::F. ,I, 

CASES 
nOCKET!:D 197f, 

(DH ... ) 

U,SES 
fjliSf'ClSE~ 1976 

"oH/ .. ~ 

C. ~SES PENDING 
Of:C" 31. " 1916 

(0;':1'=" ) 

------ ---~-.~,--~~---~. ~--

CRIMINAL: 

HCRJ M 81 
2)LO CT APP 4 

TOTH: 05 

CIVIL: 

HDOM REl ......... 
2 )AOOPT *"".';--1< 
3)$UI15 >1500 ri<;tc~ ... ~ 

4)SUIYS -:::1.500 lIt~,*"~: 

!HlO C1 AH *~'.~*~ 

6JOTHER f.\fl :.';t*>I:~ 

ALL SUITS 9.$~~ 

(3.-'.' 
ALL SUITSl 
OTHER. CVl ~*~.,;t, 

(3.-4t-6) 

DaM RELI 
All SUITS ~i*"'_ 

C h3'-4i 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOTAL t 

PRIS. PET: 

~!;9 

,'l59 

C 

110) 
4) 

:U,!~ , 

31 ( 33} 5: f i72~ 61 « 11) 
2 ( 21 4 ~ 4) 2 « 2) 
... --~~ .. ~ __ 'r.:~~'-"''''' oI:! .. 

3:~ C ;.~~ ~ :')!:' '?~l ~ 63 « 13) 

10 89 .. **** ~ :;: ....... 
:i:~~-;r,':~ ;.?:":'!~"':.,: **"'4<>t. 
*~."'t. ... t+: ).f .";'.;~;\"] *,*,~1t~ 

': ~')~"l* 
l' C;; 110**$* H':I .' 

..... 
•• **" ~r:IlU'* 

~-

1~9 £~.~ 

~ r;~ o --------..... ----------------~~~---=~--~--.~. ~ 
TOTAL ALL 
CAsesu. 344 f ~T3S 204 C 2061 . ?16 . C 297' 

UNUMB ER HI PARIEN THESES is THE raT Ai., tASES USII~G ~EFF.NDA~~TS IN CPO tHINAl 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS z 45 

COUP.T DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(S': o 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 3S 

EDMONSON COllN'TV 

----------._---------------------------------------.------
CASE TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1, 1(H6 

(oEF. ) 

CASES 
DOCK ETED 1976 

(D!:~.) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF .. t 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(OfF.) 

----~.~----.----.----

CRIMINAL: 

l)CRJM 68 89) 31 f 41) Jet 14f· 95 ( 116' 
2)LO CT APP 1 1) D ( 0) 0 O} ~ « 1) -

TOTAU . 69 90' 31 41) llt 14, R6 11.1' 

CIVIL: 

1 )DIOM REL ....... ."'*** ,41 83 
2 'ADO PT 0 1 0 1 
3)SUITS >1500 ***** "'.*** "'*(\':1<$ ...... 
4·)SUITS <1500 .... *** ****. .$~"* ...... 
5)lO CT APP ***** "'**** "' .. "'. ••••• 
t.'OTHER CVl ***" "''**** "'-v..t:,.~ ** •• ~ 

SUBTO'TAlS REPORno FOR CIVIl, CASES!: 

ALL SUITS 0 ..... '" ... ~**It *I$r$$1< •• **. 
(3'-4, 

All SlJJ1S1 
OTHER C Vl. ****. .*~** ~ .... * ••••• (3.-4+6 i 

DOM RELI 
All SUI1S ..... ** $"'* •• * ....... . .... 

0.0-3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 332 159 72 289 

TOTAL I 332 160 U9 373 

PRISe P,ET: 0 1 1 0 

: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES: __ 401 C 422) 192 C 202' '134 f 134' 459 • 490' 

.. NUMB ER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USfNG DEFENDANTS IN CRIHYNAL 
CAses. 

COURT DAYS: 46 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(S'~ o 
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COUNTY BR~AKOOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 38 

HANCOCK COUNTY 

----------------------

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OfF. ) 

CRIMINAL: 

itCRI M 16 16) 
2)LO CT APP 0 0) 

TOTAL: 16 16) 

eiVI L: 

1 )DOM REL ...... 
2 )ADOPT ~ •• ** 
3)SUITS >1500 ••••• 
4)SUITS <1500 .... ,. 
5 )LO eT APP ••••• 
6 )OTHER CVL ..... 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(OfF. ) 

6 
o 

6 ( 

... ",,,. 
*$"'* •• **. 
***"'*' • * .. *. •• **. 

6) 
0) 

6) 

CASES 
01 SPOSEO 19'76 

(OEF.) 

6 
o 

.. "' ... ........ 
"' ... '" ••••• *.* •• •••• * 

6) 
0) 

6) 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS ••••• 
(3+4) 

All SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL .U," 

13+4+6) 

DOH RELI 
All SUITS ...... 

U+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 51 

*** •• 

* .... ' ••••• 

••••• 

120 73 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

(oEF. ) 

16 ( 
o f 

16 

••••• ••••• ••••• ..... 
••••• ••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

98 

16 ) 
0) 

16 ) 

------------------------------------=-------------------
TOT lot : 

PRISe PET: 

TOTAL All 
CASES:~~ 67 ( 

51 

o 

67) 

120 

o 

126 ( 126) 79 f 

73 

o 

98 

o 

79) 114 f '114' 

---------,-------------------------------------------------------
__ NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

C.OURT DAYS: 43 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGEfS): o 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF .JIJDICIAL OJ STRICT 38 

OHIO COUNTY 

------------.....,-

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

UCRIM 
2)LO CT APP 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

WE-F.) 

91 « 11't) 
5 ( 5) 

CASES 
DOCKETED 19';'6 

(OEF.) 

64 
3 

83) 
3) 

OSES 
DI5?OSfD ';.9 76 

( OEF. ! 

31 
o 

48J 
0) 

C "~ES PENDING 
[H:C:.31!tr.76 

CnfF ... l 

124 ( l.lt9' 
13 ( 8 ~ 

"'-, ,--------. --
TOTAL: 96 ( 119) 61 86) 3A :'32 ( J.51) 

CIVIL: 

1 lOOM REl ..... ***"*. .*** • **"'** 2 )ADOPT '1 5 ~ 
.. , 

3) suns >1500 >1<'4*** • ., .. ** ***,,"';. ..."'~ .. 
4) suns <1500 *."'.:41 ,..*~* *",:';>6:'- **,,~~, 

5)LO CT APt> *.*"'* "'*.>t* ~'I"'~;>l<": $**""~ 
6 )OTHER CVL ~* ••• * ..... .**:11:* .* •• "o!! 

SUBTOTALS REPOP.TED FOR C:::V!l C'\,5E~~ 

All SUITS •• **. ,., "'",*111 :.":;'11<* .... .... 
(3+4) 

All SUITSI 
OTHER CVL ......... '* *'tr1<* •• **'" ***** (3+4+6 ) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUl TS $1)< ••• ••• ** ...... , ... • ••• * 

U+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 338 2'n "95 436 

TOTAL: 345 Z93 200 ~43 

PRISe PET : 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASESU" 441 ( 464) 365 « 384) 231 « 248J 575 f 600) 

t#NNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES lISING OEFENO.6.NTS HI CR !PHNAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 89 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(S): o 
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lq76 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELO~D 

FOR JUDICl~L DISTRICT 39 

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

----------------------

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

TOTHSUl¥ 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1, lq76 

(OfF.) 

45 76) 

595 

o 

640 671 , 

BREATHITT 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(OEF.) 

60 76' 

212 

o 

332 348' 

CASES 
OISPOSED 1976 

( DE F • ) 

57 (r, 94) 

240 

183 

o 

277) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(DEF.) 

48 58) 

684 

o 

,732 742 ) 

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

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BREATHITT 
POWF. Ll 
WOLFE 

COURT DAYS: 80 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGECS': 0 
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CASE TYPE 

COUNTY BRtAKDOWN Of JUDICIAL DISTRICT 39 

BREATH ITT COUNTY 

CASES PENDING 
'JAN. 1,1976 

(OEF. ) 

G;ASfS 
DOCKETED ],976 

(OEF.) 

REPORT NOT RECEIVED 

IN TIME FOR INCLUSION 
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CASES CASES PENDING 
DISPOSED 19'76 DEC.31,1976 

(DEF.) (OEF.) 



, CASE TYPE 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 39 

CASES PEND I NG 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF.) 

POWELL COUNTY 

CASES 
OOCKr:n:D 1976 

(OfF.) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 19'76 

(OEF.I 

-------------------------
CRIMINAL: 

l)CRl M 
2'lO CT APP 

16 
4 

42' 
41 

21 ( 
I~ ( 

35) 
5) 

29 
4 

55) 
4) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

(OEF.) 

14 
4 

22 ) 
5' 

----------------------------------------------------
TOTAL: 

CIVIL: 

UDOM RE L 
2'ADOPT 
3'SUIT5 >1500 
41SUITS <1500 
S'lO C.T APP 
610THER CVL 

ALL SUITS 
(3+41 

ALL SUI TSI 
UTHER CVL 

(3+4+6) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUI TS 

C 1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOT Al: 

PRISe PET: 

TOTAL ALL 

20 

165 
4 

80 
83 
o 

49 

46' 

SUBTOTALS 

••••• 

..... 
••••• 

••••• 
381 

0 

CASE S:". 401 ( 427) 

31 

106 
4 

26 
39 

1 
4 

401 

REPORTED FOR 

• ... * 

...... 

..... 

. : .... 
180 

0 

211 « 220) 

33 

56 
2 

15 
1 
o 
5 

59) 

CIVIL CASES: 

••••• 

* •••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 
79 

0 

112 ( 138 ) 

18 

215 
6 

91 
121 

1 
48 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 
482 

0 

500 ( 

27' 

509' 

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

COURT DAYS I 48 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUOGE(SI: o 
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CASE' TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

lICR I M 
2)LU CT APP 

COUNTY ORfAKDnWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 39 

(.i\.SES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF. I 

25 
o 

301 
01 

WOLFE COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(OEF. ) 

28 
1 

35' 
1) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1916 

(OEF.) 

23 
1 

34' 
1) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

(OEF. , 

30 ( 
o ( 

31) 

0' -------.--------------------------------------
TOT AL: 25 301 29 36 ) 24 35' 

CIVIL: 

I'DOM REl 30 
2 'ADO PT 4 
3'SUITS >1500 ••••• 

40 38 
6 4 

••••• e: •••• 
4'SUI TS (1500 ••••• .... * ... .; .. 
5'LO CT APP 5 
6'OTHER C.VL 0 

0 0 
0 0 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES I 

ALL SUI TS 175 
(3+4) 

All SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL .U .. 

(3 +4+6) 

OOM RELI 
All SUITS ••••• 

C 1 +3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOT.\l ••••• 

TOTAL: 214 

PRIS. PET: 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:.#! 239 244' 

62 

. ..... • •••• 

. . .". . • •••• 

..It .. • •••• 
92 104 

o o 

121 ( 128' 128 ( 139' 

30 311 

32 
6 

••••• ••••• 
5 
0 

159 

• •••• 

..11'< •• 

• •••• 
~02 

o 

232 ( 233' 

~tNUH8eR IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING CASES. DEFENDANTS XN CRIMINAL 

COURT DAYS: 32 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S': o 
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CASE TYPE 

CR.IMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

lDTALS~#I#I 

1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUlT COURT CASELOAD 

, FOR JUOICIAl DISTRICT 40 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

C DEF • , 

281 ( 341' 

558 

o 

839 899' 

CASE5 
DOCKETED 1976 

( DEF e ) 

160 ( 193) 

544 

6 

110 143 ) 

CASES 
DISPOSEO 19'76 

(OEF., 

190 ( 235' 

424 

3 

617 662' 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(DEF~ , 

251 ( 299' 

678 

3 

932 980' 

UNUMB ER IN PARENTHESES I S THE TOTAL CASES USIN~ OEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: CLINTON 
RUSSelL 
WAYNE 

COURT DAYS: 119 

I· 

COURT DAVS W/SPECIAL JUDGEIS': 1 
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" -

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUOICI~L DISTRICT 40 

CLINTON COUNTY 

----------------'------,-------------------------------~-------------

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

1)CRIM 
2'LO CT APP 

TOTAL: 

CIVIL: 

1)OOM ~EL 
2)ADOPT 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(OEF. , 

59 ( 74' 
9 ( 9' 

68 ( 83' 

••••• ••••• 
3'SUITS >1500 ••••• 
4'SUIlS <1500 ••••• 
5'LO CT APP ..... 
6)OTHER C.VL ••••• 

SUBTOTALS 

ALL SUIlS ..... 
(3+4) 

All SUITSI 
OTHER CVL ••••• 

(3+4+6 ) 

DOM RELI 
All SUITS ..... 

Cl +3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 117 

TOTAL: 117 

PRIS. PEr: 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:,. 245 ( 260' 

C~SES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(oEF. , 

56 64' 
0 0) 

56 , 64' 

71 
2 

30 
11 
0 

19 

REPORTED FOR 

.."'" 
0.". 

.**** 

..... 
133 

1 

190 I 198' 

CASES 
DISPOSED 19'76 

(OEF.' 

40 44' 
:.; 3' 

43 47' 

•• * •• .0.*. 
••• "'* 
* •• *. .. ,., .. 
••••• 

CIVIL CASES: 

*"' ••• 

• •••• 

••••• 

101 

101 

1 

151 f 155' 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1916 

(DEF. , 

75 94' 
6 6) 

81 100) 

60 
2 

11 
35 

0 
35 

. .... 

. .... 
• •••• 

..... 
203 

0 

284 ( 303' 

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

COURT DAYS: 52 

C.OURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE'S': 0 
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, I 

1" ,. 

• ~ t 

" 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 40 

RUSSelL COUNTY 

CASE TYPE 

CASES P~NDING 
JAN. t ,1 'Ilb 

«OEF. , 

CI\lM IN AL ~ 

l)CRIH 81 98) 
2lLO CT APP 0 O~ 

TOTAL: 81 98) , 

CIVIL: 

1 )OOH REL 48 
2JADOPT 0 
3)SUnS )1500 ••••• 
4'SUITS <1500 ..... 
5)LO CT APP 0 
610THER CVL 17 

USES 
()ot~~1'f.() 1 '1~ 

(DEF .. ) 

54 69" 
2 2' 

56 71' 

92 
3 . .... 

• 0". 
1 
3 

CASES . 
oU"tl~t-o t."6 

COEF.' 

40 « 46. 
1 « U 

41 ( 41' 

66 
2 

••••• ••••• 
7 
0 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 133 63 59 

(3+4' 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL ••••• ..... • •••• 

(3+4+6 ) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUITS ..... . .... ••••• 

(1+:3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ••••• •• **. • •••• 

TOTAl: 198 168 136 

PRIS. PET: 0 0 0 

0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:" 285 ( 296' 224 C 2391 171 ( 183) 

CASES PENOU';G 
O@C.3lt,,1, 

(OeF.t 

101 « 121) 
1 ( l' 

102 122' 

12 
1 

••••• 
••• $ • 

0 
20 

137 

..... 

..... 

..... 
230 

0 

332 C 352' 

"NUMBER IN PARENTHt:SES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING OEFENO.NTS IN CRIMINAL 

CASES. 

COURT DAVS: 52 

COURT DAYS W/SPEC J AL JUDGE'S): 2 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 40 

WAYNE COUNTY 

CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1916 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 OEC.31,1976 

CASE TYPE (OfF.) (OEF. ) (OEF.' (OEF.' --
CRIMINAL: 

l)CRIM 123 157) 37 47) C;5 ( 130' , 65 « 14' 
2'LO CT APP 3 3) 11 ll) 11 ( 11) 3 ( 3' 

10TAL: 126 160 ) 48 58 ) 106 141) ,68 ( 11' 

CIVIL: 
• 

l'OOH REt 11 124 99 102 
2tAOOPT 2 2 4 0 
3)SUITS )1500 ....... ** ... • •••• ••••• 4)SUnS <1500 ***** *** •• ..** • • •••• 
5'LO CT APP 0 0 0 0 
b)OTHER CVL 29 33 43 19 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOP CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 75 84 35 124 
(3+4' 

ALL Slit lSI 
OTHER CVL ..... . ... • •••• . .... 

13+4+6) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUI TS ..... . .... • •••• ..... 

(1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SlIBT01rAL ••••• . .... • •••• • •••• 

TOTAL: 183 243 181 245 

PRISe PETf 0 5 2 3 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:.' 309 ( 343' 296 « 306) 289 f 324' 316 f 325) 

.'NUMBER IN PARENTHfSES ·IS THE TOTAL CASES S CASES. U ING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 

COURT DAYS: 15 . 
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGECS': 
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CA,Sf TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

TOTALS: ~# 

1976 ~NNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASElOAD 

FOR JUDJCJAL DISTRICT 41 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OfF. ) 

531 543 ) 

1482 

0 

2013 ( 2025) 

CASES CASES 
DOCKETED 1916 DISPOSED 1916 

(DEF.) (DEF.' 

634 121' 139 186) 

695 384 

0 0 :-_-
1329 ( 1422 ) 1123 ( 1110) 

. 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1916 

(OEF. , 

426 472' 

1793 

0 

2219 ( 2265) 

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

IN ONE OR MORE COUNTIES IN THIS DISTRICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA, 
EJTHER FOR "C~SES" OR "DE~ENDANTS", IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED. SEe THE 
EXPLANATION AT THE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: CLAY 
JACKSON 
LESL IE 

COURT DAYS: 292 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGECS): 1 
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CASE TYPE 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN ~ .IUDICI.&.l DISTRICT 41 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

C OEF. , 

CLAY COUN1Y 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1916 

(OEF. ) 

Cl\SES 
D1SPOS-=O 1916 

(DEF. , 

CASES PENDING 
DEC .. 31, 1916 

(OEF.' 

------------------------------------------- ,------------
CRIMINAL: 

l'CRIM 2;9 249' 466 543' 
2~LO (T APP '(l 0' 2 2) 

TOTAL: 249 249) 468 5/.5 ) 

CIVIL: 

1 )OOM REL ...... $**** 
2)AOOPT ••••• ***** 3)SUITS )1500 •• * .. "*~t' 
4'5UIT5 <1500 ...... **~.~ 
5 )LO CT APP •••• * $**** 
6 )OTHER (VL 0 20 

SUBTOTALS REPOR.7E!) FOR 

ALL SUI TS 
()+4' 

ALL SUITSI 

••••• 

OTHE R C VL ••• 1t* 
(3+4+6 ) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUI TS 

( 1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOTAL: 

PRISe PET: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:. __ 

..... 
645 

645 

0 

894 C 

•• ~* 

297 

---
31.1 

0 

8(4) 78.5 C 81.102) 

511 551) 198 241) 
0 0) ? 2' 

517 551) 200 243' 

~.*** • •••• • *~:). ••••• •• "'*. ••••• ,..**>!< ••••• * •• "'. ••••• 
~O 0 

CJ:Vil CASE$~ 

••••• 

.. "' .. 1tI •••• 

* •••• ••••• 

176- 766 

l?h 766 

0 0 

113 C 741' 966 ( 1009' 

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

COURT DAYS: 119 

COUR.l: DAYS W/SPECI AL JUDGE (S': 1 
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. CASE TYPE 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 41 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

'DEF.) 

JACKSON COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

fDEF. ) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DE F • ) 

t ASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(DEF.) 

------------.-----------------------------------------
CRIMINAL: 

UCRIM 103 ( •• ***) 
2)LO CT APP 0 ( 0) 

TOTAL: 103 C*.***) 

CIVI L: 

I)OOM REt .**** 
2)ADOPT .* •• * 
3,SUITS >1500 ••••• 
4'SUITS (1500 •• *.* 
5)LO Cl APP 0 
6'OTHER CVL ••••• 

100 
o 

100 

17 
3 ....... ..... 
0 ..... 

112 ) 
0) 

112 ) 

143 , ..... ) 
o ( 0) 

143 C ••••• ) 

51 
1 

••••• 
.0: •••• 

0 

••••• 
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS ••••• 
(3+4) 

ALL SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL ..... 

( 3+4+6) 

DOM RELI 
ALl. SUI TS 

C 1+3+4' 

OTHER 
(SUBTOTAL 

TOTAL: 

PRIS. PET: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:U 

••••• 

391 

o 

494 ($ •••• , 

..... ••••• 

••••• 

••••• • 

54 38 

134 96 

o o 

234 f 246' 239 f ••••• ' 

60 , ••••• ) 
o ( 0) 

60 , ••••• ) 

••••• ••••• ••••• ••••• 
0 ..... 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

429 

429 

o 

489 C ••••• , 

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

COURT DAYS: 55 

COURT DAVS W/SPECIAL JUDGErS): o 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 41 

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENOING 
JAN. 1, 1976 

'DEF.) 

CRIMINAL: 

l)CRJM 174 
2ILO CT APP 5 

TOTAL: 179 

CIVIL: 

1)001'1 RE t 
2'AOOPl 
3)5UITS )1500 
4'SUITS <1500 
5'LO CT APP 
6'OTHER C.VL 

234 
20 

102 
39 

1 
50 

166 ) 
5) 

191) 

lESLIE COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF.) 

66 
o 

66 

126 
9 

81 
9 
0 

13 

70) 
0) 

10J 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1.976 

(DEF.) 

74 
5 

19 

53 
2 

11 
? 
0 

11 

87) 
5) 

92) 

SUBTOTALS R~PORIEr. v.o~ CIVIl CASES; 

ALL SUITS .... * 
(3+4) 

ALL SUIlSl 
OTHER CVL ••••• 

C 3+4+6) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUITS 

(1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOTAL: 

PRIS. PET: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASESU' 

••••• 

••••• 
446 

o 

625 ( 631) 

. .... 

. .... 
••••• 

244 

o 

310 f 314' 

• ••• * 

• •••• 

••••• 
92 

o 

171 f 184' 

CASES PENDING 
DEC. 31,1 97l­

(oEF.) 

166 
o 

166 

307 
21 

172 
39 

1 
52 

. ..... 

...... 

. ..... 

...... 
598 

o 

169' 
OJ 

169J 

764 C 767' 

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

COURT DAVS I 58 

COURl DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGErS': o 

-219-



1916 ANNUAL REPORT Of CIRCUIT COURT CASElO~D 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 42 

CASES PENCING CASES CASES CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 197~ OISPOSED 1976 . OEC. 31,1976 

CASE TVPE (OEF. ) (OEF.) ~DEF.) (DEF.' 

CRIMINAL 64 13) 115 139) 104 J.23' 75 89 , 

CIVIL 967 828 1131 664 

PRISe PET. 0 2 2 0 
~---_-.-,-

TOULSUN 1031 ( 1040) 945 96~) 1231 ( 1256' 139 I 753' 

__ ~NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CAses USING OeFE~IOANTS IN CRIHJNAl. 
CAses .. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: CALLOWAY 
MARSHALL 

COURT DAYS: 199 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE«S): 1 

• 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICt~L DISTRICT 42 

CALLOW~V COUNTY 

CIISE TYPE 

CASES PI?NflING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF.) 

CRIMINAL: 

l)CRIM 22 
2)LO C1 APi> 1 

TOT AU 2~ 

CIVIL: 

l)OOM RE L 
2)ADOPT 
3lSUrTS )1500 
41 SUI TS '(15-00 
5l!~O CT APP 
6lOTi-IER c:.IJL 

***** 1 

****. 
*'" * *" 0 

***** 

28) 
1) 

29) 

SUBTOTALS 

ALL. SUITS 
(3+1; J 

ALL SUITSI 

***** 

OTHER CVL ****. 
(3+4"'6 ) 

DOH REI./ 
All SUI TS 

(1+3+4' 

Ol'HER 
SlJBTOTA L 

***** 

CASES 
DOCKI::TED 1 Cj7b 

iDEF.) 

51 ( 
6 ( 

57 ( 

198 
16 
98 
59 

0 
40 

REPORTED 

***** 

***** 

***** 

58 ) 
6 ) 

64) 

FOR 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF. ) 

52 
2 

54 

••••• 
10 

.***. 
~.*.* 0 
** ••• 

63 ) 
2) 

65) 

CIVIL CASES: 

••••• 

••••• 

* ••• * 

199 

CASES PENrHNG 
DE C • 31 , 1 97 b 

(OEF.) 

21 
5 

26 

91 
7 

105 
44 

0 
24 

• •••• 

..1) .. 

••••• 

••••• 

23) 
5) 

28' 

.-----------.--------------------------------------
TOTAL: 

PRISe PH: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:tI# 

669 

o 

692 ( 698' 

809 

1 1 

469 ( 476' 864 ( 875' 

271 

o 

·297« 299' 

H#NUMBfR IN PARENTHESES' IS THE TOTAL CASES U~ING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 90 

CPURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE«S': 1 
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CA Sf: 1 YPE 

CRIMINAL: 

llCRIM 
2)lO CT APP 

TOTAL: 

CIVIL: 

1100M REL 
2)ADOPT 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 42 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

( OEF • ) 

38 39) 
3 5) 

MARSHA Ll COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF.) 

56 73) 
2 2 ) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 197b 

(OfF .1 

46 52) 
4 6) 

---
41 « 44 ) 58 75' !iO « 58) 

.**** 215 ••••• ••••• 18 ... *** 
3)SUITS >1500 ***** .... * ••••• 
4 )suns <t500 ..... * • ***. ••••• 
51LO CT APP •• *.* 0 .... ** 
b )OTHE.R CVl ***** 0 ••••• 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS •• **. 184 ••••• (3.4 ) 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL ..... ..... • •• *. 
. (3+4+6) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUI TS ••••• ..... ••••• 

(1 +3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 298 ..... 322 

TOTAL: 298 417 322 

PRISe PEl: 0 1 1 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES: #'I 339 342 ) 476 ( 493' 373 I 381) 

• 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,191b 

(OFF. , 

48 ( 601 
1 ( 1) 

49 ( 61) 

••••• ••••• ••••• • •••• ...... 
••••• 

** ••• 

••••• 

••••• 

393 

393 

0 

442 « 454' 

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESES' IS THE TarAL CASES U~lNG DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 109 
• 

COURT DAYS W/SPEClAL JUDGE« S,: 0 
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1916 ~NNUAl REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 43 
-----.;...--~~J .. __________________ _ 

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

TOTALS: liN 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1'116 

(OE:F.1 

197 ( 218) 

2170 

2 

2369 ( 2390 I 

CASES 
DOCKETED lq76 

(0 EF. ) 

151 172) 

623 

23 

197 818, 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(OEF. ) 

197 231) 

441 

16 

654 688) 

CAS ES PENDING 
DI:c.:n, 1976 

(OH. ) 

151 ( 159' 

2352 

9 

2512 ( 2520) 

-#NUM8ER IN PARENTHES~S IS THE TOTAL CASES USIN 
CASES. G DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BARREN 
METCALFE 

COURT DAYS: 283 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S,: 3 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 43 

BARREN COUN'TV 

-----------------------------------------------------------

C~SE TYPE 

. CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

IOEF.) 

CASES 
DOCK E TED 1976 

(D EF. ) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF.' 
-----_._-----,--_._---------

CRIMINAL: 

1 )CRI M 131 
Z'LO CT APP 33 

TOTAL: 164 

CIVIL: 

lJDOH REL ••••• 
2' ADOPT ••••• 
3'SUITS >1500 ••••• 
4' SUI TS <1500 ••••• 
5)LO (T APP ••••• 
6)OTHER C.VL •• * •• 

139) 
33' 

172' 

72 
53 

12~ 

219 
17 

114 
81 

4 
58 

139 , 
53 ) 

142 ) 

102 
63 

165 

191 
14 
75 
67 

2 
33 

122' 
63) 

185) 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

All sun"s 
C3+4 , 

ALL SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL '3 +4+6' 

DOM RElI 
All SUI TS 

(1+]+4' 

OHlER 
SUBTOTAL 

•• * •• 

..... 
••••• 

1616 

..... ••••• 

..... • •••• 

. .... ••••• 

..... • •••• 

CASES PENDING 
DEC~31,1976 

( DE F. , 

101 
23 

124 

••••• ••••• ••• *. 
••••• ••••• ••••• 

• •••• 

.."' .. 
• •••• 

1733 

lOb) 
23 ) 

129 ) 

.------,-------~------,----------------------------
TOT AU 

PRISe PET: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:#II 

1616 

z 

1782 ( 1190) 

499 

23 

647 f 664' 

382 

16 

563 f 583' 

1733 

9 

1866 f 1871' 

---------------------~--------------------------------------------
~#NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING PEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 116 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE'S': o 
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COUNTV BREAKDOWN OF JUDIC1AL DISTRICT 43 

METCALFE COUNTY 
------------------ -------------------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

1) CRIM 

. CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF.' 

2)L0 CT APP 
33 ( 
o ( 

46) 

0' 

CASES 
DOCKE TED 1976 

(OEF.' 

26 30' 
0 0) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

COfF.) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(OEF.' 

'-------

32 4t.' 27 30 ) 
0 0) 0 0) 

------'-------------------------------------
TOT AL: 

CIVIL: 

I)DOM REL 
2 )ADOPT 3' SUITS >1500 
4'SUITS (1500 
5'LO CT APP 
b'OTHER CVL 

33 ( 

143 
CJ 

146 
265 

o 
o 

46) 26 3O) 32 46' 

4'. 21 
3 3 

27 9 
38 15 

1 0 
11 11 

SUS10TALS REPO!'Tr:D FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS ••••• 
(3+4' 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL ••• *. 

(3 +4+6' 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUITS ..... 

(1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ..... 

TOTAL I 

PRIS. PETe 

TOTAL ,ALL 
CASES:'" 

554 

581 600 ) 

••••• 

Ilk .... 

. .... 
124 

o 

150 , 154~ 

• •••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 

••••• 
59 

o 

91, lOS) 

27 

ib6 
0 

164 
ZRB 

1 
0 

• •••• 

• •••• 
619 

o 

30' 

646 ( 649) 

tlNNUMBER IN PARENTHESES H 'l'HE TOTAL CASES CASES. U~ING PEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 

COURT DAYS: 107 

COURT DAV$ W/SPECIAL JUDGECS): 3 
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1916 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT tOURT CASElOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 44 
,----------------!.:.'-

CASE TYPE 

CASE SPEND !NG 
JAN. 1, 1 'H6 

I DEF. I 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF.I 

__ -----00
---

CRIMINAL 124 I 1')4) qO 110) 

CIVIL 265 

PRISe PET. o o 
--------

TOTAlS:## 389 419) 604 624 ) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF.) 

134 itS!) 

246 

o 

380 397) 

CASES PENDING 
OeC.31,1976 

(OEF.' 

80 113' 

533 

o 

613 646 , 

. 
N~NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COUNTIES l'N DISTRICT: Bfll 

COURT DAYS: 96 

COURT DAYS W/SPEC IAl JUDGE ( S) ~ 10 
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~,."o;-, _~ ____ _ 

COUNTY BRfAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 44 

'CASE TYPE 

CASE'S PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OEF.) 

CRIMINAL: 

I)CRIM 123 153) 
2ilO CT APP 1 1) 

lOT Al: 124 154 , 

CIVIL : 

1 )vOH REL 125 
2 'ADO PT 7 
3) SUITS >1500 ••••• 
4)SUITS <1500 ••••• 
5'LO CT APP 1 
b.OTHER CVl 0 

BEll COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF.) 

89 
1 

90 

251 
26 . ... ,. 

• ... * 
1 

33 

109) 
1) 

l10 , 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF. , 

134 
o 

134 

125 
19 

••••• ••••• 
1 

33 

151) 
0) 

151) 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

All SUITS 132 103 68 
(3+4 ) 

All SUITSI 
OTHER CVl ..... ..**. • •••• 

( 3+4+6) 

DOM REl! 
All SUITS ..... . . ..:.. • •••• 

U+3+4. 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ..... . .... • •••• 

TOTAL: 265 514 246 

PRISe PET: 0 0 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASeSU_ 389 ( 419) 604 f 624. 380 f 397. 

... ~ ' .... ". ~ , 

• 

C~SES PENDING 
('11:(.31.1916 

(OEF •. ) 

78 
2 

80 

251 
14 

••• ** • •••• 
'i 
0 

267 

• •••• 

••••• 

. ..... 
533 

0 

613 f 

111) 
2) 

113 ) 

646. 

_NNUH8ER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TarAl CASES USING DEfENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 96 

COURT DAVS W/SPECIAl JUDGE«S): 10 
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1976 ~NNUtL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL D!STRICT 45 

-------,-----, ------------------
·C.4SE TYPE 

CRI MIN AL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,19711 

(OEF.) 

1)2 

629 

o 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF.) 

lOA 126) 

617 

o 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF. I 

95 112 I 

987 

o 

CASES PENDING 
DEC • 31 , 1 976 

(OEF.I 

65 65' 

259 

o 

----------------~-----------------------------
TOTALS: ## 6131 684) 725 743) 1082 ( 1099' 324 324' 

UNUMB ER IN PAREN THESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CR IMINAL 
CASES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: MCLEAN 
MUHL ENBERG 

COURT DAYS: 218 

COURT DAYS W/SPECI AL JUDGE(S'~ 7 
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, 

1 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUOICIAL DIST~ICT 45 

'MCLEAN COUNTY 
-----~,---------,-----....-,----------

'CASE 1 ;PE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF.I 

CRIMINAL: 

lICRIM 10 
2'LO CT APP 1 

TOTAL: lIe 
CIVIL : 

I1DDH REL 91 
21ADOPT 3 
3'SUITS >1500 ••••• 
4'SUITS <1500 ••••• 
SILO CT APP 0 
6'OTHER CVL 2 

12) 
11 

131 

CASES 
COCKE TED 1976 

(OfF. I 

18 
o 

18 

93 
3 

••••• ••••• 
0 
2 

20 ) 
0) 

20' 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED. FOR 

ALL SUITS 37 62 ' 
(3+4' 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL ..... ..... 

13+4+6 ) 

~OH RELI 
ALL SUITS ••••• ••••• 

(1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ..... ..... 

TOTAL: 133 160 

PRISe PETs 0 0 
-~-'~ 

TOl'AL ALL 
CASES:HN 144 C 146' 118 C 180' 

CASES . 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DE F • , 

toe 
1 ( 

l1( 

107 
3 

••••• ••••• 
0 
1 

III 
11 

12' 

CIVIL CASES: 

62 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 
173 

0 

184 I 185' 

• 

CASES PENDING 
OEC. 31 , 1976 

(OEF.l 

18 
o 

18 

77 
3 

••••• • •••• 
0 
3 

37 

••••• 

. .... 

..... 
120 

0 

13e I 

211 
01 

211 

1411 

.NNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENOANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAVSr 61 

COURT DAVS W/SPECIAL JUDGEIS': 0 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 45 

. CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

1)CRIM 
2lLO CT 

CASES rEND1 NG 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF.' 

?,9 40l 
APP 2 2) 

TOT Al.: 41 42l 

CIVIL: 

1) DOM f\EL ••••• 
2lADOPT ._ ... 
3) SUI 'TS )1500 • **** 
4) SUITS <1500 .**** 
5)LO CT APP •• *** 
6l0THER CVl •• *** 

MUHLENBERG COU~JTY 

CAS fS 
DOCKETED 1916 

(OEF.) 

82 
8 

90 

216 
24 

.* ••• 
***** 1 

18 

98' 
8) 

106) 

CASE S 
DISPOSED 1916 

(OfF.) 

80 
4 

84 

360 
36 

116 
214 

0 
88 

96) 
4' 

100) 

SUBTOTAL S REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

All SUI TS ••• ** 198 ••••• 
(3+4' 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHEP.- CVl •••• * ..... • •••• 

(3+4+6' 

DOM RELI 
All SUITS .... ** .... * . -... 

(1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTA l 496 . -**- * •••• 

--~.--

TOTAL: 496 451 814 

PRISe PET: 0 0 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:ti#/ 531 538' 541 ( 563) 898 ( 914) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(OEF. , 

41 
6 

41 

.*.** ••••• ... -. 
••••• ••••• 
***** 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

139 

139 

0 

186 ( 

42l 
4l 

44' 

183) 

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

COURT DAYS: 157 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(S': 1 
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASElOAD 

FO~ JUDICI_L DISTRICT 46 

---------------------------

OSE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

TOTA LS: U 

ell sr:s P!:N[IHJC, 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF.I 

111 117 ) 

2584 

0 

2695 ( 27011 

CASfS 
DOCKE'TED 1976 

(oHe l 

243 273' 

829 

0 

1012 « 1102 ) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1916 

(DEF. ) 

291 304' 

2580 

0 

2871 ( 2884' 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(OEF.' 

63 88) 

833 

0 

896 9211 

##NUMBER IN PARENTHESFS IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAl 
CASES. 

IN ONE OR MORE COJNTIES IN THIS DIST~ICT, MISSING CRIMINAL DATA, 
EITHER FOR "CASES" OR "DEFENDANTS", IS MISSING AND WAS ESTIMATED. SEE THE 
rXPlANATION 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 

RRECKIN~lDGE COUNTY 

~----- --

-----------------------------------------------------~.-------

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OEF.) 

CASES 
DOC.K E TED 1976 

(PEF I> ) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF. I 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(DEF.) 

----------...-'._----------------_._---
CRIMINAL: 

UCRI M 69 ( •• **1<) 

2110 CT /lPP o ( r:) 
21 ( 

2 ( 
25) 

2 ) 
68 ( ••••• , 

2 ( 2 I 
28 ,.* ••• , 

o ( 0 I 

-----------------------------------.--------
TOTAL: 69 ( ••••• I 

CIVIL: 

I'DOM R,;L 0 
ZIADOPT 3 
3)5UIT5 >1500 ••• ** 
41SUITS <1500 ••••• 
5110 CT APP 0 
6)OTHER CVL 0 

SUBTOTALS 

All SUITS 166 
(3+4) 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL ••••• 

(3+4+6' 

DOH RELI 
ALL SUITS ••••• 

Cl +3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ••••• 

TOTAL: 769 

PRISe Pel: 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:;#I$. 838 ( ••• *., 

29 ( 27 ) 70 ( ••••• ) 28 , ••••• ) 

106 11 35 
5 5 3 ..... ••••• ••••• ..... ••••• • •••• 
() 0 0 
0 0 0 

REPORTED FOR CI V.IL CASES: 

184 696 254 

. .... ••••• ••••• 

••••• •• !II •• • •••• 

.~ ... ••••• ••••• 
295 772 292 

0 0 0 

324 ( 322' 842 (:U ••• » 320 (** ••• , 

-------------------------_.-------------------------------------------
~NNUMBER IN PARENTHESES .IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 95 . 
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S': 4 
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COUNTY nREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 46 

GRAYSON COUNTY 

---------------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

l)CRIM 
lllO CT APP 

TOTAL: 

CIVIl! 

l)DOM REL 
2)A DOPT 

CASFS PF.NuING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF.) 

20 20) 
0 0) 

20 20) 

***** 0 
3) SUITS >1500 * .... ** 
4) SUITS <1500 .**** 
5 )LO CT APP 0 
6) OTHER CVL ** ••• 

CASES 
DOCK ETED 1916 

(OEF.) 

142 
3 

145 

181 
6 

***** ** ... 
0 ..... 

15B) . 
3) 

161) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1916 

(OF-F. ) 

137 
o 

}37 

97 
4 

*** •• 
** ••• 

0 
.***. 

149) 
0) 

149) 

SUBTqTAlS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS ***** 
(3+4) 

ALt SUITSI 
OTHER CVl .**** 

(3+4+6' 

DaM RELI 
ALL SUITS ***** 

U+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 1208 

TOTAL: 1208 

PRISe PET: 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:~# 1228 ( 1228) 

.**** •• *** 

165 1084 

.*.*. 

•••• * ••••• 
356 1185 

o o 

503 ( 519) 1322 ( 1334' 

CASES PENDING 
DEC. 31,1976 

(DEF.) 

25 
3 

28 

****. 
2 

** •• * 
***** 

0 
• •• ** 

.* ... 

. .... 
379 

381 

o 

29) 
3) 

32 ) 

409 ( 413' 

*~NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 72 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S': 18 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 46 

MEADE COUNTY 

-------------------------------------

CASE 1 VPE 

. CASES PI.'NDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OEF.) 

CRIMINAL: 

1 )CRI M 22 28) 
2'LO CT IIPP 0 0) 

TOTAL: 22 28) 

CIVIL : 

1) DOM REL ••••• 
2 )IIDOPT 5 
3) SUITS >1500 .** •• 
4'SUITS <1500 •• *.* 
5 )LO CT APP * •••• 
b)OTHER CVL ••••• 

SUBTOTALS 

AlL SUITS ••• ** 
(3+4' 

~,LL SUI TS I 
OTHER C VL ...... 

(3+4+ 6' 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUITS ••• ** 

Cl +3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 602 

TOTAL: 601 

PRISe PET: 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:fH' 629 ( 635) 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(D EF. ) 

69 
o 

69 

83 
8 

••••• ..... 
** ... * ..... 

85) 
0) 

85 ) 

REPORTED FOR ..... 
..... 
..... 

85 

176 

0 

245 ( 261) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

( DE F • , 

84 
o 

84 

* •• ** 
13 

••••• ••••• ••••• "' .... 

85) 
0) 

85' 

CIVIL CASES: 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

610 

623 

0 

707 ( 708) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31, 1976 

(DE F. , 

7 
o 

7 

30 
0 

40 
74 

0 
16 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

.... ,. 
160 

0 

1b7 ( 

28' 0' 
28 ) 

188' 

NiNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS I~ CRIMINAL 
USES. 

COURT DAYS: 50 

COURT DAYS W/SPECJAL JUDGEfS): 6 
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1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT C~SELOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRtCT 47 -----------._ .. ------------------ ---------------------------------
. CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING JAN. 1,1976 DOCKETED 1976 DISPOSED 1976 CASE TVPE DEC.31,1976 (OEF.) (OEF. ) (DEF.) (DEF. ) . ----- ----

CRIMINAL 29 ( 29) 65 ( 84) 61 ( 61) 33 33 ) 
CIVIL 586 405 305 686 
PRISe PET. 0 7 0 7 

TOTALS; ##1 615 615) 477 496' 366 366' 726 ( 126 ) 

------.--------------------:------------------------...-~---
"~NU~fBfR IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES 
CASES. USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 

EIi~E~N~O~R .. 2~~~S;~~T:.~~F~~Dr~~SS" D, I SITSR ~ C
I 

TSS' INMGISS ING CRIMINAL DATA, 
EXPLANATI f"\ AND WAS ESTIMATED. SEE THE ON AT iHE BEGINNING OF THESE TABLES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: LETCHER 

COURT DAYS: 79 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE( S,: 0 
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------------------------------_.-

COUNTY AREAKOOWN OF JUOICI~L DISTRICT 47 

L fTCHE R COUNTY 

-----------------------------------------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

UCRIM 
2)LO (T APP 

CASES PEN[1ING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(DEF. ) 

29 ( •• ***) 
o ( 0) 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1916 

(0 EF. ) 

60 
5 

19) 
5) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1916 

fDEF. ) 

56 ( ••••• ) 
5 ( 5' 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

(DEF.) 

33 ( ••••• ) 
o ( 0) 

-----------------------------.------------------------
TOTAL: 29 ( •• ***) 

CIVIL: 

I)DOM REL ••••• 
2)ADOPT .* ... 
3)SUITS >1500 *** .. 
4) SUI TS <1500 ** ..... 
5,lO CT APP ..... 
b )OTHER CVL .**** 

65 84) 61 ( ••••• , 

233 ••••• 
7 ••••• ..... ••••• ..... ••••• ..... ••••• •• **. ••••• 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 
C3+4) 

ALL SUITS/ 
OTHER CVl 

C 3+4+6) 

DOH RElI 
ALL SUITS 

(1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOTAL: 

PRISe PET: 

TOTAL All 
CASES:#N-

•••• * 

••••• 

..... 
586 

586 

o 

615 C ..... , 

..... 

..... 

..... 

477 

165 

405 

1 

496' 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

305 

305 

o 

366 ...... , 

33 « ••••• ) 

•• * •• 
• •••• ••••• ••••• • •••• ••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

...... 
686 

686 

7 

126 ( ••••• , 

~.NUMBER IN PARENTHESf.'S is THE TurAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAVS: 19 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE'S): 0 
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1916 '·NNUAl REPORT CF- CJRcun COUPT CASElOAO 

FOR JUOICIAL DISTRICT 4B 

--------------.-----------------------------------------
CASfS rENDING CASES CASES 

JAN. 1,1916 DOCKETED 1976 01 SPOS f.'O 1976 CASE TYPE ( OEF • ) (OEF.) (DE'F.) 
• ··t 

CRIMINAL 39 39) 141 15S) 116 116) 

CIVIL 2203 ge~ 1312 

PRISe PET • 0 11 7 

TOTALS:## 2242 ( 2242) 1143 ( 1154, 1435 « 1435) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,I Q16 

(OEF.) 

10 10 ) 

1816 

4 

1950 ( 1950' 
----_._. -----------.---------~-------------------------------------------
~#NU~8ER IN PARENTPESES IS THE TOrAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES • 

CIVIL FILING AND DISPOSITION FIGURES IN THIS TABLE 00 NOT INCLUOE 1119 AND 
1112 FISCAL SUITS, RESPECTIVELY, BECAUSE NO PENDING DATA ON SUCH SUITS WAS AVAIL~BLE 

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

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: FRANKL!N 

COUR'r DAYS: 229 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGECS)I o 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUOJCIAL DISTRICT 48 

FRANKLIN COUNTY 

-------------------,-------------------------

C,aSE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

lICRIM 

CASES r·ENDYNG 
. JAN. 1,1'176 

(Or:F.1 

39 ( ..... , 
2110 CT APP 0« 0) 

TOTAL: 39 c ••••• , 

CI VTt: 

I)OOM REl ••••• 
21~DOPT ..... 
3)SUITS >1500 ••• ~~ 
41SUITS <1500 ***** 
SILO CT APP ••• ** 
6)U1HER CVL ••••• 

CASES 
DOCKE=TED 1916 

(OfF.) 

100 
47 

147 

431 
31 ..... ..... 

.... * 
• •••• 

llI) 
41) 

158. 

CASES 
01 SPOSED 1976 

(OFF. ) 

92 •••••• , 
24 ( 24~ 

337 
25 

• •••• • •••• * ••• * • •••• 
SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 
(3+4) 

ALL SUITSI 

••••• 

OTHER CVl ••••• 
C 3+4+6) 

OOM RHI 
ALL SUITS ••••• 

Cl+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 2203 

TOTAL: 2203 

PRISe PET: 0 

..... 

• •••• 

517 

985 

11 

• •••• 

• •••• 

.~ ... 
950 

1312 

7 

CASES PfNDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(OEF. ) 

47 ( ..... I 
23 ( 23 I 

70 f ..... ) 

••••• ••• *. 
• •••• ..**. ••••• ..* .. 
.~ ... 
• •• *. 

1816 

1876 

4 

----------------------------------------------------------
TOTAL ALL 
CASES:*# 2242 f ..... ' 1143 ( 1154' 1435 f ••• !ft.) 1950 ( ••••• , 

---------_._------------------------------------------------------
~NNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOT.L CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

CIVIL FILING AND DISPOSITION FIGURES IN THIS TABLE DO NOT INCLUDE 1119 AND 
1112 FISCAL SUITS, RESPECTIVELY, BECAUSE NO PENDING DATA ON SUCH SUyrS WAS .vAiLABLf. 

COURT DAYS: 229 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(S': 0 
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CASE TYPE 

1976 ~NNUU REPORT OF CHelln COUPT ('~SELOAO 

FOR JUOICIAL OISTRJ£T 49 

CASES rENNNG 
. JAN. 1,1971.J 

fOEF. I 

osr:s 
DOCK ElF. 0 tcH6 

(OfF.' 

CAS~S 
DISPOSED 1\~76 

(DEF.I 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,J976 

(OEF.) 

~----.------------------~----.--------.... -----------
CRIMINAL 142 162 ) 16 fI ( lQl) 100 132) 207 221) 

CIVIL 668 396 4S2 612 

PRISe PET. 0 1 1 0 

. . '--
TOT",LS:tit; 810 e30) 562 C 588' 553 585) 819 833 ) 

----
NNNUMBE:R IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOUL . CASES USING OeFENO~NTS !N CRIM'tNAL 
CAse S. 

COUNTIES IN OISTRltT: ~LLEN 
SIMPSON 

COURT DAYS: 198 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE«S~I 4 

-239-



COUNTY 8REAI<DOWN OF JUDJCIIol DISTRICT 49 

. ALLEN . C.OUNTY 

--------------.------------.-------- ,-------------.---------------------
. CASES PENDING 

JAN. 1,1 Q76 
USE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

lICP,IM 
2 H.D CT APP 

TOTAL: 

CIVIL: 

l)DOM REL 
2) ADOPT 

, ( D I:F .') 

79 ( 
7 ( 

-,---
86 ( 93 ) 

. "'.' 

69 
0 3' SUITS >1500 *.*** 

4) suns <1500 .*.** 
SILO C1 APP 1 
6'OTHER CVL 26 

SUBTOTALS 

All SUI TS 101 
(3+4 ) 

ALL SUI TSI 
liTHER CVl •• **'" 

( 3+4+6' 

00101 RELI 
ALL suns *"'*"'* ( 1 +3+ 4, 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ***.* 

TOTAL: 203 

PRIS. PET: 0 

roTAL ALL 
CASE S: #fI. 289 ( 2%' 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DE-F.) 

38 
o 

38 

19 
8 

•• *** 
****. 2 

22 

56 ) 

0' 

56' 

CASES 
DISPOSED \976 

(OEF. ) 

57 
5 

62 

94 
4 

••• ** 
*.* •• 

0 
25 

64) 
5' 

69) 

PEPORTEO FOR CIVIL CASES: 

59 32 

~.~. ..IjI .. 

..... •• * •• 

••••• ' •• *** 

110 155 

1 1 

209 ! ?21) 218 t 225) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(DEF.) 

60 
2 

62 

54 
4 

•••• * 
*.**. 

3 
23 

134 

• •••• 

.* ••• 

••••• 
218 

0 

280 ( 

78' 
2' 

80 ) 

298' 

IItlNUMBER IN PARENTHf.!iES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASE S. 

COURT DAYS: 16 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 2 
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COUNTY BREAkDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 49 

SIMPSON cnUNTY 

------_.------'---------------------------------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CASE S PE ND] NG 
, JAN. 1,1976 

«OEF. ) 

OSES 
DOCI( ElED 1976 

(DF.F.) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF. , 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

( OF F. , 

------------------------------, .... -------------------------------
CRIMINAL: 

l)CRIM 
2)l0 CT APP 

TOT AU 

CIVIL: 

1)OOM REL 
2'AOOPl 
3'S\lIlS >l~OO 
4,SUITS <1500 
5 )LO CT APP 
6)OTHER CVL 

ALL SUITS 
(3+4) 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL 

(3 +4+ 6' 
DOM RELI 
ALL SUI TS 

( 1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOTAL: 

PRIS. PET : 

TOTAL ALL 

55 
1 

56 

116 
6 

15 
195 

1 
12 

68~ 
1) 

69' 

SUBTOTALS 

••••• 

••••• 

* .... 

. .... 
465 

0 

CASES:tHt 521 ( 534 ) 

121 
o 

121 

100 
5 

51 
50 
o 

14 

PEPORTED ...... 
. .... 
• •••• 

. .... 
226 

0 

135' 0' 
135' 

FOR 

353 ( 361) 

37 
1 

38 

206 
6 

25 
43 
o 

17 

62) 

l' 
63' 

CIVIL CloSESt 

••••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 
297 

0 

335 C 360' 

145 
o 

141) 
0' 

145 ( 141' 

70 
5 

101 
202 

1 
9 

. .... 
• •••• 

• ... $ 

• •••• 
394 

0 

539 C 535) 

~_NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURl DAYS: 122 

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

,.,,'. 

1976 ANNUAL REP OR 1 Of CIRCUIT C.OUP T OSELOAD 

For, JUDJCIAl 01STRICT 50 

--------
CASES PENDING CASES CASES CASES PENDING 

JAN. 1,1976 OOCI< FrF.D 1976 DISPOSED 1976 OfC.31,1976 
CASE TYPE I DEF • ) (OEF.) fDF.F. ) (['lEF.) 

-- -
CRIMINAL 104 107 ) nQ 240' 25e 259) 85 88) 

CIVIL 589 7215 721 ~87 

PRISe PET. 0 5 5 0 

----
TOTALS:## 693 (96) 969 970 ) 990 991) 672 675' 

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

COUNTIES 'IN DISTRICT: ROYLE 
MERCER 

COURT DAYS: 305 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGEIS): 46 
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COUNTY BR~AKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 50 

-----------------

CASE 1 VPE 

. CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OEF.' 

BOYLE 

CASES 
DOCK ETED 1976 

IOF.F.) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1.916 

(DH. ) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1916 

( OfF. , 

----------------------------------------------------------------
CRIMINt.U 

IlCRI M 5J 51) 155 I 155' 160 160' 46 46' 
2'lO CT APP b 6' 16 ( 16' 15 15' 7 " _-:0--_ 

TOTAL: 57 51) 111 ( 111 ) 115 175' 53 53' 

CIVIL: 

I'DOM REL 8S 214 234 65 
2 'ADO PT 5 8 11 2 
3) SUITS >1500 90 99 75 114 
4' SUITS <1500 lIS 84 95 104 
5'lO CT APP 0 3 0 3 
6 'OTHER CVl 10 29 23 16 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FO:< CI"V!'/ .. CASES: 

ALL SUITS ••••• ..... ••••• • •••• 
(3+4) 

ALL SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL ••••• ••••• ••••• ••••• 

(3+4+6' 

OOM RHI 
ALL SUI TS ••••• .. .,. . ••••• ••••• 

( 1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ••••• ••••• ••••• ••••• 

TOTAL: 305 437 438 304 

PRISe PET: 0 3 3 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASE:S:-"" 362 I 362) 611 C 611) 616 I 616' 357 C 357' 

*~NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 171 

COURT DAYS W/SPECI~l JUDGEIS): 31 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 50 

MERCER Cmj~TV 

------------------------

CASE TVPE 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(DEF.) 

CASFS 
DOCK!:TED 1976 

(DEF. ) 

CASES 
01 SPOSED 1976 

( DFF • ) 

----.----~ 

CRIMINAL: 

I)CRIM 44 47) 
2)LO (T APP 3 3) 

TOTAL: 47 50) 

CIVIL: 

UOOM REL III 
2 )AOOPT 5 
3)SUITS >1500 ••••• 
4)SUITS <1500 ..... ** 
5)LO C1 APP 0 
6)OlHER'CVL 61 

SUBTOTALS 

All SUITS 101 
(3+4) 

All SUITS I 
OTHER CVL •• **. 

(3+4+6) 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUI TS * •• ** 

(1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL .*.*. 

TOTAL: 284 

PRISe PET: 0 

TOTAL All 
CASE S: tJN 331 ( 33/, ) 

61 
7 

68 

149 
9 

•• *** ..... 
1 

38 

62 ) 
7) 

69 ) 

74 
9 

83 

145 
6 

•• **. ••••• 
0 

30 

15) 
9) 

84) 

REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

91 108 

..... **.*. 

• * .. * ••••• 

.* ... • •••• 
288 289 

2 2 

358 ( 359l 314 C 375' 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(DEF. ) 

31 
1 

32 

115 
8 

• •• * • 
••• ** 

1 
75 

84 

.*.** 

.* ••• 

••• ** 

283 

0 

31~ • 

34) 
1) 

35 ) 

318) 

N~NUMf\ER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
('ASES. 

COURT DAYS: 128 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGECS): 15 
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CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

lOTALS:NtI 

1976 ~NNUAl REPORT OF CJ~CUn C.OURT C.ASELOAO 

fOR JUDICIAL OIS1RJGT 51 

CASES PENDING 
. JAN. 1.1976 

• DEF.' 

29 C 

531 

o 

560 

37) 

56S, 

C/,SES 
DOCKFT~O 1916 

IOEF. ) 

16~ 

754 

4 

196) 

923 C 954) 

CASES 
DISpOSED 1916 

• OEF. ) 

140 81) 

806 

4 

950 C 891) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31.1976 

'DfF.) 

54 15L» 

479 

o 

533 6311 

-------------------------------------------------------
#NNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFEND_NTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRJCT: HENDERSON 

COURT DAVS: 291 

COURT DAVS W/SPECJ AL JUDGEC $': 1 

.. ... -. .,,,- • .a.tr_ 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 51 

HEN DEP. srn COUNTy 
-----_. ------ -----------------,~--------------------

CASI: TVP,E 

CASES PENflING 
JAN. 1,1'170 

(DEF.) 

CRIMINAL: 

HCRI M 
2H.O CT APP 

TOT AU 

CIVI L: 

lIDOM RE L 
2 )ADOPT 
3)5UITS >1500 
4) SUITS <J. 500 
5 )LO CT APP 
6'OTHER CVL 

25 
4 

29 

243 
6 

140 
105 

o 
31 

32) 
5) 

37) 

CASES 
DOCK E 1E D 1916 

(OF.F.' 

159 
6 

165 

393 
19 

130 
151 

o 
61 

190 ) 
6) 

196 ) 

.CASES 
DISPOSfD 1976 

(DF.F. , 

138 ( 

·.140 ( 

418 
19 

132 
168 

o 
69 

79' 
2 ) 

8ii 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 
(3+4) 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL 

(3+4+b) 

DOM REL! 
ALL SUITS 

(1 +3+ 1.' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTA L 

TOT I'lL: 

PRISe PET: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:NIf. 

...... 
••••• 

..... 
•• **. 

531 

0 

560 ( 568) 

. .... • •••• 

. .... • •••• 

. .... • •••• 

• •••• .It ••• 

754 e06 

4 4 

923 I 954' 950 « 8911 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1976 

(OEF.) 

46 
8 

54 

218 
6 

138 
88 
o 

29 

• •••• 

• •••• 

* •••• 

• •••• 
419 

0 

533 ( 

143) 
9) 

152) 

631) 

~#NUMBER IN PARENTHESfS IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT OAVS: 291 

COURT DAVS W/SPFCIAL JUDGEIS): 1 
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CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

197b ~NNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CA~ElOAO 

FOR JUOICtAL DISTRICT 52 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,197b 

(oEF. ) 

OSfS 
DOCKETED 1976 

(DEF.) 

CASES 
OISPOSED 1916 

(DEF'.) 

,---------,----------
131 ( 137) 18 ( 18' 50 50) 

1617 519 283 

2 2 o 

TOTALS:.# 1816 ( 1816' 599 599' 333 333' 

CASES PENDING 
DH.31,1916 

( DE F. ) 

165 165' 

1909 

4 

2078 I 2078' 

~NNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRJCT: GRAVES 

COURT DAYS: 112 

COURT DAVS W/SPECJAL JUDGEIS': 33 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN Of JUDICIAL DISTRICT 52 

GP,AVE S COUNT'Y 

------------------------------------------------------------

CASE TYPE 

CASES PENDING 
'JAN. 1,1'H6 

(OEF.I 

CRIMINAL: 

I)CRIM 137 
2)lO CT APP 0 

TOTAL: 137 

CIVIL : 

1,DOM REL ••••• 
2)ADOPT a 
3)SUI1S >1500 ••••• 
4'SUITS <1500 ••• ** 
5'lO C1 APP 2 
6)OTHER CVL .** •• 

137) 
0' 

137' 

CASES 
DOC K E TE [l 19,76 

(DEF.' 

78 ( 
o ( 

18 

..... 
33 

• •••• ••••• 
6 

••••• 

78' 
0) 

78) 

, ~ 

OSES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF'. , 

50 
o 

50 

.. ...... 
33 

••••• ••••• 
2 

• •••• 

50' 
0) 

50) 

SUBTD1ALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALt SUITS 
(3+4) 

ALL SUI TSI 
OTHER C VL 

(3+4+6) 

DOM RELI 
All SUI TS 

(1 +3+ 4) 

OTHER 
SUt';TOTAL 

'TOTAL: 

PRIS. PET: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:##I 

..... 
••••• 

..... 
1675 

1671 

2 

1816 ( 1816) 

••••• 

..... 

..... 
480 

519 

2 

599 C ~99) 

• •••• 

• •••• 

* •••• 

248 

283 

o 

333 f 333) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

f DEF. ) 

165 
o 

1.65 

. ..... 
o ,. .... 

• •••• 
6 

• •••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 

1903 

1909 

4 

1(5) 
0) 

165' 

2078 ( 2078) 

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

COURT DAYS: 172 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGECS): 33 
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1976 ANNUAL R.Ef)(1R1 OF CIRCUIT CC'URl CASELClAD 

FOR. JUDICIAL 01STRICT 53 
---------------

CASES PENDING CASES OSES CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,197b DOCK!:lfD 1976 OISPOSFO 1976 m:C.:Hj1976 

CASE TYPE COFF.' fDEF.) f DFF. ) i OEF. ) 

--
CRIMINAL 47 ( 49' 7., 751 70 71) 49 53' 

CIVI L 3bl 418 426 353 

PRIS. PET. 0 0 0 0 

--
TOTALS: lUI 408 410) 490 493) 496 497) 402 406' 

. 
##NUMBE:R IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CP,IMINH 
CASES • 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: ANDERSON 
SHELf.Y 
SPENCEf! 

COURT DAYS: 310 

COURT DAYS W/SP£CIAL JUDGECS): 14 
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COUNT V BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRiCT 53 

ANDERS ON COUNTY 

--------------_.--

CA!>E TVPE 

CA SE S PENOI NG 
JAN. 1,1976 

f OEF • , 

CASES 
DOC I< FTED 1976 

(OEF.' 
. -- ---

CRIM IN AU 

l)CRIM Q Q) 4 6 ) 
2 'lO CT APP (J 0) 1 1) 

TOTAL: 9 91 ~ 7) 

CIVIL : 

l)DOM REL ... "'. ••••• 2' "OOPT 3 5 3' SUI TS >1500 ••••• ••••• 
4' SUITS (1500 ...... ...... 
5'LO CT APP * •••• ..... 
6 )OTHER CVL ••••• • ***. 

CASES 
01 SPOSFO 19"76 

fOEF. ) 

9 9) 
0 0) 

9 9' 

••••• 
3 

••••• ••••• ••••• ••••• 
SUBTOTALS REPORTEO FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 
(3+4' 

ALL SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL '3 +4+ 6' 
DOM ~.ELI 
ALL SUI TS 

Cl +3+4·) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 

TOTAL: 

PR IS. PET: 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:U 

.*.1JI+ 

...... 

...... 
65 

68 

o 

71 ( 77' 

••••• ••••• 

. .... ••••• 

..... ••••• 

16 58 

81 61 

o o 

86 88) 70 ( 70' 

CASES PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

(OEF.) 

It 6) 
1 U 

5 7) 

••••• 
5 

* •••• ....... 
• * ... 
••••• 

..... 

...... '" 
••••• 

83 

88 

o 

93 95' 

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

COURT ClAYS: 22 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUOGEfS': o 
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CASE TYPE 

CnUNTY BREAKOOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 53 

CASES rF.~)(,>ING 

JAN. 1,1976 
(DEF.I 

SHEl~V cnUNTV 

OSfS 
DOCKfTEO 1976 

(OEF. , 

CASES 
DISPOSED 19'76 

fOEF.) 

CASES PENDING 
0I:'C.31,1976 

(OfF.) 

-----------------------------------------------------------
CRIMINAL: 

I'CRIM 18 18 ) 63 63 , 44 44) 31 ( 37' Z)lO CT APP 15 is, 0 0) 13 13' 2 ( 2' 
TOT AL: 33 33' 63 63' ">7 57' 39 39' 

CIVIL : 

1,0C'M RE L ••••• • •••• • •••• ...... 
2)AOO PT 20 12 20 12 
3)SUITS >1500 ••••• . .... • •••• ••• 4* 
4 'SUI TS (1500 *.* •• . .... • •••• ••• *. 
5'LO CT APP ••••• . .... • •••• ••••• 6'OTHER CVL I • 0 0 4 

SUBl'OTAl S REPORTED FOR. CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUI TS ••••• . .... • •••• ••••• (3+4 , 

All SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL ••••• ••••• • •••• ••••• (3+4+6 , 

DOM RfLl 
ALL SUI TS ••••• . .... • •••• . .... '.'. 

(1 +3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 196 235 275 156 

TOT AL: 220 241 295 172 

PRIS" PET: 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASESU~ 253 2.53 • 310 ( 310' 352 ( 311)2' 211 ( 21lt -- --
*_NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CAses., 

C.OURT DAYS: 205 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGF.(S'I 7 
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CASE TYPE 

CR JMINAL: 

l)CRJ M 
2'LO CT APP 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICI~L DISTRICT 5j 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(DEF.) 

5 ( 7) 
0 ( 0) 

SPENCER COU~TV 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1976 

(OEF.) 

1 ( 
3 ( 

2) 
3) 

CASES 
OJ SPOSED 1916 

(DEF.) 

1 
3 

2) 
3 ) 

CASES PENDING 
OEC,.31,1976 

( DfF. , 

5 
o 

7) 
0) 

-------------------------------,--~----
TOTAL: 5 

CIVIL: 

1) DOM REL 
2 )ADOPT 
3'SIJIlS >1500 
4'SUI1S <l~OO 
5'lO CT APP 
b 'Ol'HER CVL 

7' 

27 
0 

18 
J.9 

0 
9 

4 C 

',a 
3 

28 
9 
o 
2 

5) 4 

39 
2 

13 
9 
o 
1 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 
(3+4 ) 

ALL sunsl 

••••• 

OTtiER C.Vl ..... 
(3+4+6 ) 

DOH RELI 
ALL SUITS ••••• 

U+3+4' 

OlHER 
SUBTOTAL ..... 

TOTAL: 73 

?RlS. PET: 0 

TOTAL ALL 
tASESH •• 78 ( 80) 

..... 

...... 
••••• 

..... 
90 

o 

94 ( 95' 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

74 ( 

10 

o 

75' 

5 

36 
1 

33 
19 
o 
4 

••••• 

..... 

..... 

..... 
93 

o 

7) 

98 ( 100) 

• ~NUHBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 83 

COURT DAYS W/SP£CIAl JUDGE(S): 7 
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----------------------------------------------------------------------

J . 

,If 

CASE TYPE 

1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASELOAD 

FOR JUOICIAL DISTRICT ~4 

'-------.---,-----------
CASES PENDING 

JAN. 1,1976 
(DEF. ) 

CAS I::S 
DOCKETE('I 1976 

«OEF. I 

CASES • 
01 SPDSF[) 1976 

r (lH. ) 

C ASH. PENDING 
DEC.31,19'76 

, DE F. ) ---------------_._----- ._--------
CRIMINAL 71 , 81) 13') , l!lll) 90 101." ) 116 « In, 
t IVlL 774 -'56 852 bli3 

PRISe PET. 3 0 2 1 

-----------
TaTHS: JI/# 848 ( 85D) 891 ( 906) 944 958) 795 BOll . --- --- .. _--

#flNUMB£:R IN Pfl.REN'lHESES IS TH£: l()'TAl CAses USING DE.FENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: BOONE 
GALLATIN 

COURT DAYS: 223 

COUR' DAYS W/SPEtlAL JUDGE(S): o 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 54 

BOONE COUNTY 

-------~>~------.--------------

CASE iYP( 

CRIMTNAU 

l)eRIM 
2)lO CT APP 

TOTAL: 

CIVI L: 

l)DOM REL 
2 'ADOPT 

!':.ASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OEF.) 

29 ( 29) 
21 ( 2"1') 

------
56 ( 56' 

281 
11 

3) SUITS >1500 206 
4 ~ SUITS <1500 113 
5)LC CT APP 37 
6'OTHER CVl III 

CASE=S 
OOCKETE!} 1976 

(DEF.) 

104 1181 
18 18) 

122 136) 

321 
26 

147 
121 
35 
41 

5UBTOTAL!> RE·f'ORTED FOR 

ALL SUI TS 
(3+4 , 

ALL SUI lSI 
OTHER CVL 

(3 +4+ 6' 

DOM RELI 
All SUI TS 

(1 +3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTaTA L 

'TOTAL: 

PRISe PET: 

reTAL ALL 
CASE$:tIN 

..... .", ... 
••••• . ..... 
••••• ..... 
..... • ... * 

159 ' 691 

3 0 

tnB ( e 18) 613 ( 827l 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1916 

(DEF. ) 

82 90) 
1 1) 

83 91) 

421 
24 

159 
131 

19 
69 

CIVIL CASES: 

•• *** 

• :i' .... 

• •• ** 

•• * •• 

829 

2 

914 ( 922' 

. 

CASfS PENDING 
OEC.31,1976 

( DE F. ) 

5J ( 57 ) 
44 f 44 ) 

---
Q5 ( IOU 

181 
13 

194 
97 
53 
83 

••••• 

• •••• 

••••• 

.>Qt ••• 

621 

1 

717 ( ''123' 

--------.---------------------------------.-----------
NNNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CAS~S USJN~ DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS I 189 . 
COUR~ DAYS W/SPECIAL JUOGEfS): o 
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J . , 

COUNTY BREAKDOWN Of JUDICIAL DISTRICT 54 

GAllATIN COUNTY 

------'--------------------------------------------------------

C~SE TYPE 

CASES PENnING 
JAN. 1,I'H6 

COEF. ) 

CPIMINAL: 

l)CRI M 
21LO CT APP 

TOT Al: 

CIVI L: 

l)OOM REL 
2 'ADOP1 
3'SUITS >1500 
4,SUITS <1500 
5'LO CT APP 
b'OTHER CVL 

1'5 ( 
o ( 

15 

*.**. o 
****. .*.** 

o 
••••• 

25) 
1)1 

25) 

C /lSES 
DOCK flED 1976 

(DEF.) 

13 ( 
o ( 

13 

. .... 
o . .... ..... 
o . .... 

141 
0) 

14) 

CASES 
OISPOSEO 19'76 

C OfF. ) 

1 f 
o « 

1 

••••• 
o 

••••• ••••• 
o 

••••• 

13' 
0) 

SUBTOT~lS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS ..... 
()+4) 

ALL SUI TSI 
OTHER CVL ...... 

(3+4+6 , 

DaM RELI 
All SUITS ••••• 

(1+3+4) 

oniER 
SUBTOTAL 15 

TOTAL: 15 

PRISe PET: 0 

TOT~L ALL 
tASESUtl 30 t 40) 

. .... 

. .... 

. ..... 

78 I 

65 

65 

o 

79) 

. ..... 

. .. ~ . 
• •••• 

30 ( 

23 

23 

o 

36; 

CASES PENDING 
OE C • 31 , 1 976 

(OFF., 

21 f 
o t 

21 

••••• 
o ..... 

••••• o 
••••• 

. .... 
• •••• 

. .... 

78 f 

57 

57 

o 

21) 
0) 

21) 

78) 

~:~~;~ER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 

COURT O/lYS: 34 

COURT DAYS WISP, - tAL JUDGE (SI: o 
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CASE TYPE 

CRIMINI&l 

CIVIL 

PRISe PET. 

TOTALS:## 

t<lIINUMBER IN 
CASES. 

COUNTY E S IN 

COURT DAYS: 

1976 ANNUAL REPORT OF CIRCUIT COURT CASf.LCAD 

FOR JUDJCI~l DISTRICT 55 

----------------------------------------.----
CASES PENDING 

JAN .. 1,19'76 
(OfF.) 

54 44) 

558 

0 

612 602' 

PARENTHESES IS 

C~SES 
DOCKETED 1916 

(D EF • ) 

85 lOb' 

543 

0 

626 649, 

THE TOT Al CASES 

DISTRICT: BULL ITT 

182 

CASES 
DISpnSED 1976 

(DEF. ) 

51 58) 

686 

0 

731 744) 

. 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1916 

(oEF. ) 

88 ( 92' 
416 

0 

501t 508' 

USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S': .:" 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTR1CT 55 

CASE TYPE 

CASES Pt:N[HNG 
JAN. 1,1916 

(DI:F.) 

---------------------
CRIMINAL: 

I)CRIM 
2)LO CT APP 

TOT AL r 

CIVIL: 

50 
4 

54 

l)OOM REL 123 
2)ADOPT 9 
3)SUITS >1500 ••••• 
4)SUITS <1500 ••••• 
5)LO CT APP 0 
b)OTHER CVl ..... 

40) 

4' 
44) 

BUlll1T COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCK HED 1916 

COEF. ) 

81 
4 

85 

242 
25 ..... ..... 

1 ..... 

102) 
4) 

lOb) 

CASES 
DJ5 P OSF.D 1916 

(DE F. ) 

51 
o 

51 

205 
24 

••••• ••••• 
0 

••••• 

58) 
0) 

58) 

SURTOTAlS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASESr 

ALL SUI TS ••••• . .... • •••• 
(3+4 ) 

All SUITSI 
OTHER tVL 426 275 457 

(3+4+6 ) 

OOM P.ELI 
ALL SUI TS ••••• ..... ••••• 

( 1+3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ••••• ..... ••••• 

TOTAL: 558 543 68b 

PRISe PET: 0 0 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES=-. 612 « 602) 628 ( 649) 737 C 744) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.3l t 1976 

(DEF. ) 

eo 
8 

86 

160 
to 

138 
34 

1 
73 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 

••••• 
416 

0 

504 ( 

84) 
8) 

,-

508) 

----------------------------_._---":"'-
,,'NUMBER IN PARENTHESES' IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMTNAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 182 

COURT DA~S W/SPECI.L JUOGE(S): 3 
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1976 ANNUAL FEPORT. OF CIRCUIT COURT CASE lOAD 

FOR JUDICIAL DISTRICT 56 
___ '/#1_. _____ _ 

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL 

CIVIL 

PRI S. PET. 

CASE SPENDING 
JAN. 1,1<}76 

(DEF. , 

298' 

79l1' 

5 

TOTALS:#H 1095 ( 1101' 

CASfS 
DOCKETED 1916 

(DEF.' 

149 196' 

13 

707 754' 

CA~E'S 
DISPOSED 1916 

(OEF.) 

154 159' 

442 

600 605' 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1916 

( DE F. ) 

287 335 , 

901 

14 

1202 ( 1250' 

-------------------------------,-------------------------
NNNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMiNAL 
CASES. 

COUNTIES IN DISTRICT: CALDWELL 
LIVINGSTON 
lYON 
TRIGG 

COURT DAYS: 153 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAL JUDGE(S): 32 
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tOUNTY RREA~DOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 56 

CAlDWFll COUNTY 

------.-----------

CASE TYPE 

CRIMINAL: 

l)CRIM 
2'lO CT APP 

TOTAL: 

CXVIL: 

l'OOM REl 
2)AOOPT 

CASES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1976 

( 0 EF • , 

2 o fir ( 212 , 
2 ( 2' --

211 ( 214' 

100 
4 

3' SUI TS >1500 ••••• 
4' SUITS (1500 ** •• * 
5'LO CT APP 0 
6 'OTHER CVl 0 

CASES 
DOCKETED 1916 

(OEF.) 

41 f 46' 
0 t 0' --

41 46' 

124 
5 . .... 

••••• 
0 
~ 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(OEF.' 

32 211 
2 2' 

34 23) 

163 
4 . ... '~ ... .,.. 
0 
0 

SUBTOTALS REPORUD FOR CIVIL CASES: 

ALL SUITS 100 62 24 
(3+4' 

ALL SUITSI 
OTHER CVL ••••• ..... • •••• 

C 3+4+6' 

DDM REtI 
ALL SUI TS ••••• . .... ••••• 

11+3+4' 

OTHfR 
SUBTOTAL ... "". ••••• • •••• 

TOTAL: 204 191 191 

PRISe PET: 0 0 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:"" 415 « 418' 232 ( 237) 225 r 214' 

• 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1916 

f OEF. , 

218 237 ) 
0 0) 

218 237) 

61 
5 .... ~ 

• •••• 
0 
0 

1~8 

. .... 
• •••• 

• •••• 
204 

0 

422 ( 441) 

_~NUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 72 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGECS': 4 
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COUNTY BREAKDOWN OF JCDICIAL DISTRICT 56. 

LIVINGSTON COUNTY 

---------------------------------

CASE TYPE 

C~SES PENDING 
JAN. 1,1916 

(OEF.) 

_.--------------
CRIM INAL: 

UCRIM 
2'LO CT APP 

TOTAL: 

CIVIL : 

UOOM REL 
2'AOUPT 
3) SUI TS >1500 
4) SUITS <1500 
5'LO CT APP 
6'OTHER CVL 

20 
o 

20 

••••• 
0 

••••• ..... 
0 .. ,.. .. 

18) 
0) 

18' 

CASES 
DOCK ETE D 1 q76 

mEF. , 

19 ( 28 ) 
0._ ( 01 

19 f 28' 

76 
2 

• •••• . .... 
2 .4< ... 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR 

ALL SUITS ... ~ ..... 
(3+4' 

ALL SUI TSI 
OTHER CVl ••••• 6'. 

(3+4+6) 

DOM RElI 
ALL SUITS ..... ..... 

(1 +3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL 362 ..... 

TOTAL: 3b2 144 

PRISe PET: () 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:#I# 382 ( 380) 163 17~) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

( DE F • , 

20 21) 
0 0) 

20 21) 

61 
2 

••••• ••••• 
0 

••••• 
CIVIL CASES: 

••••• 

31 

• •••• 

••••• 
94 

0 

114 ( 115) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31,1.976 

(DEF.) 

19 25 ) 
0 0) 

19 25) 

••••• 
0 

• •••• • •• *. 
2 . .... 

• •••• 

••••• 

••••• 

410 

412 

0 

431 ( 43'7) 

UNUMBER IN PARENTHESES: IS THE i'OTAl CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL 
CASE S. 

COURT DAYS: 27 . 
COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(S): 9 
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CASE TYPE 

CUUNTY AReAKDDWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 56 

CASES PENuING 
JAN. 1,1976 

(OfF.) 

lYON COUNTY 

CASES 
DOCKETED lq76 

(OEF.) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1916 

(DEF. ) 

CASES PENDING 
DE C • 31 , 1 976 

(DEF.) 

------------------------------------------------
CRIMIN I>U 

1)CRI M 
2'lO c.T APP 

33 
o 

36) 
0) 

59 C 

o ( 
Q12 ) 

0) 
59 
o 

14, 

0' 
--------------------------------------

TOTAL: 

CIVIL: 

I'DOM REl 
2~ADOPT 
3' SUI TS > 1500 
4) SUI TS <1500 
5'lD CT APP 
6 )OTHER CVl 

33 

30 
8 

••• ** ..... 
a 

19 

38) 59 ( 92' 59 74) 

41 22 
2 2 

••• f,r. • •••• •• t~"' • • •••• 
0 0 
0 8 

SUBTOTALS REPORrED FOR CIVIL CASESf 

All SUITS 57 
()+4, 

All SUITSI 
OTHER CVl ••••• 

(3+4+6' 

DOM REll 
ALL SUITS ••••• 

(1 +3+4) 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ..... 

TOT Al: 11/, 

PRIS. PET: 5 

TOTAL All 
CASESU8 152 151 , 

40 

. .... 

. . .,.. 
• •••• 

83 

13 

155 C 188' 

----------._,,-----------------------

21 

• •••• 

• •••• 

• •••• 
53 

4 

116 ( 131) 

33 
o 

33 

49 
8 

• •••• • •••• 
0 

11 

76 

••••• 

. .... 
• •••• 

144 

14 

56l 
0) 

56 ) 

191 ( 214' 

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

COURT DAYS = 36 

COURT DAYS W/SPECIAl JUDGE(!': 19 
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..... ---------------------------------- ~~---- -~ ---~-

CASF 1 YPE 

COUNTY ~PEAKOOWN OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT 56 

TRIGG COUNTY 

~---------

CASU. PE-NDING 
JAN. 1,1971> 

(DEF. » 

CASF.S 
DOCKE TE[l 1976 

(DEF.) 

CASES 
DISPOSED 1976 

(DEF. ) 

CASES PENDING 
DEC.31t1976 

(DEF.' 

----._---------------------------------------------
CRIMINAL: 

llCRlM 28 28) 30 30) 41 41) 17 « 17) 

2,LO CT APP 0 0) 0 0) 0 0) 0 ( 0' 

-----
TOTAL: 28 ( 28' 30 30' 41 41) 17 17' 

CIVIL: 

1) DaM REL 41 5Q 69 31 

2',. DOPT 2 1 8 1 

3'SUITS >1500 29 29 11 47 

4) SUITS <1500 IS 29 12 35 

5'LO CT APP 0 0 0 0 

6'OTHER C.VL 28 3 4 27 

SUBTOTALS REPORTED FOR CIVIL CASES: 

"Ll SUITS ***** ****. .** •• * ••• '" 
(3+4' 

ALL SUITSI ••••• ..... 
OTHE R CVL ~ .... ...... 

(3+4+6 , 

DOM RELI 
ALL SUI TS ••••• ..... •• ** • ••••• 

(1+3+4' 

OTHER 
SUBTOTAL ••••• ••••• ••••• ..... 

----
TOT AL: 118 127 104 141 

PIUS. PET: 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL ALL 
CASES:#!. 146 ( 146' 157 157' 145 ( 145) 158 158) 

'HNUMBER IN PARENTHESES IS THE TOTAL CASES USING DEFENDANTS IN C~IMINAL 
CASES. 

COURT DAYS: 18 

COURT DAVS W/SPECIAL JUDGEIS): 0 
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THE "PROJECTED" VS.THE ACTUAL REPORTED 
CASE FILINGS! . 1976 

During 1976, projections of case filings were pre­
pared for every county and judicial circuit in the state 
in 1978. Thes'e were based 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 
table 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, whe.re caseloads have increased geo­
metrically in the last year. Since th.ere were only four 
years of actual data from which to project the figures, 
it was arbitrarily d~cided that if the projected figure 
was within 10% (high or low) of the actual figure, the 
projection was a "good" estimator of the actual figure, 
and that 15% one way or the' 'other was "not-too-bad". The 
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statewide projection w~s very good, only sl~ghtly above 
2'7Q off. Underestimates are preceded by (-) neg&tive 
signs and overestimates. by (+) plus signs. 

The size of the county had little to do with the 
accuracy of the proj ectLon. By separating out the 20 
largest counties and compa);'i~g their figures with those 
of all the other count:i:.es, the percent differences ob­
tained were 2.0% and 1.9% res:pectively. Similar differ­
ences occurred by separattng the 10 and 15 largest CD1.m­
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 column 
of the table, labeled ·"N". 

PROJECTED ACTUAL CASE 
CASE 'FILINGS, FILINGS, 

CASE TYPE 1976 1976 DIFF. % N 

Criminal 11,416 11,919 -5Q3 -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 o;t; state~~'ide totals by type of 
case were also satisfactory. 

The comparisons of th~ projections and actual doc­
keted cases fo);' 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 appe~.r in parenthese's next to the first column 
and dashes (--) in place of numbers next to the county 
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name. Circuit court totals where there is missing county 
case load information are actually subtotals for the 
counties 'l7hich did rp.port. There are 11 counties which 
did not report and which are p'art of ten judicial cir­
cuits. 

Although the percentages are not shown for each 
county, the projec~ions for seven counties (Boyle, 
Fayette, Jefferson, Laurel, Monroe, Muhlenberg, and 
Washington) were off by less than 1% (either high or 
low) . Including the.se 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 65.1'70 of 
109) were off by less than the 15% "not-too-bad" limit. 
It should also be noted that in many of the counties 
where the projection was off hy 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 39.8% 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 
(12th, 22nd, 30th, and 38th) were off by less than 1%. 
There were a total of 14 cireui ts ''1hich were off by les s 
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 ~ears data, the method used to 
project case filings would not take into account rapid 
rises and drops in fi.1ings. When totaled statewi.de, 
however, the projections left only a 2% low di££erence. 
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PROJECTION TECHNIQUE 

Projection (or "forecasti;lg") of filing volumes in 
the circuit courts are based upon an historical four-year 
trend of filings by case category. Th~re 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 corrununity, with a resultant 
leveling off in the crime rate. 

(2) Changes in law enforcement and prosecution 
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 follmving 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 

71 

1973 

86 

1974 

81 

1975 

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 gr,'aph 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 :;traight 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 case10ad trend is best represented by 
a straight line which starts on the graph at 66 and \ 
increases by 7 for each sllccessive 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, re~pective1y. 

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 :('or 1978. 

Two criteria were established for reviewing the 
projected values in order to decide whether to accept or 
modify the predictions. First, no 1978 case filings were 
accepted which were less than the 1975 volume. Some 
regression lines sloped downwards rather than ~pwards, 
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 
a.ssumed 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, f~me programs will predict future values 
using various types of curVE!S rather than a stra.ight 
line, Under some circumstances, these programs may be 
more beneficia.l. 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 c('wered only fonr years, which is too few 
to expect extremely accut"ate forecasts, regardless of the 
method employed. Cons~queritly, the accuracy of the 
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projections obtained by more complex procedures would not 
provide more reliable forecasts than would the linear 
regression method. Theiefore, the simpler linear procedure 
was chosen. 
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GRAPH OF PROJECTION METHOD EXAMPLE 
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PROJECTED ACTUAL PROJECTED ACTUAL 

CIRCUIT CASELOAD CASELOAD DIFF. /0 CIRCUIT CASELOAD CASELOAD DIFF. <;rl /0 
---

14. Bourbon 294 237 +57 20. Greenup 722 484 +238 

Scott (280) Lewis 204 187 +17 

Woodford (314) TOTAL 926 671 +255 +38.0% 

TOTAL 294 237 +57 +24.1/0 2l. Bath 137 98 +39 

15. Carroll (266) Menifee 73 60 +13 

Grant 235 240 -5 
Montgomery (328) 

Owen 154 109 +45 
Rowan 424 339 +85 

TOTAL 389 349 +40 +11. 5/0 TOTAL 634 497 +137 +27.6% 

16. Kenton 2496 2607 -111 -4.3% 22. Fayette 4485 4444 +41 +0.9% 

17. Campbell 1388 1403 -15 -1. 1/0 23. Estill 193 233 -40 

Lee 185 211 -26 

18. Harrison 223 167 +56 Owsley 154 109 +45 

Nicholas 44 72 -28 TOTAL 532 553 -21 -3.8% 

Pendleton 101 241 -140 24. Johnson (578) 
Robertson 23 19 +4 Lawrence 335 382 -47 

TOTAL 391 499 -108 -21. 6~~ Martin 411 369 +42 

19. Bracken 105 80 +25 TOTAL 746 751 -5 -0.7% 

Fleming 167 172 -5 25. Clark 545 553 -8 

Mason 332 241 +91 Madison 841 872 -31 

TOTAL 604 493 +111 +22.5% TOTAL 1386 1425 -39 -2.7% 
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PROJECTED ACTUAL 
CIRCUIT CASELOAD CASELOAD DIFF. % 

PROJECTED ACTUAL 
CIRCUIT CASELOAD CASELOAD DIFF. % 34. McCreary 298 289 +9 

26. Harlan 861 804 +57 +7.1% Whitley (694) 

TOTAL 298 289 +9 +3.1% 

27. Knox 528 686 -158 
35. Pike 1825 2617 ",792 -30.3% Laurel 734 736 -2 

TOTAL 1262 1422 -160 -11. 3/0 
36. Knott (398) 

28. Pulaski 722 746 -24 Magoffin 336 324 +12 

Rockcast1e (283) TOTAL 336 324 +12 +3. T70 

TOTAL 722 746 -24 -3.2% 
37. Carter 388 272 +116 

29. 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 +1 
38. Butler 215 204 +11 

TOTAL 546 608 -62 -10.2% 
Edmonson 228 201 +27 

30. Jefferson 18 1 798 18 1 877 -79 -0.4% Hancock 86 126 -40 

Ohio 395 384 +11 

31. Floyd 1085 1104 -19 -1. 7/0 TOTAL 924 915 +9 +1.0% 

32. Boyd 1009 1135 -126 -11.1/0 
39. Breathitt (278) 

Powell 264 220 +44 

33. Perry 552 643 -91 -14.1% 
Wolfe 162 128 +34 

TOTAL 426 348 +78 +22.4/0 
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CIRCUIT 

40. Clinton 

Russell 

Wayne 

TOTAL 

41. Clay 

Jackson 

Leslie 

TOTAL 

42. Calloway 

Marshall 

TOTAL 

43. Barren 

Metcalfe 

TOTAL 

44. Bell 

45. Muhlenberg 

McLean 

TOTAL 

PROJECTED 
CASELOAD 

181 

197 

269 

647 

620 

218 

325 

1163 

400 

428 

828 

692 

192 

884 

680 

567 

136 

703 
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ACTUAL 
CASELOAD 

197 

239 

301 

737 

862 

246 

314 

1422 

475 

492 

967 

64i 

154 

795 

624 

563 

180 

743 

DIFF. 

-16 

-42 

-32 

-90 

-242 

-28 

+11 

-259 

-75 

-64 

-139 

+51 

+38 

+89 

+56 

+4 

-44 

-40 

CIRCUIT 

% 
46. Breckinridge 

Grayson 

Meade 

TOTAL 

-12.2% 47. Letcher 

48. Franklin 

-18.2/0 
49. Allen 

Simpnon 

TOTAL 

-14.4% 
50. Boyle 

Mercer 

TOTAL 

+11.2% 51. Henderson 

+9.0% 52. Graves 

53. Anderson 

Shelby 

-5.4% Spencer 

TOTAL 

PROJECTED 
CASELOAD 

266 

351 

254 

871 

534 

2579 

274 

292 

566 

604 

383 

987 

1020 

541 

152 

466 

100 

718 
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ACTUAL 
CASELOAD 

322 

519 

261 

1102 

489 

2862 

226 

361 

587 

608 

357 

965 

950 

597 

88 

310 

95 

493 

DIFF. 

-56 

-168 

-7 

-231 

+45 

-283 

+48 

-69 

-21 

-4 

+26 

+22 

+70 

-56 

+64 

+156 

+5 

+225 

% 

-21.0,/', 

+9.2% 

-9.9% 

-'3.6% 

+2.3% 

+7. 4~~ 

-9.4/0 

+45.7% 



PROJECTED 
CIRCUIT CASELOAD 

54. Boone 850 

Gallatin 114 

TOTAL 964 

55. Bullitt 573 

56. Caldwell 230 

Livingston 181 

Lyon 146 

Trigg 133 

TOTAL 690 
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ACTUAL 
CASELOAD DIFF. 

827 +23 

79 +35 

906 +58 

649 -76 

237 -7 

172 +9 

175 -29 

157 -24 

741 -51 

+6.4% 

-11. 7% 

-6.9% 

REPORT ON PENDING CASES IN CIRCUIT COURT 

One continuing problem for courts in Kentuc«y 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 countE\d 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. If, for example, County 
A coun.ted 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 lc~rger 
decreases in backlog were primarily because of "purges" 
of old 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 th.e counties: in those circuits. For that 
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re,ason, no specific analysis will be included here. In 
the other 24 districts, incomplete district totals 
appear for information purposes. Asterisks (*) fill the 
spaces of those counties which were not included for the 
above mentioned reasons. 

The table below shows the total pending cases for 
all 92 counties added together ("statewide"): 

Circuit! 
Counties 

Total 4f:it 

Cases PE'nding 
Jan. 1, 1976 

50,549 

Cases Fending 
Dec. 31, 1976 

52,455 

Amount of 
Change 

1,906 

Percent 
Change 

3.8io 

4f:4f: for the 92 counties where comparable data was available 
(i.e., where no asterisks appear in the district table). 

It should be noted, however, that Jefferson and 
other large counties are not included in this total. 
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CHANGE S IN 

CIRCUIT COURT B~CKLOGS 

(BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT) 

NOTE: ASTERISKS (n.,,) IN PUCE OF NUMBERS INDICATE THAT EITHER 
THE COUNTY DID NOT REPORT ITS DATA IN TIME FOR INCLUSION OR THAT CRIMINAL 
DEFENDANT DATA WAS MISSING. 

DISTRJ CTI CASES PEND ING CASES PENDING AMOUNT OF PERCENT 
COUNT IES JAN. 1,1976 DEC.31~1976 CHANGE CHANGE 

1 I BAllARD 321 328 7 
CAR LI SLE 286 313 27 
FUL TON 298 380 82 
HICKMAN 197 169 -28 

TOUl: 1102 l190 88 8.0~ 

2 I MCCRACKEN 2771 2753 -18 -0.61: 

3 I CHRISTIAN 765 891 126 16.5% 

4 I HOPKINS ****. .* ••• *.*$. * •• **~ 

5 I CRITTENDEN 271 384 113 
UNION 459 609 150 
WEB STER 452 569 117 

TOTAL: ll82 1562 380 32.1% 

6 I DAVIESS 1454 1506 152 3.61 

7 I LOGAN 827 q21 94 
TODD 181 228 41 

TOTAL: 1008 l149 141 14.0~ 

8 I WARREN 1300 1318 18 1.4% 

9 I HAR OJ N 3394 3574 180 5.3% 

(CONTINUED' 
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--,,-------------~~ 

CHANGES IN 
C HANGF S IN 

CIRCUIT COURT BACKLOGS 
(1 ~ClllT COURT BACKLOGS' 

fBY JUDICIAL DISTRICT) 
(BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT) 

NOTE: ASTERISKS (n.") IN PLACE OF NUMBERS INDICATE THAT FITHER 
NOT E: A'STERI SKS ("*") IN PL ACE OF NUMRERS INDICATE THAT EITHER 

THE COUNTY 010 NOT REPORT lTS DATA lN TIME FOR INCLUSION OR THAT CR IMINAL THE COUNTY DID NO' REPOJ<.1 ns DA 1"A IN lIME FOR INCLUS ION OR THAT CRltHNAL 

DEFENDANT DATA WAS MISSING. DEFENDANT DATA WAS /-I.YSSING. 

DISTRICTI CASES PENDING CASES PENDING AMOUNT OF PERCENT DISTRICTI CASES PENDING CASES PENDING ,AMOUNT OF PERCENT 

COUNTIES JAN. 1, 197b DEC .31,1976 CHANGE CHANGE 
COUNT 1I:S JAN. 1,1976 DEC.31,197b CHANGE- CHANGE 

10 1 HIIR T ....... • •••• • •••• 15 I CARROLL ***** ***** ***** 
LARUE 164 140 -24 GRANT 352 455 103 

NELSON 514 518 ' 4 OWEN •• * •• .*.** ***** 
------- ----~ 

TOTAL: 670 658 -20, -2.9~ 
TOTAL: 352 455 103 29.3% 

111 GREEN 89 132 43 16 I KENTON •• *** ***** ***** *****~ 
MAR ION 184 182 -2 
TAYLOR 241 167 -54 
WASHINGTON 116 116 0 17 1 CAMPBELL ***.* ***** **.** *****% 

TOTAL: 630 617 -13 -2.1~ 
18 1 HARRISON 253 255 2 

NICHOLAS 13 17 4 
PENDLETON 134 167 33 

12 1 HENRY 13fi l!>B 19 ROBERTSON 35 40 5 

OLDHAM 266 299 33 
TRIMBLE 71 65 -6 

TOT AU 435 479 44 10.U 

TOTAL: 476 522 46 9.1~ 19 I BRACKEN 57 42 -15 
FLENING 95 82 -13 

13 1 GARRARD 197 224 27 MASON 145 155 10 

JESSAMINE 939 730 -209 
LINCOLN ••••• • •••• • •••• TOTAL: 297 279 -18 -6.1% 

TOTAL: 1136 954 -182 -16.0~ 20 I GRE ENUP 2054 2099 It5 
LEW] S 176 209 33 

14 1 BOURBON 723 755 32 --
SCOTT ••••• • •••• . .... 
WooDFORO ••••• ••••• • •••• TOTAL: 2230 2308 78 3.5% 

TOTAL: 123 755 32 4.4~ 
(CONTI NUeD) 

(CONTINUED) 
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CHANGE S IN 

CIRCUIT COURT BACKLOGS 

CBY JUDICIAL DISTRICT' 

NOTE: ASTERISKS (n.", IN PLACE OF NUMBERS INDICATE THAT EITHER 
THE COUNTY DID NOT REPORT ITS DATA IN TIME FOR INCLUSION OR THAT CRIMINAL 
DEFENDANT DATA WAS MISSING. 

OISTRItTI 
CDUN" IE') 

21 I BATH 
MENIFEE 
MONTGOMERY 
ROWAN 

TOTAL f 

22 I FAYETTE 

23 I ESTILL 
LEE 
OWSLEY 

TOTAL: 

24 I JOHNSON 
LAWRENCE 
MARTIN 

TOTAlI 

25 I CLARK 
MADISON 

TOTAL: 

26 I HARLAN 

CASES PENDING CASES PENDING AMOUNT OF PERCENT 
JAN. 1,1976 DEC.31,1976 CHANGE CHANGE 

141 140 -7 
74 76 2 

•• * •• • •••• .* ••• 
442 418 -24 

663 634 -29 -4.4t 

3059 3110 51 l .. n 

294 385 91 
185 231 46 
116 121 5 

595 737 142 23 .. 9~ 

••••• ••••• • •••• ••••• • •••• • •••• ••••• • •••• • •••• 
...... 

0 0 0 •• ···1 

••••• ••••• • •••• 
1012 1203 191 

1012 1203 191· 18.9t 

559 962 403 12.n 

«CONTINUED) 
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CHA.NGf S IN 

CIRCUIT COURT BACKLOGS 

(BY JUDICIA'L DISTRICT) 

NOTE: ASTERISKS C"*"' IN PLACE DF NUMBERS INDICAT~ THAT EITHER 
'THE COUNTY DID NOT REPORT ITS DATA IN TIME FOR INCLUSION PR THAT CRIMINAL 
DEFENDANT DATA WAS MISSING. 

-----------------------------------------------------------------
DISTRICTI 

COUNTIES 

27 I KNOX 
LAUREL 

TOTAL: 

28 I PULASKI 
ROCKCASTLE 

TOTAL: 

29 I ADAIR 
CASEY 
CUMBERLAND 
MONROE 

TOTAL: 

30 I JEFFERSON 

31 I FLOYD 

32 I BOYD 

33 I PERRY 

34 I MCCREARY 
WHITLEY 

TOTAL: 

CASES PENDING CASES PENDING AMOUNT OF PERCENT 
JAN. 1,1976 DEC.31,191b CHANGE CHANGE 

.* ••• • •• ** ••••• 
1625 1878 253 

1625 1878 253 15.6t 

1040 584 -456 •• * •• • •••• . .. *. 
1040 584 -456 -43.81 

548 656 108 
••••• • •••• • •••• 

221 260 39 
356 405 49 

1125 1321 196 17.41 • 

••••• ••••• • •••• ·.·.·t 

••••• • •••• • •••• • •••• t 

••••• • •••• • •••• ••••• 1 

410 596 186 45.4t 

482 521 45 
••••• ••••• • •••• 

482 521 45 9.3. 

( CONTI NUED ) 
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CHANGES IN 

CIRCUIT CCURT BACKLOGS 

(BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT) 

NOTE: ASTERISKS In.", IN PL~CE OF NUMBERS INDICATE THAT EITHER 
. THE COUNTY DID NOT REPORT ITS DATA IN TIME FOR INCLUSION OR THAT CRIMINAL 
OEFEND~NT DATA WAS MISSING. 

DISTRI CTI 
COUNTIES 

-----------------------------------------------------
CASES PENDING CASES PENOING AMOUNT OF PERCENT 

JAN. 1,1916 OEC.31,1976 CHANGE CHANGE 
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CHANGE S IN 

CIRCUIT COURT BACKLOGS 

(BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT) 

NOTE: ASTERISKS I".") IN PLACE OF NUMBERS INDICATE THAT EITHER 
THE COUNTY DID NOT REPORT ITS DATA IN TIME FOR INCLUSION OR THAT CRIMINAL 
DEFENDANT DATA WAS MISSING. 

DISTRICT! CASES PENDING CASES PENDING AMOUNT OF PERCENT 
COUNTIES JAN. 1,1976 DEC.31.1976 CHANGE CHANGE 
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CHANGE S IN 

CIRCUIT COURT BACKLOGS 

(BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT) 

NOTE: AS1ERIS~S (If.") IN PLACE OF NUMBERS INDICATE THAT EITHER 
THE COUNTY DID NOT REPORT ITS DATA IN TIM~ F 
DEFENDANT DA1A WAS MISSING. OR INCLUSION OR THAT CRIMINAL 

---------------------------------------------------------------
DISTRICTI 

COUNTIES 

47 I LETC.HER 

48 I FRANKLIN 

49 I AllEN 
SIMPSON 

TOTAL: 

50 I BOYLE 
MERCER 

TOTAL: 

51 I HENDERSON 

52 I GRAVES 

53 I ANDERSON 
SHELBy 
SPENCER 

TOtAL: 

CASES PENDING CASES PENDING AMOUNT OF PERC~NT 
JAN. 1,1976 DEC.31,1976 CHANGE CHANGE 

••••• ••••• ••••• ·····1 
••••• • •••• • •••• . .... ~ 

296 298 2 534 535 1 

830 833 3 0.41 

362 357 -5 334 318 -16 

696 615 -21 -3.0~ 

568 631 .63 ll.U 

1816 2079 262 14.4~ 

77 95 18 253 211 -42 80 100 20 -- --
410 406 -4 -1.0'; 

C CONTI NUED) 
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CHANGE S IN 

CIRCUIT COURT RACKLOGS 

CBY JUOICU'L DISTRICT) 

NOTE: _STERISKS (n •• , IN PLACE OF NUM8ERS INDICATE THAT EITHER 
THE COUNTY DID NOT REPORT ITS DATA IN TIM~ FOR INCLUSION ~R THAT CRIMINAL 
DEFENDANT DATA WAS MI~SING. 

DISTRICTI 
COUNTIES 

CASES PENDING CA~ES PENDING AMOUNT OF PERCENT 
JAN. 1,1976 DEC.31,1976 CHANGE CHANGE 

------.---------------------------------,-----------------------------
54 I BOONE 818 723 -95 

GALLATIN 40 78 38, 

TOTAl' 858 801 -57 

55 I BUlLITT 602 508 -94 -15.61 

56 I CALDWelL 418 441 23 
LIVINGSTON 380 431 51 
LYON 151 214 51 
TRIGG 146 158 12 

TOTALI 1101 1250 149 13. 5~ 

• 
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