Average CASELOADS for 28th Judicial District / crim equalized

MDJ-28-3-1

MDJ-28-3-02 259 867 252 1510 223 74 116
MDJ-28-3-03 259 539 61 1707 185 48 77
MDJ-28-3-04 259 189 53 1340 60 7 51

Comparison of each Dist. Court CASELOAD to 28's Judicial Dist Avg

Table 2

MDJ-28-3-01

MDJ-28-3-02

MDJ-28-3-03

MDJ-28-3-04

Comparison of Magisterial District Average to 6th Class County Average

Table 3

Armstrong

Bedford

Bradford

Carbon

Clarion

Ciearfield

Clinton

Columbia

Crawford

Elk

(Greene

Huntingdon

Indiana

Jefferson

McKean

Miffiin

Perry

Pike

Somerset

Susquehanna

Tioga

Venango

Warren

13% 2% -33%
-43% -50% -66%
3% -10% -39%
-19% -29% -52%
1% -12% -40%
-30% -38% -58%
28% 12% -24%
10% -4% -35%
16% 1% -31%
91% 67% 13%
-25% -34% -55%
-12% -23% -47%
61% 41% -4%
15% 0% -32%
1% -12% -40%
16% 0% -32%
-22% -32% -54%
44% 26% -14%
30% 13% -23%
26% 10% -26%
69% 47% 0%
52% 33% -10%
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET
PLEASE SUBMIT ONE COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.

To enter data, press TAB to move between fields.

L MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER (#4##4): 28-3-04

1. BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A. Average Total Caseload: 1,959

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district’'s  -25%
average total caseload:
8 ]

C. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of -39%
county’s average total caseload:

. BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - WORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload: 17,604

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’s -28%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workioad that is fifteen percent greater YES
than or less than any other magisterial district
within your judicial district:

D. If YES, how does this difference impact workload equity within your judicial
district?

. PROPOSED CHANGE:

[ ] Reestablish

[ ] Realign
XI Eliminate

A. Please indicate any proposed change in this
magisterial district. Check all that apply.

B. What is the proposed effective date {m/d/yyyy):  1/1/2015

V. MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATI{ON:

A. Magisterial District Judge Name: Patrick E. Lowrey

B. Term Expiration (m/d/yyyy}: 1/3/2018

Magisterial District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 10f 3
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

C. Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/vyyy}: 12/31/2040

The Crawford Center

D. Office Location (Street, City and Zip code):
e ( yand Zip code) Emlenton, PA 16373

E. Isthe office within the boundaries of the
magisterial district:

YES

F. Is the residence of the magisterial district judge
within the boundaries of the magisterial district:

YES

G. List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
Emlenton Police Department

H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
Routes 8, 38, 208, 308

Vi LIST EXiSTING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES:
Townships Of Irwin, Clinton, Rockland, Scrubgrass, Richland; Boroughs Of
Barkeyville, Clintonville & Emlenton

VIl.  LisT PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DiSTRICT MUNICIPALITIES:
Eliminate

Viit,  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:
We are recommending the elimination of 28-3-04 upon the mandatory
retirement of Douglas Dinberg, Magisterial District Judge of District 28-3-02 on
December 31, 2014. We propose to move Judge Lowrey, newly-elected Judge
of 28-3-04 to the present office location of 28-3-02 in Cranberry Township,
Seneca, PA.
This magisterial district court has significant departures from the caseload
equity figures with a variance of -25% from Venango County's average and a -
39% variance from the average sixth class county. There is a -28% variance in
the workload in 28-3-04 to Venango County's average.
The former magisterial district judge of 28-3-04, who presided there for 18
years, indicated that the majority of his filings were from out of his district, a
result of traffic violations on Interstate 80 and Route 8, which for the most part
did not result in hearings. Most of the criminal cases were processed on his
"duty week-ends"” and again, not from his district. He held approximately 10-15
summary trials per week and 4-8 payment determination hearings per week.

The municipalities currently in 28-3-04 would be shifted to 28-3-02, which
include Irwin, Clinton, Scrubgrass, Rockland and Richland Townships and
Barkeyville, Clintonville and Emlenton Boroughs. We believe the caseload,
workload and population can be absorbed with no impact on the Court's ability
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

to process cases under our proposed plan. The City of Qil City would be shifted
from 28-3-02 to 28-3-01 and Sugarcreek Borough would be shifted from 28-3-
01 to 28-3-02.

The PA State Police, Franklin Barracks, currently travel a distance of
approximately 18 miles to the Emlenton MDJ Office. They would travel a
distance of 2.7 miles to the Seneca MD)J Office if 28-3-04 is eliminated.

The current population of 28-3-04 is 6,561, a 1% increase from 2000.

PLEASE SAVE A COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET PRIOR TO ENTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT,
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JuDpiCIAL DISTRICT SUMMARY WORKSHEET

PLEASE SUBMIT ONE COPY OF THE JUDICIAL DISTRICT SUMMARY WORKSHEET.

To enter data, press TAB to move between fields.

. JupiciAL DISTRICT NUMBER: 28
A, Wh
at is the class of county? 6
Bl Wh
at is the percentage difference in the average 18%

annual caseload between this judicial district
and the applicable class of county?

L. PROPOSED ACTIONS:

A. List existing magisterial districts:
28-3-01; 28-3-02; 28-3-03; 28-3-04

B. Does this judicial district have an annual

average caseload that is ten percent above the NO
average caseload for the applicable class of

county?

1. If the answer to Il. B. above is NO, are YES

eliminations proposed?
a)List magisterial districts proposed for elimination.
28-3-04
b)If no eliminations are proposed based on Ii. B, above, what are the factors
for this decision?

2. If the answer to il. B. above is YES, are
eliminations proposed?

Choose Yes or No

a}List magisterial districts proposed for elimination.

C. Are any magisterial districts proposed for YES
reestablishment?

1. List magisterial districts proposed for reestablishment.
28-3-03

D. Are any magisterial districts proposed for NO
realignment?

1. List magisterial districts proposed for realignment.
28-3-01 and 28-3-02

Judicial District Summary Worksheet 2011-12 Page 10f5
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JUDICIAL DISTRICT SUMMARY WORKSHEET

1. NiGHT AND CENTRAL COURT OPERATIONS

A. Is there a night court operating within the NO
judicial district?

B. Is there a central court operating within the YES
judiciat district?

C. Note comments regarding how night, central or other similar court programs
impact operations within the judicial district.
A central court system was established in Venango County in January of 1994,

Criminal cases are presented weekly on Wednesday, with two district judges
presiding. One district judge presides over preliminary hearings and the
other accepts guilty pleas and waivers and imposes sentences. A prosecuting
attorney is present for each case.

One of the many factors considered in implementing a central court system
was the disparity in filings in Magisterial Districts 28-3-04 and 28-3-02 as
compared to the other two districts. Criminal filings in Magisterial District 28-
3-04 historically have been lower than in the other districts, primarily
because it is a rural district that is sparsely populated. Filings in Magisterial
District 28-3-02 have typically been somewhat higher than in the other three
districts. 02 contained the municipalities that ranked number one and three
in population in Venango County. It was determined that parity in the
number of criminal caes processed per district judge could be achieved by
implementing a central court system, and that the manner and timeliness of
preliminary hearings could be standardized in the county. It was also
believed that Central Court would eliminate the logistical issues associated
with scheduling and traveling from one end of the county to the other for our
understaffed public defenders' office.  Another concern prior to the
implementation of central court was that a prosecuting attorney was present
for preliminary hearings for only the most serious alleged crimes, thereby
protracting the prosecution process for the majority of cases in the Court of
Common Pleas. Scheduling conflicts for prosecutors and defense counsel
have been eliminated because preliminary hearings are scheduled on
Wednesday only. This also eliminated the substantial amount of time the
magisterial staffs dedicated to continuances of prelimnary hearings and
prosecuting police officers in rearranging their schedules each time a
preliminary hearing was rescheduled.

Judicial District Summary Worksheet 2011-12 Page 2 of 5
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Prior to the implementation of Central Court, a small percentage of cases
resulted in guilty pleas because there was not a prosecuting attorney present
at this stage of a criminal case to approve a negotiated plea.

Because of space constraints in the offices of the magisterial district judges,
prior to central court, witnesses and victims who appeared for a preliminary
hearing customarily sat in a room with the alleged perpetrator of the crime.
There was no security or protection from the exchanges that may occur
under such circumstances. Victims and witnesses are now provided a
separate waiting area, there is a deputy present from the sheriff's office in
the court room for security, and a victim-witness coordinator is present to
provide oreintation on court procedures and to provide support and
accompaniment during court proceedings.

While central court is a less than perfect system, the goals established have
been either met or exceeded. We view the impact of Central Court on the
magisterial courts, Court of Common Pleas, victims and witnesses,
prosecuting and defense attorneys, the county, communities, and police

agencies as positive.

** PLEASE NOTE: Since we do utilize a Central Court system in Venango
County, we have equalized all criminal caseload/workload statistics among
the magisterial district judges, rather than counting them in the district in
which they were filed.

The population in Venango County has been dropping since the 1950's census
count of 65,328. The 2010 census results place the population at 54,984, an
almost 16% decrease. The decrease from 2000 to 2010 is 4.5%. Per report
from Judith Downs, Executive Director of the Venango County Regional
Planning Commission, Venango County is not only losing population, it is
losing families. The percentage of residents under 18 and those in the 30-50
year old category are dropping faster than the population as a whole. The
loss of families has an impact on the County, particularly on the type of
housing demand, failing enrollments at the school districts and the ability for
existing and prospective new businesses to find employees. Shifts in
Venango County's population are from the urban core communities of Oil City
and Franklin into the suburban townships where water and sewer systems
have expanded. The 2007 Southern Comprehensive Plan designates the 1-80
corridor areas around Barkeyville, Clintonville, Emlenton and Route 8 as
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JuDiCIAL DISTRICT SUMMARY WORKSHEET

future growth areas. Additional industrial development is occurring at the
Sandycreek Industrial Park in Sandycreek Township, at the former Pennzoil
refinery site in Rouseville Borough and at the Oil City industrial park.

As of November 30, 2011, there have been 50 non-Mardcellus wells driilled in
Venango County and one Marcellus. Venango County is on the edge of the
Marceilus, but in the heart of the Utica shale area, with the possibility of
expansion in the unconventional natural gas fields,

Iv. PusLIc COMMENT

A. A request for public comment was posted: YES
B. Comments were received: Choose Yes or No
C. Comments are attached: Choose Yes or No

V. ADDITIONAL REMARKS CONCERNING PROPOSAL:

After an analysis of the data and consideration of other relevant factors, and
considering the significant departure that exists in 28-3-04 from the caseiload and
workload equity from the other three Venango County magisterial district courts, and
04's significant departure from other sixth class county figures, we felt it was prudent
to eliminate 28-3-04. With the realignment of 28-3-01 and 28-3-02 and the
reestablishment of 28-3-03, we can gain workload equity among the remaining three
magisterial district courts, and eliminate the imbalances that currently exist, without
compromising the effective and efficient administration of justice and with very limited
disruption.

We have considered public convenience, and although the residents of some
municipalities may have to travel a greater distance to the MDJ office, we do not
believe that any of the distances are excessive. If hearings can be conducted in
Emlenton as needed for the residents of the southern municipalities there will be no
change for those residents or the Emlenton Police Department since the 28-3-04 MDJ
office is currently located in Emlenton Borough. This proposal more equitably
distributes case filings and still maintains reasonable geographic access for residents.

We also note that there is no longer a rule that no one within a district should have to
travel more than one-half hour to reach the MDJ office.

vi. DATE SUBMITTED TO AOPC:

VIl.  PRESIDENT JUDGE NAME:

Judicial District Summary Worksheet 2011-12 Page d of 5
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Signature
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Average CASELOADS UNDER PROPOSED REALIGNMENT

Table 1 .

AVERAGE | | "sdae ] eVt L e 19 LR e

MDJ-28-3-01 346 839 189 1135 60 23

MDJ-28-3-02 346 628 268 2971 21 25

MDJ-28-3-03 346 547 61 1719 48 88 o

AVERAGE WORKLOADS UNDER PROPOSED REALIGNMENT

NT (include PC) 70.74

TR 228

oV 11.28

i 14.48

MD 32.57

Ta‘_ble 3

RVERAGE | | (2705 | 9085 | 4427 | 2045 | 623

MDJ-28-3-01 12705 | 11041 | 2588 2143 869

MDJ-28-3-02 12705 | 9623 6774 7906 304

MDJ-26-3-03 15705 | 6530 3919 2087 695
WORKLOAD COMPARISON UNDER PROPOSED REALIGNMENT

Table 4

MDJ-28-3-02

MDJ-28-3-03




AOPC

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET
PLEASE SUBMIT ONE COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.

To enter data, press TAB to mave between fields.

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER (#####): 28-3-01

BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A. Average Total Caseload: 2,314

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district’s  -11%
average total caseload:

C. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of -28%
county’s average total caseload:

BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - WORKLOAD

-
A, Average Total Workload: 22,315
B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’'s  -8%
average total workload:
C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater NO
than or less than any other magisterial district
within your judicial district:
D. If YES, how does this difference impact workload equity within your judicial
district?
Iv. PROPOSED CHANGE!
- o D Reestablish
A. Please indicate any proposed change in this EI Reali
ealign
magisterial district. Check all that apply. . .g
[ ] Eliminate
B. What is the proposed effective date (m/d/yyyy).  1/1/2015
V. MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:
A, Magisterial District Judge Name: Andrew F. Fish
B. Term Expiration (m/d/yyyy}: 1/5/2014
Magisterial District Reestablishment Warksheet 2011-12 Page 1 of 4
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

C. Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2051
140 West State Street
D. Office Location (Street, City and Zip code): Pleasantville, PA 16341

E. Is the office within the boundaries of the
magisterial district:

YES

F. Isthe residence of the magisterial district judge
within the boundaries of the magisterial district:

YES

G. List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
Sugarcreek Borough Police Department

H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
Routes 62, 8,417, 227,322 and 36

VI, LIST EXISTING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES:
Townships Of Plum, Cherrytree, Qilcreek, Allegheny, Oakiand, Cornplanter &
Jackson; Boroughs Of Pleasantville, Rouseville, Sugarcreek & Cooperstown

VIl.  LIST PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES:
Townships Of Plum, Cherrytree, Oilcreek, Allegheny, Oakland, Cornplanter,
Jackson, Boroughs Of Pleasantvilie, Rouseville And Cooperstown & City Of Oil
City

vill. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:
The population of 28-3-01 is 16,987, an increase of 4.5% from 2000.

District 28-3-01 was realigned on January 1, 1994, to include the Boroughs of
Sugarcreek and Cooperstown, and Jackson Township, all of whom had
previously been a part of Magisterial District 28-3-03. This magisterial court
readily assumed the increase in population and case filings with no impact on
the court's ability to process case filings. In conjunction with the realignment,
the court recommended that, concurrent with the effective date of the
realignment, the magisterial office be relocated to a central, equally accessible
area within the newly realigned district. The County was unable to secure a
suitable facility at that time in either Cherrytree or Qakland Townships, the
center of the District. In an effort to minimize the inconvenience to the
residents of the affected municipalities, an adjunct magisterial office was
established in the Sugarcreek Borough Municipal Building, where the district
judge presides and accepts filings one day a week,

We are now proposing to transfer Sugarcreek Borough from 28-3-01 to 28-3-02
and to shift the City of Qil City from 28-3-02 to 28-3-01. This would be the only
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change to 01's current configuration.

We will continue our efforts to find a suitable location that is more centrally
located in the newly realigned district and convenient to the Qil City Police
Department. The PA State Police, Franklin Barracks, which is iocated on State
Route 322 is currently 22.9 miles from the Pleasantville office. If relocated to
the Rouseville area, PSP would have a travel distance of approximately 11 miles.

The average travel distance for the municipalities currently within this district is
13.4 miles. If the office were relocated to a location in Rouseville Borough, the
average travel distance would be 9.8 miles.

Distance to Pleasantville(current)  to Rouseville (proposed)

Allegheny Township 4 miles 16.8 miles
Cherrytree Township 12 miles 6.6 miles
Cooperstown Borough 24 miles 14.9 miles
Cornplanter Township 9 miles 4.8 miles
Jackson Township 23 miles 16.9 miles
Oakland Township 17 miles 8.7 miles
Qilcreek Township 4 miles 9.8 miles
Pleasantville Borough - 13.4 miles
Plum Township 16 miles 13.5 miles
Rouseville Borough 13 miles -- miles
Sugarcreek Borough 25 miles {propose move to 02)
City of Qil City (currently in 02) 16 miles 3.4 miles

The City of Oil City, currently located in District 28-3-02, and proposed to be
shifted to 28-3-01 has the highest population in the County with 10,577 (an
8.1% decrease from 2000),

The current workload average for 28-3-01 is 22,315 (variance of -8% from
county average). The workload average would increase to 30,095 under this
proposal, and the variance from the county's average workload would be
reduced to -1%.

This configuration will produce a much more equal distribution of work among
the remaining three magisterial district courts and will not produce an undue
hardship to the affected municipalities or the Qil City Police Department, and in
fact, the Court has spoken with the Chief of the Qil City Police Department and
he indicated that he would be in favor of the shift of Oil City from 28-3-02 to 28-
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3-01, with an office relocated at or near the Rouseville area.

PLEASE SAVE A COPY OF THI5S WORKSHEET PRIOR TO ENTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET
PLEASE SUBMIT ONE COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT,

To enter data, press TAB to move between fields.

I MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER (#####). 28-3-02

I, BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A. Average Total Caseload: 3,301

B. Difference {%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district’'s  26%
average total caseload:

C. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of 3%
county’s average total caseload:

Il. BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - WORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload: 32,336

B. Difference (%} between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’'s  33%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater YES
than or less than any other magisterial district
within your judiciai district:

D. If YES, how does this difference impact workload equity within your judicial
district?
Please see comments below

Iv. PROPOSED CHANGE:

[ ] Reestablish

X Realign
[ ] Eliminate

A. Please indicate any proposed change in this
magisterial district. Check all that apply.

B. What is the proposed effective date {m/d/yyyy):  1/1/2015

V. MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A. Magisterial District Judge Name: Douglas |. Dinberg

B. Term Expiration {(m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2017

Magisterial District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 1 of 4
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C. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2014
Mellon Bank Building, State
D. Office Location {Street, City and Zip code): Route 257

Seneca, PA 16346

E. Is the office within the boundaries of the VES

magisterial district:

F. I[sthe residence of the magisterial district judge
within the boundaries of the magisterial district:

YES

G. List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
Qil City Police Department

H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
Routes 8, 62, 322, 257, 157

vi. LisT EXisTING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES:
City Of Qil City; Townships Of Cranberry, Pinegrove & President

VIl.  LiIST PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT IMUNICIPALITIES:
Townships Of Cranberry, Rockland, Richland, Pinegrove, President, Scrubgrass,
Clinton, Irwin And Boroughs Of Emlenton, Clintonville, Barkeyville And
Sugarcreek

VIil.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:
The Population of 28-3-02 is 19,156, a 6% decrease from 2000, The significant
departures that exist in Venango County from the caseload equity figures are in
Magisterial District 28-3-02, with case filings 26% higher than the county
average of 2,613, and in Magisterial District 28-3-04 with case filings 25 % lower
than the county average of 2,613. (04 proposed to be eliminated)

In the past, a reconfiguration that would shift Cranberry Township, with a
population of 6,685 and average annual case filings of 1170 to Magisterial
District 28-3-04 had been considered. The transfer would have helped to create
a more equitable distribution of population and case filings among the
magisterial districts; however, relocating the magisterial office to a central site
made such transfer illogical and impossible. The center of a realigned District
28-3-04 to include Cranberry Township would be Rockland Township, a sparsely
populated township {1456) comprised of 48.6 square miles. There is no
infrastructure and no commercial or industriat development in this township.
There is no bank or post office. It is a residential area with vast areas of
undevloped land. It was the Court's opinion that an uneven distribution of
work was warranted in order to provide convenient public access.
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A shift of the City of Oil City from 28-3-02 to 28-3-01 and a shift of Sugarcreek
Borough from 28-3-01 to 28-3-02, however, will create a more equitable
distribution of population and an equitable distribution of workload among the
remaining three magisterial district courts and, although it will increase driving
distances for some municipalities, will not produce an undue hardship. We also
propose to transfer Rockland, Richland, Scrubgrass, Clinton, and Irwin
Townships and Emlenton, Clintonville, and Barkeyville Boroughs from 28-3-04,
which is proposed to be eliminated, to 28-3-02,

The average travel distance for the municipalities currently within the district is
10.25 miles.

Distance to office location (Seneca)

Cranberry Township 2 miles
President Township 22 miles
Pinegrove Township 13 miles
Oil City (propose move to 01) 4 miles
Travel distances for municipalities being transferred to 02:
Rockland Township 8 miles
Richland Township 16 miles
Emlenton Borough 20 miles
Scrubgrass Township 26 miles
Clintonvilie Borough 27 miles
Clinton Township 17 miles
Irwin Township 25 miles
Barkeyville Borough 27 miles
Sugarcreek Borough 11 miles

Average travel distance for all municipalities to the Seneca office: 17.8 miles

The PA State Police currently travel 2.7 miles to the Seneca MD)J Office and
there would be no change for them, as the office location would not change.
The Sugarcreek Borough Police, who currently travel -0- miles since the MDJ sits
in Sugarcreek one day per week, would have a travel distance of 10.6 miles to
the Seneca office. Sugarcreek has annual average case filings of 1438 and a
population of 5,294, a 0.7% decrease from 2000,

Under the proposed configuration, the Magisterial District Judge of 28-3-02
could likely conduct hearings and accept filings in Emlenton Borough on an "as
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needed" basis in order to accommodate the residents of Rockland, Richland,
Emlenton, Scrubgrass, Clintonville, Clinton, Irwin, and Barkeyville and the
Emlenton Borough Police Department.

The current workload average for 28-3-02 is 32,336 (a variance of 33% from the

county average), The workload average would decrease to 32,127 and the
variance from the new county average workload would be 6%.

PLEASE SAVE A COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET PRIOR TO ENTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET
PLEASE SUBMIT ONE COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.

To enter data, press TAB to move between fields.

L MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER (#####): 28-3-03

il BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A. Average Total Caseload: 2,876

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district’'s  10%
average total caseload:

C. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of -10%
county’s average total caseload:

ni. BREAKDOWN OF MIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - WORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload: 25,136

Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’s 3%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater NO
than or less than any other magisterial district
within your judicial district:

D. If YES, how does this difference impact workload equity within your judicial
district?

v, PrROPOSED CHANGE!

X] Reestablish
A. Please indicate any proposed change in this Reali
ealign

magisterial district. Check all that apply. [ Eliminate
imin

B. What is the proposed effective date (m/d/yyyy):  1/1/2015

\'A MAGISTERIAL DiSTRICT INFORMATION:

A. Magisterial District Judge Name: Michael D. Snyder

B. Term Expiration {m/d/yyyy): 1/3/2016
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C. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2017

217 Thirteenth Street

D. Office Location (Street, City and Zip code}: .
Franklin, PA 16323

E. Isthe office within the boundaries of the
magisterial district:

YES

F. Is the residence of the magisterial district judge
within the boundaries of the magisterial district:

YES

G. List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
Franklin Police Department; Polk Borough Police Department

H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
Routes 8, 322, 965, 62

Vi LisT EXISTING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES:
City Of Franklin; Townships Of Canal, Utica, Frenchcreek, Mineral, Victory &
Sandycreek; Borough Of Polk

Vil.  LisT PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES:
Same

vill. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:
Woe are proposing no change to the boundaries of 28-3-03.

The City of Franklin, located in this district, has the third highest population in
the County with 6545, a 9,.2% decrease from 2000.

The population of the magisterial district is 12,300, a 14.6% decrease from
2010.

The annual average workload of 03 is 25,136, a 3% variance above the county
average. Under our proposal, we estimate an average workload for 03 of
28,802, a -5% variance from the increased county average of 30,341.

The current configuration and location of the office enables all municipalities
within Magisterial District 28-3-03 to have equal access to their court. The
office is equally accessible to municipalities, with an average travel distance of
7.5 miles.

Travel distances to office in Franklin:

City of Franklin --

Canal Township 10 miles
Utica Township 11 miles
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Frenchcreek Township 7 miles

Mineral Township 11 miles
Victory Township -9 miles
Sandycreek Township 5 miles
Polk Borough 7 miles

The PA State Police, Franklin Barracks, currently travel, and would continue to
travel, a distance of 6.9 miles to the Frankiin MDI Office.

PLEASE SAVE A COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET PRIOR TO ENTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.
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Comparison of 28th Judicial District average to 6th Class County Average

Tahle 4

fj EAidBh
Armstrong
Bedford
Bradford
Carbon
Clarion
Clearfield
Clinton
Columbia
Crawford
Elk
Greene
Huntingdon
indiana
Jefferson
McKean
Mifflin

Perry

Pike
Somerset
Susquehanna
Tioga
Warren
Wayne

NT (Include PC) 10.74

TR 2.28

cv 11.28

LT 14.48

MD 32.57

Table 6

VIDJ-28-3-01 9510 6122 2891 1602 203 1987
MDJ-28-3-02 9510 12018 3443 2515 1072 3778
MDJ-28-3-03 9510 6444 3892 2087 695 2508
MDJ-28-3-04 9510 2599 30565 677 101 1661




WORKLOAD Comparison of each Dist. Court to 28's Judicial Dist Avg

Table 7

MDJ-28-3-01

MDJ-28-3-02 32,336
MDJ-28-3-03 25,136
MDJ-28-3-04 17,604

WORKLOAD Comparison of Dist Avg to 6th Class County Avg

Table 8

Armstrong -27% 6% -18% -42%
Bedford 4% 51% 18% -18%
Bradford : -11% 29% 0% -30%
Carbon -39% -11% -31% -51%
Clarion : 4% 50% 17% -18%
Clearfield ' ~32% -1% -23% -46%
Clinton 6% 54% 20% -16%
Columbia -34% -4% -25% -48%
Crawford 1% 47% 14% -20%
Elk ‘ 7% 35% 5% -27%
Greene 7% 35% 5% -26%
Huntingdon 40% 103% 58% 11%
indiana ‘ -45% -20% -38% -57%
Jefferson ! -18% 18% -8% -36%
McKean ‘ 12% 62% 26% -12%
Mifflin -17% 20% -6% -34%
Perry -23% 11% -13% -39%
Pike s 17% 59% 32% -8%
Somerset -16% 21% -6% -34%
Susquehanna 26% 83% 42% 0%
Tioga 19% 73% 34% -6%
Venango -8% 33% 3% -28%
Warren 21% 75% 36% -5%
Wayn : 18% 71% 33% -7%




Workload Comparison of Magisterial Districts

Table 9

MDJ-28-3-02
MDJ-28-3-03 )
MDJ-28-3-04

MDJ-28-3-03
MD.J-28-3-04 17,604

MDJ-28-3-01 22,315
MD.J-28-3-02 32,336
MDJ-28-3-04

MD.J-28-3-02
MDJ-28-3-03 25,136




