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JUDICIAL BRANCH 1N REVIEW

Message from the Chief Justice

Chief Justice Willis B. Hunt delivered the State of the Judiciary Address to the
Georgia General Assembly on January 11, 1995. Highlights of his remarks follow.

[ know my presence here is less an opportunity to disseminate useful information
than it is a symbol that the third branch of government indeed exists and that you
recognize our role, and we appreciate that. You understand that our engines are fed
primarily by your work product. Almost everything you do {inds its way to us.
Whether your statutory enactments govern the substance and procedure of our tort
cases, our divorce cases, or our criminal cases, or whether the laws you pass are
simply presented to us for interpretation (because some peaple, believe it or not,
don’t know what you mean), the produce of your work is our life blood.

Courts do not make law, but they interpret it everyday, whether in the literal
sense of the appellate function or in the practical application of the trial courts—
approving or disapproving by their enforcement or rejection of your work product.
And, itis that everyday, necessary, even intense, relationship berween us, that I will
reflect on in response to your kind invitation to be here.

Should T do as my predecessors have done for the last eight years, and that is,
should I shower vou with statistics that demonstrate the ongoing overfoad on your
state courts and the fact that the courts’ share of the state budget has never exceeded
one pereent—never reached one percent? You may recall Harold Clarke's eloquent
plea two years ago reflecting on the song, “Buddy, Can You Spare A Dime?™ and
then asking you, “Buddy, Can You Spare a Penny?” But a penny could not be spared
then, and apparently cannot now. We get right at eight-tenths of one percent of the
state budget.

[ have decided not to dwell on that because everyone knows there is an unmet
demand for court time; everyone knows the courts are overloaded, a situation that
will not be alleviated by stiffer sentencing laws or the upcoming Olympics. You
don’t have to be a lawyer or a judge to know that. And everyone knows that there
are far more demands for your money than can be met. There are hard choices for
you to make. We understand that. Education, for example. You cannot be too
generous as to educational needs. And, in fact, the more you address education, the
more you fund it, the less will be needed for courts and corrections—at least down
the road. Pouring money into education is not a waste; it is an opportunity te attack
the source of crime problemsrather than the consequences, as has always been done
in the past.

No matter what percent of the budget we have gotten, I think vou have done as
well by us as present circumstances permit. Infact, as far as the Supreme Court goes,
you have been generous. Your generosity has permitted us to create and nurture
programs we believe essential to the goal of equal justice and effective justice. Those
programs include the Commitiee for Gender Equality, the Commission en Racial




and Ethnic Bias, the Office of Dispute Resolution (ADR), Courts Automation, and
the new Committee on Substance Abuse and the Courts. Over the past three years
you have doubled funding for indigent defense. These are important programs with
important goals and we, the judiciary and the legislature, are jointly fulfilling our
responsibility to pursue them,

Superior courts

You have fulfilled your responsibility to the supertor courts—the principal trial
courts of the state. Youhave agreed to add judges, but your hands are tied by federal
voting-rights litigation. We pray lor a speedy resolution, and a fair resolution as well.

To meet the current demand. our superior courts have absorbed all available
senior judges and many, many magistrates, juvenile court judges, and probate court
judges. Much of the family law workload in the superior courts has been shifted to
magistrates. These are emergency rimes and this is an emergency measure—but it
is troubling.

Itis at the heart of dissatisfaction and disenchantment of family court litigants
and lawyers. Family law problems go beyond the lack of judge power, We all know
that and we, and the members of the State Bar, and a number of vou, are working
with the Family Court Commission to address the overall problems and the wisdom,
the feasibility of a family court. The citizens have authorized pilor programs in this
field and you will consider those. This is not the time under all the attendant
circumstances, to alter the discretionary appeals process. Let’s not attack the
problem piecemeal with a short-term solution, but address the whole problem
through the study of the commission, the pilot programs, and the eventual addition
of superior court judges. The trial courts desperately need help. What is most
needed is more judges. but vou cannot address thar now.

Appellate courts

Lhave not overlooked our Court of Appeals, | have saved them for last because
they need your help, and you can help them. For every one opinion that I and my
colleagues on the Supreme Court write, my colleagues on the Court of Appeals cach
write five—oris it six? They are basically writing one opinion for each workday, an

enormous load—an impossible load. They seek your help in order to provide
sufficient staff to keep them afloat and I know you will be responsible and meer
their needs. Be generous with them. Don’t compromise, be generous. They are
the hardest working appellate judges in the country, and they need and deserve
your help.

To be honest, they need more than staff. They need, although they may not
agree with me, they need the benefit of a restructured appellate court system. They
need more judges—either on their court or at least on another appellate tier— but
vou cannot solve that now, even if we were to agree how to solve it

So there you have it. You get a high grade from me. We are grateful for what
you do, and I thank you once again for the across-the-board pay raise you gave all
judges last year. You were generous—most generous. Decent compensation says a
lot about the srate of our judiciary and we are grateful that you recognized and met

our need.




Selection of judges

We are also grateful that a decade ago you were wise enough to let the people
tell us through their constitution that judges” elections should be nonpartisan. We
have thereby avoided the confusion and distress suffered by our neighbors in
Alabama, North Carolina, and Texas. The pressure of party politics and political
action committees has cast a dark shadow on the legitimacy of their method of
selecring judges.

But our system still deserves scrutiny. The underlying challenges of the voting-
rights case must eventually be addressed, regardless of the outcome. And, the
wisdom of statewide judicial elections remains in question. In twenty years
appellate court incumbents have faced opposition ten times and won nine of those
times—a track record that challenges the system. Should a newly appointed
member of either of these two courts be required to face election within a few months
after taking office? Is that fair to the judge? Isit fair to you and the rest of the voting
public? Will we see the same increase in campaign contributions—mainly from
interested lawyers-—as has oceurred in Alabama, North Carolina, and Texas? I
hope not, but I am worried about it and you should be too.

Vision

Let me conclude with a vision—my vision of what our court system should be
and, yes, it will cost more than a teuth of one percent of the state budget. But you
will have plenty of lead time to adjust. It is a vision that no other judge necessarily
shares, but you get it from me for the price of admission.

Beyond the probate and magistrate courts which could be joined together, but
probably never will, there would be three tiers.

There would be one trial court—the Superior Court, with a family law division,
including juvenile matters, and perhaps a criminal division. All civil and criminal
cases would go there and superior court judges could try something besides divorce
and felonies. Why have both superior courts and state courts? There is no reason.
State trial courts should be funded by state moneys.

There would be a well staffed mediation/arbitration office through which most
of the civil work would be funneled initially. There would be—as there is now in
some states—an appellate division of the superior court. Regionally, perhaps by
congressional district {as judicial districts are now divi ded), there would be a panel
of three judges who would hear direct appeals from all civil cases, family law
included, and most criminal cases. They would provide for a review of fact and law
in these cases, many of which are now discretionary. This appellate division would
be a primary court of appeals. Our present Court of Appeals, on the other hand,
would be a true intermediate court of appeals. [t may well need no more members.
It would take capital criminal cases on direct appeal, but others would be largely
discretionary. Because of the work of the primary court of appeals. its workload
would be greatly reduced. It would be manageable; it would be important. It would
he the high error-correcting court.

The Suprenie Court then, except for death penalty cases, constitutional issues,
tax cases, and claims against the state, would be a true cert court. It would take its
cases bv writ of certiorari to the Court of Appeals. Unlike now, the Supreme Court
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and the Court of Appeals would not be doing the same thing—they would not be
sharing the error-correcting function. That would primarily rest with the Court of
Appeals and the primary appellate division, The Supreme Court could fullill its
principal role, that of molding the common law, that of interpreting the constitu-
tion, and that of overseeing the legal profession—an increasingly important and
argentrole. The Supreme Court would speak to broadissues ol justice and equality.

The judges of these courts would be fairly selected by a method that would
insulate them as far as possible from unwanted political pressure, but would permit
the voters to decide, either directly or indirectly, who serves. That method would
also insure the selection of judges who look like the people of this state—
representation as to gender and to race.

Well, there you have it. Simple, right? It will come, as do all judicial reforms,
in increments. But it will come—trust me—I"ve seen the process close up for 24
years and something like my suggestion, similar to my suggestion, will arrive. It is
not unlike the product envisioned by Paul Broun, Larry Walker and Roy Barnes
(and mysell) in 1984 on the Governor’s GCommission on Judicial Processes—Justice
2000. Ttis a vision that would simplify and immeasurably enhance the administra-

tion of justice and you—with responsibility, gratitude, humility and vision—will be
proud to fund it.

There is onc more word that describes better than any other the journey, the
odyssey, the pilgrimage of the courtsin our search for justice, and that is persistence.
We have a great partmership—our two hranches—together we will persist and

prevail for the people we serve.

Ceremonies on March 3, 1994, installed Justice Willls B. Hunt Jr. as Georgia’s
25th chief justice. Justice Hunt succeeded Chief Justice Harold G. Clarke who
retived March 1.




Georgia Court System: June 30, 1994

Capital felonies.
Constitutional issues.

Title 1o land.

Wills, equity, and divorce.

SUPREME COURT

7 Justices

Jurisdiction:

+» Appellate jurisdiction over cases of
conslitutional issue, title to land, valid-
ity of and construction of wills, habeas
corpus, extraordinary remedies, convic-
tions of capital felonies, equity, divorce,
alimony, election contest.

« Certified guestions and certiorari from
Court of Appeals.

COURT OF APPEALS
9 judges (3 divisions)
Jurisdiction:
+ Appellate jurisdiction over lower courts
in cases in which Supreme Court has
no exclusive appellate jurisdiction,

I

SUPERIOR COGURT
46 circuits, 145 judges (159 authorized)
Jurisdiction (general):
+ Civil law aclions, misdemeanors, and
other cases.
+ Exclusive jurisdiction over cases of
divorce, lille Lo Tand, equity.
+ Exclusive felony jurisdiction.

Counties with population
aver 100,000 where probate
judge is allorney praclicing at
least seven years.

Jury triafs.

Jury Irials.
STATE COURT JUVENILE COURT PROBATE COURT MAGISTRATE COURT
(64 courts) (159 courts} {159 courts) {159 courts)
90 judges (91 authorized): 53 judges: 17 full-time, 159 judges 159 chief magistrates and

44 full-time, 46 part-time.

Jurisdiction (limited):

« Civil law actions except
cases within the exclusive
jurisdiction of superior
court,

« Misdemeanors, traffic,
felony preliminaries.

Jury triafs.

36 part-time (1 state court

judge serves as a part-time

juvenile court judge),

32 associale judges.

Superior court judges serve

in counties without separate

juvenile court judges.

Jurisdiction (limited):

» Deprived, untuly,
delinquent juveniles.

+ Juvenile traffic.

No jury trials,

Jurisdiction (limited):

« Exclusive jurisdiction in
prabate of wills, administra-
tion of estates, appointment
of guardians, mentally ill,
involuntary hospitaliza-
tions, marriage licenses.

« Traffic in some counties.

« Hold courts of inquiry.

+ Search warrants and arrest
warrants in certain cases.

318 magistrates; 29 also serve
juvenile, probate or civil
caurts.

Jurisdiction flimited);

« Search and arrest warrants,
felony and misdemeanor
preliminaries, misdemeanor
bad check violations.

« Civil claims of $5,000 or
less, dispossessories, distress
warranis, county ordinances,

No jury trials.

]

MUNICIPAL COURTS
(373 courts active)
Jurisdiction (limited):

« Ordinance violations,
traffic, criminal
preliminaries.

No jury trials.

COUNTY RECORDER’S
COURT

(4 courts)

8 judges

Jurisdiction (limited):

« County ordinances,
criminal warrants and
prefiminaries.

Neo iury Irials.

CIVIL COURT

(2 courts)

3 judges

Jurisdiction (limited):

« Warrants, Misdemeanor
and felony preliminaries.

« Civil tort and conlract cases
under $7,500 ior Bibb
County; under $25,000
for Richmond County.

Jury trials.

MUNICIPAL COURT

{1 court in Columbus)

1 judge

Jurisdiction (limited):

« Civil law and landlord-
tenant cases {civil) under
$7,500.

+ Misdemeanor guilty pleas
and preliminary hearings.

= Warranls.

Jury trials in civil cases.




Fiscal Year 1994 Highlights

July 1993
Fiscal year begins with judicial branch budget of: $63.674,%60.

Georgia Courts Automation Cormumnission (GCAC) began installation and pilot testing of sUSTAIN, court

case-management softvare.
August 1993

Supreme Court Commission on Racial and Ethnic Bias in the Court System meets for diversity training

sessions led by Dr. Jacob Herring of California.

State Bar Commission on Judicial Compensation meets to discuss obiectives and strategies for

increasing compensation for appellate and superior court judges.
September 1993

Supreme Conrt meets on the original site of the Cherokee Nation Supreme Court at New Echota in
North Georgia to pay tribute to Native American heritage.

Portrait of late Chief Justice Charles L. Weltner presented to the Supreme Court of Georgia and hung

in the courtroom. The portrair originally hung in the Fulton County Courthouse.
October 1993

First public hearing of the Commission on Ractal and Ethnic Bias takes place Ocrober 1 at the DeKalb
County Public Library in Decatur. Supreme Court Justice Robert Benham opens the meeting,
Commmission hears testimony from judges, lawyers, city officials and others, The commission’s second

public hearing is held October 29 at Georgia Southwestern College in Americus.

The Georgia Conference on Substance Abuse and the Courts is held in Athens on October 27 and 28,
bringing together judges, prosecutors, defense lawyers and others to address the problems of
substance-abuse related crime and its impact on the court systern. Judge Harl Haas of Portland,
Oregon, and Judge Kathleen Gearin of 5t. Paul. Minnesota, are the invited speakers. Twenty-five

judicial circuits and 125 individuals participate in the two-day mecting.

Georgia Commission for Gender Equality approves a model policy for the handling of sexual
harassment complaints to “achieve a workplace free [rom sexual harassment by establishing a

procedure for submitting complaints, and for the investigation and resolution of these complaints.”
November 1993

Report and recommendations issued by the Judicial Compensation Commission find that current

judicial salaries are neither fair nor adequate.

Commission on Racial and Ethnic Bias hearings are lield November 19 in Savannah ac Armstrong
State College.

December 1993

Judicial Council recommends creation of 10 additional superior court judgeships. Recommendations
are sent to Governor Zell Miller and the General Assembly. The Administrative Oftice of the Courts
presents superior court caseload datafor the 46judicial circuits showing total filings per superior court

judge at 1,191 civil cases and 763 criminal cases.,

Commission on Racial and Ethnic Bias hearings are lield December 3 in Dalton at the Northwest

Georgia Trade Center.




Fiscal Year 1994 Highlights

January 1994

Revised Code of Indicial Condust becomes effective January 1. The revisions were suggested by the
Judicial Qualifications Commission and bring Georgia up to date with the American Bar Association
1990 Model Code of Judicial Conduct. The new code features a preamble, a glossary of key tetms and
speaks to concerns regarding societal fairness and cultural diversity. Georgia’s judicial code of conduct

was last updated in 1984.

Chief Justice Harold G. Clarke delivers his final State of the Judiciary Address to the General
Assembly. Justice Clarke calls for patient remedies attacking the causes of crime. He suggests services
to teenage mothers and drug abusers, education en the value of humanity and community programs
that offer hope to the young and disadvantaged. Chief Justice Clarke retires from the beneh at the end
of February.

Commission on Racial and Ethnic Bias holds hearings January 21 in Augusta
February 1994

The Georgia Commission on Family Violence issues a report on its first year of activities focusing on
& T 3 S

reducing domestic violence.

Chief Tustice Clarke receives first Harold G. Clarke Equal Justice Award recognizing his strong

leadership in support of indigent defense.

Commission on Racial and Ethnic Bias recommends that orientation and contunumg education
programs for judges and court personnel include a component of cultural diversity and sensitivity

training.
March 1994

Willis B. Hunt Jr. hecomes the 25th Chief Justice of cthe Georgia Supreme Court in ceremonies held

March 3 in the Supreme Court courtroom.
April 1994

Final public hearing by the Commission on Racial Ethnic Biasz is held April 8 at Georgia State

University in Atlanta.

Governor Zell Miller signs into law a measure increasing base salaries for appellate court justices and
judges and superior court judges. The General Assembly acted on recommendations of the Judicial

Compensation Commission.

May 1994

The Georgia Commission on Gender Equality meets on May 13 and endorses distribution of the Cowrt
Conduct Handbook. The pamphlet addresseshehaviors that are forms of gender, race and ethnicbias.
Examples of offensive conduct are presented, as well as guidelines and suggestions to avoid such

behavior.,
june 1994
Judicial Council meets in Savannah on June 135.

State Bar of Ceorgia begins forming a Commission on Family Courts. The commission’s goal is
to evalnate and improve the delivery of judicial services to families and children in Georgia with
respect to family law issues. The commission will review pilot family court projects in Georgia and

other states.
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Siate Appropriations for the Judicial Branch: Fiscal Years 1993, 1994 and 1995

FY 1993 FY 1994 Percent 1995 Percent

Amended Amended Change General Change
Budget Unit/Agency Appropriation Appropriation  FY 93-94  Approprialion FY 94-95
Supreme Court $4.803.172 $5,201,909 6.3% $5.433,395 4.5%
Court of Appeals 5,593,669 5,819,886 4.0% 6,269,416 T.7%
Superior Courts (Total) 45,049,233 47,558,332 +.2% 51,050,860 7.3%
Operations 42,124,772 4,268,810 5.1% 7,535,338 7.4%
Couneil of Superior Court Judges 114,499 126,609 10.6% 135,417 7.0%
Judicial Administrative Districts 1,464,647 1,164,572 -20.5% 1,242 858 0.7%
Prosecating Attorneys’ Couneil 1,791,715 1,840,926 2.7% 1.969,089 7.0%
Sentence Review Panel 153,600 157415 2.5% 168,158 6.8%
Couneil of Juvenile Court Judges 847,005 911,803 7.7% 1,023,530 12.3%
Institute of Continuing Judicial Education (Total) 634,322 647,450 2.1% 652,490 0.8%
Operations 498,322 509,750 2.3% 513.260 0.7%
Magistrate Courts Training Couneil 136,000 137,700 1.3% 139,230 1.1%
Judicial Council 2,061,454 2,389,352 15.9% 1,802,442 -24.6%
Operations 986,713 1,269,363 28.6% 1,202,680 -0.5%
Board of Court Reporting 40,241 41,689 3.0% 70,756 69.7%
Case Counting 76,500 76,500 0.0% 76,500 0.0%
Council of Magistrate Court Judges 26,000 26,000 0.0% 26,700 2.7%
Council of Probate Court Judges 20,000 20,000 0.0% 20,000 0.0%
Council of State Court Judges 12,000 12,000 0.0% 12,000 0.0%
Couneil of Superior Court Clerks 0 33,800 0.0% 33,800 0.0%
Appellate Resource Center 240,000 250,000 4.2% 300,000 20.0%
Computerized Information Network 660,000 660,000 0.0% 0 -100.0%
Judicial Qualifications Commission 139,258 146,228 5.0% 148,808 1.8%
Indigent Defense Council 1,009,958 1,000,000 -1.0% 2,000,000 100.0%
Geargia Courtz Automation Commission (Total) ] ] 0 1,244,331 ]
Operations 0 0 0 561,763 D
Cowuputerized Information Network 0 0 a 082,568 0]
Judicial Branch Totals $60,828,071 $63.674,960 4.7% 869,625,272 9.3%

Appropriations

The total state budget rose by 6.3 percent for fiscal year 1994, appropriations
to the judicial branch increased by 9.3 percent. The judicial branch budget
includes funds for 14 superior court judgeships and relared positions that
cannot be filled until final settlement of federal voting-rights litigation. No new

judgeships were approved by the General Assembly in 1994,




State Judicial Branch Budget Units: Funds Available and Expendiiures

Fiscal Year 1994

Couneil Insiituie of
of Juvenile Continuing Judicial Indigent
Supreme Courl of Superior Court Judieial  Judicial Qualifications Defenze
Court Appeals Courts Judges Education  Council Commission  Council Totals

Funds Available

General $5,131,909 35,773,182 $48,888,332 $911,803 $630,050 $2286,773 $146,228 $1,000,000 304,783,177
Supplemental 86,400 41,704 -1,330,000 0 7,500 102,579 0 0 -1.091,817
Total State Funds 5,218,309 5819880 47,558,332 911,803 647450 2389352 146,228 1,000,000 63,691,360
Federal Funds 77458 0 1,770,839 304,149 6,689 445,157 0 56,230 2,600,322
Other Funds 536,761 59,261 1,922,704 3,165 115,346 155,614 0 1,926,143 4,721,994
Total Funds Available $5,835.528 $5.879,147 451251875 $1,219.117 $769,485 5$2.,990,123 8§146,228 $2,982,373 $71,073,876
Expenditures

Personal Services 54,245,086 $5,110,448 $45,516,80%  $520,752 $0 $1,100,209 $101.491  $893,644 $57,476,635
Regular Operating Expenses 447,852 120,071 1,505,062 430,723 162,169 154,965 17,480 1,562,622 4,494,716
Travel 38,189 24,427 570,396 30,098 0 23,147 4,240 28,468 723,394
Equipment Purchases 137,574 142,159 44,560 2,429 8,213 25,943 1,162 461 363,187
Computer Charges 188,183 123,614 216,662 17,417 25,228 1,150,045 307 14,522 1,735,870
Real Estate Rentals 302,355 242,187 138,846 44,167 a 33,996 5,206 40,084 807,037
Telecommunications 47 837 30,356 13,872 16,309 Q 10,651 1,280 15,743 181,718
Per Diem, Fees & Contracts 347 422 21,393 1,410,970 144,317 573.605 77070 13.584 8,483 3,006,421
Total Expendilures $5,754,498 $5,823,655 S49.537.233 $1.219,012 $769.215 $2,982,086 $144.819 $2.,564.027 $68,788.984

Five-Year Comparison of State Judicial Budget (1991-1995)

Fiscal Total State Percent Judicial Percent Percent of
Year Appropriation Change Appropriation Change State Budget
1991 87461,512,616 -2.4% $506,234,202 TT7% 0.75%
1992 $7.5352,871,790 1.2% $56,004,791 -D4% 0.74%
1993 $8.252,210,454 9.3% $60,828,071 B.6% 0. 74%
1994 $9,201,386 925 11.5% F63,674,900 4.7% 0.69%
1965 $9.785.260,431 6.3% $69,625,272 9.3% 0.71%
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Georgia’s Judicial Distriets, Circuits and Counties
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THE COURTS

About Filing and Disposition Figures

Filing and disposition figures included in this report cannot and should not be
considered a complete measurement of judicial workload borne by any given judge
in any given court.

While more detailed case types and disposition methods may represent more
accurately the amount of judicial time required of judges in processing their
caseloads, statistics alone cannot describe the relative contributions by various
members of the judiciary in the performance of their official duties, nor are they
indicative of the effort a judge has put forth or the hours spent in performing the
duties of office.

Therefore, this report should not be used to evaluate or compare judicial
performance.




— Supreme Court ——————--

The Supreme Court has exclusive appellate jurisdiction in the {ollowing matters:
cases involving the construction of a treaty or of the Georgia or U.S. Constitution;
the constitutionality of a law, ordinance or constitutional provision; and election
contests. The state constitution gives the Supreme Court jurisdiction of all cases
involving title to land, equity, wills, habeas corpus, extraordinary remedies
(mandamus, prohibition, quo warranto, etc.), divoree and alimony, all cases
certified to it by the Gourt of Appeals and all cases in which a sentence of death
was imposed or could be imposed. Additionally, the Supreme Court may answer
any question of law from any state or federal appellate court and may review
by certiorari cases in the Court of Appeals which are of gravity or great public
importance.

Terms of court begin in January, April and September. Oral arguments are
heard each month, except August and December. The constitution provides that all
cases shall be decided no later than the term following the term to which the case
is docketed. Cases are assigned in rotation to the justices.

The seven justices are elected to staggered, six-vear termis 1o statewide, non-
partisan elections. A candidate for judgeship must have been admitted to practice
law for at least seven years prior to assuming office. A vacaney on the court is filled
by gubernatorial appointment to complete the unexpired term. The justices elect
the chief justice and a presiding justice to handle administrative matters for the
court. The chief justice presides over the Judicial Council of Georgia.

Each justice has three full-time staff members: two attorneys and one admin-
istrative assistant. The attorneys assist the justices in the research and preparation
of opinions. They are not permitted to practice law while employed by the court.

The Supreme Court clerk, appointed by the members of the court for a six-year
term, is the administrative officer of the court, has charge of the court’s records and
keeps it minutes. The opinious of the Supreme Court are published by the official
reporter who is also appointed by the court.

The Supreme Court has authority to promulgate orders needed to carry out its
functions and has rule-making authority over the superior, state, juvenile, probate
and magistrate courts. The Administrative Olfice of the Courts, the Institute of
Continuing Judicial Education, the Judicial Council of Georgia, the Office of Bar
Admissions and the State Bar of Georgia assist the Supreme Cowrt in its function
and duties. The Supreme Court supervises the Chief Justice’s Commission on
Professionalism. The conunission’s primary charge is to ensure thart the practice of
law remains a high calling, enlisted in the service not only of the client, but the

public good as well.

The Supreme Court caseload for calendar years
1992 and 1993 is shown on the next page.




Supreme Court Caseload: 1992 and 1993

Filed 1992 1993 Disposed 1992 1993
Direct appeals 534 580 By opinion 305! 3448
Petitions for certiorari 653 721 Affirmed without opinion {Rule 59) 58 127"
Applications for appeal Allowed withdrawn 30 29
Habeas corpus 17 122 Transferred to the Gourt of Appeals 77 128w
Discretionary 226 249 Appeals dismissed 79 72
Interlocutory 48 57 Petitions for certiorari
Attorney disciplinaries 132 140 Denied 5262 5341
Original petidons/motions 22 7 Granted 39 901
Extraordinary motions 7 23 Other 8 19
Cross appeals 3| 30 Habeas corpus applications
Certified questions 7 3 Denied 104 93
Bar admissions 2 7 Granted 7 1
Judicial qualifications 10 2 Other o 9
Discretionary applications
Total 1,784 1,938 Denied 1424 1751
Granted 34 46
Other a 3pu
[nle.r]oculory applications
Denied 27 21
Granted 11 15
Other 3 161
Original petitons/motons 22 *
Extraordinary motions
Denied * 11
Granted * 7
Stricken from docket * 1
Bar admissions 5 5
Judirial qualifications 5 2
Artorney discipline
By apinion 455 29
By order 32e 18
Tolal 1.6307 1.931

! In 1992, 305 appeals were disposed of by 268 written opinions.

% Includes 1 case remanded and § returned to the Court of Appeals.
# Includes 13 writs vacated as improvidently granted.

* Includes 3 denied applications for interim appellate review.

§In 1992, 45 complaints were disposed of by 37 written opinions.
In 1992, 32 complaints were disposed of by 31 orders.

" Includes 9 cases removed or stricken from the dockert.

¥ In 1993, 425 appeals were disposed of by 344 written opinjons.

? Includes 1 appeal affirmed without opinion, with direction,
"Includes 2 cases remanded and 24 returned to the Court of Appeals.
" Includes 10 writs vacated as improvidently granted,

2Includes 11 writs granted and remanded to the Court of Appeals,
®Includes 2 applications for Interim Appellate Review.

HInecludes 16 applications transferred to the Court of Appeals.

Vi Includes @ applications transferred to the Court of Appeals.

* No statistics kept.
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Court of Appeals

The Georgia Court of Appeals has constitutional jurisdiction over appeals from trial
courts in all cases where exclusive jurisdiction is not reserved to the Supreme Court.
These cases include civil claims for damages, child custody cases, cases involving
workers’ compensation and criminal cases other than capital felonies. The court
may also certify legal questions to the Supreme Gourt.

Nine judges serve on panels of three judges each. The chief judge of the court,
usually the most senior judge who has not served as chief judge., is elected by the
court to a two-year term. The chief judge appoints three presiding judges, usually
the most senior, to head each panel.

Panel decisions are final unless a judge dissents. If, after a hearing by the full
court the judges are equally divided, the case is translerred for decision to the
Supreme Court.

Court of Appeals judges are elected to staggered, six-year terms in statewide,
nonpartisan elections. A candidate for judgeship must have been admitred 1o
practice law for at least seven years prior to assuming office. In the event of
vacancies, the governor appoints successors to complete unexpired terms.

The court has terms beginning in September, January and April. The Georgia
Constitution provides that all cases shall be decided nolater than the term following
the term to which a case is docketed (the “two term”™ rule) or the case shall be
affirmed by operation of law.

The Gourt of Appeals provides for a voluntary settlement conference procedure
in civil cases after a notice of appealis filed in the trial court. The procedure atfords
the possibility of settlement or clarification of the issues of a case prior to docketing
with the Gourt of Appeals. The settlement conference chief judge and other
settlement conference judges located throughout the state consgider those cases
assigned to the settlement conference.

On January 1, 1994, the Court of Appeals created the position of clerk/court
administrator to handle the increasing administrative requirements of the court as
well as the increasing caseload. The clerk/court administrator assists the chief judge
and oversees the clerk’s office.

During fiscal year 1994, the court began using central staff artorneys to screen
cases. The attorneys check for proper jurisdiction, timeliness of filing notice, and
proper form and filing of application.

Court of Appeals filings and dispositions for calendar years 1992 and
1993 are compared in the table on the next page. Statistics for fiscal
wvear 1994 for Settlement Conference cases are also given.




Court of Appeals Caseload: 1992 and 1993

Filed 1992 1993 Disposed 1992 1993
Appeals 2455 2,601 Appeals
Diseretionary applications 471 479 By opinian 2,065 2,183
Interlocutory applications 486 4350 By order 433 512
Discretionary applications
Total 5,412 2,530 Granted 86 127
Denied 334 296
Dismissed 34 51
Transferred to Supreme Court 0 a
Withdrawn 0 1
Changed 1o Interlocutory 5 4
Total 462 479
Interlocutory applications
Cranted 172 142
Denied 277 247
Dismissed 31 49
Transferred to Supreme Court 0 1
Withdrawn 1 0
Total 481 440
Tolal 3,441 3,614

Cases settled
Cases terminated

Pending

Total cases

Appellate Settlement Conference:
Fiscal Year 1994
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Superior Courts

The superior court, Georgia’s general jurisdiction trial court, has exclusive,
constitutional authority to preside over felony cases and cases regarding title to
land, divorce and equity. The exclusive jurisdiction of this court also covers such
matters as declaratory judgments, habeas corpus, mandamus, quo warranto and
prohibition. The superior court corrects errors made by lower courts by issuing
writs of certiorari: for some lower courts. the right to direct review by the superior
court applies.

Superior courts are orgamzed into 40 judicial circuits varying in size and
population, as well as in the number of judges serving them. Each county has its owmn
superior court, though judges may serve in more than one county. Numbers of
superior court judges per circuit range from two judges in cach of 21 circuits to 15
judges authorized for the Atlanta Judicial Circuit. A chief judge handles the
administrative tasks for each cirenit.

The superior courts are also grouped into 10 judicial administrative districts
ranging in size from one to 27 counties. An administrative judge and a district court
administrator serve in each district. Administrative judges have statutory autherity
to use caseload data and other information for management purposes and to assign
superior court judges, with their approval, to serve temporarily in other counties
and circuits as needed.

Superior court judges are elected to four-year terms in nonpartisan, circuit
wide races. To qualify as a superior court judge, a candidate must be at least 30
years old, a citizen of Georgia for at least three years, and have practiced law for
at least seven years. Superior court judges who have retired from the bench and
attained senior status may hear cases in any circuit at the recuest of a local judge,
an administrative judge or the governor.

As of Tune 30. 1994, 145 judges served in GCeorgia’s 159 superior courts.

Graphs on page 19 show total, cieil, criminal and average per judge
filings and dispositions for calendar vears 1959 through 1993. Caseload
data for the superior courts for calendar year 1993 by circuit and
case fype is presented n the table on pages 20 and 21.




Saperior Court Filing and Disposition Trends. 1939-1993
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Superior Court Caseload, Calendar Year 1993 (docket entries)

Total Criminal Felony Misdemeanor Probation Revocation
Circuit # of Judges Filed Disposed Filed Disposed Filed Disposed Filed Disposed
Alapaha 2 3,980 3,942 1,275 1,239 2,624 2,622 81 81
Alcovy 2 4,698 4,565 1,620 1,488 2,319 2,324 759 753
Appalachian 2 1,338 1,161 425 362 626 515 287 284
Ay G TEoTRE iy sogs e i Sag 3985 g ss
Allantic 3 1,240 1,139 981 880 55 55 204 204
Augusta 5 3,589 3,011 2,208 1,738 622 532 759 741
Blus Ridge™ g 156 VA g g S g R i
Brunswick 4 2,292 2,428 1,574 1,701 402 41 316 316
Chattahoochee 4 3,530 3385 2413 2278 803 793 314 314
Cherokee 3 2,643 2,796 850 912 904 1,000 889 884
Claylon 4 2,968 3,042 1,852 1,925 76 77 1,040 1,040
Cobhb 7 4,968 4,908 3,784 3,853 148 140 1,036 915
Comasacgn ™y DI s gag o CTEITIE e s S TIEEIERRE 11
Cordele 2 1,636 1,621 611 593 498 500 527 528
Cowela 3 2915 2869 2085 2139 274 274 ase 456
Dougherty 2 1,865 1,775 1,174 1,093 305 296 386 386
Douglas 2 2,517 2,440 759 677 1,158 1,163 600 600
Dublin 21260 1185 608 .. 610 ... 66 37 e 188
Eastern 4 3,884 4,060 2,417 2,564 100 129 1,367 1,367
Enotah 2 1,023 1,339 236 360 585 777 202 202
Flit 2 1,566 1534 76 658 . 440 477 410 399
Criffin 3 3,216 2,712 1,856 1,575 1,072 849 288 288
Gwinnelt 6 2,682 2,780 1,842 1,895 6 8 834 877
Houston 2 1,203 1,140 803 751 208 201 162 188
ookt Madntain Set0 g oy T R Gi3 So5 T 5y
Macon 4 3,058 2,987 1,862 1,810 138 119 1,058 1,058
Middle 2 1350 1349 1233 1232 0 . o 7o 17
Mountain 2 977 985 510 501 79 o7 388 387
Northeastern 3 1,723 1,842 932 1,064 419 419 372 359
Northesn 2 1570 1425 696 . 609 .. 390 MU AB4 . 4TS
Ocmulgee 3 3,155 2,990 1,613 1,513 1,407 1,342 135 135
Oconce 2 1,499 1,540 694 685 555 633 250 222
Ogeechee 2 1,402 1,241 1,032 897 18 21 352 329
B G fagy aag fai et asi sy Sy Sy
Picdmont 2 1,558 1,430 633 605 573 478 347 347
Rockdale 2. ... ... 58 654 . 338 420 O L0 245 228
Rome 3 2,826 3,092 740 761 1,683 1,794 403 337
South Georgia 2 1,085 1,052 530 319 229 210 326 323
Southern 3o 3218 2961 1882 1673 367 390 98 898
Southweslern 2 1,931 1,819 642 605 605 330 £84 684
Stone Mountain 9 6,756 6,398 4,252 3,894 0 4] 2,504 2,504
Tallapoosa 3 2,164 2,083 749 697 1,041 1,018 374 368
Tihion | g Tesy iy i g Sy 3is T a5
Toombs 2 1,745 1,832 605 662 891 91 249 249
Waycrass 3 1,462 1,483 833 874 187 177 442 432
Weslern 2 1,500 1,558 972 995 136 171 392 392
Total 145 115,221 112,853 63,696 61,977 25,158 24,955 26,367 25,921
Average per Judge* 795 778 439 427 174 172 182 179

*Based on 143 superior court judges




Superior Court Caseload, Calendar Year 1993 (docket entries)

Total Civil General Civil Domestic Relations Total Caseload Total Open
Filed Disposed Filed Dispose Filed Disposed Filed Disposed Caseload Circuit
1,733 1,676 535 500 1,198 1,176 5,713 5,618 2,466 Alapaha
4,091 4,274 1,150 1,341 2,941 2,933 8,789 8,839 4,299 Alcovy
1,586 1,543 599 622 987 921 2,924 2,704 1,799 Appalachian
iy iolEs AEzE Gess 5Has g R Yegan 553 P SITERE Afania
3,215 3,205 883 921 2,332 2,284 4,455 4,344 1,341 Allantic
10,284 9,449 2,306 1,998 7,978 7,431 13,873 12,460 7,264 Augusla
sesE Bgggr B G5 ZR7LRREE Sare Qo Ry Fire Bive Ridge
4,717 4,745 1,243 1,357 3,474 3,388 7,009 7,173 2,294 Brunswick
6,309 5,956 1,709 1,427 4,600 4,529 9,839 9,341 4,723 Chattahoochee
Saar 334 ierd faor 554y B R caed S0 Nodr Chorckes
4,121 4,158 631 760 3,490 3,398 7,089 7,200 1,684 Clayton
9,160 8,867 1,898 1,976 7.262 6,891 14,128 13,775 5,430 Cobb
Song sasg ier iaz TR Sy 336 S gEr 5age Conasatigs
2,397 2,339 6617 630 1,736 1,729 4,033 3,980 719 Cordele
6,291 6,478 1,563 1,656 4,728 4,822 9,206 9,347 3,077 Coweta
Sebe aang prp a3 5565 a7 S 5585 T ed0 T Boagherty
600 2,858 3,132 1,378 1,718 1,480 1,414 5,375 5,572 Douglas
2,797 2,714 700 671 2,097 2,043 4,057 3,899 1,302 Dublin
Py R Sagg is0s 305 Sren Fasa §155 5360 FCTSRE Eadiermn
1,566 1,641 608 693 958 948 2,589 2,980 754 Enotah
4,255 4,519 1,740 2,024 2,515 2,495 5,821 6,053 3,826 Flint
o Aar iees ey 5905 T Yaga PR 751y TR Erifii
8,047 6,446 2,836 2,264 5,211 4,182 10,729 9,226 3,171 Gwinnett
2,954 2,809 998 778 1,956 2,031 4,157 3,949 2,638 Houston
CaeE yagy gEG Sag S1e3 RATOSRIIIS 663y e ey Yz Coakai Mt
4,679 4,149 1,589 1,265 3,090 2,884 7,737 7136 4,233 Macon
2,238 2,076 543 488 1,695 1,588 3,588 3,425 1,497 Middle
Vos RO Teg Gy i35 Vagr Sean U aoes Gy Vo
3,471 3,350 902 951 2,569 2,399 5,194 5,192 1,778 Mortheasiern
2,608 2,427 879 813 1,729 1,614 4,178 3,852 2,702 Northern
Saar Yy PO e Soie Vogs o9 TR i Ocmdigee
2,221 2,137 649 614 1,572 1,523 3,720 3,677 810 Oconee
3,653 3,615 910 877 2,743 2,738 5,055 4,856 87 Ogeechee
Vrrg o mg oG ehE SPSCRTTRTEES Yoy o 18320 Y85 Paiala
2,616 2,855 841 956 1,775 1,899 4,174 4,285 1,893 Ptedmont
1,739 1,880 474 624 1,265 1,256 2,322 2,534 903 Rockdale
Sees o3t P AMEIEIEE Ge1 T Gap Fes Vage Seos U SErE LTI Roma T
2,452 2,414 709 715 1,743 1,699 3,537 3,466 1,064 South Georgia
6,325 5,968 1,542 1,450 4,783 4,518 9,543 8,929 3,639 Southern
cile Yaas St sy igs Vg SBos ey e Southwesiom’
11,663 14,953 1,889 2,768 9,774 12,185 18,419 21,351 4,158 Stone Meuntain
3,300 3,113 1,360 1,286 1,940 1,827 5,464 5,196 3,014 Tallapoosa
S Bies O P RRRIEE Veag Vs XA Vedr Figom
1,614 1,598 497 522 1,017 1,076 3,359 3,430 1,363 Toombs
3,503 3,413 1,280 1,329 2,223 2,084 4,965 4,896 2,214 Waycross
2,893 2,827 1,005 1,107 1,798 1,720 4,393 4,385 1,941 Western
188,083 184,212 54,839 53,540 133,244 130,672 303,304 297,065 126,686 Total
1,297 1,270 378 369 919 901 2,092 2,049 374 Average
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State Courts

A 1970 legislative act established Georgia’s state court system by designating as
such certain existing countywide courts of limited jurisdiction. In counties where
they are located, these courts may exercise jurisdiction over all misdemeanor
violations, including traffic cases, and all civil actions, regardless of the amount
claimed, unless the superior court has exclusive jurisdiction.

State courts are authorized to hold hearings on applications for and issuance of
search and arrest warrants and to hold preliminary hearings. The Georgia Consti-
tution grants state courts authority to review lower court decisions as provided by
statute,

The General Assembly creates state courts by local legislation. The legislature
also establishes the number of judges and whether the judges are to be full or part-
time. Part-time judges may practice law except in their own courts.

In fiscal year 1994, 64 state courts operated in 65 counties. One state court
serves Cherokee and Forsyth counties. Of the 91 authorized judgeships, 90 are
filled; 44 are full-time and 46 are part-time. The 1994 General Assembly created
a state court in Fayette County and added a state court judgeship in Fulton County.

State court judges are elected to four-year terms in nonpartisan, countywide
elections. Candidates must be at least 25 vears old, have been admitted to practice
law for at least five years, and have lived in the state for at least three years. The
governor fills vacancies by appointment.

State court caseload information is presented on the following pages.




Siate Court Caseload, Calendar Year 1993 (number of defendants)

Misdemeanor Traffic Civil Total
County Filed Disposed Open Filed Disposed Open Filed Disposed Open Filed Disposed Open
APP' ‘ng * * * * * * * - * * * =
BaldWIn * * * * * - *® Ed Ed * ® =
Bibb 5416 7,247 21,695 7,499 5,544 8,029 1,292 1,520 2,526 14,207 14,311 32,250
Brosgeg T A TR b RS ris eI SRR IR Lt ARRRERREL S ERR 2ol Co el Lee? -
Bryan 240 62 170 5,883 5,041 527 48 35 92 6,171 5,638 789
Bulloch R [T DU . T TTTRTE O L TR AU T ]
Burke 672 588 84 2,032 1,867 165 125 107 18 2,829 2,562 267
Candler *® * = *® *® *® = * * * * EY
Carroll' 513 326 NA 371 4,888 NA 820 643 | NA 6,304 6057 NA
Chatham 2,018 1,714 726 1,198 1,063 988 2173 1,674 2,339 5,389 4,451 4,053
ChﬁHOOgﬂ * * * * * * * * * * * *
Cherokee/Forsyth® 17,697 NA L NA L NA NA NA 1359 NA L NAL 19,256 | NA A
Clarke 942 856 86 IN/A A A 654 520 134 1,596 1,376 220
Clayton L * - = *® * * * *® * * *®
Cl ir‘ICh = * £ * * * * * £ £ * *
Cobh 7,846 9,228 A, 69,663 63,123 IN/A, 22,258 22,831 NAA 99,767 95,202 N/A
Cofice * * * = * * * * * * * *
Colquitt * * * = - - * * b = * >
oy io6s ETATIIEE s Begs Bogs R ry yEg Gig o §agy o4
Decatur * = * = - - * * b b * *
DeKalb . 8,556 9,236 NA L 3871 2,554 MNA 55583 40526 NA 88010 52,316 NA
Dougherty 3,270 3,023 247 7,467 7,244 223 810 639 i 11,547 10906 641
Early 369 342 24 1,543 1,498 57 14 85 13 1,926 1,848 94
Effingham 522 393 129 3271 2,829 A2 27 201 8 4072 3423 649
Elbert 823 760 G3 1,033 734 299 90 68 22 1,946 1,562 384
Emanuel * - * * * * i * * * * *
Bvans ... 165 .. 48 )70 559 . 528 . 3. 23 15 ... 8 .. 747 891 56
Fulton 20,149 8,167 N/A 26,121 15,946 NAA 89,936 31,594 N/A 136,206 55,707 A
Glynn 13,987 13,187 N/A - - - 424 389 IN/A 14,411 13,576 N/A
Grady* 163 130 33 1,551 1374 . 177 38 23 15 ... 1,752 1,527 028
Gwinnett 12,245 10584 T NAT : - - 5592 5379 NA 17,837 15963 NA
Habersham * * * * * = * = * * * *
Halt 2908 5,223 5,274 5965 5658 3648 887 .. 721 135 12,760 11,602 10,273
Houston 2,111 1,926 540 13,248 13,445 1,294 793 747 861 16,152 16,118 2,695
Jackson * * * * * * * = * ® ® £
Jeff Davis ] 321 315 6. .. 780 638 142 . a6 a S hAg 994 . 153
Jeffer50n £ k] * » » k3 * k3 »* w* -® =
Jenkins 108 93 15 1,443 1,416 27 25 21 4 1,576 1,530 46
Liberly * * > * * * ® b * * * *
Lomg e SRR FETRI FETTT T P R T FRETTRT AT R
Lowndes 24,509 21,272 3,237 - - - 431 2495 136 24,940 21,567 3,373
Mclntosh 602 439 236 5444 4432 1449 NR MR MR 6046 4871 1,685
Miller 129 118 11 879 869 10 4 4 6] 1,012 991 21
Mitchell 452 393 59 1,567 1,476 91 22 10 12 2,041 1,879 162
Muscogee 3,805 3,408 397 3,408 3,364 326 999 574 425 8,212 7,346 1,148
Biarce TP L FRSTESTIN oo IEITEE ety PEET R e PRI A ST o PP RERERTIT PRERERR ot e ”,(
Putnam 191 191 INfA 655 655 N/A NR N/R NR 846 546 NA
Richmond 3962 3464 498 22060 20824 1236 887 ST 376 . 26,909 24,799 2110
Rockdale 1,253 1,130 862 7283 7348 1,103 411 407 219 8947 8,885 2,184
Screven 277 262 15 1,381 1,351 30 43 27 16 1,701 1,640 61
Spalding 1,205 1,145 60 2,810 2,671 139 345 179 166 4,360 3,995 363
Staphens R s6a e Vs et S TR S FEARTSEE o gt e
Sumter 1,086 1,049 37 1,784 1,755 9 63 43 20 2,933 2,847 66
Jawnall 0205 18718 1,742 1,705 3o 63 .. E- S 10 2,012 1847 63
Thomas 2,000 NA 120 2,000 NAA 220 124 N/A 34 4,124 N/A 374
Tift 3,354 2,378 976 9,645 6,827 2,818 113 [$10] 53 13,112 9,265 3,847
Toombs . 489 431 S I 1,657 1810 4 B4 . 2o 32 2,23¢ 2113 117
Treutlen 408 apst 50 2,143 2,091 52 18 6 12 2,569 25000 69
Troup 3,782 3,576 206 INFA 5,652 N/A 304 121 183 4,086 9,349 389
Walker 4,205 3,221 984 - - - 140 76 64 4,345 3,297 1,048
Ware * * 3 3 * » *® * L - w »*




State Court Caseload, Calendar Year 1993 (number of defendants)

Misdemeanor Traffic Civil Total
County Filed Disposed Open Filed  Disposed Open Filed Disposed Open Filed  Disposed Open
Washing[on £ * * * » L] * * *® * * ®
Wayne - e L4 L * * * * * ] * *
Worh . 348 . 298 502625 2351 RS RS 23 200 3016 2672 344
Total 131,267 108,240 14,519 213,331 190,917 14,965 182,296 106,669 4,705 526,894 405,826 34,189

Note: 42 of 65 state courts submitted caseload data as of December 31, 1994,

[*] Caseload data not submitted.

[-] Misdemeanor and traffic filings combined.
[N/A] Data elements not available,

IN/R] Civil cases not heard.

! Carroll County: misdemeanor and traffic data from 7/1/93 to 6/30/94.

* Cherokee and Forsyth Counties, a combined court, reported filings only; misdemeanor and trafiic are combined.
* Cowela County: open cases from 1/1/93 to 12/37/93 only.

* Grady County: disposition data from 1/1/93 to 12/31/93; prior open caseload not included.




Juvenile Courts

The purpose of Georgia’s juvenile courts is to protect the well-being of children,
provide guidance and control conducive to child wellare and the best interests of
the state, and secure care for children removed from their homes.

The exclusive, original jurisdiction of juvenile courts extends to cases of
delinquent and unruly children under the age of 17, and deprived children under
the age of 18. Juvenile courts have concurrent jurisdiction with superior courts in
cases involving capital felonies, custody and child support cases, and in proceedings
to terminate parental rights. Recent legislation gives the superior court jurisdiction
over juveniles who commit violent felonies. In addition, the juvenile court has
jurisdiction over minors enlisting in the military services, consent to marriage for
minors, and cases involving the Interstate Compact on Juveniles. Most cases
appealed from the juvenile courts are heard by the Court of Appeals.

There are 53 {ull- and part-time juvenile cowrt judges. In counties or circuits
with no separate juvenile court judge, superior court judges hear juvenile cases.
luvenile court judges serve by appointment of the superior courtjudges of the circuit
for four-year terms. {The juvenile court judge of Floyd County is the only clected
juvenile court judge.) Judges must be at least 30 years of age, have practiced law
for five years and have lived in Georgia for three years. Full-time judges cannot
practice law while holding office.

To assist the juvenile or superior court judge with juvenile cases, 32 associate
juvenile court judges serve in 42 counties. Associate judges nst be admitted to the
State Bar or have graduated from law school. Legislation passed in the 1994 session
of the Gencral Assembly changes the qualifications of associate judges appointed
after July 1, 1994, to the same as those for juvenile court judges.

Juvenile court caseload information is presented on the following pages.
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fuvenile Court Caseload, Calendar Year 1993 (number of children)

Delinquent Unruly Traffic Deprived Special Proceedings Grand Totals

County Filed Disposed Open | Filed Disposed Open | Filed Disposed Open | Filed Disposed Qpen|Filed Disposed Open Filed Disposed Open
Appling 85 NR NR 35 NR MR 14 NR NR 6 NR NR 0 0 Q 140 130 16
Atkinson 8 7 1 8 8 0 15 15 aQ 9 9 0 D 0 0 40 39 i

Bacon 37039 4.5 5.0 1 1.0 19 2 3 0 0 0 62 67 . 7,
Baker 9 9 4] &) 0 0 2 2 0 14 14 Q 0 0 0 25 25 6]
Baldwin 289 23 75 30 22 8 63 50 13 118 87 31 10 1 8 510 373 135
Banks 3028 7. 6.5 1. 14 W3 128 7 1. 1. 0. 64 .53 18
Barrow M 182 17 58 58 0 61 67 0 66 84 26 3 1 0 379 392 43

Bartow 497 334 163 238 201 37 198 185 13 267 230 37 122 95 27 1,322 1,045 277
BenHill . 161 156 5 48 48 0 9 9 0 53 52 1 1 1 0 272 266 6
Berrien 43 23 20 134 104 30 22 21 1 B 3] 2 4 3 1 211 157 54
Bibb 1,965 1,850 115 132 130 2 212 21 1 187 150 27 710 60C 110 3,206 2,941 255
Bleckley 66 63 4 4 3 1 3 1 2 1 3 0 0 0 0 74 70 17
Br‘a'rit'Ié'y ......... 53 FERE PR g g R PR SR G i P SR 6 PO G G Gy .
Brooks 60 53 7 14 14 0 2 1 1 40 35 5 19 17 2 135 120 15
Bryan 87 85 27 40 43 4 29 36 4 11 12 0 0 0 0 167 176 35
Billbch a7 RTE FYERE AETTuR g PR R 5 iy 15 $ PO PO O T SERREE 55
Burke 217 123 126 3 1 3 12 i2 6 53 51 7 1] 0 0 285 187 142
Buls 118,72 46 16 8 8 2 14 7 60 600 0 0 0 215 154 61
Calhoun * * * * * = * b * * - * » £ * » » »
Camden 154 143 11 107 103 4 23 23 o] 79 70 9 83 74 9 446 413 33
Candler 1315 0 3 3 0 1 1.0 3 5 0 0 0 0 2024 0
Carrall 390 380 10 157 132 25 221 221 0 194 188 6 274 272 2 1,436 1,393 43
Catoosa * * * * * = Ll £ * * = L] = * w” * * =
Charton 42 43 110 10 0 6 6 0 2 21 2 0. 0 0 81 80 3
Chatham 1,619 1,185 434 397 202 195 430 414 16 384 310 74 13 11 2 2,843 2122 721

Chattahoochee 13 23 3 4 3 1 0 0 0 2 2 0 3 3 8 22 33 12
Chatooga 27 23 4 7 7 0 72 70 2 24 22 2 29 26 3 159 14 Ti

Cherokee 407 270 137 169 113 56 287 218 69 220 170 30 47 42 5 1,130 813 317
Clarke 653 627 26 450 436 14 133 133 0 195 188 7 31 28 3 1,462 1,412 50
Clay 17 14 3 8 3] 0 4 4 0] 9 9 o] 0 ] O 38 35 3
Clayton =~ 1,704 1,154 3,165 386 104 2,234 31371774356 837 657 1,117 136 707 dag 3,576 1,997 11,115
Clinch 42 42 0 o} 0 0 4 - 4 0] 14 13 1 1 1 3] Y} 60 1

Cobb | 2,509 1728 781 839 601 236 1,818 1,572 244 1069 807 262 194 136 58 6429 4844 1581

Cofice 128 71 57 oo 21 7 a4 320 m2 7 36 5N 0 0 0 338 129 209
Colquit1 * * - * * * »* = * ¥ £ * *® - »* = - *
Columbia 429 436 49 128 130 7 147 146 11 16 Y6 7 A7 15 0 739 763 74
Cook 213 NR NR 37 MR ONR 67 NR  NR 12 NR NR ¢ 0 ¢ 329 0 0
Cowela 465 438 27 35 35 0 122 122 0 386 356 30 4] o o] 1,008 951 57
Crawford 15 16 nm 1 11 5 7 9 it 11 6 1 1 4} - 33 36 27
Crlsp ........... 158 168 e P O 5 SR 2y T S AR G sha Uy o
Dade 42 41 1 10 6 4 13 12 1 34 29 5 2 2 0 101 a0 11

Dawson L * * * ] £ ® * = * * * * * L] * - *
okl SOSTTNAT A 156NN NATSOT AT IR T TR R80T AT A 536 WA A
Dccatur 187 183 4 13 11 2 43 43 0 42 41 1 1 1 0 286 279 7
Dodge 96 93 20 2 2 0 16 18 6 E) 4 1 1 4] 1 120 117 28
Débl'}' AAAAAAAAA R Sy Se e G o RN SRR o o A g g PO SRR g3 sy 35
Dougherty 1,860 1,860 N/A 10 10 NA 410 410 NA 1353 135 NA 22 22 NA 2,437 2,437 N/A
Douglas 486 199 287 146 87 59 143 92 51 160 81 79 13 9 4 948 468 480
Early 139 139 N/A 4 4 MNA 10 10 NA 0 0 NA 0 0 MNA 153 153 N/A
Echols 9 18 7 2 3 0 0 4} 0 3 3 0 0 ] ¢} 14 24 7
Effingham 173 167 6 50 50 ¢ 103 103 0 15 14 1 Q 0 0 341 334 7
Flben 1961 iy G g P P PO g 5 B a Qe G e ey 57
Emanuel 16 17 4 0 1 a 0 0 ¢ 22 38 7 0 0 a 38 56 11

Evans 83 83 10 31 27 4 16 16 2 25 25 4 0 0 0 iss 11 20
Fo 5g S P 5973 i i2 3 4 5o DT FOEEEE G iag o <
Fayette 224 218 6 161 153 8 31 302 9 159 143 16 37 36 1 892 852 40
Floyd 482 417 65 373 305 68 296 274 22 103 89 14 344 280 64 1,598 1,365 233
Forsyih " 38 yE0 PR AT e i isg T ae ST i 7T e 15 POTERR FROTIIEE cea cr
Franklin 68 61 14 3 4 1 26 23 3 20 25 17 9 3 2 128 116 37
Fulton 9,483 6,411 4,240 1,118 727 765 1,412 1,185 288 1,358 1,066 658 594 404 365 13,965 9,793 6,316
Gilmer .| 2013 04173386 3.3 19 16 12 1 0 2 63 . 45 3
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Juvenile Court Caseload, Calendar Year 1993 (number of children)

Delinguent Unraly Traffic Deprived Special Proceedings Grand Totals
County Filed Disposed Open | Filed Disposed Open | Filed Disposed Open | Filed Disposed Open]Filed Disposed Open Filed  Disposed  Open
Glascock 6 6 0 0 0 o 1 1 0 o] Q 2 0 0 0 7 7 2
Glynn 677 677 MNA 228 228 NA 194 194 NA 82 82 MNA a8 8 NA 1,189 1,189 /A
Gordon . 416, 194 NR. 90, 151 NR__ 64 198 NR 245 185 NR. . 0. 8. NR 815 736 . 89
Grady 102 97 S 0 0 0 8 8 0 28 28 0 0 0 0 138 133 5
Greene 107 114 23 16 15 4 27 30 6 0] 2 0 4 3 0 154 164 33
Gwinnett . 2,453 NA  NA 916 NA  NA 1,780 NA  NA 678 NA L NA 682 INA L INAL 6,509 . . AL PNA
Habersham 108 101 20 23 25 7 59 56 3 80 77 7 0 0] 0 270 259 37
Hall 718 542 176 385 346 39 495 451 44 215 1N 44 2 0 0 1,815 1,510 303
Hangock ... 5. 5.3 0., .. 0. 0. ... o o 0. T A 0. 0. . ... 0 4. . 16....... 3
Haralson 68 68 13 30 21 11 10 10 1 31 34 35 11 8 4 150 141 64
Harris 23 34 16 10 18 8 22 24 15 3 3 12 6 6 6 64 85 57
Hart 66 62 10 1 10 1 22 17 5 17 w0 0 0 116 98 26
Vo T FRRRE: SRR RN TTE AR P AEREERETRITEY ARRREELARTITE FEREREY FRRRERELITRR IR RERERRERERS FERERPETRLS AT
Henry 257 240 17 162 160 2 52 51 1 25 19 6 44 42 2 540 512 28
Houson 1,020 1,011 & 616 611 5 286 285 1 173 167 0 7 7 0 2002 208 14
e Sy JECE SRR 5 P O T S 5 L g T 5
Jackson 131 122 36 3% 39 2 536 52 10 40 37 16 0 1 0] 266 251 64
asper .. 17 12 6 2. 1. 1129 4 36 .32 4 %10 .. 68 55 . 15
Jeif Davis 85 74 16 30 29 9 20 24 1 12 15 0 0 0 0 147 142 26
Jefferson 70 70 0 27 27 0 15 15 0 35 35 0 0 o ¢ 147 147 0
Jenkins . 23 23 0. 1616 .0 2.2 0. 9..9..0..0. .0 0 5 50 0
Johnson 23 21 3 1 1 G G 6 0 8 7 1 3 1 2 51 46 6
Jones 82 56 27 6 6 0 29 22 7 19 22 3 4 4 5 140 110 42
Lamar .98 98 . 0..27 27 0. 2626 0 28 .28 .0 18 18 3 . . 197 197 3
Lanier 61 60 9 5 5 0 " 11 0 20 16 a a 0 0 97 92 9
Laurens 243 222 21 108 105 3 78 69 9 74 30 44 1 1 0 504 427 77
lee 85 101 1015 19 0 26 33 0 M1 0 2 .2 0 139 166 10
Liberty 383 349 114 197 212 45 121 126 10 180 209 52 V] 1 0 881 897 221
Lincaln 21 22 14 a 1 a 19 24 2 11 11 1 0 9] 0 51 58 17
tong . .; 20 174 9 9 0 9 9 0 2 21 4 0 0 0 59 56 8
Lowndes 485 500 140 84 a2 26 121 104 65 45 11 12 5 5 1 740 702 244
Lumpkin 102 68 41 57 33 33 14 10 6 41 34 8 0 1 s 214 146 88
Macon . 83 95 17, 21 .28 . 5. 1. 2 1 18 18 .00 .0 . 0 133 15 23
Madison 57 64 5 5 8 1 50 50 o 66 30 73 0 0 0 178 152 79
Marion 11 20 8 25 25 0 33 33 1 16 19 4 1 ) D &6 99 13
McDufie 110,109 24 25 25 1 33 33 7 16 19 1.9 .9 0 193 195 33
Mcintosh 51 51 3 28 27 2 15 15 0 14 12 3 5 5 0 113 110 8
Meriwether 101 94 7 14 13 1 33 33 0 kL 34 4 81 77 4 267 251 16
Miller 12720 11110 e 10 0 i1l 1100 0 0 44 44 0
Mitchell 91 70 21 32 19 13 14 14 (] 26 22 4 O 0 Q 163 125 38
Monroe * * * * * * = * * b * *® ® € b - *® *
Momigomery 14 16 1 5. I 0. . 3o 3. 0. . 3.3 o . 0. . o0 . 3 7 [}
Maorgan 39 33 9 & 9 0 27 27 5 39 LY 3 7 2 4 118 112 21
Murray 176 122 82 92 67 44 38 31 11 47 3N 48 22 15 17 373 266 202
Muscogee 4,283 3,500 783 1,124 950 174 523 505 15 590 480 110 192 180 12 6712 5615 1,097
Newlon 555 523 32 289 232 57 102 100 2 361 30t 60 155 143 12 1,462 1,299 162
Oconee 68 69 16 22 22 2 58 56 4 24 14 14 4 3 0 176 164 36
Oglethorpe 24226 4 2 3 10 8 2 .27 21 7 0 0 0 65 5318
Paulding 188 144 66 108 84 28 52 45 11 28 23 44 16 12 9 392 308 138
Peach 103 87 47 11 10 1 7 6 2 41 29 8 12 11 0 174 143 58
Pickens 47 33 26 49 26 30 7 5 3 33 22 14 15 2 13 91 75
B e SRR e e 3 TERRE EEA Sa A P PP RO SO iy
Pike 63 60 3 2 0 2 22 15 7 38 32 6 1 1 0 126 108 18
Polk ... 236 525 0. 99 2120 25 53 0 88 224 0 1 10 0 449 1024 0
Pulaski 49 57 2 2 2 0 5 5 0 3 2 1 0 a 0 59 66 3
Pulnam 56 37 19 3 3 0 5 4 1 62 56 6 0 0 0 126 100 26
Quilman * * = * * * - * - * * * » * * - ® =
wbun A an 5 o PR po R SRR i 55 ye 3 PR T RREREE 6 ey o
Randolph 66 66 0 1 1 ¢ 14 14 0 17 17 o 0 0 ¢] a8 98 0
Richmond 1,683 1,533 150 285 267 18 297 155 13 93 B0 142 173 116 57 2,531 2,151 380
Reckdale 303 238 43 Bl 73 6,259 224 .35 .43 .33 ...00...93 .76 17 779, 666 . 113,




Juvenile Court Cascload, Calendar Year 1993 (number of childres)

Delinguent Unruly Traffic Deptived Special Proceedings Grand Totals
County Filed Disposecd Open [Filed Disposed Open | Filed Disposed Open | Filed Disposed Open [Filed Disposed Open Filed  Disposed  Open
Schley 11 14 2 7 9 Q 7 7 0] 4 4 0 0 0 0 29 34 2
Screven 81 77 5 29 28 1 15 15 a 15 12 3 0 0 0 140 132 9
Seminole 38 26 12 5 .4 1.1 .0 1 1 0 1 0o 0 0o a5 3015
Spalding 516 489 27 102 92 10 95 92 3 410 407 3 0 0 0 1,123 1,080 43
Stephens 125 84 42 19 16 4 23 26 2 26 24 7 0 0 0 198 150 55
Sewan 34 42 19 12 18 0 0 0 0 4 40 TR0 ST es e
Sumler Ed *® * * * * * * » * b * = * * x Ed Ed
Talbol 7 14 22 1 4 0 2 2 1 6 6 8 1 1 8 17 27 39
Taliaferro 4 4 .0 1 1. .0 1 1. 0 0. 0 15 0 0 0 6. 6., 15
Tattnall 112 116 15 47 39 9 19 18 3 54 48 15 0 1 0 232 222 42
Taylor 1 10 14 0 0 2 2 3 3 15 16 41 2 2 0 20 31 60
Telfair .. 104 77371920 2 13 13 0 8 6 10 0 0 0 14 116 49
Terrell 89 84 6 5 5 0 15 15 4] 11 1N 0 19 19 0 139 134 6
Thomas 323 286 37 69 41 28 76 74 2 &8 86 2 2 2 Q 558 489 69
Tit 37733046 120 93 27 60 57 3 36 17 19 o 0 0 593 497 95
Toombs 94 83 25 3 2 2 2 2 3031 32 79 24799 a7 9sa T 138 66
Towns 9 8 1 2 2 0 4 4 0 3 4 0 0 0 ¢ 18 18 1
Trewlen 3229 16 4 411311 3 15 13 13 22 2 66 59 .35
Troup 826 703 123 259 229 30 119 103 16 399 334 65 17 16 1 1,620 1,385 235
Turner 104 55 49 29 23 6 18 14 4 17 0 4] 1 0 0 169 92 59
Twiggs 59 41229 9 0 8 9 0 5 3 6 0 0 0 8 6 28
Union 31 37 7 8 8 1 18 18 1 25 13 17 O 0 0 &2 76 26
Upson 228 217 11 54 51 3 53 49 4 68 5% 9 o 0 0 403 376 27
Walker 123 115 8 100 9 4 114 108 6 36 43 13 28 27 1 421 389 3
Waltan 638 588 S50 238 181 57 101 89 12 56 49 7 279 256 23 1,312 1,163 149
Ware 287 203 84 123 75 48 57 33 24 104 74 30 142 105 37 713 490 223
Waren 10127 1. 1.0 8 3 6 .2 5.0 .0 .0 0 2 n...mn
Washington 153 146 8 30 30 0 0 0 0 16 16 0 0 0 o 199 192 8
Wayne 3 ® * » > = > *® * - - * £ *® - - - =
Webster 6,17 .0 .0 0 0 4 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1022 0
Wheeler 31 30 4 3 3 o 5 5 0 3 3 0 ¢ 0 0 42 41 4
White 60 64 14 24 21 5 17 10 8 21 15 6 0 Q 0 122 110 33
whiield 325 236 236 227 187 40 139 120 35 276 241 19 183 155 28 1,150 939 358
Wilcox 2] 19 7 Q 0 0 7 3 4 10 3 1 ¢ 0 0 38 25 22
Wilkes 66 58 12 1 1 0 24 2?2 2 4 4 0 3 3 ¢ 98 88 14
Wilkinson 50 36 17 12 11 2 5 4 1 53 56 2 4 4 G 124 11 22
Worh 191 91 100 34 18 16 63 31 32 28 1 170 0 0 336 151 165
Total 51,874 38,021 13,325 13,937 9,849 4,791 15,164 10,779 5,737 13,899 10,183 3,780 5303 3,572 1,200 100,177 72,634 28,913

Note: 150 of 159 counties submitied caseload dala as of December 31, 1994.

[N/R] County submitted total disposition or open data but did not report data for specific casetypes.
*] Caseload data not submitted.
[N/A] Dala elements not available.




Probate Courts

County probate courts exercise exclusive original jurisdiction in the probate of wills,
administration of estates, appointment of guardians and involuntary hospitaliza-
tion of incapacitated adults and other dependent individuals.

If provided by statute, probate judges may serve as election superintendent,
appoint persons to fill public offices, administer oaths of office, issue marriage
licenses, hold habeas corpus hearings or preside over criminal preliminary hear-
ings. In counties where there is no state court, probate courts may also hear traffic
cases and violations of state game and fish Jaws, wnless there is a demand for a jury
trial, in which instance cases are transferred to the superior court,

In counties with population greater than 100,000, where the probate judge has
practiced law for at least seven years, a party to a civil case has the right to a jury
trial if so asserted by a written demand with the first pleading. Appeals from such
civil cases may be to the Supreme Court or Court of Appeals depending on the
particular matter.

Most probate court judges are elected to four-year terms in countywide,
partisan elections. Fulton, DeKalb andBartow Counties hold nonpartisan elections,
A candidate for office must be atleast 25 years of age, a high school graduate. a U.S.
citizen and a county resident for at least two years preceding the election. In counties
with population over 100,000, candidates must fulfill additional qualifications
concerning age and practice of law.

Probate court caseload information is presented on the following pages.
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Probate Court Criminal Caseload, Fiscal Year 1994 (docket enfrics)

Atkinson
Bacon

Ben Hill
Berrien
Branile};

Butts!

Calhoun
Catoosa
Charlton
Chattahoochee
Clay?
Columhbia?

Dauglas
Echols .
Fannin

Fayette!
FEC
Giblmer
Glascock!
Gordon

Grady

Greene

Jasper

Johnson
Lamar

Lanier?
Caitens
Leo

Lincoln
Lumpkin
Macon’
Madison .
McDiffie
Mclntosh?
Meriwether?
Monroe?
Montgomery
Morgan

Misdemeanor Traific Total Caseload
Filed Disposed Filed Disposed Filed Disposed
= - * B » -
T 88 .0 B8 . 340 332 48 420
81 87 2,277 2,027 2,358 2,114
0 0 4,026 4,026 4,026 4,026
Lo Aed o 462 6241 6,241 6,703 ... 6,703 ...
R o - STIRRTTITPPR . FARRRRRRRRRRPRIE (A RTINS L 2 2 B AT
= - * - * ®
TR O O 615 ! G153 15 615
77 77 1,455 1,455 1,532 1,532
96 99 1,187 1,222 1,283 1,321
£ * * * * £
TR b PR T ey Sags .
= * * - L -
= * * * *® -
. PP R R R TR R R RRRE o L
38 23 385 349 423 372
e O O 3960 3084 3960 3,194
3 - * * * e
113 66 1,192 1,137 1,305 1,203
k] L3 L E) * o
AU L J Ty D T T ppY T SRS
70 86 1,274 1,074 1,344 1,160
£ * * L] * L3
...................... PP R
e fa gy s G Goa T
21 31 1,614 1,590 1,635 1,621
R O O 3,536 3483 L 3,230 . 3483
* * * £ * »”
* * * - Y *
..................... O BB e e B
57 74 3,234 3,437 3,291 3,511
69 105 0 6} 69 103
................ 43 A ner o see 750 1,800
* - * * e *
134 105 2,528 2,195 2,662 2,300
* * = #* - -
.................... TR
* * - M - *
................... VIO IR A0 B SR 382
19 19 453 453 472 472
0 0 1,087 1,087 1,087 1,087
EY * = = = x
.................... R S T TR Y PR
M " M x = .
U 28 2 367 367 L 395 395
142 107 4,841 4,248 4,983 4,355
0 (4] 1,870 1,921 1,870 1,91
e SRR, o e J o
[} 0 1,100 809 1,100 809
.................... T e e AL e RS
o] o] 2,288 2,288 2,288 2,288
TR 0 O 20 90 LB 20
0] 1) 1,443 1,422 1,443 1,422
136 100 6,361 7.331 6,497 7,431
* x> * b * *
0 0 4,068 4,414 4,068 4,414
53 53 1,253 1,252 1,341 1,340




Probate Court Criminal Caseload, Fiscal Year 1994 (docket entries)

Misdemeanor Traffic Total Caseload

County Filed Disposed Filed Disposed Filed Disposed
NeMOn * * * 3 *® *
Oconee 0 o] 3,031 3,031 3,031 3,031
Oglethorpe? 13 13 403 403 a1 416
Paulding? 51 27 779 665 830 692
Peach’ 0 4} 4,838 4,838 4,838 4,838
Pickens? ... O C . 2410 A 2411 2,41
Pike * = * * * *

Polk 77 76 2,219 2,145 2,296 2,221
Pulaski O O 64> L B32 645 832
Quitman = * * - * -
Rabun * * * * * »
Randolph Q 0 2,227 2,227 2,227 2,227
Schiay T NERERERTRTRIERRS TP S S AT e S SRRy
Seminole 41 41 1,980 1,954 2,021 1,995
Stewart VTR e ST T ] N
Talbot * * * * x _
Taliaferro * * * * * *
Tayloe® | /AURTR 7 72278 739 800
Telfair [0 0 1,283 1,283 1,283 1,283
Terrell 67 46 1,511 1,607 1,578 1,653
Thomas 42 39 0 0 42 39
Fowne T A g gt yig yga oy
Turner 0 0 6,616 4,943 6,616 4,943
Twiggs! 44 44 [533]¢) ] 696 740 740
e e P38 g Gy T g R R
Upson * * * * = *
Walten 125 ms TS 6614 TRATO 8,723
Warren? 0 v} 376 255 376 255
Webster * * = * x ,,c
Wheeler 17 LSRR 7B 780 801 797 .
Wi § 5 Sai i a1 e
Whitfield 40 40 12,632 12,632 12,677 12,672
Wilcox * * = * * *
Wilkes 78 78 1,157 1,140 1,235 1,218
Wilkinson 43 36 559 480 602 516
Total 3,032 2,844 134,587 127,095 137,619 129,939

MNote: 60 of 95 probate courts with criminal jurisdiction submitted caseload data as of December 31, 1994,
[*] Caseload data nol submitted.

! Reported three quarters.

? Reported two quarters,

* Data from calendar year 1993.
4 Reported one guarter.




Probate Court Civil Caseload, Fiscal Year 1994 (docket entries)

No
Administration Probate Year's Habeas Total Licenses
County Administration  Necessary = Common Solemn Guardianship Support Hospitalization Corpus Civil Marriage  Pistol
Applln - ¥ * * = * * * - * *
Atkinson * * * ® = * M ® - = "
Bacon . PUVERT SURURIT Y] RV TR AT TR RN TR, T
Baker’ 4] 0 0 7 0 o] 8 0] 13 9 24
Baldwin? 10 4 2 45 12 1 G8 0 142 157 194
Banks ... 12 2 O ... 28 3o 7] L 6T ... £ 106
Barrow 27 4 2 97 44 5 40 0 219 227 342
Bartow 60 16 D 2N 48 12 64 0 441 430 897
Ben Hill T SRR TR SO TSR, DI I PR TR SO %
Borsion L o . y SETEITERIPERSY S e . L R .
Bihb 77 25 19 461 109 27 44 8] 762 1,503 1,254
Bleckley’ 2 0 1 5 2 1 0] 8] 11 52 123
Hraniley gy G o g G P NRREE: IERRMERES STAMREEEAE fag el
BfOOkS = *® * * = * * * B = =
Bryan . 10 A LU 36 30 .. 4 8 e a s 133
Bulloch 33 6 8 119 31 7 19 0 223 338 258
Burke * ES * £ = * * * £ = *
Butts' 3 R 3 27 TR 6 ... Lo CL 92 139
Calhoun * * * * * * * * * * *
Camden 18 4 0 41 20 5 0 0 38 633 237
Candler SRR . IO TR SURTITRI SODTRI [T RTINS RN U "
Carroll? 64 4 3 274 66 31 Q 0 442 1,173 1,550
Catoosa = * * * = * * * - - *
Chation T SRR ] DU LT T ] TR ™
Chatham* 259 48 45 786 636 102 1,974 8] 3,850 2,751 2,237
Chattahoochee = = * * * * * * - = *
Challooga PEERR R U U PR T ] U "
Cherokee 68 13 16 205 a9 22 29 0 452 561 947
Clarke 40 7 7 198 a0 17 65 Q 424 700 294
Clay3 1 ] 1 7 1 0 0] 1 11 2 8
Clagion g7 B AT e 433 ey AT EERPEENS ATTERRIEE STOSTE RTCANEIEE i 363
Clinch? 12 4 0 18 19 3 0 0 56 124 56
Cobb .. . res . 33 . a5 .84 209 68 125 . 24 1,798 4265 4,393
Coffee 28 6 2 66 21 5 0 0 128 423 245
Colquitt 25 13 3 107 16 4 21 0 189 366 218
Columbia® 17 B 8 ... 121 33 46 12 8 243 L. 208 399
Cook * EA * = * * * * - * *
Cowela? 13 4 3 76 34 5 19 0 154 255 267
Crawford! 1 2 Voo 15 10 R o O 31 34 . 86,
Cﬁéﬁ ................ R R < s 2 . : i X . ¥ .
Dade * = - = * ® ® = * " .
Dawson 12 3] 0 ... 25 S G 7o 0 38 82 . 171,
Decatur 12 0 10 73 22 4] 20 0 137 204 141
DeKalb 709 66 207 1,170 1,613 185 627 23 4,600 4,211 4,526
Dodge . ... RETUTRET T ] SIS DTSR T ] UUTRTRR T .
Dooly " = * = » ] * e - Ll £
Dougherty 76 20 4 212 104 116 0 539 942 996
Douglas 38 B LR 41 oA O 0, . 283 767 . 932
Early 4 3 1 25 4 1 11 0 49 70 115
Echols * * * * * * * * * ® *
Efﬁngham’ 19 1 4 51 68 22 17 0 182 165 222
by g NN f Py R pg T R FEEEERIERE Ao By ot
Emanuel 26 10 0 70 M 3 36 4] 166 197 285
Bvans AU LU Q. 18 6 LR 3o 0 36 . 83 ... 92
Fannin 18 9 0 41 14 5 15 0 102 107 250
Fayetie' 11 3 2 87 69 16 0 2 190 380 593
Floyd 33 13 7 230 59 19 65 0 426 597 708
'Fo'r't:')'r!'ﬁ ......... s SERNERIEEE g Gy g S o FAEEEEER oy oy 234"
Franklin * * * * * = * - . . .
Fulton? 816 215 280 2,459 1,806 243 3N 0 5,850 9,707 5,537
Gilmer * * * * * = * = - . «
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Probate Court Civil Caseload, Fiscal Year 1994 (docket entries)

No
Administration Probate Year's Habeas Total Licenses
County Administration  Necessary Common Solemn Guardianship Support Hospntahzatmn Corpus Civil Marriage  Pistol
Glascock 1 6] 0 2 1 0 0 0 4 3 6
Glynn‘ 48 = 14 140 49 40 19 0 315 623 355
Gordon . . 37 4 CRUU 13 29 A R0 226, . 315 .. 405
Crady 36 9 4 b5 34 1 30 o] 179 200 208
Creene 12 3 4 24 14 0 23 o] 80 92 167
Gwinnett Nz oo 18 20 823 457 [T 66 e 1315 3,417 3,080
Habersham ? '8 1 3 37 1 1 12 o 73 104 75
Hall 70 13 h 261 63 8 32 3 452 871 898
Hancock = SERURRRURR R TR PR ORI U ] L .
Haralson 34 1 a 58 37 10 25 o 165 197 332
Harrls * »* * 3 o - * - »* * -
Hart® ] 3 o 8 3o ST L | A 3B 51 13
Héard - - ® * T * e * * - -
Henry 41 10 12 121 106 32 18 0 340 838 1,165
Houston? 23 - 4 4 90 52 3 31 2 209 391 513
i T PO Fo e S L FRRREREEIEES G s PR 25
Jackson? 5 5 1 47 13 4 16 Q a1 a7 203
Jasper b LR 24 10 3 A a9 5 108
Jedt Davis 10 1 0 13 11 1 4] 0 36 147 109
Jefterson * * - * * * . x x N N
lenkins JOUTIRETRR ORI T TR DT LT . TR o "
Johnson * » * * * * ’ * * * W *
lones 16 8 2 39 33 5 10 0 113 136 287
Lamar - * * .* E = * - - - *
amiaa = G FRIERRIERREE P R g g 57 o
Laurens 29 11 2 83 31 & 41 0 203 359 60%
lee 10 2 o (LR 16 3 5o oo 55 133 30
Lll)erly 53 5 0 52 243 7 21 ¥ 381 474 935
Lincoln * * * * - * - * - x .
Lomg > . O L. 8. G A S EUTT O S 43 33
Lowndes' 38 10 7 157 55 8 20 0 295 774 405
Lumpkin * * * * * * * * - . *
Macon! 8 L. .0 . S 2o 0 38 B6 .. X 80
Madis()n o »® = L * * = L - - »*
Marion 12 0 1 11 1 0 9} ¢ 25 49 42
McDuffie 20 4 12 40 3 A 148 220
Mclntosh? 6 4] 1 20 4 3 0 0 36 32 46
Meriwether? 10 0 Q 35 2 0 15 0 62 64 151
Miller * * * * * * * »* * * *
Michall g PREIERRE PR FTSIRCEREIES G FRREREINE G G gy en i55
Monroe 8 ) 2 42 13 3 1 0 74 138 197
Montgomery ] TR TR T L NPT DT ST U B
Morgan 9 9 1 42 6 o} 12 0 79 106 155
Murray? & 3 Q 14 22 7 4 0 58 86 78
Muscogee 120 13 25 504 213 90 189 8] 1,154 1,852 828
Mmoo ] VRUPEPR T e P YRR FEETRERT NTRRRIRAL PSR A S SRR L
QOconee 9 4 2 14 13 4 12 ¢ 88 130 233
Oglethorpe? ] 0 0 19 18 o3 6 0 54 38 53
ﬁdﬁidihg ........... 73 5o G YRR S e G G s Sos 504"
Peach’ 7 1 0] 35 7 2 0 Qg 52 92 142
Pickens’ 10 3o 2o a3 2 3o o a8 130 144
Do KIREEEY . - - c. g’ ? - v COTEPRIRT .
Pike * . - . * - - . - - -
Polk 28 3B 12z T3 3 810280 346 384
Pulaski 5 0 4 34 3 0 ¥ 0 64 76 G2
Pulnam 9 1 4 63 27 9 0 0 119 117 235
Quitman . T ] ’ T [T DT " N T
b AR RIERRRREEREEE 5 SRR 0 ey 5 . G g Ay i75
Randolph 14 3 4 26 4 1 0 0 52 GO 105
Richmond 105 48 29 355 138 139 171 4] 1,025 1,333 1,113
Rockdale 28 5 6 102 98 13 0 0 252 621 598
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Probate Court Civil Caseload, Fiscal Year 1994 (docket entries)

MNo
Administration Probate Year's Habeas Total Licenses

County Administration  Necessary Common Solemn Guardianship Suppert Hospitalization Corpus Civil Marriage  Pistol
Schley * * * x = * - - " " .
Screven = * * * = * * . = - *
Seminole 120 6 .. .....0 6 . 6. LR o e A 546 10c.
Spalding 23 5 1 145 75 20 61 0 330 521 776
Slephens * = * ® * * * * £ w

Stewart ] DUTIOR SR ST SO S SRR ST . y
Sumiter 24 7 & a1 27 5 16 0 178 254 327
Talbot £l = * = * * * £ * * =
Taliaferro SUUREITIRTRI ORI AP TR R PPN LT LT TR TR »
Tattnall 23 4 1 41 23 3 19 0 114 174 131
Taylor? 6 2 2 17 2 2 9 0 40 37 27
Telfair 13 3 1 39 4 1 2 0 63 106 107
Farall G g Gy Gyt g S FPAERTE gg i
Thomas 21 4 1 89 20 6 482 0 623 434 247
T o 3 4 80 26 0 26 0 032 415 305
ooy g g AR a3 FPOREEREEE oo R RN STPLIERNE S el
Towns 7 3 0 34 10 0 o} 0 54 52 178
Treutlen® 4 b LU 5o 3o 4 b 0. ... 23 82 . 48
Troup 47 13 11 163 40 21 48 a 343 318 606
Turner 4 4 0 23 16 1 2 0 50 76 79
Twiggs! B Vo 1 20 LA 4 25 0. .. 68 45 65
Union 11 &) 3 31 9 2 0 4] 56 125 188
Upson * * = * * * £ * = * *®
Walker 3 4 LRV SRR 74 18 47 0O 366 315 663
Walion 37 9 7 106 24 32 42 9 266 280 469
Ware 27 14 9 132 33 13 18 O 246 410 326
Warren’ LA T T ERUR Lo L [N o 18 U 19
Washingidﬁ ...... AR g i is gy i i Pt ey i3 Spes
Wayne ™ * £ *® = * > * » k] L]
Webster * * * * x * * m w " .
Wheales =y GG g G G G fp s 1@
White 7 6 9 41 4 7 13 0 87 227 125
Whitfield 58 8 3o 7 46 T 4 04 L 607
Wilcox * = * = * » N - . . .
Wilkes 10 1 C 42 25 2 23 0 103 &5 67
Wilkinson 9 ) 1 30 9 1 17 0 73 51 155
Worth 2 2 R °o 27 3o v o 17 176 307
Total 4,389 986 954 14,472 8,634 1,723 5,457 99 36,714 55,263 53,924

Note: 112 of 159 probate courts submilled caseload data as of December 31, 1994,
[*] Caseload data not submitted.

' Reported three quarters.

? Reported two quarlers.

3 Data from calendar year 1993.
* Reported one quarter.
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Magistrate Courts

Magistrate court jurisdiction encompasses civil claims of $5,000 or less; distress
warrants and dispossessory writs; county ordinance violations; misdemeanor
violations of bad check laws; prelmunaly hearings; and summonses, arrest war-
rants and search warrants. A chief magistrate, who may be assisted by ONe Or more
magistrates, presides over each of the 159 magistrate courts in the state.

Magistrates may grant bail in cases where the setting of bail is not exclusively
reserved to a judge of another court. Magistrates alse administer oaths and issue
subpoenas, as well as sentence up to 10 days imprisonment for contempt and/or fine
up to $200.

No jury trials are held in magistrate court. If a defendant submits a written
request for a jury trial, cases are removed to superior or state court.

The chief magistrate of each county assigns cases, sets court sessions, appoints
other magistrates (with the consent of the supertor court judges) and resolves
disputes among magistrates. The number of magistrates in addition to the chief is
usually set by majority vote of the superior court judges.

Chief magistrates are elected in partisan, countywide elections to four- -year
terms, unless otherwise provided by local legislatiou. Terms for other ma gistrate
judges run concurrently with that of the clief magistrate who appointed them.

To qualily as a magistrate, an individual must reside in the county for at least
one year preceding his or her term of office, be 25 years of age, and have a high
schoal diploma or its equivalent. New magistrates, unless active members of the
State Bar, are required to complete an initial 40-lhour course for certification. All
magistrates must attend annual 20-hour continuing education seminars to main-
tain certification,

The Georgia Magistrate Courts Training Council formulates the currieula for
the seminars and sets the standards for certification.

Indges of other limited jurisdiction courts may also serve as magistrates in the
same county. At the end of fiscal year 1994, 159 chief magistrates and 318
magistrates served in Georgia; 22 probate judges, three civil court judges and four
Juvenile court judges or associate judges were among this number.

Magistrate court caseload information is presented on the Jollowing pages.
Submission of data is required by the [ Iniform Rules
Jor the Magistrate Courts.
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Magistraie Court Caseload, Fiscal Year 1994 (cases filed)

Bond & Total Total

Warrants  Commitment Criminal Cases Civil Claims Other Civil Cases Warrants & Hearings &
County Issued Hearings Filed Disposed Filed Disposed Filed Disposed  Filings  Dispositions
Appling 698 562 487 185 789 614 207 204 2,181 1,565
Atkinson 447 5 58 0 221 179 64 0 790 184
Bacon . . ... 430 259 349 332 89 M4 32 293 1,550, 1,298
Baker > x * * * * * * * *
Baldwin * * * * ¥ * * * * *
Banks ... 909 154 e 209 263 9% . 98 . 1,287 529
Barrow 2,095 1,079 39 59 474 474 822 822 3,450 2,434
Bartow * * * * ® * * * * *
BenHill 1539 626 . . 644 527 699 589 726 726 3608 2468
B o5 0 ST G g Jei RERTOENEEI G Ao R PR
Bibb 7,510 4,572 2,527 2,224 3,403 4,745 2102 1,892 15,542 13,433
Bleckley 756 362 171 171 259 454 165 239 1,351 1,226
Braniley T g e i ag Sy ey o G g kel
Brooks 543 416 115 102 663 337 316 282 1,637 1,137
Bryan 822 192 36 31 334 413 168 163 1,360 799
Ballocki e g G EURRERN o R ey 7 Yags Ve
Burke’ 477 149 3 3 331 384 182 122 993 658
Butts' 279 108 134 0 66 78 116 70 695 364
Calbous e S FERETREERRE L FRRRRRRRRR L5 FREERERTIS R > R R FARRRRERERREES FORRERRRE o ATEPTRITI AR
Camden 1,145 545 1,050 458 504 449 430 410 3,149 1,862
Candler * * * * * * * * *® *
Carroll 2,049 425 1,135 876 1,523 774 1434 1,235 6,141 3,310
Catoosa 2,738 6088 1,568 826 435 435 468 300 5,209 2,249
Charlton 621 520 214 227 212 211 83 65 1,130 1,023
Chatham §iig SEay TR yhea Godd PRI TR 31y Gra 678 1956
Chattahoochee * ¥ * * * * * * * ¥
Chattooga 1,783 561 235 35 867 677 401 230 3.286 1,503
Charokea SR TTIREEEE isay FYORITTN. A TG e ek ian Baga Ao
Clarke 7,144 3,491 1,038 971 1,573 1,350 2198 460 11,953 6,272
Clay 167 60 2 2 >4 54» : 17 19 240 135
Clayton 11,542 10,977 2,263 2,322 2,502 2,636 11192 10,771 27,499 26,706
Clinch 411 3 0 0 212 212 166 126 789 343
Cobb . 19392 16376 6195 6195 3327 282 237 1431431 25207
Coffee 4,554 449 576 59 1,724 1,390 1066 295 7,920 2,193
Colquitt 2,251 213 4 4 2,047 124 753 Q 5,055 341
Columbla 1717 1791372 956 . 945 687 54 324558 2,004
G o 5 SeE 5 Seh s She RN YoRa i
Coweta 2,557 5 941 608 1,326 1,018 1282 725 6,106 2,356
Crawiord 200 160 16 5157 47 79 53 52 375
Crisp 1,408 1,033 602 565 723 659 688 569 3,421 2,826
Dade 504 236 0 a 1M 95 52 34 667 365
Dawson . 460 . 254 8 no 240 390 9 0 837 655, .
Decatur? 807 165 0 0 428 0 227 0 1.462 165
DekKalb 19,676 39,038 3,062 2,910 4,768 2,705 69 0 26975 44,653
Dodge 1,029 ¢ 302 0 5h 208 249 97 2,091 305
Booly T gy gy S PEERE Jeq i g G ats Fia
Dougherty 5,403 4,838 1,394 1,240 3,641 2,396 4978 518 15416 8,992
Douglas 3,878 136 160 138 847 988 1883 45 6,768 1,307
Barly G S R RRtitr MELEERE RS Qe R RRRI) SETRIEES o s7g Vegs o
Echors * * * * * * * * L *
Effingham 1,277 419 339 180 298 224 463 461 2,377 1,284
Elbeny ey Sag g P S T aeE sar e Sesi V75
Emanuel 1,159 609 414 386 813 738 395 312 2,781 2,045
Bvans ... 446 1 57, 3 337 Mo 190 221,030 234
Fannin 614 124 195 146 266 171 106 107 1,181 542
Fayetlle 1,066 709 575 428 588 497 519 491 2,748 2,125
Floyd 4,631 2,292 1,208 2,080 3217 2,001 3032 264 12,088 6,637
Forsgths ey g imp FOTEEE 05 s foq aq Yo OO
Franklin 788 520 309 127 568 5 257 131 1,922 1,489
Fulton 14,378 25,200 31,651 22,067 8,536 4,274 42501 13,826 97,066 65,367
Gilmer 642 69 291 62 420 347 150 89 1,503 567




Magistrate Court Caseload, Fiscal Year 1994 (cases filed)

Bond & Total Total
Warrants  Commitment Criminal Cases Civil Claims Other Civil Cases  Warrants &  Hearings &
County Issued Hearings Filed Disposed Filed Disposed Filed Disposed Filings Dispositions
Glascock? 20 1 2 1 54 33 10 4 86 39
Giynn! 4,262 1,877 417 159 1,045 635 990 523 6,714 3,194
Gordon 2,750 574 797 3571503 1,090 012 73 6,063 . 2194
Grady 1,364 437 3 297 1,135 1,005 461 44 2,963 2,180
Greene 697 830 70 18 602 409 3465 157 1,734 1,414
Gwinnett 10,781 4,802 2647 810 3682 1,846 1 8489 966 25599 B2
Habersham? 19 84 474 12 620 107 283 0 1,396 203
Hall 3,128 6,671 2,822 2,074 1,950 2,160 2072 1,446 9,972 12,351
Hancock® . 304 203 B2 82 .. at4 a4 2 32 982 831
Haralson 865 101 3 3 391 272 184 158 1,443 534
Harris 987 318 2m 130 497 420 273 228 1,958 1,096
Hart 686 522 12 19 425 312 307 1 1,530 1,084
Vo T ERTR RN S R SRR SRS e e O JROSEREE e
Henry 1,845 3,076 787 824 1,114 1,231 1039 148 4,785 5,279
Houston 5440 4255 1810 1563 1174 1075 1661 1414 10,085 8,307
Wi e SRCEE FEOCRERRE P R YR aar o B e e
Jackson 2,309 448 2 1 599 818 576 9035 3,486 2,172
Jasper 373 166 15 15 204 219 1 75 703 475
off Do 3y S9q g0 Soa G o e AR 957 SIS gy
Jefierson? 756 495 183 183 633 633 372 372 1,944 1,683
Jenkins 375 35 R 0 o552 390 257 254 1,184 679
ohmamy | FYP IR 5o e g e Ser oy ETIREEE ga3 yon
Jones * * * ” * * * * * ®
Lamar | 562 20 0 0 ... 409 394 256 197 1227 so1
Uaptay PEPEEEIER 5 g 5 PO iy O RREEE ol Tagg S5
Laurens 2,923 2,069 732 732 1,166 1,111 1007 1,607 5,828 4,919
Lee 751 314 84 84 396 378 165 139 1,396 915
Cibrigr 765 AT PG IR i Gon e EPORINY S04 ede
Lincoln 214 58 4 4 256 256 120 119 594 437
Long 215 82 126 0 164 160 32 62 537 304
Cowndes iy 35907 yogs Yy T RREERE cag 339G S8 15843 5708
Lumpkin 629 471 220 150 259 121 161 20 1,269 832
Macon 59 130 36 0 .. 3% 25 200 0 99 165
Madison 441 444 276 120 403 221 108 83 1,228 868
Marion 165 128 0 0 173 &9 164 45 502 262
McDuffie 848 . 0 486, 41089 96 822 . 5243315 1641
Mclntosh 506 398 96 96 245 250 65 33 91z 777
Meriwether 1,002 34 147 147 817 817 412 2N 2,378 1,219
Mi“(‘.‘l’ * * * *® * * * ® > *
Milche" * * r * * * * * - *
Monroe? 513 272 70 70 603 336 318 200 1,504 8§78
Montgomery! 178 22 121 2 111 1 16 16 426 151
Niorgan o7 S35 SaT G ey STUASEAERS FTVTIERTREE iee Tage o0
Murray * * * * * * * * * *
Muscogee 0 0 0 0 1,510 334 0 0] 1,510 334
Nowsdon e §dgn T o7 sag L7V IR Gea s 058 395 FoEd 5986
X Oconee 465 292 112 75 220 179 139 89 936 635
Oglethorpe 374 373 65 63 253 264 55 55 747 757
Padiding YSLIEINE 3 S 133 i Sa s7g FOOSIRER Vage T ey
. Peach 1,103 562 632 258 627 340 394 49 2,756 1,209
Pickens 560 12 288 134 320 270 131 77 1,299 493
Bieg FEpOR g g ST CIRRENE g Gy o i bis e
Pike 464 209 23 ] 288 288 72 (%3] 847 573
p0|k * * * * ¥ * " * * *
Pulaski 375 202 0 4] 291 172 124 74 790 448
Putnam an 584 0 0 689 689 446 310 1.946 1,583
Quitman _ o o o T T S et -
PR EEEREERIREERRE Sey PR e s i Cgeg . g G So0
Randolph 350 B8 1 2 245 273 47 48 643 33t
Richmond 12,298 1,880 2,459 1,710 5,295 4,343 6288 3,187 26,340 11,120

Rockdale 2,490 1,693 1,089 991 957 528 1237 535 5,773 3,747




Magistrate Court Caseload, Fiscal Year 1994 (cases filed)

Bond & Total Total
Warrants  Commitment Criminal Cases Civil Claims Other Civil Cases Warrants & Hearings &

County Issued Hearings Filed Disposed Filed Disposed Filed Disposed  Filings  Dispositions
Schley 96 120 20 13 109 74 48 23 273 230
Screven * ¥* ¥* * ¥ * * * * *
Seminole 297 168 . 127 .. 127 7 74 48 30 646 499
Sptlkling 4,143 3,788 1,316 1,225 1,735 1,590 3360 73 10,554 6,676
Stephens* 782 20 0 126 231 208 161 9 1,174 363
Stewart? 216 3B 17 0 61 ... 9 37 6. 3L 83 ..
Sumter 2,443 1,235 39 39 1,419 1,391 1128 1,128 5,029 3,793
Talbot * * * * * ¥ * ¥ & *
laliaferro DU T MR T T RO REUTI AT [T o
Tattnall 459 277 480 339 634 634 258 68 1,831 1,318
Taylor? 152 41 7 0 51 51 16 16 226 108
Telfie? ] 381 27 Mo 9. 458 286 237 234 216 642
Terrell 582 347 153 90 428 334 255 255 1,418 1.026
Thomas 2,858 855 1,151 810 3,502 3,034 1846 3 9,357 4,732
Tt TR 3034 985 825 . 4084 1314 o4 g0 6177 . 3,133
Toomhs? 589 33 g8 324 204 118 168 36 1,349 511
Towns 307 18 [ 16 51 55 16 9 369 98
Treutlen * * * * * * * * " -
Trb'xj;') .................... G G g g 513 2,859 S605 5 B3 FOTaRN
Turner * * #* * 3 * * * > *
Twiggs 481 199 20 16 234 217 78 76 813 508
7R RLEEELRRERE o1 o G 5 “ge Sig o g pyg Yy
Upson 1,230 666 389 309 1,007 681 721 411 3,347 2,067
Walker 351 341 245 245 789 426 632 85 3,037 . 1297
Wallon? 1,348 675 529 448 H24 513 1140 871 3,641 2,507
Wiare 2,254 1.446 1,671 1,313 796 649 763 597 5,484 4,005
Warren 01 LRI 8 L & 497 497 199 8 905 s06
Washington 1,408 14% 288 276 1,394 1,322 532 375 3,022 2,122
Wayne 895 432 N 274 760 786 459 473 2,435 1,965
Webster’ 30 4 0 O 37 £ N 15 .. 4o 102 a8
Wheeler 133 65 4 4] 180 104 55 G 372 175
White 649 596 314 279 314 222 148 148 1,425 1,245
Whitfield 4766 137 514 s14 2,839 283 2176 1,787 10,295 5.277
Wilcox * * * * * * - * * .
Wilkes 418 145 79 8 683 683 378 378 1,558 1,214
Wilkinson 382 40 18 17 412 412 494 173 1,308 642
Worth® 258 L e SRR SO o e 03 LA 32 408 163
Total 272,182 181,002 96,878 73,980 130,249 99,656 153,927 65,503 653,236 420141

Nole: 140 of 159 magistrale courls submilled caseload data as of December 31, 1994,
[*] Caseload data not submitted.

' Reported lwo quarters.

? Daia from 1/1/93 10 12/31/93.
* Reported three quarters.

* Reported one quarter,




Other Courts

Along with the two appellate and five classes of trial courts, approximately 400 Local
courts form the Georgia court system. Special courts and courts serving incorpo-
rated municipalities operate under a variety of names with varying jurisdictions.

Originally created by statute or constitutional provision, certain special courts
have limited civil and criminal jurisdiction throughout the county. These include
the civil courts located in Bibb and Richmond counties and the Municipal Court of
Golumbus. Special courts authorized to exercise criminal jurisdiction only are the
county recorder’s courts of Chatham, DeKalb and Gwinnett counties and those of
the consolidated government of Columbus-Muscogee County.

At the local level, Georgia has courts of incorporated municipalities that try
municipal ordinance violations, issue criminal warrants, conduct preliminary
hearings, and may have concurrent jurisdiction over shoplifting cases and cases
involving possession of one ounce or less of marijuana. Although first established
under various names (city courts, mayor’s courts, municipal courts, police courts,
recorder’s courts), these courts were redesignated as municipal courts by the 1983
state constitution. (An exception is the City Court of Atlanta, which retains its
original name. )

Qualifications of judges and terms of office in municipal courts are set by local
legislation.
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JUDICIAL AGENCIES

Judicial Couneil

Since its creation by statute in 1973, the Judicial Council has served as the state-
level judicial agency for coordinating administrative efforts for and recommending
improvements in the state judicial system. An administrative arm of the Supreme
Gourt since 1978, the council advises the legislature and the governor on the need
for additional superior court judgeships by evaluating circuit caseloads, demo-
graphics and special circumstances. The council also responds to legislative
directives and individual requests for studies and initiates projects to promote
efficiency in the courts.

Twenty-four representatives of the appellate and trial courts serve on the
Judicial Council. The chief justice and presiding justice of the Supreme Gourt act
as the chairperson and vice chairperson, respectively. The chief judge and another
judge of the Court of Appeals; the presidents and presidents-elect of the superior,
state, juvenile, probate and magistrate court councils; and the 10 superior court
district administrative judges complete council membership.

The full council meets at least twice each year, as it did in December 1993 and
June 1994, to consider committee recommendations regarding specific studies and
ongoing projects. The council oversees the activities of the Administrative Office of
the Courts (AOGC) and the Board of Court Reporting.

The Judicial Council continued its contract with the 10 judicial adminstranve
districrs for district personnel to conduct the annual casecount. Data obtained by
the districts was analyzed by the AOG and results were submitted ro the council for
evaluating requests for additional superior court judgeships.

In considering additional judgeship requests, the ludicial Council seeks a
balanced distribution of superior court caseload to promote speedy and fair trials.
Recommendlations are based on clear and convincing information showing neces-
sity of additional judicial personnel.

The council compares the situation of the requesting circuit in terms of weighted
caseload, average [ilings, jury trials, open caseload, population and days of senior
judge assistance, to that of the remaining circuits. In fiscal vear 1994, the council
recornended to Gov. Zell Miller and the General Assembly the creation of 16 new
superior court judgeships. Circuits recommended are listed in the council’s order
of priority:

1. Ogeechee (3rd judgeship)

. Gobb (8th judgeship)
. Gonasauga (4th judgeship)
. Alcovy (3rd judgeship)

[ I O

. Stone Mountain (10th judgeship)
- Macon (5th judgeship) and Western (3rd judgeship)
. Douglas (3rd judgeship)

[l B s I )

. Coweta (5th judgeship)




10. Augusta (7th judgeship)

11. Northern (3rd judgeship)

12. Middle (3rd judgeship)

13. Chattahoochee (6th judgeship)

14. Atlanta (16th judgeship)

15. Piedmont (3rd judgeship) and Southern (oth judgeship)

The council voted down a request to recommend creation of a state court in
(Gamden County.

In 1993 and 1994 no new judgeships were created by the General Assembly. In
the five years previous, the General Assembly had created five or more judgeships
each year from the council’s recommended lists.

Administrative Office of the Courts

The Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) provides fiscal, communications,
research and stafl support services for the state court systemn and serves as liaison
with other state and national judicial agencies. The AOC alzo serves as staff to the
Judicial Council, working closely with its chairperson, the chief justice of the
Georgia Supreme Court.

Communications and publications

AOC publications provide information to judges, court support personnel and
public and private judieial organizations. Five issues of the Georgia Courts Journal
were distributed to more than 3,000 local, state and national officials. The Ceorgia
Courts Journal informs readers of changes in court procedure, judicial personnel
appointments and elections, recent legislation, court managenent activities and
other events.

The Judicial Legistative Log, published weekly during the legislative session, is
& digest of court-related legislation. The Legislative Log is distributed to approxi-
mately 900 judges, county officers and court administrative personnel.

The Georgia Courts Directory contains name. address and telephone informa-
tion for Georgia county, state and federal judicial branch officials. The AOC
produced the directory, distributing 2,800 copies to judicial branch personnel. The
directory is available at minimal cost to attorneys and others.

The Twentieth Annual Report on the Work of the Georgia Courts was compiled
by the communications and research divisions. The report presents cascload data
for all classes of courts as well as narratives of judicial branch agency activities,

Twelve issues of the Public Relations Digest, abstracts of news and features
items about the judiciary, were compiled and circulated to members of the Judicial
Council to assist them in gauging public opinion about court activities and
identifying matters of concern.

Other communications efforts included coordinating media relations and
information releases on Judicial Gouncil activities.
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Research and court services

The research and court services division generates statistical information and
analygis on the work of the courts to identify needs and propose recommendations
for improvement. The AOC performs studies as requested by the judiciary and the
General Assembly and initiates projects to fulfill its legislatively prescribed duty to
serve the courts. The research stall provides information to national organizations,
other states and the public on topics such as the use of video technology, retirement
and fringe benefits, night court, and others.

The research staff supervises yearly collection of caseload and other data from
the trial courts. Calendar year superior court caseload data submitted by district
personnel was audited and analyzed in terms of circuit workloads. This information
was presented to the Judicial Council to make recommendations on the need for
additional superior court judgeships. Caseload-projection reports were made for
several local jurisdictions. Also, four studies were completed regarding the creation
of a state court or the need for a full-time state court judgeship.

The calendar year 1993 salary survey was compiled for personnel from all trial
courts, Information on salary, statfing and funding is collected in the survey.
Superior court clerks, probate judges and magistrares submitted additional infor-
mation on county retirement and health plans. Magistrate court budgets were also
included. Information concerning inflation and the compensation of appellate and
superior court judges was prepared for the State Bar Gommission on judicial
Compensation. In several local jurisdictions considering the creation or alteration
of court. administrative positions. job description and compensation information
was provided.

A survey of courts usimg contracted private probation services was conducted
on behalf of the County Probation Advisory Council. Another survey assessed the
impact of substance abuse on the courts.

Caseload information was provided to the Supreme Court Office of Dispute
Resolution and several court administrators to determine if revenues generated by
court fees would supportnew alternative dispute resolution programas [unded under
OCGA §15-23-1, et seq.

The staff participated with Georgia Courts Automation Commission staff in
developing Georgia-specific criminal codes for the sUsTAIN software system.

Detailed data concerning family court systems in other states and the organi-
zation of Georgia courts with family law jurisdiction were provided to the State Bar
Commission on Family Courts.

Staff participated in discussion on court records retention with the State
Records CGommittee.

Secretariat and administrative services

Asrequired by statute, the AOC provides secretariat services to judicial branch
agencies and organizations.

Along with the Institute of Continuing Judicial Education, the AOC assisted the
Municipal Courts Training Council and the Georgia Magistrate Courts Training
Council in planning their continuing education programs and maintaining educa-
tional certification records. On behalf of the Municipal Courts Training Council,




staff requested that the Judicial Qualifications Commission deternine whether a

mayor can serve as both mayor and municipal court judge under the Code of Ethics.

The AOC serves as secretariat to the Board of Court Reporting and assisted the

hoard in making long-range plans for continuing education, administering certifi-

catien tests, producing rules revisions and developing a Gode of Professional Ethics.

The AOC also gave assistance to the chief justice of the Supreme Court and other

judicial organizations.

The Council of Superior Court Judges was assisted with ongomng revision of the

Superior Court Benchhook.

The AOC provided liaison services to the Council of State
Gourt Judges and assisted in tracking legislation, staffing
committees and distributing manuals.

With the Institute of Continuing Judicial Education, AQC
staff assisted the Executive Probate Judges Council in devel-
oping policy. Stafl also maintained certification records as
required by statute.

The Council of Probate Court Judges was assisted in
distribution of the Uniform Forms, Probate Judges Hand-
book and supplements; and coordination of the legislative,
nominating, vital records. elections, scholarship and other
commniittees.

The Council of Magistrate Court Judges received assis-
tance in updating the Magistrates Benchbook and coordinat-
ing executive, budget and legislative committee acrivities.

The Georgia State-Federal Judicial Council {comprised
of federal district court and appellate judges, Supreme Court
justices and judges of the Court of Appeals, superior courts
and state courts) received assistance in coordinating its
annual meeting. {For more information on the council, sce
page 506.)

Statf assistance was provided to the National Association
of Women Judges in recruiting a host committee and plan-
ning its 1995 conference to be held in Atlanta.

The AOC also provided computer expertise and other
technical support to members of the judiciary both through
its own staff and through its contract with the Department of
Adnministrative Services.

Planming and coordinating the Georgia Conference on
Substance Abuse and the Courts held in October 1993 was
a significant AOG function. The conference brought together
judges and other court personnel from 25 eireuits to learn
about and discuss diversion programs and other alternatives
for drug offenders. Recommendations from the conference
have been incorporated into a charge for a Supreme Court
Committee on Substance Abuse and the Courts. The confer-
ence was spousored by the Georgia Supreme Court and

Duties of the
Administrative Office of the Courts
{OCCA §15-5-24 and Orders of
the Supreme Court)

1} Gonsult with and assist judges, administra-
tors, clerks of cowrt and other officers and
emi.lloyees of the conrt pertaining to matters
relatiug to cowrt administration and provide

such services as are I'G(]ll(‘&i[i?{].

2) Examine the adwministrative and business
methods and systenis employed in the offices
related to and serving the courts and make
recommendations for necessary improvement.

3) Compile statisticsl and financial data and
ather information on tie judiciul work of the
courts and on the work of othier offices related to
and serving the courts, which shall be provided
by the courts.

4) Examinr the state of the dockets anid prac-
tices and procedures of the courts and make
recomuendarions for the expediton aflitigation.

&) Act as fiscal officer and prepare and submit
budget estimates of state appropriafions neces-
sary for die maintenance and operation of the
judicial system.

6) Perform such additional duties as may be
assigned by the Judicial Council.

7) Prepars und publish an annual report on the
work of the courts and on the activities of the
Administrative Office of 1he Courts.

8) Receive granty [rom any source, public or
private. and expend funds and perform services
in accordance with the terms of any grant.

O} Prepare. publish and diztribute. from time to
time, studies and reports relating to the admin-
istration of justice, impose reasonable charges
tor such reports where appropriate on either an
individual or subscription basis and retain any
proceeds of such charges.

10} Provide elerical, technical, research or other
asststanice to individual courts to enable them

niore elfectively to discharge their duties.

11} Enter into contracts as necessary to perform
its other duties.




funded through a grant from the State Justice Insticute. Matching funds were
provided from the Gavernor’s Office. A final conference report will be published in
fiscal year 1995.

Staff support 10 commissions

Georgia Courts Automation Commission. The AOG provided substantial staff
support and direction to the Georgia Gourts Automation Commission. Establishing
objectives, obtaining funding and providing administrative, clerical and fiscal
support are among the functions performed. (For more information on the
conumission, see page 52.)

Supreme Court Conunission on Racial and Ethnic Bias. The AOC provided an
assistant executive director, administrative and technical support to the Supreme
Court Commission cm Racial and Ethnic Bias in the Gourt System, organizing public
hearings, contracting for a court-watch project, and beginning research. The
Commission on Racial and Ethnic Bias is charged with: 1) derermining how the
public and the courts perceive treatment of minorities and ethnic groups, examining
courtroom treatment and determining the extent to which minorities and ethnic
groups use the court system voluntarily; 2) studying court administrative policies
and reviewing selection and employment processes for judicial and nonjudicial
positions; 3) investigating the impact of bias in both criminal and civil justice
processes; and 4) reviewing other appropriate areas.

During fiscal year 1994, the commission conducted rescarch and held six
regional public hearings and forums to gather testimony and information from
professionals and the public. These hearings began in October 1993, In February,
the commission recommended that orientation and continuing education for jucdges
and court personnel include a component of cultural diversity and sensitivity
training.

The commission, named in May 1993, is a racially and ethnically diverse group
of professionals selected from government officials, the appellate and trial courts,
the legal and academic communities, and court and civic leaders. The term of the
commission expires in January 1996.

Supreme Court Commitiee for Gender BEguality, The AOC continued to provide
an executive director for the Supreme Court Committee for Gender Equality. (For
more information on the committee, see page 63.)

State Bar Commission on Judicial Compensation. The State Bar Commission
on Judicial Compensation also received extensive stall support. The commission
reviewed salary levels of the Supreme Gourt, Court of Appeals and superior court
judges. Findings and recommendations were presented to the State Bar. As aresult,
a permanent judicial compensation commission will be created. Efforts by the State
Bar and the commission resulted in passage of legislation authorizing salary
inereases for appellate court justices and judges and superior court judges effective

Tuly 1, 1994

Liaison funciions
The AOC served as liaison for the judicial branch with policy-making groups.
The chair of the Judicial Council was represented by the director of the AOC on




the Griminal Justice Coordinating Council, including service on the Federal Grants
Advisory Gommittee and the Crime Victims Compensation Board.

A staff member appointed by the governor served on the Georgia Commission
an Family Violence. During fiscal year 1994 the commission, created by recom-
mendation of the Gommission on Gender Bias, completed the first section of a
handbook for establishing circuit-wide community task forces on family violence.
This handbook was distributed to the chief judge of each judicial circuit, district
attorneys, solicitors, shelter directors and task forces.

A staff member represented the chief justice of the Georgia Supreme Court on
the Statistical Analysis Bureau, a joint effort of the Criminal Justice Coordinating
Council, state-level criminal justice agencies and Georgia State University, which
provides research on the criminal justice system using existing daia from state
agencies,

The AOG assisted the Superior Court Clerks Training Council in planning their
continuing edncation programs and maintaining educational certification records.

The AOC participates in the Law-Related Education Consortium, which is
composed of criminal justice professionals and educators who promote law-related
curriculum in public schools.

The chief justice was also represented on the Child Abuse Task Force, an
advisory commitiee responsible for federal grants for the prevention and treatment
of child abuse.

Fiscal support services

The AOC coordinates fiscal services and annual judicial branch appropriations
requests. The fiscal office performs payroll, accounts payable, cash management,
purchasing, inventory control and financial reporting functions for 16 judicial
branch agencies.

In fiscal year 1994, the AOC managed 63 separate funding sources, including
30 state fund allocations, 12 federal grants and 21 fee or other revenue sources.

Board of Court Reporting

The Board of Court Reporting certifies and licenses all court reporters who serve the
judicial branch. Court reporters are prohibited from serving without hoard certifi-
cation. The board operates under authority of the 1974 Georgia Court Reporting
Act to assist the judiciary by encouraging high standards of professionalism among
reporting practitioners. The Judicial Council of Georgia appoints board members,
governs official court reporting fees through regulation and adjustment of an
established fee schedule and reviews the rules of the board,

Certification and permits
The state court reporters certification exam s a skills test in one of three methods
of takedown: machine shorthand, manual shorthand or Stenomask. Gertificates are

renewed each year.
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The board held tests twice during the fiscal vear. Fifty-five individuals were
certified for the first rime, two individuals upgraded their certificates. At the end
of the fiscal year 1,164 certificd court reporters were officially registered.

Coourt reporters who are not certified must obtain a temporary permit from the
board or from alocal judge. Board temporary permits are issued for a single testing
period and may not be renewed. These reporters may work until the permit expires
or they become certified. Eight temporary permits were issued during the year.

Twelve permits were issued upon sponsorship of a judge. Reporters working
under judicial temporary permits are restricted to the sponsor’s court and may not
freelance. These permits may be revoked by the board only with the approval of the
issuing judge. By rule. reporters on judicial temporary permits who report more
than 100 hours per year must take the board exam until certified. or until the permit
is rescinded.

The board also issued 25 certificates to reporters who met the accreditation
requirements of the National Court Reporters Association or the National Stenomask
Verbatim Reporters Association.

Formal complaints
The hoard investigates complaints against court reporters, including fee
disputes, and administers disciplinary action when warranted. Complaints alleged
practices such asimproper charges for takedown, exclusion of arguments of coimsel
from transcript, delay in producing transcripr, failure to produce transeript and
previons conviction of a felony or misdemeanor involving moral turpitade. Of the
11 ¢omplaints received during the year, 10 were dismissed. In the remaining case,
a hearing was held which resulted in public

reprimand of the official reporter for abandon-
. ment of a transcript. The Board of Court Report-
Court Reporters: 1993 and 1994 _ P wre el
ing has the authority to resolve fee disputes.
1993 1994
s . ) 4 Related activities
Officially registered 1.1806 1,164 . . ) ]
Continuing education for court reporters be-
Certificates and permits issued came mandatory January 1, 1994, The Court
New certificates 0 55 Reporters Training Council, created by board
Upgraded certificates 13 2 rufeon July 1, 1993, developed rules and bylaws.
Board temporary permits 3 & After 1994, reporters are required to earn 10
. i - 5 _ _
Judicial temporary permits u 12 hours of course credit per calendar year. A 12-
National accreditation certificates 16 25 . .
month grace period to make up delincquent hours
is allowed before license revocation. Numerous
Takedown Methods: 1994 training opportunities are available in subjects
pertinent to court reporters,
Grandfathered 103 I I keen: 4 r haree
Machine shorthand 641 1 kKeeping with 1ts charge to promote pro-
Stenomask 306 fessionalism, the board adopted Guidelines for
Shorthand notes 24 Professional Practice and a Code of Professional
Ethics as part of its rules. A new mechanism
Total 1,164 enables reporters to ask {or advisory opinions on
matters of ethical concern




Council of Juvenile Court Judges

(Aunual report for fiscal year 1994, as required by OCGA §15-11-4.)

The Cowncil of Juvenile Court Judges is composed of all judges of the courts
exercising jurisdiction over juveniles. Council membership for fiscal year 1994
included 53 part- and full-time juvenile court judges, 54 superior court judges
exercising juvenile court jurisdiction and 32 associate juvenile court judges.

Coumcil staff provide support to juvenile courts through legal research services,
legislative tracking and specialized programs to assist in protecting the best
interests of children and the state.

Council policies are set by the executive committee comprised of the president,
president-elect, secretary, treasurer and immediate past president, Eleven standing
committees—henchbook, education/certification, uniform rules, legislative, guard-
ian ad litem, court organization, grants/unruly and delinquent services, indigent
defense, information systems, permanency planning and past presidents—make
recommendations to the executive committee. Designated judges act as liaisons to
the following agencies: Council of Superior Court Judges: Department of Human
Resources (Division of Mental Health, Mental Retardation and Substance Abuse
and Division of Family and Children Services); Department of Children and Youth
Services; Department of Education; Criminal Justice Coordinating Couneil; the
CGovernor’s DUI Task Force; and the Georgia Courts Automation Comrnission.

Juvenile Information Sysiem

The council contracted with Canyon Software, Inc. (Phoenix, AZ) for a
statewide license for the Juvenile Case Activity Tracking System (JCATS) software
package. This PC-based, automated case-processing system will be available to all
juvenile courts. The system is installed in 10 juvenile courts and at 20 Department
of Children and Youth Services offices.

Purchase of Services Program

The Purchase of Services program provides funding for community-based
treatment alternatives for juveniles on probation. Its primary goals are to reduce
formal court involvement, recidivism and the disproportionate incarceration and
commitment of minority offenders. Juvenile court judges may select from a menu
of services to provide assistance to children under their jurisdiction. Available
services include counseling and diagnostic testing, education/upgrading basic
skills, community service work, short-term (out-of-home) placements, nonsecure
housing and transportation services. More than 3,000 children from 107 counties
benefited during the past year. Now in its fifteenth year of operation, the program
is funded through a $200,000 federal grant from the Children and Youth
Goordinating Council and from state appropriations.

Permanent Homes for Children in Georgia
Permanent Homes for Children (PHC) staff provide support and technical
assistance to juvenile court judges and judicial citizen review panels.
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During fiscal year 1994, PHC staff assisted with 152 citizen panels in 53
counties. Inthese 53 counties, an estimated 11,000 children were in paid foster care
or ininstitutional placements. Case reviews are carried out by citizen review panels
once every six months. The goal of panel reviews is to ensure reunification of the
child and parents if at all possible. [f reunification is not an option, the panels work
with the Department of Family and Children Services and other agencies toidentify
feasible permanency options such as adoption. Approximately 800 citizen volun-
teers served ou panels statewide during the past year. Panel members are appointed
by their local juvenile court judge and trained by PHG staff.

New foster care review panels were established in Haralson County. In addition,
two new ficld staff positions were created to replace personnel on loan from the
Department of Human Resources. There are now nine PHC field representatives
who assist local citizen review panels.

In March 1994, the council sponsored the Seventh Georgia Conference on
Permanency Planning, Permanency Now: Children Can’t Wait. More than 250
citizen review panel voluntecrs, social woarkers, court staff and judges from
throughout the statc attended.

Council of Magistrate Court Judges

The Council of Magistrate Court Ju dges, created by statute, furthers the improve-
ment of the magistrate courts and the administration of justice, assists magistrates
throughout the state in the execution of their duries and promotes and assists in their
training.

All chief magistrates and magistrates in Georgia are members of the council,
The 23-member executive committee is comprised of six officers, two representa-
tives from each of the ten judicial administrative districts and two members-at-
large. The committee carries out the administrative duties of the council.

The council held four meetings during the year. Tapics covered included
professionalism, the warrant issuance artificial intelligence program, dispossessory
proceedings, ordinance violations, a legislative viewpoint of the justice system, the
anti-stalking law, the state e-mail system, the fee and fine accounting system,
warrant forms on. WordPerfect, constitutional criminal procedure, and legislation
and its effect on magistrate courts.

Meetings featured a luncheon speaker and forum for judges to discuss common
problems and experiences. At the January meeting, the council sponsored a
breakfast for legislators.

Legislative efforts focused on a retirement bill and a salary bill; neither passed.
The council also monitored and responded to proposed legislation affecting
magistrate courts.

Five issues of the Georgia Magistrate Court Newsletter were published during
the year. A new feature was added to the newsletter with the creation of the internal
affairs/legal research committee. This committee reviews appellate cases each




month and notes those that could affeet the magistrate courts. A synopsis of
pertinent cases is published in (he newslegter.

In addirion, the benchbook commirtee prepared and distributed a revision of
the magistrates benchbook.

Council of Probate Court J udges

The Council of Probate Court Judges, created to further improvement of the
probate courts and administration of Justice, is composed of judges and retired
judges of the probate courts. The council has developed uniform rules and forms,
a probate benchhook and a probate handbook.

The council met four times during fiscal year 1994. Three meetings were held
jointly with the County Officers’ Association of Georgia. Judicial training at cach
meeting was conducted by the Institute of Con tinuing Judicial Education ( IGIE).
Topics at the April and November meetings included estate administration, HIV
disclosure in probate court, alternative dispute resolution rules, uniform traffic
citation software and a legislative update. At the January meeting, seminars on
retirement planning and the National Voter Registration Act of 1993 were
presented. A seminar on stress management was given at the [une meeting, Six

T

probate judges attended seminars ar the National Judicial College to become
trainers for traffic jurisdiction. This program. Traffic Court Practice, was presented
to 40 probate judges in June.

During the 1994 session of the General Assembly, the council and the County
Officer’s Association of Georgia worked to pass a salary bill which was sigued into
law. Other legislation dealt with fiduciary and probate law and retirement issues.
The council also worked with the Department of Vital Records and the Association
of County Commissioners of Georgia 10 seck a compromise on the matrer of fees
collected for the handling of vital records; no decision was reached on this issue.

In fiscal year 1994, the council created a newsletter committee. Three issues
were published containing information on matters ol probate law and news of
mterest to the membership.

Council of State Court Judges

The Council of State Court Judges was created to further the improvement of
the state courts, the quality and expertise of the judges and the administration
of justice.

The council coordinares its activities with other trial court councils. In devel-
oping uniform rules in particular, state court judges have worked closely with
superior court judges to establish similar practices.

During fiscal year 1994 the couneil continued its educational efforts and
increased the activities of the executive commitiee through quarterly meetings.

9



Council of Superior Court Clerks

The Council of Superior Court Clerks, composed of 159 superior court clerks, was
created by an act of the General Assembly in 1990. It's purpose is to further the
improvement of superior court clerks throughont the state in the execution of their
duties and to promote and assist in their training. In fiscal year 1994, the council
dedicated its resources to fulfilling this mission.

The council began publishing The Record, a quarterly publication featuring
articles aboutrecordsmanagement, technology, business administration, court manage-
ment, general jurisprudence and other topics of interest to superior court clerks.

In addition, the council provided on-going techmical support. Publications
inchuded the UCC Update, a newsletter about the changes in the Georgia Uniform
Commercial Code; Intangible Recording Tax Laws in Georgia, areview of statutes,
policies and procedures applicable to collection and distribution of intangible
recording tax; and other publications related to records management and admin-
istrative procedures.

The council, in partnership with the Institute of Continuwing Education, also
began planning and promoting the first statewide offering of the records manage-
ment phase of the Court Executive Development Program. The course, designed by
the Institute for Court Management (ICM), prepares individuals for management
and leadership positions in the courts. It will be held November 16 and 17, 1995,

Council officers and members attended ICM and National Association for Court
Management meetings and conferences, as well as other national and state activities.

Council of Superior Court Judges

The Counceil of Superior Gourt Judges, created in 1985, operates to further the
improvement of the superior courts of Georgia and the administration of justice. All
superior court judges and retired superior court judges are eligible for council
membership.

The executive committee is authorized to manage the projects and policies of
the council. Tt is composed of three officers elected by the entire council, the
immediate past president and 10 adnunistrative judges who represent the 10
judicial administrative districts. Central office stafl assist the council and its
committees in matters relating 1o court services and administration, uniform court
rules, preparation of jury instructions, legistation and coordinating information and
activities involving the 10 district court administrators on issues of statewide concern.

The council holds two meetings each year in conjunction with its continuing
education programs. Twenty standing committees study and address matters
relating to the purposes and objectives of the council. Some committees provide
support to judges on matters including continuing education, benchbook, courts
automation, compensation and retirement and indigent defense. Other committees
serve as a liaison with court-related officials, agencies and organizations such as




superior court clerks, district attorneys, the Institute of Continuing Judicial
Education (ICJE) and the Srate Bar of Georgia. Council representatives fill
appointed seats on panels such as the Governor's Task Force on Correctional
Institutions and Populations, the Supreme Court Commission on Racial and Ethnic
Bias in the Court System and the State Bar Commission on Family Courts.

During fiscal year 1994, the council approved amendoients to the Uniform
Rules for the Superior Courts relating to entry of appearance and pleadings,
enactment of local rules and court-mandated programs in domestic relations cases.
Work onastrategic plan for the superior courts was iniiated as thelong-range planning
committee held sessions to develop mission statements and future directions.

During the 1994 legislative session, the council supported a bill providing for
athree pereentmaximum annual cost-of-living increase for retired judges under the
Senior Judges Retirement Act. This measure was adopted by the legislature. A
proposal tolower from 65 to 60 the age at which judges canreceive full benefits with
10 years’ service did not pass.

Superior court judges’ continuing education seminars were held in August 1993
and January 1994. One hundred fifty-four judges attended the summer program
and 116 participated in the winter program. Superior court judges served as faculty
for these and other seminars conducted by ICJE. Six new judges appointed by the
governor joined the council.

Sentence Review

Sentence review panels evaluate convicted offenders’ sentences 1o assure that
a given senfence is not excessive in relation to other sentences for similar crimes
throughout the state. In comparing sentences, the panel considers the nature of the
crime and the defendant’s prior criminal record. Each sentence review panel is
composed of three superior court judges. Panel members, including a subatitute,
are appointed and chairpersons are designated by the council president for three-

month terms.

Cases subject to panel jurisdiction are those sentences
1 2 - b g LA ! 1 T 1 v
totaling 12 or more years set by a superior court judge Sentence Review Panel
without a jury. Exceptions include sentences set in mis- Caseload Summary

demeanor cases and murder cases where a life sentence
has been applied. The panel mav reduce or suspend ) ]

bi . o p A T . . [ 10-Year Comparison of Cases Reviewed
sentences, butis prohibited from increasing punishments.

The panel reviews upon application of a defendant. Cases = Cases — Percemt
Affirmed Reduced Reduced

Defendants must act within 30 days of the date sentenced

. . e 1985 2,137 100 +.5%

the sume adee. or after r . : 7 3 )
by the superior court judge, or after remittitur from the 1986 760 o iy
Court of Appeals or Supreme Court affirming the con- 1987 2,485 63 2.5%
- . g - - QO 3 O7 -7 a,
viction of the sentencing court, whichever occurs last. 1988 2,273 o 3.7%
) & : c 1089 1,860 74 3.8%
Panel actions are not reviewable and orders are binding 1990 2 804 T 255
on the defendant and the superior court that imposed the 1991 2,790 13 3.9%
1992 2,557 57 2.2%
sentence. 1993 2,362 46 1.9%
The panel affirmed 1,627 cases and reduced 45 cases 1994 1,627 45 2.7%

in fiscal year 1994, a total caseload of 1,627. The reduc-

tion rate for the year was 2.7 percent.




Georgia Commission on Dispute Resolution

In October 1992, the Georgia Supreme Court created the Georgia Commission on
Dispute Resolution to develop and oversee a comprehensive statewide alternartive
dispute resolution (ADR) system. The commission, comprised of judges, lawyers,
legislators and citizens, is charged with the following responsibilities: to administer
a statewide ADR prograny; to oversee the development and ensure the quality of all
court-annexed or court-referred ADR programs; to certify court programs; to
develop criteria for training and qualifications of neutrals (third-party participants
who act as mediators, arbitrators and case evaluators); to establish standards of
conduct for neutrals.

The Supreme Court also created the Georgia Office of Dispute Resolution to
implement the policies of the commission. During fiscal year 1994, the Office of
Dispute Resolution created content guidelines, approved and certified court
programs and registered approximately 600 neutrals. The Office of Dispute
Resolution also offered training and technical assistance.

For the fourth year, a Ceorgia Bar Foundation grant helped support ADR. In
fiscal vear 1994, $75,000 was distributed to local programs by the Office of Dispute
Resolution. Permanent funding for ADR programs was legislated through a filing
fee surcharge of up to $5.00 in participating counties (OCCA 15-23-1-13).

Georgia Courts Automation Commission

The Georgia Courts Automation Commission {(GCAC), formerly the Electronic Data
Processing Committee (EDP) of the Judicial Couneil, was created by the legislature
in 1991. lts duties are to define, implement and administer a statewide automation
system for the collection, entry, storage, processing, retricval and distribution of
court-related information; coordinate statewide strategies and plans for incorpo-
rating county and local governments into the courts automation system; establish
policies and procedures, rules and regulations and rechnical and performance
standards for county and local government access to the courts automation system
network: and offer advisory services to county and local governments to assist in
guiding their efforts toward automating their court procedures and operations.
The Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) assists the GCACG staft by providing
project direction, support and fiscal coordination for the conunission. Additional
assistance and technical support is provided by the Computer Services Division of
the Department of Administrative Services (DOAS). In fiscal year 1994, GCAC held
monthly meetings to provide policy guidance and coordination for automation
projects undertaken by or for the courts and related criminal justice agencies.

Automated case-management and inquiry
Primary efforts in fiscal year 1994 were directed toward tailoring and piloting
an automated case-management software system, sUSTAIN, for use in Georgia couris.




A statewide license for this system was purchased in fiscal year 1993 using a grant
from the U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics. sUSTAIN has been
tested in a local county court, and the software is offered at no charge to any court.
The software system operates on IBM and compatible personal computers or
networks and can be adapted to meet the needs of individual courts. Its features
include docketing, case assignments, indexing, scheduling, calendar preparation,
notice preparation, accounting and statistical reporting. Data collected and man-
aged by the system can be forwarded to state computers electronically, reducing
paperwork and eliminating duplicate data entry. Electronic tranafer of information
also improves the timeliness and accuracy of these records.

The Automated Database Inquiry (ADI), a menu-driven, single point of inquiry
system, made state databases containing information such as criminal histories,
parole and corrections records, child support recovery information, birth records
and driver histories quickly accessible to local courts. Expansion of ADI was
hampered in fiscal year 1994 by security concerns and lack of aceess by authorized
court users to secure terminals on the Georgia Online (GO) Network.

Aulomated tools

Georgia Jury, a jury-management software system that includes jury-selection.
check-writing and summons-producing capabilities, has been distributed to 66
courts and is fully operational in 38 counties. This software package, written and
made avatlable to the courts by DOAS, runs on a personal computer using DOS.
Georgia Jury is available to other courts upon request.

A contract between the Code Revision Commission and the Michie Company
allows judicial and executive branch subscribers to receive the Georgia Law On Disc
at little or no cost. The Georgia Law compact disc contains the Official Code of
Georgia Annotated (OCGA), rules of court and Supreme Court and Court of Appeals
decisions. The number of judicial branch subscribers reachied 400 during the year.
Subscription requests are processed by the AOC and forwarded to the vendor.

Automated tracking and reporting takes place in 16 traffic courts using the
Uniform Traffic Citation Package. This software system, developed by DOAS,
tracks traffic tickets and reports convictions to the Department of Public Safery’s
driver history database through any one of four electronic means. Electronic
reporting of convictions reduces paperwork and provides timely, accurate state-
wide data on traffic offenders, including DUI and habitual offender records.

State funding was awarded for GCAG through a supplemental appropriation to
the AOG. Improvement funds appropriated to GCAC for fiscal year 1995 will
enhance court automation efforts.

Georgia Indigent Defense Council

The Georgia Indigent Defense Council was statutorily created as a judicial branch
agency in 1979 to provide a program of legal representation for indigent defen-
dants. The couneil is composed of 15 members appointed by the Supreme Court,

w




including one lawyer from cach of the 10 judicial admirnistrative districts, three lay

members from the state at large and two county conunission representatives.

The council’s four statutory purposes and dutics are:

1) toadminister funds provided by the state and federal government to support
local indigent defense programa;

2) to recommend uniform guidelines for local programs;

3) to provide local programs and attorneys who represent indigent defendants
with technical and research assistance, clinical and training programs and
other administrative services; and

4) to prepare budget reports and management information required for
implementation of the Georgia Indigent Defense Act.

The council monitors the implementation of Supreme Court guidelines for the
operation of local indigent programs. Guidelines cover appointment of counsel on
a timely basis; eligibility determinations and criteria to qualify indigents; standards
for the operation of public defender offices, panel attorney programs and hiring
of contract defenders; appointed attorney fees; procedures to insure the indepen-
dence of court-appointed counsel; roles and responsibilities of focal indigent
defense governing committees; and the mechanism for distribution of state-
appropriated funds.

During fiscal year 1994, monetary assistance was provided to 106 counties for
operation of their indigent defense programs. These grants, totaling $1.75 million,
were funded from state appropriations, the Georgia Bar Foundation and the
Sheriff’s and Glerk’s Trust Account Program.

The council provides signilicant in-kind assistance to local programs. The
Felony Triad Division provides representation at the request of the superior court
judges of Fulton County to indigent defendants in the Fulton County municipali-
ties, excluding Atlanta.

The Mental Health Adeocacy Division provides services to attorneys represent-
ing clients in three specific areas: assistance with direct representation of insanity
acquitees who are incarcerated indefinitely in state mental lhiospitals; training
serninars for defense attornecys who represent mentally ill clients; and on-going
support and consultation for attorneys who represent clients confined to mental
hospitals.

The Indigent Defense Resource Center provides research assistance to attorneys
across the state and offers CLE (continuing legal education) accredited seminars
to lawyers,

The Multicounty Public Defenders Office (MPD) is a statewide wrial resource
center for attorneys handling death penalty cases. MPD assists lawyers by providing
consultation on pretrial motions, trial strategy, expert witnesses, motions for funds
and attorney fecs. MPD also provides direct representation in some istances,
particularly when a circuit or county does not have qualified lawyers available 1o
defend capital cases.

The council also responds to inmate requests for assistance. A speakers bureau
and job bank for attorneys are maintained by the council. The council also offers

volunteer opportunities for undergraduate and law students




Georgia Magistrate Courts Training Council

(Annual Report for calendar year 1994, as required by OCGA §15-10-134.)

The Georgia Magistrate Courts Training Council supervises continaing judicial
education requirements for magistrate court judges and prescribes minimum
standards for curricula and criteria for magistrate training. The council approves
instructor qualifications and issues training certification 1o chief magistrates and
magistrates who satisfactorily comply with established programs.

Nonlawyer magistrates who are newly elected or appointed must attend the first
scheduled certification eourse after assuming olfice and successfully complete 40
hours of training. To maintain certified status, all magistrates (including those who
are members of the State Bar of Georgia) must fulfill an annual 20-honr recertifi-
cation training requirement. Tn 1994, the recertification program included a new
series of topics on professionalism: sexual harassment, gender bias, fairness and
consistency in setting bonds, disciplinary procedures, personal conduet and a
Tudicial Qualifications Cammission update,

In calendar year 1993, the training council
covering civil and eriminal matrers. Magistrates ne

may attend part of a 40-hour program
tofulfill the 20-hour requirement. Three
20-hour recertification programs were
held.

The training council now allows
recertification credit to be earned by
attending programs other than the tra-
ditional 20-hour programs and has
dropped its requirement for a tradi-
tional course at least every other year.,

In conjunction with the Gouneil of
Magistrate Court Judges, the council
began a mentor judges program. The
Institute of Continuing Judicial Educa-
tion assigns new judges to mentor judges.
No more than two judges are assigned
to each mentor. A one-day training
session for potential mentors was held
in September.

The council contracted with the
National Judicial College, the Ameri-
can Judicature Society and Alternative
Dispute Resolution Associates for in-
state. programs on bench skills, con-
stitutional criminal procedure and
mediation fundamentals. In addition,

sponsored two 40-hour seminars
eding recertification training

Georgia Magistrate Courts Training Council:
1994 Seminars

Seminar Loecation Attendees
40-Hour Certification Athens 40
20-Hour Recertification Suvannah 142
20-Hour Recertification Duluth 78
20-Hour Recertification Macon 98
40-Hour Certification Athens 46
Mediation Fundamentals Gainpsville 32
Bench Skills Chattanooga 19
Constitutional Criminal Procedure  Savannah 27
Total 482
Other methods of certification

Attending out of state seminars 2
Serving as instructor 2
Attending other than MCTC-sponsored seminars 1
Total 5

458 magisirates were certified in 1994
(24 judges attended more than one program}




the council sponsored 10 attendees to the Court Technology Conference in
Nashville, TN,

Two artificial intelligence programs were developed under a contract with
Georgia Gollege in Milledgeville. This software will be used to train magistrate court
personnel in the issuance of bad check citations and search warrants.

The following publications were distributed: the Magistrates Benchbook (to
new magistrates) or its update (to sitting magistrates), the Georgia Magistrate
Court Handbook by Judge Wayne M. Purdom, the Magistrate Court Guide by Judge
Johnny W. Warren and the Georgia Law Enforcement Handbook published by the
Harrison Company.

Georgia State-Iederal Judicial Council

The State-Federal Judicial Council fosters a cooperative relationship between the
state and federal judiciaries of Georgia. Gouncil membership includes all federal
judges in Georgia, justices of the Georgia Supreme Court, judges of the Georgia
Court of Appeals and judges of the superior courts. The executive committee is
comprised of the chief judge of the Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals; three 1.5,
District Court judges named by the chief judge of the Eleventh Circuit Court of
Appeals; one U.S. Bankruptey Court judge named by the chiel judge of the Eleventh
Circuit Court of Appeals; the chief justice of the Georgia Supreme Court; the chief
judge of the Georgia Court of Appeals; five superior court judges named by the chief
justice of the Supreme Court; the president of the Council of Superior Court Judges,
and the president-elect and immediate past-president of the State Bar of Georgia.
The council holds an annual meeting, planned by the executive committee. In
1994, the program focused on Judicial Misconduct and Attorney Misconduct. For
the first time, members of the bar were invited to attend the annual meeting, and
the program was approved for judicial and legal continuing education credits.

Institute of Continuing Judicial Education

More than 3,100 judges, court officials and judicial personnel attended programs
delivered by the Institute of Continuing Judicial Education (ICJE) in fiscal year
1994. This record number placed ICJE among the top continuing jucdicial education
agencies in the country.

As an administrative arm of the Supreme Court, the institute has had respon-
sibility for the training of all judicial personnel since 1981. The various courts and
judges’ councils have since adopted training standards for their members, Supreme
Court justices and Gourt of Appeals judges must complete a minimum of 12 hours
of instruction each year, with at least two hours devoted to legal or judicial ethics.

Superior court judges are required to attend judicial education programs
totaling at least 12 hours per year, including two hours of judicial ethics every two




years. Rule 43 of the Uniform Rules for the State Courts mandates that state court
Judges attend continuing legal and/or judicial education courses totaling 24 hours
every two years. The total must include two ethics hours.

As prescribed by the Executive Probate Judges Council, probate court judges
must complete training for new judges and 12 hours of conttinuing education
annuaily. Magistrate court judges fulfill an initial 40-hour training requirement
(attorney magistrates are exempt) and annually attend 20-hours of recertfication
training. Superior court clerks complete 40 hours in basic certification and 15 hours
in yearly recertification training courses.

Municipal court judges complete an annual 12-hour certification course. New
judges must fulfill a 20-hour training requirement.

Seminars

In fiscal year 1994, the Institute offered programs for judges of the superior,
state, juvenile, probate, magistrate and municipal courts. In addition, training was
provided for clerks of court, judges’ secretaries, juvenile court probation officers,
court administrators and administrative law judges. For more information, please
refer to the chart helow.

Institute of Continuing Judicial Education: Fiscal Year 1994 Instructional Activities
Date Program Location  Attendees Date Program Location  Attendees
july 1415 Judicial ethics for nan-lawyer judges Americus 19 March 28-30  Waorkers’ compensation
July 21-23 Magistrates 20-hour recertification  Columbus 70 administrative law judges
August 2-4 Superior court judges annual seminar St. Simons 23

summer seminar St. Simons 754 April 6-8 ludicial secretaries annual
August 17-13  Magistrates 20-hour recertification  Decatur a0 seminar Savannah 202
Aupust 11-13  Probate court clerks seminar Hiawassee 5 April 15 Updating your jury list Teleconference 203
August 25-27  Municipal court judges April 20-21 Municipal coun judges,
12-hour recertification Jekyll Island 118 WordPerfect & CD ROM
Aug.29-Sept. 3 Magistrates 40-haur recertification  Athens 65 lechnology Athens 11
Sept, 10-11 Municipal court judges April 20-22 Prabate coun judges spring seminar  Athens 184
12-haur recertification Athens 77 April 25-26 Juvenile court clerks
Sept. 20-22 Municipal court judges annual seminar Jekyil Isiand 69
20-hour certification Athens 35 April 26-28 Superior court clerks spring,
Sept. 22-.24  Ceorgia Association of seminar lekyll Island 156
Independent Juvenile Courts April 26-29  Juvenile Courl Probation Officers
Personnel fali seminar Calumbus 108 Faculty Development Pine Mountain Al
Sept. 27-29 Juvenile court judges fall seminar Augusta 69 May 16-18 Juvenile court judges spring
Oct, 6-7 Administrative law judges, seminar Jekyll lsland 79
Georgia executive branch May 18-20 State court judges spring seminar Jekyl! Island 79
agencies annual seminar Athens 54 May 25-27 Georgia Association of
Oct. 20-22 State court judges fall seminar Amicalola Falls 55 Independent Juvenile Courts
Nov. 17-19 Superior court clerks fall seminar Savannah 125 Personnel spring seminar Augusta 72
Nov. 12-15 Probate count judges fall seminar Savannah 107 June 1-3 Magistrale court judges 20-hour
Jan. 12 Superior caurt clerks winter seminar  Atlanta 34 recertification Savannah 142
Jan. 12 Probate court judges winter seminar  Atlanta 34 June 7 Probate court clerks traffic seminar  Jekyll (sland 27
Jan, 13-14 Municipal court judges June 8-10 Probate court clerks summer
faculty develcpment Greensbora 16 seminar Jeky!l Island 56
Jan. 18-21 Superior court judges winter seminar Athens 116 June 14 Superior court clerks summer
Jan. 19-20 Court administrators seminar Athens 10 sermninar lekyll island 35
Feb. 6.11 Magistrates 40-haur certification Athens 46 June 14 Probate court judges summer
Feb, 7-9 Municipal court judges seminar Jekyll Island 35
20-haur recertificatian Athens 17 june 15-17 Probate court judges traffic seminar Jekyll 1sland 26
March 7.9 Municipal court judges June 23-24 Municipal court judges 20-hour
faculty development Athens 16 certification Augusta 35
March 9-11 Magisiraie court judges faculty Quarterly WordPerfect Athens, Macon 34
development Hilton Head 21 Quarterly CD ROM introduction/review Athens 31

o

~1



Other ICJE initiatives during fiscal year 1994 included the following:

® The Georgia Jury Commissioners satellite teleconference was telecast from
Athens to 10 sites across the state.

* A specialized, experimental effort focusing on judicial practice for Depart-
ment of Labor Administrative Law Judges was completed.

* Assistance was given to the Georgia Supreme Court Committee for Gender
Equality in designing an educational emphasis for the upcoming year’s activities.

e Arecord-keepingrelationship was initiated with the Court Reporters Training
Council, which began implementing its mandatory continuing education rule on
January 1.

¢ A four-year, cyclical, long-range curriculum plan for juvenile court judges
was established and implemented.

* Judges and Humanities Studies contimued, expanding this year beyond
superior court judges to include a session on Shakespeare’s Macbeth for probate
court judges and judicial secretaries. Selected superior court judges were intro-
duced to Jslamic Law during an intensive day-long session.

* Faculty training and course development continued. As i past years, this
effort primarily involved faculty for the regionally delivered magistrate court and
municipal court recertification courses.

* Both judicial and support personnel were introduced to “Georgia Law on
Disc,” a computerized version of state statutes, appellate cases and court rules,
Coourses were conducted using fixed and portable computer labs in Athens.
Columbus, Decatur and Macon.

® The Georgia Court Futures Study Project carried on in abbreviated form
through articles on court futures developmentsin the Georgia Courts fournal, along
with training cxercises delivered at conference activities for court reporters and
superior court clerks.

» Two videotapes, “Inside the Municipal Court: The Faces of Justice” and
“Inside the Municipal Court: Highlighted Cases,” were completed.

e Several nationally based specialty courses were procured for in-state delivery.
These included “Judicial Ethics for Non-Lawyers™ from the American Judicature
Society and “Traffic Court Practice™ from the National ludicial College.

Administration

The ICJE fiscal year 1994 operating budget of $1,035,954 was allocated as
follows: $20,000 for nationally based training of superior court judges; $324,600
for administration and training of magistrate court judges and staff; 110,285 for
administration and training of municipal court judges and staff: $502,250 for
general administration and omnibus recurring product operations of the ICJE; and
878,819 for on-site services, MCLE fees and special projects. Of 46 applications for
financial aid to attend national courses, 38 were approved.

The ICJE board of trustees is made up of representatives of client groups of state
courts and judicial organizations. The board includes one Court of Appeals judge:
two members of the Council of Superior Gourt Judges; a representative from the
councils of state, juvenile, probate and magistrate court judges; one representative
fram the Superior Court Clerk’s Association; one member of the State Bar ol




Georgia, one from the Judicial Council, and ex officio members, including the
immediate past chairperson of the Institute board of trustees and the hoard of
trustees of the Institute of Continuing Legal Education and the deans of our four
accredited law schools. A liaison member representing the Supreme Court and an
advisory member also serve on the board.

Judicial Administrative Districts

Regional court administration for the superior courts is organized through the
Judicial Addministration Actof 1976. Tenjudicial administrative districts are served
by an administrative judge selected by the superior court judges and senior judges
of that district. Each district also employs a district court administrator.

Under the guidance of district administrative judges and district court admin-
istrators seminars for divorcing parents were established. Computerized lists of
open cases were prepared for superior court judges. Assignment of senior judges and
other judges to serve in the district or elsewhere was handled by district personnel.

District court administrators function as liaisons between superior courts and
local government officials, court personnel and components of the criminal justice
system. Assistance is given to chiel judges in the preparation, presentation and
management of local court budgets. District court administrators sereen and
interview applicants for trial court administrator, law clerk, court reporter and
other court support positions.

Distriet staff assist chief judges and clerks in jury management projects,
including automated jury selection, revision of jury hoxes and orientation sessions
for jury commissioners.

Assistance to the superior courts was provided in the following areas: grant
applications and grant management; space and facilities management; courthouse
renovation; arbitration; mediation; video arraignment; court delay reduction;
alternative sentencing/jail overcrowding problems; records retention and manage-
ment; and indigent defense programs.

District personnel work with committees of the Council of Superior Courr
Judges, the Judicial Council of Georgia, the Criminal Justice Coordinating Council
and other local, state and national organizations.

Judicial Nominating Commission

The Judicial Nominating Gommission, created by executive order, solicits nomina-
tions of qualified individuals to [ill vacant or newly created judgeships. The
governor selects new judges [rom a list of candidates prepared by the commission.

Qualifications for all judges are specified either in the state constitution or in
pertinent statutes. Nominations are sought from leaders of the civic and legal
conmmunities. Commission members evaluate candidates based on a standard
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uestionnaire and a legal article or brief submitted by the candidate. The commis-
sion also interviews attorneys familiar with candidates and candidates themselves,

The commission held 10 meetings in fiscal year 1994 to consider candidates
for one vacancy on the Supreme Court, one vacancy on the Court of Appeals.
five superior court vacancies (in the Brunswick, Dublin, Chattahoochee, Ocmulgee
and Southern Judicial Circuits). three state court vacancies (in Gwinnett, Chatham
and Muscogee Counties) and one vacancy on the Richmond County Civil and
Magistrate Courts.

Since 1973, the commission has acted on a total of 233 judgeships, including
16 Supreme Court vacancies, 16 Court of Appeals vacancies, 133 superior cowrt
seats, 58 state court posts, two municipal court judgeships and three civil court
vacancies.

The nine-member commissionincludes the president of the State Bar of Georgia
and the state attorney general as ex-officio members. Three other members, who
must be members of the State Bar, are appointed by the governor. The four
remaining positions must be filled by nonlawyers—two appointed by the governor.
one by the lieutenant governor and one by the speaker of the House of Represen-
tatives. Appointed members serve at the pleasure of the appointing authority,

Judicial Qualifications Commission

The Georgia Constitution empowers the Judicial Qualifications Commission (JOC}
torespond toinquiries from judges regarding appropriate judicial conduet, to direct
investigations into complaints involving members of the state judiciary and ro hold
hearings on allegations of judicial misconduct.

Grievances against judges are usually initiated by a wnitten, verified complaint
to the commission. Alleged misconduct or protests must be based on one of the seven
canons of the Code of Judicial Conduct. Grounds for action include: 1) wiltful
misconduct in office, 2) willful and persistent failure to perform duties, 3) habitual
intemnperance, 4) conduct prejudicial to the administration of justice which brings
the judicial office into disrepute, and 5) disability which seriously interferes with
the performance of judicial duties and which is or is likely to become permanent.

During fiscal vear 1994, the commission held 11 meetings and disposed of four
formal complaints by submitting {indings and recommendations to the Supremne
Court. At the beginning of the year, four complaints were pending from fiscal year
1993. During fiscal year 1994, the commission received and acted upon 142 new
maiters, including 120 complaints and 22 requests for opinion. At year end, 14 .
complaints remained pending.

The 124 judges named in the 120 new complaints (two named two judges., and
one named three) included one Supreme Court justice; five Court of Appeals judges
(ome jndge was named in two complaints); 41 superior court judges; five senior
judges; 11 state court judges; four probate court judges; 40 magistrare judges; nine |
juvenile court judges: two municipal court judges: three waftic court judges: 1wo ¢
recorders court judges: and one pro tempore judge,




Including carryovers from fiscal vear 1993, the commission handled 110
complaints as follows: 36 dismissed as appropriate for appeal as a marter of law,
unsupporied or without merit; 48 dismissed after minimal investigation; one
dismissed after a conference with the judge: one judge resigned (under two separate
complaints); three judges were privately reprimanded; 12 judges were admonished
or cautioned by letter to avoid recurrence of the action giving rise to complaint; two
judges were suspended and publicly reprimanded; one judge was suspended until
satistying training requirements; and five complaints were withdraw.

Twenty-four requests for advisory opinions were disposed of as follows; 13
formal opinions were issued: the commission declined to give an opinion in one case:
seventinformal opinions were issued; and one opinion regarding a clarification of
administrative procedures was issued.

In one formal proceeding, counsel for the judge proposed an agreed-upon
disposition consisting of a private reprimand and a written assurance of the judge’s
mtent to comply fully with the Code of Judicial Conduet in all future matters. The
commission accepted the recommendation of its counsel to dispose of the matter on
the basis proposed; the agreed-upon sanctions were imposed.

In a second formal proceeding, the Supreme Court approved the recommenda-
tion of the commission that the respondent be given a public reprimand and a
90-day suspension from office without pay. The reprimand was issued by the chief
judge of the circuit and the 90-day suspension was served.

In a third formal proceeding, the judge was privately reprimanded. The fact of
the reprimand, but not the content, was made public.

In a fourth formal proceeding, the judge agreed, after imposition of additional
terms and conditions by the commission, to admit the charges as filed, to receive
a public reprimand and to accept a 90-day suspension without pay.

Known sources of complaints for the fiscal year included the following:
79 litigants or their relatives, 20 judges, seven awxiliary judicial personnel, one bar
group, eight attorneys, three anonymous, {ive nonlitigants, two public officials and
seven others.

In addition to the complaints filed and disposed of during fiscal year 1994, the
commission processed approximately 592 requests for complaint forms, handled
numerous telephone inquiries from both judges and the public and conferred
privately with four judges about repeated instances of conduct not warranting
disciplinary action. The commission also revised and updated previously published
summartes and opinions. These were distributed along with the revised Code of
Judicial Conduct and amended Rules of the JQC 1o the Supreme Court, Court of
Appeals, all superior and state court judges, various state and county law libraries
and other judicial personnel.

The seven-member commission operates under established procedural rules.
All proceedings of the commission—including complaints, conferences, communi-
cations and decisions—are confidential, with the exception of notice of formal
hearings, formal hearings, reports recommending discipline and decisions after a
hearing in which a judge was found not guilty of misconduct.

Members of the commission include two judges of courts of record appointed
by the Supreme Court, three attorneys named by the Board of Governors of the Srate
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Bar of Georgia and two citizens selected by the governor. A director, investigator
and secretary serve as staff. During fiscal year 1994, a new chairperson and vice
chairperson took office.

Synopses of fiscal year 1994 JQG opinions follow.

Synopses of Judicial Qualifications Commission Opinions:
Fiscal Year 1994

Opinion 185. Regular or exclusive representation of indigent cruninal defendants by a part-time
judge, whose judicial responsibilities include issuance of criminal warrants or trial of criminal cases,
might destroy the appearance of impartiality and integrity essential to the administration of justice
and, therefore, is inappropriate.

Opinion 186. It is inappropriare for a Georgia judge to he in charge of 4 fund-raising campaign or to
solicit funds from ether judges, all of whom are graduates of a single law school’s masters program
in jurisprudence, in order to establizh a “chair” at that school in honor of the professor who founde)
this unique academic degres program for judges.

Opinion 187. A part-time associate jurdge of juvenile court should not preside jn cases prosecuted on
behalf of the Department of Family and Children Services by an attorney associated in law practice
with that judge.

Opinion 188. While disqualification can be sought under the general reasonableness standards of the
Code, automatic disqualification is not required where the divorced husband of ajudge’s niece. or any
member of this attorney’s law [irm, appears as counsel.

Opinion 189. It is permissible for a sitting judge to serve as a member of the Georgia editorial bourd
of Lawyers Gooperative Publishing Company and receive an honorarium for performing specifiel
duties in connection with such service.

Opinion 190.8ubject to restrictions and limitations stated in the Opinion, iLis appropriate forasitting
state court judge to serve as member of the advisory hoard to the Gwinnett Branch of the Justice Center
of Adanta, despite the fact that the judge routinely refers appropriate casvs to the agency for
mediation.

Opinion 191. A private, personal political contribution by a judge of & sum which is statutorily
required to be publicly disclosed does not constitute a “public endorsement”™ of the candidate
prohibited by Canon 7TA{l){b).

Opinion 192. A part-time juvenile court judge, who simultaneously represents the county Board of
Fducation. is not antomatically disqualified to preside in all juvenile matters that occur on or near
school property.

Opinion 193. It would he inappropriate for a law clerk for a superior court judge to organize and
operate a research-for-hire business as such activity would likely lead to violations of Canon 2.
Opinion 194. It would not be inappropriate for the chicf judge of each judicial eircuit, at the request
of the Stat: Commission on Family Violence, to convene a meeting to decide how best to ferm a cireuit-
wide task force.

Opinion 195. [t is not inappropriate for a part-time magistrate to simultancously be employed as the
clerk of the recorder’s court of the same county in which the judge presides as a part-time magistrate.
Opinion 196. The mayor of a city may not simultaneously serve as the judge of that city’s municipal

court,

Opinion 197.Inlight of the langunage of Canon 5B(1) of the 1994 Code of Judicial Conduet, continued
service by a full-time judge on the Board of Directors for the Georgia aftiliate of the American Civil

Liberties Union {(*ACLL") is inappropriate.




Supreme Court Commiittee for Gender Equality

The Supreme Court Committee for Gender Equality was established in 1993 10
implement the recommendations of the Georgia Commission on Gender Biasin the
Judicial System. The committee is charged with developing educational material
and/or programs on gender equality; developing and participating in programs
about gender equality; serving as a resource for the media; advocating legislation
and seeking funding; developing a mechanism for handling complaints received
about biased behavior; and working with the Judicial Nominating Commission.

During fiscal year 1994, the Supreme Court granted changes to committee
membership as follows: 1) deleted the categories or groups represented in the
membership, with all appointments made by the Supreme Court; 2) added a
member jointly recommended by Georgia NOW and the League of Women V oters;
and 3) added the executive dircctors of the Institute of Continuing Judicial
Education and the Institute of Continuing Legal Education. The committee now
has 15 members.

‘The Supreme Court also agreed that the committee serve as a clearinghouse ro
direct gender-based complaints ro the appropriate disciplinary body. The commit-
tee devised an intake form and a list of disciplinary or oversight bodies to whom
complaints should be referred.

The committee approved a model policy for the handling of sexual harassment
complaints. After Supreme Gourt approval, the model policy will be made availahle
for consideration and adoption by local courts. The policy, which would apply 1o
all judicial and nonjudicial employees, sets forth the process for filing, investigation
and resolution of sexual harassment complaints. The commirtee also endorsed
distribution of the Court Conduct Handbook. The handhook addresses behaviors
that are forms of gender, race and ethnic bias and is published by the State Bar
Committee on the Involvement of Women and Minorities in the Profession.

Also during the year, the Council of State Court J udges. the Gouncil of Juvenile
Court Judges, the Couneil of Probate Court Judges, the Council of Magistrate Court
Judges and the Georgia Indigent Defense Council adopted the Model Sexual
Harassment Policy developed by the committes. The policy was also distributed 1o
the superior and state court clerks for their consideration.

The committee prepared an Executive Summary of the original 40(-page
report “Gender and Justice in the Courts” and distributed it to all members of the
General Assembly. In addition, 1500 copies of the Georgia State Law Review
containing the complere report were reprinted. The committee also contracted to
produce an edited video of testimony given at the public hearings held by the
Commission on Gender Bias. The 50-minute tape containing segments on sexual
assault, domestic violence, sentencing, child custody and visitation, judicial selec-
tion, sexual harassment and court conduect is available for training purposes,

Working in cooperation with the Georgia Commission on Family Violence, the
commitiee identified and purchased a training program for judges on civil and
criminal domestic violence. Another program dealing with race and gender issues
was purchased in cooperation with the Commission on Racial and Fthnic Bias.
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Judicial Personnel Changes: Fiscal Year 1994

SUPREME COURT
Justice Hugh P. Thompson, appointed March 1, 1994 - Dec. 31, 1994.

SUPERIOR COURTS

Brunswick Judicial Circuit

Judge E.M. Wilkes I, appointed Sept. 28, 1993 - Dec. 31, 1994.
Chattahoochee Judicial Circuit

Judge John D. Allen, appointed Oct. 27, 1993 - Dec. 31, 1994.
Dublin Judicial Circuit

Judge H. Gibbs Flanders, appointed Sept. 27, 1993 - Dec. 31, 1994.
Eastern Judicial Circuit

Judge Michael Karpf, appointed August 5, 1993 - Dec. 31, 1994,
Northeastern Judicial Circuit

Judge C. Andrew Fuller, appointed July 29, 1993 - Dec. 31, 1994.
Ocmulgee judicial Circuit

Judge Hulane Evans George, appointed Mav 25. 1994 - Dec. 31. 1996.

STATE COURTS

Brooks County

Judge Daniel M. Mitchell Jr., appointed Oct. 11, 1993 - Dec. 31, 1994,
Chatham County

Judge Penny |. Haas, appointed Oct. 7, 1993 - Dec. 31, 1994,
Gwinnett County

Judge Melodie Snell Conner, appointed Oct. 28, 1993 - Dec. 31, 1994.
Jeif Davis County

Judge Nathan B. Deaton, appointed Sept. 29, 1993 - Dec. 31, 1994.
Mclintosh County

Judge O. Dale Jenkins, appointed Ocl. 11, 1993 - Dec. 31, 1994,
Muscogee County

Judge Andrew Prather |, appointed Jan. 21, 1994 - Dec. 31, 1994,

JUVENILE COURTS
Appling County
Judge |. Alexander Johnson, appointed Dec. 1, 1993 - Oct. 31, 1998.
DeKalb County
Judge Gregory A. Adams, appointed June 24, 1994 - June 24, 1998.
Seminole County
Judge Ronnie Joe Lane, appointed June 16, 1994 - June 15, 1998.

PROBATE COURTS

Echols County
Judge Donald R. Fender, elected Dec. 6, 1993 - Dec. 31, 1996

CHIEF MAGISTRATES

Cobb County

Judge . Victor Reynolds, appointed May 16, 1994 - Dec. 31, 1996.
Dooly County

Judge Mary A. Sanders, appeinted March 3, 1994 - Dec. 31, 1996.
Echols County

Judge Daonald R. Fender, elected Dec. 6, 1993 - Dec. 31, 1996,
Hancock County

Judge W. Elmer Harper, appointed June 1, 1994 - Dec. 31, 1995,
Montgomery County

Judge John E. Morrison, appointed June 6, 1994 - Dec. 31, 1996,
Upson County

Judge Danny C. Bentley, appointed Oct. 22, 1993 - Dec. 31, 1996.




