
JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF GEORGIA

General Session

Tu e s d ay , Au g u s t 29, 2006

Wyndham Vinings Hotel

9:00 a .m .

O v e rlo o k  A & B

Luncheon

12 Noon

Fireplace Lounge

2857 Paces Ferry Road
Atlan ta, GA   30339



Driving Directions to the Wyndham Vinings Hotel
2857 Paces Ferry Road

Atlanta, GA   30339
770-432-5555

Traveling South on I-75
Take I-285 Westbound (Birmingham) and travel 1.5 miles to Paces Ferry Road (Exit 18).  Turn
left onto Paces Ferry Road and travel ½ mile; hotel is on the left.

Traveling South on I-85
Take I-285 Westbound and continue past the I-75 interchange.  Exit at Paces Ferry Road (Exit
18).  Turn left onto Paces Ferry Road and travel ½ mile; hotel is on the left.

Traveling North on I-75
Travel toward Atlanta and take I-285 Westbound, then continue on I-285 Northbound pass the  
I-20 interchange proceeding to Paces Ferry Road (Exit 18).  The exit ramp will have 3 or 4
different turn lanes.  Turn right onto Paces Ferry Road East, crossing Cumberland Parkway then
crossing Boulevard Hills, hotel is on the left.

Traveling North on I-85
Take I-285 North, pass the I-20 interchange and proceed to Paces Ferry Road (Exit 18). The exit
ramp will have 3 or 4 different turn lanes.  Turn right onto Paces Ferry Road East, crossing
Cumberland Parkway then crossing Boulevard Hills, hotel is on the left.

Whether traveling I-20 Eastbound OR traveling I-20 Westbound
Take Exit 51B (285 North) and proceed to Paces Ferry Road (Exit 18).  The exit ramp will have
3 or 4 different turn lanes.  Turn right onto Paces Ferry Road East, crossing Cumberland Parkway
then crossing Boulevard Hills, hotel is on the left.



-1-

Judicial Council of Georgia
Wyndham Vinings Hotel

2857 Paces Ferry Road

Atlanta, GA 30339

Tuesday, August 29, 2006
9:00 a.m.

Continental Breakfast will be served beginning at 8:00 a.m. 

 1.  Introductions and Preliminary Remarks
 (Chief Justice Leah Ward Sears, Est. Time—5 Min.)

 2. Approval of June 6, 2006 Minutes Tab 1
 (Chief Justice Sears, Est. Time—3 Min.)

 3. Consideration by the Judicial Council of Requests for Additional Tab 2
 Superior Court Judgeships & Recommendations to the General 

Assembly and the Governor pages 1-137
(Mr. Ratley, Dr. Arnold, Ms. Lewis,  Est. Time—30 Min.)

A. Table of Contents Page 1

B. Memorandum Describing Judgeship Materials Page 2

C. Judicial Council Policy for Judgeship & Circuit Boundary Studies Page 6

D. Trial Court Caseload Report
1) State Court Page 13
2) Juvenile Court Page 15
3) Probate Court Page 20
4) Magistrate Court Page 30

E. Charts
  1) Judgeship Case Weight Needed to Qualify Page 36 
  2) Number of Judges & Details of the Circuit & Per Judge Weights Page 37 
  3) Superior Court Time Line Page 40 
  4) Circuits, Personnel, & Weighted Caseload Page 41
  5) CY2005 Criminal Filings by Rank & 5-year Percentage Change Page 42
  6) CY2005 Circuit & Civil Filings by Rank & 5-year Percentage Change Page 43
  7) Population Page 44
  8) 4-Factor Chart Page 45
  9) Sample Ballots (Qualifying) Page 46
10) Sample Ballot (Ranking) Page 47

F. Letters of Request and Comments from Invited Respondents Page 48
  1) Atlanta Judicial Circuit (20  Judge) Page 49th

  2) Atlantic Judicial Circuit (5  Judge) Page 56th

  3) Brunswick Judicial Circuit (5  Judge) Page 63th
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  4) Cordele Judicial Circuit (3  Judge) Page 69rd

  5) Gwinnett Judicial Circuit (10  Judge) Page 75th

  6) Mountain Judicial Circuit (3  Judge) Page 79rd

  7) Piedmont  Judicial Circuit (4  Judge) Page 86th

  8) Waycross Judicial Circuit (4  Judge) Page 95th

G. Carryover Circuit Requests and Comments
  1) Alapaha Judicial Circuit (3  Judge) No Materialsrd

  2) Cobb Judicial Circuit (10  Judge) No Materialsth

  3) Dublin Judicial Circuit (3  Judge) Page 100 rd

  4) Enotah Judicial Circuit (3  Judge) Page 105rd

  5) Southern Judicial Circuit (6  Judge) Page 133th

 4. Vote on New Judgeship Requests by Written Ballot
(Est. Time—5 Min.)

 5. Report from AOC Director
(Mr. Ratley, Est. Time—10 Min.)

 6. Rank Judgeship Recommendations [Including all carryover requests]
(Est. Time—5 Min.)

* * * * * * * * * * 15 Minute Break * * * * * * * * * *

 7. Budget Matters Tab 3
 (Judge Carriere & Mr. Harris, Est. Time—15 Min.)

FY 2007 Amended Budget
FY 2008 General Appropriations & Enhancements

 8. Reports from Judicial Agencies
 a) Committee on Domestic Violence Tab 4
 

b) Georgia Commission on Access and Fairness in the Courts Tab 5

c) Georgia Courts Automation Commission Tab 6
(Judge Pape, Est. Time—15 Min.)

d) Records Retention Committee
(Judge Whittemore/Dr. Arnold, Est. Time—5 Min.)

e) Workload Assessment Committee
(Judge Bishop/Dr. Arnold, Est. Time—5 Min.)
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 9. Reports from Appellate Courts and Trial Court Councils

a) Supreme Court
(Chief Justice Sears, Est. Time—5 Min.)

b) Court of Appeals
(Chief Judge Ruffin, Est. Time—5 Min.)

c) Council of Superior Court Judges
(Judge Boyett, Est. Time—5 Min.)

d) Council of State Court Judges
(Judge Studdard, Est. Time—5 Min.)

e) Council of Juvenile Court Judges
(Judge Andrews, Est. Time—5 Min.)

f) Council of Probate Court Judges
(Judge Cason, Est. Time—5 Min.)

g) Council of Magistrate Court Judges
(Judge Bobbitt, Est. Time—5 Min.)

h) Council of Municipal Court Judges
(Judge Cielinski, Est. Time—5 Min.)

10. Old/New Business
(Chief Justice Sears, Est. Time—15 Min.)

Date and Place of Next Regular Council Meeting
Date: Tuesday, December 5, 2006
Place: Wyndham Vinings Hotel

11. Concluding Remarks and Adjournment
(Chief Justice Sears, Est. Time—5 Min.)

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

GROUP PHOTOGRAPH — POOLSIDE

12 Noon — Lunch Served in the Fireplace Lounge
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JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF GEORGIA

Chief Justice Leah Ward Sears

Chairperson

Supreme Court of Georgia

507 State Judicial Building

Atlanta, GA  30334

404-656-3474/FAX 657-6997

Presiding Justice Carol W. Hunstein

Vice Chairperson

Supreme Court of Georgia

501 State Judicial Building

Atlanta, GA  30334

404-656-3475/FAX 657-9586

Judge Stephen H. Andrews

Juvenile Court of the

    Southern Judicial Circuit

P. O. Box 6443

Thomasville, GA   31758

229-226-5308/FAX 228-9108

Judge A. Quillian Baldwin, Jr. 

Superior Courts

Coweta Judicial Circuit

100 Ridley Avenue

P. O. Box 1364

LaGrange, GA   30241

706-883-1633/FAX 883-1639

Judge Anne Elizabeth Barnes

Court of Appeals of Georgia

334 State Judicial Building

Atlanta, GA   30334

404-656-3454/FAX 463-8303

Judge David E. Barrett 

Superior Courts

Enotah Judicial Circuit

59 South Main Street, Suite K

Cleveland, GA   30528-4501

706-865-6135/FAX 865-2682

Judge Thomas C. Bobbitt, III

Magistrate Court of Laurens County

308 Roosevelt Street

P. O. Box 1676

Dublin, GA   31040-1676

478-272-5010/FAX 275-0035

Judge William T. Boyett

Superior Courts

Conasauga Judicial Circuit

P. O. Box 2582

Dalton, GA   30722-2582

706-278-3340/FAX 275-7567

Judge Betty B. Cason

Probate Court of Carroll County

Carroll County Courthouse, Room 204

Carrollton, GA   30117

770-830-5840/FAX 830-5995

Judge Walter J. Clarke, II 

Probate Court of Gwinnett County

Gwinnett Justice & 

    Administration Center

75 Langley Drive

Lawrenceville, GA  30045-6900

770-822-8250/FAX 822-8267

Judge Brenda H. Cole

State Court of Fulton County

T3905 Justice Center Tower

185 Central Avenue, S. W.

Atlanta, GA   30303

404-730-4311/FAX 730-8182

Judge Doris L. Downs

Superior Court

Atlanta Judicial Circuit

T-7955 Justice Center Tower

185 Central Avenue, S. W.

Atlanta, GA   30303

404-730-4991/FAX 335-2828

Judge Gail C. Flake

Superior Court

Stone Mountain Judicial Circuit

Judicial Tower, Suite 6240

556 N. McDonough Street

Decatur, GA   30030

404-371-2909/FAX 371-2788

Judge Shepherd Lee Howell 

Superior Courts

Cherokee Judicial Circuit

135 W. Cherokee Avenue, Suite 322

Cartersville, GA   30120

770-387-5124/FAX 606-2397

Judge Ronnie Joe Lane

Superior Courts

Pataula Judicial Circuit

P. O. Box 636

Donaldsonville, GA   39845-0636

229-524-2149/FAX 524-8818

Judge Arch McGarity

Superior Court

Flint Judicial Circuit

Henry County Courthouse

McDonough, GA   30253-3293

770-954-2118/FAX 954-2947

Judge John M. Ott

Superior Courts

Alcovy Judicial Circuit

Walton County Government Building

303 South Hammond Drive, Suite 221

Monroe, GA  30655

770-267-1339/FAX 266-1630

Judge F. Gates Peed

Superior Courts

Ogeechee Judicial Circuit

P. O. Box 967

Statesboro, GA   30459

912-764-6095/FAX489-3148

Chief Judge John H. Ruffin, Jr.

Court of Appeals of Georgia

334 State Judicial Building

Atlanta, GA  30334

404-656-3458/FAX 651-8139

Judge J. Stanley  Smith

Superior Courts

Dublin Judicial Circuit

P. O. Box 2069

Dublin, GA   31040-2069

478-272-4131\FAX 272-1639

Judge R. Rucker Smith 

Superior Court

Southwestern Judicial Circuit

P. O. Box 784

Americus, GA   31709-0784

229-928-4555/FAX 928-4552

Judge Ben Studdard, III

State Court of Henry County

40 Atlanta Street, Suite 200

McDonough, GA   30253

770-898-7612/FAX 898-7616

Judge Velma Tilley 

Juvenile Court of Bartow County

Cherokee Judicial Circuit

135 W. Cherokee Avenue, Suite 333

Cartersville, GA   30120-3181

770-387-5039/AX 387-5044

Judge Kimberly Warden

Magistrate Court of Fulton County

T1605 Justice Center Tower

185 Central Avenue

Atlanta, GA   30303

770-656-2382/FAX 893-2616



(AOC 7/1/06)

Judicial Council of Georgia
Wyndham Vinings Hotel

Atlanta, GA

August 29, 2006

NEW MEMBERS WHO HAVE JOINED THE JUDICIAL COUNCIL
SINCE JUNE 6, 2006

1. Judge Ronnie Joe Lane, Administrative Judge, 2  Judicial Administrative Districtnd

2. Chief Judge R. Rucker Smith, Administrative Judge, 3  Judicial Administrative Districtrd

3. Judge A. Quillian Baldwin, Jr.,  Administrative Judge, 6  Judicial Administrative Districtth

4. Chief Judge Shepard Lee Howell, Administrative Judge, 7  Judicial Administrative Districtth

5. Judge Stan Smith, Administrative Judge, 8  Judicial Administrative Districtth

6. Judge David E. Barrett, Administrative Judge, 9  Judicial Administrative Districtth

7. Judge Kimberly Warden, President-Elect, Council of Magistrate Court Judges
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Judicial Council of Georgia 
June 6, 2006 
Savannah, Georgia 
 
 
Members Present: 
 
Chief Justice Leah Ward Sears 
Presiding Justice Carol W. Hunstein 
Judge Melinda Anderson 
Judge Stephen H. Andrews 
Judge Anne Elizabeth Barnes 
Judge Thomas C. Bobbitt, III 
Judge William T. Boyett 
Judge Betty B. Cason 
Judge A. Wallace Cato 
Judge Walter J. “Jim” Clarke 
Judge Brenda H. Cole 
Judge William H. Craig 
Judge Gail C. Flake 
Judge Arch McGarity 
Judge George F. Nunn, Jr. 
Judge F. Gates Peed 
Chief Judge John H. Ruffin, Jr. 
Judge Hugh W. Stone 
Judge Ben Studdard, III 
Judge Velma Tilley 
Judge Phillip R. West 
Judge Jon B. Wood 
 
Judge Lawton Stephens for Judge Ott 
Judge Melvin Westmoreland for Judge Downs 
 
Members Absent: 
 
Judge Doris L. Downs 
Judge John M. Ott 
 
Staff Present: 
 
Mr. David L. Ratley 
Dr. Greg Arnold 
Mr. Jorge Basto 
Ms. Billie Bolton 
Mr. Byron Branch 
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Mr. Bob Bray 
Ms. Terry Cobb 
Ms. Cynthia H. Clanton 
Mr. Vince Harris 
Ms. Marla Moore 
Ms. Debra Nesbit 
Mr. George Nolan 
Mr. Kevin Tolmich 
 
Guests Present: 
 
Mr. Doug Ashworth, State Bar of Georgia 
Judge Quillian Baldwin, Coweta Judicial Circuit 
Judge David Barrett, Enotah Judicial Circuit 
Judge Ed Carriere, State Court of DeKalb County 
Judge Michael Cielinski, Municipal Court of Columbus 
Mr. Jay Cook, State Bar of Georgia 
Mr. John Cowart, Second District Court Administrator 
Ms. Judith Cramer, Fifth District Court Administrator 
Mr. Danny DeLoach, First District Court Administrator 
Mr. Steve Ferrell, Ninth District Court Administrator 
Mr. Tripp Fitzner, Eighth District Court Administrator 
Judge Stephen Goss, Dougherty Judicial Circuit 
Mr. Tom Gunnels, Tenth District Court Administrator 
Ms. Lorraine Hoffmann-Polk, Council of Superior Court Judges 
Judge Shepherd Howell, Cherokee Judicial Circuit 
Mr. Greg Jones, Third District Court Administrator 
Judge George Kreeger, Cobb Judicial Circuit 
Judge Ronnie Joe Lane, Pataula Judicial Circuit 
Ms. Sandy S. Lee, Council of Superior Court Judges 
Ms. Cathy McCumber, Fourth District Court Administrator 
Mr. Nolan Martin, Georgia Public Defender Standards Council 
Mr. Tom Merriam, Council of Superior Court Judges 
Ms. Tia Milton, Supreme Court of Georgia 
Ms. Jody Overcash, Seventh District Court Administrator 
Judge Tim Pape, Floyd County Juvenile Court 
Judge Donny Peppers, State Court of Walker County 
Ms. Tina Petrig, Office of Dispute Resolution 
Mr. Richard Reaves, Institute of Continuing Judicial Education 
Mr. Fred Roney, Sixth District Court Administrator 
Judge Rucker Smith, Southwestern Judicial Circuit 
Judge Stan Smith, Dublin Judicial Circuit 
Ms. Nicky Davenport Weston, ODR 
Judge Barrett Whittemore, Whitfield County Magistrate Court 
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Call to Order 
 
 Chief Justice Sears convened the meeting at 9:00 a.m. She introduced new 

members of the Council and asked them to stand:  Judge Arch McGarity, President-elect, 

Council of Superior Court Judges, Judge Brenda Cole, President-elect, Council of State 

Court Judges, Judge Walter J. Clarke, President-elect, Council of Probate Court Judges 

and Judge Velma Tilley, President-elect, Council of Juvenile Court Judges.   

 Judges substituting for absent members were also recognized:  Judge Mel 

Westmoreland attending for Judge Downs and Judge Lawton Stephens attending for 

Judge Ott.  Following these preliminaries, remaining Council members introduced 

themselves as did those seated in the audience.  

 Chief Justice Sears also welcomed newly-elected administrative judges seated in 

the audience: Judges David Barrett, Quillian Baldwin, Shepherd Howell, Ronnie Joe 

Lane, Rucker Smith and Stan Smith. These judges will take seats on the Judicial Council 

at the August 2006 meeting. She noted the presence of security officers from the 

Chatham County Sheriff’s Department and expressed appreciation to Danny DeLoach for 

making these arrangements. She also recognized the Georgia Council of Court 

Administrators who sponsored the Monday evening reception for judges and guests. 

 Chief Justice Sears introduced Mr. Jay Cook, president of the State Bar of 

Georgia. Mr. Cook expressed his appreciation to the Chief Justice for granting him time 

to address the Council. He reported that the State Bar is launching two projects in support 

of the judiciary: 1) hire a public information officer to convey a positive message about 

the work of the courts and 2) produce a video promoting the importance of jury service. 

Mr. Cook believes it is increasingly important for the bar to speak out in support of the 
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judiciary to improve communication with voters and the public at large. A revision of the 

pattern jury charges is also planned.  Four focus groups will be convened to determine 

how legal language might be simplified so that the charges are more readily understood 

by citizen jurors. Judge Frank Mills and Judge David Barrett are working on this project.  

Approval of Minutes 

 Turning to the minutes of the Council meeting held on December 7, 2005, Chief 

Justice Sears asked if there were any corrections or additions. Judge Cato moved 

approval. Judge Boyett seconded. The motion carried. 

Status of 2006 Judgeship Requests 

 Mr. Ratley reported that six circuits have requested new judgeships as follows:  

Atlanta, 20th; Atlantic, 5th; Brunswick, 5th; Cordele, 3rd; Gwinnett, 10th; Mountain, 3rd.  

Requests from Dublin, 3rd; Enotah, 3rd; and Southern, 6th carry over from 2005. Mr. 

Ratley noted that approval of the earlier Gwinnett Circuit request has expired and the 

request was renewed. 

Committee Reports  

Nominating Committee.  Judge Cason reported for committee chair Judge Ott 

who could not be present. Judge Downs also serves on the nominating committee. 

Nominees for vacancies on the Board of Court Reporting are as follows:  Judge Anne 

Workman; Ms. Vickie Wiechee, freelance voicewriter, Bonaire; Ms. Vickey Riggins, 

McDonough; Mr. Richard T. Kent, attorney, Moultrie. Judge Cason moved adoption of 

the committee recommendations. Judge Craig seconded. The motion carried. 

Standing Committee on Policy. Ms. Nesbit reported on measures officially 

supported by the Judicial Council that were successful: HB 1195 concerning mandatory 
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filing of case disposition forms; and a jury committee bill, HB 1417, authorizing the 

AOC to receive the motor-voter list directly from the Department of Driver Services to 

assist jury commissioners.  She expressed appreciation to the Council members for their 

support of these initiatives. 

Workload Assessment Committee.  Dr. Arnold reported for Judge Bishop, chair 

of the committee.  The committee’s time and motion study got underway in late March 

and continues through late August. Twenty-five circuits out of 49 are participating; 61 

superior court judges are keeping track of actual time spent on six specific case types. 

The recordkeeping includes identifying time spent on drug court cases, pro se litigants 

and cases with multiple defendants.  Dr. Arnold stated that time sheets are being 

submitted to the AOC research staff and preliminary findings will be presented to the 

committee in late summer. 

  Records Retention Committee.   Judge Whittemore reported that work on records 

retention matters has been ongoing for many years and expressed appreciation to the 

AOC research staff, Judge Wallace Cato, and other committee members. The 

committee’s recent efforts have focused on standardized handling of evidence, including 

a timeline for disposal.  He referred Council members to proposed Uniform Rules found 

in the agenda materials. The committee has drafted one rule for handling evidence in 

criminal cases and a separate rule for all other types of evidence.  

Judge Whittemore stated that he will be meeting with clerks of court later in June 

to develop legislative provisions that may be needed once the rules go into effect. 

Adoption of the rules by each class of court must be accomplished first, however, 

followed by submission to the Supreme Court for approval. The committee’s intention is 
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for each class of court to use the draft rules as a basic document which can be adapted to 

include provisions that may be specific to that court. He stressed that courts may add 

certain provisions, but not deduct from the procedures outlined in the committee draft. 

The committee has been careful to recognize that counties have limited resources for 

storing and preserving evidence. He urged adoption of the draft rules.  

Judge Cato moved adoption of the proposed rules as presented. Judge Stone 

seconded. The motion carried. 

Drug Court Committee.  Judge Kreeger referred Council members to the written 

summary of drug court-related activities outlining distribution of the $500,000 

appropriation from the General Assembly. The ’07 appropriation of $1,000,000 will fund 

drug courts for adults and juveniles as well as DUI courts. The Drug Court Conference 

held in May in Peachtree City attracted 250 participants. Judge Kreeger noted that the 

drug court movement is growing in Georgia and across the US.  The committee will meet 

for strategic planning in August. 

Georgia Courts Automation Commission.  Written report provided. 

Legislative Update 

 Ms. Nesbit distributed a summary of local bills and general bills affecting the 

courts which were passed during the 2006 session.  She noted that a great deal of work 

went into SB 382 which amends the recently adopted Child Support Guidelines. Judge 

Louisa Abbott and Judge Quillian Baldwin worked on the legislation and will make a 

presentation regarding changes at the superior court judges meeting in July. The Child 

Support Guidelines Commission will continue to study any recommendations for further 

changes. Passage of SB 244 creating a Retirement System for Magistrates was a 
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significant accomplishment after many years of effort. HB 1073 creating five new 

Superior Court Judgeships was also successful. These judges will be appointed by the 

Governor for terms beginning January 1, 2007.  HB 1288 provides for training and 

continuing education for municipal court clerks. 

SB 44 expands oversight of the County and Municipal Probation Advisory 

Council to include probation departments handling city and county misdemeanor 

probationers. The bill, which impacts the AOC staffing of the Advisory Council, adds an 

undetermined number of probation departments to those already regulated. Ms. Nesbit 

stated that the AOC has identified 315 courts that may have programs to be regulated by 

the council and, accordingly, has prepared a budget request to increase staff support. 

  SB 462 implementing a fee to fund local courthouse security systems did not 

gain approval despite the hard work of Judge Bo Wood, Judge Sammy Ozburn and 

others. This measure was opposed by the governor. Another measure allocating funds to 

be administered by the Criminal Justice Coordinating Council for county sheriffs 

departments to develop court security plans was successful. Ms. Nesbit noted that the bill 

requires that such plans be submitted to the chief judge of the circuit for approval. 

Report from AOC Director 

 Mr. Ratley expressed his appreciation to the judges, Council members and Chief 

Justice for their support of the AOC budget request during the legislative session. While 

the AOC budgets for FY06 and 07 were decreased, more drastic cuts were averted with 

the help of many who contacted their legislators on behalf of the agency and its work. 

 Mr. Ratley reviewed ongoing AOC IT initiatives that provide direct services to 

local courts. These include: continuing expansion of the Sustain over Citrex environment; 
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development of an IT business continuity/disaster recovery plan to insure that, in the 

event of a catastrophe, AOC customers do not lose technology services; third party 

assessment of the TIPS program by the North Highland Group and a planned evaluation 

of the CITREX configuration.  

Mr. Ratley stated that work continues on e-filing initiatives in Washington 

County, the test sight for e-filing of child support cases; he anticipates rollout of this 

system in the near future. When completed, e-filing capabilities will be expanded to Bibb 

and Walker counties. 

 An ongoing study of fee-collection practices in the state has focused on the 

revenue shortfall at the Georgia Public Defender Standards Council. Mr. Ratley noted 

that the study may also affect the AOC as the auditors look more closely at regulation of 

private probation companies and the possible impact of including regulation of 

governmental probation services under the Probation Advisory Council. 

Budget Matters 

 Judge Carriere began by stating that a concerted effort will be made to send out 

budget information well in advance of future Council meetings. He apologized that 

notices regarding a meeting prior to today’s session did not reach members of the 

committee.  A briefing for the budget committee will be held later this summer. 

 Reviewing the budget notebook contents, Judge Carriere stated that his report 

would focus on the AOC budget cuts totaling $1.2 million which require Judicial Council 

approval. The specific cuts to AOC divisions, detailed in the budget narrative and 

displayed on the shaded areas of the spreadsheets, were necessitated by reductions to the 

agency budget requests for FY 06 and 07.  He noted that while some staff reductions 
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have been made through attrition, elimination of positions was unavoidable. No changes 

were made in technology staffing per the Legislature’s directive, however, reduction of 

staff positions for the Administrative Division was necessary.  Certain AOC fiscal 

positions were transferred to the GPDSC and four positions were eliminated in the court 

business and process training section. 

 Justice Hunstein asked if the Governor’s Office had indicated specific programs 

or positions to be eliminated. Judge Carriere stated that a document detailing specific cuts 

had been circulated prior to the legislative session; however, the governor’s message to 

the judicial branch had essentially been to reduce redundancy.   

Justice Sears noted that every effort had been made to explain to the Governor 

that while the Legislature might cut funding at his direction or otherwise, the judicial 

branch staff would determine the specific areas to cut. She had argued that the issue was 

one of separation of powers and in the end this argument prevailed. A great deal of effort 

was expended working with OPB staff and the House and Senate budget committees 

during the session. She stated that in the future, a greater judicial presence in negotiating 

budget matters is needed. Increasing consultations between judges and legislative 

committees and subcommittees will be a priority for the upcoming legislative session.  

 Mr. Ratley noted that agency spending reductions began prior to the end of FY 

06; subsequently these cuts were rolled over into the ’07 budget. Every effort was made 

to cut agency expenditures, reducing travel, per diem and other expenses, without cutting 

services. In FY ’07, the state court judges council will pay for certain services provided 

by the AOC out of its state funds. One position in research has been eliminated, and three 

other positions will not be filled until later in FY07. 



 10

 Judge Stephens moved to adopt the budget reductions as presented. Judge Cole 

seconded. The motion carried. 

 As mentioned earlier by Ms. Nesbit, Judge Carriere noted the FY 07 supplemental 

funding request of $111,106 to enable the agency to handle additional responsibilities 

regarding regulation of probation companies. 

Reports from Appellate Courts and Trial Court Councils  

 Supreme Court. No report. 

 Court of Appeals.  Chief Judge Ruffin reported that at present a number of Court 

of Appeals judges are temporarily housed downtown in the Equitable Building. Later this 

summer their clerk’s office and staff will move to renovated space in the Health Building, 

freeing up space on the third floor of the Judicial Building. The court is also working to 

remedy building security issues identified in a recent needs assessment conducted by the 

US Marshal’s office.  As part of the Court’s Centennial Year celebrations, oral arguments 

have been held off-site in Augusta, Savannah, Jackson County and at Mercer, John 

Marshall and Georgia State law schools. Other planned activities include: a panel 

discussion on judicial independence, production of a video presentation on the court’s 

history, a high school moot court competition and finally their Centennial Banquet to be 

held at the Georgia Aquarium in October. 

 Superior Courts.  Judge Boyett stated that the superior court judges are seeking 

pay increases for judicial secretaries as well as additional state-funded law clerk 

positions. Changes to the compensation for senior judge services have been implemented 

such that per diem expenses are no longer reimbursed. Although the General Assembly 

reduced funding for such assistance, Judge Boyett noted that use of senior judges is 
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essential to smooth operation of the superior courts. The State Bar has greatly assisted 

their lobbying efforts at the General Assembly and superior court judges will continue to 

have a strong presence during the legislative session. He introduced Ms. Lorraine 

Hoffman-Polk, a graduate of Cornell University and Emory Law School, who is now 

General Counsel for the Council of Superior Court Judges. 

 State Courts.  Judge Studdard expressed gratitude to Mr. Stephan Frank who has 

recently returned from active duty in Iraq. Mr. Frank will be assuming the position of 

court administrator for Forsyth County and Mr. Bob Bray of the AOC will become 

executive director of the Council of State Court Judges. At their strategic planning 

session in March the state court judges discussed the need for joint training sessions with 

other classes of court. ICJE has agreed to assist with this effort. The group also plans 

community outreach efforts to educate citizens about the function of the judicial branch. 

 Juvenile Courts. Judge Andrews reported that although authorization for the 

Juvenile Court Code Revision Committee was not renewed by the General Assembly, the 

juvenile court judges will keep the effort going in a less formal context. The council 

continues to participate in an agency alliance group that includes the Children and Youth 

Coordinating Council and the State Department of Education.  Judge Andrews expressed 

his appreciation to Chief Justice Sears and Presiding Justice Hunstein for their leadership 

in supporting judicial independence in the face of unprincipled attacks against the 

judiciary. 

 Probate Courts.  Judge Cason stated that improving communication within the 

probate judges’ council is a priority since many judges do not know about services 

provided through the AOC to assist probate courts.  The council is engaged in 
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establishing mental health courts and addressing the needs of individuals whose cognitive 

disabilities may impair their ability to successfully navigate the court process. She noted 

that for the first time the General Assembly established 18 as the age of consent to 

marriage in Georgia. A 16 or 17 year old does need parental consent prior to marriage. In 

the past here in Georgia marriage licenses were issued to girls as young as 12 and 13. The 

probate judges are working to comply with new federal guidelines on sale of firearms.  

Magistrate Courts.  Judge Anderson expressed their excitement over gaining state 

retirement benefits for magistrates. She noted that the council has worked on this issue 

for 17 years; with the assistance of a lobbyist the bill passed at the close of the session. 

For the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2006, their budget includes funds to hire an 

Executive Director for the council.  In the area of training, they have developed a Boot 

Camp for newly-elected magistrates to assist them in learning the administrative duties of 

office. She expressed appreciation to the AOC in staffing their council. 

Municipal Courts.  Judge Cilienski reported that the council’s president, Judge 

Edwards, has now become a state court judge for Lowndes County.  He stated that the 

municipal court judges are working with George Nolan on technology planning. 

Other Reports 

Transition into Law Practice.  Mr. Doug Ashworth of the State Bar called 

attention to the material provided on the lawyer mentoring program that has been 

operating for approximately one year. For 2006, 697 beginning lawyers will be placed 

with mentors and will also attend CLE classes in their practice area. Mentors for new 

lawyers are appointed by the Supreme Court and trained by the State Bar. Lawyers 

entering firms are usually assigned a mentor in-house.  To date 792 experienced lawyers 
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have been appointed as mentors. He asked the council members, as leaders of the Judicial 

Branch, to support and encourage the young lawyers in their circuits. The State Bar 

website provides more details on the mentoring program and a complete listing of 

participants by circuit or by last name. 

Georgia Council of Court Administrators.  Mr. DeLoach, current president of 

GCCA, presented information on the council’s launch of a two-year certificate program 

that provides professional training and expertise for court personnel. The program 

involves a partnership with the University of Michigan and ICJE. 

Old/New Business 

The Chief Justice asked for any old or new business to be considered. 

Judge Cato moved that the Judicial Council go on record recommending that the 

2007 session of the legislature grant the members of the state paid judiciary a long 

overdue pay increase of 20%. This is a top priority to the judiciary and should be 

communicated to the Governor and the Legislature by an appropriate resolution. 

 Judge West seconded. No discussion. The motion carried. 

Adjournment 

Chief Justice Sears presented certificates of appreciation to judges whose terms of 

service on the Council were ending:  Judges Cato, Craig, Nunn, Wood, West, Stone and 

Anderson. She announced that the next meeting of the Council would take place on 

August 20, 2006 at the Wyndham Vinings Hotel. 

Respectfully submitted: 

 
 
____________________________________  
Billie Bolton, Assistant Director 
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The above and fore-going minutes were 
approved at the meeting held on______ 
day of _____________, 200_. 
 
________________________________ 
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M E M O R A N D U M 
 
 

To:  All Judicial Council Members 
 

From:  Research Staff 
 
Date:  August 10, 2006 
 
Re:  Explanation of Judgeship Processes and Procedures 
 

On August 29, 2006 the Judicial Council of Georgia will meet.  This year at the request of Chief 
Judge Joe C. Bishop, Chair of the Judicial Workload Assessment Committee, the Administrative 
Office of the Courts (AOC) Research staff has provided a copy of the newly published Judicial 
Workload Assessment Guide (JWAG) to each of you.  This Guide has been developed as a 
comprehensive handbook to provide detailed information concerning the judgeship process.  The 
Guide is an essential tool, particularly for first time members of the Judicial Council, to 
understanding this process and includes policy details, caseload analysis, and information 
concerning circuit qualification.   

 
Processes: 
 

The data in the Agenda in the Judgeship Super Table for calendar year 2005 were collected in a 
number of different ways.  The General Civil and the Domestic Relations data were downloaded 
from the Georgia Superior Court Clerks Cooperative Authority in early June of 2006.  The data 
was sent to the Superior Court Clerks of each county and were verified by the clerk and reviewed 
by the District Court Administrators.  Any changes in the data were finalized prior to presentation 
to the Judicial Council. 
 

The criminal data was collected from a variety of sources.  The number of Unified Appeal filings 
was reported to Research of the AOC by the District Attorney of each circuit.  The felony and 
misdemeanor filings were reported by the Superior Court Clerks to Research, mostly in summary 
form.  In addition, criminal cases were counted from printouts sent to Research by the Clerks. 
Finally, the Research staff counted the filings and defendants from bound dockets in the Clerk’s 
Offices.  The Chief Probation Officers reported the number of probation revocation petitions filed 
in the superior courts.  In many instances, private probation providers reported the number of 
misdemeanor revocation petitions filed in the superior courts still handling misdemeanors.   
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Specific Processes for Completion of the Judgeship Chart 
 

All caseload data was entered into a secure computer program.  The data on the Judgeship Super 
Table are computer generated.  All data was verified independently by Research staff.  All 
corrections to the data must be in writing and will be held in the files for two years. 
 
Letters of support are sent, primarily, to the Chairperson of the Judicial Council and are forwarded 
to the Director of the AOC.  Copies are submitted to Research staff for compiling reports and 
introductory comments.   
 
Contents of the Agenda 
 

Agenda Item Number 3 (Located Behind Tab 2) 
 

Consideration by the Judicial Council of Requests for Additional Superior Court Judgeships 
& Recommendations to the General Assembly and the Governor 

 
 A.  Page 2 Title: Memorandum Describing Judgeship Materials 

 B.  Page 6, Title: Judicial Council Policy for Judgeship & Circuit Boundary 
Studies - Description: Official policy of the Judicial Council governing the 
methodology applied in judgeship assessment process.  These policies have been in 
place since 1973 and are revised by the Judicial Council when circumstances 
require. al information to the reader.    

 C.    Title: Trial Court Caseload Report: A review of caseload data reports for all trial 
courts including State, Juvenile, Magistrate and Probate Court.  The caseload data 
is footnoted to provide addition 

    State Court (Page 13)  
    Juvenile Court (Page 15) 
    Probate Court (Page 20) 
    Magistrate Court (Page 30) 

 D.    CHARTS 

   Page 36, Title:  Judgeship Case Weight Needed to Qualify - Description:  The 
current case weights were approved by the Council on June 8, 2005.  Each circuit 
must have a weight equal to or greater than that presented on this table for the 
number of judges currently authorized.  For example: a circuit with 5 judges would 
need to have a weight of at least 6.60. 

 Page 37, Title:  Number of Judges and Details of the Circuit and Per Judge 
Weights - Description:  This table displays the weight needed to qualify for a 
recommendation for an additional judge by circuit and per judge.  Each value is 
paired with the actual weight generated from the calendar year 2005 data. 

Page 3



 

 

   Page 40, Title:  Superior Court Circuit Timeline – Description:  Displays the 
detailed history of newly created judgeships and new circuits by year.  This 
timeline assists Council members by displaying the information concerning the 
active judge vs. authorized positions. 

     Page 41, Title:  Circuits, Personnel, & Weighted Caseload - Description:  
Shows number current judgeships and presents the circuit weighted caseload 
computed from caseload data collected by or reported to the AOC from calendar 
year 2005.  Circuits requesting judgeship studies for presentation to the General 
Assembly in 2006 are highlighted in yellow.  In order to “qualify” for a 
recommendation, one of two conditions must be met.  The first condition requires 
a circuit to have a weight that is equal to or greater than the weight currently 
approved by the Judicial Council.  For example, if a circuit has three (3) judges it 
must have a weight equal to or greater than 4.02.  When this first condition is met 
the circuit is said to “qualify” and is eligible for recommendation to the General 
Assembly upon a simple majority of the votes cast by the Judicial Council.  
Second, if a circuit does not “qualify,” using the same definition presented in the 
first condition, it must receive a two-thirds majority of the votes cast by the 
Judicial Council to be recommended to the General Assembly. 

   Page 42, Title:  CY 2005 Criminal Filings by Rank & 5-year Percentage 
Change - Description:  Caseload figures in this table are ranked from high to low 
and permit the reader to determine the position of the requesting circuit for that 
value.  Each case type defined by the Judicial Council is displayed.  The increase or 
decrease in the case types are shown as percentages compared with the data from 
calendar year 2000. 

   Page 43, Title:  CY 2005 Circuit & Civil Filings by Rank & 5-year Percentage 
Change - Description:  These caseload figures are ranked from high to low and 
permit the reader to determine the relative position of the requesting circuit for that 
value.  Each case type, as defined by the Judicial Council, is displayed.  The 
increase or decrease in the number of cases for each case type is shown as 
percentages base on comparison with the data from calendar year 2000. 

   Page 44, Title:  Population- Description:  This data reflects the 2005 population 
estimate released on July 1, 2006 by the U.S. Census and the 2010 projections 
published by the Office of Planning and Budget. 

   Page 45, Title:  4 Factor Chart - Description:  This chart is not an official part 
of the studies conducted by the Judicial Council associated with Requests for 
Additional Superior Court Judgeships.  It was developed to highlight the objective 
criteria used during the formal Judicial Council Deliberations: see paragraphs 2 
and 3 on Page 2 of the Judicial Council Policy presented earlier in this 
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memorandum.  The purpose of the chart is to aid Judicial Council members in 
their personal deliberations regarding how they will vote.  Since, the case count 
methodology was revised, the factors with ranking and the sum of the ranks, have 
been limited to the numerical values for criminal, general civil, and domestic 
relations cases along with the estimated and projected population.  As in the past, 
the general meaning of the Weighted Caseload in Minutes per Judge will be 
explained during the staff presentation to the Judicial Council.   

E. Page 46, Sample Ballot (Qualifying) 

F. Page 47, Sample Ballot (Ranking) 

 F.  Page 48, Title:  Letters of Request and Comments from Invited Respondents 
-Description:  These letters are from circuits requesting new judgeships 
recommendations sent to the Judicial Council during the calendar year 2006. 
Letters received in the AOC, up to the time of the actual meeting, will be provided 
to Judicial Council members as supplemental items on the morning of the 
meeting. 

   Page 49:   Atlanta Judicial Circuit (20th Judge) 
   Page 56:   Atlantic Judicial Circuit (5th Judge) 
   Page 63:   Brunswick Judicial Circuit (5th Judge) 
   Page 69:   Cordele Judicial Circuit (3rd Judge) 
   Page 75:   Gwinnett Judicial Circuit (10th Judge) 
   Page 79:  Mountain Judicial Circuit (3rd Judge) 
   Page 86: Piedmont Judicial Circuit (4th Judge) 
   Page 95: Waycross Judicial Circuit (4th Judge) 

 F.  Title:  Carryover Circuit Requests and Comments - Description:  Judicial 
Council policy allows a circuit that has been recommended for an additional 
judgeship to the General Assembly to be presented for three (3) years.  This 
means that the circuit does not have to re-qualify for a recommendation unless 
the caseload decreases by more than 10%. 

     Alapaha Judicial Circuit (3rd Judge) 

     Cobb Judicial Circuit (10th Judge) 

  Page 100: Dublin Judicial Circuit (3rd Judge) 

   Page 105:   Enotah Judicial Circuit (3rd Judge) 

   Page 133:   Southern Judicial Circuit (6th Judge) 
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Judicial Council Policy for Judgeship and 
Circuit Boundary Studies* 

 
 
 

Initiation  
 
 Recommendations to the Governor and the General Assembly for judicial 
personnel allocations for the superior courts shall be made annually prior to the beginning 
of the regular session of the General Assembly.  Studies by the Administrative Office of 
the Courts of the need for judgeships or of the need for changes in circuit boundaries may 
be authorized by the Judicial Council upon the request of the governor, members of the 
General Assembly, or by a judge of the county or counties affected.  Such requests shall 
be submitted in writing by June 1, prior to the session of the General Assembly during 
which the judgeship or change in circuit boundaries is sought.  Any request received after 
June 1 shall not be considered until the following year year.  Any judge who intends to 
make a request for a study must notify the Judicial Council of any special circumstances 
or data of the courts involved in the request by June 1 so that these special circumstances 
may be investigated during the studies conducted by the Administrative Office of the 
Courts.  (Rev. 12/07/2005)  
 
Purpose  
 
 The Judicial Council seeks to achieve a balanced and equitable distribution of 
case load among the judges of the state to promote speedy and just dispositions of 
citizens' cases.  The Judicial Council recognizes that the addition of a judgeship is a 
matter of great gravity and substantial expense to the counties and the state and should be 
approached through careful inquiry and deliberate study before action is taken.  
(10/27/1981)  
 
Policy Statements   
 
 The Judicial Council will recommend the creation of additional judgeships or 
changes in circuit boundaries based only upon needs demonstrated through comparative 
“objective” studies.  The Judicial Council will not recommend the addition of a judgeship 
not requested by the circuit under study unless there is clear and convincing evidence that 
an additional judgeship is needed.  (10/27/1981)   
 
 As a matter of policy, the Judicial Council recommends that no new part-time 
judgeship be created.  Because of the advantages of multi-judge circuits, the Judicial 
Council generally will not recommend the creation of additional circuits.  (10/27/1981) 
 
 
 
* Reprinted and reformatted from the original published in Georgia Courts Journal. 
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Judgeships   
 
1. Part-time judgeships  
 
 As a general rule, part-time judgeships are not an effective method of handling 
judicial workload.  The disadvantages of part-time judgeships are many; a few specific 
ones are:  
 
 a. The cost of training a part-time judge is the same as that of training a full-time 
judge, but the benefits to the state or local government of training a part-time judge are 
only a fraction of those realized by training a full-time judge, since a part-time judge will 
hear only a fraction of the cases heard by a full-time judge receiving the same training.  
Additionally, part-time judges are generally not paid for the time they spend in 
continuing education.  This creates a financial disincentive for part-time judges to attend 
continuing education, whom might ordinarily spend time practicing law or conducting 
law or conducting other business.  (10/27/1981)  
 
 b. Conflicts of interest often arise in professional relationships for part-time 
judges.  It is often difficult for other attorneys to litigate against an attorney and have to 
appear before the same attorney, sitting as judge, the next day.  Additionally, cases in 
which part-time judges are disqualified usually arise in their own court, thus eliminating a 
large potential portion of their law practice.  (10/27/1981)  
 
2. Promotion of Multi-Judge Circuits 
 
 Multi-judge courts are more effective organizations for administrative purposes.  
Some specific advantages of multi-judge courts are:  
 
 a. Accommodation of judicial absences.  Multi- judge circuits allow better 
management in the absence of a judge from the circuit due to illness, disqualification, 
vacation, and the demands of I other responsibilities such as continuing legal education.  
(10/27/1981) 
 
 b. More efficient use of jurors.  Better use of jury manpower can be effected when 
two judges ho1d court simultaneously in the same county.  One judge in a multi-judge 
circuit may use the other judge's excess jurors for a trial of a second case rather than 
excusing them at an added expense to the county.  Present courtroom space in most 
counties may not permit two trials simultaneously; but such a practice, if implemented, 
may justify the building of a second smaller courtroom by the county affected, or the 
making of other arrangements.  (10/27/1981)  
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 c. Accommodation of problems of impartiality or disqualification.  A larger 
circuit with additional judges may permit hometown cases where acquaintances are 
involved to be considered by an out-of-town judge without the appearance that the local 
judge is avoiding responsibility.  (10/27/1981) 
 
 
 d. Improves court administration.  Multi-judge circuits tend to promote 
impartiality and uniformity of administrative practices and procedures by making court 
administration something more than the extension of a single judge's personality.  Multi-
judge circuits also permit economies in the deployment of auxiliary court personnel.  
(10/27/1981)  
 
 e. Expedites handling of cases.  Probably most important of all, under the 
arithmetic of calendar management, the judges of a multi-judge court can hand1e 
substantially more cases than an equal number of judges operating in separate courts.  
Besides the advantage of improved efficiency to be realized through the use of multi-
judge circuits, there are also a number of other reasons as to why this approach should be 
taken.  Under the existing law, a new judgeship may be created without the addition of 
another elected district attorney, although an assistant district attorney is added.  
However, when the circuit is divided and a new circuit thereby created, another elected 
district attorney is needed.  A second reason supporting the use of multi- judge circuits is 
that upon division of an existing circuit into two new ones, one new circuit may grow 
disproportionately to the other, or population or other factors suggesting division may 
diminish, thus negating the factors which initially led to the division and compounding 
future problems of adjustment.  (10/27/1981)  
 
Methodology 
 
1. Criteria for Superior Court Judgeship Requests 
 
 In establishing the need for additional superior court judgeships, the Judicial 
Council will consider weighted caseloads per judge for each circuit.  If the per judge 
weighted caseload meets the threshold standards established by the Council for 
consideration of an additional judgeship, additional criteria will be considered.  The 
threshold standard is a value set by the Judicial Council in open session.  (06/08/2005) 
   
 Additional criteria considered may include, but are not limited to, the following 
and are not necessarily in the order of importance as listed below: 
 a. Filings per judge 
 b. Growth rate of filings per judge 
 c. Open cases per judge 
 d. Case backlog per judge 
 e. Population served per judge  
 f. Population growth  
 g. Number and types of supporting courts  
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 h. Availability and use of senior judge assistance  
 i. Number of resident attorneys per judge  
 j. Responses to letters to legislators, county commissioners, presidents of local bar 
associations, district attorneys, and clerks of superior court asking for their input.  
(8/25/2000)  
 
 
2. Criteria for Studying Requests to Alter Circuit Boundaries 
 
 The criteria used by the Judicial Council in reviewing proposals to alter circuit 
boundaries will include the following criteria:  
 
 a. Weighted Caseload per Judge - After the proposed change in circuit boundaries, 
caseload should be more evenly distributed.  In addition, a proposed circuit's workload 
should not vary significantly from the statewide average weighted caseload per judge.  
(10/27/1981)  
 
 b. Caseload Growth Trends - Caseload growth trends should be examined so that 
an imbalance in growth rates when a circuit boundary is changed will not necessitate a 
reallocation of manpower or alteration of circuit boundaries again in the near future.  
Such continual shifts in circuit boundaries or manpower could be very unsettling and, 
thereby, significantly reduce judicial efficiency.  If a reliable caseload projection method 
is available, this technique will be used to determine future case filings; if one is not 
available, caseload growth rates, increases in the number of attorneys per capita and 
population projections will be analyzed.  The population per judge should be evenly 
divided among the geographical areas affected by the proposed circuit boundary change 
if a recommendation is to be made.  Secondly, population projections should be 
examined to insure that disparate population growth rates will not create a great 
imbalance in the population to be served by each judge within a short period of time from 
the date of the alteration of the circuit boundaries.  Lastly, the population per judge of the 
altered circuit should not be substantially different from the statewide average population 
per judge.  (10/27/1981)  
 
 c. Changes in Judicial Travel Time - Travel time diminish total judicial time 
available for case processing; therefore, travel time should not be significantly increased 
for judges in circuits affected by a change in circuit boundaries before such a change 
should be recommended.  Terms of court in and the number of times each county was 
visited on case-related business by the judges should be determined and these trips should 
be translated into travel time by using official distances between courthouses and road 
conditions determined by the Georgia Department of Public Safety.  (10/27/198])  
 
 d. Projected Changes in Cost to State and Local Government - Cost savings or 
additional expenditures required of local and state governing authorities should be 
determined.  Changes in cost for personnel, facilities, and travel should be considered.  A 
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recommendation for change should not be made unless additional expenditures required 
are minimal or balanced by equivalent cost savings.  (10/27/1981)  
 
 e. Characteristics of populace in areas of circuits sought to be separated, such as 
rural or urban.  (12/11/1981)  
 
 f. Operational policies of circuit as presently constituted as might involve 
inattention to smaller counties in circuit.  (12/11/1981)  
 
 g. Whether creation of new circuit would obviate necessity of one or two 
additional judges in parent circuit.  (12/1]/1981) 
  
 h. Travel and other expenses incident to serving smaller counties.  (12/11/1981)  
 
 i. Alleviation of case assignment problems in larger counties of circuit.  
(12/11/1981)  
 
 
 j. Population growth of counties of circuit which would reflect need for new 
circuit.  (12/11/1981)  
 
  
 k. Comparison population per judge in new circuit with standards approved by 
Judicial Council in recent years.  (12/11/1981) 
 
 1.  The Judicial Council will presume that a multi-judge circuit is preferred over a 
single-judge circuit.  (12/11/1981)  
 
 m. If a county is to be split off from the circuit of which it is a part, the 
possibilities of adding that county to another circuit should be exhausted prior to the 
council's recommending a single- judge circuit.  (12/11/1981)  
 
Judicial Council Deliberations  
 
1. Testimony 
 
 Judges, legislators, and others deemed appropriate by the chair shall be invited to 
make written remarks or present data regarding the need for judgeships or to alter circuit 
boundaries.  Any special circumstance or data of a circuit for which a request is to be 
made must be brought to the attention of the Judicial Council by a judge of the requesting 
circuit by June 1 of the year prior to the year of the legislative session  during which the 
judgeship or change in circuit boundaries will be considered.  The written testimony of 
the judges, legislators and other persons shall be reviewed and considered by the Judicial 
Council in their deliberations regarding judicial manpower.  Oral arguments will not be 
made.  (6/6/1984)  
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2. Final Deliberations 
 
 After all written presentations, the Judicial Council and key Administrative Office 
of the Courts staff, in open session, will discuss the merits of each request.  (6/6/1984)  
 
3. Staff Presentations 
 
 The Administrative Office of the Courts will present data evaluating the need to 
add judgeships or to alter circuit boundaries based on council approved criteria and will 
make staff recommendations.  (10/27/1981) 
 
 
4. Vote 
 
 After final deliberations, the Council will, in open session, approve or disapprove 
recommended changes in judicial manpower allocations.  Votes on such motions shall be 
by secret written ballot.  A two-thirds vote of the council membership present at the 
session will be required to override an unfavorable recommendation based on the criteria 
contained in these by-laws (policy).  After determining those circuits in which the council 
recommends an additional judgeship, the council will rank the recommendations based 
on need.  Any ranking ballot that does not rank each and every judgeship 
recommendation presented on the secret ballot shall not be counted.  (12/07/2005)  
 
 
5. Length of Recommendations 
 
 Upon a recommendation of an additional judgeship or to alter circuit boundaries 
for a judicial circuit by the council, the recommendation shall remain approved by the 
council for a period of three years, unless the caseload of that circuit changes by plus or 
minus ten percent.  (Rev. 12/13/1996)  
 
6. Disqualifications 
 
 Any council member in a circuit or county affected by a council recommendation 
shall be eligible to vote by secret ballot on motions affecting that circuit, but shall not be 
present or participate in the council's final deliberations regarding his or her circuit.  
(Rev. 6/6/1984)  
 
Dissemination of Recommendations  
 
1. Study of the Need for Additional Superior Court Judgeships  
 
 The Administrative Office of the Courts shall prepare a report, including data 
required by the council for their deliberations and council policy statement, on the 
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Judicial Council's recommendations as to the need for additional superior court 
judgeships.  Such report shall be distributed to the governor, members of the judiciary 
and special judiciary committees of the Senate and House, all superior court judges and 
other interested parties approved by the director of the Administrative Office of the 
Courts.  Additionally, the Administrative Office of the Courts shall prepare and distribute 
a press release summarizing the council's recommendations.  (10/27/1981)  
 
2. Special Studies of Judicial Manpower.  Including Alteration of Circuit 
Boundaries  
 
 a. The Administrative Office of the Courts shall prepare reports on the Judicial 
Council's recommendations for special studies, including reports on requests to alter 
circuit boundaries and for judgeships of courts other than the superior court and shall 
distribute them to the requestor, and, in the discretion of the director, to other interested 
parties.  (10/27/1981)  
 
 b. In preparing special reports, written remarks of judges, legislators, and others 
deemed appropriate by the chairperson shall be solicited by the Administrative Office of 
the Courts and considered by the Judicial Council.  (12/11/1986)  
 
Printed April 30, 2006 
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Juvenile Court Caseload 
(filings only)

   Calendar Year 2005  

County Delinquent Unruly
Termination of 
Parental Rights Deprived Traffic

Special 
Proceedings

Total 
Filings

Appling 101 44 0 80 9 0 234

Atkinson 23 16 0 19 12 0 70

Bacon 32 19 3 23 8 0 85

Baker 7 5 0 6 1 0 19

Baldwin 321 50 0 173 103 21 668

Banks 58 16 15 46 22 25 182

Barrow 371 137 24 331 67 22 952

Bartow 549 304 36 759 202 28 1,878

Ben Hill 301 60 0 26 17 7 411

Berrien 115 43 0 52 12 0 222

Bibb 2,350 497 58 1,969 167 40 5,081

Bleckley 52 36 0 24 6 0 118

Brantley 0 130 0 0 0 0 130

Brooks 91 70 4 54 9 19 247

Bryan 157 38 0 7 95 0 297

Bulloch 156 33 0 0 95 0 284

Burke 269 152 1 23 23 0 468

Butts 302 63 15 361 49 8 798

Calhoun 50 3 0 1 2 0 56

Camden 281 104 8 41 26 39 499

Candler 14 38 1 39 3 1 96

Carroll 809 279 21 443 151 23 1,726

Catoosa 409 171 11 170 181 56 998

Charlton 61 24 0 40 12 0 137

Chatham 2,656 547 27 665 636 145 4,676

Chattahoochee 10 4 0 3 10 5 32

Chattooga 79 35 4 66 47 39 270

Cherokee 695 312 23 463 444 66 2,003

Clarke 737 497 41 375 166 58 1,874

Clay 16 0 3 15 7 1 42

Clayton 3,452 494 34 1,101 289 238 5,608
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County Delinquent Unruly
Termination of 
Parental Rights Deprived Traffic

Special 
Proceedings

Total 
Filings

Clinch 52 21 2 7 2 43 127

Cobb 4,113 894 117 1,351 1,410 105 7,990

Coffee 0 552 0 0 0 0 552

Colquitt 277 81 21 153 68 5 605

Columbia 616 506 0 29 270 57 1,478

Cook 224 46 11 65 83 6 435

Coweta 610 143 32 427 214 10 1,436

Crawford 8 0 5 161 25 0 199

Crisp 259 111 3 176 29 20 598

Dade 55 25 2 40 35 2 159

Dawson 124 58 0 48 79 4 313

Decatur 219 13 5 89 43 3 372

DeKalb 8,362 1,676 118 2,142 933 646 13,877

Dodge 39 29 0 16 18 8 110

Dooly 54 33 0 52 15 0 154

Dougherty 1,091 246 15 184 107 54 1,697

Douglas 1,290 617 39 449 132 53 2,580

Early 158 17 1 11 10 3 200

Echols 11 6 3 8 11 0 39

Effingham 120 36 3 26 146 28 359

Elbert 235 0 0 46 34 2 317

Emanuel 63 20 0 33 1 0 117

Evans 70 43 7 37 5 6 168

Fannin 66 68 0 91 36 10 271

Fayette 773 280 3 482 480 6 2,024

Floyd 865 558 35 915 308 158 2,839

Forsyth 783 105 15 140 247 21 1,311

Franklin 0 0 0 0 0 269 269

Fulton 5,751 1,126 175 3,193 835 638 11,718

Gilmer 112 64 2 53 31 0 262

Glascock 11 12 3 6 4 0 36

Glynn 698 168 7 203 307 73 1,456

Gordon 302 214 17 504 151 0 1,188

Grady 153 8 1 102 21 88 373

Greene 122 57 2 38 42 0 261
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County Delinquent Unruly
Termination of 
Parental Rights Deprived Traffic

Special 
Proceedings

Total 
Filings

Gwinnett 5,538 1,470 80 2,630 1,384 201 11,303

Habersham 259 82 4 58 26 0 429

Hall 1,028 252 29 467 403 13 2,192

Hancock 17 12 2 31 0 1 63

Haralson 163 215 9 124 61 4 576

Harris 148 65 0 88 47 4 352

Hart 171 4 0 92 0 0 267

Heard 0 138 0 0 0 0 138

Henry 1,799 488 46 483 433 12 3,261

Houston 2,291 1,388 0 1,114 332 15 5,140

Irwin 23 4 0 30 18 1 76

Jackson 341 65 12 134 64 113 729

Jasper 91 33 0 21 10 5 160

Jeff Davis 131 46 3 54 33 3 270

Jenkins 48 21 3 20 9 1 102

Johnson 29 31 8 33 13 24 138

Jones 111 29 15 70 44 47 316

Lamar 163 30 14 180 12 25 424

Lanier 44 10 0 47 10 0 111

Laurens 321 280 20 295 171 4 1,091

Lee 149 19 7 34 69 16 294

Liberty 500 321 0 119 225 179 1,344

Lincoln 26 13 1 24 39 14 117

Long 0 196 0 0 0 0 196

Lowndes 122 933 26 226 191 522 2,020

Lumpkin 64 106 13 74 21 50 328

Macon 119 13 1 17 8 12 170

Madison 102 49 0 35 22 2 210

Marion 70 0 0 7 8 0 85

McDuffie 114 50 1 140 47 0 352

McIntosh 45 24 0 86 11 104 270

Meriwether 215 27 13 42 24 140 461

Miller 29 20 0 22 16 3 90

Mitchell 196 106 5 83 41 7 438

Monroe 186 166 3 109 33 2 499
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County Delinquent Unruly
Termination of 
Parental Rights Deprived Traffic

Special 
Proceedings

Total 
Filings

Montgomery 35 5 3 13 1 10 67

Morgan 105 20 5 18 53 3 204

Murray 254 124 36 336 125 116 991

Muscogee 2,479 909 0 1,048 226 124 4,786

Newton 1,190 326 11 257 128 115 2,027

Oconee 160 153 1 84 176 13 587

Oglethorpe 57 44 1 37 13 0 152

Paulding 818 273 12 590 167 9 1,869

Peach 82 13 8 29 44 113 289

Pickens 171 108 12 132 64 28 515

Pierce 90 52 0 14 22 0 178

Pike 79 9 9 79 31 73 280

Polk 234 108 13 390 77 17 839

Pulaski 29 4 0 25 4 7 69

Putnam 115 49 11 49 20 0 244

Quitman 8 5 0 9 0 0 22

Rabun 28 13 3 104 24 0 172

Randolph 82 6 0 12 13 0 113

Richmond 1,177 197 0 153 369 0 1,896

Rockdale 465 68 27 182 126 24 892

Schley 21 11 1 4 5 5 47

Screven 108 70 0 0 30 0 208

Seminole 116 19 3 115 18 0 271

Spalding 488 81 23 811 58 5 1,466

Stephens 357 80 5 59 25 0 526

Stewart 26 7 0 2 14 8 57

Sumter 450 127 10 61 50 68 766

Talbot 24 0 1 5 15 0 45

Taliaferro 6 4 1 11 10 0 32

Tattnall 309 0 2 31 28 1 371

Taylor 27 10 18 39 11 1 106

Telfair 57 10 0 18 13 2 100

Terrell 61 21 9 29 19 32 171

Thomas 328 40 9 126 134 3 640

Tift 365 74 0 87 155 0 681
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County Delinquent Unruly
Termination of 
Parental Rights Deprived Traffic

Special 
Proceedings

Total 
Filings

Toombs 237 13 6 122 17 3 398

Towns 5 6 2 31 4 0 48

Treutlen 0 74 0 0 0 0 74

Troup 826 185 0 354 148 19 1,532

Turner 31 18 0 9 21 2 81

Twiggs 153 0 0 17 0 0 170

Union 52 20 3 36 24 3 138

Upson 249 27 12 83 64 0 435

Walker 333 205 10 228 139 12 927

Walton 665 287 8 203 141 84 1,388

Ware 543 132 8 131 37 5 856

Warren 52 56 1 33 6 1 149

Washington 178 161 0 53 39 5 436

Wayne 263 104 0 51 47 0 465

Webster 9 2 0 2 2 6 21

Wheeler 17 11 0 11 1 4 44

White 101 62 3 132 25 6 329

Whitfield 912 350 32 543 402 509 2,748

Wilcox 68 15 1 15 3 0 102

Wilkes 22 5 0 86 15 1 129

Wilkinson 51 39 8 50 5 0 153

Worth 138 52 0 42 58 0 290

Grand Totals 72,169 23,624 1,616 32,832 16,294 6,120 152,655
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Probate Court Civil Caseload for Calendar Year 2005
County

Letters of 
Administration

Will Probate No Admin Year's 
Support

Guardianship Petitions Custodial Citations Misc Inventories Mental 
Health 

Habeas 
Corpus

Total   
Dockets

Marriage Firearms 

Appling 20 27 1 2 37 0 0 0 8 12 8 2 117 174 218

Atkinson 1 0 3 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 16 11

Bacon 6 30 0 4 25 2 0 0 7 9 4 0 87 98 100

Baker 3 0 9 0 2 3 0 0 0 0 2 4 0 20 24 30

Baldwin 52 92 4 13 96 8 0 0 49 122 160 0 596 364 401

Banks 12 34 0 5 55 1 0 2 5 23 11 0 148 106 205

Barrow 28 124 9 6 135 0 0 2 34 85 17 3 443 479 544

Bartow 103 163 4 18 126 10 0 0 46 2 67 0 539 831 948

Ben Hill 24 42 2 0 25 2 0 0 21 8 7 0 131 202 128

Berrien 22 49 0 2 15 0 6 2 1 0 8 0 105 177 191

Bibb 131 461 12 66 174 31 9 25 405 566 34 0 1,914 1,341 813

Bleckley 3 36 4 0 6 0 0 0 6 1 5 0 61 83 178

Brantley 24 34 0 12 30 2 0 0 6 4 0 0 112 139 159

Brooks 16 48 4 3 21 3 0 0 36 19 15 3 168 128 90

Bryan 39 52 1 9 94 2 3 0 12 5 9 0 226 182 292

Bulloch 40 146 9 4 106 8 0 0 150 39 60 0 562 548 316

Burke 22 50 4 9 5 0 0 1 1 11 0 0 103 173 188

Butts 10 38 1 6 32 1 0 0 13 14 6 0 121 147 238

Calhoun N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R

Camden 38 141 11 4 57 14 0 0 97 78 0 1 441 1,126 412

Candler 18 28 1 6 10 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 64 111 61

Carroll 90 262 7 17 235 22 0 3 130 144 55 0 965 751 952

Catoosa 37 106 7 4 41 0 0 0 27 0 0 0 222 1,744 561

Charlton N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R

Chatham 713 1,465 112 264 1,770 47 8 1,574 1,442 236 39 0 7,670 2,478 1,234

Chattahoochee 3 6 1 1 22 1 6 0 0 7 0 0 47 99 46

Chattooga 52 51 0 6 20 0 0 0 2 9 21 77 238 234 318

Cherokee 132 349 10 23 179 13 0 0 685 405 85 0 1,881 1,080 1,085

Clarke 56 292 5 19 87 6 0 0 105 36 31 0 637 1,049 517

Clay 4 12 2 0 2 0 0 0 2 12 0 0 34 21 43

Clayton 143 305 22 57 297 16 0 125 483 710 95 0 2,253 1,543 1,729

Clinch 6 18 0 2 2 0 0 0 22 14 0 0 64 68 41

Cobb 325 1,105 39 50 296 34 0 0 399 282 157 0 2,687 5,526 3,270

Licenses

Administrative Office of the Courts 
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Health 

Habeas 
Corpus
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Dockets

Marriage Firearms 
Licenses

Coffee 40 83 5 2 58 2 0 0 60 38 21 0 309 419 314

Colquitt 41 104 18 6 66 4 0 0 39 109 36 0 423 359 252

Columbia 3 25 105 6 45 63 5 0 0 11 13 0 0 273 516 567

Cook N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R

Coweta 67 261 15 27 161 18 0 5 113 291 25 0 983 812 988

Crawford 18 29 1 6 11 9 0 0 0 3 12 2 91 109 110

Crisp N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R

Dade 12 31 1 0 23 0 0 0 19 8 5 0 99 330 162

Dawson 14 40 3 4 27 3 0 0 16 1 0 0 108 130 266

Decatur 40 72 2 4 26 6 0 0 12 48 30 7 247 229 204

Dekalb 1,107 1,932 161 284 1,507 86 6 47 10,832 2,412 519 0 18,893 4,744 3,605

Dodge N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R

Dooly 3 7 22 7 6 5 0 0 0 1 5 3 0 56 61 62

Dougherty 131 235 4 15 267 20 0 8 109 100 215 0 1,104 841 581

Douglas 67 219 17 18 181 3 0 0 14 292 0 0 811 1,046 1,053

Early 7 25 4 2 19 2 0 0 13 1 12 20 105 108 117

Echols 0 2 1 0 11 0 0 0 6 0 2 0 22 77 40

Effingham 38 118 3 38 112 27 0 0 57 103 0 0 496 355 418

Elbert 18 58 4 12 38 2 0 1 14 10 22 0 179 169 183

Emanuel 21 67 9 2 23 4 0 0 73 20 29 0 248 222 249

Evans 12 29 1 1 12 3 0 4 18 9 4 0 93 102 125

Fannin 24 62 3 4 31 1 0 0 0 21 13 0 159 170 386

Fayette 42 196 5 24 114 10 0 0 44 210 14 0 659 710 987

Floyd 2 44 136 5 74 44 11 0 0 93 38 33 0 478 251 283

Forsyth 48 241 6 10 153 10 0 20 30 112 31 0 661 902 1,112

Franklin 37 69 2 6 55 0 0 0 35 10 0 0 214 113 209

Fulton 1,141 1,676 105 97 1,329 71 4 40 7,618 1,624 115 0 13,820 5,079 3,872

Gilmer 8 71 2 4 19 2 0 0 14 4 0 1 125 246 351

Glascock 5 8 0 0 10 0 0 0 1 3 2 0 29 19 33

Glynn 84 300 1 57 83 14 4 0 189 100 63 0 895 1,075 582

Gordon 38 103 13 4 44 0 0 0 13 20 6 0 241 490 380

Grady 35 79 5 1 19 4 0 0 34 20 35 0 232 220 148

Greene 19 56 4 1 31 1 0 0 10 11 6 0 139 121 116

Gwinnett 281 783 22 84 1,225 87 1 89 1,010 1,230 193 0 5,005 6,119 4,472

Habersham 35 119 4 8 35 3 0 0 18 18 19 0 259 293 337

Hall 76 369 10 29 204 22 0 0 110 214 50 0 1,084 1,178 987
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Hancock N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R

Haralson 38 94 1 9 55 5 0 0 36 21 32 0 291 234 346

Harris 16 74 4 7 38 2 0 0 30 0 9 0 180 220 277

Hart 17 80 4 7 32 5 0 16 43 30 21 0 255 159 291

Heard 10 28 2 8 17 0 0 0 1 16 11 5 98 97 139

Henry 80 270 11 43 499 11 12 5 117 718 39 0 1,805 1,406 1,548

Houston 83 248 8 19 158 23 7 13 334 320 79 0 1,292 989 1,013

Irwin 1 7 3 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 77 120

Jackson 45 103 7 14 118 14 0 0 24 56 28 0 409 378 556

Jasper 12 34 1 9 29 2 0 0 8 6 12 0 113 90 193

Jeff Davis 21 28 2 2 19 3 0 5 12 17 0 0 109 144 101

Jefferson 3 7 34 7 3 18 1 1 0 24 3 10 0 108 107 78

Jenkins 3 32 3 4 25 1 0 0 1 22 0 0 91 76 105

Johnson 7 27 0 1 17 5 0 0 1 0 5 1 64 47 95

Jones 23 69 0 10 57 0 0 0 82 45 10 0 296 163 270

Lamar 22 51 1 1 36 9 0 0 11 16 20 0 167 134 133

Lanier 3 13 4 0 22 2 0 0 6 5 2 0 57 107 80

Laurens 43 92 9 2 38 0 0 0 0 0 28 0 212 381 343

Lee 13 32 0 1 42 0 0 0 6 0 3 2 99 174 257

Liberty 119 136 6 15 383 5 1 2 6 120 21 0 814 644 247

Lincoln 9 23 1 2 16 0 0 0 5 1 5 0 62 42 69

Long 8 17 0 1 31 0 0 0 5 9 6 0 77 62 52

Lowndes 125 214 11 28 110 19 0 0 41 48 63 0 659 1,462 443

Lumpkin 24 53 1 2 66 3 0 0 53 23 18 0 243 264 287

Macon 7 20 0 2 3 1 0 3 12 3 6 0 57 83 101

Madison N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R

Marion 5 16 1 3 6 1 0 0 3 21 6 0 62 68 105

McDuffie 26 63 2 5 66 2 0 0 26 14 10 0 214 211 220

McIntosh 16 33 1 6 10 4 8 6 76 8 16 10 194 74 99

Meriwether 22 71 4 5 43 5 0 0 37 27 21 0 235 163 264

Miller 2 19 0 0 5 0 0 0 9 4 11 0 50 85 48

Mitchell 22 54 2 4 26 4 0 0 33 7 13 4 169 175 131

Monroe N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R

Montgomery 7 19 2 0 7 1 0 0 4 0 0 0 40 63 87

Morgan 8 44 7 6 46 1 0 0 15 4 5 0 136 116 103

Murray 34 70 2 3 29 1 0 0 16 0 0 0 155 456 383
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Muscogee 169 512 5 72 101 37 0 0 90 114 180 0 1,280 1,552 872

Newton N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R

Oconee N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R

Oglethorpe 13 43 0 0 32 0 0 1 4 62 7 0 162 80 265

Paulding 61 170 17 12 96 10 2 1 68 131 31 0 599 863 997

Peach N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R

Pickens 1 5 19 1 1 11 1 1 0 0 0 5 0 44 58 60

Pierce N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R

Pike 17 39 0 11 28 0 0 0 0 5 6 0 106 148 262

Polk 60 128 2 6 69 3 0 0 72 20 36 0 396 335 333

Pulaski 13 25 6 1 13 0 0 0 13 0 0 0 71 56 87

Putnam 24 62 1 8 44 4 2 1 25 82 46 0 299 154 288

Quitman 0 5 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 9 13 24

Rabun 12 62 5 3 35 4 0 3 39 77 23 1 264 131 265

Randolph 7 20 1 0 13 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 47 63 76

Richmond 220 425 32 146 149 25 0 38 192 258 87 0 1,572 1,554 907

Rockdale 72 196 8 24 198 0 0 0 178 0 4 0 680 674 780

Schley 3 8 13 0 0 9 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 33 23 17

Screven 27 41 4 6 29 4 9 0 3 15 5 0 143 119 92

Seminole 9 40 8 2 0 1 0 0 0 8 0 0 68 148 102

Spalding 67 162 4 30 104 14 0 0 85 78 25 0 569 510 607

Stephens 29 101 5 6 25 3 0 0 44 18 23 0 254 209 295

Stewart 4 12 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 21 29 59

Sumter 26 89 14 5 37 2 0 2 26 26 14 0 241 263 242

Talbot 14 19 1 0 6 0 0 0 0 3 0 2 45 39 65

Taliaferro 3 6 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 13 4 21

Tattnall 25 65 2 5 33 6 0 0 30 10 15 0 191 173 152

Taylor 3 14 22 0 1 12 0 4 0 3 2 23 0 81 46 87

Telfair 15 33 1 2 16 1 0 7 14 7 4 0 100 119 107

Terrell 15 19 1 0 4 0 2 0 5 2 10 4 62 68 115

Thomas 38 117 3 6 30 8 0 0 47 35 474 0 758 523 250

Tift N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R

Toombs 32 64 8 1 44 6 0 0 11 33 40 0 239 299 260

Towns 18 41 1 5 18 3 0 0 28 2 5 0 121 61 146

Treutlen 5 10 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 31 59 44

Troup 49 196 19 30 96 17 0 2 50 56 93 0 608 541 520
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Turner 3 18 1 0 5 1 0 0 14 30 19 0 91 64 58

Twiggs 17 22 1 3 16 0 0 0 6 3 3 6 77 61 119

Union 16 65 1 1 34 3 0 0 23 20 0 5 168 167 328

Upson 83 127 9 8 27 6 0 0 14 14 16 0 304 225 207

Walker 60 179 8 7 87 5 0 0 33 72 28 0 479 281 481

Walton 53 195 12 17 146 13 0 12 35 49 44 7 583 468 799

Ware 22 97 12 9 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 195 459 301

Warren 20 22 1 0 7 1 3 0 0 7 2 2 65 29 51

Washington 15 55 1 1 21 1 0 7 9 0 17 0 127 171 196

Wayne N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R

Webster 2 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 8 15

Wheeler 11 19 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 36 47 21

White 23 63 9 4 27 11 0 0 1 8 19 0 165 321 222

Whitfield 91 207 6 0 64 10 0 0 141 112 35 0 666 410 553

Wilcox N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R

Wilkes 17 43 1 4 39 2 0 0 51 17 14 0 188 70 116

Wilkinson 13 23 1 1 21 0 0 0 1 7 12 0 79 51 95

Worth 17 81 2 2 70 0 0 2 37 19 6 0 236 173 237

Totals 8,161 19,421 1,046 2,152 13,962 992 99 2,074 27,295 12,923 4,309 165 92,599 69,527 59,650

This report contains only the courts who have reported at least one quarter. 
* 1 One quarter reported *2 Two quarters reported  *3 Three quarters reported
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Magistrate Court Civil Caseload for Calendar Year 2005

 
Filings

County Filed Non-Trial Trial Filed Non-Trial Trial Filed Non-Trial Trial Filed Non-Trial Trial
Appling 901 817 84 96 64 32 53 53 0 40 35 5 1,058
Atkinson 277 125 12 49 20 2 57 37 0 3 0 0 357
Bacon 439 394 45 82 58 24 158 158 0 12 11 1 667
Baker 3 97 69 1 18 1 0 4 1 0 1 0 0 103
Baldwin 2,200 1,625 252 633 425 188 1,209 0 2 44 27 13 3,878
Banks 214 176 8 137 125 11 51 50 1 10 8 2 400
Barrow 945 766 179 1,282 1,241 41 215 203 12 155 151 4 2,556
Bartow 1,884 438 99 2,133 1,590 342 415 31 5 83 52 2 3,972
Ben Hill 907 854 56 405 175 35 503 462 8 22 15 2 1,607
Berrien 524 237 65 159 72 18 185 51 0 6 2 2 787
Bibb 3,924 5,501 339 3,795 4,507 456 2,631 2,446 21 159 70 20 11,221
Bleckley 602 571 31 54 51 3 36 36 0 20 19 1 709
Brantley 357 180 45 113 56 45 41 19 0 20 6 8 474
Brooks 574 551 23 123 116 7 73 73 0 6 6 0 769
Bryan 3 229 143 86 155 114 41 44 44 0 7 5 2 394
Bulloch 1,253 1,090 163 1,855 1,575 280 520 509 11 50 40 10 3,398
Burke 3 618 88 0 250 12 0 124 56 0 47 2 0 801
Butts 514 221 80 434 225 137 145 29 0 137 128 0 1,021
Calhoun N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R
Camden 763 626 137 817 712 105 262 256 6 78 73 5 1,815
Candler 3 316 71 33 76 57 1 100 0 0 23 0 0 496
Carroll 2,510 2,043 467 1,900 1,296 604 523 516 7 88 62 26 4,417
Catoosa 730 244 59 1,202 884 176 143 143 0 37 37 0 1,794
Charlton 205 201 7 73 68 3 90 90 0 49 17 0 412
Chatham 5,708 7,538 862 7,969 6,222 1,262 1,629 1,862 10 68 54 6 13,627
Chattahoochee 33 15 0 36 28 6 8 0 0 85 85 0 154
Chattooga 413 131 34 248 174 68 93 42 1 4 0 1 684
Cherokee 1,950 117 635 2,825 1,213 664 277 61 4 57 8 12 3,497
Clarke 3,705 1,314 665 2,264 1,117 592 855 500 16 251 83 115 5,928
Clay 44 33 9 16 17 4 7 4 0 3 3 0 71
Clayton 4,235 1,798 278 17,425 12,307 252 405 274 0 260 77 7 17,207
Clinch 213 165 53 35 17 18 75 75 0 16 16 0 321
Cobb 5,698 2,775 66 5,772 3,720 4 1,099 0 0 5,023 4,923 0 15,540
Coffee 3 1,909 1,330 91 365 312 26 705 585 0 39 21 3 2,965
Colquitt 1,890 20 222 593 5 78 558 0 35 93 8 83 2,546
Columbia 1,234 473 359 952 871 59 283 157 3 99 3 4 2,487
Cook 2 340 137 19 101 41 7 57 2 1 9 2 3 447
Coweta 2,833 2,356 340 2,942 3,205 429 715 379 6 141 149 6 6,894
Crawford 

3 248 103 32 67 44 6 13 7 3 8 3 1 313
Crisp 1,086 617 158 612 475 36 453 313 12 109 84 7 2,123
Dade 197 108 38 53 17 10 18 12 0 37 0 1 269
Dawson 376 113 124 271 127 55 27 4 0 11 4 1 541
Decatur 925 828 97 343 338 4 554 552 2 38 38 0 1,855
Dekalb 8,207 3,229 1,683 1,738 0 0 1 0 0 5,608 0 0 13,816
Dodge 677 177 57 85 0 33 239 146 0 38 0 0 954
Dooly 553 195 4 68 17 2 247 44 1 6 2 1 823
Dougherty 4,430 2,640 752 5,819 3,326 1,443 1,931 1,629 22 354 247 44 10,041
Douglas 1,873 1,482 140 4,138 3,914 100 230 142 0 137 182 1 6,154
Early 409 343 66 101 88 13 83 83 0 19 17 2 599
Echols 39 6 3 15 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 43
Effingham 583 333 132 294 223 71 54 0 0 26 21 5 886
Elbert 608 451 44 237 89 16 202 58 0 108 59 3 1,007
Emanuel 831 0 17 274 103 107 377 0 0 36 0 36 1,347
Evans 340 305 35 97 71 26 254 196 1 24 16 8 689
Fannin 497 434 63 126 92 34 35 31 4 19 19 0 643
Fayette 772 611 111 1,133 957 141 218 189 0 215 186 0 2,162
Floyd 1,325 1,068 91 2,255 2,175 91 434 1,321 15 70 58 3 4,004
Forsyth 1,026 112 474 864 239 431 288 276 241 9 12 0 1,562
Franklin 454 205 2 151 95 21 132 14 0 4 3 0 685
Fulton 2 5,366 0 2,871 24,474 0 8,361 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,366
Gilmer 626 364 66 223 113 71 141 77 1 1 1 0 881
Glascock 56 37 16 18 10 8 2 2 0 2 2 0 70
Glynn 3 2,741 1,130 1,611 2,900 1,983 717 1,161 1,025 4 106 78 28 5,991
Gordon 858 281 111 883 371 255 323 158 4 44 30 4 1,596
Grady 1,176 848 104 259 181 23 281 242 2 45 29 2 1,683
Greene 369 140 117 164 107 49 209 192 9 8 6 2 693

Disposed by: Disposed by: Disposed by: Disposed by:
Claims

Dispossessories and Distress 
Warrants Garnishments

Forclosures and 
Attachment

Administrative Office of the Courts
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Magistrate Court Civil Caseload for Calendar Year 2005

 
Filings

County Filed Non-Trial Trial Filed Non-Trial Trial Filed Non-Trial Trial Filed Non-Trial Trial
Disposed by: Disposed by: Disposed by: Disposed by:

Claims
Dispossessories and Distress 

Warrants Garnishments
Forclosures and 

Attachment

Gwinnett 10,263 3,938 5,749 20,024 14,133 4,082 3,838 2,512 31 3,300 3,262 94 31,534
Habersham 576 96 48 235 27 37 186 11 2 12 1 0 801
Hall 2,602 1,983 1,048 2,797 2,564 703 707 207 19 286 289 25 6,159
Hancock 446 330 61 24 22 2 139 139 0 12 11 1 619
Haralson 516 160 117 395 104 149 87 54 19 8 6 0 715
Harris 336 158 110 119 82 39 89 18 0 7 6 1 514
Hart 769 594 106 231 214 17 118 118 0 27 25 2 1,128
Heard 220 167 65 131 60 73 23 32 0 8 5 2 311
Henry 2,455 1,821 206 4,190 1,791 112 330 35 1 298 0 0 4,874
Houston 2,533 1,882 490 2,094 1,842 375 864 793 3 234 250 17 5,473
Irwin 281 250 31 98 97 1 74 72 2 12 12 0 464
Jackson 813 1,029 197 701 789 21 180 157 1 494 291 163 2,276
Jasper 481 308 34 143 72 44 121 33 0 27 10 7 701
Jeff Davis 643 582 111 142 120 28 186 186 0 12 10 2 961
Jefferson 695 644 51 128 128 0 207 207 0 53 53 0 1,083
Jenkins 256 232 24 37 34 3 107 107 0 8 8 0 405
Johnson 270 230 33 73 34 5 73 10 0 14 3 1 391
Jones 650 391 159 242 159 47 99 85 0 3 3 0 911
Lamar 429 77 11 270 0 0 122 0 0 19 0 0 570
Lanier 257 89 14 115 44 2 35 18 1 5 0 0 341
Laurens 1,668 1,379 289 823 671 152 687 666 21 86 53 33 3,112
Lee 690 731 71 432 240 90 199 108 0 27 21 3 1,156
Liberty 1,151 803 209 999 421 94 359 61 2 182 130 35 2,113
Lincoln 136 129 7 31 26 3 18 21 0 1 49 1 181
Long 412 0 0 150 0 0 26 0 0 12 0 0 450
Lowndes 3,128 1,964 299 2,640 1,049 164 1,344 1,274 12 341 341 0 5,862
Lumpkin 565 270 226 246 226 171 76 45 0 17 15 14 884
Macon 640 879 57 259 375 18 189 544 0 34 53 1 1,238
Madison 528 292 177 280 127 133 65 60 3 20 18 1 740
Marion 196 94 13 61 31 5 74 14 0 8 3 1 309
McDuffie 578 158 83 401 176 21 163 175 59 0 0 0 917
McIntosh 272 178 42 145 57 52 65 33 0 15 5 6 409
Meriwether 609 454 82 287 210 70 132 128 4 77 66 5 N/R
Miller 184 108 35 48 20 1 26 15 0 10 3 2 240
Mitchell 1,176 230 72 422 6 17 610 2 1 44 0 1 1,836
Monroe 634 288 110 189 179 18 158 154 4 36 36 0 1,007
Montgomery 327 26 0 72 6 0 54 5 0 8 0 0 395
Morgan 450 276 64 190 132 55 248 110 0 31 18 5 861
Murray N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R
Muscogee 3 1,289 277 146 212 45 21 551 20 0 164 0 0 2,049
Newton 1,959 1,902 110 2,524 3,290 192 497 329 2 61 51 5 5,807
Oconee N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R
Oglethorpe 304 235 29 93 66 27 28 27 1 87 85 2 485
Paulding 1,197 1,066 53 1,517 1,299 49 83 45 0 46 65 1 2,625
Peach 920 518 208 433 235 149 266 54 6 208 54 1 1,629
Pickens 441 197 44 337 183 19 85 8 0 11 2 2 720
Pierce 425 24 10 163 33 10 77 7 0 35 1 1 570
Pike 1 78 11 3 38 6 7 9 1 0 3 0 1 96
Polk 1,347 258 125 722 152 88 154 0 3 100 18 19 1,753
Pulaski 267 148 6 72 44 1 92 44 1 4 3 0 407
Putnam 902 408 124 206 96 26 328 62 0 18 2 0 1,344
Quitman 32 24 0 9 9 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 44
Rabun 381 162 105 71 27 37 116 44 0 3 0 1 527
Randolph 246 187 14 67 66 1 65 65 0 3 2 1 380
Richmond 5,951 4,598 1,188 5,838 4,171 674 1,444 917 11 322 0 0 11,888
Rockdale 1,964 1,515 479 2,701 2,157 918 314 284 17 40 61 46 4,475
Schley 229 180 18 19 13 6 45 13 1 5 5 0 292
Screven 484 212 49 159 73 35 118 77 0 28 14 1 703
Seminole 221 109 112 43 23 21 35 35 0 0 0 0 279
Spalding 1,447 1,900 514 3,063 3,125 479 377 368 8 186 98 32 5,135
Stephens 1 111 0 0 77 0 0 40 0 0 0 0 0 151
Stewart 126 116 5 29 14 3 14 7 1 1 1 0 155
Sumter 2,315 3,040 98 702 611 38 698 357 0 145 112 5 3,769
Talbot 123 115 8 21 21 0 17 17 0 6 6 0 167
Taliaferro 65 43 4 18 12 0 4 3 0 1 1 0 82
Tattnall 531 497 34 53 17 42 61 45 16 49 28 21 658
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Magistrate Court Civil Caseload for Calendar Year 2005

 
Filings

County Filed Non-Trial Trial Filed Non-Trial Trial Filed Non-Trial Trial Filed Non-Trial Trial
Disposed by: Disposed by: Disposed by: Disposed by:

Claims
Dispossessories and Distress 

Warrants Garnishments
Forclosures and 

Attachment

Taylor 3 142 126 16 49 46 3 56 55 1 1 1 0 245
Telfair 553 421 34 78 46 2 234 192 0 27 16 1 860
Terrell 368 0 0 142 0 0 85 0 0 24 0 0 477
Thomas 2,326 1,689 229 761 0 114 943 0 3 10 0 2 3,279
Tift 1,449 1,294 155 1,021 898 123 780 777 3 93 12 81 3,220
Toombs 1,244 406 24 551 267 8 580 247 1 68 28 5 2,159
Towns 89 36 19 49 20 9 14 5 0 1 1 0 124
Treutlen 3 243 14 0 31 1 0 38 1 0 11 0 0 293
Troup 2,543 1,772 273 2,578 1,798 150 873 385 11 219 195 13 5,433
Turner 251 163 40 98 98 0 100 82 0 15 9 0 464
Twiggs 246 66 23 65 29 9 28 7 0 13 5 2 316
Union 241 12 2 96 3 2 76 6 0 3 1 0 323
Upson 715 444 61 402 349 37 287 63 0 23 20 1 1,374
Walker 261 0 0 996 0 0 181 0 0 0 0 0 442
Walton 1,211 1,029 182 1,807 1,635 172 339 336 3 123 119 4 3,308
Ware 985 889 96 738 671 67 375 422 3 76 66 10 2,107
Warren 145 80 7 78 0 0 52 0 0 4 1 1 201
Washington 996 709 27 152 89 3 381 43 1 75 38 26 1,541
Wayne 778 278 210 359 87 100 299 85 1 38 15 0 1,202
Webster 3 172 98 3 11 11 1 7 4 0 2 1 1 192
Wheeler 192 103 6 41 19 0 98 44 0 9 3 0 318
White 414 373 34 336 315 23 66 68 0 41 35 8 836
Whitfield 2,410 2,323 387 1,702 1,370 332 1,730 1,716 14 0 0 0 5,510
Wilcox 355 235 10 31 12 3 91 43 0 6 0 1 464
Wilkes 363 222 51 41 39 0 103 51 0 7 7 0 512
Wilkinson 296 277 19 57 51 6 91 91 0 8 6 2 446
Worth 1 240 0 0 60 0 0 32 0 0 8 0 0 280
Totals 169,254 105,414 30,818 176,427 107,760 28,955 47,793 31,679 763 22,548 13,539 1,212 346,327

*1 First quarters reported  *2 Second quarters reported   *3 Third quarter reported
* N/R - Not Reported

* This Report contains only the courts who have reported at least one  quarter.
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Judgeship Table 
Judgeship Case Weight Needed to Qualify

Number Value
of to

Judges Qualify

2 2.700
3 4.020
4 5.320
5 6.600
6 7.860
7 9.100
8 10.320
9 11.520

10 12.700
11 13.860
12 15.000
13 16.120
14 17.220
15 18.300
16 19.360
17 20.400
18 21.420
19 22.420
20 23.400
21 24.360
22 25.300
23 26.220
24 27.120
25 28.000

Judicial Council of Georgia Policy
Effective June 8, 2005
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Judgeship Table  
Number of Judges and  

Details of the Circuit and Per Judge Weights
Circuit Per Judge  

Number Weight Weight
of To  Actual To  Actual

Circuit Judges
Alapaha 2 2.70 2.67 1.35 1.335
Bell-Forsyth 2 2.70 2.31 1.35 1.155
Blue Ridge 2 2.70 3.72 1.35 1.860
Cordele 2 2.70 2.98 1.35 1.490
Dublin 2 2.70 3.49 1.35 1.745
Enotah 2 2.70 3.21 1.35 1.605
Houston 2 2.70 4.14 1.35 2.070
Middle 2 2.70 2.04 1.35 1.020
Mountain 2 2.70 2.62 1.35 1.310
Oconee 2 2.70 2.77 1.35 1.385
Pataula 2 2.70 2.34 1.35 1.170
Paulding 2 2.70 3.03 1.35 1.515
Rockdale 2 2.70 1.81 1.35 0.905
South Georgia 2 2.70 2.15 1.35 1.075
Tallapoosa 2 2.70 3.14 1.35 1.570
Tifton 2 2.70 3.53 1.35 1.765
Toombs 2 2.70 2.35 1.35 1.175
Towaliga 2 2.70 2.84 1.35 1.420
Appalachian 3 4.02 3.39 1.34 1.130
Dougherty 3 4.02 3.55 1.34 1.183
Douglas 3 4.02 4.41 1.34 1.470
Flint 3 4.02 3.65 1.34 1.217
Northern 3 4.02 4.25 1.34 1.417
Ogeechee 3 4.02 3.50 1.34 1.167
Piedmont 3 4.02 3.83 1.34 1.277
Southwestern 3 4.02 2.80 1.34 0.933
Waycross 3 4.02 3.68 1.34 1.227
Western 3 4.02 3.88 1.34 1.293
Alcovy 4 5.32 6.09 1.33 1.523
Atlantic 4 5.32 3.88 1.33 0.970
Brunswick 4 5.32 5.46 1.33 1.365
Cherokee 4 5.32 5.19 1.33 1.298
Clayton 4 5.32 4.62 1.33 1.155
Conasauga 4 5.32 5.45 1.33 1.363
Griffin 4 5.32 4.82 1.33 1.205
Lookout Mountain 4 5.32 4.66 1.33 1.165
Northeastern 4 5.32 5.20 1.33 1.300
Rome 4 5.32 4.98 1.33 1.245
Coweta 5 6.60 6.83 1.32 1.366
Macon 5 6.60 2.94 1.32 0.588
Ocmulgee 5 6.60 6.25 1.32 1.250
Southern 5 6.60 7.21 1.32 1.442
Chattahoochee 6 7.86 5.71 1.31 0.952
Eastern 6 7.86 5.67 1.31 0.945
Augusta 8 10.32 6.99 1.29 0.874
Cobb 9 11.52 12.51 1.28 1.390
Gwinnett 9 11.52 12.36 1.28 1.373
Stone Mountain 10 12.70 11.79 1.27 1.179
Atlanta 19 22.42 21.25 1.18 1.118
Color Code: New Judgeship Request

Carryover
Qualified but Not Requested

2005Qualify2005Qualify

Administrative Office of the Courts
Research
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Table:
Number of Judges, Circuit Weight Details, and Per Judge Weight Details

Circuit Per Judge
Number Weight  Actual Weight Actual

of To  # 2005 To 2005
Circuit Judges Qualify  Weight Difference Qualify Weight Difference

Alapaha 2 2.70 2.67 -0.03 1.35 1.333 -0.017
Alcovy 4 5.32 6.09 0.77 1.33 1.521 0.191
Appalachian 3 2.70 3.39 0.69 0.90 1.130 0.230
Atlanta 19 22.42 21.25 -1.17 1.18 1.119 -0.061
Atlantic 4 5.32 3.88 -1.44 1.33 0.971 -0.359
Augusta 8 10.32 6.99 -3.33 1.29 0.874 -0.416
Bell-Forsyth 2 2.70 2.31 -0.39 1.35 1.157 -0.193
Blue Ridge 2 2.70 3.72 1.02 1.35 1.859 0.509
Brunswick 4 5.32 5.46 0.14 1.33 1.365 0.035
Chattahoochee 6 6.60 5.71 -0.89 1.10 0.951 -0.149
Cherokee 4 4.02 5.19 1.17 1.01 1.297 0.292
Clayton 4 5.32 4.62 -0.70 1.33 1.155 -0.175
Cobb 9 11.52 12.51 0.99 1.28 1.390 0.110
Conasauga 4 5.32 5.45 0.13 1.33 1.361 0.031
Cordele 2 2.70 2.98 0.28 1.35 1.490 0.140
Coweta 5 6.60 6.83 0.23 1.32 1.366 0.046
Dougherty 3 4.02 3.55 -0.47 1.34 1.182 -0.158
Douglas 3 4.02 4.41 0.39 1.34 1.469 0.129
Dublin 2 2.70 3.49 0.79 1.35 1.747 0.397
Eastern 6 6.60 5.67 -0.93 1.10 0.945 -0.155
Enotah 2 2.70 3.21 0.51 1.35 1.605 0.255
Flint 3 2.70 3.65 0.95 0.90 1.217 0.317
Griffin 4 5.32 4.93 -0.39 1.33 1.232 -0.098

Administrative Office of the Courts
Research Division
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Circuit Per Judge
Number Weight  Actual Weight Actual

of To  # 2005 To 2005
Circuit Judges Qualify  Weight Difference Qualify Weight Difference
Gwinnett 9 11.52 12.36 0.84 1.28 1.374 0.094
Houston 2 2.70 4.14 1.44 1.35 2.072 0.722
Lookout Mountain 4 5.32 4.66 -0.66 1.33 1.164 -0.166
Macon 5 6.60 2.94 -3.66 1.32 0.587 -0.733
Middle 2 2.70 2.04 -0.66 1.35 1.019 -0.331
Mountain 2 2.70 2.62 -0.08 1.35 1.311 -0.039
Northeastern 4 5.32 5.20 -0.12 1.33 1.300 -0.030
Northern 3 4.02 4.25 0.23 1.34 1.415 0.075
Ocmulgee 5 6.60 6.25 -0.35 1.32 1.250 -0.070
Oconee 2 2.70 2.77 0.07 1.35 1.386 0.036
Ogeechee 3 4.02 3.50 -0.52 1.34 1.168 -0.172
Pataula 2 2.70 2.34 -0.36 1.35 1.170 -0.180
Paulding 2 2.70 3.03 0.33 1.35 1.517 0.167
Piedmont 3 4.02 3.83 -0.19 1.34 1.278 -0.062
Rockdale 2 2.70 1.81 -0.89 1.35 0.907 -0.443
Rome 4 5.32 4.98 -0.34 1.33 1.245 -0.085
South Georgia 2 2.70 2.15 -0.55 1.35 1.077 -0.273
Southern 5 6.60 7.21 0.61 1.32 1.442 0.122
Southwestern 3 4.02 2.80 -1.22 1.34 0.934 -0.406
Stone Mountain 10 12.70 11.79 -0.91 1.27 1.179 -0.091
Tallapoosa 2 2.70 3.14 0.44 1.35 1.568 0.218
Tifton 2 2.70 3.53 0.83 1.35 1.765 0.415
Toombs 2 2.70 2.35 -0.35 1.35 1.177 -0.173
Towaliga 2 2.70 2.84 0.14 1.35 1.420 0.070
Waycross 3 4.02 3.68 -0.34 1.34 1.227 -0.113
Western 3 4.02 3.88 -0.14 1.34 1.292 -0.048

Administrative Office of the Courts
Research Division
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Superior Court Circuit Judgeship Timeline: 1990 - 2006

Circuit 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Alapaha 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Alcovy (created 1972) 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 4 4
Appalachian (created1983) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3
Atlanta 14 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 17 17 18 18 19 19 19 19 19
Atlantic 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Augusta 6 6 6 6 6 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 8 8 8 8 8
Bell-Forsyth (created 1998) 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Blue Ridge 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Brunswick 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Chattahoochee 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 6 6 6 6 6 6 6
Cherokee 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4
Clayton 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Cobb 7 7 7 7 7 8 8 8 8 8 9 9 9 9 9 9 9
Conasauga 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Cordele 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Coweta 4 4 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Dougherty 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Douglas (created 1983) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Dublin 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Eastern 5 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6
Enotah (created 1992) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Flint 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3
Griffin 3 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Gwinnett 5 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 7 7 7 7 8 8 8 8 9
Houston (created 1971) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Lookout Mountain 3 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Macon 4 4 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Middle 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mountain 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Northeastern 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Northern 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Ocmulgee 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Oconee 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Ogeechee 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Pataula 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Paulding (created 2002) 2 2 2 2 2
Piedmont 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Rockdale (created 1983) 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Rome 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 4 4 4
South Georgia 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Southern 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5
Southwestern 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Stone Mountain 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
Tallapoosa 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 3 2 2 2 2
Tifton 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Toombs 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Towaliga (created 1999) 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Waycross 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Western 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Total 148 153 159 159 159 169 169 169 175 176 183 184 189 188 188 188 193
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Circuit Counties

Superior Court
Judge Positions

(Current)

State Court
Judge Positions

(Current)

Juvenile Court
Judges and
Associate

Judges

Probate Court
Judges

hearing traffic 
cases

CY05  
Weighted
Caseload

Alapaha 5 2 1 2 4 2.67
Alcovy 2 4 0 3 2 6.09
Appalachian 3 3 0 4 3 3.39
Atlanta 1 19 10 8 0 21.25
Atlantic 6 4 6 3 0 3.88
Augusta 3 8 4 4 1 6.99
Bell-Forsyth 1 2 2 2 0 2.31
Blue Ridge 1 2 2 2 0 3.72
Brunswick 5 4 4 6 1 5.46
Chattahoochee 6 6 2 3 5 5.71
Cherokee 2 4 0 2 2 5.19
Clayton 1 4 4 3 0 4.62
Cobb 1 9 11 4 0 12.51
Conasauga 2 4 0 2 2 5.45
Cordele 4 2 0 1 4 2.98
Coweta 5 5 4 4 2 6.83
Dougherty 1 3 1 2 0 3.55
Douglas 1 3 1 3 0 4.41
Dublin 4 2 1 2 3 3.50
Eastern 1 6 3 3 0 5.67
Enotah 4 2 0 2 4 3.21
Flint 1 3 3 3 0 3.65
Griffin 4 4 2 3 2 4.93
Gwinnett 1 9 6 6 0 12.36
Houston 1 2 1 2 0 4.14
Lookout Mountain 4 4 2 4 2 4.66
Macon 3 5 1 3 2 2.94
Middle 5 2 5 2 0 2.04
Mountain 3 2 2 1 1 2.62
Northeastern 2 4 2 2 1 5.20
Northern 5 3 1 2 4 4.25
Ocmulgee 8 5 2 1 6 6.25
Oconee 6 2 0 2 6 2.77
Ogeechee 4 3 4 0 0 3.50
Pataula 7 2 2 2 5 2.34
Paulding 1 2 0 2 1 3.03
Piedmont 3 3 1 1 2 3.83
Rockdale 1 2 1 1 0 1.81
Rome 1 4 0 2 1 4.98
South Georgia 5 2 3 2 2 2.15
Southern 5 5 4 6 1 7.21
Southwestern 6 3 1 1 5 2.80
Stone Mountain 1 10 7 6 0 11.79
Tallapoosa 2 2 0 3 2 3.14
Tifton 4 2 3 1 1 3.53
Toombs 6 2 0 1 6 2.35
Towaliga 3 2 0 1 3 2.84
Waycross 6 3 5 2 1 3.68
Western 2 3 1 3 1 3.88

Totals: 159 193 115 130 88

2005 Circuits, Personnel, and Weighted Caseload

Administrative Office of the Courts 8/7/2006
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Circuit

Total
Criminal
Filings Rank

% Change
CY00  - CY05

Unified
Appeals

Felony
Defendants

Misdemeanor
Defendants

Probation
Revocations

Alapaha 1,231           5 -31% 0.00 318 765 148
Alcovy 1,050           13 0% 0.00 447 270 334
Appalachian 913              18 -2% 0.00 345 307 261
Atlanta 1,140           9 -1% 0.42 880 0 259
Atlantic 427              48 94% 0.25 339 3 85
Augusta 651              39 11% 0.00 388 94 169
Bell-Forsyth 572              42 44% 0.50 373 15 184
Blue Ridge 1,058           12 41% 0.50 573 69 416
Brunswick 615              40 -8% 0.50 492 54 68
Chattahoochee 393              49 -10% 0.00 216 64 112
Cherokee 1,123           10 21% 0.50 374 227 522
Clayton 778              27 15% 0.00 556 14 208
Cobb 1,487           2 73% 0.00 845 0 642
Conasauga 1,682           1 172% 0.00 790 570 322
Cordele 988              15 60% 0.00 414 215 360
Coweta 848              21 39% 0.20 618 44 186
Dougherty 1,248           4 29% 0.00 530 443 275
Douglas 707              31 -40% 1.33 481 77 148
Dublin 1,159           7 85% 0.00 734 262 163
Eastern 731              29 13% 0.00 437 9 285
Enotah 1,000           14 24% 0.00 529 288 184
Flint 658              38 25% 0.00 483 25 150
Griffin 768              28 19% 0.00 547 136 85
Gwinnett 884              20 67% 0.22 645 35 204
Houston 1,408           3 61% 1.00 748 244 415
Lookout Mountain 795              24 9% 0.00 399 213 184
Macon 678              34 -11% 0.20 373 45 260
Middle 573              41 0% 0.00 459 7 108
Mountain 796              23 29% 0.00 383 129 285
Northeastern 1,172           6 60% 0.25 771 175 226
Northern 690              32 37% 0.00 386 87 218
Ocmulgee 983              16 6% 0.00 413 315 256
Oconee 848              22 11% 0.00 499 225 125
Ogeechee 555              44 4% 0.00 420 1 135
Pataula 719              30 3% 0.00 387 202 131
Paulding 659              37 12% 0.00 327 249 84
Piedmont 965              17 57% 1.67 472 402 90
Rockdale 555              45 -15% 0.50 401 15 140
Rome 1,115           11 11% 0.00 445 379 292
South Georgia 513              46 -3% 0.00 362 38 114
Southern 677              35 -17% 0.00 550 15 111
Southwestern 666              36 -23% 0.00 361 162 143
Stone Mountain 786              25 11% 0.00 583 0 203
Tallapoosa 898              19 34% 0.50 471 271 156
Tifton 474              47 27% 1.00 292 23 159
Toombs 559              43 -20% 0.00 293 174 92
Towaliga 682              33 21% 0.00 381 249 53
Waycross 779              26 35% 1.33 561 32 185
Western 1,140           8 123% 0.33 742 64 334

Mean: 853              0.23 486 157 209

CY05 Criminal Filings by Rank and Five-Year Percentage Change Per Judge

Administrative Office of the Courts 8/7/2006

Page 42



Circuit

Total
Circuit Filings

(Criminal + 
Civil) Rank

% Change
CY00 - 
CY05

Total
Civil Filings Rank

% Change
CY00 - 
CY05

General
Civil

Domestic
Relations

Alapaha 2,385               14 -20% 1,154          31 -3% 378             776             
Alcovy 2,769               3 3% 1,719          5 5% 823             896             
Appalachian 1,812               36 -6% 899             44 -10% 410             489             
Atlanta 1,948               34 -3% 808             47 -6% 212             596             
Atlantic 1,400               47 17% 973             41 0% 307             665             
Augusta 1,611               44 -3% 960             42 -11% 245             715             
Bell-Forsyth 2,009               31 74% 1,437          13 90% 544             894             
Blue Ridge 3,397               2 69% 2,339          2 86% 694             1,645          
Brunswick 1,928               35 11% 1,313          23 23% 502             811             
Chattahoochee 1,711               39 -17% 1,318          22 -18% 472             846             
Cherokee 2,405               11 0% 1,282          25 -13% 662             621             
Clayton 2,131               25 18% 1,353          20 20% 188             1,166          
Cobb 2,654               5 29% 1,167          29 -3% 239             928             
Conasauga 2,728               4 58% 1,046          36 -6% 467             580             
Cordele 2,317               17 28% 1,329          21 11% 543             787             
Coweta 2,377               15 24% 1,529          9 17% 504             1,025          
Dougherty 2,290               18 43% 1,041          37 63% 323             719             
Douglas 2,395               12 5% 1,688          7 55% 923             765             
Dublin 2,629               6 23% 1,471          10 -3% 495             976             
Eastern 1,687               41 -4% 955             43 -14% 324             631             
Enotah 2,390               13 27% 1,390          15 29% 690             700             
Flint 2,038               30 0% 1,379          16 -9% 663             716             
Griffin 2,122               27 17% 1,354          19 16% 573             781             
Gwinnett 2,518               9 11% 1,634          8 -7% 434             1,200          
Houston 3,841               1 59% 2,433          1 58% 648             1,785          
Lookout Mountain 2,185               22 12% 1,390          14 14% 426             964             
Macon 1,039               49 -43% 360             49 -66% 175             185             
Middle 1,458               46 -11% 885             45 -16% 285             600             
Mountain 1,951               33 18% 1,155          30 12% 581             574             
Northeastern 2,258               20 38% 1,086          33 20% 454             633             
Northern 2,127               26 31% 1,437          12 28% 523             914             
Ocmulgee 1,973               32 10% 989             40 14% 444             546             
Oconee 2,090               28 4% 1,242          28 0% 468             774             
Ogeechee 1,689               40 -14% 1,134          32 -21% 386             748             
Pataula 1,748               38 2% 1,029          38 1% 478             551             
Paulding 2,542               8 58% 1,883          4 84% 1,202          682             
Piedmont 2,272               19 31% 1,307          24 17% 612             695             
Rockdale 1,612               43 -8% 1,057          35 -4% 247             810             
Rome 2,374               16 12% 1,258          26 13% 511             747             
South Georgia 1,541               45 -22% 1,028          39 -29% 437             592             
Southern 2,046               29 -17% 1,369          17 -16% 511             858             
Southwestern 1,376               48 -43% 710             48 -54% 384             326             
Stone Mountain 2,150               23 9% 1,364          18 7% 372             992             
Tallapoosa 2,610               7 50% 1,712          6 60% 1,159          554             
Tifton 2,516               10 30% 2,042          3 31% 883             1,159          
Toombs 1,812               37 -2% 1,253          27 9% 428             825             
Towaliga 2,135               24 28% 1,453          11 31% 553             901             
Waycross 1,664               42 -1% 884             46 -20% 430             454             
Western 2,207               21 49% 1,067          34 10% 485             582             

Mean: 2,140               1,287          504             783             

CY05 Civil Filings by Rank and Five-Year Percentage Change Per Judge

Administrative Office of the Courts 8/7/2006
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Circuit

CY05 U.S. Census
Population Per Superior

Court Judge Rank

2010 GA O.P.B. Projected
Population for Superior

Court Judge Rank
Alapaha 27,827 45 26,026 46
Alcovy 40,590 25 49,157 13
Appalachian 25,888 46 30,380 44
Atlanta 48,191 13 43,178 24
Atlantic 35,725 35 35,731 37
Augusta 40,360 27 40,780 28
Bell-Forsyth 70,197 4 90,981 3
Blue Ridge 92,106 1 107,072 1
Brunswick 44,265 16 44,725 19
Chattahoochee 41,762 22 41,730 25
Cherokee 34,877 37 39,583 31
Clayton 66,992 6 77,080 5
Cobb 73,758 3 86,209 4
Conasauga 32,925 39 35,206 39
Cordele 29,902 43 30,519 43
Coweta 62,327 8 69,361 7
Dougherty 31,627 40 31,351 42
Douglas 37,587 32 39,745 30
Dublin 36,743 33 37,295 35
Eastern 39,735 28 38,775 32
Enotah 39,238 30 44,433 20
Flint 55,949 10 70,609 6
Griffin 52,336 11 57,568 11
Gwinnett 80,697 2 91,218 2
Houston 63,082 7 64,533 10
Lookout Mountain 41,828 21 44,962 18
Macon 38,517 31 38,448 33
Middle 48,374 12 46,962 15
Mountain 40,375 26 44,285 21
Northeastern 46,376 14 52,107 12
Northern 35,774 34 37,662 34
Ocmulgee 31,603 41 33,734 41
Oconee 35,136 36 33,797 40
Ogeechee 44,179 17 45,923 16
Pataula 25,620 47 25,947 47
Paulding 56,206 9 69,037 8
Piedmont 42,767 19 47,244 14
Rockdale 39,273 29 41,014 27
Rome 23,550 49 23,722 49
South Georgia 43,501 18 43,717 22
Southern 41,178 23 40,103 29
Southwestern 29,683 44 30,201 45
Stone Mountain 67,796 5 66,335 9
Tallapoosa 34,409 38 36,573 36
Tifton 41,178 24 41,428 26
Toombs 25,520 48 25,832 48
Towaliga 30,604 42 35,349 38
Waycross 42,648 20 43,369 23
Western 44,729 15 45,301 17

Mean: 43,990 47,271

Population

Administrative Office of the Courts 8/7/2006
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2005 2010
Current Previous Population Population

Final Rank on Superior Year Rank Weight in Per Per
Judicial Factors 1-4 Court of Minutes Probation General Domestic Superior Superior Total of Judicial
Circuit 2006 Judgeships Priority Per Judge Rank Felony Rank Misdem Rank Revocation Rank Civil Rank Relations Rank Court Judge Rank Court Judge Rank Ranks Circuit

ALAPAHA 12 2 10 97,426.81      10 318 13 765 1 148 9 378 10 776 7 27,827 13 26,026 13 76 ALAPAHA

ATLANTA 9 19 N/A 101,204.81    8 880 1 0 12 259 4 212 13 596 11 48,191 3 43,178 8 60 ATLANTA

ATLANTIC 13 4 N/A 70,926.36      13 339 12 3 11 85 12 307 11 665 10 35,725 11 35,731 11 91 ATLANTIC

BRUNSWICK 6 4 N/A 99,757.86      9 492 8 54 7 68 13 502 6 811 5 44,265 4 44,725 4 56 BRUNSWICK

COBB 2 9 6 125,758.76    2 845 2 0 12 642 1 239 12 928 3 73,758 2 86,209 2 36 COBB

CORDELE 7 2 N/A 108,865.15    6 414 10 215 5 360 2 543 4 787 6 29,902 12 30,519 12 57 CORDELE

DUBLIN 4 2 5 127,715.86    1 734 3 262 4 163 8 495 7 976 2 36,743 10 37,295 10 45 DUBLIN

ENOTAH 3 2 9 117,263.17    4 529 7 288 3 184 7 690 1 700 8 39,238 9 44,433 5 44 ENOTAH

GWINNETT 1 9 8 124,274.56    3 645 4 35 8 204 5 434 8 1200 1 80,697 1 91,218 1 31 GWINNETT

MOUNTAIN 9 2 N/A 95,829.28      11 383 11 129 6 285 3 581 3 574 12 40,375 8 44,285 6 60 MOUNTAIN

PIEDMONT 5 3 N/A 111,792.75    5 472 9 402 2 90 11 612 2 695 9 42,767 5 47,244 3 46 PIEDMONT

SOUTHERN 8 5 7 105,367.41    7 550 6 15 10 111 10 511 5 858 4 41,178 7 40,103 9 58 SOUTHERN

WAYCROSS 11 3 N/A 89,678.46      12 561 5 32 9 185 6 430 9 454 13 42,648 6 43,369 7 67 WAYCROSS

2006 Circuit Judgeship Requests
by Rank, Weighted Caseload, and Population Per Judge

Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4Factor 1

Administrative Office of the Courts
Research
8/7/2006 Page 45



VOTE ON JUDGESHIP REQUESTS 
 

AUGUST 29, 2006 
 
 

CIRCUIT REQUESTING APPROVE
 YES NO
1. ATLANTA (20TH Judge) ____________ ____________ 

2. ATLANTIC (5TH Judge)   ____________ ____________ 

3. BRUNSWICK (5TH Judge) ____________ ____________ 

4. CORDELE (3RD Judge) ____________ ____________ 

5. GWINNETT (10TH Judge) ____________ ____________ 

6.   MOUNTAIN (3RD Judge) ____________ ____________ 

7.   PIEDMONT (4TH Judge) ____________ ____________ 

8.   WAYCROSS (4TH Judge) ____________ ____________ 
 

 
Policy Change: 

 
Current Judicial Council Policy requires that each member of the 

Council fill-in all ballots COMPLETELY.  This rule extends to voting on 
judgeship requests and ranking priority.  All unranked and/or partially 

completed ballots will be removed from voting consideration.    
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PRIORITY RANKING OF JUDGESHIP REQUESTS 
 

AUGUST 29, 2006 
 

(1 = HIGHEST;     12 = LOWEST) 
 

CIRCUIT REQUESTING RANK

1.  ALAPAHA (3rd Judge)        ________ 

2.  ATLANTA (20th Judge) ________ 

3. ATLANTIC (5th  Judge) ________ 

4. BRUNSWICK (5th Judge) ________ 

5. COBB (10th Judge) ________ 

6. CORDELE (3rd Judge) ________ 

7. DUBLIN (3rd Judge) ________ 

8. ENOTAH (3rd Judge) ________ 

9. GWINNETT (10th Judge) ________ 

10. MOUNTAIN (3rd Judge) ________ 

11. PIEDMONT (4th Judge) ________ 

12. SOUTHERN (6th Judge) ________ 

13. WAYCROSS (4th Judge) ________ 

 
Policy Change: 

 
Current Judicial Council Policy requires that each member of the Council fill-in all 

ballots COMPLETELY.  This rule extends to voting on judgeship requests and 
ranking priority.  All unranked and/or partially completed ballots will be removed 

from voting consideration.    
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Judicial Council of Georgia 
                                                                                                                                 

Administrative Office of the Courts 
 

 
David L. Ratley                        
Director                                               

M E M O R A N D U M 
 
To:  Each Member of the Judicial Council 
 
Via:  Marla S. Moore 
  Senior Associate Director for Court Services 
 
From:  Gregory W. Arnold 
  Senior Assistant Director 
 
Date:  August 10, 2006 
 
RE:  Summary of New Judgeship Requests and Status of Carryover     
 Recommendations 
 
New Judgeship Requests 
 

1.  Atlanta for 20th Judgeship 
2.  Atlantic for 5th Judgeship 
3.  Brunswick for 5th Judgeship 
4.  Cordele for 3rd Judgeship 
5.  Gwinnett for 10th Judgeship 
6.  Mountain for 3rd Judgeship 
7.  Piedmont for 4th Judgeship 
8.  Waycross for 4th Judgeship 

  
Carry Over Circuits with Previous Year’s Rank 
Rank  Circuit  Year  Judgeship
   5   Dublin    2004         3rd

   6  Cobb    2004         10th       
7   Southern    2004         6th  
9  Enotah    2005         3rd

10  Alapaha   2005         3rd         
 
New Judgeships Approved by the General Assembly in 2006: effective 01/01/2007 
 
1.  Blue Ridge 3rd Judgeship  
2.  Coweta 6th Judgeship 
3.  Houston 3rd Judgeship 
4.  Paulding 3rd Judgeship 
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SUMMARY

Original Request and Comment Letters
Atlanta Judicial Circuit
20th Judgeship Request 

Date of Letter Authored by Content

May 2, 2006 The Honorable Bob Holmes
State Representative, District 61

Request for study to assess the
need for an additional judgeship

August 7, 2006

August 7, 2006

Richard B. Herzog, President
Atlanta Bar Association 

Dr. Pamela L. Tremayne, Esq.
Georgia Association of Women
Lawyers

Submission of the June 22, 2006
resolution in support of a 20th
judgeship from the Atlanta Bar
Association Board of Directors
originally approved

Support addition of at least one
judge
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SUMMARY

Original Request and Comment Letters
Atlantic Judicial Circuit
5  Judgeship Request th

Date of Letter Authored by Content

May 30, 2006 Chief Judge David L. Cavender
Atlantic Judicial Circuit

Request for study to determine
whether the circuit qualifies for a
5th judgeship

August 4, 2006 Tom Durden, District Attorney
Atlantic Judicial Circuit

Letter of support for a 5th

judgeship

August 4, 2006 The Honorable Joseph W. Brown
Liberty County Board of
Commissioners

Letter of Support for a 5th

judgeship
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SUMMARY

Original Request and Comment Letters
Brunswick Judicial Circuit

5  Judgeship Request th

Date of Letter Authored by Content

May 1, 2006 Chief Judge James R. Tuten, Jr.
Brunswick Judicial Circuit

Request for study to assess the
need for an additional judgeship

July 10, 2006 Mr. Luther M. Smart
County Manager
Board of Commissioners of
Appling County

Letter opposing the addition of a
5  judgeship based onth

coordination with the Appling
County Clerk of Superior Court
Office and the Appling county
Sheriff’s Office.

August 7, 2006 The Honorable Don Hogan
Chairperson, Glynn County Board 
 of Commissioners

Letter submitted that states the
Commissioners “are in full accord
with Judge Tuten’s request to add
a fifth Superior Court Judge...”
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SUMMARY

Original Request and Comment Letters
Cordele Judicial Circuit
3  Judgeship Request rd

Date of Letter Authored by Content

May 11, 2006 Chief Judge John C. Pridgen
Cordele Judicial Circuit

Request for study to assess the
need for an additional judgeship

June 8, 2006 Mr. G. Russell Wright
President, Cordele Circuit Bar
Association

Letter of support for additional
judgeship

July 25, 2006 The Honorable Johnny Floyd
State Representative, District 147

Letter of support for additional
judgeship
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SUMMARY

Original Request and Comment Letters
Dublin Judicial Circuit

Carryover - 3  Judgeship Request rd

Date of Letter Authored by Content

April 25, 2006 Chief Judge H. Gibbs Flanders, Jr.
Dublin Judicial Circuit

Carryover status expires in 2006.
Letter submitted regarding a
renewal for study to assess the need
for an additional judgeship due to
significant increase in the number of
criminal cases.

May 31, 2006 The Honorable DuBose Porter
Representative, District 143

Letter of support for additional
judgeship
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SUMMARY

Original Request and Comment Letters
Mountain Judicial Circuit

3  Judgeship Request rd

Date of Letter Authored by Content

April 25, 2006 Chief Judge Ernest H. Woods, III
Mountain Judicial Circuit
Ninth Judicial District

Request for study to assess the need
for an additional judgeship

June 1, 2006 The Honorable Nancy Schaefer
State Senator, District 50

Letter of support for additional
judgeship

June 19, 2006 The Honorable Eston E. Melton, Jr.
Chairperson
Rabun County Board of
Commissioners

Letter takes no position for or
against and additional judgeship;
however, does discuss the financial
impact of adding an additional
judge;

July 18, 2006 The Honorable Ben Bridges, Sr.
State Representative, District 10

Letter of support for additional
judgeship referencing an increase in
both caseload and population 

SUMMARY
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SUMMARY

Original Request and Comment Letters
Gwinnett Judicial Circuit
10   Judgeship Request th

Date of Letter Authored by Content

May 24, 2006 Chief Judge K. Dawson Jackson
Gwinnett Judicial Circuit

Request for study to assess the
need for an additional judgeship

June 27, 2006 The HonorableCharles E. Bannister
Chairperson
Gwinnett County Board of Commissioners

Letter discusses the financial
impact of adding an additional
judge; takes no position for or
against
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Original Request and Comment Letters
Piedmont Judicial Circuit

4   Judgeship Request th

Date of Letter Authored by Content

June 20, 2006 Chief Judge Robert W. Adamson
Piedmont Judicial Circuit

Request for study to assess the need
for an additional judgeship

July 11, 2006 The Honorable Nancy Schaefer
State Senate, District 50

Supporting the need for a 4  th

judgeship

July 14, 2006 The Honorable Terry England
State Representative, District 108

Supporting the need for a 4  th

judgeship referencing the
population increase and visiting
Judge Adamson regarding their
caseload

July 25, 2006 Douglas Garrison, Chairman
Jerry D. Lampp, District 1
William J. Brown, District 2
James Roger Wehunt, District 3
Isiah Berry, District 4
David Dyer, District 5
Ben Hendrix, District 6
Board of Commissioners 
  of Barrow County

Supporting the need for a 4  th

judgeship referencing the
population increase 

August 2, 2006 The Honorable Gene Hart
Chairperson, Banks County Board of
Commissioners

Supporting the need for a 4  th

judgeship
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SUMMARY

Original Request and Comment Letters
Waycross Judicial Circuit

4   Judgeship Request th

Date of Letter Authored by Content

June 30, 2006 The Honorable J. Mark Hatfield
State Representative, District 177

Request for study to assess the
need for an additional judgeship

July 19, 2006 The Honorable Terry Thomas
Chairperson
Board of Commissioners of Brantley
County 

Letter of support for an
additional 4  judgeship. Theth

increase in crime, drugs, and
court caseload has increased at a
more accelerated rate than
growth.

July 20, 2006 The Honorable Donnie Graham
Chairperson, Board of Commissioners
 of Coffee County 

Letter discusses the financial
impact of adding an additional
judge
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SUMMARY

Original Request and Comment Letters
Dublin Judicial Circuit

Carryover - 3  Judgeship Request rd

Date of Letter Authored by Content

April 25, 2006 Chief Judge H. Gibbs Flanders, Jr.
Dublin Judicial Circuit

Carryover status expires in 2006.
Letter submitted regarding a
renewal for study to assess the need
for an additional judgeship due to
significant increase in the number of
criminal cases.

May 31, 2006 The Honorable DuBose Porter
Representative, District 143

Letter of support for additional
judgeship
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SUMMARY
Enotah Judicial Circuit Summary

Carryover - 3rd Judgeship Request Summary

Date of Letter Authored by Content

April 25, 2006 Chief Judge Hugh W. Stone
Enotah Judicial Circuit

Request to conduct a study for an
additional judgeship which is in
carryover status 

May 19, 2006

January 31, 2006

March 27, 2006

April 27, 2006

June 1, 2006

The Honorable Nancy Schaefer
State Senate, District 50

Messrs. Chris Nonnemaker, Dennis
Berger, and Craig Bryant
White County Board of
Commissioners

The Honorable Lamar Paris
Commissioner, Lamar County

Chief Judge Hugh W. Stone and
Judge David E. Barrett
Enotah Judicial Circuit

The Honorable Nancy Schaefer
State Senate, District 50

Request to conduct a study for an
additional judgeship which is in
carryover status

Letter of Support to Senator Nancy
Schaefer

Letter of Thanks to Senator Nancy
Schaefer and offer of assistance in
the next legislative session

Letter of Thanks to Senator Nancy
Schaefer for SB 416 and intention
to seek additional judge in 2007

Letter of support for a 3  rd

additional judgeship which is in
carryover status as it is experiencing
a tremendous growth in caseloads.

July 10, 2006 Mr. Lawrence S. Sorgen
Attorney at Law

Letter of support for a 3  rd

additional judgeship which is a
carryover status. The topography of
this circuit puts additional burdens
upon the court personnel and
especially the circuit riding trial
judges.
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July 11, 2006

July 11, 2006

Mr. Carl S. Free
Attorney at Law

Mr. Jeffrey L. Wolff 
Attorney at Law

Letter of Support and explanation
of population growth

Letter of support for a 3  rd

additional judgeship due to increase
caseload numbers and drive time for
judges from courthouse to
courthouse 

July 11, 2006

July 12, 2006

Messrs. Chris Nonnemaker, Dennis
Berger, and Craig Bryant
White County Board of
Commissioners

The Honorable Charles Jenkins
House of Representatives, District 8

Letter of support for a 3  rd

additional judgeship to help
alleviate the strain on the court
system.

Letter of Support and explanation
of population and caseload growth 

July 13, 2006 Mr. Raymond E. George
Attorney at Law

Letter of support for a 3  rd

additional judgeship which is a
carryover status.

July 13, 2006

July 14, 2006

The Honorable Rudy Eller
Sheriff of Towns County

The Honorable Scott Stephens
Sheriff of Union County

Letter of support for a 3  rd

additional judgeship which is a
carryover status.

Letter of support and explanation of
increase in crime and criminal court
delay

July 14, 2006

July 14, 2006

The Honorable Amos Amerson
State Representative, District 9

Alfred Chang, Esq.
President, Enotah Judicial Circuit Bar
Association 

Letter of support for a 3  rd

additional judgeship which is a
carryover status. providing an
additional judgeship

Letter of support for a 3  additionalrd

judgeship

July 18, 2006 The Honorable  Ben Bridges, Sr.
State Representative, District 10

Letter of support for additional
judgeship referencing while
realizing it is a carryover,  it has a
continued growth in its caseload 

July 19, 2006 The Honorable Edward E. Tucker
Superior Court Clerk of 
Lumpkin County

Letter of support for a 3  additionalrd

judgeship
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July 19, 2006 The Honorable Mark T. McClure
Sheriff of Lumpkin County

Letter of support for a 3  additionalrd

judgeship

July 19, 2006 Mr. Wesley Williams
Attorney at Law

Letter of support for a 3  additionalrd

judgeship due to its influx of new
residents and increased workload of
judges

July 20, 2006 The Honorable  Stephen W. Gooch
Chairperson, Board of Commissioners
of Lumpkin County

Letter of support for a 3  additionalrd

judgeship due the growth of its
circuit caseloads

July 21, 2004 The Honorable Lamar Paris
Commissioner, Union County

Letter of support for a 3  additionalrd

judgeship due to its caseloads and
population growth 

July 27, 2006 The Honorable N. Stanley Gunter
District Attorney
Enotah Judicial Circuit

Letter of support for a 3  additionalrd

judgeship due the population
growth of its circuit 
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SUMMARY

Original Request and Comment Letters
Southern Judicial Circuit

Carryover - 6  Judgeship Request th

Date of Letter Authored by Content

April 25, 2006 Chief Judge H. Arthur McLane
Southern Judicial Circuit

Carryover status expires in 2006.
Letter submitted regarding a
renewal for study to assess the
need for an additional judgeship
due to significant increase in the
number of criminal cases.

June 7, 2006 Chief Judge H. Arthur McLane
Southern Judicial Circuit

Letter Support with explanations

June 8, 2006 The Honorable Mike Keown
State Representative, District 173

Letter of support for carryover of
additional judgeship
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
 
 During the past year, Georgia Commission on Access and Fairness in the Courts 

(GCAFC) has worked feverishly on numerous projects designed to improve court 

accessibility, and to inform constituents about the courts and the services available to 

them. The twenty-three members who comprise the board include judges from various 

classes of court, attorneys, a law school professor, and two law students. Each member 

brings a unique perspective and expertise which is attributable to the Commission’s 

overall success. 

 

 For the past year, many of the Commission’s undertakings have delved in 

accessibility in the courts.  American Sign Language legal interpreters, physical and 

cognitive disabilities, courthouse accessibility, and trainings on related topics for judges 

and court personnel are a few of the most recent projects.  Other initiatives include 

updating the Protocol Handbook for Responding to Victims of Sexual Assault, a joint 

project with AOC Research Division on a pamphlet entitled “Basic Rules Before Going 

to Court” available in five languages (English, Spanish, French, Korean and Arabic), re-

circulation of the brochure “Interacting with Persons with Disabilities”, and two seminars 

for ASL legal interpreters.   

 

 The Commission, members of the judiciary and the citizens who enter our courts 

have benefited greatly from these efforts.  Today, the Commission’s mission remains to 

provide information and training to help improve our courts.  
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GEORGIA COMMISSION ON ACCESS AND FAIRNESS IN THE COURTS 
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND  

 
 The Commission on Access and Fairness in the Courts history dates back to March 1989 

when the Supreme Court of Georgia established the Georgia Commission on Gender Bias in the 

Judicial System to examine the extent to which unfair practices overtly prevailed against women 

judges and attorneys.  The Commission identified several areas and the Supreme Court 

Committee on Gender Equality was formed for a two-year period to implement its 

recommendations. Subsequently, in December 1991, the Supreme Court Committee on Racial 

and Ethnic Bias in the Judicial System was established for a three year period to study the 

public’s perception of the state judiciary. At the end the committees terms, neither had 

discharged all of its duties. The Commission on Equality was established in December 1995 to 

continue implementation of the recommendations identified in the Final Reports of the Supreme 

Court Committee for Gender Equality and the Supreme Court Commission on Racial and Ethnic 

Bias in the Courts. The Commission on Equality served for approximately nine years developing 

new initiatives and promoting the recommendations from the previous committees. 

 With an expanded scope and mission, the Commission on Equality was renamed the 

Georgia Commission on Access and Fairness in the Courts in August 2004.  Since that time it 

has continued the legacy of the former commissions by implementing the recommendations set 

forth – creating innovative ways to address the changing demographics within the judiciary and 

by assisting those constituents who require a stronger voice in order to be heard. 

 Presiding Justice Carol W. Hunstein chairs the Commission and has been instrumental in 

many of its accomplishments over the past 15 years. The GCAFC office is located at the 

Administrative Office of the Courts where Stephanie Chambliss serves as the Program Manager.  

The Commission’s mailing address is 244 Washington Street SW, Suite. 300, Atlanta, GA 

30334.  The phone number is 404-463-3927 or visit the website at: 

www.georgiacourts.org/agencies/gcafc/index.html.  
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GEORGIA COMMISSION ON ACCESS & FAIRNESS IN THE COURTS 
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS 

244 WASHINGTON STREET, S.W., SUITE 300 
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30334-5900 

PHONE: 404-463-3927 
FAX: 404-651-6449 

www.georgiacourts.org 
 
 
 

JUSTICE CAROL W. HUNSTEIN                                                                STEPHANIE   CHAMBLISS 
CHAIR                           PROGRAM MANAGER 
 
 
 
August 7, 2006 
 
 
TO: Each Supreme Court Justice 
 Each Member of the Judicial Council of Georgia 
 Director of the Administrative Office of the Courts  
 
 The attached Annual Report serves as an overview of the programs and activities 
sponsored by the Georgia Commission on Access and Fairness in the Courts from June 2005 thru 
July 2006. We hope that you find the report insightful as we highlight the good works of the 
Commission designed to help improve access to all persons appearing in Georgia courts. 
 
 We thank you for your continued support and resources as we embark upon national 
trends, and re-evaluate past initiatives established by former committees. Coming soon in 
September and October 2006, the Commission will host a series of public hearings in DeKalb 
and Fulton counties.  The purpose of the hearings is to examine the public’s perception of 
Georgia’s judicial system since the release of the publication, Let Justice Be Done:  Equally, 
Fairly and Impartially in August 1995.  We invite you to join us as we host these meetings in 
selected areas throughout the state, and welcome your ideas and comments on how we can better 
serve you and the citizens of Georgia. 
 
 On behalf of our Chair, Presiding Justice Carol W. Hunstein and GCAFC members, 
 
     I remain very truly yours,  
    
 
 
     Stephanie Chambliss 
     Program Manager, Georgia Commission 
     on Access and Fairness in the Courts 
 
SC 
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Sometimes we talk about “equal justice,” but someone said  
this is a redundancy.  All justice by its definition must be equal because 
unequal justice is no justice at all.  When court proceedings fail the 
equality test, they also fail the justice test.      
         Justice Harold G. Clarke 
         State of the Judiciary Speech 
         January 1993 
 
GEORGIA COMMISSION ON ACCESS AND FAIRNESS IN THE COURTS OBJECTIVES 
 
The Supreme Court of Georgia has charged the Commission to: 

1. Formulate and propose guidelines, standards, and procedures to implement the Commission’s 

recommendations;  

2. Develop appropriate mandatory judicial and legal education course materials and programs on 

equality, including appropriate instruction to be included in Georgia’s new judge and new lawyer 

orientation programs; 

3. Develop and participate in programs about equality for professional and lay audiences; 

4. Serve as a resource to the media; 

5. Advise the legislature on legislation needed to further the aims of the Commission; 

6. Facilitate a plan that educates the public about the dynamics of the cycle of domestic violence, 

the resources for victims and the protections available under Georgia law; 

7. Develop a mechanism for the processing of complaints received about judges’ and lawyers’ 

biased behaviors; 

8. Collaborate with the Judicial Nominating Committee to encourage more minorities, women 

and men to apply for appointments as judges; and  

9. Act as a resource to Georgia law schools in revising teaching and curricula to promote the 

elimination of biased conduct on the part of attorneys. 
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ACCESSIBILITY IN THE COURTS FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES 
 
 October 2004 marked the release of A Meaningful Opportunity to Participate: A 
Handbook for Georgia Court Officials on Courtroom Accessibility for Individuals with 
Disabilities. The publication served as the impetus for GCAFC projects seeking to 
remove barriers for persons with disabilities in Georgia courts. In partnership with the 
State ADA Coordinator’s office, both entities have been intricately involved in the 
development of training curricula for judges and court personnel, exploration of best 
practices to help navigate persons with cognitive disabilities through the courts, and the 
expansion of Phase II of the court accessibility project.  
 
 
 
PERSONS WITH COGNITIVE DISABILITIES IN THE COURTS 
  
 The State ADA Coordinators Office continues its partnership with GCAFC to 
expand the technical support phase of the accessibility project and to create innovative 
ways to meet the needs of individuals with cognitive disabilities who enter the courts.  As 
trailblazers within the legal community, the Commission and State ADA Coordinator’s 
Office partnered with the Criminal Justice & Developmental Disabilities Coalition to 
organize the first of its kind, “Cognition Issues in the Courts” conference. The two-day 
conference, with 66 participants, convened at the State Bar of Georgia with a panel of 
experts and attendees from across the country. They gathered to discuss state programs 
designed to navigate persons with cognitive disabilities in the court system. Research has 
repeatedly shown these specialized groups of court-users are rarely offered an 
opportunity to actively participate in court proceedings.  Most commonly are ushered 
through the process with no voice at all. As a way to more effectively engage these 
constituents, programs like the Vermont Speech Communication Support Project and the 
PACER Center Project were introduced as possible ways to remedy the problems.   
 
 Georgia judges representing each class of court, public defenders, prosecutors, 
mental health practitioners, and citizens recounting their experiences in our judicial 
system were present to partake in the discussions. Resources currently available in our 
state courts were identified, as well as new ideas to improve those existing services. In 
culmination of the conference, a whitepaper will be drafted to highlight the information 
and national programs presented.  It will be available for distribution in Fall 2006.   
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TTY/TDD EQUIPMENT  
     
 To serve as a model within the judiciary, GCAFC authorized the purchase and 
installation of TTY/TDD equipment to assist callers with hearing impairments. 
Generally, when a deaf caller using TTY/TDD equipment places a call to a non-
equipment user, a relay service operator translates the messages between the two parties. 
With the new equipment, both parties can communicate via text messaging without the 
intermediary of the telephone operator.  The equipment is housed at the AOC Atlanta 
office and is available for use by all AOC staff.  The TTY/TDD number is (404) 463-
6788 and will be published on all AOC publications and postings. 
 
AMERICAN SIGN LANGUAGE LEGAL INTERPRETERS 
 
 In the last few years, the Administrative Office of the Courts and Commission on 
Access and Fairness was charged with the responsibility of maintaining a list of qualified 
American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These interpreters play a very important 
role in servicing the courts for individuals with hearing impairments or who are deaf.  On 
October 16 - 17, 2005, at the Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) Macon Training 
Center, GCAFC held the first ever court sponsored seminar for legal trained ASL 
interpreters.  The event was widely heralded attracting ASL interpreters and students 
throughout the state and Florida.  Local television media was also on site to cover this 
historical event.   
 
 Twenty-three interpreters attended the seminar and became oriented with court 
procedures, professionalism and ethics, legal terminology, and the role of an interpreter.  
Catherine Thomas, a 15 year sign language interpreter veteran from California and a 
Registry of Interpreters for the Deaf (RID) instructor served as the featured speaker for 
the day and a half event.  Diane Fowler, a local, certified legal trained ASL interpreter 
conducted the session on day two. At the close of the event, participants expressed 
gratitude to the Commission for bridging the gap and creating a conduit for information 
to help them become more knowledgeable about their role in the courts.   
 
 In light of the demonstrated need to offer more training for ASL legal interpreters, 
the Commission has collaborated with other judicial partners to help foster additional 
initiatives. The first came in May 2006, when the Administrative Judicial Districts (or 
District Court Administrators) awarded ten scholarships to ASL legal interpreters, 
identified by the Commission, to participate in the Conference for Legal Sign Language 
Interpreters, Inc.. The conference was held in Atlanta at the Marriott Marquis Hotel. 
Many of the scholarship recipients also participated in the October seminar. The national 
conference afforded local interpreters an opportunity to network with other professionals 
and learn new standards and applications in the field of interpreting.    
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 In an effort to assist the Commission in increasing the number of qualified, 
experienced sign language interpreters, the District Court Administrators (DCA’s) co-
sponsored a second training. The group donated resources to sponsor the two, two day 
training sessions.  Ms. Carla Mathers, a renowned lawyer and certified legal trained sign 
language interpreter, conducted the first 12 hour accelerated course on July 15 & 16 at 
the AOC Atlanta office.  Twenty-one practitioners holding mid-level certifications of 
either CI, CI & CT, or SC:L from RID participated in the training.  
 
 Class size was limited and attendance was mandatory for both days due to the 
complexity of information given.  Sign language interpreting is a highly skilled 
profession which differs greatly from non-English speaking interpreters. Only after years 
of formal education, training, and experience does one become eligible to attain mid-level 
certification to work in legal environments.  Certification as a legal trained ASL 
interpreting, or SC:L requires more specialized training and advanced testing.  Following 
completion of the July course, with a minimum of three years experience, and no pending 
grievances, many of the interpreters were placed on the GCAFC’s registry of ASL legal 
sign language interpreters.     
  
 The attendees welcomed the instructor and course which generally costs $300 per 
person. Due to the DCA’s generous donations, all participants attended the training free 
of charge. A second training session has been scheduled for June 2007.  
 
 
TRAINING FOR JUDGES AND COURT PERSONNEL 
 
 In November 2005, Justice Carol W. Hunstein along with Commission members, 
Judges Nelly Withers and Nina Radakovich, conducted training for a cross-section of 
judges at the Wyndham Peachtree City Hotel.  Topics presented included accessibility for 
persons with disabilities, immigrants in the courts, and avoiding biased behaviors in the 
courts. Approximately 50 participants were in attendance and the group posed questions 
and comments as to how they could better serve a diverse group of court-users.   
  
 With the onset of the courthouse accessibility handbook and in partnership with 
the Institute of Continuing Judicial Education (ICJE), several trainings have been set to 
commence for many of the court councils.  The first set has been slated to start October 
2006 through January 2007 for superior, state, probate, municipal, and magistrate court 
judges. Due to the multi-faceted areas addressed in the accessibility handbook, judges 
have been allowed to customize sessions from a pre-established group of training 
modules. In turn, this option has allowed them to gain in-depth knowledge about specific 
areas relevant to their courts.  
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Officers 
 
Presiding Justice Carol W. Hunstein, Chair 
Georgia Supreme Court  
 
Linda Klein, Esq., Vice-Chair 
Gambrell and Stolz 
 
Felecia LeRay, Esq. 
Morris, Manning & Martin LLP 
 
Members 
 
Carrie Baker, Ph.D.  
Berry College 
 
Honorable James F. Bass, Jr. 
Eastern Circuit, Superior Court 
 
Kali Wilson Beyah, Esq. 
Kilpatrick Stockton LLP 
 
William “Ned” Cannon 
Mercer University, Law Student 
 
Frances Finegan 
Law School Representative 
 
Teresa M. Garcia, Esq. 
Law Offices of Teresa Garcia  
 
Professor Bernadette Hartfield 
GSU College of Law 
 
Honorable Steve Jones 
Western Circuit, Superior Court 
 
Honorable Gwendolyn Keyes Fleming 
DeKalb County, District Attorney  
 
Honorable Barbara J. Mobley 
DeKalb County, State Court 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
John A. Moore, Esq. 
Powell Goldstein LLP 
 
Honorable Wayne M. Purdom 
DeKalb County, State Court 
 
Honorable Nina Radakovich 
Attorney at Law 
 
Maria Tsagaris, Esq. 
Clark & Washington 
 
Honorable Brenda Weaver 
Appalachian Circuit, Superior Court 
 
William K. Whitner, Esq. 
Paul Hastings LLP  
 
Honorable Nelly Withers 
DeKalb County, Recorders Court 
 
Honorable Alvin T. Wong 
DeKalb County, State Court 
 
Robert “Bobby” Woo, Jr. 
King & Spalding, LLP 
 
Honorable Cynthia Wright 
Atlanta Circuit, Superior Court

 
 
Stephanie Chambliss, Program Manager 
Marla Moore, Senior Associate Director  
Court Services

GCAFC Membership  
General appointments to the Commission 
are for two-year terms, with members 
rotating off the board in January and July.  
Law school students are selected or 
reappointed annually. Currently, there are 
23 members one staff person who serve 
on the Commission. Listed below is the 
membership roster and supporting AOC 
staff. 
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GCAFC FUTURE PROJECTS 
 
 In light of the progress and advancements made to provide access to all persons 

who enter the courts there remains more work to be done. The Commission, as with other 

judicial entities has endured budget reductions and limited staff; however, its momentum 

has not wavered in serving the citizens of the state. Through collaboration with our 

partners and use of collective resources, GCAFC has managed to broker some 

groundbreaking events over the past year. 

 

 The revision of the Protocol Handbook for Responding to Victims of Sexual 

Assault was one of many great projects. Due to a surge of phone calls for requests of 

copies and updated information; the Commission recognized the importance of this 

resource tool and has taken steps to put the document back in to circulation. The AOC 

Research Division and several GCAFC members have donated their time, staff, and 

services to research case law, update victim services lists, and edit the 120 plus page 

document. The document has not been released due to recent statutory changes that 

became effective July 1, 2006. An anticipated release date is Fall 2006. 

  

 Members of the Commission are also gearing up for a series of public hearings 

scheduled throughout the state over the course of the year.  After more than ten years 

since the release of the Commission on Racial and Ethnic Bias in the Court System 

report, Let Justice Be Done: Equally, Fairly, and impartially, the Commission, like many 

other states, has decided to examine the progress resulting from the recommendations in 

the report. This particular project is a huge undertaking with limited staff and resources 

available.  However, GCAFC members are committed to seeing it completed. Some 

members of the Superior Court Access to Justice and Fairness in the Courts Committee 

have also expressed interest in being a part of this initiative. 
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 The National Association of Women Judges (NAWJ) created the “Color of 

Justice” program which is designed to encourage middle to high school students to 

pursue a career in law. The Commission has approved to host two Color of Justice 

programs with Atlanta Public Schools. Therrell Magnet School and Booker T. 

Washington High School are two of the targeted schools. The program creates a forum 

for students, judges and attorneys to engage in dialogue in preparation for a career in law 

or the judiciary.  If the program is held at a law school, the institution receives a $1000 

scholarship to be awarded to a law student in the filed of social justice. 

  

 Please visit our website at www.georgiacourts.org/agencies/gcafc/index.html.or 

call (404) 463-3927 for more information on these exciting initiatives offered by the 

Georgia Commission on Access and Fairness in the Courts.   
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Georgia Courts Automation Commission 
Report to the Judicial Council 

August 2006 
 
 
In 2005 the Georgia Courts Automation Commission established a set of guiding principles for 
its decision making and operations.  From these principles came the Vision of the Commission: 
Better Information; Better Decisions; and Truer Justice.  To affect the vision the commission 
developed a strategic business plan.  Out of the plan strategic objectives, key initiatives and 
measures of success were articulated.  The GCAC budget is tied directly to these objectives, 
initiatives and measures. 
 
The presentation given to the Judicial Council will be an illustration of how GCAC is operating 
through its strategic plan using clearly defined objectives in the plan, setting time tables, and 
meeting its objectives within the timetables. 
 
 

Vision 
Better Information 
Better Decisions 

Truer Justice 
 
 

Mission 
To facilitate the automation and sharing of information through the establishment 
of standards and information exchange processes for the benefit of the Courts and 

citizens of Georgia. 
 
 

Guiding Principles 
• Ethically formulate and apply best business practices 
• Applicable statewide 
• Collaborative and cooperative approach 
• Programs driven by grass-roots needs and priorities 
• Must meet strategic objectives within the boundaries of our legislative 

charter 
• Maintain the independence and integrity of the court systems 
• Provide for measurable results and outcomes.  
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