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Driving Directions to Atlanta Marriott Gwinnett Place Hotel
1775 Pleasant Hill Road at Crestwood

Duluth, GA 30096
770-935-3859

From North Georgia Traveling Southbound on I-85
Continue South on I-85 to Exit 104 (Pleasant Hill Road).  At top of exit ramp turn left and travel
approximately 1/4 mile.  After crossing Shackleford Road, NW / Breckinridge Blvd., NW take
the 1  right (Crestwood Parkway, NW).  The hotel will be on your right.st

From North Georgia Traveling Southbound on I-75
Continue South on I-75 to I-285 Eastbound.  Exit onto I-85 Northbound and continue to Exit 104
(Pleasant Hill Road).  At top of exit ramp turn right and travel 1/4 mile.  After crossing
Shackleford Road, NW / Breckinridge Blvd., NW take the 1  right (Crestwood Parkway, NW). st

The hotel will be on your right.

From South Georgia Traveling Northbound on I-85
Continue north on I-85 to Exit 104 (Pleasant Hill Road).  At top of exit ramp turn right and travel
1/4 mile.  After crossing Shackleford Road, NW / Breckinridge Blvd., NW take the 1  rightst

(Crestwood Parkway, NW).  The hotel will be on your right.

From South Georgia Traveling Northbound on I-75
Continue north on I-75 merging onto I-85 Northbound.  Follow directions above.

From I-20 East or I-20 West
From I-20 merge onto I-85 Northbound and follow directions above.
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Judicial Council of Georgia 
Atlanta Marriott Gwinnett Place 

Duluth, GA 
 

Tuesday, August 26, 2008 
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 3, 2008 Minutes   Tab 1 
  (Chief Justice Sears, Est. Time—3 Min.) 
 
3. Analysis of Calendar Year 2007 Case Census Data   Tab 2 
  Presented to the Judicial Council of Georgia to Support 
 the Need for Additional Judgeships and Alteration of 
 Circuit Boundaries    
 (Mr. Ratley, Mr. Bray, Ms. Pete, Est. Time—30 Min.) 
 
 Memorandum: Explanation of Judgeship Needs Assessment Documents   Page   3 
 

A. Judicial Council Policy for Judgeship & Circuit Boundary Studies  Page   7 
B. Supreme Court of Georgia Order for Designee Voting   Page 14 
C. Trial Court Caseload Report   Page 15 

 
  Judgeship Needs Assessment Charts: 
  1) Judgeship Case Weight Needed to Qualify   Page 16 
  2) Number of Judges & Details of the Circuit & Per Judge Weights   Page 17 
  3) Superior Court Circuit Time Line   Page 20 
  4) 2007 Circuits, Personnel, & Weighted Caseload   Page 21 
  5) 2007 Criminal Filings by Rank & 5-year Percentage Change   Page 22 
  6) 2007 Civil Filings by Rank & 5-year Percentage Change   Page 23 
  7) 2007 Population   Page 24 
 

 4-Factor Chart   Page 25 
  Sample Ballot (Qualifying)   Page 26 
  Sample Ballot (Ranking)   Page 27 
 

D. Letters of Request and Comments from Invited Respondents 
 
New Request: First Year Consideration    
1) Appalachian Judicial Circuit (4th Judge)  Tab 3 
2) Bell-Forsyth Judicial Circuit (3rd Judge)  Tab 4 
3) Clayton Judicial Circuit (5th Judge)  Tab 5 
4) Western Judicial Circuit (4th Judge)  Tab 6 
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  E. Carryover Circuit Requests and Comments     
   1) Douglas Judicial Circuit (4th Judge)    Tab 7 
   2) Flint Judicial Circuit (4th Judge)    Tab 8 
   3) Mountain Judicial Circuit (3rd Judge)    Tab 9 
   4) Northeastern Judicial Circuit (5th Judge)    Tab 10 
   5) Piedmont Judicial Circuit (4th Judge)    Tab 11 
   6) Southern Judicial Circuit (6th Judge)    Tab 12 
   7) Tifton Judicial Circuit (3rd Judge)    Tab 13 
 
 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 14 
   (Justice Hines, Ms. Pryor, Est. Time—15 Min.) 
  FY 2010 General Appropriations & Enhancements 
 
 8.  Reports from Judicial Agencies 
   a) Supreme Court Commission on Children, Marriage and Family Law  Tab 15 
   Committee on Justice for Children 
   (For Informational Purposes Only) 
   No Action Required by the Council 

 
  b) Supreme Court Equal Justice Commission    Tab 16 
   Committee on Civil Justice 
   (Ms. Lewis, Est. Time—15 Min) 
 
  c) Board of Court Reporting    Tab 17 
   (For Informational Purposes Only) 
   No Action Required by the Council 
 
  d) Domestic Violence Committee Report    Tab 18 
   (For Informational Purposes Only) 
   No Action Required by the Council 
 
  e) Standing Committee on Drug Courts    Tab 19 
   (Judge Kreeger, Est. Time—10 Min.) 
  
  f) Georgia Courts Automation Commission    Tab 20 
   (For Informational Purposes Only) 
   No Action Required by the Council 
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  g) Child Support Commission    Tab 21 
   (For Informational Purposes Only) 
   No Action Required by the Council 
 
 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 Barnes, Est. Time—5 Min.) 
 
  c) Council of Superior Court Judges 
   (Judge Goss, Est. Time—5 Min.) 
 
  d) Council of State Court Judges 
   (Judge Carbo, Est. Time—5 Min.) 
 
  e) Council of Juvenile Court Judges 
   (Judge Teske, Est. Time—5 Min.) 
 
  f) Council of Probate Court Judges 
   (Judge Brown, Est. Time—5 Min.) 
 
  g) Council of Magistrate Court Judges 
   (Judge Holt, Est. Time—5 Min.) 
 
  h) Council of Municipal Court Judges   
   (Judge Stokes, 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 9, 2008  
   Place:  Atlanta Marriott Gwinnett Place 
   
11.  Concluding Remarks and Adjournment 
  (Chief Justice Sears, Est. Time—5 Min.) 
 
 

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

GROUP PHOTOGRAPH WILL BE TAKEN OUTSIDE IN FRONT OF HOTEL 
 

12 Noon — Lunch Served in the Georgia Ballroom (Salon 6-8) 



Judicial Council of Georgia 
Atlanta Marriott Gwinnett Place 

1775 Pleasant Hill Road 
Duluth, GA   30096 

 
 

NEW MEMBERS WHO HAVE JOINED THE JUDICIAL COUNCIL  
SINCE THE JUNE 3, 2008 MEETING 

 
1. Chief Judge Lawton E. Stephens, Superior Court, Western Judicial Circuit 
 
2. Judge John D. Allen, Superior Court, Chattahoochee Judicial Circuit 
 
3. Judge Michael C. Clark, Superior Court, Gwinnett Judicial Circuit 
 
4. Judge David T. Emerson, Superior Court, Douglas Judicial Circuit 
 
5. Judge Richard T. Alexander, President Elect, Council of Magistrate Court Judges 
 
6. Judge Tammy Stokes, President, Council of Municipal Court Judges 
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Judicial Council of Georgia 
DeSoto Hilton Savannah 

Savannah, Georgia 
June 3, 2008 

 
 
 
Members Present: 
 
Chief Justice Leah Ward Sears 
Presiding Justice Carol Hunstein 
Chief Judge Anne Elizabeth Barnes 
Judge Quillian Baldwin 
Judge David Barrett 
Judge Lillis Brown 
Judge Tammy Brown 
Judge John C. Carbo 
Judge Ronald Ginsberg 
Judge Stephen Goss 
Judge Connie Holt 
Judge Shepherd Lee Howell 
Judge Ronnie Joe Lane 
Judge Yvette Miller 
Judge John Ott 
Judge Paul Rose 
Judge Rucker Smith 
Judge Stan Smith 
Judge Steve Teske 
Judge Kim Warden 
Judge Melvin Westmoreland 
Judge Anne Workman 
 
Judge Bill Clifton, Ex-Officio Member 
 
Members Absent: 
 
Judge Doris L. Downs 
Judge Robert Rodatus 
 
Staff Present: 
 
Mr. David L. Ratley 
Ms. Billie Bolton 
Ms. Kelly Moody 
Ms. Vonnetta Pryor 
Ms. Debra Nesbit 
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Ms. Cynthia Clanton 
Mr. Chris Patterson 
Mr. Randy Dennis 
Ms. Jane Martin 
Mr. Bob Bray 
Ms. Terry Cobb 
 
Guests Present: 
 
Ms. Shawn Amacher, Chatham County Court Administrator 
Ms. Tee Barnes, Clerk of Supreme Court of Georgia 
Judge Joe Bishop, Pataula Judicial Circuit 
Judge William Boyett, Conasauga Judicial Circuit 
Judge Michael C. Clark, Gwinnett Judicial Circuit 
Ms. Judy Cramer, Fifth District Court Administrator 
Mr. Mack Crawford, Public Defender Standards Council 
Mr. John E. Cowart, Second District Court Administrator 
Judge David Darden, State Court of Cobb County 
Mr. Danny DeLoach, First District Court Administrator 
Ms. Marsha Elzey, Council of Superior Court Judges 
Judge David Emerson, Douglas Judicial Circuit 
Mr. Steve Ferrell, Ninth District Court Administrator 
Mr. Trip Fitzner, Eighth District Court Administrator 
Judge Kathy Gosselin, Northeastern Judicial Circuit 
Mr. Tom Gunnels, Tenth District Court Administrator 
Mr. Steve Hagen, North Highland Group 
Justice P. Harris Hines, Supreme Court of Georgia 
Mr. Mike Holiman, Council of Superior Court Clerks  
Mr. Greg Jones, Third District Court Administrator 
Ms. Sandy S. Lee, Council of Superior Court Judges 
Mr. Bill Martin, Court of Appeals of Georgia 
Ms. Cathy McCumber, Fourth District Court Administrator 
Judge Arch McGarity, Flint Judicial Circuit 
Mr. Tom Merriam, Council of Superior Court Judges 
Ms. Tia Milton, Chief of Staff, Supreme Court 
Mr. Shinji Morokuma, Office of Dispute Resolution 
Mr. George Nolan, Georgia Courts Automation Commission 
Judge Tim Pape, Juvenile Court of Floyd County 
Judge Donny Peppers, State Court of Walker County 
Mr. Rich Reaves, Institute of Continuing Judicial Education 
Ms. Sharon Reiss, Council of Magistrate Court Judges 
Mr. Will Simmons, Sixth District Court Administrator 
Judge Lawton E. Stephens, Western Judicial Circuit 
Judge Tammy Stokes, Chatham County Recorders Court 
Mr. Shannon Weathers, Council of Superior Court Judges 
Ms. Carolyn Williams, Pike County Clerk of Superior Court  
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Call to Order 
 
 Chief Justice Sears called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m. She welcomed 

everyone and recognized each new Council member:  Judge Paul Rose, Judge Ronald 

Ginsberg, Judge Melvin Westmoreland, and Judge Tammy Brown.  She noted that Judge 

Robert Rodatus, incoming president-elect of the Council of Juvenile Court Judges, is 

absent due to illness. In addition Judge Downs of Atlanta was not able to attend. 

 Following remarks by Mr. Danny DeLoach expressing appreciation to Chatham 

County Sheriff’s Department personnel providing security, Justice Sears asked the 

members of the Council to introduce themselves, followed by those in the audience.  

Approval of Minutes 

 Chief Justice Sears called attention to the minutes of the meeting held on 

December 11, 2007. Judge Barrett moved approval of the minutes as prepared. Judge 

Lillis Brown seconded. The motion carried. 

Status of 2008 Judgeship Requests 

 Mr. Ratley reported new judgeship requests as follows:  Appalachian Circuit, 4th 

judge; Bell-Forsyth Circuit, 3rd judge; Clayton Circuit 5th judge; Western Circuit, 4th 

judge.  In addition recommendations will carry over from last year for the following 

circuits:  Douglas, Flint, Mountain, Northeastern, Piedmont, Southern and Tifton.  

Legislation creating new judgeships in the Atlanta, Alcovy and Brunswick Circuits 

passed the General Assembly and has been signed by the Governor. 

Budget Matters 

 Justice Hines noted that Judicial Council base budgets for FY09 reflect the 2.5% 

reduction mandated by the General Assembly. Detailed figures for all departments are in 
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the agenda material.  Justice Hines stated that decision-makers for the various budget 

units determined where specific reductions were made.   

 Justice Hines moved acceptance of the Judicial Council budget as approved by the 

Budget Committee.  Judge Baldwin seconded. The motion carried. 

Reports from Judicial Council Committees 

 Nominating Committee.  Judge Ott reported that the nominating committee 

recommends reappointment of two court reporter members of the Board of Court 

Reporting:  Ms. Vickey Riggins and Ms. Vickie Wiechec. Mr. Derek White of Pooler is 

the nominee for the attorney vacancy and Judge Harry Altman of the Southern Judicial 

Circuit is the superior court judge nominee. Chief Justice Sears called for a vote on the 

recommendations. The Council voted to approve. 

 Standing Committee on Policy.  Reporting on the 2008 session of the General 

Assembly, Ms. Nesbit noted that to the dismay of the judicial leadership, Governor 

Perdue recently vetoed the five percent judicial pay increase. She distributed a summary 

report of all passed measures affecting the judiciary and details of appropriations 

increases and/or cuts beyond the initial 2.5 percent base budget reduction. She stated that 

the judicial branch has adopted the governor’s preference for “white papers” to explain 

each new funding request. Ms. Vonnetta Pryor of the AOC can be contacted for help with 

any questions re the FY10 budget process. 

 Standing Committee on Drug Courts.  Ms. Martin reported for Judge Kreeger, 

chair of the committee. The statewide Drug Court Conference will take place June 17-19, 

2008 in Peachtree City. Currently 475 participants have registered for the conference 

which will feature national experts, a panel of drug court graduates and team-building 
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exercises. Ms. Martin invited all Judicial Council members to participate in the 

conference proceedings. In other areas, implementation of local drug-testing capability is 

underway at seven pilot sites through a contract with Siemens Laboratory.  Ms. Martin 

noted that the Georgia’s drug courts are moving to a standardized case management 

system available under a statewide contract.  A subcommittee chaired by Judge Jeannette 

Little has developed treatment standards/best practices which were recently adopted by 

the Standing Committee. She requested that the Judicial Council ratify these drug court 

standards. Chief Justice Sears called for a vote on the matter. The standards were ratified 

unanimously. 

Report from AOC Director 

 Mr. Ratley reported that public health emergency kits developed by Justice 

Melton’s Pandemic Committee will soon be distributed to chief judges across the state.  

A report on AOC internal accounting procedures has been completed by the National 

Center for State Courts. A second NCSC study regarding AOC staffing is pending; 

results of constituent surveys regarding future program directions for the AOC is being 

drafted.  Mr. Ratley noted that the report of a special state audit requested by Chief 

Justice Sears was recently provided to Judicial Council members. Turning to the 2007 

casecount effort, Mr. Ratley stated that software problems have been encountered with 

civil case reporting; criminal case data is already complete for five of the ten judicial 

districts.  He proposed that in the near future the Council consider establishing an 

Information Technology Standing Committee to set priorities for statewide IT projects. In 

closing he stated that 2008 marks the 35th anniversary of the Administrative Office of the 

Courts.  
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Reports from Appellate Courts and Trial Court Councils 

Supreme Court.  Chief Justice Sears asked Supreme Court Clerk Tee Barnes to 

introduce the video presentation. Ms. Barnes reported that the video reflects efforts by the 

Supreme Court and Court of Appeals to implement e-filing as well as a new docketing 

and case management system.  Copies of the presentation can be obtained by contacting 

Mr. Bob McAteer of the Supreme Court staff.  

Court of Appeals.  Chief Judge Barnes stated that while the General Assembly 

restored some funding to their FY08 budget, the Court of Appeals continues to press for 

additional funds to create three positions for courtroom security staff and a public 

information officer. She also noted that long-time Presiding Judge John H. Ruffin, Jr. will 

retire at the end of December.  His successor will be chosen in the November General 

Election.  

Superior Courts.  Judge Goss expressed appreciation to the State Bar, Ms. Sandy 

Lee and Ms. Nesbit for their efforts in gaining Legislative approval of the judicial pay 

increase.  He noted that the council’s public outreach committee, under the leadership of 

Judge Becker, has produced and distributed two promotional videos regarding the work 

of superior court judges. The court security committee will meet in July. 

State Courts. Judge Carbo introduced Judge Ronald Ginsberg of Savannah, 

president-elect of the Council of State Court Judges. He noted that Judge Ginsberg, not 

Judge Sam Edgar, should be listed as a new Judicial Council member. Judge Carbo 

invited members of the Judicial Council to attend the fall meeting of the Council of State 

Court Judges to be held October 15-17 at Jekyll Island.  As previously announced, 

Georgia will host the 2009 National High School Mock Trial Competition at the Fulton 
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County Courthouse in Atlanta.  Judge Carbo urged Council members to make themselves 

available as volunteers at the conference.  

Juvenile Courts. Judge Teske began by expressing his appreciation to outgoing 

council president Judge Velma Tilley.  He noted that Judge Tilley, author of the proposed 

model juvenile court code, will assist with code revision efforts during the 2009 

legislative session. Judge Teske advised that while some jurisdictional revisions will be 

considered, prior consultation with superior court judges and others will be part of the 

process.  He asked Council members to support passage of the federal JJDP Act which is 

up for reauthorization this year.  CJCJ has recently established two awards honoring 

long-time judges. The Aaron Cohn Award and the Martha Glaze Award will recognize 

individuals who have made significant contributions to Child Welfare and Juvenile 

Justice.  Finally, the council’s sub-committee on salary and retirement is working to bring 

juvenile court judges under the state judicial retirement system. 

Probate Courts.  Judge Lillis Brown noted that probate judges are being trained to 

conduct federal background checks required for applicants seeking a concealed weapons 

permit. The council has obtained funds to produce two videos detailing the duties of 

guardians and conservators appointed by the probate courts.  Production will begin this 

summer under the direction of Dan Sperling Video, Inc.  A probate bill introduced during 

the session addressed inconsistencies in the code involving access to certain court 

records, order recordation, deed rooms, and administrative matters.  

Magistrate Courts.  Judge Warden reported that the $100,000 in training funds 

designated for magistrates had been restored to the ICJE budget. Their strategic planning 

in July will address IT issues and other concerns. She expressed appreciation to the AOC 
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for help with the magistrate’s website. The council continues to work on implementation 

of mental health courts. 

Municipal Courts. Judge Clifton announced that because Judge John Roberts 

recently resigned as a municipal court judge; Judge Tammy Stokes of Savannah will 

become president of the council for the coming year.  The municipal court judges will 

continue to work with the House Judiciary Committee on legislation establishing 

standard qualifications for the office of municipal court judge and four-year terms of 

office. A data transmission project allowing the AOC to capture municipal court caseload 

data as transmitted to DDS is underway to provide documentation of the monetary 

contribution of the municipal courts to the state. 

Reports from Judicial Agencies 

 The Chief Justice noted that written reports could be found in the agenda from the 

Commission on Children, Marriage and Family Law, Committee on Justice for Children, 

Georgia Courts Automation Commission and the Chief Justice Led Task Force to 

Promote Mental Health/Criminal Justice Collaboration, Child Support Commission, and 

Committee on Civil Justice. 

 Reporting on the activities of the Georgia Council of Court Administrators, Ms. 

Judy Cramer announced that Will Simmons is president-elect of the organization and 

district court administrator Greg Jones is a new board member. Their goal of increasing 

in-state training opportunities for Georgia court administrators has been realized through 

a certification program accredited by Michigan State University.  These programs will 

focus on the ten core competencies for court administrators adopted by NACM, ICM and 

others. Curriculum for the fall conference addresses case-flow management issues. The 
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Georgia council is also partnering with ICJE to develop undergraduate and master’s 

degree programs in court administration. The Program of the Year Award was recently 

presented to the Villa Rica Municipal Court for their successful warrant amnesty month.   

Old Business 

 Judge Joe Bishop put forward three Workload Assessment Committee 

recommendations tabled at the December 2007 Judicial Council meeting.  

Item One: 

The deadline for receipt of letters of request for Judicial Council consideration of 
the need for an additional judgeship or the alteration of circuit boundaries shall be 
the close of business on the date of the deadline with the time stamp of the AOC 
affixed to the letters. 

 
Judge Goss moved to accept Item One as presented. Judge Baldwin seconded. 

The motion carried.   

Item Two:   

Letters of request for consideration of the need for an additional judgeship or the 
alteration of circuit boundaries shall be sent to the Chief Judge of each judicial 
circuit, the Governor, the Lt. Governor and the Speaker of the House. 
 

  Judge Goss moved approval of Item Two. Judge Baldwin seconded. The motion 

carried.  

Item Three: 

A “revocation of probation” shall be defined, for the purposes of counting cases, 
as the filing of a Petition for Revocation with the court or the issuance of an order 
with the signature of the judge concerning Revocation of Probation. 
 
 Judge Goss moved adoption of Item Three. Judge Baldwin seconded.  Following 

some discussion, the motion carried. 
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New Business  

On behalf of the Board of Court Reporting, Mr. Ratley presented a framed 

Resolution and plaque to Judge Anne Workman for service on the Board from July 1, 

2004 to June 30, 2008. The resolution states that Judge Workman is well-respected in the 

judiciary as a person of ability, intelligence and fortitude. The members of the Board of 

Court Reporting acknowledge her service and diligence as significant contributions to the 

integrity of the court reporting profession. Chief Justice Sears joined Mr. Ratley in 

making the presentation and congratulating Judge Workman. 

Adjournment  

 Chief Justice Sears presented certificates of appreciation to members of the 

Council whose terms are ending: Judge Barrett, Judge Clifton, Judge Howell, Judge Ott, 

Judge Rucker Smith and Judge Warden.  She announced the next meeting of the Judicial 

Council on August 26, 2008 at the Atlanta Marriott Gwinnett Place. 

 The meeting was adjourned.  

Respectfully submitted: 

 

___________________________________  
Billie Bolton, Assistant Director 

 
 
 
 
The above and foregoing minutes were 
approved at the meeting held on______ 
day of _____________, 200_. 
 
 
________________________________ 
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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: All Judicial Council Members 
 
From: Research Staff 
 
Date: July 29, 2008 
 
Re: Explanation of Judgeship Needs Assessment Documents 
 
 On August 26, 2008 the Judicial Council of Georgia will meet.  Again this year, at 
the request of Chief Judge Joe C. Bishop, Chair of the Judicial Workload Assessment 
Committee, the Office of Research (AOCOR) will provide each of you with a copy of the 
Judicial Workload Assessment Guide (JWAG).  This Guide was 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 these processes and includes detailed information about policy, caseload 
analysis, and information concerning circuit qualification.  The bound copy will be provided 
at the August 26th meeting and will also be available on-line at 
http://www.georgiacourts.org/aoc/research_planning.php 
 
Processes: 
 
 The data presented in the Agenda on the Judgeship Super Table for calendar year 
2007 was collected in a number of different ways.  The general civil and the domestic 
relations data was downloaded from the Georgia Superior Court Clerks Cooperative 
Authority in early May of 2008.  The data was sent, very shortly thereafter, to the Superior 
Court Clerks of each county and was verified by the clerks.  Then, adjustments were 
submitted in writing to the AOCOR.  Subsequently, the adjusted general civil and domestic 
relations data was forwarded to each of the District Court Administrators (DCAs).  The 
DCAs, in turn, conducted a final verification of the case load data and reported changes to 
the AOCOR.  Any adjustments to the data submitted by the DCAs during their final 
verification were updated and 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 the AOCOR by the District Attorney of each circuit.  The 
felony and misdemeanor filings were reported by the Superior Court Clerks to Research in 
summary form by defendant index, docket index, or the criminal calendar.  In addition, the 
Research staff counted the filings and defendants from bound dockets or from computer 
screens in the Clerks’ offices.  The Chief Probation Officers reported the number of 
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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. 
 
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 is computer generated.  All data was updated independently by 
Research staff from final verification from the Clerk of Court, the DCAs, or both.  All 
corrections to the data must be in writing and are held for two years in a secure area in the 
AOCOR. 
 
 Letters of support are sent, primarily, to the Director of the AOC and are 
forwarded to the Chairperson of the Judicial Council.  Copies are submitted to Research staff 
for compiling reports and introductory comments.  Each part of the agenda is described by 
title and page numbers. 

 
 
EXPLANATION OF DOCUMENTS WITH PAGE NUMBERS 
 
  A. Judicial Council Policy for Judgeship & Circuit Boundary Studies: 

Page 7, 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. 

 
  B. Supreme Court of Georgia Order for Designee Voting: 
 Page 14, Description – Dated April 10, 2003, this order distinguishes the 

circumstances under which a judge, acting as a designee for a Judicial Council 
member, may not vote or may vote. 

 
  C. Trial Court Caseload Report: 

Page 15, Description:  Oral presentation of caseload data reports for all trial courts 
including State, Juvenile, Magistrate, and Probate Court. 

 
JUDGESHIP NEED ASSESSMENT CHARTS 
 
  A. Judgeship Case Weight Needed to Qualify: 

Page 16, 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 to qualify for a recommendation for 
the 6th judgeship. 

 
  B. Number of Judges and Details of the Circuit and Per Judge Weights:  

Page 17, 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 2007 data. 
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 C. Superior Court Circuit Timeline: 
 Page 20, 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 number of active judge vs. authorized positions. 

   
 
   D. Chart 1:  2007 Circuits, Personnel, & Weighted Caseload: 
 Page 21, Description – This table shows the current number of judgeships for all 

classes of courts in the circuit.  In the last column, the chart includes the circuit judge 
year value, also called the “weighted caseload,” computed from caseload data 
collected by or reported to the AOC from calendar year 2007.  Circuits requesting 
judgeship studies for presentation to the General Assembly in 2009 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 “value to qualify” currently approved by the Judicial Council.  For example, 
if a circuit has three (3) judges it must have a “value to qualify” 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 have a sufficiently large 
enough “value to qualify,” using the same definition presented in the first condition, it 
must receive a two-thirds (2/3) majority of the votes cast by the Judicial Council to be 
recommended to the General Assembly. 

 
 
  E. Chart 2: CY 2007 Criminal Filings by Rank & 5-year Percentage Change:  

Page 22, 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 number of cases for each case type is shown, as a percentage, compared with the 
data from calendar year 2003. 

 
  F. Chart 3:  CY 2007 Circuit & Civil Filings by Rank & 5-year Percentage Change:  

Page 23, Description - Caseload figures in this 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 a percentage, based on 
a comparison with the data from calendar year 2003. 
 

  G.   Chart 4:  CY 2007 Population Estimate: 
Page 24, Description - This data reflects the 2007 population estimate released on July 
1, 2008 by the U.S. Census and the 2010 projections published by the Office of 
Planning and Budget. 
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4 FACTOR CHART (2008 presentation of 2007 data) 
 
 Page 25, 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 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. 

 
Sample Ballot (Qualifying) 
 Page   26 
 
Sample Ballot (Ranking) 

Page   27 
 
LETTERS OF REQUEST AND COMMENTS FROM INVITED RESPONDENTS 
 
New Judgeship Requests 
Description:  These letters are from circuits requesting new judgeship recommendations sent 
to the Judicial Council during calendar year 2008.  Letters received by the AOC, up to the date 
of the actual meeting, will be provided to the Judicial Council at the time of the meeting. 
  
 Appalachian  ..........................................  4th      Tab -    3 
 Bell-Forsyth  ..........................................  3rd      Tab -    4 
 Clayton  .................................................  5th     Tab -    5 
 Western  .................................................  4th      Tab -    6  
  
  
Carryover Judgeship Request 
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%. 
  
 Douglas  .................................................   4th  Approved August 2007 Tab -     7 
 Flint  ......................................................   4th  Approved August 2007 Tab -     8 
 Mountain  ..............................................   3rd  Approved August 2007 Tab -     9 
 Northeastern  .........................................   5th  Approved August 2007 Tab -   10 
 Piedmont  ...............................................   4th  Approved August 2007 Tab -   11 
 Southern  ................................................   6th  Approved August 2007 Tab -   12 
 Tifton  ....................................................   3rd  Approved August 2007 Tab -   13 
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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.  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)  
 
 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) 
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 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  
 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) 
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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.  (10/27/1981)  
 
 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 
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) 
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 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)  
 
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) 
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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 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)  
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 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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Suite 300  • 244 Washington Street, S. W.  • Atlanta, GA   30334-5900 
404-656-5171 •  Fax  404-463-3802 

www.georgiacourts.org 

Judicial Council of Georgia 
                                                                                                                                 

Administrative Office of the Courts 
 

 
David L. Ratley Reply to:                          
     Director Office of Research 

 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
 
 
TO:  Judicial Council Members 
 
FROM: Research Staff 
 
DATE:  July 21, 2008 
 
RE:  Status of Trial Court Caseload Reports as of July 21, 2008 
 
 
1. State:    68 out of 71 State courts have reported  
 
2. Juvenile:      148 out of 159 Juvenile courts have reported  
 
3. Probate:       142 out of 159 Probate courts have reported  
 
4. Magistrate:  144 out of 159 Magistrate courts have reported  
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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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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 3.41 1.35 1.71
Alcovy 4 5.32 7.87 1.33 1.97
Appalachian 3 4.02 4.13 1.34 1.38
Atlanta 19 22.42 19.59 1.18 1.03
Atlantic 4 5.32 3.86 1.33 0.97
Augusta 8 10.32 6.58 1.29 0.82
Bell-Forsyth 2 2.70 2.36 1.35 1.18
Blue Ridge 3 4.02 3.57 1.34 1.19
Brunswick 4 5.32 7.02 1.33 1.76
Chattahoochee 6 7.86 6.86 1.31 1.14
Cherokee 4 5.32 6.84 1.33 1.71
Clayton 4 5.32 4.98 1.33 1.24
Cobb 10 12.70 12.16 1.27 1.22
Conasauga 4 5.32 5.47 1.33 1.37
Cordele 2 2.70 3.44 1.35 1.72
Coweta 6 7.86 9.64 1.31 1.61
Dougherty 3 4.02 3.50 1.34 1.17
Douglas 3 4.02 4.50 1.34 1.50
Dublin 3 4.02 3.62 1.34 1.21
Eastern 6 7.86 4.38 1.31 0.73
Enotah 2 2.70 3.67 1.35 1.83
Flint 3 4.02 4.97 1.34 1.66
Griffin 4 5.32 5.49 1.33 1.37
Gwinnett 9 11.52 11.55 1.28 1.28
Houston 3 4.02 4.07 1.34 1.36
Lookout Mountain 4 5.32 6.35 1.33 1.59
Macon 5 6.60 6.51 1.32 1.30
Middle 2 2.70 3.00 1.35 1.50
Mountain 2 2.70 3.05 1.35 1.53
Northeastern 4 5.32 5.62 1.33 1.40
Northern 3 4.02 5.36 1.34 1.79
Ocmulgee 5 6.60 7.23 1.32 1.45
Oconee 2 2.70 3.20 1.35 1.60
Ogeechee 3 4.02 3.28 1.34 1.09
Pataula 2 2.70 2.78 1.35 1.39
Paulding 3 4.02 5.05 1.34 1.68
Piedmont 3 4.02 5.61 1.34 1.87
Rockdale 2 2.70 1.96 1.35 0.98
Rome 4 5.32 5.57 1.33 1.39
South Georgia 2 2.70 2.73 1.35 1.36
Southern 5 6.60 7.56 1.32 1.51
Southwestern 3 4.02 3.08 1.34 1.03
Stone Mountain 10 12.70 11.43 1.27 1.14
Tallapoosa 2 2.70 3.03 1.35 1.51
Tifton 2 2.70 2.83 1.35 1.41
Toombs 2 2.70 2.58 1.35 1.29
Towaliga 2 2.70 3.38 1.35 1.69
Waycross 3 4.02 4.51 1.34 1.50
Western 3 4.02 3.90 1.34 1.30

Total as of 12/31/07 199
Color Code: New Judgeship Request

Carryover
Qualified but Not Requested

2007Qualify2007Qualify
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Summary: Number of Judges and Details of the Circuit and per Judge Weights 
 
1.  New Judgeship Requests:  Lists the new judgeship requests and presents the value to 

qualify, actual weight, and qualification for a recommendation. 
 
Circuit Value to Qualify Actual Value to Qualify Qualification 
Appalachian (4th)1 4.02 4.13 Yes 
Bell-Forsyth (3rd) 2.70 2.36 No 
Clayton (5th) 5.32 4.98 No 
Western (4th) 4.02 3.90 No 
 
2. Carry Over Request:  Lists the circuits in carry over status, the year qualified, and the 

year the recommendation for consideration by the General Assembly and the Governor 
expires. 

 
Circuit Year Qualified Year of Expiration 
Douglas (4th) 2007 2010 
Flint (4th) 2007 2010 
Mountain (3rd) 2007 2010 
Northeastern (5th) 2007 2010 
Piedmont (4th) 2007 2010 
Southern (6th) 2007 2010 
Tifton (3rd) 2007 2010 
 
3. Qualified Circuits not Requesting an Additional Judgeship:  Lists the circuits that are 

qualified but did not request an additional by circuit, weight to qualify, and actual weight. 
 
Circuit Value to Qualify Actual Value to Qualify 
Alapaha (2)2 2.70 3.41 
Alcovy (4) 3 5.32 7.87 
Brunswick (4)3 5.32 7.02 
Cherokee (4) 5.32 6.84 
Conasauga (4) 5.32 5.47 
Cordele (2)3 2.70 3.44 
Coweta (6) 7.86 9.64 
Enotah (2) 3 2.70 3.67 
Griffin (4) 5.32 5.49 
Gwinnett (9) 3 11.52 11.55 
Houston (3) 4.02 4.07 
Lookout Mountain (4) 5.32 6.35 
Middle (2) 2.70 3.00 
Northern (3) 4.02 5.36 
Ocmulgee (5) 6.60 7.23 
Oconee (2) 2.70 3.20 
Pataula (2) 2.70 2.78 
Paulding (3) 4.02 5.05 
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Circuit Value to Qualify Actual Value to Qualify 
Rome (4) 5.32 5.57 
South Georgia (2) 2.70 2.73 
Tallapoosa (2) 2.70 3.03 
Towaliga (2) 2.70 3.38 
Waycross (3) 4.02 4.51 
 
Notes:  1 Circuits with judgeship in the form (2nd) indicates the judgeship being requested.  2 Circuits in the form 
(2) represent the judges as of 12/31/07.  3 Indicates circuits that added a judge in 2008 or is authorized to add a 
judge in 2009. 
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Circuit 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Alapaha 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Alcovy (created 1972) 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 *
Appalachian (created1983) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 3
Atlanta 15 15 15 15 15 15 17 17 18 18 19 19 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 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
Bell-Forsyth (created 1998) 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Blue Ridge 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3
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 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6
Cherokee 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 4
Clayton 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Cobb 7 7 7 8 8 8 8 8 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 10 10
Conasauga 3 3 3 4 4 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 3
Coweta 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 6 6
Dougherty 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Douglas (created 1983) 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 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 3 3
Eastern 6 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 2 3
Flint 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 3
Griffin 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Gwinnett 6 6 6 6 6 6 7 7 7 7 8 8 8 8 9 9 10
Houston (created 1971) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3
Lookout Mountain 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Macon 4 4 4 5 5 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 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Northern 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Ocmulgee 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 5 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 3 3 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 3 3
Piedmont 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Rockdale (created 1983) 2 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 4 4 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 5 5 5
Southwestern 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Stone Mountain 9 9 9 9 9 9 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
Tallapoosa 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 3 2 2 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 2 2
Waycross 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Western 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Total 159 159 159 169 169 169 175 176 183 184 189 188 188 188 193 199 202

* The 5th judgeship for the Alcovy Judicial Circuit, the 20th judgeship for the Atlanta Judicial Circuit, and the 5th judgeship for the Brunswick Judicial Circuit

        have already been approved by the General Assembly and will begin on 07/01/2009.

Superior Court Circuit Judgeship Timeline: 1992 - 2008

Administrative Office of the Courts
Office of Research
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CHART 1

Circuit Counties

Superior Court
Judge 

Positions
Authorized1

State Court
Judges

Authorized1

Juvenile Court
Judges and
Associate
Judges1

Probate Court
Judges

Hearing Traffic 
Cases1

CY07  
Weighted
Caseload

Alapaha 5 2 1 2 4 3.41
Alcovy 2 4 2 0 3 2 7.87
Appalachian 3 3 0 2 3 4.13
Atlanta 1 19 3 10 7 0 19.59
Atlantic 6 4 6 5 0 3.86
Augusta 3 8 5 7 1 6.58
Bell-Forsyth 1 2 2 2 0 2.36
Blue Ridge 1 3 2 2 0 3.57
Brunswick 5 4 4 4 6 1 7.02
Chattahoochee 6 6 2 3 5 6.86
Cherokee 2 4 0 2 2 6.84
Clayton 1 4 4 3 0 4.98
Cobb 1 10 5 12 4 0 12.16
Conasauga 2 4 0 2 2 5.47
Cordele 4 2 6 0 1 4 3.44
Coweta 5 6 4 4 2 9.64
Dougherty 1 3 1 2 0 3.50
Douglas 1 3 1 1 0 4.50
Dublin 4 3 7 1 2 3 3.62
Eastern 1 6 3 3 0 4.38
Enotah 4 2 8 0 1 4 3.67
Flint 1 3 3 3 0 4.97
Griffin 4 4 2 3 2 5.49
Gwinnett 1 9 9 6 5 0 11.55
Houston 1 3 1 1 0 4.07
Lookout Mountain 4 4 2 4 2 6.35
Macon 3 5 1 3 2 6.51
Middle 5 2 5 2 0 3.00
Mountain 3 2 2 1 1 3.05
Northeastern 2 4 2 2 1 5.62
Northern 5 3 1 2 4 5.36
Ocmulgee 8 5 2 1 6 7.23
Oconee 6 2 0 2 6 3.20
Ogeechee 4 3 4 0 0 3.28
Pataula 7 2 2 2 5 2.78
Paulding 1 3 0 3 1 5.05
Piedmont 3 3 1 1 2 5.61
Rockdale 1 2 1 1 0 1.96
Rome 1 4 0 2 1 5.57
South Georgia 5 2 3 2 2 2.73
Southern 5 5 4 6 1 7.56
Southwestern 6 3 1 1 5 3.08
Stone Mountain 1 10 7 10 0 11.43
Tallapoosa 2 2 0 3 2 3.03
Tifton 4 2 3 1 1 2.83
Toombs 6 2 0 1 6 2.58
Towaliga 3 2 0 1 3 3.38
Waycross 6 3 5 2 1 4.51
Western 2 3 2 3 1 3.90

Totals: 159 199 118 132 88 263.14
Notes: 1 as of 12/31/07 2 5th on 7/1/09 3 20th on 7/1/09 4 5th 0n 7/1/09 5 10th on 12/7/07 6 3rd 0n 01/01/08
7 3rd on 12/10/07 8 3rd on 01/01/08 9 10th on 01/01/08

2007 Circuits, Personnel, and Weighted Caseload

Administrative Office of the Courts 7/30/2008
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CHART 2

Circuit

Total
Criminal
Filings Rank

% Change
CY03 - CY07

Unified
Appeals

Felony
Defendants

Misdemeanor
Defendants

Probation
Revocations

Alapaha 1,353     1 21.13% 0.00 382 773 199
Alcovy 1,136     7 38.51% 0.25 478 294 364
Appalachian 798        25 0.21% 0.00 344 356 98
Atlanta 906        20 -1.65% 0.00 712 0 194
Atlantic 356        49 -22.11% 0.00 252 4 100
Augusta 577        42 -16.73% 0.38 384 104 88
Bell-Forsyth 567        45 54.92% 1.50 395 0 171
Blue Ridge 783        26 31.87% 0.00 495 72 217
Brunswick 857        22 34.04% 1.25 520 60 276
Chattahoochee 478        47 1.74% 0.00 259 73 147
Cherokee 1,238     3 31.89% 0.00 491 305 441
Clayton 782        28 4.34% 0.00 536 46 200
Cobb 1,097     8 17.48% 0.00 718 8 372
Conasauga 771        31 31.84% 0.00 379 295 97
Cordele 1,023     12 26.47% 0.00 405 261 357
Coweta 1,034     11 72.76% 0.00 569 75 390
Dougherty 861        21 -6.68% 0.00 560 5 296
Douglas 990        13 38.33% 0.00 542 61 387
Dublin 650        38 0.31% 0.00 318 147 186
Eastern 735        35 8.12% 0.00 499 17 219
Enotah 1,205     4 30.34% 0.00 482 437 287
Flint 777        29 58.25% 0.33 501 21 254
Griffin 762        32 -3.24% 0.00 454 106 202
Gwinnett 759        33 31.56% 0.00 488 20 251
Houston 927        16 50.05% 0.00 534 74 320
Lookout Mountain 772        30 41.61% 0.00 421 166 185
Macon 677        36 -16.68% 0.00 418 20 238
Middle 741        34 34.15% 0.00 520 9 212
Mountain 1,137     6 59.02% 0.00 374 172 592
Northeastern 941        15 18.89% 0.25 525 179 237
Northern 914        18 33.71% 0.00 505 200 208
Ocmulgee 1,055     9 24.01% 0.00 466 363 226
Oconee 909        19 4.84% 0.00 421 293 196
Ogeechee 530        46 -8.57% 0.00 320 41 169
Pataula 820        23 13.82% 0.00 347 206 267
Paulding 980        14 123.14% 0.00 372 563 45
Piedmont 1,304     2 58.79% 0.33 531 534 238
Rockdale 571        44 18.10% 0.00 425 0 147
Rome 1,197     5 5.09% 0.00 402 397 399
South Georgia 628        40 13.05% 0.00 436 24 169
Southern 805        24 15.31% 0.00 562 22 221
Southwestern 572        43 -11.83% 0.00 309 102 161
Stone Mountain 666        37 -2.72% 0.10 508 0 157
Tallapoosa 782        27 32.43% 0.00 355 249 179
Tifton 389        48 -13.07% 1.50 268 43 77
Toombs 592        41 -4.21% 0.00 222 217 154
Towaliga 634        39 11.43% 0.00 361 202 71
Waycross 918        17 57.22% 0.00 564 39 315
Western 1,049     10 22.46% 0.00 556 125 368

Mean: 837        0.12 446 159 231

CY07 Criminal Filings by Rank and Five-Year Percentage Change Per Judge by Defendant

Administrative Office of the Courts 7/23/2008
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CHART 3

Circuit

Total
Circuit Filings

(Criminal + Civil) Rank
% Change

CY03 - CY07
Total

Civil Filings Rank
% Change

CY03 - CY07
General

Civil
Domestic
Relations

Alapaha 2,891          5 30.78% 1,538 22 40.65% 641 898
Alcovy 3,411          1 47.93% 2,276 1 53.13% 1,374 901
Appalachian 2,051          35 18.76% 1,253 38 34.62% 756 497
Atlanta 1,808          43 4.03% 903 47 10.43% 278 625
Atlantic 1,404          48 8.00% 1,048 45 24.32% 395 653
Augusta 1,430          47 -20.80% 852 48 -23.34% 332 520
Bell-Forsyth 1,977          38 18.85% 1,410 26 8.67% 572 839
Blue Ridge 2,074          34 31.63% 1,291 34 31.48% 542 749
Brunswick 2,494          15 41.29% 1,637 13 45.40% 741 896
Chattahoochee 1,990          37 8.90% 1,511 23 11.39% 705 807
Cherokee 3,049          3 26.53% 1,811 7 23.11% 1,080 732
Clayton 2,144          30 -0.43% 1,362 30 -2.97% 564 798
Cobb 2,268          26 18.05% 1,170 39 18.60% 255 915
Conasauga 2,336          24 155.97% 1,565 20 96.61% 1,006 559
Cordele 2,671          10 23.23% 1,649 12 30.63% 717 932
Coweta 2,846          6 56.06% 1,813 6 47.91% 763 1,050
Dougherty 2,010          36 6.97% 1,149 41 20.14% 488 661
Douglas 2,560          14 28.17% 1,570 18 22.49% 894 677
Dublin 1,816          42 8.12% 1,166 40 13.02% 520 646
Eastern 1,243          49 -6.57% 508 49 -21.90% 223 285
Enotah 2,785          8 26.34% 1,580 17 23.45% 928 652
Flint 2,789          7 11.59% 2,012 2 0.18% 1,007 1,005
Griffin 2,379          23 14.22% 1,617 15 24.85% 760 857
Gwinnett 2,383          22 8.56% 1,624 14 0.36% 490 1,134
Houston 2,476          16 43.81% 1,549 21 40.31% 459 1,090
Lookout Mountain 2,743          9 75.47% 1,971 4 93.59% 1,004 968
Macon 2,462          18 24.14% 1,784 9 52.49% 302 1,482
Middle 2,150          29 8.07% 1,410 27 -1.95% 574 836
Mountain 2,413          20 25.58% 1,276 35 5.76% 603 673
Northeastern 2,423          19 34.54% 1,482 24 46.81% 791 691
Northern 2,623          11 47.63% 1,710 11 56.32% 810 899
Ocmulgee 2,193          27 24.90% 1,138 43 15.74% 672 467
Oconee 2,475          17 18.96% 1,566 19 29.05% 630 936
Ogeechee 1,598          45 16.21% 1,069 44 34.25% 449 620
Pataula 2,144          30 43.47% 1,324 31 71.06% 570 754
Paulding 2,928          4 130.46% 1,947 5 134.34% 1,368 579
Piedmont 3,307          2 78.26% 2,003 3 93.71% 1,273 730
Rockdale 1,710          44 10.82% 1,139 42 7.50% 375 764
Rome 2,597          12 10.85% 1,400 28 16.31% 814 585
South Georgia 1,951          41 24.83% 1,323 32 31.33% 567 756
Southern 2,123          32 4.53% 1,318 33 -1.11% 639 679
Southwestern 1,479          46 0.00% 907 46 0.01% 514 393
Stone Mountain 2,086          33 10.43% 1,420 25 17.90% 385 1,035
Tallapoosa 2,575          13 27.22% 1,793 8 25.08% 1,156 638
Tifton 1,974          39 27.64% 1,585 16 30.72% 692 894
Toombs 1,971          40 41.81% 1,379 29 52.40% 648 731
Towaliga 2,393          21 30.27% 1,760 10 38.71% 999 761
Waycross 2,173          28 12.11% 1,255 37 -7.33% 577 678
Western 2,319          25 17.44% 1,270 36 13.60% 576 694

Mean: 2,288          1,451 683 768

CY07 Civil Filings by Rank and Five-Year Percentage Change Per Judge

Administrative Office of the Courts 7/23/2008
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CHART 4

Circuit

CY07 U.S. Census
Population per 

Superior
Court Judge Rank

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

Court Judge Rank
Alapaha 28,158 44 26,026 45
Alcovy 44,791 17 49,157 11
Appalachian 27,152 45 30,380 43
Atlanta 52,218 10 43,178 23
Atlantic 37,010 33 35,731 36
Augusta 41,153 29 40,780 28
Bell-Forsyth 79,457 2 90,981 2
Blue Ridge 68,121 5 71,381 5
Brunswick 45,976 16 44,725 18
Chattahoochee 41,320 28 41,730 25
Cherokee 36,220 34 39,583 31
Clayton 68,054 6 77,080 4
Cobb 69,191 4 77,588 3
Conasauga 33,511 38 35,206 38
Cordele 29,990 43 30,519 42
Coweta 54,760 8 57,801 8
Dougherty 31,898 41 31,351 41
Douglas 41,498 26 39,745 30
Dublin 24,757 48 24,863 48
Eastern 41,412 27 38,775 32
Enotah 41,718 25 44,433 19
Flint 62,012 7 70,609 6
Griffin 53,434 9 57,568 9
Gwinnett 86,264 1 91,218 1
Houston 43,672 19 43,022 24
Lookout Mountain 42,423 23 44,962 17
Macon 38,573 32 38,448 33
Middle 49,115 12 46,962 13
Mountain 42,030 24 44,285 20
Northeastern 50,415 11 52,107 10
Northern 36,178 35 37,662 34
Ocmulgee 32,131 40 33,734 40
Oconee 35,724 36 33,797 39
Ogeechee 46,845 15 45,923 15
Pataula 25,254 46 25,947 46
Paulding 42,635 21 46,024 14
Piedmont 47,650 14 47,244 12
Rockdale 41,026 31 41,014 27
Rome 23,905 49 23,722 49
South Georgia 43,802 18 43,717 21
Southern 42,455 22 40,103 29
Southwestern 30,040 42 30,201 44
Stone Mountain 73,709 3 66,335 7
Tallapoosa 35,089 37 36,573 35
Tifton 41,050 30 41,428 26
Toombs 25,237 47 25,832 47
Towaliga 32,933 39 35,349 37
Waycross 43,451 20 43,369 22
Western 48,477 13 45,301 16

Mean: 43,957 44,969

Population

Administrative Office of the Courts 7/23/2008
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VOTE ON JUDGESHIP REQUESTS 
 

AUGUST 26, 2008 
 
 

CIRCUIT REQUESTING APPROVE 
 YES NO 
1. APPALACHIAN (4TH Judgeship) ____________ ____________ 

2. BELL-FORSYTH (3RD Judgeship) ____________ ____________ 

3. CLAYTON (5TH Judgeship) ____________ ____________ 

4. WESTERN (4TH Judgeship) ____________ ____________ 
 

 
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 26, 2008 
 

(1 = HIGHEST;     11 = LOWEST) 
 

CIRCUIT REQUESTING RANK 
1.  APPALACHIAN (4TH Judgeship) ________ 

2.  BELL-FORSYTH (3RD Judgeship)        ________ 

3.  CLAYTON (5TH Judgeship)        ________ 

4.  DOUGLAS (4TH Judgeship) ________ 

5.  FLINT (4TH Judgeship) ________ 

6.  MOUNTAIN (3RD Judgeship) ________ 

7.  NORTHEASTERN (5TH Judgeship) ________ 

8.  PIEDMONT (4TH Judgeship) ________ 

9.   SOUTHERN (6TH Judgeship) ________ 

10. TIFTON (3RD Judgeship) ________ 

11. WESTERN (4TH Judgeship) ________ 

 
 

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.    

 

 

Page 27 of 27



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Appalachian Judicial Circuit 



Summary 
 

Original Request and Comment Letters 
Appalachian Judicial Circuit 
Request for the 4th Judgeship 

 
Date of Letter Author Content 

May 21, 2008 Chief Judge Brenda S. Weaver Request study for 4th judgeship 
    
June 17, 2008 Representative David Ralston 

District 7 
Letter of support for additional 
judgeship 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
 
 

 







 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Bell-Forsyth Judicial Circuit 



Summary 
 

Most Recent Request and Comment Letters 
 Bell-Forsyth Judicial Circuit 
Request for the 3rd Judgeship 

 
Date of Letter Author Content 

May 9, 2008 
 

Chief Judge Jeffrey S. Bagley 
Bell-Forsyth Judicial Circuit 

  
  

Request for physical hand count of 
cases to determine the need for 
another judgeship 

   
May 30, 2008 Chief Judge Jeffrey S. Bagley 

Bell-Forsyth Judicial Circuit 
Request study for 3rd judgeship 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
 
 

 







 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Clayton Judicial Circuit 



Summary 
 

Original Request and Comment Letters 
Clayton Judicial Circuit 

Request for the 5th Judgeship 
 
Date of Letter Author Content 

January 31, 2008 Chief Judge Matthew O. Simmons 
Clayton Judicial Circuit 

Request study for 5th 

judgeship  
   
July 8, 2008 Chief Judge Matthew O. Simmons 

Clayton Judicial Circuit 
Letter of support cites 
county population and 
caseload increases 

   
July 9, 2008 James J. Dalton, II, Esq.,CFP 

President, Clayton County Bar 
Association 

Letter of support  cites 
county population 
growth and increase in 
criminal and civil filings 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
 













 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Western Judicial Circuit 



Summary 
 

Original Request and Comment Letters 
Western Judicial Circuit 

Request for the 4th Judgeship 
 
Date of Letter Author Content 

May 14, 2008 
 

Chief Judge Lawton E. Stephens 
Western Judicial Circuit 

Request study for 4th judgeship 

   
May 20, 2008 
 

Representative Bob Smith 
District 108 

  

Request study for 4th judgeship 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
 
 

 







 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Douglas Judicial Circuit 



Summary 
 

Original Request and Comment Letters 
Douglas Judicial Circuit 

Request for the 4th Judgeship 
 
Date of Letter Author Content 

April 25, 2007 Request study for 4th judgeship 
  
  
 

Chief Judge Robert J. James 
Judge David T. Emerson 
Judge Donald B. Howe 
Douglas Judicial Circuit  

    
July 26, 2007 
 

Letter of support for the 4th  
judgeship cites population 

 

Mr. David McDade 
District Attorney 
Douglas Judicial Circuit  

   
August 22, 2007 Mr. J. Michael Money 

President, Douglas County Bar 
Association 

Letter of support of the 4th 
judgeship cites increase in 
caseload 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
 
 

 













 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Flint Judicial Circuit 



Summary 
 

Original Request and Comment Letters 
Flint Judicial Circuit 

Request for the 4th Judgeship 
 
Date of Letter Author Content 

May 23, 2007 Request study for 4th judgeship 
 

Chief Judge Arch W. McGarity
Flint Judicial Circuit  

   
July 25, 2007 
 

Representative Steve Davis 
District 109 

Letter of support for the 4th  
judgeship cites delay and backlog 

   
August 7, 2007 
 

Chief Judge Arch W. McGarity
Flint Judicial Circuit 

  
  
  

Letter of support for 4th judgeship 
cites population growth, increases 
in criminal activity, business growth, 
and above the state average civil 
filings 

   
August 10, 2007 Mr. T. Kyle King 

President, Henry County Bar 
Association 

Letter of support for 4th judgeship 
cites population growth and 
increases in criminal activity and 
caseloads 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
 
 

 









CARL H. HONES 

HODGES, McEACHERN & KING 
A~ORNEYS AT !Aw 
177 North Main Street 

Jonesboro, Georgia 30236 
(770) 473-0072 

Fax (770) 473-0075 MARION K. MCEACHERN 
T. KYLE KING 

Mr. David L. Ratley, Director 
Administrative Office of the Courts 
Judicial Council of Georgia 
244 Washington Street Southwest, Suite 300 
Atlanta, Georgia 30334-5900 
VIA FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION TO (404) 651-6449 

Re: 4th Superior Court judgeship 
Hint Judicial Circuit 

Dear Mr. Ratley: 

I hope this letter finds you well. I am writing in my capacity as president 
of the Henry County Bar Association regarding the Judicial Council's study to 
determine the need for a fourth Superior Court judgeship in the Flint Judicial 
Circuit. I hope the Council will determine that an additional judgeship is 
necessary and will recommend its establishment. 

8' Although a third Superior Court judgeship was added only recently, the 
explosive growth of Henry County is ongoing and the burdens on our local 
judiciary continue to increase. Henry County is experiencing approximately an 
eight per cent growth in population and roughly a 40 per cent rate of new 
business growth. Accordingly, the Flint Circuit now has one Superior Court 
judge for roughly every 61,500 residents, as compared to the statewide average 
of around 50,000 persons per judge. 

Naturally, a burgeoning populace carries with it an increased caseload for 
the courts. This year's civil caseload in the Superior Court for the Flint Circuit is 
up more than lo per cent over 2006 and represents a 25 per cent increase over 
2005, In Henry County, we are averaging approximately 2,000 civil filings per 
Superior Court judge, nearly double the statewide average of 1,200. 

While the projected 2007 criminal caseload is expected to experience an 
increase of only about three per cent over last year, the criminal cases now being 
tried in Henry County deal with increasingly serious and complex offenses, such 
as armed robbery, murder, and gang-related offenses. 

Moreover, as attested to by the steady growth in the active membership of 



Mr. David L. Ratley, Director 
Administrative Office of the Courts 
Judicial Council of Georgia 
~ugus t  10, 2007 
Page Two 

the Henry County Bar, the local legal community is expanding, both in numbers 
and in diversity, as the changing needs of a growing county require the senices 
of attorneys in a wider variety of practice fields. These needs, of course, are 
reflected in the more extensive range of the kinds of cases our judges must 
confront, which consume greater amounts of court time as they distribute our 
scarce judicial resources across an even larger array of legal issues, 

The Judicial Council has been responsive to the Flint Circuit's growing 
needs in the past, for which we are most appreciative. As Henry County 
continues to grow, both in its overall population and in the size and scope of its 
legal community, the burdens on our courts continue to increase. Part of the 
price of progress is the need for more jurists who are capable of confronting this 
changing landscape. 

We in Henry County have been blessed with a distinguished bench and we 
in the local bar remain committed to maintaining our county as a fine place in 
which to live and work. Preserving the ability of the Henry County Bar to 
protect and vindicate the legal rights of every person and business in the Flint 
Circuit requires that both the quality and quantity of our judges be kept at the 
highest level. 

For the foregoing reasons, I am, on behalf of the Henry County Bar 
Association, asking the Judicial Council to recommend an additional Superior 
Court judgeship for the Flint Circuit to the General Assembly and the Governor. 
I thank you for your thoughtful consideration of this impartant matter. 

=7~7< President 

Henry County Bar Association 

cc: Honorable Arch W. McGarity 
Chief Judge, Superior C o w  
Flint Judicial Circuit 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Mountain Judicial Circuit 



Summary 
 

Original Request and Comment Letters 
Mountain Judicial Circuit 

Request for the 3rd Judgeship 
 

Date of Letter Author Content 

April 23, 2007 Chief Judge Ernest H. Woods, III Request study for 3rd judgeship 
   
July 31, 2007 
 

Senator Nancy Schaefer 
District 50 

  

Letter of support for the 3rd  
judgeship cites growth and 
increases in dockets filed 

   
August 6, 2007 
 
 

President Nina M. Svoren 
Mountain Judicial Circuit Bar 
Association 

  

Letter of support for the 3rd  
judgeship cites delay in 
probation hearings and domestic 
temporary hearings 

   
January 29, 2008 Chief Judge Ernest H. Woods, III Request study for 3rd judgeship 
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   

 
 

 











 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Northeastern Judicial Circuit 



Summary 
 

Original Request and Comment Letters 
Northeastern Judicial Circuit 
Request for the 5th Judgeship 

 
Date of Letter Author Content 

June 20, 2007 Request study for 5th judgeship 
 

Chief Judge C. Andrew Fuller 
Northeastern Judicial Circuit  

   
August 7, 2007 
 

Mr. Lee Darragh 
District Attorney 

  

Letter of support for 5th judgeship 
cites use of visiting judges and 
retired judges 

   
August 16, 2007 Mr. Mike Berg 

Dawson County Board of 
Commissioners 

Letter of support for 5th judgeship 
cites population growth and 
increase in caseload 

   
June 20, 2008 Mr. Lee Darragh 

District Attorney 
Letter of support for 5th judgeship 
cites use of visiting judges and 
retired judges 
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DAWSON COUNTY 
BOARL) OF COMMISSIOIVERS 

Mr. David L. Railey, Director 
Administrative Office of the Courts 
Suite 300,244 Washington Street, S.W. 
Atlanta, Georgia 30334-5900 

Dear Mr. Railey, 

Piease be advised that I am in receipt of your letter dated JuIy 16, 
2007, concerning the study being conducted regarding the necd for a 5& 
Superior Court judgeship in the Northeastern Judicial Circuit. 'lh D a w n  
County Commission supports this study being conducted and looks forward to 
the report that will contain caseload information and any recommendation 
concerning an additional judgeship. 

Dawson County is actively preparing for growth within dl areas of our 
county including, but not limited to, the Court system. Within six months 
Dawson County will have completed the constmdon of a new detention 
center, and Dawson County is currently working toward a new courthouse 
construction project which will be put before the voters in the nmu future. 

Thus, Dawson County recognizes that the caseload of the Northeastem 
Judicial Circuit will likely qualify our circuit for an additional Superior Court 
Judge position based upon the weighted caseload formula utilized by the 
Judicial Council of Georgia Although supported, Dawson County idso 
recognizes the expense associated with the creation of a new Superior Court 
judgeship and our budget for the cal& year 2008 does not contain the 
necessary money related to that expense. However, this does not deter our 
support for the study being conducted as our Superior Court Judges have 
identified that the study is the frrst step in a lengthy process of obtaining a 
judgeship such that we will have adequate time to budget any money 
necessary to cover the expense of the creation of the new Superior Court 
judgeship. 

D a w n  County looks foMard b any recommendation that might be 
forthcoming from the Judicial Council of Georgia, and if you have further 
questions, please do not hesitate to conhct my ofice. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Berg, Chairman <-l 
Dawson County Board of Commissionem 





 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Piedmont Judicial Circuit 



Summary 
 

Original Request and Comment Letters 
 Piedmont Judicial Circuit 

Request for the 4th Judgeship 
 

Date of Letter Author Content 

May 31, 2007 
 
 
 

Chief Judge Robert W. Adamson 
Judge David Motes 
Judge Joseph H. Booth 
Piedmont Judicial Circuit 

Request for 4th judgeship cites 
population growth and building 
of new courthouses as firm 
commitment of community to 
investment to judicial needs 

   
July 19, 2007 
 

Senator Nancy Schaefer 
District 50 

Letter of support for the 4th    
judgeship  

   
July 23, 2007 
 

Representative Terry England 
District 108 

  

Letter of support for the 4th  
judgeship cites population growth 
and building of new courthouses 

   
August 7, 2007 
 
 
 

Chief Judge Robert W. Adamson 
Judge David Motes 
Judge Joseph H. Booth 
Piedmont Judicial Circuit 

Supplemental material, 12 pages, to  
support request for a 4th judgeship,  
consists of text, graphs, and blue 
prints 

   
August 7, 2007 
 

Letter of support for the 4th judgeship 
cites increase in filings 

 

Ms. Gloria Wall 
Clerk of Superior Court 
Barrow County  

   
August 8, 2007 Letter of support for the 4th judgeship 
  
 

Representative Timothy A. Harper 
Clerk of Superior Court 
Banks County  

   
August 9, 2007 
 

Ms. Allison Mauldin 
Acting District Attorney 

Letter of support for the 4th judgeship 
cites growth in population and crime 

   
August 10, 2007 Ms. Nancy Floyd 

President, Piedmont Bar 
Association 

Letter of support for 4th judgeship cites 
increase in caseload, judges being over 
extended, and county population growth 

   

August 10, 2007 Representative Jeanette Jamieson 
District 28 

Letter of support for 4th judgeship cites 
increase in caseload 

   

May 16, 2008 Chief Judge David Motes 
Judge Robert W. Adamson 
Judge Joseph H. Booth 
Piedmont Judicial Circuit 

Request for study of 4th judgeship 

   



June 12, 2008 Ms. Gloria Wall 
Clerk of Superior Court 
Barrow County 

Letter of support for the 4th judgeship 
cites increase in filings 

   
June 24, 2008 Representative Terry England 

District 108 
Letter of support for the 4th  
judgeship cites population growth 
and building of new courthouses 

 











































Georgia House of Representatives 
JEANETTE JAMIESON 

Representative 
District 28 
Post office box 852 
T-, Georgia 3 a m  
Phone: 6706)-886-6889 

David Ratley 
Director 
Adm. Office of Courts 
Suite 300 - 244 Washington SL. SW 
Atlanta, GA 30334 

Legislative Office Building 
Room 507 

Atlanta, Georgia 30334 
14041-6560202 

Dear David, 

Please consider this my letter of support for the 4th Judgeship in the Piedmont 
Circuit. 

It has become increasingly clear that the caseload of the circuit justifies this 
position, and I believe the study will verify the need. 

Sincerely, 

Jeanette Jamieson 



Nancy R. Floyd 
Attorney at Law, LLC 

P.O. Box 484 
20 North Brmd Street 
Winder, Georgia 30680 

Telephone: (770) 307-0439 
Facsimile: (770) 867-9220 

Nancy R. Floyd 
~ t t o r n e ~  at Law Attornw at Law 

- 

August 10,2007 

David L. Ratley, Director 
Judicial Council of Georgia 
Administrative Office of the Courts 
Suite 300 
244 Washington Street, S.W. 
Atl~nta, GA 30334-5900 

RE: fie$mont Judicial Circuit 

Dear Mr. Ratley and Members of the Judicial Council: 

I am currently serving as President of the Piedmont Bar Association, On behalf of the 
mernbers of the Piedmont Bar, I stmngly support Judge Adamson's request for a 4& 
superior wurt judgeship for the Piedmont Judicial Circuit, 

I am quite sure that the members of the Judicial Council have all the data dated to the 
number of cases filed in the Superior Courts of the Piedmont Circuit. According to the 
information I have, 6704 matters were docketed during the 2005 calendar year. Based 
upon the case numbers I have been assigned for the cases I have filed this year, the 
Piedmont Circuit will far ex& that number for 2007. 

The increasing number of cases each year d t s  in my clients, and the ~lients of my 
colleagues, having to wait longer and longer for resolutions to their problems. For some 
issues this may not make much difference. However, I practice family law. Delay in 
resolving issues of child custody, support olnd debt payments can add tremendously to the 
stress of my client's day to day existence. The calendars and dockets of the judges of the 
Piedmont Circuit are so crowded that the earliest a temporary hearing for a divorce or 
custody can be scheduled is two months after the case is filed. 

In only a span of three years (2002-05), the number of cases overseen by the three judges 
has increased tremendously. Currently, each judge in the Piedmont Circuit is responsible 
for over 2300 cases docketed per year. The caseload of the Piedmont circuit compared 
with that of other Georgia Circuit courts staffed by three judga shows how the growth 
has affected the caseload. In 2002-03, the Piedmont circuit ranked fast out of the nine 



Circuits staffed by three judges. In 2004-05 however, the Piedmont circuit had jumped to 
third out of ten. Once again, this seems to be a trend which, according to census 
numbers, is not soon to reverse. 

The population of Barrow, Banks and Jackson Counties is showing no sign of dweasing. 
According to U.S. Census records, the 2006 population of Barrow County was 63,702, a 
3 8.1 % growth r& since 2000. The Jackson County population for 2006 was 55,778. 
This was a 34.1 % growth rate fiom the year 2000. Banks County had a population of 
1 6,445 for 2006. Banks had a 14% growth rate. These numbers are not likely to sIow. 

The judges of the Piedmont Judicial Circuit do a fabulous job, Each judge is more than 
willing to work with the attorneys to try and expedite the handling of cases. This may 
mean staying late and starting early. They do everything they can to provide justice to 
the citizens of this circuit. However, they are only three people. Everyday they are asked 
to do more and more. An additional judge for this circuit is absolutely necessary. If  
there is anything more hat the members of the Piedmont Bar Association can do to help 
achieve the fourth judgeship, please let me h o w  and I will pass it dong to the members, 

Sincerely, 

%%,~39~ Nancy R 









 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Southern Judicial Circuit 



Summary 
 

Most Recent Request and Comment Letters 
 Southern Judicial Circuit 

Request for the 6th Judgeship 
 
Date of Letter Author Content 

July 30, 2007 
 

Chief Judge H. Arthur McLane
Southern Judicial Circuit 

  
  

Request out of time study for the 
6th judgeship cites “…confusion 
as to the calculation of the carry 
over period.” 

   
June 25, 2008 Chief Judge H. Arthur McLane

Southern Judicial Circuit 
Letter of support cites the need for 
additional resources due to increase 
of cases on the docket 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
 
 

 







 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Tifton Judicial Circuit 



Summary 
 

Original Request and Comment Letters 
Tifton Judicial Circuit 

Request for the 3rd Judgeship 
 
Date of Letter Author Content 

April 23, 2007 
 

Chief Judge Gary C. McCorvey
Tifton Judicial Circuit 

  
  

Request study for 3rd judgeship 
or circuit split cites steady influx 
of population, pro se litigants, and 
agriculturally based lower income 

   
May 10, 2007 
 

Representative Austin Scott 
District 153 

  

Letter of support cites expanding 
area, domestic cases, and pro se 
litigants 

   
August 8, 2007 Mr. Bryce A. Johnson 

President, Tifton Bar 
Association 

Letter of support cites efforts made 
to decrease increasing caseloads due 
to scheduling increasing pro se 
cases in family court, language 
barrier cases and county population 

   
August 9, 2007 
 

 Mr. Bob Reinhardt 
Attorney 

Letter of support for 3rd judgeship 

   
April 30, 2008 Chief Judge Gary C. McCorvey

Tifton Judicial Circuit 
Request for study to determine the 
need for a 3rd judgeship 

   
June 24, 2008 Representative Austin Scott 

District 153 
Letter of support cites expanding 
area, domestic cases, and pro se 
litigants 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
 
 

 









Office of the Solicitor General 
Tift County State Coua 

11 1 Library Lnne 
Tiiton, Georgia 3 1794 
Fax: 229-388-3901 

David Ratley 
Administrative Ofice of the Courts 
Suite 300 
244 Washington Street, S. W. 
Atlanta, GA 30334-5900 

Dear Mr. Ratley, 

Thank you for the opportunity to give the Judicial Council information on the needs of the Tifion 
Judicial Circuit as they relate to the possible addition of a third judge. 

We in the Tifion area strive to be proactive, and this is reflected in the way local officials have 
endeavored to manage the load borne by superior court. Three counties have provided state 
courts in an efirt to reduce the superior court caseload. Also, the Ti fi County state wurt judge 
sits in superior court forjemporary protective orders. These efforts have helped stave off the 
avenvhelming tide of cases in the past. The numbers are continuing-to grow, however, and felony 
criminal cases and non-TPO civil matters are currently stretching our limits. 

t 

Tn the criminal realm, we have an unusually high number of homicides for a circuit of our size and 
rural nature, with five pending death penalty cases taking up much effort for our judges, 
prosecutors and defense bar. In order to aggressively combat the large number of cases with 
roots in drug and mental health issues, we have researched mental health and drug courts. 
However, with only two judges for a fow county circuit, court time is very heavily scheduled as 
things are. With an additional judge, we would have time in the schedule to utilize such 
specialized court systems. 

Family court is another problem area in which scheduling problems make it impossible to attack 
the number of cases. We have an ever growing number of temporary protective orders that take 
up a great deal of time, and in our three poorat counties, many of them are pro se cases. This 
high number of pro se cases i s  found in all areas of civil court, because so many of our citizens de  
not able to afford attorneys. Pro se defendants take more judicial time than cases which involve 
counsel, 



Another group of cases which demand a high percentayc of court time are those that involve non- 
English speaking parties. In this primarily rural a m ,  we have a large Hispanic population. Cases 
involving Spani~h speaking parties take more actual court time, as interpreters require a slower 
courtroom pace. Such cases also take mare time in dealing with cultural differences. 

Even our population gtuwth brings new challenges to our circuit. We are primarily rural, with 
Irwin, Turner and Worth counties characterized as aI;ricwltural areas with small county seats, tiny 
towns and a few unincorpomted communities. Not much growth occurs in these areas, but 
poverty brings about some number of criminal cases as well as rnany pro se parties. Tiff County, 
however. continues to see rapid growth and an increasingly uhan environment. Tift County's 
growth has had a large impacq on crowding our civil and criminal dockets as well. 

We in the Tifton circuit have done what we can to improve where we can, identify our problems 
and attack them aggressively. We have come to a pint, however, at which two judgescannot do 
the work there is to do here. If we are granted a third judge, we will be able to do more to attack 
fhc specific problems we face while we offer more opportunities farjustice to our citizens. 

Again, thank you for your attention to our needs. If 1 may be ofservice to you in this or any 
matter, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Bryce A. Johnson J 

President, TiRon Bar Association 
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OFFICE OF PLANNING AND BUDGET
 

Sonny Perdue Trey Childress 
Governor Director 

August 7,2008 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Agency Heads 

FROM: Trey Childress 4t/ 

RE: Instructions for Selected Fiscal Year 2009 Expenditures 

As previously communicated by memorandum on August 1, 2008, Governor Perdue has 
instructed agencies to implement expenditure control measures in order to meet our revised budget 
projections. Specific instructions regarding expenditure controls are included in this memorandum. 
These expenditure controls are effective immediately and will be effective until further notice. 

State Employee Hiring Suspension 

•	 Suspend all hiring for new and replacement positions that are funded in total or in part 
with State funds. Special exceptions tor extenuating circumstances will be considered 
on a case-by case basis. Both the State Personnel Administration (SPA) and the Office 
of Planning and Budget (OPB) will be required to approve all hiring exceptions. 
Agencies will need to submit exception requests, using the critical hire exception form, to 
SPA and OPB for review. OPB, in consultation with SPA, will be responsible for the 
approval of exceptions to this hiring suspension. 

Travel Moratorium 

•	 Curtail all out-of-state and in-state non-essential travel for state business, including 
conference attendance. 

•	 Any travel for conferences and/or overnight stays and any travel requmnq personal 
mileage reimbursement or rental car expenses must be approved in advance prior to 
incurring the expense. Agencies should develop an internal approval process and 
maintain documentation regarding any decisions related to these areas and make them 
available to OPB as necessary. 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 

270 Washinzton Street S.W.. Atlanta . Georgia 30334 Fax : 404-656-7198 
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Instructions for Selected Fiscal Year 2009 Expenditures 
August 7. 2008 
Page 2 

•	 Employees whose jobs require travel as part of their essential work activity 
are exempted from this provision . However, action should be taken to 
minimize and streamline these activities as much as possible. 

•	 This provision is applicable to all state departments, institutions, boards, 
bureaus, agencies, authorities. colleges and universities. 

Vehicle Purchase Moratorium 

•	 Discontinue the purchase of motor vehicles until further notice, regardless of 
fund source. This includes all passenger carrying vehicles, law enforcement 
vehicles, large pick-up trucks and cargo vans with special equipment. 

•	 Any exception requests to this moratorium will require the review and 
approval by the Department of Administrative Services' Fleet Management 
Office (DOAS) and the Office of Planning and Budget. Agencies will need to 
submit requests through the regular fleet management process. OPB. in 
consultation with DOAS, will be responsible for the approval of exceptions to 
this purchase moratorium. 

•	 This provision is applicable to all state departments, institutions, boards, 
bureaus, agencies. authorities, colleges and universities. 

Equipment and Discretionary Purchase Moratorium 

•	 Curtail the purchase of, or contracting for, supplies, materials, equipment, 
printing or other products financed in total or in part with state funds. 
Exceptions to this moratorium may be considered under the following 
circumstances: 

a.	 The purchase or contract is necessary to protect the health or safety of 
Georgia residents , visitors or state employees. 

b.	 The purchase or contract is necessary to provide for the basic 
requirements of residents of state institutions or facilities, including but not 
limited to food, clothing and prescription drugs. 

c.	 The purchase or contract will produce budgetary savings , increase state 
revenues or prevent the loss of federal funds. 

•	 Agencies should develop an approval process and maintain documentation 
regarding any decisions related to these areas and make them available to 
OPB as necessary. 

3



Instructions for Selected Fiscal Year 2009 Expenditures 
August7,2008 
Page 3 

•	 This provision is applicable to all state departments, institutions, boards, 
bureaus, agencies, authorities, colleges and universities. 

These measures are effective immediately. Please ensure that they are 
communicated to staff throughout your agency. 

TC/bpg 

c:	 Tommy Hills, Chief Financial Officer, Governor's Office 
Jim Lientz, Chief Operating Officer, Governor's Office 
Steve Stevenson, Commissioner, State Personnel Administration 
Brad Douglas, Commissioner, Department of Administrative Services 
Fiscal Officers 
Fleet Coordinators 
Human Resources Officers 
Procurement Officers 
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TOTAL JUDICIAL COUNCIL SECTION 
FY 2009 AMENDED BUDGET REQUEST 

      
      

PROGRAM FY 2009 BUDGET 
STATEWIDE 

REDUCTIONS* 

FY 2009 
ADJUSTED 

BASE 
 6% 

REDUCTION 

FY2009 
AMENDED 
REQUEST 

      Office of Dispute Resolution  $             196,638   $           15,011   $             181,627   $              10,898   $          170,729  

      Institute for Continuing Judicial 
Education  $          1,298,000   $             6,105   $          1,291,895   $              77,514   $       1,214,381  

      Judicial Qualifications Commission  $             299,040   $             9,921   $             289,119   $              17,347   $          271,772  

      Appellate Resource Center  $             580,000   $                   -     $             580,000   $              34,800   $          545,200  

      Judicial Council  $        13,971,643   $         344,705   $        13,626,938   $            817,616   $     12,809,322  

      Total  $        16,345,321   $         375,742   $        15,969,579   $            958,175   $     15,011,404  

      
      
      * FY 09 Statewide Reductions includes removal of pay raise and health benefit reduction 

  
      Overall Percentage Decrease over FY 2009 - 8.16% 
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TOTAL JUDICIAL COUNCIL SECTION 
FY 2009 AMENDED BUDGET REQUEST 

      
      

PROGRAM FY 2009 BUDGET 
STATEWIDE 

REDUCTIONS* 

FY 2009 
ADJUSTED 

BASE 8% REDUCTION 

FY2009 
AMENDED 
REQUEST 

      Office of Dispute Resolution  $             196,638   $           15,011   $             181,627   $              14,530   $          167,097  

      Institute for Continuing Judicial 
Education  $          1,298,000   $             6,105   $          1,291,895   $            103,352   $       1,188,543  

      Judicial Qualifications Commission  $             299,040   $             9,921   $             289,119   $              23,130   $          265,989  

      Appellate Resource Center  $             580,000   $                   -     $             580,000   $              46,400   $          533,600  

      Judicial Council  $        13,971,643   $         344,705   $        13,626,938   $         1,090,154   $     12,536,784  

      Total  $        16,345,321   $         375,742   $        15,969,579   $         1,277,566   $     14,692,013  

      
      
      * FY 09 Statewide Reductions includes removal of pay raise and health benefit reduction 

  
      Overall Percentage Decrease over FY 2009 - 10.11% 
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TOTAL JUDICIAL COUNCIL SECTION 
FY2009 AMENDED BUDGET REQUEST 

      
      

PROGRAM FY 2009 BUDGET 
STATEWIDE 

REDUCTIONS* 

FY 2009 
ADJUSTED 

BASE 
10% 

REDUCTION 

FY2009 
AMENDED 
REQUEST 

      Office of Dispute Resolution  $             196,638   $           15,011   $             181,627   $              18,163   $          163,464  

      Institute for Continuing Judicial 
Education  $          1,298,000   $             6,105   $          1,291,895   $            129,190   $       1,162,705  

      Judicial Qualifications Commission  $             299,040   $             9,921   $             289,119   $              28,912   $          260,207  

      Appellate Resource Center  $             580,000   $                   -     $             580,000   $              58,000   $          522,000  

      Judicial Council  $        13,971,643   $         344,705   $        13,626,938   $         1,362,693   $     12,264,245  

      Total  $        16,345,321   $         375,742   $        15,969,579   $         1,596,958   $     14,372,621  

      
      
      * FY 09 Statewide Reductions includes removal of pay raise and health benefit reduction 

  
      Overall Decrease over FY 2009 - 12.06% 
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Program
State Funds 
Requested Details of Request

Budget Committee 
Recommendation

AOC  - Pay Plan $65,032 Implementation of a formalized salary scale and plan $15,032

AOC  - Case Management Specialist $180,650
Full-time case management specialist and three interns 
for six months $0

Electronic Filing for Trial Courts $272,438

The expansion of services and related activities of the 
Electronic Filing for Trial Courts Program. The purpose 
of the program is to automate the current manual 
workflow process of civil and criminal proceedings. $0

Judicial Data Center Relocation $100,202

Relocation of all server equipment in use at the Judicial 
Data Center to be moved to a corporate managed data 
center located in midtown Atlanta $100,202

Judicial Council Standing Committee on Drug 
Courts $392,679

Implementation for three (3) new drug courts and a 
statewide evaluation for adult felony drug courts $392,679

Judicial Council Standing Committee on Drug 
Courts - DUI Courts $204,980

Allows for implementation grants to be awarded to two 
new counties through a competitive grant process $204,980

Judicial Council Standing Committee on Drug 
Courts - Mental Health Courts $211,786 Implementation for two (2) new mental health courts. $211,786

Supreme Court Commission on Children, Marriage 
and Family Law $92,500

Two day summit and continuing legal education event 
on the importance of rearing children in a two-parent, 
married household; and to publish educational 
materials developed by the Commission for distribution 
among Georgia’s judiciary and judicial stakeholders. $92,500

Council of State Court Judges $106,617
State Court Judges Impaired Driver Awareness 
Campaign $46,617

Council of Probate Court Judges $9,758

Update of the Probate Court Judges Benchbook and 
Handbook to reflect legislative changes made during 
the 2007 and 2008 legislative sessions $9,758

Technology and Operations Division - Council of 
Municipal Court Judges Municipal Court Data 
warehouse $119,936

The development and maintenance of a data warehouse 
of municipal court information $89,936

General Counsel/Regulatory Matters      Legal 
Services to Victims of Domestic Violence $565,374

Offer assistance to victims who need legal 
representation to protect them and their children from 
violence and to achieve self-sufficiency. $213,462

ICJE $10,000
Funding for CJE to cover the future creation of new 
judgeships $10,000

Georgia Appellate Practice and Educational 
Resource Center, Inc. $200,000 Two Senior Staff Attorneys and one Investigator $200,000

$2,531,952 $1,586,952

Fund AA's and support staff -  voluntarily withdrawn

Funding recommended as requested - Voluntarily 
Withdrawn

Position not approved - Voluntarily Withdrawn

Notes

Funding recommended as requested - Voluntarily 
Withdrawn

Funding recommended as requested -  Voluntarily 
Withdrawn

Funding recommended as requested -  Voluntarily 
Withdrawn

Funding recommended as requested - Voluntarily 
Withdrawn

No funding recommendation for FY 2010

No funding recommendation for FY 2010

Funding recommended as requested- Withdrawn
Withdrawn Amount - $1,576,952

Position salary decreased - Voluntarily Withdrawn

Funding recommended as requested - Voluntarily 
Withdrawn

Funding recommended as requested

10% increase recommended - Voluntarily Withdrawn

 

FY 2010 Enhancements 
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TOTAL JUDICIAL COUNCIL SECTION 
FY 2010 BUDGET REQUEST 

       
       

PROGRAM 
FY 2009 
BUDGET 

STATEWIDE 
REDUCTIONS* 

FY 2010 
ADJUSTED BASE 

 6% 
REDUCTION 

ENHANCEMENT 
REQUESTS 

FY2010 
REQUEST 

       Office of Dispute 
Resolution  $            196,638   $              15,011   $              181,627   $            10,898   $                   -     $            170,729  

       Institute for 
Continuing Judicial 
Education  $         1,298,000   $                6,105   $           1,291,895   $            77,514   $             10,000   $         1,224,381  

       Judicial Qualifications 
Commission  $            299,040   $                9,921   $              289,119   $            17,347   $                   -     $            271,772  

       Appellate Resource 
Center  $            580,000   $                     -     $              580,000   $            34,800   $                   -     $            545,200  

       Judicial Council  $       13,971,643   $            344,705   $         13,626,938   $           817,616   $                   -     $       12,809,322  

       Total  $       16,345,321   $            375,742   $         15,969,579   $           958,175   $             10,000   $       15,021,404  

       
       
       * FY 09 Statewide Reductions includes removal of pay raise and health benefit reduction 

  
       Enhancement percentage increase over FY 2009 =  0.06% 
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TOTAL JUDICIAL COUNCIL SECTION  
FY 2010 BUDGET REQUEST 

       
       

PROGRAM 
FY 2009 
BUDGET 

STATEWIDE 
REDUCTIONS* 

FY 2010 
ADJUSTED BASE 

8% 
REDUCTION 

ENHANCEMENT 
REQUESTS 

FY2010 
REQUEST 

       Office of Dispute 
Resolution  $            196,638   $              15,011   $              181,627   $            14,530   $                   -     $            167,097  

       Institute for 
Continuing Judicial 
Education  $         1,298,000   $                6,105   $           1,291,895   $           103,352   $             10,000   $         1,198,543  

       Judicial Qualifications 
Commission  $            299,040   $                9,921   $              289,119   $            23,130   $                   -     $            265,989  

       Appellate Resource 
Center  $            580,000   $                     -     $              580,000   $            46,400   $                   -     $            533,600  

       Judicial Council  $       13,971,643   $            344,705   $         13,626,938   $        1,090,154   $                   -     $       12,536,784  

       Total  $       16,345,321   $            375,742   $         15,969,579   $        1,277,566   $             10,000   $       14,702,013  

       
       
       * FY 09 Statewide Reductions includes removal of pay raise and health benefit reduction 

  
       Enhancement percentage increase over FY 2009 - 0.06% 
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TOTAL JUDICIAL COUNCIL SECTION 
FY 2010 BUDGET REQUEST 

       
       

PROGRAM 
FY 2009 
BUDGET 

STATEWIDE 
REDUCTIONS* 

FY 2010 
ADJUSTED BASE 

10% 
REDUCTION 

ENHANCEMENT 
REQUESTS 

FY2010 
REQUEST 

       Office of Dispute 
Resolution  $            196,638   $              15,011   $              181,627   $            18,163   $                   -     $            163,464  

       Institute for 
Continuing Judicial 
Education  $         1,298,000   $                6,105   $           1,291,895   $           129,190   $             10,000   $         1,172,705  

       Judicial Qualifications 
Commission  $            299,040   $                9,921   $              289,119   $            28,912   $                   -     $            260,207  

       Appellate Resource 
Center  $            580,000   $                     -     $              580,000   $            58,000   $                   -     $            522,000  

       Judicial Council  $       13,971,643   $            344,705   $         13,626,938   $        1,362,693   $                   -     $       12,264,245  

       Total  $       16,345,321   $            375,742   $         15,969,579   $        1,596,958   $             10,000   $       14,382,621  

       
       
       * FY 09 Statewide Reductions includes removal of pay raise and health benefit reduction 

  
       Enhancement percentage increase over FY 2009 - 0.06% 
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SUPREME COURT 
EQUAL JUSTICE COMMISSION 
COMMITTEE ON CIVIL JUSTICE 

 
244 Washington Street, SW  Phone: (404) 463-1849 
Suite 300  Fax: (404) 651-6449 
Atlanta, Georgia 30334  E-mail: radwinj@gaaoc.us  
 
 
The Honorable Leah Ward Sears Anne W. Lewis (Co-Chair) Teri McClure (Co-Chair) Jill O. Radwin 
Supreme Court of Georgia Strickland Brockington Lewis LLP United Parcel Service Inc. Executive Director 
 
   
 
During mid-2008, the Committee on Civil Justice continued fulfilling its mission of 
“envisioning Georgia as a state in which:  everyone is informed about and has meaningful 
access to a civil justice system that provides due process of law. “  To this end, the Committee 
envisions that “there [will be] a statewide, broad-based, publicly known and supported, 
coordinated system for the delivery of civil legal assistance that:  empowers people of low 
income; provides education, information, advice, tools, and quality legal representation; and 
efficiently and effectively addresses legal needs and resolves or prevents legal problems.”   
 
In late Fall 2007, the A.L. Burruss Institute of Public Service and Research at Kennesaw State 
University began conducting a comprehensive assessment which included telephone surveys 
of low and middle income Georgians, as well as state attorneys as to the extent each provides 
pro bono representation.  Personal interviews were conducted for the hard to reach population 
and those with special needs.  Further, focus groups were conducted of legal services 
providers and court personnel.  A preliminary report was presented jointly by representatives 
from the Burruss Institute and members of the Committee on Civil Justice in Amelia Island at 
the State Bar Annual Meeting on June 5, 2008.  Following the presentation of the preliminary 
findings, a ‘brainstorming’ session was held in which judges, and representatives from the 
State Bar and Atlanta Legal Aid, spoke about how to promote low and moderate income 
litigants’ access to Georgia’s civil legal delivery system. 
 
This assessment has been completed, and a final report documenting the data collected is in 
the editing process now.  A release date is expected for late August or early September.  
Following the release of the data, the Committee intends to have a five year strategic plan 
drafted examining the data and making recommendations to the state’s leaders, policy makers, 
legislators and others on how to better serve, promote access to, and more efficiently provide 
civil legal assistance to the low and moderate income litigants.  Charles Lester chairs the 
Delivery Coordination and Needs Assessment Subcommittee, Committee on Civil Justice, 
which has overseen the Legal Needs Assessment. 
 
One such anticipated recommendation is a call for more self-help centers in rural areas of the 
State.  A pilot project in the Appalachian Judicial Circuit initiated on July 1, 2008 will aid in 
demonstrating the need and utility of a self-help center in a largely rural three-county area in 
which some of the assistance will be provided by remote access.  Currently, most of the 



services to pro se litigants or potential litigants seeking information are only found in the 
larger urban areas of Georgia.  To determine the effectiveness of this Center and the ability to 
replicate throughout other parts of the State, an evaluation will be conducted simultaneously 
during the first year of the Appalachian Circuit’s Family Law Information Center.  This Family 
Law Information Center was funded by the Legislature from a Judicial Council request.   The 
Appalachian Circuit project is being overseen by the Pro Se Subcommittee of the Committee 
on Civil Justice.  State Court Judge Wayne Purdom chairs this subcommittee.  The other 
Subcommittees and Chairs are: Terry Walsh, Pro Bono Subcommittee; Timothy Floyd, Public 
Education Subcommittee; and, Rita Sheffey, Public Education Subcommittee.  The full 
Committee on Civil Justice is co-chaired by Anne W. Lewis and Teri P. McClure.  Chief Justice 
Leah Ward Sears serves as the ex officio for this Committee.   
 
Jill Radwin serves as the Executive Director of the Committee on Civil Justice, and Tracy 
Powell serves as the Project Coordinator.  The administration of the Committee is housed at 
the Administrative Office of the Courts. 
 
 
 



















 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

TAB 20 

 

REPORTS ON GEORGIA COURTS AUTOMATION COMMISSION 

 

MATERIALS WILL BE PRESENTED AS A HANDOUT AT THE MEETING 

 



 
Suite 300  • 244 Washington Street, S. W.  • Atlanta, GA   30334-5900 

404-656-5171 •  Fax  404-651-6449 
www.georgiacourts.org 

 

Judicial Council of Georgia 
                                                                                                                                 

Administrative Office of the Courts 
 

 
David L. Ratley   
     Director  
  

Child Support Commission 
 
Late in 2007, the Governor reappointed or appointed new Commission Members to the 
Child Support Commission, as the term of eleven of the fifteen Commission Members 
had expired.  The current Child Support Commission members are:  Senator Seth Harp 
(serving as Chair); Senator Joe Carter; Representative Earl Ehrhart; Representative Ed 
Lindsey; Court of Appeals Judge Debra Bernes; Superior Court Judge A. Quillian 
Baldwin; Superior Court Judge Tom Campbell; Superior Court Judge Louisa Abbot; Dr. 
Roger Tutterow; Joy Hawkins; Charles “Chuck” Clay; Juvenile Court Judge Michael 
Key; Juvenile Court Judge Lisa Jones; Michael Martin and Rick Smith.   
The three Superior Court Judges’ terms have officially expired but will continue to 
serve until such time as the Governor reappoints them or appoints replacements. 
 
The newly appointed Commission met several times in late 2007 and early 2008 to 
recommend to the Georgia Legislature several statutory revisions, that were primarily 
“clean up” or provide clarification to the current Child Support Guidelines.  A bill 
containing these recommendations was introduced in the Senate.  The General 
Assembly passed the bill, and the Governor signed it in early May.  The revised 
provisions went into effect on July 1, 2008.  Since that date, the Child Support 
Commission Staff developed a PowerPoint presentation and made several presentations 
educating attorneys and mediators on those revisions.   Also during this same period of 
time, the Child Support Commission tasked a study committee to review whether the 
current low income deviation found in the Child Support Guidelines should be revised.  
The Study Committee, chaired by Court of Appeals Judge Debra Bernes, consists of five 
Superior Court Judges, representatives from the Georgia Legal Services, Atlanta Legal 
Aid, Commission on Family Violence and the Office of Child Support Services.  The 
Study Committee is recommending a revision and will present it to the Statute Review 
Subcommittee of the Child Support Commission in late August.  The Statute Review 
Subcommittee will determine if the recommendation has merit and whether to 
recommend it to the full Child Support Commission.   
 
The Child Support Commission is staffed by Jill Radwin, Staff Attorney to the 
Commission; Elaine Johnson, Child Support Guidelines Coordinator; and Debra Oliver, 
Administrative Assistant to the Child Support Commission.   

 

http://www.georgia/
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