AGPC
Judicial District Summary Worksheet — Reestablishment 2021-2022

Start by saving the fillable worksheet template locally on your system as a PDF form. Then, open and complete the worksheet in
a PDF browser (not a web browser) to ensure all options and functionality are available. Answer the questions by typing or
selecting responses. Press TAB or click on a field to advance. Hover the fields for tips and instructions, Save and upload the
completed form to SharePoint. Complete one worksheet or one for each county If you are a joint judicial district.

1. List the existing magisterial districts in your judicial district (##-#-t##):
03-1-04, 03-2-01, 03-2-03, 03-2-04, 03-2-05, 03-2-06, 03-2-08, 03-2-09, 03-2-10, 03-2-11,
03-2-12, 03-3-01, 03-3-02 and 03-3-03

Avg for Judicial District | Avg for Class of County

2. Average total caseloads:
& A 4,081 s 4919

Difference (2A - 28} | Ranking Tatal

3. Compare the difference between the caseload average
of your judicial district to the class of county, -838 8

4. s your judicial district caseload average at the lower end of the caseload
range when compared to the other judicial districts in your class of county?

5. Are any magisterial districts proposed for reestablishment?
_ If YES, list the magisterial districts proposed for reestablishment (no changes).

03-1-04, 03-2-01, 03-2-03, 03-2-05, 03-2-06, 03-2-09, 03-2-10, 03-2-12 & 03-3-01

6. Are any magisterial district proposed for realignment?

If YES, list the magisterial districts proposed for realignment (changes).
03-2-04, 03-2-08, 03-2-11, 03-3-02 & 03-3-03

7. Are any magisterial districts proposed for elimination?

If YES, list the magisterial districts proposed for elimination.
No
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Jenelle Crisafulli

T B N
From: Jenelle Crisafulli
Sent; Monday, January 31, 2022 10:19 AM
To: 'peter.hall@mcall.com’
Cc: Gina Torcivia; Shawn M. McClure; Danielle Ponzio
Subject: FW: Proposed Magisterial Redistricting Plan for the Third Judicial District
Attachments: Proposed Magisterial Redistricting Plan for the Third Judicial District.pdf

Good Morning,

Attached is the proposed Magisterial Redistricting Plan for the Third Judicial District. Included in this plan is a

.map of the proposed magisterial districts. The proposed plan is available for public comment. The following

sources may be used to view the plan:

e The Third Judicial District's Website (http://www.nccpa.org)

¢ The Northampton County Law Library

Thank you.

Jeneile Crisafulli

Deputy Court Administrator

Northampton County Court of Common Pleas
669 Washington Street

Easton, PA 18042

P: 610-829-6771

F: 610-559-6702
jerisafulli@northamptoncounty.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail and any attachments thereto, is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named
herein and may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If
you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, nor authorized to receive for the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified any dissemination, distribution or copying of this email, and any attachments thereto, is strictly prohibited. If you
receive this email in error please immediately notify me at (610) 829-6771 and permanently delete the original copy and
any copy of any e-mail, and any printout thereof.

From: Jenelle Crisafulli

Sent: Monday, January 31, 2022 10:01 AM

To: 'ed.sieger@wfmz.com’ <ed.sieger@wfmz.com>; 'rmiller@Express-Times.com' <rmiller@Express-Times.com>;
'swojcik@mcall.com' <swojcik@mcall.com>

Cc: Gina Torcivia <GTorcivia@northamptoncounty.org>; Shawn M. McClure <SMMcClure@northamptoncounty.org>;
Danielle Ponzio <DPonzio@northamptoncounty.org>

Subject: Proposed Magisterial Redistricting Plan for the Third Judicial District

1




Jenelle CrisaquI.i

R AR
From: Jeneile Crisafulli
Sent: Monday, January 31, 2022 10:01 AM
To: ‘ed.sieger@wfmz.com’; ‘rmiller@Express-Times.com'; 'swojcik@mcall.com’
Cc: Gina Torcivia; Shawn M. McClure; Danielle Ponzio
Subject: Proposed Magisterial Redistricting Plan for the Third Judicial District
Attachments: Proposed Magisterial Redistricting Plan for the Third Judicial District.pdf

Good Morning,

Attached is the proposed Magisterial Redistricting Plan for the Third Judicial District. Included in this planis a
map of the proposed magisterial districts. The proposed plan is available for public comment. The following
sources may be used to view the plan:

e The Third Judicial District's Website (bttp://www.nccpa.org)

o The Northampton County Law Library

Thank you.

Jenelle Crisafulli

Deputy Court Administrator

Northampton County Court of Common Pleas
669 Washington Street

Easton, PA 18042

P: 610-829-6771

F: 610-559-6702
icrisafulli@northamptoncounty.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail and any attachments thereto, is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named
herein and may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If
you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, nor authorized to receive for the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified any dissemination, distribution or copying of this email, and any attachments thereto, is strictly prohibited. If you
receive this email in error please immediately notify me at (610) 829-6771 and permanently delete the original copy and
any copy of any e-mail, and any printout thereof.




February 21, 2022

Office of the Prothonotary
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania Judicial Center
601 Commonwealth Ave.

Suite 4500

P.O. Box 62575

Harrisburg, PA 17106

RE: Objection to Northampton County’s
“Proposed Realisnment Plan 2021-2022”

To Whom It May Concern,

On behalf of D.C. 03-2-01, kindly accept this letter brief in support of my
prior objection to Northampton County’s “Proposed Realignment Plan 2021-
2022.” I am specifically objecting to that portion of the Plan which proposes to
transfer approximately Nine Thousand (9,000) parking cases' from D.C. 03-1-04

to D.C. 03-2-01. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a copy of the objection which I

previously submitted to Northampton County on February 16, 2022.

I. Backeround

Approximately 25 years ago, Northampton County transferred all of the
parking cases from the south-side of Bethlehem (D.C. 03-2-10) to Hanover

Township (D.C. 03-1-04) in order to even the caseload between these two district

' Magisterial District Judge System (MDJS), 03-1-04, 2021.

recensa in Suprerna Cour
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courts. Now, in an effort “to alleviate the workload in 03-1-04,” Northampton
County is proposing to transfer these cases to D.C. 03-2-01, which is located on
the north-side of Bethlehem and currently processes approximately Six Thousand

(6,000) parking cases per year.

Since taking office in 2010, D.C. 03-2-01 has consistently had either the
second or third highest case filings in Northampton County. This is primarily due
to the high number of parking cases filed at D.C. 03-2-01 every year. Similarly,

during this same period of time, D.C. 03-1-04 has consistently had either the
highest or second highest case filings per year, again primarily due to the high
number of parking cases filed in this Court every year. For your reference, I have

enclosed copies of Northampton County’s Case Filing Statistics and Case Filings

Per Secretary from 2014-2019, which are attached hereto as Exhibit B.

In 2021, approximately Nine Thousand (9,000) parking cases were docketed
in D.C. 03-1-04 while an additional Six Thousand (6,000) parking cases were
docketed in D.C. 03-2-01. For your reference, I have enclosed copies of the 2021
Parking Dispositions and Total Cases Docketed for both D.C. 03-1-04 and 03-2-

01, which are attached hereto as Exhibit C.

2 MDIJS, 03-2-01, 2021.



. Life Cycle of a Parking Case

The following represents the life cycle of a typical parking case filed at D.C.
03-2-01:

1. Ticket;

2. Summons;

3. Warrant for Summons Undelivered or Failure to Respond;
4. Disposition;

5. Time-Payment,

6. Warrant for Failure to Pay;

7. Payment Determihation Hearing;

8. Additional Time-Payment; and

9. Repeat Steps 6-8, if necessary.

While parking cases may not be the most serious cases handled by a district
court, this unfortunately does not translate into ease of adjudication. While this
may not be the proper forum to question the legitimacy of the Weighted Caseload
Study, I believe that parking cases should have been assessed individually rather
than lumped together as a whole with traffic cases. Initially, when considering
parking cases, one has to appreciate the sheer number of case filings per year. No
other type of case comes close to matching the volume of paperwork generated by

parking cases. In addition, unlike most other cases, many parking cases never



leave the district court in which they were initially filed because of the endless
cycle of time-payments, warrants and payment determination hearings. What all of
this means is that an inordinate amount of time and resources are required to
process and adjudicate parking cases. I have been a Magisterial District Judge for
12 years, and I can state with absolute certainty that parking cases are the most

labor intensive cases that a district court can handle.

HI. Impacton D.C. 03-2-01

Based on current statistics, in the event Northampton County’s proposal is
approved, it is clear that the number of parking cases filed at D.C. 03-2-01 each
year will increase from Six Thousand (6,000) to Fifteen Thousand (15,000).
This, in turn, will increase D.C. 03-2-01’s total case filings from approximately
Eight Thousand (8,000) to Seventeen Thousand (17,000) per year. This would
then result in D.C. 03-2-01 having nearly triple the number of case filings of any
other district court in Northampton County. Simply put, this would create an

untenable situation at D.C. 03-2-01.

At the current time, D.C. 03-2-01 is struggling to keep pace with the litany
of parking cases filed each day. I cannot fathom, and Northampton County’s

proposal is silent, as to how my Court can possibly absorb an additional Nine



Thousand (9,000) parking cases. The Court which Northampton County proposes
to transfer these parking cases from has both the space and personnelfo handle its
existing parking caseload. Specifically, D.C. 03-1-04 has Six (6) MDJ Technicians
while my Court has only Four (4). Northampton County’s proposal makes no
provision whatsoever for the hiring of additional personnel at my Court to handle
the flood of additional parking cases. It should also be noted that the building in
which my Court is located has only enough space to accommodate Four (4) MDJ
Technicians. Accordingly, I believe D.C. 03-2-01 would have to be relocated to a
larger space in the event Northampton County’s proposal is approved. Finally, any
relocation may have to be outside of the district served by D.C. 03-2-p1 as T am
unaware of another suitable property located within my district which could

accommodate the needs of the Court.

IV. Conclusion

Upon review of the current case filing statistics, it is clear that Northampton
County’s proposal to transfer approximately Nine Thousand (9,000) additional
parking cases to D.C. 03-2-01 is simply unjustified. The only thing that
Northampton County’s proposal will serve to accomplish is to create a even

bigger problem at D.C. 03-2-01 than the one that already exists at 03-1-04. 1



believe that Northampton County has failed to establish how it is fair and equitable
to transfer approximately Nine Thousand (9,000) parking cases from one court to
another when the court on the receiving end already processes approximately Six
Thousand (6,000) parking cases per year, and consistently has one of the highest
caseloads in Northampton County every year. I truly believe that D.C. 03-2-01
will suffer irreparable harm in the event Northampton County’s proposal is
approved. It is for this reason that I respectfully request that the Supreme Court
deny Northampton County’s “Proposed Realignment Plan 2021-2022” as it relates

to D.C. 03-2-01.

Respectfully Submitted,/’
A\Wg 5 &

By: RoyA. Manwaring I1, Esquige
Magisterial District Judge 03-2-01



COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON
ROY A. MANWARING 11

CITY OF BETHLEHEM OFFICE:
WARDS 6, 7,8, &9 MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT JUDGE TEL 610-691-1501

FAX 610-691-6506
District Court 03-2-01
402 E. Broad Street
Bethlehem, PA 18018

Via Facsimile Only

To: Jenelle Crisafulli, Deputy Court AdministraM
From: MDJ Manwaring, Distict Court 03-2-01 KL
RE: Objection to Proposed Realignment Plan 2021-2022

Date:  February 16, 2022

Please be advised that District Court 03-2-01 formally objects to Northampton
County’s proposed Realignment Plan 2021-2022. Moving the parking citations from
District Court 03-1-04 to District Court 03-2-01 merely serves to transfer the same
problem from one district court to another.

In short, there is no realistic way that District Court 03-2-01 can possibly absorb
approximately nine thousand (9,000) additional parking cases on top of the
approximately six thousand (6,000) parking cases that were filed in this court in 2021.
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2019 Case Filing Statistics

MDJ TRAFFIC | SUMMARY | CIVIL | CRIMINAL | TOTAL
Zumas 8877 256 508 261 9902
Manwaring 5597 340 320 219 6476
Broscius 2462 192 348 362 3364
Mege 2983 162 205 362 3712
Weber 617 432 304 232 1585
Corpora 1655 272 595 289 2811
Capobianco 4313 624 481 537 5955
Taschner 1896 150 419 314 2779
Gﬁ“zt::ez 1394 649 357 426 2826
Englesson 3651 901 766 689 6007
Yetter 1365 449 576 314 2704
Hawke 2763 453 633 394 4243
Schlegel 2236 217 288 242 2983
Zito 1938 401 540 272 3151
41,747 5498 6340 4913 58,498




CASE FILINGS PER SECRETARY (2019)
> L od | ZUMAS 9902 5.5 1722
0h.0.0| | MANWARING 6476 4,00 1619
| BROSCIUS 3364 4,00 841
MEGE 3712 3.00 1237
WEBER 1588 3.00 528
CORPORA 2811 3.00 937
CAPOBIANCO 5955 4.00 1489
TASCHNER 2779 3,00 916
0%.9.10 | MATOS GONZAL 2826 3,00 942
ENGLESSON 6007 5.00 1201
YETTER 2704 3.00 901
HAWKE 4243 .00 1414
SCHLEGEL 2983 3,00 954
7ZITO 3151 3,00 1050
58,498 50,25% 1176

*Total number of staff includes the part-time floater (.50).



CASE FILINGS PER SECRETARY (2018)
| MDJ CASE FILINGS NUI;?I?AEF};PF S‘;ﬁ%iﬁ%&
o3-1-041 | ZUMAS 8940 575 1555
%Og‘_l‘l, ol | MANWARING 5787 4.00 1447
BROSCIUS 3576 4.00 894
MEGE 3877 3.00 1292
GRIFO 2201 3.00 734
CORPORA 3008 3.00 1003
CAPOBIANCO 6392 400 1598
| TASCHNER 3317 350 948
%(j”;.«il« (O | MATOS GONZAL 2638 4% 660
; ENGELSSON 5083 Casm 1130
YETTER 2986 3.00 995
: HAWKE 4414 3.00 1471
SCHLEGEL 347 3.00 1082
ZITO 2895 3.00 965
l ' 58,361 5125% 1139

*total number of staff includes the part-time floater (.50)
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CASE FILINGS PER SECRETARY (2017)

NARLESKY 8310 5715 1445
MANWARING 5413 4 1353
BROSCIUS 3654 4 914
03-2-04 3772 3 1257
GRIFO 1933 3 644
CORPORA 2859 3 953
CAPOBIANCO 6825 4 1706
TASCEHNER 3480 4 870
MATOS GONZAL 2608 4 652
03-2-11 5026 4.5 1117
YETTER 2722 3 907
HAWKE 4302 3 1434
P T e D ThE
ZITO 2775 3 925

57,204 51.25 1116

Above calculations do not include the part time floater position.
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CASE FILINGS PER SECRETARY (2016)

" CASERILINGS | UG | rae MR
NARLESKY 8154 5.75 1418
MANWARING 5787 4,00 1446
BROSCIUS 3401 4,00 850
VACANT 3150 3,00 1050
GRIFO 2556 4,00 639
CORPORA 2618 3.00 873
CAPOBIANCO 5354 3.00 1785
TASCHNER 3634 4,00 909
MATOS GONZAY, 2952 4.00 738
VYACANT 4653 4.00 1163
YETTER 2422 3.00 807
HAWKE Ldes3 300 1228
SCHUEGEL 3858 3.50% 1103
ZITO 2275 3,00 759

54497 51.25 1063

*Home court for part time floater,




CASE FILINGS PER SECRETARY (2015)
DY :
i CAEFLINGS | pier | sravrvmMmeR
0%—1-09Y NARLESKY 5642 575 981
0370 MANWARING 4702 4.00 1176
BARNER 5797 4.00 1449
TIDD 3757 3.00 1252
GRIFO 2779 400 695
CORPORA 1894 3.00 631
CAPOBIANCO 3533 3,00 1178
TASCHNER 3516 4.00 879
7%-2-10 | MATOS GONZAL \3751 ' 4.00 938
VACANT 3337 4.00 834
YETTER 2647 3.00 882
SCHLEGEL 4070 3.50%¢ 1163
YACANT 2003 3,00 668
51,285 51.25 1001

¥jvcludee cases filed in DC 03-2-07 through June 2015,
*¥includes part time floater

34/16




34— ~04

)3/}’0'

3-9-1D

2014 Case Filing Statistics

MDJ TRAFFIC | SUMMARY | CIVIL | CRIMINAL | TOTAL

Narlesky 4688 395 422 259 5764
Manwaring 3975 352 236 251 4814
Barner 4787 431 490 674 6382
Tidd 3286 280 166 363 4095
Grifo 1492 511 369 521 2893
Corpora 1561 189 312 189 2251
Marakovits 605 593 320 116 1634
Capobianco 2149 571 347 220 3287
Taschner 2686 265 423 350 3724
Matos Gonz 1476 1056 436 535 3503
Romig-Pass 1685 535 461 355 3036
Yetter 1513 885 492 370 3260
Hawke 1744 191 306 202 2443
Schlegel 2845 458 432 208 3943
Strohe 1215 455 418 191 2279
35,707 7167 5630 4804 53,308

10/20/15
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CASE FILINGS PER SECRETARY (2014)

DJ BER OF CASE FILINGS/

. CASE FILINGS NUg?rAFI; STAFF MEMBER
NARLESKY 5764 5.75 1002
MANWARING 4814 4.00 1204
BARNER 6382 4.00 1596
TIDD 4095 3.00 1365

GRIFO 2893 5.00 579

CORPORA 2251 3.00 750
MARAKOVITS 1634 1.75 934
CAPOBIANCO 3287 2.75 1195
TASCHNER 3724 3.00 1241
MATOS GONZAL 3503 5.00 701
ROMIG-PASSARO 3036 3,00 1012
YETTER 3260 3.00 1087
HAWKE 2443 2.00 1222
SCHLEGEL 3943 3.00 1314
STROHE 2279 3.00 760
53,308 51.25 1040
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LeadOffense .~ = (Multiple ftems) -
Countiof Docket: Number ~ ~ Column Labels;, " -
Row Labels - " o Deft Present No Deft Present Yes Grand
Case Dismissed - Defendant Deceased 22
Dismissed 6349 72 6421
Guilty 446 152 598
Guiilty Plea 1511 949 2460
Not Guilty 42 876 918
Withdrawn 145 2 147
Grand Total o 8515 2051 10566

D o huted PV Q476

4
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LeadOffense: -~ = " (Multiple ltems)

‘Countof’ Docket Number . . Column Labels e s
Rowlabels = .+ . . " DeftPresent: No Deft FGrand Total?
Case Dlsmlssed Defendant Deceased 7 7
Dismissed 457 43 500
Guilty 197 124 321
Guilty Plea 1622 716 2338
Not Guilty 131 529 660
Withdrawn 192 4 196

Aol del 1o 2V 5§72 5Y
A
Var \«w&(&é?ﬂ 6rv\>/>
N
TR = 7,52

C Vo \L\;
CQL ARA
LYy = \4 7

T
Bt all -
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