Magisterial District Reestablishment 2012

Judicial District Summary Sheet

County Name: Delaware

Judicial District #: 32
Caseload and Magisterial District Elimination Analysis

The difference between the average annual caseload of Judicial District # 32 and its class of county: =26 %

Summary of Proposed Actions
32-1-20 Realign
32-1-21 Realign
32-1-22 Realign
32-1-23 Reestablish
32-1-24 Reestablish
32-1-25 Realign
32-1-26 Reestablish
32-1-27 Realign
32-1-28 Realign
32-1-29 Eliminate
32-1-30 Realign
32-1-31 Reestablish
32-1-32 Reestablish
32-1-33 Realign
32-1-34 Reestablish
32-1-35 Realign
32-1-36 Reestablish
32-2-37 Reestablish
32-2-38 Realign
32-2-39 Reestablish
32-2-40 Realign
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Judicial District Summary Sheet

County Name: Delaware
Judicial District #: 32

32-2-41 Eliminate
32-2-42 Reestablish
32-2-43 Realign
32-2-44 Realign
32-2-46 Reestablish
32-2-47 Reestablish
32-2-48 Realign
32-2-49 Reestablish
32-2-51 Reestablish
32-2-52 Reestablish
32-2-53 Realign
32-2-54 Reestablish

Night/Central/Alternate Court Operations

This judicial district utilizes the following diversionary courts to assist in balancing workload:

Central Court: No Night Court: No
Public Comment

Proposal Posted for Public Comment: Yes Comments Received: Yes

Christine Mason, Milbourne Borough Manager: Objects to transferring all parking cases from 32-1-33
to 32-2-52 because on average would add two cases a week to caseload. Further, there is a small
number of cases (150 in 2011) and would increase travel time and expense for personnel in Milbourne.

General Comments Plan was amended on 3/30/12 and on 4/16/12.
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Magisterial District Reestablishment 2012

County Name: Delaware

Judicial District #: 32
Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-20

Proposed Action: Realign

Average Annual Caseload: 2,942 Average Annual Workload: 36,878
% Difference in Caseload -35.00 % Difference in Workload 10.00
(magisterial district/judicial district): (magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -52.00 Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
(magisterial district/class of countv): support to maintain current configuration.

Realignment of this district will help workloads within the three districts in the city of Chester. Although this
will increase workload above 15%, it is expected to decline in the future because of a decline in population
and filings.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:

Wilden H. Davis Birthdate: 11-4-76

160 East Seventh Street, Second Floor Mandatory Retirement: 2046

Chester, PA 19013 Term Expires: 12-31-17
Existing Geography: Proposed Geography:

CHESTER WD 01 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 01 PCT 02; CHESTER WD 01 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 01 PCT 02;
CHESTER WD 01 PCT 03; CHESTER WD 01 PCT 04; CHESTER WD 01 PCT 03; CHESTER WD 01 PCT 04;
CHESTER WD 01 PCT 05; CHESTER WD 01 PCT 06; CHESTER WD 01 PCT 05; CHESTER WD 01 PCT 06;
CHESTER WD 01 PCT 07; CHESTER WD 01 PCT 08; CHESTER WD 01 PCT 07; CHESTER WD 01 PCT 08;
CHESTER WD 02 PCT 02; CHESTER WD 02 PCT 04 CHESTER WD 02 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 02 PCT 02;

CHESTER WD 02 PCT 03; CHESTER WD 02 PCT 04

Office within district: No
Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments: The Chester City Police Department serves the district but its headquarters is not
located within the district.

Major Highways: US 13, SR 320, SR 352 and I-95

The office is not within the boundaries of the magisterial district. The office is seven blocks from the magisterial
district.
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-21

Proposed Action: Realign
Average Annual Caseload: 4,471
% Difference in Caseload -1.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -27.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Average Annual Workload: 60,549

% Difference in Workload 80.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

This district will be realigned to significantly reduce workload. The workload will be above 15% but is expected

to decline because of a decline in population and filings.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Dawn L. Vann
160 East Seventh Street, Second Floor

Chester, PA 19013

Existing Geography:

CHESTER WD 02 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 02 PCT 03;
CHESTER WD 03; CHESTER WD 04 PCT 01; CHESTER WD
05 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 05 PCT 02; CHESTER WD 05
PCT 03; CHESTER WD 06 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 06 PCT
02; CHESTER WD 07 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 07 PCT 02;
CHESTER WD 07 PCT 03; CHESTER WD 07 PCT 04;
CHESTER WD 08 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 08 PCT 02

Office within district: Yes
Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments:

Major Highways:
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Chester City Police Department

Birthdate: 6-27-64

Mandatory Retirement: 2034

Term Expires: 1-5-14
Proposed Geography:

CHESTER WD 03; CHESTER WD 04 PCT 01; CHESTER WD
05 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 05 PCT 02; CHESTER WD 05
PCT 03; CHESTER WD 06 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 06 PCT
02; CHESTER WD 07 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 07 PCT 02;
CHESTER WD 07 PCT 03; CHESTER WD 07 PCT 04

US 13, SR 291, SR 320, SR 352, 1-95
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-22

Proposed Action: Realign

Average Annual Caseload: 2,784 Average Annual Workload: 39,338
% Difference in Caseload -38.00 % Difference in Workload 17.00
(magisterial district/judicial district): (magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -55.00 Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or

(magisterial district/class of county): support to maintain current configuration.

This district will be realigned and will be further reduced by the trend in decreasing population and caseload.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:

Spencer B. Seaton , Jr. Birthdate: 9-4-58

160 East Seventh Street, Second Floor Mandatory Retirement: 2028

Chester, PA 19013 Term Expires: 12-31-17
Existing Geography: Proposed Geography:

CHESTER WD 09 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 09 PCT 02; CHESTER WD 08 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 08 PCT 02;
CHESTER WD 09 PCT 03; CHESTER WD 09 PCT 04; CHESTER WD 09 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 09 PCT 02;
CHESTER WD 10 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 10 PCT 02; CHESTER WD 09 PCT 03; CHESTER WD 09 PCT 04;
CHESTER WD 10 PCT 03; CHESTER WD 11 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 10 PCT 01; CHESTER WD 10 PCT 02;
CHESTER WD 11 PCT 02; CHESTER WD 11 PCT 03; CHESTER WD 10 PCT 03; CHESTER WD 11 PCT 01;
CHESTER WD 11 PCT 05; CHESTER WD 11 PCT 04; CHESTER WD 11 PCT 02; CHESTER WD 11 PCT 03;
CHESTER WD 11 PCT 06; CHESTER WD 11 PCT 07 CHESTER WD 11 PCT 05; CHESTER WD 11 PCT 04;

CHESTER WD 11 PCT 06; CHESTER WD 11 PCT 07

Office within district: No
Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments: The Chester City Police Department serves the district but its headquarters is not
located within the district.

Major Highways: US 13, US 322, SR 291, I-95

Office is approximately two miles from the magisterial district.

Thursday, October 18, 2012 Page 3 of 33



Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-23

Proposed Action: Reestablish
Average Annual Caseload: 4,324
% Difference in Caseload -4.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -30.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Laurence J. McKeon

100 Clifton Avenue

Collingdale, PA 19023

Existing Geography:

COLLINGDALE PCT 01; COLLINGDALE PCT 02;
COLLINGDALE PCT 03; COLLINGDALE PCT 04;
COLLINGDALE PCT 05; COLLINGDALE PCT 06;
COLLINGDALE PCT 07

Office within district: Yes

Residence within district: Yes

Average Annual Workload: 33,223

% Difference in Workload -1.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

Birthdate: 5-20-47

Mandatory Retirement: 2017

Term Expires: 12-31-17
Proposed Geography:

COLLINGDALE PCT 01; COLLINGDALE PCT 02;
COLLINGDALE PCT 03; COLLINGDALE PCT 04;
COLLINGDALE PCT 05; COLLINGDALE PCT 06;
COLLINGDALE PCT 07

Police Departments: Collingdale Borough Police Departmetn

Major Highways: MacDade Boulevard and Chester Pike

Thursday, October 18, 2012

Page 4 of 33



Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-24

Proposed Action: Reestablish
Average Annual Caseload: 2,860
% Difference in Caseload -37.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -53.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Average Annual Workload:

17,616

% Difference in Workload -48.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

It is anticipated this workload will increase in the future because of projected development within the district.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Robert M. D'Agostino

796 Parkway Blvd.

Broomall, PA 19008

Existing Geography:

HAVERFORD TWP WD 09 PCT 01; HAVERFORD TWP WD
09 PCT 02; HAVERFORD TWP WD 09 PCT 03;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 09 PCT 04; MARPLE TWP WD 01
PCT 01; MARPLE TWP WD 01 PCT 02; MARPLE TWP WD
01 PCT 03; MARPLE TWP WD 03 PCT 01; MARPLE TWP
WD 03 PCT 02; MARPLE TWP WD 03 PCT 03; MARPLE
TWP WD 04 PCT 01; MARPLE TWP WD 04 PCT 02;
MARPLE TWP WD 04 PCT 03

Office within district: Yes

Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments:

Birthdate: 6-18-50
Mandatory Retirement: 2020
Term Expires: 12-31-17

Proposed Geography:

HAVERFORD TWP WD 09 PCT 01; HAVERFORD TWP
WD 09 PCT 02; HAVERFORD TWP WD 09 PCT 03;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 09 PCT 04; MARPLE TWP WD 01
PCT 01; MARPLE TWP WD 01 PCT 02; MARPLE TWP WD
01 PCT 03; MARPLE TWP WD 03 PCT 01; MARPLE TWP
WD 03 PCT 02; MARPLE TWP WD 03 PCT 03; MARPLE
TWP WD 04 PCT 01; MARPLE TWP WD 04 PCT 02;
MARPLE TWP WD 04 PCT 03

The Haverford Township Police Dept. and the Marple Township Police Dept. serve the

district but their headquarters are not located within the district.

Major Highways: US 320, !-476, SR 3
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-25

Proposed Action: Realign

Average Annual Caseload: 4,201 Average Annual Workload: 22,005
% Difference in Caseload -7.00 % Difference in Workload -35.00
(magisterial district/judicial district): (magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -32.00 Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
(magisterial district/class of county): support to maintain current configuration.

This district will be realigned. It has the fifth highest population in the district and is expected to increase.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:

Robert R. Burke Birthdate: 04-17-50

Suites 103 & 105 525 West Chester Pike Mandatory Retirement: 2020

Havertown, PA 19083 Term Expires: 12-31-17

Existing Geography: Proposed Geography:

HAVERFORD TWP WD 01 PCT 01; HAVERFORD TWP WD HAVERFORD TWP WD 01 PCT 01; HAVERFORD TWP
01 PCT 02; HAVERFORD TWP WD 01 PCT 03; WD 01 PCT 02; HAVERFORD TWP WD 01 PCT 03;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 01 PCT 04; HAVERFORD TWP WD HAVERFORD TWP WD 01 PCT 04; HAVERFORD TWP
02 PCT 01; HAVERFORD TWP WD 02 PCT 02; WD 02 PCT 01; HAVERFORD TWP WD 02 PCT 02;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 02 PCT 03; HAVERFORD TWP WD HAVERFORD TWP WD 02 PCT 03; HAVERFORD TWP
02 PCT 04; HAVERFORD TWP WD 03 PCT 01; WD 02 PCT 04; HAVERFORD TWP WD 07 PCT 01;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 03 PCT 02; HAVERFORD TWP WD HAVERFORD TWP WD 07 PCT 02; HAVERFORD TWP
03 PCT 03; HAVERFORD TWP WD 03 PCT 04; WD 07 PCT 03; HAVERFORD TWP WD 07 PCT 04

HAVERFORD TWP WD 07 PCT 01; HAVERFORD TWP WD
07 PCT 02; HAVERFORD TWP WD 07 PCT 03;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 07 PCT 04

Office within district: Yes

Residence within district: Yes
Police Departments: Haverford Township Police Dept.

Major Highways: SR1,SR3
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-26

Proposed Action: Reestablish
Average Annual Caseload: 8,244 Average Annual Workload: 49,769
% Difference in Caseload 83.00 % Difference in Workload 48.00

(magisterial district/judicial district): (magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload 34.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

Reestablish, but transfer parking citations from this district to 32-2-52.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:

John J. Perfetti Birthdate: 5-14-54
Barclay Square Building 1550 Garrett Road Mandatory Retirement: 2024
Upper Darby, PA 19082 Term Expires: 12-31-17

Existing Geography:

ALDAN PCT EASTERN; ALDAN PCT WESTERN; CLIFTON
HEIGHTS WD 01; CLIFTON HEIGHTS WD 02; CLIFTON
HEIGHTS WD 03 PCT 01; CLIFTON HEIGHTS WD 03 PCT
02; CLIFTON HEIGHTS WD 04; LANSDOWNE PCT 01,
LANSDOWNE PCT 02; LANSDOWNE PCT 03;
LANSDOWNE PCT 04; LANSDOWNE PCT 05;
LANSDOWNE PCT 06; LANSDOWNE PCT 07;
LANSDOWNE PCT 08; LANSDOWNE PCT 09;
LANSDOWNE PCT 10; LANSDOWNE PCT 11

Office within district: No
Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments:
Police Dept.

Major Highways:

Office is approximately one mile from the magisterial district.

Thursday, October 18, 2012

Proposed Geography:

ALDAN PCT EASTERN; ALDAN PCT WESTERN; CLIFTON
HEIGHTS WD 01; CLIFTON HEIGHTS WD 02; CLIFTON
HEIGHTS WD 03 PCT 01; CLIFTON HEIGHTS WD 03 PCT
02; CLIFTON HEIGHTS WD 04; LANSDOWNE PCT 01,
LANSDOWNE PCT 02; LANSDOWNE PCT 03;
LANSDOWNE PCT 04; LANSDOWNE PCT 05;
LANSDOWNE PCT 06; LANSDOWNE PCT 07;
LANSDOWNE PCT 08; LANSDOWNE PCT 09;
LANSDOWNE PCT 10; LANSDOWNE PCT 11

Aldan Borough Police Dept., Clifton Heights Borough Police Dept., Lansdowne Borough

Baltimore Pike, Lansdowne Ave.
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-27

Proposed Action: Realign
Average Annual Caseload: 5,508
% Difference in Caseload 22.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -10.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Average Annual Workload:

27,871

% Difference in Workload -17.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

District has the third highest population in the judicial district and continues to increase. It is also the fourth

largest in terms of geographic area.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
David Hamilton Lang
4655 West Chester Pike

Newtown Square, PA 19073

Existing Geography:

MARPLE TWP WD 02 PCT 01; MARPLE TWP WD 02 PCT
02; MARPLE TWP WD 02 PCT 03; MARPLE TWP WD 05
PCT 01; MARPLE TWP WD 05 PCT 02; MARPLE TWP WD
05 PCT 03; MARPLE TWP WD 06 PCT 01; MARPLE TWP
WD 06 PCT 02; MARPLE TWP WD 06 PCT 03; MARPLE
TWP WD 07 PCT 01; MARPLE TWP WD 07 PCT 02;
MARPLE TWP WD 07 PCT 03; RADNOR TWP WD 04 PCT
01; RADNOR TWP WD 04 PCT 02; RADNOR TWP WD 05
PCT 01; RADNOR TWP WD 05 PCT 02; RADNOR TWP
WD 07 PCT 01; RADNOR TWP WD 07 PCT 02

Office within district: No
Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments:

Birthdate: 11-16-51

Mandatory Retirement: 2021

Term Expires: 1-3-16
Proposed Geography:

MARPLE TWP WD 02 PCT 01; MARPLE TWP WD 02 PCT
02; MARPLE TWP WD 02 PCT 03; MARPLE TWP WD 05
PCT 01; MARPLE TWP WD 05 PCT 02; MARPLE TWP WD
05 PCT 03; MARPLE TWP WD 06 PCT 01; MARPLE TWP
WD 06 PCT 02; MARPLE TWP WD 06 PCT 03; MARPLE
TWP WD 07 PCT 01; MARPLE TWP WD 07 PCT 02;
MARPLE TWP WD 07 PCT 03; RADNOR TWP WD 02 PCT
02; RADNOR TWP WD 04 PCT 01; RADNOR TWP WD 04
PCT 02; RADNOR TWP WD 05 PCT 01; RADNOR TWP
WD 05 PCT 02; RADNOR TWP WD 07 PCT 01; RADNOR
TWP WD 07 PCT 02

Marple Township Police Dept., Radnor Township Police Dept. serves the district but its

headquarters is not located within the district.

Major Highways:

[-476, US 1, US 30, US 320, SR 252, SR 3

Office is not within the district; but committed to moving this office to the Marple Township Safety Center after

construction.
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-28

Proposed Action: Realign
Average Annual Caseload: 6,453
% Difference in Caseload 43.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload 5.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Realign with district 32-1-30.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Stephanie H. Klein

349 West Baltimore Avenue P.O. Box 97

Media, PA 19063

Existing Geography:

MEDIA PCT EASTERN; MEDIA PCT NORTHERN; MEDIA
PCT SOUTHERN; MEDIA PCT WESTERN; NETHER
PROVIDENCE TWP WD 01; NETHER PROVIDENCE TWP
WD 02; NETHER PROVIDENCE TWP WD 03; NETHER
PROVIDENCE TWP WD 04; NETHER PROVIDENCE TWP
WD 05; NETHER PROVIDENCE TWP WD 06;
SWARTHMORE PCT EASTERN; SWARTHMORE PCT
NORTHERN; SWARTHMORE PCT WESTERN

Office within district: Yes

Residence within district: Yes

Average Annual Workload: 44,102

% Difference in Workload 31.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

Birthdate: 4-20-54

Mandatory Retirement: 2024

Term Expires: 1-5-14
Proposed Geography:

MEDIA PCT EASTERN; MEDIA PCT NORTHERN; MEDIA
PCT SOUTHERN; MEDIA PCT WESTERN; NETHER
PROVIDENCE TWP WD 02; NETHER PROVIDENCE TWP
WD 03; NETHER PROVIDENCE TWP WD 04; NETHER
PROVIDENCE TWP WD 06; SWARTHMORE PCT
EASTERN; SWARTHMORE PCT NORTHERN;
SWARTHMORE PCT WESTERN

Nether Providence Twp WD 07

Police Departments: Media Borough Police Dept., Swarthmore Borough Police Dept., Nether Providence

Township Police Dept.

Major Highways:
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-29

Proposed Action: Eliminate
Average Annual Caseload: 7,682
% Difference in Caseload 70.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload 25.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Average Annual Workload: 34,532

% Difference in Workload 3.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

This district will be eliminated on mandatory retirement of MDJ Tuten Jr. Muncipalities will be realigned with

32-2-43 and 32-1-27.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
John C. Tuten

230 Sugartown Road, Suite 105

Wayne, PA 19087

Existing Geography:

RADNOR TWP WD 01 PCT 01; RADNOR TWP WD 01 PCT
02; RADNOR TWP WD 02 PCT 01; RADNOR TWP WD 03
PCT 01 CD 167; RADNOR TWP WD 02 PCT 02; RADNOR
TWP WD 03 PCT 02 CD 166; RADNOR TWP WD 03 PCT
01 CD 165; RADNOR TWP WD 03 PCT 02 CD 165;
RADNOR TWP WD 06 PCT 01 CD 165; RADNOR TWP WD
06 PCT 01 CD 167, RADNOR TWP WD 06 PCT 02

Office within district: Yes

Residence within district: Yes

Birthdate: 10-12-43

Mandatory Retirement: 2013

Term Expires: 12-31-17
Proposed Geography:

Police Departments: Radnor Township Police Dept.

Major Highways: 1-476, US 30, SR 320
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-30

Proposed Action: Realign
Average Annual Caseload: 3,078
% Difference in Caseload -32.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -50.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

This district will be realigned with 32-1-28.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Vincent D. Gallagher, Jr.

Ridley Township Municipal Building 100 East MacDade
Blvd.

Folsom, PA 19033

Existing Geography:

RIDLEY TWP WD 02 PCT 01; RIDLEY TWP WD 02 PCT 02;
RIDLEY TWP WD 02 PCT 03; RIDLEY TWP WD 03 PCT 01,
RIDLEY TWP WD 03 PCT 02; RIDLEY TWP WD 05 PCT 01;
RIDLEY TWP WD 05 PCT 02; RIDLEY TWP WD 07 PCT 01,
RIDLEY TWP WD 07 PCT 02; RIDLEY TWP WD 08 PCT 01;
RIDLEY TWP WD 08 PCT 02

Office within district: Yes

Residence within district: Yes

Average Annual Workload: 26,978

% Difference in Workload -20.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

Birthdate: 2-11-48

Mandatory Retirement: 2018

Term Expires: 1-3-16
Proposed Geography:

NETHER PROVIDENCE TWP WD 01; NETHER
PROVIDENCE TWP WD 05; RIDLEY TWP WD 02 PCT 02;
RIDLEY TWP WD 02 PCT 03; RIDLEY TWP WD 03 PCT
01; RIDLEY TWP WD 03 PCT 02; RIDLEY TWP WD 05
PCT 01; RIDLEY TWP WD 05 PCT 02; RIDLEY TWP WD
07 PCT 01; RIDLEY TWP WD 07 PCT 02; RIDLEY TWP
WD 08 PCT 01; RIDLEY TWP WD 08 PCT 02

Police Departments: Ridley Township Police Dept.

Major Highways: 1-95, 1-476, US 291, SR 420, MacDade Boulevard
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-31

Proposed Action: Reestablish

Average Annual Caseload: 3,623 Average Annual Workload: 32,337
% Difference in Caseload -20.00 % Difference in Workload -4.00
(magisterial district/judicial district): (magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -41.00 Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or

(magisterial district/class of county):

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Philip S. Turner, Jr.

1201 Haverford Road

Crum Lynne, PA 19022

Existing Geography:

EDDYSTONE PCT NORTHERN; EDDYSTONE PCT
SOUTHERN; RIDLEY TWP WD 01 PCT 01; RIDLEY TWP
WD 01 PCT 02; RIDLEY TWP WD 01 PCT 03; RIDLEY TWP
WD 04 PCT 01; RIDLEY TWP WD 04 PCT 02; RIDLEY TWP
WD 06 PCT 01; RIDLEY TWP WD 06 PCT 02; RIDLEY TWP
WD 09 PCT 01; RIDLEY TWP WD 09 PCT 02; RUTLEDGE
Voting District

Office within district: Yes

Residence within district: Yes

support to maintain current configuration.

Birthdate: 9-13-55
Mandatory Retirement: 2025

Term Expires: 1-3-16

Proposed Geography:

EDDYSTONE PCT NORTHERN; EDDYSTONE PCT
SOUTHERN; RIDLEY TWP WD 01 PCT 01; RIDLEY TWP
WD 01 PCT 02; RIDLEY TWP WD 01 PCT 03; RIDLEY
TWP WD 04 PCT 01; RIDLEY TWP WD 04 PCT 02;
RIDLEY TWP WD 06 PCT 01; RIDLEY TWP WD 06 PCT
02; RIDLEY TWP WD 09 PCT 01; RIDLEY TWP WD 09
PCT 02; RUTLEDGE Voting District

Police Departments: Eddystone Borough Police Dept., Ridley Township Police Dept. also serves this
magisterial district but its headquarters is not located within the district.

Major Highways: I-95, US 13, SR 420, SR 291
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-32

Proposed Action: Reestablish
Average Annual Caseload: 3,988
% Difference in Caseload -12.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -35.00

(magisterial district/class of county):

Average Annual Workload:

% Difference in Workload
(magisterial district/judicial district):

25,575
-24.00

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

Proposed reestablishment of this district because in 2002, the Supreme Court established a new office
(32-2-54) to alleviate the high workload from Springfield Township; the workload and caseload should
increase in the future; and the district's workload is moderately below the +/- 15% range.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Andrea E. Puppio

56 Powell Road

Springfield, PA 19064

Existing Geography:

MORTON Voting District; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 02 PCT
02; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 03 PCT 01; SPRINGFIELD TWP
WD 03 PCT 03; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 03 PCT 02 CD
161; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 03 PCT 02 CD 165;
SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 04 PCT 03; SPRINGFIELD TWP
WD 04 PCT 01; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 04 PCT 02;
SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 07 PCT 03; SPRINGFIELD TWP
WD 07 PCT 01; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 07 PCT 02

Office within district: No
Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments:

Birthdate: 11-9-68
Mandatory Retirement: 2038
Term Expires: 1-3-16

Proposed Geography:

MORTON Voting District; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 02 PCT
02; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 03 PCT 01; SPRINGFIELD
TWP WD 03 PCT 03; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 03 PCT 02
CD 161; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 03 PCT 02 CD 165;
SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 04 PCT 03; SPRINGFIELD TWP
WD 04 PCT 01; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 04 PCT 02;
SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 07 PCT 03; SPRINGFIELD TWP
WD 07 PCT 01; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 07 PCT 02

Morton Borough Police Dept. The Springfield Township Police Dept. also serves the

district but its headquarters is not located within the district.

Major Highways:

Office is four blocks from the magisterial district.
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-33

Proposed Action: Realign

Average Annual Caseload: 8,229 Average Annual Workload: 57,331
% Difference in Caseload 82.00 % Difference in Workload 71.00
(magisterial district/judicial district): (magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload 34.00

(magisterial district/class of county):

Realign by moving Ward 7 (Pcts. 2 and 10) to 32-1-35; and by transferring parking cases (with the exception of
those filed in Milbourne Township, 32-1-33) to 32-2-52.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:

Harry J. Karapalides Birthdate: 10-1-58

Barclay Square Building 1550 Garrett Road Mandatory Retirement: 2028

Upper Darby, PA 19082 Term Expires: 1-3-16

Existing Geography: Proposed Geography:

MILLBOURNE Voting District; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST MILLBOURNE Voting District; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST
04 PCT 01; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 05 PCT 01; UPPER 04 PCT 01; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 05 PCT 01; UPPER
DARBY TWP DIST 06 PCT 01; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 06 DARBY TWP DIST 06 PCT 01; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST
PCT 02; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 06 PCT 03; UPPER 06 PCT 02; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 06 PCT 03; UPPER
DARBY TWP DIST 06 PCT 04; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 06 DARBY TWP DIST 06 PCT 04; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST
PCT 10; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 06 PCT 12; UPPER 06 PCT 10; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 06 PCT 12; UPPER
DARBY TWP DIST 07 PCT 02; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 07 DARBY TWP DIST 07 PCT 03; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST
PCT 03; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 07 PCT 04; UPPER 07 PCT 04; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 07 PCT 05; UPPER
DARBY TWP DIST 07 PCT 05; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 07 DARBY TWP DIST 07 PCT 06; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST
PCT 06; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 07 PCT 08; UPPER 07 PCT 08

DARBY TWP DIST 07 PCT 10

Office within district: No
Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments: Millbourne Borough Police Dept., Upper Darby Township Police Dept. also serves the
district but its headquarters is not located within the district.

Major Highways: SR3

Office is two blocks from the magisterial district.
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-34

Proposed Action: Reestablish
Average Annual Caseload: 4,192
% Difference in Caseload -7.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -32.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

This district will receive parking citations from 32-1-26.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Robert J. Radano

Barclay Square Building 1550 Garrett Road

Upper Darby, PA 19082

Existing Geography:

UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 01 PCT 01; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 01 PCT 02; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 01 PCT 03;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 01 PCT 08; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 03 PCT 02; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 03 PCT 03;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 03 PCT 04; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 03 PCT 05; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 03 PCT 06;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 03 PCT 07; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 03 PCT 08; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 03 PCT 09;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 03 PCT 10

Office within district: No

Residence within district: Yes

Average Annual Workload: 26,581

% Difference in Workload -21.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

Birthdate: 7-8-52

Mandatory Retirement: 2022

Term Expires: 12-31-17
Proposed Geography:

UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 01 PCT 01; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 01 PCT 02; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 01 PCT 03;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 01 PCT 08; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 03 PCT 02; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 03 PCT 03;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 03 PCT 04; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 03 PCT 05; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 03 PCT 06;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 03 PCT 07; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 03 PCT 08; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 03 PCT 09;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 03 PCT 10

Police Departments: Upper Darby Township Police Dept., serves the district but its headquarters is not

located within the district.

Major Highways: us1

Office is five blocks from the magisterial district.

Thursday, October 18, 2012
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-35

Proposed Action: Realign
Average Annual Caseload: 4,646
% Difference in Caseload 3.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -24.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Average Annual Workload: 24,721

% Difference in Workload -26.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

This district will be realigned by transferring Ward 7 (Pcts. 2 and 10) form 32-1-33.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Ann Berardocco

Barclay Square Building 1550 Garrett Road

Upper Darby, PA 19082

Existing Geography:

UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 01 PCT 09; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 03 PCT 01; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 04 PCT 02;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 04 PCT 03; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 04 PCT 04; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 04 PCT 05;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 04 PCT 06; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 04 PCT 07; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 04 PCT 08;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 04 PCT 11; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 04 PCT 09; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 04 PCT 10;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 05 PCT 03; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 05 PCT 07; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 05 PCT 08

Upper Darby Twp Dist 03 PCT 11

Office within district: No
Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments:

Major Highways: US1,SR3

Office is one mile from magisterial district.

Thursday, October 18, 2012

Birthdate: 10-5-59
Mandatory Retirement: 2029
Term Expires: 12-31-17

Proposed Geography:

UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 01 PCT 09; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 03 PCT 01; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 04 PCT 02;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 04 PCT 03; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 04 PCT 04; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 04 PCT 05;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 04 PCT 06; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 04 PCT 07; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 04 PCT 08;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 04 PCT 11; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 04 PCT 09; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 04 PCT 10;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 05 PCT 03; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 05 PCT 07; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 05 PCT 08;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 07 PCT 02; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 07 PCT 10

Upper Darby Township Police Dept. serves the district but its headquarters is not
located within the district.
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-1-36

Proposed Action: Reestablish
Average Annual Caseload: 6,582
% Difference in Caseload 46.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload 7.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Average Annual Workload: 58,095

% Difference in Workload 73.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

This district is proposed for reestablishment because it is contiguous to other districts that have high case

filings and workloads that make it unrealistic to realign.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
David R. Griffin

526 West Ridge Road

Linwood, PA 19061

Existing Geography:

LOWER CHICHESTER TWP PCT 01; LOWER CHICHESTER
TWP PCT 02; MARCUS HOOK WD 01; MARCUS HOOK
WD 02; MARCUS HOOK WD 03; MARCUS HOOK WD 04;
TRAINER PCT LENNOX PARK; TRAINER PCT LOWER,;
TRAINER PCT UPPER; UPPER CHICHESTER TWP WD 01
DIST 01; UPPER CHICHESTER TWP WD 01 DIST 02;
UPPER CHICHESTER TWP WD 02 DIST 01; UPPER
CHICHESTER TWP WD 02 DIST 02; UPPER CHICHESTER
TWP WD 05 DIST 01; UPPER CHICHESTER TWP WD 05
DIST 02

Office within district: Yes
Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments:

Birthdate: 1-17-59
Mandatory Retirement: 2029
Term Expires: 12-31-17

Proposed Geography:

LOWER CHICHESTER TWP PCT 01; LOWER CHICHESTER
TWP PCT 02; MARCUS HOOK WD 01; MARCUS HOOK
WD 02; MARCUS HOOK WD 03; MARCUS HOOK WD 04;
TRAINER PCT LENNOX PARK; TRAINER PCT LOWER,;
TRAINER PCT UPPER; UPPER CHICHESTER TWP WD 01
DIST 01; UPPER CHICHESTER TWP WD 01 DIST 02;
UPPER CHICHESTER TWP WD 02 DIST 01; UPPER
CHICHESTER TWP WD 02 DIST 02; UPPER CHICHESTER
TWP WD 05 DIST 01; UPPER CHICHESTER TWP WD 05
DIST 02

Marcus Hook Borough PD, Trainer Borough PD, Lower Chichester Township PD, Upper

Chichester Township, the Upper Chichester Township PD serves the district but its
headquarters is not located within the district.

Major Highways:

Thursday, October 18, 2012

[-95, US 13, US 322, SR 452, SR 291, SR 491
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-2-37

Proposed Action: Reestablish
Average Annual Caseload: 5,649
% Difference in Caseload 25.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -8.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Average Annual Workload:

54,853

% Difference in Workload 63.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

This district will be reestablished because it is contiguous to other districts with high caseload and workload -

thus making realignment unrealistic.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Leonard V. Tenaglia
819 Summit Street

Darby, PA 19023

Existing Geography:

COLWYN PCT 01; COLWYN PCT 02; DARBY WD 01 PCT
01; DARBY WD 01 PCT 02; DARBY WD 02 PCT 01; DARBY
WD 02 PCT 02; DARBY WD 03 PCT 01; DARBY WD 03
PCT 02; SHARON HILL PCT 01; SHARON HILL PCT 02;
SHARON HILL PCT 03; SHARON HILL PCT 04

Office within district: Yes
Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments:
Dept.

Major Highways: us 13

Thursday, October 18, 2012

Birthdate: 11-3-54
Mandatory Retirement: 2024
Term Expires: 1-5-14

Proposed Geography:

COLWYN PCT 01; COLWYN PCT 02; DARBY WD 01 PCT
01; DARBY WD 01 PCT 02; DARBY WD 02 PCT 01,
DARBY WD 02 PCT 02; DARBY WD 03 PCT 01; DARBY
WD 03 PCT 02; SHARON HILL PCT 01; SHARON HILL PCT
02; SHARON HILL PCT 03; SHARON HILL PCT 04

Colwyn Borough Police Dept., Darby Borough Police Dept., Sharon Hill Borough Police
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-2-38

Proposed Action: Realign
Average Annual Caseload: 3,185
% Difference in Caseload -29.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -48.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Average Annual Workload: 32,033

% Difference in Workload -5.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

Realign by moving Chester Heights Borough to 32-2-48. This district has the second highest population in the

judicial district and the fifth largest geography.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Diane M. Holefelder

Riddle Valley Industrial Park 1 New Road

Aston, PA 19014

Existing Geography:

ASTON TWP WD 01; ASTON TWP WD 02; ASTON TWP
WD 03; ASTON TWP WD 04; ASTON TWP WD 05;
ASTON TWP WD 06; ASTON TWP WD 07; CHESTER
HEIGHTS Voting District; UPPER CHICHESTER TWP WD
03 DIST 01; UPPER CHICHESTER TWP WD 03 DIST 02;
UPPER CHICHESTER TWP WD 04 DIST 01; UPPER
CHICHESTER TWP WD 04 DIST 02

Office within district: Yes
Residence within district: Yes
Police Departments:

Major Highways:

Thursday, October 18, 2012

Birthdate: 12-10-67
Mandatory Retirement: 2037
Term Expires: 12-31-17

Proposed Geography:

ASTON TWP WD 01; ASTON TWP WD 02; ASTON TWP
WD 03; ASTON TWP WD 04; ASTON TWP WD 05;
ASTON TWP WD 06; ASTON TWP WD 07; UPPER
CHICHESTER TWP WD 03 DIST 01; UPPER CHICHESTER
TWP WD 03 DIST 02; UPPER CHICHESTER TWP WD 04
DIST 01; UPPER CHICHESTER TWP WD 04 DIST 02

Aston Township Police Dept., Upper Chichester Township Police Dept.

US 1, US 322, SR 261, SR 452, SR 491

Page 19 of 33



Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-2-39

Proposed Action: Reestablish

Average Annual Caseload: 7,341 Average Annual Workload: 54,989
% Difference in Caseload 63.00 % Difference in Workload 64.00
(magisterial district/judicial district): (magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload 20.00 Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or

(magisterial district/class of county): support to maintain current configuration.

This district is contiguous to other districts that are high in caseload and workload; making it unrealistic to
realign. It is anticipate that workload and caseload will decline because population is declining and caseload
has steadily declined.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:

C. Walter McCray, I Birthdate: 5-27-62

Brookhaven Municipal Building 2 Cambridge Road, Suite Mandatory Retirement: 2032

300

Brookhaven, PA 19015 Term Expires: 1-3-16

Existing Geography: Proposed Geography:

BROOKHAVEN PCT 01; BROOKHAVEN PCT 02; BROOKHAVEN PCT 01; BROOKHAVEN PCT 02;
BROOKHAVEN PCT 03; BROOKHAVEN PCT 04; BROOKHAVEN PCT 03; BROOKHAVEN PCT 04;
BROOKHAVEN PCT 05; BROOKHAVEN PCT 06; CHESTER BROOKHAVEN PCT 05; BROOKHAVEN PCT 06; CHESTER
TWP PCT 01; CHESTER TWP PCT 02; CHESTER TWP PCT TWP PCT 01; CHESTER TWP PCT 02; CHESTER TWP PCT
03; CHESTER TWP PCT 04; CHESTER TWP PCT 05; 03; CHESTER TWP PCT 04; CHESTER TWP PCT 05;
PARKSIDE Voting District; UPLAND PCT 01; UPLAND PCT PARKSIDE Voting District; UPLAND PCT 01; UPLAND PCT
02; UPLAND PCT 03 02; UPLAND PCT 03

Office within district: Yes

Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments: Brookhaven Borough Police Dept., Upland Borough Police Dept., Parkside Borough
Police Dept., Chester Township Police Dept.

Major Highways: [-95, SR 352
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-2-40

Proposed Action: Realign
Average Annual Caseload: 2,796
% Difference in Caseload -38.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -54.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Realign by receiving Folcroft Borough from 32-2-41.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Steven A. Sandone
21 Bartram Avenue

Glenolden, PA 19036

Existing Geography:

DARBY TWP WD 01; DARBY TWP WD 02; DARBY TWP
WD 03 PCT 01; DARBY TWP WD 03 PCT 02; DARBY TWP
WD 04; DARBY TWP WD 05 PCT 01; DARBY TWP WD 05
PCT 02

Office within district: Yes
Residence within district: Yes
Police Departments:

Major Highways: MacDade Boulevard

Thursday, October 18, 2012

Darby Township Police Dept.

Average Annual Workload: 18,438

% Difference in Workload -45.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

Birthdate: 8-2-64

Mandatory Retirement: 2034

Term Expires: 1-3-16
Proposed Geography:

DARBY TWP WD 01; DARBY TWP WD 02; DARBY TWP
WD 03 PCT 01; DARBY TWP WD 03 PCT 02; DARBY TWP
WD 04; DARBY TWP WD 05 PCT 01; DARBY TWP WD 05
PCT 02; FOLCROFT PCT 01; FOLCROFT PCT 02;
FOLCROFT PCT 03; FOLCROFT PCT 04; FOLCROFT PCT 05

Page 21 of 33



Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-2-41

Proposed Action: Eliminate

Average Annual Caseload: 7,121 Average Annual Workload: 44,422
% Difference in Caseload 58.00 % Difference in Workload 32.00
(magisterial district/judicial district): (magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload 16.00 Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or

(magisterial district/class of county): support to maintain current configuration.

Proposed elimination upon mandatory retirement date of MDJ Christie.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:

Edward W. Christie Birthdate: 8-8-46
1555 EImwood Avenue Mandatory Retirement: 2016
Folcroft, PA 19032 Term Expires: 12-31-17
Existing Geography: Proposed Geography:

FOLCROFT PCT 01; FOLCROFT PCT 02; FOLCROFT PCT
03; FOLCROFT PCT 04; FOLCROFT PCT 05; TINICUM TWP
WD 01; TINICUM TWP WD 02; TINICUM TWP WD 03;
TINICUM TWP WD 04; TINICUM TWP WD 05

Office within district: Yes

Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments: Tinicum Township PD, Folcroft Borough Police Dept.

Major Highways: I-95, SR 291, US 13
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-2-42

Proposed Action: Reestablish

Average Annual Caseload: 4,937 Average Annual Workload: 34,796
% Difference in Caseload 9.00 % Difference in Workload 4.00
(magisterial district/judicial district): (magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -20.00 Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or

(magisterial district/class of county): support to maintain current configuration.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:

Peter P. Tozer Birthdate: 10-23-49

36 East Boon Avenue Mandatory Retirement: 2019

Glenolden, PA 19036 Term Expires: 12-31-17

Existing Geography: Proposed Geography:

GLENOLDEN PCT 01; GLENOLDEN PCT 02; GLENOLDEN GLENOLDEN PCT 01; GLENOLDEN PCT 02; GLENOLDEN
PCT 03; GLENOLDEN PCT 04; GLENOLDEN PCT 05; PCT 03; GLENOLDEN PCT 04; GLENOLDEN PCT 05;
GLENOLDEN PCT 06; NORWOOD PCT 01; NORWOOD GLENOLDEN PCT 06; NORWOOD PCT 01; NORWOOD
PCT 02; NORWOOD PCT 03; NORWOOD PCT 04; PCT 02; NORWOOD PCT 03; NORWOOD PCT 04;
NORWOOD PCT 05; NORWOOD PCT 06; NORWOOD PCT NORWOOD PCT 05; NORWOOD PCT 06; NORWOOD
07; NORWOOD PCT 08 PCT 07, NORWOOD PCT 08

Office within district: Yes

Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments: Glenolden Borough Police Dept., Norwood Borough Police Dept.

Major Highways: US 13, MacDade Boulevard
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-2-43

Proposed Action: Realign
Average Annual Caseload: 1,850
% Difference in Caseload -59.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -70.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Average Annual Workload: 13,273

% Difference in Workload -61.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

This district will be realigned with some of the municipalities from 32-1-29, upon its elimination.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Leon Hunter, Il

4655 West Chester Pike

Newtown Square, PA 19073

Existing Geography:

EDGEMONT TWP Voting District; NEWTOWN TWP PCT
01; NEWTOWN TWP PCT 02; NEWTOWN TWP PCT 03;
NEWTOWN TWP PCT 04; NEWTOWN TWP PCT 05;
NEWTOWN TWP PCT 06; NEWTOWN TWP PCT 07;
NEWTOWN TWP PCT 08

Office within district: Yes

Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments:

Birthdate: 1-22-50
Mandatory Retirement: 2020
Term Expires: 12-31-17

Proposed Geography:

NEWTOWN TWP PCT 01; NEWTOWN TWP PCT 02;
NEWTOWN TWP PCT 03; NEWTOWN TWP PCT 04,
NEWTOWN TWP PCT 05; NEWTOWN TWP PCT 06;
NEWTOWN TWP PCT 07; NEWTOWN TWP PCT 08;
RADNOR TWP WD 01 PCT 01; RADNOR TWP WD 01
PCT 02; RADNOR TWP WD 02 PCT 01; RADNOR TWP
WD 03 PCT 01 CD 167; RADNOR TWP WD 03 PCT 02 CD
166; RADNOR TWP WD 03 PCT 01 CD 165; RADNOR
TWP WD 03 PCT 02 CD 165; RADNOR TWP WD 06 PCT
01 CD 165; RADNOR TWP WD 06 PCT 01 CD 167;
RADNOR TWP WD 06 PCT 02

Newtown Township Police Dept., PA State Police serves the Township of Edgmont but

its headquarters is not located within the district.

Major Highways:

Thursday, October 18, 2012
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-2-44

Proposed Action: Realign
Average Annual Caseload: 3,973
% Difference in Caseload -12.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -35.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Average Annual Workload:

27,298

% Difference in Workload -19.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

This district will be realigned to include Tinicum Township upon the eliminatin of 32-2-41.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Jack D. Lippart
1028 Lincoln Avenue

Prospect Park, PA 19076

Existing Geography:

PROSPECT PARK PCT 01; PROSPECT PARK PCT 02;
PROSPECT PARK PCT 03; PROSPECT PARK PCT 04;
PROSPECT PARK PCT 05; RIDLEY PARK PCT 01; RIDLEY
PARK PCT 02; RIDLEY PARK PCT 03; RIDLEY PARK PCT 04

Office within district: Yes
Residence within district: Yes
Police Departments:

Major Highways: SR 420, I-95, US 13

Thursday, October 18, 2012

Birthdate: 11-5-57
Mandatory Retirement: 2027
Term Expires: 12-31-17

Proposed Geography:

PROSPECT PARK PCT 01; PROSPECT PARK PCT 02;
PROSPECT PARK PCT 03; PROSPECT PARK PCT 04;
PROSPECT PARK PCT 05; RIDLEY PARK PCT 01; RIDLEY
PARK PCT 02; RIDLEY PARK PCT 03; RIDLEY PARK PCT
04; TINICUM TWP WD 01; TINICUM TWP WD 02;
TINICUM TWP WD 03; TINICUM TWP WD 04; TINICUM
TWP WD 05

Prospect Park Borough Police Dept., Ridley Park Borough Police Dept.
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-2-46

Proposed Action: Reestablish
Average Annual Caseload: 6,397
% Difference in Caseload 42.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload 4.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Nicholas S. Lippincott
939 North Providence Road

Media, PA 19063

Existing Geography:

ROSE VALLEY Voting District; UPPER PROVIDENC TWP
PCT 01; UPPER PROVIDENCE TWP PCT 02; UPPER
PROVIDENCE TWP PCT 03; UPPER PROVIDENCE TWP
PCT 04; UPPER PROVIDENCE TWP PCT 05

Office within district: Yes

Residence within district: Yes

Average Annual Workload: 38,815

% Difference in Workload 15.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or

support to maintain current configuration.

Birthdate: 11-9-48

Mandatory Retirement: 2018

Term Expires: 12-31-17
Proposed Geography:

ROSE VALLEY Voting District; UPPER PROVIDENC TWP

PCT 01; UPPER PROVIDENCE TWP PCT 02;

UPPER

PROVIDENCE TWP PCT 03; UPPER PROVIDENCE TWP

PCT 04; UPPER PROVIDENCE TWP PCT 05

Police Departments: Upper Providence Township Police Dept., PA State Police serves the Borough of Rose
Valley but its headquarters is not located within the Borough.

Major Highways: SR 252, US 1, Baltimore Pike

Thursday, October 18, 2012
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-2-47

Proposed Action: Reestablish

Average Annual Caseload: 8,050 Average Annual Workload: 46,514
% Difference in Caseload 78.00 % Difference in Workload 38.00
(magisterial district/judicial district): (magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload 31.00 Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or

(magisterial district/class of county): support to maintain current configuration.

Workload and caseload in this district have been steadily declining. Population has also declined.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:

Will Keith Williams Birthdate: 9-8-65

536 Church Lane Mandatory Retirement: 2035

Yeadon, PA 19050 Term Expires: 12-31-17

Existing Geography: Proposed Geography:

EAST LANSDOWNE PCT EASTERN; EAST LANSDOWNE EAST LANSDOWNE PCT EASTERN; EAST LANSDOWNE
PCT WESTERN; YEADON PCT 01; YEADON PCT 02; PCT WESTERN; YEADON PCT 01; YEADON PCT 02;
YEADON PCT 03; YEADON PCT 04; YEADON PCT 05; YEADON PCT 03; YEADON PCT 04; YEADON PCT 05;
YEADON PCT 06; YEADON PCT 07; YEADON PCT 08; YEADON PCT 06; YEADON PCT 07; YEADON PCT 08;
YEADON PCT 09 YEADON PCT 09

Office within district: Yes

Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments: East Lansdowne Police Dept., Yeadpn Borough Police Dept.

Major Highways: us 13
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-2-48

Proposed Action: Realign
Average Annual Caseload: 2,513
% Difference in Caseload -44.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -59.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Average Annual Workload: 21,975

% Difference in Workload -35.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

This district will be realigned to include the Borough of Chester Heights from 32-2-38 and Edgmont Township

from 32-2-43.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Walter A. Strohl

27 South Pennell Road P.O. Box 93

Lima, PA 19037

Existing Geography:

MIDDLETOWN TWP DIST 01 PCT 01; MIDDLETOWN
TWP DIST 01 PCT 02; MIDDLETOWN TWP DIST 02 PCT
01; MIDDLETOWN TWP DIST 02 PCT 02; MIDDLETOWN
TWP DIST 03 PCT 01; MIDDLETOWN TWP DIST 03 PCT
02; MIDDLETOWN TWP DIST 04 PCT 01; MIDDLETOWN
TWP DIST 04 PCT 02

Office within district: Yes
Residence within district: Yes
Police Departments: PA State Police

Major Highways: US 1,SR 452, SR 352
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Birthdate: 5-2-58

Mandatory Retirement: 2028

Term Expires: 1-5-14
Proposed Geography:

CHESTER HEIGHTS Voting District; EDGEMONT TWP
Voting District; MIDDLETOWN TWP DIST 01 PCT 01;
MIDDLETOWN TWP DIST 01 PCT 02; MIDDLETOWN
TWP DIST 02 PCT 01; MIDDLETOWN TWP DIST 02 PCT
02; MIDDLETOWN TWP DIST 03 PCT 01; MIDDLETOWN
TWP DIST 03 PCT 02; MIDDLETOWN TWP DIST 04 PCT
01; MIDDLETOWN TWP DIST 04 PCT 02
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-2-49

Proposed Action: Reestablish
Average Annual Caseload: 3,593
% Difference in Caseload -20.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -41.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Richard M. Cappelli

485 Baltimore Pike

Glen Mills, PA 19342

Existing Geography:

BETHEL TWP PCT 01; BETHEL TWP PCT 02; BETHEL TWP
PCT 03; CHADDS FORD TWP Voting District; CONCORD
TWP PCT SOUTHEAST; CONCORD TWP PCT CENTRAL;
CONCORD TWP PCT NORTHERN; CONCORD TWP PCT
SOUTHWESTERN; THORNBURY TWP DIST EASTERN;
THORNBURY TWP DIST WESTERN; BETHEL TWP PCT 04

Office within district: Yes

Residence within district: Yes

Average Annual Workload: 32,238

% Difference in Workload -4.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

Birthdate: 12-22-53

Mandatory Retirement: 2023

Term Expires: 12-31-17
Proposed Geography:

BETHEL TWP PCT 01; BETHEL TWP PCT 02; BETHEL TWP
PCT 03; CHADDS FORD TWP Voting District; CONCORD
TWP PCT SOUTHEAST; CONCORD TWP PCT CENTRAL;
CONCORD TWP PCT NORTHERN; CONCORD TWP PCT
SOUTHWESTERN; THORNBURY TWP DIST EASTERN;
THORNBURY TWP DIST WESTERN; BETHEL TWP PCT 04

Police Departments: Bethel Township PD, Cheyney University Police Dept., PA State Police serves the
district but its headquarters is not located within the district.

Major Highways: US 1, US 100, US 202, US 322, SR 261, SR 352, SR 491

Thursday, October 18, 2012
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-2-51

Proposed Action: Reestablish
Average Annual Caseload: 3,384 Average Annual Workload: 30,817
% Difference in Caseload -25.00 % Difference in Workload -8.00

(magisterial district/judicial district): (magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -45.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Christopher R. Mattox

Barclay Square Building 1550 Garrett Road

Upper Darby, PA 19082

Existing Geography:

UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 05 PCT 02; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 05 PCT 04; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 05 PCT 05;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 05 PCT 06; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 05 PCT 09; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 06 PCT 05;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 06 PCT 06; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 06 PCT 07; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 06 PCT 08;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 06 PCT 09; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 06 PCT 11; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 07 PCT 01;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 07 PCT 07; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 07 PCT 09; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 07 PCT 11

Not Listed: Upper Darby TWP DIST 07 PCT 12

Office within district: Yes
Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments:

Major Highways:

Thursday, October 18, 2012

Birthdate: 6-26-64

Mandatory Retirement: 2034

Term Expires: 1-3-16
Proposed Geography:

UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 05 PCT 02; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 05 PCT 04; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 05 PCT 05;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 05 PCT 06; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 05 PCT 09; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 06 PCT 05;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 06 PCT 06; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 06 PCT 07; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 06 PCT 08;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 06 PCT 09; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 06 PCT 11; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 07 PCT 01;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 07 PCT 07; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 07 PCT 09; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 07 PCT 11

Upper Darby TWP DIST 07 PCT 12

Upper Darby Township Police Dept. serves the district but its headquarters is not
located within the district.
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-2-52

Proposed Action: Reestablish
Average Annual Caseload: 3,385
% Difference in Caseload -25.00

(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -45.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

This district will receive parking citations from 32-1-26.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Kelly A. Micozzie-Aguirre

409 Ashland Avenue, Suite 1

Secane, PA 19018

Existing Geography:

UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 01 PCT 04; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 01 PCT 05; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 01 PCT 06;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 01 PCT 07; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 02 PCT 01; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 02 PCT 02;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 02 PCT 03; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 02 PCT 04; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 02 PCT 05;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 02 PCT 06; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 02 PCT 07

Office within district: Yes

Residence within district: Yes

Average Annual Workload: 19,884

% Difference in Workload -41.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

Birthdate: 11-27-68

Mandatory Retirement: 2038

Term Expires: 1-5-14
Proposed Geography:

UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 01 PCT 04; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 01 PCT 05; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 01 PCT 06;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 01 PCT 07; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 02 PCT 01; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 02 PCT 02;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 02 PCT 03; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 02 PCT 04; UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 02 PCT 05;
UPPER DARBY TWP DIST 02 PCT 06; UPPER DARBY TWP
DIST 02 PCT 07

Police Departments: Upper Darby Township Police Dept serves the district but its headquarters is not

located within the district.

Major Highways: Baltimore Pike, Providence Road

Thursday, October 18, 2012
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-2-53

Proposed Action: Realign
Average Annual Caseload: 1,855
% Difference in Caseload -59.00
(magisterial district/judicial district):

% Difference in Caseload -70.00

(magisterial district/class of county):

This district will be realigned with district 32-1-25.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:
Elisa C. Lacianca

Suites 103 & 105 525 West Chester Pike

Havertown, PA 19083

Existing Geography:

HAVERFORD TWP WD 04 PCT 01; HAVERFORD TWP WD
04 PCT 02; HAVERFORD TWP WD 04 PCT 03;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 04 PCT 04; HAVERFORD TWP WD
05 PCT 01; HAVERFORD TWP WD 05 PCT 02;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 05 PCT 03; HAVERFORD TWP WD
05 PCT 04; HAVERFORD TWP WD 06 PCT 01;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 06 PCT 02; HAVERFORD TWP WD
06 PCT 03; HAVERFORD TWP WD 06 PCT 04;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 08 PCT 01; HAVERFORD TWP WD
08 PCT 02; HAVERFORD TWP WD 08 PCT 03;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 08 PCT 04

Office within district: No
Residence within district: Yes

Police Departments:
within the district.

Major Highways: I-476, SR 320, SR 3

Average Annual Workload: 11,489

% Difference in Workload
(magisterial district/judicial district):

-66.00

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

Birthdate: 1-7-73
Mandatory Retirement: 2043
Term Expires: 1-3-16

Proposed Geography:

HAVERFORD TWP WD 03 PCT 01; HAVERFORD TWP
WD 03 PCT 02; HAVERFORD TWP WD 03 PCT 03;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 03 PCT 04; HAVERFORD TWP
WD 04 PCT 01; HAVERFORD TWP WD 04 PCT 02;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 04 PCT 03; HAVERFORD TWP
WD 04 PCT 04; HAVERFORD TWP WD 05 PCT 01;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 05 PCT 02; HAVERFORD TWP
WD 05 PCT 03; HAVERFORD TWP WD 05 PCT 04;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 06 PCT 01; HAVERFORD TWP
WD 06 PCT 02; HAVERFORD TWP WD 06 PCT 03;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 06 PCT 04; HAVERFORD TWP
WD 08 PCT 01; HAVERFORD TWP WD 08 PCT 02;
HAVERFORD TWP WD 08 PCT 03; HAVERFORD TWP
WD 08 PCT 04

Haverford Township Police Dept. serves the district but its headquarters is not located

The office is located approximately one mile outside of the magisterial district boundaries.

Thursday, October 18, 2012
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Existing and Proposed Magisterial Districts

Magisterial District #: 32-2-54

Proposed Action: Reestablish
Average Annual Caseload: 2,893 Average Annual Workload: 19,152
% Difference in Caseload -36.00 % Difference in Workload -43.00

(magisterial district/judicial district): (magisterial district/judicial district):

Workload outside of a +/- 15% range requires realignment or
support to maintain current configuration.

% Difference in Caseload -53.00
(magisterial district/class of county):

This district was created in 2002 because of the excessive burden placed on 32-1-32 in serving all of
Springfield Township; caseload and workload is expected to increase in the future.

Magisterial District Judge & Office Information:

Anthony D. Scanlon Birthdate: 9-3-55
56 Powell Road Mandatory Retirement: 2025
Springfield, PA 19064 Term Expires: 1-3-16
Existing Geography: Proposed Geography:

SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 01 PCT 03; SPRINGFIELD TWP
WD 01 PCT 01; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 01 PCT 02;
SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 02 PCT 03; SPRINGFIELD TWP
WD 02 PCT 01; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 05 PCT 03;
SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 05 PCT 01; SPRINGFIELD TWP
WD 05 PCT 02; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 06 PCT 03;
SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 06 PCT 04; SPRINGFIELD TWP
WD 06 PCT 01; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 06 PCT 02

Office within district: Yes
Residence within district: Yes
Police Departments:

Major Highways: US 1, Baltimore Pike

Thursday, October 18, 2012

SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 01 PCT 03; SPRINGFIELD TWP
WD 01 PCT 01; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 01 PCT 02;
SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 02 PCT 03; SPRINGFIELD TWP
WD 02 PCT 01; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 05 PCT 03;
SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 05 PCT 01; SPRINGFIELD TWP
WD 05 PCT 02; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 06 PCT 03;
SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 06 PCT 04; SPRINGFIELD TWP
WD 06 PCT 01; SPRINGFIELD TWP WD 06 PCT 02

Springfield Township Police Dept.
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Magisterial District Reestablishment 2012

Magisterial District Caseload/Workload Analysis

Judicial District and Class of County Comparison Statistics

Delaware / 32

Judicial District Average Caseload

2011 2011 2012 2012
Class Filings Class Filings
0 4,516 0 4,516

2011 CR PC TR NT cv LT MD  Total
0 424 28 4,253 760 356 222 93 6,136

2012 CR PC TR NT cv LT MD  Total
0 424 28 4,253 760 356 222 93 6,136

Notes on Analysis:

CASELOAD: The statistics provided are used to compare the average annual
caseload of each magisterial district to the class of county average as one
measure to assess whether any changes should be proposed. Reported values
are provided by the judicial district; the comparison values are provided by the
MDIJS.

WORKLOAD: Where the average annual workload of a magisterial district is
greater/less than 15% of the judicial district's workload average, the judicial
district should realign - OR - explain why this difference does not impact
workload equity within the judicial district. A value that is green indicates it is
within range; red requires justification if realignment or elimination are not
proposed.

10/18/2012

Judicial District Caseload Averages

Delaware

Class

CR

NT

PC

TR

cv

LT

MD

AVG

2011

0
338
729
52
2,959
229
183
26

4,516

2012

0
338
729
52
2,959
229
183
26

4,516

Judicial District Workload Averages

Delaware

Class

CR
NT
PC
TR
Ccv
LT
MD

-15%
Workload

Average
Workload

+15%
Workload

2011

12,403
7,824
557
6,746
2,585
2,652
849

28,573

33,616

38,658

2012

12,411
7,824
557
6,746
2,585
2,652
849

28,581

33,624

38,668



Magisterial District Caseload/Workload Analysis

32-1-20 Realign
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-1-21 Realign
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

10/18/2012

Reported

AOPC
2011 2012
-34.85%  -34.85%
-52.05%  -52.05%
AOPC
2011 2012

9.70% 9.68%

AOPC

2011 2012

-0.99% -0.99%

-27.13%  -27.13%
AOPC
2011 2012

80.12% 80.08%



Magisterial District Caseload/Workload Analysis

32-1-22 Realign
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-1-23 Reestablish
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-1-24 Reestablish
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

10/18/2012

Reported

AOPC
2011 2012
-38.35%  -38.35%
-54.63%  -54.63%
AOPC
2011 2012

17.02% 16.99%

AOPC

2011 2012

-4.24% -4.24%

-29.53%  -29.53%
AOPC
2011 2012

-1.17% -1.19%

AOPC
2011 2012
-36.66%  -36.66%
-53.39%  -53.39%
AOPC
2011 2012
-47.60%  -47.61%



Magisterial District Caseload/Workload Analysis

32-1-25 Realign
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-1-26 Reestablish
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-1-27 Realign
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

10/18/2012

Reported

AOPC

2011 2012

-6.97% -6.97%

-31.53%  -31.53%
AOPC
2011 2012
-34.54%  -34.56%
AOPC
2011 2012

82.57% 82.57%

34.36% 34.36%

AOPC

2011 2012

48.05% 48.02%

AOPC

2011 2012

21.98% 21.98%

-10.23%  -10.23%
AOPC
2011 2012
-17.09%  -17.11%



Magisterial District Caseload/Workload Analysis

32-1-28 Realign
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-1-29 Eliminate
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-1-30 Realign
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

10/18/2012

Reported

AOPC

2011 2012

42.91% 42.91%

5.17% 5.17%

AOPC

2011 2012

31.19% 31.16%

AOPC

2011 2012

70.12% 70.12%

25.20% 25.20%

AOPC

2011 2012

2.73% 2.70%

AOPC
2011 2012
-31.84%  -31.84%
-49.83%  -49.83%
AOPC
2011 2012
-19.75%  -19.77%



Magisterial District Caseload/Workload Analysis

32-1-31 Reestablish
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-1-32 Reestablish
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-1-33 Realign
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

10/18/2012

Reported

AOPC
2011 2012
-19.77%  -19.77%
-40.95%  -40.95%
AOPC
2011 2012

-3.80% -3.83%

AOPC
2011 2012
-11.68%  -11.68%
-35.00%  -35.00%
AOPC
2011 2012
-23.92%  -23.94%
AOPC
2011 2012

82.24% 82.24%

34.12% 34.12%

AOPC

2011 2012

70.55% 70.51%



Magisterial District Caseload/Workload Analysis

32-1-34 Reestablish
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-1-35 Realign
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-1-36 Reestablish
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

10/18/2012

Reported

AOPC

2011 2012

-7.17% -7.17%

-31.68%  -31.68%
AOPC
2011 2012
-20.93%  -20.95%
AOPC
2011 2012

2.89% 2.89%

-24.28%  -24.28%
AOPC
2011 2012
-26.46%  -26.48%
AOPC
2011 2012

45.76% 45.76%

7.27% 7.27%

AOPC

2011 2012

72.82% 72.78%



Magisterial District Caseload/Workload Analysis

32-2-37 Reestablish

CASELOAD Reported AOPC
Average Total Annual Caseload: 5,649 2011 2012
Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average: 25 25.10% 25.10%
Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average: - — 8 -7.93% -7.93%
WORKLOAD Reported  AOPC
Average Total Annual Workload: 54,853 2011 2012
Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average: 63 63.18% 63.14%
32-2-38 Realign

CASELOAD Reported AOPC
Average Total Annual Caseload: 3,185 2011 2012
Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average: -29 -29.47%  -29.47%
Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average: -48 -48.09%  -48.09%
workLoAD Reported  AOPC
Average Total Annual Workload: 32,033 2011 2012
Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average: -5 -4.71% -4.73%
32-2-39 Reestablish

CASELOAD Reported AOPC
Average Total Annual Caseload: 7,341 2011 2012
Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average: 63 62.57% 62.57%
Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average: 20 19.64% 19.64%
workLoAD Reported  AOPC
Average Total Annual Workload: 54,989 2011 2012
Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average: 64 63.58% 63.54%

10/18/2012 Page 8



Magisterial District Caseload/Workload Analysis

32-2-40 Realign
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-2-41 Eliminate

CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-2-42 Reestablish
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

10/18/2012

Reported

AOPC
2011 2012
-38.08%  -38.08%
-54.43%  -54.43%
AOPC
2011 2012
-45.15%  -45.16%
AOPC
2011 2012

57.70% 57.70%

16.06% 16.06%

AOPC

2011 2012

32.15% 32.11%

AOPC

2011 2012

9.33% 9.33%

-19.54%  -19.54%
AOPC
2011 2012

3.51% 3.49%



Magisterial District Caseload/Workload Analysis

32-2-43 Realign
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-2-44 Realign
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-2-46 Reestablish
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

10/18/2012

Reported

1,850

AOPC

2011 2012

-59.03%  -59.03%

-69.85%  -69.85%
AOPC

2011 2012

-60.52%  -60.53%
AOPC

2011 2012

-12.02%  -12.02%

-35.25%  -35.25%
AOPC

2011 2012

-18.79%  -18.81%
AOPC

2011 2012

41.67% 41.67%

4.26% 4.26%

AOPC

2011 2012

15.47% 15.44%



Magisterial District Caseload/Workload Analysis

32-2-47 Reestablish
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-2-48 Realign
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-2-49 Reestablish
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

10/18/2012

Reported

AOPC

2011 2012

78.27% 78.27%

31.20% 31.20%

AOPC

2011 2012

38.37% 38.34%

AOPC

2011 2012

-44.35%  -44.35%

-59.04%  -59.04%
AOPC

2011 2012

-34.63%  -34.65%
AOPC

2011 2012

-20.43%  -20.43%

-41.44%  -41.44%
AOPC

2011 2012

-4.10% -4.12%



Magisterial District Caseload/Workload Analysis

32-2-51
CASELOAD

Reestablish

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-2-52
CASELOAD

Reestablish

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

32-2-53 Realign
CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

10/18/2012

Reported

AOPC
2011 2012
-25.06%  -25.06%
-44.85%  -44.85%
AOPC
2011 2012

-8.33% -8.35%

AOPC
2011 2012
-25.04%  -25.04%
-44.83%  -44.83%
AOPC
2011 2012
-40.85%  -40.86%
AOPC
2011 2012
-58.92%  -58.92%
-69.77%  -69.77%
AOPC
2011 2012
-65.82%  -65.83%



Magisterial District Caseload/Workload Analysis

32-2-54

CASELOAD

Average Total Annual Caseload:
Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Magisterial District Average: Class of County Average:

WORKLOAD

Average Total Annual Workload:

Magisterial District Average: Judicial District Average:

Reestablish

Reported

AOPC

2011 2012

-35.93%  -35.93%

-52.85%  -52.85%

AOPC

2011 2012

-43.03%  -43.04%

10/18/2012
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

BENIOR JUDGRS
FRANK T, HAZEL
CHARLES B, BURR, 1§

DELAWARE COUNTY
THIRTY =SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT
COURTHOUBE,

MEDIA, DELAWARE COUNTY, PEMMSYLVANIA

19063 o

March 30, 2012

Joseph Mittleman, Esquire

Director, Judicial Programs

Administrative Office of Pennsylvania Couris
1515 Market Street

Philadelphia, PA 19101

RE: THE 2012 MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT PLAN FOR THE
THIRTY-SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT

Dear Mr, Mittleman,

I am pleased to enclose the original and one copy of the following:

1.

The 2012 Magisterial District Reestablishment Plan for the Thirty-
Second Judicial District dated February 29, 2012;

The Notice of Publication of the 2012 Magisterial District
Reestablishment Plan dated February 29, 2012;

Amendments to the 2012 Magisterial District Reestablishinent Plan
dated Maxch 30, 2012;

" The Summary Workshest for the Thirty-Second Judicial District dated

March 30, 2012,

The Magisterial Disirict Reestablishment Worksheets for the Thirty-
Second Judicial District; and

Public comments to the 2012 Magisterial District Reestablishment Plan,



If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

m

Joseph Pf Cronin, 3/1\
President Judge
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Joseph Mittleman, Esquire

Director, Judicial Programs

Administrative Office of Pennsylvania Courts
1515 Market Street

Philadelphia, Penna. 19101

RE: PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE 2012 MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT
REESTABLISHMENT PLAN FOR THE THIRTY-SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT

Dear Mr. Mittleman;

As we discussed last week, the Court proposes to amend the 2012 Magisterial District
Reestablishment Plan by deleting Paragraph 8 of the Plan which would have fransferred
Thornbury Township from Magisterial District 32-2-49 to Magisterial District 32-2-48. In all
other respects, the Reestablishment Plan dated February 29, 2012, and the amendments to the
Reestablishment Plan dated March 30, 2012, remain the same.

Attached are the original and one copy of the foregoing proposed amendment dated April
16, 2012, the amended Judicial District Summary Worksheet dated April 16, 2012, and the
amended Magisterial District Reestablishment Worksheets for Magisterial Districts 32-2-48 and
32-2-49,

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate o contact me.

Very truly yours ’%
22225 V. G

JPClr/ls JOSESE P. CRONIN, JR.

President Judge



PROPOSED AMENDMENT TQ THE 2012 MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT
REESTABLISHMENT PLAN

The Court proposes to amend the 2012 Magisterial District Reestablishment Plan as
follows:
1. Paragraph 8 of the 2012 Magisterial Disfrict Reestablishment Plan is deleted, Thornbury
Township will remain with Magisterial District 32-2-49,
In all other respects, the Reestablishment Plan dated February 29, 2012, and the

amendments to the Reestablishment Plan dated March 30, 2012, remain the same.

TR

President Judge

Dated: April 16, 2012
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THE 2012 MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT RERSTABILISHMENT PLAN

Magisterial District Reestablishment is a legally required process that takes place
once every ten years, As part of the 2012 Magisterial District Reestablishment process,
the Chief Justice of the Pennsylvania Supreme Court has requested each President Judge
to consider whether it is feasible to eliminate any of the magisterial districts in his or her
judicial district. The Chief Justice has established a goal of reducing the statewide
number of magisterial districts by 10%. The Chief Justice has stated, however, that the
“strong preference is to eliminate magisterial districts through attrition” and that
“whenever practicable, reductions should occur by eliminating a district which is vacant
or in which the incumbent is retiring or not planning to seek reelection. As a result,
elimination of districts may occur anywhere from two to six years in the future,
depending on retirement dates.” The Court, therefore, has considered whether it is
feasible to eliminate any Delaware County magisterial disfricts through attrition.

The 2012 Magisterial District Reestablishment process also seeks to balance as
much as possible the judicial workload among the magisterial districts. The Coutt has
considered a large number of factors including, but not limited to, the judicial workload
in 2010 for each magisterial district, the average annual judicial workload over the past
six }VGEII"S for eacli magisterial district, a comparison of the average annual judicial
worldload over the past six years for each magisterial district to an overall county average
judicial workload for all magisterial districts, whether or not the average anual judicial
workload for a magisterial district is 15% higher or lower th.an the county’s average
annual judicial workload, population and population trends for each magisterial disttict

and the geograplic area of each magisterial district.
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The 2012 Reestablishment Plan: 1) proposes fifteen major changes to the
magisterial district court system, 2) directly impacts twenty magisterial districts covering
twenty-eight municipalities, 3) eliminates two magisterial districts in addition to the
previous elimination of the magistetial district of Magisterial District Judge Bdward J,
Gannon, Jr.,, 4) doubles the number of magisterial districts that either fall within the
desired 15% range, or ate within 4% of the range, from eight magisterial districts to
' sixteen magisterial districts, 5) shatply reduces the number of magisterial districts that are
below the 15% range from fifieen magisterial districts to seven magisterial districts,

6) significantly improves the judicial workload in eighicen of the twenty-five magisterial
districts which were outside of the 15% 1:ange, 7) results in twenty-five of the thirty-four
magisterial districts either being within the 15% range or having a si gniﬁoant
improvement in judicial workload and 8) ensures that the magisterial district court system
will continue to provide the highest quality of justice to the citizens of Delaware County.

The Reestablishment Plan proposes the following fifteen changes to the
magisterial district court system in Delaware County:

1. Upon the mandatory retirement of the Honorable John C. Tuten on December 31,

2013, Magisterial District 32-1-29 (which consists of Wards One, Two, Three

and Six in Radnor Township) will be eliminated effective January 1, 2014
2. After Magisterial District 32-1-29 is eliminated, Wards One, Two (Precinct 1),

Three and Six in Radnor Township will be transferred to Magisterial District

32-2-43 (The Honorable Leon Hunter’s magisterial district).

3. After Magisterial District 32-1-29 is eliminated, Ward Two (Precinet 2) in Radnor

Township will be transferred to Magisterial District 32-1-27 (The Honorable

David . Lang’s magisterial district).
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10,

After Maglsterial District 32-1-29 is eliminated, Edgmont Township will be
transferred from Magisterial District 32-2-43 (The Honoxl'able Leon Hunfer’s
magisterial district) to Magisterial District 32-2-48 (The Honorable Walter A.
Strohl’s magisterial district),

Upon the mandatory retirement of the Honorable Edward W, Christie on
December 31, 2016, Magisterial District 32-2-41 (which consists of Foleroft
Borough and Tinicum Township) will be eliminated effective January 1, 2017.
After Magisterial District 32-2-41 is eliminated, Tinicum Township will be
transferred to Magisterial District 32-2-44 (The Honorable Jack D. Lippart’s
magisterial district).

After Magisterial District 32-2-41 is eliminated, Folcroft Borough will be
transferred to Magtsterial District 32-2-40 (The Honorable Steven A. Sandone’s
magisterial district).

Thornbury Township will be transferred from Magisterial District 32-2-49

" (The Honorable Richard M. Caﬁpelli’s magisterial district) to Magisterial District
g

32-2-48 (The Honorable Walter A, Strohl’s magisierial district).

Chester Heights Borough will be transferred from Magisterial District 32-2-38
(The Honorable Diane Holefelder’s magisterial district) to Magisterial District
32-2-48 (The Honorable Walter A, Strohl’s magisterial district).

Ward Seven (Precincts Two and Ten) in Upper Darby Township will be
transferred from Magisterial District 32-1-33 (The Honorable Harry J.
Karapalides’ magisterial district) to Magisterial District 32-1-35 (The Honorable

Ann Berardocco’s magisterial district).
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11.

12.

13,

14.

15,

Ward Three in Haverford Township will be transferred from Maglsterial Distriet
32-1-25 {The Honorable Robert R, Burke’s magisterial district) to Magisterial
District 32-2-53 (The Honorable Elisa C. Lacianca’s magisterial district).

Watds One and Five in Nether Providence Township will be transferred from
Magisterial Disirict 32-1-28 (The Honorable Stephanie I, Klein’s magisterial
district) to Magistexial District 32-1-30 (The Honorable Vincent D, Gallagher’s
magisterial district),

All parking cases in Magisterial District 32-1-33 (The Honorable Harry J.
Karapalides’ magisterial district) will be transferred to Magisterial Disfrict

32-2-52 (The Honorable Kelly A. Micozzie—Aguin'e’s magisterial district).

All parking cases in Magisterial District 32-1-26 (The Honorable John J.
Perfetti’s magistetial district) will be transferred to Magisterial District 32-1-34
(The Honorable Robert J. Radano’s magisterial district) and Magisterial District
32-2-52 (The Honorable Kelly A, Micozzie-Aguirre’s magisterial district).

All truancy cases in Magistetial District 32-1-21 (The Honorable Dawn L. Vann’s
magisterial disttict) will be transferred to Magisterial Distrlct 32-1-22

(The Honorable Spencer B, Seaton, Jr,’s magisterial district).

The following sets forth the Reestablishment Plan and containg additional

information with respect to the affected magisterial districts, the current jurisdiction of

the affected magisterial districts, the proposed changes to the magisterial districts and the

effective dates for the implementation of the proposed changes.
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Magisterial

Curent

Implementation

District Jurisdiction Proposed Changes Dates
MDJ-32-1-29 | Township of Radnor | Eliminated Jatary 1, 2014
Tuten Wards 1, 2,3 and 6
MDJ-32-2-43 | Townships of Township of January 1, 2014
Hunter Newtown and Newtown ‘
Bdgmont Township of Radnor
Wards 1,2-1,3 and
6
MDJ-32-1-27 | Township of Marple | Township of Marple January 1,2014
Lang Wards 2, 5,6 and7 | Wards2, 5, 6 and 7
Township of Radnor | Township of Radnor
Wards 4, Sand 7 Wards 2-2, 4, 5 and 7
MDJ-32-2-48 | Township of Townships of January 1, 2014
] Middietown Middletown and
Strohl
Edgmont
MDJ-32-2-41 | Borough of Foleroft | Eliminated January 1, 2017
Christie Township of Tinicum
MDI-32-2-44 | Boroughs of Prospect | Boroughs of Prospect | January 1, 2017
Lippact Park and Ridley Park | Patk and Ridley Park
Township of Tinicum
MDJ-32-2-40 | Township of Datby | Township of Darby | Januaty 1, 2017
Sandone Borough of Folcroft
MDJ-32-2-49 | Townships of Bethel, | Townships of Bethel, | Six months after
Cappelli Chadds Ford, Chadds Ford and approval by the
Concord and Concord Pennsylvania
Thornbury Supreme Court
MDJ-32-2-48 | Township of Townships of Six months after
Strohl Middletown Middietown and approval by the
Thotnbury Pennsylvania
Borough of Chester Supreme Coutt
Heights
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Current

Implementation

Magisterial i
District Jurisdiction Proposed Changes Dates
MDI-32-2-38 | Township of Aston | Township of Aston Six months after
Holefelder Township of Upper | and Township of approval by the
Chichester, Wards 3 | Upper Chichester, Pennsylvania
and 4 Wards 3 and 4 Supreme Court
Borough of Chester
Heights
MDJ-32-1-25 | Township of Township of Six months after
Burke Haverford Haverford approval by the
Wards 1,2,3and7 | Wards 1,2 and 7 Pennsylvania
Supreme Coutt
MDJ-32-2-53 Township of Township of Six months after
Lacianca Haverford Haverford approval by the
Wards4,5,6and 8 | Wards 3, 4, 5, 6 and § | LonnSyIvania
Supteme Court
MDJ-32-1-28 | Bovoughs of Media | Boroughs of Media | Six months after
Klein and Swarthmore and Swarthmore approval by the
Township of Nether | Township of Nether ge@sy lvsgua "
Providence Providence, Wards 2, upreme Lout
3,4,6and 7
MDJ-32-1-30 | Township of Ridley | Township of Ridley - Six months after
Gallagher | Wards 2,3, 5, 7and 8 | Waxds 2,3, 5,7 and 8 | 2PPLOVaLbY the
Pennsylvania
Township of Nether Supreme Court
Providence, Wards 1
and 5
MDJ-32-1-33 | Township of Upper | Township of Upper  { 5ix months after -
Katapalides Darby | Darby approval by the
Wards 4-1, 51,61, | Wards 4-1, 5-1, 6-1, | beonmsylvenia
62, 6-3, 6-4, 6-10 | 6-2,6-3, 64, 6-10 vpreme -out

and 6-12, 7-2, 7-3,
7-4,7-5, 7-6, 7-8 and
7-10

Borough of
Millbourne

and 6-12, 7-3, 7-4,
7-5,7-6 and 7-8

Borough of
Millboutne
(Transferring parking
cases)
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Magisterial Current Proposed Changes Implementation
District Jurisdiction P 5 Dates
MDI-32-1:26 | Boroughs of Aldan, Boroughs of Aldan, Six months after
Parfetti | Clifton Heights and | Clifton Heights and approval by the
Lansdowne Lansdowne Pennsylvania
(Transferring parking Supreme Court
cases)
MDJ-32-1-35 | Township of Upper | Township of Upper Six months after
Berardocco Darby Darby approval by the
Wards 1-9,3-1, 3-11, | Wards 1-9,3-1,3-11, lgem?sylvacma .
4-2 through 4-11, 5-3, | 4-2 through 4-11, 5-3, upreme Lot
5-7 and 5-8 5-7, 5-8, 7-2 and 7-10
MDJ-32-1:34 | Township of Upper Township of Upper Six months after
Radano Darby Darby approval by the
Ward 1.1, 1-2, 13 | Ward 11,12, 1-3 and g“’m}syl"aé“a .
and 1-8 and Ward 3-2 | 1-8 and Ward 3-2 upremo 1-our
through 3-10 through 3-10
(Receiving parking
cases)
MDI.32:2-52 | Township of Upper | Township of Upper Six months after
Micozzie- Datby Darby approval by the
Aguirte | Ward 1-4,1-5,1-6 | Ward 1-4, 1-5, 1-6 and geﬂf}syh’ac‘}m .
and 1-7 and Ward 2-1 | 1-7 and Ward 2-1 upremo Lo
through 2-7 through 2-7 '
(Receiving parking
cases)
MDJ-32-1-21 { City of Chester City of Chester Six months after
vann | Werds2-1,23,3,4, | Wards2-1,23,3,4,5, gl’l’m‘”l‘l by the
5,6,7and 8 6,7 and 8 enngylvania
Supreme Cowrt
(Transferring truancy
cases)
MDJ-32-1-22 | City of Chester City of Chester Six months after
Coton | Wardso, 10and 11| Wards9,10and 11 | PPV Re
Pennsylvania.
(Receiving truancy Supreme Court

cases)
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The proposed Reestablishment Plan is being published for public
comment before submission to the Pennsyivania Supreme Court, Interested parties have
thirty days from the publication date to submit comments. Publication of the proposed
Reestablishment Plan is by electronic posting on Delaware Courity’s website at

www.co.delaware.pa.us and by placing copies at: The Francis J. Catania Law Library,

Delaware County Cc;urthouse, 201 West Frout Street, Media, PA, The Administrative
Office for Magisterial District Judges, 100 West Front Street, Media, PA, The Delaware
County Bar Association, 135 West Front Street, Media, PA, and at the public

libraries located in: Concord Township, Darby Township, Middletown Township,
Newtown Township, Radnor Township, Ridley Township, Tinicum Township, Upper
Datby Townslip, Foletoft Borough, Media Borough and Prospect Park Borough. Media
outlets in Delaware County will also be aletted to the posting of the proposed
Reestablishment Plan, All comments must be veceived within thitty days of the date of
publication of this notice addressed to the Administrator for Magisterial District Judges,

100 West Front Street, Media, PA 19063-3208, via fax to (610) 891-7849 or via email

to: willlamsw(@co.delaware.pa.us. W%

President Judge

Publication Date: February 29, 2012
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NoTICE
Every ten years the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania reviews the number and
boundaties of the magisterial distriets within each judicial district, President Judge
Joseph P, Cronin, Ji,, bas prepated a proposed Reestablished Plan to the Supreme Court
for the reestablishment of magisterial districts within the Thirty-Second Judicial
District. A copy of the plan has been published on the Delaware County Website at

www.co.delaware.pa.us. Copies of the Plan are also available at The Francis J. Catania

Law Library, Delaware County Court House, 201 West Front Street, Media, PA, The
Administrative Office for Magisterial District Judges, 100 West Front Street, Media,
PA, The Delaware County Bar Association Building, 335 West Front Street, Media,
PA, and at the public libraries located in: Darby Township, Middletown Township,
Newtown Township, Radnor Township, Concord Township, Ridley Township,
Tinicum Township, Upper Darby Township, Folcroft Borough, Media Borough and
Prospect Park Borough, Members of the Bar and the public are invited to review the
Proposal and to provide written comments. All comments must be received within 30
days of the date of publication of the Proposal addressed to The Administrator for
Magisterial District Judges, 100 West Front Strect, Media, PA. 19063-3208, or via fax

to (610) 891-7849 or via email to: williamsw(@co.delaware.pa.us,




AMENDMENTS TO THE 2012 MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT PLAN

The 2012 Magisterial District Reestablishment Plan is hereby atmended based on

comments received during the public comment petiod.

1. Paragraph 13 of the 2012 Magisterial District Reestablishment Plan is
amended as follows:

All parking cases in Magisterial District 32-1-33 (The Honorable Harry J.
Karapalides’ magisterial district) will be transfetred to Magisterial District
32-2-52 (The Honorable Kelly A, Micozzie-Aguire’s magisterial district) except
that parking cases filed by the Borough of Millbourne shall continue to be filed in
Magisterial District 32-1~33 and heard by the Honorable Harry J, Karvapalides.

2. Paragraph 15 of the 2012 Magisterial District Reestablishment Plan is deleted and
re‘placed by the following:

Ward Two (Precincts 1 and 3) in the City of Chester will be transferred from

Magisterial District 32-1-21 (The Honorable Dawn L, Vann’s magisterial

district) to Magisterial District 32-1-20 (The Honorable Wilden H, Davis’

magisterial district) and Ward Eight in the City of Chester will be

transferred from Magisterial District 32-1-21 to Magisterial District 32-1.-22

(The Honorable Spencer B. Seaton, Jr.’s magisterial district).

i Bnrle

Presidgnt Judge

Dated: March 30, 2012




PLEASE SUBMIT ONE COPY OF THE JUDICIAL DISTRICT SUMMARY WORKSHEET,

L. JubiciAL DistRICT NUMBER: 32
A. What Is the class of county? 2A
B. What Is the percentage difference i the

average annual caseload between this judiclal ~26%
district and the applicable class of county?

. PROPOSED ACTIONS:

A. List existing magisterial clistricts:
32-1-20, 32-1-21, 32-1-22, 32-1-23, 32-1-24, 32-1-25, 32-1-26, 32-1-27, 32-1-28,
32-1-29, 32-1-30, 32-1-31, 32-1-32, 32-1-33, 32-1-34, 32-1-35, 32-1-36, 32-2-37,
32-2-38, 32-2-39, 32-2-40, 32-2-41, 32-2-42, 32-2-43, 32-2-44, 32-2-4%6, 32-2-47,
32-2-48, 32-2-49, 32-2-51, 32-2-52, 32-2-53 and 32-2-54
B. Does this judicial district have an annual
average caseload that Is ten percent above the
NO
average caseload for the applicable class of
county?
1. If the answer to li. B, above is NO, are VES
eliminations proposed?
a)List maglsterial districts proposed for efimination,
32-1-29 and 32-2-41 which are in addition to the previously eliminated 32-2-50
b)If no eliminations are proposed based on Il. B. above, what are the factors
for this decision?
2. If the answer to H. B. above Is YES, are Choose Yes or No
aliminations proposed?
a)List magisterlal districts proposed for elimination,
C. Are any magisterial districts proposed for VES

reestablishment?

1. List magisterial districts proposed for reestablishment.
32-1-23, 32-1-24, 32-1-26, 32-1-31, 32-1-32, 32-1-34, 32-1-36, 32-2-37,
32-2-39, 32-2-42, 32-2-46, 32-2-47, 32-2-51, 32-2-52 and 32-2-54

Judiclal District Summary Worksheet 2011-12

rev. 11-21-11
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AGPC

JUDICIAL DISTRICT SUMMARY WORKSHEET

D. Are any magisterial districts proposed for VES
realignment?
1. List magisterial districts proposed for realignment.
32-1-20,32-1-21, 32-1-22, 32-1-25, 32-1~ 27, 32-1-28, 32-1-30, 32-1-33,

32-1-35, 32-2-38, 32-2-40, 32-2-43, 32-2-44, 32-2-48, 32-2-49 and 32 2-53

iti. NIGHT AND CENTRAL COURT OPERATIUNS

A, Is there a night court operating within the NO
Judiciat district?
B. Is there a central court operating within the NO

judicial district?

€. Note comments regarding how night, central or other simiiar court programs
impact operations within the judicial district.

V.  PusiicCommENT i

A, Arequest for public comment was posted: YES
B. Comments were received; YES
C. Comments are attached: VES
V. ADDITIONAL REMARKS CONCERNING PROPOSALL
Vi DAtk SUBMITTED TOAOPC:  Manch 30, 2012
vil, | PRESIDENT} JUDGE NAML ~Yoseph P. Gronin, Jr.
e T
Judicial District Summury Worksheet 2011-12 : Page 2 of 2

rev. 11-21-11
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET
PLEASE SUBMIT ONE COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT,

1 MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-1-20

fl. BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT ~ CASELOAD

A. Average Total Caseload: 2,942

B. Difference {%) between this maglsterial district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district’s  -35%
average total caseload:

€. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of -52%
county’s average total caseload:

Nl BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - WORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload: 36,878

B, Difference {%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’'s ~ 10%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that Is fifteen percent greater NO
than or less than the judicial district’s average
total workload?

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

v. ProroseD CHANGE!

[] Reesfablish
A. Please Indicate any proposed change In this Realign

magisterial district. Check all that apply. [ ] Eliminate

Six months after approval

B. What is the proposed effective date (m/d/yyyy). by the Supreme Court

V. MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A. Maglsterlal District Judge Name: Wilden Horace Davis
B. Term Expiration {m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2018
C. Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2046

Maglsterfal District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 1of 2

rev. 11-30-11



. . ) 160 East Seventh Street
D. Office Location {Street, City and Zip code): Chester 19013
E. Is the office within the boundaries of the Elc;lci;ltfrt:z ?c;féc;: ?Srllgfr:aeiven
magisterial district: district &
£, Isthe residence of the magisterial district judge VES

within the boundarles of the maglsterial district:

G

List any police departments located within this maglsterial district:
The Chester Clty Pollce Department serves the district but its headquarters s

not located within the district.

H.

List any major highways within this magistertal district:
1JS 13, SR 320, SR 352 and [-95 /

VI List EisTiiG MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: E/ ‘

City of Chester, Wards One and Two {Precincts 2 and 4

'\fl,l}{ List PROPOSED MIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT IIUNICIPALITIES: J

Clty of Chester, Wards Cne and Two

viil.  AppimionAL COMMENTS:

By transferring Ward Two (Precincts 1 and 3} in the City of Chester from
Magisterial District 32-1-21 to this magisterial district and by transferring Ward
Eight in the City of Chester from Magisterial District 32-1-21 to Magisterial
District 32-1-22, the judiclal workloads and caseloads for the three magisterial
districts in the City of Chester will be significantly more balanced. Workload
equity within the Judicial district will also be greatly enhanced by the foregoing
realignments.

Although the district’s judiclal workload will he above the fifteen percent
range, the judiclal workload should decline In the future. For example, the
district had an average annual judiclal workload 37,343 over the past three
years and a judicial workload of 34,811 in 2010, Simllarly, the district had 2,925
case filings in 2010 and 2,436 case fillngs in 2011, The district’s population has
also declined. The district had a population of 13,503 in 2000 and a population
of 13,211 In 2010. The district’s judicial workload and population should
continue to decline In the future,

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

I MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-1-21

fl.  BREAKDOWN OF IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A, Average Total Caseload; 4,471

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district's  -1%
average total caseload:

C. Difference {%) between this maglsterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of ~27%
county’s average total caseload:

M.  BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DiSTRICT = WORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload: 60,549

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the Judicial district’'s ~ 80%
average total workload:

C. Doas this magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater YES
than or less than the judicial district’s average
total workload?

0. fYES, how does this difference impact workload equity within your judicial
district?

Workload equity within the judiclatl district wil be greatly enhanced by
transferring Ward Two {Precincts 1 and 3} in the City of Chester from thls
magisterial district to Magisterial District 32-1-20 and by transferring Ward
Eight in the City of Chester from this magisterial district to Maglsterial District
32-1-22. The judicial workloads and caseloads for the three magisterial districts
in the City of Chester will also he significantly more balanced,

IV.  PROPOSED CHANGE:

Reestablish
A, Please indlcate any proposed change in this Realign
Eda

magisterial district. Check all that apply. [T] Eliminate

Six months after approval

B. What is the proposed effective date (m/d/yyyy): by the Supreme Court

Maglsterfal District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 1of2
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v, VIAGISTERIAL ISTRle INFORMATION:

A. Magisterial District Judge Name: Dawn L. Vann

B. Term Expliration {m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2014

C. Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2034

D. Office Location {Street, City and Zip code): 160 East Seventh Street
Chester 19013

E. Is the office within the boundaries of the VES

magisterial district:

F. Isthe residence of the maglsterial district judge YES
within the boundarles of the magisterlal district:

G. List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
The Chester City Pollce Departtnent

H. List any major highways within this maglsterial district:

US 13, SR 29, SR 320, SR 352 and [-95 /
vl.  LisT E}(ISTING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES v
: Clty of Chester, Wards Two {Precincts 1 and 3), Three, Four, Five, Six, Seven and
Etght /
‘| vii.  LisT PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DisTRICT MUNICIPALITIES! V/

City of Chester, Wards Three, Four, Five, Six and Seven

Vill.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

By transfarring Ward Two (Precincts 1 and 3) in the City of Chester from this
magisterlal district to Magisterlal District 32-1-20 and by transferring Ward Eight
in the City of Chester from this magisterial district to Magisterial District 32-1-22,
the judiclal workload for this magisterial district will be very significantly
reduced. The judiclal worldoads and caseloads for the three magisterial districts
in the City of Chester will also be significantly more balanced. Workload equity
within the judicial district will be greatly enhanced by the foregoing
realignments.

Although the district’s judiclal workload will be above the fifteen percent
range, the Judicial workload should decline in the future. For example, the
district had an average annual judicial workload of 66,335 over the past three
years and a judicial workload of 65,248 In 2010, Similarly, the district had an
average of 4,830 annual case fillngs over the past three years, 4,657 case filings
in 2010 and 4,069 case filings in 2011. The district’s population has also
declined. The district had a population of 12,204 In 2000 and a population of
10,605 in 2010. The district’s judicial workioad and population should continue
to decline In the future.

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

PLEASE SUBMIT ONE CORY OF THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.

1. MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-1-22

.  BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT = CASELOAD

A. Average Total Caseload: 2,784
B. Difference (%) between this magisterial dlstrict’s
“ average total caseload and your judicial district’'s ~ -38%
average total caseload:
€, Difference (%) between this magisterlal district’s

average total caseload and applicable class of -55%

county’s average total caseload:

.  BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - VWORKLOAD

A, Average Total Workload: 39,338

Difference (%) between this magisterlal district’s
average total workload and the judicial district's ~ 17%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater YES
than or less than the Judicial district’s average
total workload?
D. If YES, how does this difference Impact workload equity within your judicial

district?

Workload equity within the Judicial district will be greatly enhanced by
transferring Ward Eight In the City of Chester from Magisterial District 32-1-21. 1o
this magisterial district and by transferring Ward Two (Precincts 1 and 3) in the City
of Chester from Magisterlal District 32-1-21 to Magisterlal District 32-1-20. The
Judicial workloads and cascloads for the three maglsterial districts in the City of
Chester will also be significantly more halanced.

. 'PROPDSED CHANGE:

[ ] Reestablish

A. Please indicate any proposed change in this 4] Realign
maglsterial district. Check all that apply. D EIImiiate
. ) Six months after approval
B. What Is the proposed effective date (m/d/yyyy):

by the Supreme Court.

V.  IMAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

Magisterfel District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Poge 1o0f2
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MAGISTERIAL DiSTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

A, Magisterlal District Judge Name: Spencer B, Seaton, Jr.
B. Term Explration {m/d/yyyy): 1/1/18
€. Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2028
160 East Seventh Street
D. Office Location (Street, Cl d ZI de):
ffice Location (Street, Clty and Zip code) Chester 19013
E. Is the office within the boundarles of the No, bui; thiolffitce Is O_TW
i approximately two miles
maglsterial district: from the magisterial district.
F. Isthe residence of the maglsterial district judge
within the boundaries of the magisterial district:
G. List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
The Chester City Police Department serves the district but its headquarters is not
located within the district.
H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:

US 13, US 322, SR 291 and i-95

VI, LisT EXISTING IVIAGISTERIAL DiSTRICT MUNICIPALITIES!

City of Chester, Wards Nine, Ten and Eleven 17/
/

VI LisT PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT IMUNICIPALITIES:

City of Chester, Wards Eight, Nine, Ten and Eleven i//

viil. 'ADDITIONAL COMIMENTS:

By transferring Ward Eight In the City of Chester from Magisterlal District
32-1-21 to this magisterial dlistrict and by transferring Ward Two (Precincts 1
and 3) in the City of Chester from Magisterial District 32-1-21 to Magisterial
District 32-1-20, the judicial workloads and caseloads for the three magistertal
districts in the City of Chester will be significantly more balanced. Worklead
equity within the judicial district will also be greatly enhanced by the foregoing

realignments,

" Although the district’s judicial workload will be above the fifteen percent
range, the judiclal workload should decline In the future. For example, the
district had 2,989 case filings in 2010 and 2,354 case fllings in 2011. The
district’s population has also declined. The district had a population of 11,147
in 2000 and a population of 10,156 in 2010, The district’s judicial workload and
population should continue to decline in the future.

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

L MAGISTERIAL DisTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-1-23

REAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

IR
[»

A, Average Total Caseload: 4,324

B. Difference (%) between this maglsterlal district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district’s  -4%
average total caseload:

€. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of -30%
county’s average total casefoad:

.  BREAKDOWR OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - WORKLOAD

A, Average Total Workload: " 33,223

B, Difference {%) between thls magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’s ~ -1%
average total workload:

€. Does this maglsterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater NO
than or less than the judicial district’s average
total workload?

D, IfYES, how does thls difference impact workload equity within your judicial
district?

v, Prorosep CHANGE:

= ,
Reestablish
A. Please Indicate any proposed change In this Reg;;

magisterial district, Check all that apply. [] Eliminate

B. What Is the proposed effectlva date (m/d/yyyy):

V. MAGlsTEmAL DISTRICT INFORMATION

A. Magisterlal District Judge Name: Laurence J. McKeon

8. Term Expiration (m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2018
€. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2017
Magisterial District Reestabilshment Worksheet 2011-12 ' Page10f2
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100 Clifton Avenue

D, Office Location {Street, City and Zip code);
ce Locatlon (Street, City an .Ip code) . Collingdale 19023
E. Isthe office within the boundaries of the .YES
magisterial district:
F. Is the resldence of the magisterial district judge VES

within the houndarles of the maglsterial district:

G. List any pollce departments located withln this magisterial district:
Collingdale Barough Police Department

H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
MacDade Boulevard and Chester Pike

Vi LisT EISTING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: ‘/
Borough of Callingdale

VI, Lisy ProPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES:
Borough of Collingdale

VIIl.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

There are no proposed changes to this magisterial district. The district has
an average total workload that Is within fifteen percent of the judicial district’s
average total workload. The district also has an average total caseload that is
within ten percent of the Judiclal district’s average total caseload. Case filings,
moreover, continue to increase. The district had an average of 4,324 annual
casa filings over the past six years, an average of 4,834 annual case filings over
the past three years and 4,623 case filings in 2010, Also, the population of the
district is increasing. The district had a population of 8,664 in 2000 and a
population of 8,786 In 2010, Because of the exceedingly high judicial workloads
‘and caseloads of contlguous magisterial districts, it is not feasible to eliminate

this magisterial district.

PLEASE SAVE A COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET PRICR TD ENTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERFAL DISTRICT.
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

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

NMAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-1-24

BREAKDOWN OF IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A. Average Total Casaload: 2,860

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district’s ~ -37%
average total caseload:

C. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of -53%
county’s average total caseload:

1]

BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT » WORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload; 17,616

8. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judiclal district’s ~ -48%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater YES
than or less than the judicial district’s average
total workload?

D. If YES, how does this difference impact workload equity within your judicial
district?
Reestablishing this magisterial district will enhance workload equity within the
judicial district since the district’s judiclal workload and caseload should
significantly increase in the future,

Iv,  PRoOPOSED CHANGE: _

A. Please indicate any proposed change n this Ezzlsit?\b[mh
magisterial district. Check ail that apply. ] Elimiﬁate

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

V.  MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:
A. Magisterial District Judge Name: Robert M. D’Agostino, Esquire
B. Term Explration (m/d/yyvy): T 1/1/2018

Maaisterial District Reestabllshment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 1 of 5
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

C. Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/yyvy): 12/31/2020

796 Parkway Boulevard

. Office Location (Street, Clty and Zip code}):
D ice Location (Street, Clty and Zlp code) Broomall 19008

E. |sthe office within the boundaries of the
magisterial district;

YES

F. s the residence of the maglsterial district judge

YES
within the boundaries of the magisterlal district:

G. List any pollce departments located within this magisterfal district:

The Haverford Township Police Department and the Marple Township Police
Department serve the district but their headquarters are not located within the

district.

H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
US 320, 1476 and SR 3

VI, LISTEXISTING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: ‘/
Haverford Township, Ward Nine and Marple Township, Wards One, Three and

Four

..

Vi, List PROPOSED IMIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT IVIUNICIPALITIES:
Haverford Township, Ward Nine and Marple Township, Wards One, Three and
Four

VI, ABDITIONAL COMMENTS:
The district’s judicial workload and caseload should significantly increase in

the future basad on current and projected developments occurring In Marple
Township and Haverford Township. The following real estate developments
are elther located in the district, or are in Marple Township Wards or Haverford
Township Wards directly adjacent to the district or will require travel through
the district to access the developments,

1) Mid County Village — West Chester Plke, Lawrence and Langford Roads

This proposed 60 acre development, owned by Marple Associates, is
located within the district and conslsts of the fellowing:

e 140,000 square feet of Retail Area
o 130,000 square feet of Office Area
o 267 Residential Townhouse Units

This development Is partlally underway with the construction of the
infrastructure.
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

Villages of the Four Seasons ~ Media Line Road {Old Line Road}

This proposed development, also owned by Marple Associates,
consists of an approved residential subdlviston with 100 dwelling units
split between Marple Township and Newtown Township.

Marple Crossroads Shopping Center — Walmart Super Store

The Shopping Center is now at full capacity with the opening of the
new Walmart Super Store, the Burlington Coat Factory, an expanded
Marshalls Department Store, Sally Beauty Supply, Carters Infant Wear,
K&G Men’s Store and the Dress Barn.

Gamma Swim Club Property ~ Gamina Lane along | 476

The property is located within the district, The property is a former
swim club that, while zoned residential, has been the subject of
commerclal development specufation ranging from offices to religious
uses.

Pathmark Progerty — Lawrence Road

This property is located within the district and consists of the former
Pathmark Supermarket, The property has been the subject of inquiries
regarding the conversion of the property to office use as well as a
potential entertailnment use as a theater.

Delaware County Community College — STENMS Buliding

The Delaware County Community College recently completed
construction of the new 60,000 square feet STEMS building. The
Communlty College is also currently undergoing remodeling of the
existing classrooms and support facilities to keep up with the increase in

enrollment,
Ravenscliff Subdivision -~ Benson Homes, Inc., Old Marple Road

The flrst phase of this residential development is currently under
construction and consists of 214 residential units with 47 carrlage/
townhouses and 167 condominiums. Phase Two has been approved and
should begln in the Spring of this year,

The Goodhill Property

The Goodhlll Property which was recently destroyed by fire is located
within the district. Similar to its former use, the property Is anticipated to
be developed for retall and offlce uses.
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9) Neimeyer & Hughes Properties — Paxon Hollow Road

These properties currently consist of 9 acres each and are zoned
residential. While the zonlng In the area only permits two acre lots, the
Townshlp may face court challenges to overturn the two acre zoning. If
the zoning is overturned, the Township could anticipate seven to elght
single family lots created on each property.

10) Sproul Road (SR 320) — West Side hetween Cedar Grove Road gnd Paxon
Hollow Road ' .

This area of Sprout Road Is laced with commercial and residential
propetties and there is discussion regarding redevelopment of the
residential propertles with direct frontage on Sproul Road to commercial
businesses. There is also the potential development of four properties
directly across from the Sproul Plaza Shopping Center which can be easily
redeveloped with.approved zoning changes, The Township has had
inquiries regarding one of the properties and the potential construction of

a bank,

11) Traffic

Marple Township has experienced a surge in traffic congestion on the
entire length of West Chester Pike (SR 3), a major regional arterial
roadway through the Townshlp. Traffic congestlon has also increased cn
Sproul Road {SR 320), Newtown Street Road (SR 252) as well as In
neighborhoods In the Township, where traffic attempts to by-pass major
roadways. The Townshlp is the only municipality that maintains two
interchanges to the Blue Route (I 476) making the Township susceptible to
commuter traffic through the Township.

The Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission {DVRPC) annually
collects data on the foregoing State roads which Indlcates that traffic
patterns and volumes are likely to Increase as population and employment
centers grow in central ard western Delaware County and Chester County.

i2) Housing
Marple Township has seen a stabilization of the number of new homes
constructed In the past several years. However, the Township is
experlencing a revitalization of its older neighborhoods. In the Townshlp’s
lass restrictive zoning districts, existing single family homes are being razed
and new duplex and twin homes are being constructed adding to the
density of the Township.
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13) Population
The Townshlp’s current population Is 23,737 based on the 2010
Census. The population is expected to remain stable through 2030 based
on projections by the DVRPC,

14) Haverford Townshlp Developments

Haverford Township has plans for development of the property
known as the Quarry on Township Line Road which Is entirely within this
magisterial district. The proposed plans include a Lowe’s, a Glant Food
Market, Panera Bread, Chipolte, Chick-Fil-A and a bank yet to be recruited.
The new YMCA on Eagle Road and the Haverford Township Community
Recreation Center at the Haverford Reserve on Darby Road are located in
Wards adjacent to this magisterial district. The Recreation Center includes
ingress and egress directly accessed from Marple Road which traverses the
district,

The Merlon Golf Club, moreover, will host the 2013 U.S, Open golf
tournament and the Club is anticlpating a signiflcant increase to the
18,000 daily spectator tickets sold during an earlier Open.

15) Increased Police Enforcement

In recent years, the Haverford Township Police Department has not
been operating with a full complement of police officers, With the recent
addition of several hew officers, it is anticipated that the number of case
filings will increase over the next ten years,

The foregoing ratail, office and residentlal developments, increased traffic,
new housing construction and increased police enforcement will result in
increased criminal cases, traffic cases, parking cases, non-traffic cases, civil
filings and landlord/tenant disputes.

For the foregoing reasons, Magisterial District 32-1-24 should be
reestablished.

PLEASE $AVE A COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET PRIOR TQ ENTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET
PLEASE SUBMIT ONE COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.

L MagisTERIAL Di1STRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-1-25

. BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT = CASELOAD

A. Average Total Caseload: 4,201

B. Difference (%) hetween this magisterial district’s
avarage total caseload and your Judicial district’s  -7%
average total caseload:

C. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of ~32%
county’s average total caseload:

I BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - WORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload: 22,005

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’'s  -35%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that Is fifteen percent greater VES
than or less than the Judicial district’s average
total workload?

D. [f YES, how does this difference impact workload equity within your judiclal
district?

Realigning this magisterlal district and Magisterial District 32-2-53 will create
much more balanced Judicial workloads and caseloads for the two Haverford
Township magisterial districts. Workload equity between the two districts will also
be greatly enhanced.

IV, PROPOSED CHANGE!

A. Please indicate any proposed change in this | D Reestablish
' - Realign

magisterial district, Check afl that apply. [ Eliminate

Six months after approval by

B. What is the proposed effective dat d :
atls proposed effective date (m/d/yyyy) the Supreme Coutt.

V. NIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A. Maglsterlal District Judge Name: Robert R, Burke, Esquire
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B. Term Expiration (m/d/yyyy): . 1/1/2018
€. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2020
525 West Chester Pike

D. Office Location {Street, City and Zip code): Havertown 19083

E. Isthe office within the boundaries of the
YES
magisterial district;

F, lsthe residence of the magisterial district judge ES
within the boundaries of the magisterial district:

G. List any police departments located within this magisterfal district:
The Haverford Township Police Department

H. List any major highways within this maglsterfal district:
SR1andSR3 '

Vi List EXISTING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIDALITIES: | /
' Haverford Township, Wards One, Two, Three and Seven

P
F

Vil:  LisT PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MIUNICIPALITIES;
Haverford Townshig, Wards One, Two and Seven

Vill.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:"

By transferring Ward Three in Haverford Township from this magisterial
district to Magisterial District 32-2-53, the Judiclal workloads and caseloads for
the two Haverford Township magisterial districts will be much more balanced.
We also expect that the district’s Judicial workload and caseload will continue to

increase.

For example, the district had an average annuaf judicial workload of 22,005
over the past six years, an averaga annuat judicial workload of 22,231 over the
past three years and a judicial workload of 23,088 in 2010. Simiiarly, the district
had an average of 4,201 annual case fllings over the past six years, ah average
of 4,345 annuaf case fllings aver the past three years and 4,624 case fillngs in
2010,

" The district also has the fifth highest population in the judicial district and
the population continues to increase. The district had a population of 20,791 in
2000 and a population of 21,594 In 2010.

The prospect for significant growth in the district’s Judicial workload and case
filings is also demonstrated by the following facts. The district includes SR 4 and
SR 3 which are major traffic arterles in Delaware County and provide primary
access for people travelling into Philadelphia. Many of Haverford Township’s
office buildings such as the Falcon Center, several apartment complexes, many
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retail businesses and bars/restaurants are located along these busy main
highways. The Manoa Shopping Center Is also located along Route 3, which in
addition to the Applebee’s Restaurant, consists of twenty other retail stores,
Route 1, Route 3 and the Eagle Road corridor generate an Increasing number of
parking and moving citations as well as criminal and non-traffic filings in the

district,

Haverford Township and the district have experienced intense residential
and non-residentlal developmant. A large number of elementary, middle
school and high school facllities, major hospital and health care facllities and a
very substantial number of commercial establishments including the Manoa
Shopping Center, the L&M Shopping Center, the Llanerch Shopping Center, the
Oakmont and Brookline Business Districts and the Eagle Road corridor are
located in the district. Some of these areas have experienced an increase in
criminal activity which, unfortunately, is anticipated to increase in the future.
Civil and criminal case filings will certalnly increase.

Haverford High School, Haverford Middle School, Manoa Elementary
School, St. Denis Elementary School, Annunciation Elementary School and
Sacred Heart Elementary School are located within the district. These
Institutions generate significant and increasing parking cases, moving
violations and non-traffic citations and involve significant community
Involvement for the magisterial district judge, The number of truancy cases
has also been Increasing.

Existing business and non-residentlal development will lead to additional
case filings within the district. Proposed developments which have already
heen approved by the Commissioners of Haverford Township, including the
building of a state-of-the-art YMCA on the Eagle Road corridor and the building
of an expansive shopping center along Route 1, which will Include a Lowe’s
Home Center, a Glant Super Market and several other retail stores, will
generate additional criminal, trafflc and non-traffic filings in the district.

In recent years, the Haverford Township Police Department has not been
operating with a full complement of police officers. With the recent addition of
several new officers, it is anticipated that the number of case filings will
increase over the next 10 years.

The recent and continuing development of the Haverford Reserve Property
consisting of 204 acres of residentlal and recreational development will also
continue to generate additional case filings In the district.

For the foregoing reasons, the district’s judictal workload, caseload and
population should continue to increase in the future.

Pl_.l:;ASI? SAVEA Cdl"f OF THIS WORKSHEET BRIOR TO ENTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT,
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

PLEASE SUBMIT ONE CORY OF THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.,

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER! 32-1-26

BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL [JISTRICT - CASELOAD

A, Average Total Caseload:; 8,244

B. Difference {%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district’'s  83%
average total caseload:

C. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of 34%
county’s average total caseload:

[
A-"Io

BREAKDOWN OF (VIAGISTERIAL DHSTRICT - WORKLOAD

A, Average Total Workload: 49,769

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district's
average total workload and the judicial district’s  48%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater YES
than or less than the Judicial district’s average
total workload?

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

Workload equity within the judicial district will be greatly enhanced by
transferring parking cases from this magistertal district to Maglsterial District
32-1-34 and Magisterial District 32-2-52. The judiclal workloads and caseloads

" of the three maglsterial districts will also significantly improve.

IV;  PROPOSED CHANGE:
<] Reestablish
A. Please indicate any proposed change in this Reallen
ea
magisterial district. Check all that apply. D Elimlﬁate

We will begin to transfer

B. What is the proposed effective date {m/d/yyyy): the parking cases six months
: after approval by the Supreme

Court.

Magistertal District Reestabllshment Worksheet 2011-12 Page1of2
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

V.  MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT [NFORMATION:

A, Magisterial District Judge Name; lohn J. Petfetti

B. Term Expiration (m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2018
€. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2024
. . ) 1550 Garrett Road
D, Office Locatlon (Street, City and Zip code}: Upper Darby 19082
No, but the offlce is only

E. Is the office within the boundaries of the
magisterial district: approximately one mile
' from the magisterial district.

F. Is the residence of the magisterial district judge VES
within the houndaries of the magisterlal district:

G. List any police departments located within this maglsterial district:
The Aldan Barough Police Department, the Clifton Heights Borough Police
Department and the Lansdowne Borough Police Department

H. Listany major highways within this magisterlal district:
Baltimore Pike and Lansdowne Avenue

AR

Vi, LsT EXIS$TING MIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES:

Boroughs of Aldan, Clifton Helghts and Lansdowne

Vil LisT FﬂbﬁbsED MAGISTE’RIAL DISTRICT MUN[CIPALITIES: /
Boroughs of Aldan, Clifton Heights and Lansdowne

Vill, ~ ADDITIONAL COMMENTS: :

By transferring parking cases from this magisterial district to Magisteriat
District 32-1-34 and Magistertal District 32-2-52, the district’s judicial workload
and caseload will be very significantly reduced. We expect, moreover, that the
district’s judicial workload and caseload will continue to decline. For example,
the district had an average annual judicial workload of 50,334 over the past
three years and a judicial workload of 48,669 in 2010, Similarly, the district
had an average of 8,244 annual case filings over the past six years, an average
of 8,178 annual case filings over the past three years, 7,553 case filings in 2010
and 7,054 case filings in 2011, The district’s population also continues to
decline. The district had a population of 22,136 in 2000 and a population of
21,424 In 2010, The district’s Judicial workload, caseload and population
should continue to decline in the future,

Furthermore, the tudicial workloads and caseloads of Magisterial District

32-1-34 and Magistarial District 32-2-52 will be within fifteen percent of the
judiclal district’s average judicial workload by transferring the parking cases to

the districts.

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

* MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER:

32-1-27

.

BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A. Average Total Caseload:

5,508

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

22%

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

~10%

I,

REAI(bOWN OF IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT ~ WORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload:

27,871

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

~17%

C. Does this magisterial district have an average total
workload that Is fifteen percent greater than or
Jess than the judicial district’s average total
workload?

YES

D. If YES, how does this difference impact workload equity within your judiclal district?
By realigning this maglsterial district, workload equity within the judicial
district will be enhanced. The district will have an average total workload that
Is fifteen percent below the judicial district’s average total workload.

Iv.  PROPOSED GHANGE:
' Reastahlish
A. Please indicate any proposed change tn this Reg; ,:]
magisterial district. Check all that apply. Elimirglate
B. Whatis the propesed effective date {m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2014
V.  WIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT [NFORMATION: |
A. Magisterial District Judge Name: David H. Lang, Esquire
B. Term Explration (m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2016

Maglsterial District Reestablishinent Worksheet 2011-12

rev, 11-30-11
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

Cl

Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2021

D.

4655 West Chester Pike

Office Locatlon {Street, City and Zip code): Newtown Square 19073

El

Is the office within the boundarles of the
magisterial district:

No. However, we are committed to moving the district office to the Marple
Township Safety Center after construction Is completed. The Safety Center s
located within the boundarles of the district, The Marple Township Commissicners
have voted to approve a contract with Linn Architects of Media for the conceptual
design for the proposed construction of the magisterial district court, the police
department, the Broomall Fire Company and the Marple Township Ambulance
Corps. Marple Township has already purchased the 10.55 acre parcel where the
Safety Center will be located. The cost of the project has been estimated at $15

million.

is the residence of the maglsteriai district judge

within the boundaties of the magisterial district: YES

List any police departments located within this magistetlal district:
The Marple Township Police Department. The Radnor Township Police Department
also serves the district but its headquarters is not located within the district.,

H

List any major highways within this magisterial district:
1 476, US 1, US 30, US 320, SR 252 and SR 3 /

vi,  LisTEXiSTING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES:

Marple Township, Wards Two, Five, Six and Seven and Radnor Township, Wards
Four, Five and Seven

Vil,  LisT PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DiSTRIET VIUNICIPALITIES: W/
rd

Marple Township, Wards Two, Five, Six and Seven and Radnor Township,
Two (Precmct 2} and Wards Four, Flve and Seven

Viil.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

By eliminating Magisterifal District 32-1- 29 and transferrlng Ward Two (Precinct
2) in Radnor Townshlip from Magisterial District 32-1-29 to this magisterial district,
the district’s judictal workload and caseload will improve, The district will have an
average total workload that Is fifteen percent below the judicial district’s average
total workload. The district also has the third highest population in the judicial
district and the population continues to Increase. The district had a population of
25,926 in 2000 and a population of 26,670 in 2010, The population will be higher
with the addition of Ward Two {Precinct 2} in Radnos Township. This district is also
the fourth-largest In geographic area In the judicial district. The district’s judiclal
workload, caseload and population should continue to increase in the future.

DLEASE SAVE A COBY OF THIS WORKSHEET PRIOR TO ENTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

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

.

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-1-28

REAI{DOWN OF MaGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

Al

Average Total Caseload: 6,453

B,

Difference (%) between this magisterlal district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district’s ~ 43%
average total caseload:

Difference (%) between this magisterlal district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of 5%
county's average total caseload:

BREAKDOWN OF IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - WORKLOAD

A

Average Total Workload: 44,102

B,

Difference {%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’'s ~ 31%
average total workload:

Does thls magisterial district have an average

total workload that is fifteen percent greater YES
than or less than the judicial district’s average

total workload?

If YES, how does this difference impact workload equity within your Judicial
district?

Realigning this magisterial district and Magisterial District 32-1-30 wili greatly
enhance workload equity within the judiclal district. The judicial workloads

and caseloads of both magisterial districts will also significantly improve,

IV, PROPOSED GHANGE!
Reestablish
A. Please indicate any proposed change in this Realien
maglsterlal distrlct. Check all that apply. Elimfi ¢
ate
Six months after approval by
B. What is the proposed effective date {m/d :
brop (m/dfyyyy) the Supreme Court.

V. IMAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A, Magisterial District Judge Name: Stephanie H. Klein, Esquire

Magisteriaf District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 1of2
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

B, Term Explration (m/d/vyyy): 1/1/2014
C. Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2024
349 West Baltimore Avenue
D, Office Location (Street, Cit Zi '
ice Location (Street, City and Zip code) Meadla 19063
E. isthe office within the boundarlas of the YES

magisterlal district:

is the residence of the magisterial district Judge
within the boundaries of the magisterial district:

List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
The Media Borough Police Department, the Swarthmore Borough Police
Department and the Nether Providence Township Police Department

List any major highways within this maglsterial district:
SR 1, SR 252, SR 320, 1 476 and Baltimore Plke /

Vil List EXISTING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MONICIPALITIES:

Media and Swarthmore Boroughs and Nether Providence Township /

Vi, List PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DiSTRICT IVIUNIC{PALITiES‘

Media and Swarthmore Boroughs and Nether Providence Township, Wards
Two, Three, Four, Six and Seven

Vill.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

By transferring Wards One and Five in Nether Providence Township from this
magisterial district to Magisterlal District 32-1-30, workload equity within the
judicial district will be greatly enhanced. Although the district will have a judicial
workload that Is slightly above the fifteen percent range, the district’s judicial
workload and caseload have been steadlly declining. For example, the district
had an average annual judicial workload of 44,102 over the past six years, an
average annual judicial workioad of 41,285 over the past three years and
judicial workload of 39,424 in 2010, Similarly, the district had an average of
6,453 annual case fillngs over the past six years, an average of 6,211 annual case
filings over the past three years, 6,050 case filings in 2010 and 6,013 case filings
in 2011. The district’s judicial workload and caseload should continue to decline
in the future,

Magisterial District 32-1-30, moreover, will be within fifteen percent of the

judicial district’s average judicial workload by transferring to it Wards One and
Five in Nether Providence Township.

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

1. MaGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-1-29

1 BrEAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT = CASELOAD

A, Average Total Caseload: 7,682

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial dlstrict’s
average total caseload and your judiclal district’s ~ 70%

average total caseload:

C. Difference (%} between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of 25%
county’s average total caseload:

.,  BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - YWORKLOAD

A, Average Total Workload: 34,532

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

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that Is fifteen percent greater NO
than or less than the judicial district’s average
total workload?

D. [f YES, how does this difference impact workload equity within your Judicial
district?

IV.  PROPOSED CHANGE:

[_] Reestablish

A, Please indicate any proposed change in this [ ] Realign
tnagisterial district. Check all that apply. Elimiﬁate

B. What Is the proposed effective date {m/d/yyyy):  1/1/2014

V. MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A. Magisterial District Judge Name: John C. Tuten, Ir.,, Esquire

8. Term Expliration {m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2018
C. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2013
Maglsterial District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 10f 2
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

230 Sugartown Road
D. Office Location (Street, Clty and ZIp code):
ce Location (Stre y and ZIp code) Wayne 19087

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

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

G. List any police departments located within this magisterfal district:
Radnor Townshlp Police Department _
H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
1476, US 30and SR 320 ' ,
VI LIST EXISTING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: v/
Radnor Township, Wards 1, 2, 3 and 6

LisT PROPOSED VIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT IVIUNICIPALITIES:

Vill.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS!

Upon the mandatory retirement of the Honorable John C, Tuten, Jr,, on
December 31, 2013, this magisterial district will be eliminated. The district
consists of Wards One, Two, Three and Six in Radnor Township. By transferring
Wards One, Twa (Precinct 1}, Three and Six to Magisterial Distrlct 32-2-43 and
Ward Two (Precinct 2) to Magisterial District 32-1-27, the judictal workloads and
caseloads of both magisterial districts will be very significantly improved,
Workload equity within the judicial district will also be greatly enhanced.

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

I IMIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-1-30

l.  BREAKDOWN OF VIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A, Average Total Caseload: 3,078

B. Difference (%) between this maglsterial district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district’s  -32%
average total caseload:

C. Difference (%} between this magtsterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of ~50%
county’s average total caseload:

i, ~ BREAKDOWN OF VIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - WORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload: 26,978

B, Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district's  -20% :
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average

total workload that is fifteen percent greater YES
than or less than the judicial district’s average
total workload?
D. If YES, how does this difference impact workload equity within your judicial
district?

By realigning this magisterial district, workload equity within the judicial
district will be greatly enhanced. The district also will have an average total
workload that is within fifteen percent of the judiclal district’s average total

workload.

V.  PROPOSED CHANGE:

Reestabllsh
A, Please indicate any proposed change in this R ;;ttgn
<] hea

magisterial district. Check all that apply. ]:] Eliminate

B. What is the proposed effective date (m/d/yyyy): Six months after approval

by the Supreme Court.

'V, IMAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A. Magisterlal District Judge Name: Vincent D. Gallagher, Jr.

Magisterial District Reestablfshinent Worksheet 2011-12 Page 1 6f 2
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

B. Term Explration {m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2016
C. Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/ywyy): 12/31/2018
100 MacDade Boulevard

D. Office Location (Street, City and Zip code): Folsom 19033
ols

E. s the office within the boundaries of the
magisterial district;

YES

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

YES

G. List any police depariments located within this magisterial district:
The Ridley Township Police Department

M. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
195, 1476, US 291, 5R 420 and MacDade Boulevard

Vi, LisT EisTiNG MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: u//
s Ridley Township, Wards Two, Three, Five, Seven and Eight /

Vil,  LisT PROPOSED MIAGISTERIAL DiSTRICT MUNICIPALITIES!
Ridley Township, Wards Two, Three, Five, Seven and Eight and Nether
Providence Township, Wards One and Five

Viil.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS: .

By transferring Wards One and Five in Nether Providence Township from
Magisterial District 32-1-28 to this magisterial district, the district’s judicial
workload and caseload will significantly improve. The district will have an
average total workload that Is within fifteen percent of the judicial district’s
average total workload. The district’s average total caseload, moreover, will
increase to within eleven percent of the judicial district’s average total
caseload. This is consistent with a recent increase In case filings. For example,
the district had 2,921 case filings in 2010 and 3,463 case filings in 2011, The
district also has the twelfth highest population in the judicial district and the
population continues to Increase, The district had a population of 17,312 in
2000 and a population of 17,386 In 2010, The district’s judicial workload,
casefoad and population should continue to increase in the future.

The judicial workload and caseload of Magisterial District 32-1-28 wil{ also '
significantly improve by transferring Wards One and Five in Nether Providence
Township to this district,

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

I VIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-1-31

. BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A, Average Total Caseload: 3,623

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your Judicial district's  -20%
average total caseload:

€. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of -41%
county’s average total caseload:

.  BREAKDOWN OF VIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - WORKLOAD

A, Average Total Workload: 32,337

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’s ~ -4%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial distrlct have an average
total workload that Is fifteen percent greater NO
than or less than the judiclal district’s average
total workload?

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

V.  PROPOSED CHANGE:

7 :
Reestablish
A, Please Indicate any proposed change In this _ a

[___I Realign

magisterial district, Check all that apply. [] Eliminate

B. What Is the proposed effective date (m/d/yyyy):

V. MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION

A. Magisterial District Judge Name: Philip S. Turner, Jr.

B. Term Expiration (m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2016
€. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2025
Magisterial District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page1of 2
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT YWORKSHEET

1201 Haverford Road

D. Office Location (Street, City and Zlp code):
Ice Locatlon { va p code) Crum Lynne 19022

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

YES

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

YES

G. List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
The Eddystone Barqugh Police Department. The Ridley Township Police
Department also serves this magisterial district but its headquarters is not located

within the district,

H. Listany major highways within this magisterial district:
195, US 13, SR 420 and SR 291

VI LiSTEXisTING MiaGisteriAL DisTRICT MURIGIPALITIES:
Ridley Township, Wards One, Four, Six and Nine, Eddystone Borough and
Rutledge Borough ‘

: '-,. "I-‘--‘ N f\.'.;.{‘;g'{l‘ caeedatig e Y ., . . . Sttt "y, . . ' . f

Vil LisT PROPOSED IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES! /
Ridley Township, Wards One, Four, Six and Nine, Eddystone Borough and

Rutledge Borough

Vill.  ADDITIONAL COMIENTS:

There are no proposed changes to this magisterial district. The district has
an average total workload that is within fifteen percent of the judicial district’s
average total workload. The district, moreover, had 3,189 case filings in 2010
and 3,575 case filings in 2011, Caseload Is Increasing, in part, because of rising
case filings generated by existing businesses in the district. The district also has
the thirteenth highest population In the judicial district. The district’s judicial
workload and caseload should continue to increase in the future.

PLEASE SAVE A COPY DF THIS WORKSHEET PRICR TO EWTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT,
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET
PLEASE SUBMIT ONE COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT,

I MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-1-32

iR BREAKDOWN OF IMIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT « CASELOAD

A, Average Total Caseload: 3,588

B. Difference (%) between this magisterlal district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district’s  -12%
averaga total caseload:

C. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of -35%
county’s average total caseload:

li. BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - WORILOAD

A. Average Total Workload: 25,575

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’s ~ -24%
average total workload: '

C. Does thls magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater _YES
than or less than the Judicial district’s average
total workload?

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

Reestablishing this magisterlal district will enhance worklead equity within the
judicial district for the following reasons. Flrst, the Order of the Supreme Court of
Pennsylvania dated December 13, 2002, created a second magisterial district in
Springfleld Township (Magisterial District 32-2-54) because of the excessive burden
which existed on this magisterial district In serving the entire Township. Second,
the district’s Judicial workload and caseload should dramatically Increase in the
future. Third, the district’s caseload is very close to the ten percent range and the
district’s judicial workload is only modestly below the fifteen percent range.

IV.  PROPOSED CHANGE:

Reestablish
A. Please indicate any proposed change In this R :;ti ;
edlg

magistertal district, Check all that apply. [] Eliminate

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

Magisterial District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 10f 3
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V.  IMIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION: ,
A. Magisterial District Judge Name:  Andrea B. Pupplo, Esquire
B. Term Expiration {m/d/yyyy}: 1/1/2016
C. Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2038
. . 56 Powell Road
D. Office Location {Street, City and Zip coda): Springfield 19064
E. [s the office within the boundaries of the No, but the office Is only
. four blocks from the
magisterial district: et
maglsterial district.
E. isthe residence of the magisterial district Judge VES
within the boundaries of the magisterial district:
G. List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
The Morton Borough Police Department. The Springfield Township Police
Department also serves the district but its headquarters is not located within the
district.
H. List any major highways within this iagisterial district:
[ 476, US 1, SR 320, SR 420 and Baltimore Pike ‘
Vi.  LisT EXisTING VIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MU NICIPALITIES: / '
Sprlngfield Township, Wards Two (Precinct 2), Three, Four and Seven and
Morton Borough
VIl LisT PROPOSED IMIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MIUNICIPALITIES: Ji
springfield Township, Wards Two (Precinct 2), Three, Four and Seven and
Morton Borough ’
Vil ADDIT}DNALCOMMEMS'
This magisterial district should be reestablished for the following reasons.
First, the Order of the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania dated December 13, 2002,
creatad a second magistetial district in Springfield Township {(Magisterial District
32-2-54) because of the excessive burden which existed on this magisterial district
in serving the entire Township. The Township had exceedingly high case filings in
2002, a very large population and a large geographic area. The situation remains
unchanged In 2012. Second, the district’s judicial workioad and caseload should
dramatically increase in the future. Third, the district’s caseload is very close to
the ten percent range and the district’s judicial workload Is only modestly helow
.the fifteen percent range.
[n 2002, the population of Springfield Township was 26,392, or 58% higher
than the judicial district’s average population of 16,692. The average caseload
was 5,674, or 32% higher than the judiclal district’s average caseload of 4,302.
The population density was 3,923, or 36% higher than the Judictal district’s
average population density of 2,890. The Township was also experiencing
extensive commercial redevelopment and proposed residential development.
Maglsterfal District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 2 of 3
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

Baltimore Pike, Route 420, Route 320, Route 1 and 1-476 (the Blue Route) were all”
major, heavily traveled commetrcial thoroughfares that ran through Springfield
Township. The geographlc area of Springfield Township is 6.727 square miles
which was considerably higher than many of the other magisterlal districts.

fn order to relieve the burden on this maglsterial district and to alleviate
inequality caused by the high caseload, population, population density and
geographic area of Springfield Township, the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania
determined that the cltizens of Springfield Township and Morton Borough would
hest he served by the establishment of an additional magisterial district in
Springfield Township.

The situation In 2012 has not significantly changed. The population of
Springfield Township has increased to 26,880 which is 63% higher than the judictal
district’s average population of 16,441, The Township had an average annual
judicial workload of 44,727 over the past six years which Is 33% higher than the
Judicial district’s average annual judiclal workload and an average annual judicial
workload of 43,770 over the past three years which is 27% higher than the judicial
district’s average annual judicial workload.

Similarly, the Township had an average of 6,881 annual case filings over the
past six years which is 52% higher than the Judicial district’s average annual case
filings and an average of 6,813 annual case filings over the past three years which
s 44% higher than the judicial district’s average annual case filings,

Just as importantly, this magisterial district’s judiclal workload and caseload
should increase dramatically in the future, Because the Springfield Township
Police Department has had at least five vacancles in its police complement over
the past two years and because the Townshlp Police Department has been
involved in intense contract negotlations with the Townshlp over the past two
years, traffic case filings have dramatically daclined over that two year perlod. For
example, the district had 3,390 traffic case filings In 2007, 3,578 traffic case filings
in 2008 and 3,341 trafflc case filings In 2009. In sharp contrast, the district had
only 2,114 traffic case fllings In 2010 and only 1,753 traffic case filings 2011, The
district’s Judicial workload and caseload should increase dramatically when the
police vacancles are filled, the contract negotiations are completed and traffic
case filings return to their normal level. In any event, the district has a caseload
which Is very close to the ten percent range and a judictal workload which is anly
modestly below the fifteen percent range,

For the foregoing reasons, Magisterial District 32-1-32 should be
reestablished.

PLEASE SAVE A COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET PRIOR TO ENTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL

DISTRICT, | _ ,
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MAGISTERIAL DiSTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET
PLEASE SUBMIT ONE COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.

. MNAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-1-33

. BREAKDOWN OF MIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A. Average Total Caseload: 8,229

‘B. Difference (%} hatween this magisterial distrlct’s
average total caseload and your judiclal district’'s ~ 82%
average total caseload:

C. Difference (%} between this magistertal district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of 34%
county’s average total caseload:

Il 'BREAK[SOWN OF MIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT = YWORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload: 57,331

B. Difference (%) hetween this magisterlal district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’'s 7%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater VES
than or less than the judicial district’s average
total workload?

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

Workload equity within the judicial district wil! be greatly enhanced by
transferring Ward Seven {Precincts 2 and 10} from this maglsterial district to
Maglsterial District 32-1-35 and by transferring parking cases from this magisterial
district to Magisterial District 32-2-52. The Judicial workloads and caseloads of the
three magisterlal districts will also significantly improve.

IV.  PROPOSED CHANGE:

[ ] Reestablish
A. Please Indicate any proposed change In this Realign
magisterial district. Check all that apply. Eliminate

Six months after approval by

B. What is the proposed effectlve date (m/d/yyyy): the Supreme Court

V.  MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A. Magisterial District Judge Name: Harry ). Karapalides, Esquire

Magisterlal District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 1of2
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MAGISTERIAL DiSTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

B. Term Explration (m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2016
€. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2028
. ) 1550 Garrett Road
D. Office Location (Street, City and Zip code); Upper Darby 19082
E, Isthe office within the boundaries of the No, but the office Is only two
oy blocks from the magisterial
magisterial district: )
district.

E. Isthe residence of the magisterial district Judge ES

within the boundaries of the magisteria! district:

G. List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
The Millbourne Borough Police Department. The Upper Darby Township Police
Department also serves the district but Its headquarters is not located within the

district.

List any major highways within this magisterial district:
SR 3 /

H

L|5T« E)([STING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES. y/
Upper Darby Township, Ward Four {Precmct 1), Ward Five {Precinct 1), Watd Six
{Precincts 1, 2, 3, 4, 10 and 12), Ward Seven (Precincts 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8 and 10) and

Mlllbourne Borough : w

il LIST PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES:

Upper Darby Township, Ward Four (Precinct 1), Ward Five (Precinct 1), Ward Six
(Precincts 1, 2, 3, 4, 10 and 12), Ward Seven {Precincts 3, 4, 5, 6 and 8) and

Mil[bourne Borough

VI

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

By transferring Ward Seven (Precmcts 2 and 10) from thls magisterial
district to Magisterial District 32-1-35 and by transferring parking cases from
this magisterial district to Magisterlal District 32-2-52, the district’s judicial
workload and caseload will be very significantly reduced. The district,
moreover, had 9,541 case filings In 2010 and 8,936 case filings in 2011. The
district’s judiclal workload and caseload should continue to decline in the
future,

The judicial workloads and caseloads of Magfsterial District 32-1-35 and
Maglsterial District 32-2-52 will also very significantly Improve. Both
Maglstertal District 32-1-35 and Magisterial District 32-2-52 will have average
total workloads that are within fifteen percent of the judicial district’s average

total workload.

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

. MAGISTERIAL DISTRICY COURT NUMBER:

32-1-34

B,  BREAKDOWN OF MIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A. Average Total Caseload:

4,192

B. Difference (%) between this maglsterial district’s
average total caseload and your judiclal district’s
average total caseload:

7%

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

-32%

1l BREAKDOWN OFMAGISTERIALDFSTRICT WDRKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload:

26,581

B. Difference {%) between this magisterlal district’s
average total workload and the judiclal district’s
average total workload:

-21%

€. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater
than or less than the Judicial district’s average
total workload?

YES

district?

average total workload

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

Workload equity within the judicial district will be greatly enhanced by
transfersing parking cases to this maglsterlal district. The district will have an
average total workload that Is within fifteen percent of the judicial district’s

v, PROPoscu CHANGE'

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

Reestablish

[ ] Realign
[] Eliminate

B. Whatis the proposed effective date {m/d/yyyy):

We will begin to transfer
the parking cases six months
after approval by the Supreme
Court.

Magisterial District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12

rev, 11-30-11
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

V.
A, Maglsterial District Judge Name: RobertlJ. Radano, Esquire
B. Term Expiration (m/d/vyyy}: 1/1/2018
C. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy}: 12/31/2022
1550 Garrett d
D. Office Location (Street, City and Zip code}: arrett Roa
Upper Darby 19082
No, but the office is onl
E. Is the offlce within the boundaries of the 0,24 e 1s only
. five blocks from the
magisterial district: , .
magisterial district.
F. Isthe residence of the maglsterlat district [udge
within the boundaries of the magisterial district:
@. List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
The Upper Darby Township Police Department serves the district but its
headquarters is not located within the district.
H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
usi ;
V.  LisTEXISTING VIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: ' -/
Upper Darby Township, Ward One {Precincts 1, 2, 3 and 8) and Ward Three
(Precincts 2 through 10}
Vi,

List PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRIGT IVIUNICIPALITIES: |
Upper Darby Township, Ward One (Precincts 1, 2, 3 and 8} and Ward Three
{Precincts 2 through 10)

VIll.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

By transferring parking cases from Magisterial District 32-1-26 to this
magistertal district, the district’s judicial workload and caseload will significantly
improve, The district will have an average total workload that is within fifteen
percent of the judicial dlistrict’s average total workload. The district, moreover,
had 4,392 case filings in 2010 and 4,512 case fliings in 2011, The district’s
judicial workload and caseload should continue to Increase in the future.

. PLEASE SAVE A COBY DF THIS WORKSHEET PRIOR TO ENTERING DATAFOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.
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WAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET
PLEASE SUBMIT ONE COPY OF THIS WORKKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT,

I IMAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-1-35

it. B,REAKDOU\}N OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A, Average Total Caseload: 4,646

B, Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district’s 3%
average total caseload:

C. Difference {%) between this magisterfal district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of -24%
county’s average total caseload:

M1, BREAKDOWN OF IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT = YWORKLOAD

A, Average Total Workload: 24,721

B. Difference {%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’s ~ -26%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater YES
than or less than the judiclal district’s average
total workload?

D. If YES, how does this difference Impact workload equity within your judicial
district? .
By realigning this magisterial district, workload equity within the judicial district
will be greatly enhanced. The district will have an average total workload that is

within fifteen percent of the judicial district’s average total workload.

V.  PROPOSED, CHANGE:

A. Please indicate any proposed change in this :Ze;;b]'Sh
Al Rea

magisterial district. Check all that apply.

[ ] Eliminate
B. What is the proposed effective date {m/d/yyyy}: Six months after approval
by the Supreme Court.
N NIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:
A, Magisterial District Judge Name: Ann Berardocco
Magisterial District Reestablishment Worksheet 2012-12 Page 1 of 2
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

B. Term Expiratlon {(m/d/vyyy}: 1/1/2018
C. Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/vyyy): 12/31/2029
1550 Garrett Road

D. Office Locatlon (Street, City and Zlp code): Upper Darby 19082

No, hut the office is only
approximately one mile
- from the magisterial district.

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

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

YES

@. List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
The Upper Darby Township Police Department serves the district but its
headquarters is not located within the district,

H. Llst any major highways within this magisterlal distrlct:
USiandSR3 /

VI LisT EXISTING MAGISTERIAL DiSTRICT MURNICIPALITIES:

Upper Darhy Township, Ward One (Pracinct 9}, Ward Three (Precincts 1 and 11),
Ward Four (Precincts 2 through 11) and Ward Five {Precincts 3, 7 and 8) /

VI, LiST PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MIUNICIPALITIES:
Upper Darby Township, Ward One {Precinct 9), Ward Three (Precincts 1 and 11),
Ward Four {Precincts 2 through 11), Ward Five (Precincts 3, 7 and 8) and Ward

Seven (Precincts 2 and 10)

Vill.  ApbITioNAL COMMENTS:

By transferring Ward Seven (Precincts 2 and 10) from Magisterial District
32-1-33 to this magisterial district; the district’s judicial workload and caseload
will significantly improve. The district will have an average total workload that
is within fifteen percent of the judicial district’s average total workload. The
district, moreover, had 4,753 case filings in 2010 and 4,915 case filings in 2011,
The district also has the fifteenth highest popufation In the judicial distrlct and
the population continues to increase. The district had a population of 15,824 In
2000 and a population of 16,123 in 2010, The district’s Judicial workload,
caseload and population should continue to increase in the future.

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

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

. MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32:1-36

BREAKDOWN OF VIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A,

Average Tota) Caseload: 6,582

B.

Difference (%) between this magisterlal disttict’s
average total caseload and your judiclal district’s ~ 46%
average total caseload:

C.

Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of 7%
county’s average total caseload:

.

BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT — WORKLOAD |

Al

Average Total Workload: 58,095

B.

Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’s ~ 73%
average total workload:

C

Does this magisterial district have an average

total workload that is fifteen percent greater YES
than or less than the judicial distrlct’s average

total werkload?

If YES, how does this difference Impact workload equity within your judicial
district?

Reestablishing this magisterial district will enhance workload equity within
the Judiclal district. The magisterial districts contiguous to the district have
such high case filings and judiclal workloads that it Is unreallstic to consider
realigning the district with other contiguous magisterial districts. Furthermore,
the district does not have a significant backlog of cases.

Iv.  PROPOSED CHANGE:

Reestablish

A, Please indicate any proposed change in this D Realien
maglstetlal district. Check al that apply. ] Ellmiiate
B. What is the proposed effective date (m/d/yyyy):
Magisterial District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 1of 5
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

V. MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A. Magisterial District Judge Name: Davld R, Griffin

B. Term Expiration {m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2018

€. Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2029
526 W. Ridge Road
, Office L fon (Street, Cit dZ de):
D, Office Location (Street, City and Zip code) Linwood 19061
E. Is the office within the boundarles of the VES

magisterial distrlct:

E. [sthe residence of the magisterial district judge
within the boundaries of the maglsterial district:

G. Llst any police departments located within this magisterial district:

The Marcus Hook Borough Police Department, the Trainer Borough Police
Department and the Lower Chichester Township Police Department. The Upper
Chichester Township Police Department serves the district but its headquarters s

net located within the dlstrict.

H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:

[-95, US 13, US 322, SR 452, SR 291 and SR 491 )
Vi, LiTEXISTING MAGISTERIAL DIsTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: W
‘ Lower Chichester Township, Marcus Hook Borough, Trainer Borough and Upper
| Chichester Township, Wards One, Two and Five /
Vi LisT PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT VIUNICIPALITIES: VA

Lower Chlchester Township, Marcus Hook Borough, Trainer Borough and Upper
Chichester Township, Wards One, Two and Five

Viil.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS!

Although the district’s judicial workload and caseload are above the fifteen
percent range, we expect a sigrificant decline in the judiclial workload and
caseload In the future. For example, the district had an average of 6,661 annual
case filings over the past three years, 5,992 case filings in 2010 and 5,867 case
fllings in 2011, The district’s population has also declined. The district had a
population of 16,804 In 2000 and a population of 16,116 in 2010. Furthermore,
the district does not have a significant backlog of cases. The district’s judicial
workload, caseload and population should continue to decline in the future.

Just as Importantly, the magisterial districts contiguous to the district have
high case filings and judiclat workloads. Under such circumstances, It Is unrealistic
to consider realigning the district with other contiguous magisterial districts, For
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

example, the district’s judicial workload would have to be reduced by forty
percent to bring it within fifteen percent of the judicial district’s average judiclal
workload. The following would be the effect of transferring forty percent of the
district’s judicial workload to Magisterlal District 32-1-22, Maglsteria] District 32-
2-39 or Magisterial District 32-2-38,

Maglsterlal District 32-1-22 {Judge Seaton’s Distrjct}

b a,

judge Seaton’s new district would have had 5,386 case filings in 2010 which
would have heen 25% above the judicial district’s average of 4,320 cases and
which would have ranked eleventh highest among all of the magisterial
districts in this category.

The new district would have had a judiclal workload of 66,898 in 2010 which
would have been 105% above the judicial district’s average judicial workload
of 32,680 and which would have ranked first among all of the magisterial
districts In this category.

The new district- would have had an average of 5,417 annual case filings over
the past six years which would have been 20% above the judicial district’s
average of 4,516 cases and which would have ranked twelfth highest among
all of the magisterial districts in this category.

The new district would have had an average annual judicial workload of
62,576 over the past six years which would have been 86% above the judicial
district’s average judiclal workload of 33,616 and which would have ranked
first among all of the magisterial districts In this category.

The new dlistrict would have had a population of 16,602 which would have
heen 1% above the judiclal district’s average population of 16,441 and which
would have ranked thirtieth among all of the magisterial districts in this
category,

The new district would have had a geographic area of 4.334 square miles
which would have been 20% below the judiclal district’s average geographic
area of 5.399 square miles and which would have ranked thirtieth among all
of the magisterial distrlcts in this category.

Magisterial District 32-2-39 {Judge McCray’s District)

al

Judge McCray's new district would have had 10,257 case filings in 2010 which
would hava been 137% above the judiclal district’s average of 4,320 cases and
which would have ranked first among all of the magisterial districts in this
category.

The new district would have had a judiclal workload of 83,883 in 2010 which
would have been 157% above the judicial district's average Judicial workload
of 32,680 and which would have ranked first among all of the magisterial
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districts In this category.

The new district would have had an average of 9,974 annual case filings over
the past six years which would have been 121% above the judicial district’s
average of 4,516 cases and which would have ranked first among all of the
maglsterial districts in this category.

The new district would have had an average annual judicial workload of
78,227 over the past six years which would have been 133% above the judicial
district’s average judiclal workload of 33,616 and which would have ranked
first amang all of the maglsterlal districts in this category.

The new district would have had a populatlon of 23,959 which would have
been 46% above the Judicial district’s average population of 16,441 and which
would have ranked fifth highest among alf of the magisterial districts in this
category.

The new district would have had a geographic area of 6.734 square miles
which would have been 25% above the judiclal district’s average geographic
area of 5,399 square miles and which would have ranked tenth highest among
all of the magisterial districts I this category.

Magistérial District 32-2-38 {Judge Holefelder’s District)

a.

C,

Judge Holefelder's new district would have had 5,229 case filings in 2010
which would have been 21% above the Judicial district’s average of 4,320
cases and which would have ranked efeventh highest among ali of the
magisterial districts In this category.

The new district would have had a judicial workioad of 55,783 in 2010 which
would have been 71% above the judicial district’s average judicial workload of
32,680 and which would have ranked fifth highest among all of the magisterial
districts In this category. ‘

The new district would have had an average of 5,818 annual case filings over
the past six years which would have heen 29% above the judicial district’s
average of 4,516 cases and which would have ranked tenth highest among all
of the magisterial districts in this category.

The new district would have had an average annual judicial workload of
55,271 over the past six years which would have been 64% ahova the judicial
district’s average judicial workload of 33,616 and which would have ranked
fourth highest among all of the magistertal districts in this category.

The new district would have had a population of 33,885 which would have
been 106% above the judicial district’s average population of 16,441 and
which would have ranked second highest among all of the magisterial districts
in this category.
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

f. The new district would have had a geographic area of 13.884 square miles
which would have been 157% above the judiclal district’s average geographic
area of 5.399 square miles and which would have ranked third highest among
all of the magisterial districts In this category.

For all of the foregoing reasons, Maglsterial District 32-1-36 should be
reestablished.

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

I MAGISTERIAL DiSTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-2-37

. BreAkDOwN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT ~ CASELOAD

A. Average Total Caseload: 5,649

B8, Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your judiclal district’'s  25%
average total caseload:

C. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of -8%
county’s average total caseload:

H,  BREAKDOWN QF VIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT — WORKLOAD

A. Averapge Total Workload: : 54,853

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

63%

€. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater YES
than or less than the judicial district’s average
total workload?

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

* Reestablishing this magisterial district will enhance workload equity within
the judicial district. The magisterial districts contiguous to the district have
such high case filings and judiclal workloads that it is unrealistic to consider
reallgning the district with other contiguous maglsterial districts. Furthermore,
the district does not have a significant backlog of cases.

V. ProPOSED CHANGE:

Reestablish
A, Please Indicate any proposed change in this % R:a;g?\

maglsterial district. Check all that apply. [] Eliminate

B, What Is the proposed effective date (m/d/vyyy):
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

V.  MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A. Magisterlal District Judge Name: Leonard V. Tenaglia, Esquire
B. Term Expiration (m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2014
¢. Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/yyy}'/): 12/31/2024
o 819 Summit Street
0. Office Location (Street, City and Zip code): Darby 19023
E. Is the office within the boundarles of the
e YES
magisterial district:
F. Is the residence of the magisterial district judge VES
within the boundarles of the magisterial district:
G. List any police departments located within this magisterial district:

The Colwyn Borough Pelice Department, the Darby Borough Police Department
and the Sharon Hill Borough Police Department

H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
us 13
VI, LiSTEXISTING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: J
The Boroughs of Colwyn, Darby and Sharon Hill /
Vil LisT PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: \/

The Boroughs of Colwyn, Darby and Sharon Hill

Vill.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

The Order of the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania dated Februar\} 15, 2011,
approved the merger of this magisterial district with Magisterial District 32-2-50
(consisting of Colwyn and Sharon Hill Boroughs), effective March 1, 2011. A
senior maglsterial district judge has been assigned to the district to assist In the
transition. There are no changes recommended to the district at this time.

Although the district’s Judicial workload is above the fifteen percent range,
the judictal workfoad and caseload were significantly declining prior to the
merger. For example, the district had an average annual judicial workload of
54,853 over the past sIx years, an average annual judicial workload of 50,500
over the past three years and a judicial workload of 46,320 In 2010, Similarly, the
district had an average of 5,649 annual case filings over the past six years, an
average of 4,740 annual case filings over the past three years and 3,853 case
filings in 2010. Eurthermore, the district does not have a significant backlog of
cases.

Just as importanily, the magistetlal districts contiguous to the district have
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

high case filings and judictal workioads. Under such circumstances, it is unrealistic
to consider realigning the district with any other contiguous magisterial district,
For example, the district’s judictal workload would have to be reduced by thirty
percent to bring It within fifteen percent of the judiclal district’s average judicial

workload.

The following would be the effect of transferring thirty percent of the district’s
judicial workload to Maglsterlal District 32-1-23, Magisterial District 32-2-47 or
Magisterial District 32-2-52, Please note that the following caseload, judicial
workload, population and geographic area numbers would he higherif we
included the combined numbers of the two districts after the merger.

Magisterial District 32-1-23 (Judge McKeon's District)

a. ludge McKeon’s new district would have had 5,779 case filings in 2010 which
would have been 34% above the judicial district’s average of 4,320 cases and
which would have ranked tenth highest among all of the magisterial districts

in this category.

i b, The new district would have had a judicial workload of 42,823 in 2010 which

' would have been 31% above the judicial district’s average judiclal workload of
32,680 and which would have ranked ninth highest among all of the
magisterial districts in this category.

c. The new district would have had an average of 6,019 annual case filings over
the past slx years which would have been 33% above the judicial district’s
average of 4,516 cases and which would have ranked tenth highest among all
of the magisterial districts in this category.

d. The new district would have had an average annual judictal workload of
49,679 over the past six years which would have been 48% above the judicial
district’s average judicial workload of 33,616 and which would have ranked
seventh highest among all of the magisterlal districts In this category.

e. The new district would have had a population of 11,992 which would have
been 27% below the judicial district’s average population of 16,441 and which
would have ranked twenty-seventh highest among all of the magisterial
districts in this category.

f. The new district would have had a geographic area of 1.112 square miles
which would have been 80% below the judlciaf district’s average geographic
area of 5.399 square miles and which would have ranked thirty-second
among all of the maglsterial districts in this category.

Magisterial District 32-2-47 (Judge Willlams' District)

a. Judge Wiliams’ new district would have had 7,715 case filings in 2010 which
would have been 79% above the Judicial district's average of 4,320 cases and
which would have ranked third highest among all of the magisterial districts
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in this category.

b. The new district would have had a Judicial workload of 57,857 in 2010 which
would have been 77% above the judicial district’s average judictal workload of
32,680 and which would have ranked fifth highest among all of the
magisterial districts In this category,

c. The new district would have had an average of 9,745 annual case fllings over
the past six years which would have been 116% above the judicial district’s
-average of 4,516 cases and which would have ranked first among afl of the
magisterial districts In this category.

d. The new district would have had an average annual judicial workload of
62,970 over the past six years which would have been 87% above the judicial
district’s average judicial workload of 33,616 and which would have ranked
flrst among all of the magisterial districts in this category.

e. The new district would have had a population of 17,317 which would have
heen 6% above the judicial distrlct’s average population of 16,441, and which
would have ranked thirtieth among all of the magisterial districts in this
category.

£, The new district would have had a geographic area of 2,052 square miles
which would have been 62% helow the Judicial district’s average geographic
area of 5.399 square miles and which would have ranked twentieth highest
among all of the magisterlal districts in this category.

Magisterial District 32-2-52 (Judge Micozzie-Aguirre’s District)

a. Judge Micozzie-Agulrre’s new district would have had 8,140 case filings in
2010 which would have been 88% above the judiclal district’s average of
4,320 cases and which would have ranked second highest among atl of the
magistertal districts in this categoty.

b. The new district would have had a judicial workload of 43,128 in 2010 which
would have been 32% above the judictal district’s average judicial workload of
32,680 and which would have ranked ninth highest among all of the
maglsterial districts in this category.

c. The new district would have had an average of 8,997 annual case filings over
the past six years which would have been 99% above the judicial district’s
average of 4,516 cases and which would have ranked first among all of the
magisterial districts in this category.

d. The new district would have had an average annual Judicial workload of
45,271 over the past six years which would have heen 35% above the judicial
district’s average judictal workload of 33,616 and which would have ranked
elghth highest among all of the magisterlal districts in this category.
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e. The new district would have had a population of 19,051 which would have
heen 16% ahove the judicial district’s average population of 16,441 and which
would have ranked elghth highest among all of the magisterial districts in this
category.

f. The new district would have had a geographic area of 2.132 square miles
which would have been 61% helow the judicial district’s average geographic
area of 5,399 square miles and which would have ranked nineteenth highest
among all of the magisterial districts In this category.

For all the foregoing reasons, Maglsterial District 32-2-37 should be
reestablished.

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

I VIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NU MBER: 32-2-38

. BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT ~ CASELOAD

A, Average Total Caseload: 3,185

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

C. Difference (%) between this magisterlal district’s
average total caseload and applicabte class of -48%

county’s average total caseload:

1. BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT = VWORKLOAD

A, Average Total Workload: 32,033

B, Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’s ~ -5%
" average total workload:

C. Does this magisterlal district have an average .
total workload that Is fifteen percent greater NO
than or less than the judicial district’s average
total workload?

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

IV.  PROPOSED CHANGE:

A. Please Indicate any proposed change in this [ Reestablish
| . Realign

magisterial district, Check all that apply. |:| liminate
Six months aft
B. What is the proposed effective date {m/d/yyyy): by ther;:);rem: Ciruz:fproval

V. MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A. Magisterial District Judge Name: Diane Holefelder

B, Term Expiration {m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2018
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Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2037

D.

1 New Road

Office Location {Street, City and Zip code):
ice Location (Street, City and Zip code} Aston 19014

Is the office within the boundaries of the
magisterial district:

YES

s the residence of the magisterial district judge
within the boundartes of the magisterial district:

List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
The Aston Township Police Department and the Upper Chichester Township
Police Department.

H., List any major highways within this magisterial district:
US 1, US 322, SR 261, SR 452 and SR 491 /
1. " LiSTEXSTING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT iUNICIPALITIES: v
N Aston Township, Upper Chichester Township, Wards Three and Four and Chester
Helghts Borough. }
Vil List PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: v

Aston Township and Upper Chichester Township, Wards Three and Four

Vill.  ADDIfIONAL COMMENTS!

Despite transferring Chester Heights Borough from this magisterial district
to Maglsterlal District 32-2-48, the dstrict’s average total workload will
continue to be within fifteen percent of the judiclal district’s average total
workload. The district, moreover, had 2,832 case filings in 2010 and 2,875 case
filings in 2011. The district also has the second highest populatlon In the
judicial district and the population Is increasing. The district had a population of
26,528 In 2000 and a population of 27,439 in 2010. The district is also the fifth
largest In geographlc area In the judicial district. The transfer of Chester
Heights Borough will not materlally affect the district’s population or
geographic ranking. The district’s judiclal workload, caseload and population
should continue to increase in the future.

Furthermore, the judictal workload and caseload of Magisterial District
32.2-48 will very slgnificantly improve by transferring to it Chester Helghts
Borough from this magisterial district, Thornbury Township from Magisterial
District 32-2-49 and Edgmont Township from Maglsterial District 32-2-43.

" PLEASE SAVE A CORY OF THIS WORNKSHEET PRIOR TO ENYERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.
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PLEASE SUBMIT ONE COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT,

I MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-2-39

i, BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT = CASELOAD

A. Average Total Caseload: 7,341

8. Difference {%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your judiclal district’s 63%
average total caseload:

€. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of 20%
county's average total caseload:

lit.  BREAKDQWN OF MIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT — V/ORKLOAD

A, Average Total Workload: 54,989

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’s ~ 64%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that Is fifteen percent greater - YES
than or less than the judicial district’s average
total worklcad?

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

Reestablishing this magisterlal district will enhance workload equity within the
judicial district. The magisterlal districts contiguous to the district have such high
case fllings and judicial workloads that it is unrealistic to conslder realigning the
district with other contiguous magisterial districts. Furthermore, the district does
not have a significant backlog of cases.

IV.  PROPOSED CHANGE:

Reestablish
A. Please indicate any proposed change in this % Re:;gn ®

magisterlal district. Check all that apply. (] Efiminate

B, What Is the proposed effectlve date {m/d/yyyy):
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NMAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A. Magisterial District Judge Name: €. Walter McCray, 1li

B. Term Expiration (m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2016

C. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2032

. 2 Cambridge Rd, Suite 300
. Office Location {Street, City and Zip code}:
b ce Location (Str yand Zip code) Brookhaven 19015

£, Is the office within the boundaries of the
magisterial district:

YES

E. Isthe residence of the maglstertal district judge
within the boundaries of the magisterial district:

YES

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

The Brookhaven Borough Police Department, the Upland Borough Police
Department, the Parkside Borough Police Department and the Chester Township

Police Department

H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
| 95 and SR 352 )

LisT EXISTING VIAGISTERIAL DISTRIGT IMIUNICIPALITIES: | Y
The Boroughs of Brookhaven, Parkside and Upland and the Township of Chester }

Vil

List PROPOSED VIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT IUNICIPALITIES: \j

The Boroughs of Brookhaven, Parkslde and Upland and the Township of Chester

vili,

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS: o o
Although the district’s judicial workload and caseload are above the fifteen

percent range, we expect a significant decline in the judicial workload and
caseload in the future. For example, the district had an average annual judiclal
workload of 59,897 over the past three years and a judicial workload of 59,447
in 2010. Similarly, the district had an average of 8,297 annua! case filings over
the past three years, 7,860 case fillngs In 2010 and 7,368 case filings in 2011.
The district’s population has also decfined. The districthad a population of
17,833 in 2000 and a population of 17,513 in 2010. Furthermore, the district
does not have a signlificant backlog of cases. The district’s judicial workload,
caseload and population should continue to decline in the future,

Just as importantly, the magisterial districts contiguous to the district have
high case fllings and judicial workloads. Under such circumstances, it is
unrealistic to consider realigning the dlstrict with other contiguous magisterial
districts. For example, the district’s judicial workload would have to be reduced
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by thirty percent to bring it within fifteen percent of the judicial district’s
average judicial workload. The following would be the effect of transferving
thirty percent of the district’s judiclal workload to Magisterial District 32-2-48,
Magisterlal District 32-2-38, Magisterlal District 32-1-20, Magisterial District 32-
1-28 and Magisterial District 32-2-46.

Magisterial District 32-2-48 (ludge Strohl’s District)

a, Judge Strohl's new district would have had 6,038 case filings in 2010 which
would have been 40% above the judicial district’s average of 4,320 cases
and which would have ranked ninth highest among all of the magisterial

districts In this category.

b. The new district would have had a judicial workload of 46,600 in 2010 which
would have been 43% above the Judicial district’s average Judicial workload
of 32,680 and which would have ranked sixth highest among ali of the
magisterial districts in this category.

c. The new district would have had an average of 5,330 annual case filings over
the past six years which would have been 18% above the judlcial district’s
average of 4,516 cases and which would have ranked twelfth highest among
all of the maglsterial districts in this category.

d. The new district would have had an average annual judicial workload of
44,500 over the past six years which would have been 32% above the
judicial district’s average judicial workload of 33,616 and which would have
ranked eighth highest among all of the magisterial districts in this category.

e. The new district would have had a poputation of 30,353 which would have
been 85% above the judictal district’s average population of 16,441 and
which would have ranked second highest among all of the magisterial
districts in this category.

i The new district would have had a geographic area of 34.620 square miles
which would have been 541% above the judicial district’s average
geographic area of 5.399 square miles and which would have ranked second
highest among all of the magisterial districts in this category.

Maglsterial District 32-2-38 {Judge Holefelder’'s District)

a. ludge Holefelder’s new district would have had 5,190 case filings in 2010
which would have been 20% above the judicial district’s average of 4,320
cases and which would have ranked eleventh highest among all of the
magisterial districts in this category.

b. The new district would have had a Judicial workload of 49,181 in 2010 which

would have been 50% above the judicial district’s average judicial workload
of 32,680 and which would have ranked fifth highest among all of the
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magisterial districts In this category.

c. The new district would have had an average of 5,387 annual case filings over
the past six years which would have been 19% above the judicial district’s
average of 4,516 cases and which would have ranked twelfth highest among
all of the magisterlial districts [n this category.

d. The new district would have had an average annual judicial workload of
48,529 over the past six years which would have been 44% above the
judicial district’s average judicial workload of 33,616 and which would have
ranked seventh highest among all of the magisterial districts In this
category.

e. The new district would have had a population of 32,693 which would have
heen 99% above the judiclal distrlct’s average population of 16,441 and
which would have ranked second highest among all of the maglisterial
districts In this category.

. The new district would have had a geographic area of 12,337 square miles
which would have been 129% above the judiclal district’s average
geographic area of 5.399 square miles and which would have ranked fourth
highest among all of the magisterial districts in this category.

Magisterial District 32-1-20 {Judge Davls’s District)

a. Judge Davis’s new district would have had 5,697 case filings in 2010 which
would have been 32% above the judicial district’s average of 4,320 cases
and which would have ranked tenth highest among all of the magisterlal
districts in this category.

b, The new district would have had a judicial workload of 58,167 in 2010 which
would have been 78% above the judicial district’s average judicial workload
of 32,680 and which woutd have ranked fifth highest among all of the

. magisterlal districts in this category.

c. The new district would have had an average of 5,528 annual case filings over
the past six years which would have heen 22% above the judicial district’s
average of 4,516 cases and which would have ranked eleventh highest
among all of the maglsterial districts in this category.

d. The new district would have had an average annuat judiclal workload of
58501 over the past six years which would have been 74% above the
judicial district’s average judicial workload of 33,616 and which would have
ranked second highest among all of the magisterial districts in this category.

e. The new district would have had a population of 18,927 which would have
been 21% above the Judicial district’s average population of 16,441 and
which would have ranked eighth highest among all of the magisterial
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districts in this category.

f. The new district would have had a geographic area of 2,587 square miles
which would have been 52% below the judicial district’s average geographic
area of 5,399 square miles and which would have ranked nineteenth highest
among all of the magisterlal districts in this category.

Maaisterial District 32-1-28 (Judge Klein’s District)

a. Judge Kleln's new district would have had 7,896 case filings in 2010 which
would have been 83% above the judicial district’s average of 4,320 cases
and which would have ranked second highest among all of the magisterial
districts in this category.

b. The new district would have had a judicial workioad of 54,252 in 2010 which
would have been 66% above the judicial district’s average judictal workload
of 32,680 and which would have ranked fifth highest among all of the
magisterlal districts in this category.

: s c. The new district would have had an average of 7,711 annual case fllings over
SO the past six years which would have been 71% above the judicial district’s
o average of 4,516 cases and which would have ranked fourth highest among
all of the maglsterial districts tn this category.

d. The new district would have had an average annua! judicial workload of
56,645 over the past six years which would have been 69% above the
judicial district’s average judiclal workload of 33,616 and which would have
ranked fourth highest among all of the magisterial districts in this category.

e, The new district would have had a population of 24,976 which would have
been 52% above the judicial district’s average population of 16,441 and
which would have ranked fifth highest among all of the magisterial districts
in this category.

£ The new district would have had a geographic area of 6.527 square miles
which would have been 21% above the judicial district’s average geographic
area of 5.399 square miles and which would have ranked tenth hlghest
among all of the magisterial districts in this category.

Magzisterlal District 32-2-46 {Judge Lippincott’s District)

a. Judge Lippincott’s new district would have had 9,348 case filings in 2010
which would have been 116% above the judlicial district’s average of 4,320
cases and which would have ranked second highest among aif of the
magisterlal districts In this category.

b. The new district would have had a judicial workload of 55,625 in 2010 which
would have been 70% above the judicial district’s average judiclal workload
of 32,680 and which would have ranked fifth highest among all of the
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magisterial districts in this category.

¢. The new district would have had an average of 8,599 annual case filings
aver the past six years which would have been 90% above the judicial
district’s average of 4,516 cases and which would have ranked first among
all of the magisterial districts in this category.

d. The new district would have had an average annual judicial workload of
55,311 over the past six years which would have been 65% above the
Judicial district’s average judiclal workload of 33,616 and which would have
ranked fourth highest among all of the magisterlal districts In this category.

e. The new district would have had a population of 16,309 which would have
been 1% below the judicial district’s average population of 16,441 and
which would have ranked fourteenth highest among all of the magisterial
districts in this category. :

f. The new district would have had a geographic area of 7.527 square miles
which would have been 39% above the judicial district’s average geographic
area of 5.399 square miles and which would have ranked seventh highest
among all of the magisterial districts in this category.

For all of the foregoing reasons, Magisterlal District 32-2-39 should be
reestablished.

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

I MaAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-2-40

. BR’EAKDOWN oF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT ~ CASELOAD

A, Average Total Caseload: 2,796

B. Difference {%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district's  -38%
average total caseload:

€. Difference (%) between thls maglsterlal district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of -54%
county's average total caseload:

It.  BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT — YWORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload: _ 18,438

B. Difference (%) between this magisterlal district’s
average total workload and the judiclal district’'s  -45%
average total workload:

€, Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that Is fifteen percent greater YES
than or less than the judiclal district’s average
total workload?

D. [f YES, how does this difference impact workload equity within your judicial
district?
By realigning this magisterial district, workload equity within the judicial district
will be greatly enhanced. The district will have an average total workload that is
within fifteen percent of the judicial district’s average total workload.

IV.  PROPOSED CHANGE:

Reestablis
A. Please indicate any proposed change in this RE;; ish
AN

magisterial district. Check all that apply. D Eliminate

B. What is the proposed effective date {m/d/yyyy):  1/1f2017

V. MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:.

A, Magisterial District Judge Name: Steven A, Sandone, Esquire

B, Term Expiration {m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2016
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C. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2034
21 Bartram Avenue
D. Office Location {Street, Clty and Zi de):
ce Location {Street, Clty ip code) Glenokden 19036
E. Isthe office within the boundaries of the VES

magisterlal district:

Is the residence of the maglsterial district judge
within the boundarles of the magisterial district:

.

List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
The Darby Township Police Department

H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
MacDade Boulevard
W LISTEXISTING IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MIUNICIPALITIES?
i Darby Township
‘E‘.‘ l o --'i‘r'L":":‘-' Teen RPN e N T IR ' '
ﬁ?qj.» Lisi PROBOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: v/
' Darby Township and Folcroft Borough

Viil.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

By eliminating Magisterlal District 32-2-41 and transferring Folcroft Borough
from Maglstertal District 32-2-41 to this magistertal district, the district’s judicial
workload and caseload will very significantly improve. The district will have an
average total workload that is withln fifteen percent of the judiclal district’s
average total workload, The district will also have average total case filings that
are above the judicial district’s average total case filings, Workload equity within
the judicial district will be greatly enhanced by the realignment.

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

MIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32.2-41

BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A. Average Total Caseload: 7,121

B'

Difference (%) between this maglsteriat district’s
average total caseload and your judiclal district’s 58%
average total caseload:

Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of 16%
county’s average total caseload:

.

BREAKDOWN OF IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT — WORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload: 44,422
B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’s ~ 32%
average total workload:
€. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater YES
than or fess than the judiclal district’s average
total workload?
D. If YES, how does this difference Impact workload equity within your judiclal
district?
By eliminating this magisterial district, workload equity within the judicial
district will be greatly enhanced,
IV.  PROPOSED CHANGE:
tablish_
A. Please indicate any proposed change in this EI, Eezlsi abish
. ealign
magisterlal district. Check all that apply.
8 PRl Eliminate
B. What is the proposed effective date (m/d/yyyy):  1/1/2017
V.  MAGISTERIAL DISTRIET INFORMATION: | B
A. Magisterlal District Judge Name:  Edward W. Christie
B, Term Expiration (m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2018
Muagisterial District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 1 0f 2

rey, 11-30-11




AGPC

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

C. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2016
1555 Elmwood Avenue
D. Office Location (Street, City and Zip code):
Office Location (Stree y and Zip code) Folcroft 19032
E. s the offlce within the boundaries of the VES

magisterial district:

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

YES

G. List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
The Tinicum Township Police Department and the Folcroft Barough Police

Department

H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
£ 95, SR 291 and US 13 [

VI. LISTEXISTING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES; J
§ Tinicum Township and Folcroft Borough

Vil.  LIST PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES:

Vill:  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

Upon the mandatory retirement of the Honorable Edward W. Christle on
December 31, 2016, this magisterial district will be eliminated. The district
consists of Tinicm Township and Folcroft Borough. By transferring Tinlcum
Township to Magisterial District 32-2-44 and Folcroft Borough to Magisterial
District 32-2-40, the judictal workloads and caseloads of hoth magisterial
districts will very significantly improve. Workload equity within the judicial
district wiil also be greatly enhanced.

PLEASE SAVE A CORY OF THIS WORKSHEET PRIOR TO ENTERING DATA FOR TH: NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.
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PLEASE SUBMIT ONE COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.

1. MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-2-42

. BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A, Average Total Caseload: 4,937

B, Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your judiclal district’'s 9%
average total caseload:

C. Difference (%) between this maglsterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of -20%
county’s average total caseload:

. BrEAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT = YWORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload: 34,796

B. Difference (%) between this maglsterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’s 4%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater NO
than or less than the judicial district’s average
total workload?

D. [fYES, how does this difference Impact workload equity within your judicial
district?

IV.  PROPOSED CHANGE:

] Reestablish
A. Please indicate any proposed change in this RZ:I;

maglsterial district. Check all that apply. (] Eliminate

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

V. MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A. Magisterial District Judge Name: Peter P Tozer, Esquire

B. Term Expiration {m/d/vyyy): 1/1/2018
€. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2019
Mayglsterlal District Reestabllshiment Worksheet 2011-12 PageIof 2
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36 E. Boon Avenue

D, Office Location (Street, City and Zip code):

ice Locatlon {Street, City and Zip code) Glenolden 19036
E. s the office within the boundarles of the YES

magisterlal district:
E. s the residence of the magisterial district judge VES

within the boundaries of the maglsterial district:

G. List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
The Glenolden Borough Police Department and the Norwood Borough Police

Department .

H. List any major highways within this magistertal district:
US 13 and MacDade Boulevard {

Vi LISTERiSTING MIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: L/
0 The Boroughs of Glenolden and Norwood. /

v
) .o‘l"

11T PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT IUNICIPALITIES: ‘\/
The Boroughs of Glenalden and Norwood.

Vill ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

o There are no propased changes to this magisterial district. The district has
an average total workload that is within fifteen percent of the judicial district’s
average total workload. The district also has an average total caseload that is
within ten percent of the Judicial district's average total caseload.

PLEASE SAVE A COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET PRIOR TO ENTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICY.
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" AGPC

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

1. MAGISTERIAL DIsTRICT CQURT NUMBER: 32-2-43
I.  BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD
A. Average Total Caseload: 1,850

B. Difference (%) between this magistetial district’s
average total caseload and your judiclal district’s  -59%

average total caseload:

€. Difference {%) between this magisterial distrlct’s

average total caseload and applicable class of ~70%
county’s average total caseload:
Il BREAKDOWN OF VIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT ~ WORKLOAD
A. Average Total Workload: 13,273

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judictal district’s ~ -61%

average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater
than or less than the judiclal district’s average
total workload?

YES

D, If YES, how does this difference impact workload equity within your judictal

district?

By realigning this magisterial district, workload equity within the judiciai district
will be greatly enhanced. The district’s judicial workload and caseload will also

very signlficantly hmprove,

IV. . PROPOSED CHANGE:
Reestablish
A. Please indicate any proposed change In this eestablis
magisterial district, Check ail that appl Realign
& ' PPYY- [ Eliminate
B. What is the proposed effective date (m/d/yyyy):  1/1/2014
V. MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION: ‘
A. Magisterial District Judge Name: Leon Hunter, 1l
B, Term Expiration {m/d/vyyy): 1/1/2018
C. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy/: 12/31/2020

Magisterial District Reestablishment Workshegt 2011-12

rev, 11-30-11
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

. ' 4655 West Chester Pike
D. Office Location (Street, City and Zip code); Newtown Square 19073
E. |sthe office within the boundaries of the
YES
maglsterlal district:
E. Isthe residence of the magisterlat district judge -

within the boundaries of the magisterial district:

G. List any police departments located within this maglisterial district:
The Newtown Township Police Department. The Pennsylvanta State Police serves
the Township of Edgmont but its headquarters Is not located within the district.

H. List any major highways within this maglsterial district:

US1,SR252 and SR 3 .
VI LisTEXisTiNG MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES? ' ﬂ/i
Edgmont Townshlp and Newtown Township i

Vil LiST PROPOSED IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES:
Newtown Townshlp and Radnor Townshlp, Wards One, Two {Precinct 1), Three
and Six

Vill,  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

. By ellminating Maglsterlal District 32-1-29 and transferring Wards One,
Two (Precinct 1), Three and Six In Radnor Township from Magisterial District
32-1-29 to this magistertal distrlct and by transferring Edgmont Township from
this magisterial district to Magisterial District 32-2-48, the district’s judiclal
workload and caseload wilf very stgnificantly improve. Although the district’s
Judicial workload will be above the fifteen percent range, we expecta decline
in the judicial workload and caseload in the future,

For example, the district had an average annual Judicial workload of 13,273
over the past six years, an average annual judicial workload of 12,508 over the
past three years and a judiclal workload of 10,759 In 2010. Similarly, the
district had an average of 1,850 annual case filings over the past six years, an
average of 1,581 annual case filings over the past three years and 1,163 case
filings in 2010.

The judicial workload, caseload and population of Magisterial District
32-1-29 have also been declining. For example, the district had an average
annual judicial workload of 35,477 over the past three years and a judicial
workload of 30,772 in 2010. Similarly, the district had an average of 8,391
annual case filings over the past three years, 6,788 case filings In 2010 and
6,583 case filings In 2011, The district’s population has also declined, The
district had a population of 19,158 in 2000 and a population of 18,811 [n 2010.

For the foregoing reasons, the district’s judiclal workload and caseload
should continue to decline In the future. _

PLEASE SAVE'A COPY OF THIS WORICSHEET PRIGR TO ENTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT,
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AGOPC
MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET
PLEASE SUBMIT ONE COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NumMBER: 32-2-44

I

BREAKDOWN OF IVIAGISTER[AL DISTRICT = CASELOAD

A, Average Total Caseload: 3,973

B. Difference (%) between this magisterfal district’s
average total caseload and your Judiclal district's  -12%
average total caseload:

C, Difference {%} between this magisterlal district's
average total caseload and applicable class of -35%
county’s average total caseload: '

Ik

BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT ~ WORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload: 27,298

B. Difference (%) between this magisterfal district's
average total workload and the judicial district’'s ~ ~19%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that fs fifteen percent greater VES
than or fess than the judicial district’s average
total workload?

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

district?
By realigning this magisterial district, workload equity within the judicial
district will be greatly enhanced. The district’s judicial workload and caseload

will also very significantly improve,

iv.  PROPOSED CHANGE: .
' ' Reestablish
A. Please indicate any proposed change In this cestablis
. Reallgn
magisterial district, Check all that apply. (] Eliminat
ate
B, What is the proposed effective date (m/d/yyyy):  1/1/2017
v MAGISTERIAL DIS1H1CT!NFORMATION‘
A, Magisteria[ District Judge Name: Jack D, Lippart
B, Term Expiration {m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2018
Magisterial District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 10f2
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AGPC

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

€. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2027

) . ) 1.028 Lincoln Avenue
D. Office Locatton {Street, City and Zip code): Prospect Park 19076
E. s the office within the boundarles of the VES

magisterial district:

E. s the residence of the magisterial district judge VES
within the boundaries of the magisterial district:

6. List any police departments located within this magisterial distrlct:
The Prospect Park Borough Police Department and the Ridley Park Borough Police

Department

H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
SR 420, | 95 and US 13 ,
v, LIST EXISTING IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: n/
} Boroughs of Prospect Park and Ridley Park /

Vil.  LisY PROPOSED WIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES! o /
Boroughs of Prospect Park and Ridley Park and Tinicum Township

Vil ADPITIONAL COMMENTS:

’ By eliminating Magisterlal District 32-2-41 and transferring Tinicum

ve Township from Magisterial District 32-2-41 to this magisterial district, the
district’s Judiclal workload and caseload will very significantly improve.
Although the district’s judicial workload will be above the fifteen percent range,
we expect a decline in the judicial workload and caseload in the future.

For example, the district had an average annual judiclal workload of 27,298
over the past six years, an average annual judicial workload of 24,684 over the
past three years and a judiclal workload of 24,253 in 2010. Similarly, the district
had an average of 3,973 annual case filings over the past slx years, 3,677 case
filings In 2010 and 3,630 case filings In 2011, The district’s population has also
declined. The district had a population of 13,790 In 2000 and a population of
13,456 in 2010,

The Judicial workload and caseload of Magisterial District 32-2-41 have also
been declining, For example, the district had an average annual Judicial
workload of 34,386 over the past three years and a Judicial workload of 32,680
in 2010. Similarly, the district had an average of 7,121 annual case filings over
the past six years, an average of 7,083 annual case fllings over the past three

years and 6,690 case filings In 2010.

For the foregoing reasons, the district’s judicial workload, caseload and
population should continue to decline in the future,

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

L. MAGISTEREAL DisTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-2-46

. BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT ~ CASELOAD

A, Average Total Caseload: 6,397

B, Difference (%)} between thls magisterlal district’s
average total caseload and your Judiclal district’s ~ 42%
average total caseload:

C. Difference (%) between this magistertal district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of 4%
county’s average total caseload:

lil.  BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT = WORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload: 38,815

B, Difference (%) between this maglsterial district’s
average total workload and the judictal district’s ~ 15%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater YES
than or less than the judicial district’s average
total workload?

D. if YES, how daes this difference impact workload equity within your judicial
district?
Workload equity within the judiclal district will be enhanced by reestablishing
this magisterial district. The district has an average total workload that is fifteen
percent ahove the judiclal district’s average total workload.

iV,  PROPOSED CHANGE:

-Reesta‘blish

[ ] Realign
[ ] Eliminate

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

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

V. MaAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A, Magisterial District Judge Name: Nicholas S. Lippincott, Esquire

B. Term Explration (m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2018

Magisterial District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 1 of 2
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AGOPC

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

C. Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2018
939 N, Providence Road
D. Office L Street, City and Zip code}):
ce Location (Street, City and Zip code) Media 19063
E. Is the office within the boundaries of the VES

magisterial district:

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

G. List any police departments [ocated within this magisterial district:
The Upper Providence Township Police Department, The Pennsylvania State
Police serves the Borough of Rose Valley but its headquarters Is not located
within the Borough.
H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
SR 252, US 1 and Baltimore Pike
V. LISTEX(STING IMAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: | V/
S Township of Upper Providence and Borough of Rose Valley

Vil.  ListPROPOSED VIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MIUNIGIPALITIES: | L/
Township of Upper Providence and Borough of Rose Valley

Vill:  AbDiTiGhAL COMMENTS!

: There are no proposed changes to this magisterial district, The district has
an average total workload that is fifteen percent above the judicial district’s
average total workload, We expect that the district’s Judicial workload and
caseload will continue to decline. For example, the district had an average
annual Judicial workload of 41,771 over the past three years and a judiclal
workload of 37,791 in 2010, Similarly, the district had an average of 7,551
annual case filings over the past three years and 6,890 case filings in 2010 The
district’s population has also declined. The district had a population of 11,453
in 2000 and a population of 11,055 In 2010. The district’s Judicial workload,
caseload and population should continue to decline in the future.

PLEASE SAVE A COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET PRIOR TO ENTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.
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AGOPC

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET
PLEASE SUBIMIT ONE COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT,

3 WViAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER! 32-2-47

1. BREAKDOWN OF MIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT ~ CASELOAD

A, Average Total Caseload: 8,050

B. Difference (%) hetween this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district’'s ~ 78%
average total caseload:

€. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of 31%
county’s average total caseload:

. BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT — WORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload: 46,514

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’s ~ 38%
average total workload:

€. Does thls magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater YES
than or fess than the judiclal district’s average
total workload?

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

Reastablishing this magisterial district will enhance workload equity within the
judicial district. The district’s judictal worldoad and caseload have been
significantly declining and should continue to decline in the future. Furthermore,
the district does not have a significant hacklog of cases.

Iv. PROPQSED CHANGE:

X| Reestablish
A. Please indicate any proposed change in this RZ:ISI;

magisterial district. Check all that apply. [] Eliminate

B. What is the proposed effectlve date (m/d/yyyy):

V. MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A. Magisterial District Judge Name: W, Keith Williams, ll, Esquire

Maglsterial District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 1of2
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AGPC

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

B, Term Expiration (m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2018
€. Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/yyyy}: 12/31/2035
536 Church Lane
D. Office Location {Street, Ci d Zi :
ffice Location {Street, City and Zip code) Veadon 19050

E. Is the office within the boundarles of the YES

magisterial district:
F. Is the residence of the magistetial district judge VES

within the boundaries of the maglsterial district: '
G. Listany police departments located within this magisterial district:

The East Lansdowne Police Department and the Yeadon Borough Police

Department
H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
US 13 /
VI.  LISTEXISTING VIAGISTERIAL DisTRICT MUNICIPAUITIES: V/
The Boroughs of East Lansdowne and Yeadon l
VIl LisT PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: \/

The Boroughs of East Lansdowne and Yeadon

VIll.  ADDITIGNAL COMMENTS:

Although the district’s judicial workload Is above the fifteen range, we
expect the ongoing, significant decline in the dlistrict’s judicial workload and
caseload wliil continue in the future. For example, the district had an average
annual judiclal workload of 48,163 over the past three years and a judicial
workload of 43,961 in 2010, Similarly, the district had an average of 8,143
annual case filings over the past three years and 6,559 case filings In 2010, The
distrlct’s population has also declined. The district had a population of 14,348
in 2000 and a population of 14,111 in 2010, Furthermore, the district does not
have a significant backlog of cases. The district’s judicial workload, caseload
and population should continue to significantly dacline in the future.

PLEASE SAVE A COPY OF THIS WOR.[CSHEET PRIORTO ENTERING DATA EORTHE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT,
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AGPC

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

L MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-2:48

Il.  BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A. Average Total Caseload: 2,513

B. Difference (%) betwaen this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district's ~ -44%
average total caseload:

C. Difference {%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of -59%
county’s average total caseload:

. BREAKDOWN OF IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT — WORKLOAD

A. Average Total Workload: 21,975

B. Difference (%) between this magisterlal district’s
average total workload and the judlctal district’s -35%
average total worlload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that Is fifteen percent greafer YES
than or less than the Judiclal district’s average
total workload?

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

Workload equity within the judicial district will be greatly enhanced by

transferring to this maglsterial district the Borough of Chester Heights from
Magisterial District 32-2-38, the Township of Edgmont from Magistarial District
32-2.43 and the Township of Thorbury from Magisterlal District 32-2-48. The
judiclal workload and caseload of this magisterial district will also significantly

fmprove.

IV.  PROPOSED CHANGE

[] Reestablish
A, Please indicate roposed change in thi
ase any prop ange in this Reallgn

maglsterial district. Check all that apply. [] Eliminate

Six months after approval by
the Supreme Court except that
tha transfer of Edgmont Township
is effactive 1/1/2014.

B. What is the proposed effactive date (m/d/yyyy):

Maglsteriaf District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 1 of 3
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

V.  MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A. Magisterial District Judge Name: Waiter A. Strohl
B. Term Expiration (m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2014
€. Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2028
. , 27 South Pennel! Road
D. Office Location (Street, City and Zip code}): Lima 19037
E, Is the office within the boundaries of the VES

magisterial district:

Is the residence of the magisterial district judge YES
within the boundarles of the magisterlal district:

Gl

List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
The. Pénnsylvania State Police

H, List any major highways within this magisterial district:
US 1, SR 452 and SR 352
Vi ListEXisTiNG MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT VIUNICIPALITIES? J
. Middletown Township /
;,\I‘ij’; . LIST PROPOSED IV]AGISTERIAL DISTR|CT NIUN[CI PI-\LITIES' ' U/

Middietown Tawnship, Thornbury Townshig, Edgmont Townshtp and Chester

_ Heights Borough

GNAL COMMIENTS:

By eliminating Magisterial District 32-1-29, transferting Edgmont Township
from Magisterial District 32-2-43 to this magisterial district, transferring
Thornbury Township from Maglsterial District 32-2-49 to this magisterial district
and transferring Chester Helghts Borough from Magisterial District 32-2-38 to this
magisterlal district, the district’s Judicial workload and caseload will significantly
improve. The district will have an average total workload that is slightly below
fifteen percent aof the judicial district’s average total workload.

Moreover, the district’s judiclal workload and caseload have been increasing
and should soon be within fifteen percent of the judicial district’s average total
workload. For example, the district had an average annual judicial workload of
21,975 over the past six years, an average annual judicial workload of 24,312 over
the past three years and a judiclal workload of 24,322 in 2010. Similarly, the
district had an average of 2,513 annual case filings over the past six years, an
average of 2,780 annual case fllings over the past three years and 2,845 case
fifings in 2010.

The district, moreover, will experience significant population gains with the
transfer of Edgmont Township, Thornbury Township and Chester Heights

Magisteriaf District Reestablishment Worksheet 2012-12 Page 2 of 3
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Borough. These municipalities have experienced substantial population growth,
and will result in an increase In the district’s population to 30, 353 which is
eighty-five percent above the judiclal district’s average population, The transfer
of these munlcipalities will also result in an Increase in the district’s geographic
area to 34,62 square miles which Is 541% larger than the judicial district’s
average geographic area,

These points were emphasized by an October 3, 2610 article in the
Philadelphia Inquirer which stated in refevant part:

“In Delaware County, by contrast, activity has been concentrated in
the Concordville-Glen Mills area, where the Brinton Lake and
Concordville Town Center shopping areas are drawing heavy traffic.

“The population Is growing there, You’ve got a lot of commercial
building that’s going on there,’ sald Ron Anderson, president and chief
executlve officer of Malvern Federal Savings Bank, which on Sept. 15
opened its eighth branch, next to a Wawa on Route 1.

Three townships in western Delaware County ~ Bethel, Concord, and
Thorhbury —were among the dozen fastest-growing In Philadelphia’s
Pennsylvania suburbs from 2000 to 2009, adding 11,874 people,
according to U.S. Census Bureau estimates.

Banks have noticed. The number of branches In the area has
increased to 13, counting the Citizens branch opening this week, from six
In 2000, The difference is even bigger, considering that WSFS fast month
moved from a small branch in a now-closed Genuardi’s to a full-size
branch nearby. :

WSFS, which has $3.8 billion in assets, hopes to open a branch in
West Chester next month and in December plans to start building a
branch in Edgmont on a site Eagle National Bank was going to use for a
branch, but decided was too expensive.”

The district’s judicial workload, caseload and populatlon should
continue to increase in the future by transferring to it Thornbury
Township, Edgmont Township and Chestet Helghts Borough,

PLEASE SAVE A COPY OF THIS WORISHEET PRIOR TO ENTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT,
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AGPC

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

PLEASE SUBIMIT ONE COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.

I IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: - 32-2-49

", BREAKDOWN OF IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A,

Average Total Caseload: 3,593

BI

Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your Judicial district’s ~ -20%
average total caseload:

Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of -41%

county’s average total caseload:

il.  BREAKDOWN OF MIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT = WORKLOAD

A, Average Total Workload: 32,238

B.

Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’'s ~ -4%
average total workload:

Does this magisterial district have an average

total workload that is fifteen percent greater NO
than or less than the Judiclal district’s average

total workload?

If YES, how does ths difference Impact workload equity within your judicial
district?

IV.  PROPOSED CHANGE:

(] -Reestabllsh

A. Please indicate any proposed change In this Realign
magisterial district. Check all that apply.
Eliminate
B, Whatisthe proposed effective date {m/d/yyyy): by f;xengt?;rtzizfzruﬁpr oval

V.  MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMIATION:

Magisterial District Judge Name: Richard M. Cappelli, Esquire

Al
B. Term Expiration (m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2018
Maglsterlal District Reestablishment Worksheet 201 1-12 Pgge 1of 3
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AOPC

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

C. Mandatofy Retirement Date {m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2023
485 Baltimore Pike
D, Locati Street, Cit d Zl de}:
Office Location (Street, City and Zlp code} Glen Mills 19342
E. |s the office within the boundarles of the VES
magisterial district:
E. Isthe residence of the magisterial déstrlct judge VES

within the boundaries of the magisterial district;

G. List any police departments located within this maglstertal district:
The Bethel Township Police Department and the Cheyney University Police
Department. The Pennsylvanla State Police serves the district but its
headquarters Is not located within the district,

H. List any major highways within this magisterlal district:
Us 1, US 100, US 202, US 322, SR 261, SR 352 and SR 491

i,

“LisT EXISTING INTAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: ”//
Townships of Bethel, Chadds Ford, Concord and Thornbury /

VIl LisT PROROSED NVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: | J
SR Townships of Bethel, Chadds Ford and Concord

. ]
i

Vill.  ADDITIONAL CONMMENTS:

By transferring Thornbury Township from this magisterial district to
Magisterial District 32-2-48, the district’s average total workload will fall slightly
below fifteen percent of the judicial district’s average total workload. We
expect, however, that the district’s judiclal workload and caseload will continue
to increase and will soon be within fifteen percent of the judiclal district’s
average total workload.

For example, the district had an average annual judicial workload of 32,238
over the past six years, an average annual judictal workload of 33,120 over the
past three years and a judicial workload of 33,936 in 2010. Similarly, the district
had an average of 3,566 annual case filings over the past three years, 3,851 case
filings in 2010 and 4,099 case filings in 2011,

The district also has the highest population in the judicial district and the

population continues to Increase. The district had a population of 26,617 In
2000 and a population of 37,690 in 2010. The district s also the largestin

geographic area In the judicial district,

These polnts were emphasized by an October 3, 2010 article in the
Philadelphia Inquirer which stated in relevant part:
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AOPC

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

“In Delaware County, by contrast, actlvity has been
concentrated in the Cancordville-Glen Mills area, wherae the
Brinton Lake and Concordville Town Center shopping areas are
drawing heavy traffic.

‘The population Is growing there. You've gota lot of
commercial building that's going on there,” sald Ron Anderson,
president and chief executive offlcer of Malvern Federal Savings
Bank, which on Sept. 15 opened its eighth branch, next to a Wawa
on Route 1. :

Three townships in western Defaware County — Bethel,
Concord, and Thornbury —were among the dozen fastest-growing
in Philadelphia’s Pennsylvania suburbs from 2000 to 2009, adding
11,874 people, according to U.S. Census Bureau estimates.

Banks have notlced. The numher of branches in the area has
increased to 13, counting the Citizens branch opening this week,
from six in 2000, The difference is even bigger, considering that
WSFS last month moved from a small branch in a now-closed
Genuardi’s to a full-size branch nearby.

WSES, which has $3.8 billion In assets, hopes to open a hranch
in West Chester next month and in December plans to start
building a branch In Edgmont on a site Eagle National Bank was
going to use for a branch, but decided was too expensive.”

For the foregoing reasons, the district’s judicial workload, caseload and
population should continue to increase in the future,

Furthermore, the judiclal workload and caseload of Magisterlal District
32-2-48 will very significantly improve by transferring to it Thornbury Township
from this maglsterlal district, Chester Helghts Borough from Magisterial District
32-2-38 and Edgmont Township from Magisterial District 32-2-43.

Rl

PLEASE SAVE A COPY O THIS WORKSHEET PRIOR TO ENTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT,
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

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

MagisTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUIVIBER: 32-2-51

BREAKDOWN OF VIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A, Average Total Caseload: . 3,384

B, Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your judiclal district’s  -25%
average total caseload:

C. Difference {%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of -45%
county’s average total caseload:

H.

BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT = WORKLOAD

A, Average Total Workload: 30,817

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total workload and the judicial district’s ~ -8%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater NO
than or fess than the Judicial district’s average
total workload?

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

V. PROPOSED CHANGE:
A. Pfe_ase indicate any proposed change In this Ezzlsite:‘blish
magisterial district. Check all that apply. ] Elimiﬁate
B, What s the proposed effective date {(m/d/yyyy):
V.  IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:
A. Magisterfal District Judgé N.ame: Christopher R. Mattox, Esgquire
. B. Term Expliration {m/d/yyyy): , 1/1/2016
C. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2034
Magisteriaf District Reestablishiment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 1of2
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

1550 Garrett Road

D. Office Location {Street, City and Zip code):
( ! P ) Upper Darby 19082

£, s the office within the boundarles of the
magisterial district:

YES

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

G. List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
The Upper Darby Township Police Department serves the district but its
headquarters Is not located within the district.

H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
US 13 and Baltimore Pike

Ul LisT BisTiNG MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT IMUNICIPALITIES:
Upper Darby Township, Ward Five {Precincts 2, 4, 5, 6 and 9), Ward Six {Precincts
5, 6, 7, 8,9 and 11), Ward Seven (Precincts 1,7, 9,11 and 12)

Vll: LISt PROPOSED MIAGISTERIAL DisTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: 4
' Upper Darby Township, Ward Five (Precincts 2, 4, 5, 6 and 9), Ward Six
(Precincts 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 11}, Ward Seven (Precincts 1, 7,9, 11 and 12}

i’_]"tli. ADDITIONAL COMMERTS:

' There ara no proposed changes to this magisterial district. The district has
an average total workload that is within fifteen percent of the judicial district’s
average total workload, The district, moreover, had 3,076 case filings In 2010
and 3,082 case filings in 2011. Tha district also has the tenth highest poputation
in the judicial district and the population continues to increase. The district had
a population of 16, 503 In 2000 and a population of 17,862 in 2010. The
district’s judicial workload, caseload and population should continue to increase

in the future.

PLEASE SAVE A COBY OF THIS WORKSHEET PRIDR TO ENTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEEY

PLEASE SUBMIT ONE COPY OF THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH MAGISTERIAL PISTRICT.

. . MAGISTERIAL DiSTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-2-52

1L, REAKuowN oF M AGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A. Average Total Caseload: 3,385
B. Difference (%} between this magisteriat district’s
average total caseload and your judiclal district’s ~ -25%
average total caseload:
C. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s

average total caseload and applicable class of -45%
county’s average total caseload:

M. BREAKDOWN OF MIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT = VWORILOAD

Al

Average Total Worlkload: 19,884

Bl

Difference (%) between this magisterfal district's
average total workload and the judicial district's ~ -41%
average total workload:

Does this magisterial district have an average

total workload that is fifteen percent greater YES
than or fess than the judiclal district’s average

total workload?

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

Workload equity within the judiclal district will be greatly enhanced by
transferring parking cases to this magisterial district. The district will have an
average total workload that is within fifteen percent of the judicial district’s

Iv.  PROPOSED GHANGE:

average total workload.

A. Please indicate any proposed change in this

Reestablish
[ ] Realign

magisterial district. Check all that apply. (] Eliminat
iminate

B'

We will begin to transfer
the parking cases six months
after approval by the Supreme

What Is the proposed effective date {m/d/yyyy):

Court.

Magisterial District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12

rev, 11-30-11
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

V.  IAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A. Magisterial District Judge Name:  Kelly A, Micozzie-Aguirre

B. Term Expiration (m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2014

€. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2038

409 Ashland Avenue

D. Office Location (Street, City and Zip code}:
Secane 19018

E. |sthe office within the boundaries of the
magisterial district:

YES

F. lIsthe residence of the magisterial district Judge

YES
within the boundaries of the magisterial district:

G. List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
The Upper Darby Township Police Department serves the district butits
headquarters is not Jocated withIn the dlstrict.

H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:
Baltimore Pike and Providence Road

Vi LISTEXISTING MAGISTERIAL DisTRICT ViUNICIPALITIES: : /
Upper Darby Township, Ward One (Precincts 4, 5, 6 and 7) and Ward Two

(Precincts 1 through 7)

vil: LisT PROPOSED IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT. MUNIC!PAL!TIES‘ /
Upper Darby Township, Ward One [Precincts 4, 5, 6 and 7) and Ward Two

(Precincts 1 through 7)

VIN,  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:
By transferring parking cases from Magisterlal District 32-1-26 and

Magisterial District 32-1-33 to thls maglsterlal district, the district’s judicial
workload and caseload wilf very significantly improve. The district will have an
average total workload that Is within fifteen percent of the judicial district’s
average total workload. The district, moreover, had 3,066 case filings in 2010
and 3,187 case filings In 2011, The district’s judictal workload and caseload
should continue to increase in the future.

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

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-2-53

i

BREAKDOWN OF MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT - CASELOAD

A, Average Total Caseload: 1,855

B. Difference (%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district’s ~ -59%
average total caseload:

€. Difference {%) between this magisterial district’s
average total caseload and applicable class of -70%
county's average total caseload:

BREAKDOWN OF MIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT — YWWORKLOAD

A, Average Total Workload: 11,489

B. Difference (%) between this magistetial district’s
average total workload and the fudiclal district’s ~ -66%
average total workload:

C. Does this magisterial district have an average
total workload that s fifteen percent greater YES
than or less than the judicial district’s average
total warkload?

D. IfYES, how does this difference Impact workload equity within your judical

district?

Realigning this magisterial district and Magisterial District 32-1-25 will create
much more balanced judiclal workloads and caseloads for the two Haverford
Township magisterlal districts. Workload equity between the two districts wilt also

be greatly enhanced.

IV,  PROPOSED CHANGE:
_ i [ ] Reestablish
e i, Che ot apphye D Realr
_ [ ] Eliminate
B, Whatisthe proposed effective date (m/d/yyyy): Six months after approval
by the Supreme Court.

V.  MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT INFORMATION: |

A. Magistertal District Judge Name:  Elisa C. Laclanca, Esquire

B. Term Expiration (m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2016

C. Mandatory Retirement Date {m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2043

D. Office Location {Street, City and Zlp code): Eéi:\!rtzﬁfhi;tgg;ike

Magisterial District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 1of 3
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

E. Isthe office within the boundaries of the No, but the offlce is only about
one mile from the magisterial

magisterial district: district.

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

G. List any police departments Jocated within this magisterial district:
The Haverford Township Police Department setves the district but its
headquarters is not located within the district,

H. List any major highways within this magisterial district:

| 476, SR 320 and SR 3
vi.  LIST BxisTING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MIUNICIPALITIES: ‘//
Haverford Township, Wards Eour, Five, Six and Eight )
Vil.  LisT PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: /
L

Haverford Township, Wards Three, Four, Five, Sk and Eight

viil.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:
By transferring Ward Three in Haverford Township from Magistertal District
32-1-25 to this magisterfal district, the judiclal workloads and caseloads for the
two Maverford Township magisterial districts will be much more balanced. The
district has the sixth highast population and the eleventh largest geographic
area In the judiclal district. '

The prospect for significant growth in the district’s judiclal workload and
case filings is also demanstrated by the following facts. Haverford Township Is
continuing to develop the 204 acre parcel of land known as the Haverford
Reserve. Tha property Is belng developad for hoth residential and community
use and will include 100 carriage homes and 198 one-level condominlums in six
four-story buildings. Additionally, the Township is currently in the process of
developing a Community Recreation and Environinental Center which wiil
include a double gymnasium, watking track, multi-purpose rooms for
community events, after school and summer classes and an Environmental

Mature Area.

The Haverford Reserve also conslsts of numerous hiking trails, multiple large
sports fields and a huge community all-abilittes playground called Freedom
Playground with a snack bar and picnic pavillon avatlable for rental, The
residents of Haverford Township are coming to this area more frequently and
will continue to do so as the slte is further developed. Because of this new
recreation area, the Haverford Reserve wilt continue to draw visitors from other
areas of the County who wish to utilize these new facilitles, especlally because
of the “all abilitles, ADA accessible” nature of the playground.

Because of the location of the Haverford Reserve, the primary method of
accessing the area is by vehicle, which has necessitated traffic Improvements

Magisterial District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 2 of 3
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

and additional traffic and criminal enforcement. As the property continues to
be developed and as the residenttal properties continue to be sold and
occupled, there will be more residents, more traffic issues, and more case filings

in general.

Additionally, the YMCA Is In the process of developing a new facility in
Haverford Township. Although the proposed YMCA is located in the adjolning
Haverford Township magisterial district, it is located at the border of that
district, and will most definitely affect the residents of this district with
additlonal traffic, both on the larger roadways of Lawrence Road and Eagle
Road, as well as through the neighborhoods of the district. There wili be a
major increase In traffic from this development with the associated increase in
traffic cases and other additional case filings.

Located in an adjacent district is the former Llanarch Quarry, which is also in
the process of being developed for commercial and retail uses. This
development will increase the number of individuals entering into and travelling
through Haverford Township and specifically through the district. Increased
case filings, therefore, can be expected.

Route 30 is a main artery in the district. There is currently redevelopment
In the area, including an Acme grocery establishment which is in the process of
being redeveloped as a much larger super-store and which will lead to
additional cases ftings.

Major highways in the district include Route 30, Township Line, Eagle Road,
Darby Road, Brookline Boulevard and Lawrence Road. These generate a large
and Increasing number of parking and moving citations.

Additionally, there are many area college students who reside in the district
and who will generate an Increasing number of case filings including students
from Haverford College, Bryn Mawr College and Villanova University. Student
housing developments within the district will also generate additional cases,

There have also been two additional developments of residential properties
in the district which will encompass fifteen new homes.

Finally, in recent years, the Haverford Township Police Department has not
been operating with a full complement of police officers. With the recent
addltion of several new officers, it is anticipated that the number of case filings
will increase over the next ten years.

For the foregoing reasons, the district’s judicial workload and caseload
should continue to increase In the future,

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

1. VIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT NUMBER: 32-2-54

il,  BREAKDOWN OF VIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT » CASELOAD

A. Average Total Caseload: 2,893

B. Dlfferance (%) between this maglsterlal district’s
average total caseload and your judicial district's  -36%
average total caseload:

C. Difference {%) between this magisterial district's
average tatal caseload and applicakle class of -53%
county’s average total caseload:

il BREAKDOWN OF IVIAGISTERIAL DISTRICT — WORKLOAD

A, Average Total Workload: 19,152

B. Difference {%) between thls magisterial district’s
average total workioad and the judiclal district’s -43%
average total workload:
C. Does this magistertal district have an average
total workload that is fifteen percent greater YES
than or less than the Judiclal district’s average
total workload?
D. If YES, how does this difference impact workload equity within your judicial
district?

Reastahlishing this maglsterfal district will enhance workload equity within the
judicial district for the following reasons. First, the Order of the Supreme Court of
Pennsylvania dated Decemher 13, 2002, created this magisterial district because of
the excesslve burden which existed on Maglsterial District 32-1-32in serving all of
Springfield Township, Second, the district’s judicial workload and caseload should

dramatically increase In the future.

IV.  PROPOSED CHANGE:

Th .
A. Please Indicate any proposed change in this eestablish
[] Realign

magisterial district. Check all that apply. [ ] Eliminate
na

B, What Is the proposed effective date (m/d/yyyy):

Magisterlal District Reestablishment Worksheet 2011-12 Page 10of 4
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

V. MAG]SfER!AL DISTRICT INFORMATION:

A, Magisterial District Judge Name: ~ Anthony D, Scanlon, Esquire

B. Term Expiration (m/d/yyyy): 1/1/2016

€. Mandatory Retirement Date (m/d/yyyy): 12/31/2025

56 Powell Road

D. Office Location (Street, City and Zip code):
ce to ( 4 ip cade) Springfield 19064

E, [sthe office within the boundarles of the
maglsterial district:

YES

E. Isthe residence of the magisterial district judge
wlithin the boundaries of the magisterial district:

G. 'List any police departments located within this magisterial district:
The Springfield Township Police Department

H. List any major highways within this maglsterlal district:
US 1 and Baltimore Pike

VI.  LisTEXISTING MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT MUNICIPALITIES: ' L//

Springfield Townshlp, Wards One, Two {Precincts 1 and 3), Five and Six /

Vil LisT PROPOSED MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT IVIUNICIPALITIES:
Springfield Township, Wards One, Two(Precincts 1 and 3), Five and Six

Vill.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:
This magisterial district should be reestablished for the foliowlng reasons.

First, the Qrder of the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania dated December 13, 2002,
created this magisterial district because of the excessive burden which existed on
Magisterial District 32-1-32 In serving all of Springfield Township. The Township
had exceedingly high case filings in 2002, a very large population and a large
geographic area. The situation remains unchanged in 2012, Second, the
district’s judicial workload and caseload should dramatically increase In the
future.

In 2002, the population of Springfleld Township was 26,392, or 58% higher
than the judicial district’s average population of 16,692. The average caseload
wasg 5,674, or 32% higher than the judicial district’s average caseload of 4,302,

~ The population density was 3,923, or 36% higher than the judicial district’s
average population denslty of 2,890, The Townshlp was also experlencing
extensive commerclal redevelopment and proposed residentlal devetopment,
Baltimore Pike, Route 420, Route 320, Route 1 and |-476 (the Blue Route} were
all major, heavily traveled commercial thoroughfares that ran through
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT WORKSHEET

Springfield Townshlp. The geographic area of Springfield Township Is 6,727
square miles which was conslderably higher than many of the other magisterial

districts.

In order to relieve the burden on Maglstertal District 32-1-32 and to
alleviate Inequality caused by the high caseload, population, population density
and geographlc area of Springfield Township, the Supreme Court of
Pennsylvania determined that the citizens of Springfield Township and Morton
Borough would best be served by the establishment of an additional magisterial
district In Springfield Township.

The situation in 2012 has not significantly changed. The population of
Springfield Townshlip has Increased to 26,880 which Is 63% higher than the
judicial district’s average population of 16,441, The Township had an average
annual judicial workload of 44,727 over the past six years which Is 33% higher
than the Judiclal district’s average annual judiclal workload and an average
annual judiclal warkload of 43,770 over the past three years which is 27%
higher than the judicial district’s average annual judicial werkload.

Similarly, the Township had an average of 6,881 annual case filings over
the past six years which is 52% higher than the judicial district’s average annual
case fillngs and an average of 6,813 annual case filings over the past three years
which is 44% higher than the judicial district’s average annual case fllings.

Just as Importantly, this magisterial district’s judicial workload and
caseload should increase dramatically in the future, Because the Springfield
Township Police Department has had at least flve vacancles In its police
complement over the past two years and because the Township Police
Department has been Invelved In intense contract negotiations with the
Township over the past two years, traffic case filings have dramatically declined
over that two year perlod. For example, the district had 2,736 traffic case
filings in 2007, 2,502 traffic case filings in 2008 and 2,234 traffic case filings in
2009, In sharp contrast, the district had only 1,261 traffic case filings in 2010
and only 1,031 traffic case filings 2011, The district’s judicial workload and
caseload should increase dramatically when the police vacancies are filled, the
contract negotiations are completed and traffic case filings return to their

normal level,

The prospect of significant growth in the district’s judictal workload and
caseload is also demanstrated by the following facts. Although the new
Walmart Super Store is located in adjoinlng Marple Township, it will most
definitely affect the residents of this magisterial district with additional traffic
on the major thoroughfares, as well as, through the neighborhoods of the
district. We expect an increase in case filings due to the new Walmart Super

Store.
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This maglsterlal district is also speclally assigned to hear numerous types
of cases throughout the judiclal district including welfare fraud cases, fish and
game cases and weights and measure cases, It is anticipated that the number
of case filings In these types of cases should also increase in the future.

For the foregoing reasons, Magisterial District 32-2-54 should be
reestablished,.

PLEASE SAVE A.'C.OP‘? OF THIS WORKSHEET PRIORTO EMTERING DATA FOR THE NEXT MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.
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2012-03-22 15239  Millkourne Borough 61035290817 »»

9 PARK AVENUE
MILLBCURNE, PENNSYLVANIA 18082

{010) 362-8080  FAX {810) 362-0089

March 22, 2012
Mz, Wasd T Williames, Esquire, Admpindstentor

Administeative Office for Magisterial District Judgos

100 Wegt Front Stteer

Medlia, PA 19063

Re: The 2012 Magistorial Disteit Reestablishment Plan

Deaaz Mr. Willisnas,

The Mayot and Bogough Councll of Millbourge Botough object to the transferting of alf
patking cases from Magistesial Disteict 32.1.33 (The Hortorable Judge Hacey J. Karapalides’
magisterial disteict) to Magisterial Disteice 32-2.52 (The Honorable Judge Kelly A, Micouzie-
Aguirre's maglseerial distrlet)as proposed as the 13" change in The 2012 Magisterial Distrer
Resstablishment Plan,

This objection is based on sevesal factors, two of which Il nots here, The first Js that only a
small number of cases, 150 eases representing 90 individuals in Year 2011, were referted to
Magistesial District 32.1.33. While not a lasge numbey, each of these cases age WApoLtane as past of
the parking enforcement program within the Borough,. Another fiet s the relatively lagge distance
between Millbousne Bogough and Judge Micouzle-Aguirre's court In Secane, A distagce which would

 be problematic from a pesonnel sndpoint to our tiny Borough,

On behalf of the Mayor snd Council of Millbourne Borough, T hexeby respectfully request
yout kind consideration of oug stated objection and allow our parking cases o remaln in Judge
Hagty J, Katapalides' court located in ony neighboring community of Uppeot Datby,

Please note that I have discussed chis matter with his honot, Judgs Hassy J. Karapalldes, and
have teceived his suppott for ous request which currently adds an avelage of two (2) enses to his
weckly cageload, I have also emailed addition information to Joan Vanhorn your Figst Assistant \
Administeator and welcome questions on this mattes from, elthet of you,

Sincerely,, S
fm&" //(ﬁ.)- ?
Christing M.\ Mason
Borough Manager
C: Couvnetl
ﬂ] A
Mayor Kratner Poskht FaxNolo 7671 [P IRL L TR

Joha McBlain, Borough Selicitor o AT AT From  Afins %
. B Masicloriat Aia &“Hpﬂm”
Chiof Shawn Payne WL nih e G PR 0 pee
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