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INTRODUCTION 

Steady progress and the consolidation of past gains were the achieved objectives of Philadelphia's Court of 

Common Pleas and Municipal Court during 1977. 

The landmark gains of 1976 in case disposition served in 1977 as a solid foundation for further progr~ss. 

On the criminal side, there were significant gains in the Homicide and Felony Non-Jury programs, while there w:.as 

~ • - , 0" "an" equally encouraiing r'ed~cti~~ i~ the -n~~~r -~oi untried Major Civil trials. The year-end overall court statistics 

indicated an increase of 732 undisposed matters in all divisions. However, this figure included 1247 additional un-

disposed domestic relations support orders resulting from a change in the procedure for handling these matters. It 

was also apparent that the courts were disposing of criminal cases well within the 180 - day limit established by the 

Pennsylvania Supreme Court. 

The statistical progress was accompanied by introduction of new programs designed to increase efficiency of 

operation and to increase access~bility of the courts to the public. 

Operational improvements that were initiated during the year include the use of automated. transcripts at 

preliminary arraignments~ This practice, made possihle through employment of additional pre-trial services persoimel, 

has helped the Court, the· Police Department and the District Attorney's office to comply with the holding of the 

State Supreme Court in Commonwealth v. Davenport that statements taken from criminal defendants are inadmissible 

at their trials if their arraignments are not held within six hours of arrest. Immediately after the Davenport decision, 

President Judge Edward J. Bradley convened a task force of representatives of all arms of the justice system: courts, police, 

District Attomey, private bar, Defender Association and ancillary agencies to study the implications of the ruling and 

to take steps to insure compliance. As a result of the work of the t~ ~ force, a May study revealed, the 
'\! 

Davenport rule had been satisfied in 97% of all cases. 

(') Vtl 
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During the year, Computer Aided Transcription passed from the status of tIn experimental project to that of 

a regular part of comt operation and increasing numbers of comt report­

ers have indicated a desire to undertake the requisite training to participate 

.. m . the . project. . Comppter.Ajtje..d .. T.qr}scription. (CAT) involves recording of 

machine. The tape then is fed into a computer, which reproduces, in 
- ~~-:-.:'::---~':-. _.-.-.- --.- .-----

typed form, the complete transcript. The process' reduces the average time 
.. ~ .. " ..• :..- ...... :...,-.:..-.-~- .. ~"~-,..;:. .. - ..... : ..... =--

for production of a transcript to four days and, when necessary, to as 

The computer·aided transcription (CAT) process 
allows for testimony to be recorded by the court 
reporter while it is being transferred onto magnetic 
tape through a specially adapted stenogr'lphic mach· 
ine. This process shortens the transcription time of 
trial testimony to an aver.~ge of four days and .. if 
necessary 24-48 hours. 

little as 24 homs. 

Court law 

library facilities were 

expanded during the 

year with the intro­

duction of LEXIS, 

a computerized 

legal research terminal, which was leased from Mead Data Central 

to facilitate the research efforts of judges, their law clerks and 

members of the staffs of the District Attorney, City Solicitor 
I! 

and Volunteer Defender. The new equipment m~es. i! p~ssible 

to narrow the field of legal research involved in prepa!"ation of-' 

a case and to reduce toa matter of minutes the time required 

for this phase of preparation for trial, hrief writing or opinion writing. 

Me·~d·Data Clmt.al's LEXIS automated legal research 
system now utilized by Philadelphia's courts enabies 
judges, judges'law clerks and attorneys witll the 
City Solicitor's, Public Defender's and tile District 
Attorney's offi(:es to research a legal problem thor· 
oughly in a matt'i;~ of minutes. 
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In an effort to increase efficiency and reduce inconvenience to the public, President Judge Bradley ordered 

a study of the One Day/One Trial jury selection system, whereby an individual is assigned to a trial jury on the 

day he reports for service and serves only until the completion of that trial. In the event that a citizen is not 

assigned on the day he/she reports for duty, release from service at the end of that day is automatic. The pro-

gram requires skillful analysis of manpower needs, but could lead to significant money saving through elimination of 

the need for unused juror pools and would serve to eliminate the disheartening experience to members of the public 

of being called to spend one or more weeks in City Hall waiting fer ... "1 oppmTunity to serve which may not come. 

It is anticipated that the program will ~e operational in Philadelphia's Court of Common Pleas early in 1979. 

Philadelphia judges continued to participate III the unique -study of sentendng guidelines initiated by the Center 

for Criminal Justice Research at Alhany, N.Y. A committee of the Board of Judges, chaired by Judges Merna B. 

Marshall and Norman A. Jenkins, assisted by computerized information gathered by court administrative personnel, was, 

by the end of the year, refining guidelines on the basis of -local experience. II''!. October, representatives of seven 

other major cities which are participating in the study met in Philadelphia with members of the Center staff - and 

with Philadelphia judges to discuss the results, to date, of the Philadelphia research. It is hoped that the information 

compiled by the committee, in addition to providing genuine sentencing assistance to Philadelphia judges, will be taken 

into consideration by the General Assembly in connection with proposed sentencing legislation, on which all shades of 

opiirion were presented by judges appearing before legislative committees in Harrisburg and at public hearings held in 

Phil~delphia. 
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This critical and sensitive area of judicial responsibility also received the attention of the Philadelphia Judicial Institute, 

a voluntary program of continuing judicial education on current 

legal problems, which was initiated by the Board of Judges in 

1976, . which devoted its December session to current sentencing 
I 

legislation and had as a guest State Representative Anthony J. 

Scirica of neighboring Montgomery County. 

In addition to the Philadelphia Judicial Institute's activity, 

all Philadelphia judges attended a three-day judicial refresher course 

conducted in March at Temple University by the Pennsylvania 

College of the Judiciary. At the administrative level, the court 

entered into a unique contract under whose terms the Institute 

Judge Berel Caesar presides at a session of the 
Philadelphia Judicial Institute devoted to pend­
ing legislation dealing with sentencing. State 
Rep. Anthony J. Scirica (R., Montogomery), a 
guest at the session, is at the left. Judge James 
T. McDermott and Judge David N_ Savitt, Court 
Administrator, are at right facing camer~. 

for Court Management agreed to send a faculty to Philadelphia for" three separate one-week training seminars for court 

employees who would otherwise have been required t.o travel to Denver to attend the sessions. The first of the 

training seminars was held in Philadelphia the week of November 27. Judge Bradley heralded the arrangement as 

meaning that "more employees will be able to participate at a considerably lower cost" to. the court and pointed 

out that the "intensified training schedule makes it possible to complete the training in less time than is usually 

the case. " Thirty-five employees participated in the first week of training and it is anticipated that a shiil,ilar 

number will be involved in the two remaining sessions, which are scheduled for the spring and fall of 1978. 
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The course covers such programs as Case-flow Management, Calendar Control, Information Systems, Personnel Administration, 

Harvey Soloman, director of the Institute for Court 
Management, conducts a class for court administra­
tive employees during an ICM visit to Philadelphia. 

Budget Planning and Financial Controls and Jury Selection. 

The Court's merit hiring and promotion program was en­

hanced through broadened and improved examinabons (written or 

performance ). A policy of requiring college degree plus interview 

and screening by a committee of the Board of Judges was estab-

lished for the position of Probation Officer. The Fanlily Court 

Division continued its series of Staff Development courses through-

out the year with five day-long sessions covering such topics as 

Female Involvement in Crime, the Subcultur~ of Violence: An 

Explanation of Crime, Urban Violence and Delinquency, Institution­

alization v. De-Institutionalization and Future Trends in Juvenile Justice. 

Educational assistance to the public was also a part of court activity. The Family Court Division expanded 

a remedial reading program through its Special Services Office, with tutors, recruited from area colleges, trained by 

staff members to work with. juveniles who have had contact with the courts. Additionally, reading clinics were 

conducted by volunteers enlisted by the Court for the Start Toward Elimination of {tast Setbacks (STEPS) program. 

The Court also continued to increase its efforts to encourage visits to courtrooms by student and civic groups through 

mailjngs, magazine and newspaper advertisements and radio-television public srrrvice announcements. The Judicial Speakers 
\ 

Bureau arranged nearly 100 individual appearances by judges before communH'y groups and there were approximately 50 

occasions on which judges were guests on radio and television news and talk programs. 
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I 
In an effort to make certain that all segments of the Philadelphia public are conversant with the nature of I 

court proceedings, a series of meetings was held among judicial and administrative representatives of the Court and 

members of the Philadelphia Bar ASGociation'.g Young Lawyers Section and representatives of the Spanish speaking community. I 
As a result of these meetings, more than 300 forms used by the Court were reviewed to determine which ones should 

be printed in Spanish as well as English and renewed efforts were made to insure hiring of Spanish speaking employees 

in those areas of court operation which involve direct contact between the Court and the general public. Public 

information brochures were translated into Spanish and a new Information Source List was prepared and published in 

English and in Spanish. 

Other new publications prepared and distributed by the court system III 1977 include Philadelphia Interlocutory 

Court Opinions (PICO), a compilation of local judicial "{)pinions undertaken by Judge Angelo A. Guarino. The new 

volume, containing 69 opinions with accompanying headnotes, was distributed to members of the judiciary and to area 

law libraries. Periodic updates are contemplated. A committee of the Board of ludges was designated by President 

Judge Bradley to prepare a civil trial manual for distribution to lawyers and judges. The ad hoc committee, headed 

by Judges Stanley M. Greenberg and James R. Cavanaugh, met frequently with representatives of tile Philadelphia Bar 

Association to prepare the manual and, as tlri~ report is being prepared, -the manual is in the final drafting stage and 
' ... ~.i . ..... , 

it is anticipated that it will be distributed' ddringthe spring of 1978. 

In the area of legislati~n, the courts continued to be active. Judges testified before legislative committees 

on numerous occasions in connection with a variety of legislative proposals. President Judge Bradley expressed strong 

opposition to a bill which would have permitted court employees to engage in partisan politics and to one which 

would have eliminated judicial retention ele~tions. At least partly hecause of these activities, neither hill was adopted 

by the General Assembly. The Board of Judges Committee on Legislation, headed by Judges Cavanaugh and Eugene 

Gelfand, made its position on critical court-related issues known to the General Assembly throughout the year. 
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At the end of 1977, financial considerations continued to impede the contemplated move of civil trial activity 

to the old Federal huilding at Ninth and Chestnut Streets. Until the necessary funds for renovation of the huilding 

become available, neither the date nor the fact of the move can he a certainty. Despite this setback in plans for 

temporary alleviation of physical plant limitations, thoughts of acquiring a completely new justice center were given new 

life when, in July, President Judge Bradley announced the formation of a committee of 22 civic leaders to work with 

court personnel in stimulating public understanding of the need for such a facility. 
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Edmund S. Pawelec 

* Retired 

Robert V. Bolger Victor J. DiNubile Ethan Allen Doty Maurice W. Sporkin Kendall H. Shoyer Benjamin W. Schwartz 
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Michael J. Conroy* Samue I M. Lehrer* 

Alan K:Silberstein* 

6 * Law Trained 

1 Deceased October 6, 1977 

Edward G. Mekel* 

J. Earl Simmons, Jr.* Lynne M. Abraham* 

Not Shown: 

Lynwood F. Blount* 
Francis P. Cosgrove* 
Ralph M. Dennis 
Kenneth S. Harris* 
Charles J. Margiotti, Jr. * 
Wi lIiam D. Markert 
Thomas Marotta 
Harry Melton 
John J. Poserina 1 

Joseph Patrick McCabe,Jr.* Nicholas M. D'Alessandro· Maxwell L. Ominsky· 

Levryn Gordon* Alexander J. Macones· Meyer C. Rose· 
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Levy Anderson 
Francis A. Biunno 
Edward J. Blake 
Joseph P. Braig 
Matthew W. Bullock, Jr. 
Berel Caesar 
Curtis C. Carson, Jr. 
James R. Cavanaugh 
Paul M. Chalfin 
Armand Della Porta 
Alfred J. DiBona, Jr. 
G. Fred DiBona 
Charles 1. Durham 
Lois G. Forer 
John A. Geisz 
Eugene Gelfand 
Murray C. Goldman 

COMMON PLEAS COURT 

PRESIDENT JUDGE 
Edward J. Bradley 

SECRETARY OF THE BOARD OF JUDGES 
Judge Calvin T. Wilson 

TRIAL DIVISION 
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE 

Charles P. Mirarchi, Jr. 

JUDGES 

Bernard J. Goodheart 
Stanley M. Greenberg 
Angelo A. Guarino 
Marvin R. Halbert 
Ned L. Hirsh 
George J. Ivins 
Norman A. Jenkins 
Jacob Kalish 
Julian F. King 
Richard B. Klein 
I. Raymond Kremer 
Stanley 1. Kubacki 
Robert A. Latrone 
Charles A. Lord 
Edwin S. Malmed 
William M. Marutani 
Jarnes D. McCrudden 

1 Reassigned from Family COlLrt Division Febmary 23, 1977 

,,. 

James T. McDermott 
Joseph T. Murphy 
William Porter 
Lawrence Prattis 
Paul Ribner 
Lisa A. Richette 
Edward Rosenwald 
Alhert F. Sabo 
David N. Savitt 
Thomas N. Shiomos 
Samuel Smith 
Theodore B. Smith, Jr. 
Bernard Snyder 
Juanita Kidd Stout 
Harry A. Takiff 
Robert W. Williams, Jr. 
Charles Wright 1 
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Alex Bonavitacola 1 

Herbert R. Cain, Jr. 

Vito F. Canuso 

Nicholas A. Cipriani 

Paul A. Dandridge 

William A. Dwyer, Jr. 

Abraham J. Gafni 

Doris M. Harris 

Gregory G. Lagakos 

William J. Lederer 

FAMILY COURT DIVISION 

ADMINiSTRATIVE JUDGE 

Frank J.Montemuro; Jr. -

JUDGES 

John R. Meade 

Jerome A. O'Neill 

Edward B. Rosenberg 

Samuel H. Rosenberg 

Harvey N. Schmidt 

J runes L. Stern 

Paul A, Tranchitella 

Eve]yn M. Trommer 

Jerome A. Zal~ski 

1 Reassigned from Trial Division May 31, 1977 
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ORPHANS' COURT DIVISION 

ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE 

Edmund S. Pawelec 

JUDGES 

Alexander F. Barbieri 1 

Joseph c. Bruno 

Theodore S. Gutowicz 

Judith J. Jamison 

Merna B. Marshall 2 

D""l Silverstein ........... 

1 Retired July 26, 1977 

2 Reassigned from Trial Division August 13, 1977 
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SENIOR JUDGES 

Robert V. Bolger 

Victor J. DiNubile 

Ethan Allen Doty 

Gerald A. Gleeson 

Charles Klein 

John J. McDevitt, III 

Benjamin W. Schwartz 

Kendall H. Shoyer 

Maurice W. Sporkin 

Leo Weinrott 
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MUNICIPAL COURT 

Lynn M. Abra.'tam 1 

Lynwood F. Blount 1 

Michael J. Conroy 1 

Francis P. Cosgrove 1 

Nicholas M. D'Aless!tndro 1 

Ralph M. Dennis 

Levan Gordan 1 

Kenneth S. Harris 1 

Samuel M. Lehrer 1 

Alexander J. Macones 1 

Charles J. Margiotti, Jr. 1 

1 Law-Trained 

PRESIDENT JUDGE 

Joseph R. Glancey 1 

JUDGES 

2 Deceased October 6, 1977 

William D. Markert 

Thomas Marotta 

Joseph Patrick McCabe, Jr. 1 

Edward G. Mekel 1 

Harry Melton 

Maxwell L. Ominsky 1 

John J. Poserina 2 

Meyer Charles Rose 1 

Alan K. Silberstein 1 

J. Earl Simmons, Jr. 1 

11 
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---~~------------------ --~ 

OFFICE 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
PRESIDENT JUDGE 

Edward J. Bradley 

° F 
COURT ADMINISTRATION 

COURT ADMINISTRATOR 

Judge David N. Savitt 

EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT 

John R. O'Donnell 

MUNICIPAL COURT 

PRESIDENT JUDGE 

Joseph R. Glancey 

CHIEF DEPUTY COURT ADMINISTRATORS 

COURT OPERATIONS AND SERVICES 

J. Denis Moran, Esq. 

MANAGEMENT SERVICES 

Thomas C. Kempin 

FAMILY COURT DIVISION 

Dr. Leonard Rosengarten 

DEPUTY COURT ADMINISTRATORS 

CIVIL LISTINGS 

James Usilton 

MUNICIPAL COURT 

John J. Pettit, Jr., Esq. 

Thomas F. Carmody 

Bernard Scally 

CRIMINAL LISTINGS DATA PROCESSING 

Henry A. Czajkowski 1 William Fisher 

David C. Lawrence 2 

OPERATIONS 

A. Joseph T eti 

Joseph Harrison 

PERSONNEL SERVICES 

Albert Dector 

FAMILY COURT 

Ervin L. Davis 

MANPOWER CONTROL & 

MANAGEMENT ANALYSIS 

Edward T. Carroll 

FISCAL AFFAIRS 

John A. Gallagher 

SPACE AND COURT 

FACILITIES 

John D'Ortona 

• • • • • • • • • • 

PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICER 

Charles S. Shapiro, Esq. 

CLERK OF QUARTER SESSIONS 

Edgar C. Campbell, Sr. 

1 Deceased October 21, 1977 
2 Appointed November 1, 1977 

CHIEF PROBATION OFFICER 

Frederick H. Downs, Jr. 

JURY COMMISSIONER 

Nicholas Kozay, Jr., Esq. 

SHERIFF 

PROTHONOTARY 

Americo V. Cortese, Esq. 

Joseph A. Sullivan 
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BENCH-BAR CONFERENCE 

From left, Paul Carpenter Dewey, Esq., Chancellor­
Elect of Philadelphia Bar Association; David H. 
Marion, Esq., Chairman, Bench- Bar Conference Com­
mittee; President Judge Edward J. aradley, Bernard 
M. Borish; Esq., Chancellor of the Philadelphia Bar 
Association. 

JUDICIAL PLANNING COMMITTEE 

Shown at one of many meEltings are (clockwise 
from flag) Judge Alexander F. Barbieri, Pennsylvania 
State Court Administrator; Supreme Court Chief 
Justice Michael J. Eagen; Commonwealth Court 
Presid~nt Judge James S. Bowman; Supreme Court 
Justice Thomas W. Pomeroy, Jr.; Michael Gillin, 
Delaware County Criminal Justice Planner; Clifford 
Kirsch, Assistant Court Administrator; Gerald W. 
Spivack, Deputy Court Administrator; l.arry P. 
Polansky, Deputy Court Administrator; Philadelphia 
Court of Common Pleas President Judge Edward J. 
Bradlli:Y; Philadelphia Court of Common Pleas Judge 
Doris M. Harris; and Superior Court Judge Robert 
Lee Jacobs. 
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I COURT OF COMMON IlLEAS OF PHILADELI)IUA 

I 
STATISTICAL SUMMARY 

JANUARY TlIlWUCl1 DECEJ\lBER TERJ\IS 1977 

I Defendant Records New Defendant Total Total Defendant Records Change In 
Available For Records Defendant Defendant Available For Open Record 
Disposition Received During Records To Record Disposition Status 

I TRIAL DIVISION 
January 3, 1977 Report Period Be-Disposed Dispositions January 3,1978 During 1977 

CIVIL 

I 
ARBITRATION 3,407 8,839 12,246 8,985 3,261 -146 
MAjOR CASES 4,533 2,161 6,694 2,670 4,024 -509 
GENERAL CASES 2,157 1,913 4,070 1,170 2,900 +743 

I 
SUB-TOTAL 10,097 12,913 23,010 12,825 10,185 +88 

CRIMINAL 

I 
HOMICIDE 308 355 663 389 274 -34 
MAJOR FELONY 570* 1,664 2,234, 1,362 872 +302 
FELONY NON-JURY 2,683* _?,134 8,817 6,988 1,829 -854 

I 
SUB-TOTAL 3,561 8,153 11,714 8,739 2,975 -586 

FAMILY COURT DIVISION 
ADOPTIONS 110 1,101 1,211 1,130 81 -29 

I DOMESTIC RELATIONS 1,221 14,105 15,326 12,858 2,468 +1,247 
JUVENILE 3,232 16,944 20,176 17,205 2,971 -261 
UNMARRIED MOTHERS 2,192 9,362 11,554 9,059 2,495 +303 

I SUB-TOTAL 6,755 41,512 48,267 40,252 8,015 +1,260 

ORPHANS'COURT DIVISION 82 6,829 6,9U 6,859 52 -30 

I TOTAL: 20,495 69,407 89,902 68,675 21,227 +732 

I MISCELLANEO US 
PROBATION J6,704 4,928 21,632 4,395 J7,237 +533 

I 
PAROLE 3,404 J,437 4,1141 1,100 3,74J +337 

0 

TOTAL 20,IOB 6,365 26,47:1 5,495 20,978 +1370 

pellA PETlTJONS 4:i(, 
:> 

+J'7 

I 
200 2G(, 2H9 217 ~ 

* The starting l'igumN 1'111' I 977 l'd'h~C'I II IrUII~rf~r "I' 150 dd'mlflllllr ... ~c"mIH "rolll Ilw Major Fflinny program tn tllf~ "'f~lflny NUII-J IIry J,rogralll. 
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TRIAL DIVISION 

CIVIL: 

ARBITRATION 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
FOOTNOTES TO STATISTICAL SUMMARY 

.JANUARY THROUGH PECEMBER TERMS 1977 

To date, 1,327 cases have heen appealed from arhitration. 

MAJOR CASES/GENERAL CASES 
Complaints Filed: 

FAMILY COURT DIVISION 

ADOPTIONS 

Assumpsit 
Trespass 
Motor Vehide 
Equity 
Judgments hy Confession 
Divorces 
Statutory Appeals 
Other 

TOTAL 

8,507 
7,277 
2,98t> 

356 
17,159 

7,231 
67 

18,917 

62,500 

The 1,101 new cases received include 232 previously deferred cases reinstated. The 1,130 cases disposed include 243 
cases placed in deferred status. 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS 
The 14,105 new cases received include 1,231 previously deferred cases reinstated. The 12,858" cases disposed include 
2,909 cases placed in deferred status. 
The new cases and disposed cases include 4,069 petitions for change of henefi~iary to or from Department of Puhlic 
Assistance or out of town welfare department, which were disposed of administratively under the Child Support Program 
during this term. 

JUVENILE CASES 
The 16,944 new cases received include 2,521 previously closed cases reactivated and 1,632 previously deferred cases reinstated. 
The 17,205 cases disposed include 1,575 cases placed in deferred status. 

UNMARRIED MOTHERS 
The 9,362 new cases received include 2,280 previously defl'ned eases reinstated. The 9,059 cases disposed include ;3,368 
eases placed in deferred status. 
The new cases and disposed (:ases include 2,277 petitions for ("hangl~ of heneficiary to or from the Department of Publi(" 
Assistance which were disposed of adminiHtratively undt~r till' Child Support Progrmn during this lerm. 
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ISRAELI VISITOR 

Judge Blanche Kay, Senior Magistrate of Israel's 
Hadera District, during a recent visit to Philadelphia's 
courts, is shown with Professor Herman Stern of 
Temple University Law School (left) and President 
Judge Edward J. Bradley (right). 

THE BOARD OF JUDGES AD HOC CIVIL MANUAL 
COMMITTEE DISCUSSES A NEW PUBLICATION 

From left, Judge Charles P. Mirarchi, Jr., Judge Paul 
Ribner, Judge James R. Cavanaugh, Co-Chairman; 
Judge Ethan Allen Doty, Judge Stal1'/ey M. Greenberg, 
Co-Chairman; Frank H. Griffil~, ill, Esq., Lewis Jay 
Gordon, Esq., Robert H. Malis, Esq. and Albert S. 
r:A~" c:'c~ 

THE BOARD OF JUDGES CRIMINAL JUSTICE 
COMMITTEE AT A MONTHLY MEETING 

Seated from left: Judges Levy Anderson, Joseph T. 
Murphy, John R. Meade, Edward Rosenwald, Merna 
B. Marshall, Juanita Kidd Stout, Chairman; Usa A. 
Richette, Edwin S. Maimed. 

Standing from left: Judges Norman A. Jenkins, Vito 
F. Canuso and George J. Ivins. 

------
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CIVIL TRIALS IN PHILADELPHIA COURTS 

Civil Trials ir~ Philadelphia in which the amount in controversy is more than $1,000 are heard in the 

Court of Common Pleas. Those in which the amount in controversy is $1,000 or less are tried before a judge 

without a jury ,n the SmaIl Claims Division of Municipal Court, as are Landlord and Tenant Matters. 

from verdicts in SmaIl Claims Court are heard in the Court of Common Pleas. 

Appeals 

Common Pleas Court civil cases in which the contested amount is between $1,000 and $10,000 are, with 

the specific exception of those involving real estate or equity matters, heard by a court-appointed panel of three 

lawyer- arbitrators, whose findings have the same force and effect as a court decision. 

Findings of the arbitrators are appealable to the Court of Common Pleas and are assigned to the General 

Trial list, as are all cases, other than equity matters, in which the amount in controversy is not greater than 

$10,000. Civil actions involving more than $10,000 are, upon petition of counsel and approval by the Civil Trial 

Calendar Judge, assigned for trial to the Major Case list. Both jury and non-jury trials are available to the parties 

to cases assigned to either the major or general case program. Equity cases and all other' cases in which the jury 

trial has been waived, except those which have been certified to t~Le Major Case list, are placed on the Equity/Non-

Jury list. 

By local rule of court, juries in civil trials may consist of eight persons and, !JY statute, a verdict may be 

rendered by 5/6, or seven, of the jurors. 

Civil matters which, in the opinion of counsel, may involve unusual legal precedent, may, upon petition filed 

with the Prothonotary and approved by the President Judge, be assigned to a designated special judge for trial; those 

in which delay in disposition may cause unusual hardship to one of the parties may, upon petition similarly filed and 

aFproved, be specially listed for trial. 

All verdicts in Common Pleas Court civil trials may be appealedcdirectly to the Pennsylvania Superior Court. 

19 
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COlJRT OI<' COl\IMON PLEAS OF I)HILADELPHIA 

I CIVIL TRIALS 

ARBITRATIO~ CASE TYPE SUMMARY 

JANUARY THROVGfI DECEMBER TERMS ]977 ~'! 

I 
I TYPE OF CASE Cases Available New Cases Cases Available 

For Trial Received Total .For Trial 

I January 3, 1977 During 1977 Dispositions January 3, 1978 

TRESPASS-MOTOR VEHICLE ACCIDENT 1,808 4,375 4,628 1,555 

I ·TRESP ASS-OTHER TRAFFIC 61 204 180 85 
TRESPASS-PROPERTY OWNERS 326 927 922 331 

I 
TRESPASS-PRODUCT LIABILITY 56 135 145 46 
TRESPASS-FED. EMP. LIABILITY ACT 2 1 3 0 
TRESPASS-MISCELLANEOUS 247 653 641 259 

I APPEALS FROM MUNICIPAL COURT 31 58 62 27 
ASSUMPSIT 616 1,716 1,647 685 
EJECTMENT 0 2 2 0 

I FOREIGN ATTACHMENT 1 0 1 0 
FRAUDULENT DEBTOR ATTACHMENT 1 4 5 0 

I ,'LIBEL AND SLANDER 5 20 18 7 
REPLEVIN 6 14 13 7 
MALPRACTICE (NON-MEDICAL) 24 51 60 15 

I ASSESSMENT OF DAMAGES 181 560 541 200 
;\ 

OTHER· UNCLASSIFIED 42 119 117 44 

I TOTALS 3,407 8,839 8,985 3,261 

I 
I 
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Cases Pending 
Beginning of Year 

1974 5,668 
1975 4,256 
1976 3,862 
1977 3,4!J7 

Jan. 1.00 
Feb. L13 
March 1.01 

New Cases 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PBILADEIJPHIA 

CIVIL TRIALS 

ARBITRATION PROGRAM 

JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS 1977 

Cases Disposed Cases Pending 
Received During During At End Of 
Report Period Report Period Report Period 

10,958 12,370 4,256 
10,479 1O~873 3,862 

9,616 10,071 3,407 
8,839: 8,985 3,261 

RATIO OF DISPOSITIONS TO FILINGS, 1977 

April 1.08 July 1.06 
May 0_92 A nO'1",t ---e--- 0.88 
June 1.11 Sept. 0.86 

Increasel 
Decrease Percent 
In Cases Change 

-1,412 -24.9% 
-394 -9.2% 
-455 -11.8% 
-146 -4.3% 

Oct. 1.17 
""T_ .. ~ At!" 
~'VY. J..V,J 

Dec, O.~2 

Arbitration program dispositions exceeded filings in eight of the past 12 months. Inventory of untried cases 
was reduced by 146 (·4.3%) for the year. This marks the fourth straight year of reductions. 

Since dispositions occur at the rate of 749 cases per month, lhe present inventory of 3,261 cases represents 
approximately a 4Y2 month workloac.l (131 days). Over the foUl' years surveyed illvellt'ory has been reduced by 2,107 
cases (42%). 

i) 
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The fact thal the 
while case filings were the 

arbitration program regisLt·red its grealt'st; rC'dll(:tion !II (~;;s(, illH'nlOr)' in 1974 (-.1,4,] 2 eaSt's) ·1 
hi~llest ( 10.958 eases) indicates latent capadt y ill th:/1 1)I'()~ralll to handle an inllllx of ~1f'W 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA I 
CIVIL TRIALS 

CIVIL JURY, NON-JURY CASE TYPE SUMMARY I JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS 1977 

Cases Available New Cases Cases Available For Trial I For Trial Received l iotal January 3, 1978 
TYPE OF CASE January 3, 1977 During 1977 Dispositions Jury Non-Jury Total 

TRESPASS-MOTOR VEHICLE ACCIDENT 2,412 997 1,401 1,6lI 397 2,008 I 
TRESPASS-OTHER TRAFFIC ACCIDENT 162 63 80 120 25 145 
TRESPASS-PROPERTY OWNERS 595 315 373 415 122 537 I ,TRESPASS-PRQDUCT LIABILITY 124 60 66 104 14 lI8 
TRESPASS-FED. EMPL. LIABILITY ACT 3 2 2 1 2 3 
~rRESP ASS-MISCELLANEOUS 469 268 248 395 94 489 I APPEALS FROM MUNICIPAL COURT 2 1 I 0 2 2 
ASSUMPSIT 501 200 287 182 232 414 

I EQUITY 184 148 98 7 227 234 
EMINENT DOMAIN 207 126 U3 201 19 220 
EJECTMENT 6 8 4 1 9 10 

I FOREIGN ATTACHMENT I 0 / 1 0 0 0 
FRAUDULENT DEBTOR ATTACHMENT 3 0 I 1 I 2 
LIBEL AND SLANDER 8 6 2 9 3 12 

I MANDAMUS 3 3 2 2 2 4 
". 4 0 7 7 -QUIET TITLE r: 

oJ 0 

REPLEVIN 2 4 1 3 2 5 

I MECHANICS LIEN 7 0 6 I 0 1 
TAX APPEALS 13 7 7 0 13 13 
MALPRACTICE (NON-MEDICAL) 88 96 56 U3 15 128 I ARBITRATION APPEALS 1,716 1,359 731 1,929 415 2,344 
ASSESSMENT OF DAMAGES 38 37 20 14 41 55 
tlTHER-UNCLASSIFIED - 141 368 336 54 119 173 I 

TOTALS 6,690 4,074 3,840 5,163 1,761 6,924 

pi 

I, 
!\ \\ 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PIULA DEI.PHIA \. 

I ClV1L TRIALS 
CIVIL JURY, NON-.IUR Y CASY TYPE BY DlSPOSITJON 

I JANUARY THROUGH I) ECEMBER TERMS 1977 

!i 

~I Trial With- Trial-Jury Trial-Settled , 
TYPE OF CASE out }u9'_ Verdict Before Verdict Settled Stricken Total 

I .. 
TRES.PASS-MOTOR VEHICLE ACCIDENT 87 77 602 592 43 1,401 
TRESPASS-OTHER TRAFFIC ACCIDENT 4 5 27 40 4 80 

I TRESPASS-PROPERTY OWNERS 19 24 161 157 12 373 
TRESPASS-PRODUCT LIABILITY I 8 31 23 3 66 
TRESPASS-FED. EMP. LIABILITY ACT 0 0 1 I 0 2 

I TRESPASS-MISCELLANEOUS 18 26 97 88 19 248 
APPEALS FROM MLNICIPAL COURT 0 0 I 0 0 1 
ASSUMPSIT 63 9 ll5 79 21 287 

D EQUl'l'Y 22 01 36 20 20 98 
EMINENT DOMAIN 4 12 45 34 18 ll3 
EJECTMENT 2 0 1 0 I 4· 

I FOREIGN ATTACHMENT' 0 0 I 0 0 1 
FRAUDUIJENT DEBTOR ATTACHMENT () 0 I 0 0 1 

I 
~LIBEL AND SLANDER 0 0 0 2 0 2 
MANDAMUS I 0 I 0 0 2 
QUIET TITLE I 0 1 I I 4 

I 
QUO WARRANTO 0 0 0 0 0 0 
REPLEVIN I 0 0 0 0 I 
SCI, FA; SUR. M.T ... 3 0 ~ 0 0 6 

I, TAX APPEALS I 0 5 I 0 7 
MALPRACTICE-MEDICAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 
MALPRACTICE-OTHER J 14 ]8 21 2 56 

I APPEALS FROM ARBITRATION 45 54 503 U5 14 731 
ASSESSMENT OF DAMAGES 6 0 7 5 2 20 
OTHER-UNCLASSIFIED 14 16 214 77 15 336 

I ...... -
TOTALS 293 245 l,871 ],256 175 3,840 

I () 
,\. 

I 
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Cases Pending 
Beginning of Year 

1974 
1975 
1976 
1977 

Jan. 
Feb. 
March 

4,585 
4,909 

-4,290 
4,533 

3.60 
1.24 
1.54 

------------------------------------------------------------= .. ~.----

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 

CIVIL TRIALS 

MAJOR CASES 

JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS 1977 

New Cases Cases Disposed Cases Pending 
Received 
Report 

2,003 
1,788 
1,718 
2,161 

During During At End Of 
Period Report Period Report Period 

1,679 4,909 
2,407 4,290 
1,475 4,533 
2,670 4,024 

RATIO OF DISPOSITIONS TO FILINGS, 1977 

April 
May 
June 

1.15 
1.23 
0.69 

July 0.62 
August 0.29 
Sept. 1.20 

Increase/ 
Decrease 
In Cases 

+324 
-619 
+243 
-509 

Oct. 
Nov. 
Dec. 

Despite the drop in dispositions over the summer months, inventory was reduced by 509 cases (-11.2%) 
since the first of the year. This was accomplished while the number of cases received was the highest during 
the four years surveyed. Djspositiona exceeded filings in nine of the past 12 months. 

With case dispositions averaging 223 per month, the present inventory represents approximately an 18 month 
workload. 

Case filings and dispositions have maintained a fairly regular paUern over the last four years with a 

Percent 
Change 

+7.1% 
-12.6% 
+5.7% 
-11.2% 

1.06 
1.04 
1.50 

filing rate of 161 cases pel: month and a disposition rate of 171 cases per month, a positive 1.06 disposition to filing 
rate. 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
CIVIL TRIALS 

GENERAL CASES 
JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS, 1977 

New Cases Cases Disposed Cases Pending Increase! 
Cases Pending Received During During At End Of Decrease 
Beginning of Year Report Period Report Period Report Period In Cases 

1974 3,314 2,301 2,109 3,506 +192 
1975 3,506 2,018 1,958 3,566 +60 
1976 3,566 1,902 3,3H 2,157 1,409 
1977 2,157 1,913 1,170 2,900 +743 

RATIO OF DISPOSITIONS TO FILINGS, 1977 

Jan. loll April 0.45 July 0.47 Oct. 
Feb. 0.46 May 0.49 August 0.33 Nov. 
March 0.25 June 0.49 Sept. 1.09 Dec. 

The general case program has experienced an increase in inventory of 743 cases (34.5%) since the 
first of the year. However, when compared with January 1974, inventory has been reduced by 414 cases 
(12.5%), or hy 666 cases (18.7%) compared to January 1976. 

The fact that there was a sizeable reduction in cases for 1976, and that pI;esent inventory of 2,900 
cases represents the second lowest caseload over the past five years indicates 1that the general case program is 
within manageable limits despite a 454 increase in new cases received for the year in the combined major and 
general civil programs. 

Current dispositions average 90 ('~ses per month, which means that present inventory of 2,900 cases 
represents approximately a 30 month woddoad. 

Percent 
Change 

+5.8% 
+1.7% 

-39.5% 
+34.5% 

0.85 
0.62 
0.68 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 

CIVIL TRIALS 
CONSOLIDATED CIVIL PRE-TRIAL MOTIONS LIST 

JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS 1977 

MOTIONS AND RULES - START OF 1977 

MOTIONS AND RULES FILED 

LESS: MOTIONS AND RULES DISPOSED AT PRELIMINARY REVIEW 

MOTIONS AND RULES TO BE DISPOSED AT COURT HEARING 

LESS: MOTIONS AND RULES DISPOSED AT COURT HEARING 

MOTIONS AND RULES OPEN - END OF 1977 

INCREASE/DECREASE IN OPEN MOTIONS AND RULES 

CIVIL POST TRJAL MOTIONS LIST 

JANUARY THR.OUGH DECEMBER TERMS 1977 

MOTIONS AND EXCEPTIONS OPEN - START OF 1977 

MOTIONS AND EXCEPTIONS FILED 

MOTIONS AND EXCEPTIONS TO BE DISPOSED 

MOTIONS AND EXCEPTIONS DISPOSED 

MOTIONS AND EXCEPTIONS OPEN - END OF 1977 

INCREASE/DECREASE IN OPEN MOTIONS AND EXCEPTIONS 

2,290 

17,211 

-13,308 

6,193 

-4,755 

1,438 

.-852 

459 

194 

653 

251 

402 

-57 
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MAJOR CASES 

From: 
Term Date 
Certificate Date 
Assignment Date 

GE~E~AL JYJRY _CASES 

I From: 
Term Date 
Certificate Date I Assignment Date 

I GENERAL NON-JURY CASES 
From: I Ter:m Date 
Certificate Date I Assignment Dale 

0-6 mo. 

16'1, 

412 (15.4.) 
2,519 (94.3) 

10 (1.5) 
221 (33.4.) 
627 (94.7) 

30 (5.9) 
324 (63.8) 
4.42 (87.0) 

I ( ) indicates percent of total disposed cases 
* indicalt's percentage less tllwl .5% 

'1.,1 (! 
,\ 

I 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
CIVIL TRIALS 

BREAKDOWN OF DISPOSED CASES BY AGE 
JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS, 1977 

A~e of Cases At Diseosition 

7-12 mo. 13-18 mo. 19-24 mo. 

56 (2) 110 (4.1) 112 (4.2) 
291 (10.9) 200 (7.5) 212 (7.9) 

41 (1.5) 12* 5* 

Total Disposed Cases - 2,670 

41 (6.2) 
102 (15.4) 

15 (2.3) 

65 (9.3) 
66 (10.0) 
11 (1.7) 

67 (10.1) 
60 (9.1) 

2* 

Total Disposed Cases - 662 

60 (11.8) 
100 (19.7) 

33 (6.5) 

86 (16.9) 
24, (4.7) 
13 (2.6) 

53 (10.4) 
21 (4.1) 

5* 

Total Disposed Cases - 508 

2-4 yrs. 

556 (21.2) 
917 (34.3) 

9* 

140 (21.1) 
147 (22.2) 

6* 

166 (32.7) 
32 (6.3) 
13 (2.6) 

Average Age in Months 

Over 4 yrs. 

1,810 (67.8) 
638 (23.9) 
84 (3.1) 

339 (51.2) 
66 (10.0) 

1* 

113 (22.2) 
7 (1.4) 
2* 

- -

1977 

56 
31 

2 

49 
19 

1 

35 
6 
2 

. 
1976 

58 
28 

3 

36 
16 

1 

26 
7. 

22 

n 31 
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CRIMINAL TRIALS IN PHILADELPHIA COURTS 
_~ .... _.~.·s._ ._. 

Criminal cases in which the maximum potential penalty is imprisonment for five years or more are tried 

III the Court of Common Pleas, where the defendant has the right to demand trial before a jury. 

For administrative purposes, criminal trials in the Court of Common PleCis are assigned to one of three 

programs. The Homicide program, as its n3me indicates, handles all cases in which the defendant is accused of 

a felonious, homicide. The Major -Felony program. hears all cases (other than homicides) which the District Attorney's 

office believes will involve substantial legal problems, complexity of preparation, multipl~ defendants or a large number 

of witnesses. All cases in which a jury trial has been demanded and all cases involving rape also are designated 

Major Felony cases. All other Common Pleas criminal trials are assigned initially to the Felony Non-Jury program. 

All criminal cases in which the maYJmum potential penalty does not exceed. five years imprisonment are tried 

before a judge without a jury in the Municipal Court and the defendant, upon conviction, has an absolute right to 

appeal for a trial de novo before a judge and jury in the Court of Common Pleas. 

As soon as possible after arrest, a defendant accused of a criminal offense is brought before a Municipal Court 

judge for preliminary arraignment. At the preliminary arraignment, the defendant is appris:ed of the nature of the charge 

against him, of his right to counsel and, upon evidence of indigency, of his right to court-appointed counsel. At this 

siage of the proceedings, he is interviewed by representatives of the Pretrial Services Division and matters pertaining to 

bail are determined. At the preliminary arra'gnment, a date for a preliminary hearing in the Court of Common Pleas 

or, dependin~ on the severity of the potential penalty for the offense involved, for trial in Municipal Court is set. 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
CRIMINAL TRIALS 

JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS 1977 

MAJOR 
HOMICIDE FELONY 

ACTIVE DEFENDANT RECORDS - START OF 1977 308 570 

I,ESS: SENTENCE DEFERRED DEFENDANT RECORDS 128 173 

DEFENDANT RECORDS AVAILABLE FOR TRIAL -
START OF 1977 180 397 

NEW DEFENDANT RECORDS ENTERED 340 1,649 

DEFENDANT RECORDS ENTERED AS RESULT OF 
NEW TRIAL GRANTED 0 0 

NET DEFENDANT RECORDS PREVIOUSLY 
DEFERRED REINSTATED 18 22 

DEFENDANT RECORDS TO BE ADJUDICATED 538 2,068 

DE"'ENDANT RECORDS ADJUDICATE};) 364 1,413 

NET ~EFENDANT RECORI'S PLACED IN 
DEFERRED STATUS 3 7 --
DEFENDANT RECORDS AVAILABLE FOR TRIAL -
END OF 1977 171 648 

PLUS: SENTENCE DEFERRED DEFENDANT RECORDS 103 224 

ACTIVE DEFENDANT RECORDS - END OF 1977 274 872 

INCREASE/DECREASE IN DEFENDANT RECORDS 
AVAILABLE FOR TRIAL (LINE 10 MINUS LINE 3) -9 +251 

DEFERRED DEFENDANT RECORDS 
(Not included in total of "Active Defendant Records" Above) 

DEFENDANT WITH EXCUSABLE ILLNESS 

DEFENDANT IN MILITARY SERVICE 

DEFENDANT INCARCERATED OUTSIDE COUNTY 

DEFENDANT AT LARGE -- FUGITIVE HENCH WARRANT ISSUED 

DEFERRED AT REQUEST OF DISTRICT. 'ATTORNEY OR COURT ADMINISTRATION 

TOTAL: 

FELONY 
NON-JURY 

2,683 

416 

2,267 

5,758 

229 

183 

8,437 

6,952 

36 

1,449 

380 

1,829 

-818 

:r.2LYi 
3,561 

717 

2,844 

7,747 

229 

223 

1l,043 

8,729 

46 

2,268 

707 

2,975 

-576 

45 

17 

12 

1,449 

347 

33 
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CRIMINAL TRIALS¥.' 

HEW CASES V5. CASE DISPOSITIOHS New Cases 

/I Case OispositiGns __ _ 
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Aug. , 

I 
Sep. 

I 

I 
Oct. 

I 

Iii Iii 
Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. 

I I I I I I 

1977 

CASE INVENTORY AT END OF TERM 

I I I I I 
Aug. Slip. Oct. Nov. Gee. 

I I I I I 

I j' I 
May JUII. JUl. 

, t i 

* Criminal Trials include Homicide, Major Felony and Felony Non-Jury Programs. 
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CATEGORY DESCRIPTION 

MURDER 

MANSLAUGHTER 

ROBBERY 

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 

MINOR ASSAULT 

BURGLARY 

LARCENY EXCEPT AUTO 

AUTO LARCENY-THEFT 

EMBEZZLEMENT/FRAUD 

STOLEN PROPERTY 

FORGERY/CNTRFEITING 

RAPE 

ASSL T II< ATTEMPT RAPE 

STATUTORY RAPE 

INDECENT ASSAULT 

COMMERCIAL.IZED VICE 

OTHER SEX OFFENSES 

POSSESS/USE NARCOTICS 

SALE/USE OF NARCOTICS 

OTHER DRUG OFFENSES 

WEAPONS OFFENSES 

OFNS VS FAMIL.Y II< CHILU 

L.IQUOR L.AWS 

DRIVING WHILE INTOX. 

OTHER MOTOR VEH. CFNS 

DISORDERL.Y CNDUCT-VAG 

GAMBL.INC;; 

ARSON 

ABORTION 

BIGAMY 

CNTRIB. TO DELIQUNCY 

OFNS VS PUBL.IC JUST. 

PRISON BREACH, ETC. 

BL.ACKMAIL./EXTORTION 

KIDNAPPING 

MAL.ICIOUS MISCHIEF 

TRESPASSING 

OFFENSES VS CM NWEAL. TH 

OFFNS VSPUBL.IC PEACE 

OFFNS VS PUBL.IC MORAL.S 

OFNS VS PUBLIC POL.ICY I 

MISC. HOL,DING OFFNSES 

DELINQUENCY OFFENSES 

OFNS-PUBL.IC POLICY II 

OFNS·PUBL.IC POL.ICY III 

MISC. FEDERAL OFFNSES 

UNCL.ASSI FI ED 

TOTALS 

TOTAL. 

DEl=. 

DISP. 

356 

25 

1814 

1516 

243 

1896 

842 

92 

196 

180 

14 

358 

96 

17 

76 

37 

37 

552 

2 

8 

62 

6 

94 

11 

39 

23 

36 

4 

55 

19 

6 

2 

10 

3 

1 

4 

5 

8738 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 

DEFENDANT DISPOSITIONS 

JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS 1977 

TOTAL. 

NON­

CONV. 

GL.TY. 

AS 

CHGED 

GL.TY. 

L.ESS. 

OFF. 

-,"NON-CONVICTIONS" 

DISM NON- JURY 

-**'*CON V lCTIONS· * •• 

!j2 

13 

1196 

551 

104 

515 

253 

42 

66 

91 

2 
153 

30 
8 

19 

15 

15 

189 

2 

37 

6 

4G 
9 

28 
19 

11 

3 

34 

7 

5 

3 

3 

282" 

213 

10 

1086 

647 

64 

875 

315 

19 

55 

47 

11 

153 

32 

7 

31 

10 

14 

261 

2 

5 

21 

49 

2 

5 

4 

12 

15 

12 

3 

2 

4 

2 

3990 

88 

2 

213 

233 

54 

342 

205 

19 

46 

19 

A9' 

33 

2 

25 

9 

6 

59 

4 

2. 

7 

1419 

PROS. 

WID 

19 

6 

209 

286 

61 

291 

la2 

29 

50' 

48 

I' 

39 

12 

5 

9 

8 

10 

94 

20 

6 

28 

9 

24 

7 

6 

3 

21 

5 

5 

1 

2 

2 

11101 

JURY 

24 

6 

261 

242 

43 

214 

71 

13 

14 

43 

I 

95 

14 

2 

9 

7 

5 

92 

2 

17 

11 

3 

12 

5 

12 

1221 

9 

I 

26 

23 

10 

2 

19 

4 

3 

103 

GLTY 

PLEA 

95 

2 

852 

491 

81 

929 

399 

26 

86 

A7 
11 

75 

28 

7 

34 

13 

9 

214 

I 

4 

9 

30 

2 
4 

14 

6 

12 

3 

2 

2 

2 

3492 

NON­

JURY 

99 

8 

388 

364 

35 

270 

121 

12 

12 

19 

66 
31 

19 

5 

6 

100 

2 

14 

19 

5 

3 

8 

2 

16'12 

JURY 

107 

2 

59 

25 

2 

18 

3 

61 

6 

5 

6 

2 

2 

2 

305 

TRANS 

3 

19 

85 

21 

164 

69 

12 

29 

23 

I 

:> 

1 

3 

2 

43 

5 

4 

6 

5 

2 

1104 

35 



CATEGORY DESCRIPTION 

MURDER 

MANSLAUGHTER 

ROBBERY 

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 

MINOR ASSAULT 

BURGLARY 

LARCENY EXCEPT AUTO 

AUTO LARCENY-THEFT 

EMBEZZLF.MENT/FRAUD 

STOLEN PROPERTY 

FORGERY/CNTRFE!TING 

RAPE 

ASSLT 8< ATTEMPT RAPE 

STATUTORY RAPE 

INDECENT ASSAULT 

COMMERCIALIZED VICE 

OTHER SEX OFFENSES 

POSSESS/USE NARCOTICS 

SALE/USE OF NARCOTICS 

OTHER DRUG OFFENSES 

WEAPONS OFFENSES 

OFNS VS FAMILY 8c CHILD 

LIQUOR LAWS 

DRIVING WHILE INTOX. 

OTHER MOTOR V.e:H. CFNS 

DISORDERLY CNDUCT-VAG 

GAMBLING 

ARSON 

AEiORTI,ON 

BIGAMY 

CNTRIB. TO DELIQUNCY 

OFNS VS PUBLIC JUST. 

PRISON BREACH. E1:C. 

BLACKMAIL/EXTORTION 

KIDNAPPING 

MALICIOUS MISCHIEF 

TR'ESPASSING 

OFFENSES VS CMNWEALTH 

OFFNS VS PUBLIC PEACE 

OFFNS VS PUBLIC MORALS 

OFNS VS PUBLIC POLICY I 

MISC. HOLDING OFFNSES 

DELINQUENCY OFFENSES 

OFNS-PUBLIC POLICY II 

OFNS-PUBLIC POLICY III 

MISC. FEDERAL OFFNSES 

UNCLASSIFIED 

36 TOT,ALS 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
DEFENDANT DISPOSITIONS 

ANALYSIS OF DEFENDANT SENTENCING 
JANUj~RY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS 1977 

MOST SERIOUS CHARGE C'?NVICTED 

TOTAL MINUS ADJ. NON 

CONV. 

GLTY NON­

JURY 

JURY PRISON SENTENCE •••• 

DISP. 

268 
101 

1616 

1482 

261 
1657 

778 

142 

193 

491 

68 

309 

64 

29 

73 

30 

53 
511 

50 

7 

107 

I 

6 

95 

12 

53 

23 

56 

14 

108 

19 

14 

2 

18 

14 

5 

6 

8738 

TRNS DISPo 

PRO WID 

22 246 

6 95 

228 1388 
371 1111 

82 179 

455 1202 

251 527 
41 101 

79 114 

71 420 

2 66 

42 267 

13 51 

5 24 

10 63 

II 19 

12 41 

137 374 

20 

6 

33 

9 

28 

7 

12 

4 

26 

5 

3 

6 

2 

I 

2 

2 

2005 

50 

1 

81 

82 

3 

25 

16 

44 

10 

82 

14 

II 

2 

12 

12 

3 

4 

6733 

33 

7 

287 

265 
43 

224 

71 

13 

16 

4:3: 

114 

18 

3 

10 

7 

5 

95 

2 

17 

12 

4 

12 

5 

13 

2 

1324 

13 

7 
21 
24 

24 

19 
13 

13 

14 

10 

2 

43 

35 

13 

1'3 

37 

12 

25 

29 

20 

19 

16 

75 

II 

16 

14 

33 

25 

20 

CONV. 

213 

88 

1101 

846 
136 

979 

88 

98 

377 
65 

153 

33 

21 

53 

12 

36 

279 

50 

5 

70 

50 

3 

21 

4 

39 

10 

69 

12 

II 

2 

12 

12 

2 

3 

5409 

% PLEA 

87 68 

93 29 

79 716 

76 459 

76 83 

81 740 

87 339 
87 45 

86 82 

90 304 

98 64 
57 47 

65' 17' 

88 16 

84 24 

63 8 

88 21 

75 176 

100 42 

71 4 

80 

IGO 

81 
lOa, 

84 

25 

89 

100 

84 

86 

100 

100 

100 

100 

67 

.75 

38 

30 

Z 

10 

4 

31 

5 

44 

12 

10 

2. 

8 

7 

3 

80 3492 

57 

44 

329 

356 

50 

221 

I I 2 

43 

12 

71 

I 

50 
14' 

5 

27 

4 

7 

98 

8 

28 

20 

I 

II 

6 

5 

21 

4 

!! 

11112 

TRIAL OV. 2 YR% UN. 2 YR.% PRI'I. 

88 

15 

56 

31 

3 

17 

5 

4 

2 

56 

Z 

2 

8 

5 

4 

2 

4 

305 

200 94 
44 50 

325 30 

71 8 

II 8 

105 II 

II 2 

3 3 

7 7 

8 2 

112 73 

15 45 

5 

4 8 
I 8 

17' 47 

19 7 

2 

4 

3 

4 

4 

6 

8 

10 

6 

50 

989 18 

3 

8 9 

429 39 

258 30 
31 23 

304 31 

155 34 

26 30 

II 11 

91 24 

10 15 

26 17 

8' 24 

7 33 

21 40 

6 17 

63 23 

9 18 

12 17 

II 2Z 

I 33 

2 10 

8 21 

3 30 

12 17 

5 42 

4 36 

2 17 

2 17 

2. 67 

1530 211 

95 

59 

68 

39 
31 

42 

36 

33 

18 

26 

15 

90 

70 

38 

47 

8 

64 

29 

2~ 

23 

22 

33 

10 

28 

40 

23 

42 
36 

17 

17 

411 

PROB. 'i. 

SENT % 

10 5 
36 41 

345 31 

497 59 
90 66 

561 57 

281 62 

57 65 

77 79 

272 72 

54 83 

14 9 

10 30 
13 <;2 

27 51 

8 67 

13 36 

195 70 

39 78 

'I 100 

51 73 

100 

36 72 

:2 67 
6 29 

2 50 

28 72 

,; 60 

47 68 

7 58 

7 64 

8 87 

8 67 

33 

2814 52 

SENT. 

SUSP. 

2 
18 

7 

8 
2 

2 

5 

I 

I, 

3 

4 

3 

2 

2 

83 

" 

FINES 

COST 

REST. 

2 
3 

I 

3 

3 

9 

2 

3 

2 

33 
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I 
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PIIlLADELPIUA 

I 
CRIMINAL TRIALS 

TABLE OF DEFENDANT DISPOSITJ 0 NS - 1977 
BY SEX, RACE AND AGE 

I 
TOTAL AND 

I NUMBER OF DEFENDANTS PRISON BAIL FUGITIVE PERCENTAGES 
-

I 
SEX 

MALE 3,158 4,920 7 8,085 (93%) 

FEMALE 108 543 2 653 (7%) 

I TOTAL 3,266 5A63 9 8,738 

RAGE 

I CAUCASIAN 415 1,348 2 1,765 (20%) 

NEGRO 2,604 3,730 5 6,339 (73%) 

I 
OTHER OR UNKNOWN 247 385 2 634 (7%) 

~ 

TOTAL 3,266 5,463 9 8,738 

I 
AGE 

UNDER 21 515 1,049 2 1,566 (18%) 

21 TO 30 1,889 2,725 2 4,616 (53%) 

I 31 TO 40 530 904 0 1,434 (16%) 

41 TO 50 130 396 1 527 (7%) 

51 TO 60 41 163 0 204 (2%) 

I 61 AND OVER 16 36 0 52 (1%) 

VNKNOWN 145 190 4 339 (4%) 

I TOTAL 3,266 5,463 9 8,738 

I 
I 

37 

I 
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Cases Pending 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
CRIMINAL TRIALS 

HOMICIDE PROGRAM 
JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS, 1977 

New Cases Cases Disposed Cases Pending 
Received During During At End Of 

Increase/ 
Decrease 

Beginning of Year Report Period Report Period Report Period In Cases --
1974 540 477 610 407 -133 
1975 407 496 569 334 -73 
1976 334 434 460 30B -26 
1977 30B 355 389 274 -34 

RATIO OF DISPOSITIONS TO FILINGS, 197'7 

Jan. LOB April 0.93 July 1.BO 
Feb. LIB May 1.09 August 0.61 
March 1.40 June 1.50 Sept. 1.B6 

For the fourth consecutive year, there has 
the first of the year. Since 1974 there has been 
past 12 months dispositions ex.ceeded cases received. 
disposition to filing rate. 

been a reduction i~~ case inventory, down 34 (-11%) 
an overall reduction of 266 cases (-49%). In seven 

Over the last four years there has heen a positive 

Oct. 
Nov. 
Dec. 

since 
of the 
L15 

With case dispositions approximating 32 per month, present inventory represents about an BY: month 
workload. 

--I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

Percent I Change 

-24.6% I 
-17.9% 

-7.B% I -11.0% 

I 
I' 
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I 0.75 
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Cases Pending 
Beginning of Year 

1974 
1975 

.1976 
1977 

1,288 
681* 
741** 
570*** 

~-- ---~ ---------------------------

COURT O.i~ COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
CRIMIN AL TRIALS 

MAJOR FELONY PROGRAM 
JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS, 1977 

New Cases Cases Disposed Cases Pending 
Received During During At End Of 
Report Period Report Period Report Period 

1,679 2,113 854 
1,352 1,332 701 
1,451 1,472 720 
1,664 1,362 872 

* Transfer of 173 cases from the Major Felony to Non-Jury Program. 

** Indicates a one-time adjustment of 40 cases to reconcile computer files. 
*** Transfer of 150 cases from the Major Felony to Non-Jury Program. 

RATIO OF DISPOSITIONS TO FILINGS, 1977 

Jan. 0.79 April 0.82 July 1.10 
Feb. 0.41 May 1.16 August 0.95 
March 0.60 June 1.17 Sept. 0.90 

Increase/ 
Decrease 
In Cases 

-434 
+20 
-21 

+302 

Oct. 
Nov. 
Dec. 

The major felony program experienced an increase in inventory of 302 cases (+53%) since the first of 
the year. Overall for the year, the disposition to filing ratio stands at 0.35. However, when compared with 
the starting case inventory figure for 1974 (1,288 cases) there was a 416 case reduction (-32.3%) over the past 
four years. 

For the entire Common Pleas Criminal program (homidde, major felony and felony non-jury programs) 

Percent 
Change 

-33.7% 
+2.9% 
-2.8% 

+53.0% 

0.70 
0.82 
0.83 

there was a reduction of 586 cases for 1977. For the entire Common Pleas area (civil and criminal programs) 
there has been a reduction of 498 cases. 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 

MAJOR FELONY PROGRAM 
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COURT OF' COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
CRIMINAL TRIALS 

FELONY NON-JURY CASES 
JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS, 1977 

Cases Cases Disposed Cases Pending Increase/ 
C.l'ses Pending 
Beginning of Year 

Received During 
Report I~eriod 

During 
Report Period 

At End Of Decrease 

Report Period In Cases 

1974 
1975 
1.976 
1.977 

Jan. 
Feb. 

2,903 7,802 8,523 2,182 
2,335* 7,926 7,563 2,718 
2,718 8,119 8,304 2,533 
2,683*'" 6,134 6,988 1,829 

Includes an addition of 173. cases transferred from the Major Felony Program. 
Includes an addition of 150 cases transferred from the Major Felony Program. 

RATIO OF DISPOSITIONS TO FILINGS, 1977 

1.56 April 1.25 July 
1.34 May 1.27 August 

-721 
+363 
-185 
-854 

1.20 Oct. 
0.84 Nov. 

March 1.29 June 0.88 Sept. 1.22 Dec. 

The reduction in number, of untried felony non-jury cases was the largest in the past four years, 
down 854 cases (-31.8%) since the first of the year. Using 1974 as a benchmark there was a reduction 
of 1,074 cases (37%). While case filings have decreased by 21% over the last four years, case dispositions 
have decreased by only 18%. Dispositions exceeded cases received in eighl

.,:: of the past 12 months, a 1.14 
ratio of dispositions to filings for the entire year of 1977. 

Cases are disposed of at the rate of 582 per month. Thus, present inventory of 1,829 cases re-
presents approximately a three-month workload (3.1 months). 

Percent 
Change 

·24.8% 
+15.4% 

-6.8%· 
-31.8% 

1.06 
0.83 
0.90 
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HOMICIDE 
No. of Cases 
Percentage 
* Cumulative Percentage 

MAJOR FELONY 
No, of Cases 
Percentage 
* Cumulative Percentage 

FELONY NON-JURY 
No. of Cases 
Percentage 
* Cumulative Percentage 

TOTAL 
No. of Cases 
Percentage 
* Cumulative Percentage 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
CRIMIN AL TRIALS 

ANALYSIS OF DEFENDANT RECORDS AVAILABLE FOR TRIAL 
BY AGE AT END OF DECEMBER TERM 1977 

1-60 
Days 

30 
18% 
18% 

112 
17% 
17% 

425 
29% 
29% 

567 
25% 
25% 

61-120 
Days 

40 
23% 
41% 

220 
34% 
51% 

497 
34% 
63% 

757 
33% 
58% 

121-180 181-240 
Days , Days 

31 22 
18% 
59% 

141 
22% 
73% 

242 
17% 

,80% 

414 
18% 
77% 

13% 
72% 

52 
8% 

81% 

101 
7% 

87% 

175 
8% 

84% 

241 + 
Days 

48 
28% 
100% 

123 
19% 
100% 

184 
13% 
100% 

355 
16% 
100% 

Total Defendant 
Records 
Available 
l\i'or Trial 

171 

648 

1,449 

2,268 

Mean 
Age 
In Days 

313 

231.2 

169.3 

Median 
Age 
In Days 

143 

118 

91 

* The cumulative percentage for any particular category indicates the percentage of total cases availabl~ for trial that 
fall in or below that category. 
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STAFF TRAINING SESSION 

DISCUSSING COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT 

Nelson A. Diaz, Esq. (center), special assistant to 
Vice-President Walter Mondale and former Executive 
Director of the Spanish Merchants Association of 
Philadelphia, is shown with President Judge Bradley 
and Court Administrator Judge Savitt at a meeting 
of the Committee on Services to the Spanish-speaking 
community of the Young Lawyers Section of the 
Philadelphia Bar Association, held at the Antillean 
Indian Archeological Museum. 

Judge Nicholas A. Cipriani was the keynote speaker 
at the final session of the Family Cou rt Division's 
monthly in-service staff development training series 
held at the Logan Square branch of the Free Library 
of Philadelphia. The eight sessions featured talks by 
scholars in critical areas of the Juvenile Justice field. 

LOOKING TO THE FUTURE 

The Board of Judges Court Facilities and Site Comm­
ittee from left, Judges Jacob Kalish, John A. Geisz, 
Albert F. Sabo, Edward J. Blake, Chairman; Marvin 
R. Halbert, Levy Anderson, and Paul A. Tranchitella. 
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CASE INVENTORY AT END OF TERM 

I * Family Court Division include~ Adoptions, Domestic Relations, Juvenile, and Unmarried Mothers. 47 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 

FAMILY COURT DIVISION 

ADOPTIONS BRANCH 1977 

ADOPTION PETITIONS GRANTED: 

NUMBER OF ADOPTEES: 

MALES 
FEMALES 

WillTE 
NON-WillTE 

LEGITIMATE 
ILLEGITIMATE 

ADOPTEE PLACED BY: 

PARENT 
AGENCY 
INTERMEDIARY 
RELATIVE 
ADOPTEE 

RELATIONSHIP OF PE~rrIONER TO ADOPTEE: 

NON RELATED 
STEPPARENT 
GRANDPARENT 
OTHER RELATIVE 

561 

646 

331 
315 

401 
245 

308 
338 

366 
212 
62 

2 

4 

300 
324 

11 
11 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 

FAMILY COURT DIVISION 

DIVORCES 1977 

DIVORCES PENDING - START OF 1977 

NEW DIVORCES STARTED 

DIVORCES TO BE DISPOSED 

DIVORCE DECREES ENTERED 

ACTIVE DIVORCES PENDING - END OF 1977 

INCREASE/DECREASE IN DIVORCES PENDING 

8,070 

7,172 

15,242 

6,427 

8,815 

+745 

49 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 

FAMILY COURT DIVISION 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS BRANCH - 1977 

PETITIONS FILED: (TOTAL) 

SUPPORT OF WIFE OR CHILD 

NON-PAYMENT OF ORDER 

CHILD CUSTODY OR VISITATION 

MODIFICATION OF SUPPORT ORDER 

WOMENS BRANCH - UNMARRIED MOTHERS - 1977 

PETITIONS FILED: (TOTAL) 

SUJ,>PORT OF CHILD 

NON-PAYMENT OF ORDER 

CHILD CUSTODY OR VISITATION 

MODIFICATION OF SUPPORT ORDER 

13,552 

4,371 

1,373 

1,788 

6,020 

7,132 

1,626 

2,300 

272 

2,934 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
FAMILY COURT DIVISION 

JUVENILE BRANCH 

DEPENDENT CHILD CASES - 1977 

REASON FOR REFERRAL OF NEW CASES: 

INABILITY TO PROVIDE CARE 
NEGLECT, ABUSE, ABANDONMENT 

MENTAL RETARDATION 

NO PARENT 
DELINQUENT COURT P~FERRAL 

OTHERS 

DISPOSITION OF NEW CASES: 

DISMISSED OR WITHDRAWN 

PROTECTIVE SUPERVISION 

TOTAL 

COMMIT TO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WELFARE 

COMMIT TO PARENT 
COMMIT TO RELATI VE 
COMMIT TO INDIVIDUAL 
COMMIT TO MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY 

OTHERS 
TOTAL 

336 

<174 

24 

39 
187' 

155 

1,215 

281 

270 
460 

29 
119 

19 
18 

19 

1,215 

51 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 01<' PHILADELPHIA 
FAMILY COURT DIVISION 

JUVENILE BRANCH 

JUY~NILE DELINQUENCY CASES BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION - 1977 

TYPE OF DISPOSITION 

REFERRED ELSEWHERE 

DISCHARGED OR ADJUSTED 

PROBATION 

CONSENT DECREE 

COMMITTED TO: 

INSTITUTION FOR DELINQUENTS 

OTHEIl. INSTITUTIONS OR AGENCIES 

REFERRED TO CRIMINAL COURT 

ADJUDGED DEPENDENT 

OTHERS 

TOTALS: 

NEW DELINQUENCY CASES DISPOSED OF: 1977 

COURT HEARINGS 

YOUTH STUDY CENTER 

TOTALS: 

TOTAL 

221 

6,580 

1,697 

2,701 

593 
'J!l<:: 

.. ..... "1 

122 

187 

79 

12,315 

9.548 
2,767 

12,315 

BOYS 

164 

5,746 

1,594 

2,334 

545 

U8 

122 

97 

77 

10,797 

8,453 
2,344 

10.797 

GIRLS 

57 

834 

103 

367 

48 

17 

90 

2 

1.518 

1,095 

423 

1.518 
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I COURT OF COMMON J)LEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
FAMILY COURT DIVISION 

I 
JUVENILE BRANCH 

JUVENILE DELINQUENCY CASES BY OFFENSE - 1977 

I OFFENSES TOTAL BOYS GIRLS 

I 
HOMICIDE 10 9 1 

ASSAULTS 1,903 1,597 306 

I BURGLARY 2,367 2,302 65 

I 
ROBBERY 1,149 1,098 51 

AUTO THEFT 73,7 716 21 

I OTHER THEFT 1,985 1,797 188 

RAPE 91 91 

I OTHER SEX OFFENSES 114 107 7 -
I DRUG LAW VIOLATIONS 1,112 998 114 

WEAPONS OFFENSES 677 631 46 

I UNGOVERNABLE BEHAVIOR 1,246 637 609 

I VANDALISM (INCLUDES ARSON) 305 279 26 

DISORDERLY CONDUCT 444 390 54 

I LIQUOR LAW VIOLATIONS 3 3 

I 
MOTOR VEHICLf~ VIOLATIONS 79 74 5 

ALL OTIIEI.t OFFENSES 93 68 II 2S 

I TOTALS: 12,315 10,797 1,518 

53 
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AGE 

7 

8 

" .., 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

TOTAL: 

54 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
FAMILY COURT DIVISION 

JUVENILE BRANCH 

JUVENILE DELINQUENCY CASES BY AGE AND SEX - 1977 

TOTAL BOYS 

5 3 

13 9 

43 39 

83 74 

187 168 

509 432 

951 779 

1,672 1,413 

2,403 2,039 

3,440 3,083 

3,009 2,758 

12,315 10,7'97 

I 
I 
"'I 
I 

GIRLS 

I 
2 

4 I 
4 

9 I 
19 

77 I 
172 I 
259 

364 I 
357 

251 I 
1,518 
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BILINGUAL BROCHURES 

LAW DAY 1977 

Prize winners in poster and essay contests sponsored 
by the Young Lawyers section of the Philadelphia 
Bar Association were honored at ceremonies in Room 
653, City Hall, dUling observation of Law Day. The 
winners, pictured with President Judge aradley, from 
.Ieft, are Steven Frielich, Northeast High School; Ann 
Marie Long, Cardinal Dougherty High School; Paul 
Karetny, William C. Jacobs School; Judge Bradley, 
Mary Jane Ma!ldales, West Catholic High School 
for girls; Sister William Ann, who accepted for Rose 
Mahoney, West Catholic High School for girls; and 
Arlene Goldfine, Northeast High School. 

A continuing effort was made to create new "nd're­
vise existing literature to keep the public informed 
'of court services and operations. Currently available 
in English and Spanish are brochures describing Small 
Claims and Landlord and Tenant Courts, the Com-
11)0n Pleas and Municipal Court information source 
list, and the Philadelphia Judiciary Speakers Bureau. 

STUDENTS' RECEPTION 

Common Pleas Court Judges Calvin T. Wilson (second 
from left) and William M. Marutani (right) answer 
questions from University of Pennsylvania Law stud­
ents at a City Hall reception for Judges and students, 
sponsored by the University's Law Alumni Associa­
tion. 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
ORPHANS' COURT DIVISION 

JA1'WARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS 1977 

SALES OF REAL PROPERTY 

CITATIONS 

DISPOSITIONS BY DECREES 1977 

APPOINTMENT 9F GUAJWIAN FOR MINORS 

APPOINTMENT OF GUAR.DIAN FOR INCOMPETENTS 

ALLOWANCE FOR MINORS AND INCOMPETENTS 

SCHEDULES OF DISTRIBUTION APPROVED 

MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS 

COURT EN BANC MATTERS 

APPEALS FROM F..EGISTRAR OF WILLS 

DISPOSITION ON MARRIAGE LICENSE CERTIFICATIONS 

SUB-TOTAL 

OFFICIAL ORPHANS' COURT EXAMINERS 1977 

REPORTS OF EXAMINATION OF TRUST ASSETS APPROVED 

REPORTS OF CEMETERY TRUST FILED 

SUB-TOTAL 

TOTAL 

531 

421 

158 

134 

203 

351 

758 

34 

14 

144 

2,748 

798 

2,030 

2,828 

5,576 

57 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 

ORPHANS' COURT DIVISION 
UNDISPOSED MATTERS 

AUDITS: 

PETITIONS AND MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS: 

TOTAL: 

AUDITS: 

PETITIONS AND MISCELL&l\IEOUS MATTERS: 

TOTAL: 

ADJUDICATIONS FILED: 

PETITIONS AND MISCELLAl\'EOUS MATTERS: 

TOTAL: 

JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS 1977 

511 

68 

579 

NEW MATTERS ENTERED 

1,331 

5,583 

5,914 

DIsrOSED 

1,283 

6,859 

Available 
For 
Disposition 

75 

7 

82 

GROSS ASSETS ADJUDICATED: $755,447,143.00 

UNDISPOSED MATTERS - END OF 1977 

AUDITS: 559 40 

PETITiONS AN n MiSCELLANEOUS MATTERS: 75 12 

TOTAL: 634 52 

Not Available 
For 
Disposition 

436 

61 

497 

519 

63 

582 
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INTERNATIONAL VISITOR 

Judge Youmatsu Hinal)ata (right), Attorney for the 
Ministry of Justice of Tokyo, and former ,AssistCl,nt 
Judge of the Tokyo District Court, visited Philadel­
phia's Court of Commonp~f"as: as part of a fellowship 
program to the United ;:it"i"v"s sponsored by the 
American Bar Association's International Legal Ex­
change (I LEX). He is seen here meeting with 
Common Pleas Court Trial Division Judge William 
M. Marutani. 

(I 

COMMUNITY SERVICE AWARD 

Municipal Court President Judge Joseph R. Glancey 
(left) is shown presenting the court's Community 
Service Award to Bill Baldini (center) of WCAU-TV. 
With them is Judge Calvin T. Wilson, Common Pleas 
Court Secretary of the Board of Judges. 
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CIVIL: 

Code Enforcement 

Landlord and Tenant 

Small Claims 

Sub-Total 

CRIMINAL: 

Preliminary Hearings 

Trials 

Sub-Total 

Private Criminal 
Comp'laints 

TOTAL 

Defendant Records 
Available For 
Disposition 
January 3, 1977 

3,357 

1,015 

5,439 

9,811 

757 

3,693 

4,450 

° 
14,261 

MUNICIPAL COURT OF PHILADELPHIA 

STATISTICAL SUMMARY 
JA.~UARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS 1977 

New Defendant Total Total 
Records Defendant Defendant 
Received During Records To Records 
Report Period Be Disposed Dispositions 

25,141 28,498 23,908 

15,989 17,004 15,839 

31,744 37,183 31,923 

72,874 82,685 71,670 

11,447 12,204 11,128 

30,872 34,565 HO,710 --
42,319 46,769 41,838 

9,047 9,047 9,047 

124,240 138,501 122,555 

Defendant Records 
Available For 
Disposition Increase 
January 3, 1978 (Decrease) 

4,590 +1,233 

1,165 +150 

5,260 -179 

11,015 +1,204 

1,076 +319 

3,855 +162 

4,931 +481 

° ° 
15,946 +1,685 

61·· 
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Cases Pending 
Beginning of Year 

1974 7,035 
1975 7,498 
1976 10,570 
1977 9,811 

Jan. 1.07 
Feb. 0.83 
March 0.93 

MUNICIPAL COURT OF PHILADELPHIA 
CIVIL TRIALS 

CODE ENFORCEMENT, LANDLORD AND TENANT, SMALL CLAIMS 
JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS, 1977 

New Cases Cases Disposed Cases Pending 
Received During During At 1 ,~ld Of 
Report Period Report Period Report Period 

56,908 56,445 7,498 
61,445 58,373 10,570 
69,219 69,978 9,811 
72,874 71,670 ll,OIS 

RATIO OF DISPOSITIONS TO FILINGS, 1977 

April 1.08 July 1.36 
May 1.09 August 0.28 
June 1.19 Sept. 1.06 

Increase/ 
Decrease 
In Cases 

+463 
+3,072 
-759 
+1,204 

Oct. 
Nov. 
Dec. 

There was an increas~ in inventory for 1977, up 1,204 cases (+12.3%). However, it should he noted 
that the Court expE:rienced the iargest influx of new Cg.8eS over the four years surveyed. 

The Court regist~red ito largest number of disposed cases, a 2.4% increase over 1976. More Calles than 
received were disposed of in eight of the past 12 months. 

- .--... ------~-----.---.---"'-:- -- .,. 
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Percent I Change 

+6.6% I 
+41.0% 
-7.2% I +12.3% 

I 
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1.14 

1.17 1 
0.94 
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I MUNICIPAL COURT OF PHI L,A DEL PHI A 

CIVIL CASES * 

I 9000 CASE FILINGS vs. CASE DISPOSITIONS 
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CASE INVENTORY ,AT ~,)~DOF TERM 

I * Civil Cases includes Code Enforcement, Landlord and Tenant and Small Claims. 
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MUNICIPAL COURT OF PHILADELPHIA 

CRIMINAL CASES 

CASE FILINGS vs. CASE DISPOSITIONS 
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MUNICIPAL COURT OF PHILADELPHIA 
CRIMINAL CASES 

JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS 1977 

ACTIVE DEFENDANT RECORDS AT START OF 1977* 

NEW DEFENDANT RECORDS ENTERED 

PREVIOUSLY DEFERRED DEFENDANT RECORDS REINSTATED 

DEFENDANT RECORDS, TO BE DISPOSED 

DEFENDANT RECORDS DISPOSED 

DEFENDANT RECORDS PLACED IN DEFERRED STATUS 

ACTIVE DEFENDANT RECORDS AT END OF 1977* 

LESS SENTENCE DEFERRED DEFENDANT RECORDS 

DEFENDANT RECORDS A V AILABLE FOR TRIAL 

* CHANGE IN OPEN CASE STATUS DURING 1977 

PRELIMINARY 

HEARINGS 

757 

11,780 

5 

12,542 

]1,128 

338 

1,076 

1,076 

+319 

TRIALS 

3,693 

31,246 

no 

35,049 

30,710 

484 

3,855 

132 

3.723 

+162 

Active defendant records at the end of 1977 do not include the following deferred defe:lClant records: 

DEFENDANT WITH EXCUSABLE ILLNESS 

DEFENDANT IN MILITARY SERVICE 

DEFENDANT INCARCERATED OUTSIDE OF COUNTY 

DEFENDANT AT LARGE - FUGITIVE BENCH WARRANT ISSUED 

DEFERRED AT REQUEST OF DISTRICT ATTORNEY OR COURT ADMINISTRATI0N 

tOTAl. Dt.:FERRED DEFENDANT RECORDS 

TOTAL 

4,450 

43,026 

n5 

47,591 

41,838 

822 

4,931 

132 

4,799 

+481 

3 

2 

o 
3,664 

50 

3, 7J~) 
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Cases Pending 
Beginning of Year 

1974 1,274 
.1975 1,225 
1976 950 
1977 757 

Jan. 1.13 
Feb. 0.90 .. 1 1.05 luarcn 

MUNICIPAL COURT OF PHILADELPHIA 
CRIMINAL CASES 

PRELIMINARY HEARINGS 
JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS, 1977 

New' Cases Cases Disposed Cases Pending 
Received During During At End Of 
Report Period Report Period Report Period -.-. 
17,711 17,760 1,225 
13~317 13,592 950 
11,934 12,127 757 
11,447 11,128 1,076 

RATIO OF DISPOSITIONS TO FILINGS, 1977 

April 0.99 July 0.94 
May 0.92 August 0.85 
june 0.97 Sept. 1.00 

Iucrease/ 
Decrease 
In Cases 

-49 
-275 
-193 

I 

+319 

Oct. 
Nov. 
Dec. 

There was an increase in inventory for 1977, up 319 cases (+42.'1%). However, over the past three 
years there have been consistent reductions with a total decrease of 517 cases, so that when compared to 
January 1974, there has been a decrea8~ in inventory, down 198.ocases (-15.5%). Disposition to filing ratio 
stands at 0.97 for 1977. Overall ratio is 1.00 for the past four years. This illustrates ability to dispose 
of cases as they have beenrecei't'ed .. 

Dispositions of preliminary hearings average 926 cases per month. Present inventory of 1,076 cases 
represents approximately a 35· day workload. 

I 
'-Q'~t,,;:, 
.~ r .--
I 
I 

Percent 
Change I 

-3.8% 

I -22.4% 
-20.3% 
+42.1% 

I 
I 

0.971 
1.02 

0.921 

I 
I 
I 
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MUNICIPAL.. COURT OF PHIL..ADEL..PHIA 

PRELIMINARY HEARINGS 

NEW CASES -vs. CASE DISPOSITIONS New Cases 

Case Dispositions _ --

I I T -, I I I I I I I I I I I I I 
Aug. Sep. Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May. Jun. Jul. Aug. Sep. Oct. Nov. Dec. , , , , I I I I I I I I I I I I I 

1977 

CASE INVENTORY AT END OF TERM 
,. 
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Cases Pending 
Beginning of Year 

1974 7,607 
1975 4,585 
19'{6 4,258 
1977 3,693 

Jan. 1.02 
Feb. 1.03 
March 0.94 

MUNICIPAL COURT OF PHILADELPHIA 
CR!MIN AL CASES 

TRIALS 
JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS, 1977 

New Cases Cases Disposed Cases Pending 
Received During During At End Of 
Report Period Report Period Report Period 

30,513 33,535 4,585 
35,238 35,565 4,258 
32,758 33,323 3,693 
30,372 30,710 3,855 

RATIO OF DISPOSITIONS TO FILINGS, 1977 

April 0.99 July 1.22 
May 1.09 August 0.74 
June 1.06 Sept. 0.97 

Increase/ 
Decrease 
In Cases 

-3,022 
-327 
-565 
+162 

Oct. 
. Nov. 

Dec. 

During 1977, the Municipal Court trial program experienced its first increase in case inventory over the 

Percent 
Change 

-39.7% 
-7.1% 

-13.3% 
+4.4% 

0.89 
1.15 
0.95 

past four years, up 162 cases for an increase of 4.4%. Compared to the beginning figure for 1976 (4,258 cases) 
there was a reduction of 403 cases (-9.5%), or a reduction of 3,752 cases (-49%) when compared to 1974. 

Disposed cases exceeded the number received in six of the past 12 months. Overall disposition ratio lS 

0.99. 

The present inventory of 3,885 cases represents approximately a 45 day workload. 
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MUNICIPAL COURT OF PHILAD.ELPHIA 
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CRIMINAL TRIALS 
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. I 
Se~. 

1 
Oct. , 

I 
Nov. , 

I 
De,c. 

I I 
Jar. F~b. 

1977 

I 
Mar. , 

CASE INVENTORY AT END OF TERM 

. 1 
M~Y JUh. , 

i 
,1\ug. , 

New Cases 

Case 0 ispositions __ _ 

f 
Sep. I 

P~c. 

69 



70 

CATEGORY DESCRIPTION 

MURDER 

MANSLAUGHTER 

ROBBERY 

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 

MINOR ASSAULT 

BURGLARY 

LARCENY EXCEPT AUTO 

AUTO LARCENY-THEFT 

EMElEZZLEMENT/FRAUD 

STOLEN PROPERTY 

FORGERY/CNTRFEITING 

RAPE 

ASSLT lie ATTEMPT RAPE 

STATUTORY RAPE 

INDECENT ASSAULT 

COMMERCIALIZED VICE 

OTHER SEX OFFENSES 

POSSESS/USE NARCOTICS 

SALE/USE OF NARCOTICS 

OTHER DRUG OFFENSES 

WEAPONS OFFENSES 

OFNS VS FAMILY lie CHILD 

LIQUOR LAWS 

DRIVING WHILE INTOX. 

OTHER MOTOR VEH. OFNS 

DISORDERLY CNDUCT-VAG 

GAMBLING 

ARSON 

ABORTION 

BIGAMY 

CNTRIB. TO DELIQUNCY 

OFNS VS PUBLIC JUST. 

PRISON BREACH, ETC. 

BLAC KM A I L/EXTORTI ON 

KIDNAPPING 

MALICIOUS MISCHIEF 

TRESPASSING 

OFFENSES VS CMNWEALTH 

OFFNS VS PUBLIC PEACE 

OFFNS VS PUBLIC MORALS 

OFNS VS PUBLIC POLICY I 

MISC. HOLDING OFFNSES 

DELINQUENCY OFFENSES 

OFNS-PUBLIC POLICY II 

OFNS-PUDLIC POLICY III 

MISC. FEDERAL OFFNSES 

UNCLASSIFIED 

TOTALS 

TOTAL 

DEI". 

DISP. 

312 

46 

2620 

6723 

1070 

2900 

4737 

193 

1172 

854 

59 

473 

120' 

7 
309 

188" 

207 

5S15 
30 

145 

1215 
34 

377 

571.0 

64 

1174 

2616 

25 

113 

161 

43 

2 

99 

64 

1 

63 

15 

545 

13 

27 

2 

41838 

TOTAL 

NON­

CONY. 

32 

16 

649 

3113 

314 

697 

1450 

68 

590 

391 

14 

143 

29 

3 

138 

1785 

101 

2938 
12 

54 

298 

26 
355 

1020 

29 

938 
2501 

8 

77 
86 

11 

2 

62 

32 

1 

49 

7 

216 

10 

6 

18269 

MUNICII=»AL COURT OF PHILADELPHIA 

OEFENDANT DISPOSITIONS 

JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS 1977 

GLTY. 

AS 

CHGED 

22 

2 
770 

99 

24 

942 

8 

99 

66 

8 

38 
26 

28 
3';2 

5 

24 

212 

2 

8 

894 

11 

55 

68 

5 

15 

8 

23 

10 

7 

7 

6 

1 

6 

2 

3886 

GLTY. 

LESS. 

OFF. 

3 

31 

242 

95 

65 

124 

3 

25 

27 

2 

13 

6 

15 

45 

4 

106 

2 

3 

I 

2 

815 

DISM 

PREL 

ARRGN 

6 

8 

3 

II 

30 

5 

1 

16 

565 

9 

926 

II 
14 

103 
779 

2 

200 
730 

6 

13 

2 

10 

3451 

PROS 

WID 

I 

61 

1848 

168 

116 

791 

34 

441 

222 

II 

2 

13 

82 

1096 

55 
1791 

I 

34 

181 

5 

244 

164 

21 

688 
1723 

4 

54 

58 

4 

2 

44 

24 

I 

36 

7 

199 

6 

4 

10237 

NON­

JURY 

ACQ 

13 

10 

387 

84 

36 

196 

6 

53 

56 

2 

4 

35 

4 

193 

2 

9 

99 

8 

75 

5 

25 
47 

4 

7 

13 

3 

12 

4 

1397 

CONVICTIONS 

GLTY. NON-

PLEA JURY 

8 

II 

76 

40 

53? 

5 

65 

41 

5 

17 

12 

23 
153 

4 

14 

124 

2 

8 

509 

7 

19 

31 

3 

2 

2 

4 

2 

5 

4 

2008 

17 

22 

734 

118 

49 

534 

6 

59 

52 

3 

34 

20 

20 

274 
I 

III 

194 

2 
388 

5 

38 

37 

5 

12 

6 

21 

6 

5 

2 

6 

I 

2 

2 

2693 

TRANS 

58 

1111 

347 

408 

1293 

61 

239 

228 

27 

7 

4 

47 

29 

51 

1845 

11 

63 

587 

6 

12 

3784 

22 

1.76 
45 

6 

30 

40 

2 

14 

22 

7 

I 

322 

2 

15 

10924 

HEARING 

HELD NOT 

r-/C HELD 

280 

5 

1880 

1487 

215 

1706 

928 

53 

219 

142 

10 

321 

85 

3 

73 

35 

12 

405 

2 

12 

9 

I 
, 5 

2 

10 

20 

22 

7944 

31. 

2 

578 

872 

54 

542 

452 

28 

66 

108 

2 

139 

15 

3 

36 

89 

33 

28 
9 

4 

21 

2 

23 

1 

4 

13 

8 

6 

5 

3 

6 

3184 

I 
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CATEGORY DESCRIPTION 

MURDER 

MANSLAUGHTER 

ROBBERY 

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 

MINOR ASSAULT 

BURGLARY 

LARCENY EXCEPT AUTO 

AUTO LARCENY-THEFT 

EMBEZZLEMENT/FRAUD 

STOLEN PROPERTY 

FORGERY/CNTRFEITING 

RAPE 

ASSLT Be ATTEMPT RAPE 

STATUTORY RAPE 

INDECENT ASSAULT 

COMMERCIALIZED VICE 

OTHER SEX OFFENSES 

POSSESS/USE NARCOTICS 

SALE/USE OF NARCOTICS 

OTHER DRUG OFFENSES 

WEAPONS OFFENSES 

OFNS VS FAMILY Be CHILD 

LIQUOR LAWS 

DRIVING WHILE INTOX. 

OTHER MOTOR '.IE-H. O!='MS 

DISORDERLY CNDIJCT-VAG 

GAMBLING 

ARSON 

ABORTION 

BIGAMY 

CNTRIB. T(;'DELIQUNCY 

OFNS V5"PU'BLIC JUST. 

PRISON 13REACH; ETC. 

BLACKMAIL/EXTORTION 

KIDNAPPING 

MALICIOUS MISCHIEF 

TRESPASSING 

OFI"ItNSES VS CMNWEALTH 

OFFNS VS PUBLIC PEACE 

OFFNS VS PUBLIC MORALS 

OFNSVSPUBUCPOUCYI 

MISC. HOLDING OFFNSES 

DELINQUENCY OFFENSES 

OFNS-PUBLIC POLICY II 

OFN5-PUBLIC POLICY III 

MISC. FED_RAL OFFN5ES 

UNCLASS'PIED 

TOTAL 

MUNICIPAL COURT OF PHILADELPHIA 
DEFENDANT DISPOSITIONS 

ANALYSIS OF DEFENDANT SENTENCING 

JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS 1977 

MOST SERIOUS CHARGE CONVICTED 

TOTAL HRNGS P-W/D ADJ. 

DISP. 

NON- GLTY 

PLEA 

NON PRISON SENTENCE PROB 

SENT % 

SENT. 
DISP. 

31Z 

43 

2589 

6!i1l0 

1040 

2836 

4680 

196 

1179 

930 

65 

471 

119 

7 

297 

1882 

206 

ls578 

55 

145 

132:3 

34 

375 

5719 

1263 

2619 

25 

I 

122 

172 

43 

3 

111 

78 

1 

64 
15 

1147 

13 

17 

41838 

TRNS 

311 

7 

2516 

3410 

616 

2656: 

2673 

142 

524 

478 

39 

467 

104 

7 

156 

153 

.96 

2278 

22 

63 

603 

27 

12 

3795 

204 

48 

20 

44 

68 

30 

19 

25 

8 

I 

329 

2 
111 

DIS 

61 
1854 

176 

119 

802 

'34 

471 

227 

12 

2 

13 

98 

1661 

-64 

2717 

I 

45 

195 

5 

347 

943 

888 

2453 

4 

60 

71 

4 

2 

44 

26 

36 

7 

209 

6 

II 

13688 

35 

12 

1256 
248 

61 

1205 

20 

184 

225 

14 

2 

2 

43 

68 

46 

583 

32 

37 

525 

2 

16 

981 

171 

118 

I 

18 

33 

9 

1 

48 

27 

20 
7 

9 

!l 

7 

3 

6098 

CONY. % 

13 37 

10 83 
387 31 

84 34 

36 59 

196 16 

6 30 

53 29 
56 25 

2 100 

50 

4 9 

35 51 

4 9 
193 33 

2 6 

9 24 

99 19 

8 50 

75 8 

G 

25 

47 

4 

7 

13 

3 

i2 

4 

'397 

15 

40 

22 

2' 
II 

27 

" 
60 

'1 

80 

'4 

23 

CONV. % 

22 63 

2 '7 
869 69 

'64 66 

25 41 

'009 84 

'4 70 
13' 71 
169 75 

14 100 

50 

39 91 

33 49 

42 91 

390 67 

30 94 

28 76 

426 81 

2 '00 
8 50 

906 92 

I I 7 .. 

146 85 

71 60 

100 

100 

14 78 

26 79 

8 89 

100 

35 73 

24 89 

8 40 

7 100 

8 89 

1 20 
6 1111 

3 100 

4701 77 

8 

223 

46 

8 
484 

7 

75 

95 

10 

14 

12 

23 

128 

21 

14 

173 

2 

8 

511 

i i 

57 

4 

8 

2 

6 

12 

3 

II 

4 

2008 

JURY OV. 2YR.% 

14 

2 

646 

1'8 
17 

6 

8 

3 

525 8 

7 

56 
74 2 

4 

25 

21 

'9 
262 

9 

14 

253 

395 

89 

39 

!O 
18 

6 

29 

12 

II 

2 

8 

1 

2 

2 

15 

7 

49 

27 

1 

2 

4 

2 

UN. 2. YR.%PRI% 

138 

25 

'1 
294 

4 

28 

29 

3 

6 

2 

50 

1 

7 

55 

67 

4 

5 

5 

1 

15 

4 

18 45 

50 50 

16 

15 

44 

29 

29 

21 

17 

21 

17 

17 
44 

30 

29 
21 

18 

21 

100 100 

15 

5 

13 

3 

25 

'3 

7 

19 

29 

19 

63 

3 

21 

50 

15 

5 

17 

3 

25 

15 

7 

10 

29 

19 

63 

3 

21 

110 

12 55 
, 50 

575 66 

112 68 

'0 40 
544 54 

9 64 

94 72 

114 67 

7 50 

31 79 

10 30 

39 93 

260 67 

26 87 

16 57 

317 74 

2 100 

2 25 

760 84 

Ii 

59 40 

19 27 

'00 

1 '00 
10 71 

18 69 

3 38 

100 

17 

12 

6 

15 

4 

49 

50 

715 

7t 

50 

17 

33 

SUSP. 

86 
8 

aO 

6 

8 

2 

2 

25 

2 

5 

'8 

9 

'3 
8 

2 

5 

3 

2 

2 

7611 16 17 311' 8& 259 

FINES 

/ COST 

62 
16 

, 3 
.\ 

113 , 
3 

16 

2 

23 

40 

29 

6 

70 

59 

44 

12 

4 

2. 

II 

1117 71 
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l\WNICWAL COURT OF })HILADELPHLL\. 

I CRIMINAL CASES 

TABLE OF DEFENDANT DISPOSITIONS 1977 
BY SEX, RACE AND AGE I 

TOTALS AND I' NUMBER OF DEFENDANTS PRISON BAIL FUGITIVE OTHERS PERCENTAGES 

SEX I 
MALE 5,983 27,057 19 2,710 35,769 (86%) 
FEMALE 358 4,964 3 744 6,069 (14%) I -TOTAL 6,341 32,021 22 3,454 41,838 

RACE I 
CAUCASIAN 1,073 10,607 3 1,253 12,936 (31%) 
NEGRO 4,939 19,445 18 2,052 26,454 (63%) I -- - -TOTAL 6,341 32,021 '22 3,454 41,838 

AGE I 
UNDER 21 1,097 4,911 2 698 6,708 (16%) 
21 TO 30 3,541 13,635 13 1,525 18,714 (45%) I 31 TO 40 1,035 5,446 2 470 6,953 (17%) 
41 TO 50 350 3,314 2 337 4,003 (10%) 
51 TO 60 no 1,919 1 267 2,297 (6%) I 61 AND OVER 50 691 1 147 889 (2%) 
UNKNOWN 158 2,105 I 10 2,274, (5%) I - -TOTAL 6,34] 32,021 22 3,454 41,838 

I 
I 
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1-15 
Days 

PRELIMINARY HEARINGS 
No. I)f Cases 411 
Perc1lntage 38% 
*Cumulative Percentage 38% 

1-60 
Days 

CRIMINAL TRIALS 

No. of Cases 2,392 
Percentage 64% 
* Cumulative Percentage 64% 

MUNICIPAL COURT OF PHILADELPHIA 
CRIMINAL TRIALS 

ANAL YSIS OF DEFENDANT RECORDS AVAILABLE FOR 
TRIAL BY AGE AT END O:F DECEMBER TERM 1977 

Total Defendant 
Records 

16-30 31-60 61-120 121+ Available 
Days Days Days pays For Trial 

277 220 123 45 1,076 
26% 21% 11% 4% 
64% 85% 96% 100% 

Total Defendant 
Records 

61-120 121-180 J81-240 241 + Availahle 
Days Days Days Days For Trial 

791 238 159 143 3,723 
21% 7% 4% 4% 
85% 92% 96% 100% 

Median 
Age 
In Days 

22 

Median 
Age 
In .Days 

43 

* The cumulative percentage for any par ocular category indicates the percentage of total cases available for trial 
that fall in or below that category. 

il 

Mean 
Age 
In Days 

36.9 

Mean 
Ag~ 
In Days 

72 
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THE BOARD OF JUDGES EDUCATION 
COMM!TTi::E PLANS LECTURE SERIES 

From left, Judges Berel Caesar, Chairman; Jacob 
Kalish, Angelo A. Guarino, Judith J. Jamison, Edward 
J. Blake and Calvin T. Wilson. 

A HELPING HAND 

Court Volunteer Services, a division of the Adult' 
Probation Department, in its innovative capacity 
has matched more than 460 community volunteers 
with 835 clients during its first two years of 

operation. 
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STUDENT 

Municipal Court Judge Lynne M. Abraham discussed 
Municipal Court criminal trial procedure with eighth 
grade history students, accompanied by their teacher, 
Hazel Sykes (front row, left), from Sayre Junior High 
School. 

Judge Alex Bonavitacola discusses court activity with 
visiting students from Kensington High School for 
Girls and their instructor, Dan Aherne. 

1\ 

Candidates at the Philadelphia Police Academy visited 
the Court of Common Pleas to observe the trial lof a 
criminal case and to discuss the role of the police 
officer in trial proceedings. Here they are seen during 
a court recess discussing the, case with presiding 
Common Pleas Court Judge Calvin T. WHson. 

VISITS 

':.:::: 
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A. INTRODUCTION 

PRETRIAL SERVICES DIVISION 

SUMMARY OF OPERATIONS 

FOR THE PERIOD ].t\NUARY 1 TO DECEMBtR 131, 1977 

The Pretrial Services Division continues to offer one of the l"..UO;;t innovative and Itomplete pretrial programs 

ill the country. It 8erves the Court of Commoll Pleas, the Municipal Court, the local criminal justice system and 

the citizens of the City of Philadelphia. 

The division has four statistical service components -

Release on Recognizance (ROR); 

Ten Per Cent (10%) Cash Bail; 

Conditional Release (CR); and 

Investigation and Warrant Service (IWS). 
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B. Release Oil Recognizance (ROR) Program 

The Release on Recognizance (ROR) Program offers non-financial release to those adjudged to have strong 

community ties and thereby a high likelihood of returning for trial. The actual form of release is termed "ROR" 

or "Nominal Bail." Activity for the year is as follo\fs: 

1. TOTAL CASES1 

2. CASES DISCHARGED 

(DISMISSED) RATE 2 

3. RECOMMENDATION OF ROR 

RATE 

4. ROB/NOMINAL RELEASE 

AT PAB RATE 3 

5. RECOMMENDATION/RELEASE 

JAN 

2794 

10.3% 

42.6% 

46.5% 

FEB J'rIAR APR 

3123 3438 3051 

8.2% 11.8% 13.5% 

44.8% 45.3% 41.7% 

47.7% 50.3% 42.2% 

MAY JUN 

3152 2758 

8.4% 9.6% 

40.6% 37.3% 

43.2% 41.6% 

JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC TOTAL 

2474 2662 2824 3179 2927 2762 35,144 

8.8% 9.4% 7.6% 9.4% 10.0% 7.0% 9.5% 

37.3% 41.8% 35.3% 36.9% 36.9% 37.0% 39.9% 

42.4% 44.1% 43.8% 37.5% 39.6% 41.6% 43.4% 

A. RATE OF RECOMMENDED 

ROR RELEASED ON 

ROR/NOMINAL 4 69.1% 70.1% 70.7% 61.8% 66.9% 67.2% 71.5% 60.2% 69.5% 61.6% 63.9% 66.3% 66.5% 

B. RATE O:l!' RECOMMENDED 
ROR HEI;D IN MONEY BAIL 5 16.7% 17.9% 13.9% 20.4% 18.4% 22.2% 16.7% 28.4% 19.B% 29.4% 22.5% 23.4% 20.6% 

1 Indicates the total number of persons arrested and presented for interview to the Pretrial Services Division at the Police Administration Building 
[hereinafter PAB] in the Police Detention Unit. It exdudes persons charged with summary offenses, such as shoplifting, contempt of court, Ull­

lawful flight to avoid prosecution and detaincrs. 

2 Rate of discharges to the total cases interviewed at th(~ P AB. 

3 The ROR/Nominal rate consists of those granl(!d ROn. divided by lotal cases minus ·discharges. 

4 This ruLI: is Lh/: number of rCcllIntncIlfJmJ ff)r ROft and ucLuuiJy rcleuHl:(l (III ROR/nominal bail divided hy thl: IIlImber of Lhes/: east:H recollllllelllli:d 
for JWR. 
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JA.N FEB MAR APR 1'V\y JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC TOTAL 

C. RATE OF NOT 
RECOMMENDED 
GRANTED ROR 6 21.4% 22.4% 22.5% 18.4% 2G.9% 20).1% 19.1% 25.4% 24.7% 17.8% 20.4% 22.5% 21.3% 

D. nATE OF NOT 
RECOMMENDED·-
HELD IN MONEY BAIL 7 '71.:2% 72.5% 68.7% 71.2% 74.6% 70.9% 73.9% 66.5% 69.4% 72.5% 73.0% 72.5% 71.4% 

6. FAILURE TO·· APPEAR (FTA) 
A. SCHEDULED COURT 

APPEARANCE:S 8 2492 2189 2442 2270 2346 2328 1944 1790 1958 1937 1832 2422 25,950 

B. B.ENCH WARRANTS ISSUED 
FOR FTA BY ROR 
RELEASEES 9 182 143 143 170 185 181 209 169 169 202 172 172 2,105 

C. FTA RATE 10 7.3% 6.5% 5.9% 7.8% '7.9% 7.8% 10.7% 9.4% 8.6% 10.4% 9.4% 7.1% 8.2% 

7. FUGITIVE RATE (ROR) ~ 11~ 
A. RECOMMENDED 1.0% 1.0% 2.1% 3.0% 2.8% 3.5% 3.5% 2.8% 2.2% 1.8% 1.3% .9% 2.4% 

B. NO RECOMl\1ENDATION 3.3% 2.5% 3.1% 4.1% 4.5% 2.1% 6.6% 6.1% 6.1% 3.7% 2.5% 2.3% 3.5% 

C. TOTAL 1.9% 1.6% 2.5% 3.5% 3.5% 5.6% 4.8% 4.2% 4.0% 2.5% 1.8% 1.4% 4.4% 

5 This rate is the number of cases recommended for ROR, but held in money hail, divided by the number of cases originally recommend.ed for ROR. 

6 This rate is the number of cases without an ROR recommendation, but actually released on ROR/nominal bail, divided by the number of cases 
originally without an ROR recommendation. 

7 This rate is the number of cases without an ROR recommendation, but held ill money hail or without bail, divided by the number of cases without 
an ROR recommendation. 

8 The figure for total court appearances is composed of all ROR releasce!! scheduled for court and either making or missing their 'court appearance. This 
.figure includes all alt)earances: preliminary hearinga, arraignments, miscellaneous continuances and trials'. It is bl'!Jken down into the number originally 
\'ecommended for ROR and those without a recommendation, as well as II total. 

9 Indicates the number of misslld court appearam:e8 out of the total number of scheduled ROR coun appearances. 
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Ten Per Cent (10%) Cash Bail Program 

The Ten Per Cent (10%)' Bail Program was designed for those who are held in financial hail. Under the 

10% system the defendant-or a private third party-deposits 10% of the hail amount set. The hulk of this deposit 

is returned at the conclusion of the case to the person who posted it. Tins process n.ot only provides a financial 

incentive to the defendant to return for trial (the majority of the deposit is returned if the defendant appears), hut 

;also involves an interested third party in the bail process (the private third '--party surety). The money is returned 

,only to the person' who originally deposited it. There is, therefore, a greater likelihood that a third party will be 

willing to "lend" it to the defendant. 

The activity for the year is shown below: 

JAN FEB i\1AR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC TOTAL 

1. RATE HELD IN 
FINANCL.t\L BAlL 12 51.4% 50.6% 47.1% 55.6% 53.5% 57.8% 56.8% 55~1% 55.8% 56.2% 59.4% 57.4% 55.1% 

2. INDIVIDUALS WHO MADE 
FINANCIAL BAlL 13 

10 

11 

A. RATE OF 10% BAIL 14 94.0% 93.1% 92.0% 91.9% 93.5% 92.2% 97.7% 98.0% 98.1% 98.6% 93.8% 96.8% 95.0% 

Indicates the ratc of missed, court appearances to the total number of scheduled court appearances for ROR releasees. 

This rate consists of the percentage of those ROR releasees scheduled for court in the month shown who are still fugitives 90 days or 
longer from the date of failure to appear. Because of the 90 -day delay, the entries for October, November and December are from 1976 . 
. The total fugitive rate for the year is computed only for the first nine months of 1977. 

12 'i.ndicates total number of persons interviewed by the fretrial Services Division in the Police Administration Building (PAB) dctcnlioll Ullil to 
all cases where money bail has been set at the preliminary arraignment. This latter figure does not include cases held without bail. 
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JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC TOTAL 

B. RATE OF OTlIER BAIL 15 6.0% 6.9% 8.0% 8.1% 6.5% 7.8% 2.3% 2.0% 1.9% 1.4% 6.2% 3.2% 5.0% 

3. TYPES OF 10% BAIL POSTED 16 

A. RATE OF "97" 78.2% 77.7% 77.3% 77.9% 79.8% 79.3% 82.5% 77.9% 76.6% 77.6% 79.8% 73.9% 78.2% 

B. RATE OF "07" 21.8% 22.3% 22.7% 22.1% 20.2% 20.7% 17.5% 22.1% 23.4% 22.4% 20.2% 26.1% 21.8% 

4. FAILURE TO APPEAR RATE 17 7.1% 6.5% 5.4% 6.3% 7.0% 7.3% 8.7% 7.2% 7.5% 9.4% 8.6% 7.1% 7.3% 

5. FUGITIVE RATE (10%) 18 1.9% 2.0% 2.6% 3.5% 4.1% 3.2% 4.8% 3.7% 4.2% 3.0% 1.5% 1.3% 3.3% 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

Includes all persons having been arrested since the program began Feb. 23, 1972 who posted bail through any of the accepted methods In 
the P AB, City Hall, a divisional court or the Detention Center during the month or period shown. This includes defendants arrested in 
prior months. 

The rate consists of those posting 10% Cash Bail divided by the total number of individuals who made financial bail in the period shown. 

This rale consists of those posting financial bail other than 10% Cash Bail in the period shown divided by the total number of individuals 
who made financial bail in the period shown. Other methods of posting financial bail include sign-own-bail, corPorate sureties, bail funds, 
payment of the full amount of bail, real estate bail and all other accepted methods of paying bail except 10% Cash Bail. 

"07" and "97" are data processing surety codes defining the methods by which 10% Cash Bail was posted. "07" indicates that the 10%" 
Cash Bail deposit was posted by the defendant himself. "97" indicates that the 10% Cash Bail deposit was posted by a third party on 
behalf of the defendant. 

Indicates the number of missed court appearances out of tilt' total numbt'r of scheduled 10% Cash Bail eourt appearances. 

This rate consists of the IWfeentage 01' those 10% rdeasecs sclll'dult~tI for court ill the month shown who art' still .fugitivc!:! 90 days or 
longer frolll tht: dale of faihm~ to aprenf. Ueeall!;(~ of the 90-day dday, thc (:ntri(:~ for Octolwr, November and 'December are from 1976. 
The tolal is for lh .. lirs!. ninc monthH. 
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D. Conditional Release (CR) Program 

The Conditional Release Program is designed for defendants who cannot achieve release under the ROR and 

10% Programs. Under conditional release, certain conditions-requirements that the defendant cooperate with a named 

community-hased ,group or volunteer sponsor-are attached to the bail release. The defendant is consulted prior to 

such a release and must agree to the conditions. 

offering needed supportive servIces to the defendant. 

The conditions are imposed to reduce the risk of flight by 

The figures for 1977 are as follows: 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY PJN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC TOTAL 

1. PETITIONS TO REDUCE 
BAlL 19 

A. TOTAL REDUCTION 
PETITIONS 

B. PETITIONS GRANTED 
1.) TO ROll 

2.) TO REDUCED 
MONEY BAIL 

C. RATE GRANTED 

28 

4 

15 

67.9% 

17 

7 

6 

76.5% 

30 30 24 

10 13 5 

10 7 11 

66.7% 66.7% 66.7% 

32 23 14 13 22 9 10 252 

3 5 9 5 7 3 4 75 

19 12 2 5 10 1 4 102 

68.7% 73.9% 71.4% 76.9% 77.3% 44.4% 80,.0% 68.9% 

2. CONDITIONAL RELEASE 
PETITIONS 20 

19 

A.TOTAL 

B. NUMBER GRANTED 

100 

96 

106 

90 

HI 

103 

99 

93 

84 

69 

102 

80 

98 

78 

83 

78 

95 

81 

85 

74 

60 

50 

43 

39 

1,066 

931 

Petitions to reduce bail are initiated with the permission of the ddendanl and dt~.fense counsel. They are submitled lo the bail review judge 
at hearings set specially for that purpose. Such hearingB arc held after hail hUI! heml set at the prdiminary arraignment. The eritcria for 
such petitions depend on thc amount of hail originally Hcl, llu: dlarge, lllt~ ba(:kground of tIlt; defendant and the length of tll(~ po!!l-prdflllinary 
arraignment detention before petitioning. Such pt:lition8 I,rl: heard as I:arly aM 1 wo days after theprdiminary arraigfllnenl. TheHe hearings are 
attended hy representatives of the Pretrial S(~rvicel! Divisiou, an af!sistant diHtrid IIllorney and lin assiRtant puhlic defender or the privlIll~ (!oUIlf!d 
on the ca'le. 
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.lA~ FEB ~IAl{ API{ 1\1.'\1 Jl1N JCL :U:C SEP OCT NOV DEC TOTAL 

C. RATE GRANTED 96.0% 84.9% 92.8% 93.9% 82.1% 78.4% 79.6% 93.9% 85.3% 87.0% 83.3% 90.7% 87.3% 

3. CONDITIONAL RELEASES 
A. CUMULATIVE TOTAL 21 2041 2131 2234 2327 2396 24'76 2556 2632 2713 2787 2837 2876 2,876 

B. TOTAL EXPlRED-
CUMULATIVE 22 1808 1891 1988 2084 2182 2273 2348 2420 2474 ,2557 2626 2682 2,682 

C. ACTIVE CASE LOAD 23 233 240 246 243 214 203 208 212 239 230 211 194 223 

4. CUMULATIVE FAILURE TO 
APPEAR (F'fA) RATE OF 
CONDITIONAL RELEASEES 24 4.8% 4.7% 4.5% 4.5% 4.5% 4.5% 4.6% 4.5% 4.5% 4.5% 4.5% 4.5% 4.5% 

5. FINAL DISPOSITIONS OF 
CONDITIONAL RELEASE 
CASES 

A. DISPOSED BEFORE 
TRIAL 25 J4. 24 22 20 24 24 21 22 15 27 29 12 254 

20 Conditional release petitions are initiated with the perrmSSlOn of the defendant and counsel. They are submitted to the bail review judge as 
a "package." They are prescreened by a community-based group or other sponsor, who is willing to supervise the release. The volunteer 
attends the hearing. Transportation of the defendant to the hearing is provided by the Pretrial Services Division. Attendance at the hearing 
otherwise is the same as for petitions to reduce bail. 

21 These data reflecl the total number of Conditional Releases since thr. inception of the program. 

22 These show all cases oncc thcy are released on Conditional Release that have expired prior to the end of the reporting month shown. 

23 This shows the number of cases actually on Conditional Release as of the lasl day of the reporting monlh. The sum of active cases plus 
cumulative expired cases equals dw total Conditional Rekasl~ eaSllo. Tlw lolal fo,r activl~ east:!; is shown as thr. total number on Condilional 
Release to dall\. 

24 Tlw eUllIulaliv(' figures dalt: from llH\ inception of t'lt~ Conditional Rdt:ast~ program. 'fhmu: dala arl: ust:d lo "omooth out" til!: FTA ralt: and 
erealt: a mOI'j' Illl'aningful look al opt\rating lrends. Computations ar.! pt:rfofmt!t1 ill llH: Hanw munrlt:r aH outlirwtl above. 

25 This OCeurii wlll'lI till' ('m.;t\ iH diKI:h,argt:d, nol prosSt~d, proseeutioll wilhdrawll or lhl\ ea!!t: lraIlHft\rrt:t1 to Aec:dt:rlllt:d Rchabilitativt\ DiHpositioll 
(diversjoll). 

""~ 
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JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC TOTAL 

B. REMOVED FROM 

CONDITIONAL RELEASE 26 25 20 26 37 32 22 20 21 17 30 17 23 290 

C. FlNAL TRIAL 

DISPOSITION 

1.) NOT GUILTY 4 3 8 3 8 3 2 4 2 5 1 3 46 

2.) SENTENCED 42 36 41 36 34 42 32 24 20 21 22 18 368 

6. COMP ARlSON OF SENTENClNG: 

TO TO OTHER 

INCARCERATION 27 PROBATION SENTENCE 28 TOTAL 

A. CONDITIONAL RELEASE CASES' 

1.) NUMBER SENTENCED 59 297 12 368 

2.) PER CENT BY CATEGORY 16.0% 80.7% 3.3% 100.0% 

~-----------------~----- r.----------- ------~-------------------------------
B. ALL CASES 29 

1.) PER CENT BY CATEGORY 31.0% 58.9% 10.1% 100.0% 

2.) NUMBER SENTENCED 3710 7029 1204 11,943 

- ,.- _ .. ----. 
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26 In certain instances the conditional release will he changed to ROR without the condition, or the original bail in the case will be reinstated I 
hefore final case disposition. This removes the case from supervision. 

27 
, 

Many defemlants sentenced to incarceration are sentenced to time alrt:ady served, so-called "good time." No actual incarceration follows the 
sentence in such cases. 

28 This includes cases in which the defendant received a suspeTH~cd I:IcnlenclI or WIlS fined. 

29 These dala were taken from the 1976 Annual Report of tlllJ Philadelphia Common Pleas and Municipal Courts. 
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E. Investigation and Warrant Service Unit (IWSU 1 
The Investigation and Warrant Service Unit is charged with the responsibility of coordinating efforts to dispose 

of judicially ordered bench warrants when there has been a failure to appear. The unit has adopted the additional 

goal of actually preventing the issuance of such warrants, increasing the release population and providing necessary 

transportation for the Conditional Release Program. 

The figures for the year are: 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT Nnv DEC TOTAL 

1. WARRANT BACKLOG 

A. RECEIPTS VERSUS 
CLEARANCES 30 

1.) WARRANTS 

RECEIVED 

2.) WARRANTS 

CLEARED 

3.) RATE OF 

CLEARANCES 

B.WARRANTBACKLOG 

740 640 828 738 988 855 908 926 970 1121 1175 839 

793 691 851 703 825 764 772 806 710 807 1000 631 

107.2% 108.0% 102.8% 95.3% 83.5% 89.3% 85.0% 90.3% 73.2% 72.0% 85.1% 75.2% 

BY MONTH 31 6055 6004 5981 6016 61'79 6270 6406 6496 6756 7070 7245 7453 

2. RATE OF DISPOSALS WITHOUT 

PRE- HEARING DETENTION 32 61.0% 48.8% 46.2% 50.8% 5~.8;~ 53.9% 57.9!1~ 53.5%. 57.3% 55.5% 52.4% 52.4% 

10,728 

9,383 

87.5% 

7,453 

53.4% 

30 This compares the total number of warrants cleared in any given month to the total number of warrants received in that same month. 
Cleared warrants are therefore not necessarily issued in the month i.n which they are cleared. 

31 This is the total number of outstanding bench warrants as of the beginning of the time period shown. 

32 These data show the percentage of warrants now disposed without any detention prior to the hench warrant hearing. 
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CIVIC ENDEAVORS 

Common Pleas Court Judge James R. Cavanaugh 
(left) is shown with Bishop Basil LoStllJ1S (center), 
Apostolic Administrator of Ukranian Cathoiics in 
America, and Ukranian press representative William 
Nezowy, ni: a ceremony at City Hall to demonstrate 
the support of several members of the Philadelphia 
Judiciary and the Philadelphia Bar in the calise of 
Valentyn Moroz, a Ukranian historian, illegally de­
tained in the Soviet Union. 

Judge Frank J. Monteml~ro, Jr. (left), Administrative 
Judge of the Family Court Division, also serving as 
International ~;resident of the Supreme Lodge, Order 
Sons of Italy in America, and Joanne L. Strollo, 
President of the Women's Division of the Order 
Sons of Italy, receive a tribute from Leonard T. 
Ebert, American Can/;er Society t 977 Crusade Chair­
man. 

Shown at the Third Annual Police Athletic League 
(PAL) Hall of Fame ceremony to honor former PAL 
youngsters who have achieved success in their chosen 
fields, from left, are U.S. Representative Raymond F. 
Lederer, Common Pleas Court Judge Jerome A. 
Zaleski, both inductees; and Police Commissioner 
Joseph F. O'Neill, PAL President. 

, i 

} ,.~~;;;,l( J 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
~ 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 

PROBATION DEPARTMENT 

IN'rRODUCTION 

The Adult Probation Department of the Court of Common Pleas supervises offenders sentenced to probation 

by judges in Municipal Court and the Court of Common Pleas, as well as parolees released from Philadelphia County 

prisons. In addition, the Department is responsible for conducting presentence investigations and psychiatric examinations 

as requested by the courts and provides supervision for approximately 1000 persons diverted from the court process. 

In all of these functions the primary goal is the protection of the community through the reduction of recidivism. 

The department endeavors to accomplish this through a combination of controlled supervision and assistance to offenders. 

The department is organized into three major divisions of supervision - Field Services, Special Services and 

Diversion Services. The majority of sentenced probationers and parolees are supervised by officers in 19 districts 

located in 12 separate Community Offices. 

The Field Services Division is r~sponsible for community based probation/parole supervision. The individual 

probation/parole officer furnishes per:;onnel counseling while promoting community resources referrals for the client's 

benefit. It is also thp. officer's responsibility to keep the sentencing judge informed of the probationer/parolee's 

progress under supervision. In 1977, in addition to maintaining jurisdiction over the 19 district offices, Field Services 

began experimenting with the use of more intensive liiupervision of some offenders. 

~;,loBt intensive services, however, are the respo,nsibiliLy of the Special Services Division, which provides specialized 

intensive services to probationers and p.urolces with drug, alcohol 01' mental health problems. The Spedl!l Services Division 

is also responsible for several other functiolls of the depal'lllwnl induding the .':mploylll?llt Counseling and Job 
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Referral Unit, the Self-Help Program which maintains a residence for Drug Addicts, the ProbationlPrison/Police Liaison 

Unit and the Court Volunteer Services Unit. 

The Court Volunteer Services Program has continued to increase its activity in 1977. During the last SIX 

months of the year, 258 volunteers provided 14,873 hours of services. This compares favorably with 18,244 hours 

during all of 1976. During the six month period in 1977- most of the 553 clients served were under probation/ 

parole supervision. V olunteel's also worked with persons in the Conditional Release Program and on Pre-Trial Diversion. 

New applications for the use of volunteers developed in 1977 include working with inmates at the Phuadelphia prisons 

who are approaching parole and continuing serviees during parole, conducting parole investigations for the Court and 

assisting women in the Addictive Disease Treatment Community at the House of Correction. 

The Diversion Services Division provides services and supervision to persons diverted from the usual trial process 

by the District Attorney and/or the judge. The program also includes defendants under the Conditional Release system, 

in conjunction with the Court's bail program. At the end of December, 977 persons were under the supervision of 

Diversion Services. 

Existing in conjunction with the above three divisions of supervision, there are a Presentence Investigatinn Division, 

a Pllychiatric Evaluation Division, a Research, Planning and Training Unit and an Administrative Unit. A presentence 

inveatigation report is an inquiry and analysis of the defendant with the primary objectives of aiding in determining the 

appropriate sentence, assisting the correctional institution in classification and treatment programs as well as in release 

planning and helping probation/parole officers with rehabilitative efforts during client supervision. 

The Psychiatric Evaluation Division acts upon a judicial request. It is involved in conducting several types of 

evaluations including: standard psychological and psychiatric evaluations; pre-trial psychiatric/psychological and competency 
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evaluations; and presentence, psyehiatric and psyehologicill t'-, aIuations. TI:<, H('search, Planning alto Training Un 

compiles and analyzes information for the pur:pose or improving service delivery. The Administ·;;t~ve Unit suppmi', 

the functioning of all the above mentioned units. 

Funded primarily through the budget of the Court of Common Pleas, the department also receives funds 

from the Grant-In-Aid Program of the Pennsylvania Board of Probation and Parole, ihe Law Enforcement Assistal; C 

Administration and CODAAP (the coordinating office for Drug and Alcohol Abuse l>rograms). 
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!21§. 
NUMBER 

PROBATION 5,973 

PAROLE· 1,615 

TOTAL 7,588 

----- -- --~-----------------------

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF t-HILADELPHIA 

PROBATION DEPARTMENT 

NEW CASES RECEIVED BY TYPE OF SUPERVISION 

.121l 
PERCENT NUl\!BER PERCENT 

78.7 4,928 77.4 

21.3 1,437 22.6 

100.0 6~365 100.0 

p'ERCENT DECREASE 

17.5 

11.0 

16.0 

The total numher of new -cases received in 1977 decreased hy 16 percent over the previous year. This decline 
is directly related to the decrease in total cases processed hy the courts in 197'1. 

TOTAL CASES BY TYPE OF SUPERVISION 

.!212.. l211. 
NUMBER PERC~N;r NUMBER PERCENr PERCENT DECREASE' 

I!ROBATION 16,704 83.1 17,237 82..2 3.2 

PAROLE 3,404 16.9 3,741 17.8 9.9 

TOTAL 20,108 100.0 20,918 100.0 4.3 

Although the number of new cases received in 1977 decreased, the number of cases closed out also decreased, 
resulting in a slight increase in total number of cases under supervision at the end of the year. 

-.. 
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On Probation and Parole January 1 

New Cases received during year 

Total unqer supervision during year 

Cases reyoked 

Cases expired and/or discharged 

On Probat:ion/Parole December 31 2 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
PROBATION DEPARTMENT 

TOTAL CASES UNDER SUPERVISION 

1976 

20,679 

7,588 

28,267 

992 

7,167 

20,108 

Active cas(\S for supervision from other jurisdictions 42 

1977 

20,.108 

6,365 

26,473 

1,038 

4,457 

20,978 

23 

Restitution Collected 3 $192,390.37 $304,516.56 

1 The figunes at the beginning an.d end of the year inc1ud .. > thol't' ('Ourtt'RY i:,H'leR activt' from other jU';RdirtionR. 

2 At the end of 1977 the average caseload for each probation offker Was 109, or more than twice the highest 
figure rec()lmmended by National Standar~s. The average in Sp[l(~ial Services, where more i~~ensjve folervices are 
provided, was 83, while in Field Services the average W(lS ] 18. 

3 The amoumt of restitution collected II< 1977 increllsed by 5U Jlf'I'(~('"1 OVflr the amount colleeted In 1976. 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 

PROBATION DEPARTMENT 

R.EVOCATION RATES 

When a prob!ltioner or parolee commits a violation of the rules of prohation, such as failure to comply 

with a special condition or commission uf a new offense, a violation hearing is held hefore the judge who 

originally sentenced the person. In 1977 a total of 1,038 probation and parole cases were revoked. This figure 

represents. 4.9 pe.rcent of the total numher of persons under supervision at any time during the year, or 18.9 per-

cent of the total terminations during that period. This compares with a total revocation rate of 13.8 percent durin,g 

1976. 

REVOKED 1 

TOTAL CASES TERMINATED 

PROBATION DEPARTMENT REVOCA'l'lONS 

PROBATION 

812 

4395 
= 18.5% 

PAROLE 

226 

1100 
20.5% 

TOTAL 

1038 

5495 

18.9% 

1 Although this number repregents actual revocations, it does not fully reflect the extent of judicial action 

on serious repeat offenders. Iu many of these cases, when an offender is sentenced to a lengthy prison sentence 

on the new charge, the judge may terminate the probation case rather than revoke it, since the defendant is a1re~dy 

being incarcerated for a long time under the new st'Jitence. 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
PROBATION DEPARTMENT 

PROBATIONIPAROLE HEARIJ\GS 1977 

PROBATION VIOLATIONS 

SPECIAL PROBATION VIOLATIONS 

PAROLE VIOLATIONS 

TOTAL VIOLATION HEARINGS 

PETITIONS FOR PAROLE 

PETITIONS TO TERMINATE PROBATION 

PETITIONS TO TERMINATE SPECIAL PROBATION 

PETITIONS TO TERMINATE PAROLE 

TOTAL PETITION HEARINGS 

TOTAL HEARINGS 

5,941 

505 

452 

6,898 

340 

13 

o 

1 

354 

7,252 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
PROBATION DEPARTMENT 

PSYCHIATRIC EVALUATIONS 1977 

ACTIVE PSYCHIATRIC EVAEUATIONS JANUARY 1, 1977 

NEW PSYCHIATRIC EVALUATIONS REQUESTED 

PSYCHIATRIC EVALUATIONS TO BE DISPOSED 

PSYCHIATRIC EV ALUA1'IONS DISPOSED 

ACTIVE PSYCHIATRIC EVALUATIONS END OF 1977 

INCREASE IN REQUESTS FOR EVALUATIONS COMPARED WITH 1976 

PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATIONS 1977 

ACTIVE PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATIONS JANUARY 1, 1977 

NEW INVESTIGATIONS REQUESTED 

INVESTIGATIONS TO BE DISPOSED 

INVESTIGATIONS DISPOSED 

ACTIVE INVESTIGATIONS END OF 1977 

INCREASE IN REQUESTS FOR INVESTIGATIONS COMPARED WITH 1976 

449 

3,159 

3,608 

3,075 

394* 

145 

343 

2,650 

2,993 

2,753 

329* 

289 

* Note: The number of active cases at the end of December term is adjusted to reflect cancellations and other 
administrative factors. 

When compared with requests for 1976, requests for psychiatric evaluations increased by 4.8% in 1977 
and requests for presentences increased by 12.2%. . 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
CRIMINAL CASES 

* POST CONVICTION HEARING ACT CASES - 1977 

ACTIVE PETITIONS - START OF 1977 

NEW PETITIONS RECEIVED 

PETITIONS TO BE DISPOSED 

PETITIONS DISPOSED--_ 

PETITIONS_PENDING - END OF 1977 

CHANGE IN ACTIVE PETITIONS - 1977 . 

petitions pending at the end of 1977 are classified as follow8: 

PETITIONS FOR HEARING 

--l~~""'l\'D!i~~"~r.::o;:,,!-~,:,,,.,-,,"~Jl!~9~~ ,~EADY FOR LISTING 
. ..--,.~ •. E .. ~~~"" ••.. '""", 

I ;::::~:: ::GU::!:::~M=~:::~~~~=. 
PETITIONS AW AlTING AMENDMENTS 

TOTAL PETITIONS PENDING 

200 

256 

456 

239 

217 

+17 

153 

5 

43 

o 

217 
I 
I 
I 
I 

* The Post Conviction Hearing Act provides an opportunity for a defendant to seek to overturn a conviction by raising 

constitutional questions that were not litigated at triat or UpOIl a,'pf!al. 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF PHILADELPHIA 
MENTAL HEALTH / MENTAL RETARDATION 

JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER TERMS 1977 

INSTITUTIONS/COUR T-HEARINGS 

PHILADELPHIA GENERAL HOSPITAL 
MILLS BUILDING - 6TH FLOOR 

HALL-MERCER CLINIC 
8TH AND LOCUST STREETS 

NORTHEAST COMMUNITY MENTAL HEALTH CENTER 
FRIENDS HOSPITAL 

HAHNEMANN CMHC 
314 N. BROAD STREET 

NORTH CENTRAL, PHILADELPHIA -
COMMUNITY MENTAL HEALTH CENTER 

INSTITUTE OF PA. HOSPITAL 

PHILADELPHIA STATE HOSPITAL 
(FARVIEW CASES HEARD AT PHILA.) 

APPEALS 

ROOM 260-0 CITY JIALL 

TOTALS HEARD BY MASTERS 

MISCELLANY 

PETITIONS DISMISSED 
(REPORTS AND LETTERS FROM DOCTORS AND 
INSTITUTIONS AFTER HEARING BY MASTER) 

DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S 
-CASES DOCUMENTED 
-REHEARING BY MASTER 

FEDERAL COURT CASES 

TOT AL MISCE,LLANEOUS TRANSACTIONS 

199 

425 

507 

153 

224 

303 

28 

9 

34 

1,882 

262 

232 
181 

3 

678 
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