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THE MARYLAND JUDICIAL SYSTEM

COURT OF APPEALS Judicial Selection

Chief Judge and l Commissions

gix associates

Standing Commirtee State Board Administrative Office Commission
on Rules of of on
Practice and Procedure | |Law Examiners of the Courts Judicial Disabilities

COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

Chief Judge and
eleven associates

CIRCUI'I" COURTS

i ! |

FIRST CIRCUIT SECOND CIRCUIT THIRD CIRCUIT FOURTH CIRCUIT h FIFTH CIRCUIT SIXTH CIRCUIT SEVENTH CIRCUIT EIGHTH CIRCUIT
Dorchester Caroline Baltimore Allegany Anne Arundel Frederick Calvert : Baltimore City
Somerser Cecil Harford Garrett Carroll Montgomery Charles '

Wicomico Kent Washington Howard Prince George's
Worcester Queen Anne's St. Mary's
Talbot
(4 Judges) (6 Judges) (12 Judgesj (5 Judges) (9 Judges) (11 Judges) (12 Judges) (21 Judges)

ORPHANS' COURTS

All political subdivisions
except Harford and

Montgomery Counties
THE DISTRICT COURT

CHIEF JUDGE
1
DISTRICT L DISTRICT 2 . DISTRICT 3 DISTRICT 4 DISTRICT 5 DISTRICT 6 DISTRICT 7 DISTRICT 8 DISTRICT 9 DISTRICT 10 DISTRICT 11 ° DISTRICT 12
Baliz Cif Dorchester Caroli Cal ., 5 Carroll Frederick Allegany
timore City P c;iol ine c?,aVSZZ Prince George's Montgomery Anne Arundel Baltimore Harford Howard Washingron Garrett
Wicomico Kent St. Mary's .
Worcester Queen Anne's ‘
Talbx ]
(22 Judges) {4 Judges) (6 Judges) (3 Judges) (8 Judges) (8 Judges) (6 Judges) (12 Judges) | (2 Judges) (3 Judges) (4 Judges) - (3 Judges) ‘



ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS

COURTS OF APPEAL BUILDING
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401

ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATORS
FREDERICK A, FARRIS
ROBERT C. FRANKE
J. ALLEN HINES
JAMES F. LYNCH
MICHAEL W. NIEBERDING

STATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR
WILLIAM H, ADKINS, 11

To The Honorable, The Chief Judge of

The Court of Appeals of Maryland:

Pursuant to Chapter 343 of the Acts of 1955
I respectfully submit the Nineteenth Annual Report of
_this office, covering the period between uly 1, 1973
and June 30, 1974.
L Gl

William H., Adkins, II
State Court Administrator
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ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS

Operations of the Administrative Office

I
i .
| This is the nineteenth annual report issued by the Administrative Office

of the Courts and for the first time includes statistics compiled on a fiscal

O . | , year basis with the présent report covering the period of July 1, 1973 through
- June 30, 1974. Information as to the members of the judiciary and clerks of

court is current to time of publication. Some changes in the format of the

Report have als}o been made., For example, the names of members of the

‘ judiciary and clerks of court will be found in the sections of the report

o pertaining to the courts which they serve. Brief biographies of the newest
: ' ; members of the judiciary as well as information in regard to the Commission

_on Judicial Disabilities and judicial Selection Commissions will be found in

T

the appendix.

Effective January 2, 1975, the collection and compilation of statistical

data as to the circuit courts has been automated, the first step toward the

goal of establishment of a judicial information system for the State of Maryland.
” The electronic process should enable future statistical reports to be rendered
= ‘ ' in a more timely manner than in past years. It should also make possible

i ~ready access to a greater body of statistical data than has been available in the

past.

On July 1, 1974 the title of the Director of the Administrative Office was

changed to "State Court Administrator " by Chapter 359 of the Laws of 1974 as

the result of a recommendation by the Comrmission on Judicial Reform.




The present incumbent, William H. Adkins, 1I, has served since October 1,

1973. In addition to fulfilling the duties of his office as enumerated by
. Section 13-101(d) of the Articile on Courts and Judicial Proceedings he has
also served as Executive Secretary of the Maryland Judicial Conference as |
required by the Maryland Rules of Practice and Procedure,

The State Court Administrator is assisted in the performance of his

duties by a professional staff of five persons. They are Frederick A. Fafris,
Assistant Administrator for REducation and Training; Robert C. Franke,

Assistant Administrator for Reports and Statistics; J. Allen Hines, Assistant

Administrator for Budget and Personnel; James F. Lynch, Assistant Administrator

for Planning and Special Projects and Michael W. Nieberding, Assistant
Administrator for Information Systemns. The profeyssional s,;taff is supported by
a clerical staff consisting of Mrs. Luetta Smith, Mrs. Karen Schmidt,

Mrs.- Carolyn McCabe, Mrs. Joanne Dowgwillo, Mrs. Georgeanna Lambert,
Migs Roxanne Peﬁtebone, Miss Sharon Witter, and Mr. Atlee Huffer.

Four circuit administrators, funded by the judic;iary budget, commenced
their duties in October of 1974, Their function is to assist the Circuit
Administrative judge in the performance of his duties. These new administrators
are Richard H. Outten (First Judicial Circuit), Roger P. Mooney (Second Judicial
Circuit), John A, Davies, Jr. (Fourth Judiciai Circuit), and John G. Byers (Fifth
Judicial Circuit). With their appointment, all political jurisdi¢tions now have

the services of a local administrator except Frederick and Harford Counties.

Increases in the Administrative Office Staff are making possible the

~development of a comprehensive jyudicial education program. Eventually this

10
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rogram will be extended to cover many non-judicial personnel of the judiciary
ZS well. Indeed, the Administrativé Office Staff 1s already working with the
State Court Clerks' Association in connection with excellent training c(;)urses
i i at
developéd by that Association in conjunction with the Adult Education GCenter
;che University of Maryland. .
 provision of the four circuit administrators demonstrates a commi !
to increased administrative support at the circuit court level. As the functions
of these new positions continue to be developed the Administrative Office is
receiving valuable assistance from the locally-provided court a,dmini.strator.s -~. |
Albert 4. Szal of the geventh Circuit, Robert W. McKeever of the Eighth Gircuit,
ﬁugene Creed in Baltimore County, and Roger Carlquist in Montgomery (.Zém:tz;or
The Judiciary Budget,’ which is administered by the State Court Administr ,
exceeded 4-3/4 million dollars for the Fiscal Year July 1, 1973 - June 30, 197 4;1
;xclusive,of the District Court Budget. It is noteworthy that for Fiscal 1974, the
combined Judiciary and District Court Budgets represented only Q. 63%, of the
cotal State appropriations. The figure for Fiscal 1975 is only O. 61%.
It should also be observed that the budget requests of the District Court
and the remainder of the judiciary are combined in & single Judiciary Budget
| for’ Fiscal 1976. This,‘ and other changes in budget format, will mean that the
Judiciary Budget will present 2 more meaningful picture of the financial status
of the judicial system, and will constitute a more useful planning. tool.
The Administrative Office throughout the past year has continued to serve
as Secretariat for the Conference of Circuit Administrative Judges through

s a it li yceedings
Agsistant Administrator Lynch. Confidential records of disciplinary proc g
ssist: 38

11



B
L

R i e 3 o n s
e e e

e
o
SO O
Lt
o
i
P O
2
A

b Sy i

—of that office.

pertaining to members of the Maryland Bar are also maintained by the Office,
In the area of training, all the Assistant Ad‘minist:rators have attended
;one or more regional seminars in judicial administration sponsored by the
- Institute for Court Management of Denver, Colorado.
| During October and November, 1974, Chief Judge Murphy and the State

Court Administrator visited every county courthouse as well as the Baltimore

City Courthouse. Meetings were held with every circuit court and Supreme

Bench court clerk and with almost every circuit court and Supreme Bench judge
| These meetings afforded an invaluable opportunity to meet with the clerks
and judges on an informal basis and to iearn at first hand about administrative
and physical facility problems in the field. During 1975, a similar visit to the
District Court is contemplated. l
The State Court Administratar visited the State Court Administrator of

Colorado, Harry O. Lawson, on August 8 and 9, 1974 to observe the operations
He also attended the twentieth annual meeting of the Conference
of State Court Administrators held on August 12 ~ 15; 1974 at Honolulu, Hawaii.
In December, 1974, he attended the annual meeting of the Council of State Court
Representatives of the National Center for State Courts in Denver, Colorado.

- The State Board of L.aw Examiners

Included in the 4-3/4 million dollar figure and located physically within the
Administrative Office are the operations of the State Board of Law Examiners
and Court of 'Appeals Standing Committeé on Rules of Practice and Procedure,
| The members of the State Board of Law Examiners are Vincent L. Gingerich,

Esquire of Montgomery County, Chairmean, Charles H. Dorsey, Jr., Esciuii*e of

12
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Baltimore City and Dorothy {4, Thompson, Bsquire of Talbot County. The
full-time staff of the ’Board includes Secretary John E. qurner, Clerk
Mildred H. Pullen and secretaries Mrs. Dorothy Pugh and Mrs. Consf:a.nce
Taylor. 'Reveﬁués from filing fees of candidates for the Bar are sufficient
éo fu.lly fund the expenses of operation of the Board.

In addition to administering two examinations per yeat, the Board also
proceSses applications for admission on motion under Rule 14. Durin-g thte
period of July 1, 1973 - June 30, 1974 the Board received 56 such applications. e
Fifry-eight persons Were recommended for admission to the Bar under the sam
procedure during the period.

i i examination
The following sratistical data reflects the size of the task in the exa

process of recent years.

' L
| CANDIDATES TOTA
. EXAMINATION  NOWEE® poamG pIRST SUCCESSFUL
CANDIDATES TIME _ CANDID
| 117
1
WINTER 1969 334 o 117
SUMMER 1969 493
» 148
WINTER 1970 343 2 148
SUMMER 1970 504
, 1 131
WINTER 1971 349 y 131
SUMMER 1971 447 i
1
WINTER 1972 331 101 155
SUMMER 1972 564 ”
WINTER 1973 390 L1 169
SUMMER 1973 722 .
Y
WINTER 1974 391 is9 273
SUMMER 1974 752 | |

13



A total of 265 candidates for the Winter 1974 €xamination graduated

from
one of the two law schools in Maryland while 422 such persons were
»cand
ndidates for the Summer 1974 examination, The results of their endeavors

were as follows.

EXAMINATION

N Ul\(/)IgER Pgé%SI\IDIDATES TOTAL
ING FIRST  SUCCES:
CANDIDATES TIME CANDISif[‘[l{:g
WINTER. 1974
University of
Baltimore 233 74 1
51
University of
Maryland 32 15
27
SUMMER 1974
University of ' o
Baltimore 256 80
| 88
University of
Mazryland _ 166 : 148 150

Standmg Committee on Ruleg of Practice and Procedure

T
he Court of Appeals Standing Commlttee on Rules of Practice and
P
rocedure meets regularly and is continually proposmg changes for

1mprovement of the Maryland Rules and Maryland District Rules. Its

members de
vote many hours to the work of the Committee without receiving

any compensatmn for their efforts.

the
rules, the Comm1ttee has worked on full rev1s1ons of the Chapter 700

Criminal Ca
uses rules and subtitle BV pertaining to D1sc1plme of Attorneys ‘

The members of the Rules Cormmttee are: Hon, Kenneth C. Proct
or,

ik
i

R e e e e
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Chairman; Albert D. Brault, Esquire; Hon. Clayton C. Carter; Hon. J. Joseph
Curran, Jr.; Frank A. DeCosta, Jr., Esquire; Leo William Dunn, Jr., Esquire;
John O, Herrmann, Esquire; Hon. Frederick W, Invernizzi; Alexander G. Jones,
Esquire; ‘James J. Lombardi, Esquire; Henry R. Lord, Esquire; Hoﬁ; John F,
McAuliffe; George W. McManus, Jr., Esquire; Herbert Myerberg, Esquire;
Paul V. Niemeyer, Esquire; Hon., Emory H. Niles; Hon. Joseph E. Owens;
C. Merritt Pumphrey; Russell R. Reno, Jr., Esquire; Lawrence F. Rodowsky,
Esquire; Neil Tabor, Esquire; William Walsh, Esquire; and Alan M. Wilner,
Esquire. During the past year Assistant Administrator Farris has served the
Committee in the capacity of Reporter as well as Acting Reporter. Richard
W. Whitlock, Esquire, briefly served as Reporter from August 14 ~ December
.3, 1974. Professor Bernard Auerbach‘ serves as Assistant Reporter.

. Consultants for the Chapter 700 project are Fred Warren Bennett, Esquire;
Robert E. Cahill, Esquire;’ Darrow Glaser, Esquire; J. Carroll Holzer, Esqu:ire;
Hon. Joseph C. Howard; Hon. Marvin J. Land; Alan H. Murrell, Esquire;

William J. Rowan, III, Esquire; Andrew L. Sonner, Esquire; James R, White,

 Esquire; and Hon. Howard S. Chasanow. Special Reporters for the project are

Thomas L. Craven, Esquire; John F. Fader, II, Esquire; and Robert J. Ryan,
Esquire; Prior to his elevation to the Court of Special Appeals, Judge Ridgely

P. Melvin, Jr. served as a member of the Rules Committee and as Chairman

~ of the Chapter 700 project.
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11
]UDICIAL CONFERENCES AND
JUDICIAL EDUCATION
) R

THE MARYLAND JUDICIAL CONFERENCE
Thé thirtieth annual meeting of the Maryland Judicial Conference will
be held on April 17, 18 and 19, 1975 at Baltimore City. Most of the meeting
will be devoted to a program on the law of evidence which has been jointly
planned by the Executive and Judicial Education Committees of the Conference.
In addition, the Judicial Education Committee’ has planned a series of workshops
on the same subject of evidence to be held on April 25, 26 and 27, 1975, May 16,

17 and 18, 1975 and June 6, 7 and 8, 1975 at College Park. Members of the

judiciary will be invited to attend one of these workshops.

NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF TRIAL COURT JUDGES

The 1974 session of the National Conference of Trial Court Jﬁdges was
held on August 12 - 15 at Honolulu, Hawaii. Official delegates attending the
meeting from Maryland were Circuit Court Judges George B. Rasin, Jr. and
James W. Murphy. Present delegates to the Conference in addition to Judge

Murphy are Circuit Court Judges H. Kemp MacDaniel and Richard M. Pollitt.

NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF SPECIAL COURT JUDGES

The 1974 session of the National Conference of Special Court Judges
was held on August 12 - 15 at Honolulu, Hawaii. Attending the meeting as

official delegates from Maryland were District Court Judges Charles J. Kelly,

James Magruder Rea, and Frederick C. Wright, III.

16
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NATIONAL COLLEGE OF THE STATE JUDICIARY

.

h. The graduates and their years of attendance follow.
ch.

1964

» 3%,
Hon William B. Bowie Hon., Harry E. Dyer T

1965
Hon. Robert E. Clapp, Jr.
1966

Hon. Plummer M. Shearin

Hon, T. Hunt Mayfield Hon. Edward O. Weant, Jr.

Hon. George B. Rasin, Jr.

1967 |
i Hon, Robert B. Mathias
Hon. f’,{ Ma%calé 1(23121{(1(18 Hon. Samuel W. H. 11\/{919};
[E_I{OH' Irir];fl}é A‘ Levine Hom. Ridgelylsi l\gz vin, " Jr.
H?)?x.. 'H. Kemp MacDaniel Hon. {)Ohti ?f 4 i(zzher
Hon. Joseph M. Mathias Hon. Paul 1.
1968
' Hon. Thomas J. Kenney
ggg‘ "?‘ﬁi{;gj Cé?ﬁreley Hon. H. Kenneth Mackey
| 1969

" David Ross
, ey Beardmore . Hon.
Hod. W, HEEY Yon. Bruce C. Williams

1970

Hon. Josephb C. Howard

17




1971

Hon. Samuel W. Barrick Hon. J. Albert Roney, Jr.
Hon. Solomon Liss Hom: - James L. Wray

1972
Hon. Walter H. Moorman

1973

Hon, David L. Cahoon
_ Hon. Marshall A. Levin
Hon. Joseph A, Mattingly

Hon. William H, McCullough
Hon, Paul W, Ottinger
Hon, James A, Wise

1974

Hon. Frank E, Cicone Hon. Philip M. Fairbanks
Hon. John F. McAuliffe

AMERICAN ACADEMY OF JUDICIAL EDUCATION

The American Academy of Judicial Education wag established in 1970

through the cooperation of the American Judges' Association, American

Judicature Society and Law Enforcement Assistance Administration to provide

training for judges of courts of limited jurisdiction, The Academy, which is
presently located at Boulder, Colorado, conducts annual two-week sessions,
Five District Court Judges have graduated from the school since its inception,

Their names and years of attendance follow,

1970

Hon. Robert W. Dallas Hon. Charles J. Kelly

1971

an. Howard S, Chasanow Hon. Vernon L. Neilson

1973

Hon. Harry St, A, O'Neill

MARYLAND COURT CLERKS' ASSOCIATION

The nineteenth annual meeting of the Maryland Court Clerks' Association
was held on Octcher 3, 4 and 5, 1974 at Ocean City. New officers elected Bt: e
serve the (;rganization were: C.. Merritt Pumphrey, . President; Robea"t H. Cus s
First Vice President; Charles C. Glos, Second Vice President and Ml}dred- .
Butlér, Treasurer. The Association also held an educational seramar for its
merabers on June 12, 13 and 14, 1974 at Columbia. In addltlon' during 1974~
more than one hundred Clerks of Co‘artrand deputies attended seminars on

University of Maryland.

19




"THE COURT OF APPEALS
. f,_x;g
’ . , L ’ — | F APPEALS
THE COURT OF APPEALS OF MARYLAND CAS E L O’A D OF THE COURT OF
CHIEF JUDGE | 1
' ; ' Qualiﬁed* | 800w
Hon. Robert C, Murphy 8/11/72%% ' é;;
ASSOCIATE JUDGES
~Hon. Frederick J. Singley, Jr. 10/25/67
Hon. Marvin H. Smith 5/20/68 L
Hon. J. Dudley Digges 12/ 1/69%%%* L
Hon. Irving A, Levine ' 9/26/72%%%
Hon. John C, Eldridge 1/ 7/74 i
Hon. William J. O'Donnel] 4/29 /7 4% (
“Initially qualified to Court, , :
**Previously served on Court of Special Appeals,
* *Previously served at Circuit Court level,
CLERK
James H. Norris, Jr.
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK
Joseph L. DiSaia ﬂ
During the Fiscal Year July 1, 1973 - APPEALS DOCKETED ; | ;
' ; Civil Cases tiiminal Caseg ota ; 200-—- - : §
June 30, 1974 the Court of Appeals of et '——’f;- g“mgi-L f;;‘ ‘ ‘ ' : é
) ‘ 1965 331 . 224 555 i !
Maryland was confronted with a total of 1966 . 340 oy >
S , 1967 . g 7 135
348 appeals on its dockets for disposition, 1968 100 1 a1
' , : 1969 430 ' 7 437 i
the exact same number it had before it in 1970 76 1 18
: : 1671 388 ' 13 403 ' ]
its prior 1972 Term. Twent -five of 1972 B 0o e 2 ~ , : f
= Y 1973 279 25 504 : 6 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973
1964 1965 1966 1967 1968
those appeals were carried over from the ~ e ‘ , ‘
20 | | | - , | 21
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RELATIVE DISTRIBUTION

QOctober Term September Term

OF APPEALS

September Term September Term

1955 1971 1972 1973
Metropolitan Counties 39.6 |  55.8 52.0 49,3
Baltimore City 44,9 18.6 18.7 27.3
Other 19 Counties 155 25.6 29.3 23. 4

1972 Term docket and 19 were from the 1974 docket while the remaining 304 were

from the 1973 docket. The 304 appeals from the 1973 docket constituted a 12, 6

percent decrease from the 348 appeals filed on the 1972 docket. The decrease in

filings can be directly attributed to the

statutory divestiture of a large portion

CASES DISMISSED PRIOR
TO
ARGUMENT OR SUBMISSION

Docket Filed Dismisged :Percentage
1964 482 109 22,6
1965 555 107 19.8
1966 714 118 . 16,5
1967 435 119 27.4
‘1968 411 139 33.8
1969 437 128 29,3
1970 489 116 23.7
1971 - 403 106 26.3
1972 348 79 22,7
1978 304 60 19.7

i e e, e AR, e K85, S

of the Court's initial appellate juris-

diction and the transfer of.it to the Court

A 3rd CIRCUIT

ORIGIN OF APPEALS
BY
APPELLATE JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

1973 TERM

Ist CIRCUIT
6%

6th CIRCUIT
9%

2nd CIRCUIT
1583

20,73

5th CIRCUIT
11,57,

4th CIRCUIT

1Ly

of Special Appeals. Effective January 1, 1975 the Court of Special Appeals will

exercise all initial appellate jurisdiction while the Court of Appeals will review

decisions from below only by writ of certiorari.

Only 25 of the 304 appeals on thev1973 docket were criminal in nature -

(8. 2 percent) while 279 (91. 8 percent) were civil,

Law actions numbered 198

T G e L

e
s

STATUS OF THE CALENDAR

FISCAL YEAR 1973-74
‘ Regular Docket

Appeals
25

1972 Term o
1973 Term e
1974 Term |

Civil 3%‘;

Criminal

Disposed Of
lguring Fiscal Year 1972-73 16;/:
Dismissed Prior To Argument o
Transferred to Court of Special Appeals Sy
Considered and Decided
Pend{ng
Civil ié
Criminal
Miscellaneous Docket
Appeals
ot 60
Granted s
Denied

348
|
1
505 !
|

23



1965
1966

1967
1968
1969
1970
1971
1972
1973

1964

Original Filing
T'o Disposition
In Court Below

*
*

*

*

*

15. 6
15. 4

*NOT AVAILABLE

AVERAGE TIME INTERVALS
FOR DISPOSITION OF APPEALS

(In Months)

Disposition In
Court Below To
Docketing In
Court Of Appeals

*

*

2.7
2.5

Docketin g
To
Argument

6.1
7.9
8.3
7.8

6.5
4.6

4.6
4. 4

5.0

4. 8

Argument
To

Decision
___—__"-

1.2
0.8
L1
1.1
1.1
1.1
0.9
1.0
1.0
1.2

Of the 304 appeals on the 1973 docket,

24

83 (27. 3 percent) orig‘i’nated in Baltimore

City (Sixth A foial (oot
, ¥y ( ’ \ppellate Judlc1al Circuit) while the metropolitan counties (Anne A del
, | - \ rundel,

e g e gt

T ey — o .

Baltimofe, Montgomery and Prince George's) accounted for 150. The Third
Appellat‘e Circuit noted 63 appeals, followed by the Fourth with 52, the Second
with 48 and the Fifth with 35. The First Circuit accounted for the :remaining
23 appwealls. |
At the close of the 1973-74 Fiscal Year the Court had vdisposed of 327 of
the 348 appeals before it, leaving‘only 21 to be carried over to the next fiscal
year. Forty-eight appeals were transferred to the Court of Special Appeals,
61 were dismissed prior to argument or submissioﬁ and 17 were disposed of
during the previoﬁs fiscal year, The remaining 201 appeals were considered
by the Court of Appeals with the decision below being affirmed in 51. 2 percent
(103) and reverseci in 24.9 percent (50). Of the remaining 23. 9 percent, seven
were modified and affirmed, four were affirmed in part and reversed in part,
eleven,were remanded without affirmance or reversal, and twenty-six were
dismissed after consideration by the Court. ;
In disposing of the 201 appeals the Court filed 194 opinions during Fiscal
Yeér 1973-74, 28 of which’ were per curiam. Thirty-nine opinions were
unreported., Three appeals were disposed of by order without an opinion being
filed while one épinion disposed of three appeals and two opinions disposed of
two appeals each. The average number of opinions by' members,' of the Court

was 20-21, excluding per curiam opinions, with an individual range of 11-32,

Six dissenting opinions and one opinion dissenting in part and concurring in part

‘were also filed.

Dui'inngiscal 1973-74 the Court of Appeals also disposed of 505 petitions for

the issuance of Writs of Certiorari to the Court of Special }Appeals, 77 of which

25
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DISPOSITION OF CASES DURING FISCAL YEAR 1973-1974 |

Law Equity Criminal Totals
Affi
irmed 67 31 5 103
Reversed 32 11
‘ | 7 50
Dismissed - Opinion Filed 21 1 1
o | ‘ 23
Dismissed Without Opinion 1 |
2 3
Remanded without Affirmance
or Reversal : S 6
| 11
. Affirmed in Part, Reversed
in Part ' 1 3
4
" Modified and Affirmed 3 4
| 7
- Disposed of in 1972-73 Fiscal
Year 12 5 1
| 7
Dismissed Prior to Argument
or Submission 48 10 3 61
Transferred to Court of |
Special Appeals 22 25 1 48
Pending at Close of Fiscal
Year 8 8
| _ 10 21
Tot ‘ ‘ |
als 220 99 29 348

R S e
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were civil in nature and 428 criminal. SIXty petitions were granted, (28 civil

and 32 criminal) while 445 were denied. It is anticipated that the certiorari

vworkload of the Court Will continue to expand at a substantial volume after the

transfer of all jnitial appellate ]UIlSdlCthn to the Court of Special Appeals.

In addition to its regular appellate work the Court was concerned during

the year with admitting 795 persons to the practice of 1aw, conducting 16

disciplinary actions involving attorneys and reviewing the bar examinations of

32 persons Who received an adverse recommendation from the State Board of

Law Examiners. It also' reviewed the recommendation of the Board of Law

Examiners of 58 attorn€ys from other states applying for admission on motion

to the Maryland Bar.

Appeals on the 1973 docket averaged 15. 4 months from their original filing

at the circuit court level until final judgment there with an average of 2. 5 months

being requlred from that time until the receipt of the record by the Court of

Appeals. Appeals were disposed of in an average time of sixX months, with

docketing to argument consuming 4. 8 months and argument to decision requiring

1. 2 months.

In estimating their anticipated argument time before the Court, appellants

averaged 27 minutes and actually ccnsunf*ed 24 minutes. Appellees estimated

their time at 25 minutes but only required 18 minutes. "

During Fiscal Year 1973-74 the Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals made much

use of his authority to de31gnate members of the judiciary to serve in courts Or

]urlsdlctlons other than their owi. Such efficient use of judic cial manpower enables

the caseload to contmue moving where otherw1se it might stall due to illness or:

unavailabiligy of a judge. A tabulation of judicial designations follows.

27
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COURT OF

COURT OF

Hon. William R. Buchanan

Hdﬁ; ‘Allen E. Buzzell ,
Hon, Howard S, Chasanow 3/29/74
~Hon. E. Mackall Childs -
-Hon., Frank E, Cicone

Hon. Robert E, Clapp, Jr.
Hon. Harry E. Ciark

~ Hon. James F, Couch, Jr.
Hon. Thomag J. Curley
Robert W. Dallas

Edward A, DeWaters, Jr.
E. McMaster Duer

Hon,
Hon,
Hon,

Hon. Harry E. Dyer, Jr.

28

~ JUDGE CIRCUIT = DISTRICT
: APPEALS SPECIAL COURTS ., COURT
, APPEALS E '
Hon, Paul E. Alpert 7/18-19/73,
- 5/ 1- 3/74
Hon. Mary Arabian 1; 1-31;74,
| . 6/24-30/74
Hon, Aaron A. Baer 7; 2’—31;73, ;
12/26-31/73
Hon. Lester L. Barrert 4 / 1/11/74
Hon, Samuel W, Barrick 7/23-27/73
Hon, Solomon Baylor 10/1-12/31 /78
Hon, W, Harvey Beardmore 1/18/74,
' 3/22/74
Hon. Stanley Y. Bennett 1;1051/2 8/74
Hon, Edword F, Borgerding 4/1-6/30/74
Hon. J. Louis Boublitz 10/9-12/14/73
- Hon, Miller Bowen 7/3/783,
| 10/9-12/14/73
Hon. Perry G Bowen, Jr. 5/58-31;74/
Hon.‘ George W, Bowling 8/1/73~
. 1/31 ;
Hon. Thomas R. Brooks 1(/)}9)9;;;?-‘ '
12/14/7
Hon. Benjamin L. Brown (1473

4/1-6/30/74
1/23-25/74,
3/15-22/74

 10/23-25/73

1/22/74
7/16-20/73,
2/20/74
8/20-24/73,
1/7-11/74
10/9-12/31/73
8/6-10/73,
1/16/74

' 7/2-6/73,

8/6-10/73,
11/6-8/73 -
5/1-6/30/74
1/21-3/31 /74
7/16-20/73,
6/3-7/74
8/6-10/73

P

7/2-9/28/73 | |

10/1-12/31/75

e e o S e o e

L

JUDGE

Hon, Charles E. Edmondson

Hon. William T. Evans
Hon. Robert ]J. Gerstung

Hon. Richard Paul Gilbert

Hon. William D, Gould

Hon, J. Harold Gra.d'y :
Hon, Walter R. Ha11~e
Hon. Stuart F. Hamill

Hon. Robert S. Heise

Hon. J. William Hinkel

Hon, Cullen H. Hormes o
Hon. Frederick W, Invernizzi
Hon, Charles J. Kelly

Hon. Marvin J. Land

Hon. Richard B. Lathalp'
Hon, H. Kemp }\* icDaniel
Hon., C. Burnam Mace

Hon. James Macgill

Hon. H. Kenneth Mackey
- Hon, John N. Maguire

Hon. T. Hunt Mayfield

COURT OF
APPEALS

COURT OF
SPECIAL
APPEALS

DISTRICT
COURT

CIRCUIT
COURTS
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8/13/73,

10/15-19/78,
11/5-9/73
4/24-26/74
10/1-12/31/73,
2/25-3/1/74,
3/14/74,
5/3 and 6/74,
5/20-6/30/74
12/6/73,
3/6/74,
3/14/74
7/2-8/31/73,
4/1-12/74,
4/22-30/74,
6/24-30/74
11/5/73 |
2/25-3/1/74
8/6-10/73, -
5/6-17/74
8/13-17/73, :
9/25/73 ,
8/20-9/28/73,
10/1-31/73 |
11/1-30/73 j
8/27-9/28/73 | 4
12/19/73 g
10/19/73,
7/2-3/73
10/1-11/30/73
1/14-18/74 |
10/9-12/73, :
11/2-5/73 :
7/23-27/73, - |
3/26/74 ;
8/13-17/73
2/11-15/74,
3/4-8/74,
3/11-15/74,
5/20-24/74
7/9-13/73

8/6-10/73,
2/20&21/74
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JUDGE SOURT OF  COURT OF  CIRCUIT.  DISTRICT | THE COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS
APPEALS SPECIAL COURTS  COURT : :
APPEALS | b s
| | , : i THE COURT OF SPECIAL APPEAL :
Hon. James C, Morton, Jr. 12/6/73, | . _
2/5/74, : CHIEF JUDGE ) lified*
2/15/74, . | *ox
3/14/74 k | ‘Hon. Charles E. Orth, Jr. 1/ 6/67
IIiIIcm. {;Iarold E ﬁaglghton . 7 ;?647%/7 } :
on. Vernon L. Neilson , 1/28-3/1/74 |
Hon. John C. North, II 11/12-16/73 : ASSOCIATE JUDGES
Hon, Harry St. A. O'Neil | 4/22&23/73
Hon. Charles E, Orth, Jr. 9/11/73, / B Hon. James C. Morton, Jr. i/ g;g; |
12/27 /73, , . Hon. Charles Awdry Thompson 7/ 1770
2/5/74, ' Hon. Charles E. Moylan, Jr. 9/23/70 1
2/14/74, Hon. Jerrold V. Powers 5; 371
: 3/6/74 Hon. Richard Paul Gilbert Py /. ,;;;1
Hon. Paul W, Ottinger 6/17-21/74 by Hon. W. Albert Menchine 117 972 1
Hon. Richard M, Pollitt 8/20-24/78, Hon. Rita C. 1\IZ/)[&Lvldson o /10 J73%HE 3
: 1/21/74 I Hon. John P. Moore ”
Hon, Jerrold V. Powers 3/14/74 . Hon. ThorgaTs Hl\tll[ntegnLowe i(z)f g%i !
Hon, Ralph W, Powers 4/11/74 i o Hon, David T. Masor . sk
Hon. Kenneth C. Proctor | | 12/17/73, Hon. Ridgely P. Melvin, Jr. 12/ 2/74 ‘a
S | 1/9/74 - & g
Hon. john E. Raine, Jr. 3/4-8/74 v L *Initially qualified to Court, :
Hon, George B. Rasin, jr. 8/27-31/73, L **Qn&alliﬁquas Chief Judge on.August 11, 1972, _
| 12{8—5/ 73, ***Previously served at Circuit Court level. 1
4/1-12/74, - | ~
. : - 4/22-30/74 i
Hon. Henry L. Rogers . 7/19&20/73 CLERK
Hon. J. Albert Roney, Jr. 3/15/74 e : . ]
Hon. David Ross 12/19/73 o | Julius A. Romano
Hon. Irvine H, Rutledge . 11/26-30/73 3
Hon. George Sachse : 6/18/74 2
Hon. Calvin R. Sanders 8/27-80/73 | CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK
Hon. Edgar P, Silver 1/1-3/31/74, | : ~ -
Hon. R , 4/15-17/74 7 5 Howard E. Friedman f»
on. Robert F. Sweeney - 3/6/74, b : ) lified for office
H ' 3/26/74 . Two members of the Court of Special Appeals have quali , ,
on. James H., Taylor , 7/23-27/783 P , . David T. Mason and ¢
Hon. Byron W, Thompson 1/10-2/28/74, since the last publication of this report, They are Judges , '
| | e 3/15/74 - ber 2, 1974,
Ilzlon. Charles Awdry Thompson 2/14/74 ~ = Ridgely P. Melvin, Jr., who took the oath of office on Decem :
on. James L, Wray 3/14/74 P » >f 1974, Those two
Hon, Frederick C, Wright,‘, I . 9/]_7_.24/73 ; } filling vacancies c?eated by Chapter 706 of the Laws of 19
| . g | ‘
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f CASELOAD OF THE COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS
a APPEALS DOCKETED |
TERM LAW  EQUITY  CRIMINAL  TOTAL { 1
Initial 1967 XXX XXX 339 339 g ';f
September 1967 XXX XXX 382 382 f
September 1968 XXX XXX 500 500 3
? - September 1969 XXX XXX 593 593 i;
e September 1970% 107 69 553 729 a
, : September 1971 97 87 542 726 :
‘ A, | September 1972 108 94 678 880 ’
| September 1973 215 155 610 980 |
§ | | - *Effective Jul;y 1, 1970, the CourF of Spec;ial Appr.sals was Yestecf with |
P specific civil jurisdiction in addition to its previous criminal
: jurisdiction, ‘ : :
judgeships were created by the General Assembly to enable the Court to cope P
with an expanding caseload With fnaximum efficiency.
The Court of Special Appeals was faced with a total of 1114 appeals for ; ;‘f
disposition during the Fiscal Vear July 1, 1973 - June 30, 1974, Thisg caseload, ?
‘ when added to that of the Court of Appeals (348), meant that the appellate
dockets totalled 1462 for the fiscal year. The caseload of the Court of Special . , :
§ : Appeals included 980 appeals from the 1973 Term docket, 133 carried over from 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 Dz . B H
f‘ | ~ the 1972 Term and one cage from the 1974 Term docket, Appeals on the 1973 . o : | | ?
f 33
32 >
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Term docket numbered 100 more than on the 1972 Term docket and represented

an increase of 11. 4 percent. Law cases accounsed for 215 (21,9 peréent) and

‘equity proceedings accounted for 155 (15. 8 percent) of the 980 appeals.
- Criminal appeals accounted for the remaining 610 (62. 3 percent). With the
assumption of virtually all original appellate jurisdiction by the Court, effective
January 1, 1975, it is anticipated that its dockets will continue to grow at a
substantial rate.

Of the 980 appeals recorded on the 1973 docket, 378 (38. 6 percent)
originated in Baltimore City (Sixth Appellate Judicial Circuit). Prince George's
County noted the next highest numbér, 160, followed by Montgomery County

with 96, Baltimore County with 88 and Anne Arundel with 56. This combined

ORIGIN OF APPEALS
 BY
APPELLATE JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
September Term 1972 | September Term 1973
Circuit Cases Percentage - Cages Percentage
First 69 7.8 65 6. 6
Second 89 10.1 107 10.9
Third 94 10.7 14 14, 4
Fourth 158 17.9 198 20, 2
Fifth 41 4.7 91 9.3
Sixth 429 488 378 38.6
Torals 880 *100.0 980 100,0

34
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sTATUS OF THE * CALENDAR
FISCAL YEAR 1973-74
Regular Docket
1114
Appeals
133
1972 Term | 58
1973 Term _ )
1974 Term
Civil L;?‘;
Criminal
966
Disposed Of
Transfer red to Court 05
of Appeals
Dismissed Prior to 1
Argument .
Considered and Decided 830 |
' 148
Pending At Clost of Fiscal Year
Civil | 2%
Criminal

Opo .

nineteen smaller counties recorded 202 appeals

d
At the close of the 1973~ 74 Fiscal Year the Court of Special Appeals ha

ty-five
disposed of 966 appeals of Wthh it considered and decided 830. Twenty-

i i while 111
appeals were transferred to the Court of Appeals for consideration there

35




ek

DISPOSITION OF CASES DURING FISCAL YEAR 1973—1974
Law Equity Criminal Total
Affi |
ffirmed | 87 61 545 693
Reversed ’ | 2
25 16 38
79
Dismissed - Opinion Filed 3 9 8 2
‘ 0
Remanded without Affirmance
or Reversal 2 4 2
8
.Affirmed in Part, Reversed
in Part 9 2 16
| 27
‘Modiﬁed and Affirmed 1 2
‘ 3
Transferred to Court of
Appeals
17 7 1
| | 25
Dismissed Prior to Argument
or Submission ‘ 39
, 22 50 111
Pending at Close of Fiscal Year 43 43 57
148
Total " | ,
v s 231 166 717 1114

. AVERAGE TIME INTERVALS
FOR DISPOSITION OF APPEALS
(In Months)

Disposition In
Court Below To Docketing Argument
Docketing In To To

Court Of Appeals Argument - Decigsion
1972 3.4 4,8 1.3
1973 3.2 4.0 1.6

36
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were dismissed prior to argument Or consideration. Of those 830 appeals

considered, the decision pelow was affirmed in 693 (83. 5 percent) and reversed

in 79 (9. 5 percent). Twenty of the remaining appeals were dismissed after

consideration, eight were remanded without affirmance Or reversal, 27 were

affirmed in part and reversed in part, and three were modified and affirmed.

The Court filed a total of 827 opinions in disposing of the 830 appeals with

per curiam opinions numbering 599. Three opinions disposed of two appeals each

‘and three opinions were written by judges specially agsigned to the Court. Three

dissenting opinions, three concurring opinions, and one opinion dissenting in part

and concurring in part were also filed. Reported opinions numbered 228.

'Appéals averaged 10. 8 months from their original ﬁling below to disposition

below and another 3.2 months for filing of the record in the Court of Special

Appeals. Once an appeal was docketed in the Court, it was heard in an average

time of four months and a decision was rendered within 1. 6 months. Despite the

increase in caseload, and the fact that the tw

o additional judges authorized for the

37
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DISPOSITION OF APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL,
DURING FISCAL YEAR 1973 ~74

.

DISPOSED OF

| 153
Post Conviction - |
Granted ' 3 108
Dismissed 5
Denied | 95
Defective Delinquent
Granted 7 %0
Denied 43

v

| Court by the 1974 General Assembly did not qualify until December of that year

the Court has reduced the delay f:rom docketing to argument, The average time

from argument to decision has mcreased only fractionally, Thege figures again

attest to the hard work performed by the judges and staff of the Court
The Court also considered 153 applications for leave to appeal in post

conviction and defective delinquent cases during Fiscal 1973-74, Ten applications

were granted, five were dismissed, and 138 were denied,

38
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THE CIRCUIT COURTS

CIRCUIT COURT JUDGES*

E. McMa_ster Duerb

Hon. 7/10/52 Hon RobertI H. Hammerman

: : , Hon. H. Kenneth Mackey
Hon. James Macgili® b . 1/ 6/55  Hon. Albert P. Close

Hon. Lester L, Barrett 8/30/55
‘ ; ‘ Hon. Harry A. Cole
Hon. John E. Raine, Jr. 11/26/5 Hon. Solomon Liss
Hon. Anselm Sodaro 12/ 11/ 56 Hon, -David Ross
Hon. Matthew S. Evans . 12/19/56 Hon. W. Harvey Beardmore .
, b Hon. B. Hackett Turner, Jr.
Hon. Ralph G. Shure 7/ 1/59 Hon, Paul A, Dorf .
, Dulany Foster? ' 11/ 2/59 Hon. Joseph C. Howar
Fon , Y r2H Hon. Basil A. Thomas
Hon, John Grason Turnbull 6/ 6/60 Hon. Robert B. Watts .
Hon. Ralph W. Powers?® ' 9/30/60 , , .
Hon. George B. Rasin, Jr. @ 12/20/60 Hon. Samuel W. Barrick
Hon. Roscoe H. Parker 12/27/60 Hon. H. Ralph Miller }
Hon. Ernest A, Loveless, Jr. 12/30/60 Hon. William H. McCullcugh
: Hon. fames H, Taylor
Hon. William B. Bowie 1/23/61 Hon. J. Albert Roney, Jr.
Hon. Shirley B. jones 9/22/61 Hon. James C. Mitchell
Hon. Meyer M. Cardm - .10/17/61 '
. Haminb 10/23761 Hoi James L. Wray
Hon Stuart £ hamd /23 Hon, James W. Murphy
Hon. Irvine H, Rutledge 1/ 3/62 .
Hon. Charles D. Harris 1/ 8/62 ?I{on. lgamle\?vA.OtV\chlr?eer
Hon. J. Harold Grady 12/ 7762 on. raul W. ger
y Hon. Marshall A, Levin

Hon, Harry E. Dyer, Jr. 7/ 1/63 Hon. David L. Cahoon
) ' o
3/ 4/64 Hon. Richard M. Pollitt

Hon. Daniel T. Prettyman "
4/15/64 Hon. James F, Couch, Jr.

Hon. Perry G. Bowen, Jr.

Hon. John F. McAuliffe
Hon. Harold E. Naughton 4/27 /64 ;
Hon. C. Burnam Mace c 6/24/064 Hon. Joseph A. Mattingly
Hon. Robert E. Clapp, Jr. 7/23]64 .
1 Hon. Frank E. Cicone

Hon. Albert L. Sklar 9/14/64 Hon, Philip M., Fairbanks

: h Hon. -Robert L. Karwacki
Hon. James A. Perrott 1/25/65 ro ;
Hon. Edward O, Weant, Jr. 2/17/65 ~ Hon. John J. Mitchell
Hon, James 8. Getty 3/17/65 Fk
Hon, Kenneth C. Proctor® 5/10/65 Hon. john R;1 garg o.vz h
Hon. E. Mackall Childs 7/ 1765 g"“- f/l‘iwarmaiﬁangjf othom
Hon. Robert B, Mathias 7/ 9/65 on. Mary
Hon. Samuel W. H, Meloy 7/ 9/65 : o ok
Hon, Joseph M. Mathias 8/ 2/65 I[jIIon. ﬁlgfflrs dTB‘.JﬂL(Jatham
Hon. T. Hunt Mayfield ‘ 9/ 9/65 on. ’
Hon. Harry E. Clark 5/27/66
Hom, Plummer M. Shearin 7/ 5/66
Hon. john N. Maguire 7/21/66
Hons Walter R. Haile 12/16/66
Hon. H. Kemp MacDaniel ‘ 12/16/ 66

. *In order of seniority, See appendix for blographles of recently appointed judges.

** Previously served on District Court.

a/ Chief Judge and Administrative Judge of Judicial Circuit.
b/ Chief Judge of Judicial Circuit.

¢/ Administrative Judge of Judicial Circuit.
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5/ 3/67
7/21/67
11/30/67

1/15/68
9/ 5/68
9/ 5/68
9/ 9/68
10/ 5/68

12717768

12/17/68
12/17/68
12/17/68

9/27/69
9/30/69
11/14/69
11/21769
12/18/69
12/31/69

9/28/70
12/16/70

6/ 7/71
10/15/71

10/19/71 .

11/19/71

2/14/72
4/ 7772
12/ 1772
12/ 6/72

2/ 2/73
2/ 2/73
10/. 5/73
12/14/73

7/ 2/74
9/16/74

9/20/74 .

1/ 3/75
1/ 9/75

R
S
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First Judicial Circuir

‘Dorchester County
Somersget County
Wicomico County
Worcester County

Second Judicial Circuit

Caroline County
Gecil County

Kent County

Queen Anne'’s County
Talbot County

Third Judiéial Circuit

Baltimore County
Harford County

‘Fourth Judicial Circuit

Allegany County
Garrett County
Washington County

Fifth Judicial Circuit

Anne Arundel County
Carroll County
Howard County ’

Sixth Judicial Circuit

Frederick County
Montgomery County

Seventh Judicial Circuit

Calyert County
Charles County

Prince George's County
St. Mary's County

Eighth Judicial Circuir

Baltimore City Court
Court of Common Pleas
Superior Court
Criminal Court

Circuit Court

Circuit Court No, 2

CLERKS OF COURT

CL.ERKS

Philip L. Cannon-

I. Theodore Phoebus
A. James Smith
Frank W, Haleg

Mildred C, Butler
W. Andrew Seth
Earl H. Pinder
Charles W. Cecil
John T, Baynard

Elmer H, Kahline, Jr.
H. Douglas Chilcoar

Raymond W, Walker
Richard L. Davis
Vaughn J. Baker

- W. Garrett Larrimore
Charles C, Conaway
C. Merritt Pumphrey

Charles ¢, Keller
Howard M. Smith

J. Lloyd Bowen
-Patrick C. Mudd
Charles E. Callow
Dorothy B. Kucher

John O. Rutherford
Paul L. Chester
Robert H. Bouse
Lawrence A, Murphy
Louis Cohen

John D, Hubble

40

CHIEF DEPUTY CLERKS

Ola Lesp «
Alice C. Webster
Betty P. Smith
Bessie B, Smith -

Betty A, Bullock
Nelson D. Stubbs
Grace S. Nelson

Anmi M, Starkey
Emily D. Wheedleron

Charles C. Glog
William G, Hartley

Eleanor L. Albright
Oma L. Moses
Claude E, Poole

T. Gordon Pitzhugh
Robert W, Bair
Guinevere M, Warfield

Arthur H, Lambert
Hazel W. Byrnes

Garnett W. Wood
Sonya E. Reeg

Evelyn W, Arnold

Francis A, Novak

- J. Randan Carroll

James L, Vogelsang
Gerald J. Flanigan
John F. Kelly
Harry J. Cohen

SRS

Five cixy'cuit; court judgeé have qualified for office since the last publication
i t.
g télosnrfulz:rz 1974, Judge John R. Hargrove was elevated to the Supreme Bench
of Baltimére City (Eighth Judicial Circuit) from the District Court of Maryfla.nd.
He fill«;:d a vacancy which was created by the previous elevation of judge Wllllam
J. O'Donnell to the Court of Appeals of Maryland. e
A third judgeship created by the 1973 General Assembly for thé Circuit Cour
for Harford County, but not effective until July 1, 1974, was filled on September
16, 1974 when Judge Edward D. Higinbothom took the oath of office. A few day:
later on September 20, 1974, Judge Mary Arabian was sworn in as a rn.em}?er o}
the Supreme Bench of Baltimore City, having been elevated from the .Dls%'rlct
She replaced Judge Joseph L. Carter, who was the jurist senior in

Court. |
i i 29, 1952 until
service in the entire State, having served in office from February} ,

his constitutional retirement on July 20, 1974.

OURT ICIARY
INCREASE AND DISTRIBUTION OF MARYLAND CIRCUIE; 60 s i;ﬂi A
‘ ‘ 5 5.66 196667 - .
5 196263 1963-64 1964-65 1965
y -59 1959-60 1960-6L 1961.62 ’ 4 :
UDICIAL CIRCUIT ~ 1957.58 1958.-3 ; ; ; ; p
] e 4 4 4 4 z 4 do : : 16 &,
sec : : : 7 ¥ 4 x 1l 11 11 L
Second 3 3:1 375 ; 3 4 . ¢ Us» { ! 5 [ 2
Third 5 7 ? 7 4 g s 8 - :
Fourth 3 3 ) . _ &n g8 8 8 lfx X 9
Fifth 4 sb 5 5 H P 8" g 19 1 ! 1L
o E 5
S 5 gc : 4 4 1Z 1% 1?& 16 v 2w 21 2 21
Seventh 3 e 5 i I 9 ,
Eighth i3 13 s ; ! 78 i
: 40 44 47 51 52 54 55 4 68
State 4
walifying Dates: _—
Qualifys 3 December 30, 1960 of May 27, 1966(? W giﬁ::be: i
Y g ' iy Pete Y Betember 1066 December 17, 196§
<o July'l, 1959 i ary 3 1 E oy 2L 1966 onied 7%
b/ - July 16, 1959 iy R Deceflbfgééﬁ, 1086 i// et %
[ J December 17, gy b y ;
o/ Juyl, 1959 &/ s/ iy, 1965 ¥ Qb 30, 1966
a/ September 1, 1959 v July 23, 1264 ? u"ll;‘ % ’?1139162’ 963 Ngvember 14, 196
2/ November 2, 1959 m/. Juiyl, 129 15965 Y oy 35, 1966 e L
g Decerber 20, 155 5 o 1965 W Joly 21, 1967 - 1974
Y Devembur 5, 190 7 }ﬁg g' 136; v/ lwmel, 1967 aaf  September 16,
T December 29, 1960 - 3 v a3,
g December 27, 1960 B/ Septembér 14, 1964
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POPULATION. AND CASELOAD PER JUDGE
Nquber of  Population®  Cages Frieq Per fudge

{4 Per Judge Civil Criminal
——Lrimipal

- INCREASE 1IN MARYLAND CIRCUIT COURT JUDGES

FIRST CIRCUTT 1957 .58 1973-74 Increase
Dorchester 1 29, 000 376 139 :
Somerset 1 18, 800 296 101 FIRST CIRCUIT
Wicomtco 1 57,300 800 441 . Dorchester L
Worcester 1 26, 700 756 235 Somerset 1
SECOND CIRGUIT \‘Zéi‘é'é’s‘ié’r (ll
Carﬁline 1 20, 400 244 40 k
Cec 2 27, 250 455 140 SECOND CIRCUIT
Kent ' 1 16700 252 79 olrx?e © 1
Quezn Amna's 1 19, 400 187 160 Cecil 1
Talbot 1 25, 100 293 93 Kent 0
THIRD GIRGUTT Queen Anne's :
Baltimore 9 72,011 781 250 2
Harford 3 42, 866 446 128 THIRD CIRCUIT
FOUKTH CIRCUIT girk};nrgre f
ZIEH CIRCUIT Ha
é“re%::y f 41, 400 390 136
- Garr 1 22,300 254 79 lo) 1 CIR
* Washingron . 2 53, 100 501 223 F Hgggl:an?v T 1
FIFTH CIRCUIT . %‘ZZETE‘ on i
LIETH GIRGUIT
énne ﬁrundel 6 - 55,.083 635 232 &
arrol i 78,300 726 199 F
Howard 2 45, 000 552 203 Fliﬂ,fecﬁfn%g 2
SIXTH CIRCUIT g"m’g i
Frederick 2 46, 450 494 140 owar
Montgomery 9 64,211 639 114 SIXTH GIRCUIT
SEVENTH CircunT Frederick h
gglv?rt 1 24, 800 442 143 Montgomery °
arles 1 58,000 577 336 2
Frince George's 9 78,055 864 202 SEVENTH CIRCULT .
St.. Mary's 1 51, 400 593 219 Char]gs 1
EIGRTH CIRGUIT B i“ff George's 2
Baltimore City 21 40,342 838 658 St Mary's !
. B s Bl
STATE 80 51,367 649 307 E ?;Zﬁfnﬁiﬁlg 13

*Popelation Egtimate for July 1, 1974 as Issued November 29, 1974
by the Maryland Center for Health Srarigrics,

He succeeded Judge Walter H, Moorman, who reached the age of constitutional

retirement on October 11, 1974, Judge Moorman had served on the benéh since

December 17, 1962,
Judge Morris Turk took the oath of office as a inémber of the Circuit Court

for Anne Arundei County on January o, 1975. He filled 1 vacancy created by
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Charles C. “Keller of Frederick Co'unty, Charles E. Callow of Prince (%eorge's
County, and Lawrence A. Murphy of Baltimore City. New Chief Deputies
include Ola Leap of Dorchester County, Betty P. Smith of Wicomico Counéy,
Bessie B Smith of Worcester County, Nelson D. Stubbs of Cecil County and

¥

| James L. Vogelvsang and Gerald ]J. Flanigan of Baltimore City.

For the first time since these reports have been published, statistics for
the cui*rent report were tabulated on a fiscal year basis and cover the period
of July 1, 1973 through June 30, 1974. This statistical year will be referred to
in this section of the report as simply "1973-74. "' Earlier years cover a
reporting period of September 1 through August 31 with thé year September 1,
1972 through August‘Sl, 1973 being referred to .as "1972-73. " |
‘During year 1973-74, 78, 519 civil and criminal actions were filed in the
,trial courts of general jurisdiction, That figure represented an increase o.f’
4, 837 filings (6. 5 percent) over the corresponding figure reported for 1.972-78
- (73, 682). Terminations for 1973-74 numbered 78, 621 and exceeded filings for
the year by 102. They exceeded the corresponding figure for 1972-73 py 8. 61 d
percent (6, 262). Thus, the courts in general are keeping abreast of the caseload,

.

CIVIL CASES INSTITUTED*®*

1970-71  1971-72  1972-73 - 1973-74

g~ 1969-70
1966-67  1967-68 . 1963-69
57, 985 50, 591 52, 601 53, 916

49, 245 50,594 ¢ - 50,384 53, 667
25, 235 27,140

1964-65 1965-66

Total 149,873 51,283 27,436 19,021 18,306 17,505

26,081 25,583 -
e (24,241) (16,914)  (16,372) (15,573)

B B AR KN R AN 0B an
| 36,411

25,149 26,527 30, 549 31,570 - 34,295

Law

igi ‘ ,820) (24, 148)
2;;%1;111 Gases ézg 457§ (2629 (2550 (2 690)

23,164 25,011
Equity 23,596 24,456 3

‘ reflects peri - June 30.
*1973-74 reflects period of July 1 - June 3
: mg:zgr, ye:rs reflect period of September 1 - August 31,
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of the caseload

with 22, 3 percent,

STATE OF MARYLAND

STRIBUTION OF LAW CASES FILED
July 1, 1923 - June 30, Loy4

RELATIVE pi

MOTOR ToRT 37.3%

APPEALS i1, 14

OTHER Law
6, 7%

HABEAS CORPUS
Uk 3, 4%

CONDEMNAT)ON

» followed by criminal cases with 3.3 ‘ ;

LAW caseg filed in 1973-74
numbered 17, 505, 1 decrease of
4. 4 percent from the 18; 306 noted

in 1972-’73. Law terminationg

Numbered 20, 616 and slightly
| exceedgd those for 1972-73 When

20, 307 were recorded,
EQUITY cases filed in 1973-74

Numbered 36, 411, an increase of

6. 1 percent over the 34, 295 fileq

in 1972-73, The trend in equity

filings has been that of a steady

Tlse over the past seven Yeérs.

CRIMINAL cases filed in 1973-74

TR, U

o
e e e RO

criminal area exceeded filings by nearly 2, 000 as 26, 567 were recorded and
represented a 29, 4 percent increase over 1972-73, |

MOTOR TORT casges represented 37, 3 percent of the law caseload in 1973-74

~as 6, 523 such actions were filed, a decrease of 9. 8 percent from the 7, 233 filed

'in 1972-73. Baltimore City recorded 2, 935 motor tort filings as compared to

3,311 in 1972—73. The four largest counties also reflected decreases in motor

tort cases from those tallied in 1972-73, COMPARATIVE FILINGS IN MOTOR TORTS *

i ' “Total Motor Percentage of
Baltimore County reported the largest fan ey pkor | Percemage o
number filed, 930, closely followed by 1964-65 26,277 8, 586 32.7

' : 1965-66 26,777 9,009 33.6
Prince George's with 910, Montgomery 1966-67 26, 081 6 669 3.2
and Anne Arundel reported 613 and 339, 1967-68 25, 583 8, 991 35.1
! 1968-69 25,235 8,932 35.4
respectively., The combined metropolitan 1969-70 27, 140 5, 406 247
. jurisdictions registered 87. 8§ percent of | 1970-71 27, 436 8 501 8.0
- ’ o 1971-72 19,021 7, 532 39. 6
the caseload in motor torts, a slight 1972-73 16,306 7,233 39,6
decrease from 1972~73 when they 1973-74 17, 505 6, 523 87.3
*1973-74 reflects period of July 1 - June 30,
registered 88.7 percent Prior years reflect period of September 1.- August 31,

s tnr‘:f?}

APPEALS from the District Court and administrative agencies, as reported
by the Clerks of the Circuit Courts, totalled 7, 206 statéwide. The ratio of
appeals from the District Court, as compared to the caseload of that Court,
remained ‘at 0. 6 percent, the same figure tallied for each year since the Court

began operations. This very low rate of appeals has been a decided influence in

| keeping down the caseload of the circuit courts. A tabulation showing the

historical number of appeals from administrative agencies is included in this |

report. A study of those figures will reveal that appeals from those agencies‘
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*Year 1973-74 veflecrs
Prio,r years reflect pe

FIRST CIRCUIT
Dorchester
Somersetr
Wicomico
Worcester

SECOND GIRCUIT
Caroline
Ceeil
Kent
Queen Anne's
Talbot

THIRD CIRCUIT
Baltimore
Harford

FOURTH CIRCUIT
Allegany
Garrett
Washington

FIFTH CIRCUIT
Anne Arundel
Carroll

“' Howard

SIXTH CIRCLIT
Frederick
Montgomery

SEVENTH CIRCUIT

Calvert

Charleg

Prince George's
- St. Mary's

EIGHTH CIRCUIT
Baltimore Ciry

TOTAL L,g

-
W N ULt~

126

754

1235

196566

e
Eol S F NN

116
15

w2

35
10

13
57

664

10

88

period of Julyl - June 3
riod of September 1 ~ 0.

August 31,

e
LR A SN

107
15

43
16

11
72

Ona o

622

1054

1966-67

1967-68

Nowuo

—
fadl e FF T

2
26

—
N Now

24
12
10

13
73

569

1011

46

1968-69

Ol NN

NO NP

108
22

22
17

S4
23
10

22
79

932

1037

1969-70

O NO —en

115
19

41
1l
26

10
96

& Owo

642

1183

1970-71

10
3
17

44
17
21

10

20

120

582

1134

1971-72 1972-73
10 8
2 6
13 19
1 11
2 0
12 6
11 6
6 2
2 8
104 114
17 24
15 23
1 3
i1 17
49 53
15 14
22 24
11 13
89 71
11 11
18 12
104 104
8 10
642 580
1173 1139

1973-74

13
12

—
o WO OoNn

121
18

14
19

58
11
16

14
67

14
74

545

1053

APPEALS FROM DISTRICT COURT AND ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCIES
) July 1, 1973 « June 30, 1974
LAW CRIMINAL TOTALS
Administrative Motor
District Court Agencles Total Vehicle Other Total
FIRST CIRCUIT
Dorchester 1 13 14 13 55 68 82
Somerset 0 4 4 4 41 45 49
Wicomico 6 12 18 39 56 95 113
Worcester 10 4 14 22 12 . 34 48
SECOND CIRCUIT '
Caroline 2 2 4 4 7 1L 15
Cecil 8 10 18 30 49 79 97
Kent 2 9 i1 4] 7 7 18
Queen Anne’s 1 3 4 6 13 19 23
Talbot 3 8 11 17 12 29 40
THIRD CIRCUIT
Baltimore 187 121 308 369 173 542 850
Harford 2L 18 39 42 24 66 105
FOURTH CIRGUIT
Allegany 27 14 41 29 95 124 165
Garrett 0 1 1 11 2 13 14
Washington 18 19 37 43 50 93 130
FIFTH CIRCUIT ‘
Anne Arundel 59 38 117 120 107 227 344
Carroll 12 11 23 26 28 54 77
Howard . 41 16 57 69 51 120 177
SIXTH CIRCUIT
Frederick 15 14 23 53 64 117 l4§
Montgomery 71 67 138 242 277 519 <637
SEVENTH CIRCUIT
s Calvert 0 14 14 8 12 20 34
Charles 5 7 i2 28 18 46 58
Prince George's 69 74 148 188 297 485 628
St. Mary's 8 9 i7 10 15 25 42
EIGHTH CIRCUIT
Baltimore City 313 545 858 1409 1027 2436 329'4
STATE 879 1053 1932 2782 2492~ 5274 7206

have been rather stable in number over the years, and have in fact declined,

both

statewide and in Baltimore City, for the past two years.
LAW cases terminated by trial numbered 3, 678 in 1973-74 and accounted for

17. 8 percent of all law dispositions statewide. The disposition rate by trial for law

cases in Baltimore City was 12, 4 percent. Trials were held before a jury in 34. 3

-percent of the cases (1, 261) and were held before a court sitting without a jury in

65. 7 percent (2, 417). Baltimore Citjr accounted for 31, 4 percent of all law cases

tried as it reported 1, 154, Prince George's County reported more law cases tried
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TYPES OF LAW CASES TRIED : r"", LLAW  CASES
JURY AND NON-JURY (1‘9 7 3 -~ 74) «
fuly 1, 1973 ~ June 30, 1974 : ' ~ ER TRIED
' | | TIME LAPSE BETWEEN FILING AND TRIAL WITH NUMBER 2
MOTOR. "TORT OTHERTORT | CONDEMNATION | GONTRACT OTHER LAW Time Lapse
Jury }\Iu?;r Jury ?u?f; Jury ?Iu(;rslf- Jury ?uc:;' Jury ?Iuir;— | . Four Other 19
FIRST CIRCUIT | | v - | | Baltimore ,All. M%tggﬁgg;an Counties
e N R S O I T o osme Gy SRS
Wicomico 2 0 0 2 0 1 0 16 '3 16 o 11.9 12.5
Worcester 0 0 0 0 I 0 1 1 0 8 L 15.3 29. 4 12.0 1,
| | . AL Cases .
SO ot 0 3 o | o 3 0 3 | 2 0 0 B 3 24. 8 16.9 17.5 14.5
Geotl 8 0 2 0 1 1 1 3 4 13 o JURY Cases 19. 15. 5
Kent ' 2 0 1 0 0 0 2 4 1 6 17.5 18.0 .
Queen Anne's 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 g 20. 8 26.1 19. 6 13.4
Talbot 0 2 0 6 1 1 0 10 8 14 3 Motor Torts 19- 5 28. 6 18. 4 14- o 13.9
Other Torts . 0' g 14.6 . )
: 16’ 2 2 .
TR imere. 76 76 59 21 10 0 |9 |12 7 174 B Other Cases 8.7 . 11.5
Harford 13 11 2 2 0 0 0 10 6 29 ; ; 21.2 9.4 .
NON-JURY Cases 13.2 ' | 18.2
PO egany 3 2 1 3 1 0 1 0 . ' 25, 2 15.3 13.8 13. 1
e Lo | b TR R ] Moor Toms 242 oy 121 M5 gy
ashington 1 . ¢ . *
& [ Other Torts 4 17.0 8.4
% Other Cases 10.
B el 58 16 10 5 20 3 10 28 12 80 e Tried
Carzoll 1 2 5 2 1 0 0 7 3 9 b Number 2 Y=t
Howard 2 15 1 1 3 5 3 37 6 33 . | 94 1870 654
| I 3678 1154 25 |
SIXTH CIRCUIT b TOTAL Cases 204
Frederick 4 | 4 6 5 | 2 0 1 L 2 5 B a1 880 676
Montgomery 76 14 35 5 4 2 19 44 25 57 % JURY Cases 1261 38 o1
=
SEVENTH CIRCULT i A 64l 249 392 31% 41
e I T A O T N I O R B B Moror Torts 5 w8 o2
Pt George's 101 23 82 21 3 2 2 i 45 P bl Other Torts 258 101 261 179
St. Mary's 7 3 1 2 2 0 0 2 1 13 Other Cases 362 ~ 450
, ; 1194
Elgmagllggog?gicy 249 i 31 61 27 13 17 169 57 219 . NON-JURY Cases 24l7 ~ 199 &7
STATE 641 507 258 142 98 8 | 76 | 497 188 1213 Motor Torts 507 3](-)]]: l?g 59 3%3:
‘ 142 ' ' ;
3 (())ttg:; ';‘_‘Zztess 1768 401 1367 1,013
i1 ial.
" % Average number of months bHEtWeen filing and £33
i 49
48 i
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reached the tria] stage in less than
one year. The corresponding figure
for 1972-73 was 62, 6 percent,

In the EQUITY area, proceedingg

 in divorce matters constituted 57, 4

pércent of the statewide Ccaseload ag
20, 890 were filed compared to 36, 411
total equity caseg, Reported equity
hearings before a judge in open court

totalled 6, 473, For the first time g

tabulation of the time lapse in equity

hearings wasg computed for thig report,

#

~L-J-v.,,ﬂr.;;~$z'3s..‘1.\;.,,.t,ﬁ..,vw, AL

LAW 'CAsEs

PROPORTION OF TRIALS TO DISPOSITIONS

Total Law Disposed Ot Percenpt
Casges By Disposed Qf
Disposed of Trial By Trial
Allegany 176 28 15.9
Anne Arundel 13124 242 2L5
Baitimore City 9312 1154 12, 4
Baltimore 2302 587 25,5
Calvert 150 38 25.3
Caroline 65 11 16.9
Carroll T 265 30 11.3
Cecil 455 33 7.2
Charleg 206 53 25,7
Dorchester 111 37 33.3
Frederick 237 30 12,6
Garrete . 88 20 22,7
Harford 433 73 12,0
Howard . 627 106 16.9
Kent 63 16 25,4
Montgomery 1099 281 25.5
Prince George's 2708 760 28,0
Queen Anne's .. 58 (4] 10.3
St. Mary's 128 31 4.2
Somerser 12,9
Talbot 120 42 35.0
Washingron 346 42 12,1
Wicomico 164
Worcester

AVERAGE NUMBER OF MONTHS ELAP‘SING

1964-65

1965- 66
1966-67
1967-68
1968-69
1969-70
1970-71
1971-72
1972-73
1973-74

i ears reflect
*Year 1973-74 reflects period of July 1,- June 30. Priory

BETWEEN

¥
' W CASES
D TRIAL OF LA
FILING AI(\I]ury and Non-Jury)

State

14. 4
14.9
15.5
15.0
14.5
15. 8
14.0
13.8
14.0
15.3

i All Metfo%gitan Other 19
Baltérir;;re Counties Counties  Counties
19.6 11.4 12.5 9.2
21.2 12.3 14.0 9.9
21.7 12,2 13.1 10.5
21,7 11.4 12.1 10.0
21.2 11,2 11.5 10. 6
22.7 11.9 12.3 11.1
20. 4 10. 4 10. 2 11,0
20. 8 9.9 9.5 11, 0
19.7 10. 8 10. 6 11.3
22.4 12.0 11,9 12.5

period of September 1 - August 31.

EQUITY HEARINGS

(1973 - 74)

’ RING
TIME LAPSE BETWEEN ORIGINAL FILING AND HEA

Time Lapse

*
MBER OF HEARINGS Four.
AP NUB Itimore All Metropqhtan gthilgiéz
State i City Counties Counties ou
. : B
8.6 7.1 8.8 9.3 8
' | 3467 2152

Number of Hearings 6473

854 5619

“*Average number of months between filing and hearing.
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EQUITY HEARINGS REPORTED

Divorce Adoption " Roreclosure Other Totals
"'| FIRST CIRCULT ;
Dorchester 141 8 1 93 243
Somerset 2 .0 0 20 22
Wicomico 16 0 0 44 60
Worcester 5 0 0 9 i4
SECOND CIRCUIT
Caroline 7 6 0 8 21
- Cecil 219 36 4 70 329
Kent ) 12 0 13 34
Queen Anne's/ 2 0 0 6 8
"Talbot 31 7 0 70 108
THIRD CIRCUIT «
Baltimore 464 186 1 693 1344
Harford 63 2 7 80 152
FOURTH CIRCUIT '
Allegany 103 0 0 23 126
Garrett 15 9 0 25 49
Washington 230 78 0 82 390
FIFTH CIRCUIT
Anne Arundel 320 24 3 210 397
Carroll 122 2 0 36 160
Howard 81 37 -2 38 158
SIXTH CIRCUIT ~
Frederick 13 46 0 23 32
Montgomery 262 15 0 104 381
SEVENTH CIRCUIT
- Calvert 2 0 0 b 7
Charles 32 36 0 32 100
Prince George's 543 445 0 197 1185
St. Mary's 30 35 6] 24 89
EIGHTH CIRCUIT
N Baltimore City 493 21 ' 1 339 854
TOTALS 3205 1005 | 19 2244 6473
52

i » -6 the prior
CRIMINAE filings increased significantly in 1973-74 compared to P

] - C- i P o G (] G . j 3 } 3

|

. . 830
percent of the total criminal caseload as 1t recorded 13, 83

total of 1, 734

sccounted for 56. 2

1 [ L | |

. - ~ ) /

of 4.9 months was computed.

a
CRIMINAL CASES

Time Lapseb Non - Jury

Jury

Baltimore Metropolitan Other 19

BaltCilr‘?ore Mego?n?cliic:?n g?ﬁiléz State City Counties Count;es gfi’
51: 3.8 3.1 Lo | 106667 | 3.3 3,1 2.8 3.‘5
6. 8 4.9 2.3 4.4 | 1967-68 4.0 3.1 3. 3 -
6. 6 4.6 3.1 4.6 | 1968-69 5.1 3.2 4. 3 ”
6- 7 4.7 3.9 5.1 | 1969-70 5.1 3.8 3. 6 v
6. 9 4.5 4.0 48 | 1970-71 5.7 3.5 4. 4 v
7. 0 4.2 4.0 5.2 | 1971-72 4.9 3.5 4. 5 o
(: 1 5.2 4.7 5.6 | 1972-78 5.7 3.8 3.9 .
7.5‘ 6.3 a1 | 6.3 |1973-74 6.2 4.6 }

-74 yeflects period ot WY une o y - 3L
| a/ Year 1973‘ 74 reflect od of July 1 50, Prior years reflect period of September 1 - Augus
i i ] . ]

b/ Average aumber of months petween filing and trial.
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| ‘ i L ENCES
/ APPLICATIONS FOR REVIEW OF CRIMINAL SENTENC
— : July 1, 1973 - June 30, 1974
CRIMINAL CASES TRIED* '
' 1906:67  1967-68  1968-69 1069-70 1970-71 1971-72  1972-73 197374 Terminated
o] ' : B idered and Dispased of
S REN FIRST CIRCUIT 2 Consiaered e
L Dorchester 89 95 129 139 115 86 107 128 Orisinal Original | Original
Somerser - 61 45 34 57 35 54 70 39 . Filed ‘ Sentce Sentence | Sentence
Tizomico 178 108 78 78 o 169 268 285 ’ Dyzing be;)%Ii?;?]t Unchanged Increased Decreased
Worcester s . 119 98 129 151 112 146 125 B o Year y ,
i : ‘ 0
5 | $ECOND CIRCUIT FIRST CIRGUIT 2 0 5 ’ 0 ’
o Caroline 22 38 41 28 22 30 27 26 ) S 0 0 11 0 0
ATy Cecil 87 112 206 - 228 143 120 112 152 0 Wivomice 9 0 5 0 0
R Kent 95 94 106 161 58 55 59 77 Worcester 5 1
=l Queen Anne's 49 77 38 88 85 36 58 66
Talbot 94 127 - 68 88 127 154 81 89
O ; v SECOND CIRCUIT 0 0 0 g
R THIRD CIRGUIT = Caroline g o 4 0 o
, S Baltimore 1382 1363 1430 1634 1761 1521 1603 1943 Cecil 3 0 5 o 0
' Harford 222 193 317 206 S 271 - 360 1286 276 . Keast 0 0 0 0
: e Queen Anne's 0 0 0
o : ‘ . ] Talbot 0
FOURTH CIRcurr , i3
Allegany 108 180 171 236 140 131 189 154 P .
T Garrert 43 69 45 90 118 73 61 58 : CIRCUIT 0 3
o Washington 228 209 180 292 214 234 299 343 THIAD CIRC 32 2 5 0 2
b i Harford 4
FIFTH CIRCUIT P ;
Amme Arundel 680 710 802 1065 1071 801 1021 1155 i 0
Carroll 95 120 141 211 145 171 234 358 FOURTH CIRCUIT \ L 2 0 7
Howard 139 128 153 266 177 172 252 258 i Allegany 8 0 7 0
o Garrett 0 2 0
P Washington 1
SIXTH CIRCUIT , _ - ‘ .
Frederick 72 89 108 130 155 125 130 203
Montgomery 308 458 476 557 443 383 453 567 FIFTH CIRCUIT o 8 0 :
e Anne Arundel 11 0 2 0 1
B : Carroll 3 0 2 0
: A SEVENTH CIRCUIT g Howard 5
i Calvert 144 130 161 169 99 50 34 32 c
Charles 102 116 99 96 128 119 148 162 ]
i Prince George's 802 1043 900 1058 1312 1196 g4 1518 i 0
i St. Mary's 130 139 159 192 203 118 187 215 SIXTH CIRCUIT 2 5 0 4
it ‘ , ‘ Frederick 6 = 9 0
- SR _ Montgomery 21
EIGHTH CIRCUIT - i
Baltimore City 5455 6073 7545 7367 7031 5559 6721 9684 i
. | SRENTH G 0 0 g 0 0
i STATE 10,708 11,835 13,482 14719 14125 11,819 13,586 17,013 Charles 4 1 0 2
0 55
: ; , i : Prince George’s 6} 0 1 0 0
" *Year 1973-74 reflects period of July 1 ~ June 30, Prior years reflect period of Seprember 1 - August 31, - ' St. Mary's
. IGHTH CIRCUIT : 0 4
H Rattimore Gty 159 S H7
29
STATE 341 1 18 335 0
:
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of June 30, 1¢ i
| 974, During the same period 138 sentenceg have been reduced
Peto . ¢< . A V '
itions filed for writs of HABEAS CORPUS AND POST CONVICTION reij
totalled i | o
527 and 448, respectively, for 1973-74 The figures for 1972-73
=73 were

806 and 351, A ¢
Id- 5oL, rend over , ‘
the last few years hag surfaced to reflect a sizable
HALEAS GCOR .
PUS  AND POST coONVIcTION P — — 1
' Habeas  Corpus*
1967-68 196869 196970 .' : : Post Conviction* o
1967-68 970 1970-7L 1971-72 1972.73 197374 | 1967.68 1968-69 1 : o
FII}JST CIRCUIT : s 2228 196970 1970-7) 197472 1972-73 [973-74
Somataet o ; 205 0 4
Wicomico 7 i : L 0 0 2 f % 5 > 0 3 0
- Worcester i 6 2 ? 2 1 1 3 8 g ! 2 3 2
. 7 0 2
SECOND cincurr ° ¢ 2 2 2 ! 4 3 4
aroline
Cecil » 0 4 5 2 1 L
Kent P 0 1 10 5 5 3 0 4 6 7 3 3 .
Queen Anne's 5 1 4 1 5 8 8 6 12 7 6 : : 4
albot 1 3 g f 2 L 2 ? g i g 5 3 g
. 1 3
THIRD CIRGULY ¢ ! 0 0 0 0 ] ; 5
Itimore 7L 1 :
Harford 13 97 6? 42 45 47 74 30
. 8 8 3 p " 42 42 29 23 19
FOURTH GIRGyrT 2 3 3 ¢ s
egan
Garrert. : 2 2 2 2 0 1 1 ;
Washington 5 5 ; g 0 0 0 8 f ; 4 [ L 0 o
28 1 ¢
FIETH CIRGULT woom * ’ 5 ! ! 6
fifie Arunde] -
Carroll 4 50 58 47 15 15 9 /
Howard - 15 o S 2 11 p 2 4 22 35 12 16 1 13
' 21 1 4 0
SIXTH GIRCDIT : ? 16 ! ! 18 6 2 6 5
Prederi . 4
Montg;:]?:ry : 4? 437; 5 8 6 2 2 2 e
S 49 39 116 50 93 7 6 3 5 4 3 il
SE%EFTH CIRGUIT ‘ 8 o 1o 4 8 10 ;
alvert |
gh;aﬂe%; 13 g‘ g lg 0 0 0 4 7 1 % ;
rince Géorge eyl 0 : 1 s
oy Mury‘srge 5} 63 ,],? aé . mg 29 22 412 Sf 4; 2 1 (1) g f f E
, 0 38 48 :
EIGBHTH CIRCUIT - ' ° ° ° ‘ 4 23 32 ‘ 43 ;«
altimore Ciry 502 ' ‘
PO s 004 7m0 gg gy 8. 276 316 g .
= 192 227 :
TOTALS 83 ) 28t
; 01082 u74 367 g0 806 527 410 439 537 49y : :
306 351 4 b
107374 reflects i
3 ts period of July 1 - Ju
Prioe years reflect period of Septer{ar:l(;- 310.- Augusy 31
e
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decline in habeas corpus petitions with a corresponding gradual rise in post
conviction petitions. As iﬁ past years, the majority of both types of petitith
were filed in Baltimore City.

Thé Circuit Court for Montgomery County, which exercises jurisdiction
formerly held by an orphans' court, reported that it held 45 hearings and signed
2; 740 orders during 1973-74. The Circuit Court for Harford County also
asgumed such jurisdiction on November 5, 1974 as the result of the ratification
bf a consf.itutional amendment in the November 1972 General Election.

JUVENILE CAUSES filed in 1973-74 numbered 24, 527 and reflected a 7. 2
percent increase over 1972-73. Delinquency cases totalled 20, 107 and accounted
for 80.0 percent of the juvenile workload. Terminations in juver'lile causes
numbered 22, 784 for 1973-74. All juvenile matters are within the exclusive |
; jurisdictioﬁ of the circuit courts except in Montgornerg;' County where jurisdiction
ié exercised by the Juvenile Division of the District Court. |

The following pages of this section of the report contain tabulations of the

workload of the circuit courts.
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TABLE

N

A-1

LAW, CRIMINAL AND EQUITY CASES

FILED AND TERMINATED

IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF MARYLAND

JULY 1, 1973

THROUGH

JUNE 30,

1974

FlLED

TERM‘NATED
C:ags CASES:
APFEALS CASES APPEALS AP:PE‘ADLS CASES APPEALS
TOTAL~FIRST CIRCUIT 3144 2852 292 3002 2727 275
LAW
690 640 50 65¢ 589 67
EQUITY
e 1538 1538 XXX 1491 1491  xxx
916 674 242 857 649 208 |
DORCHESTER COUNTY
515 433 82 541
459 82
LAW
- 90 76 14 111 . 96 15
o 286 286 XXX 298 208 xxx
" A
CRIMINAL 139 71 g 182 6 g
SOMER
SET COUNTY 397 348 49 332 317 15
Law . |
" 64 60 4 54 49 5
QUiTY
232 282 XXX | o4 194  xxx
CRIM I
INAL 101 56 45 84 74 10
WiCcoMIC
O COUNTY 1241 1128 33 1114 1007 g7
LAW ; Y !
o 167 149 18 164 143 g1
o 633 633 XxXxx 622 622  Xxx¥
AL \
441 - 346 95 328 242 86
WORCESTER COUNTY 991 943 48 1015 . 944 71
LAW ‘
ey 36Y 355 14 325 209 g4
R 387 387  xxx 377 377 . XXx
NAL I3 V
| owt 85 201 34 313 268 45
58

TABLE A-2

LAW, CRIMINAL. AND EQUITY CASES
FILED AND TERMINATED

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF MARYLAND
JULY 1, 1973 THROUGH JUNE 30, 1974

R

ey

FiLED TERMINATED
CASES c:a%s

A??’?A’LS CASES ..~ APPEALS APPEALS CASES APPEALS

TOTAL~-SECOND CIRCUIT 2479 2286 193 2952 2767 185

LAW 543 493 48 761 714 47
EQUITY 1343 1343 XXX 1630 © 1630 XXX

CRIMINAL 593 448 145 561 423 138
CAROLINE COUNTY 284 269 15 340 326 14
LAW 61 57 4 65 63 2
EQUITY 183 183 XXX 237 237 XXX

| CRIMINAL 40 29 11 38 26 12
CECI{L COUNTY 1191 1094 97 1507 l401» < 106
LAW 279 261 18 455 434 21
EQUITY 631 631 XXX 803 803 XXX
CRIMINAL 281 202 79 | 249 164 85
KENT COUNTY 331 313 18 361 344 17
LAW 6L 50 11 63 51 12
EQUITY 191 191 XXX 204 204 XXX
CRIMINAL, 79 72 7 94 89 5
QUEEN ANNE'S COUNTY 287 264 23 - 269 248 21
LAW 58 54 4 58 55 3
EQUITY 129 129 XXX 117 117 ; XXX
CRIMINAL 100 _ 8L 19 94 76 I8
TALBOT COUNTY 386 346 40 475 448 27
LAW 84 73 11 120 111 9
EQUITY 209 209 XXX 269 269 XXX
CRIMINAL 93 64 29 86 68 18
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o | TABLE A-3 | | - | R | o
| | | | | | TABLE A-4 LE

FAW: CRIMINAL AND EQUITY cAses o l ' LAW, CRIMINAL AND EQUITY CASES
: IN ri-=> AND TERMINATED L | 'V FILED AND TERMINATED
THE THIRD JUDICIAL CIRC ;,;; |
UIT OF MA b ,
JULY 1, 1973 THROUGR JUNE 30, 1974 RYLAND i IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF MARYLAND
: ' 2 ' JULY 1, 1973 THROUGH JUNE 30, 1974
; & R ’ FILED TERMINATED
i : ' P CASES CASES
- AND AND
g APPEALS = CASES APPEALS APPEALS CASES APPEALS
FILED -
ah oAsEs pvwe SMINATED - TOTAL-FOURTH CIRCUIT 2833 2524 309 || 2683 2347 336
i AND , ; ‘
= APPEALS CASES APPEALS AP?’,E‘RITS CASES APPEALS LAW 599 520 79 610 508 102
A TOTAL-THIRD CIRCUIT '
8 | 11, 013 10,058 955 110,245 9320 o1 EQUITY 1437 1437 XXX || 1841 1341 XXX
- LAW : CRIMINAL 2
o o 2609 2352 47 2785 2440 205 797 567 230 782 498 234
: CRIMINAL 2785678 2K 4908 4908 xxx "
e L 2636 2028 608 2602 1981 621 ;, ALLEGANY COUNTY 1052 887 165 933 801 132
, BALTIMO i LAwW 232 191 41 176 155 21
a0 RE COUNTY ' 4 ‘
o 9289 . 8439 850 8729 7906 823 L ’ EQUITY 548 548 XXX 539 .539 XXX
oy LAW | ' . CRIMINAL 272 148 124 218 107 111 “
: 2299 1991 308 2302 2053 249
wf EQUITY ‘
e c “ 788 4738 XXX | 4179 w79 xxx
| RIMINAL 2252 1710 542 GARRETT COUNTY 333 319 14 304 285 19
e 2248 1674 574 _
e ~ ‘ , _ LAW 88 87 1 88 82 6
8 HARFOR ~ ‘ , 4 S :
o LAW CRIMINAL, ' 79 66 13 66 53 13
400 361 39 433 :
. 387 . 46
4 EQUITY : 4 :
1 : 940 940 XXX « ' »
1 CRIMINAL 3 729 729 XXX . WASHINGTON COUNTY 1448 1318 130 1446 1261 185
E . 384 318 66 354 307 47 L ;
' | raw | 279 242 37 || 346 271 75
EQUITY | 723 723 XXX || 652 652 XXX
CRIMINAL -t 446 353 93 448 338 110 |
o 60 b
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TABLE A-§ '

LAW, CRIMINAL AND EQUITY CASES
. FILED AND TERMINATED =~

IN THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF MARYLAND
JULY 1, 1973 THROUGH JUNE 30, 1974

TABLE A-6

LAW, CRIMINAL AND EQUITY CASES
FILED AND TERMINATED

-

IN THE SIXTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF MARYLAND

JULY 1, 1973 THROUGH JUNE 30, 1974

A it

FILED TERMINATED
CASES CASES
AND AND
(3; APPEALS CASES . APPEALS APPEALS CASES APPEALS
)
TOTAL-FIFTH CIRCUIT 7641 7043 598 || 7692 7099 503 |
LAW 1777 1580 197 || 2016 1758 258
EQUITY 3865 3865 + XXX |l 8493 3403  xxx
CRIMINAL 1999 1598 401 2183 1848 335
. ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 5206 4862 344 4929 = 4605 324
LAW 979 862 117 1124 960 164
EQUITY ' 2833 2833 XXX | 2378 2278 xxx
CRIMINAL 1394 1167 227 | 1427 1267 140
CARROLL, COUNTY . 925 848 77 962 876 86 jk‘
LAW 249 226 23 265 . 238 27
e EQUITY 477 477 XXX 356 356 XXX ;
CRIMINAL ' 199 145 54 f 340 282 =9 :
I HOWARD COUNTY 1510 1833 177 || 1801 1618 183
pes LAW 549 492 57 627 560 &7
g EQUITY 555 555 XXX 759 759 XXX
o CRIMINAL | 406 286 120 415 299 116
B 7‘ “ ‘ gk
%
LR 62 i

FiLED i TERMINATED
CASES C::%S
AP?"EI:RLS CASES = APBEALS APPEALS CASES APPEALS
TOTAL-SIXTH CIRCUIT 8056 7253 803 6130 5709 421 |
LAW 2265 2098 167 1336 1273 63
EQUITY 4483 4483 XXX || 3632 3632 XXX
CRIMINAL 1308 672 636 1162 804 358
FREDERICK COLUNTY 1270 1124 146 1372 1238 134
LAW 284 255 29 237 223 14
EQUITY 705 705 XXX 873 873 XXX
CRIMINAL, ' 281 164 117 262 142 120
MONTGOMERY COUNTY 6786 « 6129 657 4758 4471 287
LAW 1981 1843 138 1099 1050 49
EQUITY | 3778 3778 XXX | 2759 2759 XXX
CRI»MINAL : 1027 508 519 900 662 238
63
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, ‘ : o TABLE A-7 TABLE VA ‘8’
LAW, CRIMINAL AND EQUITY CASES LAW. CRIMINAL AND EQUITY CASES
P ‘ FILED AND TERMINATED ' | D
1 IN THE SEV v FILED AND TERMINATED
i | EVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF MARYLAND IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF MARYLAND
; JULY 1, 1973 ~THROUGH JUNE 30, 1974 '
; » s JULY 1, 1973 THROUGH  JUNE 30, 1974
l FILED TERMINATED
5 c::gs c:ﬁg‘ FILED TERMINATED
s APPEALS  CASES.  APPEALS APPEALS = CASES *  APPEALS CASES CASES
l TOTAL-SEVENTH CIRCUIT 11,916 11,154 762 AP?’:gLS CASES. . APPEALS AP':’ggLS GASES  APPEALS
';f ) ’ 4 ll) 290 1 N
| 0,549 = 741 TOTAL-EIGHTH CIRCUIT 31, 437 28,143 3204 134,627 30,431 4196
LAW -
, 2762 2576 186 3192 2950 - 242 BALTIMORE CITY
aathd 0630 6630 XXX || 5792 5792 xxx .
CRIMINAL 2594 1948 576 3306 1807 499 TOTAL-LAW COURTS 6170 5312 858 9312 8086 1226
o SUPERIOR COURT 3727 3484 243 6372 6121 251
v ALVERT COUNTY 585 551 34 443 4ld COMMON PLEAS
e 29 736 719 17 644 635 9
I LAW 148 134 14 150 140 10 BALTIMORE CITY 1707 1109 598 2296 1330 966
P EQUITY
: 294 294 XXX 202 - 202 XXX
o CRIMINAL 143 123 20 o1 , ‘
72 19 TOTAL-EQUITY COURTS 11,437 11,437 XXX | 9151 9151 XXX
CHARLES COUNTY 913 855 58 CIRCUIT COURT 4241 4241 XXX 3733 3733 XXX
947 865 82 CIRGUIT COURT No. 2 7196 7196 XXX | 5418 5418 XXX
Law 170 158 12 206 - 182 24
: EQUITY
el , 407 :
“ CRIMINAL 7N s a2e xxx TOTAL-CRIMINAL COURTS |13,830 11,304 2436 [16,164 13,194 2970
336 290 46 317 259 58
PRINCE G s LAW, CRIMINAL AND EQUITY CASES
EORGE'S COUNTY | 9606 8978 628 901 8604
597 FILED,AND TERMINATED
AW 2277 2134 143 { 2708 2507 201 IN THE STATE OF MARYLAND
EQUITY 5503 5503 XXX || 4818 enis xx JULY 1, 1973 THROUGH JUNE 30, 1974
CRIMINAL, : '
1826 1341 485 1675 1279 396 FILED TERMINATED
B - — CASES c:)s{%s
V ST.‘ MARY'S COUNTY 812 770 42 699 666 33 AP?’gitLS CASES APPEALS APPEALS CASES APPEALS
i LAW , . TOTAL-STATE OF MARYLAND[78, 519 71,313 7206 ({78, 621 70,958 7663
167 150 17 128 121 7
E
Quity 426 26 Xxx 348 348 XX LAW 17,505 15,573 1932 |20, 616 18,316 2300
CRIMINAL ‘
219 194 - 25 223 197 - 26 gQuITY 36,411 36,411 XXX [131, 438 31,438 XXX
i CRIMINAL, 24, 603 19,329 5274 126,567 21,204 5363
64
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' TABLE B-1 TABLE B-2
. BISTRIBUTION, WITH PERCENTAGES, OF CASES AND APPEALS‘ FILED ,{.:i‘; DISTRIBUTION, WITH PERCENTAGES, OF CASES AND APPEALS FILED
IN THE COURTS OF MARYLAND ' IN THE COURTS OF MARYLAND
JULY 1, 1973 THROUGH JUNE 30, 1974 o | " JULY 2, 1973 THROUGH JUNE 30, 1974
» : , STATE ’ FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT . b A ot
| ALL JupiciaL DorcHEsTER SOMERSET WicoMico WoRrcEsTER CARQLINE R = o — TA:BOERCENT
ii Numacsl:?:::csm RUMBER PERCENT | NUMRER | PERCENY | NUMBER | FERGENT NUMBER T PERCENT] | ) Numsén T PERCENT | NUWBER | FERCENT | NUWBER FEn;g,g- Nu;;gn plgg(c):zg-r NU;’ZER PlOO_ :
s LAW (ToTaL) 17,505 100.0 [ 90 : 100.0] 64 £100.0 | 167 100,0 | 369 { 100.0 P LAW (TOTAL) 6L 1 100.0 | 279 | 100.0 [ 6l 100. SN T
, : o MOTOR TORT 6523 37.3 10 111 22 34.4 | a1 - 24,5 15 4.1 MOTOR TGRT 9 14.8 41 14,7 7 11.5 lz 6'9 6 .
f OTHER TORT * 2138 12,2 3 3.3 1 1.6 9 5.4 ‘0 0.0 t OTHER TORT 7 i 1Ls 6 i 2.2 lz ;.E; | o ) s 6
ii CONTRACT 3385 19.3 [ 10 1L 9 14,0 53 3L.7 87 23.5 CONTRACT 16 : 26.2 36 1 129 ° ’ 19'7 11 f o19.0] 28 ¢ 3.3
£ , CONFESSED JUDGMENTS 1247 7.1 6v 6.7 16 25,0 27 16, 2 116 31.4 ’;‘“‘?‘ CONFESSED JUDGMENTS 16 26,2 61 2%-9 12 ‘0 . 'l , . L2
o CONDEMNATION 851 a4 Y L6 2 1 1 P : CONDEMNATION 0 00 7 2.5 L R 1.7 55 | 69
’ E{ : OTHER LAW #% 1168 6.7 42 ? 46.7 in 15. 6 | 16 9.6 133 36.1 OTHER LAW 8 13.1 107 38.3 14 22,9 1 3' ) L 1.2
o ‘» HABEAS CORPUS 527 3.0 4 4.4 1 1.6 1 0.6 0 0.0 HABEAS CORPUS i Let 3 L1 0 : %9 ’ S
APPEALS -~ . : : H e APPEALS— 1 L7 3 3.6
DISTRICT COURT 879 1 5.0 I 11 0 0.0 6 3.6 10 2.7 4 DISTRICT COURT 2 3.3 8 2.9 2 3.3 iy 8 s
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCIES| 1053 6.0 13 14,5 4 6.2 12 7.2 4 L1 * ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCIES 2 i 33 10 3.5 9 14.7 23‘ loo- E—
QUITY (TOTAL) 36,411 | 100.0 || 286 {1000 | 232 [ 100.0 | 633 §100.0 | 387 [ 100.0 EQUITY (TOTAL) 183 §100.0 | 631 100.0 { 191 100, 0 112 lO‘O . .y
ADOPTION ##% ' 2568 7.0 7 2,4 7 3.0 47 7.4 21 5.4 ADOPTION 1 6.0 > & ¢ H " 64 49' 61 111 53.1
bivorcE Jo0890 574 152 0 ses g 61 | a9 " 6lo | 135 34 " DpivorcE S IR B L o § 4.7 ‘29 18.9
, ﬁATzanv - 4506 12.4 84 29.4 | 33 14,2 8l 12.8 26 6.7 n PATERNITY 28 15.3 54 8.6 14 7.3 ) 4'7 . 2o
FORECLOSURE 1412 3.9 21 7.4 10 4.3 47 7.4 127 32.8 : :: FORECLOSURE ? 49 % i o > 40 31:0 53 ; 25,3
e OTHER EQuITY 7035 19.3 0 22 . 77| 38 16, 4 66 10.5 78 20,2 “ ,' OTHER EQUITY 47 25.7 65, 18.4 S Py i
E - : : i : : ; 3 100.0
o RIMINAL (7o7AL) 24,603 100.0 | 139 | 100.0 | 101 100.0 | 2m 11000 | 235 : 1000 o [ERIMINAL croTals 40 100.0 4 28 102.2 72 102.2 1'02 102:2 90 0.0
e DESERTION 2016;5 8.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 ! 0.0 0 0.0 DESERTION 000 o ' ‘ 64 ¢ 68.8
i:? S THER. CRIMINAL 16, 865 68. 6 68 48,9 52 5.5 | 333 75,5 199 84.7 OTHER CRIMINAL 25 | 625 198 70.5 72 9L.1 78 78.0 :
APPEALS - ‘ ; ‘ Y;f{‘ APPEALS — 6.0 6 ° 6ol 17 18.3
| MOTOR VEHICLE 2782 113 | 13 .4 4 ¢ 39| 3 Poso | 2 Y 1 MOTOR VEHICLE 4 100 30 107 0 B 13 13.0 | 12 12.9
' / ] CRIMINAL 2492§ 10.1 || s5 ; CRIMINAL. . 7y s # e ’ - . o
o ,: ; S - S ‘ 0 o
/ oot e I ‘ ' posT convicTION 4f 10.0| 4% 14| 0 00| 8 i 30 ;
H ; * Iﬁcludes 402 Consent Cases, |
A ‘ ** Includes 87 Defective Delinquent Cases,
*¥* Includes 325 Petitions For Guardianship, '
67
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TABLE B-3

V'

DISTRIBUTION, WITH PERCENTAGES, OF CASES AND APPREALS FILED
IN THE COURTS OF MARYLAND
JULY 1, 1973 THROUGH JUNE 30, 1974

THIRD JUBICIAL CIRCUIT

FOURTH JUDICIAL. CIRCUIT

TR L it

BALTIMORE HarrorD ALLEGANY GARRETT WASHINGTON
NUMBER PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT || NUMBER L PERCENT | NUMBER : PERCENT | NUMBER i PERCENT

LAW (TOTAL) 2299 1 100.0 | 400 | 100.0 232 100.0 | 88 100.0| 279 | 100.0
MOTOR TORT 930 40,5 141 i 35.3 37 16.0 9 10.2 66 23.7
OTHER TORT 282 12,3 21 © 5.2 29 12.5 0 0.0 -17 6.1
CONTRACT 01 23| e 10| 2 gs| ©L1| 8 | 3Ly
CONFESSED JUDGMENTS 79 3.4 49 i 12,3 80 34.5 11 12,5 30 10. 8
CONDEMNATION 75 3.2 8 , 2.0 18 7.8 3 3.5 5 1.8
OTHER LAW 61 2.7 70 0 175 4 L7 k63 7.6 20 7.1
HABEAS CORPUS 74 3.2 4 1.0 1 0.4 0 0.0f 15 : 53
APPEALS — : : ! ’ ‘ ...............
DISTRICT COURT 187 8.1 21 5.2 27 1.6 a 0.0 18 ; 6.5
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCIES 121 5.3 18 4.5 14 6.0 1 1.1 19 6. 8
QUITY (ToTaL) 4738 100.0 | 940 i 100,0 548 100.0 1 166 : 100.0| 723 100.0
ADOPTION 121 79| @ 8.6 78, 18.3] 13 7.8 80 1.1
BIvorce 2984j 63.0 | 494 I 2.6 356 . 64.6| 92 55.4 460 | 63,6
PATERNITY 198 4.2 35 3.7 28 5.1 o ! 0.0 56 7.7
FORECLOSURE 1105 2.2 38 4,0 13 2.4 12 7.2 17 2.4

- OTHER EQuITY 1079 | 227 | 292 3L.1 80 4.6 49 29.6{ 110 15.2
RIMINAL. (ToTAL) 2252 ; 100.0 | 384 i 100.0 272 1 100.0 | 79 | 100.0] 446 100, 0
DESERTION 225 10,0 0 0.0 25 - 9.2 0 0.0 0 0.0
OTHER CRIMINAL 1451 64,4 | 311 8L.0 123 ¢ 452 5 82.2 | 347 77.8

— B R
MOTOR VEHICLE 369 16,4 42 10.9 29 : 10.7 i1 13.9 43 9.6
CRIMINAL 173 7.7 24 6.3 95 1 349 2 2.6( 50 11.2
(POST CONVICTION 34 1.5 7 1.8 0 0.0 1 L3y 6 14
68
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TABLE B-4

IN THE COURTS OF MARYLAND
JULY 1, 1973 THROUGH JUNE 30, 1974

DISTRIBUTION, WITH PERCENTAGES, OF CASES AND APPEALS FILED

FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

SIXTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

ANNE ARUNDEL CARROLL Howanro FREDERICK MoNTGOMERY
NUMBER : PERCENT | NUMBER . PERCENT | NUMBER ; PERGENT || NUMBER | PERCENT. NUMBERE PERCENT
LAW (TOTAL) 979  106.0 | 249 © 100.0 | 549 | 100.0 |l 284 ; 100.0 | 1981 ; 100.0
MOTOR TORT 339 34.6 28 © 11.3 9 © 18.0] 90 3s..7) 613 | 309
OTHER TORT 93 9.5 26 10.4 21 3.8 25 8.8} 254 12.8
CONTRACT 253 25.9 27 10.9 736 43.01 76 26.8| 780 39.4
CONFESSED JUDGMENTS 49 5.0 129 51.8 93 17.3 43 15.1 104 5.2
CONDEMNATION 66 6,8 6 2.4 7 1.3 5 1.8 33 1.7
OTHER LAW 53 5. 4 3 1.2 18 3.3 14 4.9 36 1.8
HABEAS CORPUS 9 0.9 7 2.8 16 2,9 2 0,7 23 1.2
APPEALS —
DISTRICT COURT 39 6.0 12 4.8 41 7.5 15 5.3 71 3.6
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCIES 58 ; 5.9 i1 4. 4 16 2,9 14 4,9 67 3.4
EQ’UITY (TOTAL) 2833 { 100.0 | 477 : 100.0 | 555 : 100.01| 705 : 100.0 | 3778 100.0
ADOPTION 227 8.0 30 16.5 54 9.7 35 7.8 286 7.6
DIVORCE 1786 63.01 333 | 60.8| 372 67.0|| 447 63.4 ) 2244 | 59.4
PATERNITY 239 8.4 1 0.2 0 0.0 68 9.6 41 1.1
FORECLOSURE 124 4,4 15 3.1 16 2.9 30 4,3 ) 1.6
OTHER EQUITY 4357 16.2 78 16. 4 113 20.4 1 105 149 ) Mga 30.3
CRIMINAL (totAL) 1394 ;| 100.0 199 100.0 406 100.0 j| 281 100, 0] 1027 100.0
DESERTION 183 15.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
OTHER . CRIMINAL 971 i 69.7 144 ' 72.3 277 68.2 1 162 57.6 1 498 48.5
APPEALS - {
MOTOR VEHICLE 120 8.6 26 13.1 69 17.0 53 18.9 | 242 23.6
CRIMINAL 107 7.7 28 14.} 51 12,6 64 22.81 277 27.0
FOST CONVICTION 13 0.9 L: 0.5 9 22 2 0.7 10 0.9
69
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DISTRIBUTION OF CASES FILED IN THE COURTS OF MARYLAND
July 1, 1973 - June 30, 1974
) _ﬂ)
K 3 . &
" Q = o o H @
o - a ot S o S £ x] o I3 % o
2 53 3} o 5} 3 P 9
E B g8 s St ol lelels 1Bl sl 2l lels(C|EE |9
S E BB gl B BB IS 1B lE g e B Eg 1813 8|28z |E
el (+] - fau? - —
B IS 1 (g8 18L& |8 &2 13 [3 12 |E2 18|21 |2 51|86 1]& (4 (35 {|2
LAW - TOTALS 90 641 167 | 369 61§ 279} 6L 4 S8 | B4 i 22991 4001 232 | 88 | 279 || 979 { 249 | 549 |} 284 | 1981 j| 148 170 {2277 | 167 § 6170 |} 17,505
TORT:
Motdr Tort 101 2271 4} 15 9 4 71164 12| 930 14ty 371 o | 66 | 33c) 28| 99| 90| 613{f 53j 59| 9lo| 4L || 2935 6523
Other Tort 1 1 6] o 4 s{ 1] 3 6 ) 2091 1) 28 ¢ o0 | 10 89} 22| 20 2071 24¢ 6] 18] 42 61 s )l 1736
Congent Cases 2 0 al o 3 1)1 1 0 230 10 6] o 7 4 47 1 5 13 2 3} 37} 1l 235 402
CONTRACT 10 9! 53| 87 1 16| 36] 15] 19 34l 490] 68y 22| 1] 89 b2s3| 27{ 236 1} 76 780l 16| 411 309) 30| 699 3385
CONFESSED JUG:ENTS 61 16 27j1e | 16| 6| 12) 11| 28 791 49) 80 { 11 | 30 ]| 49| 129 o5 i 43 | 104l 12| 14 82| 17 15 1247
Morions to Strike? 0 0 o] o© 0 ol o! o 0 41 20 o] 0 0 4 4| 0 2{ 32 o 2} 19y 0 3 72
CONDEMNATION 1 1 21 4 0 71 o} 1 1 75} 8jl. 18| 3 51 66 6] 7 51 33 2{ 15| 93] 10 222 585
< Ong{B‘z\iS LAOW 42 1 10} 16{133 | 8| 07| 14| 1 { 22 ) 6l 4] 6 | 17| 43 37 1wl 12} 230 4 5|} a5l 14 1081
: EAS CORPUS
= Writs by Prisoners 4 1 1 0 1 3 0 2 0 39 4 1 0 9 5 6] L4 2 20 0 2 25 0 235 374
Other 0 0 of o 0 ol ol o 1 35! of of o 6 4 1{ 2 0 3 0] o) 16§ © 85 153
Bg;;&m DELINQUENT | ¢ 0 ol o 0 01 o0 © 0 12} 1§ o] o 3| 10 ol 4 2| 13 af 1| #l ol [e7pe 87
From District Court 1 0 61 10 2 8y 2| 1 3y 187 21 22| o} w8l 59 g2f 4l 15! n ol 5| 6| 8{ 313 879
From Administrative )
Agencles 13 4] 121 4 2| w0} 91 s gl 121] a8 14| v | 1o s8} 1) 16 14 e7{l 24| 7| 74| ol 545 1053
EQUITY - TOTALS 286 | 232 | 6331387 § 183 | 631 | 191 | 120 | 200 || 4738] 940 { 548 [166 | 723 |\2838 | 477 | 555 || 705 {3778 || 294 | 407 5503 | 426 ([t 437 ] 36, 411
ADOPTION 6 5({ 36{.21 9] 48} 10|11 | 10 372{ 6ol 6L | 13 | 6L [ 208 { 43} Seil 46 ] 240 ] 15| 311 396 37 || 440 2243
oi ‘}’Sgg%ns é&i gg;;dlanship 1 2{ 11| © 2 6f 4l 2 0 of 12§ 12! o | 19§ 19 7] 0 91 45 o] 6] 's7{ 61{ 105 325
’ » g
MAINTENANCE 152 | 144 ) 3921135 § 881 415{ 121 | 64 | 111 Il 2084) 494 { 354 | 92 | 460 {l1786 | 333 ) 572 || 447 {224 || 92| 205 | 4065 | 288 || 3042 || 20,890
PATERNITY PETITIONS 84 | 331 811 264 28) 54} 14| 6 { 29 ff 198] 35 28] 0 | 56 | 239 1} ofl e8| 4l s56{ 18| 86 ‘11 i 3314 45086
FORECLOSURE 21 | 101 47 {127 9] 23] 10| 6 61 105) 38 ) 134 12 | 17-| 124 | 15{ 16 30) el 13| 22| 215} 25 )| 445 1412
OTHER 22 | 38 66{ 78 § 47 85| 32| 40 | 53 {j1079{ 292§ 80 { 49 | 110 || 457 [ -78| 113 J{ 105 {1144 {| 118 | 115 | €84 59 || 2091 7035
; gaﬁnggr% - EDOTALS 139 | 101 | 441235 § 40| 280 { 79 {100 | 93 [ 2252| 384 | 272 | 79 | 446 ||1394 | 199 | 406 || 281 {1027 {} 143 | 336 |1826 ] 219 |13830 || 24, 603
TONAl _ .
NON-SUPPORT i 0 o] o 0 ol of o o 225] ol 25 o© o |t 183 ol o 0 0 ol o ol 01 1383 2016
OTHER CRIMINAL 68 52 | 333:{ 199 25 ) 198 721 78 64 [f 14511 311 ) 123 65 | 347 971 | 144 277 162 | 498 118 | 289 {1298 { 192 || 9330 16, 865
APPEALS FROM 4 .
DISTRICT COURT: | )
Motox Vehicle 13 41 39 22 4 301 o 61 17l ago] 42l 20| 12 | 43 120 26| 690 || 53| 242 8! 281} 188| 10 || 1409 2782
Criminal 55 | 411 56 12 71 49y 71 138 | 12} 193] 24) o5 2 | so {107 | 28] sil 64277y 12 18 207} 15 [l 1027 2492
POST CONVICTION 3 44 13} 2 4 4 ] 3 0 344. 7 0 1 6 13 1 9 21 10 5 1 43 2 281 448

*.  Not Included in Totals.
**  Not Included in Total, Reported under “Other Crimina.” category.
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O OHANNRND SH@o N D
ot
QI T@B QIS o O Wi NN ~ o
swior |5 RATESPE @~ = 3 2 B SER3 g 28 g£gs
A = ) g Tat oy
/- - N =
it R 0 qgmmmvm Nt o
a oo (B BRNERIR 39 8 B |28 B ERER ) 3§ g
i z . TN s . w3y~
H ] hour 3
i —~ o~
: .<c 0 QNG - O
. <& "
; < shmop ag |8 9U-ENTE "« |z < gves g o5 ==° COMPARATIVE TABLE
4 >.., gof1000 |8 HUBHOVIE ]I = ’
|18 womZoon & < WO O O
{ S .
X .ﬂ Y M@ ioN NO : »
, 3 coprmup |5 RITRICY ~ 2 = 3% 2 8@ak 5 og  nae FILED AND TERMINATED”
o~ [ 3] .
Iz, ATBATED § Beoagaes °e°e = g a8 © 28%3 = O ~ w1
e [ o ~— e in
n 1966-67 1967-68 1968-69 1969~ - - 7 =
2 O e é\ ?“2‘5, cSzon muo § 9 T —— 4 96970 1970-71 1971-72 1972-73 1973-74
s o W S ST RS ag L R S B qﬁgv F T F T F T ¥ T F T ¥ T F T o T
H . e}
FIRST CIRCUIT
= FopzTapaxy 8 RBPaRES e © @ 88 o @82l g °ox BEw® st o
m % L @ (18 Dorchester 133 102 170 148 148 133 158 121 134 130 78 87 102 96 90 LiL
D oo %merset ;gé Jégg Jé(ZZI 12;.3 232 zg.g l%g 131:; 145 135 71 91 61 80 64 54
; K RBAgBLS L vNw @ T ~ icomico y 5 2 976 246 255 | Leé4 206 | 222 180 | 167 164
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)’I: N ) AT e & =g Cecil 534 459 557 493 642 589 550 544 441 460 264 326 278 410 279 455
ey e Kent . ii6 107 132 116 120 119 125 135 139 126 97 155 65 64 6L 63
S [_._‘ S — § BETRE3IW 8 ey @ o Ng © Iy - o~ — Queen Anne’s L44 151 120 127 1353 155 14l 150 135 151 03 129 53 64 58 58
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E, Z o w WVCOODHAY OO
» 0. o O v o
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% ™ ey O
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< B - - ~ 3 g Montgomery 3185 2359} 3606 3203 | 33530 2910 4042 34500 3413 2972 | 2049 . 2019 1896 1293 { 1981 1099
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B a o |§ I°ORZER © © 58 © ZHSK @ oy Rmwo 8 Calvett 262 o0l 257 2lo| 205 230| 329 360 363 388 | 205 259 188 179 | 148 150
— e i L S l(’;h‘aﬂesG . 3%?2 35?;% 23:.)2 ZSég 2350 319 :(5)45 . 2320 441 357 228 305 9l 219 170 206
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TABLE D-2

COMPARATIVE TABLE
EQUITY CASES

FILED AND TERMINATED*

1966-67 1967-68 1968-69 106970 7
‘ : ) . 1970-71 1970~
gooor {F T T |F T e I I gL
FIRST CIRCUIT
Dorche 5
Dorctester a0 ponl oz oaL| 20 sl sl 1) 2 aml om0 g 310
gooe  (momlle m) @ el @ o) o) s m 8 D
Worcester 184 L60 208 192 193 204| 204 206 ;83 ggi 620671 ggg gg? ;Zg g%? ??22
; 77
SECOND CIRQULT
Caroline os 78| 106 154! 134 14
Gar 54 8l to8 103 136 134 162 1 5 :
Cocl o su| o s | 0 el amo s g L5 b9| ool &2 2
G |BOm) s De) dmode) e fe) B oo fn o) om
: 3 3
“Talbor 5G] 0 el 1 L8] W el ms sl w2 o T R Y
THIRD CIRCUIT , |
Baltimore 2708 2430 2051 2544 2847 2
, 813] 3170 3010] 3400 275
Harford e RS I+ PR o B A4 BTt G s T o B 44 S0 B R A
729
FOURTH CIRCULT
Al )
wen  woml ool wommom e om mom e om o ow
i ; 12
Washington 649 ’551 649 596 666 1168{ 786 664 706 602 ggg 16?3 ]8%:1; ](;3? ;(2}6 a2
3 652
FIFTH CIRCUIT .
A o
ppejonss |1 ) el o uml ) ) e e
Cors : 305 > 5
oward PR (1 IS I ORI 1 B ) I S v R S+ B S| i s
: 55
SIXTH CIRCUIT
Prederick 463 48| 504 402 508 ‘
48L] 577 649 6l4 647 )
Mongomery | 2050 2485 2237  2250| 2412 2245 2544 2553] 2751 2480 2915 ‘2090) an . suge P IR
SEVENT} CIRCUIT |
Calvert 129 1331 189 183 174 :
Calyer 171) 222 194 248 3 ;
; 00| 239 22
o ld e M B BB HE S BeE B o
¥ 2 5 ‘ ' 5
St. Mary's S Cnd| iy nel a0 oal e ‘Dol i Cim T ) B e e B o
26 ads
EIGHTH CIRGUIT
Balmore City | 7754 835 | 8361 7455 | 8002 7135\ 8325 7271| 11s28 105SS| 10267 949610478 S29| 11437 915
STATE ' ) :
y 23164 218131 2SOL1 23436 | 25149 25087 26527 25253| 30549  27701] 31570 32508| 34205 81519 36411 31438

*
Yeor 1973-74 reflects period of July 1

§ - June 30,
Prior years reflect period of Sepcer{lber { = August 31,
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TABLE D-3

COMPARATIVE TABLE
CRIMINAL CASES

FILED AND TERMINATED®

*Yeqr 1973-74 rveflects period of |

uly 1 - June 30, o v
Prlar years reflect period of September 1 - August 31, :

75

1966-67 1967 -68 1968-69 196970 1970-71 197172 167273 1973-74
R T F T F T 15 T ¥ T F T r T g T

FIRST CIRCUIT

Dorchester 111 123) 143 - 124 136 129) 138 . lag | 119 . 1al} ted 76 8 L1 139 182

Someyset 75 87| 87 185 7 53] 133 85 57 - L4l 98 8L 0o 1i2]  10f 84

Wicomico 485 501 287 363 235 232| 203 220 48l 58l 375 295 297 3l4| 441 328

Worcester 280 226] 238 248 219 207] t8L 196 | =232 224| 263 180 293 334] 235 313
SECOND CIRCUIT

Caraline 33 s0{ 44 45 88 79l a7 47 62 45| 43 51 33 4] 20 38

Cecil 188 206{ 205 210 g0 212| 274 244 | 248 20t] 98 216 194  249] 281 24

Kent 142 129] 120 132 71 173 217 99} oy 10s|. 73 94 80 76| 79 64

Queen Aune's 6L 65! 102 102 93 60l 127 133 103 132 59 54 76 60| . 100 94

Tathor 102 73t 79 109 52 40] 133 65| 100 123 g7 148 64 75| 93 8%
THIRD CIRCUIT _ t

Baltimore o4 - 1971] 2000 2335 | 2036 2072} 2424 2381 | 3023 2645 2596 2258 2305 2102) 2252 2248

Harford 222 235| 229 187 340 39| a34 322} 34l 299} 332 369 396 348] 384 354
FGURTH CIRCUIT

Allegany 373 354} a7z . 388 o71 301l 424 402 ] 202 31| 198 - 196} 266 271 272 218

Garrett 64 491 85 57 62 521 9L g2 | 135 136{ 77 85 78 Gl 7966

Washington 335 289) 270 214 091 190, 229  Is6{ a3z 288|284 265 301 350{ 446 448
FIFTH CIRCUIT

Anne Arundel 883 g73| loss 892 | 1274 1030| l277 1829 | 1413 (444 | 1144 1080] 1301 1260 1394 1427

Carroll 136 -~ 128 156 146 isg 143l 261 271 | =235 2200 230 . 193 355 250 199 341

Howard 203 320] 209 244 azn 298] 351 309 328 260] 44l 344 375 575|406 415
SIXTH CIRCUIT

Frederick 156 1200 173 160 o0L 183|147 204 ] 224 26| 196 163 174 139} 28L 262

Montgomery 789 280] 868 1002 257 6o5| 1000  BS9 | 865 LLLL) 669 565 046 612 1027 900
SEVENTH CIRCUIT

Catver: 218 213 1es - 219 160 170) 168 157 | 282 257 08 124 07 108| 143 91

Charles 233 iol 263 239 | 266 268\ 241 219} 273 225 166 2321 a2 216l 336 317

Prince George's | 1661  1623| 1926 1943 | 1958 1995 o407 1ogl | 2527 2400 1265 1727| 1872 1058 1826 1675

St Mary's 219 . 340} 175 180 233 236 245 207 | 165 226] 185 147 250 2271 219 223
EIGHTH GIRCUIT

Baltimore Gty loL6l - 8978| 12200 10234 | 13753 12092| 13940 12989 L0403 14370 11391 9643] 11268 11543)13830 16164
STATE 10173 17601021599 19968 [ 23280 21101} 24974 23336 | 22308 26041 | 20546 18606| 21081 20533 24603 26567




TABLE E

[ - ' LAW AND CRIMINAL CASES TRIED

IN THE COURTS OF MARYLAND *
JULY 1,-1973 THROUGH JUNE 30, 1974

LAW CRIMINAL
MOTOR OTHER CONDEM- CONTRACT | OTHER LAW TOTALS TOTALS
3 : . TORT TORT NATION NON- NON-
P : CIRCUITS JURY JURY || Jury JURY
| DORCHESTER COUNTY 5 0 0 7 25 5___3’_7__ 32 53_._138__ 75
F
! SOMERSET COUNTY 0 0 0 3 4 7 39
. 1 6) 12 27
R
: 2
S WICOMICO COUNTY 2 2 1 16 19 _i(.)__ .___8_5_
5 35 4 281
T
WORCESTER COUNTY 0 0 1 2 8 _._l.}:___ __%_2_5_.
o 2 9 5 120
t CAROLINE COUNTY 3 0 3 5 d __E__ ,_g_fi.
S 6 5 7 19
E | CECIL COUNTY 8 2 2 4 17 _33 152
16 171 47 105
3 C .
RS KENT COUNTY 2 1 0 6 7 16 77
A o ' 6 101 21 56
; N QUEEN ANNE'S COUNTY 4] 0 0 5 1 6 .68
3 3l 21 45
R D
i TALBOT COUNTY 2 ) 2 iQ 22 42 .89 _
4 : 9 33 9 80
’ ; BALTIMORE COUNTY 152 80 40 134 181 587 _ 1943
: 161 426 1103 1840
: i
} g HARFORD COWUNTY 24 4 0 10 35 73 __229._
‘ 21 52 |.-36 240
F | ALLEGANY counTy 5 14 1 i 7 28 54
) 15 13 | 28 126
U : "
GARRETT COUNTY ' 8 0 1 0 11 20 .58
R 2 18 8 50
T i ‘
H | WASHINGTON COUNTY 15 2 1 3 21 42 343
} | 14 28 | 62 281
e © % APPEALS INCLUDEDR
G - My::ﬂ::“;;ﬁ?::‘:‘j“ Sy &»bu\a&.m.«,j"";v-&i—w,.w.,.,wm S 76
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TABLE E (continued)

LAW AND CRIMINAL CASES TRIED

IN THE COURTS OF MARYLAND *
JULY 1, 1973 THROUGH. JUNE 30, 1974

LAW CRIMINAL
IV_;_(O)E?‘R ?‘Bfi‘Z‘ErR %(RI#)OE&J CONTRACT | OTHER LAW TOTALS TOTALS
CIRCUITS JURY NOREN sury R
F ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 74 15 23 38 92 _ 242 155
\ 110 132 79 1076
F | carroLL county 3 7 1 7 12 30 358
10 20 20 338
T
H | HOWARD COUNTY 17 2 8 40 39 108 258
135 o1 17 241
? FREDERICK COUNTY 3 11 2 2 7 .30 203
X 15 15 21 182
; MONTGOMERY COUNTY 90 40 6 63 82 281 _.567
159 122} 124 443
S CALVERT COUNTY 13 12 0 9 4 __.38 32
’E 20 18 16 16
V | CHARLES COUNTY 23 4 3 6 17 53 162
£ 28 25 29 133
N | PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY 124 103 19 14 500 760 518
; 24 514 | 219 1299
H |{ST. MARY'S COUNTY 10 3 2 ) 14 3L 215
11 20 19 196
8
T | BALTIMORE GiTY 560 92 40 186 276 1154 _9684
H : 38L - 773§ 774 8910
0
1
T |smate 1148 | 400 | 156 | 573 | 1401 8678 17,913
L 1261 2417 1734 16,179

* APPEALS INCLUDER
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TABLE F-1

AGE OF LAW CASES TRIED

July 1, 1973 - June 30, 1974

7

Less
than ‘ Over
Totals |3 mos| 3-5 6-11 j12-17 |18-23 }24-29 ]30-35 | 36-41] 42-47 }48.53 | 54-59 60
FIRST CIRCUIT
Dorchester 37 13 9 6 3 1 2 1 2
Somerset 7 1 3 1 2
Wicomico 40 7 L7 6 5 2 1 1 1
Worcester 1L 6 1 2 1 1
SECOND CIRCUIT
Caroline 11 2 5 4
Cecil 33 5 8 14 1 S
Kent 16 4 3 9
Queen Anne's 6 2 3 1 :
Talbot 42 8 11 9 6 3 1 1 1 2
THIRD CIRCUIT ‘
Baltimore 587 143 84 107 86 70 29 19 18 7 7 5 12
Harford 73 7 17 6 14 10 10 3 2 2 1 1
FOURTH CIRCUIT
Allegany 28 7 6 7 3 1 2 2
Garrett 20 6 3 4 4 1 1 1
Waghington 42 10 7 11 5 4 2 1 2
- FIFTH CIRCUIT :
Anne Arundel 242 49 45 56 29 18 15 12 7 3 4 4
Carroll 30 7 2 8 7 4 2
Howard 106 7 24 37 9 14 4 1 1 6 1 2
SIXTH CIRCUIT
Frederick 30 2 2 1 2 10 11 2
Montgomery 281 11 20 73 76 42 28 16 5 5 2 1 2
SEVENTH CIRCUIT
Calvert 38 3 7 15 -7 2 1 1 1 1
Charles 53 11 16 21 4 1
Prince George's 760 277 137 217 70 15 20 4 13 4 1 2
St, Mary's 31 11 5 4 6 1 1 1 1 1
EIGHTH CIRCUIT : B
~ Baltimore City 1154 34 124 184 171 188 132 100 75 48 45 14 39
TOTAL CITY :
and COUNTIES 3678 g@i 555 811 506 397 260 165 124 81 63 25 67
Percentage 17.0 } 151 22,0 7 13.7 {-10,8 | 7.1 4,5 3,4 ]| 4.2 1.7 0.7 1.8
Cumiulative Percentage . 32,1 {54.1 67. 8’ 78.6 | 85.7 190.2 93.6. {95.8 97.5 1.98.2 {100.0

AGE OF EQUITY

TABLE F-2

MATTERS HEARD

63.9

July 1, 1973 - June 30, 1974
Less
than Over
Totals ||3mos| 3-5 | 6-11 112-17 ]18.23 |24.29 {30-35 | 36.41| 4247 |48-33 [ 5450 &0
FIRST CIRCUIT ‘
Dorchester 243 153 52 19 7 5 3 1 1 2
Somerset 22 17 2 2 1
Wicomico 60 24| 13 10 2 L 4 1 1 1 3
Worcester 14 9 3 1 1
SECOND CIRCUIT
Caroline 21 12 6 3
Cecil 329 243 41 41 i 1 1 1
Kent 34 21 5 8
Queen Anne's 8 3 3 9
Talbot 108 26 18 11 7 3 6 3 4 4 2 3 21
THIRD CIRCUIT
Baltimore 1344 451 ] 341 302 | 100 47 33 17 9 12 5 7 20
Harford 152 57 45 23 13 7 4 3
FOURTH CIRCUIT
Allegany 126 29 26 21 7 12 6 5 10 3 1 1 -
Garrett 49 19 i1 i1 6 1 1
Washingtan 390 218 84 40 14 15 7 2 3 2 5
FIFTH CIRCUIT
Anne Arundel 557 126{ 148 131 49 24 22 18 12 9 4 2 17
Carroll 160 821 33 27 11 4 2 1
_Howard 158 25| 27 551 17 11 11 4 1 2 1 3 1
SIXTH CIRCUIT
Frederick 82 54| 16 7 4 1
Montgomery 381 34| 70 130 55 28 17 6 5 7 5 4 20
SEVENTH GIRCUIT
Calvert 7 1 4 2
Charles , 100 60 27 8 2 1 1 1
Prince George's | 1185 622 228 201 66 30 17 4 6 4 i 6
St. Mary's 8¢ 87( 27 20 3 2
EIGHTH CIRCUIT |
Baltimore City 854 -j] 352] 238 156 47 18 13 9 6 3 3 1 8
TOTAL CITY ,
and COUNTIES 6473 2675 | 1463 | 1231 | 412 | 209 | 142 75 58 50 23 22 113
Percentage 4130226 | 19.0| 6.4 | 3.2 2.2 L2109 | 0.8} 04103 L7
-Cumulative Percentage 82.9 189.3 1925 {94.7 1959 196.8 {97.6 | 98.0 198.3 | 100.0
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TABLE F-3

,
AGE OF CRIMINAL CASES TRIED

July 1, 1973 - June 30, 1974

A e e b,
. e i
kg

DT A :
B e R
A B eI R ap— i -

: Lesg than Over
Totals [[1 mo. |2mos. | 3 mos, |4 mos. |5 mos. 6 mos, |1 year . |2 years P years |3 years

FIRST CIRCUIT

Dorchester 128 54 33 26 i1 1 2 I3

Somerset 39 5 15 6 4 3 6

Wicomico 285 70 87 43 23 15 16 24 1 1

Worcester 125 4 29 20 19 13 9 26 4 1
SECOND CIRCUIT

Caroline 26 4 4 10 4 2 2

Cecil 152 24 49 39 18 6 4 11 1

Kent 77 23 26 9 13 1 2 3

Queen Anne's 66 8 27 16 7 3 3 2

Talbot 89 11 18 12 9 11 6 12 - 4 2 4
THIRD CIRCUIT ‘

Baltimrore 1943 368 402 341 - 222 157 93 249 88 16 7

Harford 276 23 24 19 28 33 35 87 21 2 4
FOURTH CIRCUIT .

Allegany 154 59 43 28 14 3 2 4 1

Garrett 58 27 ip 8 4 1 2 6

Washington 343 90 126 58 22 15 2 20 4 6
FIFTH CIRCUIT - :

Anne ‘Arundel 1155 52 322 256 . 121 55 58 180 58 23 30

Carroll 358 39 35 60 81 53 25 51 11 3

Howard 258 10 27 31 28 27 31 74 24 5 1
SIXTH CIRCUIT

Frederick 208 52 65 46 20 - 7 10 3

Mantgomery 567 14 27 58 72 67 70 155 - 90 8 6
SEVENTH CIRCUIT

Calvert 32 2 9 4 6 1 9 1

Charles 162 20 42 49 11 25 5 6 2 1 1

Prince George's 1518 264 194 353 241 112 94 . 189 51 11 9

St. Mary's 215 20 37 42 37 20 20 29 10
E{GHTH CIRCUIT .

Baltimore City 9684 1354 1173 1153 1116 916 763 2285 849 56 19
TOTAL CITY )
and COUNTIES 17,913 2595 2817 2692 2134 1551 1239 3443 1223 137 82
Percentage : 14,5 15.7 15.0 119 8.7 6.9 19,2 6.8 0.8 0.5
Cumulative Percentage 30.2 45.2 57:1 65. 8 72,7 91.9 98.7 99.5 100.0
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TABLE G-1

JUVENILE CAUSES FILED AND TERMINATED
IN THE COURTS OF MARYLAND
July 1, 1973 - June 30, 1974
FILED TERMINATED
Dependency Dependency
and : and
Total Delinguency Neglect Adult Total Delinguency Neglect Adulc
FIRST CIRCUIT - TOTAL 521 402 116 3 513 399 114 ]
Dorchester County® 172 136 36 ] 161 126 3s 0
Somerset County 54 30 21 3 48 29 19 g
Wicomico County? 202 155 47 .0 219 173 46 0
Worcester County® 93 81 12 0 ‘85 71 14 0
SECOND CIRCUIT ~ TOTAL 497 268 224 5 516 270 238 8
Caroline County® 41 28 13 0 55 32 19 4
Cecil County® 179 122 55 2 183 120 61 2
Kent County? 71 47 23 1 70 45 24 1
Queen Anne's County® 110 21 89 0 110 19 91 0
Talbor County? 96 50 44 2 98 54 43 1
THIRD CIRCUIT - TOTAL. 2363 1701 . 657 5 2412 1757 651 4
Baltimore County® 1918 1413 500 5 1968 1470 494 4
Harford County® 445 288 157 0 444 287 157 0
,FOURTH CIRGUIT - TOTAL 1023 657 353 13 1056 704 327 25
Allegany County® 343 211 132 0 355 223 120 * 12
Garrett County® 102 65 25 12 89 57 20 12
Washington County® 578 381 196 1 612 424 187 1
FIFTH CIRCUIT ~ TOTAL 1916 1570 342 4 1861 1515 342 4
Anne Arundel County® 1375 1125 246 4 1278 1050 224 4
Carroll County® 233 180 53 0 200 146 54 0
Howard County® 308 265 43 0 383 319 64 0
SIXTH CIRCUIT - TOTAL 2297 1781 480 36 2078 1498 556 24
Frederick County® 209 150 59 0 234 126 108 ]
Montgomery Cotnty2 =~ b 2088 1631 421 36 1844 1372 448 24
SEVENTH CIRCUIT - TOTAL 5038 4104 921 13 5016 4012 995 9
Calvert County 123 105 17 1 94 86 8 0
Charles County® 282 177 97 g 260 151 103 6
Prince George's County? 4361 3577 780 4 4399 3554 842 3
S$t. Mary's County™ 272 245 27 ] 263 221 42 0
EIGHTH CIRCUIT
Baltimore City? 10; 872 9624 1248 0 9332 8058 1274 0
STATE TOTALS 24, 527 20, 107 4341 79 22,784 18,213 4497 74

a/  "Child In Need of Supervision" and “Mentally Handicapped" Cases included with Dependency and Neglect.

b/ Juvenile Causes heard at the District Court level,

81
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L TABLE G-2 TABLE G-3
nNO OO WO NOYO -~ O D PN S~ OV N T ON—~ O SHOSH o) e o
N WD) W) s 00 o < O NN W QO - =M IS W)t &N O W B~ T~ i o
4 . N OO SH o e B e e Ny o 1 N o o3 5
‘  SIVIOL "3 & 2 08 ot ‘3
. s
COMPOSITE TABLE OF JUVENILE CAUSES ~ .
; {
§ o T ‘ £unos Jsyloue o
! . FILED AMD TERMINATED IN THE L | woJj poilojsuRll, W | OO0~ OONO 0000 OxHO HOO0O NOooOo o :
o g N vk
e - i {
R COURTS OF MARYLAND . £
ERET : WNOD ISYIOUE
1 ) . 01 DOIIDISURI . QWM MNO O =4 O OO NO OONCO N—~OO NOOO [#23 -
Ry 1966 to 1974% g pemRIsiEaL 1 = N 3
R =
: - * ye
B 1IN0 JRUTWIID :
: 196667 196768 1968 -69 196970 1970-71 197172 167278 1973-74 T o
; F . s S - rlF ol r | T B T g fqreinipewerg W | O9PCO ©O0CO0O0 ©CO00 0000 O-OO 0000 o !
i ; H ' ' ;
§ ’ TOTALS 19348} 19109 §19063! 17521 || 17886 18552 }18335} 18856 21916} 19839 25498 | 21488 | 22871 | 21182 || 24527 122784 :
kS N 1 ~ _ |
B Allegany County 426 421 { 3620 870 {| 394 401 | 337} 334 | 365 375 3y 359 | 288 279 343 1 855 e [ | ©°°© ©coo ocooco coco coece onoo o
Anne Arundel County 11841 12408 o976} c00 || 1102 1180 | 12467 1145 | 1057) 1481 || 1006 | 1124 || 1338 } 1460 1375 .} 1278 pedtsues :
K t 1 g 1}
Baltimore City 7326, 7170 7255} 5938 || 6448 6853 | 64341 6082 |33z} 7803 13754 | 9312 fj10773 } 9192 i 10872 | 9332 : o
! ! @) . :
Baltimore County 3020 3126 § 2738] 2635 (| 235% 2421 § 2074! 2067 [ 2038 2030 || 1904 1 2072 | 1828 | 1838 1918 ¢ 1968 g < popuadsns sousiueg ;| HOOS OOOO ~HOOO 000g 9000 O0rOO § :
Calvert County 30f 87f 79 70 63 73 6] 42| 631 6 8l 95 | 107 90 123 | 94 3 = 21\
. : : n
Caroline County 64! 60| 551 6@l 96 96 ) 721 72| s6 60| 64 60 44 45 4 | 55 o = g | NOOO ©o000 oococo ~noo oooo ogoo g ;
.
Careoll County 120} 1264 130i 107 || 1370 130 | 18! 125 § 1321 145 16t} 167 | 139 { 134 233 1 200 53* & ;
: , . i =
Cecil County 212} 185l 1520 106 | 206 204 | 190} 163 | 1001 246 1991 268 | 154 152 179 : 183 o - g
H i NYLY OHOO ~HINON NOND =V GNWO o
. . : Y 0 =, uonrsodsip i g N e- g g v < n
Charles County ust 117 | 1467 140 | 133t 137 | 160! 121 § 145t 123 19517 210 | 20 139 282 ': 260 - ] 10 UOISNIOUOD IoyIy B 5 -
Dorchester County 153 131§ 103l o7 )} 139} 13t } u7i 107 ) esi o924 1147 131 158 158 172} 16 %) !
]
Fred Ci 1 ! &0
rederick County 80i 90f 'ssi 52 73 72| 1097 04 | 8 ol 140} 132.{ 164 66 209 | 24 5 NG fouoBe a1eTid 10 NLHON COO® WOMW WE®EY LUWA NQMG @
Garrett County 67, 584 751 81 68 7L 1 487 43 ) Loi L9l 1ov 88 | 116 | 115 02 | 89 ﬂ orqnd 01 JuSUNIUIWO] T = A )
‘ [
i ‘ -
Harford Count 3201 329 | 476! 476 || s21i soL | 319% 313 || 318} 317 379 377 | 314 314 445 1 444 — :
' | | =R woumuwop | BSYE ©we~ A8 YBOR FVRS ©RI” g «,
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THE DISTRICT COURT

Five members of the District Court of Maryland have qualified for office

o

.- _ ' -t - since the last publication of this report, four of whom are from Baltimore City.
THE DISTRICT COURY OF MARYLAND? , t
The fifth, Judge Charles W. Woodward, Jr., filled a vacancy created by the
CHIEF JUDGE ‘ ;
Hon. Robert F. Sweeney  5/3/71 ; .~ 1974 General Assembly for Montgomery County (District Six). He qualified on
ASSOCIATE JUDGES - September 13, 1974, All of the Baltimore City judges filled existing vacancies : ‘
Hon, Carl W, Bacharach 7/5/71 Hon. Calvin R. Sanders 7/5/7L . ) ‘ ;
: Hon. Aaron A, Baer. 7/5/71  Hon. Werner G, Schoeler 7/5/7L 4 rather than new positions. Judge James L. Bundy was sworn in on August 16,
Hon. Solomon Baylor 7/5/71 Hon. EdgarP. Silver b 7/5/71 B ] :
- Hon. Stanley Y. Bennett 7/5/7L Hon, Lloyd L. Simpkins 7/5/71 o : ) . ]
Hon. J. Louis Boublitz 7/5/7.  Hon, Donald M. Smith 7/5/71 1974. He replaced Judge Benjamin L. Brown who had resigned to accept the 1
Hon. Miller Bowen 7/3/71  Hon, Edgar L. Smith 7/5/71 +
Hon. George W. Bowling? 7/5/71  Hon. ]. Hodge SmithP 7/5/71 : : o o . - 4 [
Hon. Thomas R. Brooks 7/5/7L  Hon, William O. E. Sterling 7/5/71 ok position of Solicitor for Baltimore City. Shortly thereafter on August 20, 1974 .
Hon. William R. Buchanan 7/5/7L  Hon. Henry W. Stichel, Jr. 7/5/71 , L,
v Hon. Walter E. Buck, Jr. 7/5/71 Hon. George M. Taylor 7/5/71 ’ ) . .
A Hon. Allen E. Buzzell 7/5/7%  Hon, Edward O, Thomas 7/8/71 o Judge Alan M. Resnick took the oath, succeeding Judge E. Paul Mason, Jr. who g
R Hon. Clayton C. Carter - 7/5/7L Hon. Byron W. Thompson 7/5/71 ;
] k Hon. William M, Cave 7/5/7% Hon, John C, Tracey 7/5/71 ~ ) ] ) ' ‘
Hon. Howard S. Chasanow 7/5/7L  Hon. Richard V. Waldron 7/5/7L had died in office. Judge James J. Welsh, Jr. filled a vacancy created by the o
Hon., Thomas J. Curleyb 7/5/71  Hon, Fred E. Waldrop 7/5/71 3 P
Hon. Robert W. Dallas 7/5/71 Hon, Bruce C. Williams 7/5/7L | ) ] _ . . ‘ o |
Hon. Charles E, Edmondson 7/5/7L  Hon, Robert J, Woods , 7/5/71 - elevation of District Administrative Judge John R. Hargrove to the Circuit Court o
Hon. Milton Gerson 7/5/71 Hon. Frederick C. Wright III 7/5/71 o _ . , -
Hon. Robert ], Gerstung 7/5/71 ) . o : . o
Hon, William D. Gould ' 7/5/71  Hon, Daniel Friedman 1/10/72 - § ~ and qualified on October 18, 1974, Judge Edward F. Borgerding was named to | Lo
Hon., Edward D, Havdesty 7/5/71 Hon, William T, Evans : 4/12/72 . - i
Hon. David A, {larkness 7/5/71 Hon, Paul E, Alpert 7/7/72 3 o .
Hon. Robert S. Heise 7/5/7L Hon, Bdward A, DeWaters, Jr. 7/7/72 5 succeed Judge Hargrove as Administrative Judge. The fourth new member of :
Hon. ]. William Hinkel : 7/5/71 Hon, Vincent ], Femia 7/10/72 : : - '
Hon, Cullen H. Hormes 7/5/7L Hon. Henry P. Johnson . 10/31/72 : . . . ) i . ’ L oy Lo
Hon. William M. Hudnet 7/5/71 the District Court for Baltimore City is.Judge Robert M. Bell who qualified on i
Hon. Lewis R. Jones? 7/5/7L  Hon, Sol J. Friedman . 4/24/73 [
Hon. James E. Kardasbh 7/5/71 Hon, Frederick W. Invernizzi 4/2:1/73 . ) ‘ :
Hon. CharlesJ. Kelly 7/5/7L  Hon, Raymond G. Thieme, Jr. 6/22/73 i January 2, 1975. He replaced Judge Mary Arabian who had been elevated to the ;
Hon. 1. Sewell Lamdin 7/3/7% Hon, Kenneth A, Wilcox b 7/23/73 ! :
Hon. Marvin J. Land 7/5/71 Hon: Edward F. Borgerding 8/6/73 I ;
Hon, Harold Lewis 7/5/71  Hon, Robert F. Fischer 8/6/73 3 Circuit Court. C
Hon. Douglas H. Moore, Jr. 77577 Hon, Martin A, Kircher 8/14/73 i
Hon., Vern J. Munger, Jr. S' 7/5/71 L 4 Rab 426)74 3 a :
Hon. William H, Muxrphy, Sr. 7/5/7L Hon, L. Leonard Ruben 2 : The e Di x { inue :
Hom, Vernon L. Neilson 753070 Ton, James L Bundy §716/74 : he caseload of the District Court continues to expand at a high rate as
Hon. ], Thomas Nisselb 7/5/71 Hon, Alan M. Resnick 8/20/74 S ;
tlon, John G. North, If 7/5/7.  Hon. Charles W, Woodward, Jr.  9/18/74 : 291, 337 civil, 506, 650 motor vehicle, and 117, 972 criminal cases were processed
Hon, Harry St. A, O'Neill 7/5/71 Hon. James J. Welsh, Jr. 10/18/74 ’ L
fon. James Magruder Reab 7/5/7L ) ; £
Hon, - Jerome Robingon 7/5/7L  Hon. Robert M. Bell 1/2/75 from July 1, 1973 through June 30, 1974, These figures represented increases of
Hon. - Henry L. Rogers 7/5/71 i
- ‘ o - a/In order of seriority:. See appendix for blographies of recently-appointed members of the Court. 18.5 percent, 10. 4 percent and 8. 4 percent, respe ctiv ely, over those compile d
' b/ District Administrative Judge. ’ ~ ;
for Fiscal Year 1972-73. Of the 291, 337 civil filings, 204, 527 (70. 2 percent)
‘CHIEF CLERK 3 :
Margaret P, Kostritsky ) d were matters involving landlord and tenant disputes. Baltimore City recorded s
DISTRICT ADMINISTRATIVE GLERKS ; 167, 230 civil filings of which 79. 1 percent (132, 322) were landlord and tenant
John J. Kolarik (District One) ~ John Hisley (District Seven) N ) ) ) o
; , Prank Udoff (District Two) Joseph T, O'Melia (District Eight) : # . cases, Inthe counties, Prince George's tallied 48, 562 civil filings, followed by
B James F, Stewart (District Three) Edward L; Utz (District Nine) '
B : ' Dennis T. Fean (District Four) Martha Bush (District Ten) o
James B. Berry, Jr. = (District Five) Charles L. Schleigh (District Eleven) {
Jetfrey L. Ward (District Six) James S. Stafford (District Twelve)
88 ; P b 89
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Baltimore with 28, 863, Montgomery with 16, 431 and Anne Arundel with 10, 870.
The metropolitan area of Baltimore City and the four-largest counties accounted
 for 93. 3 percent of the total civil filings. Statewide, 19, 315 civil cases were
contested with Baltimore City registering 10, 586.

Of the 506, 650 motor vehicle cases processed during 1973-74, 167, 481
were disposed of by trial. Baltimore City accounted for 34. 8 percent of these

trials (58, 346) followed by Baltimore County with 21, 6 percent (36, 263). The

metropolitan area accounted for 81.7 percent of the motor vehicle trials and 72.1

percent of the total motor vehicle caseload.
A total of 90, 968 persons were charged with 117, 972 criminal acts in the
District Court during 1973-74. The Court held 8939 defendants for action by

the grand jury while 2863 elected trial by jury in the Circuit Courts. Baltimore

City accounted for 38, 940 defendants and 53, 428 charges. Prince George's and -

Baltimore Counties recorded nearly the same number of criminal charges as
they registered 12, 592 and 12, 394, respectively,

In addition to handling the heavy caseload thJ':ust upon it, the District Court
has continued to provide ample assistance to the trial courts of general
jurisdiction‘in the form of judicial manpower as the needs .of those courts
require and has particularly been valuable in cdping with the heavy criminal
caseload‘ at the circuit court level in Baltimore City. For example, at l‘east
two and sometimes three District Court judges were designated to sit in the
Supreme Bench of Baltﬁnore City regularly during Fiscal 1973-74. Some

.25 cther District judges were designated to other counties.

90

The District Court has also had a substantial impact d'uring the several
years of its operation in reducing the civil law caseload of the circuit courts
as well as reducing the number of appeals taken to those courts.

| During the Fiscal Year 1973-74 a total of $17, 088, 095. 42 in revenues

was received by the District Court, of which a sum of $14, 580, 149. 82 was
paid into the state general fund. Expenses for operation of the Court, including
salaries of judicial and supporting personnel, totalled $11, 426, 107, creating a
surplus of $3, 154, 042. 82 and rendering the Court corhpletely self-sustaining,

Tabulations of the caseload of the District Court are on the following pages

of this section of the report.
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POPULATION AND CASELOAD PER JUDGE CIVIL. CASES PROCESSED BY THE DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND
Number of  Population™” 7. Cases Filed Per ]udgej | 1v 1, 1973 une 30, 1 5
Judges Per Judge Civil Motor Vehicle  Criminal July 1, 19 ] 30, 1974 i
. = LANDLORD AND TENANT b
DISTRICT 1 | CASES OTHER CASES TOTALS g
Baltimore City 22 38, 509 7601 5035 2428 - ’ Filed Contested Filed Contested Filed Contested , ‘
DISTRICT 2
DISTRICT 1 ;
Dorchester 1 29, 000 378 3370 1181 . .
Someraet 1 18, 800 419 1831 o1l Baltimore City 132, 322 6294 34, 908 4292 167,230 10,586 b
Wicomico 1 57, 300 1516 8057 1999
DISTRICT 2 .:
Worcester 1 26, 700 1411 5702 1910 Domtioseh 2 0 336 a3 378 a
. ; Somerset 18 2 401 17 419 19
DIsTaICt 3 . 20, 400 .y 2013 263 | Wicomico 300 14 1216 107 1516 121
ol 5 27, 250 426 10, 304 887 1 Worcester 82 15 1329 100 1411 115
Kent 1 16,700 341 1390 560 : , j
Queen Amne's 1 19, 400 225 2619 . 422 ; DISTRICT 3 .
Talbot 1 25,100 304 3971 636 j Caroline 25 1 269 9 294 10 by
| Cecil 143 1 710 39 853 40 D
DISTRICT 4 Kent: , 11 3 330 22 341 25 ‘
Calvert 1 24, 800 473 4069 601 i Queen Anne's 21 6 204 10 225 16 ;
Charles 1 58, 000 668 9786 1622 Talbot 28 4 276 33 304 37
St. Mary's 1 51, 400 690 5114 1412
DISTRICT 4 3
& DISTRICT 5 Calvert 28 12 445 24 473 36 y
e Prince George's 8 87, 812 6070 10, 772 1574 Charles 60 29 608 65 668 94
> ' St. Mary's 173 38 517 39 690 77
‘ DISTRICT 6 ' :
Montgomery 8 72, 237 2053 7840 680 DISTRICT 5
, Prince George's - 35, 705 3122 12, 857 151 48, 562 3273
DISTRICT 7 % ,
Anne Arundel 6 55, 083 1811 5146 1507 ‘ DISTRICT 6 - ' i
Montgomery 7637 13 8794 781 16, 431 794 :
DISTRICT 8
Baltimore 12 54, 008 2405 6215 1032 DISTRICT 7
Amne Arundel 5756 417 5114 465 10, 870 882
DISTRICT 9 ‘ f;
Harford 2 64, 300 1911 9456 1181 DISTRICT 8
, Baltimore 17, 705 680 11,158 1120 28, 863 1800
DISTRICT 10 i
Carroll 1 78,300 1163 6789 962 DISTRICT 9
Howard 2 45, 000 1261 6318 986 Harford 1798 36 2024 156 3822 192
DISTRICT 11 DISTRICT 10
Frederick 2 46, 450 679 8073 1228 Carroll 181 49 982 58 1163 107 7
Washington 2 153,100 850 5346 883 Howard 1171 115 1351 159 2522 274 e
DISTRICT 12 \ DISTRICT 11 i
Allegany 2 41, 400 . 443 2977 938 Frederick 434 101 924 223 1358 324
Garrett 1 22, 300 357 1673 383 7 Washington 714 81 987 147 1701 228 v
STATE 81 50, 733 3596 6254 1456 a DISTRICT 12
: : :! Allegany 133 51 753 161 886 212
*Chief Judge of District Court not included in statistics. Garrett 40 1 317 1 357 12 g
**Population Estimate for July 1, 1974 as issued November 29, ]974 by the 4
‘Maryland Center for Health Statistics. STATE 204, 527 11, 094 86, 810 8221 291, 337 19, 315
4




MOTOR VEHICLE CASES PROCESSED BY THE DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND
/

DISTRICT 1
Baltimore City

DISTRICT 2
Dorchester
Somerset
Wicomico
Worcester

DISTRICT 3
Caroline
Cecil
Kent

-Queen Amne's
Talbot

DISTRICT 4
Calvert
Charles
St. Mary's

DISTRICT 5
Prince George's

DISTRICT 6
Montgomery

DISTRICT 7
Anne Arundel

DISTRICT 8
Baltimore

DISTRICT 9
Harford

DISTRICT 10
Carroll
Howard

DISTRICT 11
Frederick
Washington

DISTRICT 12
Allegany
Garrett

STATE

July 1, 1973 - June 30, 1974

CASES TRIED CASES PAID

58, 346 52, 426
769 2601
320 1511
1279 6778
1387 4315
374 1639
2009 18,780
248 1142
425 2194
745 3226
742 3327
2237 7549
1010 4104
18,713 67, 465
10, 744 51,978
12, 760 18,121
36, 263 38,318
5568 13,345
1698 5091
3835 8802
2951 18,195
2697 7995
2010 13945
351 1322
167, 481 339, 169

TOTAL CASES

110, 772

2370
183%
8057
5702

2013
20, 789
1390
2619
3971

4069
9786

5114

86,178

62, 722

30, 881

74, 581

18,913

6789 .
12, 637

16,146
10, 692

5955
1673

506, 650
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CRIMINAL CASES PROCESSED BY THE DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND

July 1, 1973 - June 30, 1974

TOTAL ,
NUMBER OF DEFENDANTS DEFENDANTS TOTAL
DEFENDANTS HELD FOR PRAYING NUMBER OF
CHARGED GRAND JURY JURY TRIAL CHARGES
DISTRICT 1
Baltimore City 38, 940 2976 1706 53, 428
DISTRICT 2
Dorchester 967 70 20 1181
Somerset 640 55 21 811
Wicomico 1579 342 57 1999
Worcester 1229 156 23 1910
DISTRICT 3
Caroline , 314 14 2 363
Cecil 1382 162 27 1775
Kent 354 39 14 560
Queen Anne's 308 24 20 422
Talbot 482 47 9 636
DISTRICT 4
Calvert 526 72 2 601
Charles 1481 76 6 1622
St. Mary's 1205 138 21 1412
DISTRICT 5
Prince George's 10, 332 1482 196 12, 592
DISTRICT 6
Montgomery 5077 574 181 5442
DISTRICT 7
Anne Arundel 7206 645 79 9046
DISTRICT 8
Baltimore 9320 1235 308 12,394
DISTRICT 9
Harford 1847 216 40- 2362
DISTRICT 10
Carroll 786 62 16 962
Howard ’ 1637 274 28 1972
DISTRICT 11
Frederick 2066 68 39 2457
Washington 1478 126 18 1766
DISTRICT 12
Allegany 1486 57 26 1876
Garrett 326 29 4 383
STATE ‘ 90, 968 8939 2863 117,972
95




et T3

Ty e

ot




i

APPENDIX

i

|

i

i

i

i

! ’

s = . - N SOU - T
i
~
3t -

97

o i e 3




Ao e W e

BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCHES OF THE JUDICIARY

[

Brief biographies of recently-appointed members of the judiciary follow.

THE COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

Judge David T. Mason

ason was born December 6, 1914. He graduated frorr.l the. University
of Mii(ir%:nl\c{[ School of Law and passed the Summer 1951 bgr examination. He has
served in the Attorney General's Office as Chief of the Criminal Division and_as
Chairman of the State Parole Board. He also served as a member of the Baltimore

i il Board. .

o zﬁlthe time of his appointment to the bench, Judge Mason was serving as
Secretary of Employment and Social Services for Maryland, He took the c;ath of
office as an Associate Judge of the Court of Special Appeals on December 2, 1974.

dee Ridgely P. Melvin, Jr. .
= g]udgegl\/[zlvin was born September 26, 1917. He received the AB degree from

Princeton University in 1940 and the LLB degree from the University of Maryland
School of Law in 1947, being admitted to the Maryland Bar that same year.

From 1954-62 the Judge served as a member of t.uc House of ]_)glegates in the
General Assembly. He also served as Chairman of the House Judiciary Commm.tee
and Chairman of the Anne Arundel County Delegation from 1958-62. Judge Melvin
has been a member of the Charter Board for Anne Arundel County and a member
of the Maryland Constitutional Convention Commission as well as a member of the
Court of Appeals Standing Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure. .

At the time of his appointment to the Court of Special Appeals.]udge Melvin
was a member of the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County. He is a member of
the American, Maryland State and Anne Arundel County Ba.r Associations and has
served as President of the latter organization. The Judge is also a member of the
American Judicature Society. :

THE CIRCUIT COURTS

udge Mary Arabian . .
L g]udge 3;%rab:'tan was born December 5, 1920. She received her early education

in the public schools of Baltimore City, attended the University of Maryland at
College Park, graduated from the University of Maryland School of Law and was
admitted to the Maryland Bar in 1945. N - .

~ Judge Arabian has served as an Assistant City Solicitor for Baltimore City
and as an Assistant Attorney General of Maryland. She served on the former
Municipal Court of Baltimore City as one of its original members and at the time
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of her appointment to the Supreme Bench of Baltimore City (Eighth Judicial
Circuit) was serving on the District Court of Maryland for Baltimore City.

Judge Arabian served as President of the Women's Bar Association of
Baltimore City in 1952 and is a member of the American, Maryland State and
Baltimore City Bar Associations.

Judge John R. Hargrove ‘

Judge Hargrove was born October 25, 1923 at Atlantic City, New Jersey.

He received his early education at St. Catherine's Academy and Frederick
Douglass High School in Baltimore. Following military service in the U. S.
Army Corps of Engineers from 1943 - 46 he completed his undergraduate
schooling at Howard University, receiving the AB degree in 1947. In 1950

he received the LLB degree from the University of Maryland School of Law and
was admitted to the Maryland Bar that same year.

Judge Hargrove has served as Deputy United States Attorney for the District
of Maryland from 1957-62, Judge of the former People's Court of Baltimore City
and Judge of the former Municipal Court of Baltimore City. He also has been a
member of the Maryland State, Baltimore City, Monumental City, and National
Bar Associations and delegate to the Maryland Constitutional Convention.

At the time of his appointment to the Supreme Bench of Baltimore City
(Eighth Judicial Circuit) Judge Hargrove was serving on the District Court of
Maryland as Administrative Judge for Baltimore City.

Judge Edward D. Higinbothom

Judge Higinbothom was born February 28, 1914, He graduated in 1934 from
Loyola College in Baltimore and received the AB degree. In 1938 he received
the L.LLB degree from the University of Maryland School of Law and was admitted
to the Maryland Bar that same year.

Judge Higinbothom has served as Counsel to the Supervisor of Elections for
Harford County and as Counsel to the Harford County Metropolitan Commission.
He holds memberships in the Order of the Coif and American, Maryland State
and Harford County Bar Associations.

Judge Richard B. Latham

Judge Latham was born June 12, 1926, He received his under graduate
schooling at the University of Maryland and his JD degree from its School of Law
in 1952, He was admitted to the Maryland Bar that same year.

Judge Latham has served as a Judge of the former People's Court of
Montgomery County and at the timie of his appointment to the Circuit Court for
Montgomery County was serving as a member of the District Court of Maryland P
for Montgomery County. He is a Fellow of the Maryland Bar Foundation and is Lo
a member of the American Judicature Society and American Judges Association. o

The Judge has served on the Board of Governors of the Maryland State Bar
Association and as President of the Montgomery County Bar Association. He is ;
also a member of the American Bar Association.
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Judge Morris Turk

s iy
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i is a graduate of the University of
K was born April 14, 1921, He is a gra the | of
Balti&lg%: gclzltfool of Law and passed the Winter 1951 bar hiexa].gm‘mauon. edh;oaglcllétmn
i d in the general practice of law prior to his béing nam
gji:c?&igggfﬁg?or Anne irundel County, he has been Chairman of the State Appeal
Boar?ﬁdge Turk is a past President of the Anne Arundel County Bar Associatioln
and is a member of the Maryland State Bar Asgocia']caié)n.d He has been Counsel to
he Anne Arundel County School and Elections Boards. _
bOth’E‘he Judge took the oath of office on January 9, 1975 as an Associate Judge of
the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County.

THE DISTRICT COURT

t M. Bell
Judge}ulzggegen was born July 6, 1943. He is a graduate of Morgan State College,

ivi ee in 1966, and the Harvard University School of Law,
f_'zgzgigé FEEZ ?gccll:grree in 1969. He was admitted to the Maryland Bar that same
e A i the State

i i ointment to the bench Judge Bell was an Assistant to
Boargr;(f)rl_,;?;vhéiggqliners. He has served on the B-oard of Fhe Legal Ald gureau
and has been active in committee work of the Baltimore plty anccii I{/t{ll‘llOi.‘ ?1rState
Associations, Judge Bell is also a membe;c of the Amer1c§an and argtir; | Suate
Bar Associations. He took the oath of office as an Associate judge 0
Court of Maryland for Baltimore City on January 2, 1975.

L. Bund o
JUdgejtljc?gn;esundy waslborn March 6, 1920 at Bluefield, West Virginia. He

i i ' iving the BS degree, and
duated from Bluefield State College in 1942, receiving the b
ggmu?he University of Maryland School of Law in 1949, receiving the ]D degree.
dmitted to the Maryland Bar that same year. . .
He WJetlisdgae Bundy has served as an Assistant City Solicitor for Baltimore City an;l
at the time of his appointment to the bench was an Assistant Attorpey Gen.eral od |
Maryland. He is a member of the National, Maryland State, Baltimore City an
1 tal City Bar Associations, o

Monl;flrziegtle Bundyytook the oath of office as a member of the District Court of
Maryland for Baltimore City on August 16, 1974.

Alan M. Resnick ‘ o
]udg?udgaenResnick was born May 14, 1928. He received the AB degree from the

University of Maryland in 1950 and the LLB Qegree from its School of Law in

1952, He was admitted to the Maryland Bar in that same year. o o
At the time of his appointment to the bench ]gdge Resmgk was a meréq ul;ef

the House of Delegates of Maryland and was serving as‘Chalrm_an of 1tsS b

committee on Insurance. He is a member of the Amerlqan_Judlcature ociety an

American, Maryland State and Baltimore City Bar Associations.
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Judge Resnick qualified as a member of the District Court of Maryland for
Baltimore City on August 20, 1974.

Judge James J. Welsh, Jr.

Judge Welsh was born January 20, 1927 at Baltimore. He received his
under graduate schooling at the University of Baltimore and the LLB degree from
its School of Law in 1960. He was admitted to the Maryland Bar that same year.

Judge Welsh has served as a member of the House of Delegates of Maryland
and also as a member of the City Council of Baltimore City. At the time of his
appointment to the bench he was serving in the State's Attorney's Office of
Baltimore City as Chief of the District Court Division.

Judge Welsh has held memberships in the National District Attorneys and
Maryland State's Attorneys Associations as well as the Plaintiffs' Trial Lawyers
Association. He is also a member of the Maryland State and Baltimore City Bar
Associations. On October 18, 1974 he took the oath of office as a member of
the District Court of Maryland for Baltimore City.

Judge Charles W. Woodward, Jr.

Judge Woodward was born February 28, 1919 at Poolesville, Maryland. He
received the AB degree from the University of Maryland in 1941 and, following
military service with the U. S. Army, the LLB degree from the University of

Maryland School of Law in 1948.

Judge Woodward has served in the House of Delegates of Maryland, as a
member of the Governor's Judicial Salary and Pension Review Board, as well as
a member of the Governor's Commission to Revise the Annotated Code of -,
Maryland. He has been active in committee work of the Maryland State and
Montgomery County Bar Associations and has served as President of the latter
organization. Judge Woodward has also served as a Trustee of the Clients'
Security Trust Fund of the Bar of Maryland. He qualified on September 13, 1974
as a member of the District Court of Maryland for Montgomery County.
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COMMISSIONS ON JUDICIAL SELECTION APPELLATE JUDICIAL SELECTION COMMISSION
] Joseph Sherbow, Esq., Chairman | -
E.. I?ale Adkins, Jr., Esq, E. Ralph Hostetter
William F. Mosner, Esq. Henry J. Knott

David E. Betts, Esq, Odell H. Rosen

Marvin S. Kaminetz, Esq, Edgar A. Merkle, Sr.

C._ Ferdinand Sybert, Esq. Dr. George W. Settle

Eli Frank, Jr., Esq. Mrs. William Pinderhughes

By issue of the appropria:e Executive Orders the Governor of Maryland has
created a Commission on Appellate Judicial Selection and eight Commissions on
Trial Court Judicial Selection. Those Executive Orders directed that the
Commissions be composed of attorneys elected by their fellow members of the :

! P y Y TRIAL COURT JUDICIAL SELECTION COMMISSIONS

bar and laymen appointed by the Governor from the general public. In addition, First Judicial Circuit

the Chairman of each Commission is appointed by the Governor and may be ,
c pp Y y Hon. Rex A. Taylor, Chairman

William D. Gould, Esq. ohn T. H

Logan Widdowson, Esaq. IJ\Iorman P(a)ﬁ?y
Charles E. Hearne, Jr., Esq. Walter Jones

Stanley G. Robins, Esq. Calvin S. Dean
Raymond D. Coates, Esq. Mrs. James A. Wood

either a lawyer or a layman. The Administrative Office of the Courts conducts

the election of the lawyer members of the Commissions pursuant to rules S

promulgated by the Court of Appeals at the direction of the Executive Orders.

s . ol s \ Se ici ircui
The Commissions consider and pass upon the qualifications of candidates : cond Judicial Circuit

¥

. Hon. Edward D. E. Rollins, Chairman
Wilbert L. Merriken, Esq. Robert E. Bryson

seeking judicial office and submit a list of recommended candidates to thev
| " William B. Calvert, Esq, Hugh M, Gordy

Governor from which he is bound to make an appointment. Recommendations i

for appointment to the Court of Appeals and Court of Special Appeals are made

A. Parks Rasin, Esq,
Edward Turner, Esq.
L. Clark Ewing, Esq.

Percy Hepbron
Fred E. Speck

James N, Wales

by the Appellate Judicial Selection Commission while the Trial Court Judicial

Third Judicial Circuit
Selection Commissions make recommendations as to the Circuit Courts, including : Robert F. Skutch, E Ch ‘

. ch, Esq., airman
Douglas G. Bottom, Esq. William J. Baer
A. Freeborn Brown, Esq. Rev. Dominic Bonomo
James H. quk, Esq. Charles G. Greason
Ralph E. Deitz, Esq. Stanley E. Hayden
E. Scott Moore, Esq. R. Lee Mitchell

the Supreme Bench of Baltimore City, and the District Court.
By Executive Order of December 18, 1974 the Governor restructured the

Commissions on Judicial Selection. A copy of that Executive Order and the Rules
Fourth Judicial Circuit

of the Court of Appeals pertainihg thereto will be found in The Daily Record of

4 - _J. Carson Dowell, Chairman
Gorman E. Getty, Jr., Esq, Hugh D, Shires
William L. Wilson, Esq. Frank Praytel
W. Dwight Stover, Esq. Robert Dietrich
Kenneth J. Mackley, Esq. William L. Huff
Charles F. Wagaman, Esq, S. Ivan Rowe

January 13, 1975 and The Maryland Register.

The present members of the several Commissions follow.

102 | | S | 103



|

THE COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL DISABILITIES |

Fifth ]udicial Circuit

Roy D. Cromwell, Esq., Chairman

John B. Wright, Esq. Sleoicg)e;; }?o(igg\nsre
William B. Dulany, Esq. , Tiwmags 0. Tilghman, Jr. : 16 investigative files during the period of July 1, 1973 - June 30, 1974. In

Charles O. Fisher, Esq. John Sundstrom

C. Orman Manahan, Esaq. , - addition, it received numerous telephone calls and letters seeking advice ou how
" : Allan W. Roadcap :
Charles A. Reese, Esaq. ’ .

The Maryland Commission on Judicial Disabilities reported that it opened

- ety ooty

to file a complaint. No separate tabulation is made of inquiries which do not
Sixth Judicial Circuit |

Willi Esq., Chairman ripen into formal complaints. All letter writers and those teiephone callers who
Edward Bennett Williams, o9

Albert D. Brault, Esq. E giiglegtBS.RSiglgroeder desire it are sent a statement of the Commission's purpose and jurisdiction with
Daniel Warren Donohue, Esg. .

Edward B. Layne, Jr., Esq. John R. Benedict

Isidor Jacobson instructions on how to file a complaint.
William C. Miller, Esa. a

Clater W. Smith, Jr., Esq. Ben C. Shaw As has been the experience in the past, most of the complaints were
Seventh Judicial Circuit : dismissed after a minimum of investigation because it was clear that there was
. ]chhn A. Buchanan, Esaq., Chah;zi? B, Kerman - no wrongdoing or misconduct. During Fiscal Year 1973-74 the Commission
%ﬂspf{i gar;'?g;éen;c}.r' , Bsgq. ggxa%hiflﬁigélxgr? e held one formal hearing resulting in a recommendation that a censure be imposed
1(\3/[;;1?1% % 11\4/1;11((33‘%11;12ers,q:ESQ- &iﬁfyggggﬁ V\;Ivﬁlz?r%s on by the Court of Appeals. That recommendation was accepted. In addition, a

- William A. Loker, Esaq.

i - formal preliminary investigation was held in another case.
Eighth Judicial Circuit :

M Chai ‘ The most prevalent complaint continues to be dissatisfaction with the outcome
Marshall M. Meyer, airman

Frederick J. Green, Jr., Esq. l\l\//i[i];rigela_;l Iéanlé cackett o of litigation usually arising out of either domestic relations cases or minor
Max R. Israelson, Esa. . .,

William B. Kempton, Esg. %Zﬁilefwigsg;ro criminal cases where a complainant has sworn out a warrant against a neighbor
William B. Somerville, Esaq. v o | ’

W. Hamilton Whiteford, Esaq. Mrs. Peggy A. O'Reilly -t and the judge has found the neighbor not guilty.

- The Commission meets irregularly depending upon the press of business.

o o s A

Discounting formal hearings, it met three times during Fiscal 1973-74.
Present members of the Commission are: Hon. Richard Paul Gilbert,

- Chairman; Hoh. Charles E. Edmondson; Hon. Solomon Liss; William I.. Marbury,

Esquire; Carroll W. Royston, Esquire; Walter Sendheim, Jr. and Hon. James H.

Taylor. The Executiv,é Secretary to the Commission is Associate Dean Laurence

M. Katz of the University of Maryland School of Law.
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MARYLAND

Appellate Judicial Circuits*

By Chapter 99, Laws of 1970, effective July 1, 1970, the "Special
Appellate Judicial Circuits" were designated the same as "Appellate

Judicial Circuits",

....';'.W 3//% }u.'.?.?.’g...

The District Court of Maryland
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Applications for Review of Criminal Sentences

Board of Law Examiners

Certiorari
Clerks of Court
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Commissions on Judicial Selection
Courts of Maryland
Circuit Courts
Court of Appeals
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Designation of Judges
Habeas Corpus

Judicial Conferences and Judicial Education
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9
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27-30
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A-1 - A-8 Law, Criminal and Equity Cases Filed and
Terminated '

A-1 First Judicial Circuit 58
A-2 Second Judicial Circuit 59
A-3 Third Judicial Circuit 60
A-4 Fourth Judicial Circuit 61
A-5 Fifth Judicial Circuit 62
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B-2 Second Judicial Circuit 67
B-3 Third and Fourth Judicial Circuits 68
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E

Law and Criminal Cases Tried in Maryland

F-1 Age of Law Cases Tried
F-2 Age of Equity Matters Heard
F-3 Age of Criminal Cases Tried

G-1 Juvenile Causes Filed and Terminated in Maryland

G-2 Composite Table of Juvenile Causes Filed and
Terminated in Maryland

G-3 Juvenile Causes Disposed Of

G-4 Hearings in Juvenile Causes
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