
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Judicial Resources: 
Judge Need,  
Filings and  

Population Projections  
 



Single County Districts 

• Nine Single County Districts: Sullivan (2), 
Blount (5), Knox (6), Anderson (7), Hamilton 
(11), Coffee (14), Sumner (18), Davidson (20), 
Shelby (30) 



Districts with 5 or more Counties 

• Seven Districts with 5 or more counties: 
Districts 8, 12, 13, 15, 23, 24, 25 



Net Excess or Deficit in Full-Time 
Equivalent Judicial Resources 
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District 1 
(Carter, Johnson, Unicoi, Washington)  

 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Washington County 
• Chancellor Rambo 
• Judge Lauderback 
• Judge Stanley  

• Carter County 
• Judge Rice 
• Judge Street  



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 1 

• 5 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 5.36 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.36 
318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 5.39 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.39 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 223,742 
– 2030 – 230,979 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 – 5.89 
– 2030 – 6.08 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal – 3,831 
– Civil – 4,020 
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District 1  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Carter 
– 2020 –  55,912 

• 1.47 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 53,586 

• 1.41 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 1020 
• Civil  - 978 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal  0.54 
• Civil  0.64 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil  0.65 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Johnson 
– 2020 –17,757 

• 0.47 Judge Need 
– 2030 –17,530 

• 0.46 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 276 
• Civil –  299 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal  0.12 
• Civil   0.21 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil  0.22 (318 Admin Hearings)           
 

• Unicoi  
– 2020 – 17,805 

• 0.47 Judge Need 
– 2030 –  17,696 

• 0.47 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 395 
• Civil –  243 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal  0.23 
• Civil 0.18  (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.18 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Washington  
– 2020 – 132,269 

• 3.48 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 142,166 

• 3.74 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 2,141 
• Civil  – 2,500 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 1.15 
• Civil  2.28 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil  2.29 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 
 



District 2  
(Sullivan) 

 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Sullivan County 
• Chancellor Moody 
• Judge McLellan III 
• Judge Rogers 
• Judge Goodwin 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 2 

• 4 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study 

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 3.80 
– Estimated Excess – 0.20 
318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 3.82 
– Estimated Excess – 0.18 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 156,573 
– 2030 – 154,279 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 – 4.12 
– 2030 – 4.06 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal – 3,610 
– Civil – 2,782 
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District 2 
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Sullivan  
– 2020 – 156,573 

• 4.12 Judge Need  
– 2030 – 154,279 

• 4.06 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 3,610 
• Civil  - 2,782 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal  1.75 
• Civil  2.05 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil  2.06 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 



 
 

District 3 
(Greene, Hamblen, Hancock, Hawkins)  

 
 
 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Greene County 
• Judge Wright  
• Judge Dugger, Jr. 

• Hamblen County 
• Judge Boniface  

 
 
 
 

• Hawkins County 
• Chancellor Jenkins 
• Judge Pearson 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 3 

• 5 Judges Currently 

• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study   
204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 

– Estimated Total Judge Need – 4.91 

– Estimated Excess – 0.09 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 

– Estimated Total Judge Need – 4.95 

– Estimated Excess – 0.05 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 197,935 

– 2030 – 201,101 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 – 5.21 

– 2030 – 5.29 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal – 2,452 

– Civil – 4,876 
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District 3  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Greene 
– 2020 – 69,598 

• 1.83 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 70,853 

• 1.86 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 1131 
• Civil  - 1,801 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.65 
• Civil 1.16 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 1.17 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Hamblen 
– 2020 – 65,264 

• 1.72  Judge Need 
– 2030 – 68,635 

• 1.81 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 895  
• Civil – 1,721 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.64 
• Civil  1.16 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil  1.17 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Hancock  

– 2020 – 6,468 
• 0.17 Judge Need 

– 2030 – 6,089  
• 0.16 Judge Need 

– Filings 2017-18 
• Criminal –  102  
• Civil – 102 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.06 
• Civil 0.08 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.08 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Hawkins 
– 2020 – 56,606 

• 1.49 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 55,523 

• 1.46 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 326 
• Civil  – 1,252 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal  0.24 
• Civil  0.79 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil  0.79 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 



District 4 
(Cocke, Grainger, Jefferson, Sevier)  

 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Cocke County 
• Judge Moore 

• Jefferson County 
• Chancellor Forgety, Jr. 
• Judge Slone 
• Judge Gass 

 
 
 
 

 

• Sevier County 
• Judge Ogle 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 4 

• 5 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 5.68 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.68 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 5.70 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.70 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 216,233 
– 2030 – 231,625 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 – 5.69 
– 2030 – 6.10 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal – 4,777 
– Civil – 3,939 

-1

-0.9

-0.8

-0.7

-0.6

-0.5

-0.4

-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0

2016 2017 2018

FTE Judge Deficit or Excess 
(Based on 204 minutes for Administrative Hearings) 

 

 



District 4  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Cocke 
– 2020 – 35,310 

• 0.93 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 34,821 

• 0.92 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 942 
• Civil  - 652 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal  0.52 
• Civil 0.47 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.48 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Grainger  
– 2020 – 23,443 

• 0.62 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 23,835 

• 0.63 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 404  
• Civil – 305 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.22 
• Civil 0.22 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.22 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Jefferson  
– 2020 – 55,178 

• 1.45 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 58,145  

• 1.53 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 1022 
• Civil – 812 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.50 
• Civil 0.62 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.62 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Sevier  
– 2020 – 102,302 

• 2.69 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 114,824 

• 3.02 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 2,408 
• Civil  – 2,170 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 1.40 
• Civil 1.74 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 1.74 (318 Admin Hearings)           
 



 
 
 

District 5 
(Blount)  

 
 
 
 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Blount County 
• Judge Harrington 
• Judge Duggan 
• Chancellor Forgety, Jr.* 
           * presides over district 4 and 5 , resides in Jefferson County 

 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 5 

• 2 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study   

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 2.04 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.04 
318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 2.04 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.04 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 134,265 
– 2030 – 146,031 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 – 3.53 
– 2030 – 3.84 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal – 1,650 
– Civil –   1,449 -0.12
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District 5  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Blount  
– 2020 – 134,265 

• 3.53 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 146,031 

• 3.84 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 1,650 
• Civil – 1,449 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.84 
• Civil 1.20 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 1.21 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 

 



 
District 6 

(Knox)  
 
 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Knox County 
• Chancellor Weaver 
• Chancellor Pridemore, Jr. 
• Chancellor Moyers  
• Judge Davis 
• Judge Ailor  

 
• Judge Stevens 
• Judge McMillan 
• Judge Sword 
• Judge McGee 
• Judge Green 

 
 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 6 

• 10 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 10.24 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.24 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 10.28 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.28 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 472,696 
– 2030 – 509,363 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 – 12.44 
– 2030 – 13.40 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal – 3,891 
– Civil – 9,901 
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District 6  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Knox  
– 2020 – 472,696 

• 12.44 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 509,363 

• 13.40 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 3,892 
• Civil – 9,901 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 2.48 
• Civil 7.76 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 7.79 (318 Admin Hearings)           
 

 



 
 
 

District 7 
(Anderson)  

 
 
 
 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Anderson County 
• Chancellor Cantrell 
• Judge Elledge 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 7 

• 2 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 1.80 
– Estimated Excess – 0.20 
318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 1.82 
– Estimated Excess – 0.18 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 77,227 
– 2030 – 79,329 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 – 2.03 
– 2030 – 2.09 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal – 1,082 
– Civil – 2,073 0
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District 7  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Anderson 
– 2020 – 77,227 

• 2.03 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 79,329 

• 2.09 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 1,082 
• Civil  - 2,073   

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.53 
• Civil 1.27  (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 1.29  (318 Admin Hearings)           

 



 
District 8 

(Campbell, Claiborne, Fentress, Scott, Union)  
 
 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Campbell County 
• Chancellor Asbury  
• Judge Sexton 

• Claiborne County 
• Judge McAfee 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 8 

• 3 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 3.34 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.34 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 3.38 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.38 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 131,462 
– 2030 – 130,978 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 – 3.46 
– 2030 – 3.45 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal – 2,329 
– Civil – 1,942 
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District 8  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Campbell 
– 2020 – 39,867 

• 1.05 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 39,449 

• 1.04 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 715 
• Civil  - 659 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.42 
• Civil 0.66 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.68 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Claiborne   
– 2020 – 31,890 

• 0.84 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 31,639 

• 0.83 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 572 
• Civil – 615 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.37 
• Civil 0.50 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.50 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Fentress  
– 2020 – 18,286 

• 0.48 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 18,441  

• 0.49 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 288 
• Civil – 161 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.18 
• Civil 0.18 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.18 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Scott   
– 2020 – 22,044 

• 0.58 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 21,954 

• 0.58 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 418 
• Civil  – 225 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.27 
• Civil 0.30 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.31 (318 Admin Hearings)    



District 8  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Union  
– 2020 – 19,375 

• 0.51 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 19,495 

• 0.51 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 337 
• Civil  - 282 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.21 
• Civil 0.25 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.26 (318 Admin Hearings)    

 



 
District 9 

(Loudon, Meigs, Morgan, Roane)  
 
 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Roane County 
• Chancellor Williams III 
• Judge Pemberton 
• Judge Wicks 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 9 

• 3 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 2.69  
– Estimated Excess – 0.31 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 2.71 
– Estimated Excess –  0.29    

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 141,000 
– 2030 – 145,851 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 – 3.71 
– 2030 – 3.84 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal – 1,694 
– Civil – 1,445 0
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District 9  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Loudon 
– 2020 – 54,039 

• 1.42 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 59,231 

• 1.56 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 550 
• Civil  - 318 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.49 
• Civil 0.37 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.38 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Meigs   
– 2020 – 12,238 

• 0.32 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 12,531 

• 0.33 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 149  
• Civil – 233 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.11 
• Civil 0.17 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.17 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Morgan  
– 2020 – 21,904 

• 0.58 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 22,377  

• 0.59 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 118  
• Civil – 214 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.09 
• Civil 0.18 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.18 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Roane   
– 2020 – 52,819 

• 1.39 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 51,713 

• 1.36 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 879  
• Civil  – 680 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.59 
• Civil 0.67 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.67 (318 Admin Hearings)           



 
District 10 

(Bradley, McMinn, Monroe, Polk) 
 
 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Bradley County 
• Judge Puckett 
• Judge Sharp 
• Judge Freiberg 
• Judge Donaghy 

• McMinn County 
• Chancellor Bryant  



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 10 

• 5 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 5.17 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.17 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 5.21 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.21 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 225,781 
– 2030 – 237,106 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 – 5.94 
– 2030 – 6.24 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal – 2,532 
– Civil – 4,286 
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District 10 
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Bradley 
– 2020 – 108,080 

• 2.84 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 116,185 

• 3.06 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 1,034 
• Civil  - 1,776 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.65 
• Civil 1.66 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 1.69 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• McMinn   
– 2020 – 53,640 

• 1.41 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 54,930 

• 1.45 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 653 
• Civil – 1255 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.36 
• Civil 0.92 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.93 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Monroe  
– 2020 – 47,087 

• 1.24 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 48,795 

• 1.28 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 631 
• Civil – 994 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.39 
• Civil 0.75 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.75 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Polk   
– 2020 – 16,973 

• 0.45 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 17,197 

• 0.45 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 214 
• Civil  – 261 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.20 
• Civil 0.23 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.23 (318 Admin Hearings)           



 
District 11 
(Hamilton)  

 
 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Hamilton County 
• Chancellor Fleenor  
• Chancellor Atherton 
• Judge Bennett 
• Judge Hollingsworth 
• Judge Williams 

 
• Judge Hedrick 
• Judge Steelman 
• Judge Greenholtz 
• Judge Poole  



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 11 

• 9 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 9.03 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.03 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 9.08 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.08 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 369,758 
– 2030 – 396,019 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 – 9.73 
– 2030 – 10.42 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal – 4,579 
– Civil – 7,908 
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District 11 
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Hamilton   
– 2020 – 369,758 

• 9.73 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 396,019 

• 10.42 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 4,579 
• Civil  - 7,908 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 3.05  
• Civil 5.98  (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 6.03 (318 Admin Hearings)   

 



 
District 12 

(Bledsoe, Franklin, Grundy, Marion, Rhea, Sequatchie)  
 
 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Bledsoe County 
• Judge Angel 

•  Marion County 
• Chancellor Blevins 
• Judge Graham 

 

• Sequatchie County  
• Judge Smith  



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 12 

• 4 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 4.77 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.77 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 4.79 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.79 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 147,999 
– 2030 – 151,882 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 – 3.89 
– 2030 – 4.00 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal – 2,893 
– Civil – 3,040 -0.9
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District 12 
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Bledsoe 
– 2020 – 15,102 

• 0.40 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 15,822 

• 0.42 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 140 
• Civil  - 137 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.14 
• Civil 0.12 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.12 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Franklin   
– 2020 – 41,998 

• 1.11 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 42,282 

• 1.11 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 900  
• Civil – 883 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.67 
• Civil 0.80 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.81 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Grundy  
– 2020 – 13,098 

• 0.34 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 12,194 

• 0.32 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 374  
• Civil – 199 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.32 
• Civil 0.19 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.19 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Marion   
– 2020 – 28,988 

• 0.76 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 29,831 

• 0.79 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 547   
• Civil  – 783 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.44 
• Civil 0.57 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.57 (318 Admin Hearings)           
 



District 12 
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Rhea 
– 2020 – 33,185 

• 0.87 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 34,646 

• 0.91 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 629 
• Civil  - 806 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.48 
• Civil 0.55 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.55 (318 Admin Hearings)           
 

• Sequatchie   
– 2020 – 15,629 

• 0.41 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 17,107 

• 0.45 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 303 
• Civil – 232 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.22 
• Civil 0.25 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.25 (318 Admin Hearings)           



 
 
 
 

District 13 
(Clay, Cumberland, DeKalb, Overton, Pickett, Putnam, White)  

 

 
 
 
  

Current Judges and Counties of Residence 
• Putnam County 

• Chancellor Thurman 
• Judge Young 
• Judge McKenzie 
• Judge Patterson 

• Overton County 
• Judge Hollars  



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 13 

• 5 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 5.93 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.93 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 5.95 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.95 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 222,023 
– 2030 – 234,243 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 – 5.84 
– 2030 – 6.16 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal – 4,095 
– Civil – 2,692 
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District 13  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Clay 
– 2020 - 7,617 

• 0.20 Judge Need 
– 2030 - 7,168 

• 0.19 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal  - 134 
• Civil  - 96 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.07 
• Civil 0.10 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.10 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Cumberland 
– 2020 – 61,043 

• 1.61 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 65,393 

• 1.72 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 678 
• Civil –1,024 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.48 
• Civil 1.12 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 1.13 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• DeKalb 
– 2020 – 19,716 

• 0.52 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 20,302 

• 0.53 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 347 
• Civil – 317 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.20 
• Civil 0.27 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.28 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Overton 
– 2020 – 22,425 

• 0.59 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 22,997 

• 0.61 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 328 
• Civil – 276 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.21 
• Civil 0.27 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.28 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 
 



District 13  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Pickett 
– 2020 – 5,116 

• 0.13 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 4,980 

• 0.13 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal -  77 
• Civil – 42 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.05 
• Civil 0.06 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.06 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Putnam 
– 2020 – 78,839 

• 2.07 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 85,043 

• 2.24 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 1,615 
• Civil – 643 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 1.36 
• Civil 0.76 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.77 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• White 
– 2020 – 27,267 

• 0.72 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 28,360 

• 0.75 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 916 
• Civil – 294 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.59 
• Civil 0.32 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.33 (318 Admin Hearings)           



 
 
 
 

District 14 
(Coffee) 

 
 
 
 
  

Current Judges and Counties of Residence 
• Coffee County 

• Judge Johnson 
• Judge Jackson 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 14 

• 2 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 1.86 
– Estimated Excess – 0.14 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 1.87 
– Estimated Excess – 0.13 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 56,374 
– 2030 – 60,210 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 – 1.48 
– 2030 – 1.58 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal – 1,322 
– Civil – 1,124 
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District 14  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Coffee 
– 2020 – 56,374 

• 1.48 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 60,210 

• 1.58 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 1,322 
• Civil – 1,124 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.94 
• Civil 0.93 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.93 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 



District 15 
(Jackson, Macon, Smith, Trousdale, Wilson) 

Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Macon County 
• Judge Wootten, Jr.  

 

• Wilson County 
• Chancellor Smith 
• Judge Byrd  
• Judge Kane 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 15 

• 4 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 4.01 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.01 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 4.02 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.02 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 207,860 
– 2030 – 235,723 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  5.47 
– 2030 –  6.20 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal – 2,799 
– Civil – 2,489 
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District 15  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Jackson  
– 2020 – 11,779 

• 0.31 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 11,992 

• 0.32 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 30 
• Civil – 92 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.02 
• Civil 0.07 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.07 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Macon  
– 2020 – 24,455 

• 0.64 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 26,593 

• 0.70 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 387 
• Civil – 311 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.25 
• Civil 0.25 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.25 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Smith  
– 2020 – 19,964 

• 0.53 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 20,853 

• 0.55 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 325 
• Civil – 324 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.21 
• Civil 0.29 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.30 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Trousdale   
– 2020 – 8,655 

• 0.23 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 9,503 

• 0.25 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 161 
• Civil – 176 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.09 
• Civil 0.17 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.17 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 
 
 



District 15  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Wilson  
– 2020 – 143,007 

• 3.76 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 166,782 

• 4.39 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 1,875 
• Civil – 1,586 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 1.19 
• Civil 1.44 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 1.45 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 



 
 
 
 

District 16 
(Cannon, Rutherford)  

 
 
 
 
  

Current Judges and Counties of Residence 
• Rutherford County 

• Chancellor Wilson 
• Judge Rogers 
• Judge Bragg 
• Judge Tidwell 
• Judge Taylor  
• Judge Scarlett 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 16 

• 6 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 6.25 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.25 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 6.27 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.27 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 352,598 
– 2030 – 428,464 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  9.28 
– 2030 –  11.28 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal –  3,356 
– Civil – 5,233 -1.8
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District 16 
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Cannon  
– 2020 – 14,193 

• 0.37 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 14,345 

• 0.38 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 223 
• Civil  - 389 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.10 
• Civil 0.18 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.19 (318 Admin Hearings)           
 

• Rutherford   
– 2020 – 338,405 

• 8.91 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 414,119 

• 10.90 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 3,133 
• Civil – 4,844 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 2.21 
• Civil 3.76 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 3.78 (318 Admin Hearings)           



 
 
 
 

District 17 
(Bedford, Lincoln, Marshall, Moore)  

 
 
 
 
  

Current Judges and Counties of Residence 
• Bedford County 

• Judge Durard, Jr.  
• Judge Burk 

• Lincoln County 
• Chancellor Cox  



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 17 

• 3 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 2.73 
– Estimated Excess – 0.27 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 2.75 
– Estimated Excess – 0.25 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 123,642 
– 2030 – 132,849 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  3.25 
– 2030 –  3.50 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal –  1,045 
– Civil – 2,524 0
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District 17  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Bedford  
– 2020 – 50,143 

• 1.32 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 56,367 

• 1.48 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 408 
• Civil – 935 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.34 
• Civil 0.70 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.71 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Lincoln   
– 2020 – 33,960 

• 0.89 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 34,325 

• 0.90 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 285 
• Civil – 724 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.23 
• Civil 0.52 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.53 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Marshall   
– 2020 – 33,131 

• 0.87 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 35,611 

• 0.94 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 309 
• Civil – 746 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.30 
• Civil 0.53 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.54 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Moore   
– 2020 – 6,408 

• 0.17 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 6,546 

• 0.17 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 43 
• Civil – 119 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.03 
• Civil 0.08 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.08 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 
 



 
 
 
 

District 18 
(Sumner)  

 
 
 
 
  

Current Judges and Counties of Residence 
• Sumner County 

• Chancellor Oliver III 
• Judge Thompson 
• Judge Gay  



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 18 

• 3 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 3.49 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.49 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 3.50 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.50 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 191,743 
– 2030 – 219,175 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  5.05 
– 2030 –  5.77 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal –  2,043 
– Civil – 3,106 
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District 18  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Sumner  
– 2020 – 191,743 

• 5.05 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 219,175 

• 5.77 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 2,043 
• Civil – 4,029 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 1.28 
• Civil 2.21 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 2.22 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 



 
 
 
 

District 19 
(Montgomery, Robertson)  

 
 
 
 
  

Current Judges and Counties of Residence 
• Montgomery County 

• Chancellor McMillan, Jr. 
• Judge Hicks 
• Judge Crozier, Jr.  
• Judge Ayers 
• Judge Olita 

• Robertson County 
• Judge Goodman 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 19 

• 6 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 7.23 
– Estimated Deficit – 1.23 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 7.26 
– Estimated Deficit – 1.26 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 285,228 
– 2030 – 334,679 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  7.51 
– 2030 –  8.81 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal –  3,750 
– Civil – 5,372 
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District 19  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Montgomery   
– 2020 – 212,678 

• 5.60 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 254,640 

• 6.70 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 2,378 
• Civil – 4,029 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 1.70 
• Civil 3.54 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 3.56 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Robertson   
– 2020 – 72,550 

• 1.91 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 80,039 

• 2.11 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 1,372 
• Civil – 1,343 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.98 
• Civil 1.01 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 1.02 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 
 



 
 
 
 

District 20 
(Davidson)  

 
 
 
 
  

Current Judges and Counties of Residence 
• Davidson County 

• Chancellor Martin 
• Chancellor Lyle 
• Chancellor Perkins 
• Chancellor Moskal 
• Judge Gayden, Jr.  
• Judge McClendon 
• Judge Robinson 
• Judge P. Smith 
• Judge Binkley, Jr.  

 

• Davidson County  
• Judge Brothers 
• Judge Kennedy 
• Judge Jones 
• Judge Dozier 
• Judge Dalton 
• Judge Blackburn 
• Judge Watkins 
• Judge Fishburn 
• Judge J. Smith 

 
 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 20 

• 18 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

496 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 18.78 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.78 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 17.89 
– Estimated Excess – 0.11 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 715,491 
– 2030 – 783,345 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  18.83 
– 2030 –  20.61 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal –  7,920 
– Civil – 11,775 -1
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District 20 
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Davidson   
– 2020 – 715,491 

• 18.83 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 783,345 

• 20.61 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 7,723 
• Civil – 11,775 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 5.89 
• Civil 11.21 (496 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 11.18 (318 Admin Hearings)           



 
District 21 

(Hickman, Lewis, Perry, Williamson) 
 
 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Williamson County 
• Judge Woodruff 
• Judge Martin III 
• Judge Binkley 
• Judge Johnson  

 

Lewis County 
•Judge Spitzer 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 21 

• 5 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 4.74 
– Estimated Excess – 0.26 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 4.79 
– Estimated Excess – 0.21 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 – 285,505 
– 2030 – 339,787 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  7.51 
– 2030 –  8.94 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal –  2,260 
– Civil – 3,877 
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District 21  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Hickman 
– 2020 – 24,567 

• 0.65 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 24,876 

• 0.65 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 463 
• Civil – 553 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.33 
• Civil 0.36 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.37 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Lewis   
– 2020 – 11,881 

• 0.31 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 11,603 

• 0.31 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 239 
• Civil – 338 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.11 
• Civil 0.18 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.18 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Perry    
– 2020 – 8,022 

• 0.21 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 8,072 

• 0.21 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 165 
• Civil – 131 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.12 
• Civil 0.08 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.08 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Williamson   
– 2020 – 241,035 

• 6.34 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 295,235 

• 7.77 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 1,394 
• Civil – 2,855 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.90 
• Civil 2.59 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 2.64 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 
 



 
 
 
 

District 22 
(Giles, Lawrence, Maury, Wayne)  

 
 
 
 
  

Current Judges and Counties of Residence 
• Lawrence County 

• Judge Allen  
• Judge Sockwell  

• Maury County 
• Judge Parkes 
• Judge Hargrove 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 22 

• 4 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 5.23 
– Estimated Deficit – 1.23 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 5.25 
– Estimated Deficit – 1.25 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 –  184,036 
– 2030 –  193,935 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  4.84 
– 2030 –  5.10 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal –  4,084 
– Civil – 3,077 
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District 22  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Giles 
– 2020 – 29,129 

• 0.77 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 28,361 

• 0.75 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 1,055 
• Civil – 551 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.69 
• Civil 0.42 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.42 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Lawrence    
– 2020 – 43,607 

• 1.15 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 44,257 

• 1.16 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 1,321 
• Civil – 797 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.71 
• Civil 0.63 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.64 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Maury     
– 2020 – 94,683 

• 2.49 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 105,166 

• 2.77 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 1400 
• Civil – 1507 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 1.03 
• Civil 1.28 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 1.29 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Wayne   
– 2020 – 16,617 

• 0.44 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 16,151 

• 0.43 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 308 
• Civil – 222 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.21 
• Civil 0.16 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.17 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 
 



 
District 23 

(Cheatham, Dickson, Houston, Humphreys, Stewart) 
 
 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Dickson County 
• Judge Wolfe  

• Stewart County 
• Judge Wallace 
• Judge Lockert-Mash 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 23 

• 3 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 4.52 
– Estimated Deficit – 1.52 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 4.55 
– Estimated Deficit – 1.55 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 –  134,880 
– 2030 –  140,535 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  3.55 
– 2030 –  3.70 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal –  2,914 
– Civil – 2,446 
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District 23  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Cheatham 
– 2020 – 40,536 

• 1.07 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 41,358 

• 1.09 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 647 
• Civil – 701 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.53 
• Civil 0.57 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.58 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Dickson    
– 2020 – 54,556 

• 1.44 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 59,555 

• 1.57 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 1,246 
• Civil – 926 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal  1.02 
• Civil 0.86 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.88 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Houston     
– 2020 – 8,146 

• 0.21 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 8,113 

• 0.21 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 129 
• Civil – 181 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.07 
• Civil 0.15 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.15 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Humphreys    
– 2020 – 18,372 

• 0.48 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 18,215 

• 0.48 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 454 
• Civil – 414 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.39 
• Civil 0.34 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.34 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 
 



District 23  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Stewart  
– 2020 – 13,270 

• 0.35 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 13,295 

• 0.35 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 430 
• Civil – 224 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.42 
• Civil 0.18 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.18 (318 Admin Hearings) 



 
 

District 24 
(Benton, Carroll, Decatur, Hardin, Henry) 

 
 
 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Carroll County 
• Judge Parish  

• Hardin County 
• Vacant 
• Judge McGinley 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 24 

• 3 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 2.54 
– Estimated Excess – 0.46 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 2.55 
– Estimated Excess – 0.45 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 –  113,524 
– 2030 –  111,100 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  2.99 
– 2030 –  2.92 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal –  1,667 
– Civil – 1,351 
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District 24  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Benton 
– 2020 – 15,887 

• 0.42 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 15,393 

• 0.41 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 192 
• Civil – 298 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.20 
• Civil 0.27 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.27 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Carroll    
– 2020 – 27,742 

• 0.73 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 26,664 

• 0.70 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 406 
• Civil – 321 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.35 
• Civil 0.29 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.29 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Decatur     
– 2020 – 11,742 

• 0.31 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 11,473 

• 0.30 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 124 
• Civil – 132 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.11 
• Civil 0.13 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.13 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Hardin    
– 2020 – 25,615 

• 0.67 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 25,057 

• 0.66 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 452 
• Civil – 177 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.39 
• Civil 0.18 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.19 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 
 



District 24  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Henry  
– 2020 – 32,538 

• 0.86 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 32,513 

• 0.86 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 450 
• Civil – 423 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.30 
• Civil 0.34 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.34 (318 Admin Hearings)           



District 25 
(Fayette, Hardeman, Lauderdale, McNairy, Tipton) 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Fayette County 
• Judge McCraw  

 
• Lauderdale County 

• Judge Walker III 

• Tipton County 
• Chancellor Cole 
• Chancellor Brasfield  



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 25 

• 4 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study 

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings  
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 4.14 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.14 
318 minutes for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need 4.18 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.18 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 –  183,407 
– 2030 –  191,779 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  4.83 
– 2030 –  5.05 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal –  2,574 
– Civil – 2,456 -0.2
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District 25  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Fayette  
– 2020 – 41,852 

• 1.10 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 46,520 

• 1.22 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 511 
• Civil – 401 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.39 
• Civil 0.37 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.37 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Hardeman    
– 2020 – 24,965 

• 0.66 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 23,590 

• 0.62 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 363 
• Civil – 462 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.25 
• Civil 0.36 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.37 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Lauderdale     
– 2020 – 26,783 

• 0.70 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 26,476 

• 0.70 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 607 
• Civil – 276 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.49 
• Civil 0.24 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.24 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• McNairy    
– 2020 – 26,118 

• 0.69 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 26,283 

• 0.69 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 403 
• Civil – 211 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.34 
• Civil 0.23 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.23 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 
 



District 25  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Tipton   
– 2020 – 63,690 

• 1.68 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 68,910 

• 1.81 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 689 
• Civil – 1,106 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.56 
• Civil 0.91 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.92 (318 Admin Hearings)           



 
 
 
 

District 26 
(Chester, Henderson, Madison)  

 
 
 
 
  

Current Judges and Counties of Residence 
• Madison County 

• Chancellor  Butler  
• Judge Morgan, Jr.  
• Judge Allen 
• Judge Atkins 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 26 

• 4 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 3.65 
– Estimated Excess – 0.35 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 3.66 
– Estimated Excess – 0.34 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 –  144,987 
– 2030 –  149,074 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  3.82 
– 2030 –  3.92 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal –  2,082 
– Civil – 2,362 0
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(Based on 204 minutes for Administrative Hearings) 

 



District 26  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Chester  
– 2020 – 17,851 

• 0.47 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 18,654 

• 0.49 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 126 
• Civil – 193 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.09 
• Civil 0.14 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.14 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Henderson    
– 2020 – 28,336 

• 0.75 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 29,234 

• 0.77 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 325 
• Civil – 399 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.26 
• Civil 0.32 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.33 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Madison      
– 2020 – 98,801 

• 2.60 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 101,186 

• 2.66 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 1,631 
• Civil – 1,770 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 1.16 
• Civil 1.68 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 1.69 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 
 



 
 
 
 

District 27 
(Obion, Weakley)  

 
 
 
 
  

Current Judges and Counties of Residence 
• Weakley County 

• Chancellor Maloan 
• Judge Parham 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 27 

• 2 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 1.72 
– Estimated Excess – 0.28 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 1.72 
– Estimated Excess – 0.28 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 –  63,163 
– 2030 –  60,473 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  1.66 
– 2030 –  1.59 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal –  861 
– Civil – 1,421 0
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District 27  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Obion   
– 2020 – 30,110 

• 0.79 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 28,620 

• 0.75 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 515 
• Civil – 812 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.46 
• Civil 0.53 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.54 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Weakley      
– 2020 – 33,052 

• 0.87 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 31,853 

• 0.84 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 346 
• Civil – 609 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.27 
• Civil 0.45 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.46 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 



 
 
 
 

District 28 
(Crockett, Gibson, Haywood)  

 
 
 
 
  

Current Judges and Counties of Residence 
• Gibson County 

• Chancellor Ellis 
• Judge Peeples 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 28 

• 2 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 1.98 
– Estimated Excess – 0.02 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 1.98 
– Estimated Excess – 0.02 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 –  81,991 
– 2030 –  82,186 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  2.16 
– 2030 –  2.16 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal –  1,103 
– Civil – 1,094 0
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District 28  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Crockett  
– 2020 – 14,481 

• 0.38 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 14,545 

• 0.38 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 123 
• Civil – 163 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal  0.11 
• Civil  0.12 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil  0.12 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Gibson    
– 2020 – 50,179 

• 1.32 Judge Need 
– 2030 – 51,736 

• 1.36 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 737 
• Civil – 701 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal  0.77 
• Civil  0.54 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil  0.55 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Haywood      
– 2020 – 17,331 

• 0.46 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 15,906 

• 0.42 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 243 
• Civil – 230 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.27 
• Civil 0.17 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.17 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 
 



 
 
 
 

District 29 
(Dyer, Lake)  

 
 
 
 
  

Current Judges and Counties of Residence 
• Dyer County 

• Chancellor Childress 
• Judge Moore, Jr.  



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 29 

• 2 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 1.90 
– Estimated Excess – 0.10 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 1.91 
– Estimated Excess – 0.09 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 –  45,471 
– 2030 –  45,497 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  1.20 
– 2030 –  1.20 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal –  934 
– Civil – 1,355 
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District 29  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Dyer 
– 2020 – 37,833 

• 1.00 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 37,736 

• 0.99  Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 752 
• Civil – 1,151 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.55 
• Civil 1.03 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 1.03 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Lake       
– 2020 – 7,639 

• 0.20 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 7,761 

• 0.20 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 182 
• Civil – 204 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.14 
• Civil 0.17 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.18 (318 Admin Hearings)           

 



 
 
 

District 30 
(Shelby)  

 
 
 
 

 
Current Judges and Counties of Residence 

• Shelby County 
• Chancellor Evans 
• Chancellor Kyle  
• Chancellor Jenkins 
• Judge Corbin-Johnson 
• Judge Russell 
• Judge Smith 
• Judge Higgins  
• Judge Hurd 
• Judge Stokes 
• Judge Wagner 
• Judge Weiss 
• Judge Kight 

• Shelby County  
• Judge Skahan 
• Judge Wright 
• Judge Carter, Jr.  
• Judge Blackett  
• Judge Lammey, Jr.  
• Judge Campbell  
• Judge Coffee 
• Judge Craft 
• Judge Ward  
• Judge Mitchell 
• Judge Gomes *  
• Judge Webster * 
      * County Funded Probate Judges 



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 30 

• 22 Judges Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 21.49 
– Estimated Excess – 0.51 

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 21.59 
– Estimated Excess – 0.41 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 –  950,325 
– 2030 –  986,447 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  25.01 
– 2030 –  25.96 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal –  11,105 
– Civil – 7,998 -0.4
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District 30  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Shelby  
– 2020 – 950,325 

• 25.01 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 986,447 

• 25.96 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 11,105 
• Civil – 7,998 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 9.93 
• Civil 10.92 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 11.02 (318 Admin Hearings)           



 
 
 
 

District 31 
(Van Buren, Warren)  

 
 
 
 
  

Current Judges and Counties of Residence 
• Warren County 

• Chancellor/Judge Stanley, Jr.  



Demand for Judicial Resources 
District 31 

• 1 Judge Currently 
• Per 2017-18 Weighted Caseload Study  

204 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 1.51 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.51  

318 minutes used for Administrative Hearings 
– Estimated Total Judge Need – 1.52 
– Estimated Deficit – 0.52 

• Projected Population 
– 2020 –  46,426 
– 2030 –  46,492 

• Estimated Judge Need Per Population 
(1/38,000) 

– 2020 –  1.22 
– 2030 –  1.22 

• Filings FY2018 
– Criminal –  1,196 
– Civil –  1,055 -0.522
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District 31  
Population Projections, Filings and Judge Need by County* 

• Van Buren 
– 2020 – 5,653 

• 0.15 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 5,425 

• 0.14 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal - 237 
• Civil – 57 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.14 
• Civil 0.05 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.05 (318 Admin Hearings)           

• Warren       
– 2020 – 40,773 

• 1.07 Judge Need 
– 2030  - 41,068 

• 1.08 Judge Need 
– Filings 2017-18 

• Criminal – 959 
• Civil – 998 

– Judge Need 
• Criminal 0.71 
• Civil 0.61 (204 Admin Hearings) 
• Civil 0.62 (318 Admin Hearings)           



Sources 

*Filings and Judicial Officer Need - Tennessee
Comptroller of the Treasury, FY2018 
Tennessee Judicial Weighted Caseload Study 

Population Projections - University of 
Tennessee, Knoxville.  Boyd Center for 
Business and Economic Research. “Annual 
Projections: Tennessee Population 
Projections: 2018-2070” 
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