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Introduction 

Decennial reestablishment of Magisterial Districts is mandated by 42 Pa.C.S.A. § 1503 
Reestablishment of Districts, which requires that the Court reestablish the number, 
boundaries and classes of Magisterial Districts within each judicial district the year after 
the census report is certified by the Census Bureau. The reestablishment plan is a ten-year 
plan meant to accommodate the needs of the citizens of the county for the next decade. 

The last decennial reestablishment was completed in 2022. However, in April 2023, the 
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania issued an order directing the President Judge of the 39th 
Judicial District to reevaluate the Franklin County Magisterial Districts in 2026 and submit 
a new proposal with respect to those district courts by July 1, 2026. Caseload and 
workload data for each Magisterial District was provided by the Administrative Office of 
Pennsylvania Courts (AOPC) to the President Judge and District Court Administrator, 
covering 2022 through 2025.  

This report outlines the guidelines and recommendation for the Magisterial Districts in the 
39th Judicial District – Franklin County branch. The proposed reestablishment plan must be 
posted for public comment before submission to AOPC.  Interested parties have thirty 
days from the publishing date to submit written comments to the District Court 
Administrator.  

 

Guidelines 

With no presumption that there are too many or too few district courts, the 39th Judicial 
District - Franklin County branch was tasked to answer two questions.  First, how many 
Magisterial Districts are needed to handle case filings?  Second, where should the 
boundaries of those districts be drawn so that the workload is equitably distributed among 
the Magisterial District Judges (MDJ) in the county?   

If a Magisterial District falls at the lower end or higher end of the caseload range, the 
President Judge must determine whether to: 

1. Reestablish the district– existing boundaries remain unchanged; 
2. Realign the district – adjust existing boundaries (add/remove townships, cities, 

boroughs, etc.); or 
3. Eliminate the district – close a district court and equitably redistribute the 

townships, cities, boroughs, etc. to one or more remaining Magisterial District 
Courts.  
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The following factors must be considered when making this determination: all portions of 
the Magisterial District must be contiguous; no district can be eliminated during the term 
of an incumbent MDJ; district boundaries cannot be redrawn in such a way that would 
move an incumbent MDJ’s residence into another Magisterial District; and voting districts 
cannot be split.   

 

Recommendation: 

 District Court 39-2-01: Reestablish 
 District Court 39-3-02: Reestablish 
 District Court 39-3-03: Reestablish 
 District Court 39-3-04: Reestablish 
 District Court 39-3-05: Reestablish 
 District Court 39-3-06: Reestablish 
 District Court 39-3-07: Reestablish 

A Magisterial District Summary Worksheet was completed for each district court and is 
attached to this report. The following information from those worksheets was considered 
by the President Judge in reaching the decision to reestablish all district courts:  

1. Franklin County, a 4th class county, was compared to eight (8) other 4th class 
counties, and ranked second least variance from the county class average for 
case filings. This means that Franklin County has the second most equitably 
distributed case filings between their seven (7) MDJs.  
 

2. District Courts 39-2-01, 39-3-04, and 39-3-07 have the highest annual average 
case filings. District Courts 39-3-06, 39-3-05, and 39-3-03 have the lowest 
annual average case filings. However, the districts with the lowest annual 
average case filings are not all contiguous to those with the highest annual 
average case filings. Therefore, a simple shift of caseload is not possible as this 
would result in a non-contiguous split. 
 

3. District Courts 39-2-01, 39-3-02, and 39-3-04 have the highest annual average 
workload. District Courts 39-3-03, 39-3-05, and 39-3-06 have the lowest annual 
average workload. However, the districts with the lowest annual average 
workload are not all contiguous to those with the highest annual average 
workload. Therefore, a simple shift of workload is not possible as this would 



  
MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT REESTABLISHMENT REPORT 4 

 

result in a non-contiguous split.  
 

4. In relation to #2 and #3 above, access to justice for litigants and undue burden 
to litigants and law enforcement in terms of travel was also considered in the 
recommendation to reestablish.  
 

5. Franklin County holds Central Court each week, which is comprised of a 
balanced rotation of all seven (7) MDJs. Because of this practice, judicial time 
spent on actual processing and hearing of preliminary hearings is more 
equitably distributed among the MDJs.  

 
6. The anticipation of future filings has been taken into consideration by evaluating 

case filing trends, population trends and demographics and their correlation to 
caseloads. 
 

7. All Franklin County MDJs follow a scheduled on-call rotation. A new practice 
being implemented in April 2026, will provide a more accurate reflection of the 
caseloads and workloads for all districts as on-call cases will be docketed in the 
court of originating jurisdiction.  
 

8. Based on the guidelines, an MDJ cannot be eliminated during their term. There 
are no MDJs who will reach their term expiration in calendar year 2026. The next 
time an MDJ could be eligible for elimination is 2028. 

 

Public Comment: 

Comments to the report may be directed to: 

Rebekah Reigner 
District Court Administrator 

39th Judicial District 
14 N. Main Street 

Chambersburg, PA 17201 
rmreigner@franklincountypa.gov 

 
Media inquiries regarding the state-wide process should be directed to Stacey Witalec, 
AOPC Director of Communications, at (717) 231-3324. 
 
































