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INTRODUCTION '," "\\ ' 

In March 1972~ 
, , ~ 

the Joint :;Committeeon Judicial Modernization f()rmed' ,'~~, ", 
~: "", 

by the Connecticut Citizens for Judicial ModernizatiQ~and the Connecticut Bfl.l' 

Association pUblished a study following meetings with'judges, lawyersa;nd 

business people and review of judicial E?ystemsjn other states. Itsstudy 

covered a selected group of proposals which might lead to iniprovement of the 

Connecticut judicial systern~ 
" 

Although recognizing that the Connecticut judicial system has been quite 

effective, free from scandal :;tnd a pioneer in some respects" theJ'ointCom:mittee 
....... ~ 

recommended a number of changes to improve the ltkelihood ot more equal and 

Inore efficient justice for all the citizens of the state. Amon,g the recommenda-

tions were that of a subcommittee which gave considerable time to an analysis-of 

what it consider:~d fl ••• an inefficient oyerlapping system of trial~ourt~~)f'It ' 

suggested that the five trial courts of the state might be comhinedinto a single 

trial court; however, the Joint Committee recomnlended that a detailed manage-
> , ). ' 

Ii ment stUdy of the trial court system be undertaken toexp16re feasibilit~)of the 

. "~ .'~ / . . .:t... . ., , 

yarious 'options for restructuring of the trialcourts"r'evisiol1of geogxaphic 
" I"" , '" ' 

boundaries for tl:\~ court locat:i.on~ andy.aridusoth~r/ll');ctbrs' before any farr:?,nghlg 
• ~(' " "c· ';" j" ' ' 

changes 'we,re made.-

The COll!.J.ecticut Citizens Jor ihdiciaLM'odernfzation'beganto consider-
" .' ',". - . '\t ,,', ~,~\ 

the P~ss~bllitieS for con4uctingt:heneededm~nage\~ent study-- ,~\:tudyofthe 

" .. " '.' '" .' . . . (~\.. .' . . ' 

type fre quently employed in the busine'ss wot'ld. In the meantime-~'theLeg;slatl,l~e 
. 0, 

}) 

-1';' 

o 

,'.:'0) 

,'f,t 

\\: ' 

'~ \\ 
~ ;t,\ 



6 R 

ojfllie State. of Connecticut recognized the validity of tn~ concerns expressed in 
1\ 
... .;,\ 

. " . \i 

the Joint Committee Report and concluded that a considered study of the 

. ·problems and options was needed. As a result .. the General Assembly passed 

an act which created the Commis.sion to Study the Reorganization and' Unification 

of the Colirts . 

The Connecticut Citizens for Judicial Modernization appro8;ched the 

Com~mission with a proposal that the management study be undertaken as a joint 

project so that the Commission would have the benefit of the factual information 

:needed in mf,tking its recbmm~ndations and presenting a legislative proposal to 

. the Connecticut Legislature by March 1 .. 1974. III August 1973 the Commission 

asked that the CCJM conduct the management study and report the results to it 

but .also asked that the CCJM seek funding elsewhere because of the limited 

: resources of the Commission. 

TheCCJM then contacted State industry and several foundations for 

'~upportsillce action would have to be t~lten qUickly in order to provide results to 
,0 

the Commll5sim.1/i:n, l~'!,i.fficienttime for .use in its deliberations. A grant of $13 .. 000 
,',-", . , " , 

". :.' I. : .• ~ ;.. • '. ,"$. "'. • 

·{J!t~;).$'Ghtained fi;'otH:theSachem Fund of New Haven to cov'er out-oi-pocket costs 

and industry volunteered executives with background in systems management and 

cOI]lputer teclmologyto assist in the dev'elopment of the parameters of the study 

and)'in the translation of data into meaningful analyses. Members of the Bar and 

. the;,udici~ryvolun.teered their time and efforts. In addition to providing executive 

per~onnel.. Aet:na. Life and Casualty Company and Combustion Engineering Company. 
" j; 

., -2-
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agreed to pr~;vide keypunch and cDmputer servic,es respectively. 

The. stuay which was divided into two parts-- the first an evaluation 
• < .\ -.\", ." 

of the'physical plant (courthouses) o(the judicial dep~rtment and th.e seqol1.dl 

an ev'aluation of the manner in which the courts.' time is consumed 0n~,various 

" types of matters throughout the state. The first stUdy is the subject of this 

report and the second is the subject of the companion report entitledt'survey 

of the Utilization of Courtroom Time In the Trialr,:Courts of the State of 

Connectictlt. 11 

It: was recognized that it would be extremely desirable to have the 
.> 

evaluation of the physical characteristic s of the courthouses made by persons 

who were knowledgeable of real estate and buildings. Accordingly, it was, 

suggested that one or more of the public utilities might volunteer their trained 

real estate and building engineering personnel to assist in conducting the study." 

Southern New England Telephone Company was approachf:.\d and felt that the 

task could best be coordinated within a single organization because of the 

magnitude and urgency of the task. It generously agreed to have its trained . 

personnel visit each courthouse in the State. 

~ecause oillie time factors and the nature of the area of g1"eate.st 
~ . 

~~ . ~. , 

interest, this sur:vey excludes the facilities of the Juvenile Court. It also 
,; 

excludes the faciliti es emp~oyed by the various probate courts and,]:hose of the 

Supreme Court and of the JudicialDepartment where housed in building is 'which 
"' . ." 

do not include courtrooms. 

,c' 
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To obtain a picture of the time that the courtrooms were actually 

~n use, the first week in October w()1:jlld be fully covered by the over 300 

''Courtroom observers who were to be :recruited for the companion survey 
.. ~ 

of tIfe courts' business. Chief Justice Charles House;requested thatthe clerks 
~, 

of the vadous courts provide the survey'team with the data concerning court-. . , 

room usage during the remainder of the month of October. 
;, " 

') ~ "'~<? 
In this manner .. the cooperation of industry, judiciary and citizenry 

enabled undertaking a most significant task leading to the preparation of this 
I) 

report. The CCJM expresses its sincere appreciation to al1 for their exceedingly 

valuable assistance. 

THE PRESENT JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF 
,THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT 

. The Constitution of the State of Connecticut pro~des a judicial system 
/:, 

o cornpr;ised of the Stipreme Court anj the trial court 01' original jurisdiction 

known as the Superior Court. It also provides for a Probate Court with electe.d, 

judges and enables the Legislature to create 0ther COUY'ls of lesser jurisdiction. 

Over the yearS, the Legislature has created the Circuit Court as a consolidation 

of the fO,rmer justice of the peace and town or municipal courts; the Common 

pleas Court; and the Juvenile Court. The Superior Court is the Court ·of general 

jurisdiction ov~r both civil and criminal matters; the Common Pleas Court is 

primarily a civil court; the Circuit Court handles bot:q. civil and criminal 

matters. The Jttvenile Court handles de linquency and certain aspects of child 

custody; and the Probate COUrt handles administration of decedents' estates, 

-4-
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the appointment of conservators for incompetents~ the appointment of guard,:'" 
(J' . 

ians for juveniles~ the administr.-ation of the e'states of incompetents and 

" 

juveni1es~ commitments~ adoptions~ and certain other 1llattersc' Appeal$ from' 

the Probate Court and Juvenile CQurt ~are take~ to the Superior Court. 'l)..ppeals '.' 

from the Circuit Court now are tak~n to the Coni,mon Pleas Court •. Appeals 

from"the Co.znmon Pleas and Superior Courts are "taken to the Suprem~ "Court. 
t . 

There is a great deal of 0xerlappjRg jurisdiction between 1:hethree tfial courts 

in the civil area. There are both gaps and o\"erlapping jurisdiction among all 

five courts in the handling of matters affecting juvenHes. 

\ 

As has been well stated by Professor Karlen~,,· 
I, 

"Each court has its own fixed jUriSdici~OIi, its own 
judges and its own administration and o;perate6 in 
splendid isolation from its,~sister court~t". 1 

Ii:" 

1\ 

There are presently assigned to the Supremt;;\Cd~t6 jtlst{c~s.'1Jhere 

are presently assigned to liie Superior court 40 jUdges; to1:th~ :Co~lIno~Pleas 

Court 16 judges; to the Circuit Court 50 judges; and to the J~'~Jli1eCourt 6 
, ,>, , \~~ " 

judges. All of these judges are full time~ appointed by actj.onof the Governor 

and Legislature and paid by fixed salary. There are, 12.5 elected jt!-dgesof . 

Probate who devote varying amounts of time to their duties a$ Probate judges 
.~ ... 

depending upon the load in their Probate District. Their income is dependent· 

It Ji ". . • 

upon fe(\\s collected upon the case s before them. 
y) 

-5-
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; Judges of the Superiar,.o;;iCommon Pleas and Circuit Courts ride 

circ.utt,i. ~,! they are reassigned ftom one court location to another on a 

periodie basis, Cases pending before a court are on a master'1ist and are 
. '\ 

~ss:tgnecl to specific judges for handling only at the time of'trial, or at the 
I) ~< • • 

. time 9f a motion or other matter requiring .judicial attention. In rare 

.irlstances,a. case maYobe assigned toa specific judge for ha~d1ing' through-

out., a signifi~ant portion of the pre-trial activity as well as trial. 

~0 . 
Our court'locations and the geographic boundaries of the jurisdicti~m 

of each court were long ago dete.rmine d on the basis of the horse and buggy --

1\ . 
how far Could the lawyer and his client ride in their horse and buggy in a 

reasonable length of'time to reach the place where the court sits. Many of 

the towns. hav'ebeen desirous of having the locations of the Circuit Court 

THE PRESENT COURTHOUSE FACILITlES 

The Superior and Common Pleas Courts share courthouse facilities 

throughout the State and share jury panels for the transaction of their business. 
- L • 

. 'i The.Gircuit Court gener'aUyoperates in facilities leased from the towns in 
. ~ ~ 

..... 

.';' 

which it sits althojPgh\\it does .share courthouses with the Superior ap.d Common 

Plea.sCourts in t~\ locations, Danbury and Norw:ich. The Juvenile Co-qrt 

facilitie.sare separate from the other courts and may be leased or state owned. 

TheProbateC.ourt facilit:i.es a . .re provided by the Probate jUdges with the larger 

towns tending to provide facilities in municipal buildings. Almost all of the 
'"" . <:' 

.\ /,1 



courthouse s of the Superior and Cdtnmon Pleas Courts are owned by t!;le 

State and reasonably well maintained although sometimes inadequate or 
. : . 

antiquated. Tho.se Circuit Court facilitie s which date bac~ tqthecreation 
'. ! ' 

',i-''-

of the Court in the e~\\rly 1960.s tend to be overcrowded and obscletea~d they 
\\. . , 
\\" C) 

also evidence poor m~ii{tenance. Facilitie,t? secured by the Judicial Depart;, 
<", '~~, 

\'\ " i
1

.' 

ment in recent years are g\~neraliy of acceptable character. 
\~" 
\T 
~. .' . . .. ~ ". .' 

It has been frequenb~y observed that the court Jacilitie s in the urban. 
',\\. '.' " 

\ ". . . 
centers are overcrowded whei1eas court facilities in the more rural areas are 

comparatively little used. The Circuit COU!,t facilities iT.\. many of the. urban 

centers including New Haven, Hartford and Bridgeport are in what might be 

considered disgraceful condition. 

The Superior Court pre$e:ntly has 39 cQurtroomstin 17 locations; the 

Court of Common Pleas presently has i9 courtrooms in 14 locations; and, . 

'the Circuit Court has 58 courtrooms in 29 locations. 

The present system effectively precludes 'use of the courthouses pf 
(:::";:::::'-

the Superior and Common Pleas Courts by the Circuit and Juvenne Courts 

although dispensations are given for special cases •. The JudicialDepartment 
. ," ~ 

hasr·recently obtained full control over the'location of Ctr'cuit Court facilities 

,and has begurta program to upgrade them. The State has a building progranl: . 

h . - ". . ' 

underway which wi!llpro.vide new courthouse facilitiesior the Superior and 
~ ;-- . , 

. Common Pleas Courts in 1974 in Bridgeport, New IfavenandWaterbUry., The 

present Superior Court Building in Ne:wHaven will be turned.> over toth..e 

-7-
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TheJud~qial Department is seeking authorization to build 
,~, 

new Superior Court buildings in,\Hartford and in New London County •. 

'I'HEPHYSICAL SURVEY OF THE COURT FACIUTIES 

. '.;' 
,Following consultation with trained real estate and b;Uilding personnel 

.', ~ndwithJudicial Department persoI1nel, there was prepared acheck sheet 

·t6,be used in inElpecting each rooID,of each courthouse utilized by the Superior, 

\\ Common Pleas and. Circuit Courts. Not only was the survey to evaluate the 

;~) 

. courtrooms but also it was intended to evaluate all of the rooms used by support 

persobriel in that particular court building. In some instances it was expected 

tlJ.at the "cburtrooms would be found adequate, but that the support facilities 

,could prove inadequate, thus making the court facility one which was generally 

inadequate fop service for the business it !·,.(·ti1dlli'ld~ 

Among the items to be considered in the physical survey were the 
. . . 

cohdition Of the rooms, size or area, audibility, lighting, adequacy of furnish-

ings,~e presen'Ce of air conditioning, the presence of public address systems 

in courtrooms a.nd the general condition of the rooms themselves. The surveyors 

were ~lso to eyaluate the character of the neighborhood and the availabilHyof 
{. ' 

({ - , 

pa,rking, hot only for the courtpersonnel but also for jurors, attorneys and 

~tigants .. 

In addition, it was found that a number of the court facilities deviated 

frOm the pla.ns on f.ile with the State Public Works Department or that those 

~lans cUd. not identify the usag~ being made of various rooms at the facility. 

-8-
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\J . -< '. ' . 0.'> 
Accordingly, it -Was decided that floor plans showing the layouts of the'cburt 

facilities would also be provided as a part of the surv·ey. 

In view of the fact that thr~e ~\ewcourt buildings w~re nea~ingQ ... · . 
. ' j) , 

completion in Bridgeport~ New Haven ai:nd Waterbur;~ these Were efalu.ated 
~.' ~. 

as if presently in the system. Because of the plans to turn ov'er the e:x:isting 

Bridgeport Superior Court facility to the City of Bridgeport, this building 

was not physically surveyed. 

The on-site insp0'ft~on reports with respecttothe various court~/' 

facilities are reproduced hereinafter in Appendix A. 

SURVEY OF COURTROOM UTIliZATION 
t 

During the week of October 1, 19731t observers recruited by the CCJlVI 
I.' , 

," , ," . - . '. . """,' 

were present in sUbstantially every courtroom of the State of Connecticut ap.d 

recorded the period of time that the courtrooms were ,actually iriuse forthe 

transaction of court business. Duringfue remainger of the month of October, 
. . . u ~. 

the clerks of the courts at the various courthouse 19cations completed forms apd .. ',\. ' . 

forwarc:ied these forms to the CCJM to indicate the time that the courtrooms 

were in session. 

If the court . .:t'oom was in session for any;fperiod of time during the 
'" .... ~ . 

morning (10:00 a.m. to 1:00 p. m. usually), it would be recorded as i:n.session . 

for the morning regardless of the total timeperiog in'volved. Thesameisc'true 
\i 

with respect to the afternoon .session (2:00 to 4:30p.m. 'lsually):" 
- . ~ .. ~ 

ThEi Superior and Comrnon Pleas courtroOms.;;tre not usua~J,y'tlsed' on' 

-9-
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""Mqriday of the week; howeve~ dn q.erta:in Mondays the Bureau of Support of 
:.:;, I~' 

t.he Court of Common Pleas will process suppq~t cases in Hartford and Nevt, 

Haven. 
'i 

o For purpos~s of calculation, the month!! of October was determh"'led 
:::;.'. , 

to have 44 courtroom units of time (two per day times 22 days) excluding 

OctoberS, which was a hClliday.The Superior and Common Pleas Courts 

were c1osedonOctober 23 to anOW" jUdges and attorneys to attend the annual 

meeHng of the Connecticut Bar AssqOiation but this day was considered for 
\, ' ' 

percentage usage since mO'~t months contain a holiday or a corh\';('~nce day_ 
'::: . 

The Superior and Common Fleas courtrooms were considered to be available 

for USe on Mondays even though tradi.tionally not used. 

tn Appendbl:13 th@:t"e is a tabulation of the utilization of each of the 

~courtrooms of the Superior, Common Pleas and Circuit Courts for the month 

of October 1973. 'The designation F indicates that the courtroom was used both 

in the :morning and afternoon periods; the designation P indicates that it was 

only used during one of the morning or afternoon periods; the designation N 

indicates that it was not used at all on that day; the designation HIndicates a 
, -

holiday. The designation J indicates that the courtroom was used for jury 
, -

activity; thus the designations JF and JP respectively indicate that the cQllrt-

room was used for the entire day, or only half the day, for criminal jury or 

cNil jury matters. 

For purpose s of county-wide determinations of percentage courtroom 

-10-
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usage, hearing rooms and some small claims courtrooms were not tabulated 

in determining the averages. rrhose omitted are indicated by an asterisk 

prior to the de signation,of the courtroom. 

/(1 ~ 
I" 

In reviewing this data on courtroom usage, it must be ,:understood 

that.'this does not reflect the full activity oftl}e cOllrf~. ,The judges freQl!,entlI1!l' 

conduct a great deal of th~ court bus;i.Iless in their cha:tnbers wherein they meet 
.,::::::< 

with litigants and attempt to effect settlement or bther\~isposition without actual, 

trial or attempt to reduce issues., In addition some judgeS spenia considerable 

amount of time in administrative matters affecting their courts, and opinio:q' 

writing also requires time on the part of judges, particularly in the Superior' 

Court. t':,' 

, ' , 

In addition to the regular judges of the Courts, thl3reaJ:'e re£ereeso1'" 
-=,,)J , ' '" 

retired judges who sit in any available facility inf11uding"efnpty courtrooms; 

empty jury rooms, hearing rooms andthe like for the purposes of hearing" , 

thqse cases which are specifically assigned to them~ Insom€1 instances in !' < 

October 1973 more judges were assigned to a courthouse; location thanthet'E} 

" ,'. ' " ' Q" 
were available courtrooms so that proceedings were conducted in jury rooms 

() 

and judges chambers as well as small ~onference rooYns. 
, (~ 

ANALiYSIS OF THE AVAlLABILI'1'YOF USEABLE 
COURTROOM FACILITlES 

(J -,",;".' 

The key information obtained from t4e physical" survey of the facilities / i.' " 

, ' 

and from the survey 'of time of courtroom usage dUi'illg the month 01 October 
":J u-.' 

1973 has been extractedand c~psolidated into thf5folloWing tabularpresentatioll: 
• 'J ,. " , ; " f_;, -;-' & 

,,:1 , d :~~ , 

'-::. 

.;)-

q 
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CONSOLIDATED COURTROOM SURVEY DATA 
~. 

COl.lt-tRoom . Title Jury ---
LITCHFIELb COUNTY 
~i'lic'l.~ld 

··Supe:dir CourfBldg. state 
" Sup. Court Yes 

Comm.Pleas Yes 

", "', ,0 
. Torl'lngton 

J,8~h Cir.T,?'Nl1Hall Leased 
Room #1 Yes 

" 
Winsted ~." -' 

lBthCir, Town Hal't \\ . . Leased 
.Roo~ #1 Yes 

New Milford 
3rd Cfr, Town. Hall Leased 

Room #1 Yes 

COUNTY TOTAL: 5 Jury 

. "NEW LONDON COUNTY 
New London 

."Superior Court Bldg. ' State 
) ., Superior #1 Yes 

Comma Plea,s#1 Yes. 

10th Cir, FolioeBldg Leased 
,{f Room #1 No 

-~-. 

Norwich 
City Hall), Shared 

sup •. Court #1 Yes 
Comm. Pleas#l Yes 
eir.Court Yes 

Groton 
i()t;h Cir,/T own Hall Leased 

Room #1 No 
( 

.' CO'UNT'YTOTAL:. .,.o(5)J 0(2)-NJ 

\1 

~ 

Size 

L 
L 

S 

M 

L 

L 
M 

L 

L 
M 
L 

L 

if 
"'parkN'hr Gen. . Air Audi- Audio 

ing .. Hood Condo Condo hility Equip 

! 

~~~"' _ .J 

Fair Good Fair 
Good No Poor No 
Good No Poor No 

Fair Fair Fair 0 
Fair No Poor No 

Fair Fair Good 
Fair No Fair No 

Fair Good Good 
Good No Fair No 

TGrAL USAGE: 

Fair Good Inadeq 
Fair No Fair No 
G90d Yes Good No 

';c~z~ 

Good Fair Poor 
Poor No Poor No 

Fair Fair Inadeq 
c:) Fair No Good No 

Fair No Good No 
Fair No Good No 

Fair Good Inadeq . 
. Good 

";12-

[h. lv. 

Good No Good No 

TGrAL USABLE: 
NON -USABLE: 

" 

~" j 

1 
""il 

, 
I' ; ., 

% Use 
1 
I 

J NJ ·.Not t 

1 
1 
1 
II 
I 

9 38 53 .. 
f 

20 0 80 , 
j 

1 

1 

\ 
1 

6 25 69 I 

1 

36 14 50 

0 9 91 

14 17 69 

55 11 34 
43 0 57 

" ~ 

0 68 32 

0 36 64 
0 2 98 
5 52 43 

0 16 84 ,.-

0 0 0 
15 26 59 
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CourtRoom 

;) 

1.'OLrAND COUNTY () 

Rockvi~le 
Superior Court Bldg. 

Sup. Court 
Comm. Pleas 

*Hcaring Room 

12th Oil', Town Hall 
Room #1 

Stafford Springs 
12th Cir, Town Hall 

Room #1 

COUNTY TOTAL: 

WINDHAM COUNTY 
Willimantic 

Superior Court Bldg. 
Sup. Court 
Comm.Pleas 

11th Cir, Town Hall 
Room #1 

Putnam 
Superio:r;;;,Court Bldg. 

. 1'< 
'Sup. Court 
Comm.Pleas 

Danielson 
11th Cir, Town Hall. 

Room #1 
. ';'" 

COUNTY TOTAL: 

f j 

- -~-;-- -;--- .--. - -------

--:\ 

? 

(>. 
"' r· 

~ 

CONSOLiDATED COURTROOM SURVEY DATA 
d 

'~ Park Nlbr Air A1idl~ 
- ~ 'fl 

Gen. Audio-~ 

~ Jury Size .ing Hood Condo Condo bility . Equip' 
';-<' 

Leased Good Good Good 
Yes M Good 'Yes Good Wo .29 25 46 
Yes M Good . Yes Gc:>od Wo 16 14 7b 
No S . Good Yes Good No 

__ D -- '-..-iio:"; 

Leased Fair Fair. InadEi\q 
No L Poor No Poor' No 0 7 93; 

::., 
Leased Fair Poor poor 

No S POOr No Good No 0 .5 95 

2J 1 (2)N.T TOTAL USABLE: 23 ·19 58 
NON'-USABLE: 'n 6 94 

State Fair Good Good 
Yes L Good Yes Good No 0 ·Olba 
Yes S .Good Yes Good No 0 0·.;100 

Leased Fair Good lnadeq 
Ye.s M :Fair No Good No. 5 25 70 

.. 
State Good Good Good 

Yes. M Good Yes Good NO .27 46 27' 
Yes L Good 'Yes Good No a 0 100, 

lC:qi~\ 

Leased Fair Fair Falr. 
(, '. 

Yes L Good ,.: ,No Good No 0 34 66 

6J ONJ TOTAL USABLE: 5 .·17' ··7,8 :,! 
I':{' 

,,:; d 

f, . 

. j -13-
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CONSOLIDATED COURTROOM SURVEY DATA 
j 

\ .; 

1 
""0 ' j 

" Park N'br Gen. Air Audi- Audio % Use 
1 Court Room Title .Jury Size ing Hood Condo Condo bi1ity Eq~ip J NJ Not , 

" 
I 

t 
.lVIIDDLESEXCOUNTY l 

( 

Middle.town ~~ 

cSuperiorCourt Bldg. . State Poor Fair Good 
Sup_ Court #112 Yes S Good Yes Good Yes '23 43 34 " 

Comm.Pleas#115 No S Good Yes Good Yes 9 11 80 " , 
" 9th Cir. ;Sep. Bldg. Leased Poor Poor Fair 

:R.oom #1 No M Fair Yes Good Yes 7 86 7 
.f{oom #2 Yes M Fair Yes Good Yes 43 0 57 

COUNTY T"OTAL: 2.J 2NJ TOTAL USABLE: 21 35 44 

,HAR'r'FORD COUNTY 
Hartford 

Superior Court Bldg. State Fair Good Good 
Sup. Court #1 Yes L Good Yes Fair No 9 64 27 
Sup. Court #2 Yes 1; Good Yes Fair No 43 34 23 
Sup. Court #3 Ye.s L Good Yes Fair No 52 7 41 
Sup. Court #4 Yes M Good Yes Fair No 0 59 41 
Sup. Court #5 No M Good Yes Poor No 0 64 36 

cl Sup. Court'#6 Yes L Good Yes Poor No 73 0 27 
Stlp. Court #7 Yes L Good Yes Poor No 59 0 41 
Sup. Court #8 Yes M Good Yes Poor No 30 9 61 
Comm. Pleas # 1 Yes L Good yes Fair No 41 0 59 
Comma Pleas. #2 Yes L Good Yes Fair No 0 34 66 
Comma Pleas #3 No So Good Yes Fair No 39 0 61 

Trinity Street Bldg. Leased Poor Good Good 
,Sup. Ct. -Fam. ReI. No M Good Yes :f>oor No 0 30 70 . 1 

Comm.Pleas No M Good Yes Good No 0 55 45 \ .". 
14th Cir. Pol~ce Sta. Leased Fair Poor Inadeq 

:Room #1 No L Poor No Fair No 0 77 23 
Room #2 Yes L Poor No Fair No 0 66 34 
Room #3 Yes L Poor No Fair No 14 34 52 
Room #4 No L Poor No Fair No 48 27 ' 25 

HTFD. CITY U SABLE TOTAL: 9(2)J 4(2)NJ CITY TOTAL USABLE;' 26 26 4,8 
" "; 

CITY TOTAL NON-USABLE: 15 52 33 

\) ;:, -14-

{J 
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I 

CONSOLIDATED COlJRTROOM SURVEY DATA 

I, 

Park'N'br Gen. Air Audi- Audio 
CourtRoom Title Jury Size ing Hood Condo Condo bility Equip ---- --, ---

HARTFORD COUNTY (CONTINUED) 
New B:dtain 

Superior Court Bldg. Leased 'Fair Good Good 
Sup. Court #1 Yef3 L Good Yes Good Yes 
Sup. Court #2 Yes M Good " Yes Good Yes 
Comm. Pleas #3 Yes M Good' Yes Good Yes 

15th Cir. Munpl Bldg. Leased Fair Good Good 
Room #1 Yes M (1 , Good Yes Good tiNa 
Room #2 Yes S Good Yes 000&"1\19. 

West Hartford 
16th Cir, Town Hall Leased Fair Good Inadeq 

Room #1 Yes S Good Yes Good No 
*Sm. Claims No S Fair Yes Good No 

Bristol 
17th,Cir, Town Hall Leased Good Good Good 

West Yes M Good Yes Good No' 
East No S Good Yes Good No 

East HartfC:t'd 
12th Cir, Police Bldg. Leased Fair 'Good Good 

Room #1 Yes L Good Yes Good, No 

Manchester 
12th Cir, Police Bldg. Leased Good Good Inadeq 

Room #1 No L Poor Yes Good No 

Windsor 
13th Cir, Town Hall Leased Good Good Good 

Room #1 Yes L Good Yes Good No 

COUNTY TOTAL: 18(2) J 6(3)NJ CODNTY TOTAL USABLE: 
IDN-US.ABLE: 

!' 

-15;.. 

, 0 

if 0"< 

" 

.,,,-:, 

52 ;1.6 32 
5 55, 40 

27 5" 68o, 

0 8'2 HI' 
0 4S 57 

9 57 34 
-- -'-

"\ " 

D 61 39 
32 16 52 

,'J 

46 36 ' 1.8 

D 68 32 

29 55 16 -, 
23 33 44 
13 54 33 

,~ 

, 
l) 
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CONSOLIDATED COURTROOM SURVEY DATA,' 

Park N1br Gen. Air ALidi'" Audio 
Court Room Title Jury Size ing Hood Condo Condo bHity Equip 

"., 

$WHAVENCOUNTY 
"~~ew Haven , 

P:re$ent Sup~ Ct. Bldg. State 
, , Sup; Court #2 

Comin. Pleas #4 
Sup.Coui~:t #15 
Comm. ,Pleas #16 
,sup. Court #11 
Sup. Court #48 
Sup. ~ourt #47 

,Sup. Court #43 
Sup. Co"Urt#34 

, " ' 

,St!p. Ct. Temp. Bldg. state 
~) " 'Sup. Court #10 

Com17h- Pleas #12 

6th Cir.1'. Hall :Annex 
Room #1 
Room #2 
Room #3 
Small Claims 
" 

New Sup. Court Bldg. 
Room #309 
Room #320 
Ro'bm #334 
Room #340 
Room #351 
Room #409 
Room #420 
Room #434 
Room #440 
Room #451 
Room #'510 

, 'State 

No 
No 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

Yes 
Yes 

Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
No 

Yes 
Yes 
Ye,s 
No 
No 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
No 
No 
Yes. 

S 
S 
L 
M 
L 
M 
M 
M 
S 

s 
S 

Poor Good Good 
Fair 
Fair 
Fair 
Fair 
Fair 
Fair 
Fair 
Fair 
Fair 

Poor Good Temp. 

Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

Good Yes 
Good Yes 

Poor Fair Poor 
L Poor No 
S Poor No 
S Poor No 
S Poor No 

S 
S 
S 
S 
S 
S 
S 
S 
S 
S 
S 

Fair Good 

-16-

Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 

Yes 
Yes 
Ye,s 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 

Good 
Good 

No 
No 
No 
No 
No 
No 
No 
No 
No 

No 
No 

poor No 
Poor No 
Poor No 
Poor No 

Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 

Yes 
Yes; 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

'Yes 
Ye,s 
Yes 
Yells 

') 

0/0 Use 
J NJ Not 

o 70 30 
4 66 30 

55 9 36 
68 2 30 
66 9 25 
18 46 36 
52 543 
68 032 
36 0 64 

57 
34 

o 43 
,0 66 

2 78 20 
o 66 34 
7 50 43 
o 14 86 

NOT YET 
IN 

OPERATION 

f' J 
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CONSOLIDATE.D COURTROOM SURVEY DATA 

Court Room Title 
Park N'br Gen. Air Audi- Audio 

JlirySize ing HObd Condo Cond.bility Equip 

':NEw rIA VENCOUNTY (CONTINUED) 
Wa.terbury 

Present gup.:<:t.Bldg. 
,\ . . 

Sm. ct. RQOi'n 
Sup., Court #1 

c" 
Sup. COllrt #2 
Comm.Pleas 

New/Bup. Ct. Bldg. 
Room #1 
Room #2 
Room #3 
Roomif4 
Room #5 

4th Cir, City Hall 
Room #1 
Ro·om #2 

*Sm. Claims #1 
*Sm~:Claims #2 ' 

"WATERBURY TOTAL­
(Using New Building): 
(Using Present Building): 

State 
No 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

State 
Xes 

. Yes 

Leased 

Yes 
No 
Yes 

Yes 
Yes 
No 
No 

4(2)J 
3(2)J 

Fair 
S 
M 
M 
M 

Fair 
M 
S 
S 
S 
S 

Fair 
M 
L 
S 
S 

1(2)NJ 
1(2)NJ 

Fair Inadeq 
Fair No Good No 
Fair Yes Good No 
Fair No Good No 
Fair No Good No 

Fair Good 
Good Yes Good Yes 
Good Yes Good Yes 
Good Yes Good Yes 
Good Yes Good Yes 
Good Yes Good Yes 

Good Inadeq 
Fair Yes Poor No 
Fair Yes Poor Yes 
Fair No Fair No 
Good No Fair No 

PRESENT TOTAL USAGE­
USABLE: 

NON-USABLE: 

'.' NEWHA VEN COUNTY TOTAL: (Using Old Bldgs) 18(5)J 
(Old Buildings) 

5(3)N,J USABLE: 
NON-USABLE: 

With New Buildings: 

-18-

33(2)J 
9(3) 
3(2) 
6 

18(5) 

12(2)NJ 
2(1) 
1(2) 
2 

5(3) 

% Use ,) 
,J NJ Not 

0 0 100 
50 25 25 
27 18 55 
16 23 61 

NOT YET 
IN 

OPERATION 

5 59 36 
41 32 27 

24 16 
23 46 

60 
31 

93 66 241 
46 91 63 

.-',"--



, '. 
0-

CONSOLIDATEDCOUR'l'RdbM SURVEY DATA ,~ 

Court Room 
Park Nlbr Gen. Air Audi- Audio 

Title Jury Size', ~' Hood Condo Cond.ollity Equip 

FAIRFIELD COUNTY 
Bridgeport 

Superior Court Bldg. State 
Criminal #1 
Criminal #2 
Comm. Pleas #25, 
Room #26 
Jury #1 
Jury #2 

d Jury #3 
Comm. Pleas #58 
Stratfield Motor 
City Counc. Chamb. 

New Sup. Court Bldg. State 
Room 317 
Room 326 
Room 344 
Room, 519 
Room 521 
Room 526 
Room 550 
Room 551 
Room 619 
Room 621 
Room 629 
Room 647 
Room 652 
Room 656 

Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
No 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

, No 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
No 

NOT SURVEYED 
TO BE TURNED 
OVER TO CITY 

Fair Good 
S 
S 
M 
S 

" S 
S 
S 
S 
S 
s 
S 
S 
S 
S 

Good 
,Good 
Good 
Good 
Ggod 
dd()d 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 
Good 

Yes " Good ' Yes 
,/(Yes Good Yes 
Yes ,Good Y~s 
Yes Good Ye!3 
Yes Good .Yes 
Yes Good Ye~ 
Yes Good Yes 
Yes Good Yes 
Yes Good yes 
Yes Good Yes 
Yes Good Yes 
Ye's Good Yes 
Yes Good Yes 
Yes Good Yes 

Cir. ct. #2';'Sep. Bldg. Leased Fair' Poor'Inadeq 
Room #1 
Room #2 
Room #3 
Room #4 

BRIDGEPORT TOTAL -

No 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

M 
S 
S 
S 

(After New Courthouse Opened): 11(3)J ~(l)NJ 
Present Total; 10(4) 

..,19-

Poor No Poor f~o 
POor No Poor No 
Poor No Poor No 
Poor No Poor 'No 

USAGE TOTAL: 
(BaSed UpQnPresent' 

Bridgepprt COU1.)tbouse) 
USABLE:, 

NON-USABLE: 

%lJse ' 
J ,NJ'Nob~' 

68~o 93~; 
45 ,,{} 55 
llj'5:L 36" . \,!;; ,-. 

18 .. , 36,>~,~46 
\l - ,·i'-": <:l 

, 68, ,,;1) ", 32, 
2 7 ",3d ';, 43,(l 
lme .. " 3,2';' 

55,\ 2 4:fT

" 

.570 43"?',' 
,0·5743 

" 

I', 

(; . /j' 

"NOT YET 
., : . . ·~i t~ 

,-·irs IN 
OPERATION " , 

0 84 IE) 
57 ',32 1;1 
36 27 37 

0 68 32 -

41 18' 41 
235324 

.(1 

)\ 

, '~ 

• 'a_ 

• J~' 
/ 

ii' 
" 

<;;. 

.~ 
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CONSOLIDATED COURTROOM SURVEY DATA 

ParkN'br Gen. Air Audi- Audio 
Court Room cTitle 

-.-:......,....:.-=-....;.:..~.:......,.---,---. ----
Jury Size ing Hood Condo Condo bility Equip 

-:: - t! ' .. " . , ~" ' : ," 

:FAIR FIE III c_OtJ;m.Y(CONTINUED) 
sta:,rntorcl " 

'", . "Superi'orCourtBldg. State 
Room #1 . Yes 

~, Room #2 Yes 

.f ~oo~#~ 'Yes 

Jst CiJ;'.~t. -Se;p. Bldg. ):.Jeased 
'. .Room·#i Yes 

RQo;m .#2 No 
Room #3~ Yes 
Room. 4f:4. Ye.s 
Room #5 No 

, 

STAlWFOJW TOTAL: 6J 2NJ 
~ f?,~) -;:,. 

Norwalk 
1,~'tCir • .,.Police Bldg. Leased 

,. Room #1 Yes 

,''Strafford 
?ndCip. ··Police Bldg. 

Room #1 
Leased 

No 

Fair Fair Good 
M Good> Yes Good No 
M Good Yes Good No 
M Good Yes Good No 

Poor Fair Good 
S Good Yes Good No 
S Good Yes Good' No 
S Good Yes Good No 
S Good Yes Good No 
S Good Yes Good No 

TOTAL USAGE: 

Good Good Fair 
M ---FairYe s- "Good No 

L 
Good Good Good 

Good Yes Good No 

·",~(r'-; II' 'Darlbury . 
v,,', 

"::.r 
_ (\ Danbury Courthouse 

Cir. Court 
$up. Court 

,; 

. \."-;:' ,(\ 

COUNTY Ta:rAL;;. 

State 
Yes M 
Yes S 

Poor Fair Fair 
Fair 
Fair: 

No 
No 

Poor 
Poor 

TOTAL USAGE-

No 
No 

'(Usilig New Bridgeport <:;ourthouse): 20(3)J 6(1)NJ 
(\ Present Total: 22(4) 

':", 

(Based Upon Present 
Bridgeport Courthouse): 

USABLE: 
NON,..USABLE: 

"i 

-20-

-0 

% Use 
J NJ' Not 

27 39 34 
25 32 43 
34 20 46 

5 66 29 
5 59 36 

23 41 36 
32 25 43 

0 9 91 
18 36 46 

9 64 27 

41 16 43 

o 86 14 
46 11 43 

30 29 41 
23 53 24 

II 
1\ 



1', 

To fu~ther facilitate examination ,and evaluation of the information~' 

the data from the immediately preceding tabular presentation is further 

digested into a town-by-towll report' of number ofJ:!ourtr'oomsona presently;\ 

usable. or non-usable basis .. and the perc~ntage utilization or usa'bleand non-', v 

,~ 

usable courtrooms. In addition thiS information has'been plotted upon a 

geographic map of the State. Both of these presentations follow. 

o 

-21" " 

r""" 

'r·' 



'. f 

SUMMARY OF COURTROOM FACILITIES AND UTJLIZATION BY TOWN 

Courtrooms* % Use* 

Jury Non-Jury 

LITCHFIELD COUNTY 
Litchfield { f; 2 34 
Torrington 1 31 
Winsted 1 . 50 
New Milford. 1 5 

NEW LONDON COUNTY 
New London (2) (1) (59) 
Norwich (3) . (32) 
Groton (1) (16) 

TOLLAND COUNTY 
. Rockville 2 1(1) 43(7) 

Stafford Springs 1 5 

WINDHAM COUNTY 
Willimantic 3 10 
Putnam 2 37 

'-""-~ 'coo-_ 

. Danielson 1 34 

MIDDLESEX COUNTY 
Middletown 2 2 56 

HARTFORD COUNTY 
Hartford 9(2) 4(2) 52(67) 
l'{ ew Britain 5 56 

L1VVest Hartford 1 1 66 
Bristol 1 1 56 
East Hartford 1 82 
Manchester (1) . (68) 
Windsor 1 84 

* Figures in parentheses indicate number of courtrooms considered 

unusable and the percentage of use of the courtrooms considered 

unusable. 
t;' 
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SUMMARY OF COURTROOM FACILITIES AND UTILIZATION BY TOWN ... Continued 

Ij Courtrooms>~ 0/0 Use* 

NEW HA VENCOUNTY 
Jury. Non-Jury 

New Haven 9(3) 2(l} 61(54) 
Meriden 2 3 40 
Milford 1 75 
West fiaven 2 74 
Ansonia 1 57 
Waterbury 3(2) 

'" 

1(2) 40(69) 

FAIRFIELD COUNTY 
Bridgeport 10(4) 59(76) 
Stamford 6 2 54 
Norwalk 1 73 
Stratford 1 57 
Danbury 2 71 

(.~ 

i~ 
') 

o 
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On a county basis, the followi:p,.g observ:ations may be drawn with 
{I 

respect tothe courtroom facilities: 
a 

Litchfie ld County 
;~'j 

The Court faci1iti~s inLitc~ield cou,nty are generally considered', 

to be adequate, although money should be expended to renovate thepicturesqueil 
, I, 

Litchfield County Courthouse and to replace or renovate the Circuit Cqurt,' 

facilities in Torrington and Winsted .. There is a signif~cant amount oLunused 

courtroom time available for the handling of business which might be assigned 

to the courts of Litchfield County from other counties. 

Ne'\V' London County 

Based upcn the inadequacy of the facilities of the present New, LOndon 

Superior Court building and the shared City Hall building in Norwich as well 

as the Groton Circuit Court, and based upon the poor facilities provided to 

the Circuit Court in New London, it was felt that all courtrooms in NeW' London 
. .' .\, 

County should be regarded as present~y unusable since the c01;lrtrooms oper~ " 

under a significant handicap to transactbusJne~:sefficietl.tly. It maybe poss~ble 
.'~ ""', . ., 

to make the New London Superior COUrt building usable by renovations tocthis ' 
.~ ,- .;, 

rather picturesque building and by the .leasing of cOIn;,mercial space or the 
, , 

building of an additio:Q, to provide~ roOro for support personnel to the COI,lrt .. The' 

same is true withr.espect to the shared City Hall building in NorWich and the 

Circuit Court facilitie s in Groton. 

The present facilities of the Tenth CirCllit Court in New LOnd.ona.re 
if 

-25"; 
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'consiciered totally itladequate and reflect poorly upon the Judicial System. A 
',' 

newiacility should be sought. 

It is noted that the Judicial Department has recommended the constl"UC-

tionof ,a, court facility in Preston and has received money for planning purposes 

only~ There appears to remain some conflict as to the location of this court 

facility and no fundS hav'e been authorized for the actual construction of such 

a, facility. 

It can be seen that a considerable portion of the av'ailable courtroom 

t~:we in New London County is unused so that it might be feasible to close the 

.' present Circuit Court facilities at the Police Building in New London and move 

its business int() the>'Superior Court facility with the addition of leased space 

to augment the available courtrooms. 

Tolland County 

The new Superior Court building in Rockv-ille appears to be a highly 

efficient facility which is not utilized as fully as it might be. In view of the poor 

condition of the Circuit Court facility in RockVille a,nd of the Circuit Court 

facility in Stafford Springs, the business of these two facilities might be trans-

.'i 
rerred to the Superior Court building . 

Depending uporl the aSSignments of Superior Court and CommonPleas' 

judges" court business from other counties might be reassigned to make use 
o 

/the avaHable courtroom time at the Rockville courthouse. 

-26-
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Windham County 

The facilities of the Superior Court and CotnmonPleas Court in the·. 

tw·o courthouse s at Willimantic andPutt,Iam are quite gOOd and are relatively 

unused. Consideration should be given to the closing of the Circuit Court 

facility in Willimantic and the transferring .0£ its business to the Superior 

Court facility which is relatively unused, depending upon the number of 

Superior Court judges assigned to Windham County. The possibility of closing 

down the Circuit Court facility in Danielson and moving of its business to the 

Superior Court building in putnam should also beconsidere~. 

Middle sex County 

The Superior Court building in Middletown is considered to be a -usable 

facility, but that of the Circuit Court is marginal. The options are to renovate 

the Circuit Court facility or to find an alternate 10cation. Consolidation of the 

Circuit Court into the Superior Court building doe s not appear po s sible in view 

of the extensive usage of the two separate facilities. 

Hartford County 

The facilities of the Superior Court buildings inHartford and New 

Britain are considered quite gOOd. The Circuit Court facility in Hartford is. 
. ij 

totally inadequate andin poor condition; it should be replaced Or consolidated 

With court facilities at another location. .The analysis of courtroom utilization 

at the Superior CoUrt building in-Hartford indicate sthat it might be feasible to 

combine the business of the four courtrooms of the Circuit Court with the 

·-2.7 .... 
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busineSs presently transacted at the Superior Court, building if additional 

nearby space could .be leased or purchased for support personnel . 

. ~'. , 
The facilities at Manchester should be relocated or its busineSs 

consolidated at another court location. The facility at West Hartford is 

presently inadequate for the court's business and consideration should be 

given toleasin~ of additional commercial space or additional space from the 

Town in order to make it an . adequate facility. 
. " 

It is noted that the Judicial Department has plans for the construction 

ofa new Superior Court building in the city of Hartford which could enable 

the consolidation of present Circuit Court business in the present Superior 

Court building. 

New Haven County 

The facilities of the Circuit Court in New Haven are considered 

c,' highly sub~tandard and reflect poorly upon the Judicial System. It is planned 
(,') 

that the Circuit" Court will move into the present Superior Court building in 

New Haven as soon as the new Superior Court building has been occupied. 
;, 

No decision has been reached with respect to the temporary building presently 

being utilized by the Superior Court. 

The facilities of Ansonia Circuit Court requiI1~ renov'ation. 

In Waterbury a new Superior Court building is presently under cons-

truction and shQuldbe completed in 1974. The present Circuit Court facilities 

are considered inadequate and should be extensively renovated and augmented 

.-.28..., 
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. by the leasing of additional space. Alternatively they should be relocated. 

Fairfield County 

The new Superior Court building in Bridgeport should be ready for 

occupancy in 1974 thus providing a larger number of courtrooms for· the 

tranr:'f:tion'of business in Fairfield County. The Circuit Courtfaci'lityin 

Bridgeport is a very poor, inadequate facility which sh.ould be replaced, or 

the business of this Court should be consolidated in the new Bridgeport 

Superior Court building in view of the fact that there would appear to be 

available courtroom time. 

The Circuit Court facilities in Norwalk and the courthouse at Danbury 

should be renovated to bring them up to acceptable', standards. 

General Observations 

:; , 

.• ':.> 

Parking represents a Significant problem at many of the' court locations 

in the State. There is usually a limited amount of parking available for court 

personnel and sometimes jurors. However, parking for attorneys and litigants· ' , 

is frequently lacking, thus rendering the facilities inconvenient. 

Audibility in the courtrooms is too often a problem .. particula:dy.in· 

the busy Circuit Courtrooms; it is frequently im.pos.siblefor~purt personnel'5~hd 
. 'h ' . 

. . '. ?P. 
especially forspe.ctators to .hear whatfs beings.aid at the front of the courtroom •• 

Sound amplification equipment should be provided in essentially every courtroom. 

to insure that all proceedings are audible to all thosepreseritin the couriJ:'ootn. 

This amplification should not be limited to the judgeJs bench, which is·£requently 

-29-
·1.'-



·~ 

the case; micr;ophpne pickups sl10uld be preseht at the witness b?x and at 

" ~f'. ", 

counsel tables, etc.· Moreover the amplification equipment which was .found 

is generally unused or inoperative. 

Air conditioning should be provided at all court facilitiesto insure 

that the' courtrooms may be comfortably used all year round. Opening of 

windows to provtdecooling or circulation of air frequently increased the 

Problems of audibility. 

SUMMARY 

Based upon th~results of this survey, it is believed that it would be 

possible to consolidate cOiir~ business into a lesser number of locations in 

C§pme instances. ~NewJacilities are urgently required in certain towns, and 
... 1\:" 

·so:q;.e Of the facilities can be rendered more usable by the leasing of additional 

space adjacent thereto for the use of court support personnel. Renovations are 
. \ 

necessary ina number of locations. to bring the court facilities to acceptable 

standards. Air conditioning should be provided in all courtrooms in orderto 

insure comfortable usage during the summer months. Sound amplification 

is urgently required in many courtrooms to provide audibility. 

Greater consideration should he given to the availability of adequate 

parking in the selection of courthouse sites. 

Unified controlov'er all courtrooms in the State should be ensure.d to 

enable efficient selection and utilization. The State Judicial Depart ment should 

have. complete control over the selection of facilities and locations, 
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There is a considerable amount of un-q,sea courtroom time available 

. in the facilities of some of the counties, and consideration should begivepto 

the transfer of court business from the more congested urbancentersto such 

facilities. 

Lastly, the Survey Committee wishes to express its sincereapprecia-:-

tion to the industry of the State of Connecticut which .volunteered expert 

personnel and keypunch and computer time and resources; to Southern New 

England Telephone Company which volunteered its trained real estate and 

building personnel; to the, many citizens of the State who manned the cOllrtr6pms ' 

of the State during the week of October 1; and to the judges, clerks and other 

personnel of the Judicial Department for their ~~€tluable assistance. 
,~ 

Ii . '. ' . 
I/~' 

l' 

"~ . 

. ,) 
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APPENDIX A. 

, Court Facility Study 

,\ \.! 

, Theattacbed study of Superior. Common Pleas and Circuit Court room facilities 
is basically an inventory of physical plant with comments as to the study team:~;-im­
pression orconditian. 

The study team feels that all court facilities should have a ratitlg of "Good" in all 
categories. Any rating. of II Fair Ii or "Poor" shouKl be improved either by renova­
lion or relocating the entire function to new facilities. The individual reports indi­
c::l,te where renovations are not consideE~.9feasibleand relocation ts'Tecortr.t:nended.· 
In the situation wh,ere the court facilities ate in good condition. or can be renovated. 
but support servi.ces are crowded. it is recom:mended'~that additional nearby space 

", be leased. a temporary structure be added or a building ati,:?ition constructed. 

The desigJ:lation'iAcoustics" ,indicates the audibility of various rooms. In the court 
. rooms it i's. the degree of difficulty in hearing the proceedings by the court personnel 
and/or the spectators. In the various other rooms such as judges I chambers. gen-

. era! office areas. etc •• it indicates that the ',overall noise level is a detriment to effi­
cient operation. 

No attempt was made to determine if the size of rooms are adequate to handle the 
necessary work 10iad. heYlce. the heading "Total Capacity" only indicates the amount 

·of f1,lrniture found in the various rooms to seat people. The heading "Adequacy of 
Furnishing" indicates the condition. 

Public address systerl'ls oply indicate the existence of equipment and not necessarily 
that it is used or operative. 

,The followingkey has been used to identify room finishes: 
0 

P Plaster C Carpet 
B Brick P. H. Partial Height 
,BL Block G.B. Gypsum Board 
-w Wood G Glass 
R.T. Resilient Tile V.C. Vinyl Wall Covering 
,AG.,T~ Acoustic Tile L Linoleum 

T Terrazzo 
\'. 

"~to 
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F - Used all day 
P - Used half day 
J - Used for jury 
N-Not used 
H-Hollday 

COURT-
COURTHOUSE ROOM COURT 

LiTCHFIELD COUNTY 

Litchfield Cthse. 

Torrington #18 
Winsted #18 
New Milford #3 

TOLLAND COUNTY 

Rockville #12 
Rockville Cthse. 

Stafford.Springs #12 

Sup 
CP 
1 
1 
1 

1 
Sup 
CP 
1 

NEW LONDON COUNTY 

New London #10 
New London Cthse. 

Norwich Cthse 

Groton #10 

1 
Sup 
CP 
Sup 
CP 
Cir 
1 

MIDDLESEX COUNTY 

Middletown Cthse. 

Middletown #9 

WINDHAM COUNTY 

Putna.m Cthse. 

Willimantic Cthse. 

banielson #11 
Willimantic 511 

1 
2 
Other 

12 
15 
Sup 
CP 
1 
1 

Sup 
CP 
Cir 
Cir 
Cir 

Cir 
Sup 
CP 
C;ir 

Cir 
Sup 
CP 
Sup 
CP 
Cir 
Cir 

Sup 
CP 

Cir 
Cir 

Sup 
Sup 
Sup 
CP 
Cir 
Cir 

-----------..',. 

COURTROOM USAGE FOR OCTOBER 1973 

October October 

2 345 8 91011 U 15 16 17 18 19 22 23 24 25 26 29 30 31 

N 
N 
P 
N 
N 

F F 
FJ FJ 
P N 
P N 
N N 

P F H 
FJ PJ H 
P N H 
N P H 
N P H 

F.r F F P 
N N NN 
JF N N N 
N JFJFJF 
N N P N 

N 
N 
F 
N 
N 

N 
N 
N 
N 

P 
N 
N 
N 
N 
P 
N 

N 
N 
N 
F 
N 

P 
N 
N 
N 

N 
F 
F 
N 

N 
F 
P 
N 

N P F 
JF JF JF 
N N N 
P N P 
N N N 
P P P 
F N N 

P 
N 
N 
F 
N 

P F 
N N 
N N 
JP F 
N N 

N 
P 
N 
N 

H 
H 
H 
H 

F H 
JP H 
N H 
F H 
N H 
F H 
N H 

N 
F 
N 
P 

N 
N 
P 
N 

P P 
JF JF 
JF JF 
F F 
N N 
F F 
P N 

P H F 
P H N 
N H N 
JF H F 
N H N 

F 
N 
N 
F 
N 

N JFJFP P 
N N N N N 
NNN.NN 
N N N N N 
F .. N P P P 
N N N N .N 

H F 
H N 
H N 
H N 
H N 
H P 

F 
N 
N 
N 
N 
P 

N N 
N F 
P P 
N N 

N 
N 
N 
N 

F P F 
JF JF N 
JP JF N 
P P N 
N N N 
P P F 
N N N 

F P 
N N 
N N 
F F 
N N 

F F 
N N 
N N 
N 'N 
N P 
JF N 

N 
N 
N 
F 
FJ 

N 
N 
N 
N 
F 
N 

FJ 
N 
N 
N 
N 

F F P 
N N N 
N N N 
FJ FJ F 
N P N 

N 
N 
F 
N 
N 

N N N 
N N FJ 
N P PJ 
FJ FJ N 
N N P 

N N 
N N 
N F 
FJ N 
N N 

F N 
FJ FJ 
N FJ 
N N 

P 
FJ 
N 
N 
N 
N 
P 

F 
FJ 
FJ 
F 
N 
N 
N 

F F 
N N 
N N 
FF 
FJ PJ 

F 
N 
N 
N 
N 
p 

F 
N 
N 
N 
N 
P 

N N 
PJ P 
FJ N 
N N 

N 
N 
N 
N 

N 
N 
N 
P 

F 
FJ 
PJ 
F 
N 
N 
N 

FJ 
N 
N 
P 
FJ 

F 
N 
N 
N 
N 
P 

P P 
PJ N 
PJ N 
F N 
P N 
N P 
N N 

N 
N 
N 
N 
N 
P 
P 

P 
N 
N 
P 
FJ 

F 
N 
N 
N 
F 
P 

N N 
N N 
N N 
F F 
FJ FJ 

N N 
N N 
N N 
N N 
F N 
N P 

N 
FJ 
FJ 
N 

P 
FJ 
FJ 
N 

N N 
FJ P 
PJ N 
N N 

F p 
P P 
F.J N 
N N 

N 
N 
N 
N 

N N 
PJ PJ 
N N 

N 
F 
N 

F 
N 
N 
N 
N 
F 
N 

FJ 
N 
N 
F 
FJ 

FJ 
F 
N 
F 
FJ 

F N 
F N 
P N 
F F 
FJ N 

FJ FJ F N 
N N .N N 
N N N N 
N N N N 
N N P F 
N P N ~ 

t ... -' 

N 
N 
N 
F 
N 

N 
N 
P 
N 
N 

N N. 
FJ FJ 
N N 
N N 

P 
P 
FJ 
N 
N 
F 
F 

FJ 
FJ 
F 
F 
N 

,: 

F. 
FJ 
FJ 
N 
N 
P 
N 

FJ 
FJ 
P 
F 
N 

FJ FJ 
N N 
N N 
N N 
N N 
F f'. 

I!.~ 

Percant Usage 
Non- Non­

Jury Jury""·Use 

9 
20 
6 
36 
o 
14 

o 
29 
16. 
o 
11 

o 
55 
43 
o 
o 
5, 
o 
15 

23 
9 

'''0 
7 
43 
21 

27 
o 
o 
o 
o 
5 
5 

38 
o 
25 
14 
9 
17 

7 
25 
14 
5 
13 

68 
11 
o 
36 
2 
52 
16 
26 

43 
11 
9 
86 
o 
35 

53 
80 
69. 

·50 
91 
69 

93 ' 
46 
70 
95 
76 

32 
34 
57 
64 
98 
43 
84 
59 

34. 
80 
91 
7 
57 
44 

46 . 27 
o 100 
o 100 
o 100 
34 66 
25 70 
17 78 
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F - Used all day 
P - Used half day 
J - Used for jury 
N-Not used COURTROOM USAGE FOR OCTOBER 1973 
H '- Holiday 

Percent Usage 
COURT- Non- Non-

COURTHOUSE ROOM COURT 1 2 3 4 5 8 9 10 11 12 15 16 17 18 19 22 23 24 25 26 29 30 31 Jury Jury Jury 

HARTFORD COUNTY 

New Britain Cthse 1 Sup N N JF JF P H JF JF JFF N FJ FJ FJ F N N FJ PJ F N FJ FJ 52 16 32 
2 Sup N JF N N N H F N F F N F F F F N N F F F F F N 5 55 40 
3 CP N N F N N H N N N N N PJ PJ FJ N N N PJ PJ FJ N FJ FJ 27 5 68 

Manchestei' #12 1 Cir F N F P P H P F F P F P P F P P P P F P F F P 0 68 32 
East Hartford #12 1 Cir P 11' JF N 11' H JF JF JP 11' F FJ FJ FJ F P P FJ FJ F P FJ PJ 46 36 18 
Windsor #13 1 Cir F P 11' 11' P H JF JF JF P FJ FJ PJ FJ P F P F F P F F F 29 55 16 
Hartford #14 1 Cir F P F 11' P H 11' P F P F,~ F F F P P P 11' 11' P P 11' P 0 77 23 

2 Cir 11' F P P P H P 11' 11' P F P P P P P P F P P 11' P P 0 66 34, 
3 Cir JF JP JF P N H N N N N P 11' F P P P P N F P 11' PJ N Ii 34 52 
4 Cir F JF JP JF P H JF JP F P PJ FJ 11'J FJ FJ N P FJ 11' N P F FJ 48 27 25 

75 Elm Street #14 1 Cir N N N 11' 1\N E P P P P P P P P F N N F F F N P P 0 45 55 
* Otter #14 Cir P N 11' 'N ;'N H N N N N N N N N N N N 'P P N N N N 0 11 89 

New Britain #15 1 Cir 11' N 11' F P H F 11' 11' P F F F F P F P F F N F F F 0 82 18 
2 Cir P 11' P 11' 11' H N N N N N N N F P N P N N P F F F 0 4:3 57 
3 Cir N N N N N H N N N N N N F F N N N F F N N N N 0 18 82 

West Hartford #16 1 Cir F JF P 11' 11' H 11' F 11' P F F P P F N N N N N F P FJ 9 57 34 
Bristol #17 1 Cir F P P P P H P P P P P P F F P P P P P P F F P 0 61 39 

2 Cir N N N N N H P N N P FJ FJ FJ FJ PJ 11' P 11'J FJ PJ F N " N 32 16 52 
Hartford Cthse Crim 1 Sup N F JF JF F H F F 11' F N F F F P N N F F P N F F 9 64 27 

Crim 2 Sup N 11' N N JF H JF JF JP JF N FJ FJ 11'J 11' N N F 11'J F' N 11' FJ 43 34 23 
Crim 3 Sup N F N JP P H JF N JF JF N F,T FJ FJ 'N N N FJ FJ FJ N FJ FJ 52 7 41 
Jury 4: Sup N 11' P F F H P N F F N F P P F N N P F 11' N P F 0 59 41 
Jury"5 Sup N N N P P H F F F F N F F F F N N F F F N F F 0 64 36 
Jury 6 Sup N JF 11' JF JP H JF JF JF JF N F-3 FJ FJ PJ N N FJ FJ FJ N 11'J FJ 73 0 27 
Jury 7 Sup N N J;P N JF H JF JF JF JF N N FJ FJ FJ N N FJ FJ PJ N FJ FJ 59 0 41 
Jury 8 Sup N JF JF N F H JF N JP JP N PJ PJ PJ PJ N N N PJ N N P P 30 9 61 
South CP N N N N N H JP JF JP JP N N FJ FJ PJ N N FJ FJ PJ N FJ PJ 41 0 59 
East CP N N N N N H N N N P N P F F P N N Ii' P P N F F 0 34 66 
North CP N N N N N H JP JF JF JP _N PJ PJ FJ N N N N F3 PJ N F,J FJ 39 0 61 
Bearing N P N F N H N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N 0 7 93 
Other N P P N N H N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N 0 5 95 0 

'Trinity Street Sup N P N P P H N P P F N P P 11' 11' N N N N N N N N 0 30 70 
CP N 11' P F N H 11' F N 11' F F F F p N N N N N N F 11' 0 55 45 

19 34 47 



F - Used all day 
P - Used half day 
J - Used 'for jury 
N-Not used 
H-Holiday 

'--___ ~-----> COUR'I'-
COURTHOUSE ROOM COURT 

New Haven Cthse # 2 
#11 
#15 
#34 
#43 
#47 
#48 
it 4 
#16 

New Haven Annex 

Waterbury Cthse 

Waterbury #4 

Ansonia #5 
Milford #5 

NewHaven #6 

Meriden #7 

West Haven #8 

FAIRFIELD COUNTY 

10 
12 
Other 

1 
2 
Jury 
NJ 
1 
;2 
2 
Old 
New 
Crim 
·Traffic 
Civil 
Hearing 
1 
2 
3 
West 
East 

Bridgeport Cthse Crim 1 
Crim 2 
25 

Stra:tfield .Motor Inn 
(~2ity Council Chambers 
Danbury Cthse 

26 
Jury 1 

2 
3 

58 

Sup 
Sup 
Sup 
Sup 
Sup 
Sup 
Sup 
CP 
CP 
Sup 
CP 

,:----

Sup 
Sup 
CP 
CP 
Cir 
Cir 
Clr 
Cir 
Clr 
Cir 
Cir 
Clr 
Cir 
Cll' 
Cir 
Cir 
Cir 
Cir 

Sup 
Sup 
CP 
Sup 
Sup 
Sup 
Sup 
CP 
CP 
Sup 
Sup 

COURTROOM USAGE FOR OCTOBER 1973 

October October 

1 2 3 4 5 8 9 10 11 12 15 16 17 18 19·22 23 24 25 26 29 30 31 

Percent Usage 
Non- Non­

Jury Jury Ut!iP 

F F N F F H 
NF JFJFFH 
N JFJFJFJPH 
NNJFJFNH 
N JPJFN JPH 
NPPJPJFH 
N F F P P H 
NF F JFNH 
N JPJFJFJFH 
N N N N N H 
N N N N N H 
N N N N N H 
N F F F P R 
NFN"JFNH 
JFNN JFPH 
N N N N N H 
N N N N P H 
P F JFJPJFH 
N N N N P H 
NJFPNNH 
NF F JFJFH 
FFPF.JPH 
N P P F P H 
PN JPJFNH 
N N N N N H 
N P N P P R 
N F P P P H 
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P F p. N P H 
PF,JPPPH 

N 
N 
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N 
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N 
N 
N 
N 
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JF JF 
JF JF 
F F 
F F 

JF JP H 
.JF JF H 
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JF JF JF 
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JF JF 
N N 

JF 
F 
JF 
JP 

N N 
N N .,N 
JF N N 
JF N N 
JFN N "'F F JF N 

N F P F N 
N JFJFP N 
N JFJFJFN 

F N 
JP N 
JF N 

N 
N 
F 
P 
P 
JF 
F 
P 
F 
P 
P 
P 
N 
N 
F 
JF 

JP 
JP 
F 
3P 
JF 
F 
JF 
JF 
JF 
N 
JP 

JF JF N 
N N N 
JF JF N 

F N 
N N 

N 
N 
N 
N 
N 

JFJPJFN 
N N N N 
JF JF F N 
JF.JFF N 
F P F N N 

N 
p 
F 
F 
JF 
F 
F 
P 
F 
P 
N 

N 
N 
N 
F 
F 
N 
JF 
N 
F 
F 
P 
N 
P 

N 
P 
N 
N 

N 
P 
P 
~. 

JF N 
P F 
P P 
F P 
P P 
N P 
N P 
F P 
N '. P 

N N N N N 
F F JF P P 
JPJFF N F 
F F 'N F F 
N N N N N 
JF JF JF JF P 

N F 
N P 
JF JF 
JF JP 

'JF F 
F P 

F 
P 
P 
N 
N 
F 

F" 
F 
JP 

JFJFJPN N 
JPN JPN N 
F1" oIP N N 
N F JP N N 
JJi'N JFN N 
F N F N N 
JF JF JF NN 
JF P N N N 
JFJF JF N N 
P F F N N 
JF JF P N N 

F F P P 
P F P P 
PF P P 
p., N N P 
P N N 'F 
P P P To' 
P N N N 
F F PF 
JFJFN P 

JP JF 
JP' JP 
JF JF 
JP JF 
JF JF 
JF JF 
JF JF 
JP JF 
JF N 
F P 
JP JP 

JF N 
JP N 
P N 
P N 
JF N 
JP N 
JP N 
·JP N 
N N 
F N 
P N 

i) 

F F 0 70 30 
JJi' JF 66 9 25 
F F 55 9 36 
N N 36 0 64 
JF JF 68 0 32 
JF JF 52 5 43 
F F 18 46 3.6 
F F 4 66 30 
JF JJi' 68 2 30 
JF JF 57 0 43 
JF JF'34 0 66 
P N 0 2 98 
JF JF 50 25 25 
N N 27 Hi 55 
F F 16 23 61 
N N 0 0 100 
P F 5 59 36 
JF JF 41 32 27 
F N 0 57 43 
N N 23 275 
F JF 32 43 25 
F F 2 78 20 
N F 0 "61) 34 
F F 7 50 43: 
N N 0 ".14 86 
N N 14 25 61 
F P 0 52 48 
JF·P 9 20 71 
P JF 23 61 16 

JF JF ~36~_~2~7_~3~7~_ 
19 32 49 

JF JF 
JP JP 
N F 
F F 
J1'JP 
JP P 
JF N 
JP JP 
I'f' N 
F F 
JF JF 

68 
45 
'" 11 

18 
68 
27 
68 
55 
57 
o 
46 

o 
o 
53 
3.6 
o 
30 
o 
2 
Q 

57 
11 

32 
55 
36 
46 
32 
43 
32 
43 
43 
43 
43 
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