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Preface to Research Paper on Data Analyses and Simulation of the
District of Columbia Trial Court System for the
Processing of Felony Defendants

One of the important studies conducted as part of the comprehensive
science and technology survey completed in 1967 by the Insgitute for Defense
Analyses for the Department of Justice and the President's Commisgsion on
Law Enforcement and Administration of Justice (I.LEAA Contract 66-7 involved
the application of simulation techniques to analyze and test improvement meas-
ures {or processing offenders in crowded criminal courts. IDA's basic work

in this srea was deseribed in Chapter 4 and Appendix I of the Task Force Re-

port: Science and Technology of the President's Commission.

The research paper reproduced herein is the complete IDA report on
which that mater.al was based. It further details the data requirements, col-
lection analyses and the features of the D, C. computer simulation to help the
systems analysts in developing and applying the technique to other court sys-
tems. It is hoped that this report will stimulate new experimentation in ap-
plying systems analysis and simulation techniques to court processing prob-
lems. While all investigations of the researchers were conducted in the
District of Columbia criminal court system, the materials now available
should be sufficiently illustrative and comprehensive to inform and provide

help to those engaged in the study or operation of cther court systems.
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June 1968
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FOREWORD

HE
DATA ANALYSES AND SIMULATION OF T
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA TRIAL COURT SYSTEM
® FOR THE PROCESSING OF FELONY DEFENDANTS

This report, prepared by the Institute for Defense Analyses
. (IDA) at the request of the Department of Justice, deals with the
problem of delay in the processing of felony defendants within the

court system of the District of Columbia,

The first of its two parts--An Analysis of the District of
Columbia Trial Court System For Processing Felonies--was in~
corporated in the report of the Science and Technology Task Force

of the President's Commission on Law Enforcement and Adminis-

Jean G. Taylor
Joseph A. Navarro

8

‘ ‘ Robert H. Cohen
. :

®

tration of Justice. Part II--Data Requirements and COURTSIM -~
is the detailed account of the development of the District of
Columbia court system simulation and provides greater detail on

the data requirements and simulation program.

June 1968
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TR E N EEEER

PART 1

AN ANALYSIS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
TRIAL COURT SYSTEM FOR PROCESSING FELONIES

The following material was previously published as lations do, first, a description of the system being simu-
Appendix [ of the Science and Technology Task Force lated; and, second, collection and analysis of data de-

Report.

INTRODUCTION

For years judges, lawyers, and court administrators
have been grappling with the problem of delay. Many
solutions have been tried but found wanting. -Some have
been rejected out of hand; others, obvious to a manage-
ment expert, either have not been thought of or have
been deemed too disrupting for the anticipated improve-
ment. A test of any proposed solution might require
considerable disruption of court operations and a vast
expenditure of time and energy which might prove worth-
less. Courts could be helped appreciably if means were
developed for accurately analyzing the causes of delay
and pretesting alternative approaches to reducing delay.

Part of the effort of the Science and Technology
Task Force was to explore the feasibility of computer
simulation of “court operations to meect this need.
Brielly, a simulation model is a representation of the
system and its operations which can be used to exam-
ine the effect of changes in the system.® In the courts,
simulation could provide a means for examining
methods for expediting the processing of delendants
through the system. Further, simulated pretesting
provides a first estimate of the elffects of proposed
changes on resourccs, workloads, and delays, This
process allows the administrator to test alternative
allocations of resources and find the combination
which balances delay reduction against expended
resources.

The simulation developed here required, as all simu-

1 Simulation has been used successfully by the imilitary snd industry for planning
and for evaluating various coursés of action,

2 Becauae of the many differences among the court systems in the United States,
the task force examined only 1 court in detail, the U,S. District Court of the Dis.
trict of Columbia, The methodology, however, ie applicable to any jurisdiction

seribing court operations. Only then could the model
be constructed and manipulated. Thus the work was
conducted in three parts:

1. The organization and structure of the trial ‘court
system for the District of Columbia? and its
procedures for processing felony defendants were
described.

2. The available data on felony defendants in the
District Court were analyzed to determine the dis-
tribution of total time to disposition, time intervals
between major events in the system, potential areas
of delays, and possible causes,

3. A simulation model of the processing of felony de-
fendants in the District of Columbia trial court
system was developed which:

a, Operated like that observed in the data (i.e, to
produce the average time intervals between steps
in the process similar to those observed in the
data).

b. Could be manipulated to investigate possible or-
ganizational or procedural changes in the system
and to measure their impact on reducing delay
and on the available resources in the system.

In this analysis neither the substantive law nor the use
of improved business practices were addressed.

THE D.C. COURT SYSTEM FOR PROCESSING
FELONIES

The U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia
(referred to hereafter as the District Court) is unique
in the Federal system because it has jurisdiction over
all felonies committed in the Distrt of Columbia, It

which can collect adequate data about {is present operations.

Hereafter, the terin "Distriet Court* is used for convenience; It should be
understood that this refers only to the U,S. District Court for thig District of Co.
lumbia and not the other Federal district courts,




FIGURE I-1, STEPS IX PROCESSING OF FELONY DEFENDANTS

COURT OF GENERAL 5ESSIONS

U.5, COMMISSIONER

ASSISTANT U, S, U.S. BRANCH

(1 COMMISSIONER)1

ATTORNEYS (7-10) {1 JUDGE)
PRESENT- PRELIMINARY
SCREE amtee
NING MENT HEARING

ARREST

PRESENT- |, | PRELIMINARY

No papered by Assistant U.S, Attorney.

Felony charge reduced to

MEANS OF EXIT N
misdemeanor,

FROM SYSTEM

MENT HEARING

Referred as misdemeanor to
Court of General Sessions.

Removed.
No probable cause.

Dismissed by Assistant U,S. Altorney,

1
One Assistant U,5. Attorney, Grand Jury Division, spends 2-4 hours on Tuesdays and Thursdays at
U.,S, Commissioner's office far preliminary hearings end disposition of cases.

is‘not confined, like other Federal courts, to Federal
crimes such as tax evasion and fraud. It also processes
felonies which would ordinarily be handled in a State
court.  Further, because the court is operating in a Fed-
eral jurisdiction, the procedure followed in all criminal
cases is that of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure
and the interpretation of these rules by the court. Sim-
ilarly, Federal legislation such as the Bail Reform Act*
and the Criminal Justice Act ® apply to all cases.

The first step in the development of a simulation is a
description of the court system. This must be described
in terms of the flow of defendants and the flow of infor-
mation through the system, and the assignment of the
court resources (judges, courtrooms, attorneys, etc.) to
the various events associated with the processing of the
defendants, ‘

The various steps and the associated resources for proc-
essing felony defendants in the District of Columbia
court system © are shown in simplified form in figure I-1,
The first step is presentment,” which occurs before a
judge of the Court of General Sessions (the municipal
court of the District of Columbia),® or the U.S, Com-

- - s st e, et 7

 For example, Mallory v, United States, 354 1S, 44
" ) 3 LS, 449 .
A Bail Reform Act of 1966, P,L, 89-465, 18 U,5.C, 3146-(3}19555.)
y %.)rilmint:;l .{usl!c;- A;‘t (;f 19l6)l, 7[8 Stat, 522, 18 1,5,C,A, 3006A,
nly st part of the Distrlet of Columbia’ court system pertaining
proceesing of felony cases is jnel ; 2 c Risively stk i
du{qi“t'ul\orls ulit- n[yl eyxnmlnﬂml. ineluded; those parts that deal exelusively with mia.
s I8 the Grst judicial appearance and has been varlous 1
?;:ll:rlnlprﬁxﬂlz‘mcfm& llnl:Inll u’?pcurgncc. u)ri preliminary n‘r;ul;:nn};cm.lc%xgsﬁ-ﬂrl‘{m:"&
& ol Lriminal Procedure, this appearsnce must be *without u
“ v b nneceas
sgéyg.csl?)(l-t'gl?l‘;g%c)l;d to mean nuuch less than 24 hours (Mallory v, United States,
o -structure and operation of the U.S. Braneh of the Cou
gi‘?‘n'\:ngg\l\";:n*cénl d‘csc{‘lll‘)cdpin dcl‘nll b’y: Harry 1. S:bin:c"C‘xJ‘in?inzg ?5:3;’ i{?‘es‘;
Me ourkt The Processing of Serious Crimi [o
Columbia Court of Generul -Sesslons,” Oftice of Crlir:tinnnilJu:tliccle.hhg‘.cDE:::?:::J:

missioner. Both are available for presentment and pre-
liminary hearing in felony cases. Presentment is often
preceded by a review or screening of the case by an As-
sistant U.S. Attorney (Court of General Sessions Di-
vision). He determines whether to reduce the felony
charge to a misdemeanor, to terminate the case (*no pa-
pering”), or to proceed with prosecution.

In 1965, the U.S. Branch® of the Court of General
Sessions  handled approximately 12,000 defendants.
About 5,200 of these were arrested on a felony charge.
In addition, the U.S. Commissioner reccived about 1,100
felony defendants, From among these 6,300 persons ar-
rested for a felony charge, about 2,000 were held for action
by the grand jury (i.c., the defendant had either waived
preliminary hearing or the preliminary hearing had led
to a finding of probable causc to hold the accused for
grand jury action) "0

A case is next processed in the office of the U.S. At-
torney (Grand Jury Unit). It is screened again and
calendared for presentation to the grand jury.!* The
grand jury votes an indictment if there is concurrence

PN

nlllustlcu. Washington, D.G., October 1966,

pa; (l)’:)tlﬁr l:rnnclws’ u!”llle C:)url '?! General Sessl(lml-;s process \'Iulnllunscuf munleis
nalices ami other pelty offenses prosecuted the Corp il

the District o Colarbier pelty prose y the Corporation Cotinsel for

13 Figures are based on data from fiscal year 1965, and so do not reflect precisely
the current situation,

M ¥An oflense which inay be punished by death shall be prosecuted by indict.
ment, An offense which may be punished by imprisonment for a term exceeding
! year ar at hard labor shall be prosecuted by indictment, or- if indictment is
waived, it may be prosecuted by inlornintion. Any other offense may be prosecuted
by indictment or by information. “An_inlormation may be fled without leave of
caurt,  (Fed, Rules of Crim, Proe,, Rule 7(a).) Available District of Columbia
g:\d!inc‘}‘x::}l;fnlcs that only 5<10 percent of the felony defendants waive grand jury

’
g

GRAND JURY

U,S. DISTRICT COURT

ASSISTANT U,S.

ATTORNEYS (3) (1 GRAND JURY)

ASSISTANT U.S.
ATTORNEYS (13)

CRIMINAL COURT
(4-5 JUDGES)2

l {

INDICTMENT
RETURNED

SCREEMN & | GRAND JURY . PREPARE &
PREPARE CONSIDERS REVIEW

AR&?LJGTM >~ MOTIONS [+ TRIAL [~ SENTENCING

INDICTMENT

Certified as misdeneanors to
Court of General Sessions,

Ignoramus.

Dismissed by Assistant U, S, Attorney,

5
Y

- GUILTY
> PLEA
Dismissed.
Acquitted,
Transferred,

2
The number of judges assigned fo Criminal Court increased to 7 in 1964,

of 12 or more of the jurors'®? Thereafter, the indict-
ment is signed by the foreman and by the U.S. At-
torney and returned (generslly on Monday) in open
court,

Arraignment is the next s..-- It is in general a per-
functory proceeding in whi . - accusec* appears,’® is
advised of the formal charge izt 21ters a plea—usually
not guilty. At about this time the ¢4se is assigned to an
Assistant U.S. Attorney who will probably handle it
until final disposition, and a defense ciunsel 1s appointed
by the court for a defendant whé cannot afford counsel.

Following arraignment, trial preparation proceeds,
motions are filed and heard, the case is placed on a calen-
dar 1 and finally progresses to trial. Of the defendants
disposed of in 1965, only about 30 percent completed the
final step of trial; approximately 55 percent pleaded
guilty to the offense charged or to a lesser offense prior
to or during the trial. The remaining 15 percent of the
defendants were dismissed.

ELAPSED TIME FOR PROCESSING OF FELONY
DEFENDANTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
COURT SYSTEM

Data collected for the D.C. Crime Commission were
analyzed to estimate the elapsed time in processing de-
fendante through the District Court.?® While these data
were probably the most comprehensive ever collected in
a criminal court system they still had some limitations,

First, the data were collected from the criminal jackets
(or records) of the felony cases which were commenced
in the District Court in calendar years 1950, 1955, 1960,
and 1965.1° Felony cases which, one way or another,
were reduced to misdemeanors and prosecuted in the
Court of General Sessions are thus excluded,

Second, the data measure the days, weeks or months
between various stages of the criminal process. The de-
tailed data on the hours and minutes required to perform
each step of the process were not available,

¥ The  indictnient is prepared by a clerk in the U.S, Attorney’s office, proof
read by each of the three Asistant U.S. Attorneys, and reviewed by both the Chief
{)\”hlmm of the Grand Jury Unit and the Chlef Assistant of the Criminal Trial

tvision.

13 Defendants in the District ol Columbia are not nsually notified by the court ol
their indictment, . 1f the defendant is in jail, the jailor is notified to produce the
defendant on the day of arralgnment. If the defendant is on pr=ay bond, his
bondaman s notified to produce the defendant, Otherwlse, the ..-i ..ant must
read it in the newspaper and appear. If he does not appear, 8 ber 3 jxirrant fa
tssued for his arrest,

1% Calendar systems vary with jurisdiction, The system presently usey in the
District Court places all cases on & master calendar as scon as the indictment is
returned ; when motions are completed or the time to file niotiona has expired, the
case s placed on the rescrve calendar; and, finally, when all Impedimeits g2 re-
moved (e.gys defendant's mental exam gompleted.” :*t witnesses are avallabis. lab

analyses. completed), the case is placed on the ready calendar, Cases may then
be scheduled for trial according to various priorities, Cases where delendants are
in jail are scheduled ahead of those on baily these, in turn, are acheduled in order
of date of indictment providing there is no conflict of prosecuting attorneys,
This system was implemented in late 1966,

¥ Phese data are given in detall In Pact 10, Appendix A,

181065 data is partidlly incomplete because all cases commenced in 1965 were
not complete by the time of the data collection in May 1966, Average times for
1965 are therefore somewhat understated because some of the very long Umes: are
not fu the sample,
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FIGURE 1-2. DAYS BETWEEN ARREST AHD ARRAIGHMENT STEPS |
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dl(')ll)tlm)ed’ edian time for trial court disposition of cases a more deta'xled.analysxls of thehdatt: 1?nn?§e < oss iy
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sions as distinguished from presentment to the U.S.
Commissioner?

The numerical value of the time interval between stages
was found to depend significantly on whether mean or
median time statistics were used. The mean exceeded the
median at every step of the process between arrest and
trial or nontrial disposition (fig. I-2). This difference
indicates that the distributions of times are skewed posi-
tively, that is, there are some very high values, i.e., while
most cases are dealt with in a relatively narrow range of
time, a few cases take very much longer time to process.
Furthermore, when the median values are compared with
the model timetable, it is found that about 50 percent of
the defendants are being processed in accordance with the
model timetable at all prearraignment stages of the proc-
ess except for the stage between preliminary hearing (or
presentment if preliminary hearing is waived) and indict-

ment.2> However, if one looks at the amount of time
required to process the 80th percentile defendant, all steps
of the process are 2 to 4 times long=r than the maximum
of the model timetable.*!

The time interval between arrest and indictment was
found to depend strongly on where presentment occurred.
The processing time for cases presented to the U.S. Com-
missioner was usually longer than processing time for cases
initiated in the Court of General Sessions (table I-3)., If
there is no preliminary hearing, the median time between
presentment in the Court of General Sessions and indict-
ment is 39 days, and 58 days when the U.S, Commissioner
handles the case. If there is a preliminary hearing, time
between the hearing and indictment among cases initiated
in either the Court of General Sessions or the U.S. Com-
missioner is 34 days; however, the median interval be-

N The greatest proportion of prearraignment time is spent awaiting return. of
indictment. The 40 days which elapse between preseritment and indictment are
substantially in excess of the recommended maximum time of 3~7 days.

01 Because some of the times between arrest and arralgnment seemed unduly
long, they were checked agsinst the 1966 situation anid no significant difference was
found, In fact, with the promulgation of local criminal rule 87 some times have

actually increased, Specifically, in 1966, 2 weeks elapse between the time when
a defendant is held for action by -the grand jury and the time when
his case Is presented to the grand jury; another 2 weeks usually clapse before
the indictment is returned in open court although on occaslons it only requires 6
days; thereafter the rule allows 8~12 days between indlctment - and arraignment
rather than the 4 days observed in 1965 data.




Tahle I-1.—Median Elapsed Times Between Stages
in the District of Columbia Courts for Defendants
Whose Cases were Filed in the District Court in
1965

! | time

Slep in process i Number interval,
; defendants!|  median
. (in days)
+
Artest to presentment . ! 2719 <1
Preseniment to preliminary hearing . . ; 506 1
Preliminary hearing to indictment. .. | 508 33
Presentment to indictment (preliminary hearing waived) . 1 500 42
indictment to arraignment ) ! 1,060 4
Atraignmant to conviction (jury trial) : 91 92
Arcaignment to conviction (court trialy . . ! 23 106
Arraignment to guilty plea . 622 64
Atraignment to dismissal 256 78
Arraignmeat to acquittal Cjury trizf) ! 67 120
Arraignment to acquittal (court trial) 14 106
Conviction to sentencing 1 724 38

I The number of defendants upon which the observed medians are based is fess thanthe
total of 1,603 delendanis whose Cises were commenced In the Districl Court; the data were
incom:plete or inaccurate in many cases, and not all defendants were processed through the
same stages-of the system.

Table 1-2,—Model Timetable

Maximum time
interval (days)

Step in process

ail cases | Bail cases

Artest to presentment. . . . < <

Presentment to preliminary hearing. .. i

Preliminaty hearing to formal charge .. . ..

Presentment to formal chiarge (il preliminary heating is waived). ..
Formai charge to arraignment. .. . ]

Arraignment to trial. R L.
Trial to sentencing . L o . 14-21

Gt D T € o
PATRER PR

o
o

Y Formal charge ¢n be by either indictment of inform1tion.

tween presentment and preliminary hearing is 9 days
longer for cases before the Commissioner.

Possible causes of the differences emerge from an exami-
nation of the practices of the Court of General Sessions
and the U.S. Commissioner. The data in table I-3 indi:
cate that the Court of General Sessions processed more
defendants than the Commissioner, but there was a sub-
stantial difference in the types of crimes.  Eighty percent
of the defendants processed at the Court of General Ses-
sions were charged with either robbery, assault, burglary,

larceny, auto theft, or rape. On the other hand, 70 per-
cent of the defendants who were processed by the U.S.
Commissioner were charged with murder, narcotics,
gambling, robbery, or forgery. In addition, it was
observed that the U.S. Commissioner holds hearings on
Tuesday and Thursday mornings and generally schedules
preliminary hearings for 2 weeks after initial present-
ment. In contrast the Court of General Sessions does not
continue preliminary hearings for 2 wecks and, in fact,
holds half of the preliminary hearings on the day of initial
presentment.

Detailed data analysis can be used to rule out possible
causes of delay. For example, a preliminary hearing
does not materially increase the amount of time between
arrest and indictment.  On the other hand, this time can
be sensitive to the type of crime.  An example of such a
comparison is plotted on figure I-3. Aside from gam-
bling, which took by far the longest, most types of crimes
had comparable time distributions. This phenomenon
may be explained by a local practice in which the demand
for a preliminary hearing is really a device [or obtaining
a continuance in the early stages of the process, Thus
every defendant demands a preliminary hearing, but
many ultimately waive it when the scheduled day arrives.

The data suggested that motion practice contributes to
delay., In 1965 approximately half of the decfendants
filed one or more motions prior to disposition, Table
1-4 shows that in those cases where no motions were filed,
the median time from arraignment to nontrial disposition
(guilty plea or dismissal) was 7 weeks; to trial disposition,
it was 11 weeks. Where two or more motions were filed,
these median times were doubled. A median of 40 days
elapsed between arraignment and the filing of the first
motion, and 30 days between the filing of the first and
second motions. This clearly establishes the need for
enforcement of the new 10-day motion rule.?*

The distribution of time between various stages and
formal disposition is shown in figure 1-4. The median time
from arraignment to nontrial disposition (by guilty pleas
and dismissals) is between 2 and 3 months, The median
time from arraignment to trial disposition (either jury
or nonjury). is 3 to 4 months, When the time in the
system prior to arraignment is added, the median time
for nontrial disposition is 4.5 months and for trial dis-

Table |3 —Comparison of Time Intervals (in days) for Preliminary Processing of Felony Defendants whose
Cases were Filed in the District Court in 1965 ‘

U.S. Branch, Court of General Sessions U.8. Commissioner
Time interval Parcentiles Percentiles
No. of Mean | _ - . . No.-of Mean -
defendants delendants H '
50 80 100 50 80 1 100
en e e e e e USRS PRI URPNEN SUUUROUN SNV SR wf s | e e e b e ] e | o |-
Presentment {o preliminary heating. . N 255+ 6 0 8 186 193 18 1 9 24 1 150
Preliminary hearing {o return of indictmemt 1. .. . . ... 252 W | | s | s | a4 sl s T
Presentment to return of Indictment (pretiminary hearing waived).. . . .. 327 47 39 } 65 240 - 118 83 .‘55- 13; ) 2N
Pressntment to information (pretiminary heatlng waived).. ... ... .. ... 3 (not meaningful statistics) * 3 (not meaningful statistics) ¥

1o general these are the same defendants considered in previous row.
* The three times were 8, 23, and 38 days.

3 The three times were 38, 53, 63 days.

o

* An amended Rule 87 of the Criminal Rules of the District Court for the
District of Golumbia became eficctive October 1966, This rule requires that ail
motions he filed within 10 days after arraignment and be heard the second Friday

Sollowing the filing date. Exceptions to the rule are considered by the Chicf
udge,
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position is 5.5 months. For the convicted, an additional
median time of 38 days elapse between conviction and
sentencing. The time between arraignment and dispo-
sition varies with the type of felony. Gambling, murder,
and assault take the longest; burglary, auto theft, and
robbery take the shortest time. The time also varies with

the types and number of motions filed # and the tactics
of counsel; but the effects of the latter are not easily
measured except when they request continuances or file
motions. ,

The median processing times from presentment to dis-
position as shown in figure 1-4 exceed the maximum of

Table |-4—Time (in weeks) between Arraignment and Disposition for Felony Defendants Whose Cases
Were Filed in the District Court in 1965

Time between arraignment.and nontrial disposition Time between arralgnment and trial disposition
Defendants who filed Percentiles Percentites
elen 4 fNo.dofta Mean J__. ... - d ‘No.do!l Mean | o e
efendants
slondants 50 B0 100 50 80 100

{11111 P ST 481 9 7 14 48 1108 14 11 22 A7
??n?(?é:)ﬂs.::: el = 266 14 12 21 52 176 18 13 30 51
2or more MOMONS. .y vsvevvanermannconnaansnnns 163 19 16 27 66 181 23 22 32 59
Al dTERHANS. ers s aeeeeaveneeeenmnneioss ceeen 910 12 9 19 6 2255 19 15 ‘ 28 | 81

' Time measured to date trial began,
I Time measured to verdict,

23 Motions for mental examinationa are frequently filed in murder cases and
take 60-90 days to be completed,
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4 months recommended in the proposed model timetable.
These times are long despite the fact that most of the
steps in the process require very little actual court time.*
A defendant can be presented before a magistrate in a
few minutes. A preliminary hearing takes between 15
and 30 minutes unless there is extensive cross-examina-
tion or the Government is forced to produce many wit-
nesses. A grand jury can hear, consider, and vote on
the average case in 30 minutes.” Arraignment takes a
few minutes, . Most motions can be heard in 10 minutes
although sonie, in which evidence is taken, may require as
much as half a day. A guilty plea usually takes no more

court time than is required to pose and receive “yes” or
“no” answers to a dozen questions.

The actual courtroom time for the defendant who
pleads guilty prior to trial (approximately half of the
defendants in the 1965 data) probably totals less than
1 hour, yet the median time from initial appearance to
disposition takes 4 months. At least a quarter of this
time is spent waiting for the return of the grand jury
indictment. Some of the time after arraignment can be
accounted for by case preparation and processing  of

~ papers. But for the average case this should be a matter

of weeks not months. A prosecuting attorney has esti-

“The processing times are estimales Lased on those given by experienced
lawyers and on observations made in the courtroom,

JROS——

% In District of Golumbia 8 cases are scheduled to be presented to the grand
jury during a d.hour period.
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mated that he would spend about a half day in prepara-
tion for an assault-with-a-deadly-weapon case involving
two witnesses, and upwards to a week on a homicide case
involving 20 witnesses. If motions are filed by the defense
within 10 days after arraignment and heard and decided
within a month thereafter, the average case should be
rery for tria] within 2 months after arraignment.2¢

sive average elapsed time (including weekends and
h<lid .ys) between the beginning of the trial and the ver.
dic*  for the 1965 felony cases examined) was 2 days
for nonjury trials and 3 days for jury trials.” The court-
room days for trials in the District Court are Monday
through Thursday with a reported average of 4-6 judges
sitting on the criminal side in 1965. There was then,
as there is now, a backlog of cases awaiting trial. In
November 1966, it was observed that there were 302
cases on the reserve calendar, all motions having been
completed but with some impediment preventing their
going to trial, and 147 cases on the ready calendar with
all impediments removed. It was also reported that in
October 1966 the court had disposed of 40 cases with
seven judges sitting in the criminal division. Further
the backlog appears to be increasing; from July 1964 to

July 1965 an increase of 20 percent was reported (from
449 to 610) .2

SIMULATION OF THE PROCESSING OF FELONY
CASES IN THE D.C. COURT SYSTEM

There are a numher of alternative methods which sug-
gest themselves and which might alleviate the delays
and backlogs in the District Court for the District of
Columbia. In order to pretest some of these and evalu-
ate the feasibility of meeting a timetable such as that
recommended by the Commission in chapter 5 of the gen-
eral report, the Science and Technology Task Force de-
veloped a simulation of the processing of felony cases
in the District of Columbia court system.

The two main reasons for using a simulation program
are;

{J It would be impractical to conduct actual experi-
ments in the court systern; such experiments can
be run via the simulation.

8 The results of the simulation can be used to pretest
and evaluate the relative impact of various pro-
posed policies and changes, such as firm timetables,
increasing resources, etc.

Due to the limited time available for the development
of the simulation, an established simulation language,
IBM’s General Purpose Systems Simulator ( GPSS),*® was
selected. The language, although not primarily de-
signed for simulating the court system, proved quite ade-
quate and was flexible enough to handle all of the situa-
tions considered.

The resulting model, called COURTSIM, is described
in more detail in Part 11, Appendix B. Figure I-5 is
a modified version of the flow diagram introduced in
figuve I-I. The circles represent processing units or

“milestones” in the processing of a felon.  For example,
the circle labeled PRS represents the Court of General
Sessions, 1.S. Branch, where the defendant makes his
first appearance before the courts. The circle labeled
USC represents the U.S, Commissioner, where the de-
fendant can also be presented. The arrows from one
‘circle 1o another indicate the possible paths that the pro-
cessing of a defendant may take; for example, from ARR
(arrested) he may be presented to the U.S. Commis-
sioner or his case may be discussed with the DAA (an
Assistant U.S. Attorney, General Sessions Division) for
possible presentment at PRS. Finally, the arrows going
to squares represent possible stages in the process where
a defendant may cease to be handled by the system due
to a dismissal, reduction of the charge to 4 misdemeanor,
“no paper,” etc.

The numbers on the arrows represent the percentages
of defendants leaving each processing unit which take the
indicated path. These percentages were estimated for
fiscal year 1965 from the data and by stafl members of
the President’s Commission on Crime in the District of
Columbia.

COURTSIM simulates 3 defendant entering the court
system by generating an identification number and pro-
viding storage for relevani data including most serious
charge, bail status, number of defendants in case, num-
ber of motions to be filed, date and time of entering sys-
tem, eic. In the model the number of defendants
arrested each day on a felony charge was a random vari-
able distributed uniformly between 20 and 8. This
results in surges and pericdis of slack, but averages 50 over
the long run.  Although one could easily introduce sea-
sonal as well as daily variations in the average number of
arrests per day, this was not done here. Disposition
(termination at a square in figure I-5) is simulated by
eliminating all references to the individual and recording,
for statistical purposes, his total time in the system.

Both a clock and calendar are simulated. A workday
of 5 hours was used,** the day being divided into 60 time
intervals of 5 minutes each. During each time interval
every processing unit does its work and defendants’ cases
proceed to the next unit if they are ready. When all the
work for the time period has been completed the clock is
incremented by one time unit and the work for the next
unit of time commences. When the clock completes 60
units, the calendar is incremented 1 day and the clock
is reset to the beginning of the next day.

At any given time a defendant is either being processed
by some processing unit or waiting to be processed. Proc-
essing of a person is simulated by his occupying one of
the allotted spaces at that unit for the amount of time he
is to be processed. The capacity of a unit is equal to the
number of people that can be simultaneously processed by
it and is a function of the resources available for that unit.
When all allotted spaces are occupied, admission is denied
to other defendants ready to enter that unit. When a
defendant has been processed at a unit, he departs to
another unit, leaving the original processing unit free to
accept another individual,

“¥ Clearly an exccption is the case where a mental examination is granted; this
examination was taking upwards from 60 days in 1986, Fifteen percent of the
efendants in 1965 were granted mental examination motions.

" These averages were calculated from the 1965 data by the President’s Com.
mlssfon “on Crime in the District of Columbia, The median values have not been
determined.

2 Annual Report of the Director, Administrative Office of the U.8, Courts, 1965,

™ IBM Application Program, “General Purpose Systems Simulator III, User's
Manual," Form H20-0163-1, Technical Publications Department, White Plains,
N.Y.

0 No more than 5 houts per day was allocated to the actual procesaing of
felony cases (as simulated here). Estimated hours per year for esch processing
unit-are shown in table I-9,
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The amount of time a defendant spends at a given When a defendant arrives at a processing unit an at- ;
processing unit is determined by the characteristics of the  tempt is made to process his case immediately. Any one
actual process being simulated, At some places process-  of the following conditions can prevent immediate action l
ing is estimated to require a fixed amount of time; at ~ and consequently result 1n his entering a queuc: o

other processing units the time is randomly distributed
within certain limits.

Table I-5 summarizes the conditions used in the simu-
lation of the courts in 1965, It shows the estimated aver-
age "capacity of each unit and the processing times
required per defendant in that unit.

e e i . i et S 1 et et

1. The processing unit is currently being used to
capacity. ) ‘ )

2. The shared resources required at this processing unit
are not available,

3. The unit is not open on this day of the week or hour
of the day.

10

EXIT FROM SYSTEM

5

—==-» PERCENTAGE OF DEFENDANTS FROM EACH STEP MOVING TO EACH

OF THE SUCCESSIVE STEPS

PLD

100

ACQ ACQUITTAL
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bCC NONJURY TRIAL
DCy JURY TRIAL

MFD MOTION FILING
MOE MOTIONS ENDED
MOF MOTION HEARD
PLD GUILTY PLEA
SEN SENTENCING

When the above conditions are no longer in effect, the
processing unit is ready to accept another case from its
queue. If the queue is empty, a portion of the processing
unit’s capacity remains idle until a defendant arrives for
processing.

The results of the COURTSIM: simulation are pro-
vided in statistical output form. These outputs consist of
three types of statistics that are tabulated and computed
during the computer run. “They are associated with
queues, processing units, and lengths of time required for

. average processing time,

defendants to move between selected points (stages) in
the system. The reported gqueue data includes: average
queue length, maximum queue length, mean length of
time spent in queue, Information on processing units in-
cludes: "average utilization, maximum utilization and
Statistical output on times be-
tweent various units includes: percentiles, mean, and
standard deviation of the elapsed times.

Table I-6 summarizes some of the COURTSIM fca-
tures presently incorporated, The first column represents
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Table 1-5.—Assumed Processing Times and Capacities of Processing Units in Simulation Runs

! Units ol
Frocess Prgcessiny | resource time Capacity Comments
. i unit used (1 unit of
v time=5 min.)
Arrest . ‘ARR/ TR PSS
o T USC/ 1 Presentment at the U.S, Commissioner (USC) 5 days a week, Preliminary hearing at the U.S. Com-
J i missioner (CPH) on Tuesdays and Thursdays only, with priority given to presentment,
cPH| 15,3
T N N "
brought before Assistant U.S, Attorney, General Sessions (DAA), with presentment (PRS) and
Presentment and Preliminary Hearings : DA 33 6 ca;reelirrr?#lgary hearing (PIHR) taking place at the U.S. Branch, Court of General Sessions, Monday
: PR?; 1 through Saturday. Presentments have priority over preliminary hearings.
' i
PHR 63
- - DAB - 8 Case brought to the Grand Jury Unit of the U.S. Attorney's Office (DAB) where case is prepared
for grand jury or information (INF) written. Grand jury processes case (GJI) and case returned
llﬂF H 3 to attorney (DAC), same as DAB, to be filed at District Court, GJt open Monday through Thursday.
Indictment - DAB, DAC, and INF open Monday through Friday.
53Ac 12,6
e 6,3 1
1 Arraignments (ARG) take place on Friday by Chief Judge in U.S. District Court, Defendant may piea
/ARG ! gui%ly at lhig limz: (PLD1). Motions are heard (MOF) on Friday, as are sentencings (SEN).
LN S
1 moF 3,2 5
| SEN N P
i t, Mot Conti if [ O Motion is granted, resulting in zero delay (ZER), 14 days delay (FRT) or 60 days delay (S1X) or
Aiéefﬁenclné o ' LR motion i§ denied (DEN) resulting in zero delay. Cases are allowed to go to trial 42 days alter
' y FRT 8B40 f.eael... arraignment (MOE). Continuances (CON) follow MOE when they are granted,
A sIx 300 |
/ DEN 0 e
/‘ MOE  fieeriimecefemaninans
! CON 3000, 1200 |..........
T / READY  |.eiiiemanciiieciian _.| (READY) of CAL block used to determine parcentage of cases going to trial versus nontrial disposition,
s14) See comment Jury trials (DCJ) and nonjury trials (DCCy) take place Monday through Thursday and the time re-
N quired depends on type of trial and number of defendants in the case, Delendants who plead
Trial J DCCy do guilty after ARG, require 5 minutes of court’s time (DCCy) as do defendants who plead guilty atter
5 READY (PLDy).
/ DCCy do
PLD: 1

1 The notation 6,3 represents an average lime of 6 units (30 minutes) with a spread of =3 units (15 minutes),

a partial list of the computer statements or instructions
used in COURTSIM,** the second column describes what
the statement instructs the program to do, and column 3
illustrates the statement by examples. Not all of the po-
tential features of the model are shown in this table.
Other features include;

O The capability to process either defendants or cases,

O Allowing the various processors to be available only
on given days of the week: for example, no trials on
Friday, Saturday, Sunday. (Vacations and holidays
can also be incorporated.)

00 Changing the number of available processors at a
processing unit as a function of workload, time of
year, day or week, etc,

O Incorporating built-in delays such as exist in hear-
ings of motions, mental examinations, etc,

O Assigning an Assistant U.S. Attorney, Criminal Divi-
sion, to each case which is to be processed in the Dis-
trict Court. ~ (Court-appointed, retained, legal aid
or other defense attorneys can be assigned
defendants.)

0O Up to 100 different parameters can be associated
with each defendant.  Only 5 parameters have been
used so far: date the defendant was indicted,
whether or not he was on bail, the number of de-
fendants in a case, the number of motions filed, and
the most serious charge.

COURTSIM was used to simulate the flow of the 1965
felony defendants through the District of Columbia court
system.  Where data were not available for the model,
estimates were obtained from knowledgeable officers of the
courts and from direct observation. This was necessary
particularly for the actual court processing times. The
resources used in 1965 (numbers of judges, attorneys, etc.)
were specified for COURTSIM. After several computer
runs, the resulting output of COURTSIM matched suf-
ficiently well the median times observed in the 1965 Dis-
trict of Columbia data. The small percentage of cases
that necessarily require exceptionally long times between
events in the system are not reflected in the model; how-
ever, these can easily be incorporated.

The COURTSIM model was run a total of 10 times

M The instructions also require other ferms; for example, with the ADVANCE
instruction one must include the advance time, which ¢an be a fixed value or a
randem variable,
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with the first run representing the processing of felony
cases in the District of Columbia in the year 1965. The
basic validation of the model was accomplished on the
run called “Basic Revised.” Here the actual number
of defendants (or cases) handled at various processing
units, as well as the average time from presentment (or
arraignment to other stages of the process agreed with the
District of Columbia data on felony cases in 1965. Table
I-7 lists the 10 runs of COURTSIM along with a brief
description of the modifications made.

Runs 1 and 7 represent simulations of the courts in 1965
with Run 1 (called 1965 Basic) resulting in longer average
times to disposition than was observed in the 1965 data and
Run 7 (Basic Revised) resulting in average times typical
of those observed. The main difference between Runs
1 and 7 was in the amount of time spent in queue waiting
to be processed through the Grand Jury Unit. Runs 2 to
6 are modifications of Run 1 (or 7). Runs 8-10 are
simulations associated with changes made in the Dis-
trict Court in 1966, namely, rule 87. Run 8 represents
the District Court system in the later months of 1966 in
terms of the processing of defendants using the workload
as observed in the 1965 data.

The results of several of the simulation runs are pre-
sented in table I-8 with a summary of a few of the more

contain similar data obtained from the computer runs,
In particular, the second row is a time summary of
COURTSIM when used to simulate the conditions in
1965. Of interest is the fact that from presentment to
arraignment takes approximately 7 to 8 weeks (observed
both in the District of Columbia data and Run 7 of
COURTSIM); some 5 weeks of this time was spent
waiting for the return of an indictment in the simulation,
When this delay was reduced to an average of 8 days, as a
result of adding additional resources at the grand jury,
COURTSIM yielded the times shown in the third row.
Hence, the time awaiting return of the indictment was
reduced by some 4 weeks,

The fourth row gives a lower bound on the average
times if all transit times were eliminated, (i.e., as soon as
one processing stage finishes with a defendant, he pro-
ceeds immediately to the next and waits only if the next
processor is busy or is unavailable because of weekends).
If such a condition had existed in the District of Colum-
bia courts in 1965, a defendant would have taken an
average of approximately 2 months after presentment to
be ready for trial. Comparing these times with that of

Table 1-7—COURTSIM Computer Runs

Important time intervals starting {rom presentment of the
. . 33 Run Features Comments
defendant. The first row contains the median * times No,

from the 1965 District of Columbia data. The other rows —— - == e

Represents 1965 in terms of distributicn of | Too big a queue developed In the
i Th.ow of de{leglr!a':nz t{Ihrou h t%e_llstyste[ml.h Gr::;u{.luriy Unlt‘dgrinhg‘ t}t‘le
X R is run established the feasibility of the initialization period whic
Tab le |-6—COU RTSI M Processi ng Unit GPSS approach, affected statistics in the run.
Ca pabl lities Same as above except: All felons had to have | This run showed that without in-

o Initial processing through the U.S, Com- creasing the number of com-

i . . 2 missioner’s office. missioners, the felons can be
Computer Computer operation Exampie of the simulated court operation handled in this fashion with no
statement significant increase.in time to

R [T - disposition,

Take time for the de- Time to go from presentment or ?rellminar Same as 1 except: All felons had to have | Total time would be devoted to

Advance fendant to go to the next hearing to Grand Jury Unit is one-haff 3 initiat processing through the U.S. Branch Rresentment and prefiminary

processing unit, hour. - of the Court of General Sessions, earings with insufficient time
- — for misdemeanor trials,
Assign the defendant a )f defendant has a certain ' characteristic
Priority priority. (example: he is in jail) let him be proc- Same as 1 except: Percentage of guilty pleas | Time to disposition Increased by
essed as soon as possible, 4 is reduced from 57 percent to 36 per- several weeks, and [arger queues
- cent. developed at trial time.
If the defendant cainot be | Jf it is not defendant's turn, the day is not -
immediately processed, Monday-Thursday, or the grand ‘jury is. Same as 1 except: All unnecessary delays | Time to disposition reduced by
ueue put him in {ine accord- not sitting, wait until all conditions are 5 removed (queues not considered an un- about § to 6 weeks,
est ing to his priority and met. necessary delay),
test to see when he can -
be processed. Same as | except: Additional grand jury | Time to disposition reduced by
[ resources so as to eliminate queue at'the approximately 6 weeks,
Move the defendant to the | Defendant's case is presented to the grand grand jury. .
D \ processing unit to be jury because the grand jury Is available - -~ -
epar processed when con- (he is at'the head of the queue) and the Same as 1 except: Queue in Grand Jury Unit |- The results agreed closely with the
ditions allow. day is Monday-Thursday, reduced by approximately 2 weeks; trial 1965 data,
7 times increased by 50 percent (to com-
Thie defendant is proc- Defendant's case is presented to the grand pensate for judge vacations, sickness,
essed, an amount of juty by an_Assistant U.S, Attorney with etc.}; all grand jury indictments returned

Enter time determined by one accompanying witness(es), Average time on Mondays,

Test or more tests on his for presenting cise, grand jury delibera-

Advance parameter values. tion and voting is one-half “hour; de- Same as 1 except: Ali arraignments are heard | These modifications represent
fendant's characteristics can determine on second Friday after indictment; all changes made in 1966 but do not
time. motions heard on second Friday after include the calendar systam

8 filing; maximum of two separate motions |  used in |ate 1966, The time to
Release the processor tor Indictment is voted and the grand jury is hearings with first motion filed in less than disposition is reduced approxi-
Leave other defendants. available for the next case, 10 days after arraignment, ?ata{y 40 percent below that of
un 1.
Modify the values of the The defendant is assigned the ber and -
Assign pargmeterassuchled type of charges brought in the indictment. g Same as 8 except additional grand juries | An additional 5 to 6 weeks time
with delendant, used to reduce queues in that unit. cut off of Run 8,
Look aherd at workloads Not applicable at indictment; used for ex. Same as 8 except: 1966 cilendar system used { Time to disposition about same as
to decide where to send ample after arraignment to test the work- (cases to trial selected from ready ¢ilendar Run 8.

Test defenrdant and transfer load of the curt and the associated queues 10 as a function of jail or bail, time since

Transter according to the func- and determine the percent who plead arraignment and .S, Attorney); guiity

Function tion, guilty, file motions, etc, pleas reduced tn 30 parcznt.

31 Because of the few defendants whose times are exceedingly large, the mean
times are larger than the median times and tend to distort the average. The
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means obtained from COURTSIM do not deviate
are shown in table I-8,

greatly from median and hence



the eighth row (the Administration of Justice Task Force
recommended maximums), one can see that the time-
table up to trial appears achievable.

The inputs to COURTSIM were modified to reflect
some changes in rules and procedures of the District
Court and their possible implications. These modifica-
tions include such factors as (1) decreased number of
defendants pleading guilty as a possible result of the
Bail Reform and the Criminal Justice Acts; (2) a delay
in the entry of a guilty plea; and (3) the amendment of
rule 87.** In addition, the current calendering system
was incorporated. Cases were scheduled for trial with pri-
orities given to jailed defendants and old cases provided
there was no conflict with the case-assigned District At-
torney. The 1965 input data was used, plus the above
modifications, The results are tabulated in rows 6 and
7 of table I-8. Row 6 reflects the effects of enforcement
of rule 87 on elapsed times after arraignment, Row 7
shows the simulated average times with one grand jury
sitting regularly and with an additional grand jury sitting
when necessary to keep the average waiting time in the
Grand Jury Unit tinder 1 day. This Run also reflects the
effects of maintaining the 1965 guilty plea rate of 55 per-
cent. This last result again suggests that the timetable
recommended by the Administration of Justice Task
Force apparently can be met up to trial.

Other changes can be examined with minor modifica-
tion of COURTSIM. For example, one could examine:

O What would happen to bottlenecks and time delays

if a different calendaring system were introduced
in the District Court?

0 What would happen if more cases had to be
procesed than presently estimated?
0 What would be the effect of further changes in the
scheduling of motions, sentencing and trial dates?
The above analyses indicate what can be done with
a tool like COURTSIM in studying the impact on time
intervals of changes in the court procedures. Associated

Table 1-8—Representative Felony Processing Times (Average Number of Days)

with these analyses one must also look at the potential
changes in the workload, Table I-9 shows the court
workloads obtained from the various computer runs of
COURTSIM. InRuns4,6, 7, and 10, about 30 percent
of the estimated number of hours the U.S. Commissioner
has available for presentments and preliminary hearings
were used for this purpose. On the other hand, the U.5.
Branch, Court of General Sessions, was used at approxi-
mately 90 percent of its available capacity in these simu-
lation runs. (This Branch also tries misdemeanors.)

To sce the effect of relieving the workload on the
U.S. Branch, a run of COURTSIM (Run 2) was made
with all felony defendants (about 6,300) having pre-
liminary processing at the U.S. Commissioner’s office.
The condensed time and workload results are shown in
tables I-8 and I-9. The computer run indicates that
the time to process a defendant is not significantly in-
creased, nor will the workload on the U.S. Commissioner
be excessive, if all those arrested on a felony charge have
preliminary proceedings before the U,S. Commissioner.*
This tentative conclusion bears further investigation;
however, these preliminary results suggest that such ac-
tions be considered. If all defendants were processed only
at the U.S, Branch, General Sessions (Run 3), the work-
load would be excessive, with a slight increase in the
times to reach varlous processing stages,

In summary, the 1965 data indicated that the median
time to disposition, not including the time between con-
viction and sentencing, was 130 days for all defendants
arraigned in that year, Of this time, approximately 40
days elapsed between preliminary hearing (or present-
ment, for those who waived preliminary hearing) and
return of indictment. The computer simulation indi-
cated that most of this time (35 days) was spent waiting
for processing in the Grand Jury Unit. With a second
grand jury and associated support the cases no longer
piled up at this point and the 35-day wait to which all
felony cases were subject was eliminated. About 70
percent of all felony cases filed in the court in 1965 were

Refurn of £nd of Ready for Time in Queue |
Presentment to {ndictment rral Gui '
COURTSIN Rum me Arralgnment uilty plea Dismissal motfons teial at Grga?{lury Run
S RSN VRPN, PUIIIISPOSIUN SUS-EPUPURIPIUI SUNPRPTUNIN SO (R fiw

‘l965 data (mediandays)... ... ... ... 40 83 107 134 148 1167 ? PN
{965 basic, rovised. .. .. ... T T 54 16 122 152 160 % Ty
1965 basle with grand fury queue eliminated,...... . I8 24 $0 0z | ... 127 8 6 h
1965 basle with grand jury queve eliminated and zero
) E T L L T T R O U S, 6 8 48 14 . 5 <1 5
1965 basic~All cases processed through U.S, Coms -

[ T O S 61 64 131 140 e 164 45 2
2’965 basie with rule 87; guifty pleas at 30 percent , .- 38 40 68 58 70 88 3 10
1965 basle with rule 87, ellminated queue at grand
B R AR ITT PP 7 9 3 2 Kt} 57 <1 9
Administration of Justica task force model timetable

[ BT 1) PR, 14 17 80 e 258 8 7 .. b

1 At least ! motlon,
2 Flrst motion decided,
1 To drial date.

M Amended rule 87 of the U.S, District Court for the District of Columbla pros
vides that motions are fo be filed within 10 days aflter srraignment and heard the
weeond Feiday thereaiter ¢ arraignnients are to be held the second Fiiday after the
vetur of the Indlictiment.

" Undcr' the present system of fees, and a maximum permissible yeatly payment,
there 1s little incentivs 1o process additional cases once this maximum has been
reached, In the District of Columbia, the U.S. Commissioner typleally carns his
maximum: salary {n the first 6 months of the year.
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Table |-8,—Estimated Number of Hours/Year Required From Processor

U.S5. Commis- U.S. Branch, Court of General Grand Jury Uni} .S, Distriet Coyrt
. sioner Sesslons
Processing unit — — — )
simulated
Presentment U.S. Attorney: Presenfment U.S. Attorney Grand jury Motions and Trials 3
and preliminary Preparing, and preliminary preparing 3 indlctment Arraignment santencing (cases)
earing screening, etc. eating

Estimated hoursiyear. .. ovenvnonnen-es 1,300 4,675 1, 560 3,900 1,040 260 1,300 5,200
1,390 3,600 1,010 193 T . 440
1,406 14, 010 i1, 120 160 387 387
1,442 4,010 1,044 152 480 666
SN 3,895 1,048 147 436 n
1,375 3,000 1,058 148 400 132
1,633 3,700 1,070 153 432 420

{ Run 6 used the increased Grand Jury Unit resources of 25 paccent discussed fn the text,
2 These are number of cises per year. The number of casesfyear varies In Runs 2, 3, 6,
and ? because of the randam tunction used in COURTSIM, The tncreased numbecs in Ruas

disposed of by guilty plea or were dismissed on motion
before the next major potential bottleneck in the system,
awaiting trial. In the simulation, opening the bottle-
neck at the grand jury reduced the net time in the court
for these 70 percent of the cases by the full 35-day wait
at the grand jury.

Not all aspects of the COURTSIM runs were com-
pletely successful, For example, in the 1965 simula-
tion, the cases that went to trial (i.e., 30 percent of the
total cases) took approximately 5 weeks less when- the
bottleneck at the grand jury was eliminated, There was
only a slight increase in the time it took to go from ar-
raignment to trial dispasition. The explanation for this
probably lies in the nature of the data that were available
for the simulation:

(1) Number of Judges: In 1965 an average of five
judges was reported to have been sitting on the
criminal side of the U.S. District Court for the
District of Columbia.

(2) Available Judge Hours: The courtroom hours

for trials were 10:00-12:30 and; 1:45~-4+00 (with-.
two .10-minute breaks) 4 days a veek; the fifth-

day was reserved for motions and sentencing.

From the above, it was assumed that 5,200 hours per
vear were available for trial of criminal cases in the
District Court in 1965 (5 judgesX 20 hours/week X 52
weeks/year).

(3) Required Trial Time: The available data on

felony trial times were as follows:

(a) From the D.C. Crime Commission
analysis of 1965 felony cases, an aver-
age of 2 days and 3 days for nonjury
and jury trials, respectively (these rep-
resent upper bounds in that weekends
are included and fractional days are
considered full days}).

(b) From the Administrative Office of
the U.8. Courts, Annual Report 1965,
table C8, the average nonjury trial
time was computed to be 1.33 days, the

4 and 10 resuft from a decreased percantage of pleaders, ,
3 The varlations in preparation times fram rum to run Is in part due to t9a different esti-
mated processing times used.

average jury trial time was computed
to be 2.8 days. (This is an overall
average of all U.8. District Courts.)

In the simulation an average of 1.3 days was used for
single defendant nonjury cases, 1.8 days for single de-
fendant jury cases. These values were increased for
multiple defendant cases (35 percent of the cases) for
an overall average of 1.5 days and 2.2 days for nonjury
and jury trials, respectively. These times do not include
Friday, Saturday, and Sunday for cases that ran over the
weekend, When that time is included, an average of
2 days and 3.6 days for nonjury and jury trials, respec-
tively, resulted in the simulation.

(4) Number of Trials: In the simulation a total of
440 cases went to trial; this compares with 407
reported for the U.S. District Court for District

of Columbia in fiscal year 1965 in the Adminis- . *

trative Office report (table C7). Y

Based on (1) to (4) above the simulation indicated
that the total number of trial hours required in 1965 was
90 percent of the trial hours assumed available. By re-

- ducing the queye at the grand jury a temporary surge was
“created-and ingreased the load on the judges by an ad-
ditional 15 percent. "Theslight queue resulting from this
did not significantly increase the total average time for
trial disposition.

In summary an average of 25 percent time reduction
was observed for the combined trial and nontrial dispo-
sitions, This reduction is due to the fact that there was
only a small increase in time for those who had trial dis-
positions (due to the temporary surge by relieving the
queue at the grand jury) under the assumptions in the
simulation.

Further, if one required that all motions be filed and
heard within 17 days, (Run 8) in association with the in-
crease in the Grand Jury Unit resources, the simulation
results indicated that the mean time from initial present-
ment to trial disposition was reduced from over 5 months
to 3 months,

There appears to be some evidence that since 1965
there have been increasing demands on the courts.  This




might be attributed to several recent changes, e.g., the
Bail Reform Act and the Criminal Justice Act. The
study in question did not assess these changes in detail.
Furthermore, the procedure for scheduling cases for trial
has been modified, and the percentage of cases disposed
of by guilty pleas has reportedly declined.

During the period {rom 1960-63, the yearly averages
were 1,093 filings and 1,077 terminations, a close bal-
ance, The court's processing rate over the period
1964-66 averaged about 1,200 cases per year,  From
1963--66, filings increased at a rate of over 100 cases per
year to a level of 1,453 in 1966. The backlog of pending
cases, which was stable at an average value of 480 in the
period 1960-64, climbed to 610 in 1963 and 913 in 1966.
This would seem to offer strong evidence that significant
changes occurred in the District of Columbia courts dur-
ing the 1965-67 time period. Because of the above, a
detailed analysis of the courts in the present time period
would be required to evaluate the court’s reésources neces-
sary to handle the current workload. Unfortunately,
the data required for this analysis and simulation are not
readily available and for certain types of data (e.g., proc-
essing time) are not being collected. The computer sim-
ulation tool developed here can be used in this evaluation
provided that these data are made available,

The data deficiencies which have limited all the Task
Force’s efforts have also hampered the court analyses,
even though the District of Columbia criminal felony data
is far more extensive than any examined. ~Some of the
required data are not available in court records nor in the
present criminal jackets or records. To alleviate this
deficiency:

(1) Data should be collected not only on those cases
for which return of indictments are made but also
on those cases (or defendants) which drop out
from the felony processing route. This can be
accomplished by establishing a felony disposition
file made up of jackets which store the informa-
tion on each case until disposition.. Each jacket
should contain all the required information on the
case, including all the data presently being col-
lected in the felony jackets as well as the following
types of information:

Amount of court time spent at each processing
stage, ¢.g., length of time for preliminary hear-
ing.

Number of witnesses used at each processing stage.

The date the case was ready to be processed and
the date it actually was processed; e.g., when
the case was handed to the Grand Jury Unit for
processing, when it was presented, and when the
indictment was voted.

(2) The jackets should be designed and coded so as
to minimize the problems associated with conver-
sion to computer tapes or cards. To achieve a
maximum of uniformity and consistency, the
jacket design should use a multiple-choice selec-
tion layout., Such a design has been established

by the Administrative Board of the Judicial Con.
ference of the State of New York. A felony dis-
position jacket should be formatted so as to be
applicable on a nationwide basis using the New
York approach as a basic guide. A misdemeanor
disposition record should be designed concurrently
with the same features.

No data have been collected to investigate the possible
cost for data collection or those costs associated with the
changes investigated in the court system, Obviously,
such analyses are required in order to determine which of
several proposed changes achieves a desired level of im-
provement, such as meeting a model timetable, most eco-
nomically. This general approach, called cost-effective-
ness analysis, has become standard within the Depart-
ment of Defense and has applicability to the activities
associated with the criminal justice system. One esti-
mate made indicated that an additional increase of
25 percent of manpower resources in the Grand Jury
Unit (one U.S. Attorney, one clerk, both full time,
and one grand jury, one quarter of the year) would
cost approximately $50,000.

Some conclusions and recommendations can be drawn
based on the results of the analyses of the District of Co-
lumbia felony data and the running of COURTSIM.
Some require more detailed analyses based on accurate
measures of processing times. Others call for close, co-
ordinated work between the court staff and a research
team to refine, examine, and test some of the tentative
conclusions.

Based on the examination of the processing of felony
cases in the District of Columbia;

0 Serious consideration should be given to using the
U.S. Commissioner's office for the preliminary
processing of felony defendants, thereby relieving
the workload on the U.S. Branch of the Court of
General Sessions. Readjustment of resources in
the U.S. Attorney’s Office and additional hearing
days at the U.S. Commissioner would probably be
required.

0 Based on the above analyses, the elapsed time be-
tween presentment and return of indictment can be
reduced from an average of 6 weeks to 2 weeks by
eliminating the queue at the grand jury. This would
require some additional hours by the grand jury,
a more expeditious manner of preparing and proc-
essing the indictments and a review of the addi-
tional U.S. Attorney and clerical manpower. re-
quirements. Relief of this delay at the grand jury
will have an impact on the queue that exists for
trial. A close examination of the extent to which
court rules for filing motions and granting motions
are enlorced, the practicality of extensive use of
pretrial hearings, together with an analysis of the
number of hours and trial days available would
reveal the impact of relieving the grand jury queue
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on the total time before disposition for defendants
going to trial.

O The timetable recommended by the Administration
of Justice Task Force appears to be reasonable for
the District of Columbia court system and could be
used as a standard against which to measure delzy.

O An intensive data collection effort should be insti-
tuted in the District of Columbia court system 1n
order that the present simulation can be refined and
other analyses performed. This data collection
should record the time, in minutes and hours, not
just days, that is actually spent in processing the
defendant, by what court official or staff member
this is done, and what action is taken. This should
cover all cases from time of arrest to final disposi-
tion, not just those cases that are commenced in
District Court. Such an effort would not be unduly
burdensome; statistical sampling techniques can be
used, forms prepared and those persons already in-
volved in the system could record the necessary
information,

O The COURTSIM model can be refined with better
data and in close coordination with court officials;
it should be pursued and imbedded in the court
system to provide court management with a useful
tool, Furthermore, it has the potential for including

processing of misdemeanor cases in the Court of
General Sessions.

The analysis of court operations, although focused on
delay in the proceeding of felony defendants in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, leads to recommendations for court
operations in general:

O A uniform data base should be established in order
that meaningful and useful analyses can be accom-
plished to isolate problem areas and recommend
solutions on a county, State or National level,

0 The COURTSIM model should be extended to
several large urban areas as a pilot study to deter-
mine its applicability to other court systems and its
overall usefulness, Concurrently with these pilot
studies, & more sophisticated computer language
should be developed to increase the efficiency and
flexibility of the simulation program.

The Task Force has focused on delay and workload,
Clearly there are other areas of equal importance that
deserve close examination: updated management pro-
cedures administered by a court administrator; evalua-
tion of the cost and marspower requirements associated
with potential changes in the system; organizational
changes in some courts; and the layout of physical
facilities,
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PART 1I

DATA REQUIREMENTS AND COURTSIM

The primary purpose of Part II is to provide the basic
data and back-up details on the court statistics and COURTSIM
of the District of Columbia trial court system for the process-
ing of felony defendants. Appendix A provides detail with re-
gard to the data requirements for the simulation and discusses
some of the problems of data collection and analysis. Appendix
B describes the features of the simulation and as such should
provide the systems analyst with some of the necessary infor-
maétion for developing and applying this tool to other court

systems.
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APPENDIX A

DATA REQUIREMENTS, COLLECTION AND ANALYSES

INTRODUCTION

Several classes of data were required
to develop and validate the simulation of the
District of Columbia court system for the
processing of felony defendants. These were

as follows:

1. Resources available at each stage
of the process (number of judges,
prosecutors, grand juries).

2. The daily and weekly work sched-
ule of bthe resources (number of
hours per day and days per week
available for processing felony
defendants).

3. The time required to process a
defendant at each stage (e.g.,
case preparation time, courtroom
time for presentment, prelimi-
nary hearing, motion hearing,
trial, ete.). k

4, The workload on the court system
and flow between processing units
(number arrested and percentage
flow between processing units
from arrest: to disposition).

5. Characteristics of defendants and
cases (e.g., percentage of cases
with one, two, three, etc., de-

fendants, most serious crime
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charge, numuer of motions filed
per defendant, etc.).

6. Distribution of elapsed time,
measured in days and weeks, be-
tween stages of the process (e.g.,
presentment to preliminary hear-
ing, preliminary hearing to re-

turn of indictment, etc.).

The first five items are necessary
data inputs for the simulation; the last item
provides a measure of how the system is ac-
tuélly working, namely, the time that it
takes to be processed through the system.

It was against these time distributions that
the simulation was validated. In other
words, when the output statistics of the sim-
ulation sufficiently matched the measured
time intervals in the aciual court system,

then the simulation was considered valid.

- Experiments could then be run to measure

the effects on these time intervals of making

procedural, organizational and resource al-

location changes.

To obtain these measured time in-
tervals, data that had been collected from

the criminal file jackets of felony cases

© filed in the District Court in 1965 were

used. These data collected for the Presi-

dent's Commission on Crime in the District



of Columbial probably constitute the most
comprehensive data base about felony cases
that exists in the country. Space for over
160 items of information about each defend -
ant was provided on a data collection sheet
designed and coded for 4 IBM cards. The
data were abstracted from the criminal file
jackets at the District Court and then key
punched and packed on magnetic tape. Anal-
yses were performed and reported in the
D.C. Crime Commission report, The tape
was obtained for use in the present study and
additional analyses were performed2 direct-
ed primarily at obtaining frequency distribu-
tions of time for processing the felony de-
fendants between various stages of the proc-
ess and for obtaining case and defendant
characteristics--most serious charge, num-
ber of motions, number and length of con-

tinuances, etc.

Although these 1965 felony data for the
District of Columbia are perhaps the most
readily available and comprehensive, they
are still not wholly adequate. For example,

not all defendants arrested on a felony charge

IThe data collectioh and analyses for the
D.C. Crime Commission were performed
by C-E-~I-R, Inc., under a grant from the
Office of Law Enforcement Assistance,
U.S. Department of Justice (LEAA Con-
tract 66-5). o

2'.[‘he tape format and programs written to
analyz.e. the data and produce tables are
available at IDA,
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are included--only those whose cases that
were filed in the District Court--therefore,
the defendants who were processed in the
Court of General Sessions after the charge
had been reduced to a misdemeanor prior to
or after grand jury congideration do not ap-
pear in the data. Also, not all cases proc-
essed in the District Court in 1965 are in-
cluded --only those that were commenced
(indictment was returned) during that year.
Thus, cases pending in the Court as of

1 January 1965 and processed during 1965
do not appear in the data. These limitations
of the data could not be corrected in the
time available; however, it is not felt'that
they significantly affected the results of the
study, and in some cases they could be par-
tially corrected with estimates. In addition,
since the validation data, namely, the
elapsed times in the system, were for the
1965 time period, the input data had to be

obtained for this same time period.

The following is a description of the
input and validation data including the

sources and values.

RESOURCES

The resources that were assumed to
be available in 1965 for processing the fel-
ony defendants in the court system are
shown in Table A-1. The average number
of personnel (prosecutors, judges, grand

juries) assigned and the number of hours

" A‘ ., ,, .,. ’ s - ey . | - R - , it ST, - v
AR LR B g ¥ oS y — — i G — S .. Loy
3 i f i = Sotivt ¥ St E i R ? $ L i S o o § i g
5 : R X Al - 2 EEERHIY S

per day and days per week they were avail-
able are tabulated separately for the major
parts of the system. These data were ob-
tained in the fall of 1966 by interviewing
court personnel to reconstruct the conditions

that existed in 1965.

TABLE A-1, COURT RESQURCES ASSUMED AVAILABLE
1N 1965 FOR PROCESSING FELONY DEFENDANTS

Average No. | .Averago | Average
Type of Resource Assigned Hours/Day | Days/Week

U,8. Branch, Court of Gengral
Sessions

Assigtant U.S, Altorneys 3 2.5 6
Judjes 1 5 6

i
o

U.S, Commissioner 1

Grand Jury Unit

Grand dury 1
Assgistant U, S. Attorneys 3

e o
o

o

V.8, District Court

Judges
Assistant U.S, Attorneys 13 5

e«
<<
©

=)

Fach of 6 Assistant U, S. Attorneys
{AUSA) asgigned to the Court of General
Sessions, spent; on the average, 2.5 hours
in the morning'6 days a week reviewing po-
lice charges against persons arrested for
felonies and in the courtroom for present-
ments and preliminary hearings. They spent

the remainder of the day on such matters as

~citizen complaints and the prosecution, of

misdemeanors in the U,S. Branch of the

Court of General Sessions. The U,S.

Branch had one ~judge, assigned for the pre-~

liminary processing of felony defendants~-
presentments and preliminary hearings. In
addition to the time spent on these matters,

this court also handles presentments for
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misdemeanors and non-jury trials of mis--
demeanors. The time available for these
proceedings is included in the 5 hours/day,

6 days/week shown in Table A-1.

The alternate route for preliminary
processing of felony defendants is through
the U.S. Commissioner's Office. One U.S.
Commisgioner was available an assumed
average of 5 hours a day, 5 days a week for
presentments and preliminary hearings.
The remaining three hours were available
for other matters, e.g., bond hearings, the
issuing of arrest and search warrants, etc.
An AUSA from the Grand Jury Unit was
present at the U.S. Commissioner's Office
for preliminary hearings and review of
charges on Tuesday and Thursday from 1-3

hours.,

At the Grand Jury Unit one grand
jury was available 5 hours per day for 4
days per week. The grand jury generally
did not sit on Friday; indictments were pre-
pared on that day based on the grand jury's
deliberations during the week, Threé
AUSA's were assigned to the Grand Jury
Unit and the average time available for
preparation of and presentation of cases to
the grand jury, review and proofing of in-
dictment papers was 5 hours per day, 5 days
a week. Additional time was spent at the
U.8. Commigsioner's Office as mentioned
above and in authorizing warrants and pre~

paring informations..



In the District Court, 5 judges on an
average were assigned to criminal matters.
Trials (jury and non~jury) were generally
held on Monday through Thursday. On Fri-
day, defendants were arraigned on the for-
mal charge, motions heard, the convicted
gentenced and during any remaining time,

trials conducted.

Thirteen AUSA's were assigned to the
Criminal Trial Division of the U. S. Attor-
ney's office to handle all cases in which the
grand jury returned an indictment~-by irial
or other means of disposition. It was as-
sumed they spent 5 hours per day, 5 days

per week processing the cases.

This, then, is a swmary of the major

resources that were assumed available (num-

per and time) at each of the processing stages

of the system. As was mentioned earlier,
the available resource times were based on

estimates and, furthermore, these were av-

3nThe court has 15 judges appointed for life
by the President with the advice and con-
sent of Congress. These judges were
assigned in rotation for periods of 3 to 4
months in civil motions, civil jury trials,
civil non-jury trials, condemnation and
pretrial on criminal trials. During nine
months of the year, five or six of the
judges have generally been assigned to
criminal trials. During July, August and
September, the number assigned to crim-
inal matters varies by the week and usu-

~ ally ranges from one to three judges un.til

late September.' (D.C. Crime Commis-
sion Report, Pp. 235-236).

erages. Obviously gick and vacation times
affected resource availability and this varied
with time of the year;3 however, the number
of resources available ona weekly or
monthly basis was not obtainable for all of
the resources listed in Table A-1. Because
of this, the use of averages throughout was
more appropriate in this feasibility study.
Although it would be a relatively simple task
to collect these data in the day-to-day oper-
ation of the court, they were not available

in 1965 and they are not being collected to-

day.

PROCESSING TIMES

The next set of data needed concerned
the actual amount of time required to process
a defendant or case at each stage of the proc-
ess, namely, non—courfroom preparation
time and courtroom time. The processing
times at each stage of the system were crit-
ical to the simulation, yet no data were avail-
on these times. Instead, they had to be ob-
tained through interviewing court personnel
and obtaining their estimates of average,
minimum and maximum4 processing times

supplemented to the extent possible by ob-
servations in the courtroom. The resulting
assumed times are shown in Table A-2. It

will be noted that these times are expressed

LJ.FM'aximum times used are not intended to

represent the few atypical cases that take
unusually long times.
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ey 5

in 5~minute intervals since these were the
clock times used in the simulation. Further,
a uniform distribution was assumed, e.g.,

a preliminary hearing was assumed to take
on the average 30 minutes with a spread of
+15 minutes. Since these were based on
estimates and limited observations, a more
sophisticated distribution did not appear to
be justified. As mentioned in connection
with the available resource times assumed,
these data could be recorded during the daily
processing of cases in a relatively simple
manner; however, this was not done in 1965
nor is it being done today.

TABLE A-2. ASSUMED PROCESSING TIMES

Average Spread
Type of Process Time ()
Courtroom
Presentment 5 min -
Preliminary Hearing 30 min 15 min
Arraignment 5 min m—
Mation Hearing 15 min 10 min
Guilty Plea 5 min ——
Trial
Jury: One defendant case 12 hr 7.5hr
Non-jury: One defendant case * Bhr 6 hr
Non-Courtroom
AUSA acreening (prior to presentment) 15 min 15 min
AUSA preparation before grand jury
consgideration 40 min 10 min
Grand jury consideration 30 min 15 min
AUSA processing after grand jury
consideration 60 min 30 min
AUSA information preparation 45 min —-—

The time-~related data contained in the
criminal jacket were the dates on whi;ih the
presentment took place, preliminary hear-
ing was held, motion was heard, trial began
and ended, etc. These were too gross for
use in thé simulation, Many of the process-

ing times were estimated by a series of ob-
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servations in the courtroom; for example,
it was observed that 40 defendants were ar-
raigned individually in a total of 20 minutes,
preliminary hearings took betx&een 10 and
30 minutes, and motions between 5 and 45
minuies, Non-courtroom times, on the
other hand, were based on estimates by the
individuals involved, e.g., Assistant U.S.
Attorneys in the Grand Jury Unit estimated
that it took an average of 90 minutes {o pre-
pare and present a case to the grand jury,
and then--following the grand jury's vote--
to prepare the indictment. This process in-
cluded proofreading of the indictment by
three Assistant U.S. Attorneys separately
and finally by the chief of the Unit.

Most of the steps in the process re-~
quire very little actual courtroom time. A
defendant can be presented before a magis-
trate in a few miinutes, A preliminary
hearing takes between 15 and 30 minutes un-
less there is extensive cross-examinaticn
or the Government is forced to produce many
witnesses. A grand jury can hear, consider,
and vote on the average case-in 30 minutes.
Arraignment takes a few minutes. Most
motions can be heard in 10 minutes although
some, in which evidence is taken, may re~
¢uire as much as half a day. A guilty plea

usually takes no more court time than is re-

quired to pose and receive "yes'' or '"no"

answers to a dozen questions.




The actual courtroom time for the de-
fendant who pleads guilty prior to trial prob-
ably totals less than 1 hour. Added to this
time is, of course, case preparation time
by both prosecution and defense and the proc-
essing of papers in the Clerk's office. For
those cases that go to {rial there is addi-
tional courtroom and preparation time. A
prosecuting attorney has estimated that he
would spend about a half day in preparation
for an assault-with-a-deadly-weapon case
involving two witnesses, and upward to a
week on a homicide case involving 20 wit-
nesses. Actual courtroom trial {ime on the
basis of hours was unavailable. The avail-
able data on felony trial times were as fol-

lows:

a. TFrom the D.C. Crime Com-
mission analysis of 1965 felony
cases, an average of 2 days for
non-jury and 3 days for jury
trials. (These represent upper
bounds in that weekends are in-
cluded and fractional days are
considered full days.)

b.  From the Administrative Office of
the U.S. Courts, Annual Report
1965, Table C-8, the average non-
jury trial time was computed to be
1.33 days, the averdge jury trial
time was computed to be 2.8 days.
(This is an overall average of all

_ U.B. District Courts.)
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In the simulation, an average of 1.§
days was used for single defendant non-jury
cases, 1.8 days for single defendant jury
cases. These values were increased for
multiple defendant cases for an overall av-
erage of 1.5 days and 2.2 days for non~jury
and jury trials, respectively. These times
did not include Friday, Saturday, and Sunday
for cases that ran over the weekend. When
that time was included, the results in the
simulation showed an average of 2 days for

non-jury and 3.6 days for jury trials.

In addition to the processing times,
certiain other minimum times were associ-
ated with case preparation and/or the phys-
ical movement of persons or papers between
processing stages of the court system.
These "transit" times are described in
Table A-3 with the agsociated values used
in the program.5 The values are based on
court rules (e.g., time between indictment
and arraignment), observed practices (e.g.,
time between presentment and preliminary
hearing at the U.S. Commisgioner's Office),
or tabulated data6 (e.g., time between pre-
sentment and pi‘eliminary hearing at the

Court of General Sessions). In addition,

5The program listing, Annex to Appendix
B, describes many of these "transit"
times as "delay."

6 , .
See Llapsed Time For Processing Felony
Defendants and Annex to Appendix A.

i

continuances granted before trial were as-
sumed to last on the average 50 days,; %20
days. For those motions granted, it was as-
sumed that completion time was 0 days (e.g.,
suppression of evidence), 14 days (e.g., dis-

covery), or 60 days (e.g., mental examina -

tion).
TABLE A-J. ASSUMED TRANSIT TIMES FOR STAGES
OF THE COURT PROCESS
Average Spread, Days
Stages of the Court Procuss ‘Time, Days tx)
AUSA screont ng and pr { 15 wmin 10- min

siwean pres t and preliminary hearing 3.5 34,5
at Court of General Sesaiong (when both
are not held on same day)

Between. prosentment and preliminary 14 10
bedring at U,8, Commissioner’s
office (when botli axe'not held on
same day)

Botween indlctmoent and arralgnment 14 2
Between arcaigninent and (irst motion 10 10

Between arraignment and trial
{minlmum time}

42 -

Between conviction und sentencing 30 - 30

WORKLOAD AND FLOW

The workload on the court system and
general flow of defendants through the sys-
tem are shown in Figure A-1 for the Fiscal
Year 1965. These figures, determined by
the D.C. Crime Commission, are based on
public records and estirna’ces.7 They con-
té,in discrepancies which have not been re-
solved, e.g., in Fiscal 1965 the U.S. Atftor-~
ney (at the Court of General Sessions and
U.8. Commissioner's Office) reviewed a

total of 10,825 misdemeanor and felony ar-

rests which is less than the total of 12,600

arrests reported by the police for offenses

7

D.C. Crime Commissioh, pp. 231-235.
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within their jurisdiction~--an apparent over-
count by the police according to the D.C.

Crime Commission.

The system flow was described in
greater detail for the simulation. The var-
ious means of exiting from the system were
treated separately and intermediate steps be-
tween the stages shown in Figure A-1 were
identified and percentage flow of defendants
assigned. The details of this are given in
Appendix B.8 For the intermediate steps,
estimates of percentages from the felony data
described in the next section combined with
those from personnel in the system were used,
For example, it was assumed that of those
persons at the U.S. Commissioner's Office
accused of a felony and who were not dis-~
missed, approximately 35 percent waived a
preliminary hearing, the remainder (65 per-
cent) bad a preliminary hearing following
which 90 percent were held for grand jury
action and 10 percent left the system on a

finding of no. probable cause.

The percentages assigned to the system
flow in Appendix B are based on an arrest
rate of 50 felonies and misdemeanors per
day or 18,250 per year obtained from
estimates prior to the D.C. Crime Com-
migsion report. This is higher than that
shown in Figure A-1 and the resulting
workload on the Court of General Sessions
wasg higher in the simulation than it actu-
ally was in 1965. However, the number of
defendants held for grand jury action and
processed through the rest of the system
in the simulation are in close agreement
with those in Figure A-1.




(Police, FBI, etc.)

Arrests

6250 Felonies
6350 Misdemeanors

9725
HOOW \ .
- No Papers
U.S.
L] i i ‘ 250 U.Sn
.ﬁ]uséol[z:br?:sgau% < Commissioner Attorney 255 {Corporation
) "1 Counsel
250 1400 Felonies
6970 Misdemeanors
U.S. Branch |
! Court of General 7670 . *
600 Sessions
1
350 1300
Y
> 290 _ | * Dismissed
Grand Jury 265 > Grand Jury >« lanored
Originals
1525%*
\
U. S'
District Court
. y 1285
240; 198y 351 72y 265 715§
‘° . Trial Guilty
p S:{!l Dismissed Acquitted Conviction Pleg
ending :
¥
[nsanity ¥ 237

*Misdemeanor dispositions and no probable

cause on preliminary hearing.
**110 by information.

FIGURE A-1.
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Flow of Defendants==Fiscal Year 1965
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In summary, there were g reported
6250 persong arrested in D.C, on a felony
charge. Approximately two-thirds of these
did not reach the stage of indictment or in-
formation on a felony charge-~instead their
charge was reduced to a misdeameanor or
the prosecution dropped their cageg. A
total of 1525 defendants were arraigned in
District Court on a formal felony charge.
Trial court disposition of these was approxi-
mately as follows: 55 percent on a guilty
plea, 15 percent dismissed, and the remain-

ing 30 percent went to trial.

It should be noted that arrests were
generated according to a function that did not
account for seasonal and daily variations.
These are, of course, known to exist and

could be easily programmed when data exist,

CHARACTERISTICS OF DEFENDANTS
AND CASES

A number of characteristics descrip-
tive of the types of defendants and caseg that
were processed through the system were
needed. Among these were the number of
defendants per case, crime charge, number
of motions filed and continuances granted be-
fore trial, and the probability of a guilty plea
at arraignment as a function of felony type.
Measures of these characteristics were ob-
tained from the previously described data
collected on the cases filed in the District

Court in 1965.
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It was determined that the distribution

of defendants Per case was as follows;

No. of Percent
Defendants/Case of Cases
1 82
2 13
3 3
4 or more 2

Or an average of 1,25 defendants per case for
those felony cases filed in the Disi:rict Court
in 1965.9 In the simulation, cases were
formed according to this distribution at the
time of arraignment and then processed ag
cases until guilty plea or sentencing after

trial conviction when defendants were again

processed individually.

The 1965 felony data identified the most
serious charge for each defendant. TFor the
defendants whose cases were filed in the
District Court in 1965, the distribution of
most serious crime charges was as shown in
Table A-4. The 17 different categories of
crime charges were aggregated into 4 typeg
as shown. in Table A-4 and thege ﬁercentages
were used in the simulation,

Associated with

these aggregated types were guilty plea rates
as follows:

"‘Type Percent
1 29
2 44
3 50
4 50

A snmlar distribution of defendants/ case
is found during 1967 for cases on the
District Court Ready Calendar.



TABLE A-4, DISTRIBUTION OF MOST SERIOUS CRIME
CHARGES--1965 FELONY DEFENDANTS

. Number of Percentage of
Category Defendants Defendants

Type 1
Murder ist deg and 2nd deg 95 5.9
Mansiaughier 11 0.7
Asnsault 209 13,0
Rape . A7 3.0
Buh Total 362 22.6

Type 2
Rabbery 302 18.9
Burglary 253 15,8
Larceny and Theft ki3 4.7
Auto Theft 138 8.6
Sub Total 768 48.0

Type 3
Embezzlemont 12 0.7
Fraud 44 2.7
Forgery 92 5.8
Sub Tetal 148 9.2

Typo 4
Vice 2 0.1
Sax 17 L1
Narcotles 107 6.7
Gambling 113 7.0
Wenagons 12 2.6
Miscellanoous A4 2.7
Sub Total 325 20,2
Total 1603 100.0

The numbers of motions filed between
arraignment and dispositions by felony type
for those with non-trial dispositions (guilty
plea or dismissal) are tabulated in Table No.
64, in the Annex to this Appendix; similar
data for defendants with trial dispositions
~ are given in Annex Table No., 65. Frequen-
cies and lengths of continuances tabulated
according to most serious crime charge and
time between arraignment and disposition
are tabulated in Annex Tables Nos. 56-61.
These, plus the other Annex tables, supple-
mented by analyses that had been performed
by the D.C. Crime Commission, wére used
to develop the percentages that describe the
distribution and flow of defendants/cases for
the simulation (these are called "FUNCTION"
in the GPSS language).

ELAPSED TIME FOR PROCESSING FELONY
DEFENDANTS

The previously described data base
collected for the D.C. Crime Commission
was the source used to obtain frequency dis-
tributions of elapsed time between process-
ing stages of the court system in 1965. The
time in days was tabulated between such
segments as presentment (initial appearance)
to preliminary hearing, preliminary hearing
to return of indictment, etc. The mean,
median, standard deviation, and range of
days were computed as a function of felony

type and for the population as a whole.

Sixty -eight tables were developed pro-
viding a variety of breakdowns of the total
processing sequence from time of arrest to
final disposition (prior to appeal). These
computer output tables for the 1965 data
are contained in the Annex.m The tables
are defined in terms of the segment of the
process being measured, and the tests or
constraints that were built into the pro-
gram.11 These constraints were needed to
prevent errors or anomalies of the data from
distorting the statistics. For example, those

cases where presentment was held after the

10These tables were also prepared for simi~

lar data collected for the years 1950, 1955
and 1960 and are available at IDA.,

11Copies of the programs developed to proc-
ess the 1965 felony data are available at
IDA. The coding, tape positions and con-
straints used are listed in the Annex.
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grand jury indictment were tabulated sepa~-
rately from those cases where presentment
preceded indictment in order that minus
values would not enter into the second tabu-
lation. Extreme values, i.e., values greater
than the maximum interval in the table, were
printed out separately with the defendant's
criminal number. This permitted a check of
the tape record to detect any obviously incor-
rect dates, e.g., dates beyond May 1966
which was the cut-off date for the data col-
lection. Where these errors were found, the
records were deleted (a total of 53 defend-
ant records for 1965); the final 1965 tables
are based on the records of 1550 defendants
whose cases were commenced in District
Court in 1965. By the latter is meant that
the indictment was returned in 1965; there-
fore, preliminary proceedings may have been
completed in the lower court (Court of Gen~
eral Sessions) or the U.S. Commissioner's
Office prior to 1 January 1965. Unfortu-
nately, the data base did not include those
cases where the charge was reduced to a
misdemeanor during the preliminary pro-
ceedings and the case was disposed of prior
to filing of the indictment or information at
Distriet Court, or those cases that the grand

jury referred back to the lower court.

A summary of the elapsed time associ~
ated with the above data base is contained in
Part I and the Annex containg the complete

set of data output tables developed; therefore,
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no further discussion of these results will be
presented here, However, it is worth noting
one analysis that was performed to examine
the time segments according to felony type.

A non-parametric test of the hypothesis that
all of the felony types had equal median times
for various time segments was run ang ig
tabulated in Table A-5. This test (Chi-square)
was run three times for each of the time seg-
ments (where the davfa met the test that at
least 80 percent of the cells had an expected
frequency of 5). The first (I) compares the
felony types aggregated into 14 categories,

the second (II) into 4 and finally the third (IX)
compares the aggregate of murder, man-
slaughter, and rape with the aggregate of the
remainder of the felony categories. In gen-
eral, the hypothesis was rejected for those
time segments medsured from date of pre-
sentment. If should be mentioned that in com-~
paring the times there did not appear to be a
great deal of difference between the medians
with the exception of categories of gambling,
and sometimes auto theft and murder. Hence,
the effect of removing gambling and auto theft,
for example, from the time segment of pre-
sentment to non-trial disposition would have
reduced the value of Chi-square by about

80 percent; and based on this, the hypothesis
would have been accepted., A similar resull
was obtained with the time segment of pre~
sentment‘to arraignment (with preliminary

hearing) when gambling is dropped.

&




TABLE A«§. NON~PARAMETRIC TEST OF SIGNIFICANCE BY TYPE OF FELONY CHARGE

® b me
Time Segment . No. of

U From: To: - Defendants | Chi -squurc‘l Significance® Chi-square |- Significance Chi-square | Siguificance
“Proventment | Drobiminary Wearlmg 506 75.6 <0.001 35 0,001 7.6 .01
DProsentment Indictment (with Preliminary Hearing) 502 45,78 <(d,001 19,9 <0,001 0,2 <0,01
Dresentment Arraignment (with Preliminary tearing 493 32,54 0.001 12,94 0.0} 1.6 NS
Pregentment Indictment (without Prelimfoary Hearing) 500 52,90 <0,001 40,52 <0,001 0.34 NS
Presentment Arraignment {without Preliminary Hearing) 469 59.54 0,001 43,62 {3,001 0.92 NS
Presentment Non-Trinl Disposition G311 §5.66 <0,001 17.08 0.001 3.26 <0, 10 »0.05
Prescentment Trial Digposition 244 ——— - 28.04 <0.001 9.4 <g,01
Arratgnment Jury Conviction 91 -—— ——— 3.9 NS 3.06 <0,10 »0.05
Arpnignment Jury Acquittal 67 Pt —— — - 0.4 N§
Arruignment Court Conviction 23 — e - —- - ——
Arcaigim nt Jury Acquittal 14 —— — [ -—- —— —
Arrcaignment Guilly Plea 622 1,86 <0.01 14.50 <0.01 10,06 <0.01
Arraignmoent Digmissal 236 —— - 10.84 <0,01 1.3 NS
Vardict Sentencing 115 - - 3.8 NS 2.5 NS
Gutity Plen Sentoneing G0y 21.5 NS 2,32 NS 1.28 NS
Indictment Trial Disposition 256 —— — 13.62 0.01 9.88 0,01
Indietment Non=Trial Disposition 920 29,82 0,01 11,57 0,01 7,34 0.01
Arraignment Triul Disposition 255 - - 9.72 0,02 G.24 0,02
Arraignment Non~Trial Digposition 810 26.60 0.02 10,52 0,02 3.84 0.02

0

'Iz’vlony type grouping for I+ 1&2 - Murder 18t & 2ud degree, Manslaughter; 3 - Robbery: 4 « Assault; 3 - Burglary; 6 - Lareeny & Theit.
788 ~ Embozzlemont & Freawl; 8 = Aulo Thelt; 10 - Forgery: 11 - Rape; 12814 - Viee, Sex; 14 - Narcoties; 15 - Gambling; 16 - Weapons:
17 - Misceltancous,

b
Folony type grouping for 1. A: 4, 2, 4 & 1, B: 3,5, 6 &9, C. 7, 4, 10, 14 & 15, D12, 13, 16 & 17,

Vl-'vluny lype grouping for I A: 1 2, 4 & 11, B: Remninder.

[ .
The Extension of the, Median Test was used which delormines whether k independent groups of unequal size have been deawn from the
same papuintion or from populatios with equal medians, Siduey Stegel, Nonparametrie Statisties for the Debavioral Seivnees,
MeGraw-141, pe 179, 1956,

v, )
The notalion <0,001 meuny thal the olserved Chi-gquare value is significant at some level less than 0,001,

SUMMARY

The collection of the data described

constitutes one of the more important but

difficult aspécts of developing a simulation

of the court system. In general, these data

do not exist in a readily available form. If

the data did exist, they would be useful, not

only for a simulation such as that described

in Appendix B, but also for identifying and

examining problem areas and effects of
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changes by interpreting the data in connec-

tion with activities that are occurring in the

court system,

Y cpisisguni,

ANNEX TO APPENDIX A

DATA ON FELONY DEFENDANTS WHOSE CASES

WERE FILED IN THE

U.8. DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA'IN 1965
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TABLE A. KEY TO TABLES THAT FOLLOW ON 1965 D, C. FELONY DATA

TITLE OF TABLE (TABLE NO,)*
TELONY CLASSIFICATIONP
Interval Days® 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 18

0

ol

Mean

Median

Standard Deviation

Range8

Numberd

?See listing on Table B, Fuller titles and the conditions that must be met to be included in the frequency distribution
are given in detail in Table B.

bFelony Classification (based on most serious charge) as follows:
1. Murder, lst and 2nd degree
2. Manslaughter
3. Robbery
4, Assault

5. Burglary

6. Larceny and Theft

7. Embezzlement

8, Fraud

9.: Auto Theft

10. Forgery

11, Rape
12, Vice
13, Sex

14, 'Narcotics

15, Gambling

16. Weapons

17, Miscellaneous

®The intervals used vary with the distribution of time being tabulaled, i.e., from single~day intervals to two-week
intervals. All statistics are computed based on the mid-point of the interval.

dNumber of defendants failing in category and meeting the conditions on Table B.
€Cumulative percentage,

fNumber of defendants with times equal to or longer than interval shown. The actual value, felony type, and eriminal
number of these extreme values were tabulated in order to permit checking of the record for recording errors. These
extreme values for each table are shown in the tabulation following Table 68.

€The range from smallest to largest value observed; i.e., mid-point of smallest interval where value observed
subtracted from largest value.
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Total

Cum®



TABLE B. TITLES AND CONDITIONS FOR D.C. DATA TABLES

Table
No. Title
1. Arrest to Presentment (3-1)*
2. Presentment to Preliminary
Hearing (4-3)
- 3. Preliminary Hearing to Grand
Jury Indictment (2-4)
4, Presentment to Indictment (Grand
Jury) where Preliminary Hearing
Waived
5. Presentment to Information where
Preliminary Hearing Waived
(2-3) '
6. Préliminary Hearing to Information
(2-4)
7. Information to Arraignment
(6-2)

8. Grend Jury Indictment to
Arraignment (6-2)

9, Grand Jury Indictment to
Presentment (3-2)
10. Presentment to Arraignment
(6-3)

11. Arrajgnment to First Motion Filed
for Defendants with Non-trial
Dispogition (11-6)

12. TFirst Motion to Second Motion for

Defendants with Non~trial Dis-
position (12-11)

*The numbers shown in this table represent
field number or tape position where the in-
formation is found. These are defined in
Table C.

Conditions That Must be Met

presentment before indictment (3 < 2)

preliminary hearing not waived (N in 362)
preliminary hearing before indictment
(4<2)

preliminary hearing not waived (N in 362)
indictment not waived (N in 299)
presentment before indictment (4 < 2)

preliminary hearing waived (Y in 362)
indictment not waived (N in 299)
presentment before indictment (3 < 2)

preliminary hearing waived (Y in 362)
Grand Jury indictment waived (Y in 299)
presentment before indictment (3 < 2)

preliminary hearing not waived (N in 362)
Grand Jury indictment waived (Y in 299)
preliminary hearing before indictment
(452)

Grand Jury indictment waived (Y in 299)
presentment before indictment (3 < 2)

Grand Jury indictment not waived
(N in 299)
presentment before indictment (3 <2)

presentment after indictment (3 > 2)
presentment after indictment (3 > 2)

non-trial disposition (entry in field 9)
first motion filed on or before non-trial
disposition (11 < 9)

non-trial disposition (entry in field 9)
second motion filed on or before non-
trial disposition (12 < 9)
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13.

14,

15.

16.

17.

18,

19,

20.

21,

23.

24,

25.

Arraignment to Non-Trial Dis~
position Where 1 Motion Filed
(9-6)

Arraignment to Non-Trial Dis-
position Where 2 or More Motions
Filed (9-6)

Arraignment to Non-Trial Dis~
position Where No Motions Filed
(9-6)

Arraignment to First Motion Filed
for Defendants With Trial Dis-
position (11-6)

First Motion to Second Motion for
Defendants With Trial Disposition

Arraignment to Trial Where 1
Motion Filed (21-6)

Arraignment to Trial Where 2 or
More Motions Filed (21-6)

Arraignment to Trial Where No
Motions Filed (21-6)

Indictment to Arraignment (6-2)

Indictment to Non=Trial Dis~
position (9-2)

Indictment to Trial Disposition
(22-2)

Arraignment to Non-Trial Dis-
position (9-6)

Arraignment to Trial Disposition
(22-6) ‘
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a. non-trial disposition (entry in field 9)

b. 1st motion filed on or before non-trial
disposition (11 < 9) and no entries in 12~
19 or if there are entries these are >9

a. non-trial disposition (entry in field 9)
b. 2nd motion filed on or before non-trial
disposition (12 < 9)

a. non-trial disposition (entry in field 9)
b. no motions filed before non-trial dis-
position (11 > 9 or number of motions = 0)

a. trial disposition (entry in field 21)

b. 1st motion filed on or hefore date trial
began (11 < 21)

¢.. no non-trial disposition (field 9 is blank)

a. trial disposition (entry in field 21)

b. 2nd motion filed on or before date trial
began (12 < 21)

€. o non-irial disposition (field 9 is blank)

a. trial disposition (entry in field 21)

b. 1st motion filed on or before trial began’
(11 £ 21) and no entries in 12-19, or if
there are entries, these are > 21

€. no non-trial disposition (field 9 is blank)

a. trial disposition (entry in field 21)

b. where 2nd motion filed on or before trial
(12 = 21)

€. mno non-trial disposition (field 9 is blank)

a. ftrial disposition (entry in field 21)

b. where 2nd motion filed on or before
trial (12 <21) ' »

c. no non-trial disposition (field 9 is blank)

a. presentment is blank (field 3 blank)

a, entry in field 9

a. entry in fields 21 and 22
b. no non-trial disposition (field 9 is blank)

e

entry in field 9

a. entry in fields 21 and 22
b. no non-trial disposition (field 9 is blank)



26.

27,

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

35.

First Motion to Last Motion

Criminal Number of Those With
Entries in Both Non-Trial Dis-
position and Trial Disposition

Number of Motions Filed by De-
fendants who Had a Non-Trial
Disposition

Number of Motions Filed by De-
fendants who Had a Trial Dis-
position

Presentment to Arraignment (6-3)

Tirst Motion to Second Motion for
Non-Trial Disposition (12-11)

Tirst Motion to Second Motion for
Trial Disposition (12~-11)

Presentment to Preliminary
Hearing at USC (4-3)

Preliminary Hearing at U.S. Com-
mission to Indictment by Grand
Jury (2-4)

~Preliminary Hearing at U.S. Com-
mission to Information

TP

TP

a.

1st motion on or before disposition
(11 < 9 or =21)

last motion on or before disposition
(last entry in 12-19 that is € 9 or £ 21)
number of motions at least 1

entries in fields 9, and 21 or 22
non-trial disposition {entry in field 9)

trial disposition (enfry in field 21)
no non~trial dieposition (field 9 is blark)

presentment before indictment (3 < 6)
presentment before arraignment (3 < 6)

non-trial disposition (entry in field 9)
no entry in trial {nothing in {ield 22)
second motion filed on or before non-
trial disposition (12 < 9)

first and second motions filed cn or
after arraignment (11, 12 = 6)

trial disposition (entry in field 22)

no entry in non-trial disposition
(nothing in field 2)

second motion filed on or before trial
disposition (12 « 21)

first and second motions filed on ox
after arraignment (11, 12 =€)

presentment before indictment {3 < 2)
presentment at U.S. Commission (Code
2 in Col. 361)

preliminary hearing not waived (M in
Col. 362) )

preliminary hearing before indictment
(4<2)

-d., same as Table 33 :
indictment by Grand Jury not waived
(N in 299)

-d. same as Table 33

indictment by Grand Jury waived (Y in
299)

36.

37.

39.

40,

41,

42.

43.

44,

Presentment to USC to Indictment
by Grand Jury When Preliminary
Hearing Waived (2-3)

Presentment to USC to Information
Where Preliminary Hearing
Waived (2-3)

Presentment to Preliminary
Hearing at General Sessions

Preliminary Hearing at General
Sessions to Indictment by Grand
Jury (2-4)

Preliminary Hearing at General
Sessions to Information (2-4)

Presentment at General Sessions

to Indictment by Grand Jury Where »

Preliminary Hearing Waived
(2-3)

Presentment at General Sessions
to Information When Preliminary
Hearing Waived (2-3)

Verdict to Sentencing (10-22)

Guilty Plea to Sentencing (10-9)

TP

a.
e.

presentment before indictment (3 <2)
presentment at USC (2 in Col. 361)
preliminary hearing waived (Y in Col.
362)

indictment by Grand Jury not waived
(N in 299)

- ¢, same as Table 36
indictment by Grand Jury waived (Y in
299)

presentment before indictment {3 < 2)
presentment at General Sessinns (Code
1 in Col. 361)

preliminary hearing not waived (N in
Col, 362)

preliminary hearing before indictment
(4 <2)

-d. same as Table 38
indictment by Grand Jury not waived
(N in 299)

. -d. same as Table 38

indictment by Grand Jury waived (Y in
299)

presentment before indictment (3 <2)
presentment at General Sessions (1 in
Col. 361)

preliminary hearing waived (Y in Col.
362)

indictment by Grand Jury not waived
(N in 299)

- ¢, samg as Tabs 41

indictment by Grand Jury waived (Y in
299)

entry in verdict field (field 22)

rio entry in non-¢rial disposition (no
entry in field 9)

verdict is on or before sentencing

(22 < 10)

case not still open

entry in non-frial disposition (field 9)
no entry in vewlict field (no entry in
field 22) '
non-trial disposition on or before date
of sentencing (9 < 10)

case not still open




45,

46.

47,

48,

49,

50.

51.

52,

Presentment to Non-Trial (9-3)

Presentment to Trial Dispostiion
(22-3)

Arraignment to Conviction -
Jury Trial (22-6)

Arraignment to Acquittal -
Jury Trial (22-6)

Arraignment to Conviction -
Non-Jury Trial {22-6)

Arraignment to Acquittal -
Non-Jury Trial (22-6)

Arraignment to Guilty Plea (9-6)

Arraignment to Dismissal (9-6)
Presentment to Indictment (2-3)

Presentment to Arraignment (6-3)

Presentment to Arraignment

Continuance Time as Function of
Time Beiween Arraignment and
Non-Trial Disposition by Guilty
Plea (9-6)

40

a. presentment before indictment (3 < 2)
b. entry in non-trial (field 9) and no entry
in trial disposition (field 22)

a. presentment before indictment (3 <2)
b. entry in trial disposition (field 22) and
no entry in non-trial disposition (field 9)

a., entry in verdict field (field 22)

b. no entry in non-tiral disposition (no
entry in field 9)

¢. trial by jury (J in field 296)

d. case not still open

e. entry in type of sentence (field 300)

a. -d. same as Table 47
e. no entry in type of sentence (field 300)

a., b., d., e., same as Table 47
c. trial by court (C in field 296)

a. - b, same as Table 47

c. trial by court (C in field 296)

d. no entry in type of sentence (field 300)
e. case not still open

a. entry in non-trial disposition (entry in
field 9)

b. mno entry in verdict field (field 22)

c. entry in type of sentence (field 300)

d. case not still open

a. -b. same ag Table 51
c. no entry in type of sentence (field 300)
d. case not still open

a. presentment before indictment (3 < 2)
b. preliminary hearing not waived (N in 362)
¢. indictment not waived (N in 299)

a. - ¢, same as Table 53
d. indictment before arraignment (2 <6)

presentment before indictment (3 < 2)
preliminary hearing waived (Y in 362)
indictment before arraignment (2 < 6)
indictment not waived (N in 299)

entry in non-trial disposition (field 9)

no entry in verdict field (no entry in

field 22)

¢. entry in continuance time (field 359)

d. non-trial disposition after arraignment
(9 >6)

e. entry in type of sentence (field 300)

f. case not still open
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57,

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

Continuance Time as Function of
Time Between Arraignment and
Non-Trial Disposition by Dis-
missal (9-6)

Continuance Time as Function of
Time Between Arraignment and
Conviction by Jury (22-6)

Continuance Time as Function of
Time Between Arraignment and
Acquittal by Jury (22-6)

Continuance Time as Function of
Time Between Arraignment and
Couviction by Non~Jury Trial

Continuance Time as Function of
Time Between Arraignment and

Acquittal by Non-Jury Trial (22-6)

Place of Initial Presentment

Place of Initial Presentment

Number of Motions Prior to Non-
Trial Disposition

Number of Motions Prior to Trial
Disposition

41

el

e pe T

. . P ®rp

P mrmep @

£

s

e

~d. same as Table 56

no entry in type of sentence (field 300)
case not still open

entry in verdict field (22)

no entry in non-trial disposition (field 9)
entry in continuance time (field 359)
verdict after arraignment (22 > 6)

trial by jury (J in 296)

entry in type of sentence (field 300)
case not still open

- e. same as Table 58
no entry in type of sentence (field 300)
case not still open

. -~d. same as Table 58

trial by court (C in 296)
entry in fype of sentence (field 300
case not still open ’

. =d. same as Table 58

trial by court (C in 296)
no entry in type of sentence (field 300)
case not still open

presentment before indictment (3 < 2)
Col. 361 (Code 1, 2, 3, no entry)

presentment on or after day of indictment
(32 2)
Col. 361 (Code 1, 2, 3, no entry)

non-trial disposition (entry in field 9)
no trial disposition (no entry in field 22)
motions filed on or before non-trial dis-
position (11 - 19 < 9)

motions filed on or after day of arraign-
ment (11 - 19 2 6)

number of motions at least one

trial disposition (entry field 22)

. o non-trial disposition (no entry field 9)

motions filed on or before disposition
(11 - 19 <22) ‘

motions filed on or after day of arraign-
ment (11 - 19 = 6)

number ‘of motions at least one



66.

67.

68.

Distribution by Month of Present-
:Ianent at USC (Cols. 32, 33, 3g
7) E] y

Distribution by Month of Pregent-
ment at General Sessiong

Distribution by Month of Present-
ment at District Court

42

g. pPresentment hefore indictment (3 <2)

Presentment at USC (2 in Col. 361)

C. year date in Cols, 36, 37 is 1950 1955
3 ]

19§0 or 1965, depending on which report
being generated, {Note those Present-
ments prior to J anuary of year examined
fall in @ row, those after December of
year examined fall in 13 row)

bresentment before indictment (8 < 23

Presentment at General Sessi i
Cot 361) ssions (1 in

same as Table 66

Presentment hefore indictment (3 < 2}
presentment at Digtrict Court (3 in
Col. 361)

same as Table gg
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TABLE C. EVENTS, FIELD NUMBERS, AND TAPE POSITIONS
USED TO DEVELOP THE TABLES

DAYS FROM DATE OF OFFENSE

To Arrest

To Indictment

To Presenitment

To Preliminary Hearing
To Bond Made

To Arraignment

To Coungel Appoinied
To Counsel at Disposition Entered Case
To Non-Trial Disposition
To Sentence

To Motion 1

To Motion 2

To Motion 3

To Motion 4

To Motion 5

To Motion 6

To Motion 7

To Motion 8

To Motion 9

To Trial Scheduled

To Trial Began

To Verdict

OTHERS

Major Crime Code for Crime
Indictment Waived

Preliminary Hearing Waived

“Yes (Y) or No (N).

43

Fields

@ 0 N B T s W

R I N R N <
N = O ® ® 9 e a s @ P e O

(1-17)
{Y or N)*
(Y or N)

Tape Positions

400-403
404-407
408-411
412415
416-419
420-423
424427
428-431
432-435
436439
440 -443
444-447
448-451
452 -455
456-459
460-463
464-467
468-471
472475
476-479
480-483
484-487

228-229
299
362
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PREL.FEARING TC INGICTMENT  (TABLE 8) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL FELCNY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL. CUM
DAYS 1 2 2 4 5 £ 8 1€ 11 12 132 14 15 16 17 .
[4) [ G 1 (o} C o] 83 o] 0 3 (¢} 0 0 2 (¢] 9 i 8 0,599
1- 2 1 c ¢ ¢ ¢ G ¢ 0 2 e 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 1.78
3= 4 [} [} c G v o] 0 o 0 I 0 ("} 0 0 0 o} 0 DU « SRR Py £: %
G- & C 0 4 o [ 0 0 0 ] C [ ] e 2 e 0 0 6 2.96
I-__8 c G e 0 c o] ¢] n 0 [o) 0 0 0 0 Q 0 t) e e i 2096,
g- 10 C c 3 2 I ] 0 0 0 ¢ o 0 1 0 0 0 0 6 4.14
1i=.12 1 G z. ¢ G G ) g Q C o] 0. ] 1 4] [0 ISR ¢ ORI MR,/ . K.
13- 14 [ 1 & 1 2 1 G o ¢ c o o} ] 2 0 ] 1 12 7.29
15- 16 g C 2 (0] 1 4] 0 (4] (4] y; Q 0 Q 1 0 Q Q 3 1.88
17~ 18 ] e 2 z 1 0 0 0 1 ¢ 0 0 0 3 o 0 0 11 10.04
19-_20 2 1 1€ 1 5 e 0 0 4 C 1 0 0 2 Qoo O 2T 15036
21-.22 1 o 3 1 2 3 c c 4 1 1 0 0 0 ) 1 0 17 18.71
23-_24 z g z 1 4 1 ) 0 ] ) 0 0 0 0 0 0. 0 12 20,07,
25~ 26 4 G S 3 2 0 0 o 5 ¢ 5 o 0 4 4 2 . 0 39 28.75
27-_28 4 2 11 9 g ) 0 0 a 1 Q (o} 1 3 3 Q26 46 . 37.80
N 29- 30 0 c % 0 z e ol 0 1 [} 0 0 0 0 0 o o 6 38.98
L 31=.32 4 (v} ] 1 2 2 1) 0. 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 30 44,89
33- 34 7 0 1 8 4 2 o 0 6 2 1 0 1 6 [} 1 [ 39 52.56
35=_36 (4] c 4 A 2 0 G 0 2 1 (o] 0 1 1 Q ] Q 17 55491
37~ 38 c ¢ 4 1 1 0 0 0 1 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 8 57.49
39~ 40 3 ¢ = 3 2 1 o] Q 5 0 2 0 A 1 Q Q 1 24 62421
41- 42 & c 4 & 4 1 0 0 1 1 2 o 0 1 ¢ 1 [} 27 67.52
43=_44 o o c I\ 1 i 0 0 1 < 3 0 0, 0 G 0 0 6. 68,71
45~ 46 2 ¢ 5 2 3 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 ) 0 0 16 71.86
47~ 48 c G i 4 i 3 0 0 2 1 0 0 9 1 0 0 0 19 75.+60
49- 50 1 c 1 1 2 1 ¢ 0 2 ¢ ¢ i 0 2 e ) [ 10 77.56
5}~ 52 C c 1 Q c 0 0 0 0 o 1 0 ) Q o Q 0 2 27296
53~ 54 2 [ 9 1 z 0 C 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 2 0 20 81.89
55-.56 2 Q 1 2 2 Q Q 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 9 83,67
57- 58 ¢ ¢ 1 1 ¢ 0 ) e c 1 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 3 84.26
59-_60 c ¢ ) 1 c g a 0 0 .1 (o 0 0 1 0 2 0 3 85,44
61+ 4 1 21 11 15 2 z 2 z 2 2 0 0 3 6 0 [} 74 100.00
MEAN 37.5  39.4 35,3 42.6 43.C 39.2 65.0 69.5 32.4 43.6 40.7 . 0. 33.2 34,8 67,3 36.0 2l.1 40,0
MEDIAN 33.5__27.5_ _31a5 _35.5__35.5..33.5_ 62.0 _T4.0 31,5 . 35.5 _39.5 __0. . 33.5 27.5 27.5 33.5 _13.5 33.5
STD.DEV. _ 1B,1 35,2 23,6 234 24.0__18.1 _ 3.0 _11.7 _14.1 _21.3. 19.8 . 0. 13,2 26.3 5l.4 17.4 15.4 2441
RANGE 103+5 G5.5 126.C 129,35 97.5 81.5. 68.0 27.5 88.5 95.0 83.5 0. 44,0 125.0 152.5 58.0 39.5 178.0
NUMBER 47. 5. 120, T4,  69. . 20 2. 3. 48, 16« 19. 0. 6. - 40. 13. 12. 44 508.




PRESENTMENT TO INDICTMENT (TABLE 4) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL  CUM
DAYS. M 2 4 g 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 -
0 ¢ c 1 1 2 3 0 0 ) o] [+ 0 1 2 0 2 i 2 20 4,00
1~ 2 C ) 4 [ 0 0 ¢ 0 1 1 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 o} 2 4,40
3- 4 0 o ) Q 0 0 c [\ e ¢ 9 ) 0 0 s 0 0... <1 4460
5= 6 0 C [] ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,60
I8 0 0 ¢ s 2 0 0 0 0 ¢ Q 0 0 0 0 D B B4 00
g5~ 10 o ¢ c 0 1 [§ 0 0 1 % ¢ 0 0 0 0 1 5460
11~ 12 1 0 2 ] o 0 o 0 0 [+ o] 0 ) o 0 N T« I 4 644D
13- 14 ) 0 1 [ o 1 0 0 0 o 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5 7440
15- 16 0 ¢ 1 a ¢ 0 o e o ¢ " 0 ¢ 0 Q s I SRR | 1460,
17—~ 18 [ o 3 0 7 0 2 o 0 ¢ n 0 [} 1 0 0 0 10 9.80
19-_20 1 0 Z 3 & 0 0 0 1 o 0 0 0 0 0 e e 3312420
21~ 22 C [ 4 2 o 1 s 0 0 1 2 0 0 [s} 0 0 0 10 14420
23 24 " c 1 4 3 G c o 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 B DB 15480
25~ 26 o [ 5 Z 8 0 G 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 16 19.00
27~ 28 i ¢ g [ 12 ) ¢ ) 3 2 Q [ 0 1 0 1 1 34 25480
29~ 30 2 s 2 1 [ D 7 o 2 1 [} 0 1 0 - 0 [+} c 14 28.40
3}~ 32 ¢ C 3 1 g 0 ) 0 ¢ c " [ ) 1 9 2 ) 16 31,80
33~ 34 2 1 5 5 4 2 ¢ 0 7 ¢ 1 0 0 1 0 [+ 1 .29 37,60
35~ 36 0 0 4 % ¢ 1 v 0 2 G Q 0 0 s} 9 1, o 19 41,40
37~ 38 H c 4 0 g 1 A ¢ 1 1 1 [} 5 2 2 ¢ ¢ 18 45,060
39~ 40 c 0 5 4 P ) 1 0. i 2 ¢ ¢ 1.3 Q ¢ ¢ 20 49,00
41~ 42 ¢ o . 2 2 7 1 G 0 3 H 1 0 ¢ 1 [+ [ 0 18 52,60
& 43=_ 44 c 0 3 1 1 € .G I 1 ¢ Q o) 0 3 0 Q a. 9 54,540,
45= 4§ : ¢ C [} g [4 ? G 4 z [ 0 [ 1 [} c G 17 57.80
41— 48 y 9 g 4 4 o i C G i C c a 0 G ¢ L33 60040,
49~ 50 1 1 & 2 1 o ¢ 0 1 1 C 0 Q a 0 [3 0 12 62.80
51- 52 c C 2 ¢ 4 G % [ 1 » 2 0 o 1) S oJRURTN ¢ S ¢ LA 6480
53—~ 54 1 C 1 ¢ I [ . ¢ 1 G ¢ ¢ ¢ 1 ¢ o ¢ 4 65,60
5= 54 ¢ (ol 1 2 by 0 ¢ [ 2 ¢ Jel (o 1 g G . 6. 2 11 67.80
57~ 5E ¢ ) ¢ 1 H 2 [ ¢ [+} [ i f) n 0. [4) o 0 3 68440
59~ &0 z C 1 0 E 3 0 o 43 z [ ¢ 1 4] a . O A3 T1.00
6l 67 L [4 1 E] 3 ¢ 2 4 1 ¢ o 0 e 0 4 4 g 72.60
63~ 64 1 o C 1 P o c 0 2 ¢ ¢ q Q 1 1 (4 L8 T T4.20
65- 66 [} ¢ ¢ 1 5 0 G [+ [ 1 G 0 0 1 0 Q o 8 75480
67~ 68 G ¢ o 3 5 c g o ¢ z ¢ ¢ o 1 s G.. .. 0 . _.. .11 . ..78.00
§9- 70 C [+ c 2 ¢ ¢ C ¢ 2 [« ¢ a ¢ [y 0 0 a 4 T8.80
_Ti- 72 [+ ¢ 4 2 o 1 0 0 1 C s g 1 g o._..0 o] 9 B0.60
FEN ) ¢ 0 ¢ F ¢ N [34 0 ¥ C [o ] 0 0 a 1 0 3 81.20
75- 16 ¢ ¢ ¢ -z 2 ¢ C C g 1 0 g ¢ 1 ¢.. ¢ c 6 82,40
Ti— 186 § T ¢ i G q G ) ] 1 ¢ ] c 1 0 0 G 4 83,20
79~ 8BGO S G 1 3 C 0 0 0 Lol G 0 0.0 O 0 1 & ... 84,40
TTEIR 3 ¢ 3 10 7 3 [ 3 1 1 0 0 3 32 2 1 78 '100.00
MEAN- 49.1 53,5 41.2 57.7T 4C.9 43,5 43,5 119.8 37.8 61.5 42.9 0. 42,6 49,0 159.8 "S0.7 37.8 53.8
MEDTAN 45,5 45,5 37.5 4345 3545 3T«5 39.5 [16.0 35,5 59.5 37.5 0. . 39,5 43,5 160.0 31.5 27.5 41.5
STD.DEV. 24,9 1847 22,0 3C.§ 20,8: 29.9 4,0 53,0 24.8 24,4 _28.1 0. 23,4 27.C 57.1 5.5 31,5 _  43.4
RANGE T8 44,0 1CE.0 199.C 115,0 65.G  B.0 11845 133,0 L71.5 160.5 0.  Tl.5 110.0 231.% 240.0 108.0 269.0
NUMBER _i8, 3. 77.  T6s  12F. 18, 2. 5. 46, ZB8. S. O. 6o .25, __35e . A1e _ 12s ... 500¢ . ...

ol Bl el i B
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PRESENTMENT TO INDICTMENT{INFMN (TABLE 5) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL ~ CUM
DAYS 3 = 3 4 5 b 1 R 9 18, 11 12 13 14, 15 16 17
0 Kt} C £ 1 G 3 2 1 1. [ G 0 1] 1 G 1 4. 24 15,00
i= 2 ¢ ¢ 4 4 o a 0 o} ¢} c 6 o] 0 0 0 0 i} 4] 75.00
A= 4 o 0 o o) o a 0 0 0 0 Q o 0. Q 0 o ) 0 15400
5- & ¢ ¢ o 0 0 o} 0 o} o} 1 0 G 0 0 o} 0 0 1 78.13
1= 8 C L C 0. 4] D 0 Q o) [ 0 0 ol (o] 0 P s ] Q. Q 8,13,
9= 10 c G ¢ 0 ¢ Q a 0 ¢} 0 0 ¢} 0 1 0 0 4} .0 78.132
iz 12 L I (¥ 0 0 G 5] 0. ) C D G 0 3] Q 0. (43 Q1 78.13
13- 14 c [ ! ¢ o 0 0 0 0 [} 0 o c 0 0 0 0 0 78.13
18- _16 W Il Iy 0 c 0 (o] Q o] [ Q Q o] Q 0 Q Q 0 78,13
17~ 18 ¢ ¢ v ¢ 0 0 o) 0 ¢ ¢ 0 ] ] 0 0 o & 4] 78.13
18=.20 ) I i 0 o I o) 0. i) I 0 0 0. 0 n 0 D ) 78,13
7= 22 o c ¢ [+ o} 0 0 ] 1 [ ¢ Q ¢} 0 0 0 0 1 81.25
23=_24 N 2 L o) 0 Q 0. 0. 0. C (1} 0. Q 0. (o] D 0. 0 81,25
29= 16 o 0 C c o} 0 0 ¢ 0 ¢ 0 0 g ¢} 0 0 0 0 81.25
2= il { a Iod o ) o ! s} 0 In " 0 0. 0 i) 0 s} )] 81.25
249= 30 [} C ¢ 0 ¢ 0 0 o] 0 ¢ 0 0 ] 0 0 ] 0 0 81.25
31=.32 L ! 1 I C 0 c D, D c c 0 0. 0 0 0 0 1. 84,38
r_g 33- 3 0 (¥ c 0 ¢ 0 0 0 Q ¢ G 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 84.38
34=._ 34 { a 1 { 0. o 0 0. (4] 1 [2) Is) D D. ka] e} 4] 2 90,63
37~ 38 0 c ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 o} ¢ 0 0 ¢} 0 0 [ 0 0 90.63
39~ 40 n ") o o I 0 o. o} 0 0 o} 0 q o} o} Q 0 0 90.63
41~ 42 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 c 0 ¢ 0 (] o} 0 0 0 0 0 0 90,63
43=_44 i) o} C a 4} 4 Q 0. 0. L. 0. 0. L (4] (43 [s] O O 90,563
45= 44 0 0 c 0 0 s} 0 o} o o ¢ o} o} 0 o} 0 0 0 90.63
47=. 48 I o 0 0 0 Q a 0 0. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 90,63
49~ 50 ¢ o < b} o 0 ] 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 90.63
5i=_52 ¢ {4 c 0 q Q a o G o} a a o} a Q Q [o] a 90.63
53~ 54 e o ¢ 0 ¢ [ [ [+ Y [ 1 0 0 0 o 0 0 1 93.75
S55=_86 o 0 G a 0 a o o) 0 o} 0 0 0 0 0 0. o] 0 93,15
57— 58 I ] [» o} ¢ 0 0 0 Q ¢ 0 0 0 o} 0 0 0 0 93475
_59=_64 g o G o G I\ 0 0 G. c 0 0 G 0 0 (4 Q. Jo} 93,75
b1+ 0 & c 0 ¢ 0 c 2 "] ¢ [» 0 0 0 0 0 [} 2  100.00
HE Al G e 33,5 0. C. 0. 0. 5147 10.7 20.5 53.5 0. 0. 0. 04 0. 0. 1046
BERIAN Ga Qa 3iaS. . _Qal Ca Qalo 0.0 _43.0_...0.0 528534504 Da 040 _.. 040 0+0___0,0 O
RANGE G C. 4.0 0. C. 0. 0. 92,0 21.5 20.0 0. 0. O. 0 0, a. 0. g2.0
NUMBER Ce S, 0y i, 0, 3 2. 3. 2 N 1. 0, 0, Le 10. 1. 4, 32.

PRELIMINARY HEARING TO INFORMATION (TABLE 6) YEAR 1965

THERE WERE ONLY 6 DEFENDANTS WHOSE RECORDS (NDICATED THAT GRAND JURY INDICTMENT WAS WAIVED AFTER A PRELIMINARY HEARING WAS .
HELD, TIME FROM PRELIMINARY HEARING TO FILING OF INFORMATION WAS 0 DAYS ('3 DEFENDANTS: ONE CHARGED WITH ASSAULT, ONE WITH ~
NARCOTICS, AND ONE WITH MISCELLANEOUS), 9 DAYS (FORGERY), 27 DAYS (WEAPONS), 41 DAY’S (AUTO THEFT)
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AREATGAMENT TG MULTIUNIINCN-TR) (TABLE 11) YEAR 1965
TNTERVAL FFLCNY CLASSIFTCATION ™ ; - - TOTAL . CUM
Lo EAYS 3 2 H 4 5 4 i AU TR S X R & S ¥ 13 14 15 . L
2} ¢ ¢ b 2 E H g Lo e...1 1 [ o g.....8 O ... 0 . 11 2.8
i~ 5 Z 0 1 c [4 4 € ¢ [ 1 3 [] 1 [ 0 ¢ [+ 5 4,C4
4~ 10 3 [+ : 3 £ < (o I 1 C 1 e o 3 Qo O 1. 18 B,57
Tim 15 2 [4 £ 3 3 L e 1 3 5 ¢ 4 [+ 1 ¢ a Q 27 15.37
1= 20 2 g 4 C. : : AP + SSURUUUS SUPNUNUIT SUUIOOr VRN ¢ IO JRUUE SUNUUINS SRR ¢ AUV | I SV & GO A Y -1-1
21~ 25 4 © 7 H & 1 o c z 2 3 g 1 i 1 1 1 28 26,71
26 30 < ) 5 < 1 < LCUGUONS SO SRS SRS SRR - SRS SN | R SURP AR § A7, 30,99
31~ 35 1 4 11 5 “ 3 [ c [ 1 1 Q 1 2 3 ¢ o 36 40,04
36=_40 Z o : H : o G2 4. i . .0 [\ ) 8 ... .0 ¢ 21 | 45.35
41- 45 2 [} 3 H 1 o £ 1 Z Z 3 [ 1 3 8 [+ ¢ 21 50,63
46~ S0 G 1 £ i 5 3 4 2 o I D c 0 3 Momwwd o ) Lo .25 55,93
51~ 58 1 0 R 3 7 H [ [ 1 1 1 g [ [ ) ¢ ] 17 51421
56~ 50 o} ) : H 1 2 G c.....8 2 0 [ 0 b 0ot 0 .22 66476
Bi- 65 2 0 7 3 ) 2 N [ 2 1 ¢ [> 7 1 0 0 L 16 76479
65= 70 0 1 2 2 4 2 g Q 3 g ¢ ¢ 1 Qe L300 20 73.82
71~ 75 Q 0 H 3 1 % n b [+ [4 1 0 [ 1 0 ¢ o & 77.33
16~ 80 2 G c ‘. 2 3 I o 4 z ¢ ¢ [+ 1 0 B S 15 82..11
81~ 85 © [} B 1 z ¢ r ¢ ¢ [ [ [ ¢ 0 [} 1 ¢ 9 2,38
86+ 90 0 e} I 1 1 e} £ g ko £ g [¢] 0 2] Q R SRR : SR SURTER- B 84 14
91~ 35 0 [} i [4 © @ C i) ¢ [ [ Q [H 0 Q 0 [/ Q 8414
96-100 g i) : 1 ! [ [ C C c ¢ ¢ G Q ¢ Qe 2 e e 38590
101+ 3 [ B 7 ) 1 K 1 A 1 4 2 5 4 3 2 56 100.00
MEAN 45.5 5840 48.9 61.: SC.L 520 223.%5 45,2 B5B.4 34,8 37.1 Q. 64,3 6.1 T73.2 7T5.8 9.5 55,9
HEOTAN 38,0 48,0 3F.0 S, 47,5  FI.C 185,0 ‘S,C_,,_38,,@_},3,&_,,_2_6_,_6_ B 43.0 48,0 33,0 &8,C 98.0 43,0
STC.OEV, 35,8 100 36,3 475 36, % A6, 41,8 31,4 Cod 3646 Co. 5543 7242 7691 3945 4445 48,3
RANGE 158.0 20,0 216.9 182.. 175,0 174.0 {65.0 1C6,C ;22 0 ;cs.c 1118 0. 17640 359.C 285.0 144.Q 13240 36T,0
NUMBER 23, B IR A Ele 2R e e B8 E8e . Mlae. . Gso.. Ta . 30. 12, 13 8. 397,
SLTIOND TE PLTICNT (NOA~TRIALY (TABLE 12) YEAR 1965
THTERVAL ELLONY CLASSIFICATION TCTAL  CU¥
0AYS i 2 2 5 6 1 . c 11, 12 12 14 15 16 .17 e
Q 1 o E] z 3 7 ¢ ¢ 1 G 3 G [ 2 1 Lo 8. 20, 12.20
i~"8 3 [} z 1 5 ! ¢ [} 1 1 [ c ¢ 3 ¢ Z [+ 18 23.18
&=~ 10 0 g 2 F3 E i1 G c RS T ¢ ¢ 2 o . .1 0 14, 31.71
11~ 15 0 1 7 C El ¢ ¢ > [ 1 0 q 1 0 g 0 0 8 36459
16~ 20, 0 s ¢ b 3 [V L. (i 2 Coen unl 0 S s Qw80 L 0 L8, . 39,84
21~ 25 P ¢ 3 1 H [} [ g ¢ ol [ o c ht ¢ [l ¢ 4 42,08
26~ 30 2 [ % 1 i L (4 I 1 2 1 s [+ 0 S SN« DRUUIRN o RERUOTORER & SRNETRE. ) - P -
31< 3% [ [} H 1 Fl [ [ I ) € [ [} [ [ o o [} 4 51.22
36~ 40 ¢ o oy Iy 1 c [ o) [ 1 [ s} [ Q [ P SR + S LB 849421
41~ 45 [ 7 5 1 1 2 [ 1 1 ¢ [ 3 € 2 0 ¢ [} 9 56,76
4~ 50 1 [ 3 1 1 0 [+ o) I C [ 0 g 1 O B B 5 6248)
51~ 55 0 3 H ¢ Y [ ] [ T [ ¢ [} [} [ 0 [ ¢ 27 b4, 03
56— 40 Q < r < ) 5 ) ¢ [ < [ [+ G Q [CHRUUU * NOUURPUY * SRR * S - P11
§i= &5 [4 [ T il M [4 [ [ 1 ¢ ¢ [ [} 1 [ [ 1 & 57,49
66~ 18 ¢ o . ¢ i aQ ¢ o o ¢ a g 9 2 ) Q Q. .3 §9.452
Ti~ 75 1 3 [ z ¢ N [ 7 [ ¢ [ a [ 2 Q [} ¢ 5 72457
76~ 80 9 < 3 c ¢ o [ 0 4 ¢ [ [ 0 9 g ¢ Lot wvi, A..._M?;,;zj_
81~ 85 1 [ E [ 1 [} [4 G Q. ¢ c Q [ 1 [ [} 0 5 76,83
86-_90 {4 [ } i3 [ o ) o 1 . 3 o] o] g 0 q 8 ‘.,-,.,,-,.M_Js;_ 4
91~ 95 [§ i 3 [ I 1 Q ¢ i o [¢ [\ [ G [ 0 ¢ 2 0.49
96-100 ¢ ¢ bi 3 k! 1 ¢ [ 1 ¢ [ o Q Qe S8 2 G T 86 T8
101+ Fl 3 g 1 ¢ 1 T 4 2 4 Z a 1 [} 2 [y i 25 7 160,00
MEAN 58,0 13.6 42,5 44,F 23,3 8642 0. . 43,0 48.5 72.6 67,9 Q. 5.5 32,9 118,07 3.5 17040 52.0
MEO1AN «0 170 42,0 33,0 220 43,0 Qv . 43,0 1B8:0 . 25.0. 28.0 G 13.0 23.0.17840,, 3.0 63,C 33.0
STD.DEVs 22 =l Hhah 41 GE.l  BAGS O, =D, 53,5 6b.6 16,3 0. 12+5 28,7 B3.9 . 2,5 107.0 .. 56.2 ——
RANGE 0 €. 222,0 154.0 9. L52.0 C. 0. 195.0 20C.C 18040 0. 145.0 73.0 178,0 8.0 214.0 27740
NUMBER 11, Lo 2B, 174 .. 23, s Qoo to o e 30 Vi O 2. 14, PSR T) 2 164,
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ARRAIGNMENT TU NONTRIAL DISP ¢ (TABLE 13) YEAR 1965
TNTERVAL FELONY CLASSIFICATION ) TOTAL  CUM
DAYS 1 2 3 4 6 ] 10 4, 12 13 14 15 16 17
0 [ 0 3 o Q 0 o 0 0 s qQ 0 0 Q o} ] 1 X 0.38
= 1 [} [) [} 1 [} 0 0 [} 2 c 0 [ 0 0 0 0 [} 3 1.51
B~ 14 0 c c 0 0 0 0 0 1 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0.0 0 1 1.88
15~ 21 [} 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 o [ 0 0 [ 0 ¢ [ [) 4 3.39
22-_28 ¢ o I 0 2 0 c 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 4,52
29- 35 [ 0 3 1 1 0 o 0 2 0 0 [ 1 1 0 [} 0 9 7.90
36= 42 3 0 5 5 4 o g 3 2 z Y 0 Q. 2. Q 0 qQ 24 . 16,92
43~ 49 [ [ H 1 [ 1 Q 1 [ 1 0 [ c 2 ) 0 0 15 22.56
50-56 c [ 1 1 7 5 0 c 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 30,08
ST- 63 1 0 2 3 3 2 ) 0 1 2 ° 0 0 3 2 0 1 20 37,60
64~ 10 c ) z 1 4 3 0 0 qQ c 1 o 2 1, 0 0 0 A4 42,86
T1- 17 H [ 1 1 3 2 ! 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 47.00
78~ 84 1 [} 2 1 2 2 0 0 4 2 1 e 0 1 1 0 0 17 53,39
85- 91 0 [} 0 2 2 0 0 0 [ 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 ) 56477
92- 98 c 1 2 0 c a 0 g o e I\ Q c 0 ) 1 0 4 58,28
99-105 c ) c 1 3 ¢ o [} [ 1 0 [} 1 1 0 0 0 10 62.04
106-112 1 G 3 2 0 o 0 9 I\ } o 0 0 0 o) ol a 10 65,79,
113-119 [ [} 1 1 i 0 0 1 1 [ 0 0 [} 0 0 Q 0 4 67,30
120-126 C G 2 1 ¢ i o] i i 1 ¢ 0 a 2 0 3 1 13 12.19
127-133 [ i H 1 1 [ [} 1 1 1 0 0 [} 0 0 0 1 8 75.19
134~140 c o z o 4 0 0 o6 c 0 0 0 [\ ] )} 3 9 78.58
141+ 6 0 & z FE] 2 3 0 5 4 1 ¢ 1 3 7 5 [ 57 100.00
ME AN 13C.4 95.C 92.7 T9.2 94.9 85.C 223.5 68B.2 9G.6 $4.6 83.8 Ca  89.4 103,9 150.4 166.9 101.5 99,5
MEDIAN 109.0 $35.u 95,0 67.C _ T4€ €7.0 182.0 39.0 81,0 81.0 _67.0 O 670  67.0 160.0 167.0 123.0 8.0
STO.DEV. 6E. 4 —C. 5845 4bsC 51.5 60.9  41.5 39,1 67.1 55,2 49.6 O,  50.0 85,7 69.8 _ 50.1_ 465 64.2
RANGE 209:C  Os 267.C 1984C 24840 26640 26540 91,0 226.0 25€.C 140.0 0. 147.0 335,0 223.0 149,0 137.0 367.0
NUMBER 12. 1. 43. 25. - 59. 18. 2. 6. 23. Z1. 5, 0. 5. 17« 12. 9. 8. 266.
ARRAIGNMENT TO NONTRIAL CISP 2 (TABLE 14) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL ““FELONY CLASSIFIGATION TOTAL ~ CUM
DAYS. " 2 2 4 8. 8. 9, i€ 11 12. 13 14, 15. 16 17
(4] L L C. C (¢] (1] 0. 0. 0 C. 1] 0. 1] o] Q Q (s Q 0.,00.
- 7 ¢ ¢ [4 6 [ 0 0 ) [ [ [} 0 [ 0 0 [ [7 [\ 0.00
8=_14 [ _C [ 0 fl o 0 Q o c 0 0 0 0 Q 0 c. 0 0.00
15- 21 0 0 ¢ [ [} o [ ) 0 0 0 0 0 ) 0 0 0 [ 0,00
22=_28 {: 0. C D. (4] 1 0. ol Q C. 0 0 0. 0. i1} 0 Q 1 0,42
29- 35 ¢ [ [} 1 [} 0 0 o © 1 [} [ 0 1 0 2 [} 5 3,69
b= b2 (o) 0 e 1 5. (4] D, 4] 2. e n (0] Q 1 ] 0. [+ 1l 10.43
43~ 49 z o z [ 2 [ 0 o 2 ¢ o [ 0 [ 0 0 0 9 15.96
0= 84 1 W c o} fa) 2 0 —1 1 1 4] 0 Q 1 £ 0 [+3 1 20.25
57- &3 2 C 1 [ 1 [ G [ 1 3 0 [ ) 1 0 ) ¢ ¢ 23.93
RAa=_10 C. 4 Z. D. h] [1] D, 0. 1 1 0 0 (o A1 0 Q. 0. & 27...6)
71~ 17 u [ 1 0 2 0 0 a [ [ [ [} [) 1 0 0 0 4 30.07
1884 L [+) 1 2 O c. 0. ] C L [ 0 c 2. [+ [} o] a 33,13
a5- 91 1 ¢ C 2 1 0 0 0 0 [ ¢ [} [} 4 [\ 0 ) 8 38.04
92— 9 Q. — 0L b h | [0} D, fel O (s} ¢ ¢} [4} o) 1 ] 0 {X 4 40,50
99-105 ¢ 1 2 1 1 ] 6 Q 1 c ¢ ) [} 0 0 0 ¢ 7 44,79
106112 1 I8} = 2 1 L (1] 0 L £ L 0 o, 0. 0. 2 (V] 1. "1.54
113~119 ¢ ° 7 o 1 o ) Q [ c [ 0 0 0 0 0 ) 3 53.38
120=124 o] fod Fod 2 1 Fi) 0. o 11 (41 ol a 2. [+] 41 4] 7. R1.4T
127-133 ¢ ¢ c 1 1 0 o 0 (" 1 1 0 0 0 [ ¢ [} 4 60.13
134=140 C sl (o (43 1 [ 0 Q )] C el 0 LC. 0 C 4] 4} 1 H0.1%
141+ 4 c 12 & 12 3 o 0 6 5 & ) 2 1 3 ¢ 2 64 100.00
HEAN 139,7 104.0 14C.1 13141 126.7 142.C 0. $3.0 109.3 129.9 223.7 0. 192.0 83.4 253.7 70.5 222.5  132.6
MERLAY. BAC 302, L AL6 L ARG L 123, £ 323,00 b S0 _A2.0.152.D 221.0 D 185.0.. 81,0 229, 0. 32,0 161,0 109,80
SID.DEV 111,89 ~f At 6 A9, 84,1 \n3.% (1] =} £3.9 26,7 H4.7 Q. 2,0 30,4 34,9 3.8  61.5 A28
RANGE 329.C 3. 309.C 255.0 424.0 309.C O, 0. 177.0 171.0 202.0 6. 199.0 122.C 303.0 77.0 284.0 463.0
SUMBER 11 A as, 17 3 1 G 1 1.4, S. 7 2 1A 2, 44 2. 1483,
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ARRAIGNMENT TO NCNTRLAL CISP 0 (TABLE 15) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL  CURW
0AYS ] 2 2 4 g G T 9 ___ 3011 1233 26 35 16 17
o 4 ¢ 2 3 1 15 5 8 2 5 f g Q... 30 _217 2 3 85 . 1758
=7 i [y [ 1 [ Y 3 0 2 1 0 [ o 1 1 [ o & 18,92
8- 14 o 0 ¢ 1 c g ¢ 0 1 c 2 g g a 9 g g 4 19,76
7521 ¢ G 1 4 2 2 o ) 2 1 a a o 2 o [ [ i5 22,87
23~ 28 g Py 4 4 7 0 o e 3 c 9 0 9 5 Q 0 9 M 25:98
259735 1 0 z 3 [ i 2 0 7 2 ) 0 0 5 0 1 [ 3% 32.85
36 42 0 ¢ 5 2 12 2 g 2 9 6 1 0 0 1 1 2 ) 48 42,83
43~ 49 c o ) 2 8 ) 1 1 7 i [ 0 [ 0 4 2 1 34 49,90
5~ 55 1 n___ 13 5 2 1 o 2 1 1 ¢ 0 q 1 1 1 g 29 55,93
57~ 63 ] © € & 17 1 G 1 5 3 a o [ ) 3 [} 0 44 65,08
&4~ 10 ¢ g 2 g 5 G. 1 0 & > ¢ 0 i 2 3 2 0. 23 ___ 69,86
1= 7 1 g ¢ 1 ] 1 o [ 1 z [ Y ) 0 0 [} ) 9 71.73
7.8~ B84 C. ¢ 2 z ¢ 1 o 0 3 g o o 0 3 5 0 0,. AT 75426
§5-791 1 ¢ i ] 1 3 1 1 4 ] ) ] a o [ 2 o 1€ 77T, 59
92~ 98 1 6 } 0 1 1 0 o 1 1 a a i 1 o 1 2 10 80,67
59<108 - € ¢ H z z 1 ) ¢ E] ¢ ) c ] 0 o o 1 11 82.96
106~112 I G g 2 e G I 1 1 c @ g 0 0 3 1 0 o B BG.E2
113-115 [ ¢ 6 0 2 1 ) ) o c [ ) ) 1 2 0 1 1777 87,32
124=126 c ) 1 G 1 ) n 0 0 g 0 0 1 9 9 s g 3....87.95
127-143 C ¢ 1 i 1 0 o [ [ 1 o o 00 0 ] 5 88,99
134160 g c i c 1 0 o 0 0 i 0 g g g a 4 g 3 89,61
Thi+ % ¢ 7 & 7 3 e 3 2 ) 2 o [ o 11 [ 3 50 100,00
VERN 11743 Gy 716 F3.€ GHe5 B3.4 26,8 59,5 5645 3.1 101.2  Da 9540 33,3 5240 51.3 6344 6440
BEOLAN 8E.C  Co 82,0 53,0 60,0 39,0 0.0 39,0 46,0 460 39,0 0O,  67:0 . 25.0 46,0 46<0 39.0 53,0
STOL.OEV, Tock  C.. 64 E 0,5 48,6 64,9 3 22255, .. 8Le4
RENGE TE69,L G B3E.0 292.C 244.0 237.C BB, 27140 186+0 22640 255,0  Cs  56e0 11840 229.0 109,0 25240 336,0
BUMBER T 1Y, Go  Tle . K&e _ 38s 25« . 1Cs _AG. _ 6Ze __32. 5, a, 2s .28+ 61, . 15. 19, 48e .
. ARRATGAMENT TO MOTICNI (TRIALY (TABLE 16) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL e FELONY CLASSIFICATION v : TOTAL  CUK
LAYS. I rd 3 4 5 ) I B 3 g 11 12 13 J4, 158 16 17
9. 2 c_. C. B 0 D, Iy) [+ D. L ] 0. el 0 (1] { (4] 4 2280
- 5 1 c . ¢ 0 2 o o o 1 c o 0 [ ¢ o [ [} 4 5.40
he_1D o] Ia] 1 0s] 3 o] .. Q el [l [v) { Q. 1L (] g Q 3 1,719
11- 15 P ? 0 T a o o a © z [ c 0 [ 1 0 6  11.89
16=.20. (o) 1 2 1 1 [¢] 0. ol [V [+] ki [v] 1] 0 iy} 1] 1. ;) 1749
21~ 25 1 0. i o 3 ¢ 0 0 1 ¢ i ) [ 1 0 0 0 9 23,78
26=.34. 1 i il A 3 D. 0 O ] f»3 s 1 D 1. D 0. e} 14 A3.57
31~ 35 ¢ ¢ 3 2 1 1 0 0 1 I o 1 1 3 0 3 0 16 44.74
Adhw HD L. n 3, 2 2 1 a 0 1 1 4] & £ Q (¢l (4] {0 1a 51,15
41- 45 1 I 4 ¢ 3 a 0o 0 o o o [ o o o o 2 10 58475
LG 58, [+ & 4 2 3 [¢) 8. 0. (4] [4] Q {. 0. i 0 1 D. 10, L5056
51 55 1 - 1 1 c 0 0 o o o 0 0 Y 0 2 [ [ S 69¢24
BH=. 60 < o] £ 1 1 1 4] 0 D L. D 0. ] 0 D 0, (4] 9 15452
61~ 65 o g o [ 0 0 0 0 ) 1 0 o 0 1 0 [ o 2 15.93
'66— 10 Iy f 2 n o [+ 0. 0 i3 n 0 o {a 0 O { O 1 2783
71~ 5 ¢ ¢ [ [* 1 1 o o Q [ o a 1 0 o o 0 5 Bl.iZ
JL=_80 L £ L fe] fou 4] bo] el O L. [+ o] (4] {. [si (v} (4] Ev] 8112
81« 85 ¢ 0 1 z [ o 0 0 1 ¢ 0 0 0 o 0 o b S . 84,62
Bh=. a0, 0 o] Q. 2z (s i, I, D. D, 5. n 0. 0 D D ] 0 2. B2,
9~ 95 ¢ ) 1 0 o o 0 o 0 ¢ [ o ) o 0 [} [ Sl 8b:72
Gh=IN0 [vd & Jal 2 [od D o 43 ;) L f It} el O it 2 O 3. BB.R2
161+ 2 1 2 2 4 1 o [ [ [ 1 o o 3 a [ [ 16 . 100.00
HEAN 4542 124.2 45,9 61.C 53.0 66,8 0, 0, 42,7 6045 30.5 30,5 53,0 60,3 53,0 32,0 34.7 573
BEDIAN. 2BAL_2Bal.  AZa0.  4BL0__ 38 L3: ) 0. DO 330, 0003230 28,0 33,033, $3,0..33:0__43:90 3840
STNLDEV .. L0, B 363, 4 AT A3, 6 83,0 30,0 0 [y} A b 13,56 30,9 2.5 _2N.0. 55,3 =04 13.31_.21.8 »45.2_
RANGE 132,0 3090 175.0 130.C 226.0 89.0 0. Q.  95.0 25.0 116u0 5.0 40.0 17150 0. 35.0 25.0 327.0
BUMBER 12 3 38422 23 5 f 2 N 2 3 2 2he )l 2, 54 3, ~ 143,

RN N NN ENREN NN RN
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MOTION1 TO MOTION2 (TRIAL) (TABLE 17) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL FELCNY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL CUM
. DAYS ... i. - SO T 4 7 8 ... .9...10 11 12 13 14 13 16 17
[N S 2 [+ DU R M B o] 0 0. . 1. Q 1 0 Q 1 0 1 0 14_....11.29
- 5 c 0 2 1 1 0 o [¢] [+} c [+} 0 0 1 o} Q 0 5 23.46
OO N« R i1 Q 2 1 2. o 0 . 0 ...l Q (1] [0} s Q 0 Q 0 & 30,87
11- 15 c 1 ¢ 2 2 [¢] ] Q o] c 0 0 0 3 [ 1 0 9 41.98
16220 e B i D P D 0 L 0 .0 [ SR + SN + OO 0 Q o} V] Q o} 2 44,45
21~ 25 [ 1 C 0 [ ¥} 0 Q 1 c 0 ¢} o} 1 ] 0 C 3 484,15
L262.300 e O L3 L O Q.. Q 0.l o] 0 f 1 4] o] 4] 5 54,33
31~ 35 1 0 0 ¢ 0 Q 0 G o Q 0 1 0 0 o 4 59426
A6z 40 C £ c B.....0 ] 0... 1L L Q i} Q Q 0 o) (o) 2 61,23
41= 45 1 0 5 1 ¢ c o} o} 0 ¢ [+ o} 4} 0 0 0 0 7 70.38
46=.50mce a0 sl Lo e Qe L 1. 0. P + DU + SRR o o) a o 1 0 Q Q.. 3 Z4.08
Si- 55 ¢ ¢ ¢ 0 c [¢} 0 0 o} 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 74.08
5660, o [ L. 0 C.. [ [} N TN I [ [ a o i} g Q 0 0 24,08
61- 65 c o c 0 [ 1 0 [} e 0 0 1} [} o} 0 0 1 2 76455
SGb= 10 [+ JR ¢ L 0. I SUUO + KRR o IO & DRSO ¢ DOURRURON ¢ o] 0 0. 0 n 0 L Q0 16,55
71- 75 c o] ¢ o 0 [+ 0 3} 0 c 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 T76.55
.T6-.80 & o 1 n o O . 0O Y JUUNIN « S o 1 i 0 0 i i} 0 2 79.02
81~ 85 ¥ 0 C 1 C 0 Y] 0 [+} c 0 0 0 0 0 Q. o} 1 80.25
+B56~.90... o) G n [4) [+) 0. o [ IR ; 1 {s] Q Q 4] 0 Q (V] 1 8l.49
91~ 95 [ [ 5 (] [ ¢} 0 o 0 [ ¢ 0 v} 17 [} [ 4} 1 82.72
95~100 L [N+ SRRV R VU ST S 0 e 0 L el 0L Qe G o 0.~ 0 B2.T2
121+ 2 c 4 o} 3 [ ¢} 0 2 c 2 (o} 0 Q 0 4] 0 14 100.0C
ME AN 56,7 1B.0 &Ce3 19,1 52.1 55.5 0. C. 52.2 88,0 11Q.7 0. 0. 2647 18 65 63.0 Lé6eT
MECIAN 3846 13aCun2Bal.nBaC..2B.C 48.C C. 0a 23,0 .88.0..7B.0...0a O rnd3a0cOacemnfaf. 6340 LN - ——
STD.ECY Zl.4 B0 . b6.1 28,0 86,9 7.5 Oa . 04 5148 Qe 88.7 Q -0 2640 Q 6.5 =0 e 5741
RANGE 132.0 0.0 247.0C 83.C 212.C 15.C 0. 0.. 140.0 0. 245.0 0. Ge 93.0 0. 13.0 0. 247.0
NUMBER £ 2. 22. 10 li, 2 Ca G. 1. 4a [s 19 . Da 10a i Cares 2a.. . e, [:3 P
ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL {1MCTION) (TABLE 18) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL FELCNY CLASSIFICATIGH TOTAL CuM
DAYS . 1 b H A g 6 . RO ¥ « SR B SR V) 13 14 15 16 17,
)] ¢ JR NN PSURMNON ¢ VR ¢ o] 0 .0 00 Qe 0 Q 0 0 0 Q 0 0. -0200
1- 7 C G % 0 ¢ 4 43 ¢} 1 o Q 0 0 0 0 0 v} 1 1.32
LR Y. TR S Q G (¢} PR ORI ¢ .0 ¢ PR« S ¢/ Q Q. Q [¢) 0 1] 0 0 1,32
18- 21 c [+} [ G G ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 o} 0 Q 0 0 0 0 1,32
L22n.28, .9 Lo} [} > SOV ¢ IR . 0. 0. .0, [ f Q Q o} Q 0 0. 0 1.32
29~ 35 c c C 0 1 c ¢} [¢] 0 C 0 0 0 0 o] [} 0 1 2464
36~ 42 ¢ Q 2 2 1 I 0 ...0......0. [0} Q. 1 a Q g .. s} 1 11.8%
43- 49 c 0 4 o} c 0 0 ] Q ] Q 1 0 [+] [+ [+ 0 5 18443
50= 56 2 o) o] i} 1 [« JRITNN + SN « RER § (v 0 0 0 Q 2 0 2 ] 2£.9%
57~ 63 Q Q c 0 [+ 1 0 [+ 0 c G 0 0 0 0 ‘1 [y} 2 31.58
84=.10 [ Q 1 1 1 0. O S0 a0 0 Q. Q Q 1 Q Q Q.. 4 36,85
T1=- 77 1 0 [ o] 2 1 0 0 0 c 0 o} 1 v} 0 0 0 5 43.43
718-_84 Q 0 [ 1. g 9 [ SRR « IO ) Q Q Q Q ] 0 ) 0 1 4474
85~ 9% 1] ¢ 2 1 C o 0 0 Q o} [ s} 0 1 Q 0 [+} 4 50.00
92- 38 Q Il ¢ 1 6. Q q 0. o 0. i} 0 0 0 ] 0 i} b 51,32
9¢~105 1 ¢} 2 2 ¢ 0 o} o} o} ¢ [¢] 0 [+ 0 0 o} 0 ] 59.22
1065112 0 [ (1} ¥ 0 [+ N o 0 0 a 0 i} Q Q Q 0 0 1) 59422
113-119 C 0 G 0 [¢] 0 Q [+ 0 o} Q0 [} o} 0 0 0 0 o] 59.22
J20=126. L0 Q 1 2 g [o SN « DR o Q {o) ) a a a Q Q n 2 £1.85
127-133 Q 0 B 0 a 0 0 [} s} Q 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 2 64.48
134=140 ¢ 0 I 0 1 IRy BRI s SRR ¢ 0 0 o a 0 a 0 Q 0 1 65,19
141+ 2 1 5 & 5 1 c ¢4 0 1 2 0 i 0 [¢] 2 [ 26 100.00
MEAN 10848 327.0 110.8 138,7 112.5 122.7 0. Q. 2845 16740 28440 4245 196.0 77.5 53.0 181.7 53:0 122.4
MEDIAN.« - .0anJ820.32720.102.0.10240...7820....60e00 Qo e Qo e §00.16720.25520_ 3220, 7420...6720...5320 23820, 93200 ¥:1: I« I
SIDSDEY. S0 2 =0 6506 BBab. €142 11304 .. 0a oo Oauerlleb . =Qa 29,0 3.5 122,0 10.5 =0, 8643 =0a 8541
RANGE 146,0 327.0 248.0 217.0 197.0 279.C 0. 0. 49,0 167.0 313.0 T+0 244.0 21.0 0.  191.0 0. 35640
NUMBER G2 SRR PERIRED U P -2 SUUU TUURNNN : TSR « PO 1a 2e 2s 2a 2s 22t 3 2s. 18




ARRATGNKENT TC TRIAL{XMOTIONS} (TABLE 19) YEAR 1965

INTERVAL FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL ~ CUM
.. BAYS 1 . ) . 5, Bl o e BL 9. 1C 13 12 i3 14 15 14 LT
B < C I 0 CoennB. . .G .. .0 0. ¢ 0 o 5} o I 0 D D012 00
1~ 7 [+ [ ¢ 0 0 0 ¢ [} 0 ¢ [} o] 0 0 0 0 0 o .00
o B4 0 I I a q 0. a ) c o o 0, o 0 0 o 0 i) .00
15~ 21 [ T [ ¢ G o 0 [} ¢} ¢ o} [ i} o 0 o 0 [ 0.00
22-.28 0 g [ Q. [+ RS s IOURRPRN ¢ RN ¢ 1 e 0. e} o o o o D 1 .24
29~ 38 [ G & 1 ] 0 [ 0 0 ] (o} 4] o] 0 0 o [} 1 24T
Ab=.42.... c o] Z [ 1 .0 G L« N o o 0. 0. o o 2 o 0 A balB
43~ 4£9 ¢ ¢ 2 0 2 [s] ¢ o} Q c Q g G 1 0 g 0 -] 13.59
S0~ 58 (o] 3] C. 1 L. £ 4} Q. L 0 4] 0 fy [s) D, ") 3 17.29
57~ &3 o c i v} 3 o] o] 0 [\ ¢ ¢ 0 0 0 0 Q v 3 20.9%9
662,20 ..ol 1] L )] L SO SRV « RUNERERNG ¢ U, i L. £ L. o 0 L [0SR NOVe-- S— 5 Y 1.
T~ 77 ¢ 0 [ c ¢ ] Qo 0 0 [of Q v 0 0 0 V] ] o} 23,46
AR LSO qa ¢ 0. o) PN RESOY « SRR « c. o} Q a [} 1 o 0 0, 1 24420
85~ 31 [ 11 3 0 o 1 0 0 v [ ¢ (4} 0 0 0 [+] 4] 4 29.63
.92. UH_. ¢ 0 r 1 v s SRNEOY 3 SURUUORN 1 0. fad o el Fy) Q. fQ L 33 1 30,87
99-10% [+ ) 'z 0 ¢ 0 e 0 0 s} (] 0 0 1 0 0 a 3 34,57
1046=112. .. £ 3 1 0 £ P 3 SRS 6 SCRRUNE ¢ SURNIURPRI 7 s} Q. 0 g a & o 0, k| 35.8)
113~119 c ¢ [ Q c ¢ v 0 0 [+ ] 0 ] 0 0 [} Q 4 35.81
A20-128. . o en b V] c o] [+ TV 4. [+ DU RN o o (o} e a [} o 5 1 32.04
127-133 ¢ [+ 4 1 e b o 0 1 0 0 0 0 o] Q [s] v} & 44,45
134=140 ¢ Q L. 8. G [} G Q.. ...0 c. 0 el o 1 o o o 1 45,48
141+ & 7 K & £ 1 c c 2 1 4 o] 0 & 0 0 1 44 100.00
MEAN Z02.6 2987.0 137.4 144, 116.5 148.C C. Gs  146,2 203.0 262.0 0. 0, 166,5 0. 6740 333.0 157.2
MEGLIAN 19C.0 165.0 105,08 155.0 &C.C  &8au Ja Qs 130.0.203.0 188.0 . .0u. ... .04 . 145u0cmillom.. 510 333.0. 153.0
STDR.DEV.. 50,1 122,02 BA.E  A2.&8 BELE  &0.C 0. C. B5.0 . =0al . 9L celene . Do BTad Q =0 =0 9l.1
KANGE N5.C 409.C 336.0 197.C 228.C LiC.C G 0. 202.0 202,0 409.0 . G. 315.C Q. 0. 333.0 409.0
HUMBER Ba s 22, 0 1D, 13. 2. [+% 0. Banonind 4 0 o 10 0 2 e . Ble i
L4}
18 ARRATGNMENT TO TRTIAL(NCMOTION] (TABLE 20) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL ' FOLONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL CuM
LAYS [ S . RIS SRR 3 b 7 2. 9. 1c 13 12 13 14, 15 18 17 e
o . [ U ¢SSR » ORI + SIS 0 [ [+ 38 [T 1) o} D o} 1 0. 1 e i A BB
1- 7 L 3 C ¢ 0 4 0 G 0 C G 0 0 |\ V) o] a a 1,86
B NSRS U ) L. (1] L. 0 [P [+ PO L. 0 o] o 0 0 0 0 0 186
15~ 21 c L ¢ c ¢} Q b} o a o} [} 0 0 a 0 g o} 43 1.86
0D-Y-L 1 : BN AR /IO SUUERII o SRS S [+ B [ « IO o C. D e} 0 o s} 0 1 2418
26= 35 ¢ [ 1 ¢ 1 DY [+} G 0 c G 0 1 ] 0 s} g 3 5.56
A& 42 PR JOUQNVI + SRR SRR : SOVOROTS: NP « .6 0. - SO} o, 2} i} a 0 o) o) z 12,04
43~ 49 C [} 0 [\ [ c c [ c ] Q 1 Q o} 8 19.45
B cE T UNBUUNE oSNNI NN ST SISO: DU S ! o Eokan 3 o a o o o o 11 29,43
57~ 63 i o ¢ 2 ¢} [+ ¢ o [ ] 0 i a [+} 0 Q 10 36.89
64 10 c. ... [T SRTRTIN U . 1] ] [+ SUCR S Q o o f. 8 o 8 4&a30
71- 77 4 o] H i S ¢ c 0 ¢ c 1 [+} Q [ o] 0 G 5 50.93
T8~.84.. . . Gl Do comen oo B, 3 [¢] .0 4 1 [ DU [¢] £, 0 [ o [ 8 58.34
85~ 91 ¢ 3] 1 1 1 0 0 0 o] c [+ ¢ o 0 0 4] ¢ 3 61,12
b I & SRR YU ¢R ORI AV SO S o & G Q ....LC. Q. 0 o a o ) Q 2 £2.97
99-105 2 v e ¢ ! \ G c 2 [ 0 0 0 o} o} ¢ ] 1 694,45
A06-132. . v 3 Bt el £ o O G [+ XY PRRSOCOY Y o) o o 0 o. 0 [\) 2 21.30
113-119 £ 2 ¢ v [ o} o] [ ¢ ¢ G 0 0 [} 0 0 0 0 71.30
12G-12¢ IS CRPINOIE s JISII ASMSRURNURY ¢ SORIIOIN S G . g 4] PO« ORI + IR o | ) fo3 ] 1) Q. 0. . 21.3D
127133 ¢ (x 4 1 c [+] [+ [t e G ¢ 0 ] ] 0 ] 0 5 T5.93
134=14¢ P G. & i. .2 g c ¢ c 4 JE ¢ EERUURIN s R o o o] Q o a 2871
14+ 1 U £ 1Cc 3 o c 0 1 G 3 g 0 1 0 1 [¢] 23 1060.00
MEAN 137.0 53,0 9r.4 109.% 79,8 53.C [+ Ce 81.2 £7.0 11844 [\ 46.0 326.,0 23.0 207.0 0. 98,4
MEGIAN ... .105.C. 3.0 . T4eC B1.C 6C.C 53.G. Oa Co  53.0 £7.8.350a0.. Qaco ~32.0.2260000.0.207.0 __0a0 T4.0,
SIDLDEY N EPT 815 b4k, B5, -0, G . 0. W A 454 g 16,0, =0 23,0 =0 - £6.0
RANGE 232.0 U 24T.0 F1&.U 244.0 - O 0. 0. 142,80 C. 105.0 0. 28,0 326.0 4640 207.0 0. 32640
DUBBER e wTn e Lo 2B 320 23a . da . Ca Do . Ba odaccwns Ow z 1 2 1 1 108

RN R N R R R pp—— w -



INTERVAL

DAYS L el 2 3L LAl s 6 U+ JPU T DUV - NS B S0 U TOOBNON 1. FORUUEN ¥ -SOPRIOS b SR OO VO
IO B B NS + S RS- SUUUC i 2 1 3 b ROV o JSTUTURUNN ¢ BRI | a a & L1 RS SO L V21§
1~ 7 & 1 1 7 £ 3 ¢ 4 1 1 z Q 1 2 0 1 1 35 63434
PR 00 K DUOUSRUIS SO + SRDPN: SO 1 [s) 4] 0 . . 0. . .2. ..8 o. 0. 4 a 0 0 11 15.54
16- 21 1 0 [ ¢ 3 0 0 0 1 t 1 [ o 0 0 ) 0 6 82.23
2228 . ol cmnliimsn B 0 D ¢ 1 ] C Lol Boecedecn G O [ PO o b .. BB.BY
29- 35 ¢ ¢ 2 C 1 0 o a 0 1 [ ! 0 Q 0 Q Q 2 91,12
36~ 42 R o' ... € 1 a Q Q Q S SV SRS . SR « SR + 0 e 1. 2....93.34
43~ 49 [ [4 < G [+ 1 o G [} [4 [ [ [+ 1] 0 ) ' 1 94,45
Eg~ 56, .C |- T SR < ¢ v G ¢ [/ » SRSV s IS SO ) ¢ o ) d.....95.54
5%= 63 c U [ o T C ] 0 D [ 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 95.56
&4~ .10, € [» ... .. ¢ ¢ [ 4 1 0 KO/ U RN S+ IR+ I qQ 0 Q cedil . 96061
7= 77 ¢ ¢ ¢ [ c G G a U C 0 I c ] 0 0 4 Q 9667
18788 o . Gl O < ¢ ¢ Q 0 ¢ [P SN « N « ST SO : SN R TSRO | IR 1 -4 % 3
85~ 91 g 4 ¢ © ¢ 0 ] ¢ 9 ¢ ¢ [ I ) 0 [V [ o 96467
922 98 D B3 LD U 0 0 0. .. e 0oe 0. B .0 0 a. n 1 97.78
99-105 [ < c ] 4 I C 0 c ¢ ¢ c I 0 0 0 0 0 97.78
INEel12. e cwnll ¢ £ e c 1 0 o 4 c 5} A RN BV o SOV  FORCUUN o MUV  SOUOUIUURRIE: ST -1 Y - -]
113-119 a c N 9 ¢ o Q 0 o ¢ e ) a [ ] Q 0 0 98,89
120-126 . [ S S o . | [ o [ 5} o < [ T S o e ¢ [ > 98.89.
127~133 o L [ 3 ¢ 0 4 v ] c c [ ¢ o 0 o C 0 95.89
134-140 1 £ : ¢ U t 0 ¢ ] [ ] c 0 0 ¢ c g 0 98.89
1414+ [ $ K o ¢ G 0 9 0 ¢ c 9 c 1 0 ] Q 1 100.00
NEAN 5 AU 2248 1241 12.%7 24.C  G. 1G4 11,7 1.6 E.T7 25.0 4.0 19.5 G 2.6 8.6 2.0
MEDTAN 4.0 4t z-.o T4 40T 4.C 0 €0 448 4.0 11,6 0 4.0 25.0 . 4.0.. 4a0... C.€ 0.0 0.0 440
STD.OEV, 5.3 =~Ce . 3LeL. 2502 1148 33.C =G, 2145 1042 1G.3 .8  r0.  ~0e .. Alof. =0. 2.0 15.3 23.1
RANGE 4.0 L, 4%,0 95,0 25,0 1C9.C e ET.0 25,0 2BE.C 14.C  G. 0. 143.0 C. 4.0 0 39.0 143.0
NUMBER G L 0 1 i 8. 1. 8, 4. 5. 3. 1. e 20a. . .6. 2. 5. 30,
INEPICTMENT TL NINTRIAL CISPis) (TABLE 22) YEAR 1965
TNTERVAL FELCNY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL UM
g{ .. DAYS.. 1 2 2 4 5 & 7 8 9 1ic b5 VRS §- 13 .. 14 L 1% 16 17
o . ¢ i .z CAL e £ Y 4 1 z ¢. .¢ . o -8 26. 2 9 49 7.50
- 7 c ¢ % < o 6 g 1 1, 2 9 [} [+ 0 o 0 1 6 8.16
. B= 4. € .8 . Lol 6. ¢ [+ 0 0 2 [ 3. ¢ c 2. .D... G o 1 B.92
15~ 21 ¢ t f 5 )} 2 [# z z 2 ¢ ¢ o 0 [ c o 15 10455
22~ 28 . ST s SN L., 2 o ] ] 1 ¢ c. ..0 0. ..2. [+ SRR O | 9.... 11453
29~ 35 [ ¢ [ 3 4 0 v 1 § 1 Q ¢ Q 2 Q 2 Q 26 14,35
36w 42,0 L€ 0 S e b -4 2 1 ¢ 1¢ 1...¢ .. Al Bl B2 D . 42, . 18.92
43w 49 M ) L & 2t b ¢ 6 9 3 0 c 0 S 0 i 1 68 26,31
.50+ 56 N SRS N ¥ SN "SR 3 ] 2 5 & ... .3 0. oD Sl D e B0 L3074
57~ 63 il G 5 & 14 & i ] 6 2 0 ¢ ¢ 2 2 1 ] 53 37.50
G4= 0. . 2 GoL.AL L6017 7 ¢ 2 .8 1 G € 1l 5 T e e T4 ABASA
11~ 77 o1 C 4 3 15 3 1 1 1¢ 4 ¢ c 1 3 1 2 Q 49 50.87
18~ 84. 4.0 B .s . LB... b 0 ) [} 2 4....C 0 1 3 2 I S 32 .. 54.3§
85~ 91 1 ] é 2 & 3 1 1 b 4 1 [ C 4 3 0 ] 34 58,05
92~ 8§ RS A s SN SR S X C [3} 4 4 1 ¢ C.. 3 R 2 33 61.66
99-105 1 1 & 4 s 1 0 [ 2 H ¢ © ] 4 0 3 1 25 64,35
106-112 c T e L 8 2 3 [ a 2 2. [ ¢ ..1....2 .. 0B . .0 28 67.07
11E-119 [ ¢ 4 4 ¢ ¢ & 1 2 ¢ ¢ [+ [\ 2 4 3 ] 26 69.90
120-124 2 B VO U RV I o 1 £ C £ £ 1 [ S S 2 o2 72418
127-133 3 & 13 o E 2 0 1 2 E ¢ ] 0 z 1 2 1 26 75.00
194-140 (PR R T | 2 2 0 o z 2 1. .0 1o S SO’ | (6 TR | - SO & 2 i 4
141~147 o ¢ < 2 7 [+ " ¢ 1 z ¢ o' e Q Q ¢ 1 18 79403
148~184 P VN : S-S « 4 g ¢ o 1 -SRIV« SR < TONCHRPUOS VNN - SOOI (VPRI S 212 . R0.33
156~161 ¢ ¢ H a 1 N [} 1 1 0 ¢ 0 1 o 0 0 7 81.09
162~168. IS + SIS SATUNY ) IR ' 8.0 o [V - SETUNS « MUV : BN o b o 1. 0. e gee B BLaTS
169-175 B [ 2 ¢ 3 1 o 0 1 2 0 0 ] 0 7 1 2 22 84435
176-~182 e (o} 1 1 [ SO 1 c PR+ N S U | a Q o} o] Q.. 0 S K W 1 e ir A
183109 3 ¢ ¢ 2 @ Q 1 | 2 2 3 Q [} s Q (] [ 13 87.18
3198-1956. .. ..ol B S G c o1 ) 0 2 [R5 TR S« 1. 8. ver O ! ¢ 10 88.27
197-203 [ o : 4 ¢ 0 0 0 0 1 0 ¢ b 0 0 0 1 8 89,14
204-21¢L, ¢ [ bt 2 2 0 0 0 (RN SEUUOU  DINUUUN s NVICUVS SN . WP 1 ] 12 9044
211+ . £ M 1# & 12 13 1 4 4 & 5 0 4 9 3 3 88  100.00
»IAN 14500 10008 1% Y F8e. 10C.E . 9047 651 7746 B1,2 1CZ.3145.87 0. 121.4 B81.0 893 106.4 94.7 98.8
MEGLIAY Tule€ 100 SEau BLC 740L €740 3940 46.0 67,0 81.C 137,68, 0y . 109.0 67.0 67.C 10240 95.0 1440
STH.OLY. VMeG 363 Thiz B%se 64.5 79.5 BhJS. TBaZ 5328 69.6. 10047 .. Qu... bOit. T4.9  Bb.6 . 68,5 BE.G 7447
RANGE 3% 0 LHT 20%.L AS2.0 338.0 289.0 275.0 233.0 204.0 326,0 D 168.0 385.0 303.C.248,0 321.0 4700
NUMBER N e 147, 2a. 1ETe 52. 1l.  27. wFeo bZa o TBaw.. 2Be. 28 920

X B R EN N ESEER N

INRICTMENT TQ

FELONY CLASSIFICATION
7 B 9.

ARRAIGNMENT (3R} (TABLE 21)

YEAR 1965

TOTAL | CuM

102, 10y ABe . Oa ..

P




INGICTMENT TO TRIAL DISP (22E) (TABLE 23) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL  CUM
CAYS.. —aand 2 -2 4 5 & 7 8 ) 10 11 12 13 14 15 18 17
s TR ¢ o} 0 o) C 0 o} 0 4] 0 o) n 1] o] 0 0 0 0 0.00.
- 7 0 [+ 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0 o} 0 o} 0 0 (o] 0 ¢} 0.00
L WB=l4 I c [ 0 1 (1] 0 Q 0 0, 0. 0 Q )] 0 0 Q 1. Q.40
15= 21 ¢ 0 1 o] 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0.79
2Lz 2B . & L I} n 0 Dot L) 0. 0 0 o] o} D o) n a 0 0 0.29
29~ 35 c )] ¢ o} 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 1 1.18
3542 ... B a..D 2 i 2 Y o I » I 0 D. ] D o) 1 0 s} 0 0 6 3.52
43~ 49 C c g 2 2 0 [y c Z [s] [s} 0 0 0 1 0 0 12 8.21
50~ 86, . .L r 2 2 2 o ... .0 a0 O 0 0 s} 0 b] 0 Q ] 9 11.72
57~ 63 0 e 2 5 -} 3 0 o] 1 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0 g 18 18.75
G4z 20, .. . Eee 2 1 [N » SERSUUUTIY ) TUNPILI 5 SRS 1 IRV 4] s} D, o] i} e D e A2 23044
71~ 77 [ L 3 5 3 [+ 0 o] 0 c c 2 1 1 [+ 1 [ 16 29469
8= 84 ol Q 2 2 0. o] [} Qns . 0 [ fs) 0 Q 0 1 Qe I S Y1
85~ 91 1 G G 1 4 ] 0 [+ ¢} [ 0 4] 0 1 0 [ 1) 7 34,38
L8298, e Dol 2 o. 2 Loeinnd Q 1 1 fal s} D [s] 0. 0 c 8. 37.50
g 99-105 1 ¢ -4 & ¢ Q G ¢ ¥ [+ [¢] 4] 4] Q 0 (4] 0 13 42,58
106-212.. .. 1 L...0 & 4 G o s SUDR 1 1 o] o} a a o o Q 2 13 42,66
113-119 2 3 5 C 2 1 (o} 4] 1 4} 4} & a 2 4} o} [} 14 53.13
1Z26=-126... . L. el 2 4} s} . B o TSI « IO fol c o} e} fa) Q fa) fo} Q 2 53.91
127-133 C G ] a ¢} 4] a g Q 4] Q Q ¢} 0 4] (4] 4} 1 54,30
134-140.. ... L .. i 3 1 G a . Welll 2 ol il 0. fal a [} a [ FA HE L8
142147 1 Cc £ 2 [¢} a [} 0 a C 0 ¢} ¢} Q (¢} Q Q 11 60.94
148~154 U AU ¢ § C 2z 7NN s FRSUSTRRSE s JOURRNPIN ¢ | i.. fod G a e 1 aQ 5| 4} '3 £3.29
159-161 A C 1 1 1 G a [¢) a C (s} ] a 1 ¢} i 4] <] 65.63
162-168 .. 1 ...l e 3o G ..Q Q... a s} 2 o] a a a a [} 3 20.71
169-175 o 0 € 1 1 0 o] g Q ¢ 1 ¢} c Q ¢} a Q 5 T2.66
17e=182 ... L. ket [ 2 JO% o SRS » FONURI 4 R ST o X I 1 ol 4] b 1 o] a ¥ 15.79
183-1K9 1 ] C 0 ¢ Q [¢] [4] 1 [¢] Q o] [} Q a o] 0 2 T6.57
190-1986 I PR /P 1 Q -1 g 0.0 IO SRR o SV ¢ a a 1 {9} a a 4 18413
197-203 1 c 1 1 C 0 [¢] o] 0 c o} o] o] 0 a ¢} o} 3 T9.30
204-21¢ ¢ c [ SV WU SURTOR ¢ [+] 0 0 - X [ AU + i) qa Q qa Beerw sl wee = - 4. . BOLB6
211+ & p: 9 16 4 2 G o 1 1 4 0 2 3 1 3 1 49 100.00
NSAN 176.4 261,0 1221 139.0°108.0 132.C 0. . " 1797 24444 T440 17142 17458 130.0C 169.3 155,2 140.1
MEDTAN 1724C 179,08 10900 20940.-74.0 .95uCeQaQa. 1 2 ~207afl 2440 7420 15820 81la8. 153 g..109.0 . 116.0 .. ...
STCLDEV.  £ia€ 116.0 €501..28a7-Tle4 $2vi ~70% %2 2 18200 2ga 0 01800~ 2 00 0- 1300 102-0 - 116
<ANGE F61.C PG00 27%.8 314.C 298.0 2462.C 0. 0. 184,0 142.0 251.0 0. 285.0 310.0 168.0 195 0 297.0 417.0
NLUMBES iie . N_{z"“___’ji,__‘“'ﬂ_ ¥ Te ... . Lo O A2, 3 R 22 be 13, 4y 6._ ‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ 4, . ___‘~_254§gd

LA L LN R P R NN
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ARRAIGNMENT TO NONTRIALDISP(9) (TABLE 24) YEAR 1965

INTERVAL " FELONY CLASSIFICATION YOTAL  cum
_DAYS. ._....1 P 3 4 5.... .6 .. T ... B. g 16 11 12 13 14 15 Lb 11

N ¢ PR o G 2 3 100 u5 ... B 2 E o 0 o} i0 21 3 10 86 9.46.

1= 7 o [t} c 2 ¢ [¢] 0 s} 4 1 0 0. Q 1 1 [} 0 g 10+44
B4 o} o} ¢ 1 c Gl o) 2 o} 2 0 o) 0 0 0 Q 5 10,99 .
15- 21 ¢} o 4 4 3 2 0 o 3 1 Q 0 0 2 0 o] 0 19 13.08
227280 il 0 4 4 4 1 0. o) k| 1 o} o [ 1 Q Q [« T 18- 15.06,
29~ 35 1 0 2 5 S 0 2 (¢} 9 2 C 0 1 7 0 3 Q 48 20433
W36 42 el a 15 | & SR SN Q 5 13 g 2 o} i} 4 1 2 1 83 29.46,
43- 49 2 o] 11 3 17 2 1 2 9 2 0 0 o] 2 4 2 1 58 35.83
50- 86 2 ] 14 A Q 8 Q 3 4 L 1 Iy) 0. 2 1 1 )] S84 41 .98
57- 632 S o & 9 21 3 Q 1 8 5 o] o} 0 4 5 0 1 70 49.68
64~ 10 G 0 1 1 10 . SR 1 0 3 1 1 o} 3 & 3 2 o 43 S4..40.
T1- 77 3 o z 2 7 3 0 C 2 2 0 4} 0 1 0 [¢] 1 24 57.04
_18=_84 b S o} A 5 2 a a [+ T 2 1 a o a [ 0 0 39 61.32
85~ 91 z G 1 4 4 [¢] 1 1 4 & 0 0 0 5 2 2 1 a3 64,95
92~ 98 1 1 g h] 1 1 0 0. 1 1 0 Q0 0 2z 0 3 2 18 L6693

o 99-105 o 1 g 4 S 1 0 0 4 1 0 0 1 1 [0} 0 1 28 70.00
A 106£-112 2 c 11 & 1 o 0. .l 1 1 0 a o) 0 3 3 0 29 23.19

113-119 ¢ c 9 1 El 1 0 1 1 o} 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 20 75.39
120=1246 0 ¥ £ 1 3 2 0 0 1 1 0 [4] 1 4 Q 3 1 23 2192
127-133 [ 0 3 4 3 0 0 1 1 2 1 0 o] 0 o} 0 1 17 19.79
134=140 o] fi 2 s} & Q [ N o 0 1 0. Q 0 0 fo) 0 4 13 A1.21
141-147 0 4} 1 4] 5 0 0 0 o} 0 0 o} 0 0 0 0 0 6 81.87
148-154 Z o} 2 ) 4 S o} 1 2 1 a Q 0 1 0 o} 0 15 83.52
155~161 2 0 1 [} 2 0 0 s} 1 2 0 0 0 4] 2 0 1 12 84.84
16221468 1 o} ] 0 0 1 o] 0 ] 1 0 a o} o 2 1 1 °} 85.83
169-175 1 0 2 1 4 0 ¢} o} 1 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 13 87.26
176=182 1] O b 2 2 0 1 0 3 1 4 s} 1 (o] Q 0 4] 11 BQ.13
183-189 1 G 1 2 Z 1 0 0 1 e 0 [} 1 0 1 0 [+} 10 90.22
lap0=196 o] [} 1 Z 0 0 4] 0 0 o) o) fol o] 1 =2 1 o] jr 8 90.99
197-203 0 0 4 1 0 1 0 [} o] 2 0 (v} 1 0 0 0 1 8 91.87
204=210. o] s C 1 3 4] JUSON o WU o ROV 0 Q Q Q Q 3 Q__...0 1 Q2.44
211+ 6 0 13 5 S 4 1 2 4 2 5 [¢] 0 2 9 3 2 67 100.00
MEAN 128.9 . 98.5 97.1 86.+2 89.1 17,0 5941 61.2 70,6 B2.6 146.6 0. 113.7 65.6 B83.4 9l.1 B4, Bb.5
MEDIAN . bL;ﬂ_-&i‘Q,ﬁlﬁ‘D__AD-B__E:D‘D__SBAQ__.%ZAQ__39.0_-69..0__&(1‘(.1 ].19‘0....._0A__lnZ-Q_Nfzn.ﬂ__ﬁo-ﬂ__ﬂﬂgn_._ﬁB o] 61.0
STD.REY. 2B J1a 83.9_ _18al. BR0.0. 6By3__53a1 99 1.8 Sal. _Gbal__79.2 1la4.,
KANGE 34_..0 7 0 348 o] 292 0 463,0 334.0 265,0 271.,0 230.0 283 0 322 0 0. 168 0 367 0 303 0 244.,0 284,0 463.0

NUMBER 344 2o 150,  B88. 167, 508 12. 268. 99 £2.a 11a /1% 9 fla 164 28, 29 910,
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IHTURVAL
DAYS 1. Z. z 4
] [ N O S M

i~ 7 [ C A o}

B~ 14 Lo L PN Lo
16~ 21 [ ¢ } ¢
23~ 28 C P VURUUNUREY U s
29~ 3% [ ¥ i 1
36+ 42 G P VRPN TR ey
43~ 49 c D £ z
50~ 56. | VA T SNPIO
5]~ &3 2 i 7 2
a4- 70 C. L. 1
Ti=- 77 % ¢ H C
T8~ 84 P CUURUPNN ¢ I N
85~ 91 1 5 ‘ 4
9298, [ o o 4 ch
29~-105 2 1 £ 2

1046~-112 [ SSUY » RSPUUEPNEL: U ¢ S
L1 3-119 (o G i [+
120-126 WL bl D
127-133 % 1] 11 2
1382140 o Dt GG e 2
141-147 i 1 L ¢
144=154 z A derin) ko
155-161 G 4 i 4
l62=164.... 1 i Covmem =L
169-175 T ¢ ¢ z
176~182 . o i ik e L
182-189 G ¢ i C
190-194 D SUTEE ¥ SO SRRROR: S
197-203 1 o c 1
204-21¢C i L 2 1.
211+ a 2 ¢ e
ME AL Iried eNL,0112,2 1265
MEDTAY 15140 185,23 1’745. L95.0 .
SYC.OGV. 23,8 1240 Gfed. Jdal.
RAANGE 3L4,0 2Ll 275.0 ’17 4
NUMPER BN 4y BAm S8

%3

AOORERO SOOI ARTOWENM WIS WSO

MM COOUCLOOUoLODLDODDOFOArO-NOOCCONOOOO o

MREAIGNMENT TO TRIALDISP (22E) (TABLE 25)

FELGNY CLASSIFICATION

1

97.7 121.9 [
£7.0 74.C Q
718 94.5 0
299.0 2&5.0 0
v

Ak

OQOOODOGODOOOOOOGOObOQODOOCOGDOO

[V
Q.

0‘
Q.

YEAR 1865
TOTAL  CUM

g ..AC...o1l....12 13 14 15 LY O SRS
C wnilin nLoL.l0 (oSN o 0 O O bt 1 0040
c ¢ c 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0.40

R oSN SO » S | 0 Q 0 o o 0 0.40
c c c ¢ 0 0 o ) c 1 0.79
(TN UUURIEE o SONUIV « IR o MUSNUUNY « MOUFURUUVEN o SURONURUR ; FRURNUSINEY s WUSUURUNIINE: SRUNURINEN DS ¥ -
c c ¢ 0 1 ] o 0 ¢ 5 3.14
IR v  BAUUUD: NURURUNNE + MRV o MSRUUREN « SRR ¢ MAUOPROE . IEPIRUI -V Y - {1
1 c c 1 c 1 1 ¢ c 17 14,51
X Lo Bl e WG 4] 0 0 1 U 3. Sl s P 13 §
o c 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 13 25.50
[+ S NN > WO s DO - SISIURPY : SOV + NGNS NUUUON » SRS ¥ SO 1+ PN
c ¢ c 0 ¢ 1 ) ¢ € 8 34,12

S TR RO ¢ SUNUTN o IRV o JAP RNV SOV « SRR « B .B. ..31.26
C c ¢ 0 ¢ 1 0 0 0 13 42.36

.2 B TSR SR s SR « SN + W a e O . 9 . 45,889
1 c c 0 C 1 0 0 2 19 53,34
D .....C B0 SUUIY - SENU + DU s SUSRURPY: SRR s DS « WP SUPR. 7 0. 5 |
) C ¢ 0 ¢ o o 0 0 o 54,91
1 R N B RRRN ¢ STV : NEUUIIET ¢ SRR « DRSPS SENUR 1 9 11
2 ¢ ¢ G ¢ 0 ] C 15 61.18
i c....0. 0. 0 ...l 0 Q Oerov e Boe - H314
¢ ¢ c o 0 1 0 ¢ 0 2 63.93

SO+ RN oSO SO o SR o ISV o I £ R JOURO - S % B0
c ¢ z c 0 0 0 1 0 12 72.16
C [+ RV UURROR + SR + S ) I SRR - SO -
C 1 c ¢ ¢ I 1 o 0 5 78.48
1 c ToCAERE SRR o SN SR « BRI s ISEOT « MPU 3 . 7788
1 c a o 6 1 0 0 0 4 79.22
0 c 1 ..0 . .0C. .0 N TN + DUPURN! s OO 80.79
¢ 1 ¢ 0 o 0 0 0 0 3 81.97
G c ¢ I 1 0 S TR W | I3 84,32
1 ¢ 4 g 1 3 0 3 1 40 © 100,00

114 o4 14&,3 233, 3 42,5 154,7 166.2 126.5 165.0 149,0 129,3

02.0 172.0.192.0 . .39.0. €0.0 .144.0...81.0.15 .0 0.

5.7 5742 ne.z 3.5 11643 94,8 65.4. 7 3 %‘1’% 5 ‘l'g%.o

189,0 132.C 261.0 7.0 288.0 315.C 1561,0 198.0 286.0 424,0
13, ER Yo 24 4y 134 . 4. G 4 255,

NP NN N NS N BN N B W G N SN W M B W PN
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MCTION 1 TO LAST PRICR 70 DISP (TABLE 26) YEAR 1985

INTERVAL T ' “FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL  ruM

WDAYS. e X 2 3 4 5 ...6. . .T.. 8 9 1C 11 1z 13 14 15 16 17

*

JURUORN + VU 5. SOV SNNIU - AT 3 SOV A RO 23 i Reniennb 286 24 8 2 1 21 15 13 10 361 6088
- 7 2 C 7 0 4 o] 0 0 2 1 0 0 [ 5 0 2 0 23 64476
A= 14 . [0} Q 3 2 & -3 o UNIONN s 1 1 Q Q 1 2 0 o] Q 19 £7.96

15- 21 ¢ 1 z 3 4 0 Q [¢] 1 ¢} 0 Q s} 1 0 1 0 13 70.16

2228 ......2 Q £ 1 - SRS  FVOUUUNUNN ¢ SEPUUURURIN o N | 2 Q Q [} o] Q 3 o} 19, 13,36

29~ 35 1 1 é 1 5 0 0 a o] 1 0 0 0 1 0 [o] 0 12 75.38
~36=.42.. ... .1 ....¢ 5 1 b N o BRI | 0. 1 1 0 Q a 1 o} o} -0 11 1124
43~ 49 ' 1 G 2 1 5 0 1 1 0 o] 0 0 2 v} 0 0 15 T9.77
50= 54 1 ¢ jd 1 h| P« NS « e 0 o3 Q 0 0 0 0 0 o) o 5 A0.41
57~ &3 C [ G 1 1 o] 0 0 0 [o} 0 0 o] 2 0 o] 1 5 81.46
LA4=_20 I o} L Q 1 s SOTIURON « SOOI ¢« MO [ 0 a a 2 0 o SO o I 5 82.30
11~ 17 4 c ] 1 1 o 0 0 1 [o] o] 0 0 3 0 0 0 7 83.48
18= 84 [/ (o} 3 2 (e HRUNUON « SUVURNIN ¢ SNSRI ¢ B a Q o} Q Q a a Q a 4 A4.15
85~ 91 [ e 4 1 2 1 o] 0 0 1 1 ] "] 1 0 0 G 9 B5.67
92= 98 ¢ 43 1 2 1 [ PO« WU o § Q Q Q Q el 1 Q. (2} Q. & B& . AR
99-105 o o K] 0 1 0 [} 0 2 c 0 0 0 3 ] o} [0} 7 87.86

106=112 [V} 0 b s} 0. PR & DRV ¢ SRR PO ¢ (U 1 § fs} Qa Q a [} a 0 1 88.03

113-119 G Q [+ 1 Q 0 0 o 1 0 4] Q 0 o] 0 0 0 2 88.37

120=1286 e G 4 4] [+ OO + B [« TS + SRR SO | 1 I} 1} a 0 Q 0 -] ge.89

127-133 1 G 1 1 0 0 s} 0 o] 1 v 0 0] o} 0 0 (¢} 4 90.56

134-140 1 Y L TR, FWSNIIS SNSRI ¢ | 4] 0 1 ¢ 0 a Q 3 0. Q 0 e 8 82208

141+ & 1 [ 3 q 3 o} 0 3 2 8 0 1 2 2 [¢] 2 47 100,00

ME AN 56.8 B86.4 34.6 279 23.7 21.8 C. 6.6 31.6 24,0 103.9 O. 18.8 30.8 20.9 5+3 44,8 31.9

MEDIAN 0aD . 1840 .l Dal Dalle. Do . .0a0 0a0. . Dabl... 0a0...88.0 0.0 Q.0 4.0 0.0 Qafl N.0 Qa .

STOWDEY A A 2 A a B e G b h Tk 4Te2 =0 1641l . §52.7 8505 102,70~ =0 49,3 4.4 571.3 Gath.93,9° Bl

RANGE 344.0 382.0 308.C 227+¢ 219.G 158.¢C G. 46.0 195.0 202.0 316.0 0." 158.0 152.0 178.0 25.0 277.0 382.0

NUMBER 371 Sanel22iamcmfilianndlla. 32, 2+ . la. 48.....38 18a 2 Qmmttbamel Lo 1n e 13 .. 5934

*INCLUDES THOSE'DEFENDANTS, THAT FILED ONLY ONE MOTION IN ADDITION TO THOSE WITH TWO MOTIONS BOTH FILED ON SAME DAY

CRIMINAL NUMBER OF THOSE WITH ENTRIES N 8BOTH NON~-TRIAL AND TRIAL DISPOSITION (TABLE 27)

TABLE NOT INCLUDED No. DEFENDANTS IN GROUP = 65 YEAR 1965




NR.OF MOTIONS PRIOR TO NONTR.D(TABLE g8). YEAR 1965

NUMBER OF FELONY CLASSTFICATION TOTAL  CUM
MCTIONS 1 2 3 4 5 I e, B 9- 10....11 12 13 14 15 16 112
11 O .2 Ab TS5 2& .0 .23 B6____ 4G 5 o 230 86 15 19 506 __ 53,18
1 1z 17 43 25 . 59 19 2 6 23 23 5 "o 5 18 12 10 8 21 82.58
2 5 o 25 8 14 3 0 1 1 9 4 Q 2 10 3 2. 2 96 92,78
3 2 1 ¢ 6 12 4 o ) 4 1 1 ) 0 5 ) 1 0 43 97.35
4 1 Qe 1 4 Qo 0 .. 0 I .0 a0ue Qe @ Q 0.._..1. 0 w..12.....93.62,
5 1 o 1 2 2 o 0 0 1 ¢ 1 0 0 1 0 ) 0 9 ""99,58
" RSN SSRIY EPUUR SN SNUUS WY ST BN 1. 0. 1 N U S - SO I a a .4 100,00
= NEA;J 1.3 2.0 €9 0s€ C.9 OC.7 0.2 0.3 0.6 0.6 1.5 0. 1.0 0.9 0.2 0.7 O 0.8
______ G lalo o da0 e 0ef o 3aCon 040 _0u . i - 2a0 i lef 040,060 .00 .. 0 .. _
RERIAH,- s s s S T et TR 0 SO 0 TS 0 RIRT ¢ At S, et o . At v 4 "‘é’ {2888 190 Hiais
RANGE 6.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 6.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 6.0 2.0 6.0 0. 2.0 5.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 640
NUMBER_. Bha 2 154G B8a )28, . 52. 124, .30....103.. .22 18. [« Qa bl 81l. 29 29,... 941.
AR.OF MCTIGNS PRIOR TO TRIAL.D(TABLE 29) YEAR 1965
NUMBER OF T rELeny CLASSIFICATION T ToTAL” CuM
LMOTIONS. 1 2 3 4 5. & 1. I WO o JEVUN: B SUURY 13 14 15 18 11
0. 7 1 25 ?‘? 23 I o] 0. ﬁB 1 3 a 2 1 2 1 1 108 .. __ . 40.61.
1 & 1 21 15 12 4 o G 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 77 69455
2 3 1 1s 2 9w Qe 0 O S 1 2 o 0 4 0 1 0 43 85,72
3 1 R 3 2 ? o o 0 ¢ 0 0 0 2 .0 1 0 17 92.11
et B B z 4 2 0. 0 0. vl lecmreliomeaO . 2em D o 1 ilem o 96425,
5 2 o 1 1 c 0 0 o 0 c I 0 0 2 0 0 0 6 98.50°
- b. Y] 1 L 0 C RSN & U 3] 0 0 S o3 Q [« S o 1 Q 0 0 4] 1 S98.88.
o 7 1 0 0 0 0 o v 0 G 0 1 0 © 0 0 0 o 2 99.63
> 8 1 0 c 0 0 Q Q . Qe Buuwn C a 0 Gl 0 0 0 _a 1..-100.00
9 ¢ o c 0 o 0 0 0 o ¢ 0 0. ¢ ) 0 0 0 0  100.00
HE AN 1.9 2.2 1.1 0.5  1.¢ 1. 1.0 1.0 1.5 1.0 0.5 2.6 0.5 1.3 1.5 172
MEDIAN. . . 1.0 1ol 1.0 0.0 1a8i 1 w00 1.0 1.0 1.0....0<0...52.0 .. 0.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
STDLOEV 2o NG 1.1 3.2 1.1 1 ) C.B 2ol =0 Q.5 1.8 .8 0.9 1.5 l.4 —ime
RANGE 2:C 6.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 3 4.0 2.0 7.0 0. 1.0 5.0 1.0 3.0 4,0 8.0
MIMBER 21 4 £8 52 44 lé 2 11 2 4 12 4 a fa 266... ——
o C PRESENTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT ~  (TABLE 80) T T YEAR 1965
INTERVAL FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL  CUM
DAYS 1 L k} & LY A 7 B Q. 10. 1l 12 13 14 15 16 17
0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 Q. __0 0 D 0 a 0 o 0 0. ._0.00
1- 7 0 ) 1 3 1 0 o 0 0 3 o 0 o 0 P 0 o 8 0.98
A~_14 [s) 0 3 2 0 1 [4] Q 2. 1 0 0 a 1 0 1 ] 1 2.43
15~ 21 0 0 3 o 8 1 1 o 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 15 4.17
22~..28 2 1 29 v 4 13, 5. 0 0 /Y 1 A ] (5] 2 0 2 2 T4, 13.22
29~ 35 3 1 22 17 31 1 0 0 14 4 0 0 0 3 0 3 o 99  25.34
b= b2 9 0 42 28 39 8 (4] [s] 146 a 5. b} 2 oy 2 2 1 141 45.058
T 43~ 49 ! 1 21 11 24 6 1 o 16 % 7 o 2 16 o 5 0 122 59.98
50-..56 (2] 1 2Q. 148 18 & Q 0 11 8 S Q 0 1 (1} Q. 0. [+ 4 71.45
57- 63 15 1 18 9 17 6 2 1 13 2 2 0 1 3 o 5 3 98 83.85
B 10 A 1 20 10 13 1 ¢} 2 10 B 2z 4] d 4 0. 1 Z 82 93.89
71+ 1 0 6 13 5 2 1 1 3 1 2 0 0 5 9 1 0 50 ¥ 100.00 ‘
MEAN 52.0 4T.2 40 4Ba7 42.9 47Tel B87.2 1005 47l 48.1 4842 3940 47.7 5343 158.0 72.0 46.8 49.2 ‘
%EIMHWQQ‘ET’QQ'B 2;'?‘ 1423 73:\‘% '%q 2 =0 0 QE 2 '3-\ 9. "m. 0. 124.0 _18.8 "l'f\g‘z. T |
RANGE 5600 42.0 G440 14740  BB.G 98.0 234.0 148.0 7340 122.0 93.0 0Ou - 49.0 1170 234.0 598.0 49.0 605.0 |
Wn - 85 O 188 116 164 a2 5 4 a9 35 a0 h} B 47 11 20 9 817

" THERE ARE AN ADDITIONAL 210 CASES THAT HAVE VALUES 71+ THESE WERE NOT INCLUDED N THE STATISTICS

WM mE,mE NN EEEmEEEE gy .




dembouasdisbeo e’ esdm

MOTIONL TO MOTION2 (NON-TRIAL DISP.)(TABLE 31) YEAR 1955
INTERVAL FELONY CLASSIFICATIBN TOTAL CUM
. DAYS... ..ol Z Zvamnt 86 LT 8 .9 0.1l llo12......13 14 15 S B J OO
. a B [ IS [ N 4o 2 2 2 0 0 e L B 3 D . 2 1 1 Orevimen 19 .0 13420
- 7 3 0 4 3 5 0 0 4] 3 1 0 0 0 4 0 3 (¢} 26 31.25
-B= 14 . L. 0 2 .00 4 1 0 0. L.l nde Qe Q S N 1 Q [} a 12 ... 39.59
15- 21 0 0 0 2 2 ¢} 0 (¢} 2 0 0 0 0 0 ¢} 0 0 6 43.75
22228 e e L O 2.. i 2 0 o] 0 1. .2 L0 000 1 [ I ¢ I8 a 0L o 50LTQ.
29~ 35 1 0 1 1 3 V] ] 0 0 Y 0 V] 0 ] 0 0 0 7 55.56
LB6= 42 QL. oL O 5.. .Q 2 1 o} 0 L RSO & NORPERUO o 3N ) 0 0 e 2 a... A0 62250
43~ 49 1 ¢} 1 1 1 ¢} o] 1 0 0 0 Q [¢] 3 0 0 o} 8 68.06
G- 7 0 E)  ARVRPRN ¢ SRR ¢ DUNVSUPI S8 -0 . 0 0 o} o} 0 e DD 0 Q 0 0 0, 0, i 68.15
57~ 63 (¢} 0 )} 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢} 0 1 [o} 0 1 4 T71.53
J Yty 1 7 UURCIDUN o ISUURUEIUN ¢ DU o USURIN o Q o} Q Q.. 1 JFEN 0 SRR o Qe b 2 Q JU 2 PSP § IS SRR 42 9 . V.
T+ 4 0 13 3 4 3 0 0 3 2 3 0 1 1 0 0 1 38 100.00
MEAN 58 D 11.0 58 8 39.3 30 9 55.9 Da 46.0 44, 2 51 l 711 8 0. 811.5 30.5 0. 3.0 168.5 471
MEDIAN. . .. . 32.0.11a0..39.0. .18.0. 18.0 39.0 O. 4640 18a0...25.0....0.0 0 11le0...25.0 0.0 4.0 . .60.0. 25.0 -
STDuDEVa - .nbleDla-.B5a0.. 4452 - 306 5445 Oa . ~0e -54.2.. 518 .80.6 Qo o 2305 _ 278t =0 1,7..10B.5 54,9 .
& RANGE 229.0 0. 223.0 154.0 9&.0 152.0 [ 0. 195.0 157.0 180.0 Os 147.0 74.0 Oe 4.0 217.0 277.0
oy NUMBER -« e llen o v e B3acmnnllbe . . 264 Te Oa .. ~le - 136 v BamwnBaeceo 2 15 1 4 w2t mirame L B s
‘ MOTION]L TO MOTION2{TRIALCDISPOSITION) (TABLE 32) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL FELONY CLASSIFICATION o TOTAL CUM
..DAYS 1 ..2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 . 13 .. .14 .15 ... 16....17 . : A
.. Q 2o .. Q. 4 3 1 Q Q a 1 Q . .1 ) Q. PO SUNENEUR « SRR B S .. k6., .. 20.59
- 7 0 o] 3 1 3 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4} 0 0 8 32.36
... 8- 14 .. ..0 . 0. .. . .0 1 0 o} 0 9] 0 .. 0 00 B B 0 Qe B e 8. 398771
15— 21 0 1 1 0 1 [} V] 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 5 47.06
.22~ 28 1. L. 0. L. 1 Q 0 0 1 0. .0 Qe O D e OO L 0 e <5 .. 54.42
29~ 35 6] (v} 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 (¢} 0 0 0 1 o} 0 V] % 60.30
V36~ 42.... ... 2 0L 2.0 ] Q o} 0 1 0. o BCHREDUNN o DR ¢ SURPRIDPUEN ¢ NONVURURIN ¢ SN ¢ NESPURIII o SRR SISO . 9 3.
43~ 49 0 0 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 4 73.53
50=.56 ... 0., s IR + N ¢ S [V Qo 4] 0 {0 JERSURNE + SIS o SNEPUT ¢ NSUUNUN: MU ¢ JOUPUSNUIN ¢ JIMIUPUN ¢ SRUPI, NS UIURII o B & 9. X |
57— 63 o] o} 0 0 0 1 0 s} 0 0 ¢} 0 0 0 (¢} 1] 0 1 75.00
.64~ 70 L0 .0 0.0 0 0 0 0 0 [+ RN o IUUURUUEIN o NSRRI ¢ JUVRNURN ¢ EXUNURURIN ¢ SSSURIUN! o UUUREPIND SRR WY {1 X -
71+ 2 0 5 1 i 0 0 0 2 1 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 16 100.00
MEAN 49.6 215 53.4 19.0 30.0 53.Q 0« [* 18 Olet 8940 L1112 Q. Q0. 222 O 9.0 67.0 45.
S afl_ a...32.0... 0.0 . - . . SR P U.;Q.m_ﬂ‘_- —040 67.0_., e 258D i
NI, - G- 18:0-30m8g 109 e g g I MR R . .
RANGE 133.0 7.0 247.0 85.0 154.0 14.0 Q. 0. 140.0 O- 91. 0 0. IB.O 0. 247.0

NUMBER o e e T 26 ool Qe e . Lla - 2a (4% Q. - S5+ - - leeae L TN PO Qa o Bavrwonnla i 2a . le . 1Y PR




PRESENTHMENT TO PRL. HRG. AT USC  (TABLE 33) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL FELONY CLASSIFIGATION TOTAL  CUS
DAYS b 2 3. 5 4 Borne o B 9 1 12, 13 14 15 1.8 17 .
0 2. 4] 18 2 | 1 - i S 5. & Q 0 Q 4 1 4] 4] A8....15.69,
1- 2 o 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 a 0 o ¢ 1 0 0 0 2 20.73
3= _ 4 2 [4) 3 Q0 0 [1} 0 0. (4] 1 Q Q 1 1] [+] (4] 4] 1 A4a386
S5« & 1 0 [ 4 o 0 o 1 s 0 1 0 [ 3 0 0 a 23 36427
iy 20 .| Ll { .y L 2 3 0 0 1 2 1 0. 0 2. [s] (] [4] 23 48.15
9~ 10 4 0 3 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 D 0 0 3 a 0 0 10 53,37
1}~ 12 3 0 2. (4] 1 0 0 ) (1) 0. (3] ol 0 4 1} Q {1 14 58,55
13- 14 5 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 i 1 0 o 0 2 [ 0 0 13 65,29
15=_15 2 0 3 [s) 0 0. 0 0 Q (o] [al 0 0 2 0 Q 0 4 H8.82
17~ 18 0 ) 3 1 4 0 D 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 10 76,10
19 20 i) D 1 1 2 D. 0 0 0 0. { 0 (43 2 0 O .0 7, IT.12
21~ 22 i 1 0 1 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B a 0 3 79.28
DA 1 0 (1] Q (3] 0 RSV o N 0. .. Q. 0. £ Q. o] 1 q o] 0] 2 B0.32
25~ 26 o 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 o a o o 2 o o 1 4 82.39
W21 2B 0 0 0. 0 2 Q. I + DOV S L. .0 a a a Qa Q Qa Y « SR 3 ... R3.84
29+ 1 1 3 0 1 1 0 o 1 0 0 0 0 5 1L 1 0 31 100.00
MEAN . m.; 2600  Teb 8.8 2440 14.8 . Oa 1140 Te4 4.0 6.5 0. 3.5 16.1 L1010 4140 25,5 fha0
o ) . <8 218 5. - 5 12.5 - SONTPING ¢ FOI... YRS, S, SN . VO e D e & . 3,
gﬁfﬁu* - ]1’35 3 9.3 x'?' ‘; L 22,8 12’?\ F\ 1315 'g' 9.5 9. 7.1 2 ﬂ -3 5 U\'% 291 J;'. f;]-; L ?:;}‘5 *_h_x}:;
RANGE 53.0 21.5 32.0 21,5 89.5 41,0 0. 27.5 3B.0 13.5 2.0 O 0, 90,0 150.0 41.0 o0, 150.0
NUMRER 34 3 585 10 1z 6 a . SRR T 8 2 v 1 31 12 1 oo e 1930
PRL. HRG. (USC) TO INDICTMENT (GJ) (TABLE 34) YEAR 1965
2 INTERVAL ) FELONY CLASSIFIGATION . TOTAL ~ CUM
. DAYS. S T TSNP WY USSP SUR F: OO SR V', DUUR ' ISSONIOR. 1 JOURUON K SR, 7 SO K. SR - SUHONE: = AN,
[SRUUURE » SR ¢ 38 0 0. 0 [ SONUOUIUN ¢ SV ¢ VORISR o ¥ [ (Al o) 0 w0 0 O 0. {o WU PR « PRPUPHOMII « WK o 1o B
1~ 5 1 0 0 o s 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 1 0.54,
b= 30 0 0 32 0. D. o WO 5 (4] 0 (s} 0. D. o 2. 0 (a) 0 5. 3.21
11- 15 1 0 3 0 0 1 Iy 0 0 o 0 0 0 3 0 o 0 B 7.49
16720 s e B h) ] fs) USSR+ DTN | IS 0- 0. 0. o} 0 0 a 0 Jal 0 18 15.51
21- 25 Y 0 4 o 1 0 0 ) It o 1 0 0 3 4 1 0 19 25.67
- T T N 4. 1 & 0. 2 RS JEUPURURER 5 ¥ D Pl WRRRIURA | 0. 0 0 3 3 0 0. 2 ABLBL
31~ 35 8 o 2 4 1 2 o D 5 4 0 0 I 4 0 0 1 31 55.09
b= 40 2 0 3 1 2 0. D 0 2 0. 1 O 1 1 0. 0 0. L3 6£2.04
41~ 45 4 0 2 o 1 2 o o 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 12 68445
Lify. 8D 1 0 7 2 I SRUROIN + IUDRUN « SESR O B 0 O (o) 0. 3 a O o L - I Y- SRR P4 8 }
51~ 55 2 0 5 0 1 o 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 12 83.43
S L0 3 0 2 0o 0 0. ) e D Do 1 O 0. a 1 0 4] Q 8 86,10
b1- 65 1 0 2 o 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 o o 0 o 0 0 4 86,24
bbb 0 0. 0 3 0 0 0. s YR s W oY 0 (o) o o) 0 Q Q. it e L e 8878
714+ 0 1 4 4 3 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 5 0 0 21 100.00
MEAN 32.8 51.7 38.0 61.0 52.9 32,2 0. 69.3 36.6 40.1 30.5 D. 38.0 35.8 64.7 23.0 33.0 41.1
» e ¥:1 3 Z8.0. 23 .0
Y SPURR € o o . a1 24 i 7/ ¥ s {11y, P st o v i i W YO Y W+ 10 W W ST o8
RANGE 60.0 91.0 8040 106.0  93.0 30.0 0. 28.0 20:0 35.0 15.0 0. O+ 116.0 155.0 0. 0. 175.0
GIMBER. . . A3, .5 51 Ile cdlan- +Ba v Lo i3y 14 brJ Y 1) 31 306 1.2 1 S U 187w -
FRELIMINARY HEARING (USC) TO INDICTMENT (INF) {TABLE 35) YEAR 1965

ONLY ONE DEFENDANT'S RECORD SHOWED A PRELIMINARY HEARING WAS HELD AT THE US COMM AND THEN GRAND JURY INDICTMENT WAS
;VSL\QESD THE TIME BETWEEN PRELIMINARY HEARING AND FILING OF THE INFORMATION FOR THIS DEFENDANT CHARGED WITH FORGERY WAS
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PRESENTMENT {USC} TO INDICTMENT (GJ1 (TABLE 36) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL FELONY CUASSIFICATION TOTAL  CUM
CDAYS © ..l eiPme B A 5 6 7 B. 9 10 . .11 -.12 . 33 B 2 e I s v e s
o O SN SONRDNUNY | SO : SUNRIY | o 0 ) 6 ... 0. 0. . 0 il el . O 0. .. ...CaDO
- 5 0 o 0 o 0 ¢ ¢ 0 0 1 0 o Q 0o .o 0 0 1 0.85
wb= 10 Q.. 0 . Deee -0, O 0 o 0 0. 0 el O Do O Dl D88
11~ 15 1 0 1 0 D 0 0 D 0 0 v 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2.55
L 16-.20 0 0. .10 0 0 0 0 o 0. 6 .0 G . 0 B Cie e L 2. b.24
21~ 25 a 0 1 1 o o @ 0 0 0 ¢ o 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.94
24~ 30 2 0 w . 3.... 0. 1 0 o 0 0 2 0 6. .0 o leceiB 0. D 9. ..13.58
31~ 35 0 o 3 0 3 o 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 22.04
36,40 S0 D2 D 2 0 0 0 0 3 0. 0 . Bt Qe @ . 8 . 29a61
41— 45 1 0 2 0 G 1 0 o o 2 1 0 0 Pl o o 0 9 37.29
L 46=_ 50 .2 B 2., . 1 a 1 o 6. 2... 0. 0 D DD D 0 e B 4% 0T
51~ 5§ 1 a 1 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 1 0 o 2 5 4B.31
JBem b0 0 L. 0., Q. 0 0 Q 0 0 0 3. D oSSV KUY : EVSSTORIN > SRR SR 3 eBn o E0w85
61~ 65 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0. 0 0 o 1 o o 7 56.76
6510 VY S| SR 1 o - -0 ) 2 loiw0. el vl 0 Q o TR | SRR N -3: 06 B 4
71+ 1 1 2 0 2 0 o 2 o 3 0 0 0 5 30 1 0 47 100.00
MEAN 46,9 T7.0 38,0 23,0 54.5 43.0 48.0 121.5 56.3 52.6 43.0 - 0. 0. 59.7 165.5 89.0 41.3 82.5
MEDIAN ... 48.0 . 77<0..33.0. 23.0 38.0 43.0 48.0 &3.0 6840 48.0..43.0...0 Qu o 530036000, . 8905300 oue. 5801, .
STDwDEVar 2. 230) o ~Om 15kt .. =D 2625 =Da —Da  5B.5. 1645 .25.1. =D I} ) 2820 511 =1 1625707 alaBl.. . ..
RANSE 85.0 77.0 :66.0 0. 91.0 0. 0. 117.0 35.0 112.0 Q. Ga 0. 82.0 20640 8§9.0 35.0 269.0
WKBER . . Ya ..le. 2le..la . .12 1. 1o . fe +3e...15a . laneenD 0 14 3] 1 Bawevin 118a. .
PRESENTMENT (USC) TO TNDICTMENT (INF) (TABLE 37) : YVEAR 1965

AND JURY
ONLY THREE DEFENDANTS' RECORDS SHOWED A PRESENTMENT AT USC, FOLLOWED BY WAIVER AT PRELIMINARY HEARING AND GR
INDICTMENT. THE TIME BETWEEN PRESENTMENT AND FILING OF lNFdRMATION WAS 38 DAYS (ROBBERY CHARGE), 63 DAYS (FRAUD) AND

53 DAYS (RAPE CHARGE) *
N PRESENTMENT TO PRL.HRG. AT GNL.SESS. (TABLE 38) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL - ST " FELDNY CLASSIFICATION T totAL cur
DAYS. .+ e he 2Bk B A AR S-SR T I £ SN £ S = SOV U 2SS 7SOt 7 SEUR A
O ol lienbbeenB0.. 40 . .9 1. 0.2l .3 ulh o ok 0 e b aen 37T - 59uA2
1- 5 3 0 3 2 2 0 0 0 1 o 2 0 0 0 0 2 o 15 15.30
b1l 2 a g & PASRUURIS, SN » BOUUURRUNY s SOSRRY o SOOI ST a o 2 a a. G 22.....mB3.93
11~ 15 3 0 3 2 2 1 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 17 90.59
C b 20 e Ll B e L s SEULTU RO WY, WDRNRURY . SN, SUNPURICE SN UL s IV, SOS  SUUNUURN s SUURUUIT . SUNRNP N - T B3
21~ 25 0 0 1 2 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 4 93.73
26~ 30 . - Bt 0. 0. i0-. .0 TP W SO SIS WONUT. WS, S Duemsce o - B . 94a91
31~ 35 0 0 0 1 0 B ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 o 0 o Z  95.69
LBb AD. . T2 Y 1 1 S ¢ TRV « ¢} .0 DN « IR ¢ ol O Q fo) a 0 0 W il - 86,08
4le 45 o a 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 96.48
B U Y T YOUIOR - ST TRV SUURY. SO SO - SN ST SR - S P T - S ST S
51— 55 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 9T.26
LY U N o SRR § 0 0 S TR o B o . 4] K « SURERUTIDUY 2 IR 3 SO I & SR Y . { 1 0 0 [N 98,04
51— 65 0 o o 1 o g o 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 99.22
56=_10. fol Q 0. 0. g O O c O fal Q 0. 2l O 0 {). s 0 Q9. 232
Tiv o 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 100.00
MEAN 8.2 D« 3.7 10.3 1.3 3.2 93.0 0. 7.4 Q.  la4 0. 0. 17.0 58.0 0.7 0. 5.9
MEDIAN ST, SURNE DN s SOUNE , Sy SO WA DUNY S e DU Uk s GUURIUN o T WU, SURSUURY s > SOOURAY - N s ST s B s WUUOONY O TR X O W - I ST O, WY S e Bieommrns - m
STD.DEV P 2.9 18.5 303w - bol - 3390~ -0 AR S ARSI o Gt 1.3 =0 1643 -
RANGE 18.0 0. 53.0 73.0 13.0 18.0 186.0 O. 63.0 0.  18.0 0. 0. 25.0  0On 3.0 0. 18640
NUNBER -~ e oo d B s Ao bfrarrcksir o cfiBae - - L2ar . e -2 - oe D = BD, 3o 17 o 4 5 1 1 2EBe e e
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PRL-HRG. {GNL.SES) TD INDICTMENT {GJ) (TABLE 39) YEAR 1965
TRTERVAL T TTmmm oo e " EELONY CLASSIFICATION YoTAL | CUM
WBAYS e b 22 3 B &. 7 ST SOV £ ¢ SNSRI & & 12 13 14 15 16 17
S RO - MUY : SN - NUNUY « SRR« UM : SN - STNENY: DU 0 0 0 0 9 0 9 0 ) 0200
1~ a o 0 0 0 0 0 o 2 0 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 2 0.80
RN <3 0 X ¢ AR ¢ 4] 4 1 (4] Q. .... G R B ] 4] 4] Q. i i) [¢] a 4] ] 3.18
11~ 15 0 0 3 1 1 g a 0 0 0 a o 0 0 0 0 1 3 5.56
BRI Y. DU S SEAIY.SUNCI SUNU : SRNEY: DUUNNY: BN S 5 9 0 2 9 0 o 18 12,70
21~ 25 2 o 7 4 6 4 0 0 6 1 5 0 0 0 0 1 0 36 26499
26=_30 Q | g 7 Bavivrnn Qe .0 Q.. .. .3, 0. 1} 0. 1 Q. 0. O 0 28 38,10
31~ 35 3 0 7711 7 2 o 0 6 0 1 0 1 3 0 1 0 42 54.11
36~ _40 1 O 1 3. 1 1 Q 0. 5 0 1 Q 1] 0 0 1 0 20 62,10
41~ 45 1 0 3 7 5 1 0 0 2 0 5 0 o 0 0 1 0 25 77.62
L~ 51 2 Q 2 3 O Q. 0 1 1 1 0. [1] [s] i) 0, [4) 14 T8.18_
51~ 53 ) 0 5 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 2 ) 11 82.5%
Sh-., 60 (4] (s} 1 2. 4] QO PR & RN ¢ JUNIUUIUL ¢ ORI ¢ [4) [4] 0 0 (4] 2 0 S _B4.53_
61~ 65 0 0 4 0 4 ) 1 0 1 0 0 0 o 0 0 ) 0 10T 88.50
bb= IO 1 0 Q 3 0 1 1 O 1 0 0. 0 0 (5] ) A 7 91.27
71+ 0 0 9 2 7 1 ) 0 0 ) 2 0 0 0 1 o 0 22 100.00
MEAN 39.0 2840 4lek  BBeb 40uh  hlaB 65+5  Os  29.9 46+3 41e2  Os  30.5 27.0 50.0 44e9 13.0 Tae, T
MEDIAN. .. — 320 28,0 3.0, .33.0..33,0...33,0.. 63.0.. .0a ...33.0 48,0 _43.0 s 28.0..33.0... 80,0 .. 43.0..13.0. 33.0. ... .
STN.DEYA 12.8 =0 25.0. 16a7 21et .. 2008 ... 2a5.....0 12.2 . 18.4 . 21.2. D 0 P DY) PN PO W S
RANGE 45.0 Qs 970 B2e0 870 72:0 540  0s  60.0 45.0 85.0 0. 45.0 15.0 90.0 35.0 0. 105.0
HUMBRER oo A0« o Laee o Bhin o T 4Bo o 128 2a .. O .29 B 2T O . VI PO . 252,
PRELIMINARY HEARING (GENERAL SESSION) TO INDICTMENT (INF) (TABLE 49) YEAR 1965
NO CASES WERE RECORDED WHERE THE DEFENDANT HAD A PRELIMINARY HEARING AND WAIVED GRAND JURY
INDICTMENT FOR AN INFORMATION ;
PRESENTMENT(GNL.SITO INODICTMENT (6J11{TABLE 41) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL T eeLony CLASSIFICAT LON TGTAL  CUM
.s.DAYS 3 2 Rmerw B 5... 6.  Tiw-cnBoam 10 11 12 i3 14 15 16 h i SO
PR ¢ I JO% T Nl 4 TOURPGON « ISRV o NDUISRNGY o SERPRRDIN 3 1Y 0 4] Q 0. ] 0 Q0 0. )| Q e —e 000,
1- 5 0 o 1 0 0 0 0 o 1 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 2 0.62
s b= 10 o Q Q Q YO .0 0 3 0 o 'y 0 0. 0 1 0 s .15
11~ 15 0 0 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 ) 0 o D 2 7 4.29
b=~ 20 1 0 4 [} 13 Q PR « Y 0 b} al (s} L 0 O 0 ] (4} 20 10,40
21— 25 o 0 8 5 B 1 o 0 0 1 2 0 0 D ) 0 0 25  18.05
25_—- anN 1 0. A 8 17 0 e O 0O & 1 0 Is) ) J's) 0 h) b} L0 30,28
31- 35 2 1 6 7 14 2 o 0 7 0 1 o 0 2 0 3 1 46 44435
b= LD 1 ) 5 r a 2 1 s} 2 2 1 0 1 1 2 o Fa) .. 28 52.91
41~ 45 0 0 3 3 15 0 0 o 3 0o 0 0 o 1 0 0 0 25  60.56
Gh= 50 Fe) 1 4 Pir 4 5 K SN O 0 AR 1 0 sl O 3 Fai [ ¢ SOURPUIR 4 } 23, 6759
51~ 55 I 0 3 0 4 o 0 0 2 0 z 0 0 o 0 o o 11 70.95
Kb, L0 2z Q. 1 1 . y 4 3 g. 0 3 Q 4 0 1 O O Fal 0. 20, 11.07.
61— 6% 0 0 3 3 4 o g g 1 1 0 0 0 0 o a 0 12 BO.T4
L= 7“ 0 I} 0 A & O O QO 0 2 0. 0. (al 1 0 0. Fa) 13 84.71
T+ 2 0 s 18 5 3 o 1 3 5 1 0 1 o 2 2 2 50 100.00
NEAN 50u4 4045 39.1 55¢3 39.6 5045 38.0 116.0 42.7 7T1.9 43.7 0. 4940 43.8 115.5 58.4 45,8 47.0
MEDIAN 384 A3 .0 230 L48..0. -11 0....28..0 38 g 116. 0 A8.0 68,0 233 .0 0O 38..0 3B 28 0. 233 0 28.0. 38,0
SYD.DEM. 2586 1.5 19..9 31,2 18,22 2“.2 _p,n. 0. 225 Al 29 7 0. 17.1 12.0 115 10,0 as 8 30.3
RANGE 8420 15.0 99.0 18600 92.0 79.0 0. 11640 130.0 150.0 101.0 0. 44.0 3540 155.0 232.0 95.0 24040
NUMBEH [+ 2 50 65 A0he. - L2060 o de- o« la k. ORI & { 8. [} Py N A 8 & .. 327.
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INTERVAL
DAYS

0
- 5
6~ 1¢
11- 15
le- 20
21~ 25
26— 30
31~ 35
36- 40
41- 45
46= 50
51— 55
. b6- 6D
61— 65
66~ T0

Ti+

MEAN
AEDIAN
STD<DEV.
RANGE
NUKBER

INTERVAL
DAYS

o .
1- 5
&= LU
11- 15
16~ 20
21- 25
26~ 34
31- 3b
36= .40
41—~ 45
. 46~ 50
51~ b5
.56~ 60
61~ 65
86~ 10
71+

NEAN
MEDIAN
STD.DEV.
RANGE
NUMBEL

PRESENTMENT (GENERAL SESSION) TO INDICTMENT (INF) (TABLE 42)

THERE WERE ONLY THREE CASES RECORDED WHERE DEFENDANTS WHO HAD PRESENTMENTS AT THE US BRANCH, COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

SUBSEQUENTLY WAIVED BOTH PRELIMINARY HEARING AND INDICTMENT BY THE GRAND JURY, ONE OF THESE DEFENDANTS WAS CHARGED WITH

AUTO THEFT, TWO WITH FORGERY; TIME BETWEEN PRESENTMENT AND FILING OF THE INFORMATION WAS 23 DAYS (AUTO THEFT)

(FORGERY)
1 2 3 4 5 &
.2 1 5 4 3 1
o] 0 2 0 V] 0
4} ¢} 4] o] a a
0 0 0 0 2 Q
0 0 2 4] 1 4]
0 0 1 2 1 0
Q 0 4] 0 1 0
0 V] 1 2 3 0
1 Q 7 (v} 3 0
0 0 2 7 1 0
4] s} 3 0 1 o]
Q0 0 4] 1 3 o]
1 .0 0 2 ] [8]
0 0 1 Q 1 0
a 0 4] 1 1 o
1 ] 0 0 3 o]
S51.6 O 27:4 34.2 39.3 Oa
38.0 0.0 38. ¢3.0 38.0 0.0
59.46 =D« 1943 207 2544 -0s
162.0 D 63.0 68.0 98.0 0.
S5a 1. 244 19. 24. 1.
1 2 3 4 5 ]
2 1 15 13 18 4
0 o] 0 1 [} 0
4] 0 0 [+] [¢) o]
0 [+] ] ] 2 0
1 4] 3 1 3 0
1 0 8 3 6 2
4 o] 7 5 8 3
3 0 4 3 182 o}
3 o 1% 7 12 g9
3 o] 4 5 14 8
1] 0O... . 5 5 7 3
i o} [} 3 <] 1
c . o} 9 4 10 3
] o] 3 0 1 3
4] 0 2 1 1 0
i 0 4 5 9 0
36.7 Ua 37.3- 38.6 38.4 37.8
33.0 0.0..38.0 . 38.0 38.0 38.0
22.8 -0, 275 . 49,5 29.8 17.6

9540 Cs 19B.0 365.0 253.0 63.0
2G4 1. BG. 56. 117. 33.

VERDICT TO SENTENCING
FELONY CLASSIFICATION
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7 10
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4} o 0 5}
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0 o 1 0
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(TABLE 43)
12 13
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a o
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0 a
1 0
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(TABLE 44)
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0 o
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) 0
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, 8 AND 38 DAYS

YEAR 1965

YEAR 1965
TOTAL CUHM
30 26.09
5 30.44
1 3ia.31
2 33.05
3 35.65
4 39.14
3 41.74
9 49,57
15 62461
11 72.18
5 T6a53
8 83.48
3 86.09
3 88.70
3 91.31
10 100.00
33.8
38.0Q
31.1
162.0
115.
YEAR 1965
TOTAL CUM
125 2053
3 21.02
3 21.52
8 22,83
13 24496
29 29.73
40 36429
48 44.18
.. B9 58a.79
63 69413
hh . Tbe3b
49 84.41
37.. 90.48
15 92.94
1 94409
36 100.00
36.1
38.0
324
418.0

409,







PRESENTMENT TO NON-TRIAL OISP (TABLE 45) YEAR 1965

SLETERVAL FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL CUM
DAYS 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
0 [ 0 0 0 0 [¢] [ Q 0 o] ¢ 0 0 Q Q 0 0 0 0.00
1= 14 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 2 Q 0 0 o] 1 0 o] 3 0.48
15~ 28 4] 0 Q 1 o] 0 1 0 1 ] o] [¢] Q Q 0 ¢ ] 3 0.96
29-= 42 Q Q 1 1 0 0 0 Q 0 1 o] 0 Q ¢ 0 a 4] 3 1.43
ad= 56 . Y] Q 5 1 1 [¢] 0 1 3 4] ¢ Q 4] < 0 4] 1 a 12 3.33
51~ 10 a 0 6 4 8 2 ¢ 0 7 2 [¢] 0 Q" 2 0 0 0 31 8.25
i~ h4 .. ..0 Q 13 5 . 14 2 1 1 5 2 2 0 0 3 0 1 0 51 . 16.33
55—~ 43 2 0 9 2 16 7 a 0 10 5 0 0 0 3 0 5 o 59 25.68
A0=12 L 0 12 & 21 2 1 2 20 3 1 o] b AR R SR R 1 75 . . 37.56
113~126 3 0 10 8 13 0 ¢ [¢] 8 2 [¢] "0 0 5 1 2 1 53 45.96
L2253 40. s e 1 5 10. 8 .3 1 ] 3 10 1 .0 1 CRR 1 | 1. [V 5L 54.05
141-154 2 0 19 4 8 1 0 0 3 3 1 0 0 <4 0 & 1 46 61.34
155-168.. . .0 .0 1. 5. .5 2 0 2 1 3 a 0 2 2. . .Q . 0 g 23. 65.93
169~182 0 0 10 3 8 2 0 0 3 4 [ 0 0 1 1 3 [ 35 TLe4H
183-198 .-l Q 5 4 1 Q Q ¢ 2 1 ] 4] ] 2.1 -1 1 25 1544
197-210 2 ¢ 2 2 g 1 0 1 1 2 L o] 0 2 1 o] 3 27 79.72
& 211=224 . . . 2. 4] 2 2 7 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 1. 3 0 0 21 83.03
@ 225-238 1 0 1 1 4 4 g 1 1 2 2 Q ¢} 0 1 1 1 20 86.22
239-252 ... . 0 1 2 4 . 0 0 Q 1 1 1 0 Q 0 1 c 0 12 88.12
253-266 1 0 1 2 Q 0 o] 0 1 a 0 0 0 0 3 Q. 1 9 89.55
267=280 -2 -0 1 2 3 1 o 1 0 a 0 0. . 1] s R . 2. 0 15 - 9l.92
281~294 0 0 1 3 1 1 0 0 2 a 0 0 a 0 2 ] ] =0 93.51
295-308 -1 0 0 0 0 Q o} 0 a 1 L i} ¢ .0 -1 a o 4 94.14
309~322 g Q 0 a 0 0 i 4] o 3] 0 [ 0 [ 3 0 0 4 94.78
323=336.. [¢] a 1 1 0 Q Q 0 Q Q 1 0 0 o 2 0 0 5 95.57
337-350. 0 0 1 0 0 0 s} 0 0 0 1 0 [ 0 2 0 0 4 96.20
351=364.. - o .0 3 0 0 o] o] 0 o} 0 0 2] o] 0 1 v 0 4 . 96.84
365-378 0 0 1 0 0 [V Q 0 Q 0 0 0 0, 0 4 0 o] 5 97.673
379-392 .. ] Q 2 Q 0 c ¢] o] Q 0 1 o] 0 .0 1 a ] 4 98.26
393-406 0 < [¢] 0 Y 1 0 ] 0 0 [ [ 0 0 2 4] Q 3 98. T4
4Q71-420 1 Q Q 0 0 0 0 0 Q 4] 0 Q a 1 Q 0 0 2 99.05
421+ 0 4] Q 0 1 0 1 0 0 4] o ¢ 0 1 3 [ o (-] L00.0G
MEAN 1d7.7 133.5 l4v.3 19051 °141.6 153.3 181.2 15242 119.5 13445 216.4 C. 166e2 14641 28641 142.1 184.8 154.5
MECYAM .. 147.5 133.5 133.5 133.5 119.5 133.5 105.5 161.5 10545 133.5 231.5 O« .161.5 133.5 287.5 119.5 203.5 13345
STDDEV.. J79 =04, T6e2 &Tod H4.8 T2:.1 145.0 702 547 5BeT 99.5. - Oo 40.9  8l.l- 98.3 65.0 48.0 81.6
RANGE 322.0 0. 35040 204.0 465,5 33640 412.5 224.0 266.0 294.0 308.0 Ge 112.0 360.5 454.5 224.0/154.0 507.5

NUMRER. ... . B4, la. 119. 69. 138. 29, €q e T4e b44. 13. Qs &o 33. . 39. 18, . 9. . 631,

- =
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PRPRESENTMENT TQO TRIAL DISP JTABLE 46) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL - o ’ FELONY CLASSIFICATIUN TOTAL  CUK
o BAYS e T e 2 B & .5 .6 7 8 10, - 12 13 14 15 16 17.
Q 0 Q 0 Q0....Q. 0 0 0....0 .. ..0. 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 Q.00
1- 14 o o} 0 0 [} 0 0 0 Y [+ 0 0 ] 1} Q 0 0 ] 0.00
15 28 n 0 0 o] 0. ..0 0 P PR 3 (1) Q 0 o n a 0 0 0 0.00
29= 42 0 0 1 0 0 [} 0 0 0 [ 0 0 [} 0 0 0 0 X 0a41
43~ 8K 0. fo] a [+ SORUURUUOR + SURNURIOY o IO Q... 0. [} D [} 0. 0 o} D, 0o il 0. D&l
57— 70 0 0 1 3 2 0 0 [} 0 0 1 0 0 0 4] [¢] ] T 3.28
I1=. B4 n a & 2. e 1. 0. 0 . 0. .0 0 1 o (o} 0 Q n 14 902
85~ 98 1 0 1 3 7 [ [ 0 3 0 0 0 1 1 o 0 0 17 15.99
Q9-112 1 0 4 & Biore L, WO Q 0 a 0 0 o o 0 1 n 19 23,28
113-126 1 0 4 2 2 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 [¢] 1 0 [/} o} 10 27.87
127=140 0. 1 12 4 vl . @ 0 2 ) 0 0. Q 1 0. 0 0. 27 3B.94
141-154 2 0 ] 4 2 0 [} 0 1 Q [+] ] ! [+] Q 0 0 17 45.91
155148 1 I} & 2 1 P IR s ROV o NS 0. 1 0 Q 0 0. D, o} 13 51.23
169~-182 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 2 0 ¢ [} 6 53.69
183-198 1 Q 4 1 1 o Quneeen D, . 1 il 2 0 0 1 0 o a 11 5R8.20
197-210 1 ] 0 8 5 [+] [} 4] [} [} 2 0 [} 2 0 0 1 19 65,99
21)=224 1 Q 4 1 2 Po SRR « DU o aQ Q. 0 0 fo) 2 a o o] 10 70.09
225-238 2 1 1 5 0 0 [} 0 1 4] o 0 o 0 0 0 10 T4.19
238=282 1 Q. 0. Q 1 0 0. .. a 1 2 n n. n [v] i 1 (1] A Thabhs
253-266 1] 0 1 0 0o 1 0 [+] 2 1 0 o ) 0 0 0 4] 5 78.69
247=280 n 1] 3 2 0. 0 0. 0 Q 1] 4] n 0 1 I+ n n A BAl.l8
281-294 1 0 1 3 1 [:} 0 [} o 0 0 <} 0 0 [ 1 0 1 84402
295=308 2 0 o 2 0 IO SO W a 0 ) 0. a 0 Q 0, 0 5 Bh.07,
309-322 ] [ 2 0 1 [} [¢] 0 0 0 0 [o] 1 Q [} 0 ] 4 87.71
323=3146 a 1 2l o U SO  JNUPRN « UORY | 0 0 0. 0 0 2 i 0 5 B9.74
337-350 0 0 0 0 o 0 o 0 0 (] 2 [+} 0 1 0 [} 0 3 90.99
A51=364 B. a Q0 A Qe eden o0 e 0. 0. 0 a a 1 0 2 a a 8 Q4,27
365~378 2 [+] 0 0 2 .0 0 Q 0 3 [+] 0 1 0 Q [+ & 96,73
379=392 0 0 Q. Q o [+] Q O RPN « NV « e o) D.... 0 (] 0 N Q Qo n o 96272
393-406 1 0 0 2 [+} [} 0 [} 0 0 0 1} 0 ‘1 0 0 0 3 97.96
401420, . i l...0 1] .0 [+] Q.. ..0 .. 0 o BRI + N 0. [} I « BV ¢ ESSUORAIN « RO « BN 1 98,317
421+ Q |8 0 1 .0 3} 0 [} -} [4 1 [} 3} [} 0 1 0 4 100.0C
MEAN 219.1 3l4.6 16145 196.8 149.8 200.0 0. 0.  163.8 223.1 255.3 . 77.5 254.8 222.5 343,5 325.4 203.5 191.2

.HEMAN--..__MJ.JZMJ_&LE_J.&M

Domn Qe . 14T 05, 24525.20305 . 7705, 34555, 20345, 3290 8. 285, 5. 203 5. . ... 2615

133.5 105
ST0,0EV, . B3R, TG LY IV A 000 6002 45,7 10600 1200 AN60R 89,7 1A 20602 =0 9155
RANGE ~ Z80.0 331.5 394,0 432.5 508.0 28040 0. Ov T68.0 126.0 373.5 0 266.0 308.0 20.0 557.5  Os 6oTes
MUMBER 3 Ta o 8o 630 G0 A3 fe i Qo oo Qa AP0 Be . Lhem e Vi 8e ke 1. 244,
ARRAIGNMENT TU CONVICTION {BY JURY) (TABLE 47): YEAR 1965
TNTERVAL FELCINY cussmcnmn TOTAL  COM
GAYS 1 2 3 4 - TN 5. “ wes 11 12 13 14 15 14 17
Q. (¢] [s] 1] 0 (4] DR s RN « T (4] O D. Q. 11} (1] O Q 0 1] 0,00
1~ 14 0 0 [+] ] 0 [+] 0 0 0 1] 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1.10
15-~_2A8 0. s} 0 Q 1 0. -l 0 n Q [y} [+] 0o 1] 0 0 1 l?‘ 20
o 0 3 1 5 Q [} [} 1 o ] 1 0 0 [+] 0 11 4429
1242— 22 g n 2 kY LY 0.. 1} 0 1 0. 0. 1 0 4} 1] Q 12 27.48
- PN T S R ' o o o o 1o SN
3.1’— ;"2 ? ?\ 1 1 4 o o 0. 1 1 (4} Q 0. 2 {4 a 1 L7260
- 7 o 3Tz R R A R S N 0o o PR TR Y
gg-—‘?g ‘l‘ 1 3 0. 1 0. Q. (v [4] 0 [o] 0 1] n 0 D, f »ﬁa.lﬁ
d V] [+] 1 0 0 53 0 1- [+] [V] ] 0 [+] 0 0 2 65.94
};3-}23 } Q 1 3 SR W 9 1 D, a 0. 0 2 0, 0, 8 ';4. ':3
141-154 0 0 1 1 1 0 Q /] 0 o 0 (4] [+] 1 [+] [} 4 9.13
I;S—lﬁﬂ (¢] ] 1 0. 2 W0 ... D, 0......0 0. 2 [4] Q 1 0. [s] & B5a12
Te9-182 LT T T e T e T e 0 e o o e e o o 2 " T87.92
183=1094 O Q 0. s} ROV » N ] 0. .. .0 NN » RRPETRNOIN ¢ 1 0. Q0 n Is] n 1 A3.02
197-210 o o o oo T e o To a0 o 1o o o 1 90.11
211=224 0. Wo*u,_ 1 C,. weBeu- . 0., O .0 SRR + DRRSPRIDN ¢ R 0, 0 ] n [+ 0 1 91.21
225-238 0T e e e e el e T e e T T e e 0 o 2 93,41
239=2%2 Il 0 QO 0. J o TR « Y [ « ISP + BV, U o ST + o 0 0 0 ] n 0. 93.41
253266 0T T T T e T e T e T e T e e o o e 16 1 9451
PTS53N | JORDVRUINY « FANUDOAT . FEEVUUUR RO  PRSRRE! o NS s SOVERVRMINY o RPN - INRRBSIRY s 0 0. 0 0 0 0. 1. 98,41
281-294 0 e T T e o o e T e T e Tl T e 1o 0 o0 o o T 96.71
295-308 Q 0 0 0 1 0 .. 0 0 [} [} R | [+ SRR ¢ | oA JENT o WOV o RRPUVEN « FRNUNPOUUIR U ERUURU- v 2 : & 30
309-322 o o o 2 o oo o o o o o770 o 7Te o o 2 “"100.00
JEAN (0105.5106.4 1236 BL3 0. O Du 93.5105.5 2000 4 03.7 0. 161.5 0. 10748
P e i lon At PR On o0 o 9lis 77.5 1615 3 T
S MRSt W B B % o w 8 5B Prey SRR M N S X S
RANGE 94.0 0. 196, 0 280.0 280.0 [/ 0 D. 98.0 112.0 12640 144 54.0 0e 196.0 [+ 1Y 308.0
NUNBER . Aeverole i 1Be.. 224, . 0e - Oe . O Te . . 3e. A 8s — 2e. 0 91.




ARRAIGNMENT TO ACQUITTAL {BY JURY) (TABLE 48) YEAR 1965

INTERVAL FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL  CuM
DAYS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 100 .33. . 12 ...13 . 6. 15 Y& 17
.0 4 .0 0 ... 0 1 0 0 0 - 0 o ' 2+ WONR Y« MY « WO « DU Ovee . 0. i 1.50.
1~ 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 1.50°
.15~ .28 0 [+ JAUSRIY « TRV s S o 0 a a [¢] 0 I+ B | PR « DR 1 | JO0 & TR 1 a 0. . 1.50
29— 42 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 4] 0 0 i} (4} g 0 0 2 5.48
- 43—.56. [ S + INUUPY SO 0 o o 0 1 0 1 [} RN s MNP « DOV s DO « IR ¢ SO S B 1T B2
57— 70 0 0 3 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 8 29.86
11~ 84 o 0 1 3 0 1 0 0 1 "} .0 s} 0 - 0 I RS L0 6 38.81
85— 28 i 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 g 0 0 i 0 s} 0 0 0 4 44,78
-.99~112 .| 0. 0. ... 2 0 0 0 0 e} 0 .0 0 B+ PN « JESHUNPN MU ¢ 0 3. . 49.26
113-126 0 0 1 0 D ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 50.75
127=140 .0 -0 2 0 i 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 ....0 D s R 4 56.72
141=~154 0 0 0 2 0 0 5} 0 v 0 a 0 0 o ] 0 0 2 59.71
155=3168.. .0 . L o L0 4 .. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0. 0 0. 0B Q.. .0 5 67417
169-182 a 0 1 1 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 o o 0 0 0 D. 2 70415
183=196 . . .1 h WOSRRNIUY o WP, RN ;| [+ 0 B~ bmaeim BB e B O g Y s s SV , NN 4 . .76.12
» 197-210 i 0 0 0 1 0 0 D 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ o 2 T9.11
Y 2325224 i B B b e B e o s} 0 O TRRVORRN » IFRSRRY IS o PRGN « PUUOUIAY s AU « BRURT § O 3 83.59
225-238 ? 0 1 0 0 0 0 B 0 o 0 0 0 0 g 0 0 3 88.06
239=25% . o wCeii B ee Goeon B L 0 a 0 0 [+ ISR » S N PR ) S0 a. 0. 1 89.56
253-266 b 0 4} 0 G 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 n 0 B9.56
2677280~ s o Doer s Doios Tomioer o Boee -} 0 0 0 0 0 Q- Fo S I 0 o o} 0 2 92.54
281-294 0 o 0 o 1 v 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 1 94,03
295-308... 8., 0. ..0 o . 1 s 0 It} I} g 0 0 O  REPRUR | o 0 0 1 95.53
309-322 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14} 0 0 o 0 G Q 95.53
323-336 . Q. g . 6 o) 0 0 0 0 0 o} o 0 0. D 0 . 0. 0. 0 95.53
337-350 0 0 0 v} 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 97.02
351364 -0 0 0. 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¥} .. B 0 0 0- ol -0 ¢ . 97.02
365~378 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N 0 0 0 [’} 0 s} 97.02
379~392 0 0 R 0 4} 0 a ¢ [} 0 0 0 o 0 .0 . .0 0 97.02
393-406 0 0 0 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q o} 4} 0 97.02
40T-420 4 1 4} 0 0 0 o 0 0 ) o ] 0 0 4} .0 0 1 9B.51
4214 1 0 0 0 9 ¢ 0 0 i} o a 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 100.00
ME £y 211. 25448 116.7 11645 163.5 70.5 = 0. Os 10545 Q. 9ie5 0.  63.5 0. b 0.  343,5 139.6
AEDLA. 205.5 189.5 . 77.5 155.5 133.5 63.5 0. O 7745 0. 4945 Do 63e5 Do Qs 0. 343.5 119.5
5ThabEve . LGS 112.8 . 33,1 7 55.5 106.8 . 7.0 0. De = 60,5 04  42.0 0. . <0« 0. . 0. [ PR 91,1
SANGE 33245 252.0 224.0 1682.0 301.5 14.0 D. s 140.0 0.  B4.0 0. C. 0. 0. 0. 0. 42400

Nultk ER 7. 3. 15. 23. - 10. 2. 0. 0. 3. 0. 2. 0 1. 0. 0. 0. 1. 67.
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ARRAIGNFENT TQ CONVICTION (BY. CCURT ) ({TABLE 49) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL  CUK
DAYE 1 z 3 4 5 6 7 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
[} v 0 o Q [ 0 ] 0 o [+ ¢ 0 G 0 ) fa ] ] 6.00
1~ 14 o 0 & 0 a o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 ¢ 0,00
L iS5 .28 ] g ] 0 0 a a 0 g. 0 0 [\ ! 0 0 9 o ] 9.00
2~ 42 ] ] o 0 0 0 G q o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00
Ly 56 @ ... 0 0 1 ] 1 ] ] 1 a 0 0 g 1 1 0 1 ) 26.09
$1~ 70 1 o a o ] ] ] 4 q a s 0 Q 0 0 0 0 1 30.44
71~ B4 0 0 [ 1 7 0 ] 0 0 Q a ] a o A 0 0 2 39.14
AL~ 98 9 o 1 0 0 [3} 0 0 0 ] ] Q ] a 0 0 ] 1 43,48
98-112 8 0 2 0 1 o [/ ] 0 ] g Q ] g ! ] 2 5 65,22
113-126 0 0 0 0 [ 0 o 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 Q a 0 0 65,22
127-140 M 0 1 0 0 ) b 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 ] L 69,57
141-156 0 0 0 I o 0 0 0 o 0 o 0 ] ] 0 ] 1 1 73.92
| 155~168 u 0 o g 0 0 0 0 0 0 G 0 [} ] [} o 0 0 73.92
| 169~182 a (i 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 17 0 0 2 ] ] 2 B2.61
1 183~196. . 0 a ] o o 0 L 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 o ] ] a 87.61
| 197-210 9 o ] a 0 ] 0 ] 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 4 0 3 95,68
| 211-224 Q g ] a ] 0 0 ) a o 0 0 0 0 9 o 0 0 95,66
| 275-238 (] 0 ] q ] ] (] ] L ] 0 0 0 D 0 o 0 1 100.04
|
| MEAN 63.5 0. 109.0 63.5 1045.5 4945 0. 0. 3140.5 203.5 O©. 0. e h9.5 147.5 0. L0240 113.4
MEDIAN 63.5 0. . 105.5 49,5 103.5 49.5 0. 0. 49.5 203.5 Q. 0. 0.  49.5 175.5 . Da . 105.5 109,35 ,
STDLDLYS i D 1b.3' MU ~0s  ~D. 0. 0. 91,0 -0 Q. 0. G- ~0. 6L.0 .. 34.B 58.2
JARGE . “f. . 83,0 2B.0 G. Ou . 0. 182.0 O« AN Do Q. 0. 154.0 Ce 98.0 132,0 .
SUMBER 1s Uy 4 . 2 1. 1. 0. O 2. 1. 0. 0u 0. 1. W g. 4. 23,
o ARRAIGNRENT TQ AGRUITTAL (AY COURT) (TABLE §0) YEAR 1965
©» INTERVAL FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL — CUM
DAYS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 g 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
0 o 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 Q a 0 q 0 0400
1= 14 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 [i} o 0 0 Q 0 o 9400
15~ 28 g 0 0 0 0 o [ 0 0 0 ] o ] 0 [ Q ] 0 0,00
29~ 42 0 ] 1 ¥} 0 0 0 b] 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 a 2 14.29
44~ 36 v ] i a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ) 0 ) 0 0 ] 1 21.43
57~ 70 a 0 Q i 1 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 ] 0 2 35.72
1~ 84 . Q [4 ] Q ] 5 o ] a 1 0 0 0 ] 0 o} 0 1 42.86
g5- 98 6 Q o [} 0 ] ] 0 0 ] 0 o o 0 0 0 0 o 42.85
99-112 g ] 1 a g ] 0 0 0 a o ] 0 0 0 o’ ] 1 50400
113-126 ] 0 ] 0 U ] 0 [ o ] 0 a 0 ) 0 0 ) 0 50.00
127-140 ¢ 0 0 a Q a ¢ g 1 0 ] i ] 0 i 0 0 1 57.15
141-~154 o 0 [+ 0 ¢ Q 0 3} o o 0 ] o 0 0 ] o 0 57,16
155~168 0 0 0 2} 1 0 0 ] a ] 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 64,29
169~133 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] P> 0 0 0 1 ] 4 a 1 71,43
183-196 I .0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 a a [ PR | 0 ] 1. '7B.58
197-210 v 0 D 0 0 1 D 0 0 0 0 v Q [} o ] n 1 85.72
2131-224 ... 0 [} ] 0 0 0 0 0 [ ] 0 s o o ¢ ¢ 0 85.72
225-238 0 0 0 0 0 0 ! 0 0 0 0 [} 0 0 Q a 0 ] 85,72
. 239-252 . 6. .0 L. .0 0 ] ] o b 0. 0 ... 0., Bl 0L 0. QR Q .0 .. 85.72
253-266 G ¥ o ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 85.72
267~280 u ] a 0 .0 0 g 0 a IO UUURY o NRUN . DRSO s ISRV . SOOI s NN SURIIY . B o 8%.72
281~294 a o g 0 0. 0 0 g 0 a 1 0 ] 0 0 0 0 1 92.86
295-308 0 a 0 a o a 0 ] ] ] a h] 0 0 .0 .0 o 7 92.86
309-322 0 Q o 0 o 0 o 0 ] 0 ¢ ] 1 0 0 ] 0 1 100.00
MEAN 0« 0. £3.5 63.; 122-; gga.s a. g. 133.5 77.5 ze‘r.;j 0.  175.5 182.5 0. 0. 04 135.5
E o e D htReB . 6305 634 3.5 0. « 133.5 77.5.287.5. 0. _35.5 175, 0. 0 ,
%T%x.‘?fév. KRR PR P A P - R . o, MY TR LS TR %% % 1%57.3.'
RANGE A, 0, 0.0 0. 968.0 0. 0. 0. D. D. e 0., 280.0 14,0 0. 0. U. 260,0
NUABER 7. Do .3 le . 2 L, o ' 1. 1. 1. 0. 2. 2. 0. 04 o, 4.




ARRAI(‘NMENT T0 CENVICTIDMNON—TRIALJ(TABLE 51) YEER 1965

D R TR TR R IR e w AR e s s e oo -

INTERVAL FELDNY CLASSIFICATIDN TOTAL CuM
DAYS i 2. 3 & 5 5 7 8 9 10. 11, 12 13 [ T 0 SN ) S |
0 . |4 0 L. .3 1 10 5 7. 2 5 o} 2] Q .9 ~26.....3 L. 10 82 13.18
1~ 14 Q 0 0 1 0 0 s} 0 4 1 0 0 0 1 1 [+} 0 8 L4 4T
15~ 28 0 o 5.. 8 5 4] 0 a .. ..2 ,. @ [N ¢ B G B i i B i 2w 1 B0 82
29~ 42 < 0 14 g 21 2 1 2 17 8 1 Q 4] g 1 3 1 [0 33.28
43~ 56 B 0. 197 .22 7 1 4 9 B R » PO « B B STy URRPRNON WM 1) N 5 4.
57~ 70 3 [} 10 5 25 4 1 1 11 4 . 1 [} 1 4 8 2 i 81 60,78
71~ 84 2. 0 b B 5 2 Q 0 s B e el e B e B e e Qe e BT 66713
B5- 48 1 1 4 4 % o 1 1 5 2 0 0 C 1 2 4 3 33 72.02
8g-112 O Oonimasims B By e B 1 .0 g - 5 - WO SRRUOUGR ¢ [ FDNESHIUN ¢ SEVCRRURPIINE 5 ISV § MO | 1 1 PR J1.18.
113~126 0 0 9 1 4 2 [} 0 1 1 a 0 [ 2 2 1 1 24 81.02
127-140 0 0 Ll 2. .6 ) 0 1 0 . & . 1 0. NS TSUPURRY » BV R 1 MNP § TP, N conlb e 83061
143~154% L a 2 a 8 o [§] 1 2 1 4] s} 0 g Iy} 0 0 15 86.02
155-168 2 [« S SR 2 BRSO 1 [} 4] S TS P s [« PN o S [« N PO SRV « BSUUPOIY: ST L33, .. 88413
169-182 ¢ 0 3 1 2 0 1 0 2 1 4 o} Q 4} 1 0 (¢} 15 90.52
183~196 i T ¢ S DRI AU ST ¢ SN G o] D O ¢ R TR ¢ PUISTAREEN s ISR 3 £ v 1 0 PSR g | 92wl 5.
197~210 0 4] 0 1 2 1 0 0 4} 1 4} 0 1 o 2 a 1 g 83.90
211-224 S I ¢ BRI IR « SN D | 0 o 0. . 0 . .0 s NN A « SRS » DYRNANO SNSRI S [ NP 1 MR - 1. 9 .Y 98
2 225-238 0 0 1 1 2 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 b3 0 ) 8 96.95
229~252 [PPSR ¢ ISR + SRR SRR S g . a 0 g .. ..0 0. ) o B g -} J « ERPINURNN - VP - i SO+ § X
253266 o o 4 0 0 0 4} 0 0 o} 1 0 0 0 0 0 8] 5 98.72
261280 R [« TV « SSUUINI s SRR « BURINPE « | ¢ Qa s} R » VORI  RRUMSIORE + SUNURONY s | c 0. O o 0 S8.T2
281-2%4 L 0 2 4] [¢} 4] 0 0 0 a 1] 4] 0 e} 1 a 0 4 99,386
295-308. ... ....0 . O » REDWIRIRPIR » NUEIPUN o NESPRIEN ¢ 9 0. [+ E ¢ IR » FEPNSORNIPIE o NSRRI o JAFRRDURNIN o MRDEINIIN 1) L. o] Q e e B 90D
309«322 0 U [¢] O 0 1 0 o} Q 4} O ¢ o 0 Q 0 s} 1 99.52
323~336 . . 1en D Qe Qe v 0. Q. 0 ... SN, SRRSO » NNUUNOON o DRSSO o 0. a 8 BN O 89,68
337-350 ) 0 1 o] 0 o} 0 o} 0 o} o o] 0 4] [ Q 3] 1 99.84
351-364 S SN TP . SRR . ST 0 o 0 = 0o Qe Qe o 0 o & s B S99 B4
365~378 14} 0 4} ¢} a 0 g 4] Q 4} ] a &) a 4} 0 ¢} ¢} 99.84
379~-392 N €+ FUPRRIDUCI ¢ RONPUNRIIN ¢ B [+} ] g [v] 0 )] 0 Q 0. PO « SOP— £+ JASRISUPON » RPN ¢ | [} 99.84
393-4{16 o} s} 0 s} 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 o} 0 0 99.84
&07-420 3 0 [+ 0 0 (1] ¢ [3] 0 4] ¢} o] 4] [ PSR s BEDPPN « WIS ¢ | [} 99.84
h2ht [N 0 0 i} 1 0 o} 0 o] n o} o} 1} 0 Q g 4] 1 100.00
NEAM 13068 91e5 933 T7.1 89,0 69.7 41.5 41.5 63,3 7.7 11_;;.2 3- lzg-g gg g Zég 8'31 g g;r g 77..2
{ - - - - - - 49.5  49.5 1 » » - - - - 653.
’gggif:’ﬁv. ?ei‘i.i. ?-%x."w 63.’1. %3 3 63{;'51 ‘%Z,% 52 % ?.2.2 4252 55,2 Z66.7 . Ow..ad0al ..33.7.-27 %.« 6221 a?.e
RANGE 29440 Gs  343.5 245, 5 -‘,63 0 315.5 175.5 147.5 189.5 281.5 224.0 0. 140,0 119.5 287 5 ?45 5 203.5 46340
NUMHER 21la - - de. .91e ...584....222. . 33, 10e . 1Te 10w 43 w9a ... Oue . wulai —Bbocn b8a. . 21u . 21. 622

" M pE M ,E E D) WSS S W
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ARRAIGNMENT TO DISMISSAL (NON-TRIAL){TABLE 52) YEAR 1965
INTERVAL FELUN,Y CLASSIFICATION TOTAL CUM
DAYS 1 ) 3 4 A buw .. T. . -.AB Q 10. 11 12 13 14 15 14 17
W n ) 1 0 Q Duvimnin D o 0 0. 0 0. 0. 0. Q 0. 9. 1 0.40
1- 14 [} o 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 o} 0 o 0 ¢} 0 [} 2.74
15z 28 0 0 3 0 2 3 Q 0 1. 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 6.2
29- 42 0 0 8 3 9 ] 1 3 5 3 1 0 1 3 [} 2 o 39 21.49
43~ 88 1 o, 5 2 4 3 0 1 4 1 1 0. 0 1 0 0 0 23 04T,
57~ 70 2 o 5 3 ] 2 o [} 3 2 0 ¢ 2 4 Q 0 0 29 41.80
T1=. A4 2 0 3 2 4 4 (s T . 8 a 2 0 0. 0 3 a o] 1 24 51.18
85- 98 1 0 2 1 1 1 0 Q [¢] 5 Q 0 0 6 0 0 ] 17 57.82
99-112 1 h] a 4 5 0 0 1 0 0 Q 1] 1 1 [} 2 [ 24 6718
113-126 0 0 2 1 2 b3 [¢] 1 1 Q o 0 1 3 [} 2 1 15 73.05
127=340 n [} 5 X 2 s SO o S I 1 0. 0 0. 0 0 o 0. 3 12 T1.74
141~154 o] 0 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 4] o ] 0 1 0 0 0 5 79.69
185148 1. Q 1 1] Q (1] 1] Q 0. 2 Q 0, 4] [4] Q 1 1 5, B2.04
169~182 1 0 0 2 3 0 ] [+] 2 2 0 0 1 0 1 W0 [ 12 86.72
183=196 0 (1] 1 0 a 0 o Q o o o n 1 1 n 0 o) 3 B7.90
197-210 ] 0 2 1 1 0 0 [ [+] 1 0 0 1] 0 o 0 0 5 89.85
211224 [0 Q 0 n Q Q 0. 1 3 0, 1 0. 0 1} Q 0 0. 5 91.80
225-238 [} 0 o 0 0 0 [} 0 1 0 1 o} 1] 0 2 V] 0 4 93.36
2392252 Q 0 0 0 a a 0. 0, a 0. 0. 0. 0 1 0 0 1 2 94415,
253-266 0 0 0 Q 1 [+] 1 [ 0 o 0 0 0] 0 0 [+ 0 2 94.93
263=280 0 o 3 ) [} o 0 3 V] i o D 0 0 a 0 ] 3 96410
281-294 0 o 1 1 0 0 [+} [ Q 1 1 0 0 0 ] s 1 5 98,05
295-308 a o) 0 Q 0 o [ SO ¢ 0 0 0 0. 0. 0 1 0 0. 1 9BL b4
309-322 0 0 0 a o 0 Q0 0 0 L] 0 ] [} 0 0 4] 0 0 98.44
323-334 o] [+] 2 Q (+] (1] 0. Q Q. 0. 1 ) 0. Q Q 0. 0 3 99.61.
337-350 o Q Q ] ) o 4] o ) ] 0 V] V] 0 o ] 0 0 99.561
A5)1=344% Q. 0 Q 0 .. .0, i JRSRIN ¢« JESGWIEY o DRRRPRRY + B a 0. -0, Q 1] 0. 0 Q... C 0 - 9961
365-378 0 0 0 [} 0 o 0 0 0 /] o Q 0 1 o Q0 Q 1 100.00
HEAN 96.2 105.5 102.9 102.0 BS.7 672 147.5 109.0 89.3 108.4 145. ; 3. 107-‘;' 104.4 g;i «0 97.5 161.5 102.7
HEDIAN ____77.5 10%.5 5. 3525495, £3,5..91.58 49.5, . ,...J..QS .9.1»5“. 5305 5.m.5 P | _5....“ S
< SIDLDEV, sl S PR YU Y £ 5 T % T M I L1 S T M IO O PR 9% £V S T B Y % z
[ RANGE 6.0 0o 329.5 280.0 238.0 126.,0 224.0 238.0 224.0 252,0 322.0 0. 154.0 336 0 126.0 126.0 210 O 371. 5
NUMBER 9, le. 524 20e . 4le  “35n 29 ..8e___26s. 19 8 0. Te 25, 4. 1. 8. 2564
“““““ S PRESENTMENT TO INDICTNENT (TABLE 53) YEAR 1965
TNTERVAL FELDNY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL CUM
ww-DAYS 1 2, k] 4 LT Sy S 11 12 13 14 ig O i v e e mn
o o) Q n qa Q 0. fa) o a 0 o} 0 a Q 0 . 3 wee0e00.
- 7 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 [} 0 0 5 : 0.60
B 14 n A 7 3 IV 0 o 0 a a I 0 3 qa 0 L IO T 14 3.39
18- 21 1 0 12 0 10 4 o 0 4 1 2 & 0 2 Q 2 g 38 10.96
2228 3 1 20 9 12 1 S W a 1 4 0 1 2 0 e 0 B8 cmem 23071
29- 35 5 o 18 15 10 3 0 0 10 2 2 0 1 9 [+] 1 0 76 38.85
A6 42 & Q 14 a 1 2 Ty I a a 2 D. o Py o 2 YOS .- SRS \ DO X <
43— 49 10 1 12 5 9 5 0 0 5 2 ] 0 1 4 [+] [¢] 0 59 62.36
0= 54 2 0 11 13 1 1 a 1 k1 0 1 o] 1 Q 0. 2 0 41 10.52
57- 63 5 i B 1 6 1 0 0 5 3 Q 0 Q 4 0 2 A a7 7789
bk 70 3 Q a & 4 B e deen ol 4 3 1 0. Q. 5, 0 1 e 34 8647
1= 77 2 ¢} 3 2 4 1 ] 0 0 ¢ 1] o ¢ 0 o 0 4, 12 8706
18- B4 1 0 3 4 1 1 hy 0 Q 0 1 0. 0 1 0 a 0. 12 89.45
45-191 0 o S 3 2 0 o 1 1 0 ] 0 0 1 [} 0 ] 13 92.04
Q2 Q8 1 s} 0 1 0 0 83 0 Q - | Q 0 Q. Q. Q. n 0 3 G263
99-105 0 0 E] b3 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 [¢] 1 [+ Q 9 94443
106112 Q i) L. 1 Q 1 0 G Q 0. 1 0 Q. Q Q. Q. Q 3 95 .02
112~119 1 0 [¢] ) 0 0 0 0 o] 0 Q ] [+} 0 0 [} 0 1 95,22
120126 0 1 0 1l 0. 0 0 0. 0 0 0 0 (41 2 3. Q o 7. Db..52.
127-133 ] 0 (] [} 3 Q 0 4] 0 0 Q 0 1] Q 0 c 0 3 97.22
134=140 Q Q. 0 Pl oo .0 o Y o o o o o 0 Py o i 92,42
141+ 0 0 0 2 Q 0 1 [} 0 Q Q ¢} [+] 1 9 Q 0 13 100.00
MEAN 50.2 5340 43.5 51.1 4T.2 42,0 157.5 Bla0 40.3 4648 43,1 0. 33.4 52.2 164e2 39,6 36.7 49.8
HEDIAM ... e Belmbba o390 46, 0. . 39,0 49.0 67+0.~ 930, 39.0..46.0.-39.0...0 320002900 157,0..39,0,..30.0 .. - A9eDer o e
TN ab gt 1o S BBl 3 gt P el 2308 YU PN N T L Lhpe o 290 Do be T L2201 eV O |
RANGE 05,0 112.0 91.0 164.0 119 O 105 0 181, O 49, 0 70.0 91.0 91.0 0. 42.0 132.0 188.0 56.0 49.0 286.0
NUMBER 45 5 124. v 77 49 13. 19 a 4 a7 13 12 3 502




PRESENTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT (TABLE §4) YEAR 1965

INTERVAL FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL  CUM
o DAYS.. Ll bl 2 3. . 4. 5 3 7 9 p TR TS SR, - JEUION, & SO ¥ SOU ¥ - J W-SVOPR G A O,
JERUUINY + WASUISURUSUPIPN s SOV o SURRUPY : SSONPRY : MUY | [ 3} 0 o . 0. 0. oD . aeBe .l LD 0. . DeeieBien - D.OD
- 7 o [4 0 [4} 0 [} <} 0 a 1 0 7} 0 [+ 0 0 0 [ 0.00
B=_14 Q Q 2 2 G 1. G [+ 2. Q 4] a . 8. o 0 a PRI + VU » SNSRI - SRS I + -4
15~ 21 0 0 i 0 [ 0 o] [+} 4 [¢ 0 0 1 0 4 0 [4 2 1.42
w22 28 1 X S V75PN SRS - 4 . 0 . 0. 1....06...3 N SR 1} I RS SO ¥ wior 2 BT e o BB
29~ 3% 1 1 14 8 15 1 0 0 i1 2 0 0 0 i 0 1 a 55 20.00
b= 42 Y 0 24 18 Ry G 2 4] - 0. Boweie ) il 3 o) 1 A B L o O - 68 33.74
43~ 49 [ 0 10 5 6 4 [0 0 11 2 3 0 1 11 0 3 0 62 46,27
S0~_88 1 1 11 8 iy 2. 0 [« I § | FA 0 0. 5. (4} 0 a — 8] . . 586,571
57~ 63 12 0 21 4 [ 4 0 1 7 1 2 0 0 1 0 5 2 56 67.88
Py I} 5. 1 14 P ORI -SSR « [} RN « R - Y 3 3 0. 1 3 0 Lot 0 50 77.98
11~ 77 1 0 2 1 2 [s} 1 0 2 4 0 0 0 2 0 o 0 15 81.02
8- .84 2 fo} 3 Y RN SRS W ) Y .0 0 0 0 Q. 1 0. 0. H 17 . . Bh.4S
8h~ 91 1 1} 4 4 2 ] 0 1 0 0 1 [*} 0 1 0 0 0 14 87.28
Q2. 88 1 0. & 1 Fy) - l,_ 0 PR s N [ ) Fol 0 i) 1 0. 0. 0 lo -.B9.30
99-105 1 0 2 i 1 Q [ 1 0 1 0 [ Q 1 [ 0 0 8 90491
106=-112 Q Q. 5. U S N Q. %3 N « SN 2 - Q. Fal L. 0 1 e} fal PR « T 10 52.93
113-119 L 0 1 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 [ 4 0 1 ¢ s 7 94,35
120=) 25 0 0 B o WU 1 [v] 0 0 (4] 0 -0 O- 0 Q Q G — e Q. i 84,55,
127-133 0 o 0 [ 3 0 0 1} 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 a 0 6 95,76
134=140 ... .0 1 0. 0 [V 0 0 o 0 0 JRNY VRN . BNV « KRN U DU WU o 3 . .96.37
141+ [\ 0 1 3 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 [ [} 2 9 0 0 18 100.00
NEAN 58.9 62.B 53.9 60,5 55.1 49,7 163.0 83.3 50.3 60.9 57.9 0. 42.5 6642 172.7 50.1 48.2 59.8
MEDIAN 60.0  53.0 . 46.0. 53.0 46.D 46,0 T4.0 B8B.0 46.0 60.D 53.0...0. 3%0..53.0.175.0 - 46.0..60.0 .  53.Q
STDADEVe e, - 17eBr 4040 25.5 . 32.0 27.8 24,3 '89.0 17.5 17.9 17+3.-33.5-..0 3105330 bmdilreSad Lol LboS . 38, 2.
‘RANGE 91,0 11240 130.0 168.0 117.0 105,0 178.0 42,0 84,0 70.0 143.0 0. 49,0 143.0 176.0 42.0  35.0 281.0
- NUMBER. .. .. 44 540 125.  7i.  Tl.  21. 2. 3. 49, 16 A8 I % 37 A30iwd2% oo Bue o DD i
N PRESENTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT (TABLE 55} YEAR 1965
[NTERVAL FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL  CuM
DAYS 3 3 4 5 6 7 8 . 10 11 12 e 3Bl S lblnndSL T 16 17 G e
.0 o [1} )} 0 0 o 0 0 ] 0 o. s ISRV WP s MO » BN s SN 0. ..  -0.00.
1~ 7 0 0 1 0 [+ 0 [3} 0 [1} 0 [+ o 0 [} 0 0 2} 1 D.22
B~ 14 ¢} o 0. Q a o [ o 2 5} - T SRS : SV NOUMUUIUS : NURMUUUR SPRUPOY \ S SOUNIE. SISO V¥ - 7. 9
15- 21 [§ ¢} 2 0 [ 1 [4} 0 [} 4 0 [4} (/] 3} 0 o 1 12 3,42
22—~ 28 L 0 .9 5 5 a a a 1 [« 2 Q .. } FRNRTU ; MU MR I .26 . _8.96
29- 35 ? 1} 8 8 15 ¥ 0 o 3 2z 0 a 0 2 1} 1 4 41 17.70
36~ 42 3 0. 15 13 31 3 o 0 10 3 2 0 1. 0 202 SLo.o. L. - 87T. 36.25.
43= 49 2 1 10 6 18 2 1 0 4 1 2 0 1 4 0 2 0 54 4TTT
.50~ b6 2 0 9. 8 7 1 o 0 7 4 2 0 0. 1o Do Qa0 el AL L B6LSL
57~ 63 2 1 5 5 11 2 1 0 5 1 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 37 64440
64=..70 2 Q 5 .1 -1 1 0 2 2 5 0 0 1 LomiimBm B wive 20 s e 27 L L T0LLE.
71~ 77 o 0 1 9 6 0 H 0 4 0 0 0 0 1 0 [§ 0 21 14463
. 18-.84 0 1. .4 6 5 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 Bmn a0 Ll . 26 . .79.75.
as- 91 1 0 3 % 3 0 "} 0 0 1 [ 0 0 b 0 1 0 14 82.73
-82=.88. . . .0 0. . k. .2 3 1 [} 0 Q 3 2 [} n. ) 0 (s DO 1 10. ... B4 BT,
99-105 t [} [} 5 1 1 4] [ 0 [} o 1] 0 0 3 1 3} 12 87.43
1062112 0 .0 21 1 0 0 0 [4 (5] ¢ [} 1l e B B et ap T B8L 2.
113119 i 0 0 [ 0 0 o [+} 0 o 1 ¢ 0 1 4 [4 1 4 89.77
L20=126 [ u g a 1 o o X [\ 1 a i < TN AP SEVRRPRUY « SORNBUIIN + SUNORFUNUOR. - AR -1 : B9 -7
127-133 n 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 i 0 0 0 0 a o 2 91.26
134~140 (v 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 g 0 o o 3 a Q 5 92,33
1414+ M 0 1 2 1 1 0 2 1 1 a 0 0 1 25 1 0 36 100.00
HEAN 56.1 62,3 52,0 61.6 ble2 6446 53.0 134.p S1.2 - 75.0 49.1  v. - 6442 Tl.6 L67.7 110.9  64.7 7.0
MEDTAN, 53.0 . 60.0 4640 53.0 46.0 53,0 4640 123.0 46.0 6740 46.0 Q.  60.0 60.6 163.0 46.0 67.0 b3, 4
STL.UEY, 24e5  1404- 35,3 30.4 26.7 34.5 7.0 63,3 22.4 3840 2.0 0. 24.5 46.0 535 102.2  32.2 5241
RANGE 91.0  35.0 293.0.177.0 124.0 142.0 14.0 141.0 138.0 164.0 91.0 0. 70.C 206.0 246.0 598.0 98.0 60544
WLURRER S 17e 3. The  T5e 123. widben 2an 54 Ale 254 Q. Co Se . 2240 3Ber  Ge.. Qe 469, .

el el e e B L N N B W N N
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*CONTINUANCE CODE AS FUNCTION OF TIME FROM ARRAIGNMENT TO GUILTY PLEA (TABLE 56) YEAR 1965
e DAYS K B 2 . B 4 5. < S (SO IYS - U UOUPU  B U S
[N § IR § B, 1 ¢ TR ¢ SR 0 ¢} (O} [ & IVRSUTAPIUUPURIE  IREPYRSI ¢ IS ST 4 BT 0.00
1- 14 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 1 0.61
15=_28 Q. 0 [4) 0 1 Q .0 0 0. - k| 1.22
29= 42 8 L 0 1 0 0 o] 0 0 10 732
~ 43 856 8 6. 2 U B Ry I 4] S » OGRS o SUSUUIIORNILY o UL | - SIISSRT: Y S ¢ ¥ < B
57— 70 9 9 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 29.27
Il B4 2 (. Y 2. 0 . 0 [ SN 1 SO & ST i B e BB L AR
85— 98 5 7 1 1 1 0 0 0 v 15 47.57
99-112 &4 2 oo 2 . [ U ¢ DU o NONPRUINENI ¢ SN 12 54,88
113-126 1 2 2 3 4 0 0 0 0 12 62.20
127140 1 R ¢ BN B S R 1 Qi e O KPR ¢ UV PIYY - SN 65..86.
141-154 1 Q 1 0 2 4 0 0 [0] 8 7074
155=168 1 Lo o 0 o . .. 5. FEURUN ¢ IR ¢ NUUGIN R o TSI ARSI £.. 90 ¢ 14 I8
169-182 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 4 1744
183-196 0 R | 0 e 0 p N T PSS ¢ FPVRS NI § KOS SIS 3 SUUDUUTOR I ORI / S 4 * S0 -3 :
197-210 1 0 1 1 0 4 0 0 U 7 84415
211=224 _0 Q. 1y SO Q L2 S PO + SUUISIN & NSNS SRS SE - - .. 1. I
225-238 4] 0 1 0 ‘1 0 3 0 0 5 89.64%
239=2852 2 - 1 o FENRRRUIN ¢ X -k -0 2 . e Qs e 6 Q3 ,.30..
253-266 0 0 0 0 Q 0 4 0 - 0 4 95.74
267=280 Q 0 g Qe 0. 0 0 et mae Qe 0 0 95.74
281-294 0 1 0 0 0 o 0 2 4] 3 97.57
295=308 Q 0 BURN o DUUURTR ¢ | Q0 0 i SIS ¢ END Q Q 97.57..
309-322 0 1 O o} 0 o} C 0 0 1 98.18
323=33286 Q 0 Oumo e Qe 0 0 IR ¢ NI S 0. 1 98.79
337-350 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 i 99.40
351364 Q 0 Y T 0. e O 0. . Qo Ia) G fa} 99. 40
3652378 [V 4] 0 Q 0 0 0 (o} [¢] 99.40
379--392 0 n .0 D .0 ... .0 B o TAUVSRIRR ¢ 54 I 0 99,40
393406 o} 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 99.40
£07=-420 . o I O 0 PR o I D 0 Q. PO o BN 0 0 Q9.40
421+ 0 0 U 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 100.00
MEAN 82.8 98.3 103.9 134.5 138.2 172.0 244,11 301.5 Q. 123.1 -
MEDIAN., ......_..4A3.5 11.5 JLS.-...]_LQ.b o 119.5....161.5 245.5 287.5 s D 105..5
SYDeDEY s .. 83,5 . 63.2 49.9 A3ab. .. 54,0, .. .. 29eT....... Lb4ab.. .. 19.8._ Q 72.9
RANGE 238.,0 280.0 182.0 308.0 224. 112.0 4240 42.0 Oe 336.0
NUMRBER 45, 39, 17 l4. .18 20.. 10. 3 0 143

*CONTINUANCE CODE
(1) 0-15DAYS  (4) 46-60 DAYS
(2) 16-30 DAYS ~ (5)
(3) 31-45 DAYS  (6)

(7) 6-7 MONTHS
2-3 MONTHS (8) 8-9 MONTHS
4-5 MONTHS (9) OVER 9 MONTHS



. CONTINUANCE CODE AS A FUNCTION OF TIME FROM ARRAIGNMENT TO DISMISSAL (R:ALE 57) YEAR 1965

INTERVAL CUNT!NUANCE CDOE TOTAL Cun
DAY e e e e e e B hm e v Ay e — 5. S VO SN 8 - [+ e e e
VSN o S RUUU 3 REUYIPR SO RV I o INGRUURPURIRTIY ¢ MPURSN ¢ | X ) TN ; SUNRPURI » 19 ¥ad £ 0.00
1- 14 1 4} [} [+] 0 [} [} 0 0 1 1.00
1$n_28 Q G Q SUNEE | IRRRVIRDIUIPIY + DU [ TSP + W Ee [y} 8. 100
29~ 42 1 2 1 [+} Q 0 0 [s] 0 4 5.00
b3 56 ) Iy Lo mmim el crommne 1 [ T o —— 5 10..00-
57= 70 2 4 5 1 0 0 0 0 ¢} 2 22.00
s TSN : ¥ AU SRR GUSUCUNII. DUV R IS o W [, DRCHDU I o 14 ¢ mmm 3 6400-
B3~ 98 0 G 2 1] 2 [} L] 0 0 4 40.00
99=112 1 1 | 1 dg, - 0 0 0. el 8 A8.00
. 113-12¢ o ] 2 2 2 1 0 0 0 7 55.00
127=140 i) 1 1 1 JURR P4 [ RN I 0 Q. 5 6£0..00
141~154 i 4] 0 . 1 4] [} (4] [} 2 62400
1552248 1 i 0. Devrrnm - 2 R o Q Q. 5 467,00
16%9-182 Q 2 0 4] 0 6 0 0 ] 8 75.00
1di3mlBsh 0. 7al . 0. G, A..,.\l..‘ FR— | 0. 0. 3 8,00
197-210 0 [+ [} 0 0 4 o Q [} 4 82.00
211=234 o Q D. Ty W S SE. .. 1 WY ) e 844.00.
225~-238 1 G o o 1 2 0 0 0 4 88.00
239-252 0 (3} 1 0. Y IR S+ i) IS 1 89.00
253~2566 Q [ a Q Q Q 1 1 a 2 91.00
261=280 L 0. ~0. 0 SO 0 p - Q 2 1 Q 3 4L.00
281-294 1 2] 0 [} 4] 1 [} 1 0 3 97.00
PA LT} 1¥: DNGRIIPRN s ISR o DRSIRINII | DI o . Y ¢ 0. e D O | L S 0 97..00-
3g-322 0 0 ] o 0 1] G ] 4] 0 97.00
31:3=336. N} el O S ) _— 0 Q.. 0 2. 0. 2 99,00,
337-350 0 0 0 0 0 0 v 0 o 0 99.00
A81=364 . . .. 0. o Q. c. o . Q. 0. .. Y P 9900
365-378 0 G [+ n o 4 ] 0 1 1 100400
-3 MEAN 99.4 93.5 97.1 103.2 12640 181.7 242, 295.% 371.5 136.9
MEDTAR . 178 17,5 275 .. . - N -3 L T/ e — e
H> BT RS e SN Py - g - Tt 15 WOy - PO SNSISY T WO o g 77
&ANGE 280.0 140.0 210.0 70.0 182.0 238 O 84.0 70.0 0. 364.0
NUMBER_. e lEa 14 20 & 150 .. 18 5 5 ) 100a

CONTINUANCE CODE AS FUNCTION OF TIME BETWEEN ARRAIGNMENT AND CONVICTION BY JURY (TABLE 58) YEAR 1965
TOTAL CuM

INTERVAL CGNT IRUANCE CODE
CDAYS e e e B RN SUERY 3 4] 7 SURUNS VY. : B R
a .. 0 [+ B { B ) a a 0 RTINS 2 N B P - 0.00,
I~ 14 g 4} [} 0 Q0 0 ¢} 0 ] 0 0.00

A5 28 e R s [NSSU + ERSEPRN | o 4] [+ JSSRRSUN ; SRR 1 DU EPIPUPPONI ISRt o+

29—~ 42 1 0 1 0 Q Q [+] 0 [¢] 2 6.00
A3 56 [ SRS » NSO + I 0 0 o 0 SPURRLI + RSURURUNE » SRR /SRS ¥ /195 + 1 Y

57- 10 [+ 2 1 ) [+ 0 0 o D] 3 20.00
o § .U -3 el LA .0 [} [ L. e BB v e T v B4 00,

55~ 98 2 3 0 1 1 [ 0 0 [+] 7 48.00

~89=312 e e B DD L4 1 .0~ g 0 Qo cem S. 58.00
113-126 0 0 0 [+ z 0 [} 0 0 2 62.00
127=140 o] RO « FOPU S D o J« IR o 4 ~-10.00.
141-154% [} [ 14 0 1 2 0 0 4 3 T6.00
155168 0 2 A B e 2 1. O e mre D vimien Lo voe it ammmeas S B6L.00.,
169-182 ] 0 0 [} 0 2 Q 0 L0 2 90,00
LR3=196 1 a o Q O Qe B a 0 1 92.00
197-210 1 Q Q 0 0 [} 0 [} 0 1 94.00
211224 . 0 0. -0 O o . SO o FONORRN o KRR ) - 0 94..00
225-238 0 o 1 [+] 0 e [} 0 0 1 96.00
239-252 . .....0 e B e JO ¢ SRS 4 X 0 o a ] -0 SRR o ISR 7.9 2 1o
253-266 0 0 0 0 [} 0 1 0 o 1 98,00
241-280 fo o o s O 1] RN - TRIOUR « DUIPEINUI. AU 1 100.00
MEAN 86.8 103.%9 93.8 95.5 130.4 161.5 259.5 0. 273.5 11445

MEDIAN. 7.5 91,50 T8, . 10585 - 1338, 1018, 259,58 ... Q.. 273.58 105.,.5.

STDWDEVa... .. ..52.2 364k 63s3 . .. 32,4 .. 22.6 12.5 ~0s. .= .Da =0 5589,

RANGE 16840 98.0 196.0 112.0 70.0 28.0 0. 0O. O. 252."

NUMBER. 124 i 9a IR VOV PSR- 1Y Sac. o o dmi i Qe b o B0e Ll .

P EEpEanREEEEAEREEgD
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CONTINUANCE CODE AS FUNCTION OF TIME BETWEEN ARRAIGNMENT AND ACQUITTAL BY JURY (TABLE 59)

INTERVAL
DAYS 1 . 2 ... 3 4
U ¢ . [P  TONURISAUSRPIE ¢ VORI ¢ S G
1~ 14 4] [0] 4] 0

el Bm 28 D O v e O

29~ 42 Q 0 0 0
wl3=56. e o 2B e 0 -0

57~ 70 0 2 0 0
-1l .84 . e D2 -2 1

85~ 98 1 1 1 0
282112, . . L0 RUPUE o DUUSSNUSVREII « SO .2
113-126 0 0 0 0
127=240- . .0 o Qe L0 2
141-154 4] 0 n 1+
LE5=168 el e meem G eadon e e D
169-182 o] 0 .0 0
183196 0 fa 1 Y s Y
197-210 0 0 0 0
211=224 O YO £ JEOVS RPN s S
225-238 0 1 0 0
-238=252 oo -0 Qe D
253~266 [¢] o] o] 0
267=280 B- zal 0 Ny R
281-294 0 V] 0 0
295308 0 0 ) -0
309-322 n 0 ¢ 0
323=336. £ Q 0 T B
337-350 0 0 0 0
A5)1=364 0- g & g
365-378 Q ¢ 0 0
378392 fe) o) 0 o UV,
393-400b 0 0 0 0
L0440 SO PNy PR RSUNN o B 0

EYER 0 0 4] 0
MEAN 63.5 l00.E 135.8 111l.1
HERLAN. e B2 11.5 9148 1055
STReDEVa . 1948 .. 592 ... .56a2 ... 210
RANGE 42.0 168.0 14040 5640
NUMBER.... 3a Ga ba B

YEAR 1965
CONTINUANCE CODE TATAL CUM
5 6 1 8 g
a a . [ o ORISR & X e FOUIRIVEUIUERE & BUINIURURUINN 4 DU 41 4 B
0 g 0O 0 0 0 0.00
DL [ PREENIRY & USSP & SENIUUIII 3 SR, s} - Q.00
0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00
0 0. D e Qe oD R S O
0 ¢} v} 0 G 2 G«53
0 0 0 ¢ v B N o TN I - S LLetH3
0 0 0 0 0 3 28.58
1 0 Q . 0. -G RSN SN 1 W &
1 0 0 0 0 1 38.10
2 0 o P S ool e 47462
1 0 0 0 0 1 50.00
3 1 Lo 0 e D - S 5191
1 1 0 o 0 2 66.67
G L2 el - B LRI T SRR S A A= S < &
0 0 0 0 0 0 T3.81
0 YRR SOOI - SERRPY G S W 80.96.
0 0 0 0 0 1 83.34
o . Lo I DT W P e e A o BB F 2
0 0 0 6] C 0 B85.72
0 - e e SR OGN ¢ H OO U & P 1. ~88+1.0
0 O VI 1 c 1 90.48
0 s URURUUOT s NS s WO TI: U 1 92.86-
0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 92.86
e B e smmineB e e Qe e e e e o 92.86-
0 0 +) Q L 1 95.24
D D ~0- O € o 9524
0 0 0 0 6] 0 954,24
-0 0 - JRRERN o ORI s KU SDSI SOOIV ROPRNURSRRIY § SRS « L. WAL 9
0 4] 0 J C 0 95.24
i 0 0 a1 [N I 97.62
¢ 1 0 0 ¢ 1 100.00
171.3 179.0 238.5 2875 322.5 1581
- 147.5 1B89.5. .. 217.5 .. 287.5 301.5 147.5
83.3 11.6 . 2342 om0 e 2000 e 0 B2a2
308.0 28.0 5640 Qe 42,0 364.0
10. e - bm o lell 2 . 4la
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CONTINUANCE CODE AS FUNCTION OF TIME BETWEEN ARRAIGNMENT AND CONVICTION 8Y NON-JURY TRAIL (TABLE SO)YEAR 1965

INTERVAL CONTINUANCE CODE
DAYS 1 oz 3 4 7 B... 9 . .T‘UTAL )
[ 2 VRN « I [+ SR + § 0 o 0 0 0. o Q ——
1~ 14 0 0 0 o o 0 0 D 0 o o8
.15-.28 I PO DU W 0 a 0 o Q. .o . e @ L. 0.00
23- 42 o 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00
- 43-..56 c g .. ] 1 0 0 o Q [y S 9.10
57— 70 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9,10
LTl 84 0 -0 1. 2 o 0 0 . Q e 1 . 18.19.
45~ 98 1 0 0 0 o 0 o 0 0 1 27.28
99112 e O i e @ . .0 2. .2 .. 0. B . S SR SR - 0V
113-126 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 D 0 o 63.64
127-140 . .0 el ceo Qe Q 1. Q. [« DA AEUNORRUNUUY « IR i ede e e 72013
141-154 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 81.82
RICL TS NCY: VORI « [ IR [« DR « B I (I R RSO « W S USRI o RO o DURII e 8l.82.
169~182 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 D 0 0 81.82
183195 Q o 2} Brs i O Y. S - DU . B e BYLB2.
197-210 0 o 0 0 0 1 o 0 0 1 90.91
211-224 .. . & 0. 0 o o o N S e 0. . 90,91
225-238 0 0 v 0 0 1 0 0 o 1 100,00
MEAN 91.5 Ou 7145 49,5  123.0  161.5 0. . 0. .
MEDIAN C91aF Qe 2B o A9.E 10645 . 105.5 Qe ..‘g._ 0. ]ngg .
STDADEVa... ~0. 0. -0 -0, - 1B.2 56.9 0. - 0. 51,0
RANGE 0. 0. 0. 0. 42,0 126.0 0. c. 0. 182.0
NUMBER 1. Ca 1. 1. 4. 4y 0a 0. 0. 11.
CONTINUANCE CODE AS A FUNCTION OF TIME BETWEEN ARRAIGNMENT AND ACQUITTAL BY NON~JURY TRIAL {TABLE Gl)Y
EAR 1965
INTERVAL . CONTINUANGCE CODE TOTAL CuM
C.DAYS 1. L2 3 & 6 7 8 8
o o K .0 0 0 0 0 0 0 g . 0,00
1- 14 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 L 0 0.00
15~ 28 0 0 S0 0 0 0 3 o 0 0 0.06 .
29~ 42 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 20,00
43— 58 o 0. .. D 0 0 D 0 0 0 S0 20400
57- 70 1 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 1 40.00
71~ B4 0 0. .0 0 o 0 0 0 0 o 40,00
as- 94 0 0 0 e 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 40.00
.99-112' 0. ...0. 0 0 0 o n C 0 0 40.00
113-126 Q o o 0 o 0 0 0 v 0 40.00
127-140 ¥ L 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1. 60.00
141~154 0 ¢ 0 o 0 Q 0 e o 0 60.00
155~168 D .o ) 0 0 o 0 D v 0 60.00
169-182 U 0 o I o 0 a 0 0 0 60.00
183-135 . 0 v O 0 o 0 0 o o o 0. 60.00
197-210 0 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 0 0 40200
211-224 0. 0. 0 0 0 0 0 0. 0 0 60,00
225-238 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 a o 0 60.00
239-252 . . .0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 60400
253266 0 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 o ¢ 60.00
267-280 0 0 0 0 0 u 0 o o 0 &0.0D
281~294 1 0 0 0 o 0 o o 0 1 80.00
295-308 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 B0.00
309-322 0 0 n 0 o o o 0 1 1 100.00
MEAN 175.5 35.5 Qs G 133.5 0. g. g. ;iag 16;.;
L35.5. . Da . . a. . . . .5 .
CATUNNIY X IR S N L T T S
2ANGIE 224.0 0. Da Ou s . 2. 0. 0. 26040
AUMBER. .o 2 o la oo Os 0. 1. 0. Oy 0« 1. _ 5,
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PLALE OF INITIAL PRESENTMENT ULaBLE 62) YEAR 196%
PLACE OF FELONY CLASSTFICATION ‘ N TOTAL  CUM
PRESENTM. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 g 10 1l 1z 13 .14 .. 15 16 17
UNKNOWN 2 0. 3 5 1 0 o o i 1 1 o 6 . 1...0 . © 1 16 1.54
GENERAL SESSION 19 3 118 118 156 26 4 1 67 20 26 0 g 13 5 17 7 608  59.83
UsC 45 & . TT. 14 24 7 2 B 21 26 . 4 0 1. 4T 43 . 3. & 330 91.47
DISTRICT COURT @ I 19 19 18 & 0 2 7 6 1 1 1 4 0 3 1 89 100.00
NUMBER eb. 8. 217. 156, 199. 39, 6. 11. 96. S3, 32. 1. 10. - 65. 4B. 23.  13. 1043,
PLAGE OF TNITIAL PRESENTMENT (TABLE 63) YEAR 1965
PLACE OF ‘ FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL  CUM
PRESENTM. 1 2 3. 4 5 s 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 1& 15 16 17
UNKNOWN 1 0 2 1 1 3 0 0 4 1 b ) 0 1 ) 2 0 16 4,75
GENERAL SESSION 5 0 0 8 4 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 23 11.58
Usc. 1 0 1 ¢ i g 0 a 2 0 0 0 o 1 1 0 0 10 14.55
DISTRICT COURT 13 v 4 1 a0 21 4 12 18 15 4 0 4 22 48 8 23 288 100.00
NUMBER 8. 1. 52, 27, 29, 24, 4, 18, 28, 20, 4, a 5. 24, 49, 10, 24, aa7,
NK.OF MOTIONS PRIOR TO NON-TRIAL DSP(TABLE 64) YEAR 1965
NUMBER OF FELONY CLASSIFICATION " YOTAL  cumM
POTLONS 1 2 a 4 5 6 7 9 10..-dlee 12 - 13 16...18 - .16 1T..
0 4 0. 17..-16. 39 5 1 4 16 12 . 1...0 0ol 18 .2 5 . 150 . 27.13
i 12 1 42 25 51 16 2 6 22 23 5 0 s 16 11 10 6 259 73.91
- 2. & o 0 .23 e 8- 11 3 0 1 ) R ST S SRR SIS VSR SR I §6 . 89.52
3 3 2 1 6 3 10 4. 0 0 3 1 1 0 0 5 0 1 0 37 96.21
4 1 0 4 1 4 0 0 0 1 o .0 0 0 0 0 1 0. 12 98.38
5 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 ) 0 1 0 0 0 6 99.4&
b 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 o 0 o 0 0 0 0 2 100.00
MEAN 1.7 2.0 1.3 142 1.1 1e2 0.7 0.7 1.2 0.9 1.7 0. 1.3 1.3 0.4 1.3 0.8 1.2
MEDIAN 100 YD def.. 1o8 1.0 1.0 1.0 10 1.0 1.0 1.0 0. . 1.0. 1.0 - 0.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
‘STDoDEVS le4 Tol  — lal n-1a2 l.) 0.9 0.5 0,6 1.3 Oe? ... 12 - O, 0.5 Aol - —0eb .. 10 - -0aT- 1.1
RANGE 6.8 2.0 4sD . 5.0 6.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 6.0 3.0 5.0 0. . 140 5.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 6.0
NUMRER . 27 o 2e. »92e. 554 122, 28. 3. 1le  5le  43e 124 .0 . - Tewowbileive 30u.ulbs. 134 - 553,
NR.OF MOTIONS PRIOR TO TRIAL DISPTN.(TABLE 65) : YEAR 1965
NUMBER OF ) FELONY CLASSIFICATION ' TOTAL  CUM
NOTIONS 1. .2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9. 10 11 12 13 14 .15 16 17 .
0 7 o 23 20 15 2 ) 0 4 .3 3 0 0. 4 . .2 1 1 85  37.78
i 5 120 15 11 3 0 0 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 72 69.78
2 3 113 1 9 0 0 0 4 1 2 0 0 4B .1 0 39 87.12
3 1 0 5 1 1 2 0 o ) 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 12 9r.45
4. o D 0 3 1 0 o 0 1 0 1 0 0. 2. 0. .0 1 9. 96.45
5 1 0 1 1 ) o 0 0 0 0 0 0 ) 1 a 0 o 4  9e.23
s 0 1 a.. . 0 a 0 0 0 a 0. 0 ..0 . 06. 0.,..06 . .0 a. 1.. 9u.67
7 ) o 0 0 0 o 0 0 a o 1 a 0 0 o 0 a 2 94.56
8 L .0 ...0e..0 .. 0 0 o 6 06 8. 0.0 Bl B O .0 1. 100.06.
3 a 0 ] 0 a o e o 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 o q. o 100.00
HEAN T1e8 3.0 1.1 0.9 1.0 13 0n 0e  1e3 0.6 19 140 140 1.8 0.5 1.3 1.5 12
BEDTAN 1.0 . 2.0.. 1.0, Ja0. 1e0 1.0, 0.  0r 1.0 0.0  1.0.. 1a Do 2aCe Qe Jaendo@ a daD e
SERIA. P TEE e XL 54 G v S o T 04 SRR LT MRS P S 4 S T3 SRS, PR Pl o3 Sl 14 ey 73 ks 24 SRR PL S
RANGE 8.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 3.0 Ou - On 4.0 2.0 7.0 0.  Oc 5.0 1.0 3.0 4.0 6.0
NUMBER . 190 .. Bew 62a. 4le  37¢  Te  Os  -0s 10 . Be . . 9a: 0 2e 2o  lbe ... 6e . he.. . 225e ..




DISTRBTN.BY MONTH OF PRESMNT.AT USC. (TABI.JE“BWG) YEAR 1945
MONTH 0F FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL CUM
1

PRESENTM. 1 2 3 4 5 [ 7 8 9 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
M )
BEFORE 1 JAN 65 ¢, 0 10 4 o 0 0 2 3 2 1 I} 0 5 23 ....1.. .0 57 17.28
JAN 65 5 1 6 0 3 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 3 8 0 0 29 26.07
FEB 65 2 0 7 1 4. 2 2 2 1 ¢ 2. 0 6 . .l. 5. 0. 0 29 . 34.85
MAR 65 I 2 13 3 6 0 0 2 3 5 1 0 1 9 5 0 1 56 51.82
APR 65 3 0 13 0 1 0 0 1 2 6 0 0 [ TR DN s IO 1 .0 27 . 60.00
MAY 45 s 0 7 2 0 2 0 0 2 2 ] 0 0 4 1 1 0 27 68.19
JUN 65 4 0 5 3 1 1 0 0 3 4 0 0 o 2 -8 .- .0 .0 23 75.16
JULY 65 L 0 2 1 4 1 0 s 3 0 0 o} 0 8 0 1 2 23 82.13
AUG 65 ] 1 4 0 0 1 0 1. 1 2 0 3} [+] 0 e Qe O 1 16, ....86.97
SEPT 65 5 0 i 0 2 0 0 0 2 2 0 ¢} 0 5 0 0 0 23 93.94
OCT 65 S 2 o 3 0 3 0 o 0 0 0 0 [0 0. 9 e deen .0 0 18... .99.40
NOV 65 1 0 ] 0 ] 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 1 94.70
DEC 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 s} a 1. .0 -0 0. veBvcueOunam 0. . D 1. 100.0%
AFTER 31 DEC 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 .0 o . 0 0 0 0 0 0 100.00
NUMBER 45. 4o TTe  l4e. 24, Te 2. 8.  21. . 26. - 4. C. e . 47+ . 63. 3. 4e 330.
DISTRBTN.BY MONTH OF PRESMN7.AT G.S.{TABLE 67) YEAR 1965
MONTH OF . FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL =~ CUM
PRESENTM. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
BEFORE 1 JAN 65 3 0 16 18 13 2 2 1 4 1 4 0 0 1. .2 2 0 69 11.35
JAN 65 1 0 9 15 14 2 0 ) 6 4 2 0 0 2 0 0 1 56 20.56
FEB 65 2 1 15 7 21 2 0 0 9 0 1. 0 1 0 0. 4 0 63 . 30.93
MAR 65 1 0 11 8 20 4 1 0 5 1 2 ¢} 0 1 i 3 0 %8 40,47
3 APR 65 0 0 9 6 14 4 0 ¢} 2 1 5 0 [ SRS 0 5 1 49 48,52
® MAY &5 2 0 6 12 8 1 1 0 6 1 2 0 1 0 2 0 1 43 55.60
JUN &5 S 0 ' 6 13 4 0 i} 9 .4 P R VR IR RS+ I 1. 1. 45 63.00
JULY 65 2 0 16 7 8 5 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 44 70.24
AUG 65 2 1 L .10 11 0 0 0 ] .5 .3 o 2 e B 0 e lo .3 60 . 80.10
SEPT 65 & 1 11 14 18 2 0 0 9 0 Q 0 2 3 0 0 0 66 90.96
OCT 65 o] ] 7 9 14 0 0 0 5 2 L P+ DU . 0 el i) 39 97.37
NOV 65 0. o 3 5 2 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 99.468
DEC 45 0 0 0 1 0 ] 0 0 ] 0 o.. 0. 0. .1 ..Q....0 . 0 2 100.00.
AFTER 3] DEC 65 0 0 0 n o 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 4} 0 0 ] 0 0 10lLi.Ot
NUMBER cel9e i34 118e...118.., 1564 - 26e 4 le . 67« 20e...26e BeowowBa o 13w o5a.w 17. 7a 808,
DISTRBTN.BY MONTH OF PRESMNTAT CRT. (TABLE 68} YEAR 1965
MONTH OF FELONY CLASSIFICATION TOTAL  CUM
PRESENTM. . . 1 2 3 4 5 [ 7 1 11 12 13 14 .15 - 16 17
BEFORE 1 JAN 65 0 0 1 2 3 1 0 0 0 [+} 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 9 10.12
JAN 65 0 ] 5 1 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 o 0 0 0 0 11 22.48
FEB 5. ] 0 a 1 ] 1 s 0 ] 0 0 ] 0 1. .0 0 o} 3 25.85
MAR 45 ] 1 2 3 2 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 12 39.33
APR 65 0 0 1 4 2 0 0 0 0 3 0 [+} 0 Q o] 0 i} 10 50.57
MAY 65 ¢ 0 2 2 1 0 0 1 6 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 14 66.30
JUN 65 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 0 0 » 0 0 0 0. .0 Q i 0 6 73.04
JULY 65 4 ] 2 2 0 1 0 0 o -0 - ] 0 0 1 0 Q i} 6 79.78
AUG 45. 0 0 1 1 1 0 o 0 0 Y1 0 0 0. .0 w0 0 1 5 85.40
SEPT 65 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 n 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 87.65
OCT 45, . 0 0. .3 [} 3 1 ¢} 0 0 2} 0 [} c .0 .0 o] 0 7 95.51
NOV 65 0 ¢} 0 2 0 1 0 0 o} 0 0 0 0 1 0 (1} 0 4 100,00
DEC 65, 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 S 0.. .. 0.. .0 [+} 0  100.00
AFTER 31 DEC 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 n 0 0 0 0 o o 0 0 0 0 0 100.00
NUMBER Ve le 1% .- 19e-- 18. [ O. 2 Te [ le le - Lo hewmmBown 3w v lo = BGe

B OO OB O R O O OE OE O O

s



LB BRI B e

DAYS FELONY|DAYS FELONY|DAYS FELONY|DAYS FELONY |DAYS FELCNY |DAYS FELONY
TABLE 1 | 41 & 76 _3 |._s0  _5 [269 35 83 _3
;I 3 41 16 76 4 90 6 TABLES | 88 3
L -9 —44 4 11 23 s 4 ) ry _90 14
9 9 51 2 T 91 5 92 . 93 4
Ao _3 _53 -1 78 11 81 _s5 = 95 14
i1 9 53 4 81 T8 92 €& TABLE7 {98 Io
_%% 11 |_=a 4 8 % ~95  _£& 38 10 114 4
3 60 15 82 7% 96 15 p 116 5
A6 3 j_s0 18 83 4 97 1% IABLES i3 1L
18 16 62 9 86 a4 98 1 21 4 1992  1a
_21 3 1_a2 -9 87 5 98  _&. 21 11 276 3
23 1 65 4 88 3 100 s . 23 9 389 16

2t 9 .13 4, S0 4. | 101, 15 23 1o :
28 3 30 14 96 "5 | 101 15" 23 14 TABLE 9
32 3 | 91 _& 90 15 {102 A 23 14 21 1
34 6 99 15 S0 15 | 192 3. 23 14 | os _3
) A .98 15 91 1 105 _4 LS 24 5
38 9 99 15 91 3 i08 3 24 1 _25 3
45 4 1112 15 1 91 3 108 14 24 3 25 9
45 5 114 15 91 3 108 17 24 3 25 _15
Al 2 150 15 _95. _& 110 14 24  _3. 25 15
48 6 150 15 95 18- 13314 11 24 3 28 .3
24 14 | 150 15 100 -5 1115 10 24 -2 | 28 3
56 4 150 15 102 15 116 8 24 9 _31. 3
51 & |186 1 103 1t 1117 A5 zg. lg- 32 _13
58 4 104 4 1319 2 ~32 .10
62 10 TAPLES 1105 .1 |123 10 | 23 -3 (32 14
65 61 2 105 3 1324 15 25 > =2 4
Jo s 61 5 105 _3 133 5 25 A& 35 4
70 10 61 10 55 3 |336 15 25 5 |36 .8
s 1 |62 L l300 2 |i36 15 | 28 -& |37 g
78 16 62 3 1111 5 | 136 15 28 8 |39 _&
83 17 62 3 1111 5 |i46 15 29 &8 40 14
88 17 62 3 m 5 |I%6 15 29 16 )42 &
97 9. %2 2 1121 _a (141 _4 31 14 44 5
124 17 62 > liz24 o1& [Ia7 15 32 5 |_as .2
152 62 L 1325 14 |1s0 3 2 10 46 5
193 1% 62 2 13129 3 {160 15 32 12 |_as .10
218 17 | %2 -2 |1 & (1s0 15 22 -8 Tus 9
' 5 157 15 |64 15 34 59 A1
164 38 _81. b
-2L. 2 e 2 IABLEA 1164 15 38 13 66 1
31 N 66 10 82 4 1173 10 39 10 | g _&
~31 14 67  _1 _ 84 14 11479 15 39 il 68 4
20 1 lee & e 1 g Ty | Ty {70 2
_32 21 68 _I1 |85  _4 }iao 8 46 5 73 5
32 2 69 4 87 5 389 15 46 9 | 14 _A
=22 2 ey & -8B _3 |y 35 49 _5. 80 e
35 1 70 3 88 2 997 15 50 16 80 _B
36 14 T4 3 88 3 1793 15 55 6 lios _3
36 14 74 3 |-B8 10 |jo & 60 _S |izo 10
38 1 A 8 88 10 |533 15 6z 15 133 _5
-5 2 74 15 .89 5 555 15 84 14 {136 3
39 2 75 4 89 1c 1573 I 65 3. 136, _2
-3 -3 113 2 |82 18 |553 15 | g5 .6 |i3r s
40 1 75 5 90 4 |2z0 16 70 4 (141 _4&
-40 -9 5 5 |20 4 |54 15 80 5 |1a3 13
“0 ° |76 3 | 90 4 %69 15 17 {157 3
79
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DAYS FELONY|DAYS FELONYIDAYS FELONY)DAYS FELONY|DAYS FELONY [DAYS FELONY
TABLE 1 | 471 iy J6 3 190 -5 269 15 83 3
T 9 41 16 76 90 6 TABLE 5 88 3

—~ 2 |-# & 0T 3 ) el 4 g2 90 14
S 9 51 3 77 91 5 92 ¢ 93 %
A0 L3 _53 -1 78 11 _91. ~5. = 95 14
1 9 53 4 BT e 92 & TABLE 7 98 10
__1_3_ 11 |(_&a -4 ag -95. _& 38 10 114 A
6 3 60 15 82 T3 96 15 = . 116 5
Y-y 3 |_eq 1s. 83 4 |91 15 TADLIES 143 11
18 16 62 g 86 % | 98 1 21 01197 14
2L 3 |.e2.  _a | 87 5 1._98 .a | 2L 11 i590 T3
35 7 65 4 B8 73 |1oo 5 ;: g Jg 369 16
21 .9 13 4 90 4 101, 15 - -
28 3 90 14 Y00 79 |101 15 23 14 TABLE 9
32 3 |91 _s 90 15 | 102 B 23 14 21 1
34 6 99 15 90" 15 | 102 3. 23 14 ) 24 _3
25 L4 |99 15 | o1 1 jlos. & p 24 L p2s 05
38 9 99 15 g1 3 108 3 24 1 _25  _.3
45 4 1120 15 |91 3 |i08 14 24 -3 )25 9
%5 5 131164 15 91 32 13os 17 24 3 |2 s
419 1150 15 |_85  _& |1l0 14 24 -3 25 15
48 6 150 15 95 100 |11z T 24 3 |28 _=3
2% 14 -4150 15 1100  _5 {115 10 | 24 -2 | 28 3
56 4 150 15 102 15 (116 8 24 9 ~31 .3
31 4 (186 T |103 11 |117 15 26, 14 )32 8
58 4 TARIE S 104 4 | 119 5 25 3 132 1o
62 10 p=A2E2e Jags 1 |123 10 25 3 32 14
65 4 3 3 1305 3 1124 15 25 4 133 4
5. | &L 2 |95 _3 133 S 25 -4 (33 4
70 To | 61 10 %5 T3 33 15 25 3 136 -8
5 1 62 L 13ps 5 |i3e 15, 28. -8 37 9
78 16 | 62 3 |7p) 5 146 15 28 8 |39 &
83 17 | 62 -2 |11 5 146 15 29 =3 140 14
88 17 62 3 11 5 |'I46 15 29 16 4p e
97 62 . 2 121 _& |1a1  _4 31 14 44 . 5
3% iT 62 5 124 14 147 15 32 5 ~4A. -
152 9 2- I 1325 14 lieg 15 z 10 46 5
SCE] -i'g 62 9 129 3 160 15 32 i2 1R --1'0:
218 17 83 -2 l13a _a |ils0 15 33 -9 49 g
= 65 3 157 15 |1ea 15 34 10 | 59 17
31 1 6 4 ETY 15 8 10 —b.
6 TABLE 4__| 164 28 ~&1.
=L 2 66 5 | TABLEAL 164 15 38 13 66 1
31 4 66 0 83 4 1573 10 39 10 _68. _4
S-S - 5 A W -V S VAR o 39, 10 |Tes 4
32 1 68 4 86 1 350 8 41 Yl 70 3
32 -1 _ég_ __l .84, b, 180 & 5_6_ __r—z_ 13 5
32 3 69 4 87 5 1189 15 46 9 | 74 .4
32 -2 69 & |._.88 —3 {192 15 49 5. 80 8
35 1 70 3 88 3 115 15 50 16 | go _8
-35 -4 71 14 88 .3 i3 15 53 15 86 10
36 14 T4 3 88 3 1193 15 55 6 108 _32
-34 14, 14 -2 |.-88. 1D |jqq o4 60 -l 130 10
38 1 T4 8 88 10 553 15 62 15 133 _5.
SE -2 74 12 |82 A8 1o, 35 64 14 136 3
39 2 5 4 89 e 1553 15 65 3 136 _3
23 -2 s s -89 aa [555 0 15 | es e |157 4
40 1 75 5 90 4 370 1e 70 141 _4&
~40 -8 75 _5 |.-90 —&  |oeq 15 80 5 143 13
40 9 76 3 196 4 |57y 15 17 157 3

79



sz_s FELONYIDAYS FELONY|DAYS FELONY|DAYS Feronyl DAYS FELONY|DAYS FELONY Y
165 1 179 13 173 1 179 5 17
‘ Tt 22, 19 _5 9. 11 | 140 3 ,
_2269;; _1.§- igg ;f %13. a5, |179 11 | iss 15 | 140 )
=24, PRI 75 3 o - X i
221 3 |37 3 | 178, _g_ _i_g% __é. Jigg- —-‘:). igz ; = DAYS FELONY|DAYS FELONY|DAYS FELONY|DAYS FELONY|DAYS FELONY|DAYS FELONY]DAYS FELOKY
241 3 223 9 179 11 182 9 19¢ 2 | 184 T3 : 208 g 221 6 | 296 4 | 325 4 | 284 17 TABLE 26 | 79 5
256 8 230 9 179 Tao o - 210 4 |221 -8 | 303 15. {331 .14 |=28s -3 ({53 1 e 1
326 2 241 14 434 182 9 196 4 213 -3 i 216 _3 |21 10 | 304 10 |333 2 | 285 3 B -
i B 4 |182 10 | 199,  _3. | 245 11 227 223 14 | 305 22 2 | & 3
321 5 265 7 5 A ey 1 ~4. | 350 a7 2390 41 146 14 al _a
2 2 10 18z _— 185 13 199 17 247 3 221 3 | 225 1 |31 3 [353 4 | 291 4 1141 g 81 3
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APPENDIX B

DESCRIPTION OF COURTSIM

INTRODUCTION

COURTSIM is a coniputer simulation
of the court system which processes felony
defendants in the District of Columbia. It
simulates the movement of defendants/cases
through all the processing points that make
up the court system such as presentment,
preliminary hearing, indictment, and trial.
The simulation's primary purpose is to
measure the time it takes to dispose of
cases, the time defendants spend in queues,

and the level of utilization of court resources.

The simulated court system is the suc-
cession of processing units through which a
defendant/case passes. There are differ-
ent routes that can be taken. For example,
some people are sent to the U.S, Commis-
sioner's Office instead of the Assistant U S.
Attorney's office for prelimihary processing,
some are dismissed by the AUSA, some de-
fendants file one or more motions, some v
plead guilty, and some have jury trials. The
flow chart (Fig. B-l)1 indicates the possible
routes that an accused felon can take through

the D.C. court system. The circles in this

1The COURTSIM flow diagrams appear
in the Annex to this Appendix as Figs. 1,
Z, 3.
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flow chart represent either processing units
or decision points in the processing of a
felon. The arrows from one circle to another
indicate the possible paths for the processing
of a defendant (the numbers represent those
percentages of defendants following that

route in 1965) and the squares represent

possible ways to exit from the system.

The procedure followed in simulating
and analyzing the court system was to de~
velop a model which accurately reflected
the felony court system in 1965 and then to
alter elements of the system to observe the
impact of these changes on the system.. For
example, existing resources were reallo-
cated, new resources were added, and per-
centages of people taking various routes were
changed. Among other things, the total num-
ber of people arrested and charged with fel--

onies (per day) could also be altered.

THE COURTSIM PROGRAM

Program Language: COURTSIM was

written in a computer simulation language

called "General Purpose Systemsg Simulator
III (GPSS IID). " ‘This is an IBM interpreter/
compiler language and is one of their appli-
cations programs. The reader is referred

to two IBM manuals for this language. They
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are: IBM Application Program, General

Purpose Systems Simulator III, Introduction

and General Purpose Systems Simulator II1,

User's Manual, Form H20-0163-1, This
simulation language was used to program
COURTSIM mainly because of the short time
period available to develop a program and
demonstrate the operational feasibility of
simulating court systems. The primary ad-
vantage of this approach was that program-
ming time and debugging costs could be cui
to a minimum. No attempt was made to
evaluate alternative languages for this use;
howeyer, GPSS III was found to be satisfac-
tory. (If it is desired to simulate a large
number of very different court systems, then
perhaps a general purpose court simulator
should be written utilizing some other proc-

essing language.)

Defendants: COURTSIM simulates an

individual entering the court system by gen-

erating and immediately storing an identifi-
cation number and time of entering the system
and later'such relevant data as most serious
charge, bail status, number of defendants in
case, number ‘of motions to be filed, etc. 2

In the model the number of people arrested

each day on a charge is randomly selected

2'I‘hese represent a subset of characteristics

which could significantly affect the defend-
ant's time in the court system.
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from a uniform distribution between 20 and
80.3 This introduces surges and periods of
slack, but averages 50 over the long run.
Departure is simulated by eliminating all
references to the individual, and recording
for statistical purposes his total time in the

system.

Temporal: Both a clock and calendar
were simulated. A work day of five hours
was used, a day being divided into 60 time
intervals of five minutes each. Thus, the
minimum time for any processing was five
minutes. When the work accomplighed by
all processing units for one time period hag
been completed, the clock is incremented by
one time unit and the work for the next unit
of time commences. When the clock com-
pletes 60 units, the calendar is incremented

and the clock ig effectively reset to one.

A calendar is sirpulated ina similar
maﬁner. The first day éimulated is Monday.
After the clock has reached 60 time periods
(5 hours), the calendar is incremented one
day éﬂd a new day in court is started. Not
all processing units are operating on all
days. Hence at the beginning of a new day,

before a defendant is allowed to be processed

3 Although any distribution could have been
used, a more complex distribution was
not justified since relevant data were based
in large measure on estimates and limi-
ted observations.




through a unit, a check is made to determine

if the unit is open on that day.

Processing: At any given time a de-
fendant is either being processed by some
processing unit or waiting to be processed.
Processing of a person is simulated by his
occupying one of the allotted spaces at that
unit for the amount of time he is to be proc-
essed. The capacity of a unit is equal to the
number of people that can be simultaneously
processed by it and is a function of the re-
sources available., When all allotted spaces
are occupied, admission is denied to other
defendants ready to enter. When a defendant
has been processed, he departs to another
unit, leaving the original processing unit

free to accept another individual.

The amount of {ime a defendant spends
at a given processing unit is usually deter-
mined by either the characteristics of the
defendant and/or the type of process heing
simulated. At some places, processing is
estimated to require a fixed amount of {ime;-
at others the time is randomly distributed
within certain limits. Table I-5, PartI,
summarized the estimated average éapacity
of each unit and the processing times re-

quired per defendant. 4

i

4'1‘he sources of these data were described
in Appendix A.
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When a defendant departs a process-
ing unit, frequently there are alternative
paths along which his case may proceed.
The path taken depends sometimes upon the
defendant's personal characteristics. At
other times, his path is determined by a
simulated distribution; for example, from
Fig. B-1, 93 percent of the people arrested
go to the Assistant U,S5. Attorney, Court of
General Sessions (DAA) while 7 percent go
to the U.S. Commissioner (USC). These
percentages were determined from statisti-
cal data discussed in Appendix A. In the
computer program, this distribution is sim-
ulated by generating a random number be-~
tween 1 and 100; if it is less than, or equal
to 7, he proceeds to the U.S. Commissioner,
otherwise he proceeds to the Assistant U.S.

Attorney, Court of General Sessions.

When a defendant arrives at a proc-
essing unit he is placed in the queue of de-
fendants waiting to be served if a queue
exists. If there is no queue or when the de-
fendant gets to the head of the queue an at-
tempt is made to process his case immedi-
ately. Any one of the following conditions
can prevent immediate action and conse-

quently result in his remaining in the queue.

1. The processing unit iz currently
being used to capacity.

2,  The shared resources required
at this ’processing unit are not

available.
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3. The unit is not open on the day
of the week or the hour of the day

that the defendant arrives.

When the above conditions are no longer in
effect, the processing unit is ready to accept
another case from its queue. If the queue is
empty a portion of the processing unit's ca-
pacity remains idle until a new defendant ar-

rives for processing.

Table B-1 is an example of how a de-~
fendant is processed in COURTSIM. This
table considers presentments at the U, 8.
Commissioner's Office, USCCT, and repre~
sents a part of the main program which is

presented in the Annex to this appendix.

TABLE B-1. PRESENTMENT AT U.S. COMMISSIONER

USCCT ASSIGN 1, USC
ASSIGN 7, K1 1 in parameter 7
N if PHRG waived
at USC
 QUEUE . P1
ENTER P1
DEPART " pP1
ADVANCE 0001 Presentment takes
5 minutes
LEAVE : Pl
TRANSFER “v FN, 13
13 FUNCTION RN1, E4© bl

0.45 RLACT &.55 CPHNW 0.80 CPHCT 1.00 DDACT

The first line assigns the defendant to the
storage unit USC and so indicates this by as-
signing USC to the first parameter associ-
ated with the defendant. In the next line,

the value 1 is assigned to the seventh param-

eter. If this value is not changed (and it will
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be if this defendant is not next sent to the
grand jury section, DDACT), then this de-
fendant will waive preliminary hearing. The
next line indicates that the defendant is
placed in the queue associated with the stor-
age unit inglicated‘ in parameter 1, that is,
the USC queue. The defendant at the head

of the queue now tries to enter the procesé'-
ing unit USC, by instruction--ENTER P1.

If the defendaﬁt can be processed, _iv.e. , hone
of the above-mentioned three pr;hibiting con-
ditions are in effect, then he leaves the
queue, DEPART P1, and is given present-
ment, ADVANCE 0001, for a period of 5
minutes. He now leaves the processing unit
USC, LEAVE P1, and is transferred to
anothér part of the program according tof

function FN 18, According to this function,

45 .percent will*be released (RLACT) 10 : BN A

percent (55-45) will be given prehmm‘lry

hearing 1mmed1ate1y (CPHNW)‘, 25 perceﬁ’t k
w111 have prellmmary heamng 1ater (CPHCT)
and finally, 20 percent w111 waive prelimi-

nary hearing (DDACT)

[y

[N

- Outputs: The effects of manipulating

the critical variables qf thie system are

shown in the statistical output o;f_p:‘OUR’l‘SIlVI‘:,.‘i_.

This output consists of three types of sta-. -

tistics that are tabulated and computed

5 The seventh parameter value will be
changed to indicate the action taken.,

6 Phe value of the seventh parameter is not
changed.




during the computer run. They are associ-
ated with queues, processing unifs, and
1eng‘;hs of time required for defendants to
' méve between selected poinis in the system,
The datél reported for queues include: aver-
age queue length, maximum queue length,

mean length of time spent in queue, etc.

Table B-2 is a typical print-out from
COURTSIM on queue data.” The first col-
umn lists the various queues; for example,
queue No. 30 is that queue associated with
defendants ready for District Court jury
trial. (These queue numbers are the same
as-the storage numbers in the program list-
ing in the Annex.) The maximum content of
this queue was 16, but the average (over a
l-year period) was 3.91. The fourth column
indicates that 366 defendants entered the
gueue and that 30 defendants had no wait
(fifth column); the average time spent in
queue (seventh column) for all was 233.85
time periods (or approximately 4 days). The
eighth column ghows the number of 5-minute
time periods spent in queue for the 91.8 per-
cent of the defendants who arrived at that
processing unit and had to wait (100 percent
minus 8.2 percent in sixth column). The
ninth column shows the table number (Table
9) if that queue is further analyzed (0 means

no table). The final column shows that no

7 The.complete set of print-out tables is
available at IDA,
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defendants are in the queue at the end of the

program run.

Information on processing points,
called storage units, includes: average uti-
lization, maximum utilization, and average
processing time., Table B-3 is a typical
print-out from COURTSIM on processing
units, Storage number 30 again represents
the case processing associated with District
Court jury frial, DCJ.  The second column
indicates that 5 judges do this processing
and that this takes up 73 percent of their
available time, fourth column.?  The third
column indicates that this storage unit is
occupied by 3.63 cases, on the average.
Relating this to the queue statistics gives a
picture of what is happening at this point.
The fifth column shows that 367 cases have
been tried by jury with an average process-
ing time of 216. 85 time periods or 3.6 days,
column 6. (The processing time includes
weekends when trials run over from one
week to another,) The seventh column indi-
cates that at the end of the run 4 cases were
being processed, and the last column indi-
cates that the maximum content was 5 (all

judges were conducting jury trials; none

- were conducting non-jury trials),

8 These judges also spend time on non-jury
trials (DCC), hearing motlons, sentencing
and guilly pleas.
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Statistical outputs on times between
various points include: percentiles, mean,
and standard deviation of the times observed.
Table B-4 (p. 89) is a typical output related
to time between various processing or storage
units. ¥ This table provides data on times be-
tween presentment (either at the U.S. Com-
migsioner, USC--storage No, 12 or the U, S,
Branch, Court of General Sessions PRS-~
storage No. 18) to return of indictment,
RET (not a storage unit). Summary statis-
tics are provided in the first row; that is,

a total of 1703 defendants had their indict-
ment returned in that year taking an average
fime of 54 days (3260 divided by 60 time
periods per day). The standard deviation

of this time was 10 days. The first column
shows the upper limit of the number of time
periods with the second column showing the
number of defendants that took less than that
time but more than the previous upper limit
time (e.g., for 53 defendants the elapsed
time between presentment and return of in-
dictment was between 2100 and 2310 time
periods. The third column shows the per-
centage of the total defendants and the fourth
and fifth columns are cumulative and cumu-~
lative-remainder statistics. The sixth col-

umn represents the number of multiples that

9A total of 23 separate tables of this type

wag generated for the so-called Basic (Re~
vised) run. The generation of tables in
GPSS III ig a relatively simple exereise,
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the upper limit is of the mean argument.
The seventh column gives the number of
standard deviations the upper limit is from

the mean argument.

Another important output in COURTSIM
(not present here) is provided at the end of
each run. This is a count of all transactions
that have passed through each operation in
the program. Each computer operation is
numbered and thig table indicates the fotal
number of times this numbered operation
has been performed (or transacted), This
table allows one to investigate the flow of
cases or defendants through the court system

over time,

When the first day is simulated by
COURTSIM there will be no queues since
there were no people in the system previ-
ously. With time, queues begin to form and
the model begins to reflect the real court
system. Consequently, COURTSIM was
allowed to run for an initialization period
before the actual run from which data were
collected. The initialization period in each
of the runs was one-half year; the actual
runs were 1 year long and the outputs reflect

the court operations during that year.

Program Features: The remainder

of this section is devoted to explaining par-
ticular programming features of COURTSIM.

Defendants are taken from queues, in all

cases buf one, on a "first-in, first-out'' basis.

CE N N NRENENRENNNNNENNERN.
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The exception is the trial queue used ina
later version of the Basic court model. For
this model, defendants who have been in the
system longest sihce arraignment and are in
jail are removed from the queue first. These
people have not necessarily been in the queue

the longest.

This latter version was an attempt to
introduce a court calendar as it existed in
1966 into COURTSIM. In this calendar sys-
tem, at arraignment, each case is assigned
1 of 13 Assistant U.S. Attorneys, Criminal
Trial Division. A case is placed on the
Ready Calendar according to Rule 87 of the
District Court or after all motions have been
heard, whichever is longest. The case is
taken from the queue (Ready Calendar) ac-
cording to the above-mentioned rule and
trial is conducted only if the assigned pros-
ecutor is available (i.e., he is not in another

trial) .

Priority is used in some places {o as-
sure that certain functions get precedence
over others. For example, some defendants
will have their presentment before other de-
fendants may have their preliminary hearing.
Priority is used to reflect actual court prac~

tices as well as a programming convenience.

The capacity of a processing unit is
determined by the resources available; e.g.,
where there is but one Commissioner, the

capacity is but one defendant at a time.
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Resources are shared in one of two ways.
When there is only one of a resource (e.g.,
one judge) that must be shared by two proc-
essing unit, then one is shut down while the
other unit is processing. If several of a re-
source are shared with more than one unit
(for example, judges hear motions, hold
trials, sentence, etc.), then a counter is
used. When a person enters one of the units,
the counter ig incremented indicating that
one of the resources is being used. When a
person departs one of these units, the coun-
ter is decremented indicating one of the re~
sources is now free. No one ig allowed into
these processing units if the counter is equal
1v the number of resources available since
under this condition all available resources

are being used.

At avraignment defendants are con-
verted to cases; this is done by eliminating
all of the defendants in a multiple-defendant
case but one. The number of defendants in
the case is carried as a pararﬁe’cer value by
the remaining defendant of the group; this
defendant proceeds and represents the rest

of the group.

LIMITATIONS AND PROBLEMS
ENCOUNTERED

GPSS III has many capabilities not
needed hy COURTSIM and as a result some
restrictions of size were imposed on

CQURTSIM. Further, the amount of running




time required is in excess of that associated
with more efficient languages. It turned out
that the D.C. court system for processing
felony cases was small enough to be accom-
modated by GPSS III when one took advantage
of its "reallocation of entities'" feature. If
the system were to be simulated at a level of
greater detail or if the level of activity in the
system were significantly higher, it is doubt-

ful if GPSS III could have been utilized.

The average running time on the IBM
7090 for COURTSIM was about 40 minutes;
this includes the simulation of a 6-month
period to ''load up" the system and 1 year
of simulation, It was felt that this running
time could be shortened by using alternative
methods to "load up' the system during. the
initialization period which took about 10 min-
utes. Both the size and the running time of
the coﬁrt simuiation could be significantly
‘ reduced by ''cutting' the model to some frac-
tion, F, of its original size without affecting
its usefulness as a planning tool. Such a
"cutting' was accomplished by reducing the
number of defendants entering the system,
and reducing the level of resources available,
(by either decreasing the number of proc-
essors or increasing processing time by an
appropriate fraction). The resultant statis-
tical data were close to the "uncut' version

of the model.

The general procedure of cutting the

simulation has the advantage of either
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cutting the running time of the simulation

by approximately F or increasing the capac-
ity of the model in terms of the number of
defendants which can be processed by 1/F.
With respect to the latter, COURTSIM pres-
ently uses almost the total core capacity of
the IBM 7090 (32 K); therefore, if a signifi-
cantly larger system than the D.C. court '
system for the processing of felonies were
{o be simulated using GPSS, the capacity of
the model would have to be increased by a
method such as cutting. Further, the amount
of core required by COURTSIM is a function
of the maximum number of defendants which
are in the system at one time (i.e., the num-
ber arrested minus the number which have
left the systém), the number of parameters
each defendant has, and the total number of
processing points which éompose the system.
These three variables can be traded off
against one another. Hence, by reducing

the maximum numl?er of defendants in the
system, the other two variables can be in-
creased. Consequently, if GPSS is applied
to any other system which is significantly

larger in the above respects, some sort of

- cutting procedure would have to be employed.

Otherwise,; a larger core computer or.a

language less demanding of core than GPSS
III would have to be used. ‘

Basically, COURTSIM measures the
time defendants take to pass between the

various points of the simulated court system.

Most of a defendant's time in the court sys-
tem is spent in queues. Typically, less than
1 hour (in real time) is spent in courtroom
processing (prior to trial) as compared to
months spent within the court system. The
remainder is queue or preparation time,
which is essentially what is being measured.
Thus, a major consideration in cutting a
queuing model like COURTSIM is that the
queuing time must be kept invariant to the
number of defendants processed. For statis-
tical purposes, the cut model should behave
like the uncut model since the distribution of
times required to pass between the various
points of the model must be the same in both
versions. To accomplish this the capacity
of each processing point was reduced by the
fraction F. In some cases this was impos-
sible since the capacity of all processing
units had to be an integer. Hence, if F =1/2
and the capacity of a unit is an odd number,
then its capacity cannot be halved. In these
cases the mean processing times were in-
creased by 1/F. In fact, a combination of
both techniques was employed in cutting
COURTSIM at the trial processing units. In-
creasing the processing times does hold the
queuing time constant but the total time in
the system is increased slightly. However,
éince this processing time was a small per-
centage of total time in the system, increas-
ing it did not significantly alter the time dis~

tributions.
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Several other difficulties were en-
countered with GPSS III. The most trouble-
some involved situations where the day of
the week is significant (viz., days of the
week when a processing unit is open or
closed). To simulate this, a day calendar
was needed. The calendar was simulated by
"generating" a "transaction' on the begin-
ning of every day and having the "transaction"
increment a counter. Unfortunately, the
"transaction' is generated as the last event
and takes place on the first time unit of the
new day. Thus, all other events in this time
unit regq the calendar incorrectly and this
mayresult in error stops. This caused con~

siderable debugging problems.

A second major problem involved
queuing situations where individuals were
to be removed according to a function of
time and not on a "first-in, first-out" basis.
Such queues must be simulated by "user
chains." Before an individual is placed on
a "user chain" a value must be stored in one
of his "'parameters" which could be a func-
tion of time. Once the individual is on the
chain this ""parameter' does not get updated
and it soon becomes out of date, Conse-
quently, the chain must be emptied periodi~
cally and every individual's "parameter"
updated. This is a lengthy process when

done often.

A problem resulted from the fact that

"parameters' have maximum values of 215,



Since abgolute clock times must be marked
in these "parameters' there is effectively a
maximum number of clock units which can
be simulated. This is 215, In COURTSIM
the number of clock units per year is be-

tween 214 and 215,

Investigations of altering possible flow
paths through the court system met with con-
siderable difficulty. For example, when con-
sidering what would happen if all preliminary
matters for felony defendants were handled
by -the U.S. Commissioner, the percentages
associated with presentments, preliminary
hearings (and the waiving of), the finding of
no probable cause, etc., must be changed.
The changes must be made in such a way that
the numbers of defendants requiring certain
processing are the same as they were before
(with the Court of General Sessions also con-
ducting preliminary matters) even though the
percentages differed for the two possible
paths. Hence, the percentages must be ad-
justed so that they generate the appropriate
numbers. This is not a simple task if the

flow diagram is complex.

As has been mentioned previously, an
initialization period is required to "load up"
COURTSIM. This initialization must be
carefully done since even in this period many
of the court resources are not used; it takes
a period of time to reach these processing
units. Thug, if a total of N defendants
are to enter into COURTSIM in the initiali-
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zation period, most of the N defendants

will be processed through the processing
points which occur early in the flow; on the
other hand, few defendants will be proc-
essed at those points which occur later in
the flow (i.e., trials, motions, etc.). The
overall result is that proper resource utili-
zation statistics are collected for the early
processing units but much lower utilization
rates will be observed for those processing
units which occur later. Further, if proc-
essing unit resources are not sufficient to
process the volume of business, a backlog
(queue) develops. In attempting to develop
the proper size queues (during the initiali-
zation period), one must consider the above-
mentioned factor: given equal processing
capabilities (maximum rate of flow of de-
fendanfs through the units are the same),
the unit which occurs earlier in the flow
process will have more of a queue than the
unit which occurs later. In order to com-
pensate for these effects, one must carefully
control the flow of defendants and the proc-

essing unit resource capability.

Because of the lack of ddata, estimates
of trial time as a function of jury or non-
jury, number of defendants in the case, etc.,
were made which apparently were much too
optimistic. As a result, little if any queue
time was observed (in the computer runs)
which related to cases waiting for trial, ex-

cept for two runs where the number of cases
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going to trial was increased (by decreasing
the percentage of guilty pleas). Further,
except for one run, the vacation and sick time
used by the judges was not programmed into
the simulation; this would have reduced the
yearly resource availability. (This can
easily be done.) The combination of these
two factors yields results which were not
representative of the 1965 and 1966 data, in
that the actual court system did, and still
does, have defendants waiting for trials.
(The above factors should be taken into ac-

count in any further runs.)

95



y

_ FE TR E N EEEREEEREERERED

_




TN R E ME B B N

ANNEX TO APPENDIX B

FLOW DIAGRAMS AND PROGRAM LISTING

The flow diagrams shown in Figures COURTSIM. The list of tables is presented
1 through 3 represent the COURTSIM pro- next and finally, on page 112, the main flow
gram called Basic (Revised). The annotated of the Basic (Revised) COURTSIM model
detailed program listing, based on these flow begins. The flow ends on page 118 with
diagrams, is given at the end of this Annex. SINKS. Finally, the terminite blocks are
In order to help the programmer follow the listed.

flow diagram, a summary of GPSS III block-
coding symbols is presented in Table 1. For
details on GPSS III block-code symhbols and
program, the reader is referred to the IBM

Application Program General Purpose Sys-

tems Simulator III, User's Manual, Form

H20-0163-1.

The annotated program listing at the
end of this Annex represents the simulation
of the processing of felony defendants in the
District Court System in D, C, as it existed
in 1965. The listing on page 109 of the pro-~
gram, up to SIMULATE, represents the con-
trol section of the program. The GPSS III
has been designed to operate under control
of the 7090/94 IBSYS Monitor. The next
gsection of the listing, up to ORG 1, on N
page 110 lists the storage units. Following
this, up to GENERATE 1,,1,,6, on page

111, is a list of the variables used in
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TABLE 1: BLOCK TEMPLATE SYMBOLS AND CODING FORMATS

8 NAME 19 A 25 B 31 I 37 BLOCK SYMBOL
ADVANCE Mean Time k, *n, SNAjJ, Epread] E(, *xﬂ ADVANCE
SNA*n [FN modifier] [FNjor FN*n] A B
ASSEMBLE No, to assemble. k, *n, A
SNAj; SNA*n
ASSEMBLE
ASSIGN Parameter no. n. k I:i] * [i:] Standard Numerical Attribute Index j of Function modifier
sNAj [ ASSIGNed  k, *n, SNAI, k,*n, SNAJ, SNA*n
* *
SNA*n [¥] SNA*n ASSIGN
BUFFER
BUFFER
CHANGE "From' block no, j, k, *n, “"To" block no. k. k, *n, A
SNAj, SNA*n SNAj, SNA*n CHANGE
B
DEPART Queue no, j. k, *n, SNAj No. of units to be removed
SNA*n from Queue, k; *n, DEPART[ A, B
SNAj, SNA*1]
ENTER Storage no. j. k, *n, SNAj, [No. of units to be enteredy A,B
ENTER |
SNA*n [k, *n, SNAj, SNA*n)
: " 7
EXECUTE Block no, j. k, *n, SNAj, EXE}CUTE
SNA*n
A
GATE Logic Switch no. j. k; *n, Next block no. if GATE condi~
Auxiliary SNAj, SNA*n tion i fulse LR
an} [k, *n, SNAJ, SNA*4] GATE yg
LR [symbolic block location]
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TABLE 1: (Continued)

8 NAME 19 A 25 . B 31 C 37 BLOCK SYMBOL
GATE ! Aux Facility no, j. k, *n, SNAj, (Same as GATE LS & LR.) Aux
N SNA*n : U
11 ATE NU
I NU I
1.0 NI
(B)
GATE | Aux Storage no. j. k, *n, SNAj, (Same as GATE LS & LR,) Aux
| SE SNA*a S
| sF GATE SNE
| SNE SF
| SNF SN
(B)
) Aux
GATE ; Aux Block no. j. k, *n, SNAj, (Same as GATE LS & LR,)
| M SNA*n, Symbolic Block GATE M
| NM NM
(B)
GATHER Mo, of copies to be gathered A
o, * i *
k, *n, SNAj, SNA*n GATAER
GENERATE (Pg, 73) See page 45
HELP
A,B,C,D,E
INDEX Parameter no, n+k [Inerement] K] ( . OEX § ; l
LEAVE Storage no. j. k, *n, SNAj, {No. of units to be removed.] y
SNA*n k, *n, SNAj, SNA¥) LEAVE
LINK User chain no, *n, SNAj, Ordering of chain LIFO; Alternate Exit A
k, SNA*n FIFO, Pj K, *n, SNAj, SNA*n, LINK
Symbolic block
c
{ B
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TABLE 1: (Continued)

I

8 NAME 19 A 25 B 31 . o] 37 D BLOCK SYMBOL
LOGIC | Aux Logic Switch no, j. k, *n, R
I's SNAj, SNA*n LoGgic s | a
K :
I
LOCP Parameter no. n. k, *n, Next block B if Pn >0
SNAj, SNA*n k, *n, SNAj, SNA*n, LooP |A
Symbolic Block ‘
MARK [Parameter no. ny] ] st
{k, *n, SNAj, SNA*q] MARK A
A
MATCH Conjugate MATCH Block no, j. >
K, *n, SNAJ, SNA*n MATCH {A~+{j ) MATCH
Symbolic block
PREEMPT Facility no. j. k; *n, SNAj, A
SNAR PREEMPT
PRINT [Lower index limit j] [Upper index limit j] Mrnemonic to identify statistic A B
PRINT
f
PRIORITY Priority no. k, *n, SNAj, [BUFFER] A
SNA*n
- PRIORITY
BUFFER
QUEUE Queue no. j. k, *n, SNA]j, No.  of units to be added to /\/
SNA*n Queue.| [k, *n, SNAj, SNA*n] QUEUE [A,B
RELEASE Facility no. j. k, *n, SNAj,
SNA%A RELEASE W
TFacility no. j.k, *n, SNAj,

RETURN

SNA*n

RETURN




TABLE 1: (Continued)

8 NAME 19 A 25 B 31 o} 37 D BLOCK SYMBOL
SAVEVALUE Savevalue po, j. k{#]*n[x] Standard Numerical Attribute :
SNA] [&] | SAVEd :
SNA¥ ] k, *n, SNAj, SNA*n
SEIZE Facility no. §. k, *n, SNAj, —
SNA%A SEIZE A
srPLIT [I}o. aof copies] Ec, *, SNAj,] Next block B for copies [Parameter no. n for serial Parametergj SPLIT
SNA*1 0 no coples k, *n, SNAj, SNA*n i numberin, k, SNAj. *n, SNA’@ D C
blank no coples Symbolic block location [k A
B 2 i
TABULATE Table no. §. k, *n, SNA}J, [No. of units to be tabulated,) ,
SNA*n [, *n, SNAJ, SNA*3) TABULATE — ;
TERMINATE [No. of units to count toward
run termination] A
[k, *n, SNA§, SNA#n]
[
&
TEST Opr First Standard Nuinerical Second Standard Numerical E\Iext block B if Relation is
E Attribute Attribute falseg)
NE k, *n, SNAj, SNA*n k, *n, SNAJ, SNA#%n [k, *n, SNAj, SNA*q]
GE [symbolic block location]
LE '
G
L
TRANSFER (Pg, 68) See Page 45
e A@
UNLINK g UNLINK
D .
See Page 45 E B F
i ¥
UNTRACE QU TR CE7
WRITE IBSYS tape name SYSOUZ, ' , A
SYSLB3 or SYSPP2 i

pPum-
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$J08B
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$EXECUTE

$1BJOH
SIE0IT
$IBLDR

SORIGIN

$1BLDR

$ORIGIN

$1BLLR
$TEDIT
SIBMAP
NODES
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EQS
STORS
QUES
LOGIX
TABS
EKSES
FNS
VARS
MCHAIN

S1EQLT

CONTRL
ZAP
HELP

ENTITY
RALTER
EQu
#ALTFR
EQU
SALTER
EQU
#ALTER
EWU
#ALTER
EQU
#ALTFH
EQu
#ALTFHR
EQu
WALTFR
EQU
#ALTER
EqU
®ALTER
EQU
#ALTFR
EQu
HENDAL

$ORIGIN
$IBLLR INPUT
$ORIGIN
$1BLOR EXEC

SENTRY
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&
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usc

l2

CPH

13

00A

14

DAA

15

PRS

16

PHR

17

weH

SIMULATE
ORG
1.0.“.
HaAsT
UNTRACF
STORAGF
UNTRACH
STORAGK
UNTRACF
STORAGF
UNTRACF
STHRAGF
UNTRACF
STORAGLF
UNTRACF
STORAUF
UNTRACF

COURTSIM PROGRAM LISTING

120166

A7
2YSLH24856
iBJOB
LOEX ¢ NOFLOW
S5YSLHR2+SRCH

HEGINsSYSUT3

BEGIN,SYSUT3

ALTERSYSLRZ2y5nCH

NOREF s NOLIST
1ol
350
27
1400
343

P

bek
40
N9h
35

b b

2

Te7
25
Bl
1n
949
40
10410
4 )
11411

o}

SYSLRP s §RCH
INPUT«SYSUTS

INRPUTSYSUT3

12
CRIME STUDY
L (REVISED)

o2

00001

13
ononol
14
15000
15
Ounna
16
No0o1
17

00001

i8

US COMMISSIONER

PRELIMINARY HEARING AT USC

ALL DEFFNDANTS LEAVING USC

US ATTHRNFY AT GENERAL SESSIOns
PRESENTHMENT AT US HRANCH» GEN_RESSIONS

PRELIM.,HRGAT US BRANCHs GEN,&FSSIONS
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14 SToRAGF
DAH UNTRACE
19 SToRagr
INF UNTRACF
20 S5TORAGF
GJT UNTRACF

2] STORAGLE '

AHG UNTRACF
22 STORALF
MOF UNTRACE
23 STORAGF
FRT UNTRACE
24 STORAGF
SIX unTRACF
25 STORAGE
ZER UNTRACF
26 STORAGLF
CON UNTRACE
27 STURAuF
DCC UNTRACF
2R STORAGF
PLO UNTRAGE
29 STURAGFE
0CJ UNTRACF
30 STORALF
CNV UNTRACF
31 STORAGF
DEwn uNnTRACF
32 SToRAGF
DAC UNTRACF
33 SToRauyF

lﬁnnolq WAIVE PHR ar GENERAL SESSIONS
nnona)o US ATTORNEY. GRAND JURY DIVIStnn
000”4?1 INFORMATTON
nbhonm GRANU Jiay

22 ‘
0000123 BRARAIGNUMFNT
0000594 MOTION HFARD
15000 ANTE

- MOTIUN GRANTEU14 DAYS TO EXErUTE
19000 i 5

o MOTION GRANTEQy6Q VAYS TO EXErnTe
15000 3

it MOTION BRANTED, 0 0DAYS TO EXEraTE
15000 CONTINIANCE

PR ¢t
nonoapq DISTRICTY COURT TRTAL
No0us GUILTY PLEA

30
oonoa}l BISTRICT COUKT JuRry TRIAL
150004? ConvicTION
lbnnon MOTION NENLFD
ouGgns

US ATINY, GKAND JUKY SECTION

ORG 1 '
® INPUT GENERATUR, $F1 ARRVLS
) b ¥ 70A N
1 _FUNCTION  RNT,G» v
?.00 ag 1400 HO
ARTANLE  Vin(k?
‘ MON =
Fd VAKT At V3It(KY TUESUAJ gn; °
3 VARTOHIF  vag(xy WED = g
4 VART AMLLF VA33(KkY THUR =n
% VARTAILE  v3aik? FRL = q
6 VARIGALE v igiRy SAT = n
7 VARTGULE X7 SUNDAY = ¢
8 VARTARLE  Vi1#V33(KY TUE AND ThUKW =
9 VARY A F Xi#yyn(ky SAT aND guNh-H 0
10 VARTAHLE X1AKT#VDG SN OR PRS slISY = 0 -0
1 VARTAKLE  vuen3-voexg SATy SUNs OR DeA. RUSY =
3 U metib e Y, et
31 2 v20 TRIA ‘ "M/ 3 ¥
:é z:sraulﬁ FN3I#FN 32 LT%%ﬁE ;ISZM\INING THHE N e
: RTABLE  BA+K] 40 AU 3 DAYS T
, A1 0 TRIA
“36 VARIAHILE  P2-K2a0+X4 (k420 USED T CHECk {éwinIAL EXTE N~
OVER wEFKE T
;Z VARTAHIE X4 (K40 /K6U, ] FEREND
) VARTARIE  PeaK 40 AUD & DAYS
| " .
;g 32RIAﬁL§ Ks»&t*V16%v5a~x5uX1uv3;uv§fIAL TIne
\ RTARLE K2520=Mivg Igsngg 47 DAYS FROM ARG AND USE n
" VARTAMUE  FudLwen s2oms CE THF REMAINDER OF 42 Dayvs
P VARTARLE  vel/zKe
23 VARTAMLE  X18V39%v34(k/  FRHI, SATy DR SUN = o
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24
25
26
27
28
29
30
B
32
33
34
35
36
37

CRIME

G~ RN S W~

——
-

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
72
/3

VARTABLE

VARIAHLE

VARIAGLE

VARTAHLE

VARIABL E

VARIABLE

VARTAR{E

VART AKF

VARIAWLE

VARTABLE

VARTARILE

VARTAHLE

VARTAHLF

VARTAHIE

GENERATE

SAVFE VAL UL
TERMINATE
GENERATE

ASSIGN

SAVEVAL U
PRIORITY
SPLIT
TEST nF
SSPLIT

TERMINATE

ADVANCF
TRANSFFR

TABLF
TARLF
TARBLF
TARLF
TAHL K
TABLFE
TABLE
QTARLE
QTAR\.E
QTARLE
TABLE
TARLE
TABLE
TagLE
TARLE
TABLE
TARLF
TABLE
TABLE
TABLE
TAHLF
TAHLE
TARLE

SENYY TABULATE

TERMINATE

ACQYY TABULATE

TAHWII ATE

K421=X4 (K4dp
K241 =X4 (K420
K661=X4 (K42
X4 (K420=K3Un

ADVANCE TO MONLS4,
ADVANCE TO FRI

ADVANCE T0 FRI,

IF SAT OR SUN

K61=X4 (R0 ADVANCE TN NEXT DAY

1=516

X1+K6

X1+4KS

X1+K4

X1+K3

X1 +Kp

XY+KY

Kl=521 J1 BUSY = O

V23#V 36 BJI HUSY, FRIs SATy OR SUN = 0

levsleeh THESE 3 INSTRUCTIONS SIMULATE A CLnrk

G4 yK1 WwHICH IS READ BY ASKING FOR SAVEVAIIIE 4
THERE ARE 60 TIME PERINDS IN A 5 HalR DAY

Gleylee?

1eFN} ralCULATE NUMRER OF PEOPLE TO BE
GENERATED TOnAY AND STORE NUMBER Im Pj

1+4K1 SIMULATED CALENDAR IN SAVEVALUE

0

1yDARCT GRAND JURY ORIGINALS

V74K U0 NOT LET INTO ARR ON SUNDAY

PlesCRIMF GENERATE NUMRFR OF PEQOPLE CALLED Fril IN
PARAMATER 1

1 MASTER TERMINATE=USED TO CONTROL NUMHFR
NF DAYS ALLOWFD WHEN USING START CnnTROL
GCARD

191 SPREAD GUT THE PEOPLE ENTERING OVEn 3
TIME PERIOLS

+START

Ml e4204420050
Mle4209420450
M1led42094620050
119210921050
MP6E1210421 0,450
AP6 420420450
MP612104210,450
2390460450
3N90ehAVISY
21409120950
MlelReIHOVE()
Miv ROy 18050
M1e 18U 1H0YS0
Mly18U9 180950
Mis1R0De180980
Ale180s180v50
Mled200420050)
Mls1RN91HOYSD
MPAs 1RO 1BU450
MPAEI4200420,50
MPA94200420450
P2e)y 12445
P2y0¢12445

(TARLES 1=18
PRESENTMENT
PRESENTHMENT
PRESENTMENT
PRESENTMENT
ARRIAGNMFNT
ARRA LGNMENT
. ARRALGNMENT

TARULATE DEFENDANTSR)

T0
TQ
TO
TO
TO
10
TO

SENTFNCING

ACOUTITTAL

DISMISSAL

RETURN QF INDICTMENT
GUILTY PLEA .
TRTAL BFGINS
DISMISSAL

QUEUE AT

WUEUE AT

QUEUE AT
PHES.AT
PHES.AT
PRESAT
PRES AT
PRES AT
PRESAT

PRSNT TO

PRSNT TO

nee
necJ

GRAND JURY .

HSC(PH WAIVED) TO INOr~ToRETO,
USCIPH NOW)TO INDCT,keTURNED
USC(PH LATERITO INDCT, ET0Ds
GS{PH WAIVEN)TO INUCT. RETURNED
GS{PHNOXITO INDCTRETIMNED
GS(PH LATER)TO INDCT. ETO.
TRIAL BEGINS

ARRATGNMT

ARRAIGNMT T0 ENO_OF MOTIONS (raSFS)

ARRALGNMT TO CONVCTION
ARRAIGNMY TO ACQUTITTAL

(CASFS)
(DEFF:DANTS)

TRIAL TIME IN. THE DCC (CAGFS)

TRIAL TIME IN DCJ
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TERMINATE
DISYY SPLITY

TERMINATE
SENXX SPLIT

TERMINATE
ACQXX SPLIT

TERMINATE |

DISXX TABULATE
TABIILATE
TERMINATE

PLOYY TABULATE
TERMINATE

COURT TABULATE

" TABULATE
TERMINATE

Smmmmmmmemw—e  MAIN FLUW BEGINS

ARRCT TRANSFFR
11 FUNCTINN

PSeDISXX
PRy SENYY

PHsACQYY

3
7
5

— O

7

FiNgll SEND DEFFNDANTS TO USC OR DAA
RN1+E2

007 DUACT 1400 DAACT

DUACT YEST Nf
TRANSFER
DELAY QUELE
DELXX TESY &
DEPART
USCCT ASSIGN
ASSIGN
QUELIE
ENTER
DEPARY
ADVANCF
LEAVE
THANSKFFR
13 FUNCT [N

VoeKOIDELAY
yUSCCT

11

VieK0 WALT UNTIL ManNpAY
11

1+USC

ON SAT G0OTO DELAY

TeKl 1 IN PARAMETER 7 IF PHRG WAIVen AT USC

P1

P1

Pl

0001 PRESENTMENT TAKES % MINUTES
P1

FNel13

RN1sE4

D+45 RLACT 0«55 CPHNW 0484 CPHCT 1l.00 DDACT

CPHNW ASSIGN
TRANSFFR
CPHGT AUVANCF
ASSTGN
CPHGD ASSTGN
QUEUF
GCPHAA TEST E
ENTFR
CPHBB DEPART
ADVANCF
LEAVF
TRANSFFR
14 FUNCTION

0«10 RLRCT 1.0

DDACT ASSIGN
ENTER
LEAVF
THRANSFFR
DAACT ASSTGN
QUENF
LINK
DAARD ENTER
UNL INK
NAAEE DEPART
ADVANCF
LEAVE

TyK?2 2 IN PAR, 7 IF PHRG NOW AT USF

»y CPHGBO

N840, 0600 DELAY

T+K3 3 IN PAR, 7 IF PHRG CONTINUED 4T USC
1+CPH

Pl

VHKD O Y 30 ON TUE AND THUR

Pl

Pl
000640003
Pl

FiNelé4
RNYsEP

PHRG TIME

DLACT

19004 COUNT NUMR OF PEOPLE GOING TO 0an FROM
P1 CPHCT AND USC
Pl

sDABCT

1e02AA

Pl

1+FIFQeNAAUN

P

1sDAADDs Lo vy DAAEE

Pl

000340003

Py
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"TH R R B EEREEREMNEEEN

L
(]
-2

158
070
PRSCT

PRSAA

PRSBA

16
050
PHNOW

PHRCT

PHRBH
PHRCC

17
D02
DTECY
WPHCT
DABCT

DABYY

DABAA

NABCC

TRANSFER FNy 18

FUNCTIAN RN1+E3

PRSCT 0480 NOPCT 1.Ug CCBCT

ADVANCE 000350002 DELAY

PRINRITY 1 PRIODRITY GIVEN SO PRS GDES AHEAD OF PHR

ASSIGN 1sPRS

ASSIGN TerK4 4 IN PARAMETER 7 IF PHRG WAIVr)) AT GS

QUEUE P1

LINK 4yFIFN«PRSAA

GATE S8¥ PHR IF PHR IS BUSY THEN HOLD

ENTER Py

UNL INK GyFRSAAL1 Yy 4 PRSEB

DEPART P1

ADVANCE 0001

LEAVE P1

PRIORITY 0 PRIORITY RESTORED

TRANSFFR Fralg

FUNCT INN RNY ¢ES

GTACT 0485 GJACT 0+93 WPHCT Q.98 PHNOW 1.00 PHRCT

PRIORITY 1 PRIORITY SO THAT THOSE WHO GET PHR wOW DO
NOT MAVE TO WAIT FOR THOSE THAT Anv
NELAYED BEFORE GETTING PHR WHEN THrey ALL
TRY TO LEAVE THE PHR QUEUE.

ASSIGH 7+KS 5 IN P7 IF PHRG NOw AT GS

TRANSFER + PHARA

ADVANCE 021049210 DELAY

ASSIGN TrKa A IN PT IF PHR CONTINUED AT 6S

TEST E VTeKD s PHRED

ADVANCF V28R 1F SUNDAYy DELAY UNTIL MANDAY

ASSIGN 1+PHR »

QUEDE Pl

TEST WNF V10K NOGO ON SUNDAY OR _IF PRESENT REQUIWFED

ENTER P1

DEPART Pl

ADVANCF NONARY 0N

LEAVE Pl _

PRIORITY n RESTORE PHR PRIORITY

ASSIGN 2+DAR THESE TW0O BLOCKS DETECT AND GOUNT THE

TEST L We2a01004DIECT NUMRER OF PEOPLE wWHO LEAvVFs PHR
JHEN MORE THAN 100 PEQPLE ARE IN NDan ' Q

THANSFFR FNel?7

FUNCTION RN1sER

RLBCT 0406 RMACT  g.ug GJBCT 0412 GTBCT  1.00 DARCT

TRANSFFR Friel?

ASSIGN 1+ WPH COUNT N, OF PEDPLE WAIVING PunG AT GS

ENTER Pl i

LEAVE Pl

TESY & Vi e KOy DABYY 1F NOT WEEKEND GOTO DARYY

ADVANCF V24 DELAY UNTIL MUNDAY

ASSIGN 140281

QUELIE ey

L INK IeFLFOADABAA

TEST Wr VileKnD NOOGO 1F WEEKEND DR Deds BUSY

UNL INK JyNABAAGY 99 ,ABCC

ENTFR Pl

DERPART Pl

SAVEVUL e 2+4eK1 USE US ATTORNEYs GRAND JURY NDYVISION

SHARED WITH INF AND DaC
AUVANCK gony
LEAVF Pl
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SAVEVALUE 2=4K] RELEASE US ATTORNFYs GJ DIVISTON TABZ TABULATE 12
TRANSFFR FNelQ TRANSFFR FNs3Q
19 FUNCTION  RBN)sED TAB1 TABULATE 11
CBs0% INFCT G148 GTCCT 1eUp GJICT TRANSFFR  FNv39
INFCT ASSIGN 13 INF ORGAL ADVANCE 0000
QUEUE P 3s FUNCTION RN1sEZ
TEST NE VYilsg NOGO IF WEEKEND OR D.A. BUSY 0450 HOLDA 1400 ARGAA
ENTER Pl HOLDA AUVANCE 084040120 DELAY
VEPART Pl ARGAA TEST E VY K09 ARGCC i
SAVEVAL Ut 24¢K1 USE US ATTNYsGJd DIVISION TO PoeP INFO ADVANCE vee ADVANCE TO FRI IF SAT OR SUN
AUYVANCF oy TRANSFER +ARGCT
LEAVE P1 ARGCC TEST NE V5sK0 9 ARGCT ARRAIGNMNTS ONLY ON FRI
SAVEVAL UL 2m~¢K] RELEASE US aTTNY ADVANCE V2s ADVANCE TO FRI IF WEEEXKDAY
, TRANSFER yARGCT ARGCT ASSIGN 11ARG
GJICT aSS516GN 196J7 ARGBB QUEUE Pl
GJIMM QUEUE I3} ENTER Pl
L INK GyFIFOVGULRA DEPART Pl
GJIAA TEST nF V3T KO NO GU IF FRTy SATy SUN OR GJ oUSY AUVANCE 0001
ENTER Pl TABULATE 18 ‘
UNL IRK BeGJIaAV vy (GJIHH MARK 6 MEASURE TIME FROM ARRAIGNMENT
GJIBA DEPART Pl LEAVE Pl
TEST LF KLeK1N0,GJINC  USE LESS GJ TIME AFTER 18T log DAYS TRANSFER  FN»21
ADVANCF 0001, 0004 21 FUNCTION  RN1:E2 CASES FORMED
TRANSFFR fGJLDN 0420 CASES 1,00 ASIGN
GJICC AUVANCF GUGR0003 ASIGN ASSIGN 4eFN22 FELONY TYPES P4
6JI00 LEAVE -3 22 FUNCTION RNl +D4
TRANSFER - FNs2D 0,23 1 0471 2 0,80 3 1400 . 6
20 FUNGTLION  RNUWES ASS16N A¢FN2I MOTTONS FILER P3
008 IGNRT 0.20 CERCT  1eUn DACCT 23 FUNCTION  RN1sDS
DACCT ASSIGN 1e0aC 0,40 O .80 1 0.90 2 De95% 3 1.00 4
QUEVE Pl ASSIGN 53FN24 nNO, NDF DEFENDANTS IN CASF PS5
LINK TsFIFDsBACAA ; 24 FUNCTION  RN1»04 o 1200
DACAA TEST NF VileKn M) G0 ON SaTs SUN OR DeA. BUSY 0,82 1 U.9h5 2 nD.98 3 . 4 .
UNL ITNK T+DACAAy L v ¢2ACHHE A TEST E P3+KOsMFDEL MOTIONS TO RE FILED GO TO MENFI
NACHH ENTER Pl : TEST € P4yK1s TYPEZ GUILTY PLEAS AT ARRAIGNMNT
UEPART Pl TYPEL TRANSFFR  FN#25 TYPE | FELOMY. MURDER 12 DEGyMANG| TERS
SAVEVALUE  2+yK] USE UeSe ATTORNEY SHARED WITH INF anD Daf o ASSAULTs OR RAPE
TEST LF XLakgLeiaCun MINIMIZE QUEUE FOR DAC DURING ¢IRST 25 FUNCTION R:é;ﬁ%
ADVANGF poh? g1 DAYS, ' DelS PLDOL 1,00 ENT
THANSFFR yOACEE ' ! ! TYPEZ TEST E P4 K29 TYP34 TYPE 2 FFLUNY. ROBBERYyRURGLERY
DAGDL ADVANCF 0012y 0004 " LARCENY s THEFT» AUTO THEFT
NACGKE LEAVF P TRANSFER  FNe26
?Q;FVALHt PmeK] ‘NELEASE UsSs ATTORNEY 26 FUNCTINN RNééi?
T NE V1yKOgRFTC Ne22 PLDO1 1400 MOEND :
AUVANGF V24 PELAY UNTIL MNNDAY TYP34 TRANSFFR  FN»29 TYPE 3 AND & FELONY. ALL OTHEuS
RETCY ;QHULATE 4 29 FUNGTION  RN1sE2
ST NE PT+XD ¢ ONGAL THESE  RILLACKS USED T0O TABULATE TIM 0+25 PLDO1 1400 MOEND i
TEST NF PTeK1sTARY SPENT UNTIL ARG AS A FUNCTION oF i PLOOL SPLIT PS5 yPLOYY CHANGE FROM CASES T0O INDIVIDUM S
TEST NF PT+K24TABR ROUTE TAKEN AS MARKED IN PY TRANSFFR  sSENCT
TEST NF PTyRIsTAR3 MFDEL  ADVANCF 060040600 DELAY
TEST Nf PTeK4 e TAHSG MFDUM  AUVANCF 240042400
TEST NE FT+K5eTARS TEST E VG yKOsMFDAA TEST FOR WEEKEND
TABULATE 16 ADVANCE vaé 5AT OR SUN ADVANCE TO FRI
TRANSFFR  FN¢ 39 TRANSFER s MOFIL
TABSY  TAHULATE 1S MFDAA TEST NE VS oKy MOF IL. TEST For FRIDAY
THANSFER.  FNy3g ADVANCF vas WEEKDAY ADVANCE TO FRI
TAB4  TAHULATE V4 MOFIL ASSIGN 1 9MOF
, TRANSFER  FiNy 39 QUEUE P1
TAHS - TAHULATE 13 ENTER Pl
THANSFFR FNy 39 DEPART Pl

114

115



27
0.20
MOCIN
28
040
FRTEN

SIXTY

DENYY

ZERODO

LooPY
MOEN"

REAUY
FEL]
35
045
FEL2

36
Nabb
FEL34
ar
NelH
CONCY

0017
PLDCT

PLDAA

PLLHH

ADVANCF n00340002

LEAVE Pl

TEST € P3yK1sMOCTIN LAST MOTION OR NOT

TRANSFER FNe27 LAST MOTION

FUNCTINN RN14ES

DISYY 040 DENYD 0475 ZEROO 0480 FRTEN 1,00 SIXTY

TRANSFER FNe28 NOT LAST MOTIUN

FUNCTION RN14E4
DENYD 0475 ZEROO 0.B0 FRTEN 1,00 SIXTY

ASSIGN 19FRT ; 14 DAYS TO COMPLETE GRANTED MpTION
ENTER Pl

ADVANCE 0840

LEAVE Pl

TRANSFER +LOVPY

ASSIGN 1¢81IX . SIXTY DAYS TO COMPLETE GRANTEn M0TION
ENTFR Pl ‘

ADVANCE 3600

LEAVE P1

TRANSFFR y LOOPY

ASSTGN 19NEN MOTION DENIEU

ENTFR P1

LEAVE Pl

TRANSFFR s LOOPY

ASSIGN 1+ Z2ER LERDO LAYS TO COMPLETE GRANTED “0OTION
ENTFR vl

LEAVE =B

LUOP 3¢ MFDUM RETURN Tn MFDUM UNLESS aLL MOTINONS
TABULATE 19 HAVE BREEN FILED

TEST & V20 aK0 e READY 42 NAYS IN MNTIONS OR NOTY
AUDVANCE ven 1F NOTs MAKE &7 DRAYS

TEST & PasK1+FELZ THANSFER ACCORDING TN FELONY TYPr-TYPE]
TRANSFER FN¢3I5

FUNCTINN RN1+E4 ) .

PLDCT 0484 CONCT 0497 UCJCT 1len0 DCCCT

TEST E P& oKPFFL3G TYPE?
TRANSFFR FNy 36

FUNCTINN RN1+E4

PLDCT 0eBa CONCT  04¥7 DCJCT lepo DCCCT

THANSFFR FRe37 ‘ TYyoE 344
FUNCTION RN1.E4 :

PLOCT 0eB4 CONCT Ds97 DCJCT 1le.00 DCCCT

ASSIGN 1+CON CORTINUANCE MOTION GRANTED

ENTER Pl ‘ .

ADVANCF 300051200

LEAVE Pl

TRANSFER FNe30

FUNCTION RNYsER2

peceT 1.0n wCdey

ASSIGN 1+PLD

SPLIT PYsPLUYY CHANGE: FROM CASES TO InnIvViIpUALS
PRIORITY 1 GUILTY PLEAS GFT RPRINRITY OVEn TRIALS
QUENE Pl

LINK 6sFIFNIPLDAA _ :

TEST nF V12eKh NO GO IF SATsSUNsFRI»JUDARS. RUSY
ENTFR Pl

UNL INK HePLNAAY L vy ¢ PLUHE

DEPANT Pl

SAVEVALUE  Se4K1 USE A JUNGEs SHARED WITH DCC »wD DCJ
AUVANCF 0001 5 MINUTE COURT TIME TO PLEAD

LEAVE Pl
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SAVEVALUE
PRINRITY
TRANSFER
DCCCT ASSIGN
QUEUE
DCCAA TEST NE
DCCBB ENTER
DEPART
SAVEVAL UL
SPLIT
ASSIGN
TABULATE
TEST G
TEST 6
AUDVANCFE
SAVEVALUE
TRANSFFR
SKIP4 ADVANCE
SAVEVALUE
TRANSFER
SKIPL ADVANCE
600UT LEAVE
SAVEVALUE
TRANSFER
33 FUNCTINON
0,50 ACWUXX 1400
DCJUCT ASSIGN
QUEUE
LInK
DCJAA TEST NE
UNLINK
DCJBB ENTER
DEPART
SAVEVALUE
SPLIT
ASSIGN
TABULATE
TEST G
TESY G
AUVANCE
SAVFVAL UL
TRANSFER
SKIP2 AUVANCF
TRANSFFER
SKIP3 ADVANCE
SAVEVALUER
FINIS LEaVF
SAVEVALUE
TRANSFFR
34 FUNCTINN
De25  ACHXX 1l.0U0
CNVCT ASSIGN
: ENTER
LEAVE
TARULATE
SENCT AUVANCE
TEST €
AUVANCF
TRANSFFR
SENAA TEST NF

SeyK1 RELEASE THE JUDGE

0

+SENCT

19DCC

P1

V12sKD NO GO ON FRIs SATs SUN DR JUDGES BUSY
Pl

P),

544K USE A JUINGE

P&y COQURT

29V14 COMPUTE TRIAL TIME THAT WILL nr USED
22

V13sK2404SNIPL TEST IF TRIAL TIME EXTENDS OVER FeSsS
V13yK4BNySKIP4

ViR ADD TWO WEEKENDS TO TRYAL TIME

B4eK1 CNT NUMB, OF TRIALS WHICH EXTEND Ove 2 WKND
»GOOUT

Vis ADD ONE WEEKEND TO TRIAL TIME

9+1K1 CNT NUMB OF TRIALS WCH EXTEND OVR 1 WKEND
s GOOUT

P2 SPEND TRIAL TIME IN COQURT

P1

Swyk1l RELEASE JUDGE

FNe33

RN1+E2

CNVCT

1sDCJ

Pl

2+FIF0¢DCJAA

V172+K0 NO GO ON FRIs SATe SUN OR JUDGES HUSY
2yDCJAACT s DCUHB

Pl

Pl

S4eK] USE A JUDGE

P95 COURT

2sV22 COMPUTE JURY TRIAL TIME

23

V16sKNgSKIFP CHECK IF FXTENDS OVER 1 WEEKENN
V163K2409SRTP3  CHECK IF EXTENDS OVER 2 WEEKENAS

V1A SPEND TRIAL TIME + 6 DAYS IN COURT

6Kl - CNT NUMR QOF TRIALS WCH EXTEND OVR 2 WEKND
+FINTIS

Pe SPEND TRIAL TIME 1IN COURT

+FINIS

Vis SPEND TRIAL TIME ¢+ 3 DAYS IN CHOURT

T+eKY1 CNT NUMR OF TRIALS WHCH EXTEND QVR 1 WKN»
P

S=e¢K1 - "RELEASE JUULGF

FNy 36

RN1sE?2

CNVCT '

19CNV CUUNT NUMBER NF CONVICTIONS

Pl

Pl

20 :

180041800 WalT FOR SENTENCING

VG 4Kty SENAA TEST FOR WEEKEND

V26 AN WEEKENLRS ANVANCE TO FRIDAY

s SFNBRH

VS e Ky SFINHY SENTENCING ONLY ON FRIDAY
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AUVANCE vas IF WEEKDAY ANVANCE TO FRIODAY
SENBB TRANSFFR s SENXX
31 FUNCTION RNTsC5
6.10 36 D40 72 0.70 90 0190 144 100 160

4 - TIME OF COURT TRIAL
32 FUNCTION = PSei34
1 1 2 1e4} 3 173 & ?
# FACTOR FOR CAURT TRIAL TIME WITH Mt T, DS
* SINKS
CASES TERMINATE CASES FORMED AFTER ARRAIGNMENT
CCBCT TERMINATE DEFENDANTS SENT TU CORPORATION COUMSEL
NOPCT TERMINATE US ATTORMEY NO PAPERS
RLACT TERMINATE RELEASED BY 1JSC .AFTER PRESENTMENT
RLEBCT TERMINATE RELEASED BY USC OR 6S AFTER PRELIM HWRG

GTACT TERMINATE TRIAL AT GENERAL SESSINNS AFTER PRESENTMENT AT GS
GJACT TERMINATE JURY TRIAL AT GEN SESSINNS AFTER PRESENTMENT AT GS
RMBCT TERMINATEL REMOVEN AFTER PHRG AT GS

GTHCT TERMINATE TRIAL AT UrFNERAL SESSINNS AFTER PHRG AT GS

GJBCY TERMINATE JURY TRIAL AT GENMERAL SFSSIONS AFTER PHRG AT ©S
GTCCT TERMINATE US ATTORNEYy GRAND JURY SECTION RETURNS CASEs TO GS
IGNCT TERMINATE GRAND JURY IGNORES

CERCT TERMINATE CASES CERTIFIED Tn GENERAL SESSIONS BY GRAND (URY

# ENTRYy SET NAME IN SYN

START SYN ARRCT ’
START 182999191 RUN 1H?2 DAYS # SNAP EVERY 91 WTH TrANSAT
RESET RESET STATISTICTS
START 305994A1 RUN 305 DAYS # SMAP EVERY. 61 DAYS
START Bleesl RUN 61 DAYS # PRINT TRANSACTIONS
END
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