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I. INTRODUCTION

" The Twenty-Fifth Judiéial District of Louisiana encOmpasses'two‘parishes,

St. Bernard and Plaquemines. There are four judges in the diStrict elected

- to six year terms, two sit in St. Bernard Parish and two sit in Plaquemines

Parish as full-time judges. In the June of 1974, Judge August A. Nob'h.5 dr.
requested the Crime Commission of the State of Lou1s1ana to survey the
court system of St. Bernard Parish portion of the Twenty—F1fth Judicial.
District, to see what recommendations, if any, could be made to improve the
system and assist in the speedy disposition of an increasing caseload. This
request was,forwarded to L.E.A.A.'s Criminal Court's Technical Assistance -

Project at the American University through appropriate L.E.A.A. channels.

Two consultants were assigned to the projeét to investigate and make
recommendations to improve administratioq or make recommendations for further
study. These consultants were the Honorab]é'Marvin W. Foote, Chief dudge of
the District Court for the 18th Judicial District of the State of Colorado

and S. Allen Friedman, Administrator of the Hennepin County (Minnesota) Court.

he attached report documents the phases of the study and the recommendatxons

" described. The phases of the study cons1~ted of:

; l. An on-s1te v1s1t during which the team contacted the judges of the

St. Bernard Par1sh Dlstr1ct Court and other reWated personne], SO as to ga1n

as much insight as possible regarding current management of the system and

possible alternat1Ve so]ut1ons,



2. A review of the laws of the State of Louisiana, population
and economy ‘studies prepared by the Planning Services Incorporated of

New Orleans, Louisiana, and state reports of the Attorney General

' regérding'crimé stétistics for the years 1972 and 1973 and annual reports '

of the Judicial Council of the Supreme Court of Louisiana; and
© 3. Investiéation of systems used in other courts and agencies

which might be applicable to the St. Bernard Parish District Court.

L3
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“A. Results of on-site visit.

" II. ANALYSIS OF EXISTING SITUATION

During the on-site portion of the consultancy, Mr. Friedman and Judge
,qute visited various departments assisting. the court. While the directly
}eléted courf staff has remained . static, various other departﬁents have
grown'in size. For example, in eight years the District Attorney's staff
has grown from: two to five assistants and the District Court Cierk;s Office
has doubled in size according to Judge Noble. Téé Prbbation Departﬁent'
has grown from part-time probation officer§ ﬁo three full-time probation_
officers and 6ne full-time clerical person. Juage Nobie vsaid‘that éer%ous
considerat%on should be given to adding two additional, full-time probation

officers in addition to the a]reaﬂy existing staff.

During the growth of the cése]oad and related court services, the judge has
had the services éf one secretary and a court reporter. He feels that he is
definitely in need of a docket clerk to assist him in keeping track of cases
and assigning dates for trials. At the present time, the District Court

Clerk provides a minute clerk for each judges however, the only time this

~ service is provided is when the court is in session. In addition, each '
+ Jjudge is provided with a bailiff, who is f&rniShed by the Sheriff, and.,like

the services of the minute clerk, the bailiff is present and available only

when .court is in session.

Qudge Noble feels very strongly that there is a need for a law clerk. Many

of the cases coming before the court are involved and require Tegal research.

for him to give the proper attent’on,tO'cases under the present system. At

this time, it is necessary for the judge to take a great deal of work homef

* With the volume of cases coming through the ‘court, he feels it is impossible
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(and to work on weekends at times) in order to do the minimum research

on matters that have come before him. In addition, Judge Noble does ﬁot
gonsjder thé present available Taw books adequate for the necessary research
that must»be done. WhateQer legal research materials that are available are
provided by the judge himself. According ﬁp our info?matiqn, twentyfseven '
bercent of the cases heard in District Court are appealed to the Court of Aﬁpeals

with a written judgment.

At the present time, St. Bernard Parish does not have any formal full-time
or even part-time public defender system. Indigents are assisted by att;rneys
appginted by the court and derive their salary out of an indigent defendant fee
of $3.00 from every fiiing. It was our impresséon that the judge felt that
there was a great need for a more organized and possibly part-time defender

system. ) i K et

Bonds and return dates are set by the Sheriff's Department and conséquently,

the Sheriff's Office controls the arraignment docket.

‘Qudge Noble feels that these matters should be control?ed by the courﬁ'aqd, )
at a bare minimum, there should be additional office personnel for the jﬁdges to
assist them in these and other administrative detajls and a graduaie attorqey to
'do feséarch. In %ddition, there needs;%o be help in sett%ng d;ckets and for %ﬁat
purpose it would be well fo haVe an assignment clerk and a coordinator for‘thé k

Juvenile and civil matters.

k= S,
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The'cdnsu1tants visited hith Mr. Sidney V. Torres who is the Clerk of Court s

for St. Bernard Parish. We learned that the Clerk's Office is run strictly on

a fee basis and}the Clerk is responsib1e for paying all salaries and expenses

‘otit of the fees that are derived froM'fi]inQ and other services provided under

the statutes. There is no ¢ivil service and Mr. Torres is able to hire

‘whomever he wishes on whatever basis he determines is necessary. Mr. Torres

toured his office with us and indicated that he felt the system was good-and
that it was the most economical for the Parish. He said he does not keep
records or statistics on caseloads or backlog. Mr. Torres was the Fformer

Chief Deputy‘Sher%ff and Police Juror (comparable to a county commissfoner);

The visit with’Judge Richard Gauthjer (the other judge in St. Bernard Parish
District Court), was cordial and helpful. He does not feel that more hélp is
needed t6 handle his particular caseload aven though the criminal work has
increased. He indicated that, until eight years ago, judges had no reporters.
or secretaries andnow they have both. He mentioned, in response to a question
regarding the division of the large courtrooms, that St. Bernard Parish has |
the Targest'courtroom in the area and that the citizens are very proud of it.
Even if the Parish were'to gét additional courtrooms, in his opinion there

are not enough district attorneys to handle the cases for more than two

* courtrooms. -

There was an opportunity in the morning interview with Judge Gauthier to view ,' Bt
the method in which cases are allotted to each judge. When one of the

consultants visited the Clerk's foice, he saw names being drawn from a 'can (hy

case number) and assigned to judges on a one-to-one basis. That is, each

case as it was dhawn was put firét into a pile for one judge and then the next

B
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into a pile for the other judge. These cases were then sent to each judge,

who would set dates for pre-trial and were then returned to the clerk far

the paper work. Judge Gauthier made arrangements for the consultant to visit

Wallace P. Ansardi, Chief Deputy Sheriff of St. Bernard Parish, who is

responsible for setting bail and the date for arraignments. Chief Ansardi

was very helpful and provided the consultant an opportuniﬁy to view the i

Sheriff's facilities. . |

Foriungt&]y, we were able to talk with Charles LiVaudaisﬂ who is the First
Assistant Disirict Attorney assigned te St. Bernard Farish. He indicated
that there are few backlogs on criminal cases and all pending cases are set
Tor pretirals at the present time. Part of the reason it appears there

may be & low backlog on criminal matters is that Mr. Livaudais, hinself,
handles the criminal calendar and is extremely careful in documenting all
cases that come in and the date of which every event connected with the case
iakes place. Through his docunentation, it is easy to follow a case from |
beginning to end and, therefore, be able to pull it at any stage it becomes
apparent that something is being hoggcd down. The misdeanganor calendar is
set in the fo11qwing manner:  The district attorney is in chargﬁ‘o{ crimingl
prosecutions and judges give dates in advance for’the year: the district attefnej'a

‘office then assigns cases to these dates.

Until Mr. Livaudais assumed the position of First District Attorney for the L
. : i

Parish, cases were net Togged and there was confusion with the calendar. One :
i

of the obvious advantages of Mr. Livaudais' system is that even in his absence,

it is s0 well documented that anybody can determine the status of cases either

TR e vl

presently under consideration or those that have been disposed of,

1298,




B. Factors Unique to the Twenty-Fifth Judicial District of Louisiana

The Twéﬁty~Fifth Judicial District is composed bf‘two Parishes; however,
it is unique in that special legislation places two judges in each Parish
while they arene1ected at large. ‘Plaqdémines Parish“hés 25,000 in'popu1ation
while St. Bernard Parish has 60,000 in popu]étion, yet St. Bernard has only
two judgeslto serve a population more than twice the size of Plaquemines
Parish. From our contact with the system, we have determined that there is
a very loose confederation of four judges and a conspicuous absence of rules by
which matters are handTed by a1l ‘of the jdqges in the district. It appears
that each judge is free to set his own ruTes within the confines of state
statutes. Since the scope of this study waskto examine only the areas
requested by Judge A. Noble, Jr. in St. Berﬁard Parish, there was no examination
- of rules or regulations that may have béeh promulgated by the two judges in

~ Plaquemines Parish.

There is no Public Defender system formally set up and indigent defendants are
. assistéd and assigned attorneys by. the coﬁ%? if the ju@ge determines that a
defense attorney is necessary and that the defendant is indigent. In such

'cases;'ihe‘jﬁdge appoints an attorney who must serve. Fees for attorneys ‘for

the indigent are derived from a $3.00 fee on filings.

There appears to be a difference in the manner in which the two Judges from
St. Bernard Parish conduct their court and th1s may account for the d1fferences
in oplnwons as to whether or not add1t1ona1 help is necessary It was not our o

. intent to 1mpose any system whatsoevev on e1ther of the Judges who are

o



serving St. Bernard Parish, but, rather, to attempt to describe and answer

~-probTems that have been raised and apply sound management and judicial

principles in attempt1ng to find solutions for those prob]ems, as they re]ated

spec1f1ca11y to St. Bernard Parish.

Judge Noble, Jr. has his chambers on the second f]oor'of the courthouse and -
Judge Gauthier has his across the street in a private office building. This
may have some effect on “drop-%n" traffic in Judge Noble's chambers due to the

fact that people who are -in the courthouse are directed there if they have

questions that do not relate specifically to the other judge. This wou?d’accouht

for additiona] time being expended by Judge Noble in the assistance of these

matters and may deter him from applications of effort concerning his own caseload.

There are no provisions that we could expressly find for the use of referees or

retired judges to assist in the caseload if necessary. There are some references -

to the Supreme Court appointing referees if necessary. This may be a way to

peduce the backlog.

The “courthouse appears to have adequate facilities at the present time; however,
it 1s un1que in the sense that it has one courtroom on the ma1n f]oor with no
judge's chambers and the second courtroom and the maJor arralgnment courtroom on

the second flqor with one judge's chamber. The main arraignment courtroom is a

large courtroom approximately twice the size necessary but, as noted before, stands

as the pride of the Parish with the distinction of being the largest courtroom
in the area. | |

-
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Based on the available statistics and analyses of them, it would appear that
St. Bernard Parish ranks about avérage in the number of cases filed, both
civil and criminal, and the‘number of cases terminated, compared to the state

as a whoTe.

Howe?ér; we do nbte fhe increase in the ﬁhmbér of total cases'filed bver a
three-year period, both criminal and civil, and'a corresponding increase in
backlog. 'Therefore, the s;atistics as compared to other juriSdibtions may not
appear to be too significant; however, what is signif{cant;is that there is én

o increase‘in the back]pg of cases that must be dealt with..

An analysis of the crime statistics from January 1, 1973 to December 31, 1973
provided by the report of the Attorney General to the Governor and members of the
Legislature, indicates the following:

1. Of 1,656 civil caées filed in 1973, 1.236 were terminated, Teaving a
balance of 420 undispbsed'or 25% of the total filed. In the case of criminal
 matters filed, there were 3,490 of which 3,173 were terminated, leaving a total
of 317 or 9% of the total filed left at the end of the year. ‘

2. Regarding the total number of cases processed,‘we find that in 1971
vg, there were 27% of the cases left unprocessed; in 1972 again there were 27% of the
cases fi]ea and the total number of cases terminated leaving only 15% of the
tota] cases filed unproceséed. '

: 3;. When we.]ook ét the numbér of‘céses %iied per 1,000'po;ulafion, we find

an increase of 4% between 1971 and 1972 and 12% between 1972 and 1973. For

¢riminal matters, we find*a’decreaée between 1971 and 1972 or 8% and an incréase ;

between 1972 and 1973 of 12%.
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4. A look at the number of cases terminated per judge gives us a

. @& further indication of the problems that are in the offing. if more cases

can't be disposed of. For example, between 1971 and 1972 there was a
drop of 7% in the number of civil cases terminated per judge and between
?972 and 1973 there was a decrease of 11% of cases terminated per Jjudge.
On the criminal side, between 1971 an& 1972 there was a decrease of 8% in
the number of'cases terminated per judgp and betwéen']972 and 19?3, a 13%
decrease. Overall for both civil and criminal cases terminated pe%fjudée
between 1971 and 1973, there is an average of 19% drop in the nu&ber of
cases.Ferminated per judge. | |

5. Laétly,_a look at the number of cases terminéted‘by judgé trial

finds a decrease of 50% in civil cases between 1972 and 1973 and 10% decrease

in criminal cases between 1972 and 1973.

We are not sure, on the basis of the time allotted for the study done,
whether the backlog is due‘to jack of support personnel for each judge, the
possibility that the district workload is so heavy that additional judges

and support persdnne] are necessary, or a combination of both factors. Only

an in-depth study would be able to determine this.

L



1.
I1II.  RECOMMENDATIONS

" e would Tike to qualify our recommendations by emphasizingythaﬁ the

request for the study was made by only one of the four judges in the
Twenty-Fifth Judicial District (Judge August A; Noble, dr.) and chly
St. Bernard Parish was reviewed in terims of needs. In addition,. the
discuséions with the two judges indicated that only Judge Noble felt
that additional support personnel were hecessary while Judge~Richard
Gauthier indicated that he felt that he was able to handle his- case-
load with the personnel provided. However, he had no objections if Judge

Noble* felt he fequired additional help.

Notwithstanding the fragmentation of the district and the differences in
opinions of the twd judges, in St. Bernard‘barish, it is apparent that

an effective systeni for control, supervision, and dispositibn of case-
Toads will not prevail unless case assignmenfs for each judge are
tontrb11ed by the judges themselves. In order for this ﬁd be accomplished,
it appears necessary that the court personnel fqr the judges be made

available for them under their direct supervision.

It is most important that there be an adequate staff so that the judges are * -

able to assign administrative tasks to subordinates, freeing their time for

‘the funbtion'of adjudication and disposition of cases, for research, and for °

fu]T.performance of judicial duties.



- cases between the two judges, both for pre-trials and trials.

~non-judicial activities'théy_nOW~perfbrm; Hekwould'provide the necessary

-12=-

_Consideration should therefore be given to the following:

1. A request had been made for a third judge for St. Bernard

Parish. It is urged that such appointment is appropriate. There‘is

- gufficient workload to warrant the additional judge. This would make

possible the gstab1ishment'of divisions within the court: one civil,

one criminal, and. one family. However, case flow management would dictate

- that cases could be reassigned to available judges when they‘cannot be

reached on the calendar of.the judge to whom they were drigina11y assigned.
If,qesignations to divisions were made on a two-year basis, each judge would

serve in all divisions during his six-year term.

The judges should select one of their number to be presiding judge. He
would be responsible for supervising the administrative activities of the

court.

One side effect would be that the district attorney would not be required to

provide trial attorneys for two courtrooms simultaneously.

If it appeérs there may be delay in the_authorization for a third judge,
it would be well to explore the poséibi]ity of appointing a referee to assist
in handling juvenile and domestic relations matters.

''2. K case coordinator for fhe-assignment, control and-Togging of

both ¢ivil and criminal cases be employed and under the direction of the

k'judges, This individual would be responsible to assure an orderly flow of ‘ | ¢ Nt

T

The function of Case Coordinator might well be éxpanded to encompass the

duties of a court administrator. He could relieve the judges of many of their T

IS
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11aison with the office of fhe;district court clerk. Preparation of
budget request, purchase orders, maintenance of records, and preparation

of reports .could be accomplished by him.

. One of his first tasks might be the prqmu]gation of local rules of

court, prepared under the direct supervision of the judges within tHe

guidelines set down by them.- Representative topics to be included would

‘be continuances, how various matters are to be presented to the court, and

those items having peculiarly Tocal impact asﬁopposed to general state-wide

rules.

. . .
° . ©

~ There should be further deveTophent of the §ourt's recbrds, statistics, and

information systems as a tool of court management.
3. . The division clerks should belutiiized for making settings and
maintaining the calendars for their respective divisions. The division

clerk as a confidential employee. of the judge is able through experience in

‘dealing with the various attorneys who appear jn the division to forecast with

accuracy the amount of time which needs to be set aside for a particular
hearing or trial. The court reporter may be called upon to take dictation
and te transcribe orders, thus assistihg the division clerk in handling the

workload,

A sample job.descriptidh forfdivision,cierk,and,court réporter,appé&f in

Appendix II. _ |
4, Designation of a night bonding clerk should be considered to

~expedite release gf,defendants at times when the cqurts are closed.

fr‘u‘
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"5. Funds should be made available to 1mproVé and enlarge the
legal research capabilities for the judges and the proposed law clerk.

The Tocal bar assbciafion»shou]d be approached‘for assistance in

"establishing and méintaining an adequate taw Tibrary in the courthouse,

utilizing the ehébling']egis}ation which exists for this purpose as

° a springboard.

6. That if either or both of the judges of St. Bernard Parish

desire a law clerk, such a 6osition should be provided to assist in

. reseéarching involved legal matters. In the alternative, consideration

might also be given to employing law students as law clerk bailiffs

in view of the close proximity of the law schools in New Orleans.
This 1s not nearly as expensive as hifing law clerks who have been

admitted to the bar. In those areas where this plan has been tried

- it has proven very successful.

A sample job description is contained in Append%x II under the heading

"Legal Staff Assistant"”.

7. Long%range planning should be directed toward creation of a
public defender system. ‘There is a definite limit to the availability

of assigned counsel as caseloads grow.
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1A POPULATION PROJECTIONS (TOTAL) ST. BERNARD PARISH
Lo 1970-1985 AND' 2000 SO
W“". T , Percent of - |
3 oo T 1 SMSA High*’ Low* Judgment*
» Year Ponulation ___Series Series Series
o] -1960 (Actual) T3.71 .32,186 | 22,186° | 32,186 - | -
b7 T -~ - o P ‘
| 1954w 4.40 42,000 | 42,000 42, 000
1970 4,85 52,100 | 51,300 51,800
] owrs ] 5.43 65,300 | 63,300 " | 64,600 ‘
.| 1980 " 6.00 81,000 | 77,000 | 79,400

| e85 6.58 .| 99,400 .| 92,700 96, 500

| zo00 .., "8.30 . B — 162, 200

Source: Based on Table 28 ;
’ *High Series based on Series I-B of Table 28 ) AT |
Low Series based on Series TI-D of Table 28 '
e Judgment §uries based on SMSA Tudgment Series cf Table 28 ,
. #%Estimate by U. S. Buresu of the C’ensus’.“. : L R
v -’ e 3 ’-'é-‘.' ‘ ; | . - y s ) |
. (2N PR w'. . ’ - - . . . : . v . ‘v-"-.:,ﬁi,:t’-‘-";;
A.gr ‘ ' ' ¥ ' O L)

{ * Faon Bd” o um ™

an .'qﬁ'; o‘ ' | ."" g - . ) * | . .

‘E ‘ ¢ ,7.'. T - S | {E :, ‘:‘.,
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‘Catahoula,

LOUISIANA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS ..

. Population Per. Judge — 1970 Census

Parishes within District

Caddo

Bienwille, Claiborne, Jackson
Lincoln, Union

Morehouse, Quachita «
Franklin, Richland, West Carroll
East Carroll, Madison, Tensas
Concordia

Grant, Winn

Rapides

Natchitoches, Red Rlver
DeSoto; Sabine

Avoyelles Y,

- Evangeline ‘ ‘

Calcasieu, Cameron

Acadia, Lafayette, Vermilion .

Iberia, St. Martin, St. Mary -

Lafourche

Iberville, W. Baton Rouge, Pointe Coupee
East Baton Rouge -

East Feliciana, West Feliciana

Livingston, St. Helena, Tangipahoa

.. Washington, St. Tammany -

Ascension, Assumption-, St. James
Jefferson
Plaquemines, St. Bernard

’ . TABLE HIE o

.

v

Population per Judge .

STATEW!DEAV&HAGE--;.......ciuovcto-oowou'n-33423 ".

46,035 -
24,505 . -

152,247

49,283

.
20,374~ _ T

3

137,681 "
124,347

30040 S

© 28,519

22,222 - .
20,701 e
37,751.

~ 31,932

30,721

53,760

37,650

34,470

23,204 )
28516 .-
29,033
37,441

35,190 i
25491 . . -
37,581

19,102 ¢ Lo

Bossier, Webster | 33,731

- St. Landry . " .ot . 40,182 o
Caldwell, LaSalle .~ e 22,649
St. Charles, St. John - : 17,787 . .
Beauregard, Vernon . <3341 i

- Jefferson Davis ', T 29,554 Co
Terrebonne i 25,349 SR

~ Allen - . 20,794 -
‘Orleans : 129,673

-

N

2 -
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- Judicidl -
District

JOREEY

L
<

*
i

1 ‘-

_Morehouse *

-" Parishes

Caddo

‘e

'Bienville

Claiborne

Jackson.

Lincaln
Union ™ .,

bl

Ouachita,

Franklin
Richland -
West Carroll

East Carroll A
Madison
Tensas

. Catahoulé
- Concordia

" Grant
- Winn

. DISTRICT COURTS — STATE OF LOUISIANA

, . Filed *  Tem.
' 6,731 6,666
Tt 800 372
~ 383 234
- 642 538
- T,505 1,144
E T g 547
379 . 0.
* 1,700 547
697 ‘. 587
3328 3,210
L 4,025 3,827
) 1,045 " 470
« . 573 247
. 417 © 207
. . 203 . oz
. 315 224
. 365 . 102
v 187 177
: 867 ~—=_ 503
L. 270 232
=Tt s00 301
. LTI 533
«& .
. . 336 354
. 687 _358
1,023 723
- TABLE II-A

+

NUMBER OF CASES PRCCESSED
Or:tober 1 1972 through Septembar 30, 1873

CIVIL CASES

CRTMINAL CASES

« Filed Term,
6,004- ?‘5,538
871 " 755
. 780 859
1349 - 1,381
3,000 7,095
" 1,009 1,385
472 7. 590 .
15671 1875
1,329 1,310
7,818. 6,636
9,147 7,946
" 997 814
1,594 1,364
796 .. 491
-~ 3,387 7,660
726 . 717,
1,634 " 1,563
877 .. 948
3,237- 3,228
1,422 1,100
3237 . 1421
4,658 . 2,521
857 1,513
852 699
17,708 2,212 -

_TOTAL CASES -
Filed Term
12,735 12,204
1,271 © 1,127
. 1,143 .1,003
1,901 1,019,
4505 150
1,921 1,832
_851 _580
772 522
2,026 1,897
11,148 . . 9,876

2042

2167 - 1,611
1213_ b {Jv8
5422 - 3593
1,041 941

1,909° 7 1,665
1,064

© 4104 - +°3,731
1,602.. * 1,332
3737 17722
5429 - 2,08
1,193 1,877
1538 -1.053
5732 2935

. 1,284

1,125 .
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Page 2,—~ Number of Cases Processed — District Courts , - 1
G CIVIL CASES CRIMINAL CASES . TOTAL CASES L
©Judicial , . ‘ : . - . ‘
- District . Perishes ' Filed - Term. - Filed - Term. Filed " Term.
e, _Rapides - - 3,918 2765 11,280 8769 .- 157198 11,534 |
- . h ' . i . , . . R |
L1 Natchitoches' ‘ 099 847 1,889, 1,753 ., _ 2,868 2,600
ST s ‘ Red River : 253 169 1,346 13417~ 1599 . 1,510
> ' 1,252 1,016 3,215 309 - 4467 4,110 °
" 1 DeSoto - . . 675 .463 1994 1,927 . .. 2,669 - - 2,380 " - -
: Sabine ¢ > . 539 422 2290 * 1,798 2,879 2,220
e 1,264 885 4,284 - 3,725 - 5543 4,610
12 o Avoyelles- = - 1,129 848- 1,284° 1,264 2413 2112
13, Evangeline ~ . 938 635 1384 T 13370 . 2,282 1.872:
7S Calcasieu L am 3,607 7,867 6553 - 12,608 _ 10,160 - & -,
N Cameron ' : _23t 251 583 559 - _814. 810 '
—_— T D . 4972 ' - 3,858 8450 - 7112+ . 13422 - 10870 |, -
T R Acadia 1051 . 738 - 673  .1960 1724 = 2598
o . Llafayette . - - 2914 1,752 7,341 22314 10,055 4,056 -
‘Vermilion = - _ 1,091 -« _483 322 .342 .- 1413. 825 -
_ B . 5,056 2,973 §136 4616, . . 13792 7589 - -
o8 geria 1315 . 477 .. .3165 3242 't 4540 3,719
Lo oL . St.Martin T 011 718 3,205 . 3,454 . 4216, . 4172
AR St.Mary * . . 1,438 7,804 . 5973 . 6,148 ‘7411 . 8,952
y ' 3,824 1,893 12343 .. 12,844 - 16,167 = 14,843
© 17 Lafourche 1427 1,130 0 ' 4725,  '3569 . .6152 [ 4,699 - -
Lk Incomplete statistical data submitied for the 1973 court year. .~ . .. .. ‘ | e e ERNEE
e PR TABLE 111-A e o
: 7. " - v . 1 ’
“ . '3 - i
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. District
18
¥ 19
20
T
22°
- : | ‘," 23
24
% 25
’,v ' ., .
26

!

Judicial

_" i }‘g:. [

Parishes

Iberville

West Baton Rouge
Pointe Coupee -
East Bator Rouge
East Feliciana

West Feliciana

Li\)ingston-
St. Helena

* Tangipzhoa

r

St. Tammany

Washingteon

Ascension
Assumption
St. James
Jefferson
Plaquemines

St, B'ernag'd

Bo sier *

- - Webster

" Page 3 — Number of Cases Processed — District Courts

e
‘i
CIVIL CASES
" Filed Term.
765 555
562 319
_533 . 38
1,860 T,254
9,207 9,137
592. 505
254 210
846 805
1,396 1,216
260" 127
2,009 ~910
3,665 2253
. 2358 1658
.. 1676 1,319
4,034 2 977
840 550 ,
363 239
332 | _247
1,635 ' 71,036
8,735 - ° 7,909
868 764
165¢ ' 1,236
2574 2 000
. 1,733 1,103
1,073 813
2806 1,916

TABLE lI-A

CRIMINAL CASES

Filed
3,085

- 3,780

. 1,893
. 8,759

s

——

~,259.

Term,

2,728 .

43732

i 1,677 -
8,137 .

12,980

!
i 1,229
681

1,910

3,427
172
3,241
6 840

3,746

1,661

5,307

2,795
1,125 -

841

2,761
. 1,845

© 3,182

3,173

6,355

6,384
1,888
. 8,272

4

5 RS :1 .
TOTAL CASES
Filed Term,
3,851 3,283 |. -
4,342 4,051 .] .
_ | 242 2.057 L
~ 110519 9,397 .
; 14,466 22,117 |
1,404 | 1,824
855 891
2259 12715 |, |
3.481 agaz |~ |
412 ... 299 g
5635 - | 4,151 o
} 9528 15,093 T
| e551 5404 |
3441° | 2880 X
9,997 8284
3433 33«5 b
1,608 1364 1 .
‘1234 . l 1,088 | :
| 6325 ! 5767 1
| ‘ |
C11,311. - 9,794 v
- i °
4510 -. 3,946
5,146 - . 4,409
9886 8355 .
8332 7487
3,066 . 2,701
17,398 10,188 = .
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Page 4 — Numpber of Cases Processed — District Courts .

T CIVILCASES. '~ CRIMINAL CASES © TOTALCASES
Judicial ’ = ‘ ‘ — ' « ,

.0 % Distriet - Parishes ; Filed Term. . Filed = Term. © { Filed  ° Term.

27 St. Landry , . 2,405 759 6719 5,655 9,124 6,414

.
—— e 54 N e

28 ~ Caldwell : 333 - 321 993, . 938 .- . 1,326 1,307
e LaSalle 490 . _448 L _820°.-- 698 .. 1310 " . 11461
' 783 . 769 1813 584 2636 2453

S
.

- 99 " " StCharles . 793 472 5089 5233 - - 5882 5703
|  St.dohn . 499 472 3809 -y 2576 . 4408 . 3048°
’ - 7,292 944 8998 | 7.809 ' 10,290 °© 8,753 .

JU—

2730 . Beauregard  ° - . 643 583 2213 1772 - 2856 2,355
e Vernon 879 529 5052 4204 . 5931 | 4823
A | | 1622 T112 . 7.266 6066 ' 8787 . 7,178

|
3 effersonDavis sz 781 1584 1300 Tt 2346 | 2,090
32 Terrebonne | 2460 3895 5674 § 7818 . 8134 11513
3B Allen | 659 441 - +1,560 1,417 2,219 | , 1,858
. Odeans  Civil DistrictCourt . 15994 13651 - 18994 . 1351

Criminal District Court ~~ ~_—— —— 7853 9278 - | 2853 9278
| 15994 13851 7853 | 9278 - .} 23847 22,829

- STATEWIDE TOTALS : .. 104,106 .. 82615 . 178,543 172,657 - .282649 ’]255,272 :
d e ‘ ) . . . N - . - ) : ' . . N ¢ . . .' .
. : o ‘ , . L. . f o g. o ’!
. ' . : :
L s+ TABLE NMA
: e b

-.8..
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Judicial ~-

«District - -

»
PR P

.
-

.y
-

R e

‘Bienville .| "}
. Claiborne E

Lincoln

" Parishes ‘*’
Caddo -

Jackson:.:. -

Union - .

.

Marehouse

Quachita - .~

Y

¥

Franilin
Richiand 4
West Carroll _*°

N -ag-“ *
EE ey
n Ty
East Carroll”
Madison
Tensas -

L A

Catahoulz.

~Concordia -

">

Grant -~ .

_ Winn. M

U DISTRICT COURTS |- STATE OF LOUISIANA
NUMBER OF CASES PROCESSED OVER THREE YEAR PERIOD

1

- 1,832

10,680

1

[

1,799,
1279

1,048 . .
1723 1,856 .
fo14.. ‘928 -
3635 3,705

I TOTAL CASES FILED

1971. .
1971
5,118

1972

I
1,745
2,001

1,465
1,602
2,092

54578
- .
1,879,
014

1,836

14,130 -

5,159 -

812 -

(1973

. 1,371 .

. 1,143
i 1,991
" 4,505

1,921
851

2793.. 2,748

.
2j145
11712

2825 ° 14,207
| 14
1760 15
10

4,838

!

2,390

" 2495

1021.° 1,016 -

3411, 4178°

‘1,877 s
1534

1,667

3411 ..3,669

2,772 ~

11,146 "

13,172

2,042
2,167
1213
5,422

s —

1,041

., 4,104

1,539
o) 2732

o ey

ChsLEilie

i
i

T

12,735

2026

1,809 . .
1,064 °

1,602,
3,737
" 5,429

1,103

TOTAL CASES TERMINATED
- 1973

> 2

. 3,836

ARy

1971

15,036 ..

1,466 .
1,745

1,862

5.073
1477

533

2,010

2,249
9,887
12,136

1,377
- 1,410
1,048

1

1972
4,532 |

T 1182 ¢

1,386 .

1910

1

12,204

1,127 .
1,093. -
1,919°

4,478

1,456
378 -

4,129

1,932

590 -

1,834 .

2,508
0,167

2,522

1,897
9,876

S

%

-

2,675

1,066
1,232
722

11,773

1,284
1.611
693

3020

. 796
1,607 .
856
3,259

850 -

v

3,593
941

1,665..

1,125

3,731;

1,332

1,722:

2,973
3823 .

2,631

1,068

‘;.;. 3,699‘;

.

3,054

1,877
1058

. 2,935

»
Tl vITr

P XTIy

Ul P
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OURTS «* Niimber of Cases Processed over three year period .7

+

Parishes -

Rapi,desr

' Natchitor:hes

Red River -

DeSoto

- Sabine:

Avoyeﬂss

Evangeline -

- Celcasicu

Cameron-. -~

Acadia .
Lafayette
Vermilion

-

tberia
St. Martin

StMary * *
‘ Lafoﬁ"che

.- ® Incomplete statistical data submitte

L]

-]

‘TOTAL CASES FILED

1971 1972 1973
11,636 13,418 15,198
2,827 2 864 2,868
1891 1788 1,599
4,718 2,560 4,467
2,976 1,970 N
- 1.943 29246 . -2.879
4919 4,216 5,548
2,382 2,173 2,413 .
2,038 1,915 12,282
11,932 12,447 12,608

© 813 885 214
12,745 13332 © 13,422
2,303 3,170 1,724 -
.6,315° 3995 10,055
1,569 1,768 * 1,413
10,187 8,033 13,192
3.050 5023 4540 .

* 3408 3,845 4,276

. 7755 ‘8,762 7411
15,113 17,630 16,167
6,862 €,403 6,152

!

© TABLE 111-B

d for the 1973 court year;

N b

il T
. ‘

i s

S

N

. TOTAL CASES TERMINATED

e e e R

{
1971 [ 1972 1973, !
11,274 {13100 {1,534 |
; o :‘
2437 2448 2600 .
1585 | o1ati 160
_<aG32 3859 4,110,
2503 1,382 | 2,390
2,046 1971 12220,
4,559 ( 3353 | 4810
1760 | 1,693 2,112
1,735 ! 1,441 ; 1972 |
, |
9,604, 9,588 - 10,160
708 . _811- - _810
10,312 - 10399 18970
. P SRR ©
2,274 2485 ! 2608 ' |
' 5,055 5,476 | 4,066'
900 885 ! _825 "
8229 8,847 ; 7,583
- ' 3006, | 3667 L 3719 |
© 2704 | 3639 4172 |
6502 ' 5495 ¥ ' 6952 J
© 12332 12,802 -’ 14,843 |
* . i g .‘
5358 | (5673 | 4699
.« " 14 H
' Coy




A_‘:.‘LT‘fff:m%’ﬁﬁﬁm‘Imam%mﬁiﬁfafﬁéscs»}?.rnce_sscdoxejé?tﬁ._ee,yéﬁﬁ'.ﬁéiié\d. R S T
T udical | R TOTAL CASES FILED ~ TOTAL CASES TERMINATED |
! District ~ Parishes SRR 1971 1972 1973 o197t 1972 1973
: 18 . Iberville | 2,592 2,309 3,851 2301 | 1961 3,283
: .. Pointe Coupee ‘ 3,007 2,565 4,342 5 2,924 2,362 4,051
: - West Baton Rouge * 4,101 2,608 2,426 : 3,863 2,347 i 2,057
P 2 ) 9700 . 7,480 10619 . 9,088 .| 6,670 | 8301
s v 19 ' East Baton Rouge 15191 . 13547 14,466 - 18,105, | 21,440 22,117
hL20 , ‘East Feliciana ‘ 1936 ° 2083 11404 . 1867 | -1,831 1,824 |
I © West Feliciana | | 997 . 940 . '_855 - SG8 841 . 891
g : ‘ -’ 2,933 3,023 2,259 . 2,735 - 1 2,672 2,715
21 Livingston . 4200 3417 ‘3,481 - 4,488 | 3437- | 4643
£ o St. Helena | . 412 362 412 .- 382 176 299
R R Tangipahoa BN 3904 - 4292 5635 . 2743 | 2928 4151
y S e 8516 . 8071 9,528 - . 7,613 6,541 | 9,093
: s 1 .
22! St. Tammany - 5544 5,620 6,551 4,689 °j 4896 ' 5404
£ i - . * Washington 2,967 3,010 3,441 2,504 /. 2401 2,850
g . . _ » 8511 - 8630 9892- . . 7193 | 7297 18284
i - ’ . R T : . H .
23 ~ Ascension - , 3,321 © .2,182 3,483 . 3045 | 2520 3,345 |
7 : Assumption _ . 1,265 1,343 1,608 .. 935 g1g 1,361
L St. James. 1,015 942 11,234 ., 886 758 | 1,008 |
L | | ‘ . 5,601 5,467 6,325 . . 4866 - 47197 ~-|5797
Y > - ) : , ¥ ‘ B . v-. - ’ . ¥
£ 24 i www - Jefferson : L *9,642 10,162 11,311 . 7986. g 8,119 - 19,754 |
£ 25 Plaquemines o 4p2 3,954 4,510 . 4463 ' 4007 3946
5 RIS W St. Bernard ‘ - 4,511 4,308 5,146 - 3,302 / 3,140 . 4409
2 R . . 9135, 8262 - 9656  ° 7,770 |. 77347 . 1 8355
:,. N haid : . . . * ; : . ' . g v
26 . Bossier e 7,158~ 6,538 8332 . . 7693 ; 6165 - ' 7487
SRR Webstet  + . . . 4,758 3211 3,066 v 4505 2,624 2,701 |
L 11,916 9,749  .11,398 12,198 . 8789 10,188
.o : . TABLE IlI-B | |
‘ . L d M £l i
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Page 4 — DISTRICT COURTS Number of Cases Processed over three year penod %
3
: o ] . -k
TOTAL CASES FILED | TOTAL CASES T¢ RMINATED ?

-

Judicial ' R ‘ ‘ : . :
‘sttnct ) .. .Parishes oL 197 1972, 1973 1971 - 19721 1d73

LY —————. —— Wittt

A AT e 'S W
N DA *

27 ' . Sttiandry | 679 10538, = 9,124 4944 .. 7650f 6414 °
: . “ & R . t
N P ] : S e i ’ b

28 - . Caldwell . 874 1,326 - 1,326 & 357 i 1,289 1,?07
; LaSalle t 1,238 1435 1,310 i ) 1,127, - 1,232 1,146
; : , 2 112 2,761 2,635 1,984' . 2,521 2,?53
f 29 " St. Charles : . 8804 5,430 5,882 { 7444 - 5,035 5,1,’{)5 ) 5;
o St. John , : o 3,232 2,784 4,408 , 2,612 2,313 3,648 .
% . 12 136 8 224 10,290 10,056 7,348 8,753

P

B E s R Beauregard 2,239 2,086 2,856 2,397 1,834 2,355
w  Vernon © . 5819 5410 5931 - © 4,30 3,804 4,823
v SRR ; 8,058 = 7,496 ; 8,787 66" 5.638 7178

(

[RRHPIS RN

..Z L-

31 © Jefferson Davis 1,980 - 2,249 2,346 2421 2,538 2,990

. . i - ot
32 _ Terrebonne - 6,399 5728 ; 8,134 914é © 7,364 11,513

¥
1
e oy -
5 SRR ¢ g
N

© 83T Allen - AR $2,027 2427 2,219

1,411l 2209 1,858

 Orleans ~ tht District Court v 15994 15724 15,994 ,14,09%! 14221] 13651 |
I

-

. Orleans | A Cnmmal District Court L 6844 6753 - 7,853 . - 877

| STATEWIDE TOTALS .. - 265800 260,856 282,649 244,024 238,048 255272

8os6! 9,278 .

1 i
‘ . ‘{ |3
. ’ : 3
- : yo . 1
; . ¢ ¥ { ., . : ¢ -
Z ! . : - , ok l e o
> v 1 N ‘.l":' .’; 1l e ‘."‘=
; . . M a ; [
{ T - : . : " > 5 gl s " * i . * ‘
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 Judicial
v~ District

12
13
14

20

22t

:miﬁﬁét};ﬁftvaées:g;ﬁcdbeﬂ~“‘€OO&Robul$tion“?Ver{hree"year'*per;éq;sk:z:zv.f,v.r?‘.‘.'!';w.w v Tm—g—— “ “ = ']‘
| | Civil Cases Filed Criminal Cases Filed . -1 ;|
) per 1000 Population. = Do per 1000 Population ;oo |
* Parishes .t 1971 1972 1873 - 1971 1972 de73f |
Avoyelles 34 - 32 30 .29 26 ‘ 34 “
Evangeline 37" 34 29 28 .26 a2}
_ Calcasieu 33 32 .33 0 49 83, sg |
Cameron - . 30 31 28 ; - 69 7T, 71
Acadia _ 13 17 20 :’ 31 .} 44 13
Lafayette . 7 25 17 26 31 18 64
Vermilion -~ 28 27 .25 -8 I 14 7 ’
fberia ‘24 24 24 45 ' 63 4 551
St. Martin 28, 27 ¢ 31 77 92 99 !
.St, Mary * 31 31 24 97 113 9% i
- Lafourche 25 22 21 : 75 72 | 69 § =
y ' . . { 1
lberville - 29 . 26 25 B 55 49 ;100
Pointe Coupee 16 - 19 26 120, 93 172 -
West Baton Rouge - 29 27 32 214 ‘ 127 i 112,
- - . .' ‘ g ) R - ] s .
East BatonRouge . 28 25 32 35 I 22 i 18 ,
East Feliciana 27 35 34 83 | 83. 46
v West Feliciana 19 19 < 22 68 - 63 53 .
G ‘ el i
“Livingston 36 33 38 79 ! 61 57 |
- .St. Heiena : 26 - 26 26 15 - -1 15 §
Tangipahoa P 30 30 35 35 55 i
e . } :
St Tammany .37 35 37 51 . . 54 66
Washington ~_ -* .32 36 40 38 | 36 42 |-
- *incomplete statistica! data submitted for the 1973 court year. : .
o | | TABLE 11-D




Pégé&'i-#% ‘»I\’!vur‘nber of caées’ th;dper‘*leOO‘hPopulatx::n uverth;et;ye:atr penod T o i — ; \ - 4
ot N : . I . . - .‘. . . woui ',’.
| ! Civil Cases Filed ! Criminal Cases Filed ; 5
Judicial g | per 1000 Population ~ | i per-1000 Populatior} !
. District  Parishes | 19 1972 1973 < . . 1971 | 1972° (1973 {. .
231 Ascansion | 24 26 23 65 60 7 '
L Assumption . 16 19 18 Ny 48 b 50 t 63
& . St. James . 3 16 17 17 0% . 3 ;.31 . |46
2 Jefferson . 26 26 29 w L osr s
1 . o ; : . ! ' . i
25 Plaqueminess 40 37 ' 34 143 120 ¥ 146
: St. Bernard ’ 28 29° 132 60 : . 55 . 68 .
961 Bossier . . 24 24 27 89 33 ° 104 ,
N v Webster ~ 25 27 27 94 53 50 ‘]
27 : - St. Landry 30 3 30 55° | 97 84 “
- ! 5 . . ‘ N |
- [ . . -
28 Caldwell 30 32 .36 . 64 110 106 =
i La Salle’ 41 42 37 ; 52 65 62
- (S84 R E N B
"29 St, Charles 25 24 27 o2 1600 . (172
o St. John 21 - 19 21 115 99 ' 164
/30, Beauregard 22 20 20 46 l 44 67.
Sl Vernop " - 17 17 16 92 84 94 i
ot " Jefferson Davis - 2 24 27 ;41 | 52 . 52
© o382 Terrebonne 28 -+ 28 32 56 7. 175 !
© 33 " Allen 34, 30 - 32 67 87 ! 75
= * Orleans — Qi 28 28 27 o .0 ' 0 .
R N Y - Orleans — Criminal 0 0 -0 23 . 25 13 !
- . STATEWIDE AVERAGE ’ . 27 -0 29 50 |48 49 !
‘ . W ' . : PR f i
. (A figures roundedto the nearest who'e number) N . o
S TABLE HI-D )
| | : '
Sy ¢ - o Mt 1
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2 gl Ao e st T m-«,-c.;,,.mm;m.'namg FSITTa sers = T * e e A st
i Judicial District 1971 1972 » 1973 - 1971 L~ 1972 1973
£ 7 . 1,234 1332 7.333- © 1773 ' 7575 1,105
2 497 ! 564 572 2,029 . 1,675 - | . 1,408
it 3 ) 497 470 - 547 1,513 bgaes T F 1976
P 4 - 1,027 864 T 957 3018 < 1 2305 -7 1987
i 5 2 545 . | 448 462 1.372 ! 1063 } 1335
£ N 6 : 445 - 460 503 - . 2,752 i 2,799 . 1 3,228
7 . 601 - | 536 533 > 2189 ' { 3237 | 2521 °
P .8 . ro727 503 723 { s %, 2,561 } ‘3,116 - * 2,212
: 9 e 1,424 | 1,373 691 T 2334 f 2,593, 2,102
10 i - 440 - - | 420 508 ¢ P57 1,510 1,547
B VDR R 558 | 395 © 443 & 1718 1,281 1,863
Co 2 e e 959 - §89 848 R -0 .804 1,264
SRR R g4 * | 601 635 . 891 840 1,337 -
B U B T . 724 1785 772 1,339 1,325 1,422
B A |- LR .7 e17 o690 595 1,440 . 1,521 923
e 18 533 | 593 493 2,550 2,608 3,211
v 7% o 954 911 565 1,937 1,676 1,785 *
: 18 - o . 352 T 320 418 2,673 1,903 2,712 4,
L1900 o 1,012 i 911 914 4 1,573 1232 . 1208 @
B 29 T, 569 [ 712 - 805 : 2,166 ‘ 1,960 k. 1,918
.o SRy o o 818 | 768 751 *o1,7200 ) 1,383 7 2,28b.
e g T 857 . - | 924 992 1541 | 1,508 1,769
st 23 347 © 276 345 “ 1,275 | 1123 1,587
S 24 - B 913 931 - 879 { 228 - 299 205
IR .- SRR 608 564 " 500 o982 i 1,813 1,539 .
IR 1 BRI 664 649 . 639 3,402 . 2,280 2,757
27 ‘673 I 834 253 1,799 \ 2,993 1,885
R ) I 752 ! 719 769 . 1,232 ' 1,802 1,684
S .oLito29 424 . 276 . 315 - 4,604 v 2,173 4 2,603
O R | 1,411 1,006 556 - 5,288 4632 - 3,033
Al R | S R 1,211~ i 968~ 781 1,213 ! 1,670 1309
i g2 —— N EEE 1,298 — Coem 2,539 *%
R R T R 370.. - | 529 441 : 1,081 & 1680 1,417
Lot Orleans — Civil 1,409 11,422 1,365 : g _ —_—
:, -« Orleans — Criminal . = : — o _— ' 877 ; 810 - 928
STATEWIDE AVERAGE . ... ..7... 795 750 779 C-o1686 [ 1441 1 1,629
: ’Tho fermer 17th Judicial District, composed of Lafourcheand Terrebonne Paris hes, was spht on January? 1973 ipto the 7.7th D/smct :
- {lLafourchs} and the 32nd District {Terrebonne). | '
.- ’*lncomn/ete statistical data submltted for the 1973 court year {
RS - : . .TABLE III-E :
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Tt Judicial

.- District. -
‘ 1
’ B
o R
a2
Yo
g 4
Sw
- o 5
b 6 ..
S
. 7,' ’
3

T'.i 10 )
o
‘ . g.z

. Parishes
‘Caddo .

. Bienville

4

" Quachita .-

" Franktin

Civil Cases Terminated by Judge Trial.

1971
1,649
o . 148
Claiborne 20

* Jackson . - 122
Lincoln v 28
Union ’ S

Morehouse * 385

596

Richland” - : 96
West Carr.oll © 248

o

" FEast Carrqll | L 97
-Madison : X

Tensas . e8

-C‘atahoula' e

Grant | .
Winpn -~ .. - 50

Rapides '
Natchitoches = 586
'Rec.!‘ River | L 43

" DeSoto N o 0.
~Sabine ", - . 17

305

185
Concordia o 55

109

150

1972
1,849
174
26
253

31
04

442

< 646
L1790

82
128
" 86
107
80
179
144

C102

64
161

.

515
P34

0
16

TABLE 11i-F

1973

- 1,850

*

8

183
.46

233

20
0

381

794

AT
7

86

67

74
60
92

209
78

132

31

1T

C 78

-36

19

" Criminal Cases Terminated by Judge Trial
« 1971

ik

206

16
47

79
29°
REAE

183

188

137

58
236

. 135 -

82

o 29
- 28

325

i
L
!
i

L

TS
.

PRy

'

1872 .,

203
20

' B7

81

19
4

170

" 288

LI
e e wm o = .

.82 .,

g
0

763,

18
11

o8
22
149

37

175
176

, ,
[ECRReY LUY

1973
145

41
129
]

2%

.!0,

182
330

i
i

43

7

30
64
v 21
17

75“0-

3
159

46 °

77-

330
" 68

57
17

1
¢
}
|
|
i
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el gil ,,f. vm'v.;...“..,,,’_.,ﬁ_:'..,._;,.V f;,A,.,, SRR L i ,ﬂ: e * b ‘i w " " ’ ” ¥ ’ N ‘}:_ . N = N ,' ‘
s Judicial o o s ¢ Civil Cases Tgrminated by Judge Trial - Criminal Cases Terminated by Judge Tria;\. . !
S District Parishes - . 1971 1972 1973 t 1971 . 1872 - 1973 ‘ 4

- P Y . -
-

S0 1z Avoyelles 148 151 231 . 40 58 .70

© o 13 . i Evangfsl?n‘g}' I 71 .. o4 0o 77 2 6
o 14 ' . Cagssiewt T 270 256 25 - . 65 © 85 . 59
L+ o0 o7 T Cameron TN m o a0 . 0 0 w48 0 |

-

24

15 . Acadia . - “i 362 - - 453 44 I I 0- 820
LN . Lafayette o 1,224 1,363 {294 - 7 820 1,838 " 227
- ~ Vermilion ¢/ 484 400 482 =, 332 -l 467 340
R8T dberia . “ o 105 93 ™ 1200 - 53 29 93,
—_— e T - -St. Martin . : 23 : 66 90 29 59 . -, 38
| - St. Mary * , | 914 . 1,216 . 766 . 1956 1,524 11,036

17 . lafowche -, . 31 11 . 184 39, ., 188208
Terrebonne 02,039 © 1,690 . - 1,395 * 321

© *18 < bewille. - .378 . 358 23 57 715 655

e " PointeCoupee . 176 184 264 . 28 42 . 38
" estBatonRouge 182 . 2107 . 237, 202 L 281 . 240 0
" 19, " .EastBamRouge . 1253 . 1728 1,566 . 862 43 | 871
28 East Féliciana 218 . 239 22 N IR 61 . . BB
Ao PERRY - West Feliciana 7 : 5 - . 4 : . 6. 6.. . 124

L
-

S 21, 7. Lvington . ., .68 . 88 117 S 121 . 114,
Te s+ . ., . ‘StHelena . - 81 ° 7 T 47 0 84 .28 o .39
. . . Tangipshea . 80 170 180 - 47 55 S
22 . .- StTamminy 221 ¢ Tam 1 - 12 89T @
- Washington " 604 578 783 50 26 . 42

, LA Lt . ,
* Incomplete statistical data submitted for the 1973 court year. - - '
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- Judicial

 PERCENTAGE OF CRIMINAL CAS

85, e et o e s s

District Parishes ~
R B "Caddo -
e 2 Bienville
o ) Claiborne
~ it . Jackson
- 3 ,Lincoi‘n ;
S R Union
. 4 Morehouse j
P . Quachita ‘
- T 5 - Franklin
8 R ~ Richland
o © West Carroll
) B  East Carroft -
y LN Madison
e Tensas
' -7 Catshoula *
| o Cencprdia e
S S Grant
n - ‘Winn
- © Repides
10 Natchitoches |
o Red River
© 1 . DeSoto
o Sabine
;

.
’
r
»
4
.
v
+
e
- -
- e
L
*+

LOUISIANA
ES TERMINAT

; 1971 )
% Guilty Pleas

33

41
g4
24

74
a2 -
68 -
75

78-
95
100
53
g3
69"

27
26

76 : ) :

‘24 -
77
11
g
- .70
91

TABLE HI-H

wﬁisi’i:%i‘fé-f:’éou RTS
ED BY PLEAS OF GUL

B
.

N

el S \ s = =
TY OVER THREE YEAR PERIOD ?

.‘ E
1972 1973
% Guilty Pleas ) . % _Guilty Pleas
84 - ‘ 81 ‘
L3 l. - ‘
49 - .35
83 2 79
13. ) g 16
- e
77 . 81
93 - 83
71 67 -
.78 83
50 41
83 , 94 .
91 ‘ 22
60 ’ 79
. 82 83
72 . .9
66 C 79
76 . 72
- ‘ ) 1 )
© .78 .« . .50
A i 18
- 48 4
12 * 12
2 |7
80 72
'86 83

-
. ~\

i
L3
)
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1971 ey [ grs -
' % Guilty Pleas .

. ?5
Y70

W 5

Judicial e ‘ § ‘
District Parishes e % Guilty Pleas % -Guilty Pleas

12 ., Avoyelles s 86 L 82

oo e

' 13 T ' _ Eir;a‘ngelin;e. ' ; ' 45 A SRR 96

b e

PO .
g * E
S cani R ML - Rt My 5__‘:',;', e

14 - Calcasies - B - - ' :'..é-."‘f'sgk 69
| Camgron - 70 B
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al & .
ARG S .

:15‘ o . Acedis S oL Lo I L 1
: ¢ . T+ Lafaystte . : 55 - i ; l 182 Co
Vermilion =~ 7 P T 1 e

e
(e JE N

-
[#%]

e ‘ tberia L " L 17
st e St Martin ) : 19.
T T St. Mary * : : e 42

oY O N

v v St 4 e

2

(4]

a7 . .Lafourche . - 8y | 7B
B o dbenille 58 . - . 38
L - Pointe Coupee S . 6 ;92
PR P West Baton Rouge o o 91 1 . 533

WNN

19" . . EsstBatonRouge . - 87

20 East Feliciana | I 48 ) !
« . West Feliciana . oL B3 -, T 49 B T
| | - SRR . ! g i

I &

21 ivingston ‘ 8 BT |- T S
S e "St. Helena SR . 24 - o817 ‘ ;o A
%Y. Tangipahoa S g - '

[
—-0~
w®
= Gy e 0 €7 S Y ke ke

QO -
ol ~
*
[(e]
H O W~ Oy o

22 - ,St.'ﬁimman’y R . C BT ' :
e " Washington T 10 . 16 N

»
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* Pege 3 - Percentage of Crinfinel Cases Terminated in District Courts by Pleds of Guilty over Three Year Period

il

- Judicial : . 1971 ' 1972 , 1973
istrict ~ Parishes % _Guilty Pleas . % Guilty Pleas . % _Guilty Pleas
23 i Ascensibn : . ,.75 ' 72 - 13
LT Assumption . 589 : o 91 _ : é?
7

e

&
>

St. James

Yy

. K ;.

¥ . . .

: 4 . .
| : P B
LI ) : Y ;

.24 ¢ Jeffersont Y . s Y S - 4s

B

7

.25 . Plaquemines o s':‘?:‘;: ' 79 ‘ _ 63 -
i 3 iSt. Bernard N - 87 85

-

ﬁéuzs. T ;Bossicr ' " . ' J65 Tt .71 7 .,
. L - = :Webster N .72 ' | 72 ; 0

A
(o]

[
he
b Y
o
EPSU T - T TR 2 JA SR W
— (O "

o7 i stlandy S ; 82 L AT
28 ; ¥ . Caldwell -

Lk o 74 Y : A
S LaSalle ' R :

38

L X%
“. '
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COURT ADMINISTRATOR I

DEFINITION OF WORK

This is resgonSLble supervisory and technlcal work and
limited administrative work,

Work involves responsibility for directly supervising and
participating in the work of subordinates engaged in processing

- district court cases in areas with a moderate to high degree of

activity. Work is performed under the general supervision of
the Chief- Judge.

EXAMPLES OF WORK PERFORMED (Any one position may not include

all of the duties listed, nor do the examples cover, all the
duties which may be performed ) :

- Performs court administrative staff work;. supervises and

' eoordlnates court administrative and office functions in a single

court; develops, promulgates and revises plans, work methods and
procedures for day-to-day court operation.

Coordinates administrative functions within’ the court and
with ovutside agencmes.

Supervises, coordinates and participates in the work activi-
ties of technical court clerical staff. :

Reviews and assists in the development of court administra-
tive policies and procedures; represents the court; performs
varied public relations duties, :

Examines and prepares reports, correspondence and directives;
resolves technical problems by interpreting court rules, policies,
orders, directives and procedures, lncludlng proper appllcatzons
to specific cases.

DESIRABLE.KNOWLEDGES, ABILITIES AND SKILLS

Considerable knowledge of court procedures, legal documents

laws and legal factors pertainlng to the court

4

Considerable knowledge of the organization, functions,
vesponsibilities and procedures of the courts.

Rnowledge of modern principles and practlces of public
administratlon



A

COURT ADMINISTRATOR T (Continued)

Ability to oxganize, direct and coordinate the administra-'

tive activities of a large court ln a manner conducive to full
performance and high morale.

Ability to express ideas on technical subjects clearly
and concisely, orally and in writing.

DESIRABLE EDUCATION AND EXPFRTENCE

Graduation from an accredited four year college or

- university with major course work in public admlnlstratlon,

.

business administration or a related field; and some experxence
in an admlnlstratlve or SupeerSOIY capacxty.

5
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2. LEGAL STAFF ASSISTANT X

" a judge of a district

DEFINITION OF WORK

This is respon51ble legal and clerical work in serv1ng as
law clerk and bailiff. .

Work 1nvolves the performance of para-professional legal
serv1ces and assisting in courtroom procedures. Legal research
which is performed requlres the completion of at least two years
‘of law school and an employee of this class should currently be
enrolled in his final year of law school. Work is supervised by
court and is reviewed through
conferences and wrltten reporté. -

EXAMPLES OF WQRK,PERFORMED (any one position may not include all

~0f the duties listed, nor do the examples cover all the duties

which may- be pérformed.) - L.

Inspects courtroom for cleanliness, orderliness, and proper
.heat, light, and ventilation; opens couxt by announcing the

entrance Of the judge. . s

Maintéins the order, decorum, andfdignity of the court by
seating jurors, witnesses, and spectators in specific areas of
the courtroom and by ejectlng persons disturbing the court Pro-

ceedings.

Arranges for food and lodginé for jurors, and is responsible

f for the security of the jury so as to preclude mistrials.

.

Obtains and delivers file jackets, wminutes, supplies, forms *
and related items necessary for Use by the judge and the staff.

Performs errands -inside and. outsmde the court, and generally
attends the perscnal needs of the judge.

.Reviews, studies, searches, .and annotates laws,'court deai-v L

siong, documents, opinions, briefs, and related legal authorities
to process suits, trials, hearlnga, appeals and other litigated

« matters.

- . Reads and digests ofinions, brlefs, and,motlons and extraats
o excerpts pertinent to points cof 1aw and fact. -

*

Prepares brlefs, legal memoranda, and statement of issues

;‘,anolvcd, 1ncludlng approprlate suggestlons or recommendatlons to

thé judq
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LEGAL STAFF ASSISTANT I (Cont‘'d)

. Compiles references on laws and decilsians necessary for
legal determinations.. '
f Performs related work as required.
DESIRABLE KNOWLEDGES, ABILITIES AND SKILLS - ‘
- Knowledge of general law, established preeedents, and sources
of legal reference.
f 1Kn0wledge of court procedures and rules of evidence.
i Ablllty to analyze, appraise, and organize facts, evidence,
:and precedents concerned in assigned cases. -
; Ablllty to apply legal pr1nc1ples to 1ndlv1dual cases and
prdblems.‘ _
‘DESIRABLE BDUCATJ:ON AND EXPERIENCE . S S
%, : ‘
1. Graduatlon from an accredlted four-year college or un;vers;ty
\and successful completion of two years at an accredlted law school.
2 ¢ . . . - . C e
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DIVISION CLERK II {Cont'd)

.

Cong 1dcrablc hnowledge of office practiecs, proccdureu,

equipment and standard clerical techniques. ' .

Ablllty to understand and carry out moderately complex oral

~and written instructions.

Skill in the operation and care of ‘a typewrlter.

DBSIRABLE EDUCATION AND EXPERIENCE '
Graduation from high school, including couruework in office
procedurcs and clerical routine; and considerable experilence in
court clerical or legal secretarial work.
N ‘ . * y .
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4. COURT REPORTER III-

This it responsible stenographic work in recording and
transcribing verbatim District Court proceedings, hearings
and conferences,

Work involves responsibility for the verbatim recording and
transcription of testimony at District Court proceedings, heaflngs

- and conferences. Transcripts may be certified in judicial appeal
_ proceedings in the courts and the reporter is responsible for the

absolute accuracy of the transcript. Employees of this job class
perform under the general supervision of a District Court: Judge
and are evaluated on the basis of speed and accuracy of work.

. EXAMPLES OF WORK PERFORMED (Any one position may not include all’

of the duties listed, nor do the examples cover all the duties
which may be performed.)

Records and transcribes proceedings of court trlals, hearlngs
or conferences by shorthand or stenotype machine where verbatim
records are required by law; identifies participants by name to
facilitate recordings; reads aloud statement of participants as
requested during procéedings; places identifying marks on supple-
mental material for inclusion in finished transcript; prepares
and distributes transcripts and related reports and documents,
making final check for technical accuracy and pagination.

Maintains files and records of notes indexed to facilitate
ready reference; performs a variety of technical clerical tasks
related to the conduct of trials, hearings, and conferences,
sur as dictation and transcription of orders.

Performs confldentlal clerical and related dutles as required
by the Judge. :

Performs related work as required.

»DESIRABLE KNOWLEDGES, ABILITIES AND SKILLS

Thorough knowledge of legal Engllsh, spelllng and punctuatlon.;“

Consmderable knowledge of modern court practlces, procedures,

"and appliances.

Considerablie knowledge of court rules and regulatioﬁs.
Ab;llty to ‘interpret and follow 'oral and wrltten 1nstructlons.
Ability to operate common of fxce appliances Whlch nay require

?o spaamal training other than skllls which may be acqulred on
she Jdb ,
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COURT REPORTER III (Cont'd)

Ability to'desipn and maintain simple clerical records and
o, .

Ahjiify to accurately take dictation at 200 words per minute
for extended perlods of time.

Skllled in taking and transcribing shorthand notes or in
using some other method of recording dictation.

Skill in typing and ability to produce a satisfactory
volume of material over a sustained work period.

DESIRABLE EDUCATION. AND EXPERIENCE -

. Graduation from hloh school, inecluding or oupplemented by
courses in typing and standard methods of ‘taking dictation,and
experience as a shorthand xreporter recordlng'and transcribing
verbatim proceedlngs of Jualclal or guasi JudlClal hearings,
conferences and meetlngs. , ‘ .
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