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‘A Judiciary that discloses | co
what it is doing ”
and why it does it | |
will breed understanding. << o
“Confidence based on understanding |
is more enduring

than confidence based on awe.

U. 8. Supreme Court dustice William O. Douglas < ' ;
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- . Tothe Honorable Members of the Ninth Legislature

It seems appropriate that in this annual report coinciding with the nation's Bicentennial we take a look at
our roots and assess some significant steps forward,
This historical inventory is not only a means of measurmg progress but helps us compare where we

i once were with where we are and where we should be heading, By documenting the goals and struggles

‘ of our forbears we renew our vigor to refine and improve the Judiciary process.

i / The 1975-76 reporting year, an integral part of that process, has been one of considerable thrust. A
’ record number of filings in the Supreme Coutt follows a national upward trend in appellate caseloads. o
’ } Hawaii’s filings have skyrocketed; indeed they have more than doubled in the last five years. And

‘ although appellate case terminations were up 28 per cent over last year, the continuing backlog calls for "

s some hard decisions about the future. i
In both the circuit and district courts a slight decrease in criminal actions filed was obliterated by an
increase in the number of cases brought to tral.
An artficulate citizenry demanding its day in court effected significant accelerations in civil actions where
o ‘ terminations not only lagged behind filings, but dropped below last year’s total. Full impact of the new
& f Probate Code and penal procedures revisions augurs more of the same.
‘ In the Family Courts a sharp increase in divorce actions was accompanied by a spiraling number of
children’s law violations, Acutely aware of the impact of early home attitudes on subsequent respect for
the law, the Judiciary views with alarm the disintegration of today’s family.
Court programs documented in this report try to take up the slack. They are viable; rost are meeting i
) with success. : S
i ‘ However, in order to keep pace with what appears to be a downright upheaval in today’s value
' ; systems, we shall need the vigilance, the imagination, the continued energy and resources of both the
Legislature and the Judiciary.

T

a4

o : . ‘ Respectfully yours, ' ' o

| s : ' " . William S. Richardson
‘f C : Chief Justice of Hawaii
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Yesterday: The Legacy

When British explorer Captain James Cook stepped
off the H.M.S. Resolution in 1778, he found himself
among Polynesians living in a Stone Age culture
under a centuries-old feudal system.

In old Hawaii, where the people lived simply from
sea and soil, the law emanated from powerful
chiefs—or alii—who owned and ruled the several
small kingdoms, Chiefs apportioned land among
their followers and favorites, who in turn re-
apportioned it among theirs.

Although each chief =cted as law giver, judge and
executioner, a substantial body of custom, or com-
mon law grew among the people. Decrees relating te
such basic civil matters as fishing and water rights
were passed verbally from father to son.

Criminal offenses were treated variously. Retalia-
tion by friends of the “injured parties” was common
but could be thwarted if the offender escaped to
sanctuaries known as ‘‘cities of refuge,” Thieves
might be forced to return stolen goods; assault often
was punished by breaking a limb; murder, by death.

Law of the Splintered Paddle

In this social setting, therefore, it is not surprising that
an incident in the early stages of Kamehameha's
campaign to unite the islands took on momentous
import. The event was not only a landmark in
Hawsaii’s past, but was to become an integral part of
the people’s philosophy.

Crucial Encounter

Legend has it that one morning five fishermen in the
Puna district on the Island of Hawaii were paddling
to shore with their night’s catch when suddenly Ka-
mehameha’s menacing war canoes bore down on
them. Fearing for their lives and their catch, the
fishermen guickly beached their boat, shouldered
their nets and tried to flee. Three escaped success-
fully, but two were overtaken by the ione Kameha-
meha who had waved his soldiers back.

While struggling to wrest the coveted net from one
fisherman, the king’s foot wedged in a lava crevice
and he fell. Seizing a huge canoe paddle, the second
fisherman struck a stunning blow to the trapped
chieftain's head, splintering the paddl and nearly
killing the king. The warriors rescued their fallen
leader and captured both fishermen,

Act of Mercy
When Kamehameha recovered, the fishermen were
brought before him, certain of harsh sentences. After

Historic law emerged from violent incident.

questioning them, however, the king acknowledged
his own guilt in the fracas, and decided the men had
acted only to protect their property. His ruling
countered the philosophy that no property rights
existed except those of the king. In an act of great
statesmanship and mercy, Kamehameha not only
freed the fishermen, but granted them parcels of
land which would be theirs and their children’s
forever, 3




King Kamehameha I
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refuge’.

Rest in Peace

The law that emerged from this incident became
known as Kanawai Mamala-hoa—Law of the Splin-
tered Paddle. “'E hele Ka elemakule a moei ke ala, e
hele Ka luahine a moe i keala, e hele ke keike a moe i
ke ala.” Eloquent in its simplicity, the Hawaiian edict
translates: ‘‘Let the aged, the men and women, and
the little children lie down (in safety) by the road.”
Because it established property rights and extended
equal protection to all, the law is seen as a cor-
nerstone securing peace and freedom in the emerg-
ing united Kingdom of Hawaii.

Vit N

Custom and Kapu

Forbidden Fruit
An incorrigible queen led the first women's rights
movement in old Hawail. Kaahumanu, a strong
willed and tempestuous rebel, was also King Kame-
hameha's favorite among 21 wives. She actively
resisted and helped ultimately to shatter the power-
ful religious kapu (taboo) system that not only per-
meated every aspect of island life, but reinforced
despotism and grossly discriminated against
women, Offenders generally were put to death.
The eating kapus were most humiliating. Not only
were men prohibited fror eating with women, but
certain foods were forbidden to females. These in-
equities most rankled Kaahumanu who saw them as
a deterrent to her power. She flaunted the kapus by

g

Queen Kaahumanu

secretly eating bananas, pork and shark’s meat. Inso
doing, she was quick to learn the gods did not punish
what the chiefs did not discover.

Liholiho Enticed

When Kamehamet.. . .:d in 1819 Queen Kaahu-
manu as high chii' . assumed the position of
kahina nui {premier) with young Liholiho (titled King
Kamehameha II). Consequently, she bent every ef-
fort to convince him to abandon the kapu system.
The feat was accomplished within six months. At a
feast planned by Kaahumanu, Liholiho, fortified
with liquor, joined the women's dining table and ate
with them. This one symbolic gesture known as Ai
Noa or “free eating,” broke the power of the priests,
emancipated women and toppled the entire socio-
religious ethis; of the islands.
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Today: The Process

When the tumult and shouting subsided after Hawaii
became the 50th state, the judicial machine, rusting
from federal neglect, ground along for several years
with a number of squeaky wheels.

The district courts were factionalized and depen-
dent on separate county funding. Buildings had de-
teriorated. The roofs often leaked. Documents from
court to court varied in size, shape, color and format.
Procedures were antiquated and differed from one
circuit to the next.

Territorial tyranny had been demoralizing. Pres-
tige was the primary impetus for accepting judge-
ships, some magistrates presided with little or no
education in the law. Civil cases often took up to two
vears to come to trial. Calendaring was so disor-
ganized that in one court with a heavy docket
lawyers might sit an entire afternoon waiting for a
case to be called; while in another court the judge
was left with time on his hands because of pre-trial
settlements or continuances.

Battery Charged

Two positive moves opened the way for subsequent
overhaul of judicial machinery. First, a critical survey
of the territorial courts was conducted in 1957 by
retired Federal Courts Administrator Henry P.
Chandler. His findings prompted a concise report
that formed the backbone for constitutional and
statutory revision. Chandler's recommended legisla-
tion was adopted intact and stands today as the basis
of a model state court system,

Early Tune up

In a second thrust toward reform, the late Judge
Gerald R. Corbett spearheaded efforts of several
governmental and private agencies to replace
Hawaii’s separate Juvenile Court and Domestic Re-
lations Division with a statewide Family Court. Here,
all legal problems involved in family disorganization
along with the specific problems of child delin-
quency and child neglect would be centered. Pre-
liminary attempts to exercise the rule-making power
of the Supreme Court to establish a family court
fizzled, so studies were forwarded to the governor
and key members of the legislature. The Family
Court Act was adopted in the 1965 session.

dudge Herman Lum welcomes young visitor to Family Court.

No Labels

The words “delinquent,” “delinquency,” “de-
pendent” and “dependency” were discon-
tinued with inception of the Family Court.
These words are seen as “labels” pinned on
children, and asa hir - . *nce rather than a help
in treating their probi. ..
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Chief Justice William S. Richardson has guided the Judiciary since 1966.

Decade of Dynamism

Major Overhaul

On July 1, 1966, Chief Justice William S. Richard-
son, appointed to the Supreme Court by the late
Gov. John A. Burns, assumed office. Coupling soft-
sell with quiet persistence to re-vitalize the Judiciary,
the Chief Justice appointed an administrative direc-
tor of the courts and began a major overhaul requir-
ing an unflagging effort to unify, develop, update,
streamline, revise, improve and innovate within the
Judiciary.

Scoreboard

A tabulation of the decade’s major achievements
speaks for the process:

« Courts throughout the state were unified by revis-
ing existing court rules and promulgating new ones
for statewide uniformity. Forms and operating pro-
cedures for both adjudicative and administrative
services were standardized. A data processing
system was initiated.

» The Family Court was created and functions
within each circuit court as a full division (1966).

» The Tax Appeals Court was created as a full-time
division of the Judiciary (1968).

* Disirict Courts were elevated to courts of record.
District magistrates were elevated to full-time judges
who could be assigned as necessary among the four
circuits {1972).

+ Citizens' Conferences on the Administration of

Justice were convened in 1967 and 1972 to bring the
community into the judicial process.

* A Judicial Council was named by the Supreme
Court. Composed of judges, lawyers and lay people,
the Council laid the groundwork for extensive law
revision (Penal Code, 1972; Probate Code, 1975).

e Comprehensive training programs for judges,
management and professional staff were intro-
duced. Hawaii judges are required to take continuing
education courses at the National College of the
State Judiciary in Reno, New.

* A Driver Improvement Program was started in
1968 on Oahu and has been expanded to offer
defensive driving and traffic safety education
through.out the state.

¢ The Hawaii Criminal dJustice Statistical Analysis
Center and the Hawaii Judicial Information System
were initiated with funding from the Law Enforce-
ment Assistance Administration.

* An Office of Disciplinary Counsel was created to
investigate allegations of lawyers’ misconduct
{(1974).

* New District Court facilities were constructed in
Hanalei and Koloa, Kauai; Honokéa and North
Kohala on the Big Island; and Pearl C'ty on Oahu,
Facilities in Lihue and Kona were renovated. Circuit
and District Court operations in the Third Circuit
moved into the new state office building in Hilo.

* Planning was initiated for Judicial complexes for
both district and circuit courts in the First Circuit
(Honolulu).

Maintaining Momentum

Thousands of civi, family and criminal cases crying
for justice are the raisons d’etre of the Judiciary. The
year's statistics on these cases in Hawaii are carefully
documented for study in succeeding sections of this
report.

But behind every rap of the gavel is a story that
goes beyond the bench. These stories deal with the
process, the people, the programs, the plant—all
vital parts of a dynamic, smooth-functioning
Judiciary.

Here then, in capsule and pictorial review, are the
areas of Hawaii Judiciary concentration during the
1975-76 Bicentennial year.

The Process

Standards and Goals.

The Statistical Analysis Center monitored a grant
authorizing a mainland team to scrutinize informa-
tion systems operations data of police, courts and
corrections agencies. At the same time, University of
Hawaii analysts investigated prosecution and de-
fense systems to compare them with standards and
goals set by the National Criminal Justice Advisory
Commission and the National Bar Association.

Movers and Shakers

Tom Okuda was named deputy administrative direc-
tor and Robert Ueoka assumed expanded respon-
sibilities as business manager in a major reorganiza-
tion of Administrative Director Lester E. Cingcade’s
staff. Personne! Officer Emmie Shigezawa completes
the court’s administrative team.

New Technology
Massive projects to automate civil and criminal ac-
tivities in the courts, and to computerize traffic viola-
tions data storage and retrieval got the green light.
Both the Hawaii Judicial Information System
(HAJIS) and the National Highway Safety Project
made substantial progress in 1975-76.

Video taping and trial recording, available in all
circuits, were used routinely in several.

“Dial a Tral” utilized a recorded code-a-phone
message in the Second Circuit to inform prospective
jurors of trial status,

Statistical Analysis

During the year the Statistical Analysis Center re-
searched Hawaii gambling offenses and related state
policies; the Center also provided *early warning”
crime indicators to the Law Enforcement Assistance
Administration, supplied the media with Hawaii
crime trends and published “Crime in Hawaii—
1975, A Review of Unified Crime Reports”,

Administrative Director Lester Cingcade confers with Deb‘u'iy
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Judge Takashi Kitaoka and Co}lsutant Paul Iey analyze standards and ébals.
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Emmie Shigaand Robert fJeoka round out management team.

Planning for automation.

I

Rules Wrap Up

District Court judges and supervisory personnel met
in Kona to make final rules and procedures changes
in response to Hawaii's Revised Penal Code.

Parent Trackdown

Family Court trustees and the First Circuit Chief
Clerk’s office processed mountains of paperwork
imposed by federal legisiation designed to locate
missing spouses in delinquent child support cases.

Do-It-Yourself Divorce

Third Circuit Chief Clerk Terry Kaide saved valuable
staff time on the Big Island by putting together a
divorce kit for qualified parties seeking divorces
where minor children, property distribution and
alimony are no: involved.

Disciplining Lawyers

In two years of operation, the Office of Disciplinary
Counsel received 365 complaints of attorney mis-
conduct. Some 150 cases were terminated with dis-
cipline apylied in 18 of them. The office received 61
requests from attorneys for advisory opinions on
activities that might violate the Code. Eleven formal
opinions were published.

The People

New Post

First Circuit Family Court Director Wayne Y.
Kanagawa assumed directorship of the Oahu Intake
Service Center, a main component of the Hawaii
Correctional Master Plan,

Courses and Classes

Judiciary personnel (including 24 judges) completed
some 9,800 instruction hours in special education or
in-service orientation/training during the fiscal year.

Contingency Management

Maintaining secure custody while practicing
therapeutic behavior modification methods chal-
lenged staffers at the Honolulu juvenile detention
facility. A series of contingency management work-
shops were conducted to sharpen awareness of per-
sonnel who monitor teenage detainees at Hale
Ho‘omalu. (Daily resident population at the facility
averaged 39 during the year.)

Judiciary Tours

More than 3,000 school children visited the
Judiciary during the year. Law Library staff provided
orientation to the 104 groups who visited the Sup-

reme Court and viewed circuit court trials in prog-
ress.

VIP Contributions

Some 217 volunteers in probation (VIPs) served as
companions, tutors, case aides, bailiff aides, library
helpers, messengers, clerical aides, writers and statis-
ticians for the Judiciary. Volunteers contributed close
to 19,000 hours at a savings of almost $67,000 to
the courts. In terms of humanitarian benefits, thur
contribution was immeasurable.

Guiding student tours.

Neighbor Island volunteer coordinators meet in Honolulu,
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The Programs

Jury Study

A national concern of the courts is the wasteful,
inefficient and frustrating use of citizens called to jury
duty. This concern prompted the Judicial Council to
authorize an in-depth study of both grand and petit
jury systems in Hawaii by consultants from the Na-
tional Center for State Courts.

Safety First!

More than 3,000 adult traffic violators throughout
the state were referred for driver improvement clas-
ses during the year. One out of four referrals was a
drunk drver assigned for special instruction and
counseling. The remainder took defensive driving
courses. An added 850 juveniles were channeled
into remedial driving classes.

Life of the Land

Priceless ancient Hawaiian land documents were
recorded on microfilm in a late race against ime and
termites.

Divorce Experience
Divorce bound spouses and their children attended
three-part evening seminars dealing with legal,
economic, social and emotional problems, First Cir-
cuit Family Court judges, psychiatrists and adminis-
trative personnel participated, with assistance from
outside consultants.

Counseling of parents and children of divorce in
the Third Circuit, now in its sixth year, won continu-
ing support..
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Microfilming ancient land records.

Stop Thief!

Innovative programs using ex-offenders as
counselor-companions were implemented in the
First and Third Circuits. Former offenders shared
experience, strength and hope with new probation-
ers. The programs are based on successful
techniques used in other rehabilitative groups such
as Alcoholics Anonymous.

Partners with Parents

Parents of children involved with the justice system
responded positively to First and Third Circuit Fam-
ily Court Parent Education programs. Parent groups
heard explanations of the judicial process, then
grappled with the anxiety and emotional turmoil
they shared in dealing with problem children.

Crime and Punishment

Some 486 traffic violators and misdemeanants were
sentenced by district court judges to perform a total
of 9,720 hours of voluntary community service,
primarily as litter pickers at City and County parks
and beaches.

Wheeling and Dealing

First Circuit Family Court joined a Windward and
Kalihi National Youth Program Using Mini-Bikes
(NYPUM) sponsored by the YMCA. The juvenile
behavior modification program uses mini-bike rides
as rewards for disadvantaged youngsters who sign
contracts to attend school, perform chores and stay
out of trouble. The bikes, donated by Honda, are
maintained by the youngsters,
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Picking litter at park sites as an alternative sentence.

Drugs and Deviants

All circuits zeroed in on drug-related crimes by foster-
ing improved lizison with various drug and alcohol
rehabilitation programs.

Diversionary Tactics

Intensive intervention projects in all circuits were
aimed at keeping first offenders out of court through
informal adjustments and referrals to other com-
munity agencies. Run-aways in particular gained
from diversion programs.

Boy Builders

More than 70 disadvantaged boys from Maui, Lanai
and Molokai attended the 27th Annual Boy Builders
Unlimited Camp on the Valley Isle. Nine Second
Circuit Family Court probation department staffers
participated as counselors.

A Closer Walk

A more beneficial relationship between the Family
Court and the Department of Education emerged
during the year as a result of strong first efforts by the
DOE to identify all youngsters not attending school.
The new thrust enabled Liaison Officer Beverly Lee
to track adjudicated juveniles for follow-up counsel-

ing.

Close relations with Depamer;t of Educa.tion ben ﬁt;Court.

The Plant

Past Preserved

An advisory committee to preserve historical integ-
tity of Aliiolani Hale was named by the chief justice.
The group is monitoring restoration and renovation
of the century-old Judiciary Building on King Street.

Smooth Moves

The Administrative Director’s staff setiled into reno-
vated quarters in the li Building at 403 So. Queen St.
Administration will be housed in the Judiciary Build-
ing with the Supreme Court when remodeling is
completed.

Honolulu District Court Civil Division relocated to
the eighth floor of the American Savings and Loan
tower on the Fort Street Mall.

Driver Education and District Court Counseling
Services moved to 119 Merchant St.

Facilities Dedicated
‘The chief justice took part in dedication ceremonies
of new court facilities at Koloa and Waimea, Kauai.

Sites Selected

The mauka-diamond head corner of Hotel and
Alakea street was chosen as site for a $2C 4 million
Honciulu District Court building scheduled for com-
pletion in early 1981. A $25.2 million First Circuit
Judiciary Complex is set for completion in late 1981
and will be located in Kakaako near the new Federal
Building.

Multi-Media Room

A former bedroom at the Maui Live-In Center was
converted to recreational/instructional quarters.
Cassette tapes, records, magazines and books were
made available in the new media center.

Interim Facilities

Plans were developed for judicial operations in the
Kekuanao‘a Building (old Territoria! Office Build-
ing). Facilities for Family Court adjudication, Adult
Probation and Chief Clerk’s Office will be provided.

Administrative offices move makai.

Sampling bok in mlﬁ~media room at Maul Lie-In enter. o




Tomorrow: The Vision

By JAMES DATOR, Ph.D.
Professor of Political Science, University of Hawaii, and Planning
Consultant to the Hawaii State Judiciary,

“The law is conservative in the same way in which
language is conservative. It seeks to assimilate every-
thing that happens to that which has happened. In
an age where change has become exponential, this
natural disability of the law is especially marked.” !

Like almost all of our present-day social institutions
and values, the foundations of law and the system
for the administration of justice lie in a past where the
environment and human behavior was much more
stable and prediciable than now. In previous
history—until perhaps only one or two hundred
years ago—most humans lived in societies in which
the present was so much like the past, and the future
so much like the present, that most problems of the
present or future had already been metand solvedin
the past. Thus, when one faced a problem, the best
rule to apply was, “Has this problem been faced
before, and, if so, how was it solved? I shall then
solve it the same way.”

Today, however, while many of our present and
future problems are identical with those in the past,
many more are not. Thus the past is less obviously a
proper and sufficient guide for present and future
decisions.

Up to now, one of the bases for much legislation
and judicial decision-making has been “community
values.” In earlier times of stable, sedentary expecta-
itons and possibilities—it was so obvious that a
community had common values that deviancy from
‘hese norms was easily recognized and universally
deplored. Thus, acts of punishment and/or conform-
ity were widely supported.

Today, in most parts of the world—certainly in
~Jawaii—it seems almost impossible to find a com-
mon set of values with an accompanying set of
wpecifically operationalized definitions that has
»nough support to be called “community values.”
And yet, if there are none, how can there be “law,”
and how can justice be administered?

I believe we must answer that question, posed
within the broader question of what has changed
society from the way it was when “‘law’” was born to
the way it is now, and what wll effect future change,
in order to understand anything about the future of
law and the administration of justice in Hawaii.

*Howard Zinn, “The Conspiracy of Law in Paul Wolff,” The Rule
of Law, 1971, P. 31.

Futurlst J:zes Dator

The primary engine of change in our society has
been technology. The operation of this engine has
been through the expiation of Marshail McLuhan's
pithy dictum, “We shape our tools, and thereafter
our tools shape us.” Humans have often created
too's (including social institutions) for very narrow
purposes or by accident, and then seen these tools
assume a life of their own. The consequences have
been widespread, unexpected and often unwanted.
Moreover, as technological change has become
institutionalized in our society, technologically-
induced social and environmental change has accel-
erated until it has indeed achieved the exponential
character.

And yet law remains conservative.

It is no wonder that our present system is under
such strain or that so many people seek solutions by
changing parts of the system only to discover that
the strain merely has been transferred elsewhere or
the solution itself has created a new and unantici-
pated strain.

In such a situation, it is no wonder that many

19
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people throw up their hands in despair and want
either to force a return to the “good old days.” or
give up and go surfing.

It seems to me highly unlikely that we will veturn in
any significant sense to the good old days angtime
soon. Moreover, many people have discovered they
vannot avoid the basic problem by surfing because
there are all those rowdies on the beach!

So | think most of us are going to have to decide
on another way. As individuals who are part of a
volatile island community which is part of an equally
volatile nation and global system, we must think very
carefully of what we actually expect from law and the
administration of justice. Itis not enough, in my view,
to; patch and modify our judicial system. Rather, we
need to be as bold and imaginative at social inven-
tion as the Founding Fathers.

We need to seek to invent a new concept to
replace what we mean by “law” in the present and
future situation. We need to come up with a totally
new soctal invention which makes sense in an envi-
ronment where nothing can be expected to last
furever, or even for very long: where permanence is
no longer a prime value: and where “politics,”
{meaning flexibility, negotiation, bargaining. adap-
tability. and a willingness to see oneself and one's
society as a dynamic, changing, uncertain thing)
replaces “law.”

“Law.” as we now define it, seeks to create a state
of predictability. order, inflexibility, certainty. the be-
lief that there are or can be unchanging principles
upon which all else is securely fixed. While many in
our society still believe such principles exist, more
and more frequently we find individuals differing
profoundly about what those principles are. or how
they should be operationalized. Hence, the effect on
society is the same as if we believed there were no
tixed principles. [t is within this reality that [ believe
we must attempt to create a new meaning of law and
a new judicial system.

I do not mean te suggest that there is one inevita-
ble tutura. On the contrarv, one of our gravest likely
errors s to assume that the future will be essentially
like the present-however we define the present.
Many who are fixed in the present on certain prob-
lems or possibilities, extrapolate them rigidly into the
future and try to build policy around them. Such a
caourse. though understandable, seems to me to be
folly. For example, if we assume that the “future” we
are taiking about is some 30 years off, then ex-
trapolating the problems/possibilities of 30 years ago
to the present should quickly indicate just how large
our margin of error might be. And with the present

accelerating rate of social change our margin raight
be greater still. Edward McConnell, executive direc-
tor of the National Center for State Courts, made
such an extrapolation from 25 vears ago to the
present for the judicial system. He strongly con-
firmed how very different the judicial world of 1950
was from the one today. If technologically aug-
mented social change continues, I believe we can
expect an even-more dynamic and “unsettled” so-
clety than we now have and accompanied by an
emergence of social and personal problems not yet
visible to most of us. We need not seek so much to
anticipate what those problems will be per se as to
seek to create a more viable systern for dealing with
them as they arise.

On the other hand, we must also consider the very
great probability that the world of the past 30 years
{not to say 100-200 years) is even now in the process
of coming to an end, that we should not expect more
technologically-augmented social change. Irdned,
the change in the immediate future may be a con-
sequence of a more or less rapid disintegration of
industrial suciety. This is certainly the implication of
“The Limits to Growth™ and a flood of other studies
warning that our concern should not be focused so
much on population growth, in-migration, increased
tourism, greater construction and the like, but rather
on population decline and stability, a near absence
of tourists, and the end to most growth-oriented
economic activity that has characterized the post-
war period.

I can not guarantee that such a world will or will
not occur. But I can say its occurrence has as much
probability as that of the growth-oriented option.

Thus, we need to plan for alternative futures. (1
have indicated only two out of many). We need also
to recognize the problem as not one for the Judiciary
alone to solve. The problem challenges every per-
sonand every institution in the State. Thus, while the
Judiciary can make a contribution towards the
overall solution by thinking through possible alterna-
tives for itself, independent efforts by other public
and private groups must be sought as well.

Let us all participate in shaping the future. Let us
actively, rather than passively, adapt.

Kenneth Boulding, among the wisest of seers in
our society, said The greatest dilemma of humanity
is that all knowledge is about the past and all deci-
sions are about the future.” That dilemma is now
great indeed. and the dichotomy is widening.

I challenge those persons concerned about the
administration of justice in Hawaii to begin a process
which will enable us to meet the judicial challenges

Fu:

4

: (! 3 Tﬂ

of the future at least as effectively as we met those of
the past. To this end, we need aid from not only
those who understand the past, the present, the
alternative futures; but those who are capable of

unprecedented creativity and imagination. Let us
start now.
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Honolulu District Court complex will be constructed at this site on Hotel and Alakea Streets.
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Impact! ?‘

Of 251 measures passed by the
1976 Legislature, nine were drafted
or actively supported by the
Judiciary.

In recapping action taken by the 1976 Legislature,
passage of the Uniform Probate Code is seen as
having greatest impact on the court. The dJudiciary
has had a long standing interest in this revision,
beginning with a comprehensive study by a Judicial
Council committee in 1972, Its recommendations
were first submitted to the Legislature in 1973.

Passage of legislation providing two new judge-
ships offers welcome relief for burgeoning case-
loads. An additional circuit judge in the Second Cir-
cuit will serve the tri-island jurisdiction covering
Maui, Molokai and Lanai. A new district judge in the
First Circuit will hear landiord-tenant and small
claims cases.

Two new Mandatory Sentence Acts and a law
relating to Deferred Acceptance of Guilty Pleas are
expected to have a compelling effect on the criminal
court.

The Mental Health Commitment measure is ex-
pected to impose a tremendous burden on the court
in terms of judge power and ancillary support (clerks
and bailiffs) needed for judicial hearings required
under the new law for involuntary hospitalization of
persons suffering from mental iliness or substance
abuse.

Following is a digest of 1976 acts which will have
special impact on the courts. Asterisks designate
legislation submitted or actively supported by the
Judiciary:

R —

New Laws

General/Administrative

Act 28, Provides for an appropriation of $838,000
for immediate construction of interim law school
facilities at the University of Hawaii,

Act 56 Provides for a second judge for the Second
Circuit on Maui. :

Act 65 Increases the number of law clerks assigned
to the Supreme Court.

Act 76. Amends qualifications required for admis-
sion to practice law by deleting the United States
citizenship requirement.

Act 82¥ Creates the two new positions of deputy
administrator of the courts and second deputy
sheriff.

Act 131* Provides that costs for criminal defense of
indigents by the public defender be paid by that
office rather than the dudiciary. Further, the act al-
lows the clerk of any court, rather than only circuit
court, to issue witness service statements for certifi-
cation and payment.

Act 143. Amends provisions of the real estate re-
covery fund to permit payment from the fund of
court costs and fees, in addition to damages.

Act 156. Permits establishment of prepaid legal serv-
ice plan similar to health plans.

Act 233} Appropriates $482,195 in supplementary
operating funds for the Judiciary; and $4.6 million

for capital improvement projects for the fiscal year
1976-77.

Family Court

Act 85* Amends the Family Court Act in various
ways to insure specific atteniion to protection of
children’s rights. The act also amends parental ter-
mination rights to conform with the adoption law
(Act 117/75) passed last year.

Act 16* Provides for the elimination of adoption
consent by parents of children brought into the
United States as a result of extraordinary circum-
stances in their homelands if the parents cannot be
identified or contacted. This act clears the way for
the legal adoption of approximately 30 Vietnamese
children brought to Hawaii before the communist
takeover last year in South Vietnam.

Act 130. Replaces certain sections of the presentlaw
regarding involuntary hospitalization for mental ili-

ness that have been held unconstitutional, Affords
an individual the right to a judicial hearing before
commitment, (The former law permitted involuntary
hospitalization of persons suffering from mental ill-
ness, drug addiction or alcoholism on the action of
physicians, spouses, relatives, friends or any other
responsible person.)

Civil Court

Act 200 Uniform Probate Code. Under the new
code, estates of $30,000 and under may be handled
by informal probate; i.e., there would be no re-
quirement to employ a lawyer.

The court distributes simple forms and instruc-
tions to assist lay “personal representatives,” a term
replacing “executor” or “administrator.” If a lawyer s
hired, the new code abolishes the statutory table of
fees and gives the court discretion in awarding fees
on the basis of actual work done.

In other significant innovations the Code regufates
multiple bank accounts; states requirements, proce-
dures and obligations of guardians; regulates trust
management and trust proceedings, giving bene-
ficiaries the right to go to court to demand an ac-
counting by trustees; raises limit on small estates
handled without charge by the court from $3,000 to
$10,000. ‘

Criminal Court

Act 154. Permits the courts some discretion with first
offenders by placing them on probation, (Deferred
Acceptance of Guilty Plea). If probation is success-
fully met, the judge can discharge the defendant and
dismiss the charge. '

7 Act 181, Mandates impfisonment of individuals
convicted of repeating the same major felony, with
no probation or parole before the sentence is com-
pleted.

Act 204. Mandates a prison sentence for any person
convicted of using firearms in the commission of a
crime. '

Traffic Violations Bureau

Act 44. Provides for an additional fine not to exceed
$25 for failure to answer a traffic citation which
results in issuance of a penal summons.

Act 238. Clarifies the authority for parking violation
convictions to be enforced and collected by the dis-

trict courts, with fines deposited in the state general
fund.
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The Judiciary

SARLy

Chief Justice
William S. Richardson

“Judicial power is never exercised for the purpose of giving
effect to the will of the judge: always for the purpose of giving
effect to the will of the legislature: or, in other words, to the

will of the law.”

First U.S. Supreme Court Chief Justice John Marshall
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The Supreme Court

The Supreme Court is the highest judicial body in
Hauwaii’s unified court system. As such, it exercises
ultimate administrative responsibility and rule-
making power for all courts and is empowered to
hear and determine all questions of law, or mixed
law and fact, brought to it from both circuit and
district levels.

In accordance with its appellate function, the Sup-
reme Count has the power to issue writs of man-
damus, certiorari, prohibition, habeas corpus and all
other necessary and proper writs,

Bar examinations and the granting of licenses to
practice law in Hawaii are the province of the Sup-
reme Court.

Justices

A chief justice and four associate justices are ap-
pointed by the Governor, with-the advice and con-
sent of the State Senate, to 10-year terms. All ap-
pointees must be attorneys licensed to practice law
before the State Supreme Court for atleast 10 years.

Onduly 1, 1975, H. Baird Kidwell was swornin as
associate justice. ,

The Chief Justice heads Hawaii's unified court
system, He presides over all appeal proceedings and
assumes responsibilities for Judiciary operations. To
assist him, he appoints, with the approval of the
Supreme Court, an administrative director to serve
at his pleasure. He also appoints district judges, and
has the power to assign circuit judges on temporary
assignment to the various circuits or to the Supreme
Court to fill vacancies.

Caseload Statistics

The Supreme Court had a record 640 filings during
the fiscal year, 193 more than last year’s high of 447.
Hawaii’s filings have more than doubled in the last
five years, following a national upward trend in ap-
pellate caseloads.

There were 520 cases terminated during the year,
highest total for the last seven reporting periods.
Terminations were up 115 or 28.4 per cent over last
year.

Cases pending at the end of the year totaled 348,
an increase of 120 over last year’s backlog. Of the
total, 151 cases being briefed were primary proceed-
ings; more than a third of the total pending cases
were ready for hearing. The remainder had been
argued and were waiting the filing of an opinion or
were set for hearing.

A total of 84 appeals cases were decided by opin-

Activity in chief clerk’s office increases with spiraling case load.

ion. Of these, there were 51 civil, 28 criminal and
five tax appeals. Three out of every four opinions

issued by the court during the fiscal year were regular

opinions, while one of four was a memorandum
opinion. An average of 21.8 months elapsed be-
tween the date an appeal was filed and the date a
regular opinion was filed for civil appeals. Where
memorandum opinions were filed, the average time
was 17.8 months.

Seven out of ten of the 157 court sessions held
during the year were devoted to arguments on
merits, The balance were for arguments on motions.

Caseload activity is detailed in the Stafistical Data
section at the end of this report.

Study Requested

To evaluate options for dealing with the ever spiral-
ing appellate caseload, the Judiciary requested a
study of supreme court operations by a consultant
from the National Center for State Courts. John E.
Mueller, NCSC senior staff attorney, conducted an
on-site review of practices relating to case assign-
ments; prehearing preparation; use of staff, oral ar-
guments; opinion preparation and publication of
opinions,
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dudicial Council’s Evanita Midkiff (left) and Lw~Libr

A

New Rule

Rule 25, related to supervised studeht practice of law

was adopted by the Supreme Coutt. The rule per-

mits qualified University of Hawaii law student in-

terns, under certain conditions, to appear in court or
~ before legislative or administrative tribunals,

With proper approval and supervision a law stu-
dent may also counsel and advise clients, interview
and investigate witnesses, negotiate claims settle-
ments, prepare and draft legal instruments, plead-
ings, briefs, abstracts and other documents.

General Functions
The Office of the Chief Clerk maintains custody of
Supreme Court records, It provides information and

assistance to attorneys and the public on matters

relating to appeal procedures, calendars, and use of
appeal forms. Copies of Hawaii Reports are distri-
buted to paid subscribers and government agencies
by this office. This office has experienced anincrease
in workload commensurate with the growing
caseload,

Bar Examinations

An upward trend in bar applicants continued in
1975-76. Of the 194 examined, 83 per cent passed.
Four out of ten applicants received their precol-
legiate education in Hawaii. Of these, 71 out of 85
were successful,

Margaret Setliff check

renovation plans for Aliiolani Hale,

LS

o

Approximately one of every eight persons
examined was female, Applicants ranged in age
from 23 to 54, the average successful applicant
being 28.8 years old. '

By the close of the fiscal year, 145 of the 161
successful bar applicants had been issued Hawait
licenses, A

Judicial Council

* The Judicial Council is a special division of the Sup-

reme Court composed of judges, lawyers and lay
citizens who volunteer their time and effort to act in
an advisory capacity to the courts.

Created in 1959 by statute, the Council has un-

dertaken tasks of major dimensions, often involving
years of study and review. Its committees have laid
the groundwork for extensive revisions of the law
(1972 Penal Code, 1976 Unifrom Probate Code),
changes in court rules, and development of court-
related programs and institutions such as the Univer-
sity of Hawaii Law School.

Chaired by Chief Justice William S. Richardson,
Countil members are Kazuhisa Abe; Wilson P, Can-
non, Jr.; Hung Wo Ching; Walter G. Chuck; Hzrbert
C. Cornuelle; Judge Masato Doi; The Rev. Stephen
K. Hanashiro; Justice H. Baird Kidwell; Dr, Fujio
Matsuda; Mrs. Evanita Midkiff; Hideki Nakamura;
Rep. Stanley H. Roehrig; Thomas E. Trask and
Henry A. Walker, Jr.

D, 2 SO

Jury Study

During the year a significant statewide examination
of Hawaii's grand and petit jury system was au-
thorized by the Council, A subcommittee chaired by
retired Justice Kazuhisa Abe is guiding the study
being made by consultants from the National Center
for State Courts.

Preserving the Past

A citizens’ advisory committee was named to pre-
serve the historical integrity of Aliiolani Hale during
itsrenovation. The committee, co-chaired by Coun-
cil member Mrs. Evanita Midkiff and Mrs. Margaret
Kidwell, proposed “History of the Law and Justice in
Hawaii'" as a theme for restoration of the century-old
dJudiciary building that will house the supreme court,
the law library and administrative offices.

Land Court

The Land Court, which administers the Torrens
System of land registration, is a statewide court of
record based in Honolulu and exercising exclusive
original jurisdiction over the registration of land titles
and easements,

The Torrens System enables landowners to buy,
sell or mortgage property without paying substantial
title search fees.  Allappeals go directly to the State
Supreme Court.

The Land Court's two judges are assigned by the
Chief dustice from among the judges of the First
Circuit Court.

Caseload Statistics

There were 2,467 ex parte petitions filed in the Land
Court during the fiscal year, a sharp increase of 512
petitions, up 26.2 per cent over the previi))é vear,

In addition, 57 original land registraﬁomd{l'xd con-
tested cases were filed, up 16 per cent. /

A total of 46 contested and original land registra-
tion cases were terminated, leaving 87 tases pend-
ing.

Caseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data
section at the end of this report. :

Tax Appeal Court

The Tax Appeal Court is a statewide court of record
based in Honolulu with original jurisdiction in all
disputes between tax assessor and taxpaver,

All appeals go directly to the State Supreme
Court. -

The Tax Court shares the two judges and the staff
of the Land Court,

Caseload Statistics
Although the 41 cases filed in the Tax Appeal Court
represented a dramatic decrease from the previous
fiscal year (148 fewer cases), the total still exceeded
that of 1973-74 by 15 cases.

Terminations totaled 58, leaving 30 cases pending
at the end of the fiscal year.

Caseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data
section at the end of this report.

~ Ancient Hawalian land records are micraofilimed.
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Circuit Courts

Four circuit courts in the state correspond to the four
counties: City and County of Honolulu, First Circuit:
Maui, Second Circuit: Hawaii, Third Circuit; and
Kauai, Fifth Circuit. There has been no Fouith Cir-
cuit since it was incorporated into the Third in 1943.

General Functions

The circuit courts have exclusive jurisdiction in ¢rim-
inal felony cases; civil suits involving more than
$5.000; probate proceedings and determination of
Heirs: all jury trials; and—within the family court
divisions——cases involving marital actions, juveniles
and other domestic matters.

Concurrent jurisdiction with the district courts is
oxercised in civil matters involving less than $5,000
but more than $500.

Appeals are made directly to the State Supreme
isourt,

Judges.
Circuit court judges are appointed by the Gevernor
with the advice and consent of the State Sepate, to
10-year terms. They must be attorneys with a
minimum of 10 years’ experience as members of the
Haweil bar.

Two circuit court judges are designated by the
- hief justice to hear Family Court matters in the First
Circuit,

ircuit Courts Proper

~he circuit courts proper handle all proceedings that
re not exclusively reserved to the family court divi-
©ONS,

Offices of the chief clerk are responsible for pro-
~~ssing legal documents, maintaining court archives,
aceiving and disbursing post marital support pay-
sents, and administering small estates and guar-
Hanship funds. '

The chief clerks also assist jury commissions an-
-zally in processing the names of thousands of per-
."ms as prospective jurors for grand or tral juries.

. aseload Statistics

There were 9,769 cases filed in the circuit courts
ihwoughout the state in Fiscal Year 1975-76, an in-
<rease of 115 over the previous year.

A significant acceleration was noted in civil ac-
tfons, up 9.6 per cent. Probate proceedings and
supplemental proceedings also showed increases
but to a lesser degree. Miscellaneous proceedings
decreased more than 30 per cent and criminal ac-
tions were down 2.8 per cent from the previous year.

:
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Terminations

A total of 8,094 cases were terminated during the
twelve month reporting period. Terminations not
only lagged behind filings, but dropped 13 per cent
below last year's total. Except for probate and guar-
dianship proceedings, terminations were down in all
categories including civil actions and criminal ac-
tions.

Caseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data
section at the end of this report.

Civil case Iiti“gan!s yawa'it trial.
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Family Courts

The family courts are divisions within the circuit
courts designed to deal expressly with juvenile of-
fenders and domestic r¢lations matters. They trans-
cend the strictly adjudicatory function to provide a
number of counseling, guidance, self-help, deten-
tion and supervisicn programs for both children and
adults.

Caseload Statistics
The total number of cases and referrals filed in all

Family Courts jumped from 16,885 in Fiscal Year

1974-75 to 18,329 in this reporting period.

Although the past three fiscal years have shown a
consistent rise in filings, the increases were small
{two to three per cent each year) compared with the
sharp 8.6 per cent jump registered for 1975-76. This
trend indicates an accelerated filing rate which may
affect substantially the Family Court workload dur-
ing the next few years.

Children's referrals accounted for almost four out
of ten cases and referrals filed in all Family Courts.
Law violation referrals were up 300 cases over last

Family Court directors meet monthly.

year to 4,909, a jump of six per cent. There were
fewer referrals for children needing services or pro-
tective supervision.

Marital actions accounted for the largest and most
consistent increases in filings, up 12 per cent from
5,704 to 6,395, Divorce showed the largest absolute
gain, exceeding last year's total by 575 cases, a 12
per cent increase.

Although annulments were up 41 per cent, this
figure represents a real gain of only 11 cases. More
significant is the 15 per cent increase in uniform
reciprocal enforcement of support cases. This gain
followed on the heels of Federal legislation to assist
in locating missing parents, and can be expected to
rise even more when the fullimpact of the law is felt.

Terminations
Terminations increased slightly from 17,015 to
17.256—-not enough to offset a larger total caseload
combined with sharply increased filings. As a result,
pending cases at the end of the fiscal year totaled
9,736, up 12 per cent over the previous fiscal year.
Caseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data
section at the end of this report.

First Circuit Court

The First Circuit Court serves the entire Island of
Oahu and its 745,400 residents. It also retains juris-
diction over the Kalaupapa settlement of Kalawao,
Molokai.

Of the circuit's 13 judges, two are assigned exclu-
sively to the Family Court division, and two head the
statewide Tax Appeal Court and Land Court in addi-
tion to their duties on the civil calendar.

Circuit Court Proper

Case filings rose three per cent from 6,982 last year
to 7,190 in 1975-76. Almost half the total filings
were civil actions, up nine per cent over the previous
period and possibly a reflection of the depressed
gconomy.

Terminations, on the other hand, were down 15.7
per cent. Terminations decreased in all categories
except probate proceedings which showed an 11.6
per cent increase over last year.

Civil Actions

Atotal of 1,313 civil actions were placed on the Civil
Ready Calendar during the fiscal year, a relative
increase of 3.8 per cent over the previous reporting
period,

Terminations did not keep pace with additions to
ithe calendar: placements by filing Statements of
Readiness averaged 109 per month while termina-
tions averaged 97 per month, resulting in an 11.3
ner cent increase in backlog over last year.

Civil Ready Calendar

Cases Pending on July 1, 1975 .....ccceuennne. 1,280
Staternents of Readiness Filed

duly 1, 1975 through dJune 30, 1976 ...... 1,313

Total Caseload ......coevvevveerrveercnrenann,s 2,593

tases Terminated
duly 1, 1975 through June 30, 1976 ...... 1,168
“’ases Pending on dJune 30, 1976 .............. 1,425

74-75 75-76 Change in 75-76

=R filed 1,265 1,313 + 48 + 3.8%
<ases Term. 1,388 1,168 220 -15.9%
Cases Pend, 1,280 1,425 +145 +11.3%

Criminal Actions
The criminal calendar report indicated 1,139 new
criminal cases filed involving 1,403 defendants. New

el

Processing small estates un robate Code,

criminal filings were down slightly, a little over one
per cent. Case dispositions, on the other hand, de-
creased by more than one-third, leavin< a backlog of
1,261 at the end of the year.

Criminal Calendar
Felony Misdemear -, Total

Traftic  Other
Cases Pending

duly 1, 1974 765 14 139 918
New Cases Filed 900 47 192 1,139
Commitments-

District Court 47 191 238

By indictment 888 888
By information 12 1 13
Cases Reactivated 3 2 5

Total Caseload 1,668 61 333 2,062
Cases Disposed 661 46 94 801

Cases Pending
June 30, 1975 1,007 15 239 1,261

Caseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data
section at the end of this report.

Adult Probation

More than 80 per cent of all adult probation activity
occurs in the First Circuit, necessitating the operation
of an adult probation department as a separate divi-
sion. In neighbor island circuits all probation cases
are handled by the family courts.
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In 1975-76 the supervision caseload totaled
1,895 probationers, There were 578 new place-
ments, an increase of 256 over last year up approxi-
mately 80 per cent over the previous year. [nvestiga-
tive activity was up 23 per cent, with 658 pre-
sentence investigations conducted.

Family Court

The Family Court of the First Circuit constitutes the
largest single court division in the state. Its four
branches—Court Services, Children and Youth
Services, Detention Services and Adult Services—

have an annual total caseload of approximately .

21,000 matters involving juvenile and domestic ac-
tions.

Caseload Statistics

The number of cases and referrals filed in the First
Circuit Family Courtrose from 13,166in 1974-75 to
14,198 this year. This eight per cent increase not
only continued but exceeded the trend set during
the last three reporting periods, An even greater
increase in filings can be expected in the future if this
trend continues.

Since 37 per cent of the cases filed were marital
action cases, a 15 per cent jump in this category
substantially influenced the total gain,

Divorces increased 14 per cent, up from 4,038 to
4,588, a gain of 550 filings. Uniform reciprocal en-
forcement of support cases rose from 467 to 590, up
26 per cent and reflectingfederal legislation to locate
missing parents who have abdicated their respon-
sibiliies,

The total caseload for the First Circuit Family
Court was 21,323, four per cent greater than that
reported last year.

Terminations decreased slightly more than one
per cent, leaving a 14 per cent increase in the
number of cases pending at the end of the year.

Caseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data
section at the end of this report,

Children’s Referrals

The consistent increases in all types of marital action
filings were partially offset by decreases in the
number of children’s referrals filed during the year.
Referrals dropped from 5,210 to 4,859, a seven per
cent decrease. The number of children referred for
law violation declined only slightly compared to
other types of children’s referrals. For example, chil-
dren needing protective supervision decreased from
1,308 to 1,017, a difference of almost 300, down 22
per cent, Filings for children needing services de-

creased 23 per cent, Children’s traffic referrals de-
clined 13 per cent during the fiscal year, but the
percentage is based on a difference of only seven
referrals.

Detention Service

Hale Ho‘omalu, located in mid-town Honoluly, is
maintained by the Family Court as a temporary
detention facility for children who require secure
custody pending court disposition of their cases.

The emphasis is on a secure, yet therapeutic and
constructive environment, Medical treatment is pro-
vided through a part-ime nurse as well as on-call
teams of medical specialists, Classroom instruction is
supervised by the State Department of Education.

Extra-curricular programs in personal grooming,
music, dancing, drawing, painting, crafts and gar-
dening showed significant therapeutic results.

During the fiscal year, there were 1,817 admis-
sions to Hale Ho‘omalu, 19 fewer than last year.
Almost four out of 10 residents were females. The
daily population ranged from a low of 22 in Sep-
temberto a high of 60 in April. Average daily popula-
tion was 39, Detainees stayed an average of eight
days.

Second Circuit Court

The Second Circuit serves the Islands of Maui,
Molokai and Lanai, and their aggregate population
of 62,100,

The Second Circuit is the state’s only circuit
whose jurisdiction entails regular inter-island travel.
Count proceedings are held in Wailuku, Maui, with at
least semi-annual sessions scheduled on Lanai and
Molokai, ,

Circuit Court Proper

Caseload Statistics

Case filings were down by 3.5 per cent from the
previous year. This drop occurred primarily in
naturalization proceedings, statisticaliy nullifying
gains in civil actions, probate, guardianship and
supplemental proceedings. Criminal actions de-
creased by slightly under two per cent from last year,

Terminations were down by less than one per
cent. Here again the decrease in naturalization cases
accounted for the decline, despite increases in civil,
probate and criminal terminations. In fact, miscel-
laneous proceedings (which includes naturalization)
was the only classification showing decreased termi-
nations.

Caseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data
section at the end of this report.

Family Court

Caseload Statistics

For the second consecutive period filings in the Sec-
ond Circuit increased. There were 1,319 filings in
1975-76, 182 more than last year's total of 1,137,
representing a 16 per centincrease. Children’s refer-
rals comprised more than half the total number of
filings, jumping 24 per cent. Children’s referrals for
law viplation increased by 100 cases; referrals of
children needing protective supervision by 23 cases,
Marital actions remained relatively stable, register-
ing an overall increase of two per cent. There was,
however, an eight per centincrease in divorce filings.
Although terminations increased by 15 per cent
this year, the rise was not sufficient to offset a backlog
resulting from iwo years of declining termination
rates. Consequently, the number of cases pending at
the end of the year was up 26 per cent over last year.
This second consecutive period of sharp increase in
backlog will bear close monitoring. Children’s re-

ferrals were the primary contributor. Two-and-
one-half times as many juvenile law violation refer-
rals were pending at the close of the present year
compared to 1974-75,

Caseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data
section at the end of this report.
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Family Court director leaves Wailuku Courthouse.
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Third Circuit Court

The Third Circuit covers the entire Island of Hawaii
serving its 80,600 residents. From the courthouse in
Hilo, judicial officers and staff commute hundreds of
miles regularly for sessions scheduled in Honokaa,
Kamuela, Kohala, Kona and Ka'u courthouses.

Circuit Court Proper

Caseload Statistics
Total filings increased over last year by 14 cases or

one per cent. Criminal actions showed the greatest .

total increase, up 53 cases or 22.4 per cent. Sup-
plemental proceedings rose more than 31 per cent.
On the other hand, fairly sizeable decreases were
noted in probate and miscellaneous proceedings
filings.

Case terminations were down by 3.5 per cent
from the previous fiscal year. Like the Second Cir-
cuit, terminations increased in civil actions, guar
dianship proceedings, criminal actions and supple-
mental proceedings. Miscellaneous proceedings was
the only classification showing # marked decrease
from the previous year. However, unlike the Second
Circuit, there was no change in the number of pro-
bate proceedings terminated.

Caseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data
section at the end of this report.

Chief clerk is off to conduct probate auction.

Family Court

Caseload Statistics

Filings rose eight per cent above last year's all-time
high. This year'sincrease from 2,038 to 2,209 marks
the third consecutive year that filings have risen. A
29 per cent increase in the number of children’s
referrals for law violation was major. These referrals
jumped from 504 to 648, Although there was an
accompanying three per cent decrease in juvenile
traffic referrals and only small increases in other
types, the total number of children’s referrals rose
from 1,222 to 1,355. This total was 11 per cent
above that filed in 1974-75.

Adult referrals also showed an increase (14 per
cent) over last year. The grzatest gain was in the area
of social studies.

Although total marital actions declined slightly
(1.2 per cent) divorce was up two per cent.

Terminations increased 10 per cent over last year.
Some 2,293 cases were terminated compared with
2,095 in 1974-75, reducing by 11 per cent the
number of cases pending at the end of the year.

Caseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data
section at the end of this report.

—_———‘__—.

Fifth Circuit Court

The Islands of Kauai and Nithau with a total popula-
tion of 36,500 are served by the Fifth Circuit Court.

One judge presently hears all circuit court cases in
the Lihue, Kauai Courthouse.

Circuit Court Proper

Caseload Statistics
The total number of cases filed was down 16.7 per
cent from last year. Of the 385 cases filed, those in
the miscellaneous proceedings classification de-
vreased most notably. However, criminal actions
and probate proceedings also declined.

Terminations declined this year by almost 25 per
cent with a net decrease of 108 cases. Pending cases
totaled 628. Miscellaneous proceedings termina-
tions were down 50 per cent; guardianship proceed-
ings, 48 per cent; criminal actions, 43 per cent; and
probate proceedings, 16 per cent. On the other
hand, supplemental proceedings terminations
nearly doubled, up from 14 last year to 26 in 1975-
76. Civil actions terminations also increased, up 19
cases or 20 per cent.

Caseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data
section at the end of this report.

Xy

Chlef cler mﬁst be ukerstikle in néighbdr islan Irci.
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FainCourt enographer needs d;uersiﬁe;i skills;

Family Court

Caseload Statistics

The year’s filings rose to 603, an 11 per centincrease
over last year's total of 544. Children's referrals
comprised 41 per cent of all cases filed. Fewer than
10 referrals were filed for children needing protec-
tive supervision or services. Children’s law viola-
tions, however, jumped to 190, a gain of 46 referrals,
representing a 32 per cent increase.

There was no significant change in the number of
marital actions filed. Although there were fewer di-
vorces this year (five per cent) the percentage repre-
sents a decline of only nine cases. At the same time,
however, uniform reciprocal enforcement of support
cases increased by eight per cent to 41 cases,

While terminations increased measurably from
489 to 538, a gain of 10 per cent, the backlog rose
by 65 cases over last year, up 22 per cent, Children’s
referrals showed the greatest increase with 113
pending referrals, 79 per cent above last year. Even
more alarming is the percentage increase in the
backlog of law viclation referrals. Based on a differ-
ence of 43 referrals, there were more than twice as
many law violation referrals pending at the close of
this year as in 1974-75.

Caseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data
section at the end of this repert,
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District Courts

As the courts that come closest to the people, the
district courts are important to the good order and
contentment of the Islands’ population.

General Functions
Each of the four judicial circuits in Hawaii has a
district court which functions as a court of first in-
stance with limited jurisdiction. District courts exer-
cise exclusive jurisdiction in civil matters involving
less than $500; small claims cases; traffic and other
violations; and criminal misdemeanors, They also
conduct the initial criminal proceedings in felony
cases that originate within their districts.
Concurrent jurisdiction with the ‘circuit courts is
exercised in civil matters involving more than $500
but less than $5,000. All case decisions are rendered
by judges. {Defendants desiring jury trials may have
their cases transferred to the circuit court level.)
Hawaii’s district courts are courts of record, with all

“appeals made directly to the Supreme Court.

Judges )

Sixteen full-time judges served Hawaii’s district
courts in 1975-76, Appointed for six-year terms by
the Chief Justice, they must be attorneys with a
minimum of five years' experience as members of
the Hawaii bar. . «

A 12th judgeship was funded by the Eighth Legis-
lature to become effective July 1, 1976 in the District
Court of the First Circuit. The additional judge is
provided to hear small claims cases in an attempt to
establish uniform practice and set precedents for
decisions.

In Hawaii's unified court system, district judges
may be assigned from one circuit to another when
needed.

Rules Revision

Eleven district court judges along with selected
dJudiciary personnel from across the state met in
April, 1976 to wrap up revision of court rules on
penal procedures and update the criminal division
manual. The project was federally funded.

Counseling Services

As an integral part of the public services performed
by the district courts, the Counseling Service pre-
pares presentence investigations, supervises adult
misdemeanants referred either by sentence or De-

ferred Acceptance of Guilty pleas, and provides

casework services to misdemeanants and their
families,

a)

A

The First Circuit has a separate counseling sec-
tlon; the Second and Fifth Circuits utilize family court
social workers; and the Third Circuit has a case
worker federally funded by the Law Enforcement
Assistance Administration.

Caseload Statistics

The district courts reported an increase in both the
number of cases filed and terminated during the
fiscal year. A total of 603,038 cases were filed, up

five per cent over 1974-75. Although terminations -

increased more than three per cent to 597,583
cases, the total did not keep pace with the increase in
filings.

Civil actions, which comprise only two per cent of

all district court filings, declined by approxi Hately
five per cent from 12,189 cases in 1974-75 to
11,633 in this reporting period.

There was a 10 per cent decrease in the number of
criminal actions, down from 19,117 in 1974-75 to
17,018 this year.

Leading specific offenses were larceny (under

© $50) and drunk driving, followed by assault and

gambling,

Caseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data

section at the end of this report.

Violations Bureau ,

The Violations Bureau is an arm of the court that
prepares and processes citations for traffic and other

violations. It accounts for a vast arnount of termina- -

tions since the majority of violators forfeit bail via a
postage-paid citation form developed by the
Bureau. These return mail citations are uniform and

operative in all circuits, with centragl records main-

tained in the Bureau’s Honolulu offices. *

Traffic and Other Violations
Offenses relating to traffic, air pollution, airport

. ramps, packaged goods, weights and measures,

animal complaints, fish and game, harbor boating;
industrial safety, etc. numbered well over a half mil-
lion matters for the fifth consecutive year. Cases
totaled 574,387, a jump of 13 per cent aver 1974-
75.

<t
Driver Improvement
The only statewide program in the nation to be run
by a judiciary, the Driver Improvement Program is a
major preventive effort directed at both adult and
juvenile traffic offenders. Defensive driving, reme-
dial driving, and prevention of driving while intoxi-
cated are targeted in classroom mstructxon and
counseling. :
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District Court of the
First Circuit

The District Court of the First Circuit encompasses
the Island of Oahu and includes the Kalaupapa set-
tlement in Kalawao, Molokai.

General Functions
The main courthouse in downtown Honolulu serves
as headquarters for 11 judges who also preside over
satellite courtroom proceedings in the six rural divi-
sions of Ewa, Koolauloa, Koolaupoko, Waianae,
Wahiawa and Walalua.

A Violaticns Bureau operates as a division of the
court and is responsible for maintaining a central
depository of all traffic records in the state.

uﬁﬁv
omcE M
ps

Processing traﬁ'ic cxtatrons

A 12th judgeship was funded by the 1976 Legisla-
ture to become effective at the beginning of the next
fiscal year.

Counseling Services
In the ten years from 1966 to 1976, Counseling
Services criminal gase referrals have increased by
700 per cent from 271 in 1966 to 2,167 in 1975-76.
The latter total was up 38 per cent from the previous
reporting period,

Dispositions numbered 1,478 cases, including

. 972 cases where pre-sentence reports were com-

pleted and 4883 supervision cases discharged.
Counseling Services also monitored 356 alterna-

tive community service sentences during the fiscal

year.

Caseload Statistics

A total of 531,264 cases in all categories were filed in
the District Court of the First Circuit this year, com-
prising 88 per cent of the total filings in all district
courts.

Filings increased by more than 20,000 cases, up
four per cent from the prior reporting period. De-
creases in civil and criminal filings - were offset by
increases in both fraffic and other violations.

Terminations for the fiscal period fell short of fil-
ings in all major categories increasing the total
number of pending cases to 51,981, up more than
3,000 from last year.

Caseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data
section at the end of this report.

Violations Bureau

Although more than 554,000 traffic citations were
issued by enforcement agencies during the fiscal
year, the total was less by 2,900 than in the  previous
reporting period.

The Bureau is responsible for accepting bail forfei-
tures, and for the accounting, recording and control-
ling of all traffic complaints, summonses and payking
citations issued. It also supplies forms and collects
bail for violations of environmental codes and laws
governing weights and measures, fish and game,
dogs, harbor boating, parks, airport ramps, indus-
trial safety and animal quarantine.

Of 545,000 traffic citations terminations, eight out
of ten were disposed of outside traffic court, Almost
half of the dispositions were from bail by mail.

Revenues collected by the Violations Bureau ex-
ceeded $2.4 million during the period.

The Driver Improvement Program is a core proj-
ect of the Violations Bureau with outreach to all
nexghbor island circuits.

District Court of the
Second Circuit

The District Court of the Second Circuit serves the
Islands of Maui, Molokai and Lanai.

General Functions

Two judges extend judicial services from the main
courthouse in Wailuku, Maui to satellite courtrooms
in Lahaina, Paia, Hana and on Molokai and Lanai.

Population increases in the rural Kula and Puka-
lani areas are expected to require additional services
there.

In addition to their regular duties district judges
presided over all family court matters in the Second
Circuit for the second consecutive fiscal period.

Caseload Statistics :
Case filings declined by nine per cent from 25,268 in
1974-75 to 22,981 in this reporting period.

Traffic offenses were down by more than 3,000
cases (a sizeable 17 per cent), offsetting a 39 per cent
increase in other violations. Criminal filings also de-
creased. Civil filings registered the only increase,
tising by 21 per cent during the year.

The number of terminations decreased 11 per”

cent, down from 24, 680 in 1974-75 to 21,926 this
year.

Declines in terminations were registered in traffic

violations and criminal offenses, while gains were .".

noted in civil actions.

C_aseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data
section at the end of this report.
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District Court of the
Third Circuit

Headgquartered in Hilo, the District Court of the
Third Circuit, with two judges, serves the entire Is-
land of Hawaii,

General Functions

Judges travel thousands of miles annually to preside
in divisions maintained in South Hilo, North Hilo,
Kau, Puna, Hamakua, North and South Kohala,
and Kona.

A striking advantage of Hawaii's unified court
system is again evident in the district court on the Big
Island where the Chief Justice has designated district
judges to assist in adjudicating family court cases.

Caseload Statistics

The District Court of the Third Circuit experienced
significant gains in both filings and terminations dur-
ing this reporting period, Filings increased from
31,211in 1974-75 to 41,541 this year, a gain of 33
per cent.

The largest increase in filings was found in traffic
violations which jumped to 24,958, up 9,063 filings
or 57 per cent. There was a 10 per cent increase in
other violations filings.

Criminal filings increased 10 per cent during the
fiscal year, while civil filings showed the only decline,
down 156 cases or 18 per cent.

Terminations during the fiscal year followed a pat-
tern similar to filings, increasing from 30,901 to
41,195 for a gain of 33 per cent cver the last report-
ing period.

Violations terminations registered the largest
increase—38 per cent over last yzar;—while crimi-
nal terminations rose by 10 per cent.

Civil terminations reflected the decline in civil fil-
ings during the year, dropping 15 per cent based on
a 130 case difference between totals for the two
fiscal periods.

Caseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data
section at the end of this report.

‘

District Court of the
Fifth Circuit

The District Court of the Fifth Circuit, with one
judge, serves the Islands of Kauai and Niihau.
Headquarters are in Lihue, Kauai, with four rural
divisions in Koloa, Hanalei, Kawaihau and Waimea.

Facilities

During the reporting period a new courtroom in the
Waimea Neighborhood Center and a long-sought
courthouse in Koloa were opened with dedication
ceremonies.

Caseload Statistics

Both filings and terminations showed an increase in
Fiscal Year 1975-76. ‘

Civil and traffic violations filings dropped, but the
reduction was offset by a 38 per cent increase in
other violations.

Criminal filings showed an increase of less than
one per cent. Although drug arrests and drunk driv-
ing led in the criminal actions category, these viola-
tions dropped below last year's totals.

Terminations were up 503 cases from 6793 in the
previous year to 7,296 in Fiscal 1975-76, anincrease
of nine per cent.

Caseload activity is detailed in the Statistical Data

-section at the end of this report.

New court fcili in Waimea, Kauai,

7

! Judge Kei Hirano
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Support Services

Lending support to the judicial process by develop-
ing innovative programs and adopting modern
management practices is a function of the Office of
the Administrative Director. =

Office of the Administrative Director

* Appointed by the Chief Justice with the approval of

the Supreme Court, the administrative director
heads a central office with responsibility for
statewide programrming, budgeting, personnel and
management operations of the Judiciary.

He is assisted by a deputy administrative director
whg, in addition to administering the District Court
of the First Circuit, coordinates management of the
rest of the state’s district courts and assists in de-
veloping Judiciary policy.

A 1975-76 operating budget of $12.6 million
(1,71 per cent of the total State General Fund) was
administered by the central office. ‘Centralized
budgeting, purchasing and accounting procedures
are employed to upgrade dudiciary functioning and
promote uniformity.

State Judiciary capital improvement projects are
planned by the central office and will total approxi-
mately $54 million over the next five years.

Facilities )
During the fiscal year new court facilities in Waimea
and Koloa, Kauai were dedicated, and plarning
proceeded faor a Kaneohe district court.
Processing began for site acquisition, and an ar-
chitectural firm was selected to design the Honolulu

- District Court building to be located at Hotel and

Alakea Streets, -
Site for a new First Circuit judicial complex in
Kakaako was considered, with land acquisition

' targeted in 1976-77.

Administrative offices moved from Aliiolani Hale
to the I building at 403 So. Queen St. where they

will remain until extensive renovations to the

Judiciary building are completed.

" Personnel and Management

As the central personnel office for some 70%
employees of the Judiciary, the Office of the Ad-
ministrative Director administers all non-judicial per-
sonnel, Processing new hires, preparing payroll, and
deyeloping training programs are among functions

»;"ggrformed. ‘
£,/ This past year the office sponsored several in-
¥ service training programs for staff of all circuits, in-

cluding seminars on communications and effective
decision making for Unit 13 (Professional and Scien-
tific) personnel. @

Public Information Office .
An information arm of the Judiciary, this office pro-
vides educational and information materials about
court operations, services and programs for distribu-
tion to the general public, the Legislature, govern-
ment and private agencies, and court personnel,
A public information officer answers writ-en and
telephoned information requests and complaints;
edits a Judiciary newsletter; prepares media releases
and assists the Chief Justice and Administrative Di-
rector in the preparation of public addresses and
official reports, chief among them the Annual Re-
port.

Volunteer Services to the Judiciary
This program, now in its fifth year, serves not only to
meet shortages of personriél in probation counseling
and other services in the family and district courts,
but enhances citizen understanding of Judiciary
aims by promoting personal participation (some 840
volunteers) in its program. ‘

In December, 1975, the program became an op-
erational part of all the courts int the state with the
addition of five full fime assistant coordinators hired
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through temporary funding by the State Com- [Law Library

i prehensive Employment Training program.  Dur- . i .

, ing the past fiscal year 217 volunteers contributed The S‘uprefne Court Law th?rary and' its satellite
18,556 hours at a savings to the Judiciary of almost ~ collections in the Second, Third and Fifth Circuits

$67,000. constitute the State Law Library System.
Although its first responsibility is to provide judges
Research and Development and staff of all courts with information and material,

| The central office administers a number of federally ~ italso servesasa primary resource for the communi-
funded projects designed to benefit the Judiciary. ¥

Chief among them are operations computerization, M?*'e than 49,000 peOple.used the l.ibrary Flur{ng C
i criminal statistics analysis, jury system studies, and ~ the fiscal year. At the central library, which maintains ’ -
N various family court programs. the major portion of the collection of 123,000 o
§ books, the combined reference and circulation use o

i *in 1975-76 totaled 116,672 instances.
i \ The central library performs the budgeting, plan-
i ning and purchasing for the entire system. ls staff
performs its own cataloguing, indexing and book
restoration. The staff this year bound 430 volumes
and prepared 500 periodicals for commercial bind-
ing.

A two-year effort to catalog neighborisland collec-
tions was completed and installed by the assistant
law librarian.
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| SUPREME COURT CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1975-76 - CIRCUIT COURT CHANGES FY 197476 TO FY 1875.76
. 3 .
’ : A COMPARATIVE SUMMARY OF PRIMARY AND SUPPLEMENTAL PROCEEDINGS : i
‘ CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION |
: ” o . 2 3 FISCAL 1874.75 FISCAL 1975:76 CHANGE IN 187578
% 4] § [ e 'E "D s £ Number Percent Number Percent Number Patcent
& -9 = 14 ] 298 < =4 . B :
25 z i3 ; 3z £ §iF .8 z | <
€a_ s F i F & ek o0 =89 ° ‘ STATE FILINGS ,
o Both Courts 26,539 100,0 28,088 1000 + 1,669 + .69
: Primary 23,630 89.0 24,822 88.3 + 1,192 + 80
T CASES 28 840 8
OTAL CA ? 86 520 848 % ' 51 380 Supplemental 2,900 110 3,276 1.7 + 367 + 128
; Circuit Court Proper 9,654 1000 -~ 9,769 100.0 4+ 116 + 12
PRIMARY CASES 221 265 486 166 320 89 " 51 12 Primary 8,951 927 9,051 927 + 100 P
: Supplenental - 703 1.3 718 7.3 + 15 + 24
Appaals . 218 253 471 165 316 84 14 50 7 Family Court 16,885 100.0 18,320 100.0 + 1,444 + 86
Civil 143 150 203 07 196 51 12 31 3 \ Primary 14,679 86.9 15,771 86.0 + 1,002 + 74
Criminat 62 99 161 50 m 28 2 16 4 B Supplemental 2,206 134 2558 140 + 362 + 160
Othor Appeals 13 4 17 8 9 ) [} 3 0 ’ . STATE BACKLOGS
Orlginal Proceedings 3 12 15 N 4 5 0 1 5 : Bath Courts 24,084 100.0 26,832 100.0 + 2,748 + N4
: Prirmary 21,373 88.7 23,797 88.7 + 2,424 + 13 @
i ¢ . 4 Supplsmental 2711 13 3035 1.3 + 824 + 120
/  SUPPLEMENTAL PROGEEDINGS 7 375 382 3 28 6 0 [} 8 : .
Mo,,(,,,,M 5 260 ¢ ags 323 26 5 o 0 2434 : Circuit Court Proper 15,421 1000 17,096 100.0 + 1,676 + 109
Patitions for Hehoarlng 2 18 17 1 2 1 0 0 14 ¢ Primary 14763 o 957 16271 962 * 1,808 * 102
G r ¢ Supplemental 658 43 825 48 + 167 + 254
Family Court 8,663 1000 9,736 100.0 + 1,073 + 124
- . ! b Primary 6,610 76.3 7,526 77.3 + 918 + 138
4 Supplemantal 2,063 37 2210 227 + 167 + 7.8
: L .
Table 2 , FIRST CIRCUIT; FILINGS
S0V F e N RN , Both Courts 20,148 100.0 21,388 100.0 + 1,240 + 8.2
: Primary ’ 17,670 8717 18,627 87.1 + 987 + B4
SUPREME COURT CHANGES FY 167476 TO FY 1875-76 B Supplemental 2478 12.3 2,761 129 + 283 + 4
A COMPARATIVE SUMMARY OF PRIMARY AND SUPPLEMENTAL PROCEEDINGS : Circuit Court Proper . 6,982 1000 7,180 100.0 + 208 + 30
: . Primary 6,424 82,0 6,653 9256 + 229 + 38
¥ il Supplamental 558 8.0 537 75 - 2 -~ 38
: Family Court 13,166 100,0 14,198 100.0 + 1,032 + 18 R
; Primary ! 11,248 85.4 11874 . 84.3 + 728 ., v 88 :
FISCAL 197475 FISCAL 197578 HANGE 7675 Supplemental 1,920 146 2,224 157 + 304 + 188
] 5 5 c IN 1975- .
Number Percent Number Percant Numbar Percent : FIRST CIRCUIT: BACKLOGS
; Hoth Cotrts 19,013 100.0 21,351 100.0 + 2,338 + 123
Primary 16,751 88,1 18811 88,1 + 2,060 + 123
: Supplerental 2,262 g © 2,840 1.9 + 278 + 128
TOTAL FILINGS a7 100.0 640 100.0 +193 + 432 : Circuit Court Proper 11,388 100.0 13,357 100.0 + 1,369 + 18
Primary 194 434 266 414 + 7 + 366 : Primary 11,407 56.0 12,669 95.6 + 1,262 + 111
Appaals 189 42.3 263 205 + 64 . 33'9 ; Supplamental 481 a1 568 44 107 + 222
Origina! Proceedings 5 1.1 12 1.8 + 7 + 140.0 Family Court 7125 100.0 8,004 100.0 + 9689 + 136
Supal ' - ’ 8 Pelmary 5,344 75.0 . 6,142 759 +. 798 + 149
% pplemanta 3 56.8 375 56.6 + 122 + 482 Supplemental 1,781 25,0 1,852 24,0 + A7 + 98
i Motions 242 54.1 360 56.3 + 118 + 488 i
[ Patitions for Rehsaaring 1 25 16 23 + 4 + 364 |
: : SECOND CIRCUIT: FILINGS S, ,
' TOTALBACKLOGS .0 ! Both Courts 1,909 100.0 2,61 100.0 + 152 + 786
: 228 100.0 348 100.0 + 120 + 526 , Primary 1,906 95.3 2,029 94.3 4 124 + 88
f:lrnlrly e 221 96.8 320 91.9 + 08 + 44.8 : Supplemental 94 A7 122 6.7 + .28 + 208
- Ppeat 218 85,6 318 808 + 98 + 450 j Circuit Court Propes 862 100.0 832 1000 - 20 ~ 35
g Orlginat Procesdlings 3 13 . 4 1 + 1 + 333 ‘ Primary 87 871 304 96.6 - 3 - 39
. Supplementat 7 31 28 8.1 + 21 + 300,0 Supplemental 25 28 28 34 + 3 + 120
A Mations . 6 2.2 26 7.5. + 21 + 420.0 . - Family Court 1137 100.0 1319 100.0 + 182 + 16.0
! Patitions for Refieating 2 9 2 8§ — 0.0 ' Primary 1,068 039 1,28 92,9 + 187 + 147
3 ' : ~ , - Supplomental 89 6.1 84 71 ¥ 25 + 362
TOTAL OPINIONS WRITTEN 113 104 -~ 80 i ‘ SECOND GIRCUIT: BACKLOGS
o . ; 1 Both Courts 1,774 1000 2,011 100.0 + 237 + 13.4
[ Dsalding.Casas 97 . 95 - - ! Primary 1,626 91,7 1,870 93,0 + 244 + 160
b 2 21 . Supplemental 148 8.3 141 7,0 - 1: - 3-;
bl ’ Clrcuit Court Proper 1,301 100.0 1418 100.0 + 1 + 84
N APPEALS 84 1000 . B 100.0 Primery 1.280 28.4 1,302 08.4 + M2 + 88
: Raversals (including remands) a2 340 2 a2 Supplamental 21 1.6 23 1.8 + 2 BB
Aftirmances {including reversed in part ) Family Court 473 100.0 696 100.0 + 123 + 26,0
& mod|fled & atfirmed) 66 69.6 82 81.9 Prirary 346 732 4718 . 80.2 + 132 + 38.2
Qther Dispositions. » 6 6.4 B - 6.0 Supplemental N 127 268 118 18.8 - ] - 74
Additional % - .9 -7 - 438 " .
- i
i ° ;
N Primaty Proceedngs are original cases filed with the Suprame Court, inctuding Appeals (Civil, Criminal and others) and Original Proceedings, most of which are Writs. |
: Supplemaiital Proceadings arise out of primary proceadings, and consist ¢f Motions and Patitions for Rehesring.
Ty Backlogs rapresunt the number of cases panding at the end of 4 statistical period which must be carried over to become. part of the cassloed activity of the succeading period. ;’ "
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! p Fid ; . J able !
‘ 7 « . INVESTIGATION ACTIVITY 5 ) .
CIRCUIT COURT CHANGES FY 197475 TO FY 197576 JNVESTIGATION A FY 197576, ADULT PROBATION - ALL GIRCUITS
Cﬁ A COMPARATIVE SUMMARY OF PRIMARY AND SUPPLEMENTAL PROCEEDINGS ) ' = 2. .
< N
| i g ; : X
& g g E 2 ¥
B L7 : = B= o & & ¥ &2
. . ' ? = 34 ¢ @ & 23 58 -3
FISCAL 1974-78 FISCAL 1976-76 N CHANGE IN 1975.76 e i & €5 a & £ BE 84 g
: " Number . Porcent Number Percent ; Number Percent " i - . ;
» o - | L 5@ N b
¥ [N : [ ALL CIRCUITS 478 212 85 907 86 6 29 1,803 3
THIRD CIRCUIT: FILINGS “ First Circuit 478* 212* 78 668 8 6 26 1468 |
Both Courts ' 3,386 100.0 3,571 100.0 S o+ 188 + 65 Second Circuit 0. @ 0 4 149 7% o 0 228
Primary 3,136 92,6 3,264 81.4 + 128 + 44 ; P < Third Gircuit o' 0 k] 5 81 2 0 3 a0
Supplemental 250 : 74 » 307 8.8 + B + 228 ! i . Fifth Cireuit 0 1 0 18 1 0 0 20
Civoult Caurt Proper 1,348 100.0 1,362 1000 + 14 +V 1,0 ; 5 ! o ! b
i .. 1280 92.7 N 1,233 90.5 - 17 - 14 i . N N .
o ;:::;‘;:xlmnml i a8 7.3 129 05 + 3 + 316 g *tncludes reports govering the pariod January 1 through June 30, 1976; no reports received for first half of iscal year,
Family Court 2,038 1000 © 2,208 100.0 + 171 + 84 E
Primary 1,886 925 2,031 919 + 146 + 1.7 ! -
Supplemaental 162 15 178 8.1 + 28 + 17,1 : .
THIRD CIRCUIT: BACKLOGS ’ — ! B ; i
Both Cotirts 2408 1000 - 2,478 100.0 + 70 4. 29 . : * L
Primary 2212 519 2,239 80.4 + 2z * 12 i Table 6 ;
Supplemuntal 198 8.1 ~239 9.6 +o 43 + 2o : R eI
Circuit Court Proper 1,642 100.0 - 1,796 100.0 + 154 + 94 . o i . : =
Primary 1534 93.4 1,628 A90.7 + o4 + 84 4 .
Supplemental 108 68 168 593 + 60 + E5.8 ! } CIRCUIT COURT CHANGES FY 1974-75 TO FY 1976.76 + A COMPARATIVE SUMMARY OF STATUS DISPOSITIONS
Family Court 766 100:0 * 82 100.0 - 84 -~ 11.0 | H -
Primary 678 885 611 89.8 - o -89 - ! i . ¥
Supplemental 88 nE 71 104 - - 18.3 o .
. B : o FISCAL 197676 CHANGE IN 187576
FIFTH CIRCUIT: FILINGS N P ; FISCAL 1974.76 .
Both Caurts 1,008 100.0 988 100.0 ~ 18 - 18 ! Number Percant Number Percent o Number Parcent N
Primary 818 9.4 902 91.3 N - 17 - 1B L g ~ '
Supplemental . 87 8.8 86 8.7 - 1 - 11 ; o
Circuit Court Praper 462 100.0 385 100.0 - 77 -~ 167 . STATE FILINGS N i o
Primary 440 952 361 938 - 79 - 180 . Both Courts 1,619 100,Q 1,770 100.0 + 151 + 83
Supplemental 0 48 24 6.2 + 2 + 8 ! CCP {Adult Prabation} 515 318 8g8 50,2 + 373 + 724 e
Family Court 644 100.0 603 100.0 . + B9 + 108 FC (Juvenile) hl 1,104 8.2 882 49.8 - 222 - 2001 B
Primary 479 - 884 541 89,7 . + 82 + 129 M STATE BACKLOGS . . Lo
- - s s
‘ Supplamantal o ne 82 103 3 48 Both Courts . 3,420 1000 3,601 1000 + 72 + 5O o 8
3 FIFTH CIRCUIT: BACKLOGS : CCP (Adult Probation) =4 1814 529 1,838 63.8 + 124 + 68 :
i\ Both Courts 889 100,0 992 100.0 + 103 + 118 ' £C (Juvenila) - © 1,615 4711 1,663 46.2 + 48 + 30
! Primary 784 8.2 877 88.4 + 03 + 118 ' , . ; .
N Suppiemental 105 1.8 118 11.8 + 10 + 95 I 5 FIRST CIRCUIT: NGS  © ¥ &
W Gircult Court Propar 850 100.0 528 1000 + 38 B4 ‘ i iniadl FlLiNGs a5 1000 1080 005 v 125 . 134 5
1B g i U o g “ N 8 ) o ¥|
& ot 52 oo 52 21 A v : ; CCP (Adulz Probation) 3z 3.4 578 545 ' + 266 + 705
i ueplementa 8 ‘ y : , o FClduveniie) 613 656 482 455" -1 - 214 ~
| t Family Court 299 100.0 384 100.0 + 658 + 217 ; S ] = .
. , Frimary 242 80.0 205 81.0 ., + B3 + 219 ! FIRST CIRCUIT: BACKLOGS : : ‘
3 Supplemantal 57 19.1 89 19.0 + 12 + 211 ; : Both Courts it 2,353 100.0 2,382 100.0 + 29 + A2
. - ; ¢ CCP {Adult Probation) 1,317 56.0 1,259 = 529 ~ 68 ~ 44
: B FC (Juvanile) b 1,038 44,0 1,123 411 + 82 o + B4
¢ . i i : .
Primary Proceedings are original casas filed, representing direct cantact with the public, so their numbérs may fluctuate accarding to variations in population, SECOND CIRCUIT: FILINGS H B i
Supplemental Proceadings arfse out of primary proceedings {such as Order to Show Cause for suppart in matrimonial and paternity cases; pr dings in #id of jud in N ‘ Both Courts o d X K] A 183 . 00 o 1600 . i em + 426 4
; civil cases, ate.). They consume a large part of the Courts’ caseload activity time, but their numbers do not vary in direct relation to changes in popqlation. ¢ T COP (Adult Prabation] ‘ . : Joid 71.0 " . 74.7 W : 78 N 50.0 - :
szgl;lém reprasent the number of cases punding at the end of a statlsticdl period that must be carried over to hecome part of the caseload activity of xCh§ succeeding statistical ! FC tavenlia) j s 290 253 + 13 + 245 I
Circult Court Proper have jurfsdiction over “adversary” cases {such as ¢ivil contract and negligence cases and cr‘iminal ¢ases) and “non-adversary’’ proceedings {such as probate ! ,SECOND CIRCUIT: BACKLOGS ) X o 0w . -
; and guardianship, plus naturalization proceedings in all except the First Circuit], : ) P ‘ ‘Both. Courts i 386 ¢ 1000 640 1600 + 186 + 403 e b
f Family Courts in each circuit combine the jurisdiction of the former Domestic Relations Court {Divorce, Annulmant, Separation, and Uniform Reciprocal Enforcementof ' i 'CP (Adul_t Probetion) l 267 89.4 393 728 + 128 + 47,2 & 3
g Support protaedings), and the jurisdiction of the facmer Juvenile Couft. , | il FC uvenile) . ! 18 0.6 147 272 +20 + 248 §
: j \k . . ! b \ | v ’
1 C e : . THIRD CIRCUIT: FILINGS ‘ : o
. . N . R : Both Courts o { 452 100.0 410 000. ) ~ A2 r 93
. ’ . R ) ; CCPJAdult Prabation) & ! 48 10.8 98 239 i + B0 + 104,2 5
A . E i < 2 - - 28 %
Table 4 7. o ! FC {duvenile} 404 804 .oa2 761 92 28 SG%
2 O S o SO A S U S R i THIRD CIRCUIT: BACKLOGS I
i ) o Both Courts 1\ 546 .100.0 674 100.0 + 2&% + B
By " . ‘ CCP {Adult Probation) e ! 179 208 247 430 + BB ey 4p 388
ER CAsErLOAD ACTIVITY FY 1975.76, ADULT PROBATION « ALL CIRCUITS ; FC (Javenile) l 367 67.2 327 §7.0 - AD = {; 100~
i, R R : i } N
v : * |PROBATION SUSPENSION  PROBATION DISCHARGE _ OTHER . FIFTH CIRCUIT: FILINGS i ;
o : EXPIRED SET ASIDE REVOKED TERMINATIONS | Both Courts i 49 100.0 39 100.0 - .10 - 20,4
V * ‘ . “CCP (Adult Probation) ‘ e e 17 438 * g 188w
" ¥ FC {Juvenite} i 34 684 * 22 B84 - 12 - 85,3 i
R 8 B Y B = < 2 . € 3 - ° g | ) o . ” s -
H 5 2 g g §5 % g FIFTH CIRCUIT: BACKLOGS | ; ;
e g, g £ g 53 58 4% I £3 1 ‘g . ] Both Courts L 146 <3000 105 100.0 ~ 40 - 278
o 2 g8 g By e % £z 8% 3% ek Kl g ) z €CP [Adult Probatian) | &1 352 49 an.1 ‘ -~ 12 - 285
! vl Zo e P o W o 2 B 28 > a o 5 FC (Juveniie) i - 94 4.8 & 6. 2.8 : - 28 -~ 208
ALL CIRCUITS 1814 888 2,102 764 1,93&‘ 22 8 7 7 N 114 25 = ; : ’ .
Fiest Clecult 1,317 678 1,895 a6 260 22 7 4 § at I8 16 ! Status Dispasitions are not Included in the courts’ aijseload statistics. The data represent parsons placed on status orders, primarily aduit and juvenlia probation, Alsg irigluded
Second Cireuit 267 195 A62 k) 393 Q 1] 3 0 0 19 8 { are juveniles placad under protactiva suparvision an "{nga\ custody
Third Cireuit 178 08 9717 “s ¢ 447 0 [ 0 . 1 o 18 1. | Fitfags raprasant parsons admitted or placed on statuy order. S
Flfth Cireult 51 17 68 20 39 0 1 o 0 o 1 0 : GCP means Clreult Court Proger, " : ‘ 53
52 i FC maar=Eamily Court. | i S o
' Backlogs as used in this table Indicate persans‘rumalnl&w on status ordats at the end of the Hseal year. " .
: { v ©
N o
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CASELOAD ACTIVITY

FY 1976-76, CIRCUIT COURT PROPER
AlL CIRCUITS

2
foedd

P

R

CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
pismissaL - | N | sumy HEARINGS
& ] “ o o - 3
il g = ‘a8l 5 o o2 we| _
TYPE OF ACTION 2 3 F 2|5 wiEBl % s 5| 53| 5851z | g .
2% B B3l E Tl % ,EU%| & & 3| = EE| §sE| el £ 8] B
€8 & &8 & g§|2d2< 22| 2 & & = &8 &8 22 8 51 8
TOTAL"CAS;ES 15,421 9,769 25,190 8,094 17,096 | 6512 600 68) 375 950 502 264\’ . 81304 331,005 ;125 14001938
Primary Procaedings 14,763 9,061 23814 7,543 16,271 | 512 600 68| 375 950 492 { 261 g{302 3311,005] 93 1,363 | 1,480
Civil Actions 6,639 4,208 8,743- 3,462 6,281 52 600 68375 907 312|173 7] 102 6 360 54 | 448
Contract 1,494 1,513 3,007 1,229 1,778 17 442 151136 247 59| 63 213 3 53 24 166
Parsonal Injury or Property Damage or
Both, Motor Vehicla mf 1,404 818 2,220 844 1,378 18 &0 41 86 287 1211 16 1( 28 176 1 A6
Parsonal Injury or Property Damdge or s
Both, Non-Motor Vehicle 813 48% 1,295 398 897 3 17 4f 26 138 69 17 4] 37 1 74 2 23
Condemnation 136 68 203 70 133 o 1 3 4 2 3 : 3 1 x}
Other Civil Action 1,509 1,238 2838 858 1,080 14 80 35| 122 208  B6| 71 20 2 62 26 161
District Qoun Appeal . 84 86 180 63 117 10 3 2 7 4. 1 9 8
Probate Proceedings 2,808 1,714 4,622 1618 3,004 25 17 946 ] 630
Regular Probats 2,181 938 3,119 . 807 2,312 16 17 761 14
Small Estate Qvar S]DO 471 443 914 476 439 9 921 374
Stnall Estate Undar $700 266 333 589 336 . 253 1 ‘83 | 242
Guardianship Proceadings 3,859 427 4,385 - 384 4,022 18 4 169 |- 173
Regutar Guardianship. 2,603 334 3,027 * 206 2,821 13 4 1A 58
Smatl Guardianship 930 92 1,022 134 888 5 “ 30 a9
Spacial 3;6, 1 337 24 313 8 16
Miscellansous Proceedings 574 718 1,202 461 831 B 971" ¢ 7€ 194 21
Land Court a5 87 142 46 96 3 17... 28 4q
Naturalization 94 187 281 o8 183 08
Machanics® and Materialman’s Lian 87 204 291 160 131 60 2 28 20 50
Other Spacial Proceuding . 308 270 /7 528 157 [ 34 [ 27 51 40
Criminal Actions 1,783 1,988 3,771 1,638 ° 2,133 {.460 831 81 21200 27 645 140
Part | 635 864 1,499 654 845 § 124 147 27 21106 10 335 36
Murder and Non-Negligent Manslaughter 28 23 52 26 26 4 18 7
Negligent Homicide g 18 27 1 17 8§ 4 1
Forcible Raps 17 28 46 19 27 2 1 8 ] 8
Robbery 107 151 258 105 152 16 21 4 1] 21 2 50 g
Aggravated Assault 42 72 114 61 53 8 1 4 15 1 R3 S
Burglary 253 -388 641 282 358 66 71 1 11 23 3 156 12
Larceny Over $50 90 82 172 71 101} .10 2 2 10 1 43 3
Larceny Under $50 14 4 18 3 15 2 i
Auto Theft 74 97 171 77 24 16 2 § 9 43 2
Part |l 1,148 1,124 2,272 984 1,288 | 336 69| 54 94 17 310 104
Other:Assaults 40 87 77 3 42| 8 7| 2 9 @ 3 8
Arson R 2 2 4 2 2 : 2
Forgaty and Counterfaiting 67 85 1220 "853 69 | 14 1 2 35 1
Fraud 39 3t 70 33 37 8 1 4 18 2
Embezztement 6 19 25 4 < 21 1 ¥ 2
Stolen Property 19 100 119 a4 75 9 21 4 5 1 L E:] 4
Vandalism 9 & 14 6 8 3 o 2 1
Wesponis 49 43\\ 82 50 42 18 2| 7 4 1) 18 1
Prastitution 22 3 72 8 19 il 3 2
Sex Otfenses 85 29 94 62 42 16 2 1 4 1 5 23
Narcotic Drug Laws 410 279 689 286 404 | 8BS 101 14 25 7 127 17
Gambling 27 29 66 .21 3B 14 1 8
Oftenses Against Family and Children 0 0 0 0 0
Driving Under the. nfluence 8 10 18 9 9 2 2 -2 3
LiquorLaws 7 o 7 7 of 7 2
Disorderfy Conduct 5 4 9 3 6 2 1
qurancy - 1 0 1 V] 1
All Other Offonses {E \ns Traffic) 347 442 789 347 442 § 148 441 15 34 5 74 32
Tratfic Offanses ek 25 36 61 27 34 5 1 4 3 14
Supplemental Proceedings. 658 718 1,376, BBl 826 ] 3 2 32 46| 458
Ordar 1 Show Couse 67 10 7 B 72 1 3 i
fe-oponted Prior Case §9Y 708 1,209 546 763 10 2 2 32 431 467

[e]

§

o bt

Table 8

§
\
o CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1875.76, CIRCUI_T COURTPROPER =
FIRST CIRCUIT o
CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION o
NON- '
DISMISSAL JURY JURY HEARINGS
' 3 2 3 2 3
o " 3 % el O . . "l o i
TYPE OF AGTION g R E @ s s EE| 5 & ¥ 2% s 23|13 g £
By 3 83 E ®el.:.2i3| 2 o 3| sEf| gEil|s3: Bl &
& FE 28 £ 25|28 2522| 2 & & & &8 381221 8 5|, 8
<
TOTAL CASES v 11,888 7,190 19,078 5821 13,267 | 292 490 68 |318 682 411 {167 8| 247 o 26 | 705 | 80 - 782 | 1,685
vPrImﬂrv Proceedings 11,407 6,653 . 18,060 ?‘g\\{ 12,669 | 292 480. 68318 682 407 {167 8l247 26 | 705 | 55 748 [ 1,178
Civil Actlons 4,458 3,292 7,750 2,733 5017| 61 490 68 318 681 281 | 117 6 81 5 | 318 5] 332
Contract 1,041 1,046 2,087 862 1,226 17 347 15 99 156 39| 41 1 9 2 32 > 21 ..102
Peyrsonai Injury or Property Damage or . . . "
Both; Motor Vehiclé 1,190 682 {872 705 1,467 18 - 59 41 77 209 113 g 11.21 175 . 19
Personal Injury or Proparty Damaga or = 3
Both, Non-Motor Vehicle 656 398 G 1,064 33% 723 3 16 4| 22 95 '68] 13 41 30 1 57" 1 17
Condemnation M 62 173 57 116 1 3 2 ) 2 . 48
Other Civil Action 1,366 1,020 2386 716 1,670 13 67 3565|114 179 54 80 18 2 45 2 137
District Court Appeal 94 84 178 62 118 10 3 20 7 4 1 g ]
Probate Procesdings 2,06 1,249 3355 1,177 2,78 16 6 576y 680
Regular Probate | oy 1639 688 2,227 677 1,650 .13 6 556 3
- Small Estate Over $700 "V 3N 37 688 ,351 327 3 : 81 3850
Small Estate Undar $700 o . 196 244 440 239 - 201 12| 227
Guardianship Proceadings B 3,147 302 3,449 249 . 3,200 % 1. 104 | 139
Reguiar Guardiénshlp ! T 2203 244}5&7 © 1300 2,317 4 1 92 33
Small Guardianshiip 8 648 03 95 608 ’ 1 4 1] )
$pectal ’ .0 2887 1 28 24 215 . 8| 6
Miscllaneous Pracesdings ‘ %o 407 777 27 650 iy 63| 8 4 84| 4B -
Land Court 76 57 133 46 87 ‘ 3 . 17 .. 28 1
Naturalization 1] 0 9 0 0 : o “
Mechanics’ and Materlaiman's Lien 40 126 ° 166 75 91 > 30 1 10 g 29
Other Special Proceading - 254 . 224 478°. " 106 372 ' 3} 6 . 21 34 1§
Criminal Actions ] 1,326 1,403 2,729 1,005 1,724 | 241 . 63 | 44 21168 29 387 81
. o
Part 1 503 b 814 1,117 - 447 670 | 76 . 12 | 14 2198 10 | 292 24
Murder and Non-Negligent Manslaughier 21 19 40 20 20 1 14 .6 ’ N .
Negligant Homieide - _ 8 M3 21 8 12 . 5 3 H R P
Forelble Raps - 13 19 2 13 10 1 : ‘ 6 5 = i
Robbery 90 131 21 88 135 12 213 1y 2v 2 40 &
Aggravated Assault 33 48 81 43 38 2 1t 16 1 18 6
Burglary . 181 248 429 466 273] 38 [ 4 1118 6 74 8
Larceny Cier $50 o a6 61 146 63 83 g 1 2 10 1 a7 3
Larceny Under $50 R 4 16 2 LA 1A
Auto Theft : 60 ‘M 131 65 761 10 2 5 9 28 1
Part It 823 . 789 1,872 658 1,054 166 B 611 30 68 ) 11 175 57
Other Assaults 6 19 56 20 By 1 7 : 5 2 5
Arson 2 1 3 .2 1 o . 2
Forgery and Counterfeiting 4 (~/57 78 34 451 10 2 22
Fraud : 1 8 26 9 16 2 N 1 : 2 3 1
Embezziement h \/ 4 17 21 2 18 1 1 B
Stolen Property 3 54 57 14 - 43 1 B . ; E T 4 4 3
Vandalism : 4 3 7 1 6 ! . 1
Weapons 41 23 64 32 32 10 1 ] 4 1 ‘10 1
Prastitution ¢ 22 3 25 6 19 1 3 2
Sex Offenses ' 26 22 48 12 38 2 2 1 4 3
Narcotic Drug Laws 292 148 441 138 302( 29 8 6. 12 8 1] 13
Gambling 20 28 48 13 . 36| 13 4 '
Otfenses Agalnst Family and Children 1] 0 0 ] 0 "
Driving Under the Influence b 7 6 13 A 8 1 1 3
Liguor Laws et 7 0 7 7 [} 7
Disorderly Conduct B 4 2 6 1 5 1
Vijrancy 1“9 1 (] 1 . .
Ali Other Offensss {Except Traffic) 273 388 661 241 420 89 Y 291 12 28 4 59 18
Traftic Offenses 22 29 51 20 31 2 1 4 2 - 1
Supplemental Proceadings 481 537° 1,018 433 588 4 N & 1:} 407
Order to Show Cause 37, 1w 47 3 44 o2 1
Re-opened Prior Case o 444 827 .+ 971 4277 644 4 5 12 ; 408
4
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CASELOAD ACTIVITY §Y 1975-76, CIRCUIT COURT PROPER ﬁ’ < :
SECOND CIRCUIT [ ¥ ® CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1975.76, CIRCUIT COURT PROPER
, \ s [ THIRD CIRGUIT
| 4 CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION 5
L 3 i . CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
2 . 0
‘ pismissat | v | Ry HEARINGS p—
g ! DISMISSAL | iy | JURY HEARINGS
¥ : % ) Ry ’ E i
5 @ g Y s8 s BlE LB k] 8 k-]
! TYPE OF ACTION g B E g | s s EE|T s g8 |2 £, ! , % B o . . Bl .3 v i
: Bt 2 3 E %el,t .93 |f & EleselFe|f 8| & TYPE OFZACTION : 3 2 s sEE|T 8 $5 | g 881s |3 & .
3 g 8 = o 5 §clof o 08 |0 S BE T 8E oS E 4 5 / £ - B g a 5 Ec 8 - '§ Z23 Ezn, =t 2 13 o4
i o da & k8 P da|2d2E 2L (2 F S|3E8 (22| 8 S5 |8 ( ~ BE % E¥ E Pol.Eo.EUF |2 s S|=msE|gmE|tm| & 8| 2
° &6 K ©8 2 S |2d2€8E |2 & S| EES|SES|22( 8 5103
Ty TOTAL CASES 1,301 832 2433 718 1415 [ 132 32 23 115 37|17 1| ozl | e ' : P '
- ¥ l TOTAL CASES 1,642 1,362 - 3,004 1,208 1,796 | 86 - 55 26 93 49 | 47 25 3 189 | 40 - 422 | 203
g i .
Primary Procesdings 1,280 804 2,084 692 1,392 112 32 23 110 34|17 14126 3 133 6 138 53 ) ~ M
g : - ’ Primary Procsedings 1534 1,233 2,767 1,139 1628 | 86 55 26 93 47 | 4 23 3 169 | 26 394 | 183 i
Civil Actlons . 349 318 667 193 474 32 23. 104 1 9 1 771 4 8 3 { . " "
Contract 124 140 - 264 82 182 28 —— 31 vl 2 ! Civil Actions 566 447 1,013 420 593 | 1 855 % 83 2930 12 | 38 | 107 s !
. Personal [njury or Property Damags or : Y Contract N 263 240 503 228 211 C A7 B 41 20 13 2 18 20 g0 .
- Both, Motor Vehicle 87 57 144 B2 92 2 41 3 3 1 2 w- i e - Parsonai Injury or Praparty Damaga or : Y,
Parsonal Injury or Property Damago or . : . Bath, Motor Vehicle 99 61 160 €8 92 6 23 7 3 4 1 ’ 24 2
- Bath, N.cn-Motor Vehicle 84 44 128 36 92 12 22 1 3 3 ‘ ) Personal {njury or Praperty Damage or dl “ ) :
Cundem'nfitmn » 1 3 6 4] 6 ’ * Both, NortMotor Vehicle 43 23 66 18 a8 6 " 4 N 1 5
.O.thsr Civil Action 53 70 123 22 104 4 2.1 1 ’ 2 [3 1 o Condemnation . 18 1 19 10 8 1 1 3 1 L
District Gourt Appeal 0 2 2 1 1 M (e 1 Other Clyil Action 143 122 265 o8 167 1 8 . 6 18 2412 iy v 14 19 23
. - - e . { District Court Appeal g [+] 0 0 1]
Probata Proveedings 22 166 418 104 314 7 ’ 93 | 2 ' o :
Regular Protiate 186 04 280 39 341 ] 2 35 1 " : Probate Proceedings 410 235 845 2713 372 1 : 9 256 8
Small Estats Over $700 36 4 77 30 47 5 25 4 : Reguler Probate 346 129 475 165 310 | - 1 g 148 |
...~ Small Estate Undar 5700 ~ 30 at 61 35 26 1 33 (I [ Small Estate Over $700 43 65 108 69 49 50 ;
: - " ! Small Estate Under $700 21 M 62 49 13 ) . 48 1 N
Guardianship Procesdings 276 48 324 28 208 4 o e | T
Reguisr Guardianship ‘ 168 45 200 17 183 4 7 R B . ' Guardianship Proceedings 5 399 55 454 69 385 ) 3 42 16
Small Guardianship : 90 4 04 12 82 12 { : Reguiar Guardianship 270 31 301 B1 250 B ' 28 18
Spectal o 30 [1} 30 0 30 : ' Small Guardfanship. 128 24 152 18 134 4 14 ;
- ! ) Special "1 0 1 0 1 :
MIgaILﬁeouu Proceedings 91 44 135 41 24 17 4 18 2 ‘ . .
“tanid Saurt ‘ o 7 [ 9 0 g ) ' . 1 - Miscellaneous Proceadings L 74  206 280 {28 185 15 14 68 | 40
Waturalization : 57 0 57 ] 57 o . ) Land Court o c 0 0. 0 0 0 . S | : ‘
Mechanics' arid Materialman's Lien 19 .32 51 34 17 < | 2 14 1 : : ) Naturalization o 18 14 TTea 44 116 - . 44 J
Other Spocial Procesding : ] 12 18 7 1N : 2 4 1 ; R Mechanics’ and Materialman's Lien = - 17 34: 61 41 W0 ] o6 1 . 10 1 19 R ;
: - - ‘ Other Special Proceeding ) 38 ; 31 69 40 29 4 -4 11 21 Y #
Criminal Actions 313 227 640 326 215 [m2 16| 8 18 2| 120 . a0 : ; T ‘ : ‘ . ;
Part | . o 77 11 188 a6 ep 1 17 2 2 4 | (:‘:b . 2 Criminal Actions 85 290 375 252 X 1231 85 3| " 11 31123 Do 18 %
Murder and Non-Negligent Manslaughter 3 2 5 3 2 1 ‘ ) 2 Part} . 35 10: 140 89 61 | 26, 3 - 50 6 g
* Nugligent Homicide 1 2 3 0 3 " Murder and Non-Negligent Manslaughter.  ~ 4 6 3 3.1 2 “ 1 v
Forcible Raps 1 5 & 4 2 4 P ) L Negligent Homlolde - w .0 1 14 ] 1 .
s o Robbary L 8 10 18 9 [ [ 7 1 . ) Fotcitle Rape 0 3 3 1 2 1 = "
LmET e Anwayeted Assault oo, 4 7 11 8 8] 277 <2 1 Robbery 5 5. 10 6 4 fo3 3
: Burglary” “=e = TR0 o » 43 B4... 97 = B4 a3l e il 2 2 43 Aggravated Assault 310 13 10 3] 8 2 3 2
: Larceny Quer $50 3 21 24 g 18] " 1 & , Burglary 20 73 a3 60 33+ 16 ¥ 3 36 4
) Larcany Under $50 2 o 2 1 & 1. P Larcany Over $50 2 o 2 0 2
; Auto Theft 12 10 2 12 wi.os 7 R kﬂmf_‘% U‘"def §50 ‘17 1‘1’ 12 g 2 ! i
M . . bl . N « 13 4 = - .
" - Purel . NG 220 ) 8 R ¥z s 3 : e 50 185 235 163 72 | 59 slm |7 oa| m| T2
i Other Assaults 3 2 6 4 10 2 1 : 1 : art ‘ ‘ E )
L : Arson [1} (1] 1] 0 (] Other Assauits 0 9 g 8 1 4 2 2 3 A
. ) Forgery andCounterfetting 18 7 26 8 171 3 5 E Arson ; : : : ; - ) // :
e o Fraud 12 6 18 5 13 2 1 2 E Forgery and Counterfelting 7 1 18 1. A | 8 1 K
P : Embezzlsment 2 0 2 [V 2 <] i Fraud R & 7 @0 B E." 4 ' e lf ' !
= 4+ Stolen Proparty 7 2w 1 13| a ¥ 1 10 1 embemement L . - \ 5
% e A o Vandam | o 11 o 4 ~
; * Weapons. 0 3 3 o / o |
I l : Pru;flc:ution . .0 o 0 g ; i g L R ’ ~ Co Weapons (5) ] 20 14 g 6 1 . 7
& Sox Offensas ‘ > 38 4o 4 a8 6| 13 . = | 4z - ; Prostitution 0 0 o N d :
) Narcotie Drug Laws 79 42 121 59 62 | 17 10 k1 2? | Sex Offenses [ 3 3 3 i I NS : 1 2 o
Gambling 6 1 7 7 0] 1 0 ! . Narcotic Drug Laws 18 83 101 71 30 | 28 1 B 2 2 30 3 .
1 Offanses Against Farally and Childron 6 9 0o o o : = : e, s Firty and Gl IO T i
; ; Driving Undet the Inflyence 1 2 3 2 1 1 1 ' Otfenses Against Family and Chgdren o ' 1 1 1] 1 d
j Liquar Laws sy 0 0 o 0 . . Driving Under the Influenca 1 N i
' - Disorderly Conduct 1 1 2 1 111 : e k Uq"‘,’r Laws 0 ? 9 0 g ' :
1 Xﬁ“},’"w o ( < o ) 6- 0o o o ; ; . \[;lsordxzrly Condugt g . é ; : . o i
ther Offenses (Excapt Tratfis) 62 73 85 . 79 6| 47 . 12 1 7 i1 . agrancy o i
i Traltic Offanses 3 2 5 5 0 a3 . ) i 1 . : ?:L g:ggfgf;:;ses {Except Traffic) 1'1) . 2§ 3; 2411 12 9 3 2 8 2; :
N V3 [
Supptamantal Procoedings 21 28 49 26 : f
. ‘ . = - - % = 8 Y " i 8 i Supplemental Proceedings 108 129 237 69 168 .2 3 2 14 8 20 g
] ¢ Qrder to Show Cause 5 0 5 0 5 . 3 : ) ; v i . . ¢
i Re:apaned Prior Casa 16 28 44 2% 18 ’ 3 ? o4 s '1' Order to Show Cavse ' 24 o.M 2 2 ! : 1 ‘
o i Re-opened Pridr Case 84. 1286 213 67 146 2] 2 2 M@l o2 ‘
| ,. . 0 ! | R ~ u :
! ; o ) ’
- b N
56 ; i - .
i i : /
‘ . . S
| o) :




f ‘ ’ 3
2
:e l o
a ‘ ] !
N e
Py ‘ '4:: t
Table 11 | Table 12
CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1975-76, CIRCUIT COURT PROPER i /) ~ CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1975-76, FAMILY COURTS Q@
FIFTH CIRCUIT l - ALL CIRCUITS *
:‘lﬁ:’\ CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION i CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
. . piswissaL | % | wumy HEARINGS ’ o Ry HEARINGS
8 k| ] s | - T B 2 l B - ] 3 =]
: N P Lo a . ® o w8 — ‘S n = g - — - - % €
TYPE OF ACTION £, L3 : Eq{s §E: 3 & B 22|22l |8 EF . TYPE OF ACTION 5 3 -5 13 3 85|y S5 |3 g £ 35 .
2E B B8 [ Eu|o.z o f 9Bl% & | EEE |REE |b3|: B 2 B 2 % E S,02% €= sel|® selFz| & 8| 8% i
/ ga & pd ¢ fu|2d2< 2|2 4 d|FFS |5F8 2218 5| 8 ‘ &8 & &8 g 25|88 B|E ES|SE8(2E| &8 5| 88 8 g
i o
i . l
"?PTA‘- CASES 590 385 976 347 628§ 22 23 8 60 5|33 LA 818 8 89 i TOTAL CASES 8,663 18329 26092 17,266 9736 {26 9 | 8 19 112 {1775 8762 | 3821 2,724
T " 1
) <
frimary Procaedings . B4z 361 . 803 a; 682 | 22 23 8 g0 4y LR A ‘ Primary Procesdings and Referrals 6610 15771 22381 14856 7,5% |26 9 | 8 19 nz | 1185 7857 | 3821 1818
il Actions 188 47 33 N6 97 2 8.8 11w 2 2 * Marltal Actlons and Procesdings 2962 639%5 9357 6288 308 39| 418 4349 1404
‘,}’g“""“"h form 0 8 &7 153 5 94 20 & 2 6 2 ! 3 Divorca 2494 B507  BO0T - 5400 2,502 % | 312 4147 . 925
i urt;na nju o\r[ rclaparw amage or . ‘ : Annulment i 27 ag 85 43 22 ’ t 28 14
i Parso::?‘lm:::ror :’?o(ﬂ:rty Damge ot » 8 4 1 = ! j ot ! 1 ! Separation anid Separate Maintenance 101 116 217 126 92 o9 - 66 60 2
i ‘ Uniform Recipracal E t of S 340 34 1,074 691 383 1417 184 18 406
| Both, Non-Motor Vehicls 3 17 47 13 3 A 1 n { niform Reclprocal Enforcement of Support N ’
/| -Gondemnation 13 0 5 3 20 - 2 1
' Other Civl Action a7 27 84 22 42 | 7o 1 10 5 1 Adoption Proceedings 420 749 1,169 760 409 s 14 720 26
' Distrlct Court Appeat 0 0 0 0 o g i
§ = Paternity/Parental Proceedings 130 256 386 88 298 8 65 18
Probate Proceedings 140 84 204 84" 140 1 oo 23 | 40 1 : )
Regular Probate ’ 110 27 137 2% 1m 23 3 o Miscelfancous Proceedings 286 528 814 280 534 17 33 144 86 .
Small Estate Over $700 2t 20 4 2% 6 | 5 24 !
. Smiall Estate Unider $700 g 17 286 13 13 N . ’ 13 Crirninat Actions 20 40 60 45 15 | 26 9 2 8
Guardianship Proceadlngs ) 138 2 88 17 142 8 4 | 13 " Adults’ Referrals 276 661 937 653 283 11 632 20
Regulat Guardianship €5 14 78 8 7 , 4 4 ; Criminal Complaint a7 43 80 68 22 1 68 2
Smali Guardianship 66 7 73 9 64 9 ' Marriage Conclliation {Frior to Filing) 80 132 212 126 86 124 2
Special X 7 o -7 ¢ 7 i Marriage Conciliation {Court Order) 8 19 28 12 16 : 5 12 :
grim——— _— ; Saclal Study 100 372 472 352 120 > L 339 13 o
Miscellatous Prozeedings U 39 81 w0 68 a2 21 1 6 86 | 3 ; Other Adult Referral €0 % 15 105 40 102 g
Land Court o0 0o o o - e
Naturalization 18 46 64 54 10 54 ) K Children’s Referrals 2516 7,142 9,658 6,761 2,897 662 2,643 1 3,189 267 ‘
Machanics' and Materfalman's Lisn noo12 23 10 1 : o2 : 6 1 " a Law Violation 1,677 4957 6634 4513 2,121 610 1,917 {.1803 183 -
Other Speclal Proceeding 10 3 13 4 9 > . 2. 2 ' Traffic iral 650 821 751 70 8 333 a 19 :
) " ‘ - Needing Protactive Supervision 448 1,227, 1,673 1,212 461 pxi 263 801 35
Crlminel Actions 59 e 127 66 |22 SRR 6 1| & 6 - Hesding Survicos , /R B < B S |
Bart | 200 WM 54 2 32| 6 - g R 4 Lo e : ! , : )
‘Murder and Non-Negligent Manstaughter 1 [} 1 [} 1 Zuphl | Proceadi 2063 4611 . 2407 2210 590 905 208
Negligent Homicide 0 2,2 ) 2 enplementsl Procascings ' 2558 it AN % ) . :
Foreibls Rape .- 3 =2 8 1 4 1 . N o -
Robhry * - 4 .8 9 4 8 1 a o Order to SHow Cause, Matrimonial 483 1015 1,898 882 1,018 440 148 . 204
’ o Loy Order t6 Show Cause, Matrimonial, Concurrent 328 517 845 430 365 | . 113 80 287
Aggravated Assault 2 7 8 3 6. 1 2 -
Burgl : ’ ! Order 1o Show Cause, URES AR 135 50 156 B4 101 12 22 20
urglary ] 13 22 12 10 5 4 3 :
Larceny Over $60 0 o 0 0 o Order to Show Causa, Paternity 58 34 102 26 76 15 3 5 v B
Larceny Undar $60 0 0 0 o i} ‘ . Motion ) &9 55 124 48 76 ] B 3R 40
Auto Theft 1 p & 3 4 . ’ 1 1 Chitdren’s Supplemental Proceading 433 871 1,304 ‘855 449 - AL 241
) i . N Other Supplemental Proceeding - 187 16 183 .48 137 o B 36 ]
Part 1} 39 34 73 3% T\ 117 5§ 1 2 2 ! : . - s :
gﬁ‘:; Agsaulty . (1) Z, g g « PR 1 1 , Status Dispositions* . 1818 se2 2497 834 1863 | .. L 4" a1 408
Forgary and Counterfeiting ~ 0 0 Py o . ‘ Probatioh, Chitd 814 ., 648 1,360 453 go7 | ) 3 ..283} " 167
- Frand 4 0 4 ] J 1 1 : Protective Supervision, Child 326 .- 109 435 126 310 95 30
Embezzlement 1] 0 0 [1} < ’ Legal Custody, Child K 369 66 = 435- 76. 359 1 38 a6
Stolen Propesty 7 9 18 & 72 I 2 1 i Other Status 106 161 267 180 87 |, 4 178
Vondalism 1 0 1 w0 14 . . .
Waapons o 3 2 5 2. 3f o 2 ; _Auxilary Order* 6900 1,133 - 8,033 200 7,743 : i 32 7 187
Frostitution 0o 0 o0 0 ) )
Sex Offanses } ] 1 1 0 :
Narcotie Drug Laws 21 B 26 16 0] 1 11 3 1 ! @
Qambling 0 o 0 0 0 - . : .
Qtf;nm Agaihst Family and Children 0 1] 0 1] 0 - . *Not Included In caseload totals ' o
Driving Under tha Influance o 1 1 1 0 1 ° : = . N
Liquor Laws 0 0 "} 0 0 ' ;
Dlsorderly Canduct [+ 0 0 0 0 | i
Vagranoy [1} [1} 0 0 0 | |
Al Other Offanses (Except Tratfie) 18 8 3  s| 1 2 . . ! :
Traftic Offenses . 0 2 2 1 1 q { v #
- ;
Supplemental Progeedings . a8 2 72 2 48 1 2 23 i
- - - N " @ = il
Order 1o Show Cause 9 0 q oy 1 o i ‘
Re-opaned Prior Case a7 24 n 26 46 1 . 2 23 )
- R
’ 59
o , . g It
) %
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Table 13 © Table 14 i :
[ ] 0 0 A SO S s S DA NN
i . = I
CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1975-76, FAMILY COURT - o M CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1975-76, FAMILY COURT .
FIRST CIRCUIT SECOND CIRCUIT *
i
? T >
CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION '} . CASELOAD ACTIVITY ) ‘TYPE OF TERMINATION
Al - i ) » NO' - -
: " Ry | ey HEARINGS heN | ey HEARINGS
w ' k] = -] o E: @ ; B - '?3 . - .8 .8 g § @ :
TYPE OF ACTION ) AR § = |35 3|+ 85| 4 85| g g o< TYPE OF AGTION z £ T g |33 85|, 88| (Y8 B %
£ .. 8 £ £ ] 24| B 24 |8 g £ 28 @ £ .. = £ w T 2 Za | & €5 [ 2 g 28 2
25 2 E3 E To|2f E|s=E| § mElG3 g 81 5% 2 Tt B B3 E Tei28 E|®EE| T meite| € 8158 %
| & iT 23 £ &d|2€ & | &£ &8 S E§ |22 38 51 83 8 ! &a it -] g &d|2€ 8] FrR3| S ES |22 8 5| 88 5
l § ‘
TOTAL CASES : o 7,425 14188 21,323 13229 8094 (24 7 | 8 16 58 | 1584 6613 | 4768 2,151 ' TOTAL CASES 473 1319 1,792 1,196 596 33 43 586 | a41
Primaty Proceedings and Refarrals 6344 11,974 17318 11,176 6142 |24 7 | 8 1 16 58 | 1,096 5835 2,768 1,364 Primary Proceedings and Reforrals 346 1,226 1671 1,083 478 ) 33 18 646 441
Marital Actions and Proceadings 2,408 5,303 7,709 65,132 2577 2 441 3,501 1,188 0 Marital Actions and Proceedings 165 389 554 384 170 ‘ 29 13 318
Divorce 2,121 4,588 6,709 4,473 2,236 2 279 3,382 810 Divorce 112 336 448 331 17 18 13 289 |.
Annuiment 25 32 67 40 17 1 25 14 Annuiment 0 0 0 0 . 0
Separation and Separate Malntenance 86 93 178 108 71 : 9 47 52 Separation and Separate Malntenance 8 7 15 3 12 3
Uniform Reciprocal Enforcement qf Support 174 B0 . 764 511 253 ! 162 47 a1 . Uniform Reciprocal Enforcement of Support 45 46 91 50 41 ; n 26
Adoption Procaedings ;‘ 326 578 204 675 328 . 13 542 20 I Adoption Proceedjngs 51 70 121 78 43 ki)
’ i & =
. ity/Parantal Pr dings 12 231 343 78 265 8 56 14 i Paternity/Parental Proceedings a3 13 26 4 22 4
Miscellaneous Proceedings 183 444 627 219 408 16 24 127 52 ! Miscellaneous Proceadings 1 30 41 17 24 u 3 7
Celminal Actions, i 20 44 N 1l 7 » Criminal Actions 0 0 0 0 0
Adults’ Referrals : 214 529 743 498 25 ’ 495 3 | Adults’ Roferrals N 24 45 69 63 16 : 49
Griminal Complaint 18 3. g a1 1 4 ; Crimina Complatat 16 7 23 2 u 10
Marrizge Concitiation (Prior to Filing) 79 128 7907 121 86 120 1 ! Marriage Conilfation {Prior to Filing) 1 4 6 5 0 4
Marriaga Congiliation {Court Order) 9 19 28 12 16 12 Marriage Concitiation {Court Order) 0 1] 1] 0 0 R
Social Study 68 259 327 233 84 231 2 { Soctal Study : 7 3 40 35 5 34
Other Adult Referral : 40 89 129 91 38 91 : Other Adult Referral Q 1 1 1 0 1
Children’s Referrals 2,089 4,859 6,948 4,643 2,306 | e18 1,665 2,273 87 ) Childru?\",s Referrals 82 678 760 857 203 ’ 2 143 392
Law Violation 1,420 3,669 4,989 3,353 . 1,636 577 1,331 1,382 63 Law Violation 65 560 815 447 168 v 1 112 322
Trattic S 48 46 95 57 38 4 28 24 1 Trajﬂc 3 <] 9 7 2 B 3 3
Needling Protective Supetvision 428 1,017 1,442 1,016 426 17 202 780 17 Needing Protective Supervision [ =0 98 78 18 12 - . 86
Needing Services 142 123 265 124 141 ] 20 8= 14 3 : Needing Services 7 12 19 14 [} 1 12 1
Other 83 104 167 93 64 7| 3 3 s Other 1 20 21 1 10 4 1
Supplemental Proceedings " 1,781 2,224 4,005 2,083 - 1952 488 778 187 i Supplomental Proceedings 127 94 221 103 118 ' 25 40
Ordar £o Show Cause, Matrlmonial 735 836 1571 692 879 366 105 221 Order to Show Cause, Matrimanial 62 64 116 62 54 12 24
Ordar to Show Cause, Matrimonial, Concurrent , - 296 442 738 4117 an 95 68 264 ! Qrder to Stiow Causg, Matrimonial, Concurrent 14 26 40 26 14 - ¥ 8 9
Order to Show Cause, URES 64 31 95 32 63 9 10 13 ) ' Qrdar to Show Cause, URES 18 7 28 7 18 2 4
Ordar to Show Cause, Paternity 60 33 93 25 88 15 2 8 : Order to Show Causs, Paternity 8 1 9 i 8 1
Motion 40 45 8 41 44 " 2 1 8 [ Motlan 18 4 22 4 8 ~ 2 1
Children's Supplemental Proceeding 430 828 1,259 810 448 . 560 241 \\ S Children's Supplemantal Procesding 1 1] 1 1 i} 1
Other Supplemental Proceading 166 8 164 38 128 S 1 33 2 Other Supplemental Proceeding 6 2 8 2 6 1
g , ) N
: " ‘ - pl
Status Digpositions* . . 1,038 482 1518 305 1,923 | 3 272 1200 . Status Dispositions® ‘ 118 66 184 37 147 36
P Probation, Child : 516 -~ 348 . 863 211 592 ‘ 3. 1o 77 Probatisn, Child 70 48 e A 93 23
/ Protactive Supervision, Child 226 72 208 66 232 65 1 Pratectiva Supervision, Child 17 12 2g 3 26 3
/ Legal Custody, Chitd . . 288, - 41 309 51 268 . 25 26 ‘ Legal Custody, Child 31 8 39 11 28 10
Other Status : 72 48 7 M ‘ 1 6 Gther Status .0 0o .. 0 o 0 .
. A * ! 18 .
Auxillary Ordar* . opay 916 6,940 238 6,702 31 s8] - 139 Auxitiary Order® 629 136 765 15 750 - . 1 2
) ) N
; /
i : /
*Not includod In casaload totals . ) ) ‘ " *Not Included in casaload totals o /
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5 Table 15 ?“ ‘ Table 16 ~

CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1975-76, FAMILY COURT B ! - CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1875-78, FAMILY COURT
i THIRD CIRCUIT ; FIFTH CIRCUIT * Q\\
< . o :
= 7 . ; -
CASELOAD ACTIVITY - TYPE OF TERMINATION i CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
NON- ; NON-
’ Jury | JURY HEARINGS | . Juny | sy HEARINGS
b
5 I I . <3 3 e 3 & Pos|s 5| Y| .sRls| ® f|f
TYPE OF AGTION gt -3 _g Z2 1, ;.{ 3 25| y 2% |% £ 2 EF " \ TYPE OF ACTION 2 _3 £ g2 1. ;.'» ‘é _ ._—%% g 22 5 ¥ ’g EX:] g
£5 2 83 S 2@lsg E|ZEE| S RS B3| & B l3F & | ’ 25 E o2y s Beisg B| EEE| BEE|BE| 3 2|33 &
. &6 o ] o 2d 128 Al E 8| S ES|22 8 5184 8 £ T LS e 25 l2€ al €& S ES 122 S8 3 &
i B
FOTAL CASES 766 2,209 2,976 2,203 682 2 3 18 111 1,308 517 332 : TOTAL CASES 299 603 902 638 364 3 37 255 96 148
1 O
Primary Proceedings and Referrals 678 2,031 2,709 2,088 611 2 2 3 18 48 1,236 617 272 Primary Proceedings and Referrals 242 541 783 488 295 3 23 240 85 127
Marital Actions and Proceedings 265 494 759 850 209 6 13 381 160 Marital Actions and Proceedings 126 209 335 202 133 2 9 149 42 .
Divorce 181 425 606 447 169 4 13 346 84 ) Divorce 80 168 238 168 a0 1 7 130 20
Annuiment 2 -1 7 3 4 3 Annulment 0 1 1 ] 1
s Separation and Separate Maintenence 4 7 -1 7 4 3 4 ; Separation and Separate Mintenance 3 9 12 7 5. 3. 4
i B Uniform Recipracal Entorcement of Support 78 57 135 93 42 ' 2 20 62 | Unifarm Recipracal Enforcement of Support 43 41 84 37 47 1 2 18 18
[ ; u N
; Adoption Procosdings 27 68 5 7 24 |, : 6 5 l Adoptian Procaedings 6 33 49 36 13 1 1 . =
P ity/Patental Pr ding 5 6 11 & [ ﬁ 4 1 .‘ P: ity/Parental Pr di 0 6 ] 1 5 1
Miscalfaneous Proceadings ’ 79 A2 121 a0 81 // \'ﬂl 4 9 26 { Miscaltaneous Proceedings 13 12 25 4 21 2 1 1
Criminat Actions . [ 10 16 14 2 2 // 2 2 \ 8 Crimninal Actions 1] 0 0 0 o
’ 7 ; : : i
Adults’ Referrals 14 56 70 5713 ) 4 N 52 5 : Adults’ Referrals . 24 3 56 45 10 1 36 8
Criminal Complaint . 0 0 ) f 0 \\ Criminal Complaint 3 2 & & 0 1 4
Marriage Conciliation (Prior to Filing} - 0 0 [ I/ 0 Marriage Conciliation {Prior to Filing) ] 0 0 0 o
Marriage Conciliation {Court Order) 0 0 0 4] [¢] Marriage Conciliation {Caurt Order) 0 Q 0 [ 0 ‘
Social Study 14 54 68 56 13 52 3 Socal Study " 26 37 29 8 22 7
. Other Adult Referra) w00 2 2 2 Y ’ ) N 2 Qther Adult Referral 10 3 13 1 2 D 10 !
Children‘s Referrals ' Yoe2 138 w138 278 K] 780 | 465 85 Chlldsen’s Refetrals 63 250 © 313 200 13 - ’ 1" 55 59 5
Law Vialation 15§ 648 803 566 237 21 A 71 47 : Law Violation 387 190 227 147 80 - 1 47 28 81
Traffic 108 580 688 670 18 4 301 | 340 18 ‘ Traffle 1 18 2 17 12 1 16 1
Neading Protective Supervision 13 100 113 101 12 6 39 42 14 Neading Protective, Supervision 2 20 22 17 5 13 4
Neading Services 1 9 10 8 2 7 1 : Needing Services C 7 9 18 14 2 7 7
Other [ 18 23 16 7 6 3 7 ; Other o 6 13 19 5 14 3 2
. Supplsmental Procesdings 88 178 266 195 7 § 63 72 80 Supplemental Proceedings 57 62 11 50 69 14 16 21
Order to Show Cause, Matrimonial B1 92 143 101 42 . 48 ° 14 38 Order to Stiow Cause, Matrimonial ki 33 68 27 a1 13 B 9
Order to Show Cause, Matrimonial, Concurrent 12 34 45 34 12 10 7 17 : Order to Shaw Cause, Matrimonial, Concurcent 6 15 21 13 8 8 7
Ordsr to Show Cause, URES 17 7 24 9 15 ! 1 5 3 ‘ Order to Show Cause, URES 6 5 1 8 & 3 3
Order 1o Show Cause, Paternity 0 0 0 0 I} ; * Order to Show Cause, Paternity i} 0 0 0 ] . ‘
Motion 1 1 2 1 1 1 Motion 10 B 15 2 13 .
Chitdren's Supplemental Procesding 2 42 44 44 (1] 44 : Childran’s Supplemantal Psoceeding o] 0 0 0 1] “
Other Supplemental Proceeding & 2 7 6 1 . 2 2 2 Qther Supplemental Procaeding 0 4 4 2 2 1 1
Status Dispositions® 367 312 6fb 362 327 o s “ 1 112 239 ) ‘ ) Status Dispesitions” ’ 94 22 118 50 66 : 1 49 }
Prabation, Child 17 137 309 119 190 68 51 { Probation’ Child voB? 15 72 40 32 1 3:
Protective Supervision, Child - 7 25 100 50 50 a7 13 Pratactiva Supervision, Child 8 o 8 6 2 ) =
Legal Custody, Chifd 4 10 81 10 at | . 1 4 5 Lugal Custody, Child 29 7 8 4 32 4
Other Status 79 140 218 = 173 a6 3 170 Other Status ] 0 0 0 0
Auxiliary Crder* 184 57 221 30 191 4] 29 Auxillary Order* 83 = 24 107 7 100 7
o N
, 5
° *Not included In caseload totals ’ ' ; #Nat Inchuded in casoload totals ’
n | 0
4 Y . w \‘\\f% ~
§
; (
62 : , ) . 63
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D T 0 S S A D TR S S i
; : CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 197576, DISTRICT COURT
CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1975-76, DISTRICT COURTS i " FIRST CIRCUIT :
ALL CIRCUITS .
- : CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
CIVIL TRAFFIC & OTHER VIOLATIONS
. - GIVIL TRAFFIC & OTHER VIOLATIONS 3 e
~ 3 =3
. Ty 5 e u - 5 £ £
g 3 g2 5 8 9 g 8 £ 38 L | E% 25 < § Efmz g
g g ® i I3 g g £E8<3 B v g -8 £ £ EZ 3 E | 22 5@ ¢ %5 §.§F= §
g 3 g 2 28 By F | 3% 2% 0§ =2 EEf® % B 2 z¥ E Tey  BE ST £ |BE 28 f  &f I5pE <
k-3 2 g E- gn §E af & 88 2§ % 3g 85;3 8 & & i 24 i &6 || don &8 & f8 @& & a8 &e34 &
o - = - W =
; &8 & &8 € 2o | &85 &8 & | &5 FE & &8 g938 3
' “ ' } CIVIL, TRAFFIC & OTHER VIOLATIONS 44,767 518,581 563,348 515013 48,335| 2,677 5353 537 | 9,084 2707 46964 386211 b5 61475
] CIVIL, TRAFFIC & OTHER VIOLATIONS 47,352 586,020 633,372 5B1,374 62,198]| 3188 7,119 646 | 13,860 4,913 50,281 432587 16 68,665
i : CIVIL ACTIONS 4637 9,082 13719 8567 5162| 2677 5353 637
i CIVIL ACTIONS 6493 11,633 17,126 10,953  6,173| 3,88 7,119 646 Regular Clvil 4,275 7938 12213 7,376 4,837[ 2091 6073 212
p Regular Civit 5021 10245 15266 9560 5708| 2529 6746 285 . Assumpsit 2,694 6464 9,968 6113  3048) 1414 4692 107
! Assumpsit 3333 8597 11,930 8,170 3760/ 1813 8201 156 i Non-Payment of Taxes 274 66 330 80 260 36 44
h‘} Non-Payment of Taxes 275 69 334 82 252 37 4% L Tort 730 758 1,488 609 879 320 . 224 56
i Tort , 787 B13 1.600 638 62 338 238 60 i Summary Passession 541 586 1127 501 628 278 184 38
| Summary Possession 570 644 1,214 B47 667 289 202 58 h . Other 36 74 110 73 37 33 2 N
Othor 68 132 188 123 65 51 58 13 . Small Claims : 362 1,144 1,508 1,191 315 686 280 326 .
Smalt Claims 472 1,388 1,860 1,393 ., 467 659 373 361 Assumpsit 270 629 799 635 264 261 168 108 o
) Assumpsit 373 788 1,131 y27 204 332 256 139 Ny Tort 32 314 kIT 326 21 150 81 105
- Tart 39 323 362 331 31 169 6 107 W R Othar 60 301 361 33 30 166 51 114
| Othar 60 307 367 335 32 168 62 115
| ° TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS 39,790 505080 544,889 502111 42,778 8,889 2,662 46,745 382923 5 60887
" TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS 41,460 549,317 - 590,777 545340 45437 12,456 3870 49,986- 411,353 13 67,662 Maving-Arrest & Citatlon 25422 124,823 - 150,245 122,074 28,171 6023 1,006 27,865 = 46285 B 40891
i T Moving-Arrest & Citation 26210 145810 172020 142,607 29,422 7818 1,678 20956 66834 13 46508 ! Non-Moving 13820 1878 56,696 41,719 13977 1697, - 781 30836 16013 12,863
3 /{/ Nori-Moving 14,678 48,612 63,200 47,968 15,322 2,660 1,009 11256 19,263 13,790 Parking 857 338,391 338,048 338,318 630 1,178 856 8,345 320,626 72,313
I Parking : 572 354,886 356458 354,765 693 2,178 1,183 8774 335266 7,384 :
OTHER VIOLATIONS 331 4,409 4740 4335 405 185 56 218 3,268 588
OTHER VIOLATIONS 399 26070 - 26,469 24,881 588 1404 1,043 205 21,234 2 903 ; Alrpott 20 20 17 3 5 7 5
Alrport 28 18007 18035 17,954 81 863 798 62 16,107 24 Dog Leash 138 2806 3045 2846 160 60 8 7% 2490 %‘;7
Dog Laash 130 3464 3,603 3368 235 v 107 6 7% 2919 258 ; Fish & Game 24 221 245 220 25 17 1 6 124 3
Fish & Game 32 511 543 501 42 .22 37 8 257 179 Harbor Violations 23 443 466 215 51 ‘ 30 2 13 337 33
Harbor Violations 24 469 493 439 54 35 3 13 346 42 Industrial Safaty 2 2 2 ’
Industrial Safety 2 3 2 . UL, Violations : 136 732 868 748 120 50 32 112 318 i 236
RU.C. Violatiorts 147 774 921 768 133 68 32 . 112 336 240 Waights & Measures 24 24 24 6 n ‘ 7
Waights & Measures 4 4 41 15 1 2 IRE! Other 7 63 70 65 5 14 8 3 " 28
Other 27 1,804 1,831 1,790 4 209 182 B 2 2 147 ’
=5 CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
CASELOAD ACTIVITY . TYPE OF TERMINATION
- : MISDEMEANOR FELONY
MISDEMEANOR " FELONY : o =3 T
) ) - [ g - E > [ g
~ g « E > § g « o 'g » ;"' » 'E 8 _'g % ‘5 £ g Eé’
i 5 é . § g5 E£3 E d x & 5| 8% =23 5 -5 E§E® i GP BT i3
5 x| 5. ¢ Eoisy 8 5% §3 E= 5 35 E G of 2% ¥ 4§ 85%F 8| 14 8& 85
g 3 £ 2 '5,3 é'g_ g =2, EGER & §% ES E3 ?,§ z g3 E ‘SE =2 >0 & u:-E >~U§m > =r >~Lg P
gy 2. 53 € 5o BF -gg 3 88 95‘55 38 2 86 8§ 4] T L3 e S5l A8 &% a al. 8830 & B0 Rk @e
5 2 = - = A
£& i 23 = G| 85 &% & af agdd & &6 &2 a9
R 7 CRIMINAL ACTIONS 3,116 12,683° 15799 12,063 3,646 2,848 351 1,027 802 329 6403 168 210 13
: 4 1 .
CRIMINAL ACTIONS 3702 17,018 20720 16409 4311) 3500 891 1,125 1,097 302  BSE6 231 312 195 : i
2 Patt | an 2626 1914 712]) 438 a9 147 125 1 890 128 128 1
Part i B85 2,809 3364 2515 O 88| 484 136 153 141 12 104 183 188 75 Murder & Non-Negligent Manslaughter 6 28 26 2 w8
Murder & Non-Negligant Manstaughter 5 42 47 a0 ? N 21 12 7 Negligent Homicide 68 34 28 8 3 1 8 8 8
Negligont Homicide 7 36 43 34 g 3 11 8 o 8] 8 2 1 Forcible Rapa 6 17 16 1 8
Forcible Rape 7" 20 27 26 1 13 12 1 Robbary 20 106 74 31 32 4z
Robbery 20 108 125 8 ¢ 36 33 63 _ 3 Aggravated Assault 7 39 0 ., 9 0w N
Aggravated Assault - 10 a6 5 41 14 . 23 16”7 3 Burglary 1 67 66 1] 17 39
Burglary 30 162 182 137 45 48 56 33 Larceny-Ovar $50 37 283 223 60 63 17 16 8 1 08 20 1.
Larcony-Ovat 560 66 a76 432 339 93 <64 3 16 10 1 Mo 30 .2 14 Larcany-Under $50 374 2033 1444 . EBOY 382 32 @0 W 18 !
Larcany-Under $50 410 1989 2,399 1,766 633 412 92 {1134 131 1 950 1 5 Auto Theft 5 20 17 3 1 1 3 4 8
Auto Thatt 10 44 54 43 u B 4 2 1 5| 71 8 Part Il 2,645 13,473 10239 2934| 2411 302 880 677 318 6513 41 85 12
Part il 3147 14,209 17,356 13894 3462{ 3,018 756 972 956 380 7,522 48 124 120 Othor Assaylts ‘ 262 1,185 943 w2{ 344 40 08 & 20 370
Other Assauits . 31 1,293 1,804 1,30 303 380 104 113 65 45 583 1 Arson 2 2 1 !
Arson 1 2 3 « 3 e 1. i 1 . Forgary & Counterfeiting 28 25 1 9 18
Forgary & Countsrfeiting B 54 59 53 . 6| s 3 1 10 18 1€ Fraud 2 82 30 43 16 8 3 © 1
Fraud a7 187 24 . 183 61 53 24 21 15 41 “ 9 Embazzlement
Embezzlement @ N : . Stoten Proparty 6 44 37 7 13 1 3 3 17
Stolen Property 14 91 §5 - 4 N 14 4 3 3 : 20 Vandalism o 25 123 92 31 28 7 10 5 1 40 1
Vandalism 42 179 221 161 60 35 20 *10 6 A 82 a Weapons 28 363 301 52 112 18 19 14 12 108 6 14
Weapons 50 478 528 - 449 55 124 65 26 29 {2 168 6 25 3 ’ Prostitution 101 474 338 136 178 22 48 13 76 :
Prostitution 1085 375 480 343 137 178 22 49 16 78 Sex Offanses 14 47 27 20 7 t 1 3 (i 7 2
Sux Olfandes 22 47 69 41 28 1kl 2 1 4 13 7 3 Narcotic Drug Laws 48 434 354 80 80 26 45 13 2 133 19 3B 1
Narcatic Grug Laws 206 1077 1,282 1,088 24 177 188 69 44 # 480 21 59 52 Gambling 219 1371 1,020 3B 225 7on 28 228 501
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