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FORA'liORD 

In May of 1981~ peppesentatives of the Geopgia Judiciapy 

attended a SoutheastePn Regional, Wopkshop on T!'ial. DeLay Reduction 

sponsoped by the National, Centep fop State COUPt8 and the Institute 

of CoUPt Management. The wopkshop emphasized judicial, papticipation 

in ti>iaL deLay peduction pl.ans and techniques fo!' a88e8sing and 

e"Liminating tPia1, del.ay. Thi8 wo!'k8hop p!'ovided the Geopgia Judi­

ciapy an oppoptunity fop 8haPing the vie7.Upoints and e3:pepiences of 

othep juPi8dictions in the southea8tePn pegion concePning troiaL 

del.ay. 

An impoptant pesuLt of this meeting was a peaLization by 

Geopgia,judges that~ despite publ.ic concePn with tPiaL coUPt deLay~ 

thepe was no concpete info!'17lation a8 to whethep tpiaL deLay is a 

seroious ppobl.em in Geopgia coUPts. 

The Judicial, Council, of Geopgia had been conc::eroned fop 80me 

time with the l.ack of infopmation On case p!'oqessing times~ and had 

eap"Liep dipected the Atiministpative Office of the COUPt8 to study 

the f~asibil.ity of a p!'oject'to asseS8 case p!'oces8ing times in the 

Supepiop COUPts. 

The interest of the wopkshop deLegation and the Judicial, 

Council. ~ea. to thi8 8tudy of civa and cpiminaL ca8es in the 

Supepiop COl~ts. It is hoped that the inf01'TTlation in thi8 roepopt 

wil.l. heLp the state's judges assess the sepiousness of troiaL deLay. 

iii 

Roberot L. Doss 3 Jp. 
Dipectoro 
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INTRODUCTION 

Beginning in the late 1960's and throughout the 1970's numerous national 

and state commissions were established and surveys conducted to study judicial 

administration, especially judicial administration of criminal cases. A primary 

focus of these study groups, partially in response to public opinion, was trial 

court delay. 

In a 1977 national survey, 59.8% of the general public and 27.7% of the 

j ud i ci ary percei ved 1 ack of court effi ci ency as a seri ous or very seri ous 

problem, and 64.5% of the general public felt that it would be very helpful or 

extremel y hel pful to have thei r tax doll ars spent on try; ng to make the courts 

handle their cases faster. 1 The tables following are illustrative. 

Table 1 
Vi ews about the" Eff; ci.ency of Courts2 

Respondents answered this question: "He~e is a list of 
social problems that people are talking about today ••• 
Please tell me how serious is the problem of the effi­
ciency of courts?" 

II No probl em "Small "Mod~rate "Serious 
at all" 2roblem" 2roblem" 2roblem" 

Lawyers (N=486) 1.4% 15.5% 46.9% 26.1% 
Judges {N=332} 4.2 19.3 48.8 22.3 
Community Leaders {N=377} 0.3 7.4 33.7 34.7 
General Public {N=1,886} 3.0 ~.4 28.8 30.3 

"Very 
serious 
problem" 

10.0% 
5.4 

23.9 
29.5 

1The survey was, conducted by Yankelovich, Skelly and White, Inc. and results 
were published by the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration in The Public 
Image of Courts: General Public Data and S2ecial Public's Data (Wasnington, 
o.c:: 197 7) • 

2Ibid. 
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Table 2 
Views about Faster Case Processing3 

Respondents answered this question: "Please tell me how 
useful it would be to have your tax dollars spent on ••• 
tryi ng to make the courts handl e 'thei r cases faster." 

"Not at all "Slightly "Somewhat "Very 
helpful" hel pful " hel pful 'i helpfulII 

Lawyers (N=484) 12.6% 14.0% 23.1% 30.5% 
Judges (N=332) 11.1 12.0 22.9 32.5 
Community Leaders (N=377) 3.4 10.6 13.3 34.7 
General Public (N=1,900) 7.7 8.6 19.2 31.3 

"Extremely 
helpful" 

19.7% 
21.4 
37.9 
33.2 

These commi ssi ons and the studi es and surveys they generated provi ded the 

-foundation for continuing efforts by states and trial courts to define trial 

court delay, to investigate its causes and to determine plans of action to 

reduce delay where it exists. 

Purpose of the Study 

The potential causes of delay identified in the rapidly growing literature 

on court delay are many, ranging from factors such as high judicial workloads 

and inadequate court resources to poor court management. The proposed solutions 

are just as varied, including establishing omnibus hearings to handle pro­

liferating pre-trial motions, pre-trial conferences to discourage defendant pro­

crastination in entering guilty pleas, strict continuance policies to eliminate 

excessive continuances, and the further addition of judicial manpower. 

Whi 1 e there have been some excell ent recent studi es done in other states 

and trial courts on court delay reduction, both in identifying problems and 

solutions, this study attempts to identify neither specific problems nor to 

propose broad-reaching solutions. Such goal s would have been premature in 

Georgia since' no comprehensive information previously existed measuring the 

amount of time taken to process cases in Georgia's superior courts. 

3Ibid. 
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Therefore, the purpose of this study is simply measurement-_to measure the 
. . 

average pace of litigation in the superior courts. From the outs~t, the focus 

of the study has, been on determining through a sampling methodology the average 

length of time taken in the state and in selected sample circuits to dispose of 

cases i 11 the superi or courts -- not to di agnose the reasons for del ay, if any, 

nor to identify methods to improve case processing. 

This study also compares case processing standards in national literature 

and Georgia statutory stqndards with Georgia data as one method of assessing the 

existence of case delay. It should be noted, however, that the case processing 

standards against which the Georgia data is measured are deSigned to prescribe 

the maximum number of days whi ch shoul d be requi red to bri ng a case to tri al , 

not the average amount of time taken to process all cases as measured in this 

study. Thus, the resulting comparison may be more favorable to Georgia than 

justified. For example, even if the average number of days taken in Georgia to 

dispose of criminal cases were below the suggested standards, the actual number 

of days required to dispose of some individual cases included in the average 

might well exceed the standard. Unfortunately, it is impractical to measure 

case processing times for each case disposed in the state without an individual 

case reporting system. Sampling techniques and funding limitations precluded 

providing greater details a.bout the range or distribution of the days required 

to process the state's caseload in an exploratory study such as this .• However, 

the average number of days required to dispose of cases is a good indicator of 

the overall pace of litigation in Georgia's superior courts. 

The outcomes sought by this study are to enable Georgia Superior Court 

Judges, Court Administrators, the Judicial Council and other interested parties 

to evaluate the significance of the statewide superior court delay problem, to 

provide six individual circuits with information on their own paces of 

litigation, and to provide a methodology by which other circuits may accomplish 

the same ends. 
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COMPARATIVE CASE PROCESSING STANDARDS 

Time limitation standards for case processing were first promulgated by 

several of the commissions and associations established to study the judicial 

and law enforcement systems of the nation in the 1960's. In the 1967 report of 

the President's Commission on Law Enforcement and Administration of Justice, a 

standard of four months .for processing felonies from arrest to trial was pro-

posed. 4 The following year, the American Bar Association Commission on 

Standards of Criminal Justice ,issued draft standards for speedy trials. 5 

These standards emphasized the priority of criminal cases over civil cases, and 

urged that statutes be passed to set specific time limits for processing crimi­

nal cases. A supporting study in 1973 for the ABA standards suggested a maximum 

time limit for disposing of a felony case of 90 days from case initiation. 6 

In the same year, the National Advisory Committee on Criminal Justice outlined 

its own speedy trial maximum standards.7 

Arrest or Indictment to Trial - 60 days for felony cases 
Arrest or Indict:ne:;t to Trial - 30 days for misdemeanor cases 

In 1974, Congress passed the Speedy Trial Act8 which set standards for 

criminal cases filed in the federal courts. This act allows 30 days between 

arrest and indictment and 70 days from indictment to trial. If this time limit 

not be adhered to, the judge ~ay dismiss the case. 

4Katzenbach, chmn., The Challenge of Crime in a Free Society (Washington D.C.: 
U. S. Government Printing Office,19'b7'),'""'p-. 155-.-

5The final report of the committee was published as Standards Relating to the 
,Administration o.f Criminal Justice, Compilation: Speedy Trial (Chicago: -
American Ba~ssociatl0n, 1974), pp. 275-279. -----

6S0 1 o,!,on ~ Caseflow Management in the Tri al . Court: Supporti!!.2. Studies - ! (ABA 
Commlsslon on Standards of JudlcTar Adminlstratl0n;American Bar Assoclation, 
1973), p. 37. . 

7Comparative Analysis of Standards-and Goals of the National Advisory 
tommlssl0n on Criminar-Justice Standards and~oaTS with Standards for 
Criminal JusticE! of the American Bar Association (wasmngton, D.C.:Ameri­
can ,Bar Association,-r974), p. 24g:-

818 U.S.C. §§3152 et.~. (1976). 
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Many of the states have followed suit in passing legislation to set their 

own standards. These standards range from a limit of 60 days from criminal case 

initiation to d;spositi.on in Nevada to 270 days for Mississippi. 9 

The concern for case processing times has not been 1 imited to criminal 

cases. The ABA trial court standards suggest a specific time limit on civil 

cases of 6 months from filing to disposition and 30 days for summary 

proceedings. 10 Numerous trial court studies. have been conducted not only 

for the purposes of determining civil trial delay but also for the development 

of reasonable case processing standards and policies. l1 All these studies 

encourage courts to set reasonabl e time 1 imits for case processi ng for thei r 

particular jurisdictions and to continually monitor their efforts in achieving 

their goals. In many courts" these ·trial delay reduction programs have been 

successful in lowering the average case processing times. 12 Listed below are 

the standards most frequently menti oned in recent tri al del ay 1 iterature for 

civil and criminal Cases for the processing intervals that will be presented in 

this study of Georgia courts. 

Felony Cases - 30 days (22 jUdicial days) 
- 70 days (52 judicial days) 

Ci~il Cases - 6 months (127 judicial days) 

Arrest to Indictment 
Case Initiation to 

Disposition 
Case Initiation to 

Disposition 

9Fort, etal., SptedY Trial: A Selected' Bibliography (Rockvnle, Md.: 
National Institu e of Law Enrorcement and Criminal Justice, 1978), p. 155. 

10Standards Relating to Trial Courts (New York: American Bar Association, 
!976), p. 93. --

l1See , e.g., Sipes, Managing to Reduce Delay (Williamsburg: National Center 
TOr State Courts, 1980). me proflles-on-Maricopa County, Arizona, and 
Multnomah County (Ore.) Circuit Court are particulary instructive. 

12Ryan, et al., "Analysing Court Delay-reduction Program: Why Do Some 
Succeed?" Judicature 65 (1981), p. 58. 
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GEORGIA LAW TIME GUID~LINES 

Unlike some other states which have set definite time limitation guidelines 

or mandatory rules for processing cases, as mentioned earlier, Georgia judges 

have a great deal of discretion in determining the reasonability of the amount 

of time taken to dispose of ca~:es. The superior court judge is given great 

statutory latitude in deciding the appropriate pace of litigation. 13 This 

discretion allows flexibility in handling cases of differing complexities, 

types, and num ers. b Ttle use of thl·S discretion in criminal cases is tempered by 

the requirement that justice be done and the constitutional guarantee to the 

defendant of a speedy trial. 

Although, in contrast to criminal procedures, the Georgia Civil Practice 

A~t sets specific time limitations for many events in the course of a civil 

action,14 the time needed to dispose of a civil case is largely dependent on 

the length of discovery, the pre-trial motions filed, and the desire or 

resistance of the parties to bring the case to trial. The Civil Practice Act 

provides for judicial discretion in case scheduling and the promulgation of 

local practice rules unless in conflict with the Act.1S 

As those in other jurisdictions do, Georgia statutes affect the timing of 

case events. For example, t.he number of court terms set by the legislature 

determines the number of opportunities for indictment and trial in a county. 

The criminal and civil procedures statutes outline case flow priorities and the 

out1 i ne of how a case. shoul d progress through the system. Appendi x I lis a 

brief description of the Georgia statutory and case law requiring case process­

ing'time limits. 

13See $ e.g., Ga. Code Ann. §81a-l06(b) (Suppl. 1981). 

14E 9 service within the state must be made within 5 days of filing (later 
s;r~ice "is not invalid). An answer must likewise be filed within 30 days. 
Ga. Code Ann. §§81A-I04(c),-112(a) (Suppl~ 1981). 

1SG a. 
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REPORT DESIGN 

The remainder of this report is organized into four major sections. First, 

there is an executive synopsis which succinl.:tly presents primary findings of 

this report. Secondly, a summary of the methods used in preparing and analyz­

ing the data is presented to assist the reader in understanding the study design 

and interpretin"g the statistics used. The third section of this report is a 

detailed analysis of the statewide averages for case processing in the superior 

courts. This analysis is divided into two subsections: criminal and civil 

cases. Graphs and tables are used to illustrate the study findings. The last 

of the four sections i~ an analYSis of the average times taken to process 

criminal and civil cases for each of, the six circuits' from which data was 

collected. At the conclusion of the· report, appendices are included which 

provide an in-depth explanation of the study methodology, a description of 

Georgia statutory case processing time limitations and a collection of the forms 

and definitions used in the data gathering stage of the study. 

7 
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EXECUTIVE SYNOPSIS OF FINDINGS 

The statewi de average 1 ength of time taken by Georgi a superi or courts 

to dispose of cases in fiscal year 1980 generally met nationally established 

standards for case processing. Civil case disposition times were the pri­

mary excepti on. However, the average times taken to di spose of cases by 

some individual circuits also fell short of suggested national standards for 

felony and domestic relations cases. 

The statewide average time taken in fiscal year 1980 to process felony 

cases in Georgia superior courts from indictment to disposition was approxi-

mately 55 judicial days -- almost equalling the 52 judicial days (70 calen­

dar days) standard suggested in the court delay literature. Even felo~y 

,jury trials, cases usually thought rf as more prolonged, were processed from 

indictment to disposition in a statewide average of approximately 52 judi­

cial days. In only one of the s~x, individual circuits examined by the 

Administrative Office of the Courts did the average time taken for process-

1ng felony cases clearly exceed the national standard. 

However, the average time taken from arrest to indictment or accusation 

1 n the state, ,1pproximately 50 days, exceeded the recommended standard of 22 

judi c1 a 1 days. Although there may be numerous reasons for thi s difference, 

the most obvious one is that grand juries generally indict only at the 

beginning of each term of court and regular terms of court are legislatively 

establ i shed. Many counties have only two term5: of court per year so that 

the indictment process in some counties occurs only once every six months. 

,American Bar Association guidelines suggested that civil cases gener­

ally should be heard within 6 months of the filing of a complaint (127 

judicial days). In fiscal year 1980, domestic relations cases were, on the 

average, 
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di sposed by superi or courts in 1 ess than that amount of time -- approxi­

mately 109 days. The 223 judicial days taken, on the average, to dispose of 

general civil cases in the state, however, substantially exceeded the sug­

gested 127 judicial days standard. Furthermore, the average number of days 

taken to dispose of both civil and domestic relations jury trials appears to 

substantially exceed the suggested national standards, although limitations 

in sampl e si ze precl ude stronger concl us; ons. Differences between the 

suggested national standard for civil case dispositions and the actu~l court 

case processing times are significantly greater for some individual circuits 

than for the state as a whole, indicating a greater need for self-examina­

tion by some circuits. For example, the average time to case disposition in 

general civil cases in the circuits examined r(,lnged from approximately 65 

days to a high of at least 319 judicial days. 

Statewide average processing times for complaint to service and 

complaint to answer in both civil and domestic relations cases appear to 

conform fairly well to the times required in the Civil Practice Act. The 

average days taken from complaint to service in general civil and domestic 

relations cases in Georgia were approximately 8.4 and 3.4 days, respectively 

-- both close to the five days prescribed in the Civil Practice Act. The 30 

day limit for complaint to answer required by the CPA, unless waived by the 

parties, seems consistent with the statewide averages for complaint to ans­

wer of approximately 27.2 and 22.9 days for general civil and domestic 

relations cases. 

Care should be used when drawing conclusions from this data for two 

primary reasons. First, this data reflects the average number of days taken 

to process cases in the superior courts. Some individual. cases may have 

taken longer than the national standards to process and national standards 

are intended as tools for measurement against each case processed. 

10 
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Secondly, industrious case processing of an inherited backlog of cases by a 

responsible judge may be reflected in longer processing times for the court. 

Such was the case in one circuit examined in this study. Therefore, this 

data should not be used to ascribe ~ndividual re~ponsibility for problematic 

case processing times, but rather to set court case processing goals and to 

identify, for individual courts and for the state, areas in which improve­

ment of case processing times should be considered. 
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SUMMARY OF METHODS USED 

Thi s report presents the fi ndi ngs from a sampl e survey conducted by the 

Administrative Office of the Courts in 1981 of cases heard in Georgia's superior 

courts. The survey was undertaken at the direction of the Judicial Council to 

assess the length of time it takes criminal and civil cases disposed in various 

ways to proceed from initiation to disposition. Data was collected to provide 

estimates of the average time elapsed between several different processing events 

in these cases. The following sections contain tables and graphs presenting 

t~ese'averages for the state as a whole and for each of the six circuits actually 

sampled. 

Data presented in the following sections has been classified using 

Administrative Office of the Courts statistical definitions. Three types of 

cases are analyzed: 

Felony 
Genera 1 Ci vi 1 
Domestic Relations 

In addi ti on to fi gures for these case types' as a whol e, the data is sub­

divided into four kinds of criminal dispositions and three kinds of civil dis­

positions for further analysis: 

Crimi nal 

Nol Pros/Dismissed 
Non-trial 
Non-jury Tri al 
Jury Trial 

Civil 

Settled/Dismissed 
Before Trial/Non-jury Trial 
Jury Trial 

The following time intervals were utilized to arrive at average processing 

times: 

Crimi nal 

Arrest - Indictment , 
Indictment - Arraignment 
Indictment - Disposition 
Disposition - Sentence 
Arrest - Disposition, 

13 

Civil 

Complaint -
Compl ai nt -
Complaint 
Complaint -

Service 
Answer 
Last Pleading 
Disposition 

..... 
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The final sample consisted of 5,481 cases, consisting of 1,600 felony cases, f 

1,786 general civil cases, and 1,895 domestic relations cases. (Further infor-

mati on concerni ng t,he design of thi s study may be found. -i n Appendi xL) 

The tables in the following sections present -three main statistics. First, 

the mean amount of time in whole days needed to complete the various processinq 

intervals- is presented. This is simply an estimated average processing time. 

Next, the standard error of the mean is given. This Qives the reader an idea of 

how vari abl e the mean estimates are; it is exactly analogous to the standard 

deviation of a group of numbers. 

Finally, the 90% percent confidence limits for the means are laid out. 

These fi gures gi ve the low and hi gh poi nts of a range in whi ch one can be 90% 

certain that the actual mean lies. For example, if the sample rnean for an 

interval is 200 days and the standard error of the mean is 2 days, then it is 

90% certain that the actual mean for the interval will be less than 203 days and 

more than 197 days. Thus, the width of the confidence inter,vals reported in the 

tables gives a ready benchmark to gauge how accurate the sample mean is as a 

predi ctor of the true mean. The wider the confidence interval', the less 

certain the results. In this study, if a confidence interval is greater than 

the size of the estimated· mean or greater than 90 days, the mean associated 

with the confidence interval is identified as unreliable and any assertions 

based on the mean are qualified. 

The overall means of various intervals are also presented comparatively in 

bar graphs accompanying the data analysis. 
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STATEWIDE ANALYSIS 

This section considers data from both criminal and civil cases representa­

tive of the cases filed in Georgia's superior courts in fiscal year 1980. 

Analysis of processing times for felony cases is presented first, then analysis 

for general civil and domestic relations cases. In each category, statewi de 

results are gi ven and discussed. Then the data is re ... analyzed after being 

separated by disposition type. 

. Cri mi na 1 cases 

Superior courts in Georgia disposed'of almost 40,000 (39,567) felony counts 

using all disposition methods in fiscal year 1980. These disposed counts 

i nvol ved 34,964 felony defendants. When compl eted, the survey used in thi s 

study had collected data on the cases of 1,600 of these defendants. 

Overall Averages 

Estimated state means for the case processing interval s for the total sample, 

of all felony cases can be found in Table S1. As the table indicates, felony 

cases, on the whole are being processed with dispatch in Georgia; the mean time 

from arrest to di spositi on is 100.7 days. The proposed nati onal standards pre­

viously mentioned are only met in part, however. The average time lapsed between 

arrest to indictment for felony cases is 50.7 days, greater than the 22 day 

recommended standard. This appears to be a reliable estimate (confidence 

interval: ~10.87 days). The range of the confidence 1imits for this period also 

indicates that the actual mean time from arrest to indictment is probably between 

39.77 and 61.57 days, both numbers exceeding the guidelines. 

Much the same can be said for the 52 day recommended time 1 imit for process-

i ng felony cases from i ndi ctment to di spositi on. The statewi de mean for thi s 

interval slightly exceeds the standard (55.5 days). As before, the confidence 

l.imits around the estimate indicate that it is a fairly stable one. There is 
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also a chance that the guidelines are being met. The actual mean is probably 

between 46.74 and 64.16 days; if it is at the lower end of this interval, then 

the proposed standard is not violated. 

Other intervals observed indicate that little time is taken processing a 

felony case from indictment tb first appearance (16.4 days) or from disposition 

to sentence (5.6 days). Both means appear reliable. 

Averages by Disposition Type 

When felony cases for the state are categori zed accordi ng to di sposi ti on 

type, findings become much more variable in relation to the proposed national 

guidelines. Further, some rrocessing intervals have been eliminated due either 

to shortages in data or to problems in data coding stemming from inconsistencies 

in court records. 16 In general, however, comparisons of the trree main 

intervals can be made between disposition types. 

The time 1 apse for a felony case from arrest to i ndi ctment appears to vary 

greatly among di sposi ti (In methods. (See Tabl e S2 to Tabl e S5.) It seems that 

the nolle prosequi or dismissal mean is much higher than national standards 

recommended (79.9 days), but the confidence limits for this estimate (19.93 

16Shortages in data were particulary pronounced for non-jury trials. The 
. main difficulty in this category was that no non-jury ,felony trials could be 

found in one of the ci rcuits for FY1980. Thi s defi ci ency 1 ed to great 
discrepancies in the initial statewide estimates calculated due to the effect 
that excluding the circuit had on the state mean and variance formulae. (See 
Appendix 1 for a description of the formulae involved.) , , 

Records inconsistencies had an especially bad effect on the lndlctment to 
fi rst appearance processing interval -once ~he da~a was categori zed. ,The pro­
blem which arose involved either very small or, 1n some cases, negat1ve means 
for this interval. This occurred mainly because cases would not have dates of 
arraignment clearly recorded. In most instances where confusion arose, cases 
woul d be stamped by cl erks of the court with either the date the case was 
filed or with the term of court in which the case was filed without any clear 
entry detailing when a true bill issued. ,This left data coders in a dilemm~. 
The date given was the only logical choice to use as, an indictmen,t date ~n 
this situation even if it occurred before the date glven for arra1gnment 1n 
the case. By the same token, it had to be assumed that an unidentified first 
appearance was for arraignment, even if a bond hearing or other procee~ing w~s 
a possibility. The resulting inconsistencies make inferences involvlng th~s 
interval (and, indeed, all intervals beginning w-ith indictment) less certa1n 
than would be preferred. 
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days to 139.91 days) are so great that no fi rm concl usion can be drawn. Much 

the same can be said for the smallest estimate, the mean for non-jury trials 

(23.6 days). While the confidence interval for this estimate is acceptable 

(~3.9 days), the mean is based on estimates for one of the sample circuits and 

cannot be considered comparable. 80th jury trials (44.7 days) and non-trial 

dispositions (45.6 days) show means for th·is interval which exceed the 

recommended standards. The estimates appear stabl e. The actual mean probabl y 

falls between 28.04 and 61.42 days for jury trials, and between 39.73 and 51.37 

days for non-trial pleas. Thus, in both instances, the actual mean is probably 

greater than recommended by the Federal Speedy Trial Act. 

As the ta~les show, estimates for the indictment to disposition interval 

reveal similar differences, replicating state findings again. Nolle prosequi or 

di smi ssed cases appear to ta e muc k h longer to proceed from 
"

nd,'ctment to 

disposition (99.7 days) than national guidelines suggest. Further, this 

estimate appears fairly stable (confidence interval: ..:35.7 days). All other 

disposi·tion types show fai rly stable estimates which are equal to or less than 

the 52 day national guideline. The average time for 'jury trials is equal to the 

proposed standard (52.4 days) and appears stabl e (confidence interval: .:.13.1 

days). It is possible that the actual mean c'ould exceed 52 days, however; the 

high limit of confidence is 65.44 days. Non-trial pleas appear to usually take 

only 40.2 days (confidence interval: .:.5.7 days) to go from indictment to 

disposition. Also, as can be seen, there is only a 10% risk that the actual 

mean is greater than 52 days. Again, non-jury trials appear. to take the least 

time (37.2 days) but this statistic must be treated gingerly, given the 

tentati ve nature of the data in thi s cat!.:'~ory.17 

17Estimates presented in Table S4 are.based on us~ng .figures from. 
Circuit 8 to estimate means and var1ances for Clrcu1t F. No non-Jury crimi~al 
trials disposed in FYl980 could be found in Circuit .F. The re~u~t~ng 
statewide estimates are extremely suspect, though more bel1evable than 1~lt1al 
calculations. Data on non-jury trials is further l.imited.by record.dlscre­
pancies described in footnote 2. T~e means and conf~dence 1ntervals 1n Tab~e 
S4 are given solely for informatlonal purposes; 1nferences should rema1n 
extremely 1 imited •. 
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Ci vi'J Cases 

Georgia's superior courts disposed of 30,995 general civil cases and 54,608 

domestic relations cases in fiscal year 1980. When completed, the survey used 

in this study had collected data on 3,681 of these cases: 1,786 general civil 

cases and 1,895 domestic relations cases. 

Overall Average 

As can be seen in Table S6, the overall estimated means for both kinds of 

civil cases appear to meet the Georgia Civil Practices Act requirements of 30 

days from complaint to answer. This interval is 27.2 days for general civ"ll 

cases and 22.9 days for domestic relations cases. The confidence limits for 

both estimates indicate that the actual mean in each case is not far off this 

standard. As can be seen, however, the actual mean for general civi"l cases 

might violate the 30 day requirement (high limit of confidence interval: 39.5 

days). The same cannot be said for the requirement that service be made on 

complaints within five days. As can be seen in Table 56, domestic 

relations cases take slightly less than the required period (3.4 days) and this 

estimate appears highly stable. General civil cases, however, take 8.4 days on 

the average between these processi n9 poi nts. Further, the confidence 1 imits 

show that there is a 90% chance that the average general civil case take more 

than five days to effect service. 

Similar differences emerge when the length of time from complaint to 

disposition is compared to the national standards. Domestic relations cases 

appear to reach disposition on the average well before the 127 days' limit is 

reached (109.9 days) and the sample mean appears to be fairly close to the 

actual mean in this category (confidence interval: +3.3 days). General civil 
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cases, however, usually take over 200 days (222.9 days) to reach disposition. 

Also, the actual mean time to disposition is probably between 215.74 and 229.12 

days, both figures in excess of national standards. Similar disparities between 

general ci vil and domesti c rel ati ons cases can be observed for the remai ni ng 

processing intervals. 

Averages by 0; spas; t; orJ TYe! 

These patterns ;pparently repeat themsel ves when the statewi de data is 

categorized by disposition type. While the means for jury trials are unstable 

for both case types, ,some compari sons can be made. In general, the 30-day 

complaint to answer standard (as Tables S7 thru S9 show) is met, with 

estimated means rangi ng from 18.6 days for settl ed/di smi ssed domesti c rel ati ons 

cases to 34.8 days for general civil jury trial s (a questionable estimate; 

confidence interval: ~21.68 days). In two instances -- settled/dismissed 

general civil and domestic relations jury trials -- reliable sample means have 

confi dence interval s whi ch suggest that actual means may exceed the standard 

(high limits 36.65 days and 38.76 days respectively). All other processing 

intervals with stable means have confidence intervals indicating actual means 

near the 30 days requirement. In general, however, settled/dismissed cases take 

the least amount of time. 

As in the overall analysi s, when cases are compared across di sposi ti on 

types, the five-day requirement for service on a complaint is consistently met 

for domestic relations cases and consistently overshot for general civil cases. 

Tabl es S7 to S9 ill ustrate that for domesti c rel ati ons cases, the estimated 

means for this processing interval range from 3.6 days for settled/dismissed 

cases to 4.7 days for jury trials. These are reliable .estimates for this 

interval and the range of the confidence limits remains consistently below the 

standard. 
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Quite the opposite appl ies for general civil cases. Here the mean times 

range from 6.9 days for settled/dismissed cases to 19.9 days for jury trials. 

Whi 1 e thi s 1 ast estimate must be consi de red unrel i abl e (confi dence interval: 

+19.7 days), only the lowest mean has confidence limits -- 4.11 days to 9.75 

days -- which even allow the possibility of meeting requirements. Again, as 

mi ght be expected, settl ed/di smi ssed cases take 1 ess time for servi ce for both 

types of cases and, according to the estimates, jury trials have a longer 

complaint to service interval. 

The final processing interval considered shows the most variable results. 

Tabl es S7 thru 59 illustrate that, except for before tri ,'11 /non-j ury tri al 

dispositions, the 127 days disposition guideline is consistently exceeded by 

both types of civil cases. For' before trial/non-jury trial cases both of the 

means (85.1 days for general civil, 51.8 days for domestic relations) are within 

the recommended limits. Further, the confidence limits of each indicate that 

the proposed standard is probably not vi 01 ated by the actual mean and that the 

estimated means are fairly reliable. Similar reliability is apparent for the 

means found for settled/dismissed cases -- 205.9 days for general civil cases 

and 181.4 days for domestic relations cases. However, these means and their 

confidence intervals reveal that cases of this type probably consistently exceed 

the recommended limits. While the means for jury trials are highly unreliable 

(both confidence intervals are greater than 90 d.ays), it must be noted that 

general civil jury trials have a mean of almost a year and a half of avallable 

judicial days (348.6 days). 
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FIGURE Sl: AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 

FOR FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY ALL METHODS 
STATEWIDE 
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FIGURE S2: AVERAGE NUMBfn OF DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 
FOR FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NOLLE PROSEQUI OR DISMISSAL 
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fIGURE S3: AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 
FOR FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NON-TRIAL CONVICTION (PLEAS) 
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AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 
FOR FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NON-JURY TRIAL 
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FIGURE S5: AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 
FOR FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY JURY TRIAL 

STATEWIDE 

STAG[S: ARREST TO INDICTMENT/ACCUSATION 

AVERAGE FOR 
CIRCUIT 

FELONY 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/ Accusati on 

Indictment to 
Di spositi on 

Disposition to 
Sentencing 

Arrest to 
Di spos it ion 

INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT/FIRST APPEARANCE 
INDICTMENT/ACCUSATION TO D!.SPOSITION 
DISPOSITION TO SENTENCING 
ARREST TO DISPOSITION 

44.7 

52.4 

6.0 

25 50 75 

. NUMBER OF DAYS 

(! 

100 

1 

... 
J; ; :: l~ :Ii 

, 
\ 

125 150 



r 
r 

\ 

FIGURE S6: AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 
FOR CIVIL CASES DISPOSE~ BY ALL METHODS 
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FIGURE S7: AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 
FOR CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BY SETTLEMENT OR DISMISSAL 
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FIGURE S8: AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 
FOR CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BEFORE TRIAL JUDGMENT OR NON-JURY TRIAL 
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FIGURE 59: AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 

FOR CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BY JURY TRIAL 
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TABLE Sl : FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY ALL METHODS 
STATEWIDE IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL TIME STANDARD (90%) INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW HIGH 

Arrest to Indict-
ment/ Accusat ion 50.7 6.6 39.77 61. 57 

Indictment to 
. Arrai gnment .or Fi rst 
Appearance 16.4 2.2 12.81 19.93 

Indictment to 
Di sposition 55.5 5.3 46.74 64.16 

Disposition to 
Sentencing 5.6 1.3 3.55 7.69 

Arrest to 
Di spos it ion 100.7 2.7 96.29 105.03 
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TABLE S2: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NOLLE PROSEQUI OR ~ISMISSAL 
STATEWIDE IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

TIME STANDARD (90%) 
INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW 

*Arrest to Indict-
ment/ Accusati on 79.9 36.4 19.93 

Indictment to 
Arraignment or Fi rst 
Appearance 34.4 18.3 4.24 

Indictment to 
Di spos it ion 99.7 21.7 64.05 

*Arrest to 
Disposition 170.5 40.2 104.23 

*Confidence interval greater than 90 days. 
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HIGH 

139.91 

64.62 

135.49 

236.85 
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TABLE S3: 
FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NON-TRIAL CONVICTION (PLEAS) 

STATEWIDE IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL TIME 

STANDARD (90%) INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW HIGH Arrest to Indict-
ment/ Accusati on 45.6 3.5 39.73 51.37 Indictment to 
Arraignment or Fi rst 
Appearance 16.8 3.3 11.38 22.16 Indictment to 
Disposition 40.2 3.5 34.49 45.87 w Disposition to 

""'" Sentencing 5.7 .9 4.22 7.14 . Arrest to 
Disposition 81.1 5.4 ]'2.25 89.89 

\ 

- ___ --.-_('1 _r _____ ~~ __ .,~ .. _ .. _ 



r-
1 

r 

\ 

• 

w 
U1 

• 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

• 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/ Accusat ion 

Indictment to 
DispDsition 

Arrest to 
Di spos it i on 

TABLE S4: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NON-JURY TRIAL 
STATEriIDE IN DAYS 

MEAN 
STANDARD 

ERROR LOW 

23.6 2.4 19.66 

37.2 1.2 35.16 

59.8 3.2 54.56 

• • • 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 
(90%) 

HIGH 

27~44 

39.24 

65.18 
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TABLE S5: fELONY CASES DISPOSED BY JURY TRIAL 
STATEWIDE IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL TIME 

STAN;JARD (90%) INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW HIGH Arrest to Indict-
ment/Accusation 44.7 10.1 28.04 61.42 Indictment to 
Di sposition 52.3 7.9 39.32 65.44 Di spos it i on to 
Sentencing 6.0 2.0 2.72 9.34 Arrest to 

w Di sposition 91.9 17.2 63.46 120.30 
0'1 
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r TABLE S6: CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BY ALL METHODS 

STATEWIDE IN DAYS 

CONfIDENCE 
INTERVAL' TIME 

STANDARD (90%) INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW HIGH - -GENERAL CIVIL 

Complaint to 
Service 8.4 2.00 5.02 11.70 

Complaint to 
Answer 27.2 7.50 14.92 39.50 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 42.7 7.10 31.04 54.36 w Complaint to '.J 

Disposition 222.4 4.10 215.74 229.12 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

Complaint to 
Service 3.4 0.01 3.43 3.45 

Complaint to 
Answer 22.9 3.50 17 .28 28.68 

Complaint to Last 
Pl eadings Fil ed 11.2 1. 70 8.34 13.98 

Complaint to 
Di spositon 109.9 2.00 106.55 113.15 
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TABLE S7: CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BY SETTLEMENT OR DISMISSAL 

STATEWIDE'IN DAYS 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

GENERAL CIVIL 

Complaint to 
Service 

Complaint to 
Answer' 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 

Complaint to 
Di sposition 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

Complaint to 
Service 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 

Complaint to 
Di spositon 

MEAN 

6.9 

25.0 

50.3 

205.3 

3.6 

18.6 

8.8 

181.4 

STANDARD 
ERROR 

1.70 

7.10 

11.30 

12.00 

0.50 

4.10 

2.90 

17.90 

CONfIDENCE 
INTERVAL 
(90%) 

LOW HIGH 

4.11 9.75 

13.39 36.65 

31.70 68.94 

185.51 225.17 

2.82 4.32 

11. 78 25.40 

3.96 13.68 

151.88 210.88 
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r TABLE S8: CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BY BEFORE TRIAL JUDGMENT OR NON-JURY TRIAL 
STATEWIDE IN DAYS 

-1 
CONFIDENCE 

INTERVAL 
TIME STANDARD (90%) 

INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW HIGH --
GENERAL CIVIL 

Complaint to 
Servi ce 8.3 1.60 5.64 10.94 

Complaint to 
Answer 22.7 3.40 17.09 28.27 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 14.9 2.20 11.41 18.57 

w 
1.0 Complaint to 

Disposition 85.1 14.70 60.93 109.27 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

Complaint to 
Service 3.2 0.01 3.18 3.20 

Complaint to 
Answer 22.5 3.70 16.38 28.58 

Complaint to Last 
P.leadings Filed 7.8 1.60 5.25 10.35 

Complaint to 
Di spositon 51.8 2.50 47.64 55.92 

\ 
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TABLE S9: CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BY JURY TRIAL 
STATEWIDE IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL TIME STANDARD (90%) INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW HIGH 

GENERAL CIVIL 

**Complaint to 
Service 19.9 11.90 .16 39.58 

Complaint to 
Answer 34.8 13.10 13.09 56.45 

*Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fil ed 177 .5 61.60 75.99 279.09 

""" *Complaint to a 
Disposition 348.6 91.80 197.07 500.09 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

Complaint to 
Service 4.7 2.10 1.15 8.21 

Complaint to 
Answer 26.9 7.20 14.94 38.76 

*Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fil ed 116.9 40.20 50.60 183.22 

*Complaint to 
Di spositon 207.2 64.40 100.89 313.53 

*Confidence interval greater than 90 days. 
**Mean less th~n confidenc~ interval. 

\ 
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CIRCUIT ANALYSIS 

Ci rcuit A 
Ci rcuit B 
Circuit C 
Circuit 0 
Ci rcuit E 
Circuit F 

CIRCUIT ANA1~YSIS 

This section of this study presents the data analysis for each circuit 

sampled. This analYSis begins for each circuit with a g~neral description of 

the circuit characteristics and the number of cases disposed in that circuit in 
fiscal year 1980. 

The following analysis will be divided into a criminal and civil section. 

'In each case category sectio~ (criminal and civil) a graph will di splay the 

sample circuit mean of total cases for each time intel'val fOllowed by an expla­

natory table. (For example, see pages 48 and 50). Thereafter will be tables 

of the cases separated by disposition method. (See pages 51 through 55). 

The tables will contain footnotes to identify when the circuit sample mean 

for a time interval is less than the number of days between the ninety percent 

confi dence i nterva 1. A footnote is al so used to desi gnate when the number of 

days between the confi dence i nter'Va 1 is greater than ni nety days. Both these 

measures indicate that there was a considerable variance in the ,time between 

specified case events in the sample cases. Further, it means that the tru~ cir-

cuit mean may be significantly different from the sample mean. 

Various problems arose in the data collection phase of this study which 

affected the reliability and completeness of the data recorded. Please refer to 

pages 18 and 19 for a discussion of these difficulties. Despite these problems, 

the data does present the first data on time for case processing in the superior 

court ci rcui ts ever compil ed in Georgi a, and has provi ded the state with 

valuable knowledge on the best method of completing future studies in our state 
on trial delay. 
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CIRCUIT A 

Circuit A is a one-county, multi-judge urban court. It holds six terms of 

court a year. This circuit handles a significant number .of complex commerical 

cases and administrative board reviews. It does not hear misdemeanor cases. 

Instead, these cases ·are handled by limited-jurisdiction trial courts in the 

circuit. 

Criminal Cases 

There were 5,929 felony counts disposed of by this circuit in fiscal year 

1980. These counts were cha rges re 1 ati ng to approxi mate 1 y 5,665 defendants. 

Data for 608 defendants was collected for this study. 

In this circuit, the felony sample circuit means for arrest to indictment 

(36.6 days) and indictment to disposition (77.2 days) time intervals are similar 

to the trial delay standards of 22 and 52 judicial days mentioned on page 5. 

The confidence intervals for these time intervals are fairly small (.:t.5.02 and 

.:t.8.40). Therefore, the true circuit mean probably lies between 31.58 and 41.62 

for the arrest to indictment interval and between 68.75 and 85.65 days for the 

indictment to disposition interval. Thus, in this circuit it appears that 

felony case processing time for the average case is not substanti al1y greater 

than national guidelines. 

The arrest to indictment time interval means and confidence intervals 

remain fairly stable when these felony cases are segregated by disposition type. 

(See Tables A3 through A7.) The sample circuit mean is lowest for felonies 

disposed by jury trial (25.0 days) and highest for felonies disposed by non­

trial convictions (41.0 days). 

The sample circuit means and confidence intervals for the indictment to 

di sposi ti on time interval for p1 eas and tri al di sposi ti ons are a1 so very simi-

1ar to the total felony figures. In contrast, the dead docket and nol pros/ 
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I dismissal disposition types have both h,·gher samp1·e ( means over 100 days) and 

a greater variabil ity as demonstrated by the fact that the confidence interval 

was greater than ninety days. (See Tables A3 and A4.) 

The disposition to sentencing interval sample means and confidence interval 

for felony cases shows, as expected, that only a small amount of time generally 

separates these two case events. (See Table A1. 

Civil Cases 

There were 4,419 general civi"l cases and 6,998 domestic relations cases 

disposed by this court in fiscal year 1980. 445 general civil cases and 341 

domestic relations cases were sampled in this study. 

The Ci vil Practi ce Act in Georgi a sets general gui del i nes for the time 

between filing of the complaint and service (5 days) and for the time between 

filing of the complaint and filing of the answer (30 days). (See Appendix II, 

Georgia Law - Case Processing Time Limitations.) Of course, the first time 

interval may be affected by the defendant's attempts to evade service of a 

complaint upon him, and the second time interval may be delayed by the granting 

of an extension of time to file an answer. The sample circuit means and the 

confidence intervals for both general civil and domestic relations cases in 

Circuit A for the complaint to service interval are actually slightly longer 

than fi ve days (See Table A2.) Thi s demonstrates that despite the fact many 

cases are served by acknowledgment of service before the complaint is filed with 

the c1 erk, there are numerous cases in thi s ci rcuit in whi ch servi ce is not 

completed until after five days from complaint filing have expired. In 

contrast, the sample circuit means and confidence intervals for the complaint to 

answer time interval show that the true mean for Circuit A probably falls within 

25.41 to 30.19 days for general civil cases and 17.00 to 25.60 days for domestic 

re1 ati ons cases. Thi s demonstrates that most answers are fi 1 ed withi n the 

thirty-day period in this circuit. 
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There is a si gnifi cant difference in the amount of time between the com­

plaint to disposition interval for general civil and domestic relations cases in 

Ci·rcui t A. The sampl e ci rcui t mean is 84.4 days for domesti c rel ati ons cases 

. and the confidence interval ranges from 72.68 days to 96.12 days. This is 

considerably less than the national guidelines of six months (127 days). On the 

other hand, the general civi 1 sampl e ci rcuit mean was .294.7 days and the con­

fidence interval was from 274.12 days to 315.28 days. (See Table A2 .) 

The sample circuit mean for complaint to disposition of both general civil 

and domestic relation cases for cases disposed by jury trial (450 days and 243 

days, respectively) is substantially greater than the sample circuit mean for 

civil cases disposed by other methods. The confidence intervals for cases dis­

posed by jury trial are over ninety days in length. Unfortunately, this indi­

cates a great vari abi 1 ity in the 1 ength of time consumed by ci vil cases whi ch 

are concluded by jury trial and reduces the significance of the data gathered. 
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FIGURE Al: AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 
FOR TOTAL FELONY CASES 
CIRCUIT A 

STAGES: ARREST TO INDICTMENT/ACCUSATION 

AVERAGE FOR 
CIRCUIT 

FELONY 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

Indictment to 
Arraignment or 
Fi rst Appearance 

Indictment to 
Di spos it ion 

Disposition to 
Sentenclng 

Arrest to 
Disposition 

INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT/FIRST APPEARANCE 
INDICTMENT/ACCUSATION TO DISPOSITION 
DISPOSITION TO SENTENCING 
ARREST TO DISPOSITION 

I 36.6 

I 54.1 

I 77 .2 

b 5.7 

25 50 75 

I 106.9 

100 
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FIGURE A2: AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 
FOR TOTAL CIVIL CASES 
FOR CIRCUIT A 

STAGES: COMPLAINT TO SERVICE 
COMPLAINT TO ANSWER 

AVERAGE FOR 
CIRCUIT 

GENERAL CIVIL 

Complaint to 
Servi ce 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 

Complaint to 
Disposition 

COMPLAINT TO LAST PLEADINGS FILED 
COMPLAINT TO DISPOSITION 

10.1 

27.8 

~----------------~ 125.2 

1-----------------______ --11 294.7 

DOMESTIC RELATION 

Complaint to 
Service 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fil ed 

Complaint to 
Di spositi on 

7.3 

21.3 

14.4 

50 

84.4 

100 150 200 250 300 

NUMBER OF DAYS 
350 

1 
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450 500 



I 

i; 

I 
t:~ 
,j 
~ 'r: 
".- -

. : 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/ Accusati on 

Indictment to 
Arraignment or First 
Appearance 

indictment to 
Di spositi on 

Disposition to 
Sentencing 

Arrest to 
Disposition 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

.GENERAL CIVIL 

Complaint to 
Serv'i ce 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fi 1 ed 

Complaint to 
Disposition 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

*Complaint to 
Servi ce 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fi 1 ed 

Complaint to 
Di spositi on 

.-
TABLE A1: TOTAL FELONY CASES 

FOR CIRCUIT A IN DAYS 

STANDARD 
MEAN ERROR 

36.6 3.04 

54.1 14.83 

77 .2 5.12 

5.7 1.10 

106.9 ,5.95 

TABLE A2: TOTAL CIVIL CASES 
FOR CIRCUIT A IN DAYS 

STANDARD 
MEAN ERROR -

10.1 1.43 

27.8 1.45 

125.2 9.10 

294.7 12.47 

7.3 3.84 

21.3 2.61 

14.4 2.54 

84.4 7.10 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 

50 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 
LOW HIGH 

31.58 41.62 

29.63 78.57 

68.75 85.65 

3.89 7.51 

97.09 116.71 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 
(90%) 

LOW HIGH 

7.73 12.47 

25.41 30.19 

110.19 140.21 

274.12 315.28 

0.96 13.64 

17.00 25.60 

10.21 18.59 ' 

72.68 96.12 
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TABLE A3: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NOLLE PROSEQUI OR DISMISSAL 
FOR CIRCUIT A IN DAYS 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

*Indictment to 
Arraignment or First 
Appearance 

**Indictment to 
Disposition 

**Arrest to 
Disposition 

MEAN 

37.6 

54.1 

148.6 

174.1 

STANDARD 
ERROR 

5.36 

21.45 

30.49 

31.53 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 
**Confidence interval is greater than 90 days. 

LOW 

28.75 

18.70 

98.30 

122.07 

TABLEA4: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY DEAD DOCKET 
FOR CIRCUIT A IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 

HIGH 

46.45 

89.50 

198.90 

226.13 

TIME 
INTERVAL MEAN 

STANDARD 
ERROR LOW HIGH 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

*Indictment to 
Arraignment or First 
Appearance 

**Indictment to 
Di spos iti on 

**Arrest to 
Di sposition 

32.6 4.11 

51.8 17.76 

111.6 29.68 

139.8 32.79 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 
**Confidence interval is greater than 90 days. 
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25.82 39.38 

22.50 81.10 

62.63 160.57 

85.69 193.91 
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TABLE AS: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NON-TRIAL CONVICTION (PLEAS) 

FOR CIRCUIT A IN DAYS 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

Indictment to 
Arraignment or First 
Appearance 

Indictment to 
Di sposition 

Di sposition to 
Sentencing 

Arrest to 
Di spositi on 

MEAN -
41.0 

44.8 

66.0 

5.8 

101.0 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

STANDARD (90%) 
ERROR LOW 

4.83 33.02 

5.32 36.02 

5.77 56.47 

1.30 3.66 

7.48 88.65 

TABLE A6: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NON-JURY TRIAL 
FOR CIRCUIT A IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 

HIGH 

48.98 

53.58 

75~53 

7.94 

113.35 

TIME 
INTERVAL MEAN 

STANDARD 
ERROR LOW HIGH 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

Indi ctmenl to 
Arraignment or First 
Appearance 

Indictment to 
Di sposit'ion 

Di spositi on to 
Sentencing 

Arrest to 
Disposition 

27.7 

32."0 

63.9 

2.1 

87.2 

52 

3.11 22.56 32:84 

5.04 23.69 40.31 

6.77 52.73 75.07 

0.54 1.21 2.99 

6.61 76.29 98.11 

t 

:l 
TABLE A7: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY JURY TRIAL 

FOR CIRCUIT A IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) TIME 
INTERVAL MEAN 

STANDARD 
ERROR LOW HIGH 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

Indictment to 
Arraignment or First 
Appearance 

Indictment to 
Disposition 

*Di spositi on to 
Sentencing 

Arrest to 
Disposition 

25.0 

32.8 

68.9 

6.9 

87.5 

*Mean is less tha.n confidence interval. 

2.11 21.52 28.48 

5.49 23.74 41.86 

5.82 59.29 .78.51 

2.88 2.15 11.65 

5.85 77.84 97.16 
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*Complaint to 
Service 7.7 4.72 0.09 12.51 

Complaint to 
I Answer 23.7 3.85 17.35 30.05 

Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fil ed 9.9 1. 73 7.05 12.75 

Complaint to 
76.5 7.93 63.41 . 89.59 Di spositon 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 
55 
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CIRCUIT B 

Circuit 8 is a multi-county, multi-judge rural circuit.' The circuit is 

located in the northern half of the state. There are four terms of court per 

year in each county. The circuit ranks in the lower quarter statewide in cir­

cuit population per judge. Since no county has a state court, the superior 

Court must handle both felony and misdemeanor cases. 

Criminal Cases 

In fi scal year 1980, there were 1,176 felony counts di sposed for 898 

defendants in thi s ci rcui t. 
For the purposes of thi s study on case time 

sequences, data was collected from cases in which 194 defendants were listed. 

The results of this sample are discussed below. 

The nati onal gui del i ne (menti oned in the earl ie;. secti ons of thi s study) 

for arrest to indictment is 30 days (22 judicial days). The mean for this 

time span in Circuit B is 54.1 days, over twice the national guideline. With a 

confidence interval of ~5.43 days, the true circuit mean probably falls between 

48.67 and 59.53 days. (See Table B1.) It may be expected that the sample mean 

for thi s ci rcuit woul d be greater than 30 days si nee the grand jury usually 
meets only quarterly. 

The indictment to disposition circuit sample mean of felony cases is only 

40.
2 

days compared to the nati ona 1 gul del i nes of 70 days (52 judi cj al days). 

The confidence interval for this period is ~6.71; thus, the actual mean for the 

c j rcult shoul d fa 11 between 33.49 and 46.91 days. A breakdown of the felony 

cases by disposition types, however, shows a wide range of times between 

i ndj ctments and cone 1 us ions of the ca ses. For example. there is a 32.2 day 

sample mp.an for non-trial convictions (pleas) and a 37.6 day sample mean for 

jury trials, but-there is a 90 day sample mean for cases disposed by an entry in 
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in the dead docket. See a es rou • ( T bl 83 th gh 87) Cl early, the nature of the 

disposition method in part influences these time differences. 

The Circuit B indictment to arraignment (or first appearance) mean is 4.7 

days. However, since the confidence interval fs greater than the mean at ,:!:.5.48 

that there can be little certainty where the circuit mean actually falls. . . . . 

The disposition to sentenc1ng mean 1S • , . 1 7 days for the sampl e and the 

confidence interval is ,:!:.0.36 days. These low figures indicate that the judges 

routinely s~ntence within two days of disposition of the case. 

Civil Cases 

Circuit B disposed of 898 general civil and 896 domestic relations cases in 

fiscal year 1980. The case time sequence sample consisted of 347 general civil 

cases and 339 domestic relations cases. 

The sample mean for the'general civil complaint to answer time interval was 

30.7 days. With a confidence interval of ~8.42, the actual circuit mean has a 

90% probability of falling within 22.28 and 39.12 days~ This range comports 

fairly well with the requirement in the Georgia Civil Practice Act that an 

answer be filed within 30 days (22 judicial days) of the filing of the com-

plaint. 

The data coll ected for the domestic rel ations time span from compl ai nt to 

answer is not nearly so satisfactory., I\lthough the ~'ample mean is 35.2 days, 

the confidence interval is +18.27 days, so that the actual circuit mean may fall 

anywhere from 16.93 to 53.47 ays. \ ee • . d IS Table B2) However, only 46 answers 

were filed in the 339 domestic relations cases sampled which may account for the 

relatively unreliable results. 

The Civil Practice c s a es A t t t that serv1'ce should be accomplished within 

five days of filing the complaint. The domestic relations cases sampled have a 

mean '9 f 1.4 days which falls well within this limit. The confidence interval of 

+1.75 days indicates that the true circuit mean is less than' 3.15 days. 
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On the other hand, the general civil sample mean for complaint to service 

is greater (nine days). A confidence interval of +3.9 indicates that the actual 

mean should lie between 5.1 days and 12.9 days. 

The sampl e ci vi 1 cases for Ci rcui t B show a si gni fi cant di vergence from 

national trial delay reduction guidelines for the complaint to disposition time 

interval. The mean for the general civil cases is 361.1 days, and for domestic 

relations, 308.2 days, while the national goal is 127 days (6 months). The 

confidence intervals are +42.03 and ,:t38.54 , respectively, so that the true 

circuit means would fall roughly between 319 and 403 days, and 270 and 347 days 

all of which exceed the national guideline. 

The Circuit B civil and domestic relations dispositions for fiscal year 

1980 include a number of cases which were disposed by the five year 

administrative termination method; 66 of these cases were included in the 

sample. The sample mean for these cases is 1,372 days. Since dispositions of 

this type require that the cases have been inactive for five years, these 

numbers will certainly affect the totals. 

Yet other disposition types, with the exception of before-trial judgments/ 

non-jury trials, also have large sample means for the complaint to disposition 

interval. (See Tables B8 and Bl1.) The before-trial judgment/noll-jury trial 

sample mean is only 56.5 days, with a confidence interval of +10.41 for domestic 

relations cases, and for general civil cases is 79.2 days with a confidence 

intervi~l of +17.58. However, the sample means for both civil Fase-types in the 

settlement/dismissal and jury trial categories are over 300 days. The 

conclusion is that the confidence intervals for these disposition categories 

(from ~49.2 to ~262.68) are so broad that no satisfactory projection can be made 

for the actual mean for the complaint to disposition time interval in Cir-

cuit B. 

18This large number of cases disposed by five-year administrative termina­
tion resulted because a newly appointed judge faced with a backlog of old 
civil cases set them on a calendar. to clear this backlog from the court. 
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FIGURE B1: AVERAGE NUMBER Of DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 

FOR TOTAL FELONY CASES 
CIRCUITB 

STAGES: ARREST TO INDICTMENT/ACCUSATION 

AVERAGE FOR 
CIRCUIT 

FELONY 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

Indictment to 
Arraignment or 
First Appearance 

Indictment to 
Di sposition 

Disposition to 
Sentencing 

Arrest to 
Di sposition 

INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT/FIRST APPEARANCE 
INDICTMENT/ACCUSATION TO DISPOSITION 
DISPOSITION TO SENTENCING 
ARREST TO DISPOSITION 

54.1 

4.7 

40.2 

11. 7 
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25 50 75 

NUMBER OF DAYS 

100 125 150 

.,< •. ~ __ , __ ••• --_____ ---________ p ________ l_1!* .... "*_n-t_gq;""'14"_~I_'''._:i ....... !O.t'8_''''''.*_''fIIi_.ai4P' 

~-"'-" ________ I ________ ' _____ ·_r ________ ~ _____ ~ ___ ~~. ___ ~. _____ _ 



r ""I: I ,! r --- . 
~ .... 

! t '-l~ 
: " , 4 

..... ".' .. ~ ~, ..., ·r 

1 

r" FIGURE B2: AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 
FOR TOTAL CIVIL CASES 
FOR CIRCUIT B 

'1 

STAGES: COMPLAINT TO SERVICE 
COMPLAINT Te ANSWER 
COMPLAINT TO LAST PLEADINGS FILED 
COMPLAINT TO DISPOSITION 

AVERAGE FOR 
CIRCUIT 

GENERAL CIVIL 

Complaint to 

tl Service 9.0 

Complaint to 
Answer I. 30.7 

Complaint to Last 
()) Pleadings Filed 
0 

I 31.2 

Complaint to 

I 
Di c;positi on 

361.1 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS . 
Complaint co 

~ Service 1.4 

Complaint to 
Answer I 35.2 

Complaint to Last 

b Pl eadi ngs Fil ed 10.9 

Complaint to 
Disposition 
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TABLE B1: TOTAL FELONY CASES 
FOR CIRCUIT B IN DAYS 

TIME STANDARD 
INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW 

Arrest to Indict-
ment/Accusation 54.1 3.29 48.67 

*Indictment to 
Arraignment or Fi rst 
Appearance 4.7 3.79 -1.56 

Indictment to 
Disposition 40.2 4.07 33.49 

Di spositi on to 
Sentencing 1.7 0.22 1.34 

Arrest to 
Disposition 88.7 5.02 80.42 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 

TABLE B2: TOTAL CIVIL CASES 
. FOR CIRCUIT B IN DAYS 

TIME STANDARD 
INTERVAL MEAN ERROR 

GENERAL CIVIL 

Complaint to 
Service 9.0 2.36 

Complaint to 
Answer 30.7 5.10 

Complaint to Last 
Plead1ngs Filed 31.2 5.29 

Complaint to 
Disposition 361.1 25.47 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

*Comp1aint to 
Service 1.4 1.06 

*Complaint to 
Answer 35.2 11.07 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 10.9 3.13 

Complaint to 
Di spositon 308.2 . 23.36 

*Mean is less than confidence interval •. 
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5.10 

22.28 

22.47 

319.07 

0.35 

16.93 

5.74 

269.66 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 
HIGH 

59.53 

10.96 

46.91 

2.06 

96.98 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 
HIGH 

12.90 

39.12 

39.93 

403.13 

3.15 

53.47 

16.06 

346.74 
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TABLE 83: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NOLLE PROSEQUI OR DISMISSAL 
FOR CIRCUIT B IN DAYS 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

MEAN -
56.2 

STANDARD 
, ERROR -

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

LOW 
(90%) 

- HIGH -
*Indictment to 

Arraignment or First 
Appearance 

5.34 47.39 65.01 

Indi ctment to 
Disposition 

Arrest to 
Disposition 

*Mean is less than confidence 

23.7 

38.0 

88.8 

interval. 

15.33 - 1.60 49.00 

7.10 26.29 49.71 

8.67 74.48 103.12 

TABLE B4: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY DEAD DOCKET 
FOR CIRCUIT B IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL TIME 

STANDARD (90%) INTERVAL 
MEAN ERROR LOW HIGH - -- - -Arrest to Indict-

ment/Accusation 93.4 16.65 65.92 120.88 *Indictment to 
Arraignment or First 
Appearance 

3.1 5.55 - 6.06 12.26 Indictment to 
Disposition ·90.0 12.16- 69.93 110.07 Arrest to 
Disposition 169.3 18.04 139.53 199.07 

*Mean is 1 ess than confidence interval. 
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TABLE B5 : FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NON-TRIAL CONVICTION (PLEAS) 
FOR CIRCUIT B IN DAYS 

TIME STANDARD 
INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW -
Arrest to Indict-
ment/Ac~usation 44.5 4.82 36.54 

*Indictment to 
·Arraignment or Fi rst 
Appearance 0.5 2.37 - 3.41 

Indictment to 
Disposition 32.2 6.16 22.03 

Di spositi on to 
Sentencing 1.2 0.10 1.03 

Arrest to 
Di spositi on 68.1 6.37 57.58 

*Mean is 1 ess than confidence interval. 

TABLE B6: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NON-JURY TRIAL 
FOR CIRCUIT B IN DAYS 

TIME STANDARD INTERVAL MEAN ERROR -
**Arrest to Indict-

ment/Accusation 38.5 34.50 
*Indictment to 

Di spositi on 42.0 20.99 
Arrest to 
Disposition 79.5 13.50 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 
**Confidence interval is greater than 90 days. 
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LOW 

0 

7'.36 

57.23 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 
(90%) 

HIGH 

52.46 

4.41 

42.37 

1.37 

78.62 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 
HIGH 

95.43 

76.64 

101. 77 

.~~" t:;1iI~·---------_____________________________ .. _a 

TABLE 87: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY JURY TRIAL 
FOR CIRCUIT B IN DAYS ~ 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL TIME STANDARD (90%) INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW HIGH - -t Arrest to Indict-

ment/ Accusati on 52.3 6.03 42.35 62.25 
*Indictment to 

Arraignment or Fi rst 
Appearance 1.7 4.84 - 6.29 9.69 

Indictment to 
Disposition 37.6 8.78 23.10 52.10 

Di spositi on to 
Sentencing 4.4 1.09 2.60 6.20 J. 

Arrest to 
Di spositi on 89.7 9.98 73.22 106.18 

. 
*Mean is 1 ess than confi dence i nterva 1. 
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TABLE B8: CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BY SETTLEMENT OR DISMISSAL 

FOR CIRCUIT B IN DAYS 
CONFIDENCE 

INTERVAL TIME STANDARD (90%) (- INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW HIGH -

f TABLE Bl 0: CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BY BEFORE-TRIAL JUDGMENT OR NON-JURY TRIAL 
FOR CIRCUIT B IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE I 

INTERVAL TIME STANDARD (90%) INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW HIGH $ - -GENERAL CIVIL 
GENERAL CIVIL 

*Compla;nt to 
Complaint to 
Service 6.2 1.16 4.29 8.11 ~ Complaint to ":! 

Answer 30.5 8.08 17.16 43.84 Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 38.5 8.45 24.56 52.44 **Complaint to 
Di sposition 330.5 29.82 281. 30 379.70 

<:t 

Service 9.4 4.16 2.54 16.26 Complaint to 
~ Answer 23.7 2.98 18.77 28.63 
'-. ..,.. 

Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fil ed 8.1 1.74 5.23 10.97 Complaint to 

It 
Di sposition 79.2 10.66 61.62 96.78 

..,.I i DOMESTIC RELATION :.n 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

*Complaint to 
Servi ce 0.4 1. 78 - 2.54 3.34 Complaint to 

~" Answer 21.2 4.81 13.26 29.14 *Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fi 1 ed 5.0 1.47 2.57 7.43 **Complaint to 
Dispositon 538.5 34.70 481. 24 595.76 

~. *Mean is less than confidence interval. 
**Confidence interval is greater than 90 days. 

. I 
f *Complaint to i Servi ce 1.6 1.32 0.57 f *Complaint to 3.77 
! Answer 40.0 16.86 12.18 67.82 *Complaint to Last 

",. 

Pl eadi n9s Fil ed 10.4 ' . 

3.90 3.96 16.84 Compl a i nt to 
Di spositon 56.5 6.31 46.09 66.91 

*Mean is 1 ess than confidence interval. 

TABLE B9: CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BY 5 YEAR ADMINISTRATIVE TERMINATION 
FOR CIRCUIT B IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE --t;' 
INTERVAL \)..:;..: 

TIME STANDARD (90%) INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW HIGH -
GENERAL CIVIL 

*Complaint to () :,. 

Servi ce 7.4 3.96 0.86 13.94 *Complaint to 
Answer 49.8 18.30 19.61 79.99 *Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 15.7 6.26 5.37 26.03 Complaint to 

(:\ Di spos it ion 1367.3 11.98 1347.53 1387.07 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

*Complaint to 
Service 6.9 6.34 - 3.56 17.36 {s:' *Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fil ed 11.9 9.73 0 27.95 Complaint to 
Di spositon 1372.0 16.16 1345.34 , 1398.66 

*Mean ;s less than confidence interval. . 
l-::r i 
"'I. I 
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t Circuit C 

Circuit C is a rap' y 'dl grow,'ng one-county suburban circuit. It is a 

multi-judge court and has six terms of court a year. The superior court judges 

do not hear misdemeanor cases since these are handled by other 

limited-jurisdiction courts in the county. 

large proportion of this court's workload. 

Criminal Cases 

Domestic relations cases comprise a 

There were 759 felony counts disposed by this court in fiscal year 1980. 

Approximately 555 defendants were involved in these cases. 

166 defendants was collected. 
Data on the cases of 

In thi s ci rcuit the arrest to indictment interval for felony cases appears 

t,' me than the nat i ana 1 tri u 1 delay gui de 1 i ne of on the average to consume more 

30 days (22 judicial days. ) The sampl e ci rcuit mean was 65.6 days and the 

confidence interval sows e h th true mean Probably 1 i es between 56.06 days and 

75.14 days. (See Table Cl.) 

The first appearance in court after the indictment probably occurs on an 

average between 28 days and 39 days after the indictment. (See Table C1.) 

The sample circuit mean (69.6) for the indictment to disposition time 

interval which has a 90% confidence interval of ~ 11.69 days shows that the true 

circuit mean probably falls within 57.91 days and 81.29 days. Thus, the true 

C 
"
nterva1 ,'s probably very close to the national felony mean for this Circuit 

trial time guidelines. The sample mean for felony cases disposed by jury trial 

and non-jury trial for the indictment to disposition interval. was 81 days. (See 

Tables C5 and C6.) This is greater than the non-trial disposition sample mean 

of 44 days. (See Table C4.) Unfortunately, the small number of cases sampled 

th,'s c,'rcu,'t by non-J'ury or jury trial, and the wide which were disposed in 

range in times of t ese h cases resulted in confidence intervals of greater than 
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~25 days. This reduces the usefulness of the data since the true mean for these 

cases could fall anywhere between a value of 46.59 days to 115.41 days. 
Civil Cases 

There were 414 general civil cases and 1,859 domestic relations cases 

disposed in fiscal year· 1980 in Circuit C. The sample included data from 204 

general civil cases and 428 domestic relations cases. 

The complaint to service time interval for general civil cases in this 

circuit is more variable and has a higher sample mean than the domestic 

relations case results. (See Table C2.) But for neither civil case-type is 

the higher end of the confidence interval around the mean greater than 15 days. 

The complaint to answer time interval results for both general civil cases 

and domestic relations cases disposed in Circuit C closely adhere to the 30 day 

requi rement of the Civil Practice Act. The sample ci rcuit means for' both civil 

case-types for this time interval are less than 35 days. 

This study indicates that on the average domestic relations cases in Circuit 

C move mOre rapi dl y to concl usi on than do general ci v11 cases in thi s ci rcuit, 

and that there is less variability (as concerns processing times) among domestic 

relations cases. For instance, the sample circuit mean for general civil cases 

fo~ the complaint to dispositon time interval is 172 days and the 901.confidence 

interval is ~ 11.96 days while the domestic relations sample mean 1s 66.7 days 

with a confidence interval of ~ 4.88 days. The complaint to disposition time 

for domestic relations cases in Circuit C compares favorably with the national 
gUideline of 127 days. 

The sample mean for the complaint to disposition time interval for domestic 

relations cases disposed by before-trial judgments as compared to those cases 

disposed by jury trial is considerably smaller. The sample mean for jury trials 
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is 157.6 days; the confidence interval ranges from 137.99 days to 177.21 days. 

(See Table e9.) Somewhat unexpected is that the sample circuit mean for 

domestic relations cases concluded by dismissal is 81 days, since a smaller mean 

was anticipated. 
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FIGURE Cl: AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 
FOR TOTAL FELONY CASES 
CIRCUIT C 

STAGES: ARREST TO INDICTMENT/ACCUSATION 

AVERAGE FOR 
CIRCUIT 

FELONY 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

Indictment to 
Arraignment or 
First Appearance 

Indictment to 
Disposition 

Disposition to 
Sentencing 

Arrest to 
Di sposition 

tJ 

INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT/FIRST APPEARANCE 
INDICTMENT/ACCUSATION TO ~ISPOSITION 
DISPOSITION TO SENTENCING 
ARREST TO DISPOSITION 

. 

1 65.6 

I 34.0 

I 69.6 

11.3 

25 50 75 100 

NUMBER OF DAYS 

• Ji... ! fa 

I 129.3 

125 150 

~ ____ i~ _______________________________________________________________________________________________________________ ~ ________________ ~~~ __ 



r fIGURE C2: AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 
FOR TOTAL CIVIL CASES 
FOR CIRCUIT C 

STAGES: COMPLAINT TO SERVICE 
COMPLAINT TO ANSWER 

AVERAGE FOR 
CIRCUIT 

GENERAL CIVIL 

Complaint to 
Servi ce 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
"Pleadings Filed 
~ 

Complaint to 
Disposition 

DOMESTIC RELATION 

Complaint to 
Servi ce 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 

Complaint to 
Disposition 

L .. "._ ..... 

COMPLAINT TO LAST PLEADINGS FILED 
COMPLAINT TO nISPOSITION 

10.7 

34.0 

59.4 

4.0 

19.3 

16.8 

66.7 

50 100 150 

172.0 

200 250 300 

NUMBER OF DAYS 

350 400 450 500 
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TIME 
INTERVAL 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

Indictment to 
Arraignment or First 
Appearance 

Indictment to 
Di spositi on 

Disposition to 
Sentencing 

Arrest to 
Disposition 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

GENERAL CIVIL 

Complaint to 
Service 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fi 1 ed 

Complaint to 
Di spositi on 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

Complaint to 
Servi ce 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fil ed 

Complaint to 
Di spositon 

TABLE Cl: TOTAL FELONY CASES 
FOR CIRCUIT C IN DAYS 

MEAN 

65.6 

34.0 

69.6 

11.3 

129.3 

STANDARD 
ERROR 

5.78 

3.38 

7.08 

1.49 

8.80 

LOW 

56.06 

28.42 

57.91 

8.84 

114.80 

TABLE C2: TOTAL CIVIL CASES 
FOR CIRCUIT C IN DAYS 

STANDARD 
MEAN ERROR - LOW 

10.7 2.60 6.41 

34.0 7.25 22.04 

59.4 7.95 46.28 

172.0 11.61 152.84 

4.0 0.51 3.17 

19.3 1.06 17.55 

16.8 1.82 13.79 

66.7 2.96 61.82 
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CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 
(90%) 

HIGH 

75.14 

39.58 

81.~9 

13.77 

143.81 

HIGH 

14.99 

45.96 

72.52 

191.16 

4.83 

21.05 

19.81 

71.58 
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TABLE C3: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NOLLE PROSEQUI OR DISMISSAL 
FOR CIRCUIT C IN DAYS 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

*Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

*Indictment to 
Arraignment or First 
Appearance 

*Indictment to 
Di s pos it ion 

**Arrest to 
Disposition 

MEAN 

88.9 

27.8 

162.8 

231.6 

STANDARD 
ERROR 

29.75 

8.47 

28.29 

36.18 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 
**Confidence interval is greater than 90 days. 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 
LOW HIGH 

39.81 137.99 

13.82 41.78 

116.12 209.48 

171.90 291.30 

TABLE C4: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NON-TRIAL CONVICTION (PLEAS) 
FOR CIRCUIT C IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

TIME STANDARD (90%) 
INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW HIGH 

Arrest to Indict-
ment/ Accusat i on 60.1 4.03 53.45 66.75 

Indictment to 
Arraignment or First 
~ppearance 35.2 3.86 28.82 41.58 

Indictment to 
Di sposition 44.5 3.99 37.91 51.09 

Disposition to 
Sentencing 11.3 1.56 8.73 13.87 

Arrest to 
Oi spos iti on 102.1 5.54 92.95 111. 25 
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TABLE C5 : FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NON-JURY TRIAL 
FOR CIRCUIT C IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
TIME STANDARD 

INTERVAL 
(90%) INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW HIGH 

**Arrest to Indict-
ment/Accusation 108.0 30.61 57.49 158.51 

*Indictment to 
Arraignment or Fi rst 
Appearance 31.0 9.39 15.51 

Indictment to 
Disposition 81.0 15.67 55.14 

*Disposition to 
Sentencing 15.8 14.09 0 

**Arrest to 
Disposition 187.8 30.58 137.34 

*Mean is less than confidence interval 
**C fO • on ldence interval is greater than 90 days. 

TABLE C6: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY JURY TRIAL 
FOR CIRCUIT C IN DAYS 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

* Indi ctment t'o 
Arraignment or First 
Appearance 

Indictment to 
Disposition 

*Disposition to 
Sentencing 

Arrest to 
Disposition 

MEAN 

53.9 

33.0 

81.0 

7~8 

122.0 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 

STANDARD 
ERROR LOW 

14.52 29.94 

16.08 6.47 

20.85 46.59 

3.73 1.64 

16.57 94.65 . 

46.49 

106.86 

39.04 

238.26 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 
(90%) 

.!!!§t! 

77 .86 

59.53 

115.41 

13.96 

149.35 

~ ..... 

, 
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TABLE C2: CIVIL CASES DISPOSEG BY SETTLEMENT OR DISMISSAL 
FOR CIRCUIT C IN DAYS 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

GENERAL CIVIL 

*Complaint to 
Servi ce 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 

Complaint to 
Disposition 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

Complaint to 
Servi ce 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 

Complaint to 
Di spositon 

MEAN 

11.5 

27.2 

47.1 

158.2 

4.4 

21.5 

14.1 

81.5 

STANDARD 
ERROR 

3.87 

2.96 

6.88 

12.25 

0.88 

2.14 

3.63 

6.99 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 
LOW HIGH 

5.11 

22.31 

35.74, 

137.98 

2.95 

17.96 

8.11 

69.96 

17.89 

32.09 

58.46 

178.42 

5.85 

25.04 

20.09 

93.04 

TABLE C8: CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BY BEFORE-TRIAL JUDGMENT OR NON-JURY TRIAL 
FOR CIRCUIT C IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

TIME STANDARD (90%) 
INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW HIGH 

GENERAL CIVIL 

Complaint to 
Service 5.4 0.79 4.10 6.70 Complaint to 
Answer 20.8 

Complaint to Last 
2.24 17.11 24.49 

Pleadings Filed 23.8 4.81 15.86 31.74 Complaint to 
Disposition 95.6 13.91 72.65 118.55 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

Complaint to 
Servi ce 3.8 0.66 2.70 4.90 

Complaint to 
Answer 17.0 

Complaint to Last 
1.47 14.57 19.43 

Pl eadi ngs Fi 1 ed 10.3 1.39 8.00 12.60 
Complaint to 
Dispositon 50.5 2.41 46.52 54.48 
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TABLE C9: CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BY JURY TRIAL 
FOR CIRCUIT C IN DAYS 

TiME 
INTERVAL 

GENERAL CIVIL 

*Complaint to 
Service 

**Complaint to 
Answer 

**Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 

*'*Complaint to 
Disposition 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

Complaint to 
Servi ce 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fi 1 ed 

Complaint to 
Dispositon 

MEAN 

20.2 

65.8 

181.9 

396.5 

4.2 

20.2 

85.8 

157.6 

*Mean is less than confidence interval 

STANDARD 
ERROR 

10.94 

30.95 

39.24 

33.63 

1.05 

1.99 

11.36 

11.88 

**C fOd • on 1 ence interval is greater than 90 days. 
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LOW 

2. '4 

14.72 

117.15 

341.00 

2.46 

16.91 

67.05 

137.99 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 
HIGH 

38.26 

116.88 

246.65 

452.00 

5.94 

23.49 

104.55 

177 .21 

'I 

'1 
1 
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CIRCUIT D 

Circuit D is a multi-county, multi-judge rural circuit, located in southern 

Georgia. In population per judge it ranks in the upper one third of circuits 

statewide. The majority of its counties' have state or county courts which try 

small civil cases and misdemeanor cases. The counties in Circuit D have only 

two terms of court per year. 

Criminal Cases 

In fiscal year 1980, there were 1,197 felony counts for 858 defendants 

disposed in Circuit D. The felony sample for this study.was composed of 258 

felony defendants. 

The national triijl delay guideline suggested for felonies for the time span 

between arrest and indictment is 30 days (22 judicial days). The sample mean 

for that time period in Circuit D is 53.0 judicial days for all felony cases. 

The confidence interval of +7.75 indicates that the actual mean for the circuit 

should fall between 45.25 and 60.75 days. The semiannual schedule for court 

terms may in part explain the fairly large interval between these case events in 

Circuit D. 

No statistically sound conclusion can be drawn from the circuit1s sample 

i ndi ctment to arrai gnment/fi rst appea rance i nterva 1 of 10.8 days because the 

confidence interval (~11.88 days) calculated from the sample data is relatively 

1 arge. The inability to secure for this study reliable dates for the 

arraignment (or first appearance) from accessible court sources, and the small 

number of these appea~ances recorded for the sample data probably contributed to 

these poor results. 

The indictment to disposition time interval for Circuit D, however, 

compares favorably with the proposed national guideline of 52 judicial days. 

The sample mean is 58.5 days with a confidence interval of +7.34 so that the 

true circuit mean has a 90% probability of falling between 51.15 and 65.85 days 

which is close to the standard. (See Table D1.) 
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When the felony cases are separated by di sposi ti on type, the tri al cate­

gories have means similar to the mean for all felonies. The non-jury trial and 

jury trial sample means, 58.5 and 59.7 days, :--espectively, ar'e almost identical 

to the felony case total. However, the confidence interval for jury trial is 

larger than for felony cases taken as a whole so that the true circuit mean may 

lie between 43.98 and 75.42 days. 

Civil Cases 

There were 695 general civil and 1,299 domestic relations cases disposed in 

Circuit 0 in fiscal year 1980. The sample for this study includes 237 general 

civil and 227 domestic relations cases. 

The Georgia Civil Practice Act suggests that service be made on the defend­

ant in a case within five days of filing of the complaint. The Circuit 0 sample 

mean for this time bracket for general civil cases is 4.7 days with a 90% con­

fidence interval of ~1.27 'days. Thus, the act'Jal circuit mean probably falls 

between 3.44 and 5.96 days. For domestic' relatior,s cases, the sample mean for 

this same time interval is 6.1 days with a ccmfidence interval 'of +1.98. The 

actual mean, then, shaul d fall somewhere between 4.13 and 8.07 days. (See Tabl e 

02.) Analysis of data by disposition method reveals that the sample mean and 

confidence interval are such that the true circuit means should fall very close 

to five days with the exception of those for civil cases disposed by jury trial 

and domestic relations cases d)sposed by settlement or dismissal. (See Tables 

07 through 09.) The sample mean and confidence intervals are such t~at for jury 

trials the complaint to service time period is shorter than for other civil 

cases. 

The Civil Practice Act also sets a 30 day (22 judicial days) limit for 

filing of the defendant's response to the complaint if the parties do not agree 

to an extension of time. The results of this study for Circuit 0 indicate that 

this rule is generally being followed. The sample means for both general civil 

and domestic relations cases are remarkably close to the 22 judicial day limit 

-~ 

, " , ., .' '" ,'I • " "', ... ,.,....., .It. ,~~ . . , '. ' A .. ~' I, "l'. 'f, 

at 22.7 and 20.7 days, respectively. The confidence interval is small so that 

the true circuit mean for this time interval should not exceed 25.84 days for 

either civil case-type. (See Table 02.) None of the case groups when 

segregated by disposition type shows a significant variance, from this mean. 

In Circuit 0, the sample mean for complaint to disposition of all cases is 

64.7 days for general civil and 60.9 days for domestic relations. Both figures 

are baSically reliable with confidence intervals +5.84 and ~5.82, resp~ctively. 

Therefore, the true circuit mean should fall between 55.07 and 66.73 days f or 

domestic relations cases, and between 58.86 and 70.54 days for general civil 

cases. Thus, it appears that civil cases are being dealt with in an 

expeditious manner in this circuit, and that they fall well within the national 

guideline of 127 judicial days for the time interva1. 

The sample data for jury trials reveals significantly greater means for the 

complaint to disposition interval. The general civil sample mean is 156.1 days 

and the domestic relations sample mean for jury trials is 113.5 days. (See 

Table 09.) Since tbere were only nine jury trials in the general civil sam ple 

and only two in the domestic relations sample, these results must be viewed with 

caution. 

79 

;1' 
,j 

Ii , 

. --



r 
-~------------~--------------------------------------.----------------------------------------------------------~----------------~------------

r 

co 
C':> 

\ 

FIGURE D1: AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 
FOR TOTAL FELONY CASES 
CIRCUIT D 

STAGES: ARREST TO INDICTMENT/ACCUSATION 

AVERAGE FOR 
CIRCUIT 

FELONY 

Arrest to Indict-
ment/Accusation 

Indictment to 
Arraignment or 
First Appearance 

Indictment to 
Disposition 

Di spos it i on to 
Sentencing 

Arrest to 
Di sposition 

iNDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT/FIRST APPEARANCE 
INDICTMENT/ACCUSATION ro DISPOSITION 
DISPOSITION TO SENTENCING 
ARREST ·TO DISPOSITION 

1----------l1 53.0 

:= 110•8 

1-----------l1 58.5 

=t 14.1 

1---------------.-.':==1 106.4 
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NUMBER OF DAYS 
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AVER~GE NUMBER 0'" DAYS OF PRO~ESSING TIMEt t r " FIGURE 02: • • 
FOR TOTAL CIVIL CASES ~=r FOR CIRCUIT D 

r'~-
STAGES: COMPLAINT TO SERVICE I COMPLAINT TO ANSWER 

COMPLAINT TO LAST PLEADINGS FILED 
COMPLAINT TO DISPOSITION 

AVERAGE FOR 
C !RCUIT 

GENERAL CIVIL ----
Complaint to 
Service 4.7 

Complaint to 
Answer I 22.7 

Compl~int to Last 
Pleadings Filed 9.9 

00 
I--' 

Complaint to 
Disposition 64.7 

DOMESTIC RELATION 

Complaint to 
Service 6.1 

Complaint to 
=-:=J Answer 20.7 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 6.0 

Complaint to 
I 60.9 Di sposition 

50 '100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 

NUMBER OF DAYS 

\ 

~--------------------------------------~~----~----~----------------------------------------------~~---------------------~---------~--~-



TABLE D1: TOTAL FELONY CASES 
FOR CIRCUIT 0 IN DAYS 

TIME 
INTERVAL MEAN 

Arrest to Indict-
ment/Accusation 53.0 

*Indictment'to 
Arraignment or First 
Appearance 10.8 

Indictment to 
,Disposition 58.5 

Disposition to 
Sentencing 14.1 

Arrest to 
Disposition 106.4 

STANDARD 
ERROR 

4.70 

7.20 

4.45 

1. 51 

6.24 

LOW 

45.25 

- 1.08 

51.15 

11.61 

96.10 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

GENERAL CIVIL 

Complaint to 
Servi ce 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 

Complaint to 
Di sposition 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

Complaint to 
Se rvi ce 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 

Complaint to 
Dispositon 

TABLE D2: TOTAL CIVIL CASES 

MEAN 

4.7 

22.7 

9.9 

64~7 

6.1 

20.7 

6.0 

60.9 

FOR CIRCUIT 0 IN DAYS 

STANDARD 
ERROR 

0.77 

1.90 

1.68 

3.54 

1.20 

2.85 

0.90 

3.53 

LOW 

3.44 

19.56 

7.13 

58.86 

4.13 

15.99 

4.51 

55.07 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 

HIGH 

60.75 

22.68 

65.85 

16.59 

116.70 

HIGH 

5.96 

25.84 

12.67 

70.54 

8.07 

25.41 

7.48 

(i6.73 

:~ 
I 
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TABLE D3: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NOLL.E PROSEQUI OR DISMISSAL 
FOR CIRCUIT D IN DAYS 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

Arrest to Indict-

MEAN 

ment/Accusation 51.2 

*Indictment to 
Arraignment or First 
Appearance 28.8 

Indictment to 
Disposition 94.3 

Arrest to 
Disposition 139.4 

STANDARD 
ERROR 

9.17 

14.21 

10.96 

14.00 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 
LOW HIGH 

36.06 66.34 

5.35 52.25 

76.22 112.38 

116.30 162.50 

TABLE 04: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NON-TRIAL CONVICTION (PLEAS) , 
FOR CIRCUIT 0 IN DAYS 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

Indictment to 
Arraignment or First 
Appearance 

Indictment to 
Disposition 

Disposition to 
Sentencing 

Arrest to 
Di spos it ion 

MEAN 

56.6 

7.1 

36.5 

14.9 

90.5 

STANDARD 
ERROR 

6.87 

13.41 

3.61 

1.77 

7.70 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 
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45.25 

-15.02 

30.55 

11.97 

77.79 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 
(90%) 

HIGH 

67.95 

29.22 

42.45 

17.83 

103.21 
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TABLE D5: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NON-JURY TRIAL 
FOR CIRCUIT 0 IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

STANDARD (90%) TIME 
MEAN ERROR LOW INTERVAL -

Arrest to Indict-
ment/Accusation 38.5 6.50 27.78 

rndi ctment to . 
Disposition 58.5 4.50 51.08 ' 

Disposition to 
Sentencing 12.0 1.99 8.71 

Arrest to 
Disposition 96.0 11.00 77 .85 

TABLE 06: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY JURY TRIAL 
FOR CIRCUIT D IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

STANDARD (90%) TIME 
LOW MEAN ERROR INTERVAL 

Arrest to Indict-
ment/ Accusati on 46.2 7.81 33.31 

*Indictment to 
Arrai gnment or First 
Appearance 11.9 9.58 - 3.90 

Indictment to 
Disposition 59.7 9.~2 43.98 

Disposition to 
Sentencing 10.8 2.67 6.39 

Arrest to 
Disposition 94.8 10.52 77 .44 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 
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HIGH 

49.22 

65.92 

15.29 

114.15 

HIGH 

59.09 

27.70 

75.42 

15.21 

112.16 
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TABLE D7: 
CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BY SETTLEMENT OR DISMISSAL 

FOR CIRCUIT D IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL TIME 

STANDARD 
(90%) INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW HIGH - -GENERAL CIVIL 

Complaint to 
Service 3.7 0.85 2.29 5.11 

Complaint to 
Answer 25.3 2.50 21.18 29.42 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 12.3 2.24 8.60 16.00 

Complaint to 
Di sposition 58.5 5.22 49.88 67.12 DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

Complaint to 
Service 6.8 1.57 4.20 9.40 

Complaint to 
Answer 19.4 4.02 12.76 26.04 

Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fi 1 ed 5.7 1.20 3.72 7.68 

Complaint to 
Di spositon 63.9 5.14 55.41 72.39. 

TABLE 08: CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BY BEFORE-TRIAL JUDGMENT OR NON-JURY TRIAL 
FOR CIRCUIT D IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
.INTERVAL TIME 

STANDARD 
(90%) INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW HIGH - -GENERAL CIVIL 

*Complaint to 
SerVice 5.7 1.22 3.68 7.72 

Complaint to 
Answer 15.6 2.31 11.79 19.41 Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fi 1 ed 3.9 1.30 1. 76 6.04 

Complaint to 
Di spos iti on 63.2 4.32 56.07 70.33 DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

Complaint to 
Servi ce 5.1 1.88 1.99 8.21 

Complaint to 
Answer 22.7 4.56 15.18 30.22 Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 5.9 1.34 3.68 8.12 

Complaint to 
Di spositon 55.1 4.24 48.10 62.10 *Mean is less than confidence interval. 
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TABLE 09: CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BY JURY TRIAL 
FOR CIRCUIT 0 IN DAYS 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

GENERAL CIVIL 

Complaint to 
Service 

Complaint to 
Answer 

*Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 

Complaint to 
Di spositi on 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

Complaint to 
Service 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fi 1 ed 

Complaint to 
Di spositon 

MEAN 

1.8 

17.7 

69.0 

156.1 

1.0 

22.5 

28.5 

113.5 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 

STANDARD 
ERROR 

0.24 

2.52 

24.85 

25.56 

o . 

0.50 

5.49 

4.50 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 
LOW HIGH 

1.39 2.21 

13.54 21.86 

28.00 110.00 

113.92 198.28 

1.00 1.00 

21.67 23.33 

19.43 37.57 

106.08 120.92 
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CIRCUIT E 

Circuit E is an urban, multi-county, multi-judge circuit. 

times a year and four times a year in the i ndi vi dual counti es. 

county is served by a state court as well as a superior court. 

Criminal Cases 

2 

Terms art} si x 

The 1 argest 

There were 3,040 felony counts disposed in this circuit in fiscal year 

1980. These counts were charged against approximately 2,121 .defendants. A 

sample of 265 defendants was taken for this study. 

The arrest to i ndi ctment ,time interval sampl e mean for thi s ci rcui tis 64 

days with a confidence interval of +5.58. The true mean of the circuit probably 

1 i es between 58.42 and 69.58 days. Thus, the mean for Ci rcuit E ; s over twi ce 

as long as the suggested nationa1 standard of 22 judicial days for thi s time 

interval. Although longer than the national guideline, the time consumed 

between these two events in criminal case processing is similar to that in other 

circuits sampled in this study. 

The first recorded appearance of a defendant in this court after indictment 

probably occurs within fewer than 35 days. The indictment to arraignment/first 

appearance interval has a sample mean of 28.6 days and the 90% confidence 

interval ranges from 23.32 days to 33.88 days. (See Table El.) 

Unlike several of the other circuits sampled, the indictment to disposition 

sampl~~ mean time for Circuit E exceeds 100 days. The sample circuit mean is 

104.9 days and the 90% confidence' interval l'ies between 90.34 and 119.46 days. 

Thus, the true ci rcuit mean is probably about 35 to 65 days greater than the 

trial guideline of 52 judicial days for felony cases mentioned in trial delay 

reduction literature. 

The indictment to disposition mean times for felonies disposed by jury­

trial and by non-trial convictions are very different. The jury-trial mean of 

124.9 days, with a confidence interval of +38.82 days, is far greater than the .. 
87 



I· 

i noi ctment to di sp 't' 1 
OSl 10n samp e mean of non-trial cases (73.5 days +9.23 

days). ' 

The confidence interval range for the indictment to disposition interval of 

the other disposition categories is greater than 90 days 'in Circuit E. 
(See 

Tables E3 through E7.) This is probably due to two factors: 
1) a small number 

of cases sampled; and 2) a greater variability l'n the tl'me 
consumed for thi s 

interval for cases in these groups. Th f' 
ere ore, the range of the confi dence 

interval around the mean' 1 h 

clearly predicted. 
lS so arge t at the true mean of the circuit cannot be 

As in the other circuit 1 d h 
s samp e , t e average time expi rati on from di spo-

sition to sentencing is relatively short, and there' l'tl 
lS lt e variance among the 

felony cases. 
Table El shows that in Circuit E the sample mean' 3 

's .3 days with 
a confidence interval of +0.99. 

between 2~31 and 4.29 days. 
Thus, the true circuit mean should be 

Civil Cases 

Of the civil cases disposed in C,'rcu,'t E' f' 
,n lscal year 1980, 1,963 were 

general civil cases and 4,692 were domest,'c 1 
re ati ons cases. The sampl e data 

collected for this circuit included 369 general civil and 373 domestic relations 
cases. 

The sample means of the complaint to se~vice time interval for this circuit 

for general civil (12.4 days) and domestic relations cases (2.8 days) differ 

substantially. The confl'd ' 't 1 ' 
ence 1 n erva s 1 ndi cate that the actual mean for 

genera 1 ci'vi 1 cases 1 i es between 8.38 and 16.42 days, whil e that for domesti c 

relations cases (1.22 to 4.38 days) may be a result of the small number of cases 

in which the defendant acknowledges servl'ce f f 
be ore i1ing of the complaint in 

the clerkls office. 

For the complaint to answer time period, the sample means of the two civil 

case-types are Similar, 32.1 and 29.7 days, respectively. As in the other cir-
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cuits sampled, the sample means are close to the response time of 30 days (22 

judicial days) set out by the Civil Practice Act. 

The time from the filing of the complaint to last pleadings filed date for 

domestic relations cases is quite small. The mean for Circuit E probably falls 

within 13.63 and 24.57 days. (See Table E2.) This could be a result of the 

fact that in many domesti c rel ati ons cases a formal response is never fi 1 ed by 

the defendant. Of the 373 domestic relations cases sampled, in only 71 cases 

was an answer located. 

In contrast to the domestic cases, the sampl e mean time from compl ai nt to 

last pleading for general civil cases in Circuit E is 93.9 days and the 90% 

confidence interval is ~11.24 days. (See Table E2.) This much larger con­

sumpti on of time may be due to the possi bil i ty of more extensi ve di scovery in 

these types of cases, than in domestic relations cases, requiring a greater 

amount of time for settlement negotiations and trial preparation. 

The sample mean for Circuit E for the complaint to disposition time period 

for domestic relations cases is 79.1 days and the 90% confidence interval is 

+10.25. This suggests that the true circuit mean probably lies between 68.85 

and 89.35 days. The complaint to disposition time span is, much greater for 

genera 1 ci vil cases. The true mean shoul d 1 i e between 177.58 and 205.02 days. 

(See Table E2.) This average would exceed the commonly mentioned six-month (127 

judicial days) trial goal, whereas the domestic relations mean would fall within 

this limit. 

In both civil case-types, the cases disposed by jury trial had sample means 

which were over 300 days. Unfortunately, this data is not totally reliable 

s'ince the confidence intervals are very large and since only a small number of 

jury trial cases was sampled. (See Table E10.) 
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FIGURE El: AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS OF PROCESSING TIME 
FOR TOTAL FELONY CASES 
CIRCUIT E 

STAGES: ARREST TO INDICTMENT/ACCUSATION 
INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT/FIRST APPEARANCE 
INDICTMENT/ACCUSATION TO DISPOSITION 
DISPOSITION TO SENTENCING 

AVERAGE FOR 
CIRCUIT 

FELONY 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

Indictment to 
Arraignment or 
Fi rst Appearance 

Indictment to' 
Di spositi on 

Disposition to 
Sentencing 

Arrest to 
Disposition 

.---.... - -

~ 

ARREST TO DISPOSITION 

1 64.0 

J 28.6 

I 104.9 

3.3 

25 50 11) 100 

NUMBER OF DAYS 

I 160.2 

125 150 
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f RE £2: AV NUMBER Or DAYS OF PROCESSING TI 
FOR TOTAL CIVIL CASES 
FOR CIRCUIT E 

STAGES: COMPLAINT TO SERVICE 
COMPLAINT TO ANSWER 

AVERAGE FOR 
C I RCU IT 

GENERAL CIVIL 

Complaint to 
Service 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 

Complaint to 
Di spositi on 

DOMESTIC RELATION5 

Complaint to 
Servi ce 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 

Complaint to 
Disposition 

=I 

COMPLAINT TO LAST PLEADINGS FILED 
COMPLAINT TO DISPOSITION 

12.4 

I 32.1 

I 93.9 

b 2.8 

I 29.7 

W 19.1 

I 79.1 

50 100 150 

. 

I 191.3 

200 250 300 
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TABLE El: TOTAL FELONY CASES 
FOR CIRCUIT E IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE if 

TIME STANDARD 
INTERVAL 

INTERVAL MEAN ~ LOW 
(90%) 

HIGH 
Arrest to Indict- -
ment/Accusation 64.0 3.38 1: (.~.42 *Indic:tment to 69.58 
AlTa i gnment or Fi r!)t 
Appearance 28.6 3.20 23.3~ Indictment to 33.88 

j 

~ 
i 
! 

I 
I 

I r , 
Disposition 104.9 8.83 90.34 Disposition to 119.46 
Sentencing 3.3 0.60 2.31 4.29 Arrest to 
Disposition 160.2 9.77 144.10 176.32 
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TABLE E3: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NOLLE PROSEQUI OR DISMISSAL 
FOR CIRCUIT E IN DAYS 

TIME STANDARD 
INTERVAL MEAN ERROR 

Arrest to Indict-
ment/ Accusati on 58.9 6.80 

*Indictment to 
Arraignment or Fi rst 
Appearance 44.9 23.53 

**Indictment to 
Disposition 170.3 27.50 

**Arrest to 
Di spositi on 236.6 31.34 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 
**Cdnfidence interval is greater than 90 days. 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 
LOW 

47.68 

6.07 

124.93 

184.88 

TABLE E4: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY DEAD DOCKET 
FOR CIRCUIT E IN DAYS 

TIME STANDARD 
INTERVAL MEAN ERROR 

*Arrest to Indict-
ment/Accusation 85.5 25.88 

*Indictment to 
Arraignment or Fi rst 
Appearance 27.7 10.81 

**lndictment to 
Disposition 30.5 91.46 

**Arrest to 
Di spositi on 91.5 90.92 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 
**Confidence interval is greater than 90 days. 
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CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 
LOW 

42.80 

9.87 

179.59 

241.48 

HIGH 

70.12 

83.73 

215.67 

288.32 

HIGH 

128.20 

45.53 

481.41 

541.52 

---

I 
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*Mean is less than confidence interval. 
**Confidence interval is greater than 90 days. 
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TABLE E7: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY JURY TRIAL 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

Indictment to 
Arraignment or First 
Appearunce 

Indictment to 
Disposition 

Disposition to 
Sentencing 

Arrest to 
Di sposition 

FOR CIRCUIT E IN DAYS 

MEAN 

59.8 

11.5 

124.9 

1.0 

183.7 

STANDARD 
ERROR .-

11.58 

3.42 

23.53 

o 

29.28 

LOW 

40.69 

5.85 

86.08 

1.00 

135.39 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 

TABLE E8: CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BY SETTLEMENT OR DISMISSAL 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

GENERAL CIVIL 

Complaint to 
Servi ce 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 

Complaint to 
Disposition 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

Complaint to 
Servi ce 

Complaint to 
Answer 

*Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 

**Compla;nt to 
Oisposi ton 

FOR CIRCUIT E IN PAYS CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

STANDARD (90%) 
MEAN ERROR LOW 

10.1 2.88 5.35 

27.9 1.67 25.14 

91.8 9.03 76.90 

198.9 11.26 180.31 

4.7 1.31 2.53 

27.3 6.96 15.81 

24.6 12.94 3.25 

158.9 33.27 104.00 . 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 
**Confidence interval is greater than 90 days. 
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HIGH 

78.91 

17.15 

163.72 

1.00 

232.01 

HIGH 

14.85 

30.66 

106.70 

217.49 

6.87 

38.79 

45.95 

213.80 
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TABLE E9: CIVIL CA SES DISPOSED BY BEFORE-TRIAL JUDGMENT OR 
FOR CIRCUIT E 'IN DAYS NON-JURY TRIAL 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

GENERAL CIVIL 

Complaint to 
Servi ce 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fi 1 ed 

Complaint to 
Di spositi on 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

*Colilplaint to 
Service 

Complaint to 
Answer 

Complaint to Last 
Pl eadi ngs Fil ed 

Complaint to 
Dispositon 

MEAN 

14.5 

32.7 

62.6 

139.9 

2.4 

22.1 

9'.7 

53.5 

STANDARD 
~ 

4.24 

7.08 

10.43 

12.24 

1.07 

2.78 

1.36 

3.41 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 
(90%) 

LOW 

7.50 

21.02 

45.38 

21.50 

44.38 

79.82 

119.70 160.10 

0.63 4.17 

17 .51 26.69 

7.46 11.94 

47.87 59.13 
Tp,BLE EI0: CIVIL CASES DISPOSED BY JURY TRIAL 

FOR CIRCUIT E IN DAYS 
CONFIDENCE 

TIME 
INTERVAL STANDARD 

INTERVAL 

~ ERROR LOW 
(90%)' 

.!:!.!QtI. 
GENERAL CIVIL' 

*Complaint to 
Servi ce 17.2 

*Complaint to 10.63 - 0.35 34.75 
Answer 

**Complaint to Last 
50.1 18.36 19.80 80.40 

Pl eadi ngs Fil ed 
Complaint to 

207.4 27.98 161.23 253.57 
Disposition 322.4 23.02 284.42 360.38 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

Complaint to 
Servi ce 7.8 

**Compl ai nt to 2.24 4.11 11.49 
Answer 

**Complaint to Last 
52.8 36.72 0 113.39 

Pleadings Filed 
'**Complaint to 

184.8 46.47 108.12 261.48 
Dispositon 340.8 31.95 288.08 393.52 

*:~~~~.~s les: than confidence interval 
1 ence lnterval is greater than 9~ d ays. 
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CIRCUIT F 

Ci rcui t F is a mul ti -county, two judge ci rcuit located in the southern 

half of the state. It has three or four terms of court a year in its counties. 

In two of the counti es, ali mited juri sdi cti on court handl es the mi sdemeanor 

cases and some of the less complex civil cases. 

Criminal Cases 
Felony counts disposed in this circuit in fiscal year 1980 numbered 308. 

Approximately 232 defendants were responsible for these charges. 

study, data was collected for 109 felony defendants. 

For this 

The arrest to indictment time period for thi~ circuit has a sample mean of 

66 days and a +9.31 confidence interval. Thus, the true mean of the circuit 

has a 90% probability uf being found between 56.69 and 75.31 days. Although the 

mean is substantially greater than the 30-day guideline (22 judicial days) set 

in many trial delay reduction projects, it is similar to several of the other 

circuits sampled in this study. The quality of the data gathered is not 

sufficient to compare the time consumed from arrest to indictment for the cases 

by their different disposition methods. 

The peri ad of time expended from the i ndi ctment to arrai gnment or fi rst 

appearance in the court is very small for this circuit. The sample circuit mean 

is 2.8 days and the confidence interval ranges from 1.91 days to 3.69 days. 

Even when the cases are separated by disposition type, the small time interval 

is consistent. (See Tables F3 through F4.) 

The figure of 53 days for the mean time between indictment and disposition 

with a confidence interval of +12.33 indicates that the true circuit mean lies 

between 40.67 and 65.33 days. This figure is close to the guideline of 52 judi­

cial days. The non-trial conviction (p'leas) and jury trial disposition methods 

for which the study produced fairly reliable estimates show ·very dissimilar 

-
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results. The non-trial circuit mean should fall between 22.73 and 40.67 days 

while the jury trial mean calculated from the sample is between 36.41 and 95.19 

days. 

The di spositi on to sentenci ng time interval, as in several of the other 

circuits sampled, consumes little time. Here the sample mean for felony cases 

is 2.8 days with a 90% confidence interval of +1.89 days. 

Ci vi 1 Cases 

In Circuit F in fiscal year 1980, 380 general civil and 685 domestic 

relations cases were disposed according to annual JUdicial Council caseload 

statistics. Of that number, 184 general civil and 187 domestic relations cases 

were sampled for this study. 

The sample mean time for domestic relation cases from complaint to service 

is 1.5 days with a confidence inter,val of .:!:,0.90 days. This is a much sma·l1er 

sample mean and smaller confidence interval than that shown for general civil 

cases in this circuit (7.7 days, .:!:,4.72 days). Thus, it appears that there is 

probably a much greater variabil ity in the time expi red between these two case 

events for general civil cases. 

The comp1aint to answer sample means for general civil cases and domestic 

relations cases are very similar, 22.6 and 23.3 days, respectively. The 

confidence intervals are such that the true mean for both types of civil cases 

should fall between 17 and 29 days. Thus, generally, time expi red between 

complaint and answer should not exceed 30 days in Circuit F. (See Table F2.) 

As in the other circuits sampled, the complaint to disposition time period 

is generally 1 ess for the average domesti c rel ati ons case than for the average 

general civil case. This study indicates that the domestic relations mean for 

this interval should fall between 45.60 and 57.00 days, while the general civil 

mean shoul d be between 64.49 and 82.31 days. The hi gher ends of these ranges 

both fall well within the six month trial guidelines. 
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When the cases are segregated by disposition method, both the settlement/ 

dismissal and the before-trial judgment/non-jury trial categories exhibit 

similar results. The jury trial cases have a much higher sample mean (over 200 

days), but both a great variabil ity in the time consumed in processing these 

cases and the very small number of cases sampled prevent these results from 

being reliable estimates. 
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TIME 
INTERVAL 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

Indictment to 
Arraignment or First 
Appearance 

Indictment to 
Disposition 

Di spositi on to 
sentencing 

Arrest to 
Disposition 

TABLE F1: TOTAL FELONY CASES 
FOR CIRCUIT F IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

STANDARD (90%) 
MEAN ERROR LOW 

66.0 5.64 56.69 

2.8 0.54 1.91 

53.0 7.47 40.67 

1.2 0.13 0.99 

ll5.0 9.37 99.54 

TABLE F2: TOTAL CIVIL CASES 
FOR CIRCUIT F IN DAYS 

CONFIDENCE 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

GENERAL CIVIL 

*Complaint to 

MEAN 

Service 7.7 

Complaint to 
Answer 22.6 

*Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 7.1 

Complaint to 
Disposition 73.4 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

*Complaint to 
Service 1.5 

Complaint to 
Answer 23.3 

Complaint to Last 
Pleadings Filed 7.1 

Complaint to 
Dispositon 51.3 

STANDARD 
ERROR 

2.86 

3.21 

2.25 

5.40 

0.54 

3.52 

1.62 

3.45 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 
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INTERVAL 
(90%) 

LOW 

2.98 

17.31 

3.38 

64.49 

0.60 

17.49 

4.43 

45.60 

~, 
f ' 
1 ,. 
1 :' { , 
1 

f 
~ , 

1 
Ji 

HIGH t.,· 
I 

75.31 

3.69 

65.33 

1.41 

130.46 

HIGH 

12.42 

27.90 
r 
I' 
I· , 

10.82 

82.31 

2.40 

29.11 

9.77 

57.00 

TABLE F3: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY NON-TRIAL CONVICTION (PLEAS) 
FOR CIRCUIT F IN DAYS . 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

TIME STANDARD (90%) 
INTERVAL MEAN ERROR LOW 

Arrest to Indict-
ment/Accusation 57.9 5.62 48.62. 

Indictment to 
Arraignment or Fi rst 
Appearance 2.3 0.57 1.36 

Indi ctrnent to 
Di spos it ion 31.7 5.44 22.73 

Disposition to 
Sentencing 1.0 0.00 1.00 

Arrest to 
Disposition 87.2 7.79 74.35 

TABLE F4: FELONY CASES DISPOSED BY JURY TRIAL 
FOR CIRCUIT F IN DAYS 

TIME 
INTERVAL 

Arrest to Indict­
ment/Accusation 

*Indictment to 
Arraignment or First 
Appearance 

Indictment to 
Di sposition 

*Disposition to 
Sentenc,i n9 

Arrest to 
Disposition 

MEAN 

82.0 

3.4 

65.8 

2.8 

146.8 

STANDARD 
ERROR 

20.88 

1.50 

17.81 

1.14 

20.82 

*Mean is less than confidence interval. 
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LOW 

47.54 

0.92 

36.41 

0.91 

112.45 

CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

(90%) 

HIGH 

67.18 

3.24 

40.67 

1.00 

100.05 

HIGH 

116.46 

5.88 

95.19 

4.69 

18~.15 
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*r~ean is 1 ess than confi dence i nterva 1. 
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APPENDIX 1 

Detailed Methodology 

Introduction 

This study was designed to determine the average number of days elapsed 

between major interval sin the processi ng of crimi i1al and ci vil cases di sposed 

by various methods in Georgia's supet'ior courts. 

The classification of types of cases selected for study were based on the 

case types and defi ni ti ons used in the annual case-counti ng study conducted' by 

The Administrative Office of the Courts'! Cases were sampled. from the follow-

i ng categori es : 
- Felony 
- Other Crimi nal 

General Civil 
- Domestic Relations 

The classification and definition of types of dispositions2 also were 

based on those approved by the Judi ci al Counci 1 for the annual case-counti ng 

project and were: 

Criminal Dispositions 

Cash Bond 
Nol Pros/Dismissed 
Dead Docketed 
Non-trial 
Non-jury Tri al 
Jury Trial 

Civil Dispositions 

Settled/Dismissed 
5 Year Administrative 

Termination 
Before Trial/Non-jury Trial 
Jury Tri al 

The major processing intervals3 measured were: 

Criminal Cases 

Arrest -> Indictment (or Accusation) 
Indictment -> Arraignment or 1st 

Appearance 
Indictment -> Disposition 
Disposition -> Sentencing 

Indictment -> Sentencing 

Civil Cases 

Complaint -> Service 
Service -> Answer 
Pre-Trial Motion -> Hear~ng 
Complaint -> last Pleading 

Filed or Discovery Filed 
Complaint -> Disposition 
Disposition -> Fi Fa Issued 

lAPpendix III, ~able 1 contains a detailed listing of the case types. 

2Refer to Appendix III, Table 2 for detailed information on disposition types. 

3APpendix III, Table 3 consists of definitions and explanations of the time 

internls used. 
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To measure the time elapsed in the disposition of cases, cases disposed in 

fiscal year 1980 were selected (those cases which were disposed between July 1, 

1979, and June 30,1980). Only entire court workdays were counted as days 

elapsed. Weekends and traditional county holidays were excluded from 

consideration. The holidays (7) which were excluded were.' New Year's Da y, 

Memorial Day, Independence Day, Labor Day, Veteran~s Day, Thanksgiving Day, and 

Christmas. Thus, in a regular year, there were 254 court days available to be 

counted as elapsed. 

365 Days 
-104 Weekend Days 

7 Holidays 

254 available judicial days 

Data for this study was collected from the courts' original records, pri-

marily from the criminal and 'civil issue dockets and from the original case 

files, but sometimes from minute books, calendars and other court records. Data 

for each case sampled was recorded on data collection sheets coded and key­

punched to be computer processed. The data collection sheets and coding sheets 

are included as Table on page _ of Appendix IlL 

Sample Design 

Because there were over 170,000 cases di sposed by the superi or courts of 

Georgia in fiscal year 1980, constraints of time and funds made examination of 

all cases impractical. Therefore, some form of sampling'was required. 

The sample chosen for the case time sequence study is a relatively simple 

one based on a two-stage stratified random design. This type of sample is very 

widely used in all kinds of statistical research. 
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Choosi ng the sampl e desi gn for the Gase time' sequence study was predi cated 

on two straightforward considerations. The first of these was the expense of 

data collection. Obviously, one could simply sample the cases in all Georgia 

superior courts, picking a few cases at random in each county. The problem with 

this strategy is that such a survey would take a long time to complete and would 

greatly increase project costs. Two-stage samples help alleviate this 

difficulty. The idea is quite simple. Instead of direct selection of the cases 

themselves, the items to be sampled are divided into larger units according to a 

set of criteria. In the first stage of the sample, a random selection of the 

1 arge units is made. The actual cases in the final sample are then randomly 

chosen from within 'the first stage units. In this study, the judicial circuits 

in the state were randomly sampled first, then in the selected circuits the 

actual cases to be surveyed were chosen, again randomly. Such a design insures 

a probability sample which can be used to provide inferences about the 

population examined. As importantly, this design also greatly reduces the 

amount of travel requi red to do the survey and ;,nsures a concentrated effort to 

obtain data. 

The first stage units in this study, the judicial circuits, were 

stratfied prior to selection. This was done in hope of producing more accurate 

estimates of popul ati on parameters, the second maj or considerati on in thi s 

study. When a population is stratified, it is divided into groups of homo-

geneous uni ts. Consequently, th~ amount of variation encountered in each 

stratum should be less for each factor measured than it is for the population as 

a whole. With luck, this reduction in variation should be reflected in the 

sample taken, thus producing more accurate estimates than found by simple random 

samples. 

To draw the final sample used in this study, the 42 judicial circuits in 

Georgia were divided into three strata. The stratification factor used was 
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the number of superior court judges in each circuit. The first stratum included 

all circuits with one or two judges (26 circuits); the second, all circuits with 

three or four judges (14 circuits); and the third, all circuits with five or 

more judges (2 ci rcuits). Two ci rcuits were chosen from each stratum as fi rst 

stage units • The cases within the circuits were categorized by case type 

(crimi nal and ci vil) and by di spositi on type wi thi n each case type. Superi or 

court cases from all counties within each circuit (15 counties in all) were 

chosen from within these case and disposition categories as the final sample 

units. 

The survey data was collected by direct examinations of the docket books, 

case files, and other original records of superior courts and court offices in 

the chosen circuits. Data was generated for a variety of time intervals in the 

processing of cases and on the type of disposition involved,' as described on 

page 109. The survey was conducted between March and September, 1981. 

A total sample of 6,674 cases was planned initially. The final planned 

sample included 2,410 criminal cases, 2,119 general civil cases, and 2,145 

domestic relations cases. The planned sample was allocated among the sampled 

circuits according to the proportion of the total cases each circuit had in each 

case type. The sample alloted to each circuit for criminal or civil cases was 

then allocated among the various disposition types in proportion to the amount 

each kind of disposition was of the total cases disposed for that circuit. The 

single exception to this strategy involved jury trials. Since jury trials are 

relatively rare events but are analytically important in this study, an attempt 

w'as made to collect data on at least 50% of all jury trials in all the sampled 

ci rcui ts. 

112 

• ." ~ .... ~. I. ..~." .. 

As ;'s usually the case, diffi culti es encountered in the data coll ecti on 

effort (poor records, incomplete data, etc.) reduced the sample somewhat. The 

data presented in this final report are based on a sample of 5,281 cases, 

including 1,600 felony cases, 1,786 general civil cases, and 1,895 domestic 

relations cases. In general, the proportions between different· cases originally 

planned were maintained in this sample. In some instances, the number of cases 

found in particular disposition categories or time intervals was not sufficient 

in all circuits to warrant reporting estimates. The data limitations made the 

final estimates too unstable to convey much infprmation. 

categories and intervals were eliminated for this report: 

The following 

Crimi nal 

Ci vil 

Categories 

Other Criminal Cases 
Cash Bond Cases 
Dead Docketed Cases 

5 Years Administrative 
Terminations 

Intervals 

Indictment - Arrest 
Indictment -Sentence 

Motion Filed - Hearing 
Disposition - FiFa 

In addition, other intervals had to be dropped in particular circuits due 

to insufficient or unstable data. However, despite these difficulties, a suffi­

cient number of cases was surveyed to allow estimates to be reported for most 

of the di sposition types and time interval s originally foreseen 'in the research 

desi gn. Data from these cases were used to estimate the mean time in days 

between poi nts in the processi ng of cases for e~ch type of di spositi on withi n 

the criminal and civil 'case types. The estimated standard error of the mean for 

each interval was also calculated, allowing confidence intervals to be drawn 

around the sample means. 

Estimation Techniques 

The major purpose of this study is to provide estimates for the length of 

time required in Georgia for certain types of cases disposed in various ways to 

progress from initiation to final .disposition. As is always th'e case in such 
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studies, only an estimation of the average time involved in going from action to 

action within a case can be made. There are a surprising number of ways to 

reach such an estimate, all of them varyi ng somewhat inaccuracy and ease of 

computation. This section describes the techniques used to provide estimates of 

the time intervals and their variability. 

The aim of any sample survey is to obtain reliable estimates of certain 

aspects of a popul ati on of units. The means in days for di fferent time 

intervals are the major estimates produced in this' study. These are presented 

for both the circuits studied and the state as a whole. The reliability of 

these figures is established by putting boundaries, called confidence intervals, 

around them givin!=j a range within which one can be reasonably sure that the 

population figure falls. Since two different sampling schemes are used at the 

study's two levels (simple random sampling for circuits, two-stage stratified 

random sampl i ng for the state), the formul ae used to estimate means and draw 
-

confi dence interval s around them are di fferent as well. The foll owi ng secti ons 

describe how the final estimates and confidence intervals were established for 

both circuits and the state. 

Estimated Means 

The basic statistlc presented in this 'study is the mean time in days 

between different processing points in cases of various kinds. This figure is 

easily determined for the six circuits chosen as first stage units. 

In each circuit a simple random sample of the criminal and civil cases 

disposed was seTected. Simple' random samples use uncomplicated estimate 

formul ae. The mean time for each interval was found by taking the arithmetic 

average for all cases included in the interval in each case category. The 

formula involved is: 
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Where: 

L yi 
y = 

n 

Y ;s the estimated mean for the processing interval 

yi is the time in days for each case having the interval 

n is the number of these cases in the sample 

In addition to being straightforward, this estimate is consistent and unbiased. 4 

Statewide means presented a more compl icated problem. First, since the 

sample was ~tratified, estimates had to be found for each stratum. These strata 

estimates, in turn, had to be constructed using data from a subset of the total 

number of cirGuits found in each stratum. This situation requires that esti­

mates for each stratum must be wei ghted to refl ect the proporti on of all fi rst 

stage units in each. 

statewide figures. 

The strata' estimates can then be combi ned to obtai n 

As before, the statewide means are derived from estimated totals divided 

by the number of cases of each parti cul ar type found in the state as a whol e. 

The estimator used is an unbiased one found by first obtaining strata totals 

using this formula: 

Where: 

Nj 
= - L Mij yij 

n 

is the unbiased estimate for the statum of the total 
time in days for each time ~nterval for each type of 
case 

Nj is the number of circuits in the stratum 

n is the number of circuits sampled (always 2) 

Mij is total number of cases of each type disposed in 
a sampled circuit 

yij is the estimated mean in days for each time interval. 5 

4See , Cochran, Sampling TeChniques, 3rd ed. (New York: John Wiley, 1977), 
pp. 20-22 for a discussion of this estimate. 

5Ibid., p. 303 • 
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The mean for the state as a whole is then found by this formula: 

Where: 

A 

Y = 

" Y is the estimated mean for the state for each time 
interval 

M is the total number of cases of each type disposed 
for the state as a whole 

and other symbols are as previously defined. 6 

Confidence Intervals 

It is important to have an idea of how reliable the estimates obtained from 

sample data are. The normal device for determining this reliability is the con-

fidence interval. Confidence intervals are built from "two major components: 

the standard normal deviate associated with the level of. confidence desired, and 

the standard error of the estimate ·concerned. The standard error of the esti-

mate, in turn, is based on its variance. Thils, three steps were involved in 

formulating the confidence 'intervals for this study. The first, the choice of 

the desired level of confidence for the confidence intervals, is a matter of 

prior decision. Since this study is exploratory in nature, it was decided that 

a 90 percent confidence level for the confidence intervals was acceptable (i.e. 

that a ten percent risk that the population mean would actually be outside the 

confidence interval was accepted). Thus, the standard normal deviate for this 

level, 1.65, is already set. The variance figures necessary ,to form the 

standard errors of the sample means remain to be determined. 

6Ibid., pp. 294-5. 
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As l~i th the means themsel ves, the standard error of the means in the 

sarnpl ed ci rcuits is rather easily cal cul ated. The formul a for the vari ance of 

the time intervals in each circuit is the simple random sample estimator: 

Where: 

E (y; - yi)2 

n - 1 

SZ is the estimated variance in days for each time interval 

yi is the time in days for each interval for each case 

n is the number of cases of each type sampled7 

The variance of the mean estimate can be determined with this formula after the 

variance is found: 

Where: 

S 2 N - n 
= 

n N 

V(y;) is the estimated variance of the mean in days for each 
time interval 

N is the total number of cases of each type in each circuit 

and all other notation is as before.8 0 h" nce t 1S figure is obtained, 90% 

confidence limits can be easily expressed as shown below: 

., 7~q p. 26. 

8Ibid., pp. 26-27. 

yi - 1.65 IV(yi), yi + 1.65 /V(yi) 
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These numbers are reported as confidence intervals for the· estimated circuit 

means. 9 

As was the case with the mean estimates, determining statewide confidence 

intervals was a more complex calculation. As before, figures must be found for 

each stratum, suitably weighted, and combined in final statewide estimates. To 

determi ne the vari ance of means. for the state at a whol e, estimates of the 

variance of the totals in days for each time interval were calculated for each 

stratum. 

Where: 

The formula involved is: 

'" 
Nj2 n ". '" V (Y j ) (1 \ 

E (Yij Y. j) 2 + - - -) 
n Nj 

miJ 
Mij (1 -) s 2ij 

Nj Mij 
E 

n mij 

V tV j) is the estimated variance in days for each time interval 
for the stratum 

Nj is the total number of circuits in the stratum 

n is the number of circuits sampled 
'" Yij is the total in days for each interval in each ci rcui t 
A 

Y.j is the mean of the circuit totals in days 
val 

for each inter-

Mij is the total number of cases disposed of each type in each 
ci rcuit 

m; j is the number of cases di sposed of each type sampl ed in 
each circuit 

s 2ij is the variance in days for each circuit.10 

9See Williams, A Sampler On Sampling (New York: John Wiley, 1978), 
Chap. 8 for a Tucid explanation of this entire process. 

10Cochran, p. 303. 
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This formul a may appear compl ex, but actually it is straightforward enough. The 

first term in the equation calculates the variance between the circuits chosen 

(i.e., how different they are from each other), raising the results accordingly. 

The second term gives an estimate of the variance within the circuits chosen, 

again weighting the results. To obtain the variance of the .mean for the state 

as a whole, this formula is used: 

Where: 

1 A 

(E V(Yj)) v (Y) = 

v (V) is the estimated variance of the mean in days for each time 
interval for the state 

M is the total number of cases disposed of each type for the 
state 

And all other notations are as before. 11 Once this statewide figure is 

calculated, confidence limits can be laid around the mean as before: 

Y - 1.65!V(Y), Y + 1.65 !V(Y) 

l1Ibid., p. 295. 

12The research staff of the Administrative Office of the Courts would like 
to dcknowledge the timely and learned assistance of Dr. Charles Alexander of 
the Cross Sectional Studies Division of the Bureau of the Census in deter­
mining the correct formulae to use for statewide estimates in this study. Dr. 
Alexander's written comments and advice have been indispensable to our 
research effort. 
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APPENDIX II 

GEORGIA LAW - TIME LIMITATIONS OUTLINES 

On the next few pages is a brief description of the statutory and case law 

of Georgia which affects the speed of case processing. 

A. CRIMINAL CASE PROCESSING TIME LIMITS IN GEORF~~ 

Although there are no definite time limits on completion of criminal pros­

ecutions in Georgia's superior courts, there are several laws relating to the 

timing of events within a criminal case. 

I. Arrest/Commitment 

The first time restriction imposed, by the state law on prosecuting and 

judicial officials concerns the time of arrest to commitment. A person arrested 

must be brought before a committi ng offi cer withi n 72 hours after arrest'! If 

the arrest is made without a warrant, a shorter time period (48 hours) ;s 

allowed within which the accused must be brought before a magistrate for 

issuance of a warrant. 2 

These strict requirements are tempered by Ga. Code Ann. §27-419 which 

permits waiver of a commitment hearing by the defendant. Posting of an appedr­

ance bond is also considered a waiver of the commitment right. 3 Lastly, if an 

i ndi ctment is returned pri or to a commitment hear; ng ~ the court need not grant 

the defendant a hearing. 4 

1Ga. Code Ann. §27-206 (1978). 

2Ga. Code Ann. §27-212 (1978). 

3Hopkins v. State, 5 Ga. App. 700 (1908). 

4Co11ins v. State, 243 Ga. 291 (1979). 
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II. Indictment/Statutes of Limitation 

The statute of limitations sets the time period allowable between com-

mission of the crime and the time prosecution must commence. 5 A warrant is 

not sufficient to stop the statute from running. 6 Instead an indictment, 

presentment or accusation is necessary. If an indictment is quashed or a nolle 

prosequi is entered, the statute of limitations is extended for six months from 

the date of indictment. 7 Nt 1 t . d' o on Y mus an, n , ctment be found or accusati on 

be drawn within the statute of limitations, but if he is refused bail, the 

defendant is entitled to the grand jury charge within 90 days of his 

imprisonment or he must be granted bail.8 

III~ Arraignment/Plea 

Although there is a provision that the clerk of court give a defendant 

three days' notice of the arraignment date, there is no provision that a defend­

ant be arraigned, informed of the charges a~d requested to enter his plea within 

a fi xed peri od of time. 9 If the defendant does enter a pl ea of gui lty at the 

arraignment, the court can dispose of the case immediately.l0 The court can 

hear a guilty plea except for capital felonies at any time if the judge and 

defendant consent. ll F th th' d ur ermore, e JU ge may accept a guilty plea to an 

offense punishable by death either at term or vacation. 12 

5Ga. Code Ann~ §27-601 (1978). The statute of limitations for .felonies is 4 
years1 for mlsdemean?rs,.2 years; for murder, no limit; and for other capital 
felonles or those WhlCh lnvolve perpetual imprisonment, 7 years. 

6Fl int v. State, 12 Ga. App, 169 (1912). 

7Ga • Code Ann. §§26-504, 27-601 (1978). 

8Ga • Code Ann. §27-701 (1978). 

9Brand v. 'Wofford, 230 Ga. 750 (1973). 

10Ga • Code Ann. §§27~1404,-1405 (1978). 

11Ga • Code Ann. §27-704 (SuPp. 1981). 

12Ga. Code Ann. §27-2528 (1978). 
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IV. Preliminary Hearing/Trial 

, d t l' n crimi nal prosecuti ons i il A preliminary hearing is not a requlre s ep 

this state and, therefore, there are no time limitations. 13 

The Georgi a 1 aw balances the defendant IS ri ght to a speedy trial, his 

right to a reasonable time to prepare his case, and the public's right to a 

fai r, orderly and speedy resol uti on of :I"imi nal cases by provi di,ng general 

, The Code directs cases be set for trial in the guidelines for trial timlng. 

order of docketing unless the judge in his discretion believes it is not in the 

, t' 14 Although the Code di rects the court to try a case furtherance of JUs lce. 

at the term the indictment wa,s found, it also provides the judge discretion to 

f t to term for cause.15 continue the case rom erm The defendant is 

specifi cally granted by Ga. Code Ann. '§27-403 a reasonabl e but unspecifi ed 

d unsel Further '
the defendant amount of time to prepare the case an secure co • 

is given the authority after indictment to file a demand for trial, which 

th '·hin a specified number of court terms requires the prosecutor to try e case Wl~ 

or have the defendant be automatica11y acquitted. 16 

V. Sentencing 

A hearl'ng must be conducted immediately following the pre-sentence 

, , 17 Unless the case is a capital case, in which the return of a convlctlon. 

13Ault v. State, 148 Ga. App. 761 (1979). 

14Ga. Code Ann. §27-1301 (197~). 

15Ga • Code Ann. §27-2002 (1978). 

16 or non-ca ital felonies, the defendant must be tried in th: term when 
~he demandPis made or in the next succeeding term. ,The capltal d:f~nd~~~,must 
enter a demand within the term or that next succeedlng, and be trle Wl ln 
two regular terms after demand. Ga. Code Ann. §§27-1901, 1901.1,-1.901.2 
(1978). 

17Ga • Code Ann. §27-2503(a) (1978). 
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jury must recommend the sentence,18 the judge may recess the trial to take 

the sentencing evidence under consideration. There is no specified time limit 

for the judge to return the sentence. 

VI. Court Terms/Local Rules 

The number of court terms withi n a yea r whi ch are statutoril y crea,ted 

for each ci rcuit may provi de differi ng opportuniti es for processi ng cases. In 

Georgia, the superior courts hold sessions from two to six times a year. 

Local court rules as well as state statutes affect the timing of crimi­

nal case processing. Many superior courts have local rules which provide a 

specific manner for setting the arraignment, motion and trial calendars. These 

case assignment systems may affect the speed at which certain types of cases are 

processed. 

B. CIVIL CASE PROCESSING TIME LIMITS IN GEORGIA 

The Georgia Civil Practice Act sets specific time limitations for many 

events in the course of a civil action. But ultimately, the time needed to dis­

pose of a civil case is largely dependent on the use of judicial discretion and 

the conduct of the parties. 

I. Complaint/Service 

A civil action is commenced by the filing of a complaint in the 

court. 19 The complaint must be served on the defendant or service must be 

acknowledged or waived by the defendant. Ga. Code Ann. §81A-104 outlines the 

methods of securing valid service. Although the Code states that service shall 

be made withi n the state wi thi n fi ve days of the recei pt of the summons and 

complaint by the person charged with completing service, a later service is not 

i nval ; d. 20 The return of servi ce to the court must be made wi thi n the same 

amount of time as the defendant is allowed to answer the complaint. 

18Ga. Code Ann. §27-2S03(b) (1978) • 

19
G a. Code Ann. §81A-103 (1977). ' , 

2 
°Ga. Code Ann. §81A-104(c) (Supp. 1981). 
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II. Answer/Default 

Usually the defendant must answer within 30 days after service. 21 

But if service is by publication~ the defendant must answer within 60 days of 

the publ ication order. Counsel for the parties may by agreement filed with the 

clerk of court extend the time for filing defensive pleadings but by no more 

than 30 days.22 

A civil action is not triable until after the last day for the defend-

ant's answer, but the case can be termina~ed during this period by the plain­

tiff's voluntary dismissal. Ga. Code Ann. §81A-141 provides that the case may 

be dismissed at any time before verdict. 

If the defendant fails to answer within 30 days, the case is in default. 

If the defendant then fails to open the case within 15 more days, the plaintiff 

can request a judgment. 23 I f a hea ri ng is not needed to dete rmi ne 

unliquidated damages, the case may be closed immediately. Thus, a plaintiff may 

have a judgment as soon as 45 days after service of the complaint on the 

defendant if there is no defense of the acti on. Al tholJgh these time 1 imi ts are 

fairly stringent, the Code provides that the judge may permit the case to be 

reopened for cause after 45 days have expired if a final judgment has not been 

r'endered. 24 

III. Pre-trial Motions 

Various motions may be made by one of the parties in a civil case; if 

granted, some will terminate the case. For example, a motion for summary 

judgment, for ju1gment on the pleadings or to dismiss d~e to lack of 

jurisdiction may terminate the case. A motion for judgment on the pleadings may 

21Ga. Code Ann. §81A-1l2(a) (1977). 

22Ga. Code Ann. §81A-1l5(a) (Supp. 1981). 

23Ga. Code Ann. §81A-155(a) (Supp. 1981). 

24Ga. Code Ann. §81A-155(b) (Supp. 1981). 
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be made at any time after pl eadi ngs are closed so long as the timi ng of the 

motion does not delay trial. 25 A motion for summary judgment may be made 30 

days after the acti on has commenced. 26 S d f orne e ense motions are generally 

required to be raised in the defensive pleadings also. 

The opposing party must be given notice of all motions set for hearing. 

The Code provides when notice must be given for certain kinds of hearings. 

These time periods are fairly short; summary judgment, for example, requires 30 

days,27 and written motions, 5 days.28 In contrast. the Code does not 

regulate the specifics of motion assignments and he~ring schedules. Instead the 

judge may establish the order and scheduling for motion hearings. 29 

Defense motions are usually heard before trial, but Ga. Code Ann. §81A-1l2(d) 

permits these motions to be heard at trial. 

I V. Di scovery 

Not only may the parties file various pre-trial motions, but they may 

use discovery methods to preserve and collect evidence for. trial. Generally 

these techniques can be used on the plaintiff as soon as the suit is commenced. 

Oral deposi ti ons cannot be taken of the defendant until 30 days have expi red 

after service of the complaint except in certain specific situations. 30 

Interrogatories and requests for admission may be served on the defendant after 

he has been served with the complaint and summons. 31 

25Ga • Code Ann. §81A-112 (1977). 

26 Ga • Code Ann. §81A-156 (1977). 

27Id. 

28Ga • Code Ann. §81A-106(a) (1977). 

29Ga. Code Ann. §81A-178 (1977). 

30Ga. Code Ann. §81A-130 (1977). 

3 
IGa. Code Ann. §§81A-133,-136 (1977; SuPp. 1981). 

q 
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The exact timing and location of the deposition is determined by the 

requesting party. Testimony is transcribed and must be submitted to the party 

or witness for signature within 30 days of transcription. 

deposition is fi1ed. 32 

Thereafter, the 

Interrogatories and requests for admission addressed to a party must be 

answered within 30 days of service, or, if the party is the defendant, within 

,either the 30 days or 45 days from service of the original complaint, whichever 

is the later. 33 The Code 1imits the number of interrogatories (to 50) which 

may be served without special leave of court. 34 This perhaps indirectly 

limits time that may be consumed in discovery by interrogatories. 

The conduct of discovery is accomplished by the parties in accordance 

with the Civil Practice Act. 35 The court is generally not directly involved 

unl ess a party seeks a protective order or speci a1 all owances, or refuses to 

comply with a discovery request. 

V. Pre-trial Conference 

A pre-trial conference is not required by the Civil Practice Act, but a 

party may request a court order, or the court, on its own initiative, may order 

a conference. 36 Scheduling is handled' by local rules or an order of the 

court. 

IV. Trial/Continuances 

Ga. Code Ann. §81A-140 describes the order in which civil cases are 

triable. Both this section and Ga. Code Ann. §24-3343 (Superior Court Rules) 

32Ga • Code Ann. §81A-130 (Supp. 1981). 

33Ga. Code Ann. §81A-133,-136 (1977; Supp. 1981). 

34Ga. Code Ann. §81A-133 (Supp. 1981). 

35Ga. Code Ann. §§81A-126 et. seq. (1977; Supp. 1981). 

36 Ga • Code Ann. §81A-116 (1977). 
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require that cases be placed on'the calendar in chronological order by filing 

dates. These statutes provide that the jud~e may change this order of trial for 

good cause shown. A civil case is triable anytime after the last day for the 

defendant1s answer (usually 30 days after the complaint was served) except that 

the court is charged with insuring that a reasonable time for discovery has been 

allowed. Lastly, this Code section gives the court discretion to set a case on 

the trial calendar on its own order with notice to the parties or to allow a 

party to request the case be set for tri ale Thus, the Code encourages prompt 

trial and case termination, but allows the judge to exercise discretion in 

scheduling so as to assure that the parties are allotted a reasonable time to 

prepare their case. 

Trial timing is not only affected by trial calendaring, but by 

continuance statutes and local practice. Ga. Code Ann. §81-140l states that for 

anyone cause a party is entitled to only one continuance for one term of court. 

There are special statutory reasons for when a conti'nuance will be 

granted. 37 Under the authority of Ga. Code Ann. §81-14l9, the judge has 

discretion in granting continuances. Therefore, statutes and local court rules 

and custom are extreme~j important in the determination of trial dates. 

VII. Judgment/Execution 

The judgment in a civil case is entered when it i~ signed by the judge 

and filed by the clerk. There is no time limit for this signing and 

fil ing. 38 The entry of the judgment is important in determining when 

execution may issue. Unless the parties agree otherwise, an execution cannot 

issue until 10 days have expired after the entry of the judgment. 39 This 

rule does not apply to default judgments for which execution may issue 

immediately upon entry of the judgment. 

37See , !.l., Ga. Code Ann. §§81-1402 through-1423 (Supp. 1981). 

38Moore v. Moore, 229 Ga. 600 (1972). 

39Ga. Code Ann. '§81A-162(a) (1977). 
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VIII. Post-judgment Motions/Appeal 

Post-judgment motions are required to be filed promptly after the 

conclusion of a case. A motion to amend a judgment, for instance, must be made 

withi n 10 days after the entry of the judgment. 40 Two of the most important 

post-judgment motions--a motion for a judgment notwithstanding the verdict and a 

motion for a new trial--both must be made within 30 days of the verdict. 41 

The party opposed to the party receiving a favorable judgment notwithstanding 

the verdict may file a motion for a new trial 30 days from the JNOV entry. 

Not only must post-j udgment mati ons be fi 1 ed speedily, but if a party 

wants to challenge the decision at the appellate level, he must act quickly. A 

notice of appeal is required to be filed within 30 days after the entry of a 

final judgment. 42 

IX. Failure to Prosecute 

The Georgia Code provides for termination of cases which remain inactive 

for a long period of time. A civil action is automatically dismissed if no 

order has been entered on the case within five years. 43 

x. Local Court Rules 

As mentioned above, parts of the Civil Practice Act provide for judicial 

discretion in some aspects of case scheduling. Ga. Code Ann. §81A-183 specif­

ically provides that local court rules will apply unless in conflict with the 

Civil Practice Act. Thus, loca'j courts are permitted some discretion in setting 

time limits and goals for case processing. 

40Ga • Code Ann. §§81A-152(b) (1977). 

41Ga. Code Ann. §81A-150(b) (1977). 

42 Ga • Code Ann. §6-803 (1975). 

43Ga • Code Ann. §81A-141 (1977). 
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c. SUMMARY 

The preceding outlines show that the flow of civil and criminal case 

processing is largely determined by the court and the parties. The state 

statutes provide only a general outline with few strict time limitations. 

Therefore, the role the judge plays in setting the pace of litigation and the 

exi stence of local pl eadi ng customs is very important in understandi ng the 

current caseflow proces~ in the superior courts in Georgia. 
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FELONY -

APPENDIX l11 

DEFINITIONS AND DATA COLLECTION FORMS 

TABLE 1 

Case Type Definitions 

. . t a defendant by indictment or accusa-
a count or charge.flled agalns state offense for which ~he defend-
tion in the Superlor Court, a~ a a sentence or incarceratlon of one ant, if convicted, could recelve 
year or more. 

felonies is provided, on pages A listing of common 

GENERAL CIVIL - . . , . h Su erior Court by the filing of a 
an action lnltlated. ln t e. p blishment recovery or re-
complaint or.pe~i~ion see~l~~ est: complaini listing numer~us 
dress of an lndl~ldual ~lg, ·counter-claims or cross-clalms 
parties or varlOUS clalm~~r data collection purposes. constitutes only one case 

A listing of common civil actions is provided on pages 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS - .. f the marital rel ati onshi p 
a civil proceeding ar1~~ng romannullment petitions to 
including divorce, ac~~f~y~upport, and'URESA actipns. change child custody, 
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CRIMINAL CASE-TYPES 

FELONIES 

*l. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

*10. 
11. 
12. 
13 • 
14. 
15. 
.l6. 
17. 

*18. 
*19. 
20. 
21. 

*22. 
23. 

*24. 
25. 

*26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 

*32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 

*38. 
39. 
40. 

*4l. 
42. 
43. 
44. 

*45. 
46. 

Abandonment of Child or pregnant wife (defendant leaves state) 
Acceptance by witness 
Advocating overthrow of government 
Aggravated assault 
AggY'avated battery 
Aiding escape 
Aircraft hijacking 
Armed robbery 
Arson 
Bad check' (drawn on out-of-state bank or $500 or more) 
Bail jumping on felony 
Barratry 
Bestiality 
Bigamy 
Bribery 
Bribery of contestant 
Burglary 
Carrying a concealed weapon (second offense) 
Carrying a pistol without a license (second offense) 
Carrying firearms while on parole or probation of felony 
Child molestation 
Commercial gambling 
Communication gambling information 
Compounding a crime (which is a felony) 
Conspiracy in restraint of free and open competition 
Conspiracy to commit i! crime (which is a felony) 
Conspiracy to defraud state or political subdivision 
Conversion of leased personal property 
Criminal abortion 
Criminal damage to property in the first degree 
Criminal damage to property in the second degree 
Criminal interference with government property (destroy, damage, de 
Criminal possession of explosives 
Criminal possession of an incendiary 
Cruelty to children 
Damaging, destroying or secreting property to defraud another 
Distributing material depicting nudity or sexual conduct 
Distributing obscene materials (to minors) 
Embracery 
Enticin~ a child for indecent purposes 
Escape (after conviction or while armed with a- dangerous weapon) 
False imprisonment 
False imprisonment under color of legal process 
False official certificates or writings 
False public alarm (concering explosives) 
False swea'ting 
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FELONIES (cont1d) 

47. 
48. 
49. 
50. 
51. 
52. 

53. 
54. 
55. 
56. 
57. 
58. 
59. 
60. 
61-
6~. 
63. 
64. 
65. 
66. 
67. 
68. 
69. 
70. 
71. 
72. 

*73. 
74. 
75. 
76. 
77. 

*78. 
79. 
80. 
81. 
82. 
83. 
84. 
85. 
86. 
87. 
88. 
89. 
90. 

*91. 
*92. 
93. 

Fraud in obtaining public assistance (over $500) 
Forgery (first and second degree) 
Furnishing,alcohol to a minor 
Habitual violator, driving without license 
Hindering apprehension or puni~hment of a criminal 
Illegal use of creait cards; false statements as to financial 
condition or identity; credit card theft; forgery of credit card; 
credit· card fraud; criminal PQssession of credit card forgery; 
criminal receipt of goods and services fraudently obtained; un­
authorized use; publication of inform'ation regarding schemes, 
devices, means or methods for credit card fraud or theft of 
telecommunication services 
Impersonating an officer 
Impersonating in a legal proceeding 
Improperly influencing legislative action 
Incest 
Inciting to insurrection 
Influencing witness 
Instigating mutiny in penal institutions 
Insurrect'j on 
Interference with custody 
Intermarriage - when prohibited 
Involuntary manslaughter 
Kidnapping 
Machine guns; illegal sale, etc. 
Malicious confinement of sane person 
Marrying a bigamist 
Motor vehicle theft 
Murder 
Mutiny in penal institutions 
Officer or employee improperly influencing another officer or employee 
Officer or employee sell~ng to government or political subdivision 
Pandering (by compulsion) 
IIPeeping Tom ll 

Perjury (three different penalties) 
Possession, sale and distribution of eavesdropping devices 
Possession of dangerous weapons 
Possession of illegal drugs 
Possession of tools for the commission of a crime 
Rape 
Robbery 
Seduction 
Shoplifting (over $100) 
Shoplifting (fourth offense) " 
Sodomy; aggravated sodoly (two different penaltles) 
Soliciting or accepting a bribe 
Statutory rape 
Subornation of perjury or false swearing 

-Terroristic threats 
Theft by extortion 
Theft of property or Iervicesl 
Theft of trade secret 
Treason 
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FELONIES (cont1d) 

94. Unlawful eavesdropping and surveillance 
95. Vandalism to a place of worship 

*96. Violation of Georgia Controlled Substance Act (VGCSA) (possession of 
more than one ounce of marijuana; possession of any other controlled 
substance; sale of any drug) 

97. Violation of oath D..V publ ic officer 
98. Voluntary manslaughter 
99. Violation of Uniform Narcotic and Drug Act 
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GENERAL CIVIL CASE-TYPES 

General Civil Cases 

Account, Suit on Open 

All Appeals from Lower Courts 

Bail Trovel" 

Birth Certificate, Petition for 

Check, Suit on 

Condemnation of Land 

Condemnation on Right of Way 

Construction Petition for 

Contract, Suit. on 

Coversion, Suit on 

Custody, Petition to Release 
from (S) , 

Damages, Suit for 

Death, Suit on Wrongful 

Debt, Suit on 

Deed, Petition to Amend Warranty 

Deed, Petition to Cancel Warranty 

Disability, Petition to Remove 

Ejectment 

Election, Civil Action on Primary 

Equity, Complaint in 

Equitable Complaint in Rem 

Equitable Direction, Petition for 

Funds, Suit to Recover 

Habeas Corpus 

Illegality, Affidavit of 
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General Civil Cases 

Injunction 

Insu~ance Policy, Suit 
on 

Interpleaders, Petition 
for 

Judgment, Petition 
for Declaratory 

Judgment, Petition to 
Enforce Foreign Land 

. Lien Proceeding 

Land, Petition for 

Lease Agreement, Suit on 

Mandamus, Petition for 

Negligence, Complaint fo' 

Note, Suit on 

Nuisance, Injunction 
for Abatement of 
Common 

Padlock, Suit to Remove 

Partition, Equitable 

Performance, Petition 
for Speci hc 

Prohibition, Petition 
for Writ of 

Promise, Breach of 

Promissory Note, 
Complaint on 

Recovery, Claim for Unde 
Georgia Real Estate 
Recovery Act 

Rent, Sui t for 

:;' 

, . 

I ' 

1 

J 

I 

" .j 
!, 

General Civil Cases 

Sale, Petition to Halt 

Sale, Quick 

Tax Refund, Suit for 

Title, Petition to Establish 

Title, Petition to Remove 
Cloud from 

4L 

Trespass, Petiton Restraining 

Trespassing, Injunction for 

Trust, ~Iodifi cation of 

Trustee, Petition for 
AppOintment of 

Wife, Petition to Declare 
Lawful 

Injunctive Re1ief, Complaint for 

(S) action is separate proceeding 
(C) counted only if original action is closed 
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TABLE 2 

Definition of 
Types of Dispositions 

Criminal 

A. Cash Bond - cash bond is a disposition for misdemeanor (game and fish 
violations) or traffic counts when the court accepts forfeiture of a cash 
bond as a final disposition of a count. 

B •. 

C. 

D. 

Nolle Pros/Dismissed - dispositions of criminal counts in which the district 
attorney makes a determination not to prosecute or in which the judge 
dismisses a criminal count without a trial. 

Dead Docketed - disposition of a criminal count in which action by a court 
is to place a case on the "dead docket." While cases that are placed 
on the dead docket may be reactivated for prosecution later, for purposes 
of this study, it is counted as a disposition. 

Non-Trial - counts disposed by primarily guilty pleas and pleas of nolo 
contendere, but also including dispositions when the defendant is 
deceased, extradicted, or found by a judge to be incompetent to stand 
trial or insane. 

E. Non-Jury Trial - counts which are disposed by a judicial determination of 
guilt or innocence after completion of trial. 

F. Jury Trial - counts which are disposed by a jury verdict of guilt or 
acquittal. 

Ci~il Dispositions 

A. Sett 1 ed/Di sm i ssed - settled is a case d i spos it i on when the case was con­
cluded without adjudication; but, instead was voluntarily dismissed by the 
plaintiff. Dismissed is a case disposition when the case is terminated 
upon an order of dismissal, of the judge on his own initiative, or upon a 
motion of the defendant. 

B. 5-Year Admini~trative Termination - disposition of a case provided for 
under Georgia Code Ann. §81A-141(a) for civil cases in which no order 
has been entered within five years. 

C. Before Trial/Non-Jury Trial - a case which is closed through an order of the 
judge either after a trial on the issues or before trial if the judge 
makes a ruling based on the record of the case such as default judgment, 
consent judgment, summary judgment, confession of judgment or judgment on 
the pleadings. 

D. Jury Trial - if the case was closed by a jury verdict. 
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TABLE 3 

Definition of 
Major Case Intervals 

Criminal 

Arrest - The taking, with authority of an ' d' 
the purpose of detaining this individual 1n lVidual into custody for to answer criminal charges. 

Indictment - A grand jury's written fo 1 ' , 
enumerated against an individual sta~~~g ~~:~g~hOf c~lmlnal offenses 
the State to pursue the case. . ere 1S probable cause for 

Accusat~on.- ~ ~ormal charge presented by the prosecutor 
certa1n 1nd1Vldual is guilty of a criminal offense. alleging that a 

Arra~g~ment - A proceeding in which a prisoner is in,cormed 
ct'lm1nal charges aguinst him, and is required to ani swer of his rights, these charges. 

Di spos it ion - Terminat ion of the .' , , 
of,one of the following orders:pr~~~~~~~~~nOfd:a~r~m1~a~ cha~ge by entry 
fe1ture of cash bond, dismissal, or acquitt~l. oc e ,no pros, for-

Sentencing - Upon conviction of a defendant of char es a ' 
pronouncement of punishment or treatment by the j~dge.ga1nst him, formal 
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TABLE 3 

Definition of 
Major Case Intervals 

Civi 1 

1. Complaint - The petition of a plaintiff which initiates a civil action by 
setting out the plaintiff's claim. 

2. Service - Delivery of the complaint to the individuals named (herein refer­
ring to each defendant named) notifying such individuals of a pending 
civil action. Service includes delivery as recognized by Ga. Code Ann. 
§81A-104. - ----

3. Answer - The response of a defendant to the plaintiff's complaint setting 
out his defenses. 

4. Last Pleadings Filed - Filing in the clerk of court's office of any pleading 
in a civil action including answer, amended pleadings, cross-claim or 
counter-claim. For purpose of the case time sequence study, "the last 
pleadings filed" also includes filing of any discovery motion or paper 
excluding depositions. 

5. Motion - Formal written application for a rule or order of the court. 

6. Hearing - Formal proceeding in which the court in chambers or on the bench 
issues a ruling upon a motion in a civil action. 

7. Disposition - Termination of a civil action as to all parties. 

8. Fi .Fa. (Fieri Facias) - A writ of execution which is issued by the court 
commanding 'the sheriff to levy upon the property of a party against 
which a money judgment of the court has been issued. 
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CASE TIME SEQUENCE CRIMINAL CODING SHEET 

County ID = # 

Case number = Docket number 

Manner of initiation = 
1 = Grand Jury Indictment 
2 = Information/Accusation 
3 = Appeal from Court of limited special 

jurisdiction 
4 = Transfer from other court 
5 = Other 
6 = UTC 

Defendant 1 s Status = 
J = Jail 
B = Sail 
W = Warrant Issued 
C = Custody in other jurisdiction 

Type Charge = 
F ;:: Felony 
M = Mi sdemeanor 
T = Traffic 

Pleas (INITIAL TRIAL & FINAL) = 
N = Not Gui lty 
G = Guilty 
I = Not guilty by reason of insanity 
C = No contest 
U = Unknown 

Appearance Type = 
1 = Prelim. Hearing/Commitment 
2 = Arraignment/1st Apperance 
3 = Pretrial Misc. Inquiry 
4 = Tr i a 1 
5 = (plea, dd, np, dism) 
6 = Sentencing 
7 = Other (Contin.) (Mod. of Sen.) 

Release Action = 
A = Incarcerated 
B = Release w/o bond 
C = Release on own recognizance 
o = Release on cash bond 
E = Release after posting security 
F = Professional security bond 
G = Non-professional security bond 
H = Release to other authority 
I = Supervised release 
J = Unknown 
K = Other - license instead of bail posted 
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Trial Type = 
1 = Non-jury 
2 = 12 person jury 
3 = Other (jury) 

Court Disposition = 
Acqu = Acquitted 
Aq In = Acquitted by Reason of 

_ Insan ity 
Dism = Dismissed 
DsMI = Dismissed due to Mental 

In compet2nce 
Cony = Convicted 
Dece = Deceased 
Exte = Extradited 
Adjw - Adjudication-Withheld 
Mist = Mistrial - Defendant 

Di scharged 
DV = Acquitted - Direct Verdict 
Dead = Dead Docketed 
NOLP = Nol Prossed 
Tran = Transferred to another 

court 
HJ = H.ung Jury 

Stage = 
1 = Before Jury Selection 
2 = During Jury Selection or 

Tri al 
3 = After Trial/Verdict 
4 = Before Trial 

Offender St atus = 
A = Adult 
B = First Offender 
C = Youthful Offender (17-25 

non-capital fel.) 
o = Juvenile 
E = Other 

Punishment = 
Cash BF = Bail Forfeited 
CfHs = Confinement in Hospital 
CtCt = Court Costs 
DSEN = Death Sentence 
Life = Life Sentence 
Rest = Restitution 
Fine = Fine 
Prob = Probation 
Incr = Incarceration 
Susp = Suspended Sentence 
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CASE TIME SEQUENCE CIVIL CODING SHEET 

County 10 = # 

Case number = Docket number 

Case Type = 
1 = General Civil 
2 = Domestic Relations 
3 = Independent Motions 

Type of Service = 
1 = Personal 
2 = Substitute 
3 = Publication 

Pre-trial Motions/Hearings = 

Trial Type = 
1 = Non-Jury 
2 = 12 person jury 
3 = Other 

State of Disposition = 
1 = Before Answer 
2-= Before Pleadings Completed 
3 = On Pre-trial motions/hearings 
4 = Trial prior to verdict or decision 
5 = After tri al 
6 = Other 

Judgment in Favor of = 
P = Plaintiff 
o = Defendant 
B = Both 
o = Other 

Disposition Method = 
SETL = Settlement 
CJUD = Consent Judgment 
DJUD = Default Judgment 
JUDP = Judgment on the Pleadings 
DPRE = D ism i s sed with Prej ud ice 
DWOP = Dismissed without Prejudice 
SJUD = Summary Judgment 
DIRV = Direct Verdict 
NJTR = Judgment after non-jury trial 
VERD = Verd i ct 
JNOV = Judgment notwithstanding Verdict 
CONS = Consolidated with other case 
TRAN = Transferred to another court 

O-M = Open - Mistrial 
O~HJ = Open - Hung Jury 

o = Other Open 
5-YR = 5 Year Administrative Termination 
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CIVIL CASE TIME SEQUENCE - PRE-TRIAL MOTIONS COMPUTER CODE 

NISI - Rule NISI 
CROR - Continue Restraining Order 
PROO - Protective Order 
SJUD - Summary Judgment 

PSJU - Partial Summary Judgment 
STRK - Motion to Strike Party 
PJUP - Partial Judgment on the Pleadings 
ADDD - Motion to Add 
COMP - Motion to Compel Payment 
JUDP - Judgment on Pleadings 
LIMI - Motion in Limine 
SANC - Mot i on for Impos i t i on 'of Sanct ions 
DEFO - Motion to Open Default 
MITR - Motion for Mistrial 
RESO - Motion for Restraining Order 
DIFN - Motion for Distribution of Funds 
SOTR - Special Order for Trial 
CONI - Continuance 
JURY - Jury Demand 
TREO - Temporary Restraining Order 
PTRO - Pretrial Order 
RESO - Motion for Restraining Order 

SOTR - Special Order for Trial 
TEMO - Temporary Order 
PINJ - Preliminary Injunction 
ADDP - Motion to Add Party 
INTV - Motion to Intervene 
PAYM - Motion for Payment 
STAY - Motion for Stay 

MOTR - Motion Trial 
LISP - Lis Pendens 
WPOS - Writ of Possession 
DISC - Dismiss Counterclaim 
CONT - Contempt 
CONS - Consolidation, 
RELF - Motion for Release of Funds 
SPEO - Special Order 
INTO - Interlocutory Order 
QSRV - Quash Service 
SUPS - Supersedeas 
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DREO - Motion to Dissoive 
Restraining Order 

NOTT - Notice for Trial 
DJUD - Motion for Default 

Judginent 
RNIS - Motion td Reschedule 

Hearing 

CIRE - Certificate' for Immediate 
Review ' 

RESJ - Reconsider Summary 
Judgment 

ASUM - Amend to Substitute 
Party 

SANC - Sanctions 
WeON - Withdrawal of Counsel 
WDIS - Withdrawal of motion to 

Dismiss 
REFO - Motion to Reopen Dismissed 

Case 

DISM - Motion to Dismiss 
MGAL - Motion for Guardian Ad 

Litem 

NTAX - Notice of Taxes 
COMA - Motion to Compel Answer 
WJTR - Waiver of Jury Trial 
CONO - Consent Order 
APPG - Appoint Guardian 
SPMR - Special Master Return 
SPMO - Special Master Oath 

11 

~ 

II 

! 
i 

., 



r f 

AGEilCY ID 
CASE NW4BER 
FILING DATE I I 
CASE TYPE 2 3 

TV!':: OF SERVICE 2 3 4 DAT::: OF SERVICE I I 

ANS\;ER FILED I I 

LA~ r PLEADIrlGS FILED I I 

END OF DISCOVERY I I 

:'2E-TRIAL NOTlONS/lIEARWGS 
TYPE 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 .-

{i2 [AL 
~-?IR DIRE SEGAll / 

RIAL BEGMI I 
IRIJlL ENe ED I 
RIAL TYPE 1 2 

!JISPOSITIO:I . 
j~';TE / / 
~TAGE J 2 3 4 
f~UDGiiE:1T IN FAVOR OF: 
,·:::mOD 
I 

3 

DATE FILED 
/ / 
I j 
I I 
I / 
/ / 
I / 
I I 
I I 

I 
I 
/ 

5 6 
P 0 B 0 

Fl. FA. ISSUED / /. 

HEARD 
/ / 
/ I 
I I 
/ I 
/ / 
/ I 
I I 
I I 

AGENCY ID 
CASE NUf1BER 
FILING DATE I I 
CASE TYPE 2 3 

TYPE OF SERVICE 1 2 3 4 
DATE OF SERVICE I I 

AtISt·IER FILED I I 

LAST PLEADINGS FILED / / 
END Of DISCOVERY I I 

PRE-TRIAL NOTlONS/IlEAR INGS 
# , TYPE DATE FILED 1 I I 2 I I 3 I I 4 I / 5 / .1 6. 1 I 7 / / 8 / / 

[TR IAL 
VOIR DIRE BEGAN I / 
RIAL BEG.-'\N / / 
RIAL EIWED I / 

.[RIAL TYPE 1 2 3 

01 SPQS I TiOIl 
DATE / I 
STAGE I 2 3 4 5 6 ~f·jE1lT III FAVOR OF: P [} B 0 ·lETllOD , 

fl. FA. ISSUED / / 

HEARD 
I / 
I I 
I I 
I / 
/ / 
/ / 
/ / 
/ I 

--

1 

- wltm 7 rmm't 

AGENCY ID 
CASE NUf·IBER 
FILING DATE -Ll 
CASE TYPE 2 3 

TYPE OF SERVICE 1 2 3 4 
DATE OF SERVICE I I 

ANSUER fILED I I 

LAST PLEADINGS FILED I I 
END OF DISCOVERY I I 

PRE-TRIAL NOTlOflS/llEAlWlGS 
Ii ,. TYPE 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

[TRIAL 
VOIR DIRE BEGAN / 

ITR I AL BEGJ.N / 
IR [AL E,'IDEO / 
fR !fIL TYPE 1 2 

ID.OSPOS ITI 011 
DATE / I 
STAGE 1 2 3 4 
JUD-r.:·IENT III FAVOR OF: 
.fE'nloD 

DATE FILED 
/ / 
/ I 
/ I 
I / 
/ / 
I / 
/ / 
/ / 

/ 
/ 
/ 

3 

5 6 
P 0 B 0 

IIEMm 
/ / 
I I 
I / 
I / 
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I I 
/ -4-/ / 

Fl. FA. ISS~.--.!/_-,-/ _______ _ 
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COUNTY 10 
CASE NUHB: .... En-R -----
FllIlIG DATE / / 
I~ANNER OF INITIATION 

DEFENDANT'S NAME 
DATE OF ARREST ·-IJ----rl---
DEFENDANT'S STATUS J B W C 

123456 

II/C~G. TYPE CHARGE INITIAL PLEA TRIAL PLFA F H T N G I C U N G I C U 2 F H T N G I C U N G I C U 3 F H T N G I C U N G I C U 4 F M T N G [ C U N G I C U 5 F H T N G I C U N G I C U PLEA DATE / I I I 

( 
/ifAPP. APPEARANCE DATE APPEARANCE TYPE RELEASE ACTION 1 I I 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 / I 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 3 I / 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 4 I I 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 5 / / 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

rrRIAL IICHG. FINAL PLEA COURT DISPOSITION STAGE 1 N G I C U 123 4 TRIAL BEGAII I I 2 N G I C U 1 234 TRIAL ENDED / I 3 N G I C U 
1 234 4 N G I C U 1 234 TRIAL TYPE 5 N G I C U 1 2 3 4 123 PLEA DATE / I 

~-1 PUNISHI·lENT TYPE OFFENDER STATUS COI-INENTS: 
2 

A 8 C D E 3 

IT 
SENTENCE DATE L / 

.COUNTY ID 
CASE NUMB'F1ER<-------
F I LING DATE_--".I_----'I'-_ 

DEFENDANT'S NAME 
DATE OF ARREST ._---,/ -1--­
IOEFENDANT'S STATUS J B W C 

MAriNER OF INITIATION 
123456 

1/ CHG. TYPE CHARGE INITIAL PLEA TRIAL PLEA 1 F M T N G I C U N G I C U 2 F M T N G I C U N G I C U 3 F M T N G I C U N G I C U 4 F H T N G. r C U N G I C U 5 F M T N G I C U N G I C U JiW\ DATE l-::--r .1. j 

HAPP. _APPE/lliANCE DATE APPEAIlANCE TYPE RELEASE ACTION 1 / ..L 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 I / 1 2 3 4 5 6 '7 3 / / 1 2 ::l 4 5 6 7 4 / I 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 5 / I 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

RIAL #CHG. FINAL PLEA COURT DISeoSITJON STAGE 

~,R~I~A~L~B~EG~A~N~/r7/~2~N~G~I~C~U---_______ ~1~2~3~4 ____ ____ 
~R~I~A~L~E~ND~E~D~/~/~3~N~G~I~C~U---______ ~1~2.~3~4~--____ _ 

4 N G I CUI 234 
RIAL TYPE 5 N G I C U 1 2 3 4 
~1~2~~3 __ ~P~L~EA~DA~T~E~.I'-I,-_____________ . __ ____ 

~CI!G. PlJNISHNENT TYPE 1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

)~NTENCE DATE / 7 

JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF GEORGIA/A.O.c. 
April 6, 1981 

OFFENOER STATUS Cor.ff';q!rs·:---==: 
A B C 0 E --_.-
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TABLE 5 

DISTRIBUTION OF CIRCUITS IN SAMPLING STRATUM: 

TOF 
COUN-
TIES 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 i 

NUMBER OF SUPERIOR COURT JUDGES AND 
NUMBER OF COUNTIES IN CIRCUIT 

FY1980 
NUMBER OF SUPER'IOR COURT JUDGES 

STRATUM I STRATUM II 

1 2 3 4 
,. 

Houston Dougherty Clayton Cobb 
Rome Eastern 
Gwinnett 

Alcovy 
Cherokee 
Conasauga 
Western 

Piedmont Macon Augusta 

Cordele Lookout Mtn. 
Dublin Tallapoosa 
Flint 
Griffin 
Northea'n. 
Ogeechee 
Tifton 

Mountain Al apaha Southern 
Blue Ridge Brunswick 

. Middle Coweta 
Northern 
South Ga. 

'Southw' n. Atlantic Chattah' e. 
Tool!1bs Oconee 

\'Jaycross 

Pataul a 

Ocmulgee 
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STRATUM III 

7 11 

At 1 anta 

Stone Mtn. 

TOTAL 
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