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TO THE HONORABLE CHIEF JUSTICE AND 
JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURT: 

This Annual Report for the court year ended August 31. 
'1977 reflects record 9ase filings. dispositions. and backlogs. 
It also chronicles the creative and innovative leadership of 

Chief Justice Richard J. Hughes and the New Jersey Supreme Court that continued the highest 
quality judicial service to the public and bar by any state judiciary in the country. Sadly, it is 
dedicated to the late Chief Justice Joseph Weintraub - one of the greatest American jurists 
of all time. 

Last year's report initiated photographic coverage and narrative highlights summaries, 
and this year we include pictures of all full-time judges and key supporting staff as well as ex
panded reporting of significant activities. For the first time, special emphasis is upon trial courts 
wherein 99% of the case activity takes place. . 

Again. the foreword by the Chief Justice sets the tone for future modern judicial adminis
tration with the anticipated support of the Executive and Legislative Branches. 

Publication was advanced another three months. and the extraordinary efforts of all who 
participated in preparation of this Report are gratefully acknowledged. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Dated: January 25. 1978 

\ 
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THE SUPREME COURT 
CHART AS OF AUGUST 31,1977 

FOREWORD 
from the CHIEF JUSTICE 

Earlier this month in his Annual Message to the Legislature 
and people of New Jersey, our Governor expressed a dual sense 
of optimism and yet healthy respect for the problems ahead
and, over-all, the thought of a "new beginning." I share that same 
feeling, after reviewing this excellent report by the able Adminis
trative Director of the Courts. Respect for the tasks we in the 
courts are facing is counterbalanced by a realistic look at our 
assets, seemingly enough to justify the highest confidence. No 
state and no court system ever had better working tools in hand 
- unparalled constitutional flexibility in court management, a 
cadre of hardworking and dedicated judges unmatched in the 
nation, a bridge of understanding with the media and the public 
and a new channel of open communication with the other 
branches of government. 

The .action of the Legislature in improving judicial com
pensation - at a time of economic stress in the State- is a signal 
that thIs people of New JersJY desire their court system to con
tinue in the forefront of American jurisdictions. I hope it is a 
portent of things to come in the area of necessary resources for 
the courts-continued effort to appoint judges of high caliber, 
adequate budget support and the providing of modern operational 
tools such as a judiciary-managed computer. 

I have already directed a careful study of several sug
gestions made in the Governor's Message, to deal with the 
massive caseload congestion in the court system, and I shall 
work closely with the Governor and Legislature in accomplishing 
feasible reforms. 

And so I hope that in this early part of the new year, every
one in our judicial system will take new heart in the future and 
resolVe to truly share a "new beginning." (Pleaseturntopage31 
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Chief Justice 

Richard J. Hughes 

Associate Justices 

Worrall F. Mountain 

Mark A. Sullivan 

Morris Pashman 

Robert L. Clifford 

Sidney M. Schreiber 

Alan B. Handler 
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FOREWORD - Continued/rampage 1 

Thus encouraged, my colleagues on the Supreme CQurt join me 
in repeating with strongest emphasis the early pledge of Chief Justice 
Vanderbilt to the people of New Jersey: 

January, 1978 

We of the Supreme Court are determined to a 
man to give the State the finest judicial organi
zation and administration within our power.*** 
It is our ambition to be known as an industrious 
court, an efficient court, a just court, and, I 
hope, a friendly court. [71 N.J. L.J. at 98, 100 
(1948)]. 

C.J. 
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IN MEMORIAM 

Joseph Weintraub 
March 5,1908- February 6,1977 

Associate Justice of the Supreme Court of New Jersey 
November 26, 1956 to August 20, 1957 

Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of New Jersey 
August 20, 1957 to August 31, 1973 
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COURT SYSTEM 
JUSTICES, JUDGES AND JURISDICTIONS AS OF AUGUST 31,1977 

SUPREME COURT: Chief Justice and 6 Associate Justices. Initial term of 7 years with tenure on re
appointment. Mandatory retirement at 70. 

Final Appeal in: 

1. Constitutional questions. 3. Capital causes. 
2. Where dissent in Appellate Division. 4. Certifications. 

5. In such causes as provided by law. 

SUPERIOR COURT: 120 Judges authorized. Term, tenure and retirement same as Supreme Court. 

APPELLATE DIVISION 
Appeals from; 

1. LaW and.Ghancery Divisions. 
2. County Courts. 
3. County District Courts. 

LAW DIVISION 
i. General Jurisdiction in all causes, civil and 

criminal. 
2. Proceedings in lieu of prerogative writs, ex

cept review of state administrative agencies. 

4. Juvenile & Domestic Relations Courts. 
5. State Administrative Agencies. 
6. As provided bylaw. 

CHANCERY DIVISION 
1. Genera! equity. 
2. Matri~Onial. 
3. Probate. 

f) 

COUNTY COURTS: 108 Judges authorized, 1 to 12 per county. Term: 5 years. Tenure after 10 years 
and third appointment. Mandatory retirement at 70. 

1. Law Division: Criminal jurisdiction within county and general civil SUbject-matter jurisdiction. 
2. Probate Division: Contested probate matters. 
3. Adoptions. 
4. No equity jurisdiction except as required to finally resolve matter in controversy. 
5. Appeals in bastardy proceedings and from Wage & Hour Section (Labor & Industry) and Municipal 

Courts. 

COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS: 39 Judges au~ 
thorized. Term: 5 years. Tenure after 10 years 
and third appointment. Mandatory retirement 
at 70. 
i. Contract, penalty, and tort actions to $3,000. 
Z.- l-.andlord.and tenant. 
S. Small d~ims to $500. 
4. Concurrent criminal and quasi-criminal juris

diction with Municipal Courts. 
5. Bastardy and filiation proceedings. 
. 6. Actions by creditors agair'lst an estate up to 

$3,000. 

MUNICIPAL COURTS: 385 Judges. Term: 3 
years. 
1. Traffic and motor vehicle violations. 
2. Ordinance violations. 
3. Disorderly persons offenses. 
4. Fish and game and navigation violations. 
5. Bastardy and filiation proceedings. 
6. Other specified crimes (where penalty does 

not exceed 1 year incarceration or $1,000 
fine) and offenses (where value of property 
does not exceed $500), including some 
crimes where indictment and trial by jury can 
b~ waived. 

7. Probable cause hearings on indictable of
fenses. 
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JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS 
COURTS: 32 Judges authorized. Terrl;j: 5 years. 
Tenure after 10 years and third appointment. 
Mandatory retirement at 70. 
1. Exclusive jurisdiction over juvenile delin

quency anq "juveniles In need of supervi
sion." 

2. Child abuse matters. 
3. Support 
4. Temporary custody of children. 
5. Adoptions . 
6. Sastardy and filiaiton proceedings: 

SURROGATES: 21 Surrogates. Elected. Term: 
5 years. 
1. Uncontested probate matters. 
2. Clerk of Probate Division of County Court, 



JUDICIAL OVERLOAD 

"A crisis for the courts ... is as well a crisis for the litigants and 
society. The cause of the crisis is simply overload, an overload so serious 
that integrity of the . .. system is threatened, an overload so little recog
nized that the bleak significance of plain, not to say obtrusive, symptoms 
is not fully credited . .. H* Robert J. Bark, Esq., when he was Solicitor 
General of the United States in April 1976.* 

These remarks by Mr. Bork well sum up the conditions and problems still faced by the New Jersey 
judiciary at the end of the court year 1976-77. The continuing overload crisis, due to the tremendous in
crease in litigation unmatched by sufficient judicial manpower, is graphically illustrated by the charts at 
pages 8 to10 of this Annual Report. The following significant statistical highlights may be noted there: 

• New filing's (cases added) in the trial and appellate courts 
reached an all time high of 555,371 during 1976-77, an increase of 2.5% 
over the preceding year and 30.1 % over the 1971-72 court year. This was 
the eleventh consecutive year of increase in new filings. 

;I Dispositions of cases also reached a record high of 541,211, an 
increase of 2.3% over the preceding year and 28.3% over the 1971-72 
court year. This was the eleventh consecutive year of increase in cases 
disposed of. 

o The backlog of pending cases also reached a record high of 
167,811, an increase of 9.2% over the previous year and 28.5% over the 
1971-72 court year. This was the third consecutive year of increase in the 
backlog which now endangers the proper and effective administration of 
justice in New Jersey. 

As these statistics clearly show, the calendars are becoming more congested despite a steady 
improvement in judicial productivity. The cause is twofold: the avalanche of new filings continues, while in 
recent years vacancies on the State's full-time bench remained at approximately ten percent (see chart at 
page 10). 

At the end of the past court year, total authorized judgeships were 306 but only 274 were filled. 
Thirty-two judgeships (10.5% of total strength) were vacant. This indicates the problem besetting the 
judiciary throughout the court year. On a per court day basis, an average of 32 judgeships (31.77) were 
unfilled. For the year as a wl)ole, a total of 7,211 judge days in court were lost due to vacancies-an 
average of 601 court days lost per month. 

Some of this loss was partially made up by the temporary recall of 11 retired judges for various 
periods during the year. The average number of retired judges working per court day during the year was 
6.37. The service of these retired judges was vital and much appreciated, but could not prevent the back
log from increasing. 

Despite these adverse circumstances, the New Jersey judiciary continued to perform in exemplary 
fashion by increasing case productivity and simultaneously maintaining its traditional high qualJty of dis
,;positions. As a result, the State court system retained its nationwide reputation for excellence, although it 
i~ peri lied by manpower and funding shortfalls . 

• Excerpt from an address by Robert J. Bork, Esq., then Solicitor General of the United States, at the National Conference on the 
Causes of Dissatisfaction with the Administration Qf Justice (The Pound Conference), St. Paul, Minnesota. April 7-9, 1976. 
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CASELOAD TREf+JDS AND JUDGESHIPS 

Charts A, Band C on this page arid pages 9 and 10 show caseload trends and the numbers of actual 
and authorized judgeships for the Supreme, Superior, County, County District, and Juvenile and Domestic 
Relations Courts for the court years ending August 1972 through 1977. (All percentages on the charts are 
comparative with the court year ended August 31, 1972.) 

L Cases 
Added 

Cases 
Pending 
(Backlog) 

Cases 
Disposed 

CHART A 

+5.0% 

1972 73 

+27.0% +30.1% 

+20.4% 

+10.4% 

+28.3% 

74 75 76 77 
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2,228 

1972 

CHART B 

Total Work Volume (Cases Added Plus 
Pending Cases) Per Fulltime Judge 

73 

Total Cases Disposed of Per 
Fulltime Judge in Office 

+0.4% 
2,236 

+9.6% 
2,441 

74 75 

9 

+16.6% 
2,,598 

76 

+17.5% 
2,618 
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These outstanding achieveme~ts were made possible by judicial diligence under the h:~ad~rship of, 
the Chief Justice and Supreme Court, techniques and programs of modern, imaginative juc:1i91al admiJ)is
tration that support judicial decision-making and improve the efficiency and economy of the CQurt system, 
and the thorough and fair review processes of 'the'SLj:m3me Court and the Appellate Division of the $1)

perlor Court. 

The extraordinary dedication of the judges is reflected in the continuing increase in Cqse dIsposi
tions per judge, The 541,211 dispositions during 1976-77 averaged 1,999 cases per judg~, or a 17.6% 
productivity increase since 1971-72 . 

. S~rvic~s Rroyided by the p'-.dmln!strativlP.Offige of th~. 90urts continued to be uns,urpassed by those 
of any other jurisdiction. They are detailed in subsequent pages of this Annual Report. The highlights in
clude: 

,-

. ~ • Education and training for judges, probation officers, support <md 
'''~ administrative personnel.. . 

• T!f.I?1 court adm,injstration to rGQuce burdens on assignment and 
trial jOdges'.$'o they can s~'er;ld more timb.bt, the benCh·. 

• E~tended aRPelJkt~ research support. ' 
II Continuing criminal and civil practice services . 
.. Increased management, statistical, and public information pro-

, grams. 
• Expanded ethics and professipnal responsibJlity servic~s . 

• < ..... '" 01: • '~t 
,t .q 

Court unifi~a:tior pl~nning and sentence dispari~y study cQnt!nued during the co'urt year as did 
pioneering efforts in pretrial h:'ltervention,' ana Juvenile intake services: Pretrial interventipn (PTI) diverts 
sel~cted adult offenders from the criminal justice process for early rehabilitation, and Intake services dp 
the same for many juveniles charged with less serious offenses. By August 31, 1977, 3.3% of all c;fefen
dants in pending criminal cases were enrolled in PTI programs. The number of county juven,ile intake ser
vices grew from 12 to 16 during 1976-77, and a greater proportion of juvenile complaints wer~ referred tc;> 
the.se set:vic.as than in pa,st years .. 

While the support programs assisted in the maintenance of excellence despite mounting ca$eloads 
and resource shortfalls, the persistent, inadequate resources resulted in delayed dispositions fis well as In
creased backlogs. The Chief Justice and the Administrative Director of the Courts continued to emphasize 
the need for.prompt fil.ling of<;llj judlCi.9-1 Xl'lQ.alJPies,.to permit orderly red.!Jction pf the bpc\<logs and pro
gress toward "speedy trial" goals in criminal cases, and avoidance of continuing delays in th.e pivJl calen" 
dars ... 

.. ,t 

'. :{-;. 

Due PrtXcl!s"s .. ,. 
'"'-i; '" 

~ . , 
..... J" ,~.; 

The Sixth Amendment to th'e Unit~d States Constitution requires: 
<# : 

"In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right Qf a 
speedy ... trial." 

~ .§arly trials ?re .n~~ess<;l.ry'.!o. ,s~~,egu~rd the c~l]sti!u!ion,,!1 rights of defendants Charged with orime 
and the public's constitutionfll right to tl)e' preservation of domestic tranqUility. In 1ge6 the NewJen~ey 
Supreme Court established criminal trial disposition goals as follows: 

• Trial within 90 days of indictment for those accused of violent 
crimes. 

• Trial within 90 days of arrest for all persons in jail awaiting trial, 
regardless of the charge. 

,': , 



• Trial within six months of indictment for all others accused of 
crime. 

In recent years the American Bar Association and the National Advisory Committee on Criminal 
Justice Standards amI Goats have established similar objectives on a nationwide basis. Again this year 
Chief Justice Richard . .1. Hughes requested resources needed to reach these universally recognized goals, 
and it is hoped that early in 1978, adequate budget support will be provided and a jUdiciary managed com
puter will be authorized. 

The unfortunate status is that New Jersey continues to fall short of the standards. On August 31, 
1977, 46% of all active criminal cases in the Superior and C"unty Courts were over six months old, 22% 
were from six to 12 months old, 17% were from one to two years and 8% had been pending more than two 
years. The total criminal backlog of active cases pending plea or trial was 17,807 cases-an increase of 
almost 2,984 cases over the comparable 1972 figure. 

As many judges as possible have been assigned to criminal matters and a reduced number were 
therefore available to hear civil cases. In some counties tl"le partial suspension of civil calendars has re
sulted, in the words of the Chief Justice, in "an immense injustice" by denying indigent and injured plain
tiffs their rights to expeditious recovery and redress in cO'!.lrts of taw. Despite the shortage of judges, the 
Chief Justice has directed high priority to cases involving rape, wife beating, child abuse, custody, and 
adoption. 

In Gloucester County the civil calendar had to be virtually suspended from April 1 to September 2, 
1977. The civil calendar in Passaic County was partially suspended in December 1976. Only the temporary 
recall of retired judges permitted resumption of the hearing of civil cases on a reduced basis. The fut! 
calendar could not be resumed until September when two judges were finally appointed. 

Only five civil cases were disposed of by trial in Salem County during the past cQurt year. Trials on 
contested County District Court matters were heard only on a sporadic, ad hoc basis during that entire year 
in Atlantic County. In several other counties the backlog of civil cases increased because less than the 
needed number of judges to hear civil cases could be spared from urgent criminal matters. 

12 



THE COST OF OPERATING THE COURTS 

As the chart on this page illustrates, State expenditures for the JUdicial Branch in fiscal year 1977 
accounted for approximately 0.39% of one percent of all State expenditures. This percentage is even lower 
than the past years' average of one half of one percent of total State expenditures being allocated to the 
judiciary. At the same time, State judiciary appropriations constituted only about 18% of the cost of operat
ing the courts, with the balance borne by the counties and municipalities. 

Total expenditures for the court system for 
the most recent year" amounted to $97.9 million, 
with $64.1 million expended by the counties, $17.9 
million by the State and $15.9 million by the mu
nicipalities:" I n terms of percentages of the 
total, that was 66% by the county, 18% by the 
State and 16% by the municipalities. Although 
courts are not intended to be self-funding, total 
revenues from fines, fees, costs, etc. amounted 
to $66.7 million. 

Again as the chart on tilis page illustrates, 
total expenditures by the State for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1977 for the Judicial Branch were 
$17.9 million while total State expenditures for that 
year were $4.6 billion. During the same fiscal 
year the judiciary contributed $8 million in reve
nue, principally from filing fees, to the State Trea
sury. The balance of the $66.5 million collected by 
the courts went to counties and municipalities. 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 
OF STATE FUNDS FOR 

FISCAL 1977-$4.6 BILLION'" 

$17.9 MILLION 
0.39% 

JUDICIAL BRANCH 

As already noted, there has been a sharp rise in the past decade in the court system's workload 
(cases and appeals). The judiciary has no control over this litigation explosion; indeed, continued access 
to the courts by citizens is essential. Despite the annually increasing workload, the Judicial Branch has 
been consistently underfunded in recent years. The budget requests were reduced by $3.4 million in fiscal 
1976, $4.1 million in fiscal 1977 and by $2.1 million in fiscal 1978. These reductions, once the judiciary was 
allocated its share of salary programs and/or supplemental appropriations, were decreased to net reduc
tions of $3.2 million in fiscal 1976, $2.6 million in fiscal 1977 and $1.4 million in fiscal 1978. This underfund
ing and the consequent understaffing, together with judicial vacancies, has precluded reduction of back
logs. 

As noted above, for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1S77 the judiciary budget request was reduced 
by the Executive Branch by $4.1 million. The Legislature restored $1.9 million by a supplemental appro
priation, but the bill was not signed into law until the end of January 1977, and the final, line-item vetoed 

• Total expenditures for the court system are for the calendar year 1976 by counties and municipalities and for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1977 by the State . 

•• Complete, verified figures for expenditures for municipal courts for calendar 1976 were not available at the time of preparation 
of this section of this Annual Report. Therefore, for the purposes of this section expenditures for municipal courts for calendar 
1976 have been estimated by averaging the percentage increase in those expenditures for calendar years 1973, 1974, and 
19'75 and applying that average of 15% to the 1975 expenditure figure of $13.8 million. Receipts represent preliminary receipts 
for the calendar year 1976 . 

• • • Source: Net dispersed and obligated funds for the State as reported in the Statement of Appropriations and Expenditures in 
"Summary Fiscal Report. June 1977, for the Fiscal Year 1976-77," prepared by the Department of the Treasury, Division of 
Budget and Accounting. 
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version of that bill restored only $750,000 for the last five months of fiscal 1977. The supplemental appro~ 
priation and the allocation of $"791,:251 as the judiciary's share of the salary Increase program decreased 
the original reduction of $4.1 million to $2.6 million. The net reduced appropriation for fiscal 1977 obviously 
was not a proper limiting factor for the 1978 fiscal budget. 

The unduly constricted State funding of the Judicial Branch even denied provision of some support 
staff mandated by statute. N.J .S.A. 2A:11-7 and 2A: 11-19 require that each judge of the Chancery Division 
of the Superior Court be furnished a state-funded staff that includes a law secretary, a clerical secretary 
and a sergeant-at-arms\ For fiscal 1978, however, funding for only 49 of these 72 statutory positions was 
provided by the State despite repeated requests by the judiciary that it have all the staff resources provided 
by statute. 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1979 the Judicial Branch has requested a State appropriation of 
$24.5 million. Once again this budget request is austere. It provides only for the funding of all authorized 
judgeships and required administrative and support services to mount an assault on the unacceptable 
backlog and provide efficient judiCial service to the public. As the Chief Justice of the United States, 
Warren E. Burger, has said: 

"Inefficient courts cause delay and expense and diminish the value 
of the judgment ... It (efficiency) has as its objective the very purpose 
of the whole system-to do justice. Inefficiency drains the value of even a 
just result either by delay or excessive costs or both."" 

A court system suffering from financial anemia cannot become the fully efficient and responsive 
institution to which the public is entitled . 

• An excerpt from the remarks by Chief Justice Warren E. Burger in his opening address to the National Conference on the 
Causes of Popular Dissatisfaction with the Administration of Justice (The Pound Conference) In St. Paul, Minnesota, April 7. 
1976. 
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THE NEW JERSEY JUDICIARY 
(AS OF AUGUST 31,1977, EXCEPT AS NOTED) 

SUPERIOR COURT, APPELLATE DIVISION 

Part A 

Judge 
Leon S. Milmed 

Judge Milton B. Conford 
Presiding Judge for Administration 

Presiding Judge 
John F. Lynch 

15 

Judge 
Melvin P. Antell 



Part e 

Part C 

Part D 

Judge 
John L. Ard 

Judge 
William G. Bischoff 

Judge 

Presiding Judge 
John W. Fritz 

John F. Crane 

Presiding Judge 
Milton B. Conford 

pictured on 
preceding page 

Judge 
Sylvia B. Pressler 

Presiding Judge 
Eugene L. Lora 

16 

Judge 
Sonia Morgan 

Judge Francis X. 
Crahay (Resigned 1/10177) 

Judge 
Herman D. Michels 



Part E 

Judge 
Samu\;ll Allcorn, Jr. 

Part F 

Judge 
Martin J. Kale 

Part G 

Judge 
Baruch S. Seidman 

Presiding Judge 
Joseph Halpern 

\, 

Presiding Judge 
l.awrence A. Carton, Jr. 
(Retired 8/25/77) 

Presiding Judge 
Robert A. Matthews 

17 

Judge 
Theodore I. Batter 

., 

Judge 
Samuel A. Lamer 

Judge 
Herb«;>rt Horn 



THE TRIAL COURTS 
VICINAGE 1 

('ATLANTIC, CAPE MAY, CUMBERLAND AND SALEM COUNTIES) 

ATLANTIC COUNTY 

Superior Court 

Judge R. C. Brown 
(Retired and temporarily 
assigned on recall) 

County Court 

Judge 
Manuel H. Greenberg 

County District Court 

Judge 
Herbert S. Jacobs 

Superior Court 
Assignment Judge 
George B. Francis. 

Judge Cafiero 
(Retired and temporarily 
assigned on recall) 

Judge Joseph Narrow 
(Retrred and temporarily 
assigned on recall) 

18 

Judge Judge 
Philip A. Gruccio Robert H. Steedle 

Judge 
Robert Neustadter 



CAPE MAY COUNTY 

County Court 

Judge 
James A. O'Neill 

Judge 
Nathan C. Staller 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY 

County Court 

Judge Judge 
Steven Z. Kleiner Edward S. Miller 

SALEM COUNTY 

County Court 

Judge 
Norman Telsey 

Judge Judge 
Paul R. Porreca Frank J. Testa 

19 



Superior Court 

Judge 
Thomas F. Dalton 

Judge 
Morris Malech 

County Court 

Judge 
William J. Arnold 

Judge 

VICINAGE 2 
(BERGEN COUNTY) 

Super/or Court 
Assignment Judge 
Theodore W. Trautwein 

Judge 
Fred C. Gaida 

Judge 
James J. Petrella 

Judge 

Judge George B. Gelman 
(Resigned 9/6/77) 

,Judge 
Alfred D. Schiaffo 

Judge 
John J. Cariddi Charles R. DiGisi Thomas L. Franklin 

20 

Judge 
Sherwin D. -Lester 

. Judge 
James I. Toscano 

Judge 
Benedict E. Lucchl 



BERGEN COUNTY 

County Court (continued) 

Judge Judge 
James F. Madden John T. Mooney 

County District Court 

Judge Frederick Judge 
W. Kuechenmeister David B. Follender , 

Judge 
William R. Morrison 

Judge 
Harvey Smith 

Judge 
Paul R. Huot 

Judge 
Kevin M. O'Halioran 

Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court 

Judge 
J. Emmet Cassidy 

Judge Abraham L. 
Rosenberg 

Judge 
Harvey R. Sorkow 

21 

Judge 
Edward J. Van Tassel 

Judge 
GI~rald E. Monaghan 

Judge 
Arthur L. Troast 



VICINAGE 3 
(BURLINGTON AND OCEAN COUNTIES) 

Superior Court 
Assignment Judge 
Samuel D. Lenox, Jr. 

BURLINGTON COUNTY 

Superior Court 

Judge 
W. Thomas McGann 
(Retired 10/20/76) 

County Court 

Judge 
Herman Belopolsky 

Judge 
J. Gilbert Van Sciver, Jr. 

Judge 
Dominick J. Ferrelli 

Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court 

Judge 
Anthony P. Tunney, Jr. 

Judge 
Alexander C. Wood, III 

Judge 
Paul B. Kramer 

22 

Judge 
Harold B. Wells, III 



OCEAN COUNTY 

Superior Court 

Judge Judge 
William H. Huber William E. O'Connor, Jr. 

County Court 

Judge Judge Judge 
Mark Addison Robert H. Doherty, Jr. James M. Havey 

Judge Judge 
Harold Kaplan Henry H. Wiley 
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CAMDEN COUNTY 

Superior Court 

Judge 
Peter J. Devine, Jr. 

Judge 
Michael P. King 

County Court 

Judge 
A. Donald Bigley 

VICINAGE 4 
(CAMDEN AND GLOUCESTER COUNTIES) 

Superior Court 
Assignment Judge 
Charles A. Rizzi 

'~~~ ... ' 

~.~0' 

Judge Louis L. 
Goldman (Retired 
10/29/77) 

Judge 
Paul A. Lowengrub 

Judge 
Peter J. Coruzzi 

, 

24 

Judge Norman 
Heine (Retired 
3/22/77) 

Judge 
William E. Peel 

Judge 
I. V. DiMartino 

Judge Robert Burk 
Johnson (Retired 
and temporarily 
assigned on recall) 

Judge 
Warren C. Douglas 



CAMDEN COUNTY 

County Court (continued) 

Judg( 
Mary Ellen Talbott 

County District Court 

Judge Rudolph 
J. Rossetti 

Judge 
Leon A. Wingate 

Judge Barry 
M. Weinberg 

Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court 

Judge 
Robert W. Page 

GLOUCESTER COUNTY 

County Court 

Judge Judge 
Ernest L. Alvino Paul F. Cunard 

Judge Samuel 
G. DeSimone 

25 

Judge 
D. Donald Palese 

Judge R. Edward 
Klaisz (until 3/31177) 

Judge 
Milton L. Silver 



Superior Court 

Judge Charles S. 
Barrett, Jr. (Retired 
4/8/77) 

Judge 
Van Y. Clinton 

Judge 
Ralph L. Fusco 

Superior Court 
Assignment Judge 
Arthur J. Blake 

Judge 

VICINAGE 5 
(ESSEX COU NTY) 

Stanley G. Bedford 
Judge William 
J. Camarata 

Judge Sam A. 
Colarusso 
(Retired 3/2177) 

Judge Morris N. 
Hartman 
(Retired 5/24/77) 

Judge 
Arthur C. Dwyer 

26 

Judge 
Neil G. Duffy 

Judge 
Harry A. Margolis 

Judge 
F. Michael Caruso 

Judge 
Julius Feinberg 

Judge 
John A. Marzulli 



ESSEX COUNTY 

Superior Court (continued) 

Judge 
James T. Owens 

County Court 

Judge 
William F. Harth 

Judge Alexander 
J. Matturri 

Judge 
Paul B. Thompson 

Judge 
Nicholas Scalera 

Judge 
Harry Hazelwood, Jr. 

Judge Edward 
F. Neagle, Jr. 

Judge 
William H. Walls 

Judge Judge 
Murray G. Simon Peter W, Thomas 

Judge Judge 
Marilyn Loftus Felix A, Martino 

Judge Judge 
Michael J. O'Neil June Strelecki 

Judge Judge 
Joseph F. Waish Leo Yanoff 
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ESSEX COUNTY 

County District Court 

Judge Judge 
Nicholas Albano. Jr. John F. Dios 

Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court 

Judge 
Yale L Apter 

Judge 
Donald E. King 

Judge Horace S. 
Bellfatto (Retired and 
temporarily assigned 
on recall) 

Judge 
Paul D. Murphy 

28 

Judge 
Howard W. Hayes 
(Retired 9/1177) 

Judge 
Peter J. Cass 

Judge David H. 
Wiener 
(Retired 5/28/77) 

Judge Frances 
M.Cocchla 



Superior Court 

Judge 
Lawrence Bllder 

Judge 
Frank G, Hahn 

Judge 
Robert E, Tarleton 

VICINAGE 6 
(HUDSON COUNTY) 

Superior Court 
Assignment Judge 
Thomas·S. O'Brien 

Judge 
Guy W. Calissl 

Judge 
Joseph P. Hanrahan 

Judge 
Joseph M. Thuring 

29 

Judge 
Geoffrey Gaulkin 

Judge 
August W. Heckman 

Judge 
Maurice A. Walsh 

Judge 
John J. Geronimo 

Judge Frederick 
C. Kentz, Jr. 



HUDSON COUNTY 

County Court 

Judge Judge Judge 
Richard F. Connors James H. Dowden John J. Grossi, Jr. 

Judge Charles 
J. Harrington, Jr. 

county District Court 

Judge Judge Judge 
John J. McCole Eugene P. Kenny Henry B. McFarland, Jr. 

Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court 

Judge Judge 
William J. Bozzuffi Daniel F. Gilmore 

Judge J. Leonard 
Hornstein 

30 

Judge 
Samuel C. Scott 

Judge 
Edward F. Hamill 

Judge Raymond 
W. Young 

Judge Mortimer 
Neuman (Retired and 
temporarily assigned 
on recall) 

Judge Samuel 
Miller (Retired and 
temporarily assigned 
on recall) 



VICINAGE 7 • 
(MERCER, HUNTERDON AND SOMERSET COUNTIES) 

, ...•. , ........... ". 

MERCER COUNTY 

Superior Court 

Judge Morton I. 
Greenberg 

County Court 

Judge Richard 
J. S. Barlow, Jr. 

Judge 
Daniel A. O'Donnell 

Superior Court 
Assignment Judge 
George Y. Schoch 

Judge 
A. Jerome Moore 

Judge 
Clifton C. Bennett 

Judge 
Theodore T. Tams, Jr. 

31 

Judge Arthur A. 
Salvatore 
(Retired 8/25177) 

Judge Hervey 
S. Moore, Jr. 

Judge 
J. Wilson Noden 



HUNTERDON COUNTY 

County Court 

Judge Judge 
Thomas J. Beetel A. Warren Herrigel 

SOMERSET COUNTY 

Superior Court 

Judge Judge 
Wilfred P. Diana Arthur S. Meredith 

County Court 

Judge Judge Judge J.udge 
Robert E. Gaynor Michael R. Imbriani S. Thomas I.,eahy David G. I.,ucas 

32 



Superior Court 

Judge 
Theodore Appleby 

Judge 
David D. Furman 

County Court 

Judge 
Joseph F. Bradshaw 

VICINAGE 8 
(MIDDLESEX COUNTY) 

Superior Court 
Assignment Judge 
John C. Demos 

Judge 
John E. Bachman 

Judge 
Charles M. Morris. Jr. 

Judge 
Richard. S. Cohen 

Judge 
Herman L. Breitkopf 

Judge 
C. John Stroumtsos 

Judge 
J. ; !orris Harding 

33 

Judge 
Joseph F. Deegan 

Judge 
Robert A. Longhi 



MIDDLESEX COUNTY 

County Court (continued) 

Judge 
Alan A. Rockoff 

County District Court 

Judge RobertT. 
Ouackenboss 

Judge JosephJ. 
Takacs 
(Retired 9/1177) 

Judge 
John P. Kozak 

Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court 

Judge 
Irving W. Rubin 

Judge Aldona E. 
Appleton (Retired 
and temporarily 
assigned on recall) 

Judge Robert L. 
Garrenger 

34 

Judge Robert S. 
Kuhlthau 

Judge 
John E. Keefe 

Judge 
Edward J. Seaman 

Judge 
George J, Nicola 



Superior Court 

'Judge 
Louis R. Aikins 

Judge 
Andrew A. Salvest 
(Died 9/28/77) 

County Court 

Judge 
Donald J. Cunningham 

VICINAGE 9 
(MONMOUTH COUNTY) 

Superior Court 
Assignment Judge 
Merritt Lane, Jr. 

Judge 
John P. Arnone 

Judge 
Marshall Selikoff 

Judge 
Burton L. Fundler 

35 

Judge Patrick 
J. McGann, Jr. 

Judge 
Thomas L. Yaccarino 



MONMOUTH COUNTY 

county Court (continued) 

Judge Thomas 
F. Shebell, Jr. 

County District Court 

Judge 
George A. Gray 

Judge William 
T. Wichmann 

Judge 
Walter H. Gehricke 

Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court 

Judge Judge 
Leo Weinstein Julia L. Ashbey 

36 



MORRIS COUNTY 

Superior Court 

Judge 
Bertram Polow 

County Court 

Judge 
John D. Collins 
(Retired 12/3/76) 

Judge 
George P. Helfrich 

VICINAGE 10 
(MORRIS, SUSSEX AND WARREN COUNTIES) 

Superior Court 
Assignment Judge 
Robert Muir, Jr. 

Judge 
Charles M. Egan, Jr. 

Judge 
Kenneth C. MacKenzie 

Judge 
Jacques H. Gascoyne 

Judge 
Reginald Stanton 

37 

!.Judge 
Arnold M. Stein 



.'. 

MORRIS COUNTY (continued) 

Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court 

Judge 
John M. Newman 

SUSSEX COUNTY 

Superior Court 

Judge 
Robert C. SheltCln, Jr. 

WARREN COUNTY 

County Court 

Judge 
Paul Aaroe 

Judge 
Donald G. Coli ester, Jr. 

Judge Martin 
Bry-Nildsen, Jr. 

38 

County Court 

Judge Frederic 
G. Weber 



Superior Court 

Judge 
Peter Ciolino 

Judge 
Irving I. Rubin 

County Court 

Judge 
Joseph M. Harrison 

Judge 

VICINAGE 11 
(PASSAIC COUNTY) 

Superior Court 
Assignment Judge 
Charles S. Joelson 

Judge Samuel Doan 
(Retired 9/27/76 and 
temporarily assigned 
on recall) 

Judge 

Judge Joseph N. 
Donatelli 

Judge 
Thomas R. Rumana Joseph J. Salerno Louis Schwartz 

Judge 
Bruno R. Leopizzi 

39 

Judge William 
J. Marchese 

Judge 
Ralph V. Martin 

Judge Theodore 
D. Rosenberg 
(Retired and tempurarily 
assigned on recall) 



PASSAIC COUNTY 

County Court (continued) 

County District Court 

Judge 
Sidney H. Reiss 

- -." 

Judge 
Harold M. Nitto 

Judge Herbert 
S. Alterman 

Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court 

Judge Carmen 
A. Ferrante 

Judge 
Vincent E. Hull. Jr. 

Judge 
Amos C. Saunders 

Judge 
Joseph L. Conn 

40 

Judge 
Herbert Susser 

Judge Nicholas 
G. Mandak 

-,;-;:-------



Superior Court 

Judge Harold 
A. Ackerman 

Judge Edward 
W. McGrath 

Judge 
Jacob L. Triarsi 

VICINAGE 12 
(UNION COUNTY) 

Superior Court 
Assignment Judge 
V. William DiBuono 

Judge Cuddie 
E. Davidson, Jr. 

Judge 
A. Donald McKenzie 

~-~ ... 
1, .'.t'\<\ 

Judge Chester 
A. Weidenburner 

41 

Judge Milton A. 
Feller (Retired and 
temporarily assigned 
on recall) 

Judge Harry 
V. Osborne, Jr. 

Judge Bryant W. 
Griffin 



UNION COUNTY 

County Court 

Judge Joseph G. 
Barbieri 

County District Court 

Judge 
James M. Cawley 

Judge James 
H. Coleman, Jr. 

Judge 
Edward W. Beglin, Jr. 

Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court 

Judge Judge 
Steven J. Berclk Warren Brody 

42 

Judge WIlliam 
A. Dreier 

Judge 
John P. Walsh 

Judge John J. 
Callahan 

Judge 
John L. McGuire 

Judge Richard 
p, Muscatelio 

Judge 
W. Fillmore Wood 
(Retired) 

Judge 
Lawrence Weis~ 

Judge Robert 
J. T. Mooney 

-.,,., 
1 





INNOVATIVE PROGRAMS AND RECENT 
DEVELOPMENTS 

Introduction 
For over a quarter century the Judicial 

Conference of New Jersey has aided the Supreme 
Court in improving practice and procedure in the 
courts and the administration of the judicial sys
tem. Highlighted by an annual, on-the-record, 
plenary session, the Conference continues the 
pioneering efforts of the late Arthur T. Vanderbilt, 
New Jersey's first modern Chief Justice, to bring 
together the judiciary, the other branches of 
government, the bar, and the public, in the never
ending effort to improve the judicial process. Con
ference members include judges, legislatiVe lead
ers, representatives of the Governor, the Attorney 
General and Public Advocate, court adminis
trators, bar association delegates, county prose
cutors and representatives of the public and news 
media. 

At its annual plenary session, the Con
ference considers the reports of the 12 standing 
Supreme Court Committees* which by court rule 
(R.1 :35-1 (d)) are an integral part of the Judicial 
Conference. These Committees carryon the work 
of the Conference on a year-round basis. To in
crease continuity of effort, and to permit more 
judges, lawyers and other persons to participate 
in the work of the committees, the Supreme Court 
has adopted a new policy of appointing committee 
members to staggered terms. 

tn addition to the reports of the standing 
committees, the Administrative Director of the 
Courts is expected to place before the 1978 ses
sion of the Judicial Conference a number of spe
cial reports of vital concern to the State. Antici
pated are a report from the new, LEAA-funded 
Judicial Planning Committee, a preliminary report 
bn the Court Unification Project that will recom
mend alternative strategies to attain a fully
unified and State-funded judicial system, and a 
preliminary report on the Sentence Disparity Re
search Project charged with the responsibility to 
develop specific criteria and guidelines to assist 
sentencing judges. 

• These standing committees are: Committee on Relations 
with the Media, Committee on Judicial Salaries and Pen
sions, Criminal Practice Committee, Committee on Ju
venile and Domestic Relations Courts, Committee on Pro
bation, Committee on Municipal Courts, Committee on 
Model Jury Changes (Crimina!), Civil Practice Commit
tee, Committee on Relations with the Medical Profession, 
Committee on County District Courts, Commlttee on 
Model Jury Changes (Civil) and the Committee on Judi
cial Seminars/New Jersey Judicial College. 

44 

In addition to the recommendations of the 
Judicial Conference and its committees, the Su
preme Court also relies on special committees and 
task forces to analyze specific problems and rec
ommend improvements and innovations in the 
judicial system, Administrative Office personnel 
provide professional staff support to the commit
tees and task forces and may also be members 
of these groups. Each task force has a broad and 
representative membership to ensure that all 
Viewpoints and interests are considered. During 
the 1976~77 court year these groups were at work 
on matters relating to juvenile justice, ethics and 
professional services, and mental commitments. 
The Juvenile Justice Task Force recommended 
modification of the confidentiality requirements 
for juvenlle cases where adjudications of delin
quency involve the equivalent of serious adult of
fenses. Legislation has since been enacted allow
ing the public identification of juveniles who have 
committed serious offenses (N.J.S.A. 2A:4-65; 
L. 1977, c.255). This task force also proposed the 
establishment of juvenile intake services through
out the State, and the Supreme Court has adopted 
the proposal. These programs seek to identify and 
divert worthy juvenile offenders from the court 
process and to provide them with necessary coun
seling and social services. 

The Task Force on Attorney Discipline con
tributed to the drafting of new court rules that will 
create a statewide Disciplinary Review Board to 
serve along with District Ethics Committees to 
assist the Supreme Court in this area. At least 
three lay persons will serve on the nine-member 
Board. 

The Task Force on Mental Commitments 
revised the system of hearings for those involun~ 
tarily committed to State mental institutions under 
civil and juvenile law. The group is presently con
sidering the need for procedural and substantive 
reform in the area of mental commitments under 
criminal law. The composition of this task force 
exemplifies the way in which the Supreme Court 
desires the judiciary and other branches of gov
ernment to cooperate to bring about improvements 
in the judicial system. Included are representa
tives of the Judicial Branch. the Department of 
Human Resources, the Department of the Public 
Advocate, the President of the County Adjusters 
Association, a member of the Legislature, and a 
representative of the New Jersey Psychiatric 
Association. Associate Justice Morris Pashman of 
the Supreme Court is Chairman of this Task Force. 



The Administrative Office of the Courts 

Florence R. Peskoe. 
Deputy Director 

The New Jersey Constitution provides that 
the Chief Justice shall be the administrative head 
of all the courts and that he shall have the assis
tance of an Administrative Director who shall 
serve at his pleasure.* The Administrative Direc
tor in turn is supported by the staff of the Admin
istrative Office of the Courts. 

The Administrative Office provides a vari
ety of services to the courts, the bar, and the 
public as shown in the chart on the facing page. 
These services include court planning, statistical 
analyses and reports, judicial management infor
mation (computers) and judicial education. The 
Administrative Office also provides direct assis
tance to the courts and court related services 
through its divisions of civil, criminal, manage
ment, and probation services. A division of ethics 
and professional services, on behalf of the Admin
istrative Director, assists the Supreme Court in 
enforcing the high ethical standards required of 
the judiciary and the bar. Special teams are at 
work on the court unification and sentence dis
parity projects. A newly-created internal control 
and audit section will report directly to the Admin
Istrative Director. 

In addition. the Administrative Office pro
vides professional and clerical staff support for the 
12 Supreme Court standing comrnittees of the 
Judicial Conference. and also supports other spe
cial Supreme Court committees and task forces 
which aid the Court in formulating and executing 
policies and programs under its rule-making pow
er . 

• B. 1:33-1 provides: A full-time Judge of any court of this 
State may be designated to serve temporarily as Acting 
Administrative Director, in which event such judge shall 
continue to hold, and shall only be paid the salary of such 
judicial office. 
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Various services rendered and programs 
conducted by the Administrative Office are dis
cussed in some detail in subsequent sections of 
this Annual Report. 

James J. Clancla, 
Director, Central 

Appellate Research 

Colette A. Coolbaugh. 
Assistant Director, 

Civil Practice 

Robert E. Cowen, 
Assistant Director, 

Ethics and Professional 
Services 

.Michael F. Kocan, 
Assistant Director, 

Management Services 

Fred D. Fant, 
Assistant Director, 
Probation Services 





THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS 
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The Clerks of the Courts 

Early in the 1976-77 court year, the Su
preme Court appointed a Trial Advocacy Special
ization Committee to determine the level of com
petency of trial lawyers and to study the feasibility 
of proposing a trial advocacy specialization pro
gram for the Court's consideration. In carrying out 
its work, the Committee has interviewed trial 
judges throughout the State and members of the 
bar who dev.ote much of their time to trial work. 

This year the Committee will obtain data on 
the adequacy of the trial bar by asking selected 
judges to evaluate the performance of those who 
appear in their courts during an eight-week period. 
The Committee will take into account the work 
done by the Committee to Consider Standards for 
Admission to Practice in the Federal Courts, ap
pointed by the' Chief Justice of the United States. 
That Committee is charged with making an ex
haustive study of the need fot such standards and 
with developing extensive factual support for any 
recommendation it may make. 

Any tentative specialization program 
developed by the New Jersey Committee will be 
subject to extensive review by the New Jersey 
Supreme Court which will ultimately decide wheth
er there will be a trial advocacy specialization 
program. There are no present plans to move to
ward attorney specialization in other areas. 

The Supreme Court terminated an experi
mental program that allowed foreign attorneys 
residing in this country to take the New Jersey bar 
examination. The program, which had been in 
effect for two years, came to an end primarily be
cause of the poor showing of the applicants on the 
examination. While approximately 400 candidates 
were allowed to take the examination, only 30 
were able to pass the test. This disappointing re
sult came about despite the considerable time 
spent by the Foreign Attorneys Screening Com
mittee and the Clerk of the Supreme Court to 
assure that the applicants had not only appropri
ate academic credentials but also an adequate 
grasp of English. Although the program began, 
primarily, with the hope that it would provide 
skilled counsel for New Jersey's Spanish-speaking 
population, it was open to all those who were 
qualified to practice before the highest court in the 
country in which they had received their legal 
education. 
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Stephen, W. Townsend, 
Acting Clerk of the 

Supreme Court 

David A. Lampen, Acting Deputy Clerk of the Supreme Court, 
reviews motion brief with Emerald L. Erickson, Staff Attorney. 



Appellate Division 

Elizabeth McLaughlin, 
Cleik of the Appellate 
Division of Superior Court 

The Appellate Division's Clerk's Office has 
been using the Automated Docketing and Manage
ment Information System (ADAMIS) since June 
1975. ADAM I S was one of the first operational, 
on-line, intermediate appellate court systems in 
the country and has served the office well with its 
centralized data gathering, document tracking, 
reporting and analysis capabilities. ADAM I S re
placed outmoded docket books with ten-cathode
ray tube (CRT) terminals that permit instant dock
eting and retrieval of information. The system 
allows the Clerk's office to trace the flow of cases 
and identify late filings. Problem cases are pin
pointed early in the process, allowing prompt 
remedial action. In addition to its day-to-day func
tions, the system also produces weekly and 
monthly statistical reports that aid the Administra
tive Director of the Courts, the Presiding Judge 
for Administration, and the Clerk in managing New 
Jersey's intermediate appellate court. Formerly 
these statistics were gathered by hand, and the 
time involved allowed only a yearly historical re
port. The weekly and monthly reports permit a 
prompt response to varying caseloads and other 
problems. 

Unfortunately, ADAMIS is on a computer 
system controlled by the Division of Systems and 
Communications. Department of Law and Public 
Safety, and the Clerk must rely on that Division 
for on-line data center services. The Division sets 
priorities for the work done at the computer cen
ter, and the Appellate Division has not been able 
to obtain all of the program changes and modi
fications needed to keep pace with the changing 
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work flows. Moreover, the Clerk's Office has 
been unable to add other on-line applications to 
ADA MIS that would increase the efficiency and 
effectiveness of the office. Due to the lacl< of on
line system resources available to the court, an 
automated notiCing system. that would eliminate 
the current manual preparation and addressing of 
Appellate Court notices, has been delayed. In 
addition, the gathering of information for special 
reports is hampered. Although ADAMIS presently 
is a great aid to the Clerk's Office, its capabilities 
are not fully used due to the lack of resources at 
the data center to provide adequate support ser
vices for the judiciary and so many other users. 

Leo H. Kiernan, Deputy Clerk of the Appellate Division of 
Suoerior Court, handle~ an emergent matter, 



Superior Court 

W. Lewis Bambrick. 
Clerk of the Superior Court 

The Superior Court Clerk's Office, in co
operation with the JUdicial Management Informa
tion Services (J MIS) section of the Administrative 
Office of the Courts, has completed plans for a 
computerized micrographics and automated 
docketing system for the Chancery (Matrimonial) 
Division of the Superior Court. At the close of the 
court year, the proposal was awaiting review by 
the Treasury Department's Division of Data Pro
cessing and Telecommunications. Once imple
mented, the system is expected to speed the pro
cessing of pleadings filed in the Matrimonial 
Division and significantly reduce the amount of 
space needed to store them. When the original 
document is received, it will be microfilmed and 
docketed on the computer and then forwarded to 
the appropriate county office. If the central Clerk's 
Office needs to examine the pleading it will be 
available for viewing and a copy can be promptly 
produced. In addition, the system will also provide 
Matrimonial Division statistics now produced by 
hand. 

This is a significant improvement over the 
present system of manual docketing which allows 
only a minimal amount of information to be in
cluded in the docket book and requires the storage 
of the pleading itself in a separate file, making 
access cumbersome and increasing storage 
problems. Moreover, the new system will eliminate 
clerical errors that arise when information is 
transferred by hand from an original document 
to the docket book. 

The Matrimonial Division has been selected 
for the pilot program because it has experienced 
a spectacular increase in filings since the new no
fault divorce laws went into effect in 1971. Ap
proximately 750,000 pieces of paper must be pro
cessed by the Clerk's Office at the current annual 
rate. 
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Until the Office has the full benefit of 
modern technological advances it continues to 
attempt to meet the great increase in filings by 
archaic, manual methods. As the court year drew 
to a close, plans were completed for the addition 
of clerical personnel to reduce the backlog in 
pleadings awaiting docketing. 

The additional employees are being added 
as a night shift because of the severe space limi
tations under which the Clerk's Office must func
tion. They will have to work during the evening 
hours until sufficient space becomes available so 
that they can perform their duties in the more 
efficient daytime setting. In addition, employees 
must now work on Saturdays, and even holidays, 
to reduce the work backlog. Additional help is 
provided by college students working part-time. 

Kenneth S. Barsby (right), Administrative Assistant, and 
Alvin J. Fortson, Assistant Deputy Clerk of the Superior Court, 
review that Court's civil judgment docket. 



Trial Court Administrators 

The trial court administrators (TCAs), their 
assistants, and staff, all have the general respon
sibility of lightening the nonjudicial burden of the 
Assignment Judges and trial judges, and of assist
ing them in ensuring that justice is effectively 
administered in all vicinages. A Vicinage is essen
tially a judicial administrative district. New Jersey 
has 12 vicinages encompassing from one to four 
counties. In part, because the vicinages do not 
face identical conditions and problems, t~e spe
cific duties and activities of the administrators vary 
from vicinage to vicinage. 

The scope of the trial court administrators' 
work also depends on local support. While the TCA 
positions are state funded, the assistant trial 
court administrators and supporting staff are 
funded by the counties. Within the fiscal limits 
imposed, the TCAs and their staffs develop and 
maintain a wide range of programs aimed at im
proving the justice system and the service it ren
ders to the citizenry. 

Calendar Control 

I n many counties the trial court adminis
trators playa significant role in calendar control. 
They review and supervise monthly reports to spot 
backlogs and ensure accurate reporting, investi
gate the causes of problems, and recommend and 
implement programs to enhance the flow of cases 
through the courts. They have a special role in 
carrying out "impact" programs that give priority 
to certain criminal cases and other pressing mat
ters. 

In Hudson County, special calendar pro
grams expedited cases involving violent crimes 

• and repeat offenders. On the civil side, the backlog 
was reduced by a series of crash programs that 
suspended all criminal trials for a period of two 
weeks at a time during which all judges were 
,?;ssigl')ed to the civil calendar. In Burlington 
County, the number of defendants awaiting sen
,t~ncJe Cit any timellas.droppeC\ from an average of 

, .70 to 80 to an average of 45 to 50, because judges 
,'no~JmposeseD1ences daily. 

'.' Union County's Criminal 'Court Information 
Center has introduced several innovationS in the 
criminal calendar. Computer~generated exception 

, r~ports ripw trc:iCk ,and pinpoint responsibility,for 
,pelay. in, thE;l oriminaL"impact" ,pases. 

,";; . Passaic' CountY's ttial"cburt administrator 
has' 'implemen'ied, two compute~'· systems that 
spe~d the\~!lsting df' cases for trieU. The County 
Probation Department's "pay thrusystetn" is now 
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Frances K. Boronskl, 
Trial Court Administrator, 

Vicinage 5 (Essex 
County) 

Gori J. Carfora, 
Trial Court Administrator, 

Vicinage 6 (Hudson 
County) 

Robert W. Eisler. 
Trial Court Administrator, 

Vicinage 9 (Monmouth 
County) 

JOh'n R. ElSWorth. 
trial Court Admlhistrator. 

Vicinage 10 ;(MOrris, 
suss'sx and Wah'en 

Collritles) 

-- --------
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Patrick J. Gaffigan, 
Trial Court Administrator, 
Vicinage 3 (Burlington 
and Ocean Counties) 

Dollie E. Gallagher, 
Trial Court Administrator, 
Vicinage 4 (Camden 
and Gloucester Counties) 

Ronald I. Parker. 
Trial Court Administrator, 
Vicinage 11 (Passaic 
County) 

RobElr't-J. Reed. 
Trial Court Administrator, 
Vicinage 7 (Mercer. 
Hunterdon and Somerset 
Counties) 
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fully automated, the status of an account is in
stant!f available. and long delays in bringing a 
matter to court that were caused by the arduous 
process of manually updating each account have 
been eliminated. Another automated system 
accounts for all pretrial intervention cases so that 
only active and ready non-intervention cases will 
appear on the trial calendar. 

As a result of inter-county cooperation, 
Mercer County's computerized probation "pay 
thru system" is also used by Hunterdon County. 
Middlesex County also has computerized its "pay 
thru" system. 

Data Systems 

In June 1977, Camden County was awarded 
a combination of federal, state and local funds to 
develop a comprehensive Criminal Justice Infor
mation System that will provide data on criminal 
cases to the courts, probation departments, the 
prosecutor and the public defender. The system 
will be compatible with the proposed State Judicial 
I nformation System and may serve as a model for 
programs in other counties. The system will ~h'J 
be used by Gloucester County, which is In ;,;e 
same vicinage as Camden County. 

Bergen County is implementing a Munici
pal Accountability Reporting System (MARS) 
which is a county level, computerized criminal 
justice information system that will also serve the 
county's 70 municipalities. MARS will allow autho
rized officials. ineluding those in participating 
municipalities, to track a criminal case from ar
rest through sentencing. 

General Administration 

Trial court administrators are involved to 
varying degrees in court budgeting, purchasing, 
and personnel administration matters. They are 
frequently required to supervise the budget re
gu~stsofth~~Clrio~s cour: officr~',~~.~~!)~ adminis
ter purchase~umdexpendltures.ln addition, some 
trial court administrators are involved in approving 
applicants for employment in the court offices. 
This ensures that comParable salaries are paid for 
comparable work and that civtl s.ervice rulE:ls ar~ 
observed. ,..' .. .., ,. Ir ., 

The Monmouth County trl~l.c9J!t:y;admfrits
trator undertook a study of probat(Qhcl~partment 
staff levels, and the study showed 'al>eripus lack 
of professional and support staff to 9arry on the 
work of the office. As a result, 25 adciitional pro
bation officers were authorized,a\onQ'~with 13 
additional clerks. . -



Jury Management 

Many trial court administrators are actively 
engaged in jury management. They perform duties 
ranging from assisting the courts in hearing re
quests for jury excuses to making statistical analy
ses that permit the courts to call fewer jurors for 
each panel and to reduce the time individual jurors 
spend waiting to be- impaneled. In Mercer, Hunter
don and Somerset counties, jury excuse requests 
are initially screened by the court administrator 
and judges are able to spend more time on the 
bench. In Bergen County, the trial court adminis
trator has developed a telephone on-call program 
for petit jurors. This allows half of those called for 
jury duty to remain away from the courthouse 
on days when the need for jurors is expected to be 
light. These jurors remain available for duty, since 
they must agree to appear on an hour's notice. I n 
Ocean and Burlington counties, the daUy monitor
ing of jury calls has allowed the court to reduce the 
number of jurors summoned with an approximate 
saving of one-third in juror fees. 

The Middlesex trial court administrator's 
office received a $100,000 federal graht in Janu
ary to conduct an 18-month study aimed at broad
ening community representation on jury panels 
and establishing methods to improve jury manage
ment. Middlesex is one of 18 counties throughout 
the United States chosen to participate in this 
federal project. The study is expected to lead to a 
proposed revision of the present statutory exemp
tions and improvement of jury management meth
ods. The study has alrAady yielded an audio-visual 
jury orientation program that is being implemented 
throughout the State. 

The project is studying a new jury summons 
procedure that would draw names from a variety 
of lists rather than relying solely on voter registra
tion records. In addition, Middlesex County plans 
to experiment with the one-day, one-trial system. 
Under this program, a juror is excused from duty 
if he is not selected to sit on a jury on the day he is 
called to serve. If selected on the first day, he 
serves as a juror for a single trial. The system has 
worked well in several jurisdictions that have in
creased the jury pool by the elimination of most 
statutory exemptions. With a large group to draw 
from and the promise that a juror will be seated or 
excused on the day he is called, more people will 
serve on juries, and community participation is 
enhanced. Those selected serve for only one tr/al, 
and the average trial lasts only two or three days. 
Although the study is being conducted in Middle
sex, the improvements that follow will be used 
statewide. 
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Conrad J. Roncati, 
Trial Court Administrator, 

Vicinage 2 (Bergen 
County) 

Robert C, Wagner, 
Trial Court Administrator, 

Vicinage 12 (Union 
County) 

James S. Winston, 
Trial Court Administrator, 

Vicinage 8 (Middlesex 
County) 

Russell M. Woods, 
Trial Court Administrator, 

Vicinage 1 (AI/antic, 
Cape May, Cumberland 

and Sa/em Counties) 



Governmental and Public Relations 

A trial court administrator may represent 
the assignment judge as liaison with the bar, 
other units of government, and the public. His 
duties may range from presenting the court budget 
before the Board of Freeholders to conducting 
courthouse tours for local elementary schools. In 
addition, the administrator may act for the assign
ment judge in investigating complaints from pri
vate citizens and public agencies concerning 
court-related services and as public information 
officer for the courts in responding to public 
media inquiries. 

The Essex County trial court administrator 
is cooperating with the National Center for State 
Courts and the National Conference of Metropoli
tan Court Judges, which are conducting a pretrial 
delay project in Newark and 19 other cities in the 
United States. The project staff studies the meth
ods used to reduce pretrial delay in the courts of 
general jurisdiction located in these large munici
palities, and selec~ed ten of them, including the 
Superior Court in Essex County, for further study. 

I n Morris and Union Counties, the trial 
court administrators are cooperating with the 
county bar associations, which have established 
matrimonial early settlement programs with the 
approval of the Supreme Court. A panel of ex
perienced matrimonial attorneys is available to 
mediate monetary issues between the parties. 

Municipal Court Visits 

The trial court administrators make period
ic visits to the municipal courts in their vicinages to 
provide guidance to the municipal court clerks and 
check the court records. They also observe the 
courts in session. 

Many trial court administrators undertake 
innovative programs to assist the municipal 
courts. For example, the trial court administrator 
for Atlantic, Cape May, Cumberland and Salem 
counties has arranged for individual municipalities 
in Atlantic County to provide a public defender for 
Indigent defendants charged with non-indictable 
offenses. 

Construction and Renovation 

The trial court administrators are also 
involved in courthouse construction and renova
tion. They assure that the needs of the judiciary 
are understood and accommodated in the plan
ning stages and are reflected in tne completed 
projects. 
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Court Unification 

During its first year of operation, the Court 
Unification Project made substantial progress to
wards completing an in-depth analysis of the pres
ent New Jersey court system. The goal of this 
federally-funded project of the Administrative 
Office of the Courts is a detaill3d plan for full unifi
cation and State funding of all trial courts above 
the municipal level. The eventual result is expected 
to be a single trial court of statlewide jurisdiction. 4 

The project is also working toward ultimate 
assumption of responsibility by the State for ad
ministration and financing of all court support 
staffs and the physical plant and equipment of the 
courts. A related objective ()f the project is uni
form state administration of probation services 
now financed and supervised at the county level. 

• This chart shows how a possible plan of court unification 
would simplify and streamline the New Jersey court sys
tem in comparison with the chart of the existing system at 
page 5 of this Annual Report. 

SUPREME COURT 
(Appellate Court of 

Last Resort) 

SUPERIOR COURT 
(Unified Trial Court of 

General Jurisdiction and 
Intermediate AplPeliate Court) 

MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SURROGATES (Limited Criminal 

and Quasi-Criminal (Uncontested 

Jurisdiction) Probate Matters) 
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tion. The adequacy of the facilities is being evalu
ated by interviews with judges, attorneys, court 
reporters, court clerks, sheriff's officers and oth
ers who regularly use the courthouses. Plans for 
future construction and renovation will take into 
consideration standards of the American Bar 
Association and American Institute of Architects 
Joint Committee on the Design of Courtroom and 
Court Facilities. The landmark significance of 
some of New Jersey's courthouses will be taken 
into account by consultation with the Office of 
Historical Preservation, the Archives Bureau of 
the New Jersey State Library, the County Cultural 
and Heritage Commissions, and the County Histor
ical Societies. A photographic inventory of the 
courthouses in all 21 counties will be completed 
in the fall of 1977. 

During 1978, a study will be made of the 
various ways in which the counties account for 
and report court-related costs. The goal is uni
form budget anq aCl:ounting procedures to pro
vide better cost analyses and controls. 

The Need for Unification 

Many factors, including growth in the size 
and complexity of the caseload faced by the New 
Jersey courts, contribute to the need for a fully
unified and State-funded court system. Over the 
past three decades, the State's population has 
increased, the number of crimes has multiplied, 
and far-reaching statutory changes have been 
enacted. Rapid developments in technology, in
novations in health care, and the continued expan
sion of the rights of individuals, are bringing liti
gants to court in increasing numbers with ever 
more complex problems. The present court sys
tem, which was more than adequate for New 
Jersey's needs in the late 1940s, can no longer 
provide an optimum level of service. 

A fully-unified and State-funded court sys
tem will continue New Jersey in a leadership role 
among American jurisdictions. Thirty years ago, 
New Jersey pioneered in judicial reform by pro
viding its citizens with the most modern and effi
cient cpurt system of any state. Although that 
reform achieved a substantial degree of unity and 
flexibility, political realities required a compro
mise falling short of the ideal of full unification 
and State funding. County courts were mandated 
by the 1947 New Jersey Constitution, and courts 
of limited jurisdiction financed by county level 
government were established by legislation. The 
result has been splintered and fragmented financ
ing and administration as well as overlapping 
jurisdictions. 
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While New Jersey continues to improve 
the administration of justice, and maintain a court 
system nationally recognized for excellence, other 
states have begun to surpass it in the unification 
and streamlining of their courts. In 1976 Connecti
cut, New York and North Dakota enacted compre
hensive court unification programs. In 1977 
Massachusetts concluded a statewide study that 
led to the introduction in the legislature of a bill to 
implement a comprehensive court unification plan. 

Full unification will result in numeiOUS 
benefits. Taxpayers will no longer have to pay for 
mandated inefficiencies in the courts. New Jer
sey's judicial resources will be used with improved 
flexibility and economy. The court system will be 
more comprehensible to litigants and the general 
public. Judges who are annually assigned to hear 
a broad range of cases will no longer be required 
to bear titles associated with courts of "inferior" 
jurisdiction. County district court judges will no 
longer receive less pay than other full-time trial 
judges. 

Project Plan and Blueprint 

The findings and recommendations of the 
Court Unification Project will be reported to the 
Chief Justice and the Supreme Court. Before the 
Supreme Court formulates its final court unifica
tion recommendations, the Court will consult with 
interested groups, including representatives of the 
general public, the bar and concerned govern
mental officials and agencies. Thereafter, a pro
posed blueprint and plan of action, to implement 
this much needed court reform, will be submitted 
to the Governor and the Legislature. 

The Need for Legislative Action 

During the past court year the Chief Justice 
and the Administrative Director of the Courts 
urged, in testimony before the Assembly Commit
tee on Judiciary, Law, Public Safety and Defense, 
the approval of Assembly Concurrent Resolution 
Number 66 (ACR-66), which proposed amendment 
of the New Jersey Constitution to rT)erge the county 
courts with the Superior Court. as the major first 
step in court unification. InJune 1977 the As.sem~ 
bly approved the resolution by a vote. of 63. to 0, . 
but the measure failed to reach the Senate floor 
in time to allow a constitutional referendum in the 
fall of the year. It is expected that a similar resolu
tion will be introduced during the next session of 
the Legislature. The Chief .Justice has stressed the 
need for timely legislative action so that the ques
tion can be placed on the ballot in November 
1978. 



Sentence Disparity Research 

John P. McCarthy, 
Project Director, 
Sentence Disparity Research 

The S.entence Disparity Research Project 
of the Administrative 9ffice of the Courts pro
gressed during 1976-77 toward completion of the 
massive· statewide data base needed to develop· 
objective sentencing guidelines and criteria. These 
will be used by the judges to avoid undue disparity 
in imposing sentences in criminal matters. 

Sound judicial discretion is an essential 
element in sentencing decisions, and the project 
is not intended to interfere with the exercise of that 
discretion. Rather it seeks to assist the sentencing 
judges by letting them know what other judges 
have done in similar cases. The project, financed 
by a federal grant from the State Law Enforcement 
Planning Agency (SLEPA)' is the first in the nation 
to attempt to solve the sentence disparity problem 
on a statewide basis. 

When the project became fully operational 
in the early part of the year, the staff, assisted by 
a team of 80 law students, began the task of 
gathering 826 items of information on all matters 
of record before all sentencing judges in over 
18,000 cases during a 12-month period. 

Data processing and advanced statistical 
analysis will be used by the staff to develop a con
cise format to inform each judge of the average 
sentence rendered in the recent 12-month period 
by his judicial colleagues in similar cases with 
similarly situated defendants. Should a sentence 
deviate substantially from the relevant guidelines, 
the judge will be asked to distinguish the case un
der the present rule (8.. 3:21-5) requiring written 
reasons for sentences. 

The project's schedule calls for the guide
lines to be available for use during the early part 
of 1978. Future phases of the project may include 
recommendations to the Supreme Court concern
ing persons still incarcerated or on probation or 
parole, and an analysis of the guidelines' effect on 
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rehabilitation, recidivism rates, and deterrence. 
Assuming a large-scale cpmputer capability dedi
cated to the judiciary. the project could ultimately 
develop guidelines for bail, pretrial intervention 
and probation. 

National Interest in the Project 

The planned computer processing of the 
project's massive data base to effect a major im
provement in the administration of criminal justice 
has attracted the attention of SEARCH Group, 
Inc., a consortium of the 50 states, and the ter
ritories, organized to apply technology to the jus
tice system. 

Judge Arthur J. Simpson, Jr., Acting Ad
ministrative Director of the Courts of New Jersey, 
will moderate a panel discussion that will include 
the New Jersey project's use of computer tech
nology at the Data Utilization Workshop climax
ing Phase II:! of the SEARCH State Judicial infor
mation System· (SJ is) Project· In January 1978. 
Judges, state and trial court administrators, judi
cial statisticians, and computer experts from all 
over the country will attend the meeting. John P. 
McCarthy. Esq., the Director of the New Jersey 
Sentence Disparity Research Project, will serve 
on the panel that includes a number of nationally 
recognized experts. 

Staff Attorney Wesley R. LaBar checks data collection 
by personnel In the Sentence Disparfty Research 
Project. 

, 
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Ethics and Professional Services 

The Ethics and Professional Services Dlvi~ 
sion Gerved during 1976~ 77 as Secretary to the Su~ 
preme Court's Disciplinary Task Force. which 
assisted the Court in drafting proposed new court 
rules governing the procedure for adjudicating al~ 
legations of unethical conduct against attorneys. 
After the Supreme Court's initial consideration of 
the proposed new rules, they were published in 
the New Jersey Law Journal and the Court invited 
comments from the bar and the public in its final 
review prior to their promulgation. 

The rules will establish a Disciplinary Re~ 
view Board, with statewide jurisdiction, to act as 
an intermediate review board between the hearing~ 
level ethics committees and the Supreme Court. 
At least three members of the nine-member Board 
will not be attorneys. The Board will review all the 
presentments of the local ethics committees and, 
after proper hearing and consideration processes, 
will file with the Supreme Court a formal written 
deCision tha't will include a delineation of each is
sue presented, findings of fact. and a recommen
dation to the Supreme Court as to the imposition 
of discipline. 

Initially, the Supreme Court is expected to 
redesignate the county ethics committees as dis
trict ethics committees. In time there may be re
gional panels in the less populous counties that 
have a relatively small number of attorneys. The 
new rules are intended to provide two principal 
benefits: an engendering of public confidence in 
and respect for the legal profession through lay 
member participation in the disciplinary process, 
and rendering of assistance to the Supreme Court 
througn the determinations and recommendations 
of the new statewide Disciplinary Review Board. 

The United States Supreme Court in Batas 
et al.v. State Bar of Arizona (433 U.S. , 97, 
S. Ct. 2691, 53 L. Ed. 2d 810 (1977)) held that 
state bar .disciplinary rules prohibiting attorneys 
from advertising their charges for routine legal 
services in newspapers violate First Amendment 
rightf'i. Accordingly. the New Jersey Supreme 
Court on July 13, 1977 issued an order suspending 
the applicable Disciplinary Rules of the Court that 
conflict with the Bates decision. Upon receipt of 
reports to be suomitted by the New Jarsey State 
Bar Association, the Court will consider definitive 
new disciplinary rules or guidelines that will im
plement the Bates mandate, and yet maintain the 
Court's State constitutional responsibility to super-
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vise the professional conduct of attorneys. 

Prepaid group and legal referral services, 
after having been approved by the Ut1ited States 
Supreme Court, became operational in New Jer
sey in 1977. At the end of the 1976-77 court year, 
ten groups had filed documents with Ethics and 
Professional Services, and had received registra
tion numbers in order that they might provide such 
legal services. It is anticipated that continuing 
growth in the economy, and labor unions' bargain~ 
ing for increased fringe benefits, will result in many 
more groups providing prepaid legal service plans. 

Ethics and Professional Services also pro~ 
vides staff support to the Clients' Security Fund of 
the Bar of New Jersey. 

Clients' Security Fund 

The Trustees of ,he Clients' Security Fund 
of the Bar of New Jersey, during the 1976-77 
court year, heard testimony on 157 claims during 
19 all-day sessions. Twelve all-day sessions were 
held by the Trustees during the preceding court 
year, when they heard testimony on 98 claims. 
The Fund, financed by annual contributions of New 
Jersey lawyers, reimburses clients for losses 
caused by the dishonest conduct of their attor~ 

Staff Attorneys (from left) Richard J. Engelhardt, David -E. 
Johnson Jr. and Charles J. HOllenbeck process complaints 
received by the Ethics and Professional Services DiVision. 



neys. The Trustees serve without pay. 

The Fund was established in 1961 on a 
voluntary basis by the New Jersey State Bar Asso
ciation as a symbol of the profession's commit
ment to honest legal service. Lawyer participation 
in the Fund was made mandatory in 1969 by rule 
of the Supreme Court (8. 1 :28). Although the Fund 
has over 17,000 attorneys on its rolls, claims in
volving only 50 have had to be paid as of Septem
ber.1977. 

The Trustees of the Fund can award up to 
$15.000 per claimant, and the Fund can pay up to 
$200,000 in claims against an individual lawyer. 
Victims of deliberate dishonesty by members of 
the Bar, acting either as attorneys or fiduciaries, 
are compensated by the Fund. The Clients' Securi
ty Fund rules require that the attorney must have 
been a practicing member of the Bar at the time 
the dishonest conduct occurred. The attorney must 
have beelt suspended or disbarred. or must have 
resigned from the Bar, or must have been con
victed of embezzlement or other misappropriation 
of property. When a lawyer cannot be located, is 
unable to appear for a hearing, or is deceased. 
the Trustees of the Fund may nevertheless deter
mine that dishonest conduct occurred when the 
facts so indicate. 
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Judicial Education 

Richard L. Saks, 
Chief. Judicial Education 

In its second year, the New Jersey Judicial 
Col/ege increased the number of procedural and 
sUbstantive laW courses available to its full-time 
judges. Each judge selected and participated in 
five of the 22 courses available during the Col
lege's three-day. September session, The courses 
inclUded lectures presented in a workshop atmo
sphere that encouraged discussion by the parti
cipants. Core subjects will be repeated from year 
to year to allow each judge to take full advantage 
of the College's offerings. 

The Judicial College is the latest develop
ment in New Jersey's continuing and comprehen-

Barbara Greenberg, Secretary to the 
Clients' Security Fund of the Bar of New 
Jersey, and Michael Prindavl/le, Counsel to 
the Fund, prepare an agend'\JQr ~ meetirg 
of the Fund's Trustees. 



sive judicial education and training program. It 
exemplifies the Supreme Court's commitment to 
dispensing justice of the highest quality. New 
Jersey is one of the few states in the country with 
a full-time judicial education staff to assist the Ad
ministrative Director of the Courts in the develop
ment, planning and implementation of a program 
recognizing that judges must have an opportunity 
for continuing judicial education. 

As part of its program. Judicial Education 
conducts week-long, semi-annual orientation ses
sions for all new full-time judges, and a yearly 
seminar for new municipal court judges. Through
out the year, additional conferences and programs 
are held for all trial and appellate judges, as well 
as municipal court judges. Conference subjects 
this year included pretrial intervention, child abuse 
and neglect, and district court practice. 

Among continuing programs of Judicial 
Education are seminars for assignment judges and 
trial court administrators, appellate law clerks, 
municipal court, clerks and court reporters. Judi
cial Education also arranges tours of correctional 
institutions by trial judges and maintains a cas
sette library of all judicial education programs for 
use at any time by all judges. 

The Administrative Office encourages and 
arranges attendance by judges at regular and 
graduate courses of the National College of the 
State Judiciary and the Nationa; College of Juve
nile Justice, both located at the University of 
Nevada. The Chief Justice of the United States, 
Warren E. Burger, has called the National College 
the greatest advance In judicial education in this 
century. Over the past four years nearly twice as 
many New Jersey Judges have attended the ses
sions as attended them during the preceding nine 
years. In the 1976-77 court year alone, 29 judges 
completed the regular four-week course at the 
National College of the State JudiCiary, eight at
tended graduate level sessions there, and five took 
part in the College's equitable remedies specialty 
session. Two attended courses at the National Col
lege of Juvenile Justice. Five assignment judges 
and the Administrative Director of the Courts will 
attend the National College Court Administration 
Specialty Session in December of this year. As of 
the end of 1977, 175 of New Jers13Y's 274 full
time judges will have participated in National Col
lege courses. 

In addition, eight judges have attended 
the Judicial Writing Program conducted by the 
American Academy of Jud1cial Education. One 
justice and one appellate divlislon judge attended 
the New York Un~versity course for appellate 
judges. Five Appellate Division judges partici-
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pated in national appellate seminars sponsored 
by the American Bar Association and the Nation:;!1 
Conference of Appellate Court Judges. 

In addition to the organized educational 
programs, the various sections of the Administra
tive Office provide continuous service to the 
judges and their staffs by publishing manuals, 
monthly bulletins and memoranda related to recent 
developments in the law. 

Pretrial Intervention 

Donald F. Phelan. 
Chief, Pretrial Services 

Pretrial Intervention (PTI), although a re
cent national criminal justice innovation, has be
come an integral aspect of the court system in 
New Jersey_ It provides an alternative method of 
dealing with selected offenders by diverting them 
from traditional prosecution to early counseling 
programs aimed at solving individual problems. 

Cynthia Pearson, 
Research Associate in 
Judicial Education, 
checks manual given to 
new judges at their 
orientation seminar. 



Pretrial intervention in New Jersey func
tions under Supreme Court approval through Court 
Rule 3:28. During the 1976-77 court year, '11 
county PTI programs received Supreme Court 
approval, bringing the total number of counties 
with PTI to 19. The two counties without PTI, War
ren and Sussex, are expected to establish pro
grams during the next court year in keeping with 
the Supreme Court's desire that PTI operate on a 
statewide basis. PTI provides the worthy partici
pant with an opportunity for rehabilitatio.n and 
avoidance of criminal sanctions. It assists in the 
relief of the presently overburdened criminal trial 
court calendars and saves substantial sums of 
money that would otherwise be spent on prosecu
tion and court proceedings. 

Durir,\] April and June of 1977, the first 
statewide Pretrial I ntervention Conferences were 
held. Program staff and most PTI designated and 
alternate judges attended the conferences. Non
judicial counseling skills and techniques, as well 
as issues in the decision-making orocess, were 
stressed. Evaluations of the conferences indicate 
that both were highly successfui and similar con
ferences are planned for the future. 

Guidelines for Operation of Pretrial Inter
vention were promulgated by the Supreme Court 
in September 1976. This publication presents stan
dards for governing applications to PTI, an'· guide
lines for operating various phases of the program, 
including appeals from the decisions of program 
directors, prosecutors, and judges. 

Holly C. Bakke, Ball 
Coordinator In Pretrial 

Services, is developing 
a proposal for a uniform 

pretrial release program. 
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The Pretrial Services Section of the Admin:
istrative Office is developing a central registry of 
applications that have neen made in the state 
since the program's inception. The registry is de
signed not only to detect any instances of suc
cessive attempts to enter the program, but also 
to gather information on the effectiveness of th~ 
program and the uniform application of the guide
lines. 

Under PTI, defendants are screened by 
trained counselors, after arrest and prior to trial, 
to determine the nature of the offense, their 
amenability to correction, and responsiveness to 
rehabilitation. Enrollment or rejection deci:;ions 
are made by the program staff and approved by 
the program director. The prosecuting attorney 
must consent to the diversion application, with 
final approval resting with the court. 

PTI programs design a unique treatment 
plan for each defendant accepted into a program 
which offers social, vocational, medical or psycho
logical services. The programs operate on the 
proven hypothesis that persons accepted into PTI 
can truly be diverted from criminal activities by 
being offered immediate rehabilitative treatment. 
If an individual fulfills the obligations of the mutu
ally agreed upon treatment plan during the thne 
or six month enrollment period, the original 
charges are dismissed. 

A further discussion of PTI in New Jersey is 
"It pages P-23 to P~28. Pertinent statistics and 
information charts are at pages P-57 to P-60. 



Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court 
Intake 

Steven Yoslov, Chief, 
Juvenile and Domestic 
Relations Court Services 

The number of counties providing juvenile 
intake services increased from 12 to 16 during 
the court year ending August 31, 1977. Since that 
time two counties have implemented intake ser
vices, and another is nearing the operational 
stage. By September 1978 each of the 21 coun
ties will be required to provide a full range of juve
nile intake services that meet Supreme Court 
standards. Guidelines for intake programs are pro
vided by the "Operations and Procedures Manual 
for Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court Intake 
Services" (Intake Manual) issued by the Ad
ministrative Director on July 8, 1977. 

Juvenile intake services identify and divert 
from the normal court process selected first of
fenders and juveniles charged with less serious 
offenses who appear likely to benefit from social 
services available within the community. Positive 
results have been documented. The intake ser
vices in Bergen, Hudson and Passaic counties 
have recorded recidivism rates at or below ten 
percent. In addition to aiding the juveniles who are 
diverted from court, these programs allow the 
Juvenile and Domestic Relations Courts to devote 
more of their limited time and resources to violent 
and repeat offenders, and to domestic relations 
matters that must be adjudicated, During the last 
court year, in the 16 counties with intake services, 
over 65,000 juvenile complaints were screened 
and 42 percent of these were diverted from the 
courts. 

The Mercer County intake service has 
brought about a 33% reduction in its Juvenile 
and Domestic Relations Court caseload. In Bergen 
County the time it takes to process a juvenile case 
from Initial custody to court hearing has been re
duced from 14 to 10 days. 

The Intake Manual sets forth the require-
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ment of 24-hour-per-day, 7-day-per-week moni
toring of juvenile admissions to county shelter and 
detention centers. Expeditious screening of all. 
juvenile complaints by the intake staff and an, 
early determination of a juvenile's eligibility for 
diversion are also called for. The nature of the 
charge, the juvenile's prior involvement with the 
court or probatior. department, and the comments 
of the prosecutor, in cases involving what Would 
be indictable offenses if committed by adults, and 
other interested parties, are Included in the staff's 
report to the Presiding Judge of the Juvenile and 
Domestic Relations Court for final decision as to 
whether or not a complaint should be diverted. 

If diversion is approved, the juvenile may 
attend an intake conference held by a trained in
take officer. A full report is made to the Presiding 
Judge after each conference. The report includes 
the recommendations made to resolve the juve
nile's problem, and a description of the discussion 
that took place. Within three months of the con
ference a final report is made to the Court on the 
results of the program established for the juvenile 
by the intake staff. If the juvenile has followed the 
recommendation of the intake staff, the complaint 
is dismissed. 

I n some cases a juvenile offender may be 
diverted through the use of a juvenile conference 
committee rather than an intake conference. The 
Intake Manual discusses the valuable contribution 
made by public spirited citizens who serVe on 
these panels, and through it the Supreme Court 
urges each Presiding Judge to establish com
mittees wherever practical. The I ntake Manual 
suggests that juvenile conference committees be 
used in cases that would constitute disorderly 
persons offenses if the acts were committed by 
adults. This practice leaves to the professional 
intake staffs offenders who are in need of close 
supervision and who require counselors skilled in 
sociology or psychology. As in the case of intake 
conferences, a full report is made to the Court 
following each Juvenile Conference Committee 
meeting. 

As part of its continuing support of intake 
services, the Administrative Office conducted a 
week-long seminar on family crisis intervention 
counseling that was attended by 15 members of 
intake staffs from all parts of the State. In addi
tion, 20 members of intake staffs attended three 
one-day seminars that provided training in intake 
service procedures set out in the new manual. 
Other training services provided by the Adminis
trative Office to intake and probation staffs are 
discussed at pages P-31 to P-35 of this Annual 
Report. 



Statistical reporting forms, for use in con
nection with recommended operations and pro
cedures as set forth in the Intake Manual, have 
been developed by the Administrative Office so 
that the judiciary may track and improve the per
formance of these vital services. Monthly statistics 
will be gathered with respect to charges against 
juveniles from each primary and secondary school 
in the State. The reports will identify the types of 
offenses charged, the specific schools and the 
specific grades within the schools. Parallel r~ports 
will cover complaints against juveniles who do not 
attend New Jersey primary or secondary schools. 
The information will aid in monitoring the per
formance of intake services on a county-by-county 
basis. It will also pinpoint pockets of delinquency 
so that the State Department of Education and 
other agencies may move to eliminate them as 
quickly as possible. 

The Intake Manual plans a service that will 
deal with juvenile and adult matters as they relate 
to the family situation. The orderly and uniform 
development of complete intake services will not 
only help resolve family problems but also assist 
in the development of a family court as a com
ponent of a fully-unified and State-funded judicial 
system. 

To this end, intake staffs will assist in the 
preparation of all domestic relations complaints 
and the attendant social histories, budget and 
wage verifications forms. I n all domestic relations 
matters intake staffs will hold consent conferences 
at which the facts relating to the complaints will be 
fully developed. If possible, the intake officer will 
assist the parties in re~ching a consent agreement 
for SUbmission to the court. If agreement is not 
possible, the information revealed at the con
ference will be made avallable to the court for use 
during a formal hearing. In either event, the parties 
will be assisted and valuable court time saved. 

National Standards 

The way New Jersey administers juvenile 
justice will be compared in an in-depth arlalysis 
with the juvenile justice standards developed by 
a joint committee of the Institute of Judicial Ad
ministration and the American Bar Association. 
The national standards, when complete, will con
sist of 23 volumes reflecting over five years of 
intensive work by the joint committee. So that the 
comparative analysis may serve as a continuing 
reference for improvement in the juvenile justice 
system, it will be kept up to date by the Juvenile 
and Domestic Relations Court Services Section 
of the Administrative Office. 
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Judicial Management Information 
Systems 

George J. Sikora, Chief, 
Judicial Management 
Information Systems 

The Judicial Management Information 
Systems (JM IS) Section of the Administrative 
Office of the Courts continued to develop com
puterized data systems to aid the judiciary in 
collecting and evaluating the increasing amount 
of information necessary to manage the coun 
system and allocate the State's judicial resources. 
The goal is a State Judicial Information System 
(SJIS) providing data links between the courts 
located in the 21 counties and the Administrative 
Qffice, through the Use of a large scale computer 
and data center dedicated to the judiciary. 

The courts must know where and how to 
best deploy their resources if they are to make the 
most efficient use of their capacity. This requires 
gathering, collating and analyzing the vast amount 
of information generated in annually processing 
over one-half million state and county court cases 
and almost four million municipal court cases. 
Accurate, timely and complete statistics are es
sential to making the prompt, effective manage
ment decisions needed to administer a system 
burdened with so heavy a workload. 

SJ IS will permit the Administrative Office 
to apply modern judicial management techniques 
to the courts. Full-scale computerization will give 
the judiciary immediate access to all pertinent 
data. The full development of SJIS, however, has 
been delayed by a lack of computer resources. 
Over the past four years, the judiciary has turned 
for assistance to the Executive Branch. which has 
five data centers and 11 large-scale computers. 
The results have been disappointing, because the 
Executive Branch necessarily gives priority to its 
own work. As a reSUlt, less than ten percent of the 
judiciary's needs have been met under Executive 
Branch management of judiciary computer needs. 

The New Jersey Supreme Court has in-



formed the Governor and the Legislature of the 
need for a data center and large-scale computer 
dedicated to the judiciary. and has asked that 
these facilities be included in the new Supreme 
Court facility at the Justice Complex scheduled for 
completion in 1980. During the next three years, 
funding will only be required for requirements 
analysis and system design. 

When fully implemented, SJ IS will provide 
a standard trial court information system per
mitting State level tracking of all matters pending 
before the New Jersey trial courts. Ultimately it 
wilt permit the development of a master attorney
case conflict system to reduce calendar conges
tion and delays caused when attorneys are sched
uled to appear in more than one court at the same 
time. It will also reduce juror and witness waiting 
time. The Federal District Court in New Jersey has 
asked to be included in the system, thereby further 
reducing the number of schedule conflicts. 

The state.judicial information system will 
focus on case tracking but will also serve budget
ing, accounting and personnel needs. It will yield 
other benefits as well. Trial court administrators 

Joseph E. Ribsam, Data Processing Analyst I in the Judicial' 
Management Information Systems Section. stands by one of 
the terminals that display Information on the status of matters 
before the Appellate Division of Superior Court via the 
Automated Docketing and Management Information System 
(ADAMIS). 
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will have access to a computer when their coun
ties are not in a position to provide this service. 
Duplicate filings in the Superior Court Clerk's Of
fice are expected to be eliminated. This alone will 
yield significant savings for attorneys and litigants 
as well as the court system. 

A dedicated judiciary computer is also 
needed for the sentence disparity project that is 
developing sentencing criteria and gUidelines. As 
noted previously in this Annual Report, the utility 
of this project requires continuous collection 
and analysis of over 800 data elements for more 
than 18,000 criminal cases annually. After im
plementation, the data base will be continuously 
updated so that the guidelines and criteria are 
never out of date. Moreover, a judicial data center 
and dedicated computer will permit the Adminis
trative Office to develop other related projects 
that will improve the administration of bail, pre
trial intervention and probation services. 

A large-scale, statewide, judiciary com
puter network ~ill also improve the enforcement 
of court ordered payments through probation for 
family support. In addition, as stated above, it 
will permit the automation of the pretrial inter
vention registry enabling the courts to identify 
applicants for intervention who have previously 
applied for or been admitted to a pretrial inter
vention program. Also. the computer network will 
provide all courts with access to automated legal 
research when perfected and available. Addition
ally, it will enhance the cost effectiveness of com
puter aided transcription (CAT) of trial records, 
discussed at page 77. 

The Administrative Office approaches the 
computer age with technical expertise and person
nel capable of guiding the development and im
plementation of a statewide judicial computer 
network. Since 1975, New Jersey, through the Ad
ministrative Director, has been one of 23 states 
actively participating in the development of model 
state judicial information systems under the 
auspices of SEARCH Group, Inc., a consor
tium of the 50 states and the territories dedicated 
to applying technology to the justice system. The 
Administrative Director of the Courts served as .the 
Chairman of the SEARCH subcommittee that 
developed the administrator's guide to system ds
velopment, implementation and evaluation, and is 
presently Vice-Chairman of the entire national 
project. 

In addition, JMIS has also developed a 
number of related systems. On September 1, 1976 
J MIS completed the previously described Auto
matic Docketing and Management Information 
System (ADAM IS) for the Appellate Division of 
the Superior Court. Other new projects developed 
by JM IS include: 



• A comprehensive reporting 
and allocation program for the Judicial 
Education Section. When fully imple
mented next year, the system will re
quire little or no manual handling on the 
part of the Judicial Education staff from 
the time course selections are received 
until final notices are mailed to the par
ticipants. 

• The preparation of reports for 
the Court Unification Project to aid in 
the analysis of the vast amounts of 
information necessary for a thorough 
study of our court system as it moves 
toyvard the detailed plan for full unifi
cation of the courts. 

• The computerization of time 
reporting by trial court administrators 
and the professional staffs of the Ad
ministrative Office of the Courts and the 
Clerks' Offices. This is the beginning of 
a statewide judiciary personnel record
keeping and information system. 

JMIS anticipates the early acquisition of a 
minicomputer that will be dedicated to the internal 
confidential needs of the Supreme Court and the 
Administrative Office. That computer will be used 
by the Division of Ethics and Professional Services 
and the Advisory Committee on Judicial Conduct, 
and it will also serve the needs of the Supreme 
Court Committee on Character. I n addition it will 
store confidential information concerning potential 
judicial nominees, judicial performance evalua
tion data, and other sensitive information needed 
by the Chief Justice and the Administrative Direc
tor in the management of the Judicial Branch of 
Gov·arnment. 

Peter P. Aiello (right), Assistant Chief of Statistical Ser
vices and Alan M. Campi, Principal Statistician, verify 
statistical data output for the Annual Report of the 
Administrative Director of the Courts. 
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Statistical Services Unit 

During the 1976-77 court year the Statis
tical Services Unit updated, expanded and re
fined a series of follow-up studies of the pro
ductivity of trial court judges and the effect of 
judicial vacancies on the court calendars.* The 
studies show a continuing high productivity rate 
with a per judge average of nearly 2,000 dispo
sitions during the court year. As noted previously 
in this Annual Report, this high disposition rate 
has been accomplished without a reduction in 
the level of quality in the administration of jus~ 
tice. To impose additional cases on the calendars 
of the trial and appellate court judges, without 
additional resources, would probably result in a 
reduction in the quality of jUdicial services. 

Statistical Services has an on-gOing re
sponsibility to collect and analyze data reflecting 
the business of all the courts in the State. In addi
tion, the Assistant Chief for Statistical Services 
is the representative of the judiciary for the 1980 
United States Census, and continues to serve as 
a member of the State's Comprehensive Data 
System (CDS) Committee and the JudiCial Man
agement Information Systems (JMIS) working 
committee. 

Although New Jersey has been a leader in 
the use of statistical analysis in court adminis
tration, insufficient information is currently avail
able for optimal judicial management. This short
fall exists because the present statistical system 
is primarily a manual operation at the trial level 
and in the Administrative Office. Implementation 
of a fully automated state judicial information sys
tem will increase the capacity of Statistical Ser
vices to aid in achieving even better administration 
of the New Jersey Courts . 

• The results of the studies appear in this ,\nnual Report at 
pages xxv-xxix, 



Court Planning 

George P. Cook, Chief, 
Court Planning 

The Supreme Court recently appointed a 
Judicial Planning Committee consisting of the 
Chief Justice, the Associate Justices, the Pre
siding Judge for Administration of the Appellate 
Division, the Administrative Director of the Courts, 
and the State Law Enforcement Planning Agency 
(SLEPA) representative of the Assignment Judges. 
The Committee will develop an annual judicial plan 
intended to increase judicial participation in the 
programs funded by the federal Law Enforcement 
Assistance Administration (LEAA). At the present 
time, the judiciary does not receive its fair share 
of the federal funds flowing to New Jersey through 
LEAA and distributed throughout the State by 
SLEPA. Although there is disagreement as to what 
the courts' share should be, there is agreement 
that the courts' should receive more LEAA funds. 

The problem is not limited to New Jersey, 
but is of national concern, and it prompted the 
enactment of the federal Crime Control Act of 
1976 (Pub. L. 94-503) authorizing judicial planning 
committees and suggesting the preparation of 
annual judicial plans. Congress was not aware of 
the low priority assigned to the judiciary's par
ticipation in LEAA programs until the fall of 1975 
when it began to consider funding LEAA through 
1981. At that time its attention was drawn to the 
"Report of the Special Study Team on LEAA Sup
port of the State Courts" (Irving Report), prepared 
as part of the Criminal Courts Technical Assis
tance Project sponsored by the American Uni
versity in Washington, D.C. A passage from the 
Report's Foreword describes the plight of the 
courts: 

Separate and unequal. This is the cruel 
status in 1975 of most of the state 
courts in relation to the support shown 
by the Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration. By and large, the courts 
have not received interest, technical 
assistance or financial support from 
LEAA that are absolutely essential for 
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sound growth and progress. In fact, 
since the initiation of the federal war 
on crime in 1968, many state courts 
have fallen further and further behind 
in their ability to relate to rising crime 
rates and to the more sophisticated 
police, prosecutors, defenders,' and 
corrections personnel who have re
ceived generous federal support. 

Some of the findings contained in the Irving 
Report, Which were made known to Congress at 
that time, included: 

• Through its first seven years 
of operation, courts had had the lowest 
level of participation in the LEAA sup
port program of the three criminal 
justice system components. 

• State Planning Agencies 
(SPA) generally had tended to super
impose their own programming con
cepts on the state court systems. Many 
SPAs had ignored the courts altogether; 
others had merely relegated the courts 
to a subordinate role in the operation 
of the LEAA program. 

• Universally courts had re
ceived considerably less financial 
support than LEAA had claimed. 

• From the national office of 
LEAA down to the lowest local planning 
board, there had been a di.s;turbing 
shortage of court specialists on staff, 
and few employees devoted their entire 
time to that responsibility. 

Similar inequities were noted by the Con
ference of Chief Justices and the Conference of 
State Court Administrators, which also criticized 
LEAA's treatment of state courts. 

Testimony before the Congress showed 
that in many states the judiciary was either under
represented on the state planning agencies or 
consistently received less than an appropriate 
share of federal funds. These were problems 
which existed nationally in 1976, and to an extent 
they have existed and continue to exist in New 
Jersey. The judiciary holds only 3 of the 24 seats 
on the SLEPA Governing Board. Although SLEPA 
is providing substantial assistance to judicial 
projects such as Seritence Disparity Research and 
Court Unification, the New Jersey judiciary still 
receives less than an adequate share of available 
funds. As the chart on the facing page shows, 
SLEPA plans a further reduction in the percentage 
of state level funds granted to the judiciary at the 
same time that LEAA is reducing the dollar amount 
available to SLEPA. The result is that the judiciary 



FEDERAL FUNDING ANALYSIS 

1976 PLAN 

State 
Total Judiciary State 

Amount % of Judiciary 
10tal SLEPA Allocated Total Total Total State All State % of Pt. c 

Funding To State Programs State Pt. E State PI;. C Judiciary Funding Programs Funds Only 
$18,868,000 $6,399,250 $2,004,000 $4,395,250 $1,234,535 19% 28% 

1977 PLAN 

State 
Total Judiciary State 

Amourrt % of Judiciary 
Total SLEPA Allocated Total Tota! Total State All State % of Pt. C 

Funding To State Programs State Pt. E State Pt. C Judiciary Funding Programs Funds Only 
$13,271,350 $4,563,640 $1,256,000 $3,307,640 $ 773,000 17% 23% 

1978 PLAN 

I State 
Total Judiciary State 

Amount % of Judiciary 
Total SLEPA Allocated Total Total Total State All State % of Pt. C 

Funding To State Programs State Pt. E State Pt. Q Judiciary Funding Programs Funds Only 
$11,682,000 $4,479,260 $1,012,000 $3,467,260 $ 622,900 14% 18% 

- Part C funds are used for general support programs. 
- Part E funds must be used for Corrections purposes only. 
-Section 303(2) of the Crime Control Act of 1973, Title 1, requires that at least 72.6% (under the variable pass-through require-

ment) of all federal funds (excluding Part E and certain Juvenile Justice and Delinquency funds) be made available to units of 
local governments. 
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received $622,900 in the 1978 SLEPA Plan com
pared to $1,234,535 in the 1976 Plan. 

The Judicial Planning Committee will work 
to improve the situation in the years that follow by 
developing annual State Judicial Plans which will 
demonstrate the needs of the judiciary. In carrying 
out this effort, the committee will have the assis
tance of key personnel of the Administrative Of
fice's Court Planning Services Section. 

Court Planning has been a permanent part 
of the Administrative Office of the Courts since 
1971. New Jersey was one of the first states to 
give attention to developing a comprehensive judi
cial plan. 

. During the 1976-77 court year the Court 
Planning Services Section concentrated on im
prpving court reporting services. The Administra
tive Office began meeting with the Supervising 
Court Reporters, and a seven-member committee 
of the Certified Shorthand Reporters Association 
of New Jersey, to consider ways of improving the 
efficiency and productivity of this vital court ser
';/ice. A recently negotiated collective bargaining 
agreement effective through September 1979 
allows time for a detailed study that will lead to 
improved quality in court reporting throughout the 
State, and reduce the time for preparing trial 
transcripts. If federal funds are available, the 
Administrative Office will enter into a contract 
with the National Center for State Courts under 
which the latter will undertake a thorough evalua
tion of court reporting services. 

, The National Center will analyze New Jer-
sey's court reporting system in the light of the 
procedures recommended in its Report on Man
agement of Court Reporting Services. It will study 
and evaluate: 

• The shortage of competent 
court reporters. (The Center is ex
pected to suggest improvements in 

" training reporters.) 
• All statutes, court rules and 

administrative regulations governing 
court reporters. 

• The reporters' salary struc
tUre in comparison to salaries paid by 
the federal government and neighbor
ing jurisdictions. 

• The "folio" method of charg
ing for transcripts, and the need, if any, 
for change. 

• The use of sound recording 
devices in the district, juvenile and 
domestic relations, and the municipal 
courts, and the feasibility of replacing 
machines with official court reporters. 
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Management Service's 

Personnel Section 

William P. Tanis, 
Chief Personnel Officer 

). .' ' 

The judiciary has an affirmative action 
program to promote and maintain equal employ
ment opportunities on the basis of merit, and 
assure appropriate minority and female represen
tation at all levels of the work force. The Personnel 
Section of the Management Services Division of 
the Administrative Office has the responsibility 
for carrying out this program, but every person 
holding an administrative or supervisory position 
in the Judicial Branch is sensitive to the need for 
affirmative action in employment practices. 

The judiciary does not discriminate against 
any employee or applicant for employment be
cause of race, color. religion, sex. age or national 
origin. This policy applies to every employee in 

'em C 
Steven T. Green, Grant Administrator 
In Court Planning. acts as comptroller 
for federal funds received by the 
judiciary. 



every aspect of employment practices. The judi
ciary operates its affirmative action program on 
merit and realistic goals. The affirmative action 
policy provides equal opportunity to women and 
minorities and encourages their upward mobility. 

Central Services Section; Justice 
Complex Plans 

Thomas E. Cooke. Chief, 
Purchase. Property and 
Office Services 

The Purchase, Property and Office Ser
vices Section of the Administrative Office has 
been actively engaged in the judiciary's proposals 
for the planned Justice Complex. The courts' 
areas will house the Supreme Court, two Appellate 
Division courtrooms, the offices of the clerks of 
the Supreme Court, the Appellate Division, and the 
Superior Court, and all personnel of the Adminis
trative Office of the Courts. Also included will be 

Shelia Owens (left). Affirmative Action Specialist I. Ellen Horvath 
(center). Personnel Assistant. and C. Jane Domboskl. Senior Personnel 
Assistant. work on updating the judiclary's affirmative action plan. 
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an auditorium available for use by the New Jersey 
Judicial College and space for the judicial data 
center and judiciary-dedicated computer. 

Until the Justice Complex is ready for oc
cupancy in the early 1980$, state-level judiciary 
offices will probably continue to be hampered by 
grossly Inadequate and physically separate faclJi
ties. At the close of the 1976-77 court year the 
Supreme Court and those offices were housed in 
79,908 square feet in the State House Annex and 
at 447 Bellevue Avenue in Trenton. The amount 
of office space currently needed for the judiciary's 
work at the State level is apprOXimately 181,315 
square feet. Pending completion of the Justice 
Complex, steps have been taken to relieve part of 
the overcrowding problem. Office space of 6,000 
square feet has been leased in a building near 
the State House Annex and scheduled to be occu
pied by Management Services by the end of 1977. 
An additional 2,100 square feet of storage space 
will also be leased by the end of the year. Negotia
tions are being conducted to acquire an additional 
6,000 square feet of office space in another nearby 
building. 

The Central Services Section also orga
nizes, supervises, sets priorities for, and directs 
the logistical and administrative support for the 
JUdicial Branch. This encompasses purchasing, 
property management, printing, office services 
and leasing. The Section purchases, stores, and 
distributes furniture, equipment. and supplies for 
the state-funded judges, chambers, courtrooms, 

H. James Phillips. Supervisor In the 
Purchase. Property and Office Ser
vices Section. checks contract 
vendor listings. 



libraries, and related offices in the judiciary 
throughout the State. The Section Is also engaged 
in property management, the maintenance of 
essential inventory records, controls and files, and 
a maintenance and replacement program for all 
judiciary furniture, equipment and material. 

Central Services supervises the purchase 
and renting of office equipment. The printing unit 
of the Section makes ten million impressions per 
year. Central Services operates the mail room, 
supply room and judicial messenger service. 

Fiscal Section 

Robert F. Clark, Chief Fiscal 
Officer during 1976-77 and 
noW associated with Internal 
Control and Audit. 

The Fiscal Section of the Management 
Services Division carries out budget and account
Ing responsibilities for the Judicial Branch. It pre
pares the judiciary'S annual budget under the 
dlt ection of the Administrative Director, and 
administers the budget during the course of the , 
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year. To assist the Administrative Director, the 
Fiscal Section prepares a Monthly Status of Appro
priations Report that details in financial terms the 
work of the judiciary during the preceding months 
of the court year. Special Projection Reports pre
pared by the Section delineate the future co'urse 
of the judiciary's work and reflect the financial 
resources available to accomplish that work. In 
addition, the Fiscal Section produces cost data 
studies on a variety of Administrative Office pro
grams. 

Library Services Section; Judges 
Home Libraries Program 

I 

Jean Hunter, Chief. 
Library Services 

In addition to maintaining some 65 basic 
libraries for the Supreme Court, the Appellate and 
Chancery Divisions of Superior Court, and the Ad-

Richard Vaughn (right), Administrative Analyst In the Fiscal Section during 1976-77 and 
now Chief Fiscal Officer, and Karmit E. Getz, Auditor in the Title IV-O Program during 
1976-77 and now Chief, Trust and Special Funds, confer on the status of the judiciary's 
accounts. 
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ministrative Office of the Courts, the Library Ser
vices Section of the Administrative Office has the 
responsibility of assisting the judges in ma!n
taining home law libraries. By the end of the 1976-
77 court year, 175 Judges were maintaining such 
libraries. This program, initiated in 1974, makes it 
possible for a judge to work during evening hours 
and on weekends without having to return to his 
office. It has proven so successful In aiding judges 
to make effective use of non-court hours that it 
is now offered to every judge above the municipal 
court level upon his appointment. 

Trust and Special Funds Section 

Frank C. Farr. Chief. 
Trust and Special Funds 
during 1976-77 and now 
serving as Administra
tive Analyst I, to the 
Assistanl Director, Man
agement Services. 

The Trust and Special Funds Section of 
the Management Services Division has custodial 
responsibility for funds in excess of $60 million. 
Most of these funds represent monies paid into 
court pending the resolution of litigation involving 

Ellen T. Wry (left) and Jane Z. Ufse!, 
Supervising Attorneys in Central Appellate 
Research, make use of the Westlaw head
note retrieval system of automated legal 
research. 
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condemnation proceedings, tax foreclosures and 
matrimonial matters. The Section also maintains 
accounts for federally funded projects conducted 
by the Administrative Office, and serves as a 
consultant on investment and accounting matters 
to the Clients' Security Fund. 

Central Appellate Research 

The Central Appellate Research staff, 
which was federally financed since its inception in 
1972, became part of the State bUdget In July 1977 
elt a higher appropriations level. The State funding 
is SUfficient to almost double the number of at
torneys on the staff. This larger staff has the 
capacity to research 1.000 appeals during the 
course of a court year. Thus judges of the Superior 
Court, Appellate Division will have the benefit of 
research memoranda prepared by the staff's ex
perienced attorneys tn 25 percent of the cases 
decided by that Court during the court year. 

The increase in funding and staff of Central 
Appellate Research is in recognition of the valU
able assistance this unit can render to judges in 
handling the Division's tremendous workload. 
A/though the Division's total di~ oositions of ap
peals has risen from 2,977 in the 1971-72 court 
year to 4,237 in 1976-77, the ever and rapidly 
growing avalanche of new filings has resulted in 
pending appeals (the backlog) rising from 3,092 
at the end of 1971-72 to 5,707 at the end of 1976-
77. Appeals, including those certified by the Su
preme Court before calendaring. filed in those 



same two court years rose from 3,514 to 4,819 
while motions in those years Increased from 1,765 
to 4,054. Motions frequently require as much 
work as an appeal and can create greater bur" 
dens since they must be processed and decided 
in a relatively brief period of time. 

In addition to research memoranda, the 
Central Research Staff continues to assist the 
Appellate Division in a number of other ways. It 
evaluates all appeals and rates them as to diffi
culty so that the calendars received by each part 
of the Appellate Division are balanced. It attempts 
to identify similar issues In separate appeals so 
that the work efforf in !>olving legal questions is 
not duplicated. The staff in conjunction with the 
Supreme Court Clerk's Off!Ge also presents a 
seminar for all incoming law secretaries of the 
Supreme Court and Appellate Division. The sta
tistics at pages 8-21 to 8-38 of this Annual Re
port are also prepared by the Central Research 
staff. 

Civil Practice 

The Supreme Court Task Force on Mental 
Commitments in cooperation with the assignment 
judges and the Department of Human Services is 
implementing a program that will reduce the cost 
of mental commitment hearings, Increase the 
time professional staffs can spend with patients 
and make the most effective use of the State's 
limited judicial manpower. The Assistant Director, 
Civil Practice in the Administrative Office of the 
Courts, serves as a member and secretary of this 
task force. 

The first phase of the program went into 
effect in January 1977 when judges began to hear 
civil and juvenile mental commitment matters 
at the various State hospitals. This eliminated the 
problem involved in transporting patients to and 
from court and cut the time the professional staffs 
loot traveling among county courthouses through
out the State in order to give testimony at the 
hearings. The second phase of the program will 
be operational in October 1977. A judge from a 
single vicinage will hold all of the civil and juvenile 
mental commitment hearings at a particular in
stitution without regard to the patients' permanent 
residences or the county from which they were 
hospitalized. Formerly a judge from each patient's 
home county held the hearings. Since patients 
can be placed in institutions far from their perma
nent residences, judges were required to travel 
throughout the State to hold these hearings. 
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In 1976-77 the Supreme Court directed the 
formation of malpractice subpanels for claims 
against osteopathic physicians. This brings to 
patient and practitioner alike the same alternative 
to litigation in malpractice cases that has been 
available to patients and medical doctors since 
1966. The panels serve on a voluntary basis to 
screen out baseless professional liability actions 
and to provide claimants with expert testimony 
where there 15 a reasonable basis for the claim. 
Since the program began, over 400 medical mal
practice cases have been processed by the Civil 
Practice Division, which maintains lists of potential 
panel members and administers the programs. 

The Civil Practic.1 Division has a number 
of other on-going projects, including review of 
pending legislation that will affect the courts 
handling civil matters and investigating complaints 
concerning civil court proceedings. The Division 
also provides staff support to the Supreme Court 
Committees on Civil Practice, County District 
Courts, Relations with the Medical Profession, 
Model Jury Charges (Civil) and the Matrimonial 
and the General Equity Judges Associations. In 
addition, the Assistant Director, Civil Practice, is 
responsible for supervisory liaison between the 
trial court administrators on the local level and 
the Administrative Office. 

Staff Attorney Rocky L. Peterson furthers the 
work of the Civil Practice Division. 



Crimina! Practice 

The Criminal Practice Division investigates 
and responds to a wide range of complaints involv~ 
ing crimina! cases and related matters in the 
operation of the judicial system and court services, 
In addition, the Division periodically revises the 
Sentencing Manual which serves as a desk refer
ence for judges and provides a concise overview 
of sentencing procedure •. The manual Identifies 
leading cases, statutes, and other materials re
lating ~o sentences. 

The Division also keeps current the com
parative analysis of the New Jersey statutes, court 
rules and case law with the Criminal Justice Stan
dards of the American Bar Association and the 
Natiunal Advisory Commission Standards and 
Goals for Criminal Justice. Another on-going 
project is the preparation of summaries for the 
New Jersey Law Journal of criminal case opinions 
approved for publication. 

Probation Services 

The probation Services Division of the Ad
ministrative Office during the 1976-77 court year 
began a regular review of the performance of the 

county probation departments' implementation of 
the Child Support and Establishment of Paternity 
Program (Title IV -0 of the Social Security Act). 
This federal program was announced In 1975 and 
was put into effect by the Administrative Offtce and 
the probation departments in New Jersey under a 
cooperative agreement between the DIvision of 
Public Welfare and the Administrative Office. Now 
in its third year of operation, the program shows 
positive results in increased collections for child 
support. The monitoring of the program by the 
Administrative Office is designed to ensure ex
cellent performance and compliance with all Fed
eral requirements. 

The purpose of this program is to reduc,3 
the amount paid as Aid to Families with Dependent 
Children by more effective enforcement of child 
support court orders. The federal Department 
of Health, Education and Welfare (HEW) presently 
reimburses the states for 75% of approved 8X~ 
penses incurred in Increasing child support en~ 
forcement staff and the procedures for handling 
both welfare and non-welfare case,~, I n New Jer~ 
sey, by virtue of a contract with the Division of 
Public Welfare, the administering agency for the 
State, these enforcement activities are the re~ 

sponsibility of the county probation departments. 
monitored by the AdministratiVe Office. 

Ira Scheff (Ieit), Staff Attorney during 1976-77 and now 
Chief, Criminal Court Services, and Staff Attorney Harlan 
I. Ettinger work on a draft of a supplement to lhe Sen
tenci:lg Manual for Judges, 
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During the past court year the judiciary 
has continued to cooperate with the Division of 
Public Welfare and the federal government to im
prove enforcement capabilities. All county proba
tion departmrnts have added personnel to their 
family divisions and now have closely ap
proached or reabhed appropriate staffing. At the 
end of the court year, the 21 county probation de
partments were supervising 48,024 active welf3re 
cases and 60,766 non-welfare cases. Ohild sup
port collections for the 12 months ending June 30, 
1977 totaled $83,922,675.08, of which 
$18,733,364.58 was collected in welfare cases 
and $65,149,310.50 in non-welfare cases. 

A matter of continuing concern is HEW's 
position that a federal staWte prohibiting financing 
for ordinary state judicial expenses excludes the 
indirect administrative costs incurred by the Ad
ministrative Offices ahd the county probation 
departments in implementing the program. The 
statute also limits the amount of reimbursement 
to New Jersey to the salary and fringe benefits of 
the child support enforcement staff. Indirect ad
ministrative costs are, however, routinely reim
bursed in those states Wh\\lre the enforcement 
personnel are part of a branch of government 
other than the judiciary. Since those costs are 
su~)stantial, the inequity of the position adopted 
by the HEW as to the l\Iew Jersey judiciary ap
pelars to be completely contrary to the basic pur
pOISe of the program. Efforts continue to obtain 
a reversal of that position through an administra
!i'!~, ~ppeal. 
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CoJ/ective Bargaining 

As part of its continuing support of the judi
ciary, the Probation Services Division represents 
the county court judges in collective bargaining 
negotiations with organized units of probation offi
cers and supervisors on a countY-by-county basis. 
Over the past several years, supervisors in five 
counties broke away from eXisting line staff units 
and formed separate bargaining groups. This in
creased the number of bargai"ing units to 26. 
The work of Probation Services in conducting 
these complex and intense negotiations allows 
the county court judges to devote more of their 
time to adjudicative duties. 

The centralization of collective bargaining 
has also produced other benefits. Preliminary 
studies show an increase in uniformity among 
probation departments in salary ranges and work
ing conditions. I n addition to representing the 
county court judges at collective bargaining ses
sions, Probation Services appears on behalf of the 
judiciary before the Public Employment Relations 
Oommission. 

Probation Research and 
Development 

The Probation Research and Development 
Section during 1976-77 published an up-to-date 
edition of the Uniform Reciprocal Enforcement of 
Support Act Directory. The directory, which has 
been supplied to members of the judiciary and 

Harvey M. Goldstein (left). Assistant 
Chief of Probation Research and 
Development in 1976-77 and now Chief 
of that Section. and Richard Braddock. 
Statistician in the Section. discuss 
plans for continued development of the 
Probation Management Information 
System. 



supporting staffs, collects in one handy reference 
the names and addresses of the courts throughout 
the United States that have jurisdiction under the 
Act. The directory also contains information on 
fees and procedures, a summary of the Act's pro
visions and the addresses of state location ser
vices. 

In January 1977 Probation Research and 
Development commenced publication and dis
tribution of the Probation Administrative Manage
ment System (PAMS)-Monthly Summary Report. 
These reports allow the· individual probation de
partments to track their performance on a month
to-month basis and to compare their performance 
with that of the other probation departments. 
PAMS has proven useful to the 21 county proba
tion departments in researching and planning, and 
in budgetary and workload analyses. The report 
has been expanded to incorporate additional in
formation requested by the field services. Cur
rently PAMS provides 'nonthly information on pro
bation and support enforcement caseloads, 
investigative activities, pre-sentence report delays, 
probation training activities, volunteer services, 
and personnel levels. As PAMS continues to 
undergo refinement it will serve as the core of a 
central probation information system. 

Probation Training 

DUring the 1976-77 court year over 600 in
dividuals participated in an expanded program 
consisting of 21 separate courses at the Probation 
Training Center of the Administrative Office. 
Among the courses presented for the first time by 
Probation Training was instruction in family crisis 
intervention. The ability to meet and deal with a 
crisiS at the point of crisis is a key factor in achiev
ing success in juvenile intake services. Other 
new courses include training for probation officers 
in counseling alcoholics within the criminal justice 
system and sessions on the investigative tech
niques used to locate those responsible for the 
support of abandoned families. Pre-judicial confer
ence training was also offered for the first time 
and the existing nine-day probation supervisors 
course was completely revised. 

The varied offerings of Probation Training 
range from a one-day seminar on caseload man
agement to a 72-hour orientation program that is 
attended by all new probation staff members. Also, 
all probation staff members are required to attend 
a seven-day course in skills and methods of pro
bation, which stresses interviewing techniques and 
counseling. 

Raymond R. Rainville, (right), Assistant Chief, Probation Training, and Edward 
J. Niemiera, Intake Services Coordinator, review plan for new training program 

--;-. ~ 
George McClelland, Administrative Assis
tant. Title IV-D Program. and Maren 
Sorensen. Programmatic Auditor for 
Title IV-D. review an audit report. 

in intake diversion. 
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Class sizes are kept small. With an average 
of 16 to 25 attending, all may participate fully in 
the courses presented by instructors' from the aca
demic community, experienced probation staff 
members and outside consultants. During !he next 
year, Probation Training expects to reach nearly 
800 probation staff members. New courses will 
include workshops in juvenile probation supervi
sion, adult probation supervision and a program 
on long-term counseling. 

Volunteers in Probation 

Over 500 persons attended three one-day 
regional seminars sponsored by the Volunteers in 
Probation Section during 1976-77. The workshop 
sessions, held in Camden, Middlesex and Bergen 
counties, stressed counseling techniques and 
were conducted by skilled volunteer trainers who 
donated thejr services to the program. The instruc
tors were drawn from a group of psychologists 
and counselors who have acted as consultants 
to local volunteer programs. 

Volunteers in Probation provides one-to
one counseling and supervision services for appro
priate youthful and adult offenders referred to the 
probation departments. The use of volunteers sup
plements the full-time probation staff by helping 
to reduce caseloads. In addition the use of volun
teers serves to educate the public as to court 
structure and process and creates community 
support for future programs. 

Volunteers in Probation began in a single 
county in 1970 and has been extended to 18 coun
ties. By the end of 1976-77 there were approxi
mately 2,600 volunteers in probation compared to 
the approximately 1,800 volunteers who served in 
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the prior court year. E::!ch county program recruits, 
screens, trains and supervises its volunteers. 
Volunteers attend a pre-service training course 
which includes an overview of the criminal jus
tice system, counseling or helping techniques, 
participative activities such as role playing and 
case studies, and a review of volunteer rights and 
responsibilities. More than 1,400 volunteers com
pleted this course during the court year. Through 
the Administrative Office of the Courts, courses 
such as training for trainers of volunteers are 
developed and made available to program staff. 

Supreme Court Committee 
on Probation 

With the volunteer program well estab
lished, the special Supreme Court Committee on 
Volunteers in Probation was replaced by a new 
Committee on Probation with broader responsibili
ties. The committee will study and make recom
mendations aimed at overall improvements in the 
probation system. The members of the committee 
include its Chairman, Essex County Court Judge 
Marilyn Loftus, a probation liaison judge from 
each vicinage, representatives of the Chief Proba
tion Officers Association and the Probation Asso
ciation of New Jersey, and representatives of the 
New Jersey Prosecutors' Association, the State 
Public Defender's Office, and the bar. Fred D. 
Fant, Assistant Director of Probation Services in 
the Administrative Office, and Carolyn Evans, 
who has responsibility in the Administrative Office 
for developing the Volunteers in Probation pro
gram, are assigned to the committee for staff 
support. 

Mr. Fant also serves as Vice Chairman of 
tile Commission on Accreditation for Corrections 
of the American Correctional Association. That 
Association has established standards for adult 
probation services and is expected to release simi
lar standards for juvenile probation services dur
ing 1978. The Administrative Office, through the 
Probation Research and Development Section, 
has begun a comparative analysis of New Jersey's 
probation services with these national standards. 
The resulting study will serve as a comprehensive 
reference source for improvements irt the state's 
probation system. 

Carolyn M. Evans, Coordinator of Volunteer Ser
vices, revises training course for Yolunteers In 
probation. 



Municipal Court Services 

Phllip G. Miller. Chief. 
MUnicipal Court Services 

The Municipal Court Services Sec~ion of 
the Criminal Practice Division now holds six five
day courses annually for municipal court clerks at 
various locations throughout the State. Every new 
clerk must attend one of the courses which consist 
of lectures, workshops, homework assignments 
and a final examination. To accommodate part
time clerks. each course meets one day per week 
for five weeks. 

Municipal Court Services has a number of 
other on-going projects. The New Jersey Munici
pal Court Manual has been revised and now in
cludes sections on conditional discharges, 
expungement of criminal records, subpoenas, and 
unidentified receipts coming into the hands of the 
court. The manual provides municipal court judges 
and their staffs with concise coverage of matters 
ranging from the organization of the court and its 
jurisdiction through judicial ethics and pretrial 
Intervention. The manual is kept up to date through 
Municipal Court Bulletin Letters that are issued 
periodically during the court year. 

Municipal Court Services conducts an an
nual Judicial Conference for Municipal Court 
Judges. aha €:I two-day orientation seminar for new 
municipal court judge:s. The Section is also pre
paring a comparative analysis of the New Jersey 
system of traffic justice with the American Bar 
Association Standards for Traffic Justice. When 
completed the analysis will serve as a reference 
source for improvements in the municipal courts. 

The Chief of Municipal Court Services re~ 
vie:ws copies of the annual audits of the records 
and accounts of each municipal court. The audits 
are conducted by registered municipal accoun
tants appointed by the fOCal gove:rnment bodies 
and supervised by the Department of Community 
Affairs. Any deficiencies noted are called to the 
attention of the municipal court judge and other 
appropriate officials. 
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Court Reporting 

Transcript Directives 

Robert W. Mcintosh, 
Chief. Court Reporting 

Services 

The Administrative Director of the Courts 
in 1976-77 appointed a seven-member task force 
to study problems that had developed in the pro
cessing of transcripts in cases filed in the Appel
late Division of the Superior Court. The task force. 
composed of representatives of the Administrative 
Office and of the Office of the Clerk of the Appel
late DiVision, consulted with supervisors of court 
reporters and other interested groups before mak
ing its report and recommendations. The Adminis
trative Director in September 1977 followed the 
recommendations by issuing directives establish
ing improved procedures for the processing of 
transcripts and permitting the fuller use of the 
computerized Automatic Docketing and Manage
ment Information System (ADAM IS) which has 
been in use in the Appellate Division since Sep~ 
tember 1, 1976. 

The directives require court reporters to 
refuse transcript requests that do not comply with 
court rules. The reporter dc;es this by sending a 
"Notice that Transcript Request Will Not Be 
Honored", along with the check or money order 
that may have accompanied the transcript request, 
to the attorney or individual who made the request. 
A copy of the notice is delivered to the Clerk of the 
Appellate Division. the Administrative Office, the 
reporter's supervisor and to all other attorneys 
and pro se parties in the case. Upon receipt of the 
notice, the Clerk puts the appeal on the motion
to-dismiss Jist unless a new transcript request is 
promptly received from the attorney or pro se 
party who made the original request. 

Reporters previously dealt with improper 
requests for transcripts in a variety of ways. Many 
of these individual approaches wasted time and 
effort and put the burden on the reporters to cor
rect errors made by those who request the tra.n
script. In addition, some reporters failed to in
form the Clerk of the Appellate Division how the 



matter had been resolved and, consequently, in
accurate information was kept in the computerized 
appellate records. 

To further improve the processing of appel
late cases, all court reporters are required to use a 
uniform transmittal form in sending transcripts to 
the Clerk of the Appellate Division. This form en
sures that the Clerk receives all of the information 
needed to maintain proper records. The directives 
also provide a mechanism for use when a tran
script has been filed prior to the filing of a motion 
of appeal. 

Sound Recording 

At the close of 1976-77 sound recording 
devices were In use in 600 courtrooms throughout 
the State. These audio aids are now used in all 
municipal courts, county district courts and juve
nile and domestic relations courts. In 1967 the in
stallation of recorders in the juvenile and domestic 
relations courts began. The county district courts 
received recorders in 1968, and in 1969 sound 
recorders ~,"; re installed in 90 of the larger munici
pal courts. By September 1975 all municipal 
courts were equipped with sound recorders and 
the system saves significant sums of money by 
allowing appeals to be heard on the lower court 
record rather than having all the evidence heard 
anew. 

During the CdJrt year 95% of the appeals 
from the municipal courts were heard on tran-

Thomas F. Fillebrown, Supervisor of Sound 
Recording, evaluates a four-track recorder 
of the type used in many New Jersey courts. 
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scripts produced from sound recordings. This 
compares favorably with the 91.8% rate achieved 
in 1975-76. Ninety-nine percent of the appeals 
from the county district courts and juvenile and 
domestic relations courts were heard on sound 
recording-based transcripts. 

The Sound Recording Unit of the Adminis
trative Office continues to provide the support nec
essary to make full use of sound recording sys
tems in the courts. The staff holds training 
sessions in conjunction with the course for the 
municipal court clerks, and through its field rep
resentatives provides individual, on-site training 
and assistance wherever the need develops. The 
staff also instructs the municipal courts as to the 
type of sound recording equipment that should be 
used. 

The Administrative Office constantly seeks 
to improve the system by monitoring the introduc
tion of new equipment. In 50 doing, it maintains 
liaison with the National Center for State Courts 
and communicates with court administrators in 
other jurisdictions. Many administrators come to 
New Jersey to study a modern and efficient judicial 
sound recording system. 

Computer Aided Transcription 

The Administrative Office is nearing com
pletion of its study of Computer-Aided Transcrip
tion (CAT). This relatively recent technological ad-



vance combines computers and high speed print
ers to translate stenotype notes into English and 
produce the transcript. CAT is viewed as a way to 
increase the productivity of reporters in New Jer
sey trial courts, and reduce delays in the appel
late courts by eliminating time consuming manual 
transcription of a court reporter's notes. 

I n September 1977 the Administrative Of
fice received bids from several vendors and those 
bids are undergoing a cost accounting analysis. 
If CAT proves to be economically feasible, it is 
anticipated that approximately 30 court reporters 
will be using the system by the end of 1977. 

Judicial Information Services 

Peter Carter, Chief, 
Judiciaiinformation 

Services 

The Judicial Information Services Section 
of the Administrative Office in 1976-77, the Sec
tion's first full year of operation, established itself 
as a component of the Judicial Branch's on-going 
system of maintaining lines of communication be~ 
tween the Chief Justice and Supreme Court, and 
the Legislative and Executive branches, the bar 
and the public. The Section assisted the Adminis
trative Director in developing and publishing his 
Annual Report for 1975-76 to the Supreme Court 
in a format designed to enhance general recogni
tion and understanding of the serious caseload, 
judicial vacancies and underfunding problems of 
the court system and of the various programs 
undertaken to improve that system. 

The Section has stressed assistance to the 
news. media in coverage of the Judicial Branch, 
not only through issuance of news releases and 
summaries and other written materials, but also 
through prompt response to inquiries for informa
tion about the judiciary. Over 195 inquiries requir
ing research were responded to in the past court 
year. As a service to both the press and the offices 
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of the clerks of the appellate courts, the Section 
also distributes to the media the opinions of the 
Supreme Court on days they are issued, and the 
opinions of the Appellate Division of Superior 
Court on a daily basis. The section also distributes 
to the press the confidential, 24-hour advance 
advisories as to decisions of the appellate courts 
that are expected to be filed. 

As the court year came to a close, the prepa
ration of .a general information booklet on the 
Supreme Court neared completion. Once pub
lished, the booklet will help to meet the continuing 
flow of requests for information about the Court 
and the system that it administers. The graphically 
designed booklet is the forerunner of other planned 
general information judiciary publications that will 
aid in enhancing public understanding of the Judi
cial Branch and the nature of its work and respon
sibilities. 

Judicial Information Services, as staff co
ordinator to the Supreme Court Committee on 
Relations with the Media, continues to assist the 
panel in its on-going efforts to develop, jointly with 
representatives of the news media, an updated 
revision of the principles and guidelines for press 
coverage of court proceedings. The Section also 
reviews each day the daily newspapers serving 
New Jersey and keeps the Supreme Court and 
other top officials of the court system informed 
about pertinent articles on a daily basis. 







DIGEST OF THE STATISTICAL DATA 

ON CASELOAD ACTIVITY, 1976-1977 

During this year, the New Jersey Judiciary was faced with an unprecedented 

caseload volume. As previously noted in this Annual Report, total cases dis

posed of also reached a record level of 541,211. However, despite this signif

icant inc!'~'3.se in dispositions, cases pending also reached a new level of 167, 81l. 

The statistical information in this section reviews the caseloads facp.d 

by each of the various courts in the State. That information also presents in 

more detail the previously discussed overload crisis due to the tremendous in

crease in litigation unmatched by sufficient judicial manpower. Again as 

previously disdussed, the backlog of cases continues to grow despite increased 

judicial productivity in disposition of cases. Ages of active pending cases 

are also shown to detail the severity of the backlogs. Current data is pub

lished in the monthly Report of the Status of the Calendars, which is a com

prehensive updated statistical digest that is used administratively within 

the Judiciary and also serves as a continuing report to the public. 

Although monthly reports prepared by the municipal courts include data on 

backlogs, it is not summarized and published because of the limitations of 

available computer time. However, the municipal courts send a copy of each 

monthly report to the Trial Court Administrator of the county in which the 

court is located, as well as to the Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Appropriate follow-up action is taken, often by way of visits to those munic

ipal courts which have severe backlogs. 
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Statistical tables which follow in this report summarize workload 

activity in each court. Conclusions to be drawn from these tables include: 

APPELLATE COURTS 

SUPREME COUP.T 

No courts have been more severely affected by the increasing level of 

litigation in New Jersey than the Appellate '-,urts. During the 1976-77 court 

year, the Supreme Court disposed of a record volume of 244 appeals-- 57 (or 

30.5%) more than the previous year. Despite a heavy volume of 225 appeals 

filed, the backlog of appeals in the Supteme Court fell from 195 to 176 during 

the year. 

Appellate Division, Superior Court 

Appeals filed in the Appellate Division of the Superior Court increased 

by 8.2% over the previous year to a record 5,198. Appellate Division judges 

disposed of 4,237 appeals (24.2% more than the court year ending 1973). Never-

theless, appeals pending at the close of the 1977 court year stood at 5,707 --

20.3% more than last year. The dramatic increase in the Appellate Division's 

workload shows no siqns of diminishing. The 5,198 appeals filed this year 

represent a 35.6% increase over appeals filed in the court year ending 1973. 

LAW DIVISION, CIVIL 

As used here, a "case" is a complaint on which a first answer has 
been filed, R.4:36-2. Consolidated cases are reported as separate 
complaints. 

Despite an increase of 2,252 civil cases disposed of for a total of 

33,011 dispositions, Law Division civil cases pending increased 13.1% o'ITer 

the previous year to a total of 53,084. Civil cases added to the calendars 



totaled 39,143, an increase of 5.9% over the previous year and represent the 

highest level of civil filings ever reported. Due to lack of judicial re-

sources, both the number and age of active civil cases pending increased: as 

of August 31, 1977, 50% of all active civil cases were over one year old. 

LAW DIVISI9N, CRIMINAL 

The word "case" refers to the unit of the count which is the 
indictment or accusation, irrespective of the number of persons 
or charges. For the purpose of this report, an indictment or 
a.ccusation is disposed of by verdict, dismissal (quash or not pros), 
motions for ju~gment of acquittal gra.nted, etc., when every charge 
has been disposed of on every person named therein, even though the 
sentence is pending. 

Criminal cases filed totaled 25,748 during the year, a 6.9% decrease in 

indictments and accusations filed from the previous year. During 1977, a 

greater proportion of criminal cases was referred to Pre-Trial Intervention 

programs. Of all active cases pending as of August 31, 1977, 3.3% represented 

defendants enrolled in Pre-Trial Intervention unde~ R.3:28. The total number 

of cases disposed of during the year was 24,648, leaving 29,824 cases pending 

at the close of the year. Twenty-four per cent of these active cases pending were 

over one year old. 

CHANCERY DIVISION, GENERAL EQUITY 

"Cases" are complaints on which first answers have been filed, 
R.4:36-2 and contested foreclosures. Uncontested foreclosures, 
escheats, and receiverships are not included. Consolidated cases 
are reported as separate complaints. 

General Equity cases added increased by 4.9~ to 4,130 during the year. 

However, General Equity cases disposed of reached an all-time high. of 4,328 (an 

increase of 10.7% over the previous year), resulting in a 7.4% decrease in cases 

pending to 2,486. The percentage of active General Equity cases pending over 

one year old was reduced from 20% to 17% during the year. 
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CHANCERY DIVISION, MATRIMONIAL 

A flcase fl is added to the calendar when notice of approval for trial 
under R.4:79-1 has been received, R.4:36-2. 

Matrimonial cases added during the year totaled 22,170, a 5.2% decrease 

from cases added the previous year. There were 22,098 matrimonial cases 

disposed of, leavinq 7,020 matrimonial cases pendinq at the end of the year. 

Of the cases pending, 34% were over one year old. 

APPEALS TO COUNTY COURT 

These appe~ls include criminal and quasi-criminal appeals such as 
bastardy, traffic, violation of municipal ordinances and disorderly 
persons offenses tried initially in the Municipal Courts and the 
County District Courts. 

Cases added, disposed of and pending at the end of the year all de-

creased significantly. The 573 criminal appeals pending at the end of 

the year represent a 32.3% decrease from the number of criminal appeals 

pending at the beginning of the year. 

JUVENILES 

The unit of the count is the complaint. Ordinarily only one 
juvenile is named on each complaint; however, there may be several 
complaints against one juvenile. 

JUVENILE DELINQUENCY 

Juvenile delinquency complaints filed decreased by 3.3% to a total 

of 73,400 during the year. Juvenile complaints disposed of totaled 

72,986, resulting in 12,316 cases pending at the close of the year. A 

greater proportion of all juvenile complaints filed was referred to 

Juvenile Intake Units throughout the State as the number of counties with 

Juvenile Intake Programs established increased from 12 in court year 1975-76 

to 16 this year. 



JUVENILES IN NEED OF SUPERVISION 

Cases added increased slightly, from 8,622 to 8,843 and dispositions increased 

~rom 8,524 to 8,689. Dispositions in which juveniles were represented by counsel 

increased substantially from 1,695 to 2,057 (21.4%) while hearings in which juve-

niles were not represented by counsel dropped from 4,360 to 3,865 (11.4%). Active 

complaints pending at the end of the court year increased from 775 to 930 (20.0%). 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND RECIPROCAL SUPPORT COMPLAINTS 

Data includes cases initiated in New Jersey and complaints received from 
other states under reciprocal support agreements. 

The number of complaints filed increased by 12.3% to a record 69,474 this 

year. Complaints disposed of also reached an all-time high of 67,707 (a 10.2% 

increase), leaving 6,503 cases pending at the close of the year. Despite the 

record number of dispositions, the 6,503 cases pending represent a 37.3% increase 

over the number of domestic relations cases pending the previous year. 

COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS 

The unit of the count is the complaint. Consolidated cases are reported 
according to the number of complaints. A complaint is reported as active 
pending even if summons thereon has not been served. 

Cases added and disposed of were reported in record numbers as 303,057 cases 

were filed and 299,048 cases were disposed of in the County District Court. The 

48,863 cases pending represent a 8.9% increase over the prior yeari however, only 

4.5% of the cases were over one year old. 

THE MUNICIPAL COURTS 

On August 31, 1977, there were 527 municipal courts, including 18 joint 

municipal courts serving two or more municipalities. These courts were presided 

over by 385 judges, who reported spending 111,532 hours hearing all types of cases, 

a decrease of 3,951 hours over the prior court year. 
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A total of 3,829,715 complaints were filed, an increase of 0.7%. This included 

2,483,353 parking complaints, 1,013,386 non-parkinq complaints and 332,976 minor 

criminal complaints. The 332,976 minor criminal complaints filed is an increase of 

1,375 oVer the prior court year. These complaints involved djsorderly persons 

offenses, local ordinance violations, fish and game, navigation > -1 indictable 

offenses. Of the total 3,101,570 dispositions, excluding cases closed for failure 

to appear, the violations bureaus disposed of 93.2% of the parking complaints and 

65.0% of the non-parking traffic complaints. 

There were 70,846 complaints referred by the municipal courts to the county 

prosecutors for the action of the grand juries and 4,843 to the juvenile and 

domestic relations courts or other municipal courts, for a combined total of 

75,689 referrals, an increase of 3,773 from the prior year. 

There was a decrease of 1,015 in the number of defendants sentenced to jail 

from 13,058 to 12,043. The number of persons placed on probation decreased from 

8,669 to 8,438. The judges revoked 21,722 motor vehicle drivers' licenses, an 

increase of 878 over the prior court year. 

Of the 331,742 non-parking traffic cases heard in court, 59,523 or 17.9% 

resulted in dismissals or findings of not guilty. 

There were 33,289 non-parking traffic, 42,274 parking and 3,435 non-traffic 

(criminal) complaints filed in the six county district courts which exercised 

concurrent jurisdiction with the municipal courts, most of which were in Bergen 

and Hudson Counties. 

The municipal courts and the county district courts that exercised con

current juriSdiction imposed fines, costs, and bail forfeitures totaling 

$44/355,980; respectively amounting to $43,317/879 and $1,038,101. 
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Expenditures by the municipalities for the municipal courts for the calendar 

year 1976 included $3,415,080 for judges' salaries, $10,216,596 for other salaries, 

and $2,248,425 for other expenses. Total expenditures increased by $2,119,854 or 

15.4% from $13,760,247 in 1975 to $15,880,101 in 1976. 
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COMPARATIVE SUMMARY 

STATUS OF THE CALENDARS 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1m 

TRIA!, COURTS 

SUPERIOR COURT, LAW AIm CHANCERY: COIDITY COURTS: 

Combined Civil Ca.es on Calendars 
Added 
Disposed of 
Pending at end of year * (Recount. difference -109) 

Criminal (Indictments and Accusations j 
Filed 
Disposed of 
Pending at end of year (not including those " .... i ting 

sentence only) * (Recount difference -15) 

Post-Conviction Relier Peti ticn. 
Filed 
Disposed or 
Pending at end of year * (Recount difference +1) 

Oba~~~~ Division, General Equity Cases on Calendars 

Disposed 
Pending at end of year * (Recount difference +1) 

Chancery Division, l.fo.tr.1monial Caoes on Calendars 
Added 
Dispos.d of 
Pending at ond of year * (Recount difference -2) 

Contested Probate Matters, County Court 
Added 
Disposed of 
Pending at end of YeBr 

Criminal Appeals to County Court 
Added 
Disposed of 
Ponding at end of year * (Recount difference -11) 

JUVENILE " DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURTS: 
.j -,venUe lJel1nquent 

Filed 
Disposed of 
Pand1ng at end of year * (ReCOUnt difference -133) 

Juvenile ...... In Need of Superv;1alo14 
Filed 
Disposed Of 
Pending at end of year * (Recount difference +1) 

Domestic Relations and Reciprocal Support Complaints 
Piled 
D1sposed of 
Pending at end of year * (Recount difference +232) 

COUIITY DISTRICT COURTS, CIVIL COMPLAINTS: 
Flled 
Disposed of 
Pending a.t end of year .. (Recount differenoe -266) 

TOTALhr.:fL COURTS: 

D1sposed of 
Pending at end of year * (Recount difference -301) 

SUPREME COURT: 
Appeals filed and certified 
Appeals disposed of 
Appeals -pending at end of' year 

SUPERIOR COURT. APPELLATE DIVISION: 
Appe"ls filed l Not including appeals cortified by 
Appeals disposed of Supreme Court before calendaring y 
Appeals pending at end of year * (Recount difference +10) 

TOTAL CASES: 
Flied 
Disposed of 

(O~ll THAN MUNICIPAL COURTS) 

Pending at end of year * (Recount difference -291) 

lrutlICIPAL COIIRTS: 
Disposed ot by Munic1pal Court Hearings: 

Moving traffic cases 
Parking cases 
Non-traf.t!e cases 

Disposed of in Violations Bureau, 
Moving traffic cnses 
Parking cases 
Non-traff1c canes 

TOTAL MllRICIPAL COURTS COMPLAINTS DISPOSED OF 

39,143 
33,011 
53,084 

25,74B 
24,648 
29,824 

227 
226 
56 

4,130 
4,328 
2,486 

22,170 
22,098 
7,020 

693 
653 
273 

3,063 
3,336 

573 

73,400 
72,986 
12,316 

8,843 
8,689 

930 

69,474 
67,707 

6,503 

303,057 
299,048 

48,863 

549,948 
536,730 
161,928 

225 
244 
176 

5,198 
4,237 
5,707 

555,371 
541,211 
167,811 

331,742 
132,007 
203,754 

611,778 
1,801, 670 

20,619 

3,101,570 

• 

• 

· 
* 

• 

36,966 
30,759 
46,952 

27,663 
25,495 
28,724 

227 
241 

55 

3,936 
3,910 
2,684 

23,391 
22,205 

6,948 

584 
519 
233 

3,790 
3,730 

846 

75,862 
74,752 
11,902 

8,622 
8,524 

776 

61,874 
61,439 

4,736 

293,917 
293,177 

44,854 

536,832 
524,751 
148,710 

232 
187 
195 

4,803 
4,333 
4,746 

541,867 
529,271 
153,651 

332,505 
136,235 
206,703 

644,944 
1.,722,420 

19,134 

3,061,941 

+ 
+ 
+ 

--
+ 

-
+ 

+ 
+ -

+ 
+ 
+ 

--
+ 

+ 
+ 
+ 

+ 
+ 
+ 

+ 
+ 
+ 

+ 
+ 
+ 

-
+ -
+ -
+ 

+ 
+ 
+ 

---
-
+ 
+ 

+ 

2,177 
2,252 
6,132 

1,915 
847 

1,100 

0 
15 

1 

194 
418 
198 

1,221 
107 

72 

109 
134 

40 

727 
394 
273 

2,462 
1,766 

414 

221 
165 
154 

7,600 
6,268 
1.,767 

9,140 
5,871 
4,009 

13,ll6 
11,979 
13,218 

7 
57 
19 

395 
96 

961 

13 ,504 
11,940 
14,160 

763 
4,228 
2,949 

33,166 
79,250 

1,485 

39,629 

+ 5.9~ 
+ 7.3% 
+ 13.1% 

- 6.9% - 3.3% 
+ 3.8% 

0,0% 
- 6.2% 
+ 1. B% 

+ 4.9% 
+ 10.7% - 7,4% 

- 5.2% 
- 0.5% 
+ 1.0% 

+ 18.7% 
+ 25,8% 
+ 17.2% 

- 19.2% 
- 10.6% 
- 32.3% 

- 3,3% 
2.4% 
3,5% 

2.6% 
1.9% 

19.9% 

12.3% 
10,2% 
37.3% 

3,1% 
2,0% 
8.9% 

2.4% 
2.3% 
8.9% 

3,0% 
30,5% 

9.7% 

8.2% 
2,2% 

20.3% 

2.5% 
2.3% 
9.2% 

- 0.2% 
- 3.1% 
- 1.4% 

- 5.U 
+ 4.6% 
+ 7,8% 

+ 1.3% 

];I Oata on j'Cases Pending" as of August 31, 1976 differs from the data published Jon the Annual Report for 1975-76 
because of changes due to physical inventories and recounts in the counties during lq77. 
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Y There Were 12 appeals certified during 1976-77 and 16 during 1975-76. One appeal, certified before calendaring by 
the Supreme Court during the 1975-76 court term, is reflected as received in the Appellate Division's docketing 
control system during the 1976-77 court term. 



VICINAGE CDUNTY 
NUMBER OR 

VICINAGE 

1 A TLANTI C 
2 HE~GEN 

3 eUR LI N(;TON 
4 CAMDEN 
1 CAPE MAY 
1 CUMBERLAND 
5 ESSEX 
4 GL!JUCESTEP 
6 HUDSON 
7 HlINTF.RDON 
7 MERCEP. 
8 /4IDOLESEX 
9 MONMOUTH 

10 "I0RR!S 
3 OCEAN 

11 PASSAIC 
1 SALEM 
7 SOMI?RSET 

10 SUS Se:X 
12 UNION 
10 ~/ARREN 

VIC !NAGE 
VICINAGe: 

~ VICINAGf. 
VICINAGE I 

VICINAGE 5 
VICINAGE' 6 
VICIN~GE 7 
VICINAGE 8 
VICtNAGE 9 
VICINAGE 10 
VICINlIGE 11 
VICINAGE 12 

TRIAL 
COURT 

TOTALS 

]j APPELLATE 
DIVTsrON 

Y SUPROIE 
COUR.T 

STATE 
TOTALS 

CASES ADDED, DISPOSED OF AND PENDING COMPARED WITH PRIOR COURT YEAR 

September 1. 1976 to August 31, 1977 

CASES ADDED CASES DISPOSED CASES PENDING --
YEAR YEAR OIFHRENCE YEAR YEAR o l ff ERE"tCE 

ENDI"JG ENDING THIS YEARI ENDING ENDING fYIS YEAFI * 
08-3 L-77 08-31-76 PRIOR YEAR 06-31-77 o8-3L-76 PRIOR YEAP AUGUST 31, AUGUST 31, 

1977 1976 
NUMBER PER- NUMBER PER-

CENT .J:.EHI. 
16,679 14,980 1,698 11.3 15,781 15,21.9 562 3.7 4,545 3,648 
51,22.0 53,025 -1,805 -3.4 49,779 51,906 -2,127 -4.1 15,812 14,371 
18,690 18,024 666 3.7 19,421 10.47 a 2,94;1 17.'1 6,536 7,267 
36,601 35,092 1,509 4.3 35,752 34,680 1,072 3.1 14,519 13,670 

6,719 6,293 426 6.8 6,493 6,484 9 .1 2,060 1,834 
11,007 10,885 12l 1.1 II ,012 10.577 435 4.1 2,512 2,517 

119,323 113,197 6,126 5.4 116,639 1l0,90Q 5,739 5.2 24,424 21,740 
11,964 11,092 872 7.9 11,496 10.224 1.272 12.4 5,696 5,228 
44,691 47,388 -2,697 -5.7 43,916 45,867 -1,951 -4.3 13,995 13,220 
3,543 3,499 44 1.3 3,Iol 3,377 -2.76 -8.2 1,726 1,284 

24,196 23,356 840 3~6 23,487 22,160 1,327 6.0 7,744 7,035 
40,852 39,560 1,292 3.3 38,882 41,610 -2,728 -6.6 13,510 11 ,540 
32,82L 34,010 -1,189 -3.5 31,776 31,843 -67 -.2 10,566 9,521 
16,191 16,582 209 1.3 16,242 16,386 -144 -.9 5,190 4,641 
19,436 18,119 1.317 7.3 19.069 17.380 1,689 9.7 7,026 6,659 
37 ,90 t 35,902 1,999 5.6 36,823 34, B95 1,928 5.5 8,602 7,524 

5,550 5,686 -136 -2.4 5,341 5,427 -86 -1.6 1,426 1,217 
9,495 9,306 187 2.0 9,878 8,772 1,106 12.6 2,485 2,868 
5,542 5,61(. -74 -1.3 5,527 5,585 -58 -1.0 1,601 1,586 

33,415 31.458 1,957 6.2 32,628 31,528 1,100 3.5 10,965 10,178 
3,513 3,760 -247 -6.6 3,687 :3.453 234 6.8 988 1,162 

39,954 37,844 2,110 5.6 :3 8, 627 31,707 920 2.4 10,543 9,216 
51,220 53,025 -1,805 -3.4 49,779 51,906 -2,127 -4.1 15,812 14,371 
38,126 36,143 1,983 5.5 38,490 33,858 4,632 13.7 13,562 13,926 
48,565 46,184 2,381 5.2 47,248 44,904 2,344 5.2 20,215 18,898 

119.323 113.197 6,126 5.4 Ll6.639 110,900 5,739 5.2 24,424 21,740 
44,691. 4-7,388 -2,697 -5.7 43,'116 45,867 -1.951 -4.3 13,995 13,220 
37,234 36,163 1.071 3.0 36.466 34,309 2,157 6.3 11 ,955 11,187 
40,852 39,560 1,292 3.3 38,882 41,610 -2,728 -6.6 13,510 11,540 
32,821 3",010 -1,189 -3.5 31.776 31,843 -67 -.2 10,566 9,521 
25,846 25,958 -112 -.4 25,456 25,424 32 .1 7,779 7,389 
37,901 35,902 If 999 5.6 36,823 34,895 1.928 5.5 8,602 7,524 
33,415 31,458 1.957 6.2 32,628 31,528 1,100 3.5 10,965 10,178 

549,948 536,832 13,116 2.4 536,730 52 .. ,751 11,979 2.3 161,928 148,710 

5,198 4,803 395 8.2 4.237 4,333 -96 -2.2 5,707 4,746 

225 232 -7 -3.0 244 187 57 30.5 176 195 

555,371 541,867 13,504 2.5 541,211 529,271 11 ,940 2.3 167,811 153,651 

_ .. -

DIF.FERENCE 
8/31/77/ 
8/31/76 

PER-
NUMBER CENT 

897 24.6 
1,441 10.0 

- 731 -10.1 
849 6.2 
226 12.3 

- 5 - 0.2 
2,684 12.3 

468 9.0 
775 5.9 
442 34.4 
109 10.1 

1,970 17.1 
1,045 11.0 

549 11.8 
367 5.5 

1,078 14.3 
209 17.2 

~ 383 -13.4 
15 1.0 

787 7.7 
~ 174 -15.0 

1,327 14.4 
1,441 10.0 

- 364 - 2.6 
1,317 7.0 
2,684 12.4 

775 5.9 
768 6.9 

1,970 17.1 
1,045 11.0 

390 5.3 
1,078 14.3 

787 7.7 

+13,218 + 8.9 

+ 961 +20.3 

- 19 - 9.7 

+14,160 + 9.2 

* Data on "Cases Pending" as of August 31, 1976 differs from the data published in the Annual Report for 1975-76 because of changes due 
to physical inventories and recounts in the counties during 1976-77. 

]j Cases added and cases disposed of do not include appeals certified by the Supreme Court before calendaring. There were 12 appeals 
certified during 1976-77 and 16 during 1975-76. One appeal, certified before calendaring by the Supreme Court during the 1975-76 
court term. is reflected as received in the Appellate Division's docketing control system during the 1976-77 court term. 

y Cases added and cases disposed of include appeals certified by the Supreme Court before calendaring. 
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County 

,. , 
"- ~. 

Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cape May 

Cumberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 

Monmouth 

Morris 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO 

x 

NUMBER OF JUDGES IN OFFICE AND VACAliCIES 
(Not including MUnicipal courts) 

As of September 1, 1977 

SUPREME COURT: Chief Justice and 6 Aasociate Justices, 0 Vacancy 

SUPERIOR COURT: 111 in Office; 9 Vacancies 

COUNTY, JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS 

1970 Population NUMBER OF JUDGES ~uv. and Dom. Rel. Ct. 
District 

and County Court 
Classification In Office Vacancy In Office Vacancy In Office 

175,043 2 2 0 0 1 
5th class 

898,012 10 0 3 1 6 
1st class 

323,132 4 0 1 0 0 
2nd class 

456,291 6 2 2 0 2 
2nd class 

59,554 2 0 0 0 0 
6th class 

121,374 4 0 0 0 0 
3rd class 

929,986 12 0 5 1 2 
1st class 

172,681 4 2 0 0 0 
3rd class 

609,266 6 0 4 0 3 
1st class 

69,718 2 0 0 0 0 
3rd class 

303,968 6 0 0 }, 0 
2nd class 

583,813 5 1 4 0 4 
2nd class 

459,379 4 0 2 0 2 
5th class 

383,454 6 0 2 0 0 
2nd class 

208,470 
5th class 

5 1 0 0 0 

460,782 6 0 2 0 4 
2nd class 

60,346 1 1 0 0 0 
3rd class 

198,372 4 0 0 0 0 
3rd class 

77,528 2 0 0 0 0 
3rd class 

543,116 6 0 4 0 4 
2nd class 

73,879 2 0 0 0 0 
3rd class 

7,168,164 99 9 29 3 28 

92 11 25 6 31 

Court 

Vacancy 

0 

0 

0 
, 

0 

0 

0 

4 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

1 

11 
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NUMBER OF JUDGES lIND VACANCIES 

as of September 1 

-
COURT 9/15/48 1949 1950 1951 1952 1953 1954 1953 1956 19~7 1958 1959 1960 1951 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

SuPREI~E Justices 7 7 7 7 1 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 1 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 6 G 7 
Vaca.ncie~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 

SUPERIOR Judge. 27 28 27 27 27 32 36 36 36 38 38 37 36 44 112 43 46 50 54 72 76 76 76 76 87 110 115 109 109 III 

Vacancies 11 10 11 11 11 6 2 2 2 0 0 1 2 0 2 1 " 2 24 6 2 2 2 2 9 10 5 11 11 9 

Advisory t/.as terE 5 5 5 II 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL 43 113 43 42 42 38 38 38 38 38 38 38 38 44 44 44 52 52 78 78 78 78 78 78 96 120 120 120 120 120 

COUNTY Full Time Judges 21 24 24 24 23 24 26 34 38 38 39 46 47 57 61 62 6~ 61 7g 81 85 83 85 88 9§ 94 911 93 92 99 
Vacancies 2 2 2 2 3 2 4 2 0 0 3 0 10 1). 8 7 10 4 3 5 3 2 9 9 10 11 9 

Part Time Judges 14 10 11 11 11 11 9 7 7 7 7 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Vacancies 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL 37 37 3·7 37 37 37 39 43 45 45 49 ~9 59 59 69 69 71 71 79 85 88 88 88 90 101 103 103 103 103 108 

DISTRICT Full Time Judges 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 13 13 13 11 16 14 20 22 22 21 211 24 30 29 33 31 34 33 30 31 31 31 28 
Va~ancies 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 1 4 3 3 4 1 3 5 1 3 0 1 4 3 3 3 11 

Part Time Judges 31 3~ 32 32 33 32 29 17 15 15 13 9 9 7 6 3 II 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Vacancies 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL 36 36 36 36 37 37 34 30 28 28 28 25 \ 24 31 31 30 30 _ 30 35 35 35 35 35 35 34 34 34 34 34 39 

.1UVENILi: Full Time Judges 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 3 4 4 4 5 5 8 11 13 13 21 a3 24 27 27 28 26 2g 2~ 2~ 29 
&, Vacancies 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 3 1 3 0 0 2 3 3 

DOH. REL. 
4 4 4 4 4 4 6 6 6 6 Part Time Judgen 3 3 3 3 3 5 5 7 7 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Vacancies 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3 3 2 0 0 0 0 c' 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL 4 4 ~. 4 5 5 6 6 6 7 9 9 9 14 14 16 20 20 20 26 26 27 27 27 30 29 29 29 31 32 

STATE Full Time Judges 60 64 63 63 62 68 75 92 96 99 99 110 108 133 137 142 148 155 176 211 220 223 224 23? 248 267 270 264 263 274 
TOTALS 

Vacancies 111 12 13 13 14 8 7 If 2 1 5 1 13 15 13 11 20 13 35 16 11 11 10 II 20 26 23 29 32 32 

Advisory Hast'.ers 5 5 4 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 '0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Part Time Judges 48 45 46 46 48 47 42 28 26 25 24 17 16 14 12 9 11 9 8 II 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Vacancies 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 0 I 0 
3 3 4 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL 127 127 127 126 128 124 124 124 124 125 131 128 t37 165 165 166 180 180 219 231 234 235 235 237 268 293 293 293 295 306 



WEIGHTED CASELOAD DATA 
September 1, 1916 to AU9ust $1, 1977 

Ii 
WEIGHTEO·· 

!I 
WEIGHTED" 

CASES ADDED (NON, WEIGHTED) Cas.1 Added CASES DISPOSED OF (NON'WEIGHTED) DisposltlDns 

Ii (Tol,\} ,f {ToI~11 

ESTIIIATED 
JUV.DELINQ. 

. J[COlllb CIvil 2.10 1 CO:!lb. CiVil 2.10 "'POPULATION II Cumlnal 3.17 I JUV.DEI..INQ" 
7/1/76 COMBINED CRIMINAL DISTRICT JINS AHO GENERAL MMRIMONIAI. T?:\ 0,08 COMBINED CRIMINAL DISTRICT JINS AND GENERAL MATRIMONIAL 

Cn.lnal 3.17 
CIVIL' COURT DOMESTIC EQUITY 0.30 CIVIL' COUR, DOMESTIC EQUITY Ol'illtl 0.08 

'" RELATIONS 
I a:11t:Q~,':r 2.97 RELATIONS J. & D.R. 0.30 

'" Gen. Eqully 2.97 .. 1. 29 
'" Malllmanl,1 1.29 

- ;',~-= t= ... ---~~ •. -=--~-=.~~-~ --"~ ._- ~-~-."~ -- --~,-.- ,,_ ....... - - - -' ;:SSEX 
Ii 

~F'(;"11 ~<~fX t ~<;f X F,~fX F-C;SE'X _S<FX ESSEX I F~S'X f~S'X FS~fX FSS"X ~'"GFN FSSFX ESSEX 
J 924,830 ~,hBO 4.,,93 64,9< 1 4n,9Zr; 4<;7 2,f,SQ ; 48,428 

I 
4,583 1, Bl S 64,1,98 40,S03 468 2,1,213 43, S2S 

BERGEt! !! Er:;Sj.;X rAWIH~ PFJar,FN CAMMN RFRr.FN R,nGfN II BERGEtl q<~GFN RURL INGfnN ""RGEN CAMDFN ESSEX BERGEN BERGEN 
t 910,865 !J, ;('}5 2,OR9 ?9,4AQ 12,023 44q 2,252 L 26,987 4,tttH 2,)01 29,62. 1<,25B it&l t.n~ 24,105 ,[ 

i!MIDDlESEX MIDDLESEX 11~I"Dl.~.FX MIDDLESEX HUDSON "EPGf'l t 'HOEll M I~OLE~FX MIODl"VX rAMf')FN HUDSON BFRGEN OCFAN MIDDlESfX MIDOlEStx 
3 612,370 4,201 1,912 27,507 11 t '.31 3~3 1,711 I, 23,050 

II 3,534 1,96'1 21,P·S 11,135 3% 1,753 ZO,101 

I HUDSOII "O"'"DUTH ~ONMnufH PASSAI( MlnOLfSFX MI'1NMnUTH MONMounl II CAMDEII II UNIoN MONMOUTH PASSAIC HUDSON M~NMOUfH HUDSON CAMDEn 
606,190 '3 ,it 18 1t 77Ft 2'. t4r;.1 11,014 293 1,626 19,855 II 2,Q79 1,~('3 24,4t+l 10,522 no; 1,727 18,389 

UNIOIl Ht1n(.n.~ PASSAIC Mt~DL~S<X HUDSON MIDnlfS'X UNION II MOtll·lOUTH I I1UI) .. ..,1\1 ~IDOLn<X "IOOlfStx Ml0DLFSrX r AMDF'l MONMOUTH HUDson 
5 550,515 3,IQ) 1,<;Q6 21,275 1),on ~B4 h514 1 19,428 

II 
2,926 1. '24t: ZI,U3 IO,21B 314 1,550 18,127 

CAMDEN UNl"N RfRfjl=N "ONMPUTH UNION riCIEAN HUDSON ,I HUDSON HONMOUTll IIN10N uNton UNION An~nTlC IlNIO'" KONIIOUTH 
6 4B4,g05 Z,702 1, t;A.~ 18,5b5- e ,fiS' 2B3 1,412 

!I 

18.727 I, 2,552 1,481 1 B,1a1 8,184 266 1,418 

I 
17 ,871 

MONMOUTH CAMrEN MERCFP UNlnN PA%Alr PAS~AIC CAMDEN UNION 

I 
PA~SAtC MR<;FN MONMOUTII MONMOUTH BURLINGTON PASSAIC UNION 1. ~82,190 2, flOl 1, ;;04 18,,,11 1,789 24·\ 1.295 I 16,801 2,138 1,482 11, B10 7,382 262 1,302 17 ,232 

PASSAIC PA~~A IC UNION rAMOFN MONMOVTH ~~.L1NGTON H~<;AIC i PASSAIC f.A'IOHI orHN CAMO.N PA,sAte "lon~eSFX CA"OEN PASSAIC a 411,115 2,398 1,41.2 18,0"<; 6,834 234 1,233 

I 
16,704 ';' llq 1, l'i4 11,631 70190 2,4 1,300 15,113 

9 MORRIS MO~P I~ ~UfH l,...GTnri MeRCFR MER~FR H\I!)Sn~ "ORRIS MERCER !lC~R IS ~ASSAlt MF=PCl=R M<PrEA PA~SA!r %FA~ URLlNGTON 
406,665 1, 71>1 1,316 ll,14Q 6, t89 ?n 1,204 12,159 1,602' 1,314 n,466 6,147 2 /t4 1,148 13,399 , 

URLlIIGTQN, 
10 BURLINGTON P«AN HUDSON ~CfAN All ANTH ATLANT Ie OCFAN OCEAN MERCFR HOPR!S ATLANTIC HORR,J" ·VRLlNGTON I OCEAII 

331,745 1, f-ti9 lons lO,~nq 5,626 U6 1,151 , 10,959 1.083 1,288 10,nO 'j,3h4 197 1,2tO 11,558 

11 MERCER "'FR( FR rUMAFRL AND MORRI '; -UP! lNGTrll-l MORRIS RORLlNGTOtl 
II 

OCEAN MfRCER Hun,nN ,iCFAN "URIINGTON Huo~nN MFRCER I~ERCER 
321,050 1.2R5 1,044 10,16R 5,154 196 l,aeB 10,203 1,062 1,217 10,119 5,j20 191 1,117 11,043 

Olf.!IO'l "FRCER ! MORRIS SOMF~t:;Fr ATLANTIC 
12 OCEAN LJRl.lNt;rON "ORRI ~ ~URlll\1G-ln~ nCHt! II 

~U·L1NGTON GLOUCFSTFR UNION H~RRI S MORRIS 
261.750 I ltO't1 atl q, C;q? 4tflR2 laS I,Oh, 9,944 BIZ B68 9t399 4,775 176 1,025 9.284 

SOMERSET ATLANTIt. ATLAI'lll" ATLAtHI C. GLf\UCeSTfP M~RCfR An ANTIC II ATLANTIC ~u.lINnoN .U~OFPL.NO An ANTIC oceAN CAPF ~AY SOHFRSET ATLANTIC 13 207,315 I 841 196 7,919 4,278 122 866 B ,412 675 aho; 7,'i16 4,613 132 766 1,953 

GLOUCESTER I '"""'" r,tIJUrf~T'R SOME" SF< (,UM~ERL.NQ rAPF MAY SOHFRSI'T I UHBERLAIID ATL ANTIC MORRl S SO"fRUr rUM.F~LAND M~Rr.FR AfLANT IC UHBERLAND 
14 185,300 11B 193 6,lO~ 3,9J5 1)6 666 6,715 M7 905 6,200 4,101 124 6 tfq 6,196 

15 ATLANTIC ,lr\UCf-;T~R nCFI\N: r,lflUCHHP (APE MAY GLnuc'~TER GLOue<nER LOUCE$TER GlOIJCF'iTFR SOIlFR~q r;lOUCFSTfP r.AP~ MAY CUMBFRLANn nLOUCFSfER SOMERSET 
178,850 62A ~/r7 5,51 a ) ,010 10<; 54Z 6,568 460 574 5 t 060 l,057 111 sn 5,636 

16 CUMBERLANO U!o\"PlA~n C~PE M4~ CUMRFRlANO MORRIS SOMFRSH ruMRfRLANO SOMERSET CUM"ERLAND CAPE MAY rUMij~ql AN" Mr.RP I ~ tjt.our!~sn:p. rUHAfRUINO LOUCESTER 
129,795 414 642 4 ... 89f 2. 1,20 ~Z 472 5,008 4~4 419 4,90B 20143 111) 425 5,27& 

SUSSEX SU~~FX ~AL!=M SUS~FX ~AL'M rUMAfRLAN~ SUSSEX CAPE HAY 5US~FX ,l/lUrESTER W5~Fx SALEM SOM.R5FT SUSSEX CAPE MAY 
17 87,390 313 SOL 3,129 2,0)B 8) 11\ 4,351 zAf; 41,4 'l,t41 1,930 1~ 37? l,!l14 

1& WARREll CAPE' MAY SOMERSFT SALE" SUSSEX ~IJ'iSFX C4PE MAY SALEM rAPF MAY SAl"M SALEM SUS SF" SUSSFX WARP EN SUSS;:X 
77 .520 224 462 2 t 678 ~t 370 10 ,51 2,945 l!36 nt z .169 1t317 71 32~ 2,557 

1~ HUNTERDON HUNTFRpnN HUNTFPOQN CAPE MAY SOMFR S"r HUNT.R~ctl WARPFN SUSSEX HUllTfRnON WAR'\"N tAPE >lAY SOHt;PSl'T HUNHR~O» CAPF HAY SAl.EM 
74,525 220 'H2 2,2h7 l,~,q 6{\ 311 2,715 1~0 278 2,11l8 1,337 61 ZCl3 2,311 

20 SALEH WAQPF'N WAR •• N HUNTFRno, II~RRFN IIARRI'N HUNTEROON HUNTtROON WARRf~ ~U~'FX HUNTFROON WA~R~N WARRFN HUNTERDON WARREN 
63,815 165 ]60 1,9)Q ~,~35 46 l66 2..330 144 191 1,125 10130 49 265 ! 2,218 

21 CAPE MAY $AlFM SUS'<X \lAAAEr. HUNTfBOON SALF.M ;ALEH \.JARREtt SAtFII HUNTBOON Wj\.RR~N tlU~TEBO~~ SAH'< ~ALE>I HUNTERDON 
63.590 06 2?4 1 1 0S'- 676 29 196 2.150 7ry 157 1,71 B 630 36 161 1,728 

w~ 7,431,750 ,9,143 25,74R 3'3, J57 151,1l7 4.l)Q n,ll) 274 ,445 la,On 24,646 Zqq .. O/t!i 149,3U2 4,na «,096 257,555 1--' 
;!~ 

293,91~ 146,358 3~936 23,:3-91 274~ti20 -31>.7'9 l~h495 293,171 144,n; 3,910 ~:= 1 Yr. Ago 1f, q66 71.663 22, Z05 252,538 

·Includes small numb~r .of cases bansfeued flDm the Ols11ltl CtlU1\' 
"The welghlls CDmpuled fer each type of em by dlv/dlne Ihe number ef h~urs on bench and In seWemen! conferen" by the 

lelal numb.,' of 'ms dlsp",d of. The r"ullis Ihe aveo.ge numbel of nours for the dispo,llion ef .ach type ef case. 
'Helghl, w". c.mpuI~~ on the b"ls.f hau" ~,d dl'po,lIlons durlngth. courl year ending AUI",11l.1977 

• .... Offlclal Stale estimale). hy Office or Busine$s EconomJcs, N.J. Deparlment of Labor & Indtl~IrY·(Prov.$.sit;:lnal cstinLatca plJblhhed Nov~ I, 1976). 



ESTIMATED 
, .. POPULATIOII 

7/1/16 

so - • £U - -u 

WEIGHTED CASELOAD OAT A 

NON·WEIGHTED CASES PENDING AS OF August 31, 1977 

Ca. •• s Pending on August 31, 1977 

WEIGHTEO' 
cases 

Pending 
(Tala\) 

NDN·WEIGHTED OLDER" ACTIVE CASES PENDING AS OF August 31, 1977 Ii 
~ : 

WEIGHTED' 
Oldar A~lIv' 

ems Pending 
(Total) 

JUV. OELIHQ , g~I~~"~'VIl ~'l ~ JUV. DELIIIQ., g~,~~na~1V1l ~.J ~ 
CDMBIHED CRIMINAL QISTRICT JIliS AND GENERAL DISII;lt O· 08 COM81NED DISTRICT JlNS MID GENERAL Dlstlill 0:08 '" I 'CIVIL COURT DOMESTIC EQUITY MATRlllONIA~ I]. & D.R. O' 30 CIVIL CRIMINAL COURT DOMESTIC EQUITY MATRIMONIAL J. & D.R. 0.30 

i=~=k===,.=-=. __ ._=IIf' ====~_= F="""-===""", .. = __ c:_===_~_*._=R~E~=A",T,,,IO~~~S = =_= '~~~=F=- ~= i;~~o~~L~=, JlL .=.-=~ F====.~_~._;_.=+==_.==_=_=j=R=EL=A=T=I~=N=S=t====_.~_l======1Fa,,;;':,,;;;r,,;;i~,,;;0~~II:~r===,2;,1.;,;' ~;;~9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

ESSEX 
924,830 

GERGEN 
910,865 

MIDDLESEX 
612,370 

HUDSON 
606,190 

UNION 
550,515 

CAMOEN 
484,305 

F~S,X FS<;FX 
8,722 !i,701) 

~fRGFN rM~<tr 
f..,l1=:4 3,'48 

MI~nl o~FX MtDOU~FX 
S,7/t9 ?,AB7 

></1,)50'1 HU~SON 
4,03Q 2,421 

CAHreN PAS~Alr 
4,646 l,bfll 

,{O~Mr)lTTf4 MERC~R 

4,229 1,567 

fAMQrN RFRGfN ESSEX 
2na qon 39,220 

r-~sox UN Io1N I CAMDEN 
2ho 624 22,351 

FSS'X ESSFX 
h,3.il1! 2i741 

~oRr,H: MlOOLf5FX 
5,592 1,867 

RFRGFN CAliQFIj! MIDDLESEX 
2H 6H II 21,721 

"IJRlIN~T~N MnRRIS BERGEN 
216 <;86 II 20,069 

~AS<hlr. ESSi'X HUDSON 
189 542 19,723 

OCFAN KIOOlESFX MONMOUTH 
166 474 15,217 

~A~QFN HUD~ON 

4,6fj4 1,686 

Hunsm, UNI"N 
It ,4S;7 1,1)50 

UNlnN BERGHI 
1,799 1,4'>1 

MONMOllTH PASSA IC 
3,121 1,287 

MONMOUTH UNION r,liJUCF<;TFR MlnOLF,"X !iFRCFR HUOSON MONMOUTH UNIOII 
482,190 3,417 1,562 2,765 1,2B1 148 474 13,556 

PASSAIC PASSA If. ~ONMnUTH PASSAIC MnNMOUTH MONMOUTH RURL INGTO" PASSAIC 
471,175 2,~7h 1,496 2,712 1,062 1;9 H9 11,902 

MORRIS OCEAN U"(~N OCFAN CAMDfN MORRIS MERCfR MERCER 
406,665 2,337 1,411 2,51? I,JJ4 129 378 10,791 

BURLltlGTUN MFH.rR "fRr,ON "IIRlINGTn'l orFAN MIOOLESF,X PASSAIC URLINGTOII 
331,745 2,IJl7 1,~Rb 2,'13 976 12' 325 8,743 

MERCER MORRIS RUOLlNr,TPN H~RtF. r.LOuCFSTER UN!rJN ATLANTIC ~LOUCESTER 
321,050 1,~3S 1,299 2,194 821 liZ 315 8,379 

DCEMl RUOL INGTON CUMRFRL ''1n C,LOUCE STFP AT! ANT 1 C AflANT I c ocr AN OCEAN 
261,750 1,482 ~56 1,820 172 107 31) 8,300 

SOMERSET r,~OIlCE<;TER ATLANTIC MORRI ~ CAPE MAY GLOUCESTER HUO,ON MORRIS 
207,315 1,254 7n 1,530 726 82 305 7.146 

GLOUCESTER ATLANTIC MORRI' ATLANTlC AUPLlNGTON "FRCFR ~OMERSfT ATLANTIC 
185,300 1,0.9 720 1,386 607 62 163 5,880 

ATLANTIC ,n~FRSFT SALFM CUM"FRLAND MORRI SOMe"SFT GLOUCFSTfR CUMBERLAND 
178.B50 1,064 646 771 %6 52 122 4,219 

CUI~BERLAND CUMBERLANO or~AN HUNTERonN SALE' SUSSFX SUS~EX SOMERSET 
129,795 586 611 635 361 49 117 3,865 

fs~rx HunsoN CAMOEN MIJ10LEsrx ~URLINGTON BERGEN 
S,2S1 750 736 677 n 29) 

r.A,~OEN FSSr.X "~SFX ESSfX PASSAlr UNION 
2, 895 ~17 521 6M 48 2BO 

HU~SON r AMtlEN A TLANTI r HU050'l E~SoX MORR I S 
2,8l8 '73 245 ~21 43 27B 

MlnflLrSfX GI.nur'~TEP C,LOUCESTFR r.LOUCE'.HR CAMDEN CAMDEN 
2,421 515 243 27) 42 2!H 

~nNMDIJTH MlnnL'SEX MF~rER 'JNI'1N aCFAN MERCER 
2,087 206 Rl 214 31 218 

RFRGFN MnNMnUTH HUNTERnOlI VCEAN RFRGEN MIODLESEX 
2,026 274 4~ <:07 30 161 

liN ION ~URlI NG TON MON"OU fH CAMDEN HUDSON FSSFX 
1t577 221 tt2 202 75 14B 

MFRfFR MFRCFS SUSSFX ~ERGEN Mn~R IS RURLlNGTQN 
1,3'U 203 38 199 21 13B 

DCEMI nr"AN MrDOI ESEX MORR I S GlOUrFSTER MONMJUTH 
1,121 171 16 190 21 121 

PA~<;ATC 1\1: Rt;t:= N flEPGFN MERrFR UNION PASSAIC 
86l 11,6 19 179 n 109 

",LOUCF~Tf~ UNfO'i UNION SALEM '<JOOlESOX HUOSO~ 
811 121 16 121 10 89 

SUSSEX ~URLlNGTON HUNTEPOON MO'lMOUTli 
9 

OCEAN 
82 86 15 116 

<OMER~FT 
543 

CAPE MAY 
10 

HLANTJC HUNTfRnON rUM8fRL4NO 
50~ 67 q 

H~RR I ~ 
4h8 

CAP~ MAY 
50 

SALFM 
9 

ATLANTIC 
111 

rAPF HAY 
79 

MONMPUfH 
n 

MERr.fR HUNTERDON 
9 44 

~USSFX 
6 

SOMERSET 
S 

SUSS EX 
29 

ESSEX 
13,495 

HUOSOII 
8,683 

CAMDEII 
8,465 

MIDDLESEX 
6,465 

MONMOUTH 
5,4S9 

BERGEN 
5.248 

UNION 
4,181 

MERCER 
3,806 

LOUCESTER 
3,597 

OCEAN 
3,156 

BURLINGTON 
2,698 

PASSAIC 
2,219 

MORRIS 
1,534 

SOMERSET 
1,322 

ATLANTIC 
1,177 

r.U~"ERlAND 
200 

WARRFN 
'4 

SOMERWT 
3 

PASSAIC 
62 

A TLANT I r. r.LOUCFSHR /. SUSSEX 
'3 26 591 

SUSSEX SUSSEX CAPF M~Y SUSSEX H1JNTEPDO~ CAPF MAY HUNTFROON cAPE HAY SUS~"X 
B7.39D 3Z1 SSB 621 25', 47 99 2,774 119 

PA~~A!C 
H 

IIARRE ~ 
2 

WARREN 
50 

WARREN ATLANTIC HUNTERDDIl 

WARREN HU~TEROON HUNTERryON ~OHEPSFT SOHERSET W~RREN CAPE MAY SALEH HUNTfRonN 
17,520 200 406 587 2~1 27 86 2,521 109 

~OMERSFT 
33 

HUnSDN 
o 

SUSSFX 
14 

1 20 536 

CAPE MAY IIARR EN CUMBER~AND 
o 14 427 

HUNT£ROON WARRF~ ,OMFRSO tAPE MAY SUSSEX HUNTERonN rU~~E~l.ANO HUNTERDON WARR"" "ORRIS "PRRIS SOMERSET rUMRfRLhNO rUMnERLAND SALEM 
74.525 255 3~3 310 20', 24 85 2.222 R2 73 0 29 0 1 397 

SALEM CAPf HAV HAPREN SALEM CU4RERL AN CUMR FO LAND WARREN SUSSEX CAP E HA Y A TL ANTI C OCFAN ~URL t NGTON HUNTERQnN SAL E~ CAPE MAY 
63,815 141 l06 Zll IbE IB 67 1.962 7b 11 0 26 0 I 344 

21 CAPE MAY SALEM SUS,FX WARREN WARRI4~~ SALEM SALEH WARREN SALEM CUMBFRlANO PASSAIC CUHRERLAND ~ALF~ CAPE HAY WARREN 

F-__ r-_6~3~.~59~O====~~==~_1~2~09=====~2~7~89=======~17~1+=======~:I========~1~2~r-F=======~~==4~6==~==_===1~,7=2~9~_~====i=======5=5=9========0=4========0=9~======4=9,====_=.===~~.===~~====~O==~.~==~3~1~6==_=====9 
~!3 7,431,750 53,084 29,824 48,863 19,741 2,4B6 7,02~ 232,29Q 2~,097 4,';20 2,060 3,974 416 2,345 74.116 
~~~~~~====-T====~~~====~~~t-====~~~====~~~====~~~~====~~~-t==~~~~==--==-t--~~~~r---~~~+-==~~~-t--==~~-+======~~====~~~==t-==~~~~====--1 

"' ... tYI.AiO 46.952 28724 44.85 17.41 2,684 6,948 215,400 21,428 3,972 946 2,9Q8 515 1,636 62,178 , 
'The welghlls CI.npuled for each Iypool case by dl~ding the number 01 houlSon bench Old In seltiem.nt conf"",,, by the 

total number of cases disposed of. The result Is the average number Df hours for the disposltiCXl of each Iype of case, 
Welghls "Ie compUled on Ihe basis of I,OUIS .,d disposilions dUring the COUlt year ending Augusl3:, 1977 

·'Law Civil, Climlnal. General EQJIIy, Mahlmanlal Old Counly Dlstllel Court over J ye~; HO.R. qver 3 months. 
'''Ollicial Slale Estimates by Olllceo! Business Wnomics, N. J, Dep"lment of Labor & Induslry. (provisional c.thtat •• publbh.d tlov. 1, 19761. 



COUNTv 
1971~72 1972-73 
,~~~ 

Atlantic 10,281 10,152 
Cape f4ay 4,266 4,179 
Cumberland 7,337 8,105 
Salem 3,134 4,310 

I.Q:ffib. 25,018 26,746 

Bergen 41,679 40,663 

Burl ington 12,222 13,110 
Ocean 11 ,907 13,730 

TOTAL 24,129 26,840 

Camden 21.972 23.709 
Gloucester 8,209 7,918 

I.Q:ffib. 30,181 31,627 

Essex. 92.045 97,474 

Hudson 44,215 43,889 

Hunterdon 3,118 3.313 
Mercer 16,534 18,695 
Somerset 7.474 7,987 

IQI!lb. 27,126 29,995 

Middles~ 31.233 34,575 

~ 24,849 27,607 

Morris 14,711 14,347 
Sussex 3,823 4,216 
Warren 2,251 2,697 

TOTAL 20,785 21,260 

Passaic 33,306 34.385 

!!!!.i9.!!. 28.488 29.136 

TOTAL 
423,054 (Trial Courts) 444,198 

Supreme 
169 173 Court 

Appellate 
Division 3,548 3.833 

STATE 
TOTAL 426,771 448,204 

xiv 

TOTAL CASES ADDED 

TRIAL COURTS BY COUNTIES OF ASSIGNMENT JUDGES' VICINAGES, 
SUPREf4E COURT AND APPELLATE DIVISION OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 

Court Years 1971-72 to 1976-77 

TOTAL CASES ADDED 
"llii 1976-77/1971-72 

1973-74 1974-75 1975-76 1976-77 No. % 

11 ,963 14,450 14,980 16,678 6,397 62.2 
4,819 5,480 6,293 6,719 2,453 57.5 
9,321 10,511 10,885 11 ,007 3,670 50.0 
4,425. 4,104 5,686 5,550 2,416 77.1 

30,528 3~,545 37,844 39,954 14,936 59.7 

42,715 51,667 53,025 51,220 9,541 22.9 , . 
14,775 15,893 18,024 18,690 6,468 52.9 
14,888 17,759 18,119 19,436 7,529 63.2 

29,663 33,652 36,143 38,126 13,997 58.0 

29,182 32,237 35.092 36,601 14,629 66.6 
9,199 10,578 11,092 11 ,964 3,755 45.7 

38,381 42.815 46,184 48,565 18,384 60.9 

99,712 104,467 113,197 119,323 27,273 29.6 

43,842 45,928 47,388 44,691 476 1.1 

3,712 3,665 3,499 3,543 425 13.6 
20,706 22.838 23,356 24,196 7,662 46.3 
8,143 9,525 9,308 9.495 2,021 27.0 

32.561 35,028 36,163 37,234 10,108 37.3 

34,247 38.799 39,560 40,852 9,619 30.8 

30,019 31,430 34,010 32,821 7,972 32.1 

14,529 15,841 16,582 16,791 2,080 14.1 
4,428 5.385 5,616 5,542 1.719 45.0 
~,858 3,537 3,760 3,513 1.262 56.1 

21,8i" 24.763 25,958 25.846 5.061 24.4 

34.082 32.453 35.902 .37,901 4,595 '3.8 

29,;26 32,671 31,458 33,415 4.927 17.3 

467,291 509,218 536,832 549,948 +126,894 30.0% 

183 221 232 225 + 56 +33.1% 

3,779 4.362 4,803 5,198 + 1,650 +45.5~; 

471,253 513.801 541,857 555,371 +128,600 +30.1% 

TRIAL COURTS 
NGE % of State Total 
F'f976-77 /1975-76 Cases Added 

No. % 1971-72 1976-77 

1,698 11.3 2.4 3.0 
426 6.8 1.0 1.2 
122 1.1 1.7 2.0 

- 136 - 2.4 0.8 1.0 

2,110 5.6 5.9 7.2 

- 1,805 - 3.4 9.8 9.3 

666 3.7 2'.9 3.4 
1.317 7.3 2.8 3.5 

1,983 5.5 5.7 6.9 

1,509 4.3 5.2 6.7 
872 7.9 1.9 2.2 

2.381 5.2 7.1 8.9 

6,126 5.4 21.7 21.7 

- 2,697 - 5.7 10.7 8.1 

44 1.3 0.7 0.7 
840 3.6 3.9 4.4 
187 2.0 1.8 1.7 

1,071 3.0 6.4 6.8 

1,292 3.3 7.3 7.4 

- 1,189 - 3.5 5.9 6.0 

209 1.3 3.5 3.1 
- 74 - 1.3 0.9 1.0 
- 247 - 6.6 0.5 0.6 

- 112 - 0.4 4.9 4.7 

1,999 5.6 7.9 6.9 

1,957 6.2 6.7 6.1 

+13.116 + 2.4% 100.0 100.0 

- 7 - 3.0% 

+ 395 + 8.2% 

+13.504 + 2.5% 



1971-72 1972-73 

Atlantic 10,098 10,246 
Cape May 3,996 4.234 
Cumberland 7,298 7.877 
Salem 3,288 4,395 

I.Q.ffih 24,680 26.752 

Berqen 41,933 40,824 

Burl i ngton 11 .998 12.938 
Ocean 11 ,918 13,256 

TOTAL 23,916 26,194 

Camden 21,628 23,405 
Gloucester 7,974 8,017 

TOTAL 29,602 31,422 

~ 93,038 100,066 

Hudson 44,322 46,574 

Hunterdon 3,020 3,221 
~lercer 16,448 18,304 
Somerset 7.371 7,896 

TOTAL 26,839 29,421 

Middlesex 29.470 33,479 

Monmouth 23,074 28,631 

Morris 14,709 14,803 
Sussex 3,952 4,118 
Warren 2,179 2,730 

TOTAL 20,840 21,651 

Passai c 33,414 35,976 

Union 27,423 29,945 

TOTAL 
(Trial Courts) 418,551 450,935 

Supreme 
Court lB3 170 

Appellate 
3,411 DiVision 2,977 

STATE 
TOTAL 421.711 454,516 

TOTAL CASES DISPOSED OF 

TRIAL COURTS BY COUNTIES OF ASSIGNMENT JUDGES' VICINAGES, 
SUPREME COURT AND APPELLATE DIVISION OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 

Court Years 1971-72 to 1976-77 

TOTAL CASES DISPOSED OF CHANGE 
1976-77/1971-72 1976-77/1975-76 

1973-74 1974-75 1975-76 1976-77 No. % No. % 

11,535 13,790 15,219 15,781 5,683 56.3 562 3.7 
4,169 5,246 6,484 6.493 2,497 62.5 9 0.1 
9.044 10,309 10,577 11 ,012 3.714 50.9 435 4.1 
4.464 3,929 5.427 5,341 2,053 62.4 - 86 - 1.6 

29.212 33,274 37,707 38,627 13,941 56.5 920 2.4 

48,061 50,953 51,906 49,779 1,846 18.7 -2,127 - 4.1 

13,837 14,610 16,478 19,421 7,423 61.9 2.943 17.9 
13,981 16.648 17,380 19,069 7,151 60.0 1,689 9.7 

27.818 31,258 33,858 38,490 14,574 60.9 4,632 13.7 

27,592 30,233 34,680 35,752 14,124 65.3 1,072 3.1 
8,567 10,091 10,224 11 ,496 3,522 44.2 1,272 12.4 

36,159 40,324 44,904 47,248 17,646 59.6 2,344 5.2 

103,454 102,221 110,900 116,639 23,601 25.4 5,739 5.2 

44,897 46,582 45,867 43,916 - 406 - 0.9 -1,951 - 4.3 

3,701 3,308 3,377 3,101 81 2.7 - 276 - 8.2 
20.227 22,407 22,160 23,487 7,039 42.8 '1,327 6.0 
8,389 9,092 8,772 9,878 2,507 34.0 1,106 12.6 

32,317 34,807 34,309 36,466 9,627 35.9 2,157 6.3 

33.547 44.181 41,610 38,882 9,412 31.9 -2,728 - 6.6 

31,394 31,723 31,843 31,776 8,702 37.7 - 67 - 0.2 

14,206 15,491 16,386 16,242 1,533 10.4 - 144 - 0.9 
4,230 5,239 5,585 5,527 1,575 39.9 - 58 - 1.0 
2.676 3,411 3,453 3,687 1,508 69.2 234 6.8 

21, il2 24,141 25,424 25,456 4,616 22.2 32 0.1 

34,327 32,504 34,895 36.823 3,409 10.2 1,928 5.5 

30,939 30,714 31,528 32,628 5,205 19.0 1,100 3.5 

473,237, 502,682 524,751 536,730 +118,179 + 28.2% 11.979 + 2.3% 

179 182 lB7 244 + 61 + 33.3% 57 + 30.5% 

3,568 3,877 4,333 4,237 + 1,260 + 42.3% 96 ~ 2.2% 

476,984 506,741 529,271 541,211 +119,500 + 28.3% 11,940 + 2.3% 

TRIAL COURTS 
X of State Total 
Cases Disposed of 

1971-72 1976-77 

2.4 2.9 
1.0 1.2 
1.7 2.1 
0.8 1.0 

5.9 7.2 

10.0 9.3 

2.9 3.6 
2.8 3.6 

5.7 7.2 

5.2 6.7 
1.9 2.1 

7.1 8.8 

22.2 21.7 

10.6 8.2 

0.7 0.6 
3.9 4.4 
1.8 1.8 

6.4 6.8 

7.0 7.2 

5.6 5.9 

3.5 3.0 
1.0 1.0 
0.5 0.7 

5.0 4.7 

8.0 6.9 

6.5 6.1 

100.0 100.0 

xv 



COUNTY 

At1!mtic 
Cap() May 
Cumberland 
Sal,)m 

B\lrlington 
Ocean 

Camden 
Gloucester 

Huuterdon 
Mercer 
Somerset 

Middlesex 

Monmouth 

Morris 
Sussex 
Warren 

1971-72 

2,771 
1,183 
],602 

872 

6,428 

13,934 

3,305 
3,412 

6,717 

9,153 
2,429 

11 ,582 

23,494 

13,353 

995 
4,515 
2,043 

7,553 

11 ,568 

8,490 

4,101 
1,125 

573 

TOTAL 5,799 

~ 8,345 

~ 10,116 

TOTAL CASES PENDING 

TRIAL COURTS BY COUNTIES OF ASSIGNMENT JUDGES' VICI~TAGES, 
SUPREl·\E COURT AND APPELLATE DIVISION OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 

Court Years 1971-72 to 1976-77 

TOTAL CASES PENDING 

1972-73 1973-74 1974-75 1975-76 

2,680 
1,114 
1,867 

814 

0,475 

17,865 

3,478 
3,895 

7,373 

9,527 
3,060 

12,587 

20,540 

13,360 

1,092 
4,729 
2,155 

7,976 

12,440 

8,607 

3.771 
1,225 

556 

3,210 
1,765 
2,145 

781 

7,901 

12,556 

4,420 
4,813 

9,233 

11,107 
3,898 

15,005 

17,238 

12,322 

1,104 
5,257 
1,909 

8,270 

15,955 

7,236 

4,085 
1,418 

736 

5,553 6,239 

6,813 6,567 

9,345 8,180 

3,867 
2,024 
2,347 

958 

9,196 

13,39B 

5,719 
5,924 

11 ,643 

13,097 
4,364 

17,461 

19,488 

11 ,672 

1,466 
5,687 
2,336 

9,489 

13,690 

7,354 

4,423 
1,551 

857 

3,648 
1,834 
2,517 
1,217 

9,216 

14,371 

7,267 
6,659 

13,926 

13,670 
5,228 

18,89B 

21,740 

13,220 

1,284 
7,035 
2,868 

11,187 

11,540 

9,521 

4,641 
1,586 
1,162 

6,831 7,389 

6,521 7,524 

1976-77 

4,545 
2,060 
2,512 
1,426 

10,543 

15,812 

6,536 
7,026 

13,562 

14,519 
5,696 

20,215 

24,424 

13,995 

1,726 
7,744 
2,485 

11 ,955 

13,510 

10,566 

5,190 
1,601 

9B8 

7,779 

8,602 

! CHANGE f TRIAL COURTS 
i ----- I % of State Total 
11976-77/1971-72 1976-77/1975-76 1 Cs,ses Pending 

No. % No. % 1971.-72 1976-77 

1,774 
877 
910 
554 

4,115 

1,878 

3,231 
3,614 

6,845 

64.0 
74.1 
56.8 
63.5 

64.0 

13.5 

97.8 
105.9 

101.9 

5,366 58.0 
3,267 134.5 

8,633 74.5 

930 4.0 

642 4.8 

731 
3,229 

442 

4,402 

1,942 

2,076 

1,089 
476 
415 

73.5 
71.5 
21.6 

58.3 

16.8 

24.5 

26.6 
42.3 
72.4 

897 
226 

5 
209 

1,327 

1,441 

731 
367 

364 

849 
468 

1,317 

2,684 

775 

442 
709 
383 

768 

1,970 

1,045 

549 
15 

- 174 

24.6 
12.3 

- 0.2 
17.2 

14.4 

10.0 

- 10.1 
5.5 

- 2.6 

6.2 
9.0 

7.0 

12.4 

5.9 

34.4 
10.1 

- 13.4 

6.9 

17 .1 

11.0 

11.8 
1.0 

- 15.0 

2.2 
0.9 
1.3 
0.7 

5.1 

10.9 

2.6 
2.7 

5.3 

7.2 
1.9 

9.1 

18.4 

10.5 

0.8 
3.5 
1.6 

5.9 

9.0 

6.7 

3.2 
0.9 
0.5 

1,980 34.1 390 5.3 4.6 

257 3.1 1,078 14.3 6.6 

849 8.4 787 7.7 7.9 

2.B 
1.3 
1.5 
0.9 

6.5 

9.8 

4.0 
4.4 

8.4 

9.0 
3.5 

12.5 

15.1 

8.6 

1.1 
4.8 
1.5 

7.4 

8.3 

6.5 

3.2 
1.0 
0.6 

4.8 

5.3 

~----------~~-----------------------------------------------+------------~------------~~-------------I TOTAL 
10,lB7 10,178 10,965 6.8 

(Trial Courts) 127,379 128,934 126,702 136,930 148,710 161,928 +34,549 +27.1% +13,218 + 8.9% 100.0 

Supreme 
Court 104 107 111 150 195 176 + 72 +69.2% - 19 - 9.7% 
~----------+---~~-----~~----~~----~~----~~----~~-1----~--~~~r---~----~~1 
Appellate 
Division 

STATE 
TOTAL 

Xvi 

3,092 

1130,575 

3,514 3,725 

132,555 130,538 

4,266 4,746 5,707 + 2,615 +84.6% + 961 + 20.3% 

141,346 153,651 167,811 +37,236 +28.5% +14,160 + 9.2% 

100.0 





-----_ ..... ----- ---•• _..---- -- - -~---a"---------------"sw.---

SUMMARY OF HOURS ON BENCH AND IN SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

Chancery Division Law Division Juv.Delinq., Total 
County JINS and Non-General Matrimonial Total Civil Criminal Domestic District Chancery Equity Chancery Relations 

Atlantic 756.5 1,064.0 1,820.5 1,392.6 1,847.0 1,134.6 406.1 4,780.3 

Bergen 1,006.7 4,227.5 5,234.2 9,695.6 6,533.7 3,051.2 4,043.4 23,323.9 

Burlington 429.8 1,265.1 1,694.9 1,835.0 1,942.5 1,515.9 442.9 5,736.3 

Camden 1,169.1 1,299.6 2,468.7 3,948.3 6,060.5 3,088.1 1,068.7 14,165.6 

. Cape May 130.0 250.2 380.2 474.0 629.6 502.0 162.5 1,768.1 

Cumberland 104.6 615.6 720.2 1,076.0 1,226.5 1,453.7 427.0 4,183.2 

Essex 1,878.3 2,311.0 4,189.3 9,211.2 15,110.9 9,369.4 3,669.0 37,360.5 

Gloucester 300.3 770.2 1,070.5 749.3 1,184.6 1,748.1 284.3 3,966.3 

Hudson 906.3 2,647.3 3,553.6 6,076.9 8,763.9 3,981.0 3,128.9 21,950.7 

Hunterdon 121.'7 590.4 712.1 656.9 357.4 304.9 101.1 1,420.3 

Mercer 515.6 1,200.1 1,715.7 1,930.8 2,776.8 1,552.0 845.6 7,105.2 

Middlesex 676.2 1,404.0 2,080.2 9,106.8 6,067.0 4,557.0 2,156.2 21,887.0 

Monmouth 642.6 2,438.0 3,080.6 4,343.2 4,653.6 2,357. 2 1,315.5 12,669.5 

Morris 538.0 1,466.9 2,004.9 3,904.3 2,003.9 842.9 899.5 7,650.6 

Ocean 1,071.9 1,009.9 2,081.8 1,763.2 1,510.8 989.2 515.4 4,778.6 

Passaic 851.0 1,929.8 2,780.8 3,770.2 7,538.0 1,848.4 1,640.2 14,796.8 

Salem 43.8 156.4 200.2 112.4 631.6 497.1 84.8 1,325.9 

Somerset 361.1 1,331.2 1,692.3 1,721.3 1,253.1 629.4 512.6 4,116.4 

Sussex 153.5 519.7 673.2 641.5 525.8 544.7 228.9 1,940.9 

Union 1,110.7 1,643.5 2,754.2 6,525.7 6,902.8 4,799.0 2,343.7 20,571.2 

Warren 65.7 314.6 380.3 480.5 502.5 446.9 253.1 1,<583.0 

TOTAL 12,833.4 28,455.0 41,288.4 69,415.7 78,022.5 45,212.7 24,529.4 217,180.3 
PERCENT OF 
TOTAL HOURS 5.0% 11.0% -- 26.8% 30.2% 17.5% 9.5% --
TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO 12,455.1 26,768.5 39,223.6 68,697.7 80,129. 2 45,183.4 25,580.6 219,590.9 
PERCENT OF 4.8% 10.3% 26.5% 31.0% 17.5% 9.9% TOTAL HOURS -- --

Total or TOTAL 1 
Chancery B-'1d YEAR AGO 
Non-Chancery Chancery ana, 

Non- Chanc el'".f 

6,600.8 7,009.5 

28,558.1 30,153.8 

7,431.2 7,574.8 

16,634.3 17,429.9 

2,148.3 2,060.8 

4,903.4 4,651.1 

41,549.8 43,587.4 

5,036.8 5,469.4 

25,504.3 23,893.2 

2,132.4 2,486.2 

8,820.9 8,513.6 

23,967.2 23,848.8 
15,750.1 14,506.0 

9,655.5 10,283.2 

6,860.4 6,367.6 

17,577.6 17,740.4 

1,526.1 1,361.6 

5,808.7 4,956.3 

2,614.1 2,650.1 

23,325.4 22,358.3 

2,063.3 1,912.5 

258,468.7 258,814.5 

-- --
258,814.5 --

-- --



COMPARISON OF CASES ADDED 

AND MANNER OF DISPOSITION 

COURT YEAR 1976-77 COMPARED WITH 1975-76 

/ "p"mb.r 1, 1976 
TO 

August 31, 1977 

La~l Diviaion -- Civil: 
Add~d----- -----
Disposed of (Total) 

JUl"Y Tl"ials 
!lon-Jury Trials 
Settled, Dismissed or Discontinued: 

Befol"e Tl"ial Date 
On Trial Date 

Othel" (Transferred, etc.) 

Law Division -- Criminal: 
Added 
Disposed of (Total) 

Jury Trials 
Non-Jury Tl"ials 
Plea 
Dismissal 

Chancel"Y Division -- General Eguity: 
Added 
Disposed of (Total) 

Jury Trials 
Non-Jury Trials 
Settled, Dismissed Ol" Discontinued: 

Before Trial Date 
Othel" (Transfel"red, etc.) 

Chancery Division -- Matl"imonial: 
Added 
Disposed of (Total) 

In COUl"t -- Contested 
Uncontested 

Settled Out of Court 
Dismissed or Discontinued Out of Court 
To General Equity, La., Division, etc. 

Juvenile & Domestic Relations: 
Juvenile Delinguent 

Added 
Disposed of (Total) 

Downgraded to JINS Complaints 
Marked Inactive 
Suspended Dispositions (Narcotics) 
Referred Elsewhere 
Represented by Counsel 
Not Represented by Counsel 

Juvenile in Need of Supervision 
Added 
Disposed of (Total) 

Represented by Counsel 
Not Represented by Counsel 
Marl,ed Inactive 
Refel'red Elsewhere 

Domestic Relations & Recip. Support: 
Added 
Disposed of (Total) 

By Heal"ing 
Reforred Elsewhere 
Marked Inactive 

District Courts: 
Added 
Disposed of (Total) 

Jury Trial 
Non-Jury Trial 
Judgments by Default 
Settled, Dismissed or Discontinued: 

By Dismissal of Inactive Cases 
Before Trial Date 
On Trial Date 

NJSA 24:21-27 (a)(l) 

Other (~larked Inactive, Transferred, etc.) 

xviii 

No. I Percent 

39,143 ---
33,011 ---
2,572 7.8% 
1,279 3.9% 

14,383 43.6% 
13,667 41. 4% 

1,110 3.3% 

25,748 ---
24,648 ---

2,551 10.3% 
678 2.8% 

14,002 56.8% 
7,417 30.1% 

4,130 ---
4,328 ---

1 .02% 
1,012 23.4% 

2,900 67.0% 
415 9.6% 

22,170 ---
22,098 ---
8,431 38.2% 

13,330 60.3% 
22 0.1% 

315 1. 4% 
0 0.0% 

73,400 ---
72,986 ---

262 0.4% 
4,027 5.5% 

11 0.0% 
22,496 30.8% 
23,877 32.7% 
22,313 30.6% 

8,843 ---
8,689 ---
2,057 23.7% 
3,865 lJlJ.5% 

496 5.7% 
2,271 26.1% 

69,47lJ ---
67,707 ---
56,478 83.4% 

7,796 11.5% 
3,lJ33 5.1% 

303,057 ---
299,048 ---

435 0.2% 
51,428 17.2% 

120,849 ~0.4% 

25,1110 8.4% 
30,543 10.2% 
67,012 22.4% 
3,641 1. 2% 

Is,pt.mber " 1975 
TO 

August 31 1976 

I No. foercent 

36,966 ---
30,759 ---
2,695 8.8% 
1,453 4.7% 

12,926 lj2.0% 
12,479 40.6% 
1,206 3.9% 

27,663 ---
25,495 ---
2,895 11.4% 

695 2.7% 
15,197 59.6% 

6,708 26.3% 

3,936 ---
3,910 ---

4 0.1% 
1,028 26.3% 

2,506 64.1% 
372 9.5% 

23,391 ---
22,205 ---
8,233 37.1% 

13,588 61. 2% 
29 0.1% 

355 1.6% 
0 0.0% 

75,862 ---
74,752 ---

162 0.2% 
3,535 4.7% 

39 0.1% 
21,645 29.0% 
23,719 31. 7% 
25,652 34.3% 

8,622 ---
8,524 ---
1,695 19.9% 
4,360 51.1% 

416 4.9% 
2,053 24.1% 

61,874 ---
61,439 ---
49,189 80.1% 
7,614 12.4% 
4,636 7.5% 

293,917 ---
293,177 ---

716 0.2% 
53,039 18.1% 

122,471 41. 8% 

27,523 9.4% 
25,869 8.8% 
60,184 20.5% 

3,375 1. 2% 
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I--f--

I--f--

~ 

TOTAL CASES ADDED, DISPOSED OF AND PENDING, 1949 TO 1977 
AND PROJECTIONSIOF TOTAL CASES ADDED 19'78 TO 1983 

(ALL COURTS, EXCEPT MUNICIPAL COURTS) 

~ ~ 

ADDED 

----- DISPOSED OF 
o • • • • • • • PENDING 

tmm~~~~m~~~m~~~m~m~m~~~m~f PROJECTIONSI 

TOTAL CASES ADDED 
COURT YEARS ENDING AUGUST 31 

1977 ACTUAL AND PROJECTIONS TO 1983 I 

TOTAL INCREASE OVER ;.! 
CASES 1977 

YEAR ADDED NO. 0/0 .:.:. 
t;:; 

1977 555,371 "* 13,504 '*' 2.5 
r:::: 1978 581,000 25,629 4.6 ~ 

1979 612,000 56.629 10.2 
1980 646,000 90.629 16.3 ' ~ 
1981 682,000 126.629 22.8 . ~ 
1982 719,000 163.629 29.5 1/ 1983 759,000 203,629 36.7 

l ~ * OVER 1976 lL 
~ 

1.1." 
1Y 

/# I:': 

~ f'" 

~ =-=r ... · 
I 

~ 

I~ r.:-:-
~ ," 

~ I"'" --.!.. .JL c!. . 
I . !." 

I I· " I" • • .. 
I " 

.. I" • 
V . . I' 0 1- • I· • i" • " 

• _0' . 

:::::::: ::::l 
,'.::::: :::: 

I::. 
I';';' 

f:::: 

~:;: 

::::; ::::: 

:::; :.:.: 

:.:.: 

:.:.: 

':.: 

:::: 

1949 '50'51'52 '53'54'55'56 '57'58'59 '60'61. '62'63'64'65 '66 '67 68'69'70'71 '72'73'74 '75'76'77'78'79'80'81 '82'83 '84 

COURT YEARS ENDING AUGUST 31 

1 PROJECTIONS BASED ON REGRESSION ANALYSIS OF THE HISTORICAL GROWTH 
OF TOTAL CASES ADDEO. 

xix 



---------- --------------------------

l~oet .. Con_v1C:t1Qn ReUe!" I'ot1t1ono: .... 
Added 

Fending at end 
Disponed or I 

t:upcr!or court, Chllncer-,f Dlvlo1on 
General E4ulty Caneo: 

Added 
Disponee! 0(' 
pend 1n,e: pt en!! 

COMPARATIVE SUMJtltRY 

1948-49 to 1960-61 

/ 1950- / 1951- I 1952- / 1953- I 1954-
1951 1952 _L 1953 1954 1955 

158 

1,667 
1,564 

569 

160 

1,710 
1,789 

490 

174 
25 

194 
199 

20 

1,814 
1,855 

570 

187 
191 
10 

113 
165 
I~ 

152 
151 

22 

~j01lj 
1,907 

710 

/ m~-
221 
205 
42 

~J3aq 
?,210 
1,,075 

1960-
1961 

136 I 152 
33 

Mlltrimoniol Caoeor 
Added 5,819 '),,869 5,,273 55'.~614 '5'.7.45 5,656 5,351.j 5,455 55 •• 3,304 55.'00627 5,271 5,t06 S,691 
D111f:.Dllod l)f 6.(6<)8,~ ?,479 ~,4(17 ;; "+S4 5",37~ 5,530 5,620 6 8 5,032 5,381 5,991 

1 ____ p~._n_d!~n~g_.~t_.~n_d ________ ~------._+---',~O-0-4~----8-'-0_r ___ '~.1_0~7-+ ___ '~,3~9_8~r_-~~--8c-4----'~,5-0-6-r---'~,3~4-'-t--~1~,~0~57~--~1~.~09~6~----~1.~.335~-~1~,5~E=0~--~1~2~6~0_t 

County Courtn 
':Qnteated Probate. H.nttero: 

t1ddcd 
D1t!.tlotlcd or 
pend1ng. nt end 

Civil fippcnlu: 
Added 
Dlopooad of 
pending Dt end 43 

122 
118 

47 

150 
127 
10 

147 
142 
75 

164 
190 

49 

194 
163 
Bo 

164 
156 
61 

142 
140 
63 

20 
173 
93 

Cr1lnlnnl IIPtJeala~ 

~~:~~'.d or ~~§ m m ii~ i~g ij3" i:g~§ i,'5_.'§&5 1,39~ 
Pending at end 261 191 245 280 253 230 2~~ 281 ""~ 1'~~6 

r----------------r·----_r~~r__~_+---~~------+_~~r__~~--~_r---~+_--·~r_~-

JUrt~~l~g~nd Dom. Rol.Coul"to I ; 
R(lhOIli'1rigo ; 

Tot., I 11,145 

·.Juvenile COmpll1inta 
Md.d 
ninpoced 0.('" I 

~! pendIng at end 

I
:IIUUJUVCl1ueo in lioed of Superv1.1lian" 

DlapocCll ot Added I 
pendIng at end 

! *"OCr.tent1c Relnt1ono ond Rec1prootll :3upport CClIlplo.1nta i l.dded 
I Dlart°Qod of I I 

pcnd1nSllt cnd 

county Din trio t Courto 
Canon lnot1tutod in nnd tronnterrcd 
to the t>lptrlet Cp\lrt 
Disposed of 
Pending at end ~ ! 

TOTAL; All Courts (Except Mun1c1poJ.. courts) 

Juvenile &. no~cBtie R[!1o.tiono 
Hel.lr1ngs : 

14,176 

15,901 

112,626 
111,591 

15,021 

: : 

21,728 

123,966 
119,786 
19.229 

156,959 

23,801 

132,752 
134,103 
17,878 

Added 20. 762 l'S' 3.,116 

nehcarinso ; : i 

~OT/u' 

DlopoDcd of 
!'ending at and 

Uunlclpll1 CoUrtn 

11.145 

?O,524 
11,615 

DlopoDod of t,y ~hmtclrl111 Court Ueorinp:a: 
Hov1ng tratrlt Caoen 

f:~~~~~~f~i~o~aouo I 
l)1sp¢oed of in Vio1f't1.ona Eureau: 

Moving trattle caDeD 
Parkine CODon 
non .. trntfle C£lo(lS I 

Totel _ 

15,587 

22,lW 
23,323 

19i;m 
1;5<),497 

15,901 

1~3:e~l 

64.608 
357,544 

-New unit or reporting commencing 1956-57 court year 
"'New unit ot reporting cou:menc:1ng July, 1960 

18,258 21,728 23.801 

141.184 151,055 166,286 
29,'104 35,629 ,5,136 

69,032 
391,393 

693,367 

120,,861 
56,907 
76.730 

26,722 

15~429 
13,789 

29,218 

139,236 1 ,38,490 
138,876 ! 137,635 

18,238 19,832 

172,279 

15,429 
13,789 

lA,7g2 
16,716 

35,506 

147,311 
149,292 
17,951 

181,554 

18,792 
16,716 

26,722 

171,7g8 
37,268 

29.218 35,508 

lSE,020 
99,182 
72,705 

172,274 184,675 
38,053 39,113 

20~467 
18,028 

38,495 

155,114 
153,710 
19,255 

lag, 701 

20,467 
le,028 

39,495 

1~:~§~ 

150,282 
61,706 
78,063 

226,632 
830,750 

1,315,491 1,347,433 

~~;~~ 
45,856 

201.969 

23,394 
22,462 

45,856 
193,443 
:;0,660 

1cO,289 
72, Cl58 
76,536 

232,971 
876.199 

1,709 

1 .. '120,724 

... ·J'uVenllca in Need or Superv1u1on" Statue Et.tective March 1, 1974 

;~~~l;h~;;~~r~f~~~!;~ett~'~~·on caaen :pending, added, dioposed of and pending Ilt ending ot the subsequent year may not balance because or urecounts". 

139 

228 
221 
100 

~r:~~ 
51,574 

163,332 
1e1,757 

21,983 

209,672 

27,271 
::4,P97 

.51,574 
204,202 
56,061 

~gg;§i~ 
2,538 

1,506,459 

284 
324 
99 

28 .. 8011 Ii 
~a,136 

56,940 

15/i69 
15,702 

2,851 

117,929 
117,11.,6 

22.766 

252,919 

28,804 
28,136 

56,940 
:251,047 

62,627 

270,529 
~,Oll,201 

4,035 

1 .. 6111,1711 



I 1961-
1962 

/ 1962. 
1963 I 196~-

1~6 / 1954-
1965 / 1965-

1966 / 1956-
1967 

189 133 140 m 209 160 
151 152 145 157 131 
71 52 47 39 91 120 

l,03Z 1,~~.} 1,166 1,121 1,~63 i:~~g l,g~~ 1,000 921 1,.560 
76a Cl21j 1,139 B42 q~l 

! 
I 

24,145 25,230 27,825 30,o:n :11,576 3~J121S 
23,056 23,315 ~6;~~~ ?8,439" 2:?,q:2~ ?$i,78J 
23,830 25,745 3:?,425 41J01~ 41',581 

H:gg~ l~!l~g 
8,698 9,197 

fi;~5Z 
11,S7Q 

tt~g~~ 
12,336 

i~;a~~ 
11 J 025 

ig;~35 
11,133 

356 ~~~ .26 
:;07 3% 
247 12;' 164 

2,47G '2J3~2 '2,7:;5 ~j6§i 2',70::;' 2,971 
2,261 2,2ls 2,541 2,750 

i;I:~h IJ~50 1,351• 1,,540 1:614 1,e:?4 

5,8S5 ~:8~ft 6,4B5 6,803 77:17 8,100 
G,Olt} ~:?~ 6,.493. a:17g I:~i~ 1,126 1,435 2,134 1,68 

301 250 201 247 <t62 263 
, 

306 264 "i!70 241 244 277 
98 94 105 111 129 115 

173 174 201 157 186 155 
192 150 184 '~~ 194 153 
75 99 122 79 81 

1.,612" i;~~ 1,886 2,160 2,182 2,212 

1'H~ 1,791 2,~~~ 2,231 2,185 
426 521 512 542 

32,167 33,442 38,368 ~~~g~~ ;0,157 30 .. ~1 39,736 
41,QC2 
41,a19 ~~:~~t 

63,324 63,713 78,104 88,087 83,721 93,615 

18,048 20,222 25,015 26,8:17 ~;~~~ 29,966 
17,1146 18,902 24,851 26,495 29,735 

2,424 3,995 4,160 4 .. 492 4,708 !',939 

1§,4~4 17,676 18,879 19,7g0 19.916 21,100 

1~:l9~ '~:m 'H~§ l§:M 19:~~~ 23,001 
3,661 

184,905 183,264 193,046 i8ij:~i~ 184,627 i§~:in 184,236 186,523 190,~57 l~~:~i~ 23,374 26,115 28,b04 32,011 22,706 

266,167 271, 0671 290,586 294,602 269,431 302,117 

32,167 33,442 38,368 43,659 lJl,902 51,017 
30,157 30,271 39,736 44,428 41,819 42,598 

62,324 63,713 78,104 88,087 83,721 93,615 
264,838 
64,628 2~~:~~~ 280,512 

83,617 
287,386 
91,143 

284,185 
96,369 

304,925 
92,333 

168,465 177,974 187,304 209,659 223,393 226,776 

~~~r~ ~~:~~~ 85,826 ,g~;f§~ 120,791 130,806 
105,57() 112,233 u4,551 

268,051 280,681 287 ,275 331.620 354,123 360,436 
1,009,818 1,038,184 1,076,~68 1,097, 263 1,231,229 1,'9~;il~~ 3,223 2,935 4,257 5,880 6,707 

l.,6U,088 1,669,887 1,746,100 l,847,g6g 2,054,476 2,039,3:17 

COMl'ARATIVE SUl<KIJ\Y 

1961-62 to 1975-77 

/ 196~- / 1968- I 1969- I 1970- I 1971-
196 1963 1970 1971 1972 

142 m 170 195 160 
170 167 m ~g~ 92 77 80 

1,814 2,026 i~~~~ 2,655 3,5118 
i:~g~ l,61q: 2,)49 2,977 

1,673 2,185 2,521 3,092 

32,~241 35,555 34;g~; 33,a~2 31,107 

~~;i§~ g1,52S ~lj Bt:? ~'jJBOl ~g,457 8,673 9,189 i 4,560 

t;~~~ '7. 20s lQ/~24 25,159 . 29,121 
1 i;~4 i~;~g~ 22,367 27,362 

1'2 .. 364 14, 13 2D,761 22,322 

3qg 372 347 ~~~ 4", 
3:"'7 3":0 392 432 
165 1~9 103 98 lIZ 

2,636 2,473 2,443 2,807 2,(167 
2,519 i;2§~ 2,447 2,530 2,b50 
1,602 1,490 1,772 2,090 

9,056 9,222 11,041 13,349 i~~e~g 9,133 i:§3?- 10,465 13.1 240 
1,737 2,370 2,455 4,536 

~~~ 237 240 24() 324 
234 244 235 340 

106 107 103 109 95 

206 157 184 190 92 
146 205 170 189 181 
137 89 104 105 21 

2,353 2,611 2,505 2,355 2,569 
2,~g? 2'l§§ 2,618 2'~g§ ~J~36 

543 610 

55,863 : : : : 
44,017 : , : , 
99,890 : , : : 

35,886 42,200 ~g:~~j 53,581 58,816 
32,754 40,976 56;~;~ 57,239 
8,071 9,632 10,467 10,275 

~i:~M 31,539 35,466 ~~:g~4 tg:~~~ 30,520 3~~M~ 3,300 4,]10 . 5,015 5 414 

i~~;Z6~ i3g:~Z~ 215,491 237,546 239,21~ 

~~;~g~ 232/2~8 23e,lOb 
20,033 18,639 34,238 37,344 

312,310 323,206 374,404 405,880 426,771 

55,863 : : : : 
44,017 : , , , 
99,880 : : : , 

309,067 
95,612 

319,037 
99,920 

358,727 
117,511 

397,587 
125,782 

421,7U 
130,575 

234,485 256,100 265,060 295,320 304,054 
124,463 i~:m m:i~~ 164,640 202,484 
117.692 157,989 161,071 

368.517 414.051 402,236 463,130 555,469 
1,225,945 ,3°8,798 1,521.,845 1,645,379 l'7~~:g~~ 8,220 11~204 12,905 12,498 

2.079,322 2,248,487 2,492,920 2,738,956 2,937,212 

I 1972- / 147~- / 1974- / ~§t{_+i91ifl 1973 197 , 1975 1(6" ~ 

tn 183 221 ~~; m 170 179 182 
107 1U 150 19:, 176 

3,833 ~:U~ 4,~2 4,803 ~,1ge 
3 t lUl ",33:j ,237 
3 .. 1j1l~ ~.725 iI:2~l l~,7~ti 5.707 

§g:~~~ 3~J16S 36,201 36,966 39,143 
§g:B~g iM:~g~ ~OI7~:} 113,011 

39,656 i 6,9':'2 ,3,084 

I 
~~:l~i 24,170 ~:~b 27 ,663 ~'a~~~ ~~;~~ ~~:~~ 21,905 26,571 29,824 

458 466 ilg~ 2:17 ?:17 
417 469 241 "226 
142 161 68 ,5 56 

3,301 §:~g ~:~~ 3,936 4J130 
3,·180 

a;ll!~ ~~~~ 2,218 2,326 '.,651 

22,933 ~gJbgg 2~,,782 23,3ql 22~17Q 
22,387 21,5'64 2S:~~ 22,098 

4,993 5:000 5,764 7,020 

382- 347 404 584 693 
i~g ri~ rga 519 653 

2;33 :173 

: , 
: I : , , : : , , : , , : 

3,238 
3'm 3:~t 3,3 1 ~:~, 3, 7 

3,'1~O 

~'dig 
3,O~ 
3'~h 

: : , : I 

I 
, : , : 

: : : : , 
63,852 ~~;~~I t~:m~ 75_862 73,400 
63,175 74,752 72,986 
10,903 10,004 1Q,925 11,902 12,316 

3,789 7,867 8,622 B,B43 
:3J-~~~ 7'~~~ 8'm 8,689 

930 

41,407 

4~~~~ 
~9'G59 
4~:4ii 

50,889 
5g,g~g 

61,874 
6ff:~~~ 

69,474 
6~!~g7 

251,743 260,664 280 941 293,917 B 2~il:~Z 262,832 2~:~~g ~'m 45,442 

448,204 471,253 513,801 541,867 55~,371 

, : , 
l , , I , : , 

: , , , 
~§~;~~~ 476.984 1~~~~~ m:lR ,4i,211 

130,538 167.811 

309,905 323,441 337,()37 332,505 331,742 

m:§~~ 154,604 m;~~§ ~5~:~5~ i5~:¥~ 177,915 

599,740 598,247 660,372 1,~~:~~ 611,778 
1,801,IltO 1,684,833 "7~~;m 1,795,284 19,134 20,619 

13,700 16,941 

2,929,735 2,974,780 3,132,630 3,061.941- 3,lOl,57Q 



1977 

JUDGESHIPS 
306 AUTHORIZED 

JUDGES IN OFFICE 274 

JUDGESHIP VACANCIES 32 

TOTAL CASES ADDED ~ 

.Y 
SUPREME COURT 225 

NUMBER OF JUDGESHIPS llANO CASES ADDED 
COURT YEARS ENDING AUGUST 31 

1976 

295 

:1.63 

3:a 

541,867 

232 

1977 COM PARED WITH 1976 AN 0 1972 

1972 

268 

248 

20 

426,771 

169 

PERCENTAGE CHANGE 

!?n 

7m 

ZA 

J;>7: 

vtZZ2z1 197711976 

_~ •• 1977/1972 

..Y APPELLATE DIV. 5,198 4,803 3,548 

...1J 

SUPERIOR COURT 

CIVIL (LAW DIV.) 39,143 

CRIMINAL 25,748 

POST-OONVICTION RELIEF. 
CONTESTED PROBATE, AP'PEALS 3,983 
TO COUNTY COURTS 

GENERAL EQUITY 4,130 

MATRIMONIAL 22,170 

JUVENILE 82,243 

DOM. REL. a RECIP. SUP. 69,474 

DISTRICT 303,057 

lJ AS OF SEPTEMBER I, OF EACH YEAR. 

:?:..J INCLUDES CERTIFICATIONS. 

36,966 31,107 I777zA 

27,663 29,127 r2'ZZ72 

4,601 3,430 

3,936 2,967 i77:z::I 

23,391 17,940 l777Z 

84,484 58,816 f72 

61,874 40,454 

293,917 239,213 77A 

~ DOES NOT INCLUOE APPEALS CERTIFIED BY SUPREME COURT BEFORE CALENDARING. 

!!.I DATA INCLUDES JUVENILES IN NEED OF SUPERVISION (JINS 1, STATUTE EFFECTIVE MARCH 1,1974. 1977" 8,843; 1976" 8,622; 1975" 7,867; 1974" 3,788 

% INCREASE 
1977176 
1977172 

+ 3.7 % 
+ 14.2% 

+ 4.2 % 
+ to.5 % 

0.0% 
+ 60.0 % 

+ 2.5 % 
+ 30.1 % 

- 3.0% 
+ 33.1 % 

+ 8.2% 
+ 46.5 % 

+ 5.9 % 
+ 25.8 % 

- 6.9% 
- 11.6 % 

- 13,4% 
+ 16.1 % 

+ 4.9 % 
+ 39.2 % 

- 5.2% 
+ 23.6 % 

- 2.7% 
+ 39.8 % 

+ 12.3% 
+ 71.7% 

+ 3.1 % 
+ 26.7 % 



a .... .... 

V 

3J 

JUDGESHIPS AUTHORIZED 

JUDGES IN OFFICE 

JUDGESHIP VACANCIES 

TOTAL CASES PISPOSEP QF 

SUPREME COURT 

APPELLATE DIV. 
SUPERIOR COURT 

CIVIL (LAW DIV.) 

CRIMINAL 

POST-CONVICTION RELIEF, 
CONTESTED PROBATE,APPEALS 
TO COUNTY COURTS 

GENERAL EQUITY 

MATRIMONIAL 

JUVENILE 

DOM.REL.a RECIP. SUP. 

DISTRICT 

NUMBER OF JUDGESHIPS 1I AND CASES DISPOSED OF 
COURT YEARS ENDING AUGUST 31 

1977 

306 

27'1 

32 

541,211 

244 

4,237 

33,011 

24,648 

4,215 

4,320 

22,098 

81,675 

67,707 

299,048 

1977 COMPAREP WITH 1976 AND 1972 

1976 1972 

295 268 

263 248 

32 20 

~ ~ 

187 183 

4,333 2,977 ' 

30,759 35,801 

25,495 27,362 

4,49(\ 3,489 

3,910 2,650 

22,205 15,858 

83,276 57,239 

61,439 40,046 

293,177 236,106 

~" 

~ 

PE~~ENTAGE.CHANGE 
\m . 
'~ m 

" 

\ 

Zi4 

7l 

IZZ222l 1977/1976 
_ 1977/1972 

'//////////////////////1 

rz; 

'77'7'7:;\ 

r77 

P777/ 

F 

IZ 

"/////A 

7J 

J./ AS OF SEPTEMBER I, OF EACH YEAR 

U DOES NCT INCLUDE APPEALS CERTIFIED BY SUPREME COURT BEFORE CALENIlARIi~G. 

-

: 

I_ 

: 

~I DATA INCLUDES JUVENILES IN NEED OF SUPERVISION (JINS), STATUTE EFFECTIVE WJICH 1.1974.1977= 8,689; 1976=8,524; 1975=7,852; 1974= 3,122 

---------_ .. _---

% INCREASE 
1977/76 
1977172 

+ 3.7')'. 

+ 14.2"10 

+ 4.2"10 
+ 10.5"10 

0.0% 
+ 60.0"10 

+ 2.3% 
+ 28.3% 

+ 30.5% 
+ 33.3% 

2.2% 

+ 42.3% 

+ 7.3% 
7.8% 

3.3% 
9.9% 

6.1% 
+ 20.8% 

+ 10.7% 
+ 63.3% 

0.5% 
+ 39.4% 

1.9"10 
+ 42.7% 

+ 10.2% 
+ 69.1% 

+ 2.0% 
+ 26.7% 



1977 

JUDGESHIPS AUTHORIZED 306 

JUDGES IN OFFICE 274 

JUDGESHIP VACANCIES 32 

TOTAL CASES PENDING 167,811 

SUPREME COURT 176 

APPELLATE DIV. 
5,707 SUPERIOR COURT 

CIVIL (LAW DIV.) 53,084 

CRIMINAL 29,824 

POST-CONVICTION RELIEF, 
CONTESTED PROBATE, APPEALS 
TO COUNTY COURTS 

902 

GENERAL EQUITY 2,486 

MATRIMONIAL 7,020 

'!J 
JUVENILE 13,246 

DOM. REL. a RECIP. SUP. 6,503 

DISTRICT 48,863 

.!..t AS OF SEPTEMBER I, OF EACH YEAR. 

NUMBER OF JUDGESHIPSY AND CASES PENDING 
COURT YEARS ENDING AUGUST 31 

1977 COMPARED WITH 1976 AND 1972 

1976 1972 

295 268 

263 248 

32 20 

153,651.2/ ~ 

195 104 

4,746 3,092 

46,952 44,560 

28,724 22,322 

1,134 838 

2,684 2,090 

6,948 4,536 

12,678 10,275 

4,736 5,414 

44,854 37,344 

PERCENTAGE CHANGE 

m 

I77n 

v'//'/ 

'// '//// 

I7z1 

~ 

f77777 

1'1 

~ 

W-170 

ezZZZZJ 1977 11976 

, 197711972 

-

Y DATA INCLUDES THE JUVEN I LES IN NEED OF SUPERVISfoN (JINS), STATUTE EFFECTIVE MARCH I, 1974. 1977 = 930; 1976 = 775; 1975 = 677; 1974 = 662 . 

% INCREASE 
1977176 
1977/72 

+ 3.7% 
+ 14.2% 

+ 4.2% 
+ 10.5% 

0.0% 
+ 60.0% 

+ 9.2% 
+ 28.5% 

- 9.7% 
+ 69.2% 

+ 20.3% 
+84.6% 

+ 13.1% 
+ 19.1% 

+ 3.8% 
+ 33.6% 

- 20.5% 
+ 7.6% 

- 7.4% 
+ 19.0% 

+ 1.0% 
+ 54.8% 

+ 4.'5% 
+ 28.9% 

+ 37.3% 
+ 20.1% 

+ 8.9% 
+ 30.9% 

.2/ DATA DIFFERS FROM CASES PENDING AUGUST 31,1976 AS REPORTED IN 197.5··76 ANNUAL REPORT, BECAUSE OF RECOUNTS BY THE COUNTIES RESULTING FROM 
THEIR PERIODIC PHYSICAL INVENTORIES AND THE DISCOVERY OF OTHER REPORTING ERRORS IN THE COUNTIES DURING THE COURSE OF THE YEAR. 





CUMULATIVE TOTAL 

SEPTEMBER 1976 - AUGUST 1977 

TRIAL JUDGE DAYS POSSIBLE, AVAILABLE 1 
AND LOST DUE TO VACANCIES. 

AVERAGE NUMBER TOTAL DAYS 
OF TRIAL TOTAL POSS. TOTAL AVAIL. LOST DUE TO 

MONTH COURT DAYS JUDGESHIPS WORl< DAYS WOPJ< DAYS I VACANCIES 
, 

SEPTEMBER -14 260 3,640 3,1'09 531 

OCTOBER 20 260 5,200 4,499 701 

-
NOVEMBER 17 260 4,420 3,883 537 

DECEMBER 17 260 4,420 3,867 553 

JANUARY 20 260 5,200 4,552 648 

FEBRUARY 19 260 4,940 4,362 578 

-
MARCH 23 260 5,980 5,283 697 

--
APRIL 15 260.80* 3,912- 3,450 462 

MAY 20 263.10* 5,262 4,653 609 

JUNE 22 264 5,808 5,135 673 

JULY 20 264.60* 5,292 4,695 597 

AUGUST 20, 265 5.300 4,675 625 

TOTAL 
227 261.56* 59,374 52,163 7,211 

( 1 YEAR ) 

1/ Supreme Court, Appellate Division, Assignment Judges and retired 
judges excluded from count. Superior Court judges counted in the 
county worked each day. Lower Court judges counted in court and 
county of permanent· assignment, unless'transferred to another 
county, then counted in the court and county transferred to. 

* Fractional numbers of average judgeships are due to trial judge 
positions being established in mid - month. 

Source: Judges' Weekly Reports. 



AVERAGE AVAILABLE FULL TIME TRIAL JUDGES 

SEPTEMBER 1976 - AUGUST 19771 

TOTAL AVAILABLE AVERAGE JI,VAIL -
FULL TIME TRIAL ABLE FULL TIME 

VICINAGES JUDGE COURT DAYS COURT DAYS TRIJI.L JUDGES 

Vicinate #1 
Atlant c 1,111 227 4.90 
Cape Hay 443.5 " 1.95 
Cumberland 838 " 3.69 
Salem 258.5 " 1.14 
Total 2,651 " 11.68 

Vicinase #2 
Bergen 5,976 " 26.32 

Vicinase #3 
Burl~ngton 1,484 " 6.54 
Ocean 1,585 " 6.98 
Total 3,069 " 13.52 

Vicinase #4 
Camden 3,318 " 14.62 
Gloucester 969 " 4.27 
Total 4,287 " 18.89 

Vicinaae #5 
~ 8,020 " 35.33 

Vicinase jl6 
Hudson 5,240 " 23.08 

Vicinaae n 
Hunter on 471.5 " 2.08 
Mercer 1,983 " 8.74 
Somerset 1,394.5 " 6.14 
Total ~ " 16.96 

Vicina'.1e #8 
MIddlesex 4,53~ " 19.98 

Vicinaih #9 
3,178 " 14.00 Monmou 

Vicinase #10 
Morr~s 1,834.5 " 8.08 
Sussex 473.5 " 2.09 
Warren 463 " 2.04 
Total 2,771 " 12.21 

Vicinase #11 
~ 3,771 " 16.61 

Vicinase #12 
Un~on 4,815 " 21.21 

STATE TOTALS 52,163 " 229.79 
--- ---

VACANCIES * 7,211 " 31. 77 
--- ---

* Full time trial judge days lost due to vacancies 7,211 

1/ Supreme Court, Appellate Division, Assignment Judges and retired 
judges excluded from count. Superior Court judges counted in the 
county worked each day. Lower Court judges counted in court and 
county of permanent assigmnent, unless transferred to another 
county, then counted in the court and county transferred to. 

SOUrce: Judges' l1eek1y Reports. 
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NUMBER OF COURT DAYS LOST (BY MONTH) DUE TO 

JUDICIAL VACANCIES DURING COURT YEAR 1976-77 

Average Monthly Days Lost 

Due to JUdicial Vacancies 

1976 -77 = 601 

Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. 
1976 1977 

Month and Year 

I 





MONTH 

SEPTEMBER 

OCTOBER 

NOVEMBER 

DECEMBER 

JANUARY 

FEBRUARY 

MARCH 

APRIL 

MAY 

JUNE 

JULY 

AUGUST 

TOTl'.L 

( 1 YEAR ) 

Source: 

1/ 

* 

TABLE I 

CUMULATIVE STATE TOTAL OF COURT DAYS WORKEDl BY RETIRED 
JUDGES, TEMPORARILY RECALLED TO SIT ON THE TRIAL COURTS 

SEPTEMBER 1976 - AUGUST 1977 

NUMBER OF NUMBER OF TOTAL TRIAL AVERAGE NUMBER 
COURt.!' DAYS RETIRED JUDGES COURT DAYS OF RETIRED 

WORKING AT LEAST WORKED BY JUDGES WORKING 
1/2 COURT DAY RETIRED JUDGES PER COURT DAY 

14 10 122 

20 10 168.5 

17 10 131 

17 7 76.5 

20 8 108 

19 6 101 

23 8 145.5 

15 10 \ 97 ,. 

20 9 156 

22 9 16B 

20 8 119 

20 ~l 53 

221 11* 1,445.5 

Judges' Weekly Reports~ 

Days worked by Retired Judges counted on a half day basis 
(Morning only = half day; Afternoon only = half day; Both 
Morning and Afternoon = 1 day) as indicated on the Judges 
Weekly Reports. 

Eleven different retired judges have worked on the trial 
courts from Septe~ber 1976 to August 1977; however, not 
all of them worked in each month. 

8.71 

8.43 

7.71 

4.50 

5.40 

5.32 

6.33 

6.47 

7.80 

7.64 

5.95 

2.65 

6.37 

xxix 



COUNTY/2 VICINAGE 

Vicina2e U 
Atlantic 
Cape May 
Cumberland 
Sal(!m 
Total 

Vicina2e #2 
Berg(!n 

Vicina2e ~3 
Burlington 
Ocean 
~ 

Vicinasre #4 
Camden 
Gloucester 
~ 

Vicinase #5 

~ 

Vioinasre 
~ 

#6 

Vioinage #7 
Hunterdon 
Mercer 
Somerset 
!9.E!!!. 
yicina2e ~B 
MJ.ddlesex 

Vicina2e #9 
Monmoutli 

Vicinasre Uo 
Mords 
Sussex 
Narren 
~ 

Vicina9:e #11 
~ 
Vicinasre #12 
~ 

STATE TOTAL 

Source: 

1/ 

2/ 

. 
SEP. OCl'. 

19.5 38 
6 l 
2.5 0 
0 0 

3§. 21 

NO DAYS 

NO DAYS 

13 6 
0 0 

13 &. 

12 13 

~l 33 

NO DAYS 

14 20 

NO DAYS 

NO DAYS 

18 ll.:.2. 

li ~ 

122 ill..:.2. - --

TABLE II 

BREAKDOWN BY COUNTY: 

CUMULATIVE TOTAL OF COURT DAYS WO~EDl BY RETIRED 
JUe·GES I TEMI?ORj'\RILY RECALLED l'O SIT ON THE TR1AL COU1"TS 

SEPTEMBElt 1976 - AUGU:3T 1977 

COURT DAYS WORKED BY RETIRED 
JUDGES IN TRIAL COURTS 

NOV. DEC. .TAN. FEB. MAR. APR. MAY JUNE 

26.5 6 l l4.5 7 4 9 6 
3.5 0 0 3.5 3.5 2 3 6 
0 0 7 1 9 0 8.5 15.: 

. 0 0 9 11 3.5 1 1,5 7.5 
3j~, &. 17 30 bl I .?2.. 22_ 

WO!lKED 

110lUtED 

16 l 19 0 19 1 20 10 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

16 1 19 .Q. 19 1. ~ 10 

, 
15 12.5 g 15.5 14.5 10 15 11 

17 .!1. 19.5 19 2J. 1:2. 36 iQ. 

WORKED 

1:2. I .Q. .Q. li 15 ~ g 

WORKED 

WORKED 

20.5 II l!!. 1:.:..2. .ll. lQ. ~ 22 

16.5 .!.§. 15 1:1 II 15 ~ 22 

131 76.5 108 101 145.5 gz ill 168 -- -- - - -- - - -

Judges' Weekly R('ports. 

JULY AUG. 

4.5 0 
1.5 0 
7.5 0 

17.5 15 
.ll. 15 

1" -' 0 
0 0 

II .Q. 

2- .Q. 

~ II 

1:2. Q. 

.Q. 20 

20 .Q. 

119 53 -- -

Days worked by Retired Judges counted on a half day ba!lis (Morning only = half day; 
Afternoon only = half day; Both Horning and Afternoon - 1 day) as indicated on the 
Judges Weekly Reports. 

Judge days allocated among counties on the basis of which county the retired judge 
worked most during eacli lialf work day. 

CUMULATIVE 
TOTAL COURT 
DAYS 
WORKED1 
SEP. '76 
TO AUG. '77 

, 
l36 

30 
51 
69 

286 

l20 
0 

l20 

139 

~ 

ill 

~ 

200.5 

1,445.5 

--. 





$TATISTICAL DATA 
ON THE WORK OF 

THE SUPREME COURT , 
AND THE 

APPELLATE DIVISION 
OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 

A ANP B 





SUPREME COURT 

CHIEF JUSTICE 

Richard J. Hughes 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICES 

Worrall F. Mountain, Jr. 

Mark A. Sullivan 

Morris Pashman 

Robert L. Clifford 

Sidney M. Schreiber 

Alan B. Handler (effective 3/23/77) 

SUPERIOR COURT JUDGES TEMPORARILY ASSIGNED 
FOR PARTICIPATION IN DESIGNATED APPEALS: 

Milton B. Conford (until 3/22/77; 

and 3/23/77 for purpose 

of participating in disposi

tion of matters presented to 

the Court during his temporary 

assignment. ) 



PROCEEDINGS IN THE SUPREME COURT 
September 1, 1976 to August 31~ 1977 

(32 Sessions of the Court) 
Status of the Calendar 

sept. 

August 

* APPEALS 
At beginning of Period 195 
Notices of appeal filed 75 
Certification on petitions granted 126 
Certifications on motion 11 
Appeals by leave granted ...1-1 

~als removed from calendar: 
Argued and decided 151 
Consolidated with certification 8 
Dismissed before argument 53 
Remanded 17 
Decided without argument 15 

~_eals Eending at end of Eeriod: 
Argued but not decided 32 
Held for iurther argument 2 
Perfected and ready for argument 85 
Not yet perfected 57 

AEEeals Eending at end of Eeriod--
Dates notices of appeal filed or 
certification granted: 

Prior to January 1, 1976 2 
January 1, 1976 to March 31, 1976 6 
April 1, 1976 to June 30, 1976 24 
July 1, 1976 to August 31, 1976 2 
September 1, 1976 to December 31, 1976 45 
January 1, 1977 to March 31, 1977 35 
April 1, 1977 to June 30, 1977 31 
July 1, 1977 to August 31, 1977 31 

Total number of appeals argued 

PETITIONS FOR CERTIFICATION 
At beginning of Period 385 
Filed 765 
Disposed of by: 

Decision of court 919 
Dismissal prior to determination 48 

Pending at end of period 183 

MOTIONS AND OTHER PETITIONS 
At beginning of Period 102 
Filed 1,210 
Disposed of by: 

Decision of court 1,166 
Withdrawn prior to presentation to court 27 

Pending at end of period 119 

DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS (To diaciEline and 

At beginning of Period 
for reinstatement) 

42 
Added 62 
Disposed of 70 
Pending at end of period 34 

1, 1976 sept. 1, 1975 
to to 
31,1977 August 31,1976 

150 
77 

113 
16 

420 26 382 

108 
3 

43 
15 

244 18 187 

38 
1 

176 
105 

51 195 

79 
45 
59 
12 

0 
0 
0 

176 0 - 195 

155 137 

253 
837 

670 
35 

385 

188 
1,058 

1,116 
28 

102 

40 
95 

~~ 
* The unit of this table is the individual appeal. One or more appeals 

may be argued together. 

Source: Supreme Court Clerk's Office 
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Outcome of Appeals Decided 

Public 
Defender 

Affirmed 
Reversed 
Modified 
Reversed and Remanded 
Affirmed and Reversed in Part 
Remanded 
Dismissed 

12 
6 
3 
4 
1 
o 
o 

26 

Classification of Appeals Decided 

Appeals as of right 
Certification on petitions granted 
Certification on motion 
Appeals by leave granted 
Remand from U.S. Supreme Court 

*Opinions Filed 

Concur in Part 
Dissent in 

7 
14 

1 
4 
o 

26 

Majority Part Dissent 

Hughes, C.J. 
Mountain, J. 
Sullivan, J. 
Pashman, J. 
Clifford, J. 
Schreiber, J. 
Handler, J. 
Conford, J. 
Kolovsky, J. 
Carton, J. 
Opinions Below 

4 
15 
14 
18 

3 
14 

1 
11 

1 
1 

18 

lOa 

1 
1 
7 
3 
1 
2 

3 

18 

1 
1 
2 
1 
2 

5 

12 

*Deciding 151 appeals and 24 disciplinary matters 

6 

4 
12 

8 
8 

12 

1 

51 

Length of Majority Opinions 

Median 
Mean 
Shortest 
Longest 

10 pages 
13 pages 

1 page 
97 pages 

Time Intervals for Disposition of Appeals Decided 

Measurements 

Mean 
Median 
Range 

Judgment Below 
to Date of 
Notice of 
Appeal or 

**Granting of 
Certification 

3m23d 
3m14d 
Om 7d to 

IBm26d 

Date of Notice 
of Appeal or 
**Granting 

Certification 
to Date of 
Perfecti.on 

3ml2d 
2m 4d 
Om Od to 

13m26d 

Date of 
Perfection 
to Date of 

Argument: 

5m27d 
5m28d 
am ad to 

18m25d 

Date of 
Argument 

to Date of 
Decision 

5ml5d 
3m23d 
am 7d to 

36m19d 

otheE 

52 
30 
16 
23 

2 
2 
o 

125 

21 
84 
14 

5 
1 

125 

Per 
Curiam 

3 
15 

1 
8 

11 
1 

14 

53 

Date of Notice 
of Appeal or 
**Granting of 
Certification 

to Date of 
Decision 

14m22d 
l3m19d 

Om18d to 
52m 8d 

~otal 

64 
36 
19 
27 

3 
2 
o 

151 

28 
98 
15 

9 

-.l:. 
151 

~ 

11 
20 
41 
36 
21 
37 

2 
45 

1 
2 

18 

234 

Date of 
Perfection 

to Date 
of Decision 

11m2 ad 
lOm26d 

Om18d to 
40m ad 

** Date certification granted used in large majority of cases. In some cases the decision 
on the merits is made pursuant to the argument as to whether the certification should be 
granted. 

Source: Supreme Court Clerk'S Office. 
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TYPES OF APPEALS DECIDED 

Public Defender 

Criminal: 
Murder 
Other 

Condemnation 
Contract 
Contempt 
Election 
Escheat 
Malpractice 

Matrimonial-Including Custody and Adoption 
Municipal Ordinances: 

zoning 
Other than Zoning 

Public Office and Employment 
Real Property-Title or Possession 
State Agencies or Authorities: 

Dept. of Banking 
Dept. of Civil Service 
Dept. of Education 
Dept. of Environmental Protection 
Dept. of Health 
Dept. of Institutions and Agencies 
Dept. of Insurance 
Dept. of Labor and Industry 
Dept. of Law and Public Safety 
Dept. of Public Utilities 
Dept. of Transportation 
Dept. of Treasury 
Division of Civil Rights 
Division of Pensions 
Division of Workers' Compensati.8r; 

Miscellaneous 
Torts: 

Auto Negligence 
Other Torts 

6 
16 

COL1ITS BELOW (Appeals Decided) 

Superior Court, Appellate Division 
Superior Court, Law Division 
Superior Court, Chancery Division 
County Courts 
County District Court 
Juvenile & Domestic Relations Court 
State Agencies: 

Division of Tax Appeals 
Division of Workers' Compensation 

136 
8* 
4 
1 
o 
o 

1 
1 

151 

Other 

o 
13 

A-lt 
* includes 1 appeal on remand from the u. S. Supreme Court 

Total 

6 
29 
4 

13 

13 

6 
14 

3 
6 

2 
1 
4 

2 
1 
1 

5 
2 
1 
2 

1 
10 
16 

5 
4 

151 
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PROCEEDINGS IN THE SUPREME COURT 

MATTERS OTHER THAN APPEALS DISPOSED OF 

September 1, 1276 to August 31, 1977 

Motions Disposed of: 

For acceleration 
To amend 
For assignment of counsel 
For bail 
For direct certification 
For consolidation 
For counsel fee 
To dismiss appeal or petition 

for certification 
To expand the record 
For extension of time 
For leave to: 

Appeal 
File brief e~icus curiae 
Proceed as ail indigent 
Serve judicial clerkship 
Serve legal clerkship 

For rehearing or reconsideration 
For relaxation of bar rules 
For stay or to vacate 
For summary disposition 
For supplemental or overlength 

brief 
Dismissal on Court's own motion 
Withdrawal prior to Court's 

determination 
Miscellaneous general 

Petitions Disposed of (Manner of 

For certification 
Grant and remand 
Dismiss before perfection 
Denied 

Disciplinary Matters Disposed of 

To discipline 
For reinstatement 
Removed without Court action 

!!!:2;~ht by: 
Public 

Defender Other 

12 
3 
5 

18 16 
3 49 
1 8 

21 

45 
1 7 
9 112 

16 113 
1 30 

7 
3 
2 

5 26 
425 

3 80 
1 8 

16 58 
21 

27 
2 ~2 

76 1,117 

Disposition) : 
Public 

Defender Other 
18 94 
3 11 

48 
308 485 

(Manner of Disposition): 

Total 
34 
12 
24 
70 

Total 

12 
3 
5 

34 
52 
9 

21 

45 
8 

121 

129 
31 
7 
3 
2 

31 
425 
83 
9 

74 
21 

27 
41 

1,193 

Total 
112 
14 
48 

793 

A-7 



B-2 

Appellate Division Judges, continued 

PART D 

PART E 

PART F 

PART G 

~ug"nc L. Lora, Presiding 
,Tnhn F. Crane 

Herman D. Michels 
Leon Leonard 

Sv1via B. Pressler 

Joseph Halpern, Presiding 
Samuel Allcorn, Jr. 
Theodore I. Botter 
Cudd~e E. Davidson, Jr. 

Harold Kolovsky 

(Presiding during absence 
of Judge Lora 11/1/76-1/3/77) 

(Retired and temporarily 
assigned on recall effective 
11/1/76 until 11/19/76) 

(Temporarily assiqned 
effective 11/22/76 until 
12/31/76) 

(Temporarily assigned 1/3/77 
until return of Judge Allcorn 
1/21/77) 

(Retired and temporarily 
assigned on recall effective 
11/26/76 until 12/~3/76) 

Lawrence A. Carton, Jr., Presiding (Retired 8/25/77) 
Martin J. Kole 
Samuel A. Larner 

Robert A. Matthews, Presiding 
Baruch S. Seidman 
Herbert Horn 



~------~-------------------------_OC;"""'-----~ -- ---

§ 
CJ 

.J1 
.., 

rfi ~ J::: 
5 ~ 

~1iJ 
.,.., 

r; l if 
.". lI:}(/) c? 

Chancery Division 

General Eauity 11 103 20 31 5 

Matrimonial 0 3 2 2 1 

TJaw DiVision 120 248 84 114 20 

County Courts 13 17 8 6 7 

District Courts 2 27 12 6 0 

Juvenile & Domestic 
Relations Courts 10 8 3 11 2 

Probate Div. of the 
County ct. and 
Surrogate I s Ct. 1 4 0 1 0 

state Agencies 

Other 

TOTAL 157 410 129 171 35 

TOTAL 1 
116 440 YEAR AGO 144 180 30 

SUPERIOR COURT - APPELLATE DIVISION 

NOTICES OF APPEAL FILED 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

b- tl ~ .., § Q] c? 'i/ : ~ ~ C/)'" ~ ~ § C/) <IJ C/) 
(/) !/ .;t J '" ~ .., ~CJ 

~ 4' 0 
:$ § C/) '0' 

t;j (j & ti:j ~ .$' 

5 76 9 35 9 28 47 50 

(), 7 1 2 1 0 4 3 

54 511 24 167 17 156 231 327 

4 41 4 13 " 12 16 37 -' 

2 39 3 19 1 5 10 11 

5 25 3 6 3 7 11 2 

0 12 0 3 0 1 1 3 

70 711 44 245 36 209 320 433 

52 757 30 214 33 225 273 343 

Source: Cl~rk of the Appellate Division of the Superior Court. 

tI:I 
I 

W 

.., 
.;S CJ C/) OJ .,.., ~'" Q] rfi 

C/) C/) 

tl :::r '" 5 ",I/)' II § "'''Y 
o l7 C/) 

",'" ~~ ..,I/)'~ .;S "f 
C/) "f rf ! ~ OJ 

'QI/)' ~I! .J' 
cCJ 

J:1,<rt CO q ~ 'Q~ c # ~ ~ .". 

27 35 32 1 23 10 21 2 580 

2 2 0 0 0 2 3 0 35 

131 66 245 26 66 21 219 22 2,869 

15 12 9 1 7 3 16 11 257 

7 2 9 0 10 2 12 0 179 

2 3 3 1 3 1 7 0 116 

1 1 1 0 1 0 3 0 33 

1,131 1,134 

5 5 

185 121 299 29 110 39 281 35 1,13L 5 5,208 

172 112 277 16 87 32 236 20 963 67 4,819 

-~ 



COURTS FROM WHICH APPEALS TAKEN 

(Appeals Filed) 

County Court, Law Division 
County District Court 
Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court 
Superior Court, Chancery Division 
Superior Court, Law Division 
Probate Division of the County Court and 

Surroaate's Court 
State Agencies and Authorities 

Department of Banking 
Department of civil Service 
Department of Community Affairs 
Department of Corrections 

Parole Board 
Division of Corrections and Parole 

Department of Education 
Department of Environmental Protection 
Department of Health 
Department of Higher Education 
Departm~nt of Human Services 

Division of Medical Assistance and 
Health Services 

Division of Public Welfare 
Department of Insurance 

Division of Real Estate Commission 
Department of Labor and Industry 

Board of Review 
Public Employment Relations Commission 
Division of Workmen's Compensation 

Department of Law and Public Safety 
Board of Medical Examiners 
Board of Pharmacy 
Election Law Enforcement Commission 
Division of Alcoholic Beverage Control 
Division of Civil Rights 
Division of Consumer Affairs 
Division of Motor Vehicles 

Department of Public Utilities 
Department of Transportation 
Department of Treasury 

Public Employees'Retirement System Board 
Division of Building and Construction 
Division of Pensions 
Division of Purchase and Property 
Division of Tax Appeals 

Other 

TOTAL 

Total Criminal 

257 172 
179 2 , , ,.. 
.1..1.0 77 
615 2 

2869 1849 

33 0 

13 0 
78 0 

5 0 

50 31 
14 9 
30 0 
22 0 
22 0 

4 0 
87 44 

1 0 
34 0 

8 0 
1 0 
2 0 

341 0 
20 0 

164 0 
16 0 

2 0 
1 0 
6 0 

32 0 
18 0 
11 0 
13 1 
19 0 

4 0 
18 0 
15 0 

2 0 
25 0 

2 0 
54 0 

5 3 

5208 2190 

Source: Office of the Clerk, Appellate Division of the Superior Court. 
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APPEALS TO THE APPELLATE DIVISION 

OF THE 

SUPERIOR COURT 

september 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

Status of the Calendar 

APPEALS 
At beginning of Period 

Argued but not decided 
Submitted on brief but not decided 
Perfected and ready for calendaring 

* Not yet perfected 
Filed 
Certifications remanded from Supreme Court 

Appeals removed from Calendar: 
Argued and decided 
submitted and decided on brief 
Dismissed before calendaring 
Certified before calendaring 

Appeals pending at end of period: 
Argued but not decided 
Submitted but not decided 
Perfected and ready for calendaring 
Not yet perfected 

Appeals pending at end of period-
Dates of filing of appeals: 
Prior to January J., 1976 
January 1, 1976 to March 31, 1976 
April 1, 1976 to June 30, 1976 
July 1, 1976 to August 31, 1976 
September 1, 1976 to December 31, 1976 
January 1, 1977 to March 31, 1977 
April 1, 1977 to June 30, 1977 
July 1, 1977 to August 31, 1977 

Disposition of Appeals Argued 

Part Part Part Part Part 
A B C D E 

Appeals argued and decided 187 198 181 195 181 
Appeals argued but not decided 7 4 0 0 1 
Appeals submitted and decided 194 217 21.2 218 237 
Appeals submitted but not decided 0 1 2 0 0 
Total appeals argued 194 202 181 195 182 
Total appeals submitted 194 218 214 218 237 
Total all appeals 388 420 395 413 419 

outcome of Appeals Decided 

Part Part Part Part Part 
A B C D E 

Affirmed 270 269 267 311 297 
Reversed 78 92 88 70 74 
Modified 27 45 30 30 35 
Remanded 2 1 1 0 2 
Dismissed (Opinion) 4 8 7 2 10 
Total appeals decided 381 415 393 413 418 

10 
2 

1,179 
3,555 
5,208 

2 

1,347 
1,654 
1,236 

12 

22 
12 

1,449 
4,224 

368 
214 
452 
444 
838 

1,118 
1,301 
2E 

Part 
F 

185 
0 

215 
0 

185 
215 
400 

Part 
F 

276 
56 
61 

0 
7 

400 

9,956 

4,249 

5,707 

5,707 

Part 
G SEecia1 Total 

193 27 1.347 
2 8 22 

223 138 1654 
0 9 12 

195 35 1369 
223 147 1666 
4T8 182 3035 

Part 
G Sl2ecial Total 

278 56 2024 
87 41 586 
40 4 272 

1 2 9 
10 62 110 

416 165 3001 

* Data differs from report for the court year ending August 31, 1976, by +10 cases due to 
adjustments in caseload input from computerized docketing control system. 

Source: Office of the Clerk, Appellate Division of the Superior Court. 
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OPINIONS FILED 

Majority Concurring Dissenting Per Curiam Total 

Judge Allcorn 15 1 1 95 112 
Judge Antell 8 1 9 123 141 
Judge Ard 4 119 123 
Judge Bischoff 19 130 149 
Judge Batter 21 1 118 140 
Judge Carton, Jr. 19 1 126 146 
Judge Co11ester 28 28 
Judge Crahay 1 53 54 
Judge Crane 11 1 123 135 
Judge Davidson 1 9 10 
Judge Fritz 20 1 139 160 
Judge Furman 2 1 8 11 
Judge E. Gau1kin 21 21 
Judge Halpern 19 1 131 151 
Judge Horn 14 2 1 124 141 
Judge King 7 43 50 
Judge Ko1e 16 2 130 148 
Judge Ko1ovsky 3 8 11 
Judge Larner 25 2 94 121 
Judge Leonard 7 7 
Judge Lora 19 112 131 
Judge Lynch 30 105 135 
Judge Matthews 12 1 3 124 140 
Judge Michels 18 121 139 
Judge Mi1med 8 128 136 
Judge Morgan 10 1 4 128 143 
Judge Pressler 22 68 90 
Judge Rizzi 1 16 17 
Judge Seidman 12 3 124 139 

336 10 28 2555 2929 * 

* Disposing of 3001 appeals. 

Source: Office of the Clerk, Appellate Division of the Superior Court. 
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TYPES OF CASES REVIEWED 

(Decided Appeals) 

Adoption 
Condemnation 
Contempt 
Contract 
Counsel Fees 
Criminal, Disorderly Persons Offenses 

and Other Non-Indictable Offenses: 
Disorderly Persons Offenses 
Excessive Sentence 
Manslaughter 
Murder 
Narcotics 
Other Indictable Offenses 
Other Non-Indictable Offenses 
Post Conviction Relief: 

Murder 
Other 

Election 
Foreclosure 
Impeachment of Public Officials 
Juvenile Delinquency 
Matrimonial 
Municipal Ordinances 
Municipal Ordinances - Zoning 
Other Non-Criminal 
Public Office and Employment 
Real Property - Title and Possession 
State Agencies and Authorities: 

Department of Banking 
Department of Civil Service 
Department of Community Affairs 

Hackensack Meadowlands Development Commission 
Division of Housing and Urban Renewal 

Dep.3.rtment of Corrections 
:Parole Board 

Department of Defense 
Department of Education 
Department of Environmental Protection 
Department of Health 
Department of Higher Education 
Department of Human Services 

Division of Medical Assistance and Health Services 
Division of Public Welfare 

Department of Insurance 
Division of Real Estate Commission 

Department of Labor and Industry 
Board of Review 
Public Employment Relations Commission 
Division of Workmen's Compensation 

Department of Law and Public Safety 
Board of Medical Examiners 
Violent Crimes Compensation Board 
Election Law Enforcement Commission 
Division of Alcoholic Beverage Control 
Division of Civil Rights 
Division of Consumer Affairs 
Division of Motor Vehicles 

Department of Public utilities 
Department of Transportation 
Department of Treasury 

Public Employees'Retirement System Board 
Division of Pensions 
Division of Tax Appeals 

Other 
Torts: 

Auto Negligence - Personal Injury 
Auto Negligence - Not Personal Injury 
Other Torts 

Traffic - All Motor Vehicle Violations 
Wills and Estates 
Miscellaneous 

TOTAL 

1 
19 

8 
374 

12 

5 
396 

4 
54 

112 
436 

20 

6 
lB 
11 
12 

1 
38 

159 
7 

94 
3B 
29 
38 

1l. 
53 

2 
4 

16 
1 

17 
14 

4 
4 

15 
1 
9 
2 
2 
2 

106 
10 

113 
5 
4 
2 
1 

14 
7 
7 

10 
B 
1 
6 
7 

20 
36 
12 

B9 
4 

119 
90 
37 

244 

3001 

Source: Office of the Clerk, Appellate Division of the Superior Court. 
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COURTS FROM ~VHICH APPEALS TAKEN 

(Decided Appeals) 

County Court, Law Division 
County District Court 
Juvenile and Domestid Relations Court 
Superior Court, Chancery Division 
Superior Court, Law Division 
Probate Division of the County Court and 

Surrogate's Court 
State Agencies and Authorities 

Department of Eanking 
Department of Civil Service 
Department of Community Affairs 

Hackensack Meadowlands Development 
Commission 

Division of Housing and Urban Renewal 
Department of Corrections 

Parole Board 
Division of Corrections and Parole 

Department of Defense 
Department of Education 
Department of Environmental Protection 
Department of Health 
Department of Higher Education 
Department of Human Services 

Division of Medical Assistance and 
Health Services 

Division of Public Welfare 
Department of Insurance 

Division of Real Estate Commission 
Department of Labor and Industry 

Board of Review 
Public Employment Relations Commission 
Division of Workmen's Compensation 

Department of Law and Public Safety 
Board of Medical Examiners 
Violent Crimes Compensation Board 
Election LaVl Enforcement Commission 
Division of Alcoholic Beverage Cont~ol 
Division of Civil Rights 
Division of Consumer Affairs 
Division of Motor Vehicles 

Department of Public Utilities 
Department of Transportation 
Department of Treasury 

Public Employees 'Retirement System Board 
Division of Pensions 
Division of Tax Appeals 

special committees and Commission 
Waterfront Commission 

Other 

TOTAL 

Public 
Defender 

10 

38 

805 

6 

1 

1 

861 

Pro Se 

12 
10 

17 
22 

3 

23 
11 

19 

1 

27 

2 

1 

1 

1 

150 

Paid 
Counsel 

166 
86 

9 
375 
740 

10 

11 
48 

1 
4 

2 

1 
17 
15 

4 
4 
8 

1 
1 
1 
2 
2 

44 
11 

110 
5 
5 
1 
1 

14 
6 
7 
9 
8 
2 
5 
7 

19 
34 

1 
10 

1807 

Source: Office of the Clerk, Appellate Division of the Superior Court. 
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Legal 
Services 

4 
12 

2 
3 
4 

1 

2 

5 

8 

29 

1 

71 

Other 

16 
1 
7 
3 

65 

3 

1 

2 

7 

2 

1 

1 

3 

112 

Total 

208 
109 

56 
398 

1636 

11 

11 
54 

2 
4 

33 
11 

1 
17 
15 

4 
4 

34 

1 
9 
2 
2 
2 

108 
11 

114 
5 
5 
2 
1 

14 
7 
7 

10 
8 
2 
6 
7 

20 
37 

1 
12 

3001 





SUPERIOR COURT - APPELLATE DIVISION l.J 
APPEALS PEN DING ARGUMENT AT END OF COURT YEAR 

COURT YEARS ENDING AUGUST 31 
1950 TO DATE COM PARED WITH 1950 

5BOO ~ 

5600 r--
5400 !--

52.00 !-------1 r--

5000 - r--

4BOO - r--

4500 -, - ~ 

4400 - - '--

4200 - I- r--

4000 - I-- r-- I--

3BOO --( i-- I- !--

3500 ~ 1-- I-- - I--

3400 - ,,-------- i-- I-- I-- - I-

3200 ----{ r--
_ READY fOR ARGUMENT --- r-- f--- r-- - r--

en 
..J 3000 
~ 
w 
a. 

2BOO a. 
~ 

f)- D NOT PERFECTED 
-

~ TOTAL CASES * -- I-- ~ I-- r-- - r--

- - I-- - I-- r-- - i"-

2600 ------; I-- - f--- I-- - i"-

2400 - ~. I-- I-- - f--- I-- f-- I--

2200 - ,- ,- :--- - f--- f--- r-- ,-

2000 r-- f--- f--- - f--- - r-- I--

IBOO r-- f--- I-- I-- '-- I-- - I-- !--

1500 I--- I-- I- f--- I-- '-- I-- - r-- i"-

1400 r-- f-- I-- f--- - I-- I-- r-- ,--

1200 

1000 

BOO 

500 

400 

200 

0 

c----- 1:= I-- I-- !--- - - '--- I-- I-- -

r------ --

r-1~1e--
I-- I-- !-- '-- - '-- I-- r--- --

I-----i I- f--- I-- f-- 1-- ~ - '-- r-- '-- -

r- --1'-11-1- - - r--- r- r--- - r-- ,-- - - ,- r--- - -

tI 
I-- f-- - - - - - I-- - - f--- r-- !---- - ----- f--- ,--- -

f-- f--- - - - - - r-- - - f-- r-- f-- - '-- f--- '-- -

1950 1950 1951 1952 1963 1964 1955 1966 1967 196B 1969 1970 1971 1971' 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

\" COURT YEAR ENDING AUG. 31 

'" *NOTE: BREAKDOWN NOT AVAILABLE PRIOR TO 1955 

11 DOES NOT INCLUDE APPEALS ARGUED BUT NOT DECIDED AND APPEALS SUBMITTED BUT NOT DECIDED. 



OJ SUPERIOR COURT --APPELLATE DIVISION I 
I-' 
0 

TIME INTfRVAl5 FOR DI5POSITIO~ OF APpEALS OFCIOFO 
TABLE l--ARGUED AND DECIDED 

SEPTEMBER I 19'(6 TO AUG. 31 1977 

JUDGMENT BELOW DATE OF APPEAL DATE PEfI.FFCTED DATE ARGUED DATE OF h.,pPFAL DATE PERFE'CTF.O 
TO DATE OF TO DATE TO DATE ARGUED TO Ttl BATE TO DATE 

PAPT I-4EASUREMFNT NOTICE OF APPEAL PER FEC TEO OAT E DEC roED D€CIDEO DECIDED 

ALL PARTS MEAN 1MO. 50AYS 7MO. 15DAYS 4MO. 2DOA,(S ;)MO. 28DAYS 131-10. 2DAVS SMO. 170AV5 
MEDIAN 11-10. 7DAYS 6MO. 70AVS 4MO. 4DAYS OKO. 18DAYS 1.2MO. 1.20l\YS 5MO. 30AVS 
RANGE lOW OMO. ODAYS OMO. OOAYS 0/-1(\. OOA,(S OI~O • OOAYS OMO. 5DAYS OMO. 20AYS 

HIGH 12MO. 16DAYS 32MO. 23DAYS 16MQ. 100AYS 14MO. 17[1AYS 311'10. 28DAYS 22MO. 5DAYS 

PART A MEAN 1MO. 70AYS 6140. 230AYS 5MO. 7DAYS 1MO. 3DAYS 13MO. ODAY$ 6MO. 8DAYS 
MEDIAN WOo 7DAYS 5MO. 15DAYS 4MO. llOMS OMO. 23DAvS 13MO. 2DAY5 'SMO. 170AY5 
RANGF lOW OMO. OOAYS 0MO. 90AYS OMO. 20AYS DHO. OOAYS 01~0. 180AYS (lMO. 3DAYS 

HIGH 11MO. 26DAYS 21MO. 23DAYS 16MO. 100A,(5 51010. 14DAVS 30MO. 5{)AYS 1 -/t-~O. 2DAYS 

PART 8 ~\EAN 1MO. 7DAYS 7/010. 230AY5 4r~c. 110AY$ OMO. 250AY$ 12MO. 290AYS 5MO. 60AYS 
MEDIAN 1MO. 60AYS 6MO. 270AY5 3MO. 21DAYS OMO. 1711AYS 12MO. 120AYS 4MO. 200AY5 
RANGE lOW OMO. OOAYS 0'"'0. OOAYS 01-10. ODAYS OMO. 5DAVS OI~O. 5DAYS OMO. 50AVS 

HIGH 12~0. 16DAVS 22/-\0. 200AYS 14·"10. 5DAVS 14MO. 17DAYS 24MO. 23DAVS 15MO. 29DAVS 

PART C t-1EAN 1MO. 3DAYS 7MO. lDAYS 4",0. 220AVS 1MO. 50AVS 121010. 27DAYS 5MO. 26DAVS 
MEDIAN IND. 6DAYS 6MO. 3DAYS 4MO. 50AYS OM8. 24rlAYS 12MO. 7DAYS 5Mfl. 60AYS 
RANGE lOW OMO. lDAYS OMO. OOAYS OMO. 7DAY$ OMO. 80AYS OMO. 170AVS OMO. 110AYS 

HIGH 31-10. 40AYS 22MO. 270AYS 14MO. 60AYS 14MO. 150AYS 37MO= 28DAYS 22MO. 5DAYS 

PART D MEAN I~O" 6DAYS 71-10. 8DAYS 4MO. 21DAVS 0"10. 22DAYS 12~m. 21DAVS 5Mn~ 130AYS 
"lEO IAN 1MO. 80AY$ 6MO. 9DAYS 4MO. 18DAYS OMO. 16DAYS 12MO. 50AYS 5MO. 5DA'(S 
RANGE LOW OMO. OOAYS OMO. OOAYS 01-10. 80AYS OM8. lDAYS Hl0. 19DAY$ 01-'0. I1DAYS 

HIGH 12MO. OOAYS 21 "lO. 40AYS 13MO. 5DAYS 4MO. 210AY5 23/~O. 250AY5 13140. 210AY5 

PART E MEAN 1MO. 4DAYS 8MO. 150AYS 4MO. 13DAYS 0"10. 290AYS 13"10. 240AY$ 5140. 10DAYS 
MflHAN 11'10. lOOAYS 5MO. 250AYS 3/>\0. 290AYS OMO. lSOAYS I1MO. 280AY$ 5140. 60AYS 
RANGE lOW OMO. ODAYS OMO. ODAY5 0"10. ODAYS OMD. 60AYS OMO. 16DAYS 01010. 30AYS 

H[GH 5MO. 12DAYS 32MO. 23DAYS ~5MO. 200AYS 4140. 13DAYS 351-10. 16DAVS 161-\0., ODAVS 

PART F MfAN 1MO. 5DAYS 7MO. I8DAYS 4MO. 26DAYS 01'10. 240AY5 13""0. 8DAYS 5MO. 20DAYS 
MEDIAN 1MO. 9DAY5 6MO. 13DAY5 4MO. 120A\'S OMO. 21DAYS 121-\0. 24DAYS 5MO. 50AYS 
RANGE lOW OMO. 1DAYS 0"10. 21DAYS OMO. 6DAY5 OMD. 80AVS 2"10. 30AYS 0"10. 20DAYS 

HTGK 41-10. 220AVS 251-m. 160l\Y5 15"10. 29f1AYS 3MO. 230AYS 27"10. 13DAYS 1/ f/I(I. 60l\YS 

PART G MEAN IMO. 20AVS 7MO. L30AV5 4140. 140A,(5 lI~O. 20AYS 1.2"10. 260l\Y5 5MO. 150AYS 
MEDIAN 1MO. 50AY5 6MO. 50AYS 3MO. 260AYS 01'10. 170AYS 12MOe 1l0AYS 'tHO. 27DA YS 
RANGF lOW OMO. ODAY5 OMO. ODAYS OMO. lDAYS 01'10. . 1DAYS OMO. 8DAYS 01'10 • 2DAYS 

HIGH 4MO. 2 3DAY S 26140. 22DAYS L4MO. 13DAYS 4MO. 12DAYS 31MD. 601\'1'$ I5MO. 4DAY5 

SPECl AL MEAN OMO. 26DAYS 9"10. 160AYS 3MO. 8DAYS 01-10. 19DAYS 131~D. 13DAYS 3"'0. 27DAY5 
MEDIAN OMO. 24DAYS 9MO. 3DAYS 3MO. 8DAYS OMO. 1601\'1'5 13"10. 90AYS 31'10. 200A Y5 
RANGE lOW 01'10. tOAVS 2MO. 70AYS 01'10. 80AYS OMO. 90AYS 3MO. 1.6f\AYS Hm. 10AYS 

HIGH 21-10. 12DAYS 16,.,0. 22DAYS 6MO. OOAYS 3MO. 3DAYS 2lMO. 16DAYS 71>10. 30AYS 
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SUPERIQR COURT--APPELLATE DIVISION 

HME INTFRVAlS FOR DISPOSITION OF APPEALS DECIDED 
TABLE 2--SUBMITTED AND DECIDED 

SEPTEMBER 1 1916. TO AUG. 31 1977 

JUDGMENT BELOW DATE OF APPEAL nATE PERFECTED DATE SUBMITTED DATE OF APPEAL DATE I>ERFECTED 
TO DATE OF Ti) DATE TO DAn; TO TO DATE TO DATE 

PART MEASUREMENT NOTICE OF APPEAL PERFECTE'D SUB~llTTED OAT E DEC IDEO OEcrDEO DECIDED 

All PARTS MEAN 1MO. 12DAYS 8MO. 4DAYS 3/010. 11DAYS OHO. 19DAVS 12MO. 30AVS 4~1O. OOAYS 
MEDIAN IMO. 1IOAYS 7MO. 2DAYS 2MO. 24DAYS OHO. 150AYS HMO. 7DAYS 3MO. 110AYS 
RANGE LOW OMO. ODAYS OMO. ODAYS OMO. LDAYS OMO. ODAVS OMO. OOAYS OHO. 3DAYS 

HIGH 32MO. 21DAYS 31MO. 40AYS 21MO. lDAYS 7MO. 280AYS 34MO. 20AYS 2IMO. 16DAYS 

PART A MEAN 11'10. 17DAV S 7MO. 29DAYS 3MO. 22DAYS OHO. 24DAVS 12MO. 16DAVS 4MO. 17DAYS 
MEDIAN lHO. 120AYS 6MO. 27D.\YS 2MOo' 23DAYS OHO. 200AYS 111010. 20DAVS 3MO. 17DAYS 
RANGE LOW 01'10. ODAYS OMO. ODAVS OHO. LDAYS OMO. OOAYS 0"10. 140AYS 0;.10. 50AYS 

HIGH 22MO. ODAYS 3H10~ 40AYS 2lMO. IDAYS '.HO. 15D~~YS 31MO. 29DAYS 211-10. 16DAYS 

PART B MEAN 11-10. 7DAYS 8MO. 5DAYS 3/010. 13DAYS OHO. 16DAYS 12MO. ODAYS 3MO. 280AYS 
MEDIAN 1MO. 10DAYS 7MO. IDAYS 3,.,0. ODAYS OMO. 140AYS HMO. 3DAYS 3MO. VtDAYS 
RANGE LOW OMO. ODAYS OMO. OCIAYS OMO. 6DAYS OHO. ODAYS OHO. 3DAYS OMO. 13DAYS 

H[GH 5"10. 13DAYS -24MO. 25DAYS 18M(1. 14DAVS 2MO. 4DAYS 28MO. 1DAYS 18MO. 25DAYS 

PART C MEAN 1MO. llDAYS 81010. l3 IDAYS 3/010. llDAVS 01010. 230AYS 12,.,0. 160AYS 41010. 4DAYS 
MEDIAN 1MO. lLDAYS 7MO. 6DAYS 2HO. 22DAYS OHO. 16DAYS lIMO. 20DAYS 3MO. 13DAYS 
RANGE LOW OHO. ODAYS OHO. 2DAYS OMO. 3DAYS 0r-10. ODAYS 0"10. ODAYS 01-10. 3DAYS 

HIGH 21MO. 6DAYS 27MO. 14D.\vS 14MO. 2bOAYS 7MO. 28DAYS 34MO. 2DAVS 16MO. 7DAYS 

PART 0 MEAN 1MO. 13DAYS 8MO. 3DAYS 3MO. 6DAVS OMO. 180AYS 11MO. 25DAYS 3MO .. 23DAYS 
MEDIAN 1MO. llOAVS 7MO. 60AYS 2MO. 180AVS OMO. 14DAYS lIMO. OOAYS 3,.,0. IDAYS 
RANGE lOW OMO. ODAYS CMO. 21DAVS OMO. 1DAVS OHO. 3DAYS OHO. ODAYS OMO. 8DAYS 

HIGH 13MO. 4DAYS 23MO. 20DAYS lIMO. 20DAYS 5MO. lODAYS 27MO. 120AYS 12,.,0. 9DAYS 

PART E MEAN iMO. lSDAYS 8MO. 13DAYS 3MO. 8DAYS OHO. 160AYS 121010. 7DAYS 3HO. 240AYS 
MEDIAN 11010. 110AYS 7MO. 70AY$ 2MO. 28DAYS 01-\0. 14DAYS 111110. 70AYS 3,.,0. 9DAYS 
RANGf lOW 0,.,0. OOAYS 1MO. 270AYS OMO. 15DAVS OHO. 6DAYS 5MO., 9DAYS U.,O .. 30AYS 

HIGH 13MO. 5DAYS 22HO. 6DAYS lIMO. 18DAVS 3MO. 22DAYS 26MO. 60AVS 12HO. 29DAYS 

PART F MEAN IMO. llDAYS 8MO. lOAYS 3MO. llDAYS OMO. 18DMS 12HO. OOAYS 3MO. 29DAYS 
MEDIAN IHO. 10DAYS 6MO. 20DAYS 2,.,0. 24DAYS 0"10. 15DAYS 10"10. 12DAYS 31'10. 130AYS 
RANGE lOW OMO. lDAYS 1MO. ODAYS OHO. 19DAYS OMO. ?DAYS 3MO. 14DAYS 11'10. 5DAYS 

IHGH 12"10. 1.0OAYS 271'10. 180AYS 15HO. 22DAVS 3MO. 230AYS 291m. 26DAYS 16MO. 7DAYS 

PART G MEAN 1HO. 12DAYS 8MO. 4DAYS 3MO. 1DAYS OMO. 200AYS 12/'10. IDAYS 3MO. 27DAY5 
MEDIAN LMO. llOAYS 7MO. 17DAYS 2MO. 18DAYS OHO .. 150AYS lIMO. 28DAYS 3MO. 10DAYS 
RO\NGE LOW OMO. ODAYS OHO. ODAYS OHO. 2DAYS 01'10. 10AYS OMO. 3DAYS o,.m. 3DAYS 

HIGH 32MO. 21DAYS 19"10. 24DAVS 19"10. 22DAYS 5110. 19DAYS 29,.,0. ODAYS 201'10. 6DAYS 

SPECIAL MEAN IMO. 5DAYS 5MO. 24DAYS 3MO. 4DAYS OHO. 1.20AYS 8r~ou 140AVS 31'10. 8DAYS 
MEDIAN IHO. 9DAYS 4MO. 19DAYS 21'10. 22DAVS 01'10. llDAYS 71~0. 17DAYS 3MO. 2DAYS 
RANGE LOW 0"10. ODAYS OMO. 6DAYS 11010. 5DAVS 01'10. OOAYS 01'10. OOAYS 1MO. 15DAYS 

HiGH 2HO. 20DAY'S 13MO. 15DAYS lIMO. 15DAYS OHO. 27DIWS 16MO. 2DAYS lIMO. 6DAYS 

III 
I 
I-' 
I-' 



to -- --.~ .. -
I 

SUPERIOR COURT--APPELLATE DIVISION -----------
.... ro 

TIME INTERVALS FOR D[SPOSITION OF APPEALS DECIDED 
TABLE 3--TOTAL, ARGUED AND SUBMITTED AND DECIDED 

SEPTE~3ER 1 1976 TO AUG. 31 1971 

JUDGMENT BfLOW DATE OF !~PPEAL DATE PERFECTED DATE APGUEO OR DATE OF APPEAL DATE PERFECTED 
TO OATf OF TO DATE TO DATE ARGUED SUB/>II THO TO TO DATI" TO DATE 

PART MEASUREMENT NOTICE OF APPEAL PERFECTED OR SUBMITTED OAT E DEC IOED DeC IDEO DECIDED 

All PARTS MF.AN 11010. 90AYS 71010. 21D"YS 3MO. 27DAVS OMO. 23DAYS 12MO. 150AYS 4MO. 19DAYS 
MEDIAN 1/>10. 10DAYS 6MO. 21DAYS 3MO. 60AYS OMO. IbDAYS llMO. 24DAYS 3MO. 28DAYS 
RANGE lOW 01010. ODAYS OHO. ODAYS OMO. ODAYS OMD. ODAYS OMO. ODAYS OMO. 2DAYS 

HIGH 321'10 .. 21DAYS 32MO. 23DAVS 21MO. 1DAYS 14Mo. 17DAYS 37HO. 280AYS 22MO. 5DAYS 

PART A MEAN 1HO. l3DAYS 7MO. L4DAYS 4MO. llDAYS OMO. 28DAYS 12HO. 21DAYS 5MO. 7DAYS 
MEDIAN 11-10. 10DAYS 6MO. 6DAYS 3MO. 7DAYS OMO. 21DAYS 12MO. 6DAYS 4MO. 6D:AYS 
RANGE lOW OHO. ODAYS OMO. OOAYS OM. 1DAYS OMO. OOAYS OM!}. 140AYS OMO. 30AYS 

HIGH 22MO. ODAYS 31HO. 4DAYS 21MO. 1DAYS 5MO. 140AY$ 31.MO~ 29DAYS 21MO. 16DAYS 

PART B MEAN 1MO. 7DAYS 8MO. LDAYS 3MO. 24DAVS OHO. 20DAYS 12MO. 130AY5 4MO. 13DAYS 
MEDIAN IMO. 9DAYS 7MO. OOAYS 31'10. 6DAY5 OMO. 150AYS lIMO. 260AYS 3MO. 23DAYS 
RANGE LOW 01010. OOt\'1'S 0/0\0. OOAVS 01010. ODAYS OMO .. ODAYS OMO. 30AYS OHO. 50AY5 

HiGH 12MO. 16DAYS 2/tHO. 25DAYS 18MO. 1.4DAYS 14MO. 17DA'1'S 28MO. 70AYS 18MO. 25DAVS 

PART C MEAN IMI). BDAY5 7MO. 26DAYS 3MO. 270AYS 01'10. 280AYS 12,·\0 • 200A'1'5 4MO. 25DAVS 
MEDIAN 1HO. <JOAY S 6MO. 24DA'1'S 3MO. 60AYS 01'10. 170AYS 12MO. LDAYS 4MO. 30AYS 
RANGE lOri 01010. OOA"') OMO. OOAYS OMO. 30AYS OHO. ODAYS OMO. OOAYS OMO. 30A'1'S 

HIGH 211-10. 60AYS 27MO. 140A'1'S 14MO. 260AY$ 141010. 15DAYS 37/010. 28DAYS 221010. 5DAYS 

PART '0 MEAN IMO. <JOAYS 71010. 2lDAYS 31-10. 25DAYS OHO. 190AYS 12MO. 40AYS 4"10. 130AYS 
MEDIAN 1110. 1'00AY5 6MO. 23DAYS 3MO. SOA'1'S I)MO. 150AYS, tIMO. 12DA'1'S 3MO. 270AYS 
RANGE LOW OMO. OOIl'1'S OHO. OOA'1'S OMO. WAYS Oi>!O. lDAYS OKO. OOIl'1'S OMO. 80llYS 

HIGH 13MO. 4DA'1'S 23MO. 20DAYS 131·\0. 5DAYS 5MO. 20Df.\YS 27MO. 12DAYS 13MO. 210AYS 

PART F I·IEAN 11-10. 11OA'1'S 8MO~ 14DAVS 3MO. 23DAY5 OHO. 210AY5 12/'\0. 210A'1'S 4HO. 130AY5 
MEDIAN 1MO. 1l0A'1'S 61010. 17DAYS 3MO. 6DAYS OMO. 140A'1'S llMO. L8DAYS 4MO. 2DAYS 
RANGE lOW OMO. ODAYS OHO. ODAYS OMO. OOAVS OMO. 60AYS 0101(1. 16DAYS OMO. 3DA'1'5 

HIGH 13MO. 50AYS 321010. 230A'1'S 15MO. 20DAYS 4MO. 13DAYS 35MO. 160f.\YS 16MO. ODAYS 

PART F MEAN 11'10. 90AYS 7MO. 27DAVS 4MO. 10AYS OHO. 20DA'1'S 121010. 170AYS 4MO. 200A YS 
MEDIAN IMO. 90A'1' S 6MO. l60AYS 3MO. 7DAYS OMO. 160l\YS lIMO. 180A'1'S 3110. 27DAYS 
RANGE LOW OMO. lDAYS OMO. 21DAYS OMO. 6DA'1'S OMO. 70AYS 2MO. 3DAYS OMO. 200AY5 

HIGH 12MO. 100A'1'S 27MO. 180A'1'S 151010. 29DAYS 3MO. 23DAYS 291'10. 26DAY5 171'10. 6DAYS 

PART G MEAN 11'10. 80AY5 71'10. 24DAYS 31'10. 24DAYS OHO. 250AYS 121'10. 130AYS 4MO. 190AYS 
MEDIAN lMO. 80A'1'S 6MO. 26DAYS 3MO. 2DAYS OHO. 16DAYS 12MO. 2DAYS 3MO. 230AYS 
RANGE lOW OMO. OOA'1'S OMO. OOAYS OMO. LOAYS 01'10. LDAYS OMO. 3DAYS OMO. 2DAYS 

HIGH 32/'10. 21DAYS 261'10. 220AYS 191'10. 22DAYS 51'10. 19DAYS 31MO. 60AYS 20MO. 60AYS 

SPECIAL MEAt-.J 11'10. 20AYS 71'10. 8DA'1'S 3MO. 60A'1'S OHO. 150AY5 10MO. 120AYS 3MO. 1 br~';i'S 
MEDIAN 11'10. 80AYS 61'10. 260AYS 2MO. 24DAVS 01'10. 120 AYS 91'10. 23DAYS 3MO. 40AYS 
RANGE LOW OMO. ODAYS 01'10. 6DAYS OMO. 8DAYS OHO. OOAYS 01'10. OOAY5 IMO. 10AYS 

HIGH 21'10. 20DAYS 161m. 22DAYS lIMO. 15DAYS 3MO. 30AYS 211'10. 16DAYS lIMO. 6DAYS 
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1950 1960 1961 1962 1963 

SU PERIOR COU RT- A PPELLATE DIVISION 
MEDIAN TI ME I NTERVALS FOR DISPOSITION OF APPEALS 

1964 1965 

COURT YEARS ENDING AUGUST 31. 
1960 TO DATE COMPARED WITH 1950 

1966 1967 1968 1969 

COURT YEAR ENDING AI,JGUST 31 

1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 



INVENTORY OF MOTIONS AND PETITIONS 

MOTIONS AND PETITIONS 

At beginning of Period * 
Filed 
Disposed of by: 

Decision of Court 
withdrawn prior to presentation to court 

Pending at end of Period 

Deginning 
T~Ee of Motion or Petition of Term Filed Decided 

Accellerate appeal or motion 
Amend/supplement record 
Assignment of counsel 
Bail 
Consolidate appeals separate briefs 
Costs 
Counsel Fees 
Motion to dismiss appaal 
Dissolve Stay 
Motion to extend time 
Leave t(.): 

Appeal 
Appeal as indigent 
Appeal as amicus curiae 
Expand brief/record 
Intervene 
withdraw as attorney 
Rehearing or reconsideration 
Relax rules 
Remand-M 
Restrain 
Stay 
Strike exhibits 
Suppress brief 
Vacate dismissal or reinstate 

Counsel fees and costs 
Miscellaneous 

TOTAL 

6 99 
3 65 
0 3 
4 147 
2 116 
1 14 
0 48 

19 356 
0 1 

22 516 

45 770 
7 144 
5 39 
0 70 
0 24 
1 67 
2 129 
0 1 
2 96 
0 2 

13 373 
0 1 
0 9 

10 87 
7 98 

30 779 

* 179 4054 

TYPE OF DECISION: 

Part A 
Part B 
Part C 
Part D 
Part E 
Part F 
Part G 
Special 

TOTAL 

312 
303 
487 
318 
356 
356 
354 

1,013 

3,499 

91 
57 

3 
146 

99 
11 
35 

300 
1 

404 

647 
122 

38 
56 
24 
60 

113 
1 

73 
2 

341 
1 
5 

83 
75 

711 

3499 

179 
4,054 

3,499 
187 
547 

Withdrawn 

5 
2 
0 
1 
2 
0 
1 

23 
0 

25 

73 
3 
0 
1 
0 
1 
0 
0 
5 
0 

19 
0 
0 
2 
3 

21 

187 

Source: Office of the Clerk, Appellate Division of the Superior Court. 

PendinSl: 

9 
9 
0 
4 

17 
4 

12 
52 

0 
109 

95 
26 

6 
13 

0 
7 

18 
0 

20 
0 

26 
0 
4 

12 
27 
77 

547 

* Data differs from report for the court year ending August 31, 1976 'by -91 motions and 
petitions due to adjustments in case10ad input from computerized docketing90ntrol 
system. 
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Appeals Deficiency Analysis 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

Brief Deficiencies on Appeal 

Judgment, order or determination 
appealed from, missing 

Any opinion or statement of reasons 
of the lower court 

Notice or notices of appeal missing 

Order granting leave to appeal missing 

Principal pleadings 

Pretrial order missin9 

No transcript of testimony 

Filing dates of papers not shown 

Improper or no pagination of appendix 

Illegible reproduction 

Procedural history and statements 
of facts combined 

Statement of facts lacks 
supporting references 

Cover wrong color 

No procedural history 

Cover wrong material 

Cover wrong form 

No appendix 

No index to appendix 

Appendix long form 

Brief not adequately fastened 

Page missing 

No point heading in table of contents 

Other 

TOTAL 

Number 

103 

2 

114 

12 

98 

4 

477 

178 

49 

103 

32 

123 

26 

39 

130 

90 

27 

20 

22 

2 

9 

4 

192 

1,856 

Source: Office of the Clerk, Appellate Division of 
the Superior Court. 

Percent 

5.6% 

0.1% 

6.1% 

0.7% 

5.3% 

0.2% 

25.7% 

9.6% 

2.6% 

5.6% 

1.7% 

6.6 

1. 4% 

2.1% 

7.0% 

~ 8% 

1. 5% 

1.1% 

1. 2% 

0.1% 

0.5% 

0.2% 

10.3% 

100.0% 



Motion Deficiency Analysis 

September 1, 1976 to AU2ust 31, 1977 

Type of Deficiency 

No supporting brief 

Overlength brief 

No supporting or verifying affidavits 

Insufficient number of motion papers 

Improper size paper 

No copies of judqment or order 

No copies of written opinion of lower 
court, or transcript of oral opinion 
or statement of reasons 

No acknowledgment or proof of service 

No filing fee 

IS-day service and filing requirement of 
R.2:5-6 has not been met 

Illegibility 

No original notice of motion, affidavit 
or brief 

Papers not signed 

Improperly notarized 

other 

TOTAL 

Number 

441 

12 

46 

520 

1 

275 

393 

999 

2 

11 

1 

112 

45 

17 

483 ---
3,358 

Source: Office of the Clerk, Appellate Division of the 
Superior Court. 

Percent 

13.1~ 

0.4% 

1. 4% 

15.5% 

0.03% 

8.2% 

11. 7% 

29.8% 

0.1% 

0.3% 

0.03% 

3.3% 

1. 3% 

0.5% 

14.4% 

100.0% 
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STATISTICAL TABLES PREPARED BY THE 
CENTRAL APPELLATE RESEARCH STAFF 

SEPTEMBER 1J 1976 TO AUGUST 31J 1977 

B 





The primary function of the Central Appellate Research 

Staff is the preparation of in-depth legal memoranda on cases 

of intermediate comple~tity pending before the Appellate 

Division of the: Superior Court. The objective is to provide 

the court with pre-decisional research which will be of 

assistance in the ultimate disposition of the appeals. 

As an adjunct to the research function the Staff collects 

and compiles statistical data related to the intermediate 

appellate proc-ess in New Jersey. The following tables 

repJcesent ·the data collected for the 1976-77 court year. 

They provide a ~realth of information concerning the inter

mediate appellate court but no attempt will be made here to 

corcanent 011 the information beyond that which is nec:essary 

to explain or illustrate the purposes of the various tables. 

For those who may be interested in comparing the 

information contained in these tables with the information 

compiled by the Staff j,n prior years, it shoul.d be noted that 

!rables 3, 5 and 6 have again been eliminated. These tables 

last appeared in the 1973-74 report but thereafter it was 

determined that the relatively limited information provided 

by these tables did not justify the time and effort expended 

in collecting and compiling the data. The remaining tables 

have not been renumbered so comparison with prior reporting 

periods can he easily achieved. 
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Table 1 shows the time intervals from the point of an 

appealable decision, through the various stages of the 

intermediate appellate process and ultimately to decision 

by the Appellate Division. This year the time lapse 

intervals have been calculated upon the 3,001 appeals decided 

by the Appellate Division during the 1976-77 court year. 

Within Table 1 the cases are broken down into the categories 

of civil and criminal. "Quasi-criminal" matters such as 

disorderly persons offenses have been placed into the 

criminal category. Juvenile cases, being neither civil nor 

criminal, have been classified as criminal. In prior 

years juvenile cases were classified as civil. The current 

change is an effort to keep in step with the tenor of 

the times. Table 1 is also broken down into appeals 

which were accompanied by a memorandum from the Central 

Appell,ate Research Staff ("Staff Processed") and those 

which were not. In using this table ~as well as Tables lA 

and 2) it is suggested that the median figure is probably 

the most meaningful. 

B-22 

Table lA is a further breakdown of criminal cases in an 

effort to provide a significant ~omparison between the time 

lapse in staff-processed cases and non- staff-processed cases. 

The middle column represents those appeals where the only 

issue raised was that the sentence imposed was excessive. 

Because of the relative ease with which these cases can be 

decided they are never accompanied DY a staff memorandum. 



------- ------ - --- -----------------

Thus, Table lA permits elimination of these cases when comparing 

staff-processed criminal appeals and non staff-processed 

criminal appeals. 

Table 2 is essentially a further breakdown of one aspect 

of the tline lapse between appealable decision and the opinion 

rendered by the Appellate Division. It sets out data on motions 

made to the Appellate Division for extensions of time in 

relation to the filing of briefs. Under the Rules Governing the 

Courts of the state of New Jersey -an appellant has a 45 day 

period within which to file a brief and once filed a respondent 

has 30 days to file an answering brief. R.2:6-l1. Table 2 

shows extensions granted to permit filing beyond the ti~me 

limits specified in the rule. In certain appeals extensions 

are gran-ted to both the appellant and the respondent c' ~ more 

than one extension may have been granted to eithAr. side. 

Therefore, although the Appellate Division granted a total of 

1450 extensions those occurred in only 996 appeals. All 

percentages relate to the 996 appeals where extensions were 

grah. " :: rather than to all appeals decided during the court 

year. 

Table 4 is a breakdown of the types of cases which are 

appealed. It sets out the number of cases, the number of 

reversals and the number of affirmances in each of the 19 



generic categories. The figures are also provided on a 

percentage basis with the "percent of total" relating to all 

appeals decided during the court year (3,001) and the other 

percentage calculations relating only to the specific 

category. The term "reversed", as used in this table, 

includes not only those appeals where the entire judgment 

was reversed but also those appeals where a judgment was 

modified, vacated or reversed only in part. This is done 

in an effort to reflect more accurately the instances where 

appellants were successful, although perhaps not on every 

issue raised. 

It should be noted that in the 1974-75 report the 

category "Criminal Guilty Plea" contained only the appeals 

where the sole issue raised was the validity of the plea 

itself. The category was expanded for the 1975-76 report 

and again this year,to include all appeals from guilty pleas 

regardless of the type or number of issues raised with the 

sole exception of appeals from guilty pleas where uhe only 

issue presented was a claim of excessive sentence. The 

latter type of appeal is currently contained in the category , 

"Criminal Sentence Review Only. II 

Table 7 is a compilation of the issues raised on appeal 

in all cases decided by the Appellate Division during the 

court year. It shows not onl.y the number of times a specific 

issue has been raised, by also the number of times any 

given issue was successful on appeal. 



The second column from the left reflects the percentage 

computation of the number of times a specific issue was raised 

in the 3,001 appeals decided during the court year. For 

example, in 35.19 percent of all appeals decided, the appellants 

argued that the trial judges' or agencies' findings of fact 

were erroneous, inadequate or not supported by the evidence. 

The fourth column from the left, on the other hand, 

is a percentage calculation of the number of times an issue 

was successful as against the number of times it was raised. 

Using the same example the table shows that the argument 

concerning the fact finding of the judge or agency succeeded 

193 times although raised 1,056 times, for a "success rate" 

of 18.28 percent. 

A word of caution is appropriate concerning any 

conclusions that might be drawn from the figures in the third 

and fourth columnso In some instances the Appellate Division 

will !treverse" a judgment based upon an issue not specifically 

raised. This reason for reversal is reflected in the third 

and fourth columns but not in the first column becaupe the 

issue causing reversal was not specific:ally advanced by the 

appellant. In the vast majority of categories this variation 

will produce only a slight change in the statistics and the 

fourth column will give a reasonably accurate percentage in 

reference to the first column. In a few categories, however., 

this form of variation may be the reason for what appears'to be 
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an inordinately high percentage in the fourth column. See 

~., "Plenary Hearing Needed." 

Table 8 is a tab1uation of the Central Appellate Research 

Staff's production over the 12 month period. It shows the 

cases worked on by the Staff during the 1976-77 court year, 

although not every case worked on was decided by the court 

during the same court year. In all probability, the cases 

prepared in June, July and August were not decided by the 

court until sometime during the 1977-78 court year. The 

major month-to-month fluctuations generally reflect variations 

in the number of attorneys on staff. During the 1976-77 

court year the staff worked on 53 more cases than it had 

worked on during the 1975-76 court year. 
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3,001 APPEALS DECIDED BY TABLE 1 
WRITTEN OPINION SUPERIOR COURT - ArPELLATE DIVISION 

ELAPSED TIME IN THE APPELLATE PROCESS 

SEPTEMBE~ 1, 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 
DAYS FROM APPEALABLE A. C I VI L B. CR.IMINALl C. ALL CASE S 

TRIAL COURT JU D GMENT TO: 

APPEAL TAKEN 
90TH PERCENTILE 54 DAYS 50 DAYS 52 DAYS 

MEAN 38 DAYS 39 DAYS 38 DAYS 
MEDIAN 38 DAYS 41 DAYS 40 DAYS 
RANGE o Dj, YS - 411 DAYS o DAYS - 217 DAYS o DAY S - 411 DAYS 

TRANSCRIPT OF TESTIMJNY 
FILED IN APPELLATE COURT 

90TH PERCENTILE 245 DAYS 390 DAYS 339 DAYS 
MEAN 118 DAYS 180 DAYS 145 DAYS 
MEDIAN 82 DAYS 123 DAYS 92 DAYS 
RANGE 3 DAYS - 901 DAYS 0 DAYS - 934 DAYS 0 DAYS - 93 l t DAYS 

APPELLANTS BRIEF FILED 
90TH PERCENTILE 298 DAYS 425 DAYS 377 DAYS 

MEAN 166 DAYS 243 DAYS 198 DAYS 
MEDIAN 136 DAYS 211 DAYS 158 DAYS 
RANGE 0 DAYS - 798 DAYS 1 DAYS - 934 DAYS 0 DAYS - 934 DAYS 

RESPONDANTS BR rEF F IL ED 
90TH PERCENTILE 408 DAYS 504 DAYS 462 DAYS 

MEAN 236 DAYS 307 DAYS 265 DAYS 
MEDIA\J 200 DAYS 280 DAYS 224 DAYS 
RANGE 0 DAYS - 874 DAYS 4 DAYS - 1,027 DAYS 0 DAYS - 1,027 DAYS 

R.EPLY 8RIEF FILED 
90TH PERCENTILE 355 DAYS 552 DAYS 387 DAYS 

MEAN 234 DAYS 300 DAYS 242 DAYS 
MEDIAN 209 DAYS 283 DAYS 211 DAYS 
RANGE 49 DAYS - 890 DAYS 70 DAYS - 636 DAYS 49 DAYS - 890 DAYS 



(-TABLE 1 CONTI NUED) PAGE 2 

tD A. CIVIL B. CRIMINALl C. ALL CASE S I 
I\) 
(X) 

STAFF-PROCESSED STAFF-PR~CESSED STAFF-PROCESSED 

ORAL ARGUMENT 2 
90TH PERCENTILE 612 DAYS 694 DAYS 616 DAYS 

MEAN 425 DAYS 478 DAYS 440 DAYS 
MEDIAN 410 DAYS 447 DAYS 413 DAYS 
RANGE 62 DAYS - 908 DAYS 92 DAYS - 824 DAYS 62 DAYS - 908 DAYS 

SUBMI.TTED2 
90TH PERCENTILE 564 DAYS 681 DAYS 657 DAYS 

MEAN 407 DAYS 503 DAYS 456 DAYS 
MEDIAN 388 DAYS 528 DAYS 432 DAYS 
RANGE 210 DAYS - 796 DAYS 1.74 DAYS - 961 DAYS 174 DAYS - 961 DAYS 

APPELLATE DECISIO~ 
(ORAL ARGUM ENT) 
90TH PERCENTILE 649 Dt.YS 704 DAYS 652 DAYS 

MEAN 450 DAYS 501 DAYS 465 DAYS 
MEDIAN 433 DAYS 492 DAYS 446 DAYS 
RANGE 84 DAYS - 925 DA YS 147 DAYS - 853 DAYS 84 DAYS - 925 DAYS 

APPELLATE DECISION 
(SUBMITTED) 
90TH PERCENTI LE 572 DAYS 690 DAYS 676 DAYS 

MEAN 430 DAYS 519 DAYS 476 DAYS 
MEDIAN 411 DAYS 537 DAYS 453 DAYS 
RANGE 219 DAYS - 817 D.AYS 187 DAYS - 975 DAYS 187 DAYS - 975 DAYS 

APPELLATE DECISION 
(ORAL ARGUM ENT 
AND SUBMITTED) 

90TH PERCENTILE 605 DAYS 698 DAYS 652 DAYS 
MEAN t~42 DAYS 512 DAYS 470 DAYS 
MEDIAN 427 DAYS 521 DAYS 448 DAYS 
RANGE 84 DAYS - 925 DAYS 147 DAYS - 975 DAYS 84 DAYS - 975 DAYS 



-- -~ -------,. ~ 

(TABLE 1 CONTI NUED) PAGE 3 

A. CIVIL B. CRIMINALI C. ALL CASE'S 

NOT STAFF-PROCESSED NOT 'STAFF-PROCESSED "lOT STAFF-PROCESSED 

ORAL ARGUMENT 2 
90TH PERCENTILE 602 DAYS 681 DAYS 635 DAYS 

MEAN 388 DAY S 407 DAYS 392 DAYS 
MEDIAN 374 DAYS 376 DAYS 374 DAYS 
RANGE 2 DAYS - 1.158 DAYS 6 DAYS - 1,095 DAYS 2 DAYS - 1,158 DAYS 

SUBMITTED2 
90TH PERCENTILE 647 DAYS 564 DAYS 590 DAYS 

MEAN 392 DAYS 359 DAYS 373 DAYS 
MEDIAN 370 DAYS 334 DAYS 355 DAYS 
RANGE 21 DAYS - 1.034 DAYS 8 DAYS - 920 DAYS 8 DAYS - 1.034 DAYS 

APPELLATE DECISION 
(ORAL ARGUM ENT l 

90TH PERCENTILE 636 DAYS 692 DAYS 660 DAYS 
MEAN 419 DAYS 433 DAYS 422 DAYS 
MEDIAN 404 DAYS 404 DAYS 404 DAYS 
RANGE 7 DAYS - 1,183 DAYS 6 DAYS - 1,110 DAYS 6 DAYS - 1,183 DAYS 

APPELLATE DECISION 
(SUBMITTED) 
90TH PERCENTILE 662 DAYS 581 DAYS 607 DAYS 

MEAN 412 DAYS 375 DAYS 391 DAYS 
M ED IAN 394 DAYS 350 DAYS 376 rJAYS 
RANGE 21 DAYS - 1,063 DAYS 11 DAYS - 929 DAYS 11 DAYS - 1,063 DAYS 

APPELLATE DECISION 
(ORAL ARGUMENT 
AND SUBMITTED) 

90TH PERCENTILE 654 DAYS 610 DAYS 624 DAYS 
MEAN 416 DAYS 389 DAYS 405 DAYS 
,'-1 ED IAN 3qq DAYS 363 DAYS 387 DAYS 
RANGE 7 DAYS - 1,183 DAYS 6 DAYS - 1.110 DAYS 6 DAYS - 1,183 DAYS 

I Includes collateral attacks on conviction. 

2Does not occur in all cases. 





i 

i' 

.. ' .,' 

-, ;'-. 

I 



TABLE 1A 
SUPERIOR COURT - APPELLATE DIVISION 

O:! 
ELAPSED TIME IN THE APPELLATE PROCESS 

I COMPARING EXCESSIVE SENTENCE CASES AND NON-STAFF PROCESSED CRIMINAL APPEALS 
l.O 
0 

SE PTEMBER 1, 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 

DAYS FROM APPEAL ABLE CRIMINAL CRIMINAL ALL OTHER 
TRIAL COURT JUDGEMENT TO: SENTENCE REV lEW ONLY CRIMINAL APPEALS 

STAFF-PROCESSED NOT STAFF-PROCESSED NOT STAFF-P ROCE SSED 

ORAL ARGUMENT 
90TH PERCENTILE 723 DAYS 419 DAYS 673 DAYS 

I-1EAN 483 DAYS 283 DAYS 406 DAYS 
MED IAN 488 DAYS 234 DAYS 385 DAYS 
RANGE 92 DAYS - 824 DAYS 88 DAYS - 641 DAYS 6 DAYS - 1.095 DAYS 

SUBM I TTED 
90TH PERCENTILE 681 DAYS 423 DAYS 618 DAYS 

MEAN 521 DAYS 283 DAYS 432 DAYS 
MEDIAN 527 DAYS 264 DAYS 443 DAYS 
RANGE 174 DA YS - 1,546 DAYS 8 DAYS - 667 DAYS 7 DAYS - 92D DAYS 

APPELLATE DECISION 
(ORAL ARGUM ENTl 
90TH PERCENTILE 756 DAYS 428 DAYS 689 DA YS 

MEAN 505 DAYS 297 DAYS 434 DAYS 
MEDIAN 502 DAYS 245 DAYS 403 DAYS 
RANGE 147 DAYS - 853 DAYS 111 DAYS - 650 DAYS 6 DAYS - 1,110 DAYS 

APPELLATE DECISION 
(SUBMITTED) 
90TH PERCENTILE 698 DAYS 438 DAYS 639 DAYS 

MEAN 538 DAYS 298 DAYS 450 DAYS 
MEDIAN 537 DAYS 280 DAYS 458 DAYS 
RANGE 187 DAYS - 1,562 DAYS 11 DAYS - 676 DAYS 7 DAYS - 929 DAYS 

APPELLATE DECISION 
(ORAL ARGUM ENT 
SUBM ITTED) 

90TH PERCENTILE 704 DAYS 438 DAYS 658 DAYS 
MEAN 526 DAYS 298 DAY S 444 DAYS 
MEDIAN 524 DAYS 280 DAYS 443 DAYS 
RANGE 147 DAYS - 1,562 DAYS 11 DAYS - 676 DAYS 6 DAYS - 1,110 DAYS 



- -- - -~---- - ~~-----, ..... ~-----------------------------

FOR FILING 
APPELLANTS 
BR IEF 

FOR F I LING 
Rc SPONDENTS 
BRIEF 

TOTALS FOR 
ALL PURPOSES 
TN ALL CASES 

A. NUMBER JF 
CASES IN WHICH 

EXTENSION 
GRANTED 

592 

823 

1,450 *. 

TABLE 2 
SUPEgIOR COURT - APPELLATE DIVISION 

EXTENSIONS OF TIMe ON APPEAL 

SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 

PERCENT** 
OF 

TOTJ..L 
APPEALS 

40.8% 

56.8% 

100.0% 

B. NUMBER OF 
EXTENSIONS IN CASES 

WHERE 1 OR MORE 
EXTENSIONS GRANTED 

90TH PERCENTILE 
MEAN 
MEDIAN 

2 
1.2 
1 

RANGE 1 - 4 

90TH PFRCENTILE 
MEAN 
MEDIAN 
RANGE 

90TH PE RCENTI LE 
MEAN 
MEDIAN 
RA"lGE 

2 
1.2 
1 

1 - 4 

2 
1.5 
1 

1 - 9 

.* These 1,450 extensions occurred in 996 appeals. 

C. NUMBER OF DAYS 
FOR WHICH EXTENSIONS 

GRANTED 

90TH PERC E\JTIL E 45 
MEAN 31 
MEDIAN 30 
RANGE 2 DA YS - 122 

90TH P ERCPHILE 90 
MEAN 47 
MEDIAN 30 
RANGE 5 DA YS - 331 

90TH PERCENTrLE 60 
MEAN 40 
MEDIAN 30 
RANGE 2 DA YS - 331 

** All percentages relate to the 996 appeals where extensions were granted rather than to all appeals decided during 
the court year. 

tJ;j 
I 

W .... 

DAYS 
DAYS 
DAYS 
DAYS 

DAYS 
DAYS 
DAYS 
DAYS 

DA YS 
DAYS 
DAYS 
DAYS 
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LA.) 
f\) 

TYPE OF CASE 

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW 
CONTRACTS 
CRIMINAL 
CRIMINAL GUILTY PLEA 
CRIMINAL SENTENCE REVIEW ONLY 
QUASI-CRIMINAL 
POST-CONVICTION RELIEF 
MATRIMONIAL ACTION 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS 
JUVENILE 
PROPERTY 
T AX AT ION 
TORT 
TRUSTS AND ESTATES 
WORKERS COMP ENS AT ION 
MUNICIPAL LAW 
CONTEMPT 
ELECTION 
OTHER 

TOT ALS 

TYPE OF CASE 

CIVIL 

CRIMINAL 

* Includes those cases where 
reversed in toto, reversed 

TABLE 4 
SUPERIOR COURT - APPELLATE DIVISION 

TYPES OF CASES AND REVERSAL RATE 

SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 

REV E R S E D* 
NUMBE R PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT OF 

OF CASES OF OF CASES CASES IN 
TOTAL THIS CATEGORY 

425 14% 89 21% 
408 14% 162 40% 
593 20% 166 28% 

29 1% 15 52% 
420 14% 33 8% 
112 4% 15 13% 

23 1% 2 9% 
167 6% 79 tt 7% 
18 1% 9 50% 
44 1% 15 34% 
77 3% 26 34% 
50 2% 13 26% 

226 8% 78 35% 
40 1% 14 35% 

118 4% 27 23% 
157 5% 43 27% 

9 ·0% 5 56% 
16 1% 8 50% 
69 2% 22 32% 

3,001 100% 821 27% 

REV E R S E D* 
NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT OF 

OF CASES OF OF CASES CASES IN 
TOTAL THIS CATEGORY 

1,78 ° 59% 575 32% 

1,221 41% 246 20% 

the judgment or decision appealed has been 
in part or modified. 

NOT R E V E R SED 
NUMBER PERCENT OF 

OF CASES CAS ES IN 
THIS CATEGORY 

336 79% 
246 60% 
427 72% 

14 48% 
387 92% 

97 87% 
21 91% 
88 53% 

9 50% 
29 66'ig 
51 66% 
37 74% 

148 65% 
26 65% 
91 77% 

114 73% 
4 44% 
8 50% 

47 68% 

2,180 73~ 

NOT. R E V E P SED 
NUMBF.:R PERCENT OF 

OF CAS ES CASES IN 
THIS CATEGORY 

1,205 68% 

975 80% 



Total l'b. *Percent of 
of T.i.tTes Appeals on 
Ground which this 
Asserted Ground was 

TABLE 7 

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY - APPELLATE DIVISION 
TOTAL: GROUNDS ASSERTED ON APPEAL 

September 1, 1976 to August 31,1977 

** No. of 
Reversals 
on this 
Ground 

Percent 
Reversed 
on this 
Grourrl 

BY APPELLANT 

on AODP111 s Asserted 
~~~~~~~~~~--~------~~------~--------------------------,~. ------------"--------------------; 

1,056 

628 

561 

405 

319 

254 

199 

197 

150 

141 

t:d 
I 

lAS 
W 

35.19 

20.93 

18.69 

13.50 

10.63 

8.46 

6.63 

6.56 

5.00 

4.70 

193 

30 

142 

41 

30 

15 

62 

8 

2 

9 

18.28 

4.78 

25.31 

10.12 

9.40 

5.91 

31.16 

4.06 

1.33 

6.38 

Trial judge's or agency's findings of fact erroneous 
or not supported by evidence or inadequate 

Excessive sentence (In criminal cases) 

Erroneous application of law 

Erroneous ruling on admissibility of evidence (admitting 
or excluding evidence) 

Abuse of discretion 

Erroneous instructions to the jury (giving or failing 
to give instructions) 

Error in imposing, failing to impose or computing 
interest, damage, penalty, award or assessment 

Denial of due process 

Refusal of trial judge to direct verdict oJ:' enter 
judgment as a matter of law for appellate (or 
appellee on cross-appeal) 

Evidence insufficient to support verdic.t. (in 
jury cases) 



(TJ.ble 7 - COIl t inuod) Page 2 

Total :0. 
of Ti;:cs 
Gr;)un:.l 
AsscrtE:d 
on Appc.:Us 

137 

107 

107 

103 

92 

83 

77 

67 

66 

64 

S9 

S2 

SI 

49 

48 

44 

* P._:r~-(mt 
of ['-l.'p..:u.ls 
on ,,.;ru.::h 
this ground 
was Asserto1 

4.57 

3.57 

3.57 

3.43 

3.07 

2.77 

2.57 

2.23 

2.20 

2.13 

1.97 

1. 73 

1. 70 

1.63 

1. 60 

1. 47 

** No. of 
P£.!ver&ils 
on this 
Ground 

47 

29 

3 

29 

4 

26 

11 

2 

1 

10 

14 

26 

35 

4, 

8 

2 

P~ct!nt 
I~versed 
on this 
Grourrl 

34.31 

27.10 

2.80 

28.16 

4.35 

31. 33 

14.29 

2.99 

1. 52 

15.63 

23.73 

50.00 

68.63 

8.16 

16.67 

4.55 

BY APPELLAtlT 

Erroneous interpretation of law 

Entry of directed verdict or judgnent as matter of 
law against appellant 

prejudicial argument by counsel to jury 

Error in award or failure to award counsel fees or 
costs (inadequate, excessive or not appropriate for 
award) 

Error in granting or denying motion for new trial 

statutory interpretation 

Procedural defect below or failure to abide by rules 

statute or ordinance un~onstitutional 

Error in denial of mistrial 

Erroneous dismissal 

Lack of jurisdiction 

Plenary hearing needed 

Merger 

Pr~vailing rule of law erroneous 

Other 

Cumulative error 



--
(Table 7 - continued) p;, "fA 1 

Total No. 
of Times 
Ground 
Asserted 
on Appeals 

42 

41 

41 

39 

39 

39 

38 

35 

33 

26 

25 

24 

.24 

24 

17 

* Percent 
of Appeals 
on which 
this ground 
was Asserted 

1. 40 

1. 37 

1. 37 

1.30 

1. 30 

1.30 

1. 27 

1.17 

1.10 

.87 

.83 

.80 

.80 

.80 

.57 

** No. of 
Reversals 
on this 
Ground 

25 

5 

2 

o 

29 

3 

8 

o 

1 

3 

9 

o 

1 

o 

2 

Percent 
Reversed 
on this 
Ground 

59.52 

12.20 

4.88 

.00 

74.36 

7.69 

21.05 

.00 

3.03 

11.54 

36.00 

.00 

4.17 

.00 

11.76 

" 

BY APPELLANT 

Legal search and seizure (raised by the State) 

Improper or inadequate pre-trial discovery 

Improper trial conduct of prosecuting attorney 
(in criminal cases) 

Denial of equal protection 

Illegal sentence 

Laches, res judicata, collateral estoppel, and waiver 

Illegal search and seizure 

Improper conduct of judge 

Identification or procedure improper 

Construction of contract 

Excessive verdict or inadequate verdict 

Confession vlrongly admitted 

Erroneous grant of severance or joinder; erroneous 
consolidation 

Inadequate representation by counsel (in criminal cases) 

Erroneous denial of adjournmellt or continuance 



oJ 
I 

W 
0\ 

(T a ble 7 - co n tinucd) Pa~u 4 

Total No. * Percent ** No. of 
of Times of Appeals Reversals 
Ground on which on this 
Asserted this ground Ground 
on Zl .. nr=::o's was As£"-erted 

17 .57 12 

17 .57 2 

17 .57 2 

16 .53 4 

15 .50 0 

14 .47 0 

14 .47 0 

13 .43 0 

10 .33 2 

9 .30 1 

8 .27 0 

8 .27 1 . 
7 .23 1 

6 .20 0 

5 .17 2 

Percent 
Reversed 
on this 
Ground. 

70.59 

11.76 

11.76 

25.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

20.00 

11.11 

.00 

12.50 

14.29 

.00 

40.00 

BY APPELLANT 

Improper entry of judgment or improper judgment 

Inconsistent or compromise verdict 

Plea of guilty improper (in criminal cases) 

Denial of right to speedy trial or excessive delay 
between offense and indictment 

New pre-sentence report required/error in considering 
certain matters in sentencing 

Right to counsel 

Right to drug or other medical treatment 

Improper conduct of attorney 

Error in ordering arbitration or in refusing to submit 
thereto 

Irregularity of juror or ju~y proceedings 

Error or defect in jury selection or jury composition 

Erroneous ruling on sufficiency of pleading 

Double jeopardy 

Disparity of sentence 

Breach of plea bargain 



-

(Table 7 - continued) ~ ~ 

Total No. 
of Times 
Ground 
Asserted 
on Appeals 

4 

4 

3 

3 

1 

'0 

o 

5,794 

tJj 
I 

W 
--1 

* Percent 
of Appeals 
on which 
this ground 
was Asserted 

.13 

.. 13 

.10 

.10 

.03 

.00 

.00 

--.~ 

** No. of 
Reversals 
on this 
Ground 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

898 ----

Percent 
Reversed 
on this 
Ground 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

1:5.50 ---

BY APPELLANT 

Cruel and unusual punisqrnent 

New evidence 

Federal or state preemption 

Sequestration 

Appellate procedural rules not followed 

Improper probation revocation hearing 

Refusal to remit of bail forfeiture 

TOTALS 

.. 
* BASED UPON THE 3001 APPEALS DECIDED. 
* * 77 APPFd'.J,S HAD MORE THAN ONE GROUND FOR REVERSAL. 



Sl,! '1,;< l.Ol~ COURT OF NEW JEHSEY - APPELLl'l.TE DIVISIO~'J 

CASES PROCESSED BY STAFF 

SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 THROUGH AUGUST 31, 1977 

TOTAL t.UlliER OF CASES ProcESSED 
BY STAFF 6 1 ' .J.\) 

NO . OF 111El> lOS 
QUASI- TOTAL h'ITHOL'T 

t-~"Xmt CIVIL CRIHINAL CRIi·ITNAL NEMORANDA OPINIClJS 

SEPI'ffi~ER 23 17 1 41 0 

o....'"'IDBER 30 23 0 53 2 

NOVENBER 30 22 0 52 2 

DECENBER 36 17 0 53 1 

J~RlAPY 34 14 0 48 0 

FEBRUARY 31 16 0 47 1 

'.JAID-I 38 21 0 59 2 

APRIL 36 17 0 53 1 

~IAY 31 26 0 57 6 

JIJNE 33 24 0 57 8 

fJULY 43 15 0 58 10 

iAUGUST 27 11 0 38 9 

rrorAlS 392 223 1 616 42 

B-38 



NOTE: 

STATISTICAL DATA 
ON THE WORK OF 

THE TRIAL COUPTS 

THE "1 YEAR AGO" DATA SHOWN IN THE Ia6L~S AND GRAPHS 
ARE THE TOTALS AS REPORTED IN THE 1~/~-7b ANNUAh REPORT. 
SOME OF THE DATAJ ESPECIALLY THE "CASES PENDING FiGURESJ 
WERE CHANGED BY THE AMOUNTS SHOWN IN THE FOOTNOTES OF 
THE TABLES, AS A RESULT OF PHYSICAL INVENTORIES AND 
RECOUNTS BY THE REPORTING SOURCES AND THE TRANSFER OF 
CASES AMONG THE GENERAL EQUITY AND MATRIMONIAL JUDGES. 

C TO M 
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JUDGES OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 

CHANCERY DIVISION 

GENERAL EQUITY 

Atlantic, Cape May, Cumberland and Salem Counties ... 
sitting at Atlantic City 

Philip A. Gruccio 

Bergen County - sitting at Hackensack 

George B. Gelman (Resigned 9/6/77) 

Burlington County - sitting at Mount Holly 

Alexander C. Wood, III 

Camden County - sitting at Camden 

Peter J. Devine, Jr. 

Essex County - sitting at Newark 

Arth ur C. Dwyer 
Sherwin D. Lester (~ntil 5/31/77) 

Gloucester County - sitting at Camden 

Michael P. King (temporarily assigned from Camden 
County Superior Court, Law Oivision; 
temporarily assigned Appellate 
Division 2/15/77-3/22/77) 

Hudson County - sitting at Jersey City 

Frederick C. Kentz, Jr. 

0-1 



C-2 

Superior Court, Chancery Division, General Equity, continu~d 

Hunterdon, Mercer and Somerset Counties - si~tirg at Trenton 

Morton I. Greenberg 

Middles~x County - sitting at New Brunswick 

David D. FUrman (temporarily assigned to Appe~late 
Division, 1/31/77-2/15/77) 

Monmouth County - oitting at Freehold 

Thomas L. Yaccarino 

Morris, Sussex and Warren Counties - sitting at Morristown 

Bertram Polow 

Ocean County - sitting at Toms River 

Henry H. Wiley (Ocean County Court Judge, temporarily 
assigned) 

Passaic County - sitting at Paterson 

Peter Ciolino 

union County - sitting at Elizabeth 

Harold A? Ackerman 





CJUNTV 

ATLANTIC 

BERGEN 

BURL INGTON 

CAMDEN 

CAPE "4AY 

CUMB ERLAND 

ESSEX 

GLOJCESTER 

HUDSON 

HUNT EPDON 

MERe ER 

MIDDLESEX 

MONMOUTH 

MORRIS 

OCEAN 

PASS AIC 

SALEM 

SOMERSET 

SU SS EX 

UNIJN 

If APR EN 

TR I AL S CONCLUDED 

roTAL 

48 

12L 

33 

3 

'I 

99 

19 

60 

10 

31 

102 

38 

38 

98 

94 

4 

21 

11 

L8 

8 

48 

121 

33 

44 

3 

9 

95 

18 

60 

10 

37 

102 

38 

31 

98 

94 

4 

21 

11 

17 

8 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

4 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

DURAilON or 
TR I ALS CONCLU!J\"D 

PROCEEDINGS IN THE SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS 

GENERAL EQUITY 

FROM SEPTEMRER 1. 1976 TO AUGUST 31.1977 

MOTIONS 
SErTLE~ENTS WITH AID OF COUqT 

< 1 1-3 3-5 > 5 CON- UNCON- PRE- CON
JAY DayS DAYS D~YS TESTED TESTED TRIAL TEMPT 8EFORE TR IAL DURING TRIAL 

39 

102 

24 

21 

2 

8 

57 

13 

3'1 

8 

25 

78 

36 

27 

68 

70 

2 

. 15 

8 

5 

9 

17 

1 

L6 

o 

o 

33 

3 

12 

2 

7 

21 

II 

21 

21 

2 

4 

4 

5 

3 

o 

3 

6 

6 

o 

3 

3 

o 

o 

5 

3 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

4 

o 

o 

3 

2 

3 

o 

2 

o 

o 

4 

o 

o 

o 

5 

o 

547 

673 

181 

310 

203 

55 

642 

133 

442 

54 

156 

411 

473 

292 

371 

627 

27 

61 

45 

299 

29 

51 

301 

164 

601 

o 

4 

270 

89 

213 

47 

170 

192 

153 

177 

184 

204 

J 

85 

42 

100 

135 

105 

121 

7 

12 

229 

22 

95 

18 

54 

116 

154 

82 

138 

134 

o 

37 

22 

107 

15 

o 

2 

1 

1 

o 

o 

20 

o 

o 

o 

o 

34 

1 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

24 

7 

9 

65 

2 

4 

55 

6 

19 

6 

20 

52 

41 

22 

6 

19 

10 

5 

28 

5 

32 

1Y 

3 

2 

4 

32 

4 

14 

4 

10 

13 

6 

9 

12 

25 

6 

3 

4 

2 

SETU4NT 
BE NCH CONF RNC TOTAL 

HOURS HOURS HOURS 

699.0 

958.5 

405.5 

1.044.9 

123.5 

99.6 

1,169.0 

290.0 

841.1 

103.4 

466.'1 

545.5 

418.1 

524.4 

1,026.4 

835.3 

35.0 

337.4 

149.1 

949.9 

65.1 

48.2 

756.5 

1.006.7 

429.8 

124.2 1,169.1 

6.5 

5.0 

130.0 

104.6 

L09.3 1,878.3 

10.3' 

65.2 

18.] 

48.7 

BO.1 

2<!4.5 

13.6 

300.3 

906.3 

121.7 

515.6 

676.2 

642.6 

538.0 

'>5.5 1,071.9 

15.1 851.0 

8.8 

23.1 

43.8 

361.1 

3.8 153.5 

160.8 1,110.7 

0.0 65.7 

TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO 

794.0 

1,195.9 

396.0 

1,089.4 

113.8 

117.2 

1.319. ° 
357.4 

938.9 

167.6 

526.4 

832.8 

665.2 

757.6 

478.2 

956.5 

46.2 

373.1 

82.2. 

1.144.4 

103.3 

.**.**.***.**~***********.**********.***.**.***.********************************************************************** •••• ** •• *****.********** *********** 

STATE 915 908 7 654 36 26 6,L57 3,018 1.197 60 406 206 lL.688.8 1.144.6 1~,833.4 

.*.*.************~**********~**********=******************************~****~******* ••• ~*~***.*'************* •• *****.*********** •• ************* ********** 
~~l~LA~o 878 874 4 646 158 38 36 5.451 2,8681.762 30 496 178 11.361.8 1,093.3 12.455.1 

*************~*****~*****************************************************************************~************************************~.*'****** *********** 

Source: Weekly Reports of the Judges. 



County 

Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cape May 

Cumberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 

Monmouth 

Morris 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO**** 

SUPERIOR COURT 

GENERAL EQUITY 

DISPOSITION OF CASES BY COUNTY 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

Total Cases 
COMPLAINTS FILED DURING PERIOD on Ca1endar** Cases Added 

at Beginning to Forec1osl.lre* Other Total of Period *** Ca1endar** 

280 264 544 14'"( 226 

440 663 1,103 257 448 

574 179 753 244 234 

1,082 445 1,527 241 353 

103 97 200 73 106 

164 81 245 49 80 

739 639 1,3"(8 269 457 

250 121 371 87 105 

319 344 663 112 227 

67 49 116 31 60 

232 170 402 64 122 

380 460 840 95 284 

651 366 1,017 171 293 

337 203 540 
I 

196 \ 130 

615 281 896 277 I 283 

286 326 612 189 244 

60 29 89 I 19 29 

141 92 233 46 82 

225 59 284 50 70 
I 

355 281 636 103 185 

83 34 117 30 46 

7,383 5,183 12,566 *** 2,684 4,130 

6,741 5,313 12,054 2,657 3,936 
,< 

Total Cases 
Cases on Calendar** 

Disposed at End of 
of Period 

266 107' 

468 237 

262 216 

314 280 

132 47 

111 18 

461 I 265 

110 82 

191 148 

67 24 

124 62 

254 125 

325 139 

197 129 

394 166 

244 189 

36 12 

76 52 

71 49 

176 112 

49 27 

4,328 2,486 
-"'-=.~.- .. " 

3,910 2,683**** 

* The great percentage of foreclosure cases are uncontested and are proc~ssed by the 
Superior Court Clerk without being added to the calendar. 

** The Calendar is the list of cases which have reached issue. A case is added to the 
calendar when the first answer is filed. 

*** Data differs from cases pending August 31, 1976 as reported in 1975-76 A,nnua1 Report,because of 
transfers & recounts by the counties resulting trom their periodic physical inventories 
and the discovery of other reporting errors by the counties during the course of the year. 

***.)(- As reported in the 1975 -76 Annual Report. Su'b sequent recounts amounted to +1 case pending 
as of 8/31/76. 

SOURCE: Monthly Reports of the Judges. 
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Jury Trials 11 

County Partially Tried to 
Tried Completion 

Atlantic 0 0 

Bergen 0 0 

Burlington 0 1 

Camden 0 0 

Cape May 0 0 

Cumberland 0 0 

Essex 0 0 

Gloucester 0 0 

Hudson 0 0 

Hunterdon 0 0 

Mercer 0 0 

Middlesex 0 0 

Monmouth 0 0 

Morris 0 0 

Ocean 0 0 

Passaic 0 0 

Salem 0 0 

Somerset 0 0 

Sussex 0 0 

Union 0 0 

Wal'T~~ 0 0 

-
TOTAL 0 1 

TOTAL 1 
1 3 YEAR AGO 

SUPERIOR COURT 

GENERAL EQUITY 

MANNER OF DISPOSITION 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

Non-Jury Trials gj Settled, Dismissed or Dis-
Continued Before Trial Commenced 

Other Disp. 
(Transftd. to 

Partially Tried to Settled Dismissed Lay Div.,Con-
Tried Completion Prior to or Dis- sOl1dated with 

Trial continued Other Cases, 
etc. ) 

i 10 11 204 28 13 

57 131 168 18 94 

11 18 58 166 8 

4 38 92 l43 37 

8 0 106 16 2 

3 6 79 23 0 

38 139 161 88 35 

7 14 l7 66 6 

33 65 37 37 19 

3 4 26 29 5 

lO 16 44 46 8 

l2 89 49 99 5 

l5 37 75 141 57 

5 38 l02 20 32 

8 54 207 97 I 28 

17 38 l50 28 11 

l 3 26 5 1 

9 16 25 20 6 

1 19 38 5 8 

6 4 47 84 35 
2 12 27 3 5 

260 752 1,738 1,162 415 -
288 740 1,691 815 372 

Total 
Cases 

Disposed 
of 

266 

468 

262 

314 

132 

111 

461 

110 

191 

67 

i 124 

I 254 
I 325 

197 

394 

244 

36 

76 

71 

176 

49 

4;328 

3,910 

11 A case is conSidered disposed of by jury trial if the drawing of the jury is started even if thereafter 
it is settled or dismissed. 

gj A case is considered disposed of by non-juri- if the opening is started, or, if the opening is waived, 
the first witness is sworn. 

Source: Monthly Reports of the Judges. 
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:u Qi 

county 

Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cape May 

Cumberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

HUnterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 

Monmouth 

Morris 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

TOTAL 

:TOTAL 1 ** 
YEAR AGO 

so - ow 

CASES ON CALENDAR August 31, 1977 

Plctricd NDI Prelri.d I! Activ. InDc;!v.' F 
. - -, - i . 

68 39 107 0 107 

51 186 I 227 10 237 

66 150 I 
214 2 216 

65 215 I 266 14 280 

40 7 
I 47 0 47 I 

10 8 18 0 18 

95 170 258 7 265 

26 56 71 11 82 

38 110 140 8 148 

3 21 24 0 24 

13 49 60 2 62 

I 38 8'7 I 125 0 

I 
125 

54 85 139 0 139 

24 105 117 12 129 

44 122 160 6 166 

39 150 189 0 189 

5 7 12 0 12 

II 41 50 2 52 

7 42 46 3 49 

39 73 109 3 112 

5 22 24 3 27 

741 1,745 
j 

2,403 83 2,486 

** 715 1,968 2,602 81 2,683 

SUPERIOR COURT 

GENERAL EQUITY 
STATUS OF PENDING CASES BY COUNTY 

(AGES FROM DATE OF 90MPLAINTS) 

As of August 31. 1977 

Under 6 6+--to--i2 1+ to fof 
Months Months Years 

Active Inactive· Acllva Inactive· Active Irtactivo* 

70 0 34 0 3 0 

160 1 37 0 18 2 

59 0 63 0 56 0 

119 0 105 0 24 3 

39 0 8 0 0 0 

14 0 4 0 0 0 

160 0 55 1 24 2 

29 0 21 1 13 7 

65 1 50 2 12 0 

15 0 9 0 0 0 

30 0 21 0 4 0 

78 0 37 0 9 0 

92 0 38 0 9 0 

58 0 38 0 12 4 

68 0 61 0 21 0 

64 0 77 0 35 0 

12 0 0 0 0 0 

28 0 17 0 4 0 

18 0 22 0 2 1 

32 0 57 1 18 1 

15 1 8 0 0 1 

1,225 3 762 5 264 21 
1--

1,099 6 988 24 326 II 

-

1 2+ to 2 2+ to 3 
... -- ~ . 

Ovel: 3 1~6-. Ovef/;Ovel' i 
Ye!l.rs· Years Yellrs 1 Year 1 Yea' 

Activo Inactive* Activo Inactivo- Acllvl> Inactive* Act!ve Active 

0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3% 

11 4 1 2 0 1 30 13% 

18 1 14 0 4 1 92 43% 

8 5 7 4 3 2 42 16% 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 

17 1 1 0 1 3 43 17% 

4 1 2 1 2 1 21 30% 

4 2 9 0 0 3 25 18% 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 

4 0 1 1 0 1 9 15% , 
8% 1 0 0 0 0 0 10 

0 0 0 0 0 0 9 6% 

6 2 1 3 2 3 21 18% 

6 1 2 1 2 4 31 19% 

10 0 3 0 0 0 48 25% 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 

0 1 0 1 1 0 5 10% 

4 1 0 1 0 0 6 13% 

0 1 1 0 1 0 20 18% 

0 1 1 0 0 0 1 4% 

93 21 43 14 16 19 416 17% 

107 II 72 17 10 12 515 20% 

* Inactive cases are those which cannot be tried for reasons beyond the control of the Court and attorneys, such as Military List, 
enjOined proceedings, confinement of parties to hospital or institutions, etc. 

** As reported in the 1975-76 Annual Report. Subsequent recounts amounted to +1 case pending as of 8/31/76. 
C":l 
~ SOURCE: Monthly Reports of the Judges. 
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* AS REPORTED IN ANNUAL REPORTS FOR EACH COURT YEAR. NOT CHANGED FOR "RECOUNTS" AS A RESULT OF PHYSICAL INVENTORIES IN THE COUNTIES. 
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JUDGES OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 

CHANCERY DIVISION 

MATRIMONIAL 

Atlantic and Cape May Counties - sitting' at Atlantic City 

Philip A. Gruccio (Until 1/2/77) 

Frank J. Testa (Cumberland County Court Judge, 
temporarily assigned effective 1/3/77) 

Anthony J. Cafiero (Retired and temporarily assigned 
on recall) 

Bergen County - sitting at Hackensack 

Benedict E. Lucchi (Bergen County Court Judge, 
temporarily assigned) 

Burlington County - sitting at Mount Holly 

Alexander C. Wood III (Until 5/1/77) 

Dominick J. Ferrelli (Burlington County Court Judge l 

temporarily assigned effective 
5/2/77) 

Camden County - sitting at Camden 

Paul A. Lowengrub 

Cumberland and Salem Counties - sitting at Bridgeton 

Frank J. Testa (Cumberland County Cou~t Judge, 
temporarily assigned) 

Anthony J. Cafiero (Retired and temporarily assigned 
on recall, sitting at Atlantic City) 

Essex County 

Neil G. Duffy (Essex County Court Judge, temporarily 
assigned until 5/16/77; permanently 
assigned 5/17/77) 

M9rris N. Hartman (Retired 5/24/77) 

D-l 

:~ 



D-2 

Superior Court, Chancery Division, Matrimonial, continued 

GlouQester County - sitting at Woodbury 

Samuel G. DeSimone (Gloucester County Court Judge, 
temporarily assigned) 

Hudson County - sitting at Jersey City 

August W. Heckman 

Hunterdon County - sitting at Flemington 

A. Warren Herrigel (Hunterdon County Court Judge, 
temporarily assigned) 

Mercer County - sitting at Trenton 

Theodore T. Tams, Jr. (Mercer County Court Judge, 
temporarily assigned) 

Middlesex County - sitting at New Brunswick 

Joseph J. Takacs (Middlesex County Court Judge, 
temrorarily assigned; Retired 9/2/77) 

Monmouth County - sitting at Freehold 

Julia L. Ashbey (Monmouth County Juvenile & Domestic 
Relations Court Judge, temporarily 
assigned) 

Morris County - sitting at Morristown 

Kenneth C. MacKenzie (Morris County Juvenile & Domestic 
Relations Court Judge, temporarily 
assigned; Morris County Court Judge 
effective 2/10/77, temporarily 
assigned until 2/17/77) 

John M. Newman (Morris County Juvenile & Domestic Rela
tions Court Judge, temporarily assigned 
2/18/77-4/17/77) 

Donald G. Collester, Jr. (Morris County Juvenile & Domestic 
Relations Court Judge, temporarily 
assigned 4/18/77) 



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

Superior Court, Chancery Division, Matrimonial, continued 

Ocean County - sitting at Toms River 

William H. Huber (Ocean County Court Judge, temporarily 
assigned until 3/24/77) 

Harold Kaplan (Ocean County Court Judge, temporarily 
assigned effective 3/25/77) 

Passaic County - sitting at Paterson 

Herbert Susser (Passaic County Court Judge, temporarily 
assigned) 

Somerset County - sitting at Somerville 

David G. Lucas (Somerset County Court Judge, temporarily 
assigned) 

Sussex County - sitting at Newton 

Frederic G. Weber (Sussex County Court Judge, temporarily 
assigned) 

Union County - sitting at Elizabeth 

Bryant W. Griffin 

Warren County - sitting at Belvidere 

Paul Aaroe (Warren County Court Judge, tempo:):"arily 
assigned) 

D"3 



TRIALS CO"lCLUDED 

NON-

DUPATlO"l OF 
TRIALS CONCLUDFD 

PROCEEDINGS IN THE SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS 

MATRIMONIAL 

FROM SEPTEMBER " 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 

MOTIONS 
SETTLE~ENTS WITH AID OF COURT 

COUNTY TOTAL JUR V J UR V 
< 1 1-3 3-5 > 5 CON- UNCON- PRE- CON
DAY OAYS DAYS DAVS TESTED TESTED TRIAL TEMPT IlEFORE TR IAL OUR ING TR (AL 

ATLANTIC 666 666 

BERGEN 2.200 2,200 

BURL INGTON 1.213 1,213 

CAMDEN 

CAPE MAV 

CUMBERLAND 

ESSEX 

GlOLlCE"STER 

HUDsoN 

f1UN1ERDON 

MERC ER 

I-IIDDLESEX 

MONMOUffl 

MORRIS 

OCEAN 

PASSAIC 

SALEM 

SOMERSET 

SUSSEX 

UNION 

WARR EN 

1,290 1.290 

219 219 

485 485 

2.338 2.338 

507 507 

1.572 1.572 

272 212 

1,029 1.029 

1, B20 1,820 

1.695 1.695 

1.140 1.140 

1.196 1.196 

157 157 

731 731 

363 363 

1.303 1,303 

289 289 

o 652 

o 2,1 it 

o 1.212 

o 1,271 

o 216 

o 482 

o 2,335 

o 503 

o 2b6 

o 1,029 

o 1,632 

o 1,025 

o 1,133 

n 1,168 

o 156 

o 704 

o 361 

o 1.284 

o 238 

2 

55 

o 

17 

3 

3 

4 

20 

5 

o 

39 

3 

6 

6 

o 

21 

18 

51 

12 

3t 

1 

2 

o 

o 

o 

9 

o 

o 

6 

o 

2 

3 

o 

o 

o 795 

3 3,437 

o 867 

o %3 

o 202 

o 301 

2,203 

o 368 

o 1.032 

o 

o 

342 

832 

o 1.488 

18 1.611 

o 1.285 

304 

o 1.033 

o 

3 

o 

o 

53 

589 

805 

1,434 

115 

236 

273 

372 

15<; 

34 

384 

510 

160 

791 

340 

401 

759 

385 

94 

206 

89 

173 

12 

165 

309 

o 

17 

2 

o 

10 

o 

19 

o 

396 

o 

o 

Ll 

o 

o 

o 

o 

8 

26 

o 

630 

12 

75 

352 

514 

496 

o 

3 All 

o 

o 

o 

o 

245 

189 

3 

o 

o 

37 

6 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

26 

o 

o 

o 

7 

12 

o 

33 

18 

o 

o 

o 

8 

o 

o 

o 

n 

o 

2 

o 

o 

o 

2 

o 

2 

3 

3 

1 

SETLHNT 
8ENCH CONFRNC 
HOURS HOURS 

935.6 

1.295.6 

238.5 

559.9 

2,145.0 

768.0 

2,449.2 

514.3 

1,186.5 

2.115.8 

1.412.5 

910.6 

1.863.9 

153.9 

489.6 

1.617.8 

293.2 

128.4 

135.9 

100.4 

4.0 

11.7 

55.7 

166.0 

2.2. 

198.1 

76.1 

13.6 

112.9 

322.2-

54.4 

99.3 

2.5 

191.5 

30.1 

25.7 

21.4 

TOTAL 1 
TOTAL Y EAR AGO 

1,064.0 875.4 

4,227.5 5,094.0 

1,265.1 1,055.4 

'.299.6
1

'.482., 

250.21 257.7 

615.6 5i 0.1 

2.311.0 2,375.3 

770.2 846.7 

2,647.3 1,705.2 

590.4 657.0 

1,200.1 1.349.3 

1.404.0 1,288.9 

2,438.0 2.244.8 

1,466.9 1,309.2 

1.009.9 804.7 

1,929.8,1,556.7 

156.4 
I 

1,331.2. 

519.7 

1.643.5 

I 
314.61 

162.8 

839.0 

415.8 

1,607.3 

332.0 

************.*********************************************************************************-***********************.*****~**.** •• !*********~ , 
STATE 21,5692L,569 021,160 256 126 27 20.059 5.903 461 2.973 141 24 26.577.0 1.878·0 28.455.0t --

*.****.*****.*****************.**~***~*******************'******************~******************************.***~*****.***.** •• *.**.*'********* ********. 
TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO 22,420 22.404 16 22,117 222 60 21 20,736 5.912 252 2.140 133 25 25,480.4 1,288.1 26,768.5 

*********4*******************1E-************************************H-*****************')f.*****************************.)f-.******.jIf-** *************'If-')Hf** *********** 

Source: Weekly Reports of the Judges. 





MATRIMONIAL AC'rIONS APPROVED POR TRIAL 

September 1, 1976 ~ August 31, 1977 



i:i 
I 

0'1 

...-
---- --

Divorce 
Maintenance 
Nullity 
Adoption 
Custody 
Mat. Injunction 
Miscellaneous 

TOTAL 

834 2,681 1,185 1,516 
42 97 54 92 
9 68 10 9 

25 0 29 36 
13 42 23 11 

3 10 3 7 
8 34 11 18 

294 
15 

3 
5 

10 
1 
3 

501 
38 
11 
15 
11 

2 
3 

SUPERIOR COURT - CHANCERY DIVISION 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

MATRIMONIAL COMPLAINTS FThED 

696 11,617 
57\, 28 12 39 
14 22 
22 19 

1 3 
8 12 

325 

4 
6 
4 
1 
2 

,451 2,069 1,686 1,415 1,286 1,509 
26 39 60 41 30 SO 
25 49 39 17 25 24 
19 65 25 27 23 30 

9 15 14 28 11 17 
14'203 1 

14 27 19 17 16 9 

199 
15 

5 
2 
2 
o 
o 

7i~ 42~ 
9 10 
6 7 

13 4 
2 0 

12 9 

J.,628 
33 
29 
21 
12 

1 
15 

420 

4 
~ 
2 
5 

9342,932 1,315 1,689 331 581 2,816 810 1,740 31+5 11,545 2,268 1,845 1,545 1,39l!. 1,640 223 tl5l!. 4b2 1,739 441 

25,~48 
821 
440 
416 
306 

48 
270 

27,449 

~ ______________ -r __ -,~~~ __ ~ __ ~~ __ ~ __ ~~~~ __ ~MA~T=R=IM=O~N=I=AL=-=D;I=3=M=IS~S~A=L=S~~ __ .-__ ~ __ ~.-__ ~ ____ .-__ ~ ____ ~ __ -r __ ~r-____ ~ __ ~· 
29 275 76 126 15 26 361 54 100 37 157 208 125 124 161 1571 11 100 31 155 33 2,361 Divorce 

Maintenance 
NulUty 
Adoption 
Custody 
Mat. Injunction 
Miscellaneous 

10TAL 

Divorce 
Maintenance 
Nullity 
Adoption 
Custody 
Mat. Injunction 
Miscellaneous 

TOTAL 

3 16 8 11 2 6 24 13 5 0 4 6 4 3 4 5 0 1 1 4 0 120 
o 1 0 0 0 0 3 2 3 1 3 7 2 1 1 2 0 0 0 1 1 28 
o 0 000 0 0 0 200 ° 000 0 0 0 0 000 
o 8 4 2 '2 1 9 2 LI 1 1 3 1 4 9 7 0 3 0 2 2 6S 
o 1 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 ·0 0 0 0 0 0 "I 487 
o 9 1 1 0 1 5 1 3 0 5 5 4 3 3 1 0 2 2 2) J 

32 310 92 140 19 

541 1,954 1,080 1,257 238 
3 5 200 
5 45 8 10 3 

27 0 27 32 1 
2 6 4 1 1 
o 0 000 
1 5 100 

526 
o 
5 

10 
o 
o 
1 

402 73 

2,128 
3 

30 
34 

3 
o 
8 

483 
1 
8 

18 
o 
o 
1 

lIt; 40 170 229 137 135 178 172 11 106 34 

MATRIMONIAL JUDGMENTS 

1,52:; 
1 
3~ 
17 

Z 

992 1,532 1,359 
115 

13, 26 18, 
10 68 17 
222 
000 
121 

894 1,066 1,154 
000 

15 31 15 
21 22 27 
413 
00" 
1 1 ;2 

196 
o 
2 
3 
o 
o 
o 

645 
1 

14 
1 
1 
o 
2 

313 
1 

g 
1 
o 
2 

164 36 

1,143 
o 

23 
16 
o 
o 
'2 

303 
o 
4 
6 
2 
o 
o 

579 2,015 1,122 1,300 243 542 2,206 5ll 1 58r5 .2'lQ 1 01Q 1 631 1 402 Q~"i 1 121 1 2011 201 664 328 1,184 315 

2,629 

19,576 
24 

318 
369 
41 
o 

35 

Source: Clerk of the Superior Court 
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!t MATRIMONIAL CASES ARE ADDED TO THE CALENDAR WHEN NOTICE OF APPROVAL FOR TRIAL UNDER .8.4:79-1 HAS BEEN RECEIVED, B.. 4:36-2. 

E.! AS REPORTED IN ANNUAL REPORTS FOR EACH COURT YEAR. NOT CHANGED FOR" RECOUNTS" AS A RESULT OF PHYSICAL INVENTORIES IN THE COUNTIES. 

EJ THE SHARP INCREASE IN THE MATRIMONIAL CASE LOA.D IN 1972 IS LARGELY ATTRIBUTABLE TO THE ENACTMENT OF NEW DIVORCE LAWS EFFECTIVE SEPTEMBER 13,1971. 



Complt;l,ints 
County Filed 

Atlantic 934 

Bergen 2,932 

Burlington 1,315 

Camden 1,689 

Cape May 331 

Cu.mberland 581 

Essex 2,816 

Gloucester 810 

Hudson 1,740 

Hunterdon 345 

Mercer 1,545 

Middlesex 2,268 

Monmouth 1,845 

Morris 1,545 

Ocean 1,394 

Passaic 1,640 

Salem 223 

Somerset 854 

Sussex 462 

Union 1,739 

Warren 441 

TOTAL 27,449 

TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO*** 27,829 

SUPERIOR COURT 

MATRIMONIAL 

DISPOSITION OF CASES BY COUNTY 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

Total Cases 
On Calendar* Cases Added Cases 
at Beginning to Calendar* Disposed 
of Period ** of 

98 866 649 

885 2,252 2,229 

501 1,088 1,210 

620 1,295 1,300 

28 351 293 

38 472 425 

517 2,450 2,425 

102 542 522 

560 1,472 1,727 

118 266 285 

430 1,065 1,117 

454 1,773 1,753 

398 1,626 1,550 

407 1,204 1,025 

401 1,157 1,248 

394 1,233 1,302 

11 196 161 

263 666 766 

ll8 371 372 

528 1,514 1,418 

77 311 321 

** 6,948 22,170 22,098 

5,764 23,391 22,205 

Total Cases 
on Calendar* 
at End of 
Period 

315 

908 

379 

615 

86 

85 

542 

122 

305 

99 

378 

474 

474 

586 

310 

325 

46 

163 

117 

624 

67 

7,020 

*** 6,950 

* Cases added to the calendar are those on which notices of approval for trial 
under ~.4:79-l have been received, R.4:36-2. 

** Data differs from cases pending August, 1976 as reported in 1975-76 Annual 
Report, because of transfers among counties and recounts by the counties 
resulting from their per'iodic physical inventories and the discovery of other 
reporting errors by the counties during the course of the year. 

**i~ As reported in the 1975-'76 Annual Report. Subsequent recounts amounted to -2 
cases pending as of 8/31/76. 

SOURCE: Monthly Report of the Judges. 
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In Court V Out 
County 

.... 
SUPERIOR COURT 

MATRIMONIAL 

MANNER OF DISPOSITION Y 
September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

Settled Dismissed or To General Equity 
of Court Discontinued Law Division, etc. 

Out of Court 
I 

Total Disposed of 

Contested Uncontested Contested Uncontested Contested Uncontestec ,Contested Uncontestec Contested Uncontestec Tutal 

Atlantic 213 436 0 ° ° ° ° 0 213 
Bergen 1,180 1,003 1 0 30 15 0 0 1,211 
Burlington 422 765 8 0 9 6 0 0 439 
Camden 326 943 0 0 21 10 0 0 347 
Cape May 130 163 0 0 0 0 0 0 130 
Cumberland 129 296 0 0 0 0 0 0 129 
Essex 938 1,467 1 0 10 9 0 0 949 
Gloucester 173 340 0 0 2 7 0 0 175 
Hudson 654 -1,073 0 0 0 0 0 0 654 
Hunterdon 151 123 0 0 5 6 0 0 156 
Mercer 343 758 0 0 5 11 {) 0 348 
Middlesex 865 847 0 0 21 20 0 0 886 
Monmouth 673 794 0 0 45 38 0 0 718 
Morris 207 817 0 0 1 0 0 0 208 

Ocean 497 708 4- 3 13 23 0 0 514 
Passaic 479 823 0 0 0 0 0 0 479 
Salem 63 98 0 0 0 0 0 0 63 
Somerset 124 642 0 0 0 0 0 0 124 

Sussex .161 211 0 0 0 0 0 0 161 

Union 607 798 4 1 1 7 0 0 612 

Warren 96 225 0 0 0 0 .0 0 96 

TOTAL 8,431 13,330 18 4 163 152 0 0 8,612 

TOTAL 1. 8,233 13,588 18 11 199 156 0 0 8,450 YEAR AGO 

Disposed of in court by trial, settlement and dismissal, discontinuances, etc. in presence of judge. 
From contested or uncontested calendars. 

t:J , 
ID 

SOURCE: Monthly Reports of tbe Judges. 

436 649 

1,018 2,229 

771 1,210 

953 :)..,300 

163 293 

296 425 

1,476 2,425 

347 522 

1,073 3..,727 

129 285 

769 1,117 

867 1,753 

832 1,550 

817 1,025 

734 1,248 

823 1,302 

98 161 

642 766 

211 372 

806 1,418 

225 321 

13,486 22,098 

13,755 22,205 



t:1 
I 

t; 

County 

-
Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cape May 

Cumberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 

Monmouth 

Morris 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 1 ** 
YEAR AGO 

CASES ON CALENDAR 

Cont.sted Unc.ontested 

264 51 

695 213 

250 129 

327 288 

59 27 

50 35 

341 201 

68 54 

131 174 

79 20 

285 93 

339 135 

289 185 

274 312 

168 142 

168 157 

25 21 

119 44 

80 37 

464 160 

25 42 

4,500 2,520 

4,223 2,727 

August 31, 1977 

Active InncH'Ie* Toto\ 

315 0 315 

903 5 908 

379 0 379 

615 0 615 

86 0 86 

85 0 85 

535 7 542 

120 2 122 

305 0 305 

99 0 99 

369 9 378 

474 0 474 

470 4 L!74 

584 2 586 

305 5 310 

325 0 325 

46 0 46 

163 0 163 

117 0 117 

624 0 624 

67 0 67 

6,986 34 7,020 

** 6,907 43 6,950 

SUPERIOR COURT 

MATRIMONIAL 
STATUS OF PENDING CASES BY COUNTY 

(AGES FROM DATE OF COMPLAINT) 

As of August 31, 1977 

Under 6 6+ to 12 1+ to 1t 
Months Months Years 

AcHve Inactive* AcHve InacHvc· AcHv'; Inoctive* 

214 0 81 0 18 0 

289 0 324 1 216 0 

79 0 162 0 94 0 

195 0 169 0 116 0 

77 0 9 0 0 0 
-

56 0 26 0 2 0 

180 1 207 2 109 2 

41 0 51 0 18 0 

40 0 176 0 55 0 

15 0 40 0 34 0 

26 0 125 1 95 3 

92 0 221 0 103 0 

55 0 294 0 80 0 

89 0 217 0 162 0 

86 0 137 2 81 3 

67 0 149 0 70 0 

30 0 15 0 1 0 

34 0 88 0 27 0 

24 0 64 0 18 0 

137 0 207 0 165 0 

16 0 37 0 9 0 

1,842 1 2,799 6 1,473 8 

2,709 1 2,562 16 1,134 12 

It+ to 2 2+ to 3 Over 3 ~o. Ove 1 %Over 
Years Years Years 1 Year lYear 

Acllvo InocHve* Active lnactlve* Acllve inactive· Active Active 

2 n, 0 o V 0 0 20 6% 
I I 

! 
58 :1 13 2 3 0 290 32% 

33 4 0 7 0 138 36% 
I 

67 0 114 0 24 0 251 41% 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 
1 0 0 0 0 0 3 4% 

32 2 7 0 0 0 148 28% 

8 1 2 0 0 1 28 23% 

24 0 7 0 3 0 89 29% 

7 0 2 0 1 0 114 44% 

86 4 36 1 1 0 218 59% 

40 0 15 0 3 0 161 34% 

23 0 15 4 3 0 121 26% 

74 0 37 2 5 0 278 48% 

1 0 0 0 0 0 I 82 27% 
i 

0 

: II 

0 
, 

34% 27 12 0 I 109 

0 0 0 0 0 i 1 ';$ I 

4 
[ 

41 25% 10 0 01 0 0 

9 0 0 0 2 0 29 25% 

83 0 30 0 2 0 
1

280 45% 

1 0 4 0 0 0 I 14 2l% 

----
586 9 232 9~ 54 1 :2,345 34% 

I 

I I 328 9 134 41 40 1 11,636 211% 
) 

* Inactive cases are those Which cannot be tried for reasons beyond the control of the Court and attorneys, such as Military List, 
enjoined proceedings, confinement of parties to hospital or institution, etc. 

** As reported in the 1975-76 Annual Report. Subsequent recounts amounted to -2 cases pending as of 8/31/76. 

SOURCE: Monthly Report of the Judges. 
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SUPERIOR COURT-MATRIMONIAL 

*AGES OF ACTIVE CASES PENDING, AUGUST 31,1960 TO 1977 

7,000 

I 
6,500 

6,000 

5,500 

5,000 

4,500 

4,000 

~ - ~~ ~ 
~ 11i1', 

I -II~ -- OVER 2 YRS. OLD 

b·,··.:'·.·>l 1+ TO 2 YEARS OLD - ,;\:"1-I-
~ ;-; ;( 6 TO 12 MONTHS OLD 

~ ~ c=J UNDER 6 MONTHS 

l-

en 
LU 3,500 en 
« 
u 

3,000 

2,500 

2,000 

1,500 

1,000 

I I I I-T~ I -I ~ I ~ 

I: 
~ 

I- '-- 1-1- I-f- 1-1- f-

I ~ f- I-~ l-f- I-- I-- 1--1- I--

I 10 ~ I 
= 

- I ~~ 801 l--- I-~ l-f- 1-1- I- 1-1-

I ~I ~ I I I I I I~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ W&i 
i- f- I- I-f- l-f- 1-1- I-f- 1- 1-1--

500 ~ I-~ f- f- i-I- l-l- I- i- f- f- I-f- I-f- l- I-. l-t- l- I- 1-1- l-f- 1-1- I-f- I-~ 1-1- I-

0 
1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

COURT YEAR ENDING AUG 31 •• 
NOTE: DATA ON AGES III PRIOR YEARS NOT COI1PARA~LE • 
• rs REPORTED IN ANNUAL REPORTS FOR EACH COURT YEAR. IIOT CIIANGED FOR "RECOUNTS" AS A RESULT OF PHYSICAL INVENTORIES HI THE CGUflTlES, 

~ •• THE srARP INCREASE IN CASES PENDING EEGINNING IN 1972 IS LARGELY ATTRIBUTABLE TO THE ENACTNENT OF NEI! DIVORCE LAWS EFFECTIVE SEPmlREP 13, 1971. 





JUDGES OF THE SUPERIOR COURT, LAW DIVJ.S4:0N 

AND 

JUDGES OF THE COUNT~OURTS 

ATLANTIC COUNTY 

George B. Francis - Assi.gnment Judge 

Robert H. Steedle 

R. Cooper Brown (Retired and temporarilY assigned on 
recall) 

County Court 

Manuel H. Greenberg 

Robert Neustadter (Effective 10/12/76) 

Joseph Narrow (Retired and temporarily assigned on 
recall effective 11/1/77) 

BERGEN COUNTY ~uperior Court 

Theodore W. Trautwein - Assignment ~udge 

Thomas F. Dalton 

Fred C. Ga1da 

Sherwin D. Lester (Effective 6/1/77 when qssigned 
from Essex county, cnancery Divi~ion) 

Morris Ma1ech 

James J. Petrella 

Sylvia B. Pressler (Effective 10/5/76. Temporarily· 
assigned to Appellate Division 11/22/76 
until 1/10/77 when permanently assigned) 

Alfred D. Schiaffo 

James I. Toscano 

E/P-l 



· E/F-2 

Superior Court, Law Division and County Courts, continued 

Bergen County, continued 
I,' , 

William J. Ar,nQ,ld 

John J. Cariddi 

'" 

county Court 

Charles R. DiGisi (Effective 8/1/77) 

Thomas L. Franklin 

Benedict E. Lucchi (temporarily assigned to Chancery 
Division, Matrimonial) 

Jamt:ls F. Madden 

John T. Mooney 

William R. Horriso:Q. 

Sylvia B. Pressler (until 10/5/76) 

Harvey Smith 

Edward 'J. Van Tassel 

BURLINGTON COUNTY Superior Court 

Samuel D. Lenox, Jr. - Assignment Judge 

W~ 'Thomas'McGann (retired 10/20/76) 

J. Gilbert VanSciver, Jr. 

County Court 

. Herman Belopolsky 

Dominick J. Ferrelli (te=mporarily assigned to Chancery 
Division, Matrimonial, effective 
5/2/77) 

, Paul R'. Kramer 

.. ~. ',' . Harold B. Wells III (Effective 4/7/77) 



Superior Court, Law Division and County Courts, continued 

CAMDEN COUNTY Superior Court 

Charles A. Rizzi - Assignment Judge (temporarily assigned 
to Appellate Division 1/3/77-
1/31/77) 

Louis L. Goldman 

Norman Heine (Retired 3/22/77) 

Michael P. King (Temporarily assigned to Gloucester County, 
Chancery Division, General Equity; also 
temporarily assigned to Appellate Division, 
2/15/77-3/22/77) 

William E. Peel 

Robert B. Johnson (Retired and temporarily assigned 
on recall) 

County Court 

A. Donald Bigley 

Peter J. Coruzzi 

I. V. DiI'.lartino 

Warren C. Douglas (Effective 9/20/76) 

Mary Ellen Talbott 

Leon A. Wingate, Jr. 

CAPE MAY COUNTY Superior Court 

George B. Francis - Assignment Judge 

Robert H. Steedle 

R. Cooper Brown (Retired and temporarily assigned on 
recall, effective 9/13/76) 

County Court 

James A. O'Neill 

Nathan C. Staller 

E/F-3 



E/F-4 

Superior Court, Law Division and County Courts" continued 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY Superior Court 

Geo.rge B. Francis - Assignment Judge 

Robert H~ Steedle 

R. Cooper Brown (Retired and temporarily assigned on 
recall, effective 9/13/76) 

County Court 

Steven Z. Kleiner (Effective 10/20/76) 

Edward S. Miller 

Paul R. Porreca 

F~ank J. Testa (Also temporarily assigned to Superior 
Court, Matrimonial, Cumberland & Salem 
Counties; and effective 1/3/77 to 
Atlantic & Cape May Counties also.) 

ESSEX COUNTY Superio.r Co.urt 

Arthur J. Blake - Assignment Judge 

Charles S. Barrett, Jr. (Retired 4/8/77) 

Stanley G. Bedfo.rd (Effective 9/24/76) 

William J. Camarata 

F. Michael Caruso. (Effective 7/20/77) 

Van Y. Clinten 

Sam A. Celarusse (Retired 3/2/77) 

Julius A. Feinberg (Effective 7/14/77) 

Ralph L. Fusco. 

Harry A. Margelis 



Superior Court, Law Division and County Courts, c!ontinued 

Essex County, continued 

John A. Marzulli 

James T. Owens 

Nicholas Scalera 

Hurray G. Simon 

Peter W. Thomas 

County Court 

Stanley G. Bedford (Unti.l 9/24/76) 

F. Michael Caruso (Until 7/19/77) 

Neil G. Duffy (Temporarily assigned to Superior Court, 
Matrimonial, until 5/16/77) 

Julius Feinberg (Until 7/13/77) 

William F. Harth 

Harry Hazelwood, Jr. 

Marilyn Loftus 

Felix A. Martino (Effective 7/13/77) 

Alexander J. Matturri (Effective 8/1/77) 

Edward F. Neagle, Jr. (Effective 12/10/76) 

Michael J. O'Neil 

June Strelecki 

Paul B. Thompson 

William H. Walls (Effective 8/5/77) 

Joseph F. Walsh 

Leo Yanoff 

E/F-5 



E/F-6 

Superior Court, Law Division and County Courts, continuAo 

GLOUCESTER.COUNTY Superior Court 

Charles A. Rizzi - Assignment Judge (Temporarily 
assigned to the Appellate Division, 
1/3/77-1/30/77) 

County Court 

Ernest L. Alvino 

Paul F. Cunard 

Samuel G. DeSimone (Temporarily assigned to the 
Superior Court, Chancery Division, 
Matrimonial) 

R. Edward Klaisz, Jr. (Until 3/31/77) 

Milton L. Silver (Effective 5/26/77) 

HUDSON COUNTY Superior Court 

Thomas S. O'Brien - Assignment Judge 

Lawrence Bilder 

Guy W. Calissi 

Geoffrey Gaulkin 

John J. Geronimo 

Frank G. Hahn 

Joseph P. Hanrahan 

Robert E. Tarleton 

Joseph M. Thuring 

Maurice A. Walsh, Jr. 



Superior Court, Law Division and County Courts, continued 

HUDSON COUN~~Y County Court 

Richard F. Connors 

.James H. Dowden 

John J. Grossi, Jr. (Effective 9/7/76) 

Edward F. Hamill 

Charles J. Harrington 1 Jr. (Effective 4/18/77) 

Raymond W. Young 

HUNTERDON COUNTY Superior COllrt 

George Y. schoch - Assignment Judge 

County Court 

Thomas J. Beetel 

A. Warren Herrigel (Temporarily assigned to Superior 
Court, Chancery Division, Matrimonial) 

MERCER COUNTY Superior Court 

George Y. Schoch - Assignment Judge 

A. Jerome Moore 

Arthur A. Salvatore (Retired 8/25/77) 

E/F-7 



E/F-8 

Superior Court, Law Division and County Courts, continued 

MERCER COUNTY f!ounty Court 

Richard J. S. Barlow, Jr. 

Clifton C. Bennett (Temporarily assigned to Somerset 
County Court 9/27/76) 

Michael R. Imbriani (Temporarily assigned from Somerset 
County Court 9/27/76) 

Hervey S. Moore, Jr. 

J. Wilson Noden 

Daniel A. O'Donnell 

Theodore T. Tams, Jr. (Temporarily assigned to Superior 
Court, Chancery Division, 
Matrimonial) 

MIDDLESEX COUNTY Superior Court 

John C. Demos - Assignment Judge 

Theodore Appleby 

John E. Bachman 

Herman L. Breitkopf 

Joseph F. Deegan 

David D. Furman (also Superior Court, Chancery 
Division, General Equity; Temporarily 
assigned Appellate Division 1/31/77-
2/15/77) 

Charles M. Morris, J::::'. 

C. John Stroumtsos 



superior Court, Law Division and County Courts, continued 

MIDDLESEX COUNTY County Court 

Joseph F. Bradshaw 

Richard S. Cohen 

J. Norris Harding (Effective 9/21/76) 

Robert A. Longhi 

Alan A. Rockoff 

Joseph J. Takacs (Temporarily assigned to Superior 
Court, Chancery Division, Matrimonial, 
Retired 9/2/77) 

MONMOUTH COUNTY Superior Court 

Merritt Lane, Jr. - Assignment Judge 

Louis R. Aikins 

John P. Arnone 

Patrick J. !-icGann, Jr. 

Andrew A. Salvest 

Marshall Selikoff 

County Court 

Donald J. Cunningham 

Burton L. Fundler 

Thomas F. Shebell, Jr. 

'ViTilliam T. Wichmann 

E/F-9 



E/F-10 

Superior Court, Law Division and County Courts, continued 

MORRIS COUNTY Superior Court 

Robert Muir, Jr. - Assignment Judge 

Louis Schwartz (Temporarily assigned from Passaic 
County, Law Division, effl:ctive 5/16/77) 

County Court 

John D. Collins (Retired 12/3/76) 

Charles M. Egan, Jr. 

Jacques H. Gascoyne 

George P. Helfrich 

Kenneth C. HacKenzie (Effective 2/10/77) 

Reginald Stanton 

Arnold M. Stein 

OCEAN COUNTY Superior Court 

Samuel D. Lenox, Jr. - Assigrunent Judge 

William H. Huber (Effective 4/6/77) 

William E. O'Connor, Jr. 

county Court 

Mark Addison 

Robert H. Doherty, Jr. 

James M. Havey (Effective 8/25/76) 

William H. Huber (Until 4/5/77; Temporarily assigned to 
Superior Court, Chancery Division, Matri
monial, until 3/24/77) 

Harold Kaplan (Effective 3/25/77, Temporarily assigned 
to Superior Court, Chancery Division, 
Matrimonial) 

Henry H. Wiley (Temporarily assigned to Superior Court, 
Chancery Division, General Equity) 



Superior Court, Law Division and County Courts, continued 

PASSAIC COUNTY Superior Court 

Charles S. Joelson - Assignment Judge 

Samuel Doan (Retired 9/27/76; Temporarily assigned on 
recall effective 9/28/76) 

Joseph N. Donatelli 

Ralph V. Hartin (Effective 9/21/76) 

Irving I. Rubin 

Thomas R. Rumana (Effective 9/21/76) 

Joseph J. Salerno 

Louis Schwartz (Effective 9/21/76; temporarily assigned 
to Morris County 5/16/77) 

Theodore D. Rosenberg (Retired and temporarily assigned 
on recall) 

County Court 

Joseph M. Harrison 

Bruno L. Leopizzi (Effective 9/22/76) 

William J. Narchese 

Harold M. Nitto (Effective 9/20/76) 

Thomas R. Rumana (Until 9/20/76) 

Amos C. Saunders (Effective 4/18/77) 

Louis Schwartz (Until 9/20/76) 

Herbert Susser (Temporarily assigned to Superior Court, 
Chancery Division, Matrimonial) 

E/F-ll 



E/F-12 

Superior Court, Law Division and County Courts, continued 

SALEM COUNTY Superior Court 

George B. Francis - Assignment Judge 

Robert H. Steedle 

R. Cooper Brown (Retired and temporarily assigned on 
recall, effective 9/13/76) 

county Court 

Norman Telsey (Effective 10/8/76) 

Joseph Narrow (Retired and temporarily assigned 
on recall until 11/1/76) 

SOMERSET COUNTY Superior Court 

George Y. Schoch - Assignment Judge 

Wilfred P. Diana 

Arthur S. Meredith 

County Court 

Clifton C. Bennett (Temporarily assigned from Mercer 
County, effective 9/27/76) 

Robert E. Gaynor 

l'o1ichael R. Imbri.ani (Effective 9/24/76 i Temporarily 
aBsigned to Mercer County Court 
9/27/76) 

B. Thomas Leahy 

David G. Lucas (Temporarily assigned to Superior Court, 
Chancery Division, Matrimonial) 



Superior Court, Law Division and County Courts, continued 

SUSSEX COUNTY Superior Court 

Robert Muir, Jr. - Assignment Judge 

Robert C. Shelton, Jr. (Effective 3i26/77) 

County Court 

Robert C. Shelton, Jr. (Until 3/25/77) 

Frederic G. Weber (Temporarily assigned to Superior 
Court, Chancery Division, Matrimonial) 

UNION COUNTY Superior Court 

V. William DiBuono - Assignment Judge 

Cuddie E. Davidson, Jr. (Temporarily assigned to Appellate 
Division 1/3/77-1/21/77) 

Edward W. McGrath (Effective 10/9/76) 

A. Donald .HcKenzie 

Harry V. Osborne, Jr. 

Jacob L. Triarsi 

Chester A. ~veidenburne:c 

l1ilton A. Feller (Retired and temporarily assigned 
on l:ecall) 

E/F-13 



E/F-14 

Superior Court, Law Division and County Courts, continued 

UNION COUNTY county Court 

Joseph G. Barbieri 

James H. Coleman, Jr. 

William A. Dreier 

Richard P. Muscatello (Effective 3/28/77) 

John P. Walsh 

W. Fillmore Wood 

WARREN COUNTY Superior Court 

Robert Muir, JOr. - Assignment Judge 

County Court 

Paul Aaroe (Temporarily assigned to Superior Court, 
Chancery Division, l1atrimonial) 

Martin Bry-Nildsen, Jr. 





TRIALS CONCLUDFn 

COUNTY TOTAL 

ATLANiIC 116 

BERGEN 1,068 

BURLINGTON 130 

CAMDEN 2AO 

CAPE MAY 

CUMBERLA"lD 

ESSEX 

GLOUCESTER 

HUDSON 

HUNTE~DON 

MERCER 

MIDDLESEX 

MONMOUTH 

MOR~ I ~> 

OCEAN 

PASSA I C 

SAL(;M 

SOMFRSET 

SUSSEX 

UNION 

WAR~EN 

23 

53 

887 

'H 

357 

50 

188 

714 

467 

360 

87 

255 

9 

156 

74 

450 

52 

NDN-
JU:lY JLI~Y 

91 25 

727 341 

83 47 

148 132 

15 8 

32 21 

50~ 3112 

'3~ 16 

232 

31 19 

77 111 

311 4C3 

235 ?32 

234 126 

40 47 

134 121 

7 2 

61 

47 27 

188 <'62 

14 

DURATION OF 
TRIALS CONCLUDED 

PROCEEDINGS IN THE SOPERIOR AND COUNTY COORTS 

CIVIL 

FROM SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 

MOTIONS 
S~TTLEMENTS WITH AID OF COURT 

< 1 1-3 3-5 > 5 CON- UN CON- ~RE- CON
DAY DAYS DAYS DAYS TESTED TESTED TRIAL TEMPT BEFORE TRIAL DURING TRIAL 

95 

749 

96 

186 

11 

45 

5F1 

42 

175 

33 

120 

448 

341 

53 

154 

7 

110 

52 

255 

29 

14 

248 

24 

74 

11 

6 

261 

8 

128 

13 

58 

229 

107 

93 

30 

79 
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36 

22 

169 

13 

49 

7 

17 

o 

36 

4 

9 

31 

8 

25 

3 

16 

c 

7 

° 
20 

10 

2 647 711 

22 3,523 6,047 

3 1,159 746 

3 1,292 7,830 

° 
1 

120 

392 

197 

961 

20 4,577 4,153 

271 524 

18 1,69'5 ;>,922 

o 153 68 

1,138 1,563 

6 2,270 2,924 

11 2,533 2,387 

7 1,391 959 

1 58"> 1,798 

6 1,470 1,910 

o 55 37 

3 391 428 

o 183 58 

6 1,743 2,300 

30 

147 

26 

<;8 

2 

74 

79 

6 

47 

112 

5J, 

1<'>3 

64 

° 
41 

11 

97 

12 

° 
4 

2 

18 

4 

° 
1 

4 

14 

° 
2 

1 

4 

° 
2 

21 

0' 

3 

° 
4 

° 

24'~' 

943 

238 

595 

43 

249 

812 

46 

953 

15 

119 

1,340 

4'56 

216 

382 

503 

3 

146 

16 

757 

20 

43 

144 

29 

37 

10 

21 

153 

4 

110 

13 

31 

101 

96 

62 

29 

71 

o 

22 

15 

103 
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S I:TLMNT 
BfNCH CONFRNC 
HOU~S HOURS 

8,194.4 1,501.2 

2,720.5 1,227.8 

345.5 

662.1 

8,2!;3.4 

536.3 

128.5 

413.9 

957.8 

213.0 

4,712.7 1,364.2 

612.8 44.1 

1,623.9 306.9 

5,984.2 3,122.6 

3,397.5 945.7 

3,3~4.0 510.3 

1,315.0 448.2 

3,072.5 697.7 

110.6 1.8 

1,306.7 414.6 

572.4 69.1 

5,334.1 1,191.6 

408.4 72.1 

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

TOTAL 

1,392.6 

9,695.6 

1,835.0 

3,948.3 

474.0 

1,076.0 

S,211.2 

749.3 

6,076.9 

656.9 

1,930.8 

9,106.8 

4,343.2 

3,904.3 

1,763.2 

3,770.2 

112.4 

1,721. 3 

641. 5 

6,525.7 

480.5 

TOTAL 1 
YEAn AGO 

1,531.8 

10,212.9 

1,949.6 

4,580.6 

505.3 

1,019.9 

9,761.9 

878.7 

5,699.3 

502.6 

1,254.7 

8,686.5 

4,561.4 

4,384.6 

1,869.7 

4,425.0 

166.8 

888.4 

669.9 

4,822.4 

325.7 

************************************************************************************************************************************************ ********* 

STATE 5,827 3,190 2,629 3,817 1,625 274 111 25,613 33/618 1,460 84 8,103 1,098 54,970.8 14,444.9 69,415.7 

************************************************************************************************************ *******************~**************** ********* 
TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO b,060 3,268 2,792 4,126 1,510 289 135 26,238 33,845 1,609 113 7,619 1,186 55,149.7 13,548.0 68,697.7 

****~******************************************~************************************************************************************************ ********* 

Source: Weekly Reports of the Judges. 

,', .. 
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COUNTY 

ATLANTIC 
BERGEN 
BURLINGTON 
CAMDEN 
CAPE MAY 
CUMBERLAND 
ESSEX 
GLOUCESTER 
HUDSON 
HUNTER DON 
MERCER 
MIDDLESEX 
MONMOUTH 
MORRIS 
OCEAN 
PASSAIC 
SALEM 
SOMERSET 
SUSSEX 
UNION 
WARREN 

TOTAL 

TOTAL I 
YEAR AGO 

LAW DIVISION OF THE SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS 
DURATION OF CIVIL TRIALS CONCLUDED 
SEPTEM BER I, 1976 TO AUGUST 3.1, 1977 

DURATION OF 
TRIALS CONCLUDED 

(f) an (f) 
..J..J-I I<> (/)Zr (/) g~ a::: >-
~_<t (f)C:X:C:X: 0>- w <t 
o>ii w:r: o 1-« +« > 0 
I-ul- -11-- _0 1<>0 0 an 

116 82% 12% 4% 2% 
i,068 70% 23% 5% 2% 

130 74% 19% 5% 2% 
280 67% 26% 6% 1% 
23 48% 48% 4% 0% 
53 85% 11% 2% 2% 

887 66% 29% 3% 2% 
51 82% 16% 0% 2% 

357 49% 36% 10% 5% 
50 66% 26% 8% 0% 

188 64% 31 "/0 4% 1% 
714 63% 32% 4% 1% 
467 73% 23% 2% 2% 
360 65% 26% 7 Ofc, 2% 

87 61% 35% 3% 1% 
255 61% 31% 6% 2% 

9 78% 22% 0% 0% 
156 71% 23% 4% 2% 

STATE TOTALS, 1976 -77 

74 70% 30% 0% 0% 
450 57% 38% 4% 1% 

52 56% 25% 19% 0% 

5,827 65% 28% 5% 2% 

6,060 68% 25% 5% 2% 

OVER 
5 DAYS 2 % 

3+TO 5 DAYS 
5% 



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

COUNTY ~ Up to Sl~O Inc. ISlOO.01 to S500 I <500 ~, .~ .,nnrl S1000.0 tn S15nn 
I . 

Auto Neg Other :Auto Neg other ~ Auto Neg Other Auto Neg Other 

Atlantic 0 0 0 4 1 8 1 10 

Bergen 0 17 2 127 7 101 6 85 

Burlington 0 2 0 24 1 20 2 22 

C8lI1den 1 2 2 19 4 24 4 24 

.~ape May 0 0 0 3 0 8 0 7 

Cumberland 0 2 0 12 1 8 2 4 

Essex 1 38 3 66 3 51 12 72 

Gloucester 0 0 1 6 1 4 1 8 

Hudson 1 3 1 32 1 31 11 19 

Hunterdon 0 1 1 8 0 12 1 7 
Mercer 0 3 3 31 6 39 6 17 

Middlesex 0 6 4 38 4 76 6 50 

Monmouth 0 4 1 37 6 52 3 31 
Morris 1 10 0 31 2 25 1 26 

Ocean 0 5 3 46 2 52 3 32 
Passaic 1 8 2 46 2 61 4 38 
Salem 0 0 0 1 0 4 0 2 

Somerset 2 3 0 21 0 22 1 15 
Sussex 0 4 0 11 0 13 0 10 

Union 1 8 2 45 2 32 5 36 
Warren 0 0 0 6 0 7 0 4 

TOTAL 8 116 25 614 43 650 69 519 

TOTAL 1 2 50 43 571 73 694 91 505 YF.AR AGO . 
Source: Superior and County Clerks' Offices. 

SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS 

MONEY JUDGMENTS 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

ISl500.0 .~ <2nnn .• ?nnn n, to S3000 $3000.01 to· 54000 

A'!.to Nea Other Aut.o Nea Other Aut.o Ne Other 
1 10 1 10 4 35 

3 61 15 131 9 235 

4 17 2 19 5 69 
6 25 15 70 5 136 

0 7 0 11 0 19 
0 4 1 ~O 1 18 

6 58 15 100 29 218 

1 7 4 15 0 27 

5 23 19 52 17 93 
0 2 2 9 1 15 

3 14 6 23 7 46 

2 37 8 64 11 103 

7 28 10 68 7 121 

3 20 3 42 6 69 

3 22 3 59 4 71 

5 39 5 86 5 116 

0 1 0 4 2 6 

1 7 0 22 3 36 

3 6 1 13 1 15 

4 25 8 61 8 97 
0 2 2 7 2 19 

57 415 120 886 127 1,564 

99 408 182 867 180 1,607 

$4000.01 to SSoon $SOOO.Ol to S10 00 S10 000 01 & n" Total 

Auto Ne Other lAuto Neg Other Auto Neg Other Auto Neg 

2 40 7 112 14 91 31 
17 216 39 522 78 615 176 
6 56 7 132 17 93 44 

5 123 25 226 30 239 97 
2 18 0 29 3 39 5 
1 20 7 37 11 28 24 

25 223 42 463 84 474 220 

3 25 9 68 8 48 28 

10 93 36 206 45 202 ;1.46 

1 15 1 28 2 32 9 
6 50 13 89 23 119 73 

15 92 23 189 58 221 ],31 

9 104 22 220 39 256 104 

7 79 7 178 22 171 52 

2 7'7 9 157 23 166 52 
12 121 18 249 26 207 80 

1 i1 4 9 4 8 11 
2 38 4 82 15 99 28 

1 15 2 40 4 37 12 

14 93 16 177 35 209 95 
0 7 3 27 3 31 10 

141 1,511 294 3,240 544 3,385 1,428 

152 1,467 I 391 3,006 524 3,041 1,737 

Other 

320 

2,110 

454 

888 

141 

153 

1,763 

208 

754 

129 

431 

876 

921 

651 

687 

971 

41 

345 

164 

783 

110 

12,900 

12,216 



Complaints Total Superior and 
FUed During County Court Ca.ses On 
This Period CalenciaT at Beginning 

County of this Period 

Superi.o County Auto 
Court Court Neg, Other Total 

Atlantic 1,179 58 298 591 889 

Bergert 6,989 616 1,965 2,992 *11,957 

Bl:1rl1rtgton 1,747 26 475 641 1,116 

Camden 3,989 59 2,105 2,059 4,164 

Cape May 406 55 46 207 253 

Cumberland 605 811 233 333 566 

Essex 7,712 94 3,342 4,1158 7,800 

Gloucester 923 33 607 479 *1,086 

Hudson 4,319 61 2,300 2,453 4,753 

Hunterdon 358 16 70 160 * 230 

Mercer 1,B18 7 918 1,046 1,964 

Middlesex 5/;53 39 2,591 2,485 5,076 

Monmouth 11,021 143 1,577 1,725 3,303 

Morr1.s 2,170 88 507 969 '1,476 

Ocean 2,257 43 691 1,060 *1,751 

Passaic 3,194 47 8eO 1,236 2,116 

Salem 129 27 31 63 94 

Somerset 1,048 81 404 734 *1,138 

Sussex 420 30 87 205 .192 

Union 3,496 36 1,6511 2,040 3,694 

Warren 250 21 47 187 234 

TOTAL 52.483 1,664 20.828 26,124 46,952 

TOTAL 1 49,326 1,814 18,473 22,381 40,854 YEAR AGO 

LAW DIVISIONS OF TIlE SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS 

CIVIL CASES FILED, AllDED TO CALENDAR, AND DISPOSED OF 

Se;>tember 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

11 New Cases Add.cI To The ! 
Calendar DUrlne; This Cases Added 
Period ' BY' Transfers Total ~ Cases" Total Calendar 0, Transi"ers and of Cases for 

Superior County ~.instatements Relnsta tements This Period 
Court Court 

Auto Auto Auto Auto Auto 
Neg. Other Neg. Othe Neg. Other Neg. Other Total Neg. Other Total 

345 444 26 32 0 0 371 476 847 669 1,0671,1,736 

2,076 3,127 6 38 117 324 2,199 3,489 5,688 4,164 6,1181 '10,6"5 

1158 534 5 10 5 29 468 573 1,041 943 1,214 2,157 

1,220 1,233 10 15 117 76 1,277 1,324 2,601 3,382 3,383 6,765 

47 156 0 17 1 3 48 176 224 911 383 477 

213 217 16 20 3 5 232 242 474 465 575 1,040 

2,293 2,854 29 45 102 182 2,424 3,081 5,505 5,766 7.539 13,305 

314 271 7 14 10 12 331 297 626 938 776 1,714 

1,390 1,556 13 42 46 56 1,449 1,654 3,103 3,749 11,107 7,856 

63 129 0 16 0 12 63 157 220 133 317 450 

501 760 0 7 6 11 507 778 1,285 114~~5 l,82tl 3,2119 

2,362 1,817 7 15 5 1. 2,374 1,833 4,207 1',905 4,318 9,283 

1,462 1,682 40 46 80 168 1,582 1,896 3,478 3,159 3,622 6,781 

532 1,035 9 IS 4S 122 586 1,175 1,761 1,093 2,144 3,237 

676 8n 13 15 26 68 715 954 1,669 1,406 2,014 3,420 

916 1,334 5 15 45 83 966 ,432 2,398 1,846 2,668 4,514 

22 52 6 15 0 1 28 68 96 59 131 190 

232 430 1 13 17 45 250 488 738 654 1,222 1,876 

86 177 4 7 15 24 105 208 313 192 413 605 

1,191 1,381 9 9 42 70 1,242 ,460 2,702 2,896 3J500 6,396 

54 94 0 13 3 1 57 loB 165 104 295 399 

16,453 20,154 206 422 615 1,293 ,17,2711 21,869 9,143 38,102 4",993 86,095 

15,134 19,350 168 427 59'1 1,~3 15,896 21,070 6,966 34,369 43,451 77,820 

11 The calendar is the list of cases which have reached issue. A case is added to. the calerlda1" when the first answer .is filed, ...B..,.4f36-2. 

Total Cases Total Case$ on Calendar at End 01" This Period 
Disposed of 

I During This 
-'Superior I Period County 

I Court Court Total Cases Pending 

Auto Auto Auto Auto 
, lleg. Other ~~a~~!,!!,'..... .~-!":- .l!!!~_ c2.th.~'. r!iCE\. __ .Qtl' .. -'". J'gJ!~J~ 

234 1113 6117 ; '125 612 10 42 4,1) 6<;4 1,OP9 

1,719 2,772 4,4911 2,'136 3,660 9 49 2,445 3,709 6,154 

304 371 
2,:7:9 1 

636 831 3 12 639 1\113 1/182 

1,160 959. 2,209 2,386 13 38 2,222 2,424 4,6116 

42 194 236 52 1711 0 15 52 1B9 2
"
1 

210 244 454 237 303 18 28 255 331 586 

2,029 2,554 4,583 3,608 4,755 129 230 3,737 4,9PS 8,722 

292 168 460 639 577 1 31 646 608 1,254 

1,515 1,411 2,926 2,209 2,641 25 55 2,234 2;696 4,930 

49 111 160 811 190 0 16 811 206 290 

489 573 1,052 936 1,243 0 8 936 1,251 2,187 

1,952 1,582 
r'S3

4 2,987 2,701 26 35 3,013 2,736 5,7'19 

1,220 1,,32 2,552 1,887 2,228 52 62 1,939 2,290 4,229 

521 1,081 1,602 561 1,05l. U 12 572 1,063 1,635 

451 632 1,083 944 1,357 11 25 955 1,382 2,337 

902 1,236 2,138 941 1,421 3 11 944 1,432 2,376 

20 50 70 34 65 5 16 39 81 120 

278 534 812 371 672 5 16 376 688 1,064 

75 209 ;)84 112 198 5 6 117 204 321 

1,383 1,595 2,979 1,506 1,890 7 14 1,513 1,90" 3,/117 

41 103 144 62 179 1 13 63 192 255 

-- ~--, --- ,---
14,886 18,125 33,01 22,876 29,134 340 734 23,216 29,868 53,084 

13,54 17,218 30,755 20,514 25,528 314 705 20,828 26,233 4~ ,061 

Data dif.rers :from cases pending August 31, 1976 as reported in the 1975-76 Annual Report, because of recounts by the ·countlen resulting from thair periodic inventories and the discovery of 
other reporting errors by the counties during the course of the year. 

As reported in the 1975-76 Annual Report. Subsequent recounts amounted to -109 cases p'mding as of 8/31/76. 

SOURCE: Monthly reports of the County Clerks and annual date. from the Clerk of the Superior CO'qrt. 



LAW DIVISIONS OF THE SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS 
COMBI NED eivi L LIST 

COURT YEARS ENDING AUGUST 31, 
1960 TO DATE COMPARED WITH 1950 

.... -r--. ....._I-----r--, ./ I ~,. _
... '-.. _ .... ", ~,,' .)'" 

, .. - I ____ -=K " '.' 

--- - COMPLAI NTS FI LED 
CASES ADDED TO * 
CALENDAR 

20,000=P' 

-~~-+---+--r---r---r---r-~r----r-~--, - - - CASES DISPOSED OF 
• ------ CASES PENDING ** 

10,000 - I--t---+-~--+---i---I---+-'--I----l---I---l----+ @~i~t!~!IIt~!~t~ INCREASE OF BACKLOG 

- r+--+---r--r---r--~r---~-~--~-~---~ _ REDUCTION OF BACKLOG +----+-----1 

o ~~~ __ ~_~ ___ L-_-L __ ~ __ -L_~L-~-L_~ ___ ~_~_~~_~_~~_~_~~_~ 

1950 '60 '61 162 '63 '64 '65 '66 '67 '6B '69 '70 '71 '72 '73 '74 '75 '76 '77 

COURT YEAR ENDING AUG. 31 

* A CASE IS ADDED TO THE CALENDAR UPON THE FILING OF THE: FIRST ANSWER, RULE 4: 36-2. ** AS REPORTED I N AN N UAL REPORTS FOR EACH COURT YEAR. NOT CHANGED FOR II RECOUNTS II AS 
A RESULT OF PHYSICAL INVENTORIES IN THE COUNTIES. 



I 
Jury Trials 11 

County I: Partially Tried to 
Tried Completion 

Auto -Auto 
I Other Neg. Other Neg. 

Atlantic 22 I 16 5 5 

Bergen 110 i 78 167 197 I 
Burlington 14 16 7 4 

Camden : 21 8 35 14 

Cape May 0 2 r 3 " 
Cumberland 10 8 1 4 

Essex 50 89 87 110 

Gloucester 5 0 4 3 

I Hudson 67 69 62 56 

Hunterdon 1 1 6 7 

Mercer 6 26 37 31~ 

Middlesex 45 59 157 96 

Monmouth 46 40 75 ,(2 

Morri" 17 32 35 51 

Ocean 9 8 18 16 

Passaic 15 32 29 59 

Sa.lem 0 

I 
0 0 0 

Somerset 8 8 13 23 

Sussex 3 11 5 6 

Union 14 12 88 67 

Warren 0 0 0 4 

TOTAL 3o.·~ 
;I" 515 833 831 

-TOTAL 1 4u 1131 939 914 YF.AR AGO 

LAW DIVISIONS OF THE SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS 

CIVIL CASES 

MANNER OF DISPOSITION 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

Non-Jury Trials gj 
I 

Settled, Dismissed or Discontinued 
Before Trial Commenced 3/ 

r 
, After Trial 

Partially Tried to I Before Trial Date Assigned On 
Tried I Completion ! Da.te had Been But Before Trial Date 

~ Assigned Day of Trial 
Auto : Jl.U1;0 Auto Auto Auto 
Ne..:. Other INeg. Other Ne",>, Other Ne"'. Other Neg. Other 

0 0 I 0 l~ 61 1113 38 89 108 156 
0 22 2 261 121 263 460 869 909 1,039 
0 3 0 15 140 155 75 104 64 6/~ 

0 7 0 19 756 1184 0 0 286 223 
0 5 0 23 13 64 19 66 7 27 
0 1 0 1 100 98 14 10 85 118 
0 18 17 236 951 907 6;:: 83 817 896 
0 0 0 7 251 135 1.2 9 12 11 

0 11 3 60 256 233 304 281 786 688 
0 3 0 12 12 51 15 23 14 11 
4 5 0 9 183 175 76 112 175 200 
1 2 19 65 471 369 8 9 1,222 952 
0 9 1 30 481 550 1 5 594 605 
0 11 1 72 77 230 260 447 115 212 
0 4 0 21 143 294 114 142 162 135 
0 8 3 67 251 436 109 133 423 394 
0 0 0 5 18 36 1 2 1 3 
0 4 0 49 7'i: 165 80 122 100 154 
1 13 2 9 1'.:) 30 25 55 28 82 
8 38 7 72 391 357 58 65 794 958 
0 0 2 7 9 25 18 38 10 27 

14 164 57 1,044 11,767 5,200 1,752 2,664 6,712 6,955 
-.- ..• ~.~ --

21 153 65 1,214 3,934 4,749 1,613 2,630 6,224 6,255 

! Other Disp. 
(To Chancery Total 
Div. or Other Cases 
County,Trans. Disposed of 
to Dist.Ct., 

etc. ) 

Auto Auto 
NelZ. Other Neg. Other 

0 0 234 413 

20 43 1,719 2,772 

1+ 10 304 371 

62 204 1,160 959 

1 4 42 194 

0 11 210 21).4 

42 215 2,029 2,554 

8 3 292 168 

37 13 1,')15 1,411 

1 3 49 111 

8 12 489 573 

29 30 1,952 1,582 

22 21 1,220 1,332 

16 26 521 1,081 

5 12 451 632 

72 107 902 1,236 

0 4 20 50 

5 9 278 534 

1 3 75 209 

23 27 1,3!l3 1,596 

2 2 41 103 

! 

358 752 14,1'86 ~8,125 

I 334 872 1113,541 /7,218 

1/ A case is considered disposed of by jury trial if the drawing of the jury is started even if thereafter it is settled or dismissed. 
~ A case is considered disposed of by !IOn-jury trial if the opening is started, or, if the opening is waived, the first witness is sworn. 
~ Includes settlements of infants' or incompetents' cases even though approved by judge in court. 

SOURCE: Monthly Reports of the County Clerks. 

) 
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Total 

647 

4,491 

I 675 

2,119 

236 

454 

4,583 
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2,926 

160 

1,062 

3,534 

2,552 

1,602 

1,083 

2,138 

70 

812 

284 

2,979 

144 

33,011 

30,759 
--
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SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS 
COMBINED CIVIL LIST 

MANNER OF DISPOSITION OF CASES 
COURT YEARS ENDING AUGUST 31, 1960 TO 1977 

40,000 r----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~---------------------------------------------------'---------, 

35,000 r-----------------------------------------------------------------------,-------------------------------

30,000 

25,000 

II) 

_

JURY TRIAL 
COMMENCED 

1"'::::::::::::1 NON JURY TRIAL 
::~::::::::::: COMMENCED 

~ TRANSFERRED* 
~ TO 01 ST. CT 

O SETTLED, DIS MIS., 
DISC. BEFORE TRIAL 1----------------------

~ 20,000 t------------------f: 
~ 

15,000 

10,000 

5,000 

1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 

* TRANSFER PROGRAM TERMINATED BY SUPREME COURT 1/12I66.<5INCF.1966-67, THE' SMALL NUMBER OF TRANSFERS ARE INCLUDED IN ·SETTLED, DIS MIS., DISC. BEFORE TRIA~'). 

NOTE: DATA FOR PRIOR YEARS NOT AVAILABLE 

1974 1975 1976 1977 



County Under 6 Months 

Auto 
Neg. Other 

Atlantic 96 158 

Bergen 611 1,033 

Burlington 151 205 

Camden 364 318 

Cape May 12 59 

Cumberland 64 96 j 

F;'ssex 4611 850 

Glouce.ter 100 100 

Hudson 355 491 

Hunterdon 29 55 

Mercer 102 244 

Middlesex 820 109 

Monmollth 353 469 

Morris 147 345 

Ocean 235 337 

Passaic 194 327 

Salem 10 22 

Somerset 78 181 

Sussex 30 57 

Union 345 399 

Warren 35 67 

TOTAL 4,595 6,588 

TOTAL 1 *** 
YEAR AGO 4,246 6,344 

LAW DIVISIONS OF TIlE SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS 

STATUS AND AGES OF CIVIL CASES PENDING AS OF: 

Augus t 31, 1977 

Pending ACTIVE Cases, By Age From Date of Complaint Total ACTIVE Cases 
pOiiillng 

6. to 12 Months 1+ to It Years 11+ to 2 Years 2+ to 3 Years OVer 3 Years 

Auto Auto Auto Auto Auto Auto 
Neg. Other Neg. Other Neg. Other Neg. Other Neg. Other Neg. Other Total 

116 175 112 152 62 77 33 59 a 7 419 628 1,047 

923 1,325 522 736 280 355 33 73 1 20 2,376 3.542 5,918 

181 205 181 235 97 144 16 47 1 2 627 838 1,1165 

486 413 39<' 459 340 352 541 636 73 96 2,202 2,39'1 4,596 

20 57 11 35 4 1 0 18 0 1 47 111 224 

109 101 50 74 14 24 16 22 0 0 253 317 510 

910 1,158 911 1,202 815 1,047 545 685 18 22 3,729 4,964 8,693 

120 117 113 105 96 14 11m 128 14 81 643 605 1,248 

605 612 497 631 444 557 317 381 2 9 2,220 2,681 4,901 

18 60 2'7 40 6 25 2 5 0 4 B2 189 271 

185 295 194 282 144 201 283 186 18 23 926 1,231 2,157 

994 117 'l',"lIn 725 193 274 198 241 2 2 2,981 2,134 5,121 

599 663 562 644 351 409 37 16 5 3 1,907 2,264 4,111 

255 394 148 238 16 44 1 14 1 6 568 1,041 1,609 

286 316 218 408 151 222 38 69 2 7 936 1,359 2,295 

358 521• 290 384 55 119 3 9 0 2 900 1,365 2,265 

9 23 8 20 ~ 1 5 9 0 0 38 81 119 

92 151 92 140 11 138 32 58 3 3 314 617 1,051 

40 61 26 43 11 17 5 14 1 2 113 200 313 

413 551 402 494 209 285 511 113 10 10 1,493 1,852 3,345 

12 47 9 114 6 12 R 0 " 63 ,Ac 243 

6,851 8,091 5,551 7,091 3,383 4,390 2,306 ~,857 217 302 22,903 29,31 52,222 

6,264 7,141 5,144 6,067 2,975 3,408 1,653 ,846 148 181 20,430 25,59 46,023 

Total ACTIVE 
Cases~ 
1 Year Old 

No. :' 
502 48% 

2,026 34lt 

723 49lt 

2,895 63% 

16 34% 

200 35% 

5,251 60% 

811 55% 

2,838 58;~ 

109 40:' 

1,331 62:' 

2,421 42% 

2,087 50:' 

468 29% 

1,121 49% 

862 38% 

55 1~6% 

543 52% 

119 38% 

1,577 41% 
82 34% 

26,091 50% 

21,428 41% 

* The Calendar is the list. of cases which have reached issue. A case is added to the calendar when the first answer is riled, Jl., 4: 36-2. 

Total ACTIVE Total Cases 
Cases~ Total INACTIVE Pending On 

2 Years Old Cases~" Calendar *" 
Augus t 31, 1977 

Auto Auto 
No. :' Neg. Other Total lleg. Other Total 

99 9:' 16 26 112 1135 654 1,089 

133 2% 59 167 236 2,4115 3,709 6,154 

66 5% 12 5 11 639 Blj3 1,lj82 

1,352 29% 20 30 50 2,222 2,424 4,646 

19 8% 5 12 11 52 189 2111 

38 7:' 2 14 16 255 331 586 

1,271l 15% 8 21 29 3,131 4, 985 1 8,722 

423 311% 3 3 6 646 608 1,254 

109 14% 14 15 29 2,234 2,6961 11,930 

11 4:' 2 17 19 811 
206/ 290 

510 24% 10 20 30 936 1,?51 2,181 

449 8% 26 2 ;-8 3,013 
2'

136
1 

5,149 

121 3% 32 26 58 1,939 2,290 4,229 

22 1% 4 22 26 512 l,O~" '·.635 

116 5% 19 23 42 955 1,38<>; <!,337 

14 0.6% 44 61 111 944 1,432 2,3'(6 

14 12% 1 0 1 39 81 120 

96 9% 2 11 13 376 688 '1,064 

22 1% 4 4 !l 111 204 321 

187 6% 20 52 12 1,513 1,904 3,411 
11 5% 0 12 12 63 192 255 

5,682 11% 313 5
'
19 862 23,21E 29,868 53,084 

*H 

3,834 8% 39B 640 1,038 20,82E 26,233 47,061 

** Inact.ive cases are those which caunot be tried for reasons beyond the control of the Court and attorneys, such as military list, enjoined proceedings, confinement of parties to hospital or 
institution, etc • 

.... As reported in the 1975-76 Annual Report. Subsequent recounts amounted to -109 cases pending as of 8/31/76. 

SOURCE: Monthly Reports of the County Clerks. 
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LAW DIVISIONS OF THE SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS 
COMBINED CIVIL LIST 

AGES OF ACTIVE CASES PENDING * COURT YEARS ENDING AUGUST 31, 1960 TO 1977 
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NOTE: DATA ON AGES IN PRIOR YEARS NOT COMPARABLE. 
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COURT YEAR ENDING AUGUST 3\ 

* AS REPORTED IN ANNUAL REPORTS FOR EACH COURT YEAR. NOTCHANGE;O FOR" RECOUNTS" AS A RESULT OF PHYSICAL INVEI\ITORIES IN THE COUNTIES. 
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LAW DIVISIONS OF THE SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS 
HOURS IN CONDUCT OF COURT AND SETTLEMENT CONFERENCES 

COM PARED WITH CIVI L CASES DISPOSED OF 1 

~ '" V 
.-

~ 
i'-. 

/ " 
---- - ~ .-

" 
........ " / .............. ., 

/ --- - .-
/ 

.. / 1', 1,///" / 
, 

/ " ILl 
..J 

enl-
0:1-

50.,0.0.0. 

~ " " -CASES-1---- __ // "' / ::JILl 
0(1} /: ",'" 
Xen 

::J 
...J 
0... 

/,,/" 
/ 

40.,0.0.0. 

13 30.,0.0.0. 
Z 
ILl 
al 
ILl i= 20.,0.0.0. 

Z o 
1Q 10.,0.0.0. 

::J 
o 
X 

,,/ 

0. 
1960 1961 

","" 

1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 

COURT YEAR ENOING AUG. 31 

* CDURT HDURS EXTENDED IN ALL Co.UNTIES CDMMENCING MARCH 1961 AND CDNTINUED TO. DATE. *"* CDURT HDURS EXTENDED IN ALL CDUNTIES CDMMENCING JANUARY 31, 1972 AND CDNTINUED TO DATE. 

1970. 1971 

---7 -- --", --- :--

/' " " 
"*1* " ,.. .... ,.. 1-----

1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 

1{ REF: TABLE E-4. AS USED HERE, A CASE IS A CDMPLAINT DN WHICH THE FIRST ANSWER IS FILED, R.4:36-2. DEFINITIDN DIFFERS FRDM "TRIALS CDNCLUDED" REPDRTED IN TABLE E-1. 

45,0.0.0. 

40.,0.0.0. 

35,0.0.0. 

,...-

30,0.0.0. u.. 

25,0.0.0. 

20.,0.0.0. 

15,000. 

ID,OOD 

5,0.0.0. 

0. 
1977 

0 
0 
ILl en 
0 
0... en 
0 
en 
ILl 
en 
<{ 
u 
...J 

~ 
0 
I-





COUNTY 

-.~--
... ~,. ... -~ 

Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cape May 

Cumberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 

Monmouth 

Morris 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

*TOTAL 8 
LARGEST COUNTIES 
3/76 & 10/75 
TOTAL 13 
REMAINING 
COUNTIES 
3/76 & 70/75 

STATE 
TOTAL 
3/76 & 10/75 

Law Division Superior and County Courts 
Civil Trials Commenced During March, 1977 and October, 1976 

Median Period from complaint to Commencement of Trial 
Summary of Time Interval Studies and Comparison of Totals with 

March, 1976 and October, 1975 Studies 

MARCH 1977 OCTOBER, 1976 

Median Period Median Period 
complaint to Trial I Complaint to Trial 

No. of i I No. of 
Trials i Jury Non-Jury Total I Trials Jury Non-Jury 
Total) . (Total) 

4 23m Sd 32mlOd 24m14d 6 20m20d 29m 3d 

99 2Zm 8d l6mlld 21mlld 82 22m26d 16m20d 

5 

I 
22m18d -- 22m18d 5 19m23d --

24 34m22d 34m Id 34m19d 18 36m21d 36m26d 

1 \ -- 11m22d 11m22d 3 l6m20d 15m 2d 
\ 

0 I -- -- -- 4 22m19d --
\ 

73 r 26m 5d 25m23d 25m29d 49 26m20d 25m Id 

4 I! 47m12d 40m17d 43m29d 2 40m29d --
34 I, 26m28d 28m 3d 26m28d 28 26m15d 31m 7d 

5 
!! 

19m11d 18m17d 18m24d 3 24m17d 11m 8d 

21 35m19d 30m22d 35m12d 15 37m2ld --,I 

I) 
17m14d 37 

!f 

17m14d 16m17d 31 19m 1d 19m 4d 

49 21m 7d 18m18d 20m 4d 34 20m25d 39m 5d 

26 
'I !! 17m1Sd 14m13d 17m 2d 20 18m 3d 16m 3d 
Ii 

3 ii 24m21d 17m 4d 24m17d 13 19m28d 18m22d 
If 

34 Ii 17m26d 15m25d l7m12d 19 17m Sd l2m18d 

0 I; -- -- -- 0 ---- No Cases - -

19 I; 27m18d 20m 9d 26m 4d 11 34m 6d 29m25d 

3 1: 19m 4d 16m 3d 19m 4d 3 l4m26d 2lm20d 
'\ 

35 22m ld 22m26d 22m20d 31 28m15d 26m29d 
i 

3 • 8mlOd 15m 2d llm22d 0 ---- No Cases- .. I' . 
I 

385 \ 24m18d 20m Id I 23m14d 292 24m24d 20m22d 

! 22m 7d 
• 

376 16m14d ' 20m22d 311 21m 8d 18m15d 
• 

! 23m27d lSm26d " 22m26d 19m18d 94 I 
22m19d 85 

110 ;\19mI8d 16m29d 18m18d 97 18m28d 14m29d 

479 
'i 
,24m17d 19m 6d 23m 7d 377 24m23d 19m29d 

I 

486 21m17d 16m18d 20m 7d 408 20m23d 17m21d 
" 

1: : 
*As to population, 1970 U.S. Census: Bergen, Camden, Essex, Hudson, Middlesex, Monmouth, 
Passaic, Union. Also coincides with estimated population, 7/1/76, official State 
estima,tcs by Office of Business Economics, N.J" Department of Labor & Industry. 

Total 

23m 8d 

21m 9d 

19m23d 

36m22d 

15m 8d 

22m19d 

2Sm25d 

40m29d 

26m27d 

23m 5d 

37m21d 

19m Id 

20m25d 

17m 5d 

18m28d 

17m 3d 

-- --
30m 9d 

20m29d 

27m 8d 

-- --

24m18d 

20m21d 

21m26d 

l1m27d 

23m17d 

20m 7d 

E-l1 



SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS - CIVIL CASES ON WHICH TRIAL COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER 1976 

NO OF 
COUNTY CASES 'PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT PERIOD ,FROM ANSWER PERIOD FROM PRETRIAL PERIO~ FROM COMPLAINT 

TRIED IU M~N::'WtK " IU IPKtlKIAL ,10 TKIAL TO TRIAL 
MEAN EOIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE 

A 'fLANT I COUNT't 

OM,140 17M,120 
JURY 5 1M,140 1M,100 2M ,200 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T ~ I A L 27M, 90 20M,200 52M, 40 

NON-JURit 1 10M;280 1OM,280 *NONE N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T F I A L 29M, 3D 29M, 3D *NONE 

OM,l40 17~1,120 
COMBINEP 6 3M, 10 1M,180 10M,280 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T F I A L 27M,180 23M, 80 52M! 40 

BERGEN COUNTY 

OM, 80 3M,240 OM, 00 4M,200 
JURY 54 2M ,l80 IM,180 25M,190 8M,270 7M. 3D 30M, 00 13M,250 13M, 10 21M ,l30 23M,270 22M,260 5H~, 40 

OM, 70 1M,190 OM,270 3M,130 
NON-JURif 28 2M ,lID 1M, 60 13M,190 6M.230 4M,250 27M,19o 8N,250 6M,130 18M, 50 16M,13o 16M.200 341-1, 00 

OM. 70 IM,190 OM, 00 3M,130 
COMBINEP 82 2M,160 1M ,120 25M,190 7M,230 6M,230 30M, 00 11M. 'to 12M,160 21M,130 21M,11o 21M, 90 51M, 40 

BURLI NG ON COUI\ TY 

OM,260 18M,240 
JURY 5 3M,160 1M, 60 13M, 60 N a P R E T I A L N 0 P RET f I A L 24M, 10 "19M,230 311'1,140 

NON JU I\Y -----1----------f------- -------~ --------- -------- -N 0 C A S E s----- -------- --------- --------- ------- ---------

OM,260 18M,240 
COMBINEP 5 3M,160 1M, 60 13M, 60 N 0 P RET I A L N a P R E T I A L 24M, 10 19M,23o 31M,140 

CAMDEN COUN TY 

OM,280 26M,130 
JURY 15 4M,100 2M, 3D 15M, 40 N 0 PRE T I IA L N 0 P R E T f I A L 38M, 3D 36M,21O 64M,160 

IM,16o 11M,20o 20M,110 36M,140 
NON-JUR 3 2M, 80 2M. 90 2M,280 13M, 90 12M ,160 15M,210 21M,13o 21M,260 22M, 10 36M,290 36M,260 37M,18D 

OM,280 'l1M,20D 20/,1.110 26M,13o 
COMBINE) 18 4M, 00 2M, 60 15M. 40 13M, 90 12.M ,160 15M,21o 21M,13o 2Hh 26P 22M, 10 37/'1,270 36M,22o 64M~160 

I 



4 

SUPERIOR AND r0UNTY COURTS - CIVIL CASES ON WHICH TRIAL COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER 1976 

NO OF I COUNTY CASES PER 100 FROM COMPLAINT PER 100, FROM ANSWER PERIOD FROM PRETRIAL PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 
TRIE.'D TO ANSWER TO PRETRIAL TO TRIAL TO TRIAL 

MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE 

CAPE MI Y COUNT 

0101,200 15M, 80 
JURY 2 1M, 00 1M, 00 IM,110 N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T ~ I A L 16M,200 16M,200 18M, 20 

NON-JUFY 1 2M,150 2M,150 *NONE N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T ~ I A L 15M, 20 15M, 20 *NONE 

OM,200 15M, 20 
COMBINED 3 1101,150 IM,110 2M,150 N 0 P R E T R r A L N 0 P R E T ~ I A L 16/A, 40 15M, 80 18M, 20 

CUMBERL AND COU TY 

OM,180 20M, 80 
JURY 4 1M, 50 1M, 50 1M ,230 N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T I A L 22M,270 22M,190 26M, 3D 

NON Jl RY ---- --------- -------r--------- ------------------ -N 0 C A S E S---- -------- ------.,...-- --------- --------1----------1-

OM,180 20M, 80 
CONBI N 0 4 1M, 50 1M, 50 1M f 230 N 0 PRE T ~ I A L N 0 P R E T ~ I A L 22M,270 22H,190 26M, 3D 

ESSEX COUNT 

OM, 80 24M,20D 
JURY 35 2M,29D IM,230 12M 7 00 N 0 P RET R I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 26M,17D 26r~, 200 35M,191> 

OM, 40 OM,22D OM ,180 3M,160 
NON-JUFY 14 2M, 3D IM,200 7M,13D 2M,23D 2M, 3D 6M,150 3M ,lID 4M, 00 5M, 80 19M,120 25M, 10 28M, 90 

OM, 40 OM,220 OM ,180 3M,160 
COMBINED 49 2M,220 IM,21O 12M, 00 2M,230 211" 3D 6M,150 3M,l1D 4M, 00 5M y 80 24M,160 25M,250 35M,19D 

GLOUCE TER CO NTY 

IM,19D 33M,13D 
JURY 2 1M,280 IM,28D 2M, 70 N 0 PRE T R I A L N 0 P RET I( I A L 40M,290 40M,290 48M,150 

NON JL RY ---- --------- -------1---------- -------- -------- -N 0 C A S E S---- -------- --------- --------- -------- -------- -

IM,190 33M,130 
COMB I NE D 2 IM,28D 11'1,280 2M, 70 N 0 P RET R 1 A L N 0 PRE T R I A L 4CM,29D 40N,290 48N,15D 





Ii 



l:zj 
I .... 

J:::. 

COUNTY 

HUDSON 

JURY 

NON-,IUI< Y 

COMBINED 

NO OF 
CASES 
TRIED 

COUNT 

24 

4 

28 

HUNTERC ON COUN 

JURY 2 

NON-JUF Y 1 

COMBINED 3 

MERCER COUN 

JURY 15 

NON JL RY ----

COMB INE 0 15 

MIDDLES EX COUN 

JURY 23 

NON-J.URY 8 

COMBINED 31 

SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS - CIVIL CASES ON WHICH TRIAL COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER 1976 

PERIOD FROM CDMPLAINT PERIOD,FROM ANSWER PERIOD FROM PRETRIAL PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 
u AI~;:'Wt:K . 'U 'Kt:IK1AL IU TRTAC TO TRLAL 

MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE 

OM,18D 6M, 7D OM,17D 14M ,lID 
2M,26D 2M, 7D 8M, 5D 13M, 20 8M, 2D 29M,27D 11M ,l8D 14M,150 16M,26D 28M,l90 26M,l5D 79M, 3D 

OM,170 20M,220 
9M,l5D 7M, 9D 22M,240 19M, 6D 19M, 6D *NONE 9M,l50 9M,15D *NONE 29M,14D 31M, 7D 34M,20D 

OM, 1 7D 6M, TO OM,l70 14M,110 
3M,250 2M, 100 22M,240 14M, 90 8M,29D 29M,270 11M, 60 13M,21D 16M,26D 28M,23D 26M,27D 79M, 30 

Y 

OM,170 6M ,l9D 9M,130 23M, 50 
1M, 5D 1 M, 50 IM,24D 9M, 80 9M, 8D 11M,280 14M, 3D 14M, 3D 18M,230 24M,17D 24M,11D 25M,290 

3M,200 3 M, 20D *NONE N 0 P RET I A L N 0 P R E T I A L 11M, 80 11M, 8D *NONE 

OM,l 70 6M,19D 9M,130 11M, 8D 
2M, 00 1M,24D 3M ,20D 9M, 8D 9M, 80 11M,280 14M, 3D 14M, 3D 18M,230 20M, 40 23M, 50 25M,290 

Y 

OM, 00 2M,140 
1M, 10 OM,27D 2M, 50 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P RET I A L 36M,110 37M,2lD 44M,19D 

--------- ------- --------- --------- -------- -N 0 C A S E s---- -------- -------- --------- -------- ---------1-
OM, 00 2M,l4D 

1M, 10 OM,21D 2M, 50 N 0 PRE T 1 A L N 0 P R E T I A L 36M,110 37M,2lD 44M,190 

Y 

OM,220 6M, 10 
3M, 90 1M, 25D 19M,23D 42M,l70 42M,17D *NONE 5M, OD 5M, 00 *NONE 19M,130 19M, 10 49M, 70 

OM,180 71-\,130 6M,100 14M,290 
5M,220 IM,240 24M ,190 9M,140 9M ,I90 10M,250 9M,280 7M,240 15M,22D 22M,240 19M, 40 42M,l70 

OM,180 7M,13D 5M, 00 6M, 70 
3M,280 IM,2'ID 24M,190 14M, 60 10M, 20 42M,170 9M, 7D 7M, 3D 15M,220 20M, 9D 19M, 10 49M, 70 

I 



SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS - CIVIL CASES ON WHICH TRIAL COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER 1976 

NO OF PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT PERIOD FROM ANSWER PERIOD FROM PRETRIAL PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 
COUNTY CASES TO ANSHER TO P,RETRIAL TO TRIAL TO TRIAL 

TRIED MEAN MEDIAN RANGE "lEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE 

MONMOUT~ COUN Y 

OM ,I6D 12M, 10 
JURY 32 2M,130 1M, 5D 11M ,290 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T I A L 21M,130 20M,250 28M,250 

OM,220 19M, 80 
NON-JUR~ 2 IM,100 1 M,l 00 IM,280 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T I A L 39/1" 50 39M, 50 59M, 20 

OM,160 12M, 10 
COMBINED 34 2M,l10 1M, 50 llM,29D N a P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T I A L 22M,140 20M,25D 59M, 20 

MORRIS COUN Y 

OM,25D 7M,270 12M,260 
JURY 14 2M,150 2M,130 7M ,I 40 8M, 40 8M, 40 8M,120 12M, 90 12M, 90 *NONE 18M,120 18M, 3£1 32M, 8D 

OM,280 13M,l10 
NON-JUR~ 6 IM,240 IM,200 2M f 250 N 0 PRE T I A L N 0 PRE T r A L 17M, 00 16M, 30 21M,270 

OM,250 7M,270 12M,26D 
COMBINED 20 2M, 90 2M, 70 7M,140 8M, 40 BM, 40 8M,120 12M, 90 12M, 90 *NONE IBM, 00 17M, 50 32M, BD 

OCEAN COUN Y 

OM,270 12M, 3D 
JURY 10 2M,100 2M, 10 4M,200 10M,130 10M,13L\ *NONE 6M,15D 6M,150 *NONE 20M,26D 19M,28D 30M,250 

OM,130 IBM ,l3D 
NON-JURY 3 2M,200 OM,20D 6M,26D N 0 PRE T I A L N 0 PRE T I A L 20M,230 18M,22D 25M, 3D 

OM,130 12M. 3D 
COMBINED 13 2M,120 1M, 280 6M,260 10M,130 10M,130 *NONE 6M,150 6M,15D *NONE 20M,250 18M,280 30M,250 

PAS SA Ie COUN y 

OM, 00 OM,17D 
JURY 13 1M,290 1M,250 4M ,lID N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T I A L 16M,80 17M, "1) 25M,220 

OM, 00 OM, 10 
NON-JURY 6 IM,160 1M,l10 4M, 60 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T I A L 11M,100 12M ,l80 19M,270 

1M,']'M,25D OM, 00 OM, ID 
COMBINED 19 I.)oj ,llO N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T I A L 14M,210 17M, 3D 25M,220 



SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS - CIViL CASES ON WHICH TRIAL COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER 1976 
IT\ 

NO OF 
COUNTY CASES f' ER 10D FROM COMPLAINT PERIOO FROM ·ANSWER PERIOD FROM PRETRIAL PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 

TRIED IU AN~WI:K It.: PKI:IKIAL 110 I RI ALI IU IKIAL 
MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE l.,EAN MEOIAN RANGE 

-
SAL EM COUN Y - -----------------1--------- ------- I- N 0 C A S E S---- -------- --------- --------- ------- ---------

SOMERSE T COUN Y 

1M, OD 16/-1,28D 28M,110 
JURY 6 4/-1, 50 IM,250 16M, 4D 151'\,100 15M,10D *NONE 17M, 3D 17M, 30 17M, 9D 32M,280 34M, 6D 36M,20D 

OM,16D 3M,290 13M,180 7M, 6D 
NON-JUF Y 5 7M ,180 2M, 8D 30M, 50 5M, 50 5M, 50 6M,120 17M,240 17M,240 22M, 10 24M,140 29H,250 35M, 70 

OM,16D 3M,290 13M,180 7M, 60 
COMBIN 0 11 5M,220 1M~ 270 30M, 50 10M, 80 10M,260 15M,100 17M,140 17~1, 30 22M, 10 29H, 3D 30M, 90 36M,200 

SUSSEX COUN Y 

JURY 1 OM,190 OM,190 *NONE N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T I A L 14M,260 14M,260 *NONE 

OM,25D 20M,290 
NON-JU Y 2 OM,250 OM,250 OM ,26D N 0 P R E T ~ I A L N 0 P R E T ... I A L 21M,20D 21M,20D 22M,12U 

OM,19D 14M,260 
COMBIN D 3 ON,230 OM,25D OM ,260 N 0 P R E T R 1 A L N 0 P R E T ~ I A L 19M,12D 20M,290 22M,12D 

UNION COUN Y 

OM,26D 20M,120 
JURY 19 3M, 40 2M, 9D 12M, 00 N 0 PRE T ~ I A L N 0 P RET ~ I A L 27M,19D 28M,150 32M, 70 

OM,20D 16M,130 
NON-JUFY 12 1M,180 IM,140 3M,250 13M v 220 13M,220 *NONE 141'1. 90 14M, 90 *NONE 25M~180 26M,290 29M, 50 

OM,20D 16M,13D 
COM8IN D 31 2M,16D 1M,190 12M, 00 13M,220 13M,220 *NONE 14M, 90 14M, 90 *NONE 26M,260 27M, 80 32M, 70 

WARREN COUN Y - ------------------ ------------------ N 0 C A $ E $----- ------- --------- --------- ----------------- -
8 LARGE ST COUN IE S Y 

OM. OD 3M,240 OM, 00 OM,170 
JURY 215 2M,260 1M,230 25M,19D 12M, 2D 7M, 70 42M,170 12M,22D 13M, 3D 21M,130 24M,260 24M,240 79M, 30 

OM, 00 OM,220 OM,18D OM, 10 
NON-JUFY 77 2M,250 1M,18D 24M,190 7M,290 7M, 30 27M,190 9M,190 7M, 30 22M, 10 20M,220 20M,22D 59M, 2D 

OM, OD OM,220 OM, 00 
" [ OM, 10 

COM~INEO 292 2M,260 IM,230 25M,190 9M,130 7M, 5D 42M,170 10M,220 11M,270 22M, 10 231',1,240 24M,180 3D 79M, 



SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS- CIVIL CASES ON WHICH TRIAL COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER 1976 

NO OF PER IOD FROM COMPLAINT PER lOD FROM ANSWER PeRIOD FROM PRETRIAL PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 
COUNTY CASES TO ANSW ER TO P,RETRIAL TO TRIAL TO TRIAL 

TRIED MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN 

13 REMA INING C(UNTIES 

OM, OD 6M,190 6M ,l5D 
JURY 66 2M, 2D 1M,19D 16M, 40 10M,26D 10M,l30 15M,10D 13M,11D 12M, 9D 18M,23D 26M,10D 22M,26D 

OM,13D 3M,290 13Mtl8D 
NON-JURY 19 3M,29D 2M, OD 30M, 50 SM, 5D 5M, 5D 6M,120 17M,240 17M,240 22M, 10 20M, 90 19M,180 

OM, 00 3M,290 6M,15D 
COMBINED 85 2M,150 1M,190 30M~ 5D 9M,180 BM,120 15M,100 14M,11D 13M,180 22M, 10 24M,290 21M,260 

STATE TOTAL 

OM, OD 3M,240 OM, 00 
JURY 281 2M,210 1M,23D 25M,19D 11M,210 7M ,27D 42M,170 12M,28u 13 M, 1 D 21M,130 25M, 7D 24M,230 

OM, 00 OM,220 OM,180 
NON-JUR~ 96 3M, 20 IM,180 30M, 5D 7M,240 6M,230 27M,19D 10M, 50 8M, 161) 22M, 10 20M,190 19M,29D 

OM, OD OM,22D OM, 00 
COM BINEO 377 2M,230 IM,220 30M, 50 9M,14D 7M, 9D 42M,17D 11M ,100 12M, 9D 22M, 10 24M, 20 23M,170 

11 As to population, 1970 U.S. Census: Bergen, Camden, Essex, Hudson, Middlesex, Monmouth, Passaic, Union. 
Also coincides with estimated population, 7/1/76, official State estimates by Office of Business Economics, 
N. J. Department of Labor & Industry. 

Note: 
When ll*NONE" is used in place of the range, there is either a single case (time interval) in that .~ategory 
or 2 or more cases with the same time interval. 

RANGE 

2M,14D 
52M, 4D 

. 7M, 6D 
35M, 7D 

2M,14D 
52M, 4D 

OM,170 
"19M, 3D 

OM, 10 
59M, 20 

OM, 10 
79M, 3D 



SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS - CIVIL CASES ON WHICH TRIAL COMMENCED DURING MARCH 1977 

NO OF PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT PERIOD FROM ANSWER PERIOD FROM PRETRIAL PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 
COUNTY CASES -- TO ANSWER TO PRETRIAL TO TRIAL TO TRIAL 

TRIED MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDI AN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE 

ATLANT C COUNl Y 

1M, 50 18M.280 
JURY 3 1M,290 1M,210 3M, 20 N 0 P R E T R r A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 22M.l90 23M. -5D 2SM.23D 

NON-JU Y 1 OM.27D OM.27D *NONE N 0 P R E T R I A L III 0 P R E T R I A L 32M .100 32M.10D *NONE 

OM.270 18M,28D 
COMBIN D 4 IM,21D 1M,13D 3M, 2D N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 25M, 10 24M,14D 32M.10D 

BERGEN COUN' Y 

OM. 10 6101,180 8M.130 10M.160 
JURY 56 2M,22D 1M,120 20M,230 10M,21O 10M.230 15M,190 16M,160 19M, 6D 23M, 7D 23M, 1D 22M, 80 46M,210 

OM, 70 OM,120 OM, 10 1M, 9D 
NON-JU Y 43 IM,200 1M. 60 5M.17D 5M, 6D 3M,29D 13M,210 5M. 80 4M,llD 20M, 3D 17M, 4D 16M ,lID 46M,20D 

OM, 1D OM.12D OM. ID 1M, 9D 
COMBIN D 99 2M, 8D 1M, 9D 20M,230 6M.21D 6M.210 15M.19D 8M.I0D 4M.260 23M, 70 20M.14D 21M,llD 46 M, 21D 

BURLIN TON COL NTY 

OM,29D 19M,290 
JURY 5 2M, 20 IM,21D 3M~100 /II 0 P R E T R I A l N 0 PRE T R I A l 22M. 70 22M.18D 25M, 20 

NO'! J RY --- ---------.,... ------- --------- --------- -------- --N 0 C A S E s--- -------- --------- --------- -------- --------- -

0101,290 19M,290 
COMBIN 0 5 2M, 20 HI.21o 3M,100 N 0 P R E T R I A l N 0 P R E T R I A L 22M, 70 22M,18D 25M, 20 

CAMD EN COUN Y 

01'1,180 32M, 50 
JURY 21 SM,18D 2M, lID 47M,15D 6M, 3D 6101, 3D *NONE 26M,170 26101,170 *NONE 37M, 20 34M,220 53M, 50 

OM,22D 33M,280 
NON-JU Y 3 1M, 3D 1M, 70 1M,l00 10~" 19D 10M,19D *NONE 27M. 30 27M. 3D *NONE 35M,140 34M, 1D 38M,14D 

OM.18D 6M. 3D 26M.17D 32M. 5D 
CO~lB IN D 24 5M, 10 IM,24D 47M,15D 8M,llD 8101.110 10M,190 26M,25D 26M,25D 27M, 3D 36M.260 34M.19D 53M, 50 

, 



SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURT~ - CIVIL CASES ON waICH TRIAL COMMENCED DURING MARCH 1977 
.. 

NO OF PER [DO FROM COMPLAINT fi'ERIOD FROM ANSWER PERIOD FROM PRETRIAL PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 
COUNTY CASES TO ANSWER TO PRETRIAL TO TRIAL TO TRIAL 

TRIED MeAN MEDI AN . RANGE MEAilJ MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE 

CAPE ~ AY COUN Y 

JUH --- ----------f-------- --------- --------- --~----- --N 0 C I S E S--- -------- --------- --------- -------- --------- -

NON-JL RY 1 4M,230 4M,230 *NONE N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T R 1 A L llM,22D 11M f 220 *NONE 

COMB It'- ED 1 4M,230 4M, ~;30 *NONE N 0 P R E T R I A l- N 0 P R E T R I A L 11M.220 11M .220 *NONE 

CUMBER LAND CO NTY --------- --------- --------- ~-------- - N 0 C j S 
E S--- -------- --:.------- --------- -------- ---------

ESSEX COUN Y 

OM ,170 9M.23D 
JURY 57 2M. 8D 1M,230 14M,250 N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 27M, 121) 26M, 5C~1 7914.200 

OM,21D 15M,16D 
NON-Jl RY 16 3M. 20 1M, 90 16M.17D 10M, 80 10M, 80 *NONE 4M. 70 4M. 70 *NONE 25M ,290 25M,230 35M.25D 

OM ,170 9M,230 
COMBI" ED 73 2M,140 1M,230 16M,170 10M, 80 10M, 80 *NONE <tM, 70 4M, 70 *NONE 27M, '3D 25M.290 79M,200 

GLOUCE STER C UNTY 

OM,25D 37M,280 
JURY 3 OM,290 1M, 10 1M, 20 N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 PRE T R I A L 47M, 90 47M,12D 56M,180 

NON-JL RY 1 1M, 120 1M,120 *NONE 15M,290 1· 5M,290 *NONE 23M, 60 23M, 6D *NONE 40M ,170 40M,170 *NONE 

OM,25D 37M,28D 
COMBl" ED 4 1M, 20 1M. 10 1M .120 15M,29D 15M,290 *NONE 23M, 6D 23M, 6D *NONE 45M,190 43M,290 56M,18D 

HUOSO/l COUN Y 

OM, 11 0 8M, 40 9M.280 21M,210 
JURY 32 4M, 40 2M, 60 27M,180 . 13M, 90 12M, 60 19M,180 14M.200 15M, 20 19M. l.D 30M, 10 26M,280 83M.23D 

IM,12D 22M, 20 
NON-Jl RY 2 1M.270 1M.27D 2M,120 N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 PRE T R I A l 28M, 3D 28M, 3D 34M. 40 

OM.no 8M, 40 9M,28D 21M.21D 
COMBH ED 34 4M, 00 2M, 60 27M,180 13M. 90 12M, 60 19M,180 14M,200 15M, 20 19M, 10 29M,280 26M,280 83M,23D 

( 



SUPERIOR AND COllNTY COURTS - C,!VIL CASES ON WHICH TRIAL COMMENCED DURING MARCH 1977 

NO OF PERIOD FROM COMPLA I NT PERIOD FROM ANSWER PEKIOO FROM PRETRIAL PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 
COUNTY CASES TO ANSWER TO PRETRIAL TO TRI A!- TO TRIAL 

TRIED MEAN MEDIAN· RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEO I AN RANGE 

HUNT EI DON COU ~TY 

OM, 00 5M,250 1M, 00 14M. 20 
JURY 4 1M,2S0 2M, 3D 3M. 50 9M, 90 9M,280 11M, ISO 7M,170 8M,180 12M, 20 18M,210 19M ,110 22M, 10 

NON-J RY 1 OM,250 OM.250 *NONE 10M, 20 10M. 20 *NONE 7M.200 7M,200 *NONE 18M.170 18M,170 *NONE 

OM, 00 5M.250 1M. 00 14M, 20 
COMB II EO 5 IM.190 1M, 70 3M. 50 9M,140 9M,290 llMtl50 7Mtl80 7M,200 12M. 20 18M,21D 18M,240 22M, 10 

MERe Ef eou TY 

OM, 00 27M, 60 
JURY 17 1M, 40 OM,250 3M.240 N C PRE T R [ A L N 0 PRE T R I A L 36M tl50 3SM,19D S9M.110 

OM ,120 24M,200 
NON-Jl RY It SM, 3D 2M, 70 ISM ,ISO 30M,lSO 30M, ISO *NONE 4M,130 4M,130 *NONE 31M.270 30M.220 41M.130 

OM, 00 24M,20D 
COMB It ED 21 IM.270 OM,260 15M ,150 3 OM ,150 30M,lSO *NONE 4M,130 4M,130 *NONE 35M ol90 35M ,120 59M,110 

M I DOLE SEX COU ~TY 

OM, 00 8M. 60 
JURY 27 2M. 00 lM,100 14M, 00 14M.100 14M.I00 *NONE 8M,130 814,130 *NONE 19M. 50 11M ,140 28M. 80 

J OM. 00 1M,190 1M.21D 3M.180 
NON-J RY 10 1M. 60 OM.2S0 4M, 60 9Mtl3D 13M, 90 13M,100 3M. 90 3M,220 4M,130 14M,230 16M ,170 20M.I10 

OM, 00 IM,190 1M.210 3M,180 
COMBI ED 37 1M. 240 1M. 20 14M. 00 10M.190 13M. 90 14M,100 4M.170 4M, 20 8M.130 18M. 00 17M,140 28M. 80 

MONMO TH eou TY 

OM, 70 llM,lOO 3M,190 8M,290 
JURY 44 1M,220 1M, ISO 6M.160 16M,250 12M.290 29M.130 7M. 80 SM,150 11M. 130 21M, 80 21M. 70 37M. 10 

OM. 00 5M.I00 
NON-Jli RY 5 1M. 70 IM.13C 2M. 50 N C PRE T R I A L N 0 PRE T R I A L 16M. 70 18M.180 20M. 70 

OM, 00 11M. 100 3M,190 5M,100 
COMBI ED 49 IM,200 IM,lS[ 61'1,160 16M.2S[ 12M.290 29M,130 7M, 80 SM,150 llM,130 20M,230 20M. 40 37M, 10 

--



·~------~-~-----~----~--.--------------

SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS - CIVIL CASES ON WHICH TRIAL COMMENCED DURING MARCH 1977 
. 

NO OF PERIOD FRO;'" COMPL<HNT PERIOD FROM ANSWER PERIOD FRO.., PRETRIAL PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 
COUNTY CASES TO ANSWER TO I?RETRIAL TO TRIAL TO TRIAL 

TRIED MEAN MEOI AN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE 
-

MORR IS COUN Y 

OM.200 81-1, 00 4M, 170 llM.130 
,JURY 18 2M,220 2M, 10 7M,250 9M, 90 9M, 90 10M,190 8M,200 8M,200 12M,240 17M ,200 17M.150 23M. 40 

OM,260 1M, 60 U1,230 5M, 3D 
NON-JU Y 8 IM,21O IM,110 3M,180 10M. 10 10M, ID 18M •. 27D 3M. 5D 3M, 50 4M,170 15M, 70 14M.l30 25M.150 

OM,200 ).M. 60 IM,230 5M, 3D 
COMBIN 0 26 2M,13D IM,290 7M,250 9M,200 9M, 90 li3M,270 5M,280 4M.170 12M.240 16M,280 17M. 20 25M,150 

OCEAN COUN Y 
t 

/" , 
1M. 00' 24M.l7D 

JURY 2 1M, 60 1M, 60 IM,120 9M,21D 9M,21D *NONE 13M.26D 13M,260 *NONE 24M,210 24M,210 24M.25D 

NON-JU Y 1 IM,150 IM.15D *NONE N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P RET ~ I A L 17M. 4D 17M. 40 *NONE 

1M, OD 17M, 40 
COMBIN 0 3 1M, 90 IM,12D IM,150 9M.210 9M,210 *NONE 13M.26D 13M,260 *NONE 2~M. 50 24M.170 21;·M,25D 

PASSAI COUN Y 

OM,160 13M, 7D 
JURY 24 2M, 40 IM,24D 6M .13D 18M,130 18M.l30 *NONE OM.13D OM,13D *NONE 18M,27D 17M.26D 36M.l.9D 

OM, 7D OM. ~20 
NON-JU Y 10 1M, 50 1M. 70 IM,290 N 0 PRE T R I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 13M.24D 15M,250 23M. ·:4D 

OM, 7D OM,220 
COMBIN D 34 IM,250 IM,180 6M,130 IBM,13D 18~\~ 130 *NONE OM,13D OM,130 *NONE 17M,120 17M.120 36Mol.'9D 

SALEM COUN Y - -------, ----------1--------- -------- ~ N 0 C A S E S----= -------- ---------1----------1-------- --------- -

SOMERS T COUN Y 

OM,21D 14M,280 15M,12D 7M,120 
JURY 11 IM,12D 1M, 10 3M, 80 16M.16D 17M.J.0!J 17M,IOD 22M,22D 26M, 90 26M. 1!.6D 29M, OD 27M .l80 44M.23D 

OM. 7D 2M.190 13M. 160 16M t 29D 
NON-JU y 8 1M, 10 OM,150 3M,12D 3M, 80 2M,190 5M,180 17M.lOO 16M, 00 25M,10D 22M, 8D 20M, 90 28/.1.27'.0 

OM, 70 2M,190 13M.16D 7M.120 
COMBIN D 19 1M, 80 OM,270 3M,120 8M. 70 4M, 7D .L7M,100 19M,110 16M, 0.0 26M,160 26M. 50 26M. 40 44M.230 

-
i 



t.>:J 
I 

(\) 
(\) 

, 

COUNTY 

SUSS EX 

JURY 

NON-JU 

COMBIN 

UNION 

JURY 

NON-JU 

COMBIN 

WARREN 

JURY 

NON-JU 

COMBIN 

6 LARG 

JURY 

NON-JU 

COMBIN 

NO OF 
CASES 
TRIED 

COUN 

1 

Y 2 

0 3 

COUN 

23 

Y 12 

D 35 

COUN 

1 

Y 2 

D 3 

ST COUN 

281~ 

Y 101 

D 385 

SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS - CIVIL CASES ON WHICH TRIAL COMMENCED DURING MARCH 1977 . ... 
PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT PERIOD FROM ANSWER PERIOD FROM PRETRIAL PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 

TO ANSWER TO PRETRIAL TO TRIAL TO TRIAL 
MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN J MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE 

'*-, 
Y I 

2M,26D 2M.26D *NONE N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 19M, 40 19M. 4D *NONE 

OM.15D 10M,l3D 
1M, 6D 1M, 6D 1M,Z8D N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 16M, 3D 16M. 3D 21M,24D . 

OM,15D 10M,13D 
IM,230 IM,280 2M,26D N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 17M, 4D 19M. 4D 21M,24D 

Y 

OM.14D 18M.20D 
1M,190 IM,15D 4M, 6D N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 24M. 60 22M, 10 34M,.29D 

OM~14D . 7M,140 
1M, Z80 1M, OD 6M,270 N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T ~ I A L 22M, 0.0 22M,26D 36M. 60 

OM,140 7M,14D 
1M.22D 1M, 90 oM ,27D N 0 P R E ,. R I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 23M,140 22M,20D ,36M, 60 

h 

2M. 10 2M, 10 *NONE N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T P- I A L 8M.I00 8M.I00 *NONE 

OM,140 

! llM.220 
1M. 5D 1M, 5D 1M,26D N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T R I ,fl., I 15M, 20 15M. 20 l8M,13D L 

OM,14D 8M,lOD 
IM.14D lM,26D 2M, lD N 0 PRE T R I A L N 0 PRE T R I A L 12M.25D 11M ,220 l8M,130 

I 

IES 1:1 
OM, 00 6M, 3D OM .130 8M, 60 

2M,190 IM,19D 47M ,150 13M,llD 12M.220 29M,130 12M,190 10M,l7D 26M,17D 24M,250 241-1,180 83M,23D 

OM, 00 OM,120 OM, 10 0.M,220 
IM,24D 1M, 40 16M,170 6M. 9D 6M,13D 13M, 210 5M,29D 4M., 70 27M, 3D 19M, 8D 20M, 10 46M,200 

OM, 00 OM,12D OM, 10 OM,220 
2M,13D 1M, 150 47M tl5D 9M,14D 9M, 80 29M,130 8M,29D 5M, llD 27M, 3D 23M, lID 23M,14D 83M,230 

tl 
',. ·1 



-~--~-~-~ -----~, -------- -, ~- -~-- -----------

SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS - CIVIL CASES ON WHICH TRIAL COMMENCED DURING MARCH 1977 
," - '. ' '. ,," " 

NO OF PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT PERIOD FROM ANSWER PERIOD FROM PRETRIAL PERioD FROM COMPLAINT 
COUNTY CASES TO ANSWER TO PRETRIAL TO TRIAL 

TRIED MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN 

l3R EMf INING C)UNTIES 

OM, OD 5M,25D 1M, OD 
JURY 65 IM,25D IM,12D 7M.2S0 11M,15D 10M, 9D 17M.10D 12M,29D 12M,130 26Mtl60 26M ,190 

OM, 7D 1M, 6D 1M,23D 
NON-JUf Y 29 1M,28D 1M, 9D 15M,150 9M, 9D 4M, 7D 30M,150 12M 92S0 14M.20D 25M,10D 21M, ID 

OM, 00 1M, 60 1M, OD 
COMB INE D 94 1M,26D IM,12D 1SM ,150 10M,120 9M,28D 30M,lS0 12M,27D 13M, 5D 26M 1 160 24M,27D 

STATE OTAL 

OM, OD 5M,2SD OM.13D 
JURY 349 2M,15D IM,18D 47M,15D 12M,20D llM,15D 29M,13D 12M,23D llM,130 26M.17D 25M, 5D 

OM, 00 OM.120 OM, 10 
NON-JU Y 130 IM,25D 1M. 50 16M a7D 7M. 80 5M,180 30Mtl50 8M, 60 4M.170 27M, 3D 19M ,20D 

OM. 00 OM. 120 OM, 10 
COMBIN D 479 2M, 90 1M. 140 47M,150 9M.240 9M,280 30M.15D 10M,100 8M, 10 27M, 3D 23M,20D 

11 As to population, 19~(O U.S. Census: Berglm, Camden,_Essex, Hudson, lIJ.ddlesex, Monmouth, Passaic, Union. 
Also coincides with est~ated population, 7/~/76, official State estimates by Office of Business Economica, 
N. J. Department of Labor & Industry. 

Note: 
When "*NONE" is used in place of the range., there is either a single case (time interval) in that category 
or 2 or more cases with the same time interval. 

TO TRIAL 
MEDIAN RANGE 

7M9120 
23M,27D 59M,110 

5M. 3D 
18M 926D 41M,130 

5M, 3D 
22M.19D 59M,11D 

7M.12D 
24M,170 83M,230 

OM,220 
19M, 60 46M,200 

OM,22D 
23M, 7D 83M,230 



ESTIMATED 
POPULATION * 
7J 1176 

484,305 CAMDEN 

606, 190 HUDSON 

924,830 ESSEX 

5,042,440 

7,431,750 

550,515 

2,389,310 

TOTAL, 8 LARGEST 
COUNTIES 

STATE TOTAL 

UNION 

TOTAL, REMAINING 
13 COUNTIES 

910,865 BERGEN 

482,190 MONMOUTH 

612,370 MIDDLESEX 

471,175 PASSAIC 

SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS CIVIL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH 1977, 
OCTOBER 1976, AND MARCH 1976 MEDIAN TIME FROM DATE OF COMPLAI NT TO 

COM M ENCEM ENT OF TRIAL, 8 LARGEST COUNTI ES (OVER 450,000 POP. ) 
AND COMBINED DATA ON REMAINING 13 COUNTIES 

: .•••••••••••••.• :-;.:.:.:.:.:.;.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.: .•••••••••• :.;.;.;.;.;.:.:.:-:.;.;.:.;.;.;.; .••••••• ;.:.;.;.;.:.;.;.;.:.;.;.;.:.:.:.;. •• ; .............. ;.:.:.:.;.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.; ..••••••.•••••.••• :.:.:.:.:.:.: •.• :.:.' ••• y ••••.•.••••.••.• :.;.;.:.:.:.:.;.:.:.:.:.:.:.: .................. : •• :.;.;.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.: ••• :..:.:-:.:.:.: ••.••••. 

.•.••.•• ;.:.:.;.:.;.;.;.;.; ••• ;.; •.. :.: .................. :.:.;.:.:.;.:.:.;.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.: •• ,.; ••• ;.:.;.;.:.;.:.;.;.;.;.;.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.;.: •••.••••.••••.•••••• ;.:.;.:.;.;.;.;.:.:.;.:.;.: ... ;.: .............. :.;.;.;.:.;.;.;.:.;.:.:.;.:.:.:.:.:.!.:-: •••••.•••••• ;.; ••• ;.:.:.;.:-:.:.:.;.;.: •.•.••.••••••••••••• : •••••• ;.;.;. 

I:.:.;.:.;.:.:.:.:.~·§.·.·.·.·:-:·;·:.;·;·:·:.:-:.:.:.;.) 

rsssssss ...... sSj 
:.:.!.:.:.:.:.;.:.:.;.;-:.:.;.:.:.:.:.:;:.:::;.;.:.:.:.;.;.:.:.;.:.:.;-.;;.;.:.:.;.:.:.:.:.;.:.;.:.;.:.,:.:.:.;.;.;.:.:.:.:.!.;.:.;.;.:.:.::.;.!.:.:.;.:.:.:.;.:.::;.';.:.;.;.:.:.;.;.;.;.:.:.;;;.;.:.;.:.:.;.;.:.:.;.:.:.:-;.;.:.:-:.:.: •• ;::.:.;.: ••• ;.:.;.;.:.:.:.;.:.:.;.;.:.::.:.;.;.:.:.;.:.:.:.;.:.:.:.!.:.:.:.:.; 

TRIALS 
DURING 

.:.;.:.;.:.:.:.;.;-:.;.;:;!:::::;.:.!:!.:;!.;.;.:-:.:.:.;.:.;.;.;.:.;.;.:.;.;.;.;..:.;.;.;:;!::.:.:.;.;.:.:.;.:.:.;.;.;.;.;.;.;;;:.:.;.;.;.;-;.;.:.;.;.:.;.;.;.;.;.:.;.:.;.;;.;.;.;.:.:::.:.;.;.:.;.:.;.;.;.;.:.:.:.:.:.;.;.:.;.;!;:::.;.;.:.:..:.:.:.;.;.;.:.:.;.:.:.:.;.:.:.!.!.;-:.:.:.:.;.:.;.:.:.:.:.;.;.:.:.:.:.;.:.:.:.;:.;.:.;.;-:.:.;.;.;.:.:..:.:.;.:..:.;.:.;.;.:-:. 

CAMDEN 
HUDSON 

•• ;.:.;.;.;.;.;.;.;.;.:.:.;.;.;.;.;.;.:-:-:-: •••• ;.;.:.:.;.;.;.;.;.:.:.:.:.:.:.;.:.:-: •••• ;.:-;.;.:.:.;.:.;.;.:-:-:.:-:.:-:.:.: .•• ; •••• :.;-:.;.:-:.:.:.:.;.;.;.:.:.;-:.:-:.:-:.;.:-:.:-:.; ••.•••• ·.·:·:-:·:·:·:·;·:-:·:-:·:·:·;.:·:·:·;·:·:·:·z·;·;·;·;-:·:·:-:.;.:.;-:.;.:.:.:.:.:.:-:-:.;.:. 
ESSEX 
UNlpN 
BERGEN 

:;.;.;.:.:.;.:.:.;.:.:.:.:.:.;.;.;.;.;.;.;;:!::;::;;:.;.;.;.;.:.;.:.:.;.;.;.:.:.;.:.;::;:!.:.:.;.:.:.:.;.;.:.;.;.:.;.:.;.:.;.;;:::;.;.::;.!.;.;.:.;.:.;.;.:.:.:.:.:.:.;.:;:::::!:::!:;::.;.:.:.:.;..:.;.;.:.;.:.:.:.;.:-:.:.;.:.:.;.:.;.;.:.;.;.:.:.:.;.:.;::!::-:.:.;.;.:.:.:.:.;.:.:.;.;.: MONMOUTH 
MIDDLESEX 
PASSAIC 
TOTAL,8 LARGEST 

.!.;.:.:.;.;.;.!.;.;.:.;.;.;.:.;.;.:.:.;.;.;.;.:.;.;.:.;.:.:.:.::.:.:.:.:.;.:.;.:.:.;.:.:.;.;.:.:.;.;.::;:;;;:.;.;.:.;.;.:.:.;.;.;.:.;.;::;:!:;:;::.;..:.:.:.:.;.;.:.;.;-:.:.:.;.;.;.:::!;;::;:::.:.:.;.;.:.;.:.;.:.;.:.:.:.:.:.;.;.:.:.;.:.:.;-:.:.;.:.:.:.:.:.:.;.:.:.:.;.:.:.:.:-: COUNTIES 
TOTAL, REMAI N ING 
13 COUNTIES 

STATE TOTAL 
'.:.:.:.:.;.:.:.;.;.:.;.;.:.:.:::;;:.:.;.:.:.;.;.;.;.:.:.;.:.: ••• ;.;:;:.;.;.:~.;.:.;.;.:.:.;.;.:.:.:.:.:.;.:.:-;.:.:.:.:.;.;.;.:.;.;.:.:.:.:;:;;:.:.:.;.;.;.:.:.:.;.;.;.;.:.;.:.;.:.:.;.;!:;.:.;.:.:.:.:.;.;.:.;.:.:.;.;.:.;.;.:.;.;.:.;.;.:.;.:.;.:.:.:.: •• ; 

... :.;.:.;.:.:.:.;.:.:.;.:.: ............ : ..... :.:.;.;.;.;.;.;.;.;.:.:.;.:.:.:.:.: ................................ : ... :.:.:.:.;.;.:.;.: .••... ;.:.:.:.;..:.;.:.;.:.:.:.:.:.: ..... ;.: ....... :.:.:.;.:.:.:.:.;.;.:.: •.•.•..... ;.:.;.:.: 

MARCH 1977 
OCTOBER 1976 
MARCH 1976 

COMMENCED 
THE PERIOD 

MARCH OCTOBER MARCH 
1977~~ 

24 18 25 
34 28 36 
73 49 40 
35 31 19 
99 82 145 
49 34 48 
37 31 34 
34 __ 1_9 29 

385 292 376 

94 85 110 

479 377 486 

6 MOS. I YR. IB MOS. . 2 YRS. 30 MOS. 3 YRS. 42 MOS. 

MEDIAN TIME 

"* OFFICIAL STATE ESTIMATES PREPARED BY THE OFFICE OF BUSINESS ECONOMICS, N. J. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR a INDUSTRY 



26 MOS. 

24 MOS. 

22 MOS. 

20 MOS. 

18 MOS. 

LLl 16 MOS. 
::E 
j:: 

z 14 MOS. 

~ 
0 
w 12 MOS. 
::E 

10 MOS. 

8 MOS. 

6 MOS. 

4 MOS. 

2 MOS. 

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

SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS CIVIL TRIALS COMMENCED 
MEDIAN TIME FROM DATE OF COMPLAINT TO COMMENCEMENT OF TRIAL 

SELECTED MONTHS FROM 1960 TO 1977 

MAY MAY MAY MAY APRIL MAR, MAR. APRIL MAR. MAR. MAR. MAR, MAR. OCT. MAR OCT. MAR. MAR. OCT. MAR. ocr: MAR. 
1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1972 1973 1973 1974 1975 1975 1976 1976 1977 

MONTH OF TIME INTERVAL STUDY 



* 

COMBINED CIVIL LIST AUTO NEGLIGENCE TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH 1977 AND OCTOBER 1976 
PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT TO TRIAL 

SUMMARY OF TIME INTERVAL STUDIES AND COMPARISON OF TOTALS WITH MARCH 1976 STUDY 

Tctal Auto. Negligence Trials P'erscnal Injury No. Perscnal Injury 
COUNTY 

Date " 

cf Tctal Tctal T Tctal 
Study No.. cf Mean Media Range No.. cf Mean Median Range No.. cf Mean Median Range 

I",~.'~, ~ I",~~~, '" Trials 
B Largest Ccunties.!. 3m 6d- -8m 6d-

3177 132 25m ld 24nt17d B3m23d 132 25m~ 24m17d B3m23d 0 ------ ~c Cases ------
Jury Om17d- OmJ.}d- lBm14d-

10/76 106 25m17d 24m23d 79m 3d 104 25m19d 24m23d 79m 3d 2 22m 2cJ 22m 2d 25m20d.. -_.- ---.. -.---. -
lBmlBd- lBm18d-

Ncn-Jury _-3./,77 A ?nm?I;t'l 2J.ILQd.. 22In.il.L 3 20m16d 20m 7d 22m23d 1 2lm24c 2lm24d *Ncne 
20m22d 22m 9d-

10/76 7 27m26d 28m ld 34m20d 6 29m ~£ .1.8m • .2..<L d.41J1~Od 1 20m22c 20m22d *Ncne 
8m 6d- 8m 6d-

Ccmbined 3/77 136 24nt27d 24m13d 83m23d 135 24m28d 24mlld 83m23d 1 2lm24cJ 2lm24d *Ncne 
Om17d- Om17d- l8m14'd~ 

10/76 113 25m22d 24m25d ~m 3d 110 25m25d 24m27d 79m 3d 3 2lm19d 20m22d 25m20d 
13 Remaining: Ccunties 7m12d- )ml:la-

3/77 33 25m23d 23m2ld 56m18d 33 25m23d 23m21d 56m18d 0 ------ )/0. Cases -----

Jury 12m 3d- 12m -rcr-
3.~m~~cJ 10/76 27 23m2§.9 '?~¥!J..?d 37m14d 26 __ 24m Od 22m11d 37m14d 1 20m20d *Ncne 

iIm22d': 
,...,.- .. -.... ----...... -.~ .... , • __ .. _-0 ___ .... '. . .... -.. ~ .... .~ 

Ncn-Jury WLJ~ ? 1 (;m23d fn.~6m23d 2lm24d 1 11m22d 11m22d *Ncne 1 2lm24cJ 21m24d *Ncne 
~-., . . -. -- - ~ ... - .. ~-- . -' 

10176 1 22m12d 22m12d *Ncne 1 22m12d 22m12d *Ncne 0 ----- )/0. Cases -----
7m12d-: --'-""---' . .. ~, .... '. 7m12d-

Ccmbined 3177 35 25m 7d 23m 5d 56m18d 34 25mlOd 23m13d 56m18d 1 2lm24cJ 2lm24d *Ncne -.-.. -- e __ 'T .......... .. -- "'" ... -12m 3d- 12m 3d-
10/76 28 23m24d 22m Od 17m14d 27 23m28d 22m12d 37m14d 1 20m20c 20m20d *Ncne . 

State Tctal ,,-''''''' _ .... _,- ,., _. - _. 
-~,.,. ,,--,' 

7m12d- 7m12d-
_..2L?l _.1.65 25m 5d 24m17d 83m23d 165 25m 5d 24m17d B3m23d 0 ------No. Cases - --Jury Om17d- Om17d- l8m14d= 

10/76 133 25m 7d 24m2ld 79m 3d 130 ~5m ~d .?4.rl!22d 79m 3d 3 2lm18d 20m20d 25m20d 
5m 9d- 5m 9d- 24m23d-

3/76 15.L. .K?.IlI) Dd 21m24d 69mlDd ... J.?L_ .J3."1 .. 6d, JJ.~2Jct 69mlDd . L .... •. 3.q~L.sd . 2 ~'E.? Z~ . ~ZJn_ 3rL --.-... ~ llm22d:: l1m2-2ci-= ---
-.U11_ 6 .. 19m1-_~4. .6lm,.Jlg. 22m2~£..... ._" ..• !t . • J&mlOc;l J..2mJ,2c;1, 1.~1!l.G.3.\;t [--._2.-_- .,4.l!l1.2,4¢ .21m24Q.. ~None._ 

Ncn-Jury 20m22d- 22m 9d-
10/76 8 27m 5d 27m26d 34m20d 7. 28m 3d 28m ld 34m20d 1 20m22c1 20m22d *Ncne 

DJ:.: 
_ ..... 

15m 15m Dd-
3/76 5 2Dm 5d, 21m2,Dd, 25m Art .. " 

5 JQI1] _5d, 21m2Dd 25m 4d .0. __ ,..;:;;;:;:;.::.::. '1!L...9a..6e..6 - ----
7m12d- iin12d-

.... ,-~--

3/77 171 24m29d 24m 7d 83m23d 169 25m Od 24m 8d 83m23d _-1_~ __ . .£lm2_4j 2lm24d ~N.<:>~~"o;-Ccmbined Om17d- Om17d-- -" ----- ...... -- '18m14d-
10/76 14l 25mlOc1 24m23d 79m 3d __ ,J..ll~ ~~~ 24m23d 79m 3d :4. . 21mll

J 
20m21d 25m20d 

5m9d- . --:-~' _"!. 5m-" d': 
,~ .. -

24m23d-
3/76 161 23in 1d 21m24d 69mlDd 158 23m 3d 'L 1 m 22 d 6·9 mID d 3 3Dm 8 28m27d 37m 3d 

As to. pcpulat~cn, 1970 U.S. Census: Bergen, Camden, Essex., Hudscn, Middlesex, ~1onmcuth, Passaic, Unicn. Also. ccincides 
with estimated pcpulaticn, 7/1/76, cfficial State estimates by Office cf. Business Eccncmics, N.J. Department cf Labcr 
and Industry. 

When n*Ncnen is used in place cf the range; there is either a s:tngle case (time interval) in that categcry cr t\vC cr 
mcre cases with the same time interval. 



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

COUNTY 

8 Largest 

Jury 

Non-Jury 

COMBINED CIVIL LIST--TORT TRIALS OTHER THAN AUTO NEGLIGENCE COMMENCED DURING MARCH 1977 
AND OCTOBER 1976 PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT TO TRIAL 

SUMMARY OF TIME INTERVAL STUDIES AND COMPARISON OF TOTALS WITH MARCH 1976 STUDY 

Total Tort Trials Other 
Personal Injury Than Auto Negligence Personal Injury No 

Commenced 
Date 

Total Total rotal of 
Study No. of Mean Median Range No. of Mean Median Range No. of Mean Median 

1'1',..; '" 1 '" Trials ~"';,,1" 
8rn290- 13m 7d 

Counties* 3/77 152 24m20d 24m188/79m20d 91 25m21d 25m22d 79m20d 61 23n 4d 21m22d 
4m20d- 6m 7d 

0/76 109 24m 68 24m25d 49m 7d 69 24m18d 24m29d 36m24d 40 23m16d 22m15d 
3/77 Om22d- 11m29d 

97 19m 6d 19m 8d 46m20Cl. 7 20m26d 18m 5d 38m14d 90 19m 2d 20m 4d 
0/76 Om Id- 18m26d 

70 20m Id 19m23d 59m 2d 4 25m 8d 26m29d 28m 9d 66 19m21d 19m150 
Om22d- 11m29d 

--

Range 

8m2.9d-
46m21d 

4m20d-
49m 7d 

Om22d-
46m20d 

Om Id-
59m 2d 

Om22d-3/77 249 22m16d 22m20d 7~m20d 98 25m11d 25m16d 7~~ 151 20m21d ~!~ 46m21d 
Combined -~.~ -Om 1d- --- bID -----~ -..... ~-.- Oin-tct= 0/76 179 22m17d 23m14d 59m 2d 73 24m19d 25m Id 36m24d 106 21m 5d 20m24d 

13 Remainina CQJ.lDf·ies3/77 13m Od- 13m Ud-
32 27m16d 25m 1d 59mlld 13 24m2Od 22m Id 44m23d 19 29m14d 27m18d 

Jury ~0/76 
2m14d- 12m29d 

39 28m Od • 25m27d 52m 4d 15 30m12d 34m Id 52m 4d 24 26m16d 22m13d 

3/77 5m 3d-
27 21mlld 18m26d 4lm13d 0 ----No ~ases-.- -- 27 21mlld 18m26d 

Non-Jury 
10/76 7m 6d:" 

18 20m 5d 19m 5d 35m 70 0 ::!ases-- -- 18 19m 5d - ----No 20m 5d 
3/77 i 5m 3d- l.l.:lm uo-

59 24m21d 22m Id 59mlld 13 24m20d 22m Id 44m23d 46 24m21d 23m 4d combined 2m14d- 12m29d 10/76 <;7 I :;1<;mll\t'l ?lm?l\t'l 152m Ad 15 '''IOm1 ?t'l 34m J.d 5?m 4d 42 23m24d 21m 1d 
~ 

8m29d-State Total . 3/77 5d ' 
.l.:lm uo-

184 25m 24m18d 79m20d 104 25m18d 25m13d 79m20d 80 24m19d 22m 3d 

Jury :lm1.4d- 6m 7d-
110/76 148 25m 6d 24m25d 52m 4d 84 25m19d 25m 40 52m 4d 64 24m20d 22m13d 

lml0d- 11m ~~ 3/76 177 22m76d ,27m 3d 78m 9d 86 24m In ~2m 1n 711m 9 91 20m28d 20m16d 
Om22d- 11m29d 

3/77 124 1 Clm?Ot'l , 1 Clm 1 t'I 4hm20il 7 20m26d 18m 5d 38m14d 117 19m18d 19m 8d 
Non-Jury , Om Id- 118m26d' 

10/76 88 20m 2d ! 19m18d 59m 2d 4" 25m 8d 26m29d 28m 9d 84 19m24d 19m15d 
lml4d- 8m21d-

3/76 148 15m2id 16m17d 56m29d 4 .16m20d 17m 10 d 23m 11 d 144 1 ~ m 91 rI'.1 f, m 11 rI 
Om22d- .l.lm:l9d-

3/77 308 22m29d 22m18d 79m20d 111 25m 9d 25m Od 79m20d 197 21m19d 21m 2d 
Combined Om Id 6m 7d 

10/76 236 23m 9d 23m 6d 59m 2d' 88 25m18d 25m15d 52m 4d 148 21m27d 20m28d 

3/76 
lml0d. .8m21d-

325 19m13d 19m 9d 78m 9d 90 23m27d 21m16d 78m 9d 235 11m 2 2. d 17m24d 
*As to population, 1970 Census: Bergen, camden, Essex, Hudson, .Middlesex, Monmouth, Passa~c, Un~on: Also 
coincides with estimated population 7/1/76, official State estimates by Office of Business Economics, N.J. 
Department of Labor & Industry. 

59m 2d 
l.l'!m.l..!o-
59mlld 

2m14d-
48m15d 

om !C1-
41m13d 

7m 6d-
35m 70 

om .:ld-
59mlld 

2m14d-
48m15d 
.ljm..!~o-

59m11d 
2m14d-

49m 7d 
lml0d-

50ml0d 
Om22d-

46m20d i 
urn .lO-

59m2d! 
7m14d-

56m29d 
Omq«-

59ml1d 
Om 1d-

59m ;.!d 
ImlQd-

%m[!'9d. 



COUNTY 

ATLANTIC 

f)ERGEN 

BURL INGTON 

CAMDEN 

CAPE MAY 

CU~'B ERLAND 

ESSEX 

GLOUCESTER 

HUDSON 

HUNTERDON 

MERCER 

MIDDLESEX 

MONMOUTH 

MORR IS 

OCEAN 

PASSAIC 

SALEM 

SOMERSET 

SUSSEX 

UNION 

WARREN 

TRIALS CONCLUDED 

TOTAL 

84 

283 

109 

15 

75 

796 

58 

318 

7 

127 

211 

365 

103 

128 

456 

41 

74 

13 

272 

:'.'9 

NON
JURY 

9 

37 

126 

13 

104 

40 

62 

° 
6 

19 

94 

33 

34 

47 

6 

7 

3 

2fl 

12 

JURY 

75 

210 

77 

142 

12 

62 

692 

18 

256 

7 

121 

192 

771 

70 

94 

409 

35 

67 

10 

244 

27 

PROCEEDJ.NGS IN THE SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS 

CRIMINAL 

FROM SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 

DURATION OF 
TRIALS CONCLUDED MOTIONS 

< 1 
DAY 

1-3 3-5 > 5 CON- UNCON- PRf- CON
DAYS DAYS DAYS TESTED TESTED TRIAL TEMPT 

33 

92 

62 

1.44 

13 

204 

39 

81 

° 
25 

44 

192 

56 

85 

141 

19 

15 

5 

70 

20 

41 

131 

38 

87 

10 

41 

485 

9 

125 

2 

78 

109 

143 

37 

40 

268 

13 

43 

8 

136 

18 

10 

35 

4 

23 

2 

19 

71 

6 

72 

2 

13 

36 

22 

4 

2 

36 

7 

12 

o 

51 

1 

° 762 59 

25 1,282 464 

5 615 1,653 

14 1,343 2,798 

° 261 362 

2 170 385 

36 2,434 333 

4 320 467 

40 85'5 2,535 

3 129 9 

11 1,769 3,379 

22 1,930 1,450 

8 905 303 

6 330 226 

1 357 202 

11 I,C97 878 

2 99 96 

4 57'5 261 

° 178 9 

15 1,059 921 

° 65 164 

16 

4 

64 

° 
2 

188 

1 

99 

89 

38 

1 

3 

° 
220 

70 

2 

2 

153 

27 

o 

5 

8 

33 

o 

° 
2 

11 

3 

20 

o 

2 

12 

° 
° 
o 

1 

2 

3 

20 

o 

EXTRA- PROB. MUN. 
DITION PLEAS VIOL. CRT. SENT. BENCH 

HOURS HEARINGS TAKEN HRGS. APPLS. IMPD. 

41 1,922 

119 1,736 

81 2,317 

40 3,684 

16 729 

'5 1,269 

107 12,993 

6 1,089 

109 1,009 

9 441 

27 2,687 

39 2,348 

22 2,939 

30 468 

26 1,088 

20 88Z 

11 531 

3 745 

8 437 

96 2,022 

7 380 

5 

229 

67 

201 

Iii 

60 

970 

33 

136 

1 

3 

210 

144 

81 

69 

30B 

5 

27 

11 

300 

8 

260 940 1,847.0 

258 1,927 6,533.7 

207 1,491 1,942.5 

74 1,691 6,060.5 

81 441 629.6 

123 637 1,226.5 

262 3,466 15,110.9 

91 368 1,184.6 

25 129 357.5 

159 1,221 2,776.8 

281 1,322 

183 2,721 

186 444 2,003.9 

145 852 1,510.8 

131 1,199 7,538.0 

27 237 631,,6 

80 428 1,253.1 

51 125 575.8 

149 2,047 6,902.8 

4<; 178 502.5 

********************************~****************************************************************************************** 

STATE 3,842 751 3,091 1,343 1,862 428 209 16,535 16,954 980 122 822 41,716 2,903 2,915 22,996 78,022.6 

*************************************k************************************************************************************* 
TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO 4,219 724 3,495 1,448 2,135 421 215 15,936 17,699 931 56 860 44,543 2,816 3,24B 24,303 

*************************************************************************************************************************** 

Source: Weekly Reports of the Judges. 

BENCH HOURS 
1 YEAR AGO 

2,272.0 

5,626.1 

2,063.4 

5,975.2 

621. 6 

1,465.8 

]6,590.3 

1,324.5 

8;690.8 

734.1 

2,826.4 

6,333.2 

3,817.9 

2,021. 7 

1,611.3 

7,722.6 

467.7 

1,702.6 

681. 4 

7,146.2 

434.4 

*********** 

*********** 

80,129.2 

*********** 



COUNTY 

ATLANTIC 
BERGEN 
BURLINGTON 
CAMDEN 
CAPE MAY 
CUMBERLAND 
ESSEX 
GLOUCESTER 
HUDSON 
HUNTER DON 
MERCER 
MIDDLESEX 
MONMOUTH 
MORRIS 
OCEAN 
PASSAIC 
SALEM 
SOMERSET 
SUSSEX 
UNION 
WARREN 

TOTAL 

TOTAL I 
YEAR AGO 

LAW DIVISION OF THE SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS 
DUR:ATION OF CRIMINAL TRIALS CONCLUDED 
SEPTEM BER 1,1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 

..J 
<CCf) 

..J ~..J 
~~~ 
o a:: a:: 
1-(')1-

84 
283 
109 
268 

15 
7'5 

7~)6 

(58 
318 

7 
127 
211 
365 
103 
128 
456 

41 
74 
13 

272 
39 

3,842 

4,219 

DURATION OF 
TPdALS CONCLUDED 

-, ~ Cf.l 
0:>-Z >. Ii') (f) 

~<T.'~C O~ f2>- lLJ <C 
lLJ::r~Clll- <C ~I + c::( 

> c 
..J~--- _0 rOO o ~ 
39% 49% n2% 0% 
33% 46% 12 % 9% 
57 eyo 35% 4% 4% 
54 (Yo 32% 9% 5% 
20% 67% 13% 0% 
17% 55% 25% 3% 
26% 61% 9% 4% 
67' % 16% I!O% 7% 
2fj % 39°kJ 23% 13% 

10% 29% 29% 42% 
20% 61% 10% 9% 
2~ I % 52% 17% 10% 
53 % 39%, 6% 2% 
54 % 36% 4% 6% 
66% 31% 2% 1% 
31 % 59'% 8% 2% 
46% 32% 17% 5% 
20% 58% 16% 6% 
38% 62% 0% 0% 
26% 50% 19% 5% 
51 % 46% 3% 0% 

35 % 49% 111% 5% 

34('10 51 % 10% 5% 

TO 3 DAYS 
49% 

STATE TOTALS, 1976-77 

if 

OVER 
5 DAYS 5% 

3+TO 5 DAYS 
II % 



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

LAW DIVISIONS OF THE SUPERIOR AND COUIITY COURTS 

DISPOSITION OF INDICTMENTS AND ACCUSATIONS 

September I, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

In<lictments and Accusations Closed During Period by: Total Pending Plea or Trial at End at Period 
Indictments and Prey. Reopened 

Accusations Filed Atter Total NEW Jury Trial Y lion-Jury Trial EL. POSTPONED 
pending Plea or During 

Reported as Conditional Filings ~ulpendil:d Further uNtRIABLE 
County Trial at This 

Disposed o~ ~ Discharge (InC1U<li~ 
Dispositions . un~~C~~~~~l: 1 

(Warrant Oul· 

Beginning at perio:! 
But Reopened II.J.B.A. Reopened 

Plea Dismissal Total Active (Hctrc~tlu) IllInd/n;ot 
This Period Partially Tried to N.J.S.". Intervention partre' not Period 24: 21-27(a)(2) ~~ed to Partially 

Tried omp1etion Tried Completio 2,,21.27(0)(1) Program. ~"Dilllbl. fa, !Iio') 
R.l:28 

Atlantic 869 792 4 0 796 7 50 0 0 554 257 868 319 100 31 

Bergen 1,285 1,576 0 7 1,583 13 56 75 53 961 324 1,482 882 136 62 

Burlington 2,224 1,360 16 0 1,376 31 97 (11 23 1,332 797 2,301 995 5 2 

Camden' 3,128 2,058 31 0 2,089 8 101 50 61~ 1,150 596 1,969 1,718 37 84 

Cape Ma.y 395 640 2 0 642 9 15 0 4 334 117 479 3d9 1 13 

Cumberland 677 1,022 22 0 1,044- 39 52 0 5 514- 255 865) 474 0 23 

Essex * 4,827 4,638 55 0 4,693 56 518 5 78 1,923 1,235 3,815/' . 3,063 65 334 

Gloucester 1,233 79J 0 0 793 5 13 32 3 254 157 4h4 1,129 51 7 

Hudson * 2,323 1,306 6 3 1,315 45 179 2 34 723 234- 1,217 1,659 15 25 

Hunterdon 251 312 0 0 312 1 7 0 1 101 47 15( 292 7 43 

Kercer 1,351 1,492 12 0 1,504 13 87 1 4- 829 354 1,288 1,003 6 30 

Middlesex 2,121 1,901~ 8 0 1,912 7 128 0 17 824 570 1,546 1,577 63 32 

Monmouth 1,583 1,757 19 0 1,776 19 212 2 66 1,159 405 1,86 1,073 2 0 

Morris 714 804 7 0 811 9 49 0 11 345 391 80 298 78 82 

Ocean 1,338 562 80 5 647 12 54 28 4-0 584 636 1,35 !J)8 54 15 

Passaic 1,399 1,525 34- 37 1,596 23 307 2 27 678 277 1,314 675 40 99 

Salem 476 490 10 1 501 7 27 4 5 224 64 331 464 21 5 

I Somerset 475 4-13 13 36 462 2 54 0 0 316 202 574 210 2 60 

Sussex 245 223 1 0 224 2 10 0 1 105 73 191 229 3 0 

Union * 1,486 1,386 25 1 1,412 31 172 3 16 901 364 1,487 670 47 50 I Warren * 324 259 1 0 260 1 23 0 1 191 62 271 180 23 0 

TOTAL * 28,724 ~5,312 34-6 90 25,748 340 2,211 225 453 14,002 7,417 24,641 17,807 755 997 
~TAL 1 .', 

YEAR AGO 26,571 ~7 ,167 391 105 27,663 409 2,486 218 477 15,197 6,708 25,49~ 17,663 845 N.A. 

1/ An indictment is considered disposed "f by jury trial if the draWing of the jury is started, even if thereafter the defendant pleads or the case is dismissed. 
Y An indictment is considered disposed tlf by non-jury trial if the opening is started or, if the opening is waived, the tirst witness is sworn. 
Y Inactive cases are those so marked by 'order or the court 8.S untr1able for reasons beyond the control of the court or prosecutor; included are fugitives, John Does" 

defendants incarcerated 1n another state, etc. 

* Data differs from cases pending August 31, 1976 as reported in tile 1975-76 Annu .. 1 Report, because of recounts by the counties resulting from their periodic physical 
inventories and the discovery of other ,reporting errors by the counties during 't>he course or the year. 

** As reported in the 1975-76 Annual Report. SubseQuent recounts amounted to -15 oases pending as of 8/31/76. 

SOURCE: Monthly Reports ot: the County Clerks. 

0 

1 

0 

993 

71 

348 

1,981 

88 

477 

2 

88 

0 

0 

98 

0 

119 

66 

0 

0 

49 

0 

4,381 

3,901 

'jj 

Inactive 

347 

305 

297 

416 

84 

11 

262 

287 

245 

62 

4-40 

815 

421 

164 

511 

748 

90 

91 

46 

595 

103 

5,883 

6,330 

Total 

797 

1,386 

1,299 

3,248 

558 

856 

5,705 

1,562 

2,421 

4-06 

1,567 

2,487 

1,496 

720 

631 

1,681 

64-6 

363 

278 

1,411 

306 

29,824 

28,739** 
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LAW DIVISIONS OF THE SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS CRIMINAL CASES 
(INDICTMENTS AND ACCUSATIONS) 

~---+----+---~----~----r----+----+---~----~---Iwmm@@ 

INDICTMENTS AND ACCUSATIONS ADDED 

INDICT. AND ACCUS. DISPOSED OF 

INDICT. AND ACCUS, PENDING (TOTAL)* 

INCREASE OF BACKLOG 

DECREASE OF BACKLOG 

1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

COURT YEAR ENDING AUG. 31 

* AS REPORTED IN ANNUAL REPORTS FOR EACH COURT YEAR. NOT CHANGED FOR" RECOUNTS" AS A RESULT OF PHYSICAL INVENTORIES IN THE COUNTIES. 

NOTE. COMPARABLE DATA FOR PRIOR YEARS NOT AVAI LABLE. , 
NOTE: EFFECTIVE APRIL 1967, AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION IS REPORTED AS DISPOSED OF EVEN THROUGH SENTENCE IS PENDING. 



County 

Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cape May 

CUmberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 

Monmouth 

MorriS 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO 

/ Jury Trials 11 

/ / Tried to 
Partially Tried Completion 

sq;-

I 

- -

LAW DIVISION OF THE SUPERIOR AND COUIiTY COURTS 

OUTCOMES OF INDICTMENTS AND ACCUSATIONS DISPOSED OF 

September 1, ·1976 to August 31, 1977 

I Without Trial 
Non-Jury Trial. Y (Before Trial 

Tried to 
Commenced) 

I ~t:.:'t!.:.llY Tried / Completion. /I By Plea I 
/ 

IL 

J#ft.~/tt~'t~;fy1j}f~1~?// ~<;; "'''J',,:o <S' Q.,.<\;' cJ" ~<>i "'" ,:'J'''f.Q'' '. '> " "'.,;.. cJ ,;>:y 
'" ." ",~. '" "', "," ." ~ cJ '" '" ... ~ I # /:1; 

0 7 0 0 30 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 554 0 257 30 3.5:1; 

12 0 1 0 53 3 0 65 7 3 0 45 8 0 961 0 324 98 6.6:1; 

4 12 15 0 67 30 0 18 1 2 0 11 12 0 1,283 49 797 78 3.4:1; 

1 4 3 0 63 38 0 42 2 6 0 13 51 0 1,150 0 596 76 3.9% 

0 8 1 0 11 4 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 334 0 117 15 3.1% 

2 20 14 3 34 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 514 0 255 34 3.9% 

18 37 1 0 325 193 0 3 1 1 0 28 50 0 1,923 0 1,235 353 9.3% 

2 1 2 0 4 9 0 8 0 24 0 0 3 0 252 2 157 4 0.9:1; 

4 35 6 0 88 91 0 2 0 0 0 17 17 0 721 2 234 105 8.6:1; 

0 1 0 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 101 0 47 4 2.5% 

0 10 3 0 62 25 0 0 0 1 0 3 1 0 811 18 354 65 5.1:' 

2 3 2 0 93 35 0 0 0 0 0 3 14 0 824 0 510 96 6.2% 

1 0 0 18 132 80 0 2 0 0 0 17 1;9 0 1,159 0 405 149 8.0:' 

0 3 6 0 36 13 0 0 0 0 0 8 3 0 345 0 391 ~~4 5.5% 

2 9 1 0 33 21 0 . 18 9 1 0 6 34 0 584 0 636 39 2.9% 

9 13 1 0 189 116 2 2 0 0 0 21 6 0 628 50 277 210 16.0:' 

0 4 3 0 23 4 0 2 1 1 0 3 2 0 210 14 64 26 7.9% 

0 2 0 0 38 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 293 23 202 38 6.6% 

0 2 0 0 8 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 105 0 73 9 4.7% 

13 14 4 0 125 47 0 2 0 1 0 11 5 0 901 0 364 136 9.2:1; 

0 0 1 o· 11 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 159 32 62 11 3.9% 

70 185 64 21 1,429 780 2 164 21 40 0 191 262 0 13,812 190 7,417 1,620 6.6:' 

95 230 72 12 1,605 881 0 106
1 65 47 0 204 273 0 15,034 163 6,108 1,809 1.1% 

Total Indictments and 
Accusat10ns Disposed of 

/ '! ,H. I ~ 
c;;t "Ob~ /! 
~ o;;t~ " ()c; Q;tt.:J::i:f 11 ., 

". <S' 
1# / :1; / II / :1; / # / :1; 

20 2.3:1; 561 64.6:1; 257 29.6:1; 

88 6.0:1; 968 65.3% 328 22.1% 

64 2.8% 1,296 56.3': 814 35.4:1; 

132 6.7% 1,156 58.7:1; 605 30.7:1; 

4 0.9% 342 71.4:1; 118 24.6:1; 

25 2.9% 534 61.7:' 269 31.1% 

264 6.9:1; 1.961 514:' 1,237 32.4:1; 

22 4.8% 253 54.5:' 183 39.4:1; 

114 9.4:1; 756 62.1" 240 19.7:1; 

4 2.5:1; 102 65.0% 41 30.0~ 

26 2.0:1; 821 63.7$ 350 21.8~ 

51 3.3:' 827 53.5:' 572 37.0? 

132 7.1% 1,159 62.2:' 405 21.7~ 

16 2.0:' 348 43.2% 397 49.3? 

75 5.5:' 602 44.5% 638 47.1 

133 10.1:' 641 48.8:' . 278 21.? 

8 2.4:1; 215 65.0% 68 20.5 

16 2.8% 295 51.4% 202 35.2 

2 1.1:1; 107 56.0:' 73 38.2 

67 4.5% 915 61.5% 369 24.8 

13 4.7% 159 57.2% 63 22.7 

1,276 5.2% 14,018 56.9% 7,521 305:1; 

1,355 5.3% 15,329 60.1% 6,827 26.8:1; 

11 An .indictment is considered disposed of by jury trial if' the drawing of the jury 1.s started, even 1.,f,thereafter the defendant pleads or the case is dismissed. 

,V An indictment is considered disposed of' by non-Jury trial it the opening 1s started or, if' the open1ng 1s wa.1.ved" the .first witnes's 1s sworn. 

SOURCE, Monthly Re.porto of the County Clerks. 

A·';"' ,,' ~ -:!- r;; ~Q~.,(.ol:-'t-h~ 
Q~~~~ 1# 
.,.~ ... ')-

1# :1; 

0 0:1; 868 

0 0:1; 1,482 

49 2.1 % 2,301 

0 0:' 1,969 

0 0:' 479 

3 0.4 :1; 865 

0 0:1; 3,815 

2 0.4 % 464 

2 0.2 % 1,217 

0 0% 157 

18 1.4:1; 1,288 

0 0:' 1,546 

18 1.0 :1; 1,863 

0 O· % 805 

0 0:' 1,354 

52 3·9 % 1,314 

14 4.2 :1; 331 

23 4.0 :' 574 

0 0% 191 

0 0% 1,487 

32 11.5 % 278 

213 0.8 :' 24,648 

115 0.7 % 25,495 
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SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS 

INDICTMENTS AND ACCUSATIONS 

MANNER OF DISPOSITION OF CASES 
COURT YEARS ENDING AUGUST 31, 1960 TO 1977 

35,OOOr-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~----------._, 

30,000 1-----1 

25,0001-----1 

20,000 1----1 

.- JURY TRIAL 
COMMENCED 

f::::::::::::::::::l NON-JURY TRIAL 
COMMENCED 

~ PLEA OF GUILTY 
BEFORE TRIAL 
COMMENCED 

c::J DISMISSAL 
BEFORE TRIAL 
COMMENCED 

15,OOO~---------------------------------------------------------

10,000 I--~""""""I----w. 

5,000 

1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 

COURT YEAR ENDING AUGUST 31 

1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 
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Ago tram d!lte of 
Indictment or 
Accusation 

Under 6 month. 
6 to 12 month 
).+ to 1, yearo 
1:+ to 2 yearo 
2+ to 3 yearn 
Over 3 years 

TOTAL 

/liOOER 
L::.ERCENT 

-
Unde>, 6 month. 
6 to 12 months 
~.;, to 1., years 
1!+ to 2 years 
2+ to 3 years 
Over 3 years 

TOTAL 

Under 6 Llo~tlls 
6 to l2 months 
1+ t< l:l- years 
1:+ ~o 2 years 
2+ to 3 years 
Ovor 3 years 

TOTAL 

Under 6 months 
6 to 12 mon'ths 
1+ to 1* years 
1!+ to 2 years 
2+ to !l years 
Over 3 years 

TOTAL 
\ 

tinder 6 months 
6 to 12 months 
1+ to 1, years 
1~ to 2 years 
2+ to 3 years 
Over 3 years 

TOTA!. 

1976-77 

1975-7<$ ** 

~a ~~ 4 
0 

24 32 1 
8 111 0 

17 13 0 
2 1 0 

lOG 136 5 

31 29 2 
0 23 0 
0 5 0 
0 3 0 
0 1 0 
0 1 0 

31 62 2 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 1 0 

0 1 0 

fl~ a 15 
31 32 

60 31 67 
31 36 79 
"11 
84 l~g ~§ 

347 305 297 

LAW DIVISIONS OF Tile SuPeRIOR AND COUNTY COURTS 

STATUS AND AOgs, FROM DATe OF FILING, OF INDICTMeNTS AND ACCUSATIONS opeN AS OF: 

2 1 
9 0 

1" 0 
2 0 
5 0 
2 0 

37 1 

AUGUST 31, 1911 

ACTlVE--PENDINO PLEA OR TRIAL 

SUSPENDEr DISPOSITIONS--(NARCOTICS) N.J .B.A .24.n-27( a)(1) 

~I 
0 
, 

8 0 0 0 2 2 4 6 3 
8 6 g 3 3 20 0 18 10 8 
'7 14 1 3 11 0 15 12 ~ 1(, 9 4 3 0 18 0 15 14 

O· ,) 10 1 0 0 9 0 22 14 10 
i; 10 4 1 0 0 3 0 4 1 3 

0 65 51 15 7 6 63 2 78 54 40 

3 1 
1 1 
9 0 
5 0 
3 0 
0 0 

21 2 

POSTPONED FURTHER PROCEEDtrIGS UNDER PRETRIAt. INTEltVENTIOII PR GRAI>!s R "\ 8 - 0 I ' :2 

14 1 i lEg rl 0 U3 l~ 9 0 29 ~ ~g 0 1 
32 8 5 0 11 0 3D 0 25 

i~ 4 2 79 11 0 8 II 0 11 ~ 0 JI 28 
0 (, 

i~ 5 0 0 6 0 6 0 1 3 
10 0 J :; 3 \) 1 1 \) 6 ~ 0 O· 3 

1 0 ,0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

84 1~ 23 334 7 25 43 30 32 0 82 15 99 5 60 

-- " IlNTRIABLe (WI>.RRANT OIlT"TA1IDING OR PI>.RTIES NOT AVAILABLE FOR TRIAL \ 

lij I~ 108 347 36 27 ;J 43 0 0 0 0 4# 29 0 
1 50 216 21 42 1 19 0 0 1 0 72 9 0 

1511 12 21 266 11 55 1 12 0 0 36 C 1 6 0 
89 f!~ 32 262 4 47 0 0 0 36 0 0 14 0 

231 H 267 14 137 0 0 0 22 0 2 a 0 
294 j n3 623 2 16S; 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 

993 71 348 ,,981 88 477 2 8! 0 0 98 0, 110 66 0 

-- . "INlll'iTIVE (SO MARKED BY JUDGE) 

0 0 0 0 19 0 (l 

~1 66 ~ 30 0 1 1 3 
1 1 0 11 0 1 §j 56 1. 47 0 6 1 1~ 1 10 0 25 23 0 10 78 ? 111 0 ~ii 3 
0 5 0 110 11 0 8 4 1~ 1 E 0 10 21 
2 25 5 311 37 1 22 8 11 42 18 205 20 14 

412 113 6 102 195 244 21 li~ 347 25' 25 36 363 55 28 

416 04 11 262 287 245 62 44 815 42 164 54 748 90 91 . 
--

797 P. 386 1,29~3,24f' 
,---,..~ 

6311,681 "c.;'1 856 15,705 1.,562 2,421 4lJ6 1.567 2,487 1,496 720 646 363 -'~ ,\ 

8159 1,28;; 2,224\3, 12:;\ 395 6'77 1,874 1,23. 2.304 251 1,351 2,121 1,58 714 l,33~1,399 476 475 

0 9 21 
0 ~O 2 
1 a 0 
0 0 
1 I~ 0 
1 5 0 

3 47 23 

0 7 0 
0 27 0 
0 1 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 15 0 

0 50 0 

0 36 0 
0 8 0 
() 2 0 
0 2 0 
0 0 0 
0 1 0 

0 4'1 0 

0 7 0 
1 ffZ 11 
1 14 
4 76 12 

14 108 28 
26 327 38 

46 595 103 

27B 1.411 306 

245 1,468 329 

122 
181 
163 
U4 
139 

37 

756 

273 
417 
171 

h~ 
20 

997 

74~ 
58 
577 
500 
78~ 

1,18 

4,361 

21~ 42 
564 
565 

1,192 
2,919 

5,883 

29.824 

----.--

1'7,663 *It 

3,913 J 23)1> 

137 
205 
220 
126 
1~~ 

84, 

l:.A. 
N.A. 
N,A. 
N.A. 
N,A. 
N.A. 

N.A. 

'(75 
692 
593 
~79 
13 

849 

3 • 91.'; ii...-" 

191 
409 
71~3 
671 

1,083 
3,233 

6,3~0 

~--

28,739 HI 
* Inactiye c~ses are thoslI so marked 'oy Order ot the court as untriable tor reasons beyond the ~ontrol ot the Court or Prosecutor: 1nc;!.uded are 

fugitives, John lloes, defendants 1/l:arcerated in another State, etc. 

** ./1,. reported in the 1975-1'6 Annual neport. Subsequent recounts by the counties amounted to -15 cases pend1Hg. 

source, Monthly Reports of tile County Clerks. Y-7 
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LAW DIVISiONS OF THE SUPERIOR AN D COUNTY COURTS 
AGES OF ACTIVE CRIMINAL CASES (INDICTMENTS AND ACCUSATIONS) PENDING 

(NOT INCLUDING THOSE AWAITING ONLY SENTENCING) 
* COURT YEARS ENDING AUGUST 31,1961. TO 1977 

1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 

COURT YEAR ENDING AUG. 31 

NOTE: DATA ON AGES FOR PRIOR YEARS NOT COMPARABLE. 

* AS REPORTED IN ANNUAL REPORTS FOR EACH COURT YEAR. NOT CHANGED FOR "RECOIJNTS" AS 
A RESULT OF PHYSICAL INVENTORIES IN THE COUNTIES. 

1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 



DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

'I'H..t \mIT FOR THESE 9ZC1'IOUS IS nu: DEPEHDAlf'r, RmARDLESS OP' THE lfUMB.ER OF DmICTKEK'I'S On, ACCUSATIONS AQAlf/.ST HIM 

I"~'or or * TIKE nrr£l\VALS ARE COMPUTED FROM 'mE DATE OP p'nulD 0' mE OLDE3T IIIDIC'1Y.£N1' DR ACCUSATIon ON WHICH TRIAL COJ.!KFJiCED THIS HOflTR Imt1ctmenh &! 
Accusa.tion. 
On Which Trial Number I-~~i~t~~ ~~~li~~:U~~;~~~~~t ~~ ~1~~ 1:'- Perlad From Indictment or Accuaation Period From No"t. Quilty PIca Coanenced or PerLod PTO:zI indlcbaent. or Accuaatlon Thh ~nth t>otondant. Honthls 'l'r1al - To First Plea To Co:::nencement at Trlll.l To COtt.Illnc:ment ot Trial .. n ".oun "anaO ~K'M HodlM >WIll' MOon KGolon """,,0 Mean " •• lan ..".. 

ATLANTIC 
Murder: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 1 1 3m 3d 3m 3d None Ilm13d Ilml3d None 9m16d 9m16d None 20m29d 20m29d None 

Total: Murder 1 1 3m 3d 3m 3d None 11m13d I1ml3d None 9ml6d 9m16d None 20m29d 20m29d None 
Othel': 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trlal 1 1 5m25d 5m25d None Om20d Om20d None 4mlBd 4ml8d None 5m 8d 5m Bd None 

Om 6d- 4m26d- 6m 6d-Released on Bail 2 2 - - - Om23d Om23d lmlOd 6m24d ,6m24d Bm23d 7ml7d 7m17d Bm29d 

Om 6d- 4mlBd- 5m Bd-Tot?l: Other 3 3 5m25d 5m25d None Om22d Om20d lmlOd 6m 2d 4m26d Bm23d 6m24d 6m 6d Bm29d 

3m 3d- Om 6d- 4m18d- 5m Bd-Total Cases: 4 4 4m14d 4ml4d 5m25d ~ml2d 1m Od llm13d 6m2Bd 6m24d 9ID16d lOmlOd 7m17d 20m29d 
BERGEN: 

Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - .- - - - -
Other: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 1 1 2ml7d 2m17d None Oml5d Om15d None 1m12d l'Jnl2d None lm27d lm27d None 

Om14d- Om25d- lm25d-Released on Bail 16 16 - - - 2m25d Oml7d ~3m21d 7mlBd 6m 5d 6m26d lOm13d Bm Od ~4m16d 

R.O.R. 1 1 - - - Oml7d Om17d None 3m 6d 3m 6d None 3m23d 3m23d None 

Oml4d- Om25d- Im25d-Total: Other 1B IB 2ml7d 2mr(d None 2ml7d Oml7'd ~3m21d 7m Id 5ml5d l6m26d 9mlBd 7m ld 3'4mi6d 

Oml4d- Om25d- lni25d-Total Cases: IB lB 2m17d ~Ld None 2ml7d Oml'7d l33m21d 17m ld 5ml2d 6m26d 9ml.8d 7m ld 34ml6.d -



DEFENDANTS ON w~OM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

~ THE UNIT FOR T'dESE SECTIons IS THE DEF'ENDAlIT, REGARDLESS OF THE rnnmER OF INDICTMENTS oa ACCUSATIONS AGAlllST HIM 

number or 

* TIME l:J.naVALS ARE COMPUTED PROM TUE DAtE OP FILING OF THE OLDECT I.NDIC'lY.E1i'l' OR ACCUSATION 0:' ,,1UCH TRIAL COMMElICED THIS MOurn Indictments &: 
Accusations 
On Which. Trial. Nwnbe~ 

i ~~~~~t~l ~~~~~~OU~~~~~:~~~16~ ~l~tner CO'ttll\cneed or Period From Indictment or Accusation Period Prom Not Guilty Plea Period F~ Indictment or Accullation 
11th Month . ~tendantll l-!anthlfl'Trlal - To First Plca To Co=encC'ment of Trial To Coc:!eneet:llmt of. Trial ~I_ 

M,an M.Olall Rang. HCft1\ M'Ol.an ..... Toan l'IOdl&n ..... H'an H.01an ..".. .' 

I BURLINGTON 
"-

. Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: Om 9d- 1m 1d 3m21d-

Relea,sed On Bail 13 13 - - - 1m10d Om2Bd 4m23d 9m 4d 10m 3d 16m22d 10m14d 11m 2d 7m 9ci 

R.O;R. 2 2 - - - Om23d Om23d None 14ml3d 14m13d . None 15m 6d 15m 6d None 

Om 9d- 1m 1d 3m21d-
Total: Other 15 15 - - - 1m Bd Om2Bd 4m23d 9m25d 10m16d 16m22d 11m 3d 11mlld 17m 9d 

Om 9d- 1m1d- 3m21d-
Total Cases: 15 15 - - - 1m Bd Om2Bd 4m23d gm25d 10m16d 16m22d llm 3d llm11d 7m gd 

CAMDEN 
Murder: 2m24d- Om 7d- 1m2d- 2m14d-
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 2 2 4m 9d 4m 9d 5m25d Om24d Om24d lm12d 3m 1d 3m 1d 5m1d 3m26d 3m26d 5m Bd 

2m24d- Om 7d- Im2d- 2m14d-
Total: Murder 2 2 4m 9d 4m 9d 5m25d Om24d Om24d lm12d 3m 1d '3m 1d 5m1d 3m26d 3m26d 5m Bd 

Other: Om12d- Om14d- 1m24d- 2m29d-
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Tria1 4 ,4 3m21d 4m 6d 5m29d Bml3d Om2Bd 31m10d 2m24d 2m20d 4m 2d 11m 7d 3m25d 34m 7d 

Om26d- 1m 2d 5m 7d-
Jail - Other Convictio!l 5 5 - - - 5m20d 5m Bd Bm2Bd 6m 1d 4m22d 15m Bd llm21d 10m Od 23m 6d 

Om19d- 1m23d- 2m2Bd-
Released on Bail 20 19 - - - 1ml4d lm13d 2m Bd 9m13d Bm22d 31m 6d lOm27d 10m1Bd ~?m 6d 

, , 

R.O.R. 1 1 - - - lm26d lm26d None Bm22d Bm22d None lOm1Bd 10mlBd None 

- Om12d- Om14d- 1m 2d- 2m2Bd-
Total: Other 30 29 3m21d 4m 6d 5m29d 3m 5d lm13d 3lmlOd 7m27d 4m22d 131m 6d 11m 2d 10m Od 34m: 7d 

32 31 3m27d 
Om12d- Om 7d-

7m1Bd 
rlm 2d- 2m14d-

Total Cases: 4m 6d 5m2gd 3m Od lm13d 13lm10d 4m22d 1m 6d IIlOm1Bd 10m Od 114m 7d 
" ... , 



~ __ -_~_- -- -......--------_r--------------- -----~--- ----- ----------

DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

r---: ------_ ... _---........ _-- .. ,."._--- ----------
THE UNIT FOR "'lI'ESZ SECTIONS IS na: DE?EHnA1r1', llEOA.'UlL£S5 v,,· it~ hlJHB}3 ur ntDIC'nIErrrs I.iR ACcli3ATlonS AtlAIriST HIM 

Nwr.ber ot 

* Indictments & "tIME nrrERVALS ARE COMt"'Vl'ED- FROM 'I1lE DATE OF PILD4a OF THE OUlEGT INDIC'l'Y.EN'l' OR ACCUSATION 0:1 WliICK TRIAL COHME-UeEl) nus HOtrm 
Accusation. 
On Which Trial Nut.~tter I Co~!1tt:l ~W:1t1~~U~~~~~;:~~~~~~ +::l~t;ner Commenced or period From Indictment or Acc\1aatlon Period ;:tom not Quuty Plea Period' Fro:; Indictment. or AcculIII.t.1on 
'I'hh Month De1"onda."'lh Month' .. Trhl - To First Plea To Con:1enecment or Trial To CCc:lencrr::~nt of Trial 

"".., "e.un 'Iange Hean H"''''' """,," e .... H •• ' .... II""". H ..... neQ1M 
_ ... 

CAPE MAY 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 1 1 3m14d 3mlhd None 0ml5d Om15d None 1m24a. 1m24d None 2m 9d 2m 9d None 

Jail - Other Conviction 1 1 - - - Om16d Om16d None 1m29d 1m29d Non~ 2m15d 2m15d None 

Released on Bail 1 1 - - - 2mlOd 2mlOd None 18m 6d 18m 6d None 20m16d 20m16d None 

Om15d- 1m24d 2m 9d-
Total: Other 3 3 3m14d 3mlhd None 1m 4d Om16d 2mlOd 7m10d 1m29d 18m 6d Sm13d 2m15d eOm16d 

Om15d- 1m2hd 2m 9d-
[rotal Cases: 3 3 3m14d 3m14d None 1m 4d Om16d 2mlOd 7mlOd 1m29d ISm 6d Sml3d 2m15d 20ml6d 

~UMBERLAND 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: Om20d- 2m 5d 4m26d~ 
Jail - Other Conviction 4 4 - - - lmlOd 1m Od 2m21d 6m23d 7m26d 9m 7d Sm 4d Sm20d OmlOd 

Om19d- 5m 2d 5m22d-
Released C,'1 Bail 5 5 - - - l.m 3d Om20d 2m14d 7m23d 6m14d 12m13d Sm26d 7m17d 3m 3d 

Om19d- 2m 5d- l~m26d-
Tota.l: Other 9 9 - - - 1m 6d Om28d 2m21d 7mlOd 7m 5d 12m13d Sm16d Sm 3d 3m 3d 

Om19d- 2m 5d- 4m26d-
~otal Cases: 9 9 - - - 1m 6d Om2Sd 2m21d 7mlOd 7m3d 12m13d 8m16d Sm 3d 13m 3d 



TIEFElfDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER~ 1976 

T1tE UNIT FOR nu.s= :: ' ~;;:;~ IS .":;': ~UENDAUT, REOARDLESS 01 'l'h8 rn.'HBD\ or u,u..: ... '!:.'V::c~s \olt AC'C.M71,jIlS AI1'.,tflST ItIM 

Nunber ot 

* TIME IilTtRVALS ARE COMPUTEJ> moM Tile DATE OF FILnm 01 THE O[.DJ:.!;T IIWrCTUElrl' OR ACCUSATION 0:1 \o'HICH TRIAL COHKEUCED 'THIS kOlmt Indlctmcnto &:: 
Accuu.tion.tt 
On Which Trl~l Numbor I ~~i~t~i ~:i~1~:U~~~~~:~~~ ~~ ~JDlllr COClClenced or I'eriod Pro:n Indictmlent. or Ac.cusation PerIod Pro,," Kot OUllt:r Plea Period Pro::l lndiCtfil.l!nt or- Accuaation 
Thll Month Det'ondanta Honth's Trittl - 'To First Plea To Cc::neneement. or Trl&l 'To Co~encf!rtent at· Trial H,an H •• lan RMg. H.an ",.'an IW".g. -.r.an l'Ie(lla.n ..".. H'an "I!OOTan -...na. 

ESSEX 
Murder; 1m 2d- Om6d- lmlld- Im17d-Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 5 5 5mlOd 5m 2d 9m 2d l4m Od Om18d 68m2d 4m 6d 3m14d 6m24d l8m 6d 6m 3d 7lm16d 

Jail - Other Conviction 1 1 - - - Om19d Om19d None 9m16d 9m16d None 10m 5d 10m 5d None 

Released on Bail 1 1 - - - Om17d Om17d None 3m17d 3m17d None )+m 4d 4m 4d None 

2m 2d- Om 6d- lmlld- lmlTa-Total: Murder 7 7 5mlOd 5m 2d 9m 2d lOrn 5d omlBd 6Sm 2d 4m26d 3m17d 9m16d 15m Id 6m 3d 71m16d 

Other: 2m23d- Om 6d- Om24d- lm 3d-Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 23 23 4mlSd 4m12d Sm15d Om2L~d Om15d 3m25d 3m25d 2m27d 17m24d 4m19d 3m20d lSmlOd 

Om 8d- 2m27d- 3m 5d-Jail - Other Conviction 3 3 - - - Om21d Om25d 2m Id 9m 7d Sm22d 16m 3d 9m29d 9m23d 16m2Sd 

Om 6d- Om Od- 1m 3d-
Released on Bail 56 56 - - - lm13d Om18d 13m Id SmlSd BmlOd 22mlld 10m Id 9m14d 33m12d 

Omlld- 3m 6d- l~m Id-
R.O.R. 14 l4 - - - lm 3d Om28d 2ml1~d Bm20d 6m29d 18m 7d 9m22d 8m ld IBm24d 

2m23d- Om 6d- Om Od lm 3d-Total: Other 96 96 4mlBd 4m12d Bml5d lm 6d OmlBd l3m Id 7m15d 5m25d 22mlld Bm21d 7m Id ~3m12d 

~ 2d- Om 6d- Om Od- lm 3d-[>otal Cases: lOi 10i 4m22d 4m12d 2d lm25d OmlBd 68m 2d 17m 9d 5m23d 22mlld 9m 4d 6m20d 17lm16d 
GLOUCESTER 

-, 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - .. - - ,- = - - -
Other: Om15d- 6m19d- 116m21d-Released on Bail 3 3 - - - 5m 3d Om16d 114m 8d 16m 3d 16m Sd 25m14d ~lm 6d 20m27d ~5m29d 

R.O.R. 4 3 - - - 2m 5d 1m 3d 
Om16d- 3m20d- 4m23d-
lm25d 9m Od 7m21d l5mlBd lOrn 4d Sm 7d 7ml3d 

6 3m 4d 
Oml5d- 3m20d- 4m23d-Total: Other 7 - - - Om24d 114m 8d l2ml6d llml9d l25mJ-4d l5m20d l7m 2d 25m29d 

I I I Oml5d-
112m16d 

3m20d- 4m23d-Total Cases: 7 6 - - - I 3m ltd Om24d tI.4m Bd llmlgd ~5m14d l5m20d 17m 2d ::>5m29d 



~.. ------------------~--------~~~er_------~----~ 
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DEFENDANTS ON I-lliOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER~ 1976 

... ' --.--~ '.' ==i 
I TilE UlfIT FOR THESE SECTIONS IS nu: 1J£r~. JUXlARDLtSS OF nm lMiBER OF INDtCTKEHTS Oil; ACCUSATII)"S AMltlST ItIH 

Number or 

* TIME; nrrEaVALS ARE COXPU'I'ED f'i\DK ntE 11A.T& 0' pn~lU .~; TIU; OLO~'t INDIC'IYZIT OR "'CCUSATI~;-;;-\t~~; TilIAL C:C}:H:tJICED nct:; ;;;rdn---~ Indlctmcnto '" 
ACCUllation. 
On 1r{hlc:h Trial Nunlber I ~~:~t~l ~":~t~~~~U~~;~~:!~~l~~ ~l~thor II COl!lelencec1 or Pertod From Indictment or Accll"ation Por1od rroll Hot Oullty P1All PUlod I'r'",'('; l'n1 '.-<-b:l"llt or ,!.ccullAuon 
Thls Month Defendant. Monthtll Tdd. - To F11'.st Plea To CO-'Ue:'1I!t't":C!nt. -of Trial To C~'ln'!l'!'tIent ~r Trial 

Hean "o.'an ._. ..... Mo.'&ll t<AnI\' .. ean HO.'an -_. H,an J ledl&l1 ..".. ,.-
I 

I 
HUDSON 

Murder: Om15d- 2m 7d- 3m Od-
Released on Bail 5 l~ - - - Om22d Om22d 1m Od 5m17d 4m28d 10m 5d 6m 9d 5m16d 11m 5d 

, 
Om15d- 2m 7d 3m Od-

Total: Murder 5 1~ - - - Om22d Om22d 1m Od 5m17d 4m28d 10m 5d 6m 9d 5m16d Urn 5d 

Other: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 1 1 4m11fd 4m14d None Om18d Om18d None 1m22d lm22d None 2mlOd 2m10d None 

O;n21d- 6mlld- 7m 2d-
Jail - Other Conviction 3 3 - - - 4m21d 3m1Sd 9m2L~d 13m Id 7m12d 25mlld 17m22d 17m 6d 28m29d 

Om 9d- 6m13d~ 7m20d-
Released on Bail 20 19 - - - lmUd Om29d SmlOd 26m18d 24m29d 103m20d 27m29d 28m 5d 03m29d 

Om17d- 4mlld- 5m 5d-
R.O.R. 2 2 - - - Om20d Om20d Om24d 6m12d 6m12d Sm13d 7m 2d 7m 2d 9m Od 

Om 9d- Im22d- 2m10d-
Total: Other 26 25 L~ml4d 4m14d None lm21d Om28d 9m24d 22mlld 17m 5d 103m20d 24m Id 23m14d 103m29d 

Om 4d- 1m22d 2m10d-
Total Cases: 31 ~ 4m14d, Lrm14d Non.e lm171E' Om26d 9m.2 d 20m Id 14m28d 103m20d 2lm18d 17m 6d 103m29d 

HUNTERDON 

No Cases 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -



DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER~ 1976 

r--------------r---r----c--------~------.-.~----~----------- .. -,---------'-----, 
'[liE tJIIIT F(lR iliw£ ::u::crroun 1:; Til£: DEr'ElIDAJrr; Rf.aARJJLE3S 01' Tlfe tMIDm U~· ltlDlcrnWt:; !lI\ 1\.!"';ll.,jftTldl.l AiAli .. ;t am 

MERCER 
Murder: 

Other: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Jail - Other Conviction 

Released on Bail 

R.O.R. 

Total: Other 

Total Cases: 

MIDDLESEX 
Murder; 

Other: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Released on Bail 

R.O.R. 

Total: Other 

Total Cases: 

I.umber or 
In,Uct.t!\entu 4: 
i'\.::cunl\ticn. 
(11 \,l1leh 'Trl/101 
C(l~cnced 
th1.EI t.fpnth 

o 

1 

1 

7 

1 

10 

10 

o 

3 

10 

6 

\ 19 

1

1 

19 

Uw,bnr 
Qf 

DllrandlUlt.a 

o 

1 

1 

7 

1 

J.O 

10 

o 

3 

10 

4 

17 

17 

~tt~l X~~1.t~~~\1~'l;.!:;~~~~~~t\,~~ ~l~t ler I Pt'!r'l..,!t f'rOr:'l Xlldlct~(!nt or Mc'~oot1(1n rerLod Fr~"\I:t nat. 'lull'" rl .. :'--II-~:: Ir,dletarnt or A!:'I:"llJfltit)n 
H:mth1o Tr1nl --- TC' f'lr!l:t Plen =:--If-.rl;:-;;---"Tc"-i '=!or.".mf>rl t:!I~nt or Tri'1l ~ i", f::.t'!·l"nri~ .. 5!L.!r1"ln~ 

-~,lt --. ,._--If-.---f------ .---- ------! .. - ... ~. -~.,-~k ",.'an H""-o.~.n:1 •. , r~~'- r-' .- ""-·FM,c--.-rr.-",,-~.n... 'IlAn .. 

- - - 1- - - 1 - -I - - I - -
lm19d lml9d' None • 2m 4d 1 2m 4< None J 20m14d 20m144 None I 22m18d '22ml8d None 

- _. - II lm26d 1m26d None 22m16d 22m16l
1 

None '24m12d ,24m12d \ None 

III Om 3d I 6m21d 1 8mlld-
- - - ~ 1m 9d lm13d l:!m25d 113m 9d 13m23 18m 7d 14m18d 15m 6d 20m21d 

I 

lm19d 

lm19d 

5m29d 

!i 5m29d 

1/5m29d 

2mlOd 2mlOd 

lm19d None lm16d Im16d 

lm19d' None , lm16d lm16d 

3m25d- 1 

5m 3d 8m28d i 5m21d 5m29d 

~ 
Om21d Om21d 

Om24d Om21d 

3m25d- ~'I I 
5m 3d 8m28d , 1m18d lom28d I ., , 

i 3m25d-l! 1 
ISm 3d L 8m28d . :llm18d Om28d 

I 

None I 19m28d I 19m28j None .22m 8d 122m 8d Nbne 

Om 3d- 6m21d I I 8mlld-
2m25d 10ml8d 16m24d 22m16d 17m 4d 18m 6d 24m12d 

On! 3d- I 6m21d- 8mlld-
2m25d 15ml8d 16m24d 22m16d ,17m 4d 18m 6d 24ml2d 

'

I. I I' - I - -

lm Id-i 4m 3d~' I I 5m 4d-
10m 2d 8m16d 9m12d 12m 4d ij14m 7d 15mlld 22m 6d 

OmlOd- 3mlld~, 3m25d-
lm Id 10m27d 10m13d 20m 4d Ilnm19d Ilm 2d 20m21d 

Om13d- 7m 8d-I' 7m22d-
lmlOd 10m27d Ilm24d 12m20d !!llm21d 12m21d 113m19d 

omlod-l: ' 3nilld-:l , i 3m25d-
IIOIll. 2d 'lll'10Jn15d 10m21dl2om 4d ',12m 3d ! Ilm28d 122m 6d 

I OmlOd- I I 3mlld-;: i [ 3m25d-
10m 2d 10ml5d i 10m21dl20m 4d "12m 3d • 1lm28d :22m 6d 



- -

DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIlHNAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

nu; UlftT FOR TIfESr. SECTIOf/S IS -THE DEFEUOAJrr. nP.CJARDLE5S or THE If1Jl.WER Of nmlcn.n-;IITS OR AC~USATlGtI'3 MlAllf.,T .ltl-i 

r.lIl1lb'lr of' * TIME llrrEnVA~ ARE CC.HPUTl?Jl FROM 'TItt DATE OF FILlriG or nle OLD~T IUUICntEJi'r ott Ac.;CllSATIOJr GIl milCH TJUAL ';!,..!:It.r:U:W 'nIlS tI','trtlt Indlct.rnont.1I 5: 
AccuBations 
On ;''hlch Tr18.l tflif'lber 

I c~~~t~i A~~lt~~~U;jo~;~~~:~~il~~ ~1 ~~hcr I Commenced of Period From IndIc.tment or Accuan.Hon Period FrlJm Itot OuU loy- Plell Ff'riod. Fr":f; Indlctm,mt Or' Aecust\,Uon 
'Ihh Honth Defendants l.tonth I B Trial To i'1rnt Plei\ To COmmi"neer.Hmt or Triol To LOWlem:cClcnt or Trhl 

Mean MeQLIU\ "-- OM Mo.,on }\Mge .. Hel!Ul M'.'M to.ru.;e 

I-
Me.,." ..,..0 ---~---

~10NMOUTH 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - -
Other: Om 5d- Qm12d- Om29d 
Jail - Other Conviction 9 8 - - - Om16d Om16d .lm 5d 3m.12d 2m 9d 7m 5d 3m28d 2m28d 7m23d 

Om 4d- Om 6d- Om17d-
Released on Bail 

I 
13 13 - - - Im13d Om25d 10m 2d 6ml1d 6m10d 7m 7d 7m24d 7m20d 17ml1d 

I 
Om15d- Im24d- 2m13d-

R.O.R. 12 12 - - - Om20d Om20d 1m Id 4m24d 3m18d lOm28d 5m14d 4mlOd Ilm17d 

I Om 4d- Om 6d- Om17d-
Total: Other 34 33 - -" - Om28d Om21d 10m 2d 5m 3d 3m25d 17m 7d 6m Id 4nu2d 17mlld 

Om 4d- Om 6d- Om17d-
Total Cases: 34 33 - - - Om28d Om21d 10m 2d 5m 3d 3m25d 17m 7d 6m Id 4m12d 17mlld 
MORRIS 
Murder: 

6d 110m 6d Released on Bail 2 2 - - - 1m Id 1m 1d None 9m 5d 9m 5d None 10m None 

Total: Murder 2 2 - - - 1m Id 1m Id None 9m 5d 9m 5d None 10m 6d 10m 6d None 

Other: OmlOd- 3mlld- 3m21d-
Released on Bail 2 2 - - - 1m 4d lin 4d lm28d 6m13d 6m13d 9m15d 7m17d 7m17d llm13d 

OmlOd- 3m11d- 3m21d-
Total: Other 2 2 - - - 1m 4d 1m 4d lm28d 6m13d 6m13d 9m15d 7m17d 7m17d llm13d 

OmlOd- 3mlld- 3m21d-
Total Cases: 4 4 - - - 1m 2d 1m Id lm28d 7m24d 9m 5d 9m15d 8m26a 10m 6d llm13d 



DEFENDAl'TS ON ",mOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

l 
.--

TIIB UfIIT FOR "I!~""'H; StCtlQli3 I~ TUE OEfEliDMiT, nEOARDU:.3S OF' TilE NUHij&ll or lliUlcTHt::lrts 011 ACCUSATlr)II.; it 1A111,;1.' Hm 

::tUnber or * TIME IllTtR'/AJ.,.'j An~ cOH!'1Jn.o FROli TIlE DAT~ OF FILIrIG or nil:; OUJI::O'r lrlDIcnU:lrr ~i\ Al~l.!'ti:JM'r"'1 (.1: ~ilj,'.m 'i'JI!AI. r;':r:Uz.lil!/-JJ llUj W. tml rn,U!tll'.ent$ II: 
AC';LJf;1t1.t1Qna 
Oil iihich Tr1nl flun:ber I !:~n,,~~. 0 t;o~~~~\lOUS IntllrCcrll~l~n or 1,1tncuO I 'I 
CODl".enecd or C'l'Jmr.\tthl AW1l1t1ng Corr.tneneeClcnt of Thh rf'riori F'rl')D Indictment or ACc:uoBtLon I Perl,," Fr"" /lut "Ullt" fl.,. ~ l,rioJ fn'" In .... n'nt or A.ev,.' 'on 
'thll Month Defllndants " .. .'!nth'" Trial - To Fl r.:ll~ Plan .... -~ ""':";;~'::'" .. ""~~ ~"'I' "il:Sl:;:""' l";:'" HCBn Mc. no nlUllie H,on "colon -'1 OCEAN I 

- 1---'" ,_._- --'-" .-. 

Murder: I 0 0 - - - I - -I - - - - - -
Other: I 

Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 1 1 7m12d 7m12d, None Om13d Om13d None 6m Od 6m Od Non'e 6m13d [ 6ml3d I None 
,/ 

Om27d 3m28d- 4m25d-
Released on Bail I 4 4 - - - 2m23d 1mlld 7ml2d llmlSd 13m 7d 16m ld l4mlld l6m2ld 19m 8d 

I 
I I 

Om27d J None R.O.R. 1 1 - - - 1m 6d 1m 6d None Om27d 2m 3d 2m 3d None. 

: 6, 
Oml3d Om27d- 2m 3d-

Total: Other 6 7m12d 7m12d None 2m 3d lm l~d 7m12d Sm27d Sm28d 16m ld llm Od llmlld 19m Sd 
I , Om13d Om27d- 2m 3d-

Total Cases: i6 6 7m12d 7m12d Non~ 2m 3d lm 4d .7.ml2d Sm27d Sm2Sd tL6m ld llm Od llmlld l~ Sd -, 
PASSAIC 
Murder: ,0 0 - - '. - - - - - - - - -

" 
Other: ? 2m 2d- Om ld- Om 7d- Om2Sd-
Jail - A" ... tg. Plea/Trial /L2 12 3m15d 2m29d Sml6d Om 9el Om 2d lmlSd 2m Od lmlOd 7m23d 2mlOd lm2ld Sm16d ,-

Om 7d-' 2m Od- 2m 7d-
Jail - Other Conviction 6 6 - - - I OmlOd Om 8d Oml4d 3m2ld 3m12d 5m13d 4m Od 3m19d 5m27d 

I Om 2d- Om25d- Om27d-
Released on Bail 30 30 - - - Om14d OmlOd lmlld 4m22d 3m19d I1lm 5d 5m 6d 4m 3d llm2ld 

I Om 6d- Sm20d- Sm26d-
R.O.R. 2 2 - - - Om 6d Om 6d Om 6d Sm20d Sm20d Sm20d I Sm26d 8m26d Sm26d 

2m 2d- Om ld- Om 7d-r Om27d-
Total: Other 50 50 3m15d 2m29d Sm16d Om12d Om 9d 1m18d 4m 3d 3m12d hlm 5d I 4ml5d 3m22d llm2ld 

2m 2d- Om ld- Om 7d-1' Om27d-
Total Cases: 50 '2Q., 3m15d 2m29d Sm16d Oml2d Om 9d lmlSd Itm 3d 3m12d 1m 5d i 4m15d 3m22d llm2ld 



.... • 

DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER~ 1976 

~ --
11m UliIT FOR rm;m;: SECTI0US IS THl:. Df~·r.lmAlrr, m;ahnOL&!3S or TUE IMIDER or tlllllC'f?IEUTS (IR ACCtl5ATI0llS /I iAJ!; . .,r litH 
"- -t;umb~l' ot' iI" Il'IJlctlllcnta &: TIM IJITERVAL3 ARt COHPUTr.o molt TH~ D/lT& OF FILIIIa or 111E OL.ohOT IImIC1HErtl' OR ACr.lJ3ATtt'11 (lIl ifil[':l1 TRUlL t!'",j:lt .. ILa.n TIns min" 

Accueat10ns 
On ..rtlich Trial Ifur.:.bcr I !:cnl\~~, o!" ~on~~nuoul) Incnrcera:1Qn or Other 
l'!ommeMerJ or C'o:r.mlttnl Awniting Ctlr.;r.lencemcnt or Thi!J Pedor;! FrQr\ lndictment or AceuGIlUon Per10d Frtlr.l' tlot f~U~ lIy r'1"~ I'f)rl.,d f'r .... rn- Indl.,trll,,"t "r Ac-:ul'I"tlon 
Th\1I Honth DeCcmdnnts Monlh'l) Trllll - TO fir:Jt Plell To t!OIrr.I'n ..... rn~nt nr TT1'1\ 1·0 ~'}J""r.t",'"t!~enL or Trilll 

MQOJl neaUln Hnn~e MCM . car;;:n--- ~nngo "*MeM ·fiMfnn Ilnm:,1' Ih~1lI1 _t!(!t;I~I._~ ~ _ .......... ,"e - -- "--~ .......... - -----
SALEM 
~er: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -

Other: 
Released on Bail 1 1 - - - Om14d Omll~d None I 27nt29d 27m29d None 28m13d 28m13d None 

Total: Other 1 1 - - - Om14d Om14d None il27m29d 27m29d None I 28m13d 28m13d None 

Total Cases: 1 1 - - - Oml4d Om14d None 27m29d 27m29d None 28m13d 28m13d None 
SOMERSET 

Murder: -0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: 
Jail - Other Conviction 1 1 - - - Om16d Om16d None 7m15d 7m15d None 8m ld 8m ld None 

Om 8d- 5m 4d- 6m11d-
Released on Bail 10 10 - - - Om18d Om16d 1m 7d 8m 8d 7m16d 11m 4d Sm25d 8m 2d llm20d 

Om 8d- 6m15d- 7m ld-R.O.R. 2 2 - - - Om12d Om12d Om16d l8m14d l8m14d ~Om13d 18m26d 18m26d 30m2ld 

I 
Om 8d- 5m 4d- 6mlld-Total: Other 13 13 - - - Om17d Om16d 1m 7d 9m23d 7m16d ~Cm13d 10mlOd 8m 2d 30m21d 

I Om 8d- 5m 4d- 6mlld-
Total Cases: 13 13 - - - Om17d Om16d 1m 7d 9m23d 7ml6d 130m13d ,lOml0d 8m 2d 30m2ld SUSSEX I 

Murder 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: 

Released on Bail 1 1 - - - Om22d Om22d None 6m18d 6m18d None 7mlOd 7mlOd None 
, 

Total: Other 1 1 - - , - Om22d Om22d None 6ml8d 6ml8d None Ii 7mlOd 7mlOd I None 

J ~ Total Cases: 1 1 - - - Om22d Om22d None 6ml8d 6ml8d None 7mlOd 7mlodl None 



~ 
I 

...... co 

UNION 
Murder: 

Other: 
Jail - Awtg-. Plea/Trial 

Jail - Other Conviction 

Released on Bail 

Total: Other 

Total Cases: 

WARREN 
Murder: 

Other: 
Released on- Bail 

Total: Other 

trota1 Cases: 

I 

DEFENDANTS ON 1iHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

',HE UNIT FOR THESE 9£(:TI0:19 19 nu. ,,_'::=:. ~.~, tl&llAiWL£S5 ~I" ',ljiE IiUHDER or IrmIC'I'MElt(~ .. " " ..... u,Ml' ... .::.t.!:l l\w",.l,ow ....... 

Nur.\ber ot 

* TIME Itrr£.'WAts ARE COKPUTDJ FROM THE DATE OF FILWO 01' THe OLDECT INDrci'Y-DjI' OR ,ACCUSAT101i 0:1 WHICK TRIAL CO~:KtJjCED nils HOrm Ind1cbtlentB & 
Ac:cuaaf.lona I 
On lihlch TrIal Nwcber I ~ngtn or ~ont1nUOU8 inCIlrCCf&';1on 01" Otho!r 

Pu\.od Fro.:r. Indletment or ACe\lIHL~tCln hrlCid. ira=. tfot. Cultty Pte&. Fe.rlod. Pcc::! tndlc:~ent or "c:cuIlaUon COlllClence4 Dr tormHtal I\nlt1nil Cou=,anl:t:m'.nt. or !ll!!. 
Thia Month Otu,"and&nt. Month 1 s Trial To Fly"t PleD To Cor.cu!nerment of Trill1 To C'o~enCt!~ent of 'Trll1.l 

Me'" nCQ.l.1L!l R.".. nean M •• lan """,,- ",an ,,"O,11Ll1 """". M,an M,.lan """". 

0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
2m16d- Om 9d 2m Od- 2m 9d 

4 4 3m20d 3m27d 4m 9d lm21~d 1m 5d 4m15d 4m22d 3m19d 9m20d 6m16d 6m 1d llm21d 

Om 9d 2m Od- 2m 9d 
4 4 - - - Om13d Om13d Om17d 7m17d 4m27d 18m15d 8m Od 5m14d 18m24d 

Om 2d 4m 9d- 4m23d 
14 ll~ - - - Om25d Om26d 1m18d ~lm 9d llmlld 17mlld 12m Lfd 12m13d l8ml0d 

2m16d- Om 2d 2m Od- 2m 9d 
22 22 3m20d 3m27d 4m 9d Om28d Om20d 4m15d 9m13d Sm13d l8m15d 10mlld 9m18d 18m24d 

2m16d- Om 2d 2m Od- 2m 9d 
22 22 3m20d 3m27d 4m 9d Om28d Om20d 4m15d 9m13d Bm13d l8m15d 10mlld ~18d IBm24d 

0 0 - - - - - - - .' - - - -
Om21d- 3m 3d- 4m 7d-

3 3 - - - Om27d Om27d 1m 4d 3m15d 3m18d 3m24d 4m12d 4m15d 4m15d 

Om21d 3m 3d- 4m 7d-
3 3 - - - Om27d Om27d 1m 4d 3m15d 3m18d 3m24d 4m12d 4m15d 4m15d 

Om2ld 3m 3d- 4m 7d-
~ 3 - - - Om27d Om27d 1m 4d 3m15d 3mlBd 3m21~d 4m12d 4m15d 4m15d 



------

8 LARGEST COUNTIES ** 
Murder: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 

J~il - Other Conviction 

Released on Bail 

Total: Murder 

Other: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea!Trial 

Jail - Other Conviction 

Released on Bail 

R.O.R. 

Total: Other 

Total Cases: 

.. 4 au 4 • 4 • - Air'.,. -~~ ~ -----~-~ --- -- ---- ----~ -- ~ ---

DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

t-.'lt.~ber or 
[n11ctlllcn~~ &: 
AccuDlltlona 
On Whlcll Trial IIWllber 
COllllr.encftd ot 
11118 UQnth Derendants 

7 7 

1 

6 

14 

48 

30 

179 

38 

1295 

309 

1 

5 

13 

48 

29 

177 

36 

290 

303 

5m 1d 

5m 1d 

4m 6d 

4m 6d 

4m 9d 

* TI'U: I1rrER'/Ata ARH COMPl1l'tD fRO'" TIlE OAT!:! or FILllla OF nle OLD~T ItIOIClllElrr on A~CIJ:;,,'rlUli 011 ,,111CII TRIJ,.L ~:'J~nlr.ii·;~~ nils H'tnlt 

1m 2d-
5m 2d 9m 2d 

5m 2d 
1m 2d-
9m 2d 

Om12d-
3m25d 8m28d 

Perlod From lrldlctml'nt or AilCullllt.t.lon 
To F1T!I~ rloti 

Period Frqlll "ot ~uUt: .. Plca. r"rln.1 Fru:n Indlctm~nt or AC:CllSl\tlrm 
To COJ:iI:lIl"r:cmcnL or l'rl1\l T? ~o=.'·wnc""'('n~ or Trlnt 

.'UlA" M'''' 

10m 7d Om18d 
Om 6d 

68m 2dl 3m26d 
I 

.'on."" ~"2~1-"-nn-I-'- I;: 
3m14d 6m24dl 14m 3dl 5m 8d 7lm16d 

Om19d Om19d None '9m16d 9m16d None 10m 5d 10m 5d None 

Om21d Om21d 
0m15d 
1m Od 

Om 6d 

5m 5d 4m25d 

5m25d Om19d 68m 2d 4m24d 4m25d 

1m21d Om15d 

Im24d Om17d 

lm 9d Om21d 

Om26d Om21d 

Om Id 
3lm10d 3m17d 

Om 5d 
9m24d 6m 3d 

Om 2d· 

2m26d 

4m22d 

33m21d 10m 2d 7m28d 

Om 6d 
2m14d 7mlOd 6m29d 

2m 7d 
10m 5d 

lm 2d-

5m26d 

10m 5d 10m19d 

Om 7d-
17m24d 5m 8d 

Om12d-
25mUd 7m27d 

Om Od-
103m20d llmUd 

lm24d-
18m 7d 8m 6d 

3m Od-
5m16d IJ..lm 5d 

In:t17d-
5m16d 7lmi6d 

Om28d-
3m12d 34m 7d 

Om29d-
5m14d 28m29d 

Om17d-
9m 2d lO3m29d 

2m13d-
7m29d 18m24d 

3m25d 
Om12d-i 
8m28d . lmUd 0m19d 

Om 1d 
33m21d 8m 7d 5m19d 

Om Od-
103m20d 9ml8d 

Om17d-
7mlOd l03m29d 

Om12d- Om Id 
3m25d 9m 2d lm17d Om19d 68m 2d 8m 3d 5m13d 

Om Od-
103m20d 

Om17d-
9m20d 6m25d l03m29d 



"" I 
I\) 
o 

13 REMAINING COUNfIES 
Murder: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Released on Bail 

Total: Murder 

Other: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Jail - Other Conviction 

Released on Bail 

R.O.R. 

Total: Other 

rrotal Cases: 

DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER~ 1976 

'I1t.& tntIT FOR T"'nr.s~ SECTIONS IS 'I'HE DEPEHDAlrr, RWA.". :..t. ... ~ '.!I' ';HE If\JHBER OF DlDIC'l'KEKTS oa ACCUSATIO~S AGAINST JllH 

It'umber ot * ttKE DrrERVALs ARE CoMPUTED FROK TIlE DATE OP PILING 01 'IllS OI.D~T IHDIC'llIiJfr Oft ACCUSATION ON "',UCK TRIAL CDHMEllCED THIS HOJrnt: Indictmentll at 
Accu.a.tlonl 
On Which Trial Number I ~o.:t~t~l ~ii~~U~~;~~:~~il~~ ;,r;l~'her COlZleneed .r period Prom Indictment or Accuaation Period Prom. Hot O\.Uty Plea Period Pro= Indictment or AccuaaUon 
Thl. 'Honth Oet'ondanh Month'lI TriAl To Fll"$t Flea To ComIf!ncettlent rH' Trial To Coc'Iulnement of,Trl&! 

. ..,n =.un n""" • M .. n H •• Un """". ft • ." ""Ri'aIiil -.... H'M ".0''''' ....., 

1 1 3m 3d 3m 3d None llm13d llm13d None 9m16d 9ml6d None 20m29d 20m29d None 

2 2 - - - lm ld lm Id None 9m 5d 9m 5d None 10m 6d 10m 6d None 

1m Id- 9m 5d- 10m 6d-
3 '3 3m 3d 3m 3d None 4.":115d lm Id Ilm13d. 9m 9d 9m 5d 9m16d l3m24d 10m 6d 20m29d 

4 4 4m17d 4m19d 
Im19d-
7ml2d 

Om13d-
Om28d Om17d 2m 4d 

lm24d- 2m 9d-
8m 6d 5m 9d i2om14d 9m 4d 5m25d 22m18d 

Oml6d- Im29d- 2m15d-
7 7 - - - 1m 6d Om28d 2m21d 8m13d 7m15d 22m16d 9m19d 8m 3d 24m12d 

Om 3d- 1m Id- 3m21d-
52 52 - - - lm13d Om26d 14m 8d 9m29d 8m20d 27m29d Ilmlld 10m27d 28ml3d 

Om 8d- Om27d.,. 2m 3d-
10 9 - - - lm 1d Om23d 2mlOd 12m19d l4ml3d 30m13d 13m20d· 15r.l 6d 30m21d 

4m17d 
Im19d- Om 3d- Om27d-

9m 40. 
2m 3d-

73 72 4m19d 7ml2d lmlOd Om25d 14m 8d 10m 10. 8mlld 30m13d Ilmlld . 39m2ld 

lm19d- Om 3d- Om27d 2m 3d~ 
76 75 4m 9d 3m14d 7m12d lm14d Om27d 14m 8d 10m Od 8m17d 30ml3d Ilm14d 10m 6d 3Om21d 



-- -
DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

-" 1 
'IlU! 1JlIIT FOR THESE SECTIO:IS IS TJii: DUEHDIJfl, IW.lAiWL..E.ZS vi riD!: 1fV'HDEj\ OP tNDICTltlH'rS Un ACCUSATIons AQAlf'ST HIJ4 

Nurtber ot 

* TIME I:rrEiI.VAL3 ARE COKPI./TDl moM TIlE nATE OF pnIJ(o Dr THE OWE::>t INDIC'IY,i:(t OR ACCUSATIOH 0:1 "li1CK TRtAL coHKtJlcm THIS I«llml Inl11cblcntil .. 
Aceun.tion. 
On Which 1'1'1&1 N'uI:ober 
Co_eneed or I ~~~~. 0 '!O':f:~uou, ~nc:llrl!er~:l~" or .I?,ner 

Committal A:i1t;lns Coaaencemeont. or !!!!.! Period 'roln IncSlctJaent or },cculaUon Perlod ;rOll "ot OUilty Plea Perlod P'ro:ll Indlctaent. or AccuuUon 
Thl, Month notondantil Mcnth" Tria To Pirst. Plea To Cornmeneft";r:nt of TrIal To C~enclMent of Trl,.. 

... n .0.'&11 """"- .. on ,,(uu.an ""'""" _on I'(leU..., ...... Hcat. .d'M 

STATE TOTALS 

Murder: 1m 2d- Om 6d lm 2d-
Jail - Awtg: Plea/Trial 8 8 4m24d 4m 8d 9m 2d 10m12d ' Om24d 68m 2d 4m17d 4m ?,d 9m16d l4m29d 5m20d 

j; 
9m16d None Jail ~ ether Conviction 1 1 - - - Om19d Om19d None "t S1J:116d 10m 5d 10m 5d 

Om15d- 2m 7d-
Released on Bail 8 7 - - - Om24d Om23d lm ld 6m 9d 5m ld Om 5d 7m 3d 5m16d 

1m 2d- Om 6d·· 1m 2d-
Total: Murder 17 16 4m24d 4m 8d 9m 2d 5m18d Om22d 68m 2d 5m19d 5m 1:1 Om 5d 11m 7d 5m24d 

Other: Om12d- Om ld- Om 7d-
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 52 52 4m 7d 3m25d 8m28d lm19d Om15d 3J.mlOd 3m23d 2m27d 20m14d 5m17d 3mlL~d 

Om 5d- Om12d-
Jail - Other Conviction 37 36 - - - lm2ld Om18d 9m24d 6m16d 4m24d 25mlld 8m 7d 5m24d 

Om 2d- Om ,)d 
Released on Bail 231 229 - - - 1mlOd Om21d 33m2ld 10m Id 8m 2d 103m20d l1mlld 9m 5d 

0'1Il 6d- Om27d-
R.O.R. 48 45 - - - Om27d Om22d 2m14d 8m12d 7m 8d 30m13d 9m 9d 8m 2d 

Om12d- Om Id- Om Od 
Total: Other 368 362 L~m 7d 3m25d 8m28d lmlld Om20d 33m21d 8m18d 6m22d lO3m20d 9m29d 7m27d 

Om12d-
lmlcd [ 

Om Id- OmOd-
trotal Canes: 385 378 4m 9d 3m25d 9m 2d Om21d 68m 2d 8m14d 6m20d lO3m20d 10m Od 7m23d 

* Information from di~ferent counties was not uniformly reported as to whether the defendant was in jail awaiting plea 
or trlal or in jail on another conviction. 

** As to population, 1970 U.s. Census: 
coincides with estimated population, 
Department of Labor & IndustxoJ. 

Note: "Wheln hNone ll is used in place of the 
ca~es With the same time interval. 

Bergen, Camden, Essex, Hudson, Middlesex, Monmouth, Passaic, Union. Also 
7/1/76 , official State estimates by Office of Business Economics, N.J. 

range, there is either a single case (time interval) in that category or 2 or more 

"""0 

lm17d-
7lm16d 

None 

3m Od-
1lm 5d 

lm17d-
7lm16d 

Om28d-
3"4m 7d 

Om29d-
28m29d 

Om17d-
lO3m29d 

2m 3d-
30m2ld 

Om17d-
lO3m29d 

Om17d-
103m29d 



>xj 
I 
II) 
II) 

ATLANTIC 
Murder: 
Jail -

Total: 

Other: 
Jail -

Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Murder 

Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Released on Bail 

Total: Other 

Total Cases: 

BERGEN 
Murder: 

Other: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Jail - Other Conviction 

Released on Bail 

R.O.R. 

Total: Other 

Total Cases: 

.Number ot 
Indletmenta & 
Accusation. 
On \ihlc:h 'l'r$.al 
Ccananc:.ed.. 
'i'hi, Mont.h 

1 

1 

1 

9 

10 

11 

0 

2 

2 

15 

8 

27 

27 I 

DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 

1'1IE UNIT FOR THESE SECTIO!i'S IS nit DEl'ElIDAlrr f ItFJlARDLUS OF THE tMmtR or INDIC'tMEHTS On ACCUSATIons J,.GAlflSl' HIH 

* Trn& nrrERVALS -'RE COMPUTtD FROM nlE OAT~ OP PILING OF 'mE OLDF..5T .nruI~TY.E:m: OR ACCUSATION ON' 1<tlUCH TRL\tt COHMEJICtD ntIS mum 

Number I ~ng n 0 ~n~~~uoua _ J.nc&.rcerl!l:J.~n or Ot.hor" 
of Co~Ht.s.l A\(a.lt1.ng Ccumoneement- ot 't'hi'l Per1n4 'rOlf. Indl1:-tment QT Ao:e.ulI&.Uon Per1oc1 Prom ~ot Guilty Plea !"erlod Pro:n Indictment or Ac:c:uaaUofl 

Defendants MonUj t 3 Trial - To }-'1 rst Plea To Cor.-menccl'lenl of Trial To Co~encf'!=f1nt fjf Trial 
",an .. un """" . "e ... aU-1M H&ngo M.an ,,8gJ.Q.l) """". H,an n,.,an """". 

! 

1 3m Sd! 3m Sd None Om20d Om20d None 2m18d 2m18d None 3m 8d 3m 8d None 

1 3m Sd 3m Sd None Om20d Om20d None 2m18d 2m18d None 3m 8d 3m 8d None 

1 2m21d 2m21d None Om15d Om15d None 10m 3d 10m 3d None lOm18d lOm18d None 

Om 4d Im23d- 2m 3d 
9 - - - Om16d Omlld lmlld 6m 3d 6m 2d llm28d 6ml9d 6m22d 12m 6d 

Om 4d lm23d- 2m 3d 
10 2m2ld 2m2ld None Om16d Om12d Imlld 6mlSd 6m Sd 11m28d 7m ld 7m 2d 12m 6d 

2m2ld- Om 4d 1m23d- 2m 3d 
11 2m28d 2m28d 3m Sd Om16d Om14d lmlld 6m Sd 6m 2d 11m28d 6m2ld 6m22d 12m 6d 

0 - - - - - - - - - "";; - -
Im1ld- lm26d lm17d- 16m16d 

2 Im20d Im20d lm29d 8ml2d 8m12d 14m29d 22m20o 22m:?Od 43m24d 31m 3d 31m 3d_. 4Sm20d 

CmlSd 6m2Sd- 7mlOd 
2 - - - Im14d 1m14d 2m13d 9m13d 9m13d 12m 2d lOm27d lOm27d 14mlSd 

Om14d 2m21d- 3m Sd-
15 - - - Om28d Oml7d 4m28d 6m2Sd 7m 8d 10m28d 7m23d 7m24d l3m24d 

Om13d 1m 6d- 1m22d-
8 - - .. Om17d Oml6d Om26d Sm15d 4m Id 11m 5d 6m 3d 4ml8d 11m20d 

Imlld- I Om13d 1m 6d- lm22d-
27 lm20d Im20d lm29d lm13d Om17d 14m29d 7m24d 7m 8d 43m24d 9m 7d 7m24d 4Sm20d 

lm11d- Om13d 1m 6d- Im22d-
27 lm20d lm20d Im29d lm13d Om17d 14m29d 7m24d 7m 8d 43m24d 9m 7d 7l!1}4d 4Sm20d 



DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 

THE UNIT FOR 'I'HESE SECTIO!iS IS THE D.E:?ElfDA1r1I, REGARDLESS or TIm HUJ.mtR OP Il\DICTKEKTS OR AcCUsATIOI'fS AGAINST HIH 

N\wber of 
TIl.(E WTEaVALS ARE CO)lPUTEO FROH nlE DATE OP PILING OF 'i'Ht: OLDEa'i' DiDtC'l'VJ:rt OR ACC"JSATlON 0:1 ,"lileK TRIAL COHHEllCED THIS KOrmt !ndl c tmen\.a &r * Accusation. 

On Wh1ch 1.'riAl Number' I ~O:i~t~l ~~i~rn~U~~;~~~~~~).6~ ~l~tnor COCCIenco4 or Period From Indlctml!:nt or Ac:culAtion Period 1=:-0111. Not. QUilty Plee. Period Pr~ incUc:tllcnt or Acc:ulJ&t.1on nth Month DetClndanta Month'. Trilll - To First Plea Tn COIl'CIeneenent of Trilll 1'0 ComenCt~ent or Trial Me." n ... .., '''''''0 Man MOO.'" ~. . H.an o •• an '_0 Hoan .e",J,an -~. 

BURLINGTON 
Murder: 

Released on Bail 1 1 - - - Om 7d Om 7d None 13m 6d 13m 6d None 13m13d 13m13d None 

Total: Murder 1 1 - - - Om 7d Om 7d None 13m 6d 13m 6d None 13m13d 13m13d None 

Other: Om Id Om 7d- Om19d 
Released on Bail IB 13 - - - ImlOd Om2Sd Bm16d 11m 6d 9m 6d 26m11d 12m16d 10m Id 27m12d 

Om24d 11m 6d- 12m Id 
R.O.R. 3 2 - - - Om24d Om24d Om25d 11m13d 11m13d llm21d 12m Bd 12m Bd 12mlSd 

Om Id Om 7d- Om19d 
Total: Other 21 15 - - - 1m Bd Om2Sd Bm16d 11m 7d 9m13d 26mlld 12mlSd 11m 2d 27m12d 

Om Id Om 7d- Om19d 
Total Cases: 22 16 - - - 1m 6d Om24d Bm16d 11mlOd 10m 9d 26m11d 12m17d llm16d 27m12d 

CAMDEN 
Murder: Om 9d 2m22d- 3m Id-
Released on Bail 2 2 ~ - - OmlSd OmlSd Om22d BmlBd BmlBd 14m14d 9m 3d 9m 3d 15m 6d 

Om 9d 2m22d- 3m Id 
Total: Murder 2 2 - - - OmlSd OmlSd Om22d BmlBd BmlBd 14m14d 9m 3d 9m 3d 15m 6d 

Other: Om19d- OmlSd 2m12d- 4m24d-
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 4 4 2m19d 2m17d 4m2Sd 2m29d 1m 9d Bm2Sd 9m26d Bm27d 19m 7d 12m2Sd 13m 3d 20m12d 

Jail - Other Conviction 1 1 - - - Om16d Om16d None 17m Id 17m Id None 17m17d. 17m17d None 

OmlSd Im14d- 3m Od-
Released on Bail 24 24 . - - - 2m22d Im14d 17m19d 12m 6d 9m13d S4m16d 14m29d llm24d SSm Id 

R.O.R. 1 1 - - - Im12d Im12d None 3m12d 3m12d None 4m24d 4m24d None 

Om19d- OmlSd Im14d- 3m Od-
Total: other 30 30 2m19d 2m17d 4m2Sd 2:n20d Im12d 17m19d Im23d 9m13d S4m16d 14m13d llm24d SSm Id 

Om19d- Om 9d Im14d- 3m Od-
Total Cases: 32 32 2m19d 2m17d 4m2Sd 2m16d Im12d 17m19d Im17d 9m13d S4m16d 14m 3d Im24d SSm Id 



_____ -. --~----------.-.-.------------~---------------------------------.------~--~ .. ~£CS .... ~--------~4D~.~"~~~----". 

DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 

11m UNIT FOR TrtESE SECTIO~5 'Itt THZ DEPEHDAlI'l', RF..OJJ\DLESS Of 'rHE Nt1HBER OF lJiDICTKEKTS On ACCUSATIONS AGAINST HIH 

NurD.bet ot 
TntE I:q£i\VALS ARE COMPUTED FRO" THE DATE OP FILum OP THE OLDE::ir INDICTM£Nr OR I.CCUSATION o:~ ~'HICK TRIAL COHMEIIC£D TIllS KOh7R Indictments & * AC:CUSA tiona 

On Which Trial Number ~::l~t~l ~~ii~~~u~~;~~:~~~l~~ ~i~thet CQc::Hmced of Period Frof!'; .Indlcttr.ent or J\cc\.uH~.tlon Period rrOrD Het CUllty plea Per10d Pro:ll inr1 t,ctzent or Aeeuo:at1on 
Thit Hofl,th Do!'ondanta Monthls TrIal - To First Plea To COIlCIenccacnt or Trlll1 "0 C(Jc:lenc~ent ot. Tr1al 

MeM l'IeU.1M nMg' H'on H,oun """". Moen M.Oun -_. H'M H'Olon ...,.. 

CAPE MAY 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial B 1 4m ld 4m ld None Om14d Om14d None 2m ld 2m ld None 2mlSd 2mlSd None 

Total: Other B 1 4m ld 4m ld None Om14d Om14d None 2m ld 2m ld None 2mlSd 2mlSd None 

Total Cases: B 1 4m ld 4m ld None Om14d Om14d None 2m ld 2m ld None 2mlSd 2mlSd None 

CUMBERLAND 
Murder: 

Released 011 Bail 1 1 - - - Om17d Om17d None Sm 6d Sm 6d None Sm23d Sm23d None 

Total: Murder 1 1 - - - Om17d Om17d None Sm 6d Sm 6d None Sm23d Sm23d None 

Other: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 1 1 4m Sd 4m Sd None 

. 
Om20d Om20d None 2m2Sd "2m2Sd None 3mlSd 3mlSd None 

Om 9d Bm14d- Bm23d-
Jail - Other Conviction 2 2 - - - Om24d Om24d lmlOd 11m 2d 11m 2d l3m20d llm26d llm26d 15m Od 

Om19d 4m22d- Smlld-
Released on Bail 4 4 - - - Om20d Om19d Om22d 9m 3d 6m26d l7m29d 9m23d 7m17d lBm19d 

Om 9d 2m2Sd- 3mlSd-
Total: Other 7 7 4m Sd 4m. Sd None Om2ld Om20d lmlOd Bm23d 7m26d l7m29d 9mlSd BmlBd IBm19d 

Om 9d- 2m2Sd- 3mlSd-
Total Cases: B B 4m Sd 4m Sd None Om2ld Om19d lmlOd BmlOd 6m26d l7m29d 9m ld 7m17d lBm19d 



DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 

11IE UNIT FOR THESE 9l:CTIONS IS THE D£F£.'iDAJtt, REOAJU)LESS OP nm HtMBER or lliDICTXEKTS Oil ACCUSATIons AGAINST HIH 

N'wriber or 
TIME I:rtE.RVAL3 ARE !:oHP\1TED FRoM na; DATE OP PILING OP THE OL!lt:iT IJIDIC'lY.F.m' OR ACCUSATION ON WlIICK TRIAL CDkHElICED nilS MOrrrn IndlctJne.,ta a. * Ac:C1.UAtlonl 

On Which. Trial Number I ~~!i~t~l ~~~~l~~U~o~;~~~~~~l~~ ~l~tnllr COClllanced, of Period FrOlr. Indictment. or /tc:cuutlon Period Froll! Not Guilty Plu Period Prc.:a Inalctmlf!t\t, or AccuuUon 
Ulh Month Dot'ond~tll Month I" Trl&l --- TO Flr.5t PleD To COImenccrient "r Tril'lt To COC':lenc~ent ef Trial 

~e .... e., .... """"e .. "" no."", ~. . Moan "eo1M "_0 .0 .... .e ... ~ _~O 

ESSEX 
Murder: 2m16d- Omlld Om20d 1m13d 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 7 7 4m17d 4m13d 7m19d 4m17d Om15d 29m 2d 2m20d 2m27d 4m12d 7m Sd 3m27d 31m Sd 

Jail - Other Conviction 1 1 - - - Om26d Om26d None 2m23d 2m23d None 3m19d 3m19d None 

Released on Bail 1 1 - - - Om27d Om27d None 3m 7d 3m 7d None 4m 4d 4m 4d None 

2m16d- Omlld Om20d 1m13d 
Total: Murder 9 9 4m17d 4m13d 7m19d 3m23d Om15d 29m 2d 2m22d 2m27d 4m12d 6m15d 3m27d 31m Sd 

Other: Om 4d- Om 7d Om Od 1m15d 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 26 26 3m15d 3m13d 7mlld 1m1Sd Om15d 13m 9d 2m 4d 1m23d 5m 7d 3m22d 2m14d 14m26d 

Om1Sd 1m 7d 1m25d 
Jail - Other Conviction 7 5 - - - 2m14d Om20d 7m10d 12m10d 14m29d lSm Od 14m24d 15m1Sd 25m 2d 

Om 4d Om2Sd 1m24d 
Released on Bail 59 59 - - - lmlld Om20d 25m29d 7m 7d 7m Od 20m16d Sm1Sd 7m25d 26m27d 

Om15d Om10d- 1m19d 
R.O.R. 23 23 - - - 4m 5d 1m 1d 37m27d Sm 1d 2m13d 5Sm13d 12m 6d 5m22d 59m 1d 

Om 4d- Om 4d Om Od- 1m15d 
Total: Other 115 113 3m15d 3m13d 7mlld 2m ld Om20d 37m27d 6m13d 4m ld 5Sm13d Sm15d 5m 9d 59m ld 

Om 4d- Om 4d Om Od- 1m13d 
Total Cases: 124 122 3m22d 3m17d 7m19d 2m Sd Om20d 37m27d 6m Sd 3m22d 5Sm13d Sm10d 4m2Sd S9m ld 

GLOUCESTER 
Murder: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 1 1 9m ld 9m 1d None Om 9d Om 9d None 7m14d 7m14d None 7m23d 7m23d None 

Total: Murder 1 1 9m 1d 9m ld None Om 9d Om 9d None 7m14d 7m14d None 7m23d 7m23d None 

Other: 
R.O.R. 1 1 - - - Om22d Om22d None 16m16d l6m16d None 17m Sd 17m Sd None 

Totd.L: Uther 1 1 - - - Om22d Om22d None l6m16d l6m16d None 17m Sd 17m Sd None 

Om 9d 7m14d- 7m23d-
'1'otal Cases: 2 2 9m ld 9m ld None Om15d Om15d Om22d 12m Od 12m Od l6m16d l2ml'5d 12mlSd 17m Sd 



~ ... ----~--.~-'---- ----

DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING 11ARCH, 1977 

THE Ulln' FOR 'l"'rtESE SECTIO:JS 19 THE D£FEllDA1r1' _ REClARDLESS OF '11Ut truHBER OF lliDICTKEHTS oa ACCUSATIonS AGAInST 111M 

Nur.o.ber or 
TIME nrrE.RVALS ARE Ct,lKPUTtD FROM TUE DATE OP pnnm OP '1'lU': OLDE:T Il:DIC'IY.Qrt' OR ACCUSATIon ON ","lell TRIAL COJ.tMEllCED Tins MOurn Indictment. a.. * Accunation. 

On Whlch Tr1al Numbol' 
I ~:i~t~l ~~:i~l~~U~~;~~:~~~l~~ ~l~ther Commenced or Per$.od Frca: Indictillent or ACC\l.l6ation POTiod PrOl1l Hot Gull ty Plea Per10d Pro:ll Indictment or Aceuu.tl.on 

'lll.1.. K.)nth ~r(lndant. M'C"nth'8 Trial - To Pirat Plea To COt:I:Dencerr.er.(. of Trllll To Co~o!nern:ent ot TI"1111 Mean M,o'an ~Ang' ".an ".~an -.... H.an H,o'an naru" H.M n,g,." """'" 
HUDSON 

Murder: Om20d- 1m ld 2m ld 11m23d 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 2 2 2m12d 2m12d 4m 4d 6m19d 6m19d 12m 7d 6m11e 6mlld 10m22d 13m Od 13m Od 14m 8d 

Released on Bail 1 1 - - - Om14d Om14d None 7m12e 7m12d None 7m26d 7m26d None . 
Om20d- Om14d 2m ld- 7m26d 

Total: N:urder 3 3 2m12d 2m12d 4m 4d 4m17d 1m ld 12m 7d 6m22d 7m12d 10m22d 11m 9d llm23d 14m 8d 

Other: Om29d l4m28d- lSm27d Jail - Other Conviction 3 3 - - - 2mlSd 2m 8d 4m 8d 17m17d lSm14d 22m 9d 20m 2d 19m22d 24m17d 

Om14d Sm16d- 6m ld 
Released on Bail 31 31 - - - 2m14d 1m Od 22m Od 14mlSd 12m 7d 31m12d 16m29d 13m11d 32m 8d 

Om14d Im23d- 4m 4d 
R.O.R. 10 10 - - - Im18d Om28d 3m26d 18m12d 16m17d 31m13d 20m Od 18m22d 32m 4d 

Om14d Im23d- 4m 4d-
Total: Other 44 44 - - - 2m 8d Om29d 22m Od lSm18d 12mlOd 31m13d 17m26d 14m28d 32m 8d 

Om20d- Om14d Im23d- 4m 4d-
Total Cases: 47 47 2m12d 2m12d 4m 4d 2m13d 1m Od 22m Od 15m Id 12m 7d 31m13d 17m14d 14m 8d 32m 8d 

HUNTERDON 
N:urder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: Om 4d 3m21d- 4m11d-
Jail - Other Conviction 2 2 - - - Om12d Om12d Om20d 4m 2d 4m 2d 4m13d 4m14d 4m14d 4m17d 

Om 4d 3m21d- 4mlld-
Total: Other 2 2 - - - Oml2d Om12d Om2.0d 4m 2d 4m 2d 4m13d 4m14d 4m14d 4m17d 

Om 4d 3m21d- 4m11d-
Total Cases: 2 2 - - - Om12d Om12d Om20d 4m 2d 4m 2d 4m13d 4m14d 4m14d 4m17d 



DEFENDANTS aN WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 

THE WIT FOR T'rfESE SECTIOtiS IS l1tE DUr.:m.un', REO.t,:UlLESS 01' THE H1JKD1:l\ Dr IJ(DIC'OOHTS oa ACCUSATIOIIS J.CL\ZNST HtK 

U".JnIber ot --IndIctment. 61 * nBS X:rrERVAUl AU COMPIJT£ll FROM 1'H~ DATE 6P PIL~O 0' 't1l& OLD~T I}lDIC'J'Y.i'.Nr OR ACCUsATION 0:1" W1iIC~ TRIAL CC}lHDiCED ':'IU t4C,Ii'Aii 
Aceulat10na -On lihlch Trt.&l Nl)mber I ra~t~t:)' ~:~t~~:U~~~~~:~~ii~7 ~l~Lhllr I 
COlllClenced or Period FI"\lI%I Indt1!tment or Aecullatlon Perlod ;orolll Hot GOJ.llty Plea Per10d Prt'!!. Indlctsunt. or Aec\.IlJation Th1t Month Detondant" ~rl.Trlal - To Pirat. Plu To COtlD!.enttl"L·.ent.. or TrIal To Cot;"lttnt;I'1:Itnt ur Tr1al 

~ . H •• ,,,,, """". .en " .... '" I<U'£O -K'M JoIeOllll1 ~-. H'M . H,.1On ...,.. . 
MERCER 

Murder: 
Jail - Other Conviction 1 1 - - - Om20d Om20d None 19rn28d 19m28d None 20m1Sd 20m1Sd None 

Total: Murder 1 1 - - - Om20o. Om20d None 19m2Sd 19m2Sd None 20m1Sd 20m1Sd None 

Other: Om 3d 4m Sd- 4m12d 
Jail - Oth:.1r Conviction 7 7 - - - 1m 5d 1m Sd 2m21d lOm29d 11m 2d 21m23d 12m 3d 12m12d 24m14d 

Om 7d 3m21d- 3m2Sd 
Released on Bail 5 5 - - - 1m10d Im17d 1m2Sd 9rn11d Sm 2d 2Smlld 10m21d 6m27d 27m 5d 

Om24d 4m 6d- SmlSd 
R.O.R. 2 2 - - - 1m 3d 1m 3d 1m12d 9m 9d 9m 9d 14m12d 10m12d 10m12d 15m 6d 

Om 3d 3m21d- 3m2Sd 
Total: Other 14 14 - - - 1m 6d 1m 9d 2m21d 10m 5d 9mlld 25mlld llm11d 10m19d 27m 5d 

Om 3d 3m21d- 3m2Sd-
Total Cases: 15 15 - - - 1m 5d 1m Sd 2m21d lOm24d 9m26d 25m11d 11m29d 11rn 4d 27m Sd 

MIDDLESEX 
Murder: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 1 1 46m15d 46m15d None Orn10d OmlOd None 45m26d 4Sm26d None 46m 6d 46m 6d None 

Total: Murder 1 1 46m15d 46m15d None Om].Od OmlOo. None 45m26d 45m26d None 46m 6d 46m 6d None 

Other: Om14d SmlOd-
'13m15d 

Sm24d-. 
Released on Bail 14 14 - - - Om27d Om24d Im21d 12mlSd 11m23d 21ml'7d 1.2nt24g 22m 9d 

Om20d 4m12d- Sm14d-
R.O.R. 4 4 - - - ImlOd Om29d 2m23d 10m Sd 10m13d lSm12d 11mlSd 11m 6d lSm 5d 

Om14d 4m12d- ·Sm14d-
Total: Other lS lS - - - 1m Od Om24d 2m23d 12m 2d llm20d 21m17d 13m 2d 12m14d [22m 9d 

Oml0d 4m12d- I 5tn14d-
Total Cases: 19 19 46m15d 46m15d None Om29d Om24d 2m23d 13m25d llm20d 45m26d 14m24d !l2m14d 46rn 6d 



- ". ---~ -- ---- -- ------.......---- -

DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 

THE UNIT FOR 'nl£St StcTIO:IS IS THE DFJI'&HDAlIT, REQARDt.F.SS or THE tMmEl\ or tHDlcmtENTS oa ACCUSAT10rtS AOAllil3T HIH 

Number or 
'l"IKt ,nrr£RVALS ARE COMPUTED f'flOK nn: nATE 0' PILDiU 01 ':'HS OLOE.:;O;: nanc'!l{FJlT OR ACCUSATION 0:1 !.lUCK TRIAL CC~~ICED nits MOum Indlctlnenta & * AccuiJatlona .. On Whicb Trial Number I ~~§~"::'_ or continuous incarceruion or oEher 

COClClenced or romittal Awatt1ng Commencement. or Thl" Period Frc:r. Indlcteent or Ace"'IAtlon Period, rara Not lI'ull.ty Plea Period Fr"-= l'MictIIIt't'1t or Ac:tuut,lon Thl, Month Defondanta Merit.hls Trh\ - 10 Pirst Plea To CO!1'lr.t!Mcr.cnt. ot Trilll To eo~e~ermtl'\t or Trlal 
H.All neQlan ,,-, H'All ",alan ..,.". fl'''' H,d'All """'I' -H'M . ,., ..... """' . 

MONMOUTH 
Murder: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 1 1 3m25d 3m25d None OJT127d I)rn27d None 3m24d 3m24d None 4m21d 4m21d None 

Total: Murder 1 1 3m25d 3m25d None Om27d Om27d None 3m24d 3rr.24d None 4m21d 4m21d None 

Other: 3m 9d~ Om 2d Im15d ImJ.9d-
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 2 2 4m17d 4m17d 5m25d Om 3d Om 3d Om 4d 2m 2d 2m 2d 2m19d 2m 5d 2m 5d 2rn21d 

Om Id Im24d 4m17d-
Jail - Oth~r Conviction 4 4 - - - 2m19d Im12d 7m22d 4m25d 5m23d 6m Id 7'n14d 5m24d 13m23d 

Om Id Om 8d Im19d-
Released on Bail 34 34 - - - Om18d Om18d Imlld 5m12d 5m23d llm12d 6m Od 5m26d 12m 6d . 

Om 6d 2m 3d' 3m Od~ 
R.O.R. 13 13 - - - Om20d Om16d 1m 6d Bm17d 5m28d 30m 3d 9m 7d 7m 4d 31m 5d 

3m 9d- Om Id- Om 8d Im19d-
Total: O"cher 53 53 4m17d 4m17d 5m25d Om23d Oml7d 7m22d 6m Od 5m23d 30m 3d 6m23d 5m24d 31m 5d 

3m 9d- Om Id- Om 8d 1ml9d-
Total Cases: 54 54 4mlOd 3m25d 5m25d Om23d Orn17d 7m22d 5m29d 5m23d 3(j'ffi 3d 6m2ld 5m24d 31m 5d 

MORRIS 
Murder: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 1 1 4m27d 4m27d None Om 3d Om 3d None 4m18d 4m18d None 4m21d 4m21d None 

Total: Murder 1 1 4m27d 4m27d None Om 3d Om 3d None 4m18d 4m18d None 4m21d 4m21d None 

Other: Om16d-
Released on Bail I 2 2 - - - Om23d Om23d 1m Id 2m16d 2m16d None 3m 9d 3m 9d None 

Oml5d- 2m 8d 3m ld-
R.O.R. 3 3 - - - Iml3d Om23d 3m Id 10m 7d 2m21d 25m21d lJ.m20d 3m 6d 28m22d 

Om15d- 2m 8d 3m ld-
Total: Other 5 5 - - -

~ 
lm 5d Om23d 3m 1d 7m 4d 2ml6d 25rr.21d 8mlOd 3m 6d 28m22d 

J Om 3d- 2m 8d 3m Id-
Total Cases": 6 6 4m27d 4m27d None ~m Od Oml9d 3m Id 6m22d 2m18d 25m21d 7m2ld 3mlld 28m22d 

-~ 



DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMIN.AL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 

ntE UNIT FOR THESE SZCTIOIIS IS -nu: DcpZNIlA:rr, RtOARDLESS OF THE HUMBER OF INDICTMENTS OR ~cCU3ATlons AGAINST HlH 

NuAber ot 
TIME r:rr:c.1\VAUJ ~RE COMPUTED mOK THE lUTE OP FILlNCl or 'lllE OIJ)E:lT lliDIC'lY.EN'l' OR ACCUSATION O!f "'lUCK TRIAL ,", )lMElICil) nIlS MOUTH Indict:nente 41 * Accua"UOna 

On Which TriAl NU:::IblU" I ~~g n or umEInuoua fr.ca.rcerado~,r 
Comocnced. or Corr.onlttal Aw-at tin6 COD:Iiancement. or Thill Pe.r1ccil'l'C'J1 Indl~tl:~nt or Ae.cuutlnn Period rrom not !.iuUty Plea Period PrO:D indictment. or Accuut.1on 
11\1. Month OeCondanta Month IS Tria\ - ; To First. PleD To COt':Dencerr.ent of Tr1&1 To C<,)t":":IlO!ncl~ent ot' Trl"l 

H.an '.'an Rang. He ... H,.un ~. H,M "OOJ.&ll """.' H,M ;eo.lI.,n ,..".. 

OCEAN 
Murder: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 1 1 5m2Sd 5m2Sd None 1m 5d 1m 5d None 4m11d 4mlld None 5m16d 5m16d None 

Total: Murder 1 1 5m2Sd 5m2Sd None 1m 5d 1m 5d None 4mlld 4m11d None 5ml6d 5m16d None 

Other: O±21d Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 1 1 None 1m 7d 1m 7d None 7m14d 7m14d None Sm2ld Sm2ld None 

- Om13d- 2m Sd- Sm ld-
Released on Bail 

, 

~5m ld 25rn22d 21 21 - - - lm27d Om24d 11m11d 11m Od lOm19d l2m26d 12m 5d 

R.O.R. 1 1 - - - 3m Sd 3m Sd None 17m 4d 17m 4d None 20m12d 20m12d None 

Om13d- 2m Sd- Sm ld-
Total: Other 23 23 Om2ld Om2ld None lm2Sd 1m 2d 11m11d llrr 3d lOm19d 25m ld 13m ld 2m 5d 25m22d 

Om21d- Om13d- 2m Sd- 5m16d-
Total Casc..s: 24 24 3m 9d 3m 9d 5m2Sd lm27d 1m 2d 11m11d lOm25d 10m 5d 125m ld l2m2ld 2m 2d 25m22d 

PASSAIC , 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: Om2ld- .Om 2d- Om25d- Om29d-
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 16 14 3ml9d 3m 6d 9m 7d lm15d Om 6d lSm 5d 2m16d 2m 9d 7m23d 4m ld 2m2ld 20m26d 

Om 2d- 1m Od- 1m 9d-
Released on Bail 31 31 - - - Om23d Om 9d 11m 4c. 3m2Sd 3m15d 9m11d 4m2ld 3m25d 16m 4d 

Om 3(1- 2m 3d- 2mlSd-
R.O.R. 4 4 - - - OmlOd OmlOd Om15d 4m11d 3m23d 7m24d 4m20d 3m2Sd Bm Sd 

Om2ld- Om 2d- Om25d- Om29d-
Total: Other 5l 49 3m19d 3m 6d 9m 7d Om2Sd Om Sd lSm 5d 3m17d 2m29d 9m11d 4m15d 3m19d ~Om26d 

Om2ld- Om 2d- Om25d- Om29d-
Total Cases: 51 49 3m19d 3m 6d 9m 7d I Om2Sd Om Sd lSm 5d 3m17d 2m29d 9m11d 4m15d 3m19d @Om26d 



I":<j 
I 

W 
o 

SALEM 
Murder: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Total: Murder 

Other: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Jail - Other Conviction 

Released on Bail 

Total: Other 

lh.lll\ber oC 
Indictments &= 
Aceu~at1on' 

---- ~-. 
-- -- ~ - . .............--~-~~-~. --~---~ ----------- ---~ -

DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 

THE UNIT FOR rn~E SECT!O!ts 19 nu: DEPE:lDAllT, R..£OA.RDLE3S OF TnE IiUMDER or INDICTMENTS oa ACCUSATloHS AGAItiST HIM 

* TIME IUftaVALS ARE COMPUTEJ) FROH TIlE nATE aP pn.om OF THE OLDf.:iT Il\DIC'lY.ENl' QR ACCUSATION 0:1 ',,1I1el{ TRIAL CG/-DoIDICEl) THIS HOtrrn 

g~~~~dTrl&l N~bar I ~ .. ~~~t~l ~~1~~~~U~o~;~~:~~~1~i ~1~t.her Period From Indlcta:ent: or Accuaation Period ~rQrII riot QuUt)' Pit'a Period Prt.:!I rnd.letlll~nt or AceuoaUon 

Thh ~nth Dtlt'ondal1t_ ~~.o~n!£t Mh8,~:,~,Tu:r!!!".!,.1 r--v..=.>,,,,,"---'--""'" .-''''''';;.,---If-'''"',''''''';----,r'TO'V, M'~'""'Qr>r.:.,,;;-t .,.,Pl"'··T-~-,,;;;"' • .---jr-Jr.H'.;;;; ... ;---'T"'0'i"C"""""'I'n·r.;L~,~"'l'~I'*··!!!nt'-'0"tr-"T.!:!r'~~~"""'.--+--,":;;:,.IUl=:;-....:.;Toyci£~'ll. "~':anfr.>e,:~ .•• u~~W!!orrT"'r1~ ...,..'h' -;;-;,.:---i 

4 4 7m12d 

4 4 7m12d 

2 2 2m 7d 

3 3 

1 1 

6 6 2m 7d 

6mlSd-
7m21d 7m21d 1m 3d Om27d 

6mlSd-
7m21d 7m21d 1m 3d Om27d 

2m 7d 

2m 7d 

OmlSd-
4m Od 

OmlSd-
4m Od 

Om21d Om21d 

Om 7d Om 8d 

Om 9d Om 9d 

Om12d Om 8d 

Om2Sd
Im2Sd 

Om2Sd
Im2Sd 

Om 8d-
1m 4d 

Om Od
Om14d 

None 

Om Od-
1m 4d 

3m18d-
4m20d Sm 00. Sm 2d Sm23d Sm27d 

3m18d-
4m20d Sm Od Sm 2d Sm23d Sm27d 

llm26d-
2Sm12d 25m12d 38m28d 26m 3d 26m 3d 

4m29d-
9m23d 11m26d 12m13d 10m Od 12m 4d 

19m24d 19m24d None 

4m29d-
16m19d 12m 4d 38m28d 

20m 3d 20m 3d 

17m 10. 12mlSd 

OmlSd- Om Od- 3m18d-

Sm13d 
Sm27d 

Sm13d
Sm27d 

12m 40.-
40m 2d 

4m29d-
12m27d 

None 

4m29d-
40m 2d 

~T~o~t~a~1~C~a~s~e~s~:~------------r_~1~0--~-=1~0--_#~Sm~2~Od~~7~m~3~d~-7~m~2~1~d~~0~m~2~1~d~~0~m~1~9=d~-=1~m~2~S=d~=1=1~m~2~6=d+-~8m~' .~1~4d~~~.Bm28d 12m16d 3m Od 
4m29d-

40m 2d 

SOMERSET 
Murder: 

Other: 
Jail. - Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Jail - Other Conviction 

Released on Bail 

R.O.R. 

Total: Other 

Total Cases: 

o o 

1 1 4m26d 4m26d None 

1 1 

7 7 

2 2 

11 11 4m26d 4m26d None 

11 11 4m26d 4m26d None 

Om 9d Om 9d 

8m22d 8m22d 

Om13d Om 9d 

Om 90. Om 9d 

1m 40. Om 9d 

I 
li.'I. i[ 1m 4d I Om 9d 

None 

None 

Om 20.-
1m 6d 

None 

Om 2d-
8m22d 

3m 4d 3m 4d None 

Om Od Om 00. None 

3m 4d-
6m18d 7m16d 9m2Sd 

4m29d-

3m12d 3m13d None 

8m22d Sm22d None 

3m13d-
7m Id 7m2Sd 10mlld 

Sm 7d Sm 7d SmlSd SmlGd Sm16d 
Sm 8d
Sm24d 

'Om 00.-
Sm13d SmlSd 9m2Sd ; 6m18d Sm24d 

3m13d
] Omlld 

Om 2d- Om Od- 3m13d-
8m22d Sm13d SmlSd 9m2Sd 6m18d Sm24d 10mlld 



DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 

THE UNIT FOR Ti'tESE Sr:cTIO!iS IS THE IlEFE.'iDAlC'1', RF..QARDLESS OF THE fMmER OY ItmICTMEHTS oa ACCUSA'l'IOlfS AGAINST "1M 

!luntber or 
TIME t:rrERVALS ARE coHPt(trn 'FRot-( '.IHE DATE OF PILum OF 'l'HE OLDECT n,'Drc'!.~fI' OR ACctlSATIOU ON ~liICH TRIAL COHMEJiCtD ntIS H:ltmI Indlc:t:nenta &I * AccusAtion. 

On 'ttnlcJl hid Number 
t ~:;:~ t~l ~:~~~l~~u~O:;~~:~~tl~~ ~l~ther CotlClenced or Period Pl'o:n Indictment or Acculiatlof. Period iro,," trot Cuilty Plea Perlo" Pro~ ind1Ct.l:lrnt or ACC\lut1cn 

'Ill.1I Month Det'ondSlita Month's Trial - To First PleD To ,Co:t=encer:1cnt "Jf Trilll ro Co~enel,::ent or TriAl 
Mean n(!Ql.8.ll nong. eon neu.M ..... Heen ."Q,en """". •• en H'Qa. """" . 

SUSSEX 

No Cases - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

·UNION 
Murder: 

Released on Bail 1 1 - - - 1m 7d 1m 7d None 7m21d 7m21d None 8m28d 8m28d None 

Total: Murder 1 , 
.... - - - 1m 7d 1m 7d None 7m21d 7m21d None 8m28d I 8m28d None 

Other: 2m17d- Om 6d Om28d- 1m 4d 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 3 3 2m22d 2m23d 2m2Sd 6m12d OmlOd 18m20d Im20d lI1123d 2m 8d 8m 2d 2m 3d 20m28d 

I 

Jail - Other Conviction 1 1 - - - Om24d Om24d None t Sm Od Sm Od None Sm24d Sm24d None 

Om Id 2m 9d- 3m 2d-
.Released on Bail 20 ,20 - - - Im29d Om24d 22m17d 7m Id Sm 8d 16m22d 9m Od 6m24d 27m19d: 

2m17d- Om Id Om28d- 1m 4d-
Total: Other 24 24 2m22d 2m23d 2m2Sd 2m14d Om24d 22m17d 6m 8d 4m29d 16m22d 8m23d 6m 8d 27m19d 

2m17d- Om Id Om28d- 1m 4d-
Total Cases: 25 25 2m22d 2m23d 2m2Sd 2m13d Om24d 22m17d 6mlOd Sm Od 16m22d 8m23d 6m 8d 27m19d 

WARREN 

No Cases - - - - - - - - - - - - - -



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

DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 

'l'HE UNIT FOR TdESf! SECTIO:fS IS THZ DE?£NDIJrr, REOARDWS OF THE HlMBER OF INDICTMENTS 0:\ ACCUSATIOf(S AGAINST HUt --rt.tJII.ber of 
Indlet:nent8 &: * 

TUm nrr&!\VAf,.$ ARE COMPUTED raOK nlE DATE OF PILDiQ N' 'UtE OLD~T IlIDrc'!MF.m' OR ACCUSATlorr 0:: ~1iICH TiUAL CCoj.!Xf.UCEl) THIS KQlmi 
Accusation_ 

I -Cn Which 1'1'1&1. Number ~~~:~. 0 l;(l~;:r.uou& nc:ar.:era·~lon or Ot~ ~ 
Com"enctJ(1 or Cc;r.t'li.ttal Awdting Con=:.enc~ent. ot Thh Period From t:;:l1c:tmenf, or AeeuMtlun Poriod .i'rolll reet cuUty plea Period Fro:!. rndLcbo~nt or Acc:ul1/lUon 
1bl. Month ~tondant. Month's Trial. -- . '""Ri To PIrtlt Plea To Coltaeneel!ler.t o( Tdal To Co~enet!1Cpnt of' Trial 

Mean .eQlltll iiangd I!an COl.M JUI.l1.&. . ." e.,." . .",- .un P'iC!Dl.M ..... , 
8 LARGEST COUNTIES ** 
Murder: Om20d- OmlOa Om20d- Im13d 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 11 11 7m28d 4m 4d 46m15d 4m 7d 0Jl115d 29m 2d 7mlld 3m12d 45m26d 11m18d 4m21d 46m 6d 

Jail - Other Conviction 1 1 - - - Om26d Om26d None 2m23d 2m23d None 3m19d 3m19d None 

Om 9d 2m22d- 3m Id 
Released on Bail 5 5 - - - Om22d Om22d 1m 7d 7m 3d 7m12d 14m14d 7m25d 7m26d 15m 6d 

Om20d- Om 9d Om20d- Im13d 
Total: Murder 17 17 7m28d 4m 4d 46m15d 3m Od Om22d 29m 2d 7m Id 3m12d 45m26d 10m Id 4m21d 46m 6d 

Other: Om 4d- Om 2d Om Od- Om29d 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 53 51 3m12d 3m 6d 9m 7d 2m 5d Om15d 18m20d 3m19d Im26d 43m24d 5m24d 2m21d 45m20d 

Om Id 1m 7d- lm25d-
Jail - Other Conviction 18 16 - - - 2m 5d Om26d 7m22d 10m27d Om26d 22m 9d 13m 2d 14m 4d 25m 2d 

Om Id Om 8d- 1m 9d-
Released on Bail 228 228 - - - Im14d Om22d 25m29d 8m 9d 6m26d 54m16d 9m23d 7m24d SSm Id 

Om 3d OmlOd- Im19d-
R.O.R. 63 63 - - - 2m 4d Om25d 37m27d 9m 9d 5m 4d 58ml3d 11m12d 7m23d 59m Id 

Om 4d- Om Id Om Od- Om29d-
Total: Other 362 358 3m12d 3m 6d 9m 7d Im21d Om21d 37m27d 7m28d 5m21d 58ml3d 9m19d 7m11d 59m Id 

d Om 4d- Om 1d Om Od- Om29d-
Total Cases: 379 375 4m 6d 3m 8d 46m15d Im23d Om21d 37m27d 7m27d 5m16d 58m13d 9m20d 7m11d 59m Id . 



13 REMAINING COU!lTIES 
Murder: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Jail - Other Conviction 

Released on Bail 

Total: Murder 

Other: 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Jail - Other Conviction 

Released on Bail 

R.O.R. 

Total: Other 

Total Cases: 

~ , 
w 
w 

Huztt,ber ot 
Indictment. &: 
Accusation_ 
On Which Trial 
COlll!ldnced 
Th1t Month 

S 

1 

2 

II 

14 

15 

67 

12 

lOB 

119 

DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 

--
nu; U'HIT FOR TriESE sZCTIOlliJ 19 THE D£PFJfDAU'l', JU:QARD[.F1iS OF ~ fM.mER or DaiICTKEHTS oa ACCUSATIons AaAltl:or lint 

* TIME IrrrEllVAt3 ARE COMPUTZll FROl( THE OATE 07 pnIl4Q OF THS OUl~T nmtC'iY.O{T OR .\CCUSATION ON "''HICK TRIAL COHKEJfCFll nns MOrrIll 

N1.ombor ~~~t~l '\:i~~~;U~o:!~~~:~~i1~~ ~1~thOr . or Period From Il'Idtctlltent or Aceuaat1tJn Period ";;-om ,cot Guilty flu Period Fret:! indlclllent or Aceuutian 
Dot'ondanta Month l • Trllll - To Firat Plca To C~eMl"t'.tlnt of Trh.l 1"0 COC":'!ll!ne~ent of Trilll 

.!,,_ean Me.an """". .ean 00.''''' /Wl&. no"" ••• ,an Ran, • .0"" • e •• an ..... . 
3m Sd- Om 3d 2mlSd 3m Sd 

S 6m17d 7m 3d 9m ld Om2Sd Om26d lm2Sd 4m2ld 4m24d 7m14d Sm16d Sm2ld 7m23d 

1 - - - Om20d Om20d None 19m2Sd 19m2Sd None 20mlSd 20mlSd None 

Om 7d Sm 6d Sm23d-
2 - - - Om12d Om12d Om17d 9m 6d 9m 6d 13m 6d 9mlSd 9mlSd l3m13d 

3m Sd- Om 3d 2mlSd 3m Sd-
11 6m17d 7m 3d 9m ld Om22d Om20d lm2Sd 6m27d Sm Od 19m2Bd 7m20d Sm27d 20mlSd 

OmlSd- Om Sd- 2m ld 2mlSd-
7 3m Od 4m Od 4m26d Om20d OmlSd 1m 7d 10m27d 7m14d 3Sm2Bd 11m17d Sm2ld 40m 2d 

Om Od- Om Od 4mlld-
15 - - - lmlOd Om20d Bm22d 9m 2d 9m26d 2lm23d 10m12d llm 4d 24m14d 

Om Id- Om 7d Om19d-
62 - - - 1m 7d Om20d Ilm11d 9m13d 9m ld 26m11d 10m20d 10m ld 27m12d 

Om 9d- 2m Sd 3m ld-
11 - - - 1m Sd Om24d 3m Sd 10m17d 11m 6d 2Sm2ld llm22d 12m ld 2Bm22d 

Om15d- Om Od- Om Od Om19d-
95 3m Od 4m Od 4m26d 1m 6d Om20d llmlld 9m19d 9m 3d 3Bm2Bd 10m2Sd ~Om ld 40m 2d 

OmlSd- Om Od- Om Od Om19d-
106 4m27d 4m26d 9m ld 1m 4d Om20d llmlld 9mlOd Bm13d 3Bm2Bd 10mlSd 110m ld 40m 2d 



- ----- ,,-- -------- --~-~ 

DEFENDANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 

'niB UHIT lOn THESE SECTIOnS IS 'I'HS' DE'Pmm.un' f RlJlIJU)LESS 0' TIm 1flJHBEa {!J' IlWICTKEtrrS oR. ACCUSATIons AGAINST HIH 

l'fuID.b.r or 
TIK& IllTERVALS AR£ COXPUTED racK nm DATE OP PILDIG or THE OLDE:iT DlOIC'lmtt OR ACCUSAnOJf 0:1 WlIICH TRIAL COloOOOtCED THIS I«JtmI Indlctment. • * Ac:cuuUona 

On WhIch Trial Humber I r;:i~t~l ro~i~~u~~n;~~:~~tJ.~~ ;:;l~Ult .q Com:a.eneed of Periti4 Prc= Indictment or Accuu.t1on Period rroca Hot OuUt)" Plea Period PrO:ll Indlctaent or AeculilUon 
Petondant. Honth'lI Tr1ll1 - To Firat Plea 1b1l Month To Corrcencct'lent ot Trial To Comonement ot, Trial 

ft'an '<aan nang. .. an fto= """", n .. n ft'.1", """". He", "eu ... .." 

STATE TOTALS 
Murder: Om20d Om 3d- Om20d, 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 19 19 7mlld 5m13d 46m15d 2m24d Om23d 29m 2d 6m Bd 3m24d 45m26d 9m 2d 5m13d 

Om20d- 2m23d 
Jail - Other Conviction 2 2 - - - Om23d Om23d Om26d llmlOd llmlOd 19m2Bd 12m 3d 12m 3d 

Om 7d- 2m22d 
Released on Bail 7 7 - - - Om19d Om17d 1m 7d 7m2ld 7m12d l4m14d BmlOd 7m26d 

Om20d Om 3d- Om20d 
Total: Murder 2B 28 7mlld 5m13d 46m15d 2m 3d Om2ld 29m 2d 6m29d 4mlld 45m26d 9m 3d 5m19d 

Other: Om 4d Om 2d- Om Od 
Jail - Awtg. Plea/Trial 67 5B 3mlOd 3m 6d Sm 7d 2m Od Om15d lBm20d 4m15d 2m 4d 43m24d 6m15d 3m Od 

Om Od- Om Od 
Jail - Other Conviction 33 31 - - - lm23d Om24d Bm22d 10m Id 91l126d 22m 9d llm24d 12m 4d 

Om ld- Om 7d 
Released on Bail 295 290 - - - lm12d Om22d 25m29d Bm17d 7m 9d 54m16d 9m29d Bm2ld 

I Om 3d- OmlOd 
R.O.R. 75 74 - - - lm2Sd Om24d 37m27d 9m14d 5m13d 5Bm13d llm14d Bm Od 

Om 4d Om Od- Om Od 
Total: Other 470 453 3mlOd 3m 6d 9m 7d lmlBd Om2ld 37m27d Bm 9d 6m 6d 5Bm13d 9m27d 7m25d 

Om 4d Om Od- Om Od 
Total Cases: 498 481 4mlOd 3mlld 46m15d lm19d Om21d 37m27d Bm 6d 5m2Bd 5Bm13d 9m25d 7m24d 

* Information from different counties was not uniformly reported as to whether the defendant was in jail awaiting 
plea or trial or in jail on another conviction. 

** 

Note: 

As to population, 1970 U.S. Census: Bergen, Camden, Essex, Hudson, Middlesex, Monmouth, Passaic, Union. Also 
coincides with estimated population, 7/1/76, official State estimates by Of=ice of Business Economics, N.J. 
Department of Labor & Industry. 

When "None" is used in place of the range, there is either a single case (time interval) in that category or 2 
or more cases with the same time interv·al. 

1\on4. 

lm13d 
46m 6d 

3m19d-
20mlBd 

3m ld-
15m 6d 

lm13d-
46m 6d 

Om29d·-
45m20d 

lm25d-
25m 2d 

Om19d-
SSm ld 

lm19d.-
59m lil 

Om19d-
59m ld 

Oml9d-
59m ld 





i 

,,,, . 





CO=y 

Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

O~p.e May 

Cumberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 

Monmouth 

MorriS 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

TOTAL 8* 
LARGEST 
COUNTrES 

'ICTAL 13 
REMAINING 
COUNTIES 

STATE 
TOTAL 

DEFENllANTS ON WHOM CRIMINAL TRXALS COf!MEllCEI) DURING MARC!! 1977 AIm OCTOBER 1976 

SUMMARY OF TIME INTERVAL STUDIES AND COMPARISON OF 'ICTALS lilT!! MARCl! 1976 STUDY 

Median Length ot Jnil/Bal1 Status o~ Defendants and 
Median Period from J:ndlctment or Accusa.tion to Date Continuous: Incarceration 

of ot Defendants Awal tins: Commencement ot Trial 
Study Plea or Commencement 

Murder Non-Murder of Trial Only (Murder Included ... onl) all charges) (Murder not inclUded among all charges)1 
Jail. Jail. 
Awtg. Jail Rel. Rel. Total Awtg. .rall Rel. Rel. Total 

Murder Other Total Plea/ Other on on Murder Plea/ Other on on flon-
Trial ConVict Bail R.O.R Trial. Convlct~ Bail R.O.R. Murder 

16~~ 3m 5d 2m21d 2m2~d 3m_~d - - - 2:2;~ lOmlBd - 6m22d . 7m 2d 
3m 3d 5m25d 4ml4d 20m29d - - - 5m Bd - 7ml7d - 6m 6d 

3/77 - lm20d lm20d - - - - - 3lm 3d lOm27d 7m24d 4mlBd 7m24d 
10/76 - 2ml7d 2ml7d - - - - - lm27d - Bm Od 3m23d 7m ld 

3/77 - - - - - 13ml3d - 13ml3d - - 10m ld 12m Bd llm 2d 
10/76 - - - - - - - - - - llm 2d 15111 6d llmlld 

3/71 
4m"9d 

2ml7d 2ml7d 
3m26d 

- 9m 3d - tJ~ 13m 3d 17ml7d llm24d 4m24d llm24d 
10/76 4m 6d 4m 6d - - - 3m25d 10m Od 10mlBd 10mlBd 10m Od 

l~~l - 4m 1d 4m ld - - - - - 2ml5d 
2emlEid - 2ml5d - 3ml4d 3ml4d - - - - - 2m 9d 2ml5d - 2ml5d 

15~~ - 4111 5d 4m 5d - - 5m23d - 5ma3d 3ml5d Ilm26d 7ml7d - 8mlBd - - - - - - - - - BmaOd 7ml7d. - 811t 3d 

3/71 4ml3d ti3d ij:i~~ ~~ 3ml9d 4m 4d - ~~ 2ml4d 15mlBd 7m25d 5m22d 5m 9d 
10/76 5m 2d ml2d 10m 5d 4 .. 4d - 3m20d 9m23d 9m14d Bm ld 7m ld 

15~~ 9m ld - 9m ld 7m23d - - - 7ma3d - - - 17m Bd 17m 8d - - - - - - - - - - 2Om27d Bm 7d 17m 2d 

3/77 2ml2d 2ml2d 13m Od - 7ma6d - llm2~d - 19m22d 13mlld lBm22d 14maBd 
10/76 - 4ml4d 4ml4d - - 5ru6d - Sml d 2mlOd 17m 6d 2Bm 5d 7m 2d 23ml4d 

3/77 - - - - - - - - - 4ml4d - - 4ml4d 
10/76 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
3/77 - - ~OmlOd - - 20ml8d 

22miSd 
12ml2d 6m27d 10ml2d 10ml9d 

10/76 - lm19d lm19d - - - - - 24ml2d 15m 6d 22m Bd IBm 6d 

3/77 46ml5d - 46ml5d 46m 6d - - - 46m 6d - 12m24d llm 6d 12ml4d 
10/76 - Sill 3d Sm 3d - - - - - 15mlld - llm 2d 12mald llm2Bd 

15~~ 3m25d 4ml7d 3m25d 4mald - - - 4m2ld 2m 5d 5ma4d sma6d 7m 4d ftlll24d - - - - - - - - - 2m28d 7m20d 4mlOd Iml2d 

3/77 4m27d - 4m27d 4m21d - lOm-Sd - 1!m2ld - - 3m 9d 3m Sd 3m 6d 
10/76 - - - - - - 10m 6d - - 7ml7d - 7ml7d 

3/77 5maBd om21d 3m 9d 5ml5d - - - 5ml6d Bm21d - 12m 5d 20ml2d 12m 5d 
10/76 - 7ml2d 7ml2d - - - - - Gml3d - 16mald 2m 3d Ilmlld 

3/77 - 3m 6d 3m 6d - - - - - 2m21d - t 25d ~~~ 3ml9d 
10/76 - 2m29d 2m29d - - - - - lm21d 3ml9d m 3d 3m22d 

3/77 7m21d 2m 7d 7m 3d 5m27d - - - 5m27d ~6m 3d 12m 4d 20m 3d - 12ml.5d 
10/76 - - - - - - - - - - 2Bml3d - 2Bml3d 

3/77 - 411126d 4m26d - - - - - 3ml3d 811122d ~ma5d 5ml5d §:a~ 10/76 - I - - - - - - - - Bm 1d m 2d 18ma6d , 
3/77 - I - - - - - - - - - - - -10/76 - - . - - - - . - - 7mlOd - 7mlOd 

3/77 . 

I 
2m23d 2m23d . - BmaBd - Bma8d 2m 3d 5m24d 6ma~d - 6m Bd 

10/76 . 3m27d 3m27d - - - - - 6m ld 5ml4d 12ml3d - 9ml8d 

3/77 - - - - - - - - - - -
4ml5d 1.0/76 - ! . . - - - . - - . 4ml5d -

3/77 4m 4d I 3m 6d 3m Bd 4m21d 3ml9d 7ma6d - ~:fg~ 2m21d 1~~~~ ~m24d 7ma3d 7mlld 
10/76 

! 5m 2d 3m25d 3m25d 5m 8d 10m 5d 5ml6d - 3ml2d m 2d 7m2gd 7mlOd 
3/16 6m15~ i 311114d 311126d 4m2Sd 70m71d 511113& - 5m15& 3m 2d 10m Id 8m 2d 7m 4d 7m 8d 

3/77 117m 3d! 4m Od 4m26d I 5m21d 20ml8d 9ml8d .. 5m27d Bm2ld llm 4d 10m 1d 12m ld 10m Id 
10/76 I 3m 3d I 4m19d 3ml4d 2Om29d . 10111 6d - ~Cm cd 5m25d 8m 3d l0m27d 15111 6a 9111 4d 

3/7& II - lmtld lmUd I - ?m2td ?"lld - 9mlld 4.14d !m26d !ml4d ?ml6d !m!4d 

3/77 5m13d 3m 6d 3mlld I 5ml3d 12m 3d 7ma6d - §:~~ 3m Od 12m 4d Bm21d Bm Od 7ma5d 
10/76 4m Bd 3m25d 3m25d 511l20d 10m 5d 5ml6d - 3ml4d 5m24d 9111 5d Bm 2d 7m27d 

5/76 6ml5d 3ml5d 3m!5d 4m25. 14m22d 5ml7d - 5 .. 15& lm 5d lam Id 8mlad 7m 8d 7ml7d 

TOTAL CASES--
(DEFENDANTS) 

Median Period front 
Oldest lndict. or Total 

Accus~ te- No. of 
Commencement of Trial Defend 

ants 
Non .. 

Jury Jury Total 

6ma2d - 6m22d II 
7ml7d - 7ml7d 4 

5ml6d 7m24d 7m24d ~ llml9d 7m ld 7m ld 

12m22d 10m ld llml6d 16 
llml5d llmlld 1lmlld 15 

BmaBd l~~~ llm24d 32 
10m Od 10m Od 31 

2ml5d - 2ml5d 1 
2mlSd - 2ml5d 3 

BmlBd 6m16d ~ml7d 6 
Bm 3d 8m 1d III 3d 9 

~:i~~ 12m26d 4maBd 122 
10mllld 6m20d 103 

7ma3d 17m Sd 12ml5d 2 
15mlld 17m ad 17m 2d 6 

14m2Bd Bml6d 14m 8d 47 
17m 6d lBm22d 17m 6d 29 

4ml4d - 4mlljd 2 - - - 0 

llm 4d - 11m 4d 15 
19maOd 9m 2d lBm 6d 10 

13m 4d 10m 2d 12ml4d 19 
llm2Bd - llmaBd 17 

Sm26d 4mlld ~m24d S4 
6ml6d 3m2Bd ml2d 33 

3m 4d 4m 4d 3mlld 6 
10m 6d 7ml7d 10m 6d 4 

12m25d llm 4d 12m 2d 24 
Sml9d 16mald llmlld 6 

3ml4d 7m29d 3ml9d 49 
3m22d 3m 7d 3m22d 50 

§m2'{d 40m 2d 2~:1~~ 10 
a ml3d - 1 

~ma4d - §m24d 11 
2d - III 2d 13 

- . 0 
7mlOd - 7mlOd 1 

5111 Id 17111 ad 5111 Bd 25 
9ml8d - 9mlBd 22 

- - 0 
4ml5d - 4ml5d __ 3 1------', .. -. 
6111 Bd BIII28d 7mlld 375 
7mlOd 6ml4d 6m25d 303 
1m 3d ~, 12d 1m 1d 475 
Bm22d 10m ad 10m ld 106 
Bma9d Ilml2d 10m 6d 75 
im2Sd i.IOd !ml4d 131 

7mlld 9m26d 7m24a 4Bl 
7mald Bm ld 7m23d 37B 
1ml1d 1m 2d 1ml3d 612 

*" As to population, 1970 U.S. CensUs: Bergen~ Camden, Essex .. HUdson, Middlesex, Monmouth, passaic, Union. Also coincides with estimated population" 
7/1/76, oUidJ,l state estimates by orfice ot: Business Economics, N.J. Depa.rtment of Labor and Industry. 

r -I , , 
Total. I 
No.of 
Indict 

nnd 
Aecuo • 

11 
11 

~ 
22 
15 

32 
32 

S 
3 

B 
9 

124 
103 

2 
7 

47 
31 

2 
0 

15 
10 

19 
19 

54 
34 

6 
4 

24 
6 

51 
SO 

10 
1 

11 
13 

0 
1 

25 
22 

0 

I~ 
379 

if! 
119 
76 

146 

~~ 
633 



"" , \JJ 

'" 

ESTIMATED 
POPULATION 
7 11/76 

606,190 

612,370 

484,305 

2,389,310 

910,865 

7,431,750 

5,042,440 

550,515 

482,190 

924,830 

471,175 

* 

HUDSON 

MIDDLESEX 

CA~IDEN 

TOTAL REMAINING 
13 COUNTIES 

BERGEN 

STATE TOTAL 

TOTAL, 8 LARGEST 
COUNTIES 

UNION 

MONMOUTH 

ESSEX 

PASSAIC 

SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH 1977, OCTOBER 1976, AND MARCH 1976 
MEDIAN TIME FROM DATE OF INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION TO COMMENCEMENT OF TRIAL 

,': '.' ., 

8 LARGEST COUNTIES (OVER 450,000 POP.) AND COMBINED DATA ON REMAINING 13 COUNTIES 

'.: ':. :. 

:;: .... ,:.' 

:.' ':' 

',' ":. 

,': :: 

:. ,,' 

: :: ',' 

", .: ':', 

", :. ", 

2 MOS. 4 MOS, 6 MOS. 8 MOS. 10 MOS. 

MEDIAN TIME 

E!·····i·····i··· ... ~··,·,·i,·,·,·i,·,·,~,·,·,·i,·,·,·i···~i·,' ~~5~ E~9TJ 76 
®SSSS§SSSSS§'! MARCH 1976 

TRIALS COMMENCED 
DURING THE PERIOD 

INDICTMENTS AND ACCUSATIDNS 

MARCH OCTOBER MARCH 

HUDSON 

MIDDLESEX 

CAMDEN 

BERGEN 

UNION 

MONMOUTH 

ESSEX 

PASSAIC 

6%1ANLTI~<;LARGEST 

TOTA: 'AINING 
13 CG ,"S 

STATE TOTAL 

I YR. 

1977 ~ _I~~ 
47 58 39 
19 51 32 
32 116 48 
27' 125 17 
25 96 26 
54 133 61 

124 163 156 
51 83 108 

379 825 487 

119 429 146 

498 1,254 633 

14 MOS. 16 MOS. 

* OFFICAL STATE ESTIMATES PREPARED BY THE OFFICE OF BUSINESS ECONOMICS, N.J. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR a INDUSTRY 



lLJ 
~ 

f= 
z 
<! 
0 
lLJ 
~ 

8 MOS. 

7 MOS. 

6 MOS. 

5 MOS. 

4 MOS. 

3 MOS .- - -

2 MOS .- - -

I MOS. - ;- -

- - -

SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS CRIMINAL TRIALS COMMENCED 
MEDIAN TIME FROM DATE OF INDICTMENT (OR ACCUSATION) TO COMMENCEMENT OF TRIAL 

SELECTED MONTHS FROM 1960 TO 1977 

- - ;- -

I-- - - l- I-- - - - ,...--- - - -

- f-- I- - - I- - - - - - I-- - -

- - '-- .- - I-- -- - - - - - - -

- - r-- - - r--- - ~ - - - - - - - -

I-- - I-- - - - - - - - - - - - - -
MAY 
1960 

MAY 
1961 

MAY 
1962 

MAY 
1963 

APRIL 
1964 

MAR. 
1965 

MAR. 
1966 

MAR. 
1970 

MAR. 
1971 

MAR. 
1972 

OCT. 
1972 

MAR. 
1974 

MONTH OF TIME INTERVAL STUDY 

I--

I--

I--

~ 

'--

, 

-

- l- I-

- - I-- I--

- - I-- I--

- - - '----

- - - -

;- ,---- - -

- - - -

- - - -
MAR. 
1976 

OCT. 
1976 

MAR. 
1977 



fOO

"= 
DatA 
of 

Study 

3/77 

Atlantic 10/"1~ 

Bergen 
3/77 

10/76 

3/77 
llurl1ngt~1I 10/76 

3/77 
Camden 10/76 

3/77 
Capo May 10/76 

3/77 
CUmberland 10/76 

Essex 
3/7~ 

10/7 

3/77 
Gloucester 10/76 

3/77 
Hudson 10/76 

3/77 
Hunterdon 10/76 

3/77 
Merc.er 10/76 

3/]7 
Middlesex 10/76 

3/77 
Monmouth 10/76 

3/77 
Morris 10/76 

Ocean 16~l 
3/77 

PasQAie 10/76 

3/77 
Salem 10/76 

Somerset 16~~ 

Sussex 16~~ 
3/77 

Union 10/76 

3/77 
Warren 10/76 

TOTAL 8" 15~~ LARGEST 
COUNTIES 3/76 

TOTAL 13 

lriJ~l ~~rJn~G 3 76 

STATE 3/77 
'fOTAL 10/76 

3in 

DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY TO At! INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING MARCH 1971 AND OCTOBER 1976 

SUMMARY OF TIME INTERVAL STUDIES AND COMPARISON OF TOTALS WITH MARCH 1976 STODY 

Median Length of 
Jail/Sail Status or Defendant. and 

TOTAL CA3ES--M~dian Period 'from Indictment or Accu~atlon to 
Continuous IncarCcff'ltion Retraction of Not Guilty Plea (DEFENDM'TS) 

of Derendllntn - Median Period 
At Tirle of RetrRction Murder Non-Murder from Oldeqt 

(Murd r included among all charge~) (Murder not included amoI'l~ all charger;) Indict. or 
Accu~. to 

Jail Jail Rel. Rel. Jail Jail Relo Relo Total Retractton 

(¢~~!ii Other on on Total (~~~!ii Other on on Non of Not 
MUl'der Other Total Con"lic. Bail R,O.R. Murder Convic. Bail R,O.R. Murder Guilty Plea 

- lm 24d 1m 24d - - - - - 1m 14d 3m 13d ~m 23d - 3m 7d ~m 7d - 2m 5d 2m 5d - - - - - 4m 29d - m 21d - 4,. 22d m 22d 

- 4m 5d 4m 5d - - - - - 3m 6d lm 2~d 3m 25d 4m 21d 11m 6d 4m 6d - 2m 5d 2m 5d - - - - - 3m 9d 16m 1 d 3m 20d 4m l.l.d 3m 22<1 3m 22d 

- - - - - - - - - 7m 25d 6m ld 10m 19d 7m 14 7m ld - - - - - - .. - - 4m 19d 8m 23d - 7m 10d 7m 10d 

- ~ i~~ §~ i~~ - - - - 4m 11d 5m 9d 5m 9d 8m 5d 5m 166 5m 16d 
3m 10d 2m 23d - 5m 24d - 3m 20 m Od 6m 24d 6m 15d 12m 15d 6m 20d 6m 15d 

- 3m 18d 3m 18d - - - - - 3m 20d - 5m 2Bd 4m 24d 5m 2d 5m 2d - 2m 22d 2m 22d - - - - - lm 20d - 3m 6d 3m 6d 3m 6d 3m 6d 

- 3m 25d 3m 25d - - - - - 4m 7d 6m 21d 8m 17d 5m 2d ~ ~~~I 4m 22d - 2m 25d 2m 25d - - - - - lm 13d 8m 16d 3m 28d 5m 5d 3m 23d 

4m 14d 2m 11d 2m 12d 2m 16d - 3m 20d - 2m 2~c 2m 17d Sm 17d 8m ld 9m 4d 7m 22dl 7m 20d 
3m ld 2m 15d 2m 16d lm 26d - - - 1m 26 3m 15d 8m 10d 8m 12d 9m 22d 8m 2dl 8m ld 

- 4m 25d 4m 25d - - - - - 7m 5d - 13m 10d - 12m Od, 12m Od - 5m 13d 5m 13d - - - - - 4m 22d - 17m 17d - 9m 28d 9m 28d 

- 2m Od 2m Od - - 4m 13d - 4m 13< 5m 4d 8m 16d 13m 4d Bm 16d 10m 24d 10m 9d - 2m 28d 2m 2Bd - - 7m 1d - 7m 1< 8m 23d 9m 3d 10m 8d 7m 25d 9m lad 9m 10d 

- - - - - - - - - lm 28d 9m 7d 15m 3d 9m 7d 9m 7d - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
- 1m 13d 1m 13d - 60m 13d - - 60m 13d 39m 13d 5m 26d 7m 7d 3m 21d 5m 9d 5m 16d - lm 11d lm 11d - - - - 6m 27d 5m 21d 5m Od 29m 14d 5m 17d 5m 17d 

- 2m 12d 2m 12d - - - - - 18m 11d 4m 16d 10m 18d 10m 10d 10m 18d 10m 18d - Om 24d Om 24d - - - - - llm 6d 10m 13d 12m 3d 10m 14d 10m 16d 10m 16d 

- 3m 9d 3m 9d - - - - - 3m 12d 2m 22d 4m 3d 3m 3d 3m 21d 3m 21d - 2m 3d 2m 3d - - - - - 2m 14d 2m 28d 4m 2d 4m 11d 4m ld 4m ld 

- - - - - - - - 5m 15d ~~ i~~ 3m 17d 3m 22d 3m 22d - Om 28d Om 28d - - - - - 15m 11d 3m 3d 3m 12d 3m 13d 3m 13d 

- Om 11d Om 11d - - - - - If: ~li~ - It 2li~ 12m 25d 10m 12d 10m 12d - 2m ld 2m ld - - - - - - 14m 29d 16m 7d 16m 7d 

- 2m 28d 2m 28d - - - lm 19d 3m ld 3m 5d 3m 16d 2m 29d 2m 211d 
4m 18d ;?m 19d 2m 20d 6m 17d - - - 6m 17d lm 17d 2m 5d 4m 6d 5m 11d 4m 3d 4m d 

- 3m 29d 3m 29d - - - - - Sm 16d 3m 25d - 1~ ~~~ 5m 11d - - - - - - - - - 6m 22d llm11d - 7m 29d 

- 3m 7d 3m 7d - - - - - 1m 10d - 4m 18d 6m 18d 4m 18d 4m 18d 
- 2m Od 2m Od - - - - - 6m 27d 8m 14d 6m 26d 7m 8d 7m 4d 7m 4d 

- - - - - - - - - Bm 2d - 12m 17d 10m 9d 10m 9d - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
2m 6d 2m 6d - - - - - lm 28d 4m 11d 4m 22d - 4m 9d 4m 9d 

4m 24d 3m 25d 3m 25d 4m 3d - - - 4m 3d 2m 22d 4m 9d 5m 11d - 5m ld 5m ld 

- - - - - - - - - - 6m 15d - 6m 15d 6m 15d - - - - - - - - - - 2m 11d - 2m 11d 2m 11d 

4m 14d 2m 18d 2m 20d 2m 16d - 4m ld - ~ 6d 2m 29d 4m 11d 5m 25d 5m 26d 5m 4d 5m 3d 
4m 16<1 2m 19d 2m 19d 3m 20d - 6m 12d - 3d 3m 3d 4m 26d 5m 27d 6m 14d 5m 16d 5m 15d 
5111 2d 2m 20d 2m 21d 3m 2Sd - Sm 17d 4m 23d 2m 9d 4m 24d Sm 12d 6m 4d Sm 8d Sm 8d 

- 1m 27d 1m 2~d - 60m 13d - - 60m 13d 2m 24d 5m 25d 7m 3d 6m 28d ~~ ~~~I 6m 13d - 2m Bd 2m d - - - - 4m 4d <;m 25d 6m 4d 6m 25d 5m 23d - 1m 25d 1m 2Sd - 4m 25d 10m 6d - 7m ISd 4m 19d Sm 18d Sm 9d 4m 17d Sm Sd! Sm Sd 

4m liid 2m 16d ~m 2m 16d 60m 13d 4m ld - 3m 20d 2m 28d 4m 286 6m 17d 6m 10d 
5m 1~1 5m 17d 

4m 16d 2m 15d 3m 20d 6m 12d - 4m 3d 3m 14d 5m 6d 5m 29d 6m 18d 5" 16 ' 5m 16d 
5m ld 2m 9d 2m IOd 3m 25d 4m 25d 6m Sd - 4m tsd 2m 2!d 4m lid 5m 10d Sm 17d Sm ld 5m ld 

I 
Total 
No. of 
Defend-
nntr. 

92 
84 

44 
87 

83 
49 

97 
92 

20 
11 

20 
49 

258 
11~8 

7 
20 

81 
52 

5 
0 

61 
52 

46 
47 

125 
133 

21 
28 

~~ 
71 
76 

B 
9 

15 
28 

6 
0 

~~ 
6 
5 

Bl~ 
72 
911 

442 

~F 14 

1,255 
1,101 
1,425 

* An to popUlation, 1970 U.S. Census: Bergen, Camden, 'Essex, Hudson, Middlesex, Monmouth, Pa.sf:la:ic., Union. },lso COincides with estimated population, 
7/1/76, official state estimates by Of rice of Business Economics l N.J~ Department of Labor ttnd Industry. 

, 
I 

Totp1 ! 
No, .>f 
Indict 

and 
Accu"I. -

98 
91 

44 
125 

19~ 

116 
116 

25 
13 

27 
49 

271 
163 

lC 
28 

98 
58 

6 
0 

61 
52 

48 
51 

141 
133 

25 
33 

101 
50 

75 
83 

9 
11 

20 
36 

13 
0 

110 
96 

10 
5 

~03 
25 

1,024 

~39 
29 

6J 3 

1,442 
1,254 
1.637 
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I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
.. I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 



DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

Tilt: \;il!T F~'H 'i"'.rI~E SC:C'TIOIl5 IS Tltt-: DUtNllAftT, REoARDL.£SS (.IF THE rM-tn£J\ or lUDICTK&tITS OR ACCUSATIONS AnAIlI:;T HIM 

UUIllber or I 
* TlIIE INTERVALS ARE COHP~"'ED FROM TIlE DATE OF PIL1IIO OF TIlE OLDEST Ih'DICTMENT OR ACCUSATION 0« WHlen FLEA RS'l'RACTED 'mIS MOII'l1l Indlctl::lcnt\ 6: 

Accusa.tion. 
On '11l<h Pl"l """ber Length or Cont.lnuoull Incarceration Period From lncUetment or Aeeusa.t1on Poriod From Not GuUty Plea Per10d Fro! I Indict .. cnt or Ae.:usnt.!or, Ret ract ell ot' 
This Month Pe!"t"nrlo.nt" at T10e or Retraction To Flr.ot Plt:o. To RotrneUon To Rp!.raetlon 

jean 1'1iiiIIin RMIl. HOon HoClO.n Hang. Hean eelan Ro.n~c Me." ·-V.Clan Hnnote 

ATLANTIC 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: Om21d- Om10d- Om 6d- Om29d-
Jail-Awtg.Plea!Triru 46 40 2m26d 2m 5d 8m28d 2m 8d Om20d 24m19d 5m28d 2m14d 47m27d 8m 7d 4m29d 48m17d 

Om 3d- Om 2d- Om1\"2d-
Released on Bail 4S 44 - - - lm 2d Om17d 9m 7d Sm27d 3m27d 24m 7d 6m28d 4m21d 2Smr(,d 

Om21d- Om 3d- Om 2d- Om12d-
Total: Other 91 84 2m26d 2m Sd 8m28d lm19d Om18d 24m19d Sm28d 3m24d 47m27d 7m17d 4m22d 48m17d 

Om21d- Om 3d- Om 2d- Om12d-
Total Cases: 91 84 2m26d 2m 5d 8m28d lm19d Om18d 24m19d 'jm28d -=!m24d 47m27d 7m17d 4m22d 48ml'ld 

BERGEN I 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -

Other: Om Od- Om 9d- Om Sd- Om21d-
Jail-Awtg.Plea!Trial 23 14 2m16d 2m 5d 8m26d lm13d Om16d 7m 6d 4m20d lm27d 38m21d 6m 3d 3m 9d 39m Od 

Jail-Other Convictn. 1 1 - - - Om16d Om16d None lSm28d lSm28d None 16m14d 16m14d None 

Om14d- Om Od- Om16d-
Released on Bail 80 61 - - - Om2Sd Om17d Sm2Sd 4m13d 2m21d 2Om18d 5m 8d 3m20d 2lm 4d 

Om1Sd- Om25d- lm19d-
R.O.R. 21 11 - - - 3m2Sd Om17d 18m22d 4m 70. 3m19d 12m 1d 8m 2d 4mlld 22m19d 

Orr. Od- Om 9d- Om Od- Om16d-
Total: Other 125 87 2m16d 2m Sd 8m26d 1m 9d Om17d 18m22d 4m18d 2m21d 38m21d Sm27d 3m22d 39m Od 

Om Od- Om 9d- Om Od- Om16d-
Total Cases: 125 87 2m16d 2m 5d 8m26d lm 9d Om17d 18m22d 4ml8d 2m21d I ":l8m21d 5m27d ":lm22d ~9m ad 



DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA Olt' NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

, ... " . .. '" "'10: '!'"(,TI'1!iJ J!i THe; nen;l('vAJrr; ]\!::C,ARUu.sS OF THE fiUMiltil OF llfO.tC'rnLl{1'S OR I\CCU.J:ATl:OUS ACAln.:iT llIM 

I t:umber or ! 
Indlct.ccnt'i &: I * TillE IIrrERVALS ARE COIIPUTED FROM THE DAn OF PILING OF TIlE OLDZST IImICTHE!iT OR ACCUSATlOil ON IiHrCH PLEA RIm!ACTED TIllS MOIlTII 
Accusation. 
On ,'h1eh Pl., I Nunber 
Rt!t.rllcted ot Length ot Continuous JncArt'eratlon Period Prom Indlctr:lent or Aceusa.tion Perlod From N.Jt CuUt;f Plea PerIod. From Indlctmcl1t. or Accusation 
Thill Month t'efl"nda..nU at Ttt"le or Retract1or. To First Flea. To Retraction To Retraction 

lIeM Mcdlan ~- """"" eM caan "ange ean eaU," ,{a.n~c , 
lie"" I HelUlln Ro.nite 

BURLINGTON 

I 
I 

Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: Om Od- Om Od- Om17d-
Jail-0ther Convictn. 9 B - .. - 2m Bd Om19d Ilm13d 5m12d 2mlOd 2Bm 5d 7m20d 4m19d 2Bm20d 

II 
Om Od- OmlBd-

! 
Om Od-

Released on Bail 52 41 - - - lm13d O'm22d lOm29d 7mlld 7m2Bd 25m 9d Bm24d Bm23d 26m17d 

i 

I 
Om Od- Om Od- Om17d-

Total: Other 

I 
61 49 - - -

I 

lm17d Om2ld 11m13d 7m Id 4m29d 2Bm 5d BmlBd 7mlOd 2Bm20d 

Om Od- Om Od- Om17d-
Total Cases: 61 49 - - - lm17d Om21d 1lm13d 7m ld 4m29d 2Bm 5d BmlBd 7m10d 2Bm20d 

CAMDEN 
Murder: 2m 5d- Om 6d- lm21d- lm27d-
Jail-Awtg.P1ea/Tria1 2 2 3m10d 3mlOd 4m16d Om 7d Om 7d Om 9d 2m16d 2m16d 3mlld 2m23d 2m23d 3m20d 

Released on Bail 1 1 - - - 5m 3d 5m 3d None Om2J.d Om2ld None 5m24d 5m24d None 

2m 5d- Om 6d- Om21d- lm27d-
Total: Murder 3 3 3mlOd 3m10d 4m16d lm26d Om 9d 5m 3d lm2Bd lm2ld 3mlld 3m24d 3m20d 5m24d 

Other: OmlOd- Om Bd- Omlld- Om25d-
Jail-Awtg.Plea/Trial 25 13 4m14d 3mlBd 20mlld 3m29d 1m Od 2Bm 9d Bm20d 2m15d 39m15d 12m19d 4m Od 46m 7d 

Om 7d·· Om13d- lm17d-
Jail-0ther Convictn. 29 22 - - - 2m27d 1m19d l2m15d '1m21d 3m14d 40m12d lOm19d 6m24d 44m14d 

Om15d- Om Od- lm19d-
Released on Bail 50 46 - - - 3m24d lm16d 3Bm19d 6m2ld 4m12d 42m26d lOm15d 6m15d 59mlOd 

I Om13d- Im16d- 2m2ld-
R.O.R. 9 B - - - lm22d lm Bd 6m 9d l4m14d Ilm15d 53m24d 16m 6d 12Jll.15d 54m 7d 

OmlOd- Om 7d- Om Od- Om25d-
Total: Other 113 B9 4m14d 3mlBd 20mlld 3m13d lm13d 3Bm19d 7m2Bd 4m 2d 53m24d 1lmlld 6m20d 59mlOd 

I OmlOd- Om 6d- Om Od- Om25d-
Total Cases: 116 92 4m 9d 3mlBd 20mlld 2mlld lm13d 3Bm19d 7m22d 3:I!!25d 53m24d 11m 3d 6m15d 59mlOd 



DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

1 Tift; UNIT FOR 'l'ilE.')E nr.;cTloNS IS 1'1It: trEFUfL:MIT, RWI,RDI..:£SS Ot' Tlfe Ul/'HDi;H OF llfI)Jcnu:trrs OR ACCUOATltt!fZ N:AIUST HIH 

J;umber of I * TlME INTERVALS ARE COf!PllTED I'iIOH '111& DATE OF flLIMJ OF TIlE OLUr..;T INDICTMEli'l' OR ACCUSATlOIl Oil Ir.IICH PLJ:A Ri:I'IlACTED TdIS HOII'111 Ind\t;t.mcnts &-
Ac.cu,a.t1ons 
On Whlch PJ Nunber Length or Cont.inu':)ulI InearceraUon Period Prom Imlictt:l(mf# or Accuca.tlon Period from Uut Qullty Plea Period F('OC1 In11ctment Or Accuno.t1on Retracted or 

I This Month PetendlUlttl: llt Tir.tl or Retro.ction To Firat Pl,!!'- To RetrAction To Aetuction 
,",on Hedlan ~,"gC HeM MeOlan """!l- ean :.dl"" Ro.n~c Hean , foieaTo.n Ronole f---- -CAPE MAY ! 

Murder: 0 0 I - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: 1m29d- . 0'.m15d- OmlOd- 1m Id-Jail-Awtg.Plea/Trial 2 2 2m22d 2m22d 3m16d OmlSd 

I 
OmlBd Om21d 1m 2d 1m 2d 1m24d lm20d 1m20d 2m 9d 

Om15d-! Im23d- I 2m Sd-Released on Bail 6 6 - - - 1m Od Om16d 2m19d I 3m19d 2m20d 10m 4d 4m20d 3m 6d 11m14d 

Om15d- lm23d- I 2m15d-R.O.R. 5 3 - - - I Om27d Om22d lm13d 3m25d 2m Od 7m23d 4m22d 3m 6d Bm15d 

lm29d- I Om15d- Om10d- 1m Id-Total: Other 13 11 2m22d 2m22d 3m16d I Om27d Om16d 2m19d 3m 7d 2m Od 10m 4d I 4m 4d 3m 6d Ilm14d 

lm29d- Om15d-
im 7d 

OmlOd-
im 6d 

1m Id-Total Cases: n 11 
, 

2m22d 2m22d 3m16d Om27d Om16d 2m19d 2m Od 10m 4d 4m 4d Ilm14d 
I 

CUMBERLAND 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: lmlOd- Om 6d- Om23d- Im13d-Jail-Awtg.Plea/Trial 11 11 2m26d 2m25d 5mlBd Om15d Om16d Om20d 1m20d lm 2d 3m2Bd 2m 5d lm13d 4mlld 

Om 2d- Om 5d- Om 7d-Jail-Other Convictn. 7 7 - - - 0ml5d Om13d lm 7d 7m24d Sm 4d 19m Sd Sm Sd Sm16d 2Om15d 

Om Id- 2m20d- 3m 4d-Released on Bail 29 29 - - - Om20d Om16d 2m29d 6m Id 3m 3d 32m Od I 6m21d 3m2Sd 32m18d • 
Om14d- 2m20d- 3m 4d-R.O.R. 2 2 - - - Om17d Om17d Om20d 4mlSd 4mlSd 6m16d 5m 5d 5m 5d 7m 6d 

lmlOd- Om Id- Om 5d- Om 7d-Total: Other 49 49 2m26d 2m25d 5mlSd OmlSd Om16d 2m29d 5m 7d 3m 3d 32m Od 5m25d 3m23d 32mlSd 
i 

lmlOd- Om Id-
Sm 7d im id 

Om 5d-
im21d 

Om 7d-Total Cases: 49 49 I 2m26d 2m25d 5mlSd OmlSd Om16d 2m29d 112m Od Sm25d 32mlBd 



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

DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING OCTOBER~ 1976 

THE UiUT FOR Tilt:SE Si':CTIOIlS lS TIU; DEF'!::tmAlfr I REOAIWLESS OF 'rIlE lMIDEJt OF rriDrCntEHTS on ACCUSATIons AGAII1ST HII~ 

riumber or * Tl~ INTERVALS ARE COMPUTED FROM TIlE DATE i)F F'ILlNO OF THE OLDEST IliDIC'i'MElrr OR ACCUSATION on WlirCii PLEA RErnACTED 'i'"tUS I{Olmi IndlcU:1cnt!i &: 
Accusat.ions 
On Which Plea. "Nuttber 
Retracted or Length of Cont.inuous Inca.rcera.tion Period From Indictr.tent or Accuctltion Period From. Not Gu1.lty Plca Per"1od Frolll Indlctlt.ent or Accusation 
This Month Dcfenda.nts at floc or Retract1.on io First Plea. To RetrAction To Retraction 

I'leon Median nc..nee neon Mco .. n nange. ean "calBn d~e Me", I I·;eula.n Rnr.ole 

ESSEX I 
Mii'rd.er: 
Jai1-Awtg.Plea/Trial 1 1 3m ld 3m ld None Om 6d Om 6d None lm20d lm20d None lm26d lm26d None 

Total: Murder 1 1 3m ld 3m ld None Om 6d Om 6d None lm20d lm20d None Im26d Im26d None 

Other: Om ld- Om 6d- Om Od- Om 8d-
Jail-Awtg.Plea/Trial 33 29 2m24d 2m15d 7m 4d lm16d Omlld 16mlld 4m28d lm22d 28m18d 6m14d 3m15d 33m20d 

Om Sd- 1m ld- lm12d-
Jail-Other Convictn. 18 12 - - - lm15d 1m ld 6m 7d 7m 2d 5m 9d 15m2ld Sm17d SmlOd 17m ld 

Om 6d- Om20d- Om26d-
Released on Bail 90 S6 - - - lm23d Om.20d 46m 4d 9m Od 7m Sd 43m Sd lOm23d 8m12d 4Sm ld 

Om Sd- OmlSd- lm 3d-
R.O.R. 21 20 - - - 2m26d Om22d 34m15d 7m 5d 8m 3d 15m 6d 10m ld 9m22d 35m 3d 

Om ld- Om 6d- Om Od- Om Sd-
Total: Other 162 147 2m24d 2m15d 7m 4d lm25d Om20d 46m 4d 7m23d 6m13d 43m Sd 9m19d Sm 2d 48m ld 

Om ld- Om 6d- Om Od- Om 8d-
Total Cases: 163 l4S 2m24d 2m16d 7m 4d lm23d Om20d 46m 4d 7m22d 6mlld 43m Sd 9m17d Sm ld 48m ld 

GLOUCESTER 
Murder:-- 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: Om16d- Om16d- Om21d- 1m 7d-
Jail-Awtg.Plca/Trial 10 6 5m Od 5m13d 7m 5d lm25d Om22d 7m2ld 4m Od 4m Od 5m27d 5m25d 4m22d l3mlSd 

Om Sd- Om Sd- 1m 5d-
Released on Bail 18 14 - - - 4m 5d Om24d 36m29d l7m24d 9m23d '52m 6d 21m2Sd 17m17d 52m14d 

Om16d- Om8d- Om Sd- 1m 5d-
Total: Other 2S 20 5m Od 5m13d 7m 5d 3m14d Om22d 36m29d 13m.20d 4m24d 52m 6d 17m 4d 9m2Sd 52m14d 

Om16d- Om Sd- Om 8d- 1m 5d-
Total Cases: 2S 20 Sm Od '5mlid _7m Sd im14d Om22d 36llt29d Ilim20d 4m24d 52m 6d 117m 4d 9m2Sd 52m14d 



DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

1 TilE UHI'r FOR WESt SJ::CTIOIIS IS nu; D£F£NDAUT, "Fl1Aa!,r..t~ .. '1 ~F TiL.. ................ .. ~ .a.1iul":J.1A.r;tir~ on, ALl.o.-,x.J.iVI,a AGAIil5T HIM 

I t;,Ul\ber or 
~ 

Indictments &: * TlKE INTERVALS ARE COllPUTl!D FROM 'I'lIE OATE OF FILING OF THE OLDEST I1IDICTKEN'l' Or. ACcOSATION ON IIHICH PLEA RETRACTED THIS MOlml 
Accusa.tions 
~On Which Plea. Number 

Retraeted or Length ot C0!1t1nUOU8 Incarceration Period From Indictoent or ACCUl!;Btion Period From Not OuUty Ple& Pcrlc;d From Indictment. or Accufilltlon 
Thh Month Defcndant5 Ilt Title or Retraction To F1rst Plea To Retrnctlon To Retraction 

Me"" J Meolan """"e MeM MeU1M .o..'1!l0 MOan eo,'" .. """. "e"" ;eul.an Rnn~e 

HUDSON 

I 
Murder: 
Released on Bail 1 J. - - - 1m l-J.d 1m 4d None Sm27d Sm27d None 7m Id 7m Id None 

I 
None Total: Murder 1 1 - .. - 1m 4d 1m 4d None 5m27d 5m27d None 7m Id 7m Id 

Other: 1m Id- 3m13d- Om Od- I 4m 3d-
Ja1l.-Awtg.Plea/Trial 4 3 3m13d 2'tIl2Bd 6mlld 11m17d Bm23d 22m16d 1m 4d Om20d 2m23d 12m22d Bm23d f 25m 9d 

Om22d- Om Od- I 3mlld-
Jail-Other Convictn. 10 8 - - - 3m24d 1ml0d 10m 9d 7m19d Sm Od 21m13d I1m13d 9m 3d 23m 6d 

Om Id- Om Od- OmlOd-
Released on Bail 39 36 - - - 2m 5d Om2Bd 35m23d J.2m Id 9m 4d 3i.Jm20d 14m 6d 10m 8d 6Sm24d 

Om15d- 6m21d- 7m18d-
R.O.R. 4 4 - - - Om21d Om22d Om27d 17m 9d 7m 7d 48m 2d 18m Id 7m25d 48m25d 

1m Id- Om 1d- Om Od- Om10d-
Total: Other 57 51 3m13d 2m28d 6mlld 2m26d Om28d 35m23d 11m 3d 8m 2d 48m 2d 13m29d 9m18d 65m24d 

1m Id- Om 1d- Om Od- DmlQd-
'rota1 Cases: .'i8 52 3m13d 2m28d 6mlld 2m25d Om28d 35m23d 11m Od 8mOd 48m 2d 13m25d 9m10d 65m24d 

HUNTERDON 

No Cases - - - - - - - - - - - - - -



DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO .AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

._,_." 
THe UiUT FOR 'mimE St::CTIOIlS IS Tilt: DUOIDAJrr. REGARDLESS OF THE tMIDER OF IHDICTMJ:::trrs OR ACCUSATIons AGAInST HIH 

number of 

* Indlet.r:lents &: TIME INTERVALS ARC COHPUTED FROM 'I11E DATE OF FILING OF THE OLDEST Il\"DICTHElIT OP. ACCUSATIOn ON WHICH PLEA 'RETRACTED THIS MOIITl{ 
Accusa.tlona 

{on .... 'hleh Ples. NUDber 
Retracted Dr Length of ContinuouB Incarceration Period From Indictment ur Accusation Por1od. From Not Guilty Plea Period From Indictment. or Accusation 
This Month Defendant!'. at Tica of Retraetion To First Plee. To Retraction To Retractlon 

lean MeGlan Hanse Mean Modlan HlUllle Mean MoGian Ran~e Mean ,.etllan Rnn<te 

MERCER 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: Om29d- Om17d- Om 8d- 1m Od-
Jai1-Awtg.P1ea!Tria1 5 5 lIn26d lInlld 3m 5d 2m21d lIn 5d 6m19d 9m27d 1m 2d 33m 9d 12m18d 6m27d 34m14d 

Om 2d- Om 3d- Om10d-
Jail-0ther Convictn. 13 13 - - - 3m 5d 1m14d 12m 5d 3m23d 2mlOd 16m28d 6m28d 5m21d 18m12d 

Om 2d- Om13d- 3m19d-
Released en Bail 33 33 - ~ - 3m23d 1m 8d 29m24d 9m 5d 3m 2d 45m16d 12m28d 5m Od 46m2~d 

R.O.R. 1 1 - - - Om26d Om26d None 28m18d 28m18d None 29m14d 29m14d None 

Om29d- Om 2d- Om 3d- OmlOd-
Total: Other 52 52 1m26d lmlld 3m 5d 3m14d 1m 8d 29m24d I 8m 8d 2m24d 45m16d llIn2ld 5m17d 46m23d 

Om29d- Om 2d- Om 3d- OmlOd-
Total Cases: _22 52 lIn26d lInlld 3!ll 5d 3m14d 1m 8d 29m24d 8m 8d 2m24d 45m16d 1lm21d 5m~7_d 46m23d 

MIDDLESEX 
Rurder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: 'Om13d- 1m 5d- Om17d- 5m26d-
Jail-Awtg.Plea!Trial 6 4 1m 2d Om24d 2m 8d 6m Od 3m16d l5m23d 6m15d 2m22d 19m29d l2m15d 11m 6d 21m23d 

Om18d- 8m 5d- 9m 4d-
Jail-Other Convictn, 3 3 - - - Om27d Om29d 1m 5d lOm19d 9m 8d l4ml4d l1m16d lOm13d 15m 2d 

Om ld- 1m 6d- 1ml4d-
Released on Bail 27 25 - - - 3m 6d Om23d l8m20d 11m ld 9m18d 31m24d 14m 7d 12m 3d 32m 8d 

Om 6d- Om 6d- 2m17d-
R.O.R. 15 15 - - - 2m Od Om27d lOm24d 7m14d 9m 7d 17m13d 9m14d lOm14d l8mlOd 

Om13d- Om ld- Om 6d- 1ml4d-
Total: Other 51 47 1m 2d Om24d 2m 8d 2m27d Om28d l8m20d 9m15d 9m 7d 3lm24d J,2m12d 10ml6d 32m 8d 

Om13d- Om Id- Om 6d- 1m14d-
Total Cases: 51 47 1m 2d Om24d 2m 8d 2m27d Om28d l8m20d 9m15d 9m 7d 3lm24d l2m12d lOm16d 32m 8d 



DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACOUSATION DURING OOTOBER, 1976 

111>: uwn FOR 1111:3£ o;,;eTlONS IS TIl>: D!:FENnAlrr, REOARDLtSS OF 111& IIIJIIDFJI OF INDICTliENTS OR ACCUSATIOIIS AGAIII5T HIM 

Number or 

* tndlctJ:1cnts &: TIlI& INTERVALS ARE CQt<P\lTED FROM 'IlIE DATE OF ,'ILING OF 11IE OLDEST INDIC'l'KEJ1T OR ACCUSATIOII ON WHICH PLEA RETRACTED TliIS HOlllll 
t.ccuae.t1onl 
On \ih,ieh fba Hw:lber 
~etr'act.ed or Length ot' Contlnuoufl Inc:arCl!ffl,tlon Period Fh:WII Indict.ment or Accusation PeriOd. From £lot Guilty Plea PeTiod. F'roo :i.ndict.ment or ACcucllLion 
'il\1B }tonth C'let'endantfl nt 71t1e or "Retraction To Firnt Plea. To Retraction To Ih,lttnct.ion 

II • .,. Medi.,. I R""". He"" nUQl.llJl ~&nge ".an ~.n .nn-.. He." :eQlan RnnjJc 

MONMOUTH I 
I 

Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -, 
j 

Other: 1m26d- Om 4d- 1m26d- 2m 7d-
Jail-Awtg.Plea/Trial 4 4 2m Sd 2m 3d 2m29d OmlOd Om 9d Om17d 2m Sd 2m 3d 2m29d 2m18d 2m14d 3m 7d 

Om 3d- Om 3d- OmlSd-
Jail-Other Oonvictn. 20 20 - - - 1m 5d Om24d 6m Id 2m 7d 2m 3d 6m2Sd 3m13d 2m2Sd Sm22d 

Om 6d- OmlSd- lm23d-
Released on Ball 67 67 - - - Orn24d Om22d 3m2Sd 4m Id 3mlOd 14m24d 4m26d 4m 2d 15m15d 

Om 2d- Om Od- 2m17d-
R.O.R. 42 42 - - - 1mlld Om22d 15m17d 4m 9d 3m20d 14m24d 5m20d 4mlia 21m23d 

1m26d- Om 2d- Om Od- Om18d-
Total: Other 133 133 2m Sd 2m 3d 2m29d 1m Id Om22d 15m17d 3m24d 3m 4d l ilm24d 4m25d 4m Id 21m23d 

1m26d- Om 2d- Om Od- OmlSd-
Total Cases: 133 133 2m Sd 2m 3d 2m29d 1m Id Om22d 1 "imUd :1m24d :1m 4d 14m24d 4m25d 4m Id 2lm2~d 

MORRIS 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: Om Sd- Om 3d- 1m Sd- 3m13d-
Jal1-Awtg.Plea/Trlal 2 2 Om2Sd Om2Bd ImlBd 13m 2d 13m 2d 26m Id 2m 9d 2m 9d 3mlOd 15mlld 15mlld 27m 9d 

Omlld- lm25d- 2m23d-
Jail-Other Oonvlctn. 2 2 - - - Om29d Om29d ImlSd 2m 3d 2m 3d 2m12d 3m 3d 3m 3d 3m13d 

Om 7d- Om Id- Om29d-
Released on Bail 20 15 - - - 2mlOd Om17d 23m23d 2m17d 2m20d 5m 5d 4m26d 3m14d 24m13d 

Om Sd- 1m20d- 2m24d-
R.O.R. 9 9 - - - Om17d Om16d 1m 4d 2m27d 2m29d 4m Od 3m14d 3m12d 4m20d 

Om Bd- Om 3d- Om Id- Om29d-
Total: Other 33 2S Om2Sd Om28d lmlSd 2m13d Om16d 26m Id 2m19d 2m25d 5m 5d 5m Id 3m13d 27m 9d 

Om Sd- Om. 3d- Om Id- Om29d-
Total Cases: 33 2S Om2Bd Om2Sd 1mlSd 2m13d Om16d 26m Id 2m19d 2m25d 5m 5d 5m Id 3m13d 27m 9d 



DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

THE U~'JT FOR TH!::SE DtX:TIOUS IS TIlE DEn::UDltlfr, REOAlWLESS OF TIlE tMIDER OF lNOIC'l'MEU'TS OR IICCU3A.TIOnS AfiAIU:;T HIM 

Number or 'I * nKE Ilrr';~ILS ARE COMPUTED FROM TIlE D.\TE OF FILINQ OF nlE OLDEST I1IDICTMElrr OR ACCUSATION ON \(}IICH PLEA RlmlACTED THIS MOllTII IndlctJ:\cnta 4: 
Accusa.tionll 
On \"hlch rlell NWllber 
Ret.racted or Lnng .. h Dr Continuous Incarceration Period from Indlctt'lent or Accusation Period From Not GuUty Plea Period From Indictu;ent. or Aceu.6l1t.1.oli 
This Month Derendants at Tit:le or Retra.ction To Firat Plea To Rotraction To Rotraction 

"'8Jl Mcalan .""". Menn Meal8Jl Hange Mean e.l"" • M'\e , i'lean heol.l11l Rnnoie 

OCEAN 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: 
Jail-Awtg.Plea/Trial 1 1 2m ld 2m ld None l1m2Sd llm2Sd None Om Od Om Od None llm2Sd l1m28d None 

Om13d- Om22d- lm17d-
Released on Bail 43 35 - - - 3m27d 1m 4d 55mlOd 11m ~d l3m2Sd l7mlSd l4m29d 16m Sd 56m15d 

Om13d- 4mlOd- 7m ld-
R.O.R. 6 6 - - - 4mlOd 1m13d l21l\17d 9m16d 9m17d l4m29d 13m26d l4m29d 16m2Sd 

Om13d- Om Od- 1m17d-
Total: Other 50 42 2m ld 2m ld None 4m 5d 1m 4d 5SmlOd lOm17d 12m l~d 17m15d l4m22d 16m 7d S6m15d 

I Om13d- Om Od- 1m17d-
Total Cases: 50 42 2m ld 2m 1d None 4m 5d 1m 4d 55mlOd lOm17d 12m 4d 17m15d l4m22d 16m 7d 56m15d 

PASSAIC i 

Murd'er: 
Jai1-Awtg.Plea/Trial 1 1 4mlSd 4mlSd None 2m Sd 2m Sd None 4m 9d 4m 9d None 6m17d 6m17d None 

Total: Murder 1 1 4mlSd 4mlSd None 2m Sd 2m Sd None 4m 9d 4m 9d None 6m17d 6m17d None 

Other: Om Id- Om ld- Om 4d- Om19d-
Jall-Awtg.Plea/Trial 23 16 2mlSd 2m19d 4m29d 2m2Sd Om 7d 36m26d 2m 7d 1m 6d 7mlld 5m 5d lm17d 37m23d 

Jail-Other Convictn. 1 1 - - - Om27d Om27d None 1m Sd 1m Sd None 

I 
2m 5d 2m 5d None 

Om Od- OmlSd- Om27d-
Released on Bail 53 53 - - - Om14d Om 9d 7m 5d 4m23d 3m26d lSm25d Sm 7d 4m 6d 19m 6d 

Om ld- Om26d- Om27d-
R.O.R. 5 S - -

Om -ld-' 

lm27d OP1IOd 6m26d 4m Sd 3m23d Sm26d 6m 4d 5mlld lOm19d 

r Om Od- Om 4d- Om19d-
Total: Other 82 75 2mlSd 2m19d 4m29d 1m 3d Om 9d 36m26d 4m 4d 3m20d lSm25d 5m 7d 4m 3d 37m23d 

-
Om ld- Om Od- Om 4d- Om19d-

Total Cases: 83_ _7_6 2m22d 2m20d 4m2~d 1m 3d Om 9d 36m26d l~m 4d 3m20d 18m25d 5m Sd 4m 4d 37m23d 



DEFENDANTS l~HO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING OCTOBER,1976 

111£ UNIT FOR 111103£ SJ-;CTIO/IS IS nl>: DEF£IIDAII'l'. REOARDW:SS OF TilE UUHlIFJI OF IIIDICTMEII'l'S on ACCUSATIONS MAiliST alK 

llumbor of I * T1KE I/lTERVAt.~ ARE COHPUTED mOM TaB DATE OF FILIIIQ OF 11IE Ot.DEST IliDIC'l'MEII'l' OR ACCUSATION ON \lHIcn PLEA Rh"rRACTEO TaIS KOllTa Indictments &: 
Accusation. 
On Which Plell Nuober 
Retracted or Length ot' C~nt1nuou8 Incarc~r&t1on Period From Indictment Dr AccuaBt.lon Period From Hot GuUt)' Plea Period Froel InI11ctrr.~nt. or AccuGa.t.1or. 
Thh Month Defendant!! a.t 'l'1r:1e or Retraction To Firat PleA To Rotrll'!tion To flet.rActlon 

-flean r-~ RIU'!&. - Me"" H.d!an RlIl1i!e ."" Mea1O.'1 1I41l~' He." ledlan ,Uln<lC 

SALEM 
t Murdel": 0 0 ~ - - - - - - - - - - -

Other: None Jail-Other Convictn. 1 1 - - - 1m 4d 1m 4d None 5mlSd 5mlSd None 6m22d 6m22d 

Om12d- 2m2ld- 4m 8d-
Released on Bllil 10 8 - - - Om27d Om16d 2mlld 11m 3d lOm19d 24m15d 12m Od 11mlld 24m28d 

Om12d- 2m21d- 4m 8d-
Total: Other' 11 9 - - - Om28d Om18d 2mlld lOm15d 6m29d 24m15d l1m13d 7m29d 24m28d 

Om12d- 2m2ld- 4m 8d-
Total Cases: 11 9 - - - Om28d OmlSd 2mlld 1Om15d 6m29d 24m15d l1ml1d 7m2gd 24m28d 

SOMERSET 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: Om22d- Om 9d- Om28d- 1m 9d-
Jail-Awtg.Plea/Trial 4 3 1m'2Sd 2m Od 3m ld. 1m 7d Omlld 3m ld 5m 7d 6m18d 8m 6d 6m14d 6m27d 11m 7d 

Om 6d- 5m23d- 6m 7d-
Jail-Other Convictn. 3 3 - - - Om12d Om14d Om15d 7m15d 8m Sd Sm13d 7m2od 8m14d 8m28d 

Om 2d- Om28d- 3m ld-
Released on Bail 19 13 - - .. Om28d Om16d 4m12d 6m 2d 6mlld Ilm Od 7m Od 6m26d l1m20d 

Om gd- 3m13d- 3m22d-
R.O.R. 10 9 - - - Om16d Om16d Om22d 6m14d 6m22d 8m12d 7m Od 7m 8d Sm27d 

Om22d- Om 2d- Om28d- 1m gd-
To'.:al; Other 36 28 1m28d 2m Od 3m ld Om23d Om15d 4m12d 6m 8d 6ml9d 11m Od 7m ld 7m 4d l1m20d 

Om22d- Om 2d- Om28d- 1m gd-
Total Cases: '=16 28 1m28d 2m Od 3m ld Om23d Oml'3d 4m12d 6m 8d 6m19d 11m Od 7m ld 7m 4d l1m20d 

SUSSEX 

No Cases - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
I 



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

Dc.;b'ENOANT3 vlHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OP GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

/-----------..,-----,.---------------_ ... 
J Tdr.; Ciur f"JI\ TUL.JI:!· Gr.ctIl~f-j,j t!;i 11ili O£ftJIi.:MiT. IlF.oAltDIL')3 OF' ·tH~ tt1lMDt:J\ (IF IunfCnUmTS OR ACCU:';ATI{)I~3 MlAIU~T IIIM 

111""ber or I 
Ind1ct.mMto &: 

I 
Act'uBIlUanl 

* T1MB XIITEiWALS AR~ '~OHptrrl:D FllOH 'nIE MTE 0,> nLIIIO OF TIlE OLll{-;.)T IllDICTlIEl1T OR ACCUSATltN ON \mlcn PLEA RlmtACTI.D ';",IIG m!.'tl 

On 1!blch Plea. NJJr;'lber ~---------------------.~---------------------,,--------------------~--------------------~ 

UNION f
~r.i~_ ... A_~ri_~h_+p-.• r-~~-~-""--t.__tt--Le-ng-th-~_f-li_t~_,;l_~~_lo~_~_t;_~;~l~~rat1on 1 Pe~l~d pr~oI~1~~/{l~~~aor AecuaaUQn 

•• "" /1etlIii,. 1_0 Mel'" NealM nnnse --:-- ._ .. -

Murder: I I 
Ja.il-Awtg.Plea/Trial 1 1 4m24d 4m24d 1 None Om 9d Om 9d None I 
Total: Murder 11' 1 1 4m24d 4m24d None Om 9d Om 9d None 'I 

8 l 
Other: Om2 d- Om16d 6sOmm1

7
6

d
dj-'II' Jail-Awtg.Plea/Trial! 19 173m 8d 3m2Sd 6m Sd 7m26d 

I Oml7d I 
Jail-Other convicttl.! 7 6 - - - I. Om2Sd Om25d lm Od I 

I Onl 6d 
Released on Bail 69 65 - - - 2m 4d Om24d 44m 9d 

Total: Other 95 88 3m Sd 3m25d 
Om28d-
6m 5d 

Om28d-

3m 5d 
Om 6d

Om24d 65m16d 

Om 6d-

Period From Uot GuUty Plea 
To Rotr£1ctlon 

MCo..p. efl].an I MI{C 

3m24d 3m24d 

3m24d 3m24d 

Sm 2d lnt24d 

3m24d 3mlld 

3m17d 4m Sd 

5mlOd 3m22d 

None 

Nonp, 

Om18d-
53m 3d 

1m 1d-
9m 4d 'I 

! 
Om Od-

17m28d I 
Om Od-! 

53m 3d j 

Total Cases: 96 S9 3m10d 3m25d 6m 5d 3m 4d Om24d 65m16d 5mlOd 
Om Od-

3m22d 53m 3d 

WARREN 
Murder: o o 

Other: Oml7d- Om2ld-
Om27d 3m2ld lm24d lOm28d Released on Bail 5 5 Om2ld Om20d 

Total: Other 5 S Om2ld Om20d 
Oml7d- Om2ld-
Om27d 3m2ld lm24d lOm28d 

Periud f'rolJ :n11ctmenL Or Acc\lcn.t1cn 
'to Ret raction 

4r'J, 3d 

l2m28d 

4m19d 

7m21d 

Sm1Sd 

rrone 

Om28d-
2m22d 66m 5d 

1m24d 
4m 9d 10m 4d 

1m 14d 
5mlld 4Sm 9d 

Om28d
Sm 1d 66m Sd 

Om28d 
8m14d 5m ld 66m 5d 

4mlld 

4mlld 

lmlOd· 
2mlld I1ml8d 

lmlOd 
2mlld llm18d 

Oml7d- Om21d- lmlOd-
5 5 -~~-----~~Om~2~1~d~_~0m~2~O~d~~0m~27~d~-~3m:2~1~d~-=lm~2~4~d~~lOm~2~8~d~ __ 4~m=1:ld~ __ 2=m_ll_d~~1~lm_l_8_d~ 



DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

Tri£ UifIT FOR THESE SECTI01l3 IS TIU: .bEFEIiDAlfl'. aEaARDLESS OF TUE rMmEll OF IlmICTKEtrl'S OR ACCl'SATIONS Ar.tAlItST HIM 

Number at 
it-Indlct.mcnts a: T1K& INTERVALS ARE COHPUTED PROM 'I'IIE DATE OF PILINO OP THE OLDEST INDIC'I'KEIiT OR ACCIl8ATION ON WHICH PLEA RFmlACTED THIS MOlml 

Accusationa 
On Which Ploa Nw:!.ber 
Retracted. or Len;&t.h or Contlnuoul!I Incarceration Period Prom Indictment or Accusation Period From Not Quilty Plea. Period From Indlctcllmt or Accutla.tlon 
'Ibis Month Detendant!. at Title or r.etr~ct1on To Firat Plea To Retraction To Retraction . ." e.,." Hang • Me ... He.,." Hange no." e.,00n "_. He." Me.,on """"e 

S LARGEST COUNTIES** 
Murder: 2m 5d- Om 6d- lm20d- lm26d-
Jail-Awtg.Plea/Tr1al 5 5 3m25d 4m16d 4m24d Om20d Om 9d 2m Sd 2m29d 3m11d 4m 9d 3m19d 3m20d 6m17d 

lm 4d- Om21d- 5m24d-
Released on Bail 2 2 - - - 3m 3d 3m 3d 5m 3d 3m 9d 3m 9d 5m27d 6m12d 6m12d 7m Id 

2m 5d- Om 6d- Om21d- lm26d-
Total: Murder 7 7 3m2Sd 4m16d 4m24d lm11d Om.9d 5m 3d 3m 2d 3m11d 5m27d 4m13d 4m 3d 7m Id 

Other: Om Od- Om Id- Om Od- Om Sd-
Jail-Awtg.Plea/Trial 137 100 2m29d 2m19d 20mlld 3m17d Om16d 65m16d 4m24d lm24d 53m 3d 8m12d 3m 3d 66m 5d 

Om 3d- Om Od- OmlSd-
Jail-Other Convictn. 89 73 - - - 2m Od Om2Sd l2m15d 5m2Sd 2m2Sd 4Om12d 7m27d 4m26d 44m14d 

Om Od- Om Od- OmlOd-
Released on Bail 475 439 - - - lm22d Om22d 46m 4d 6m2ld 4m16d 43m 8d 8ml3d 5m27d 65m24d 

Om ld- Om Od- Om27d-
R.O.R. 117 105 - - - 2m Id Om23d 34m15d 6m17.o. 4m 2d 53m24d Sm18d 6m14d 54m 7d 

Om Od- Om Od- Om Od- Om Sd-
Total: Other 818 717 2m29d 2m19d 20mlld 2m ld Om22d 65m16d 6mlOd 3m26d 53m24d 8ml2d 5m16d 66m 5d 

Om Od~ Om Od- Om Od·· Om 8d-
Total Cases: S25 724 3m Od 2m19d 20mlld 2m ld Om22d 65m16d 6m 91 3m25d 53m24d 8mlld 5m15d 6~m 5d 

13 REMAINING COUNTIES 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: Om 8d- Om 3d- Om Od- Om29d-
Jail-Awtg.Plea/Tria1 81 70 2m26d 2m 8d 8m28d 2mlOd Om20d 26m ld 5m ld lm16d 47m27d 7mlld 4m 4d 48m17d 

Om Od- Om Od- Om 7d-
Jail-other Convictn. 35 34 - - - lm29d Om25d 12m 54 5m 8d 3m12d 28m 5d 7m 7d 5m25d 28m20d 

Om Od- Om Od- Om12d-
Released on Bail 280 243 - - - 2m 3d Om22d 55mlOd 7m27d 4mlOd 52m 6d 10m Od 6m 4d 56m15d 

Om 8d- lm20d-
I 

2ml5d-
R.O.R. 33 30 - - - l.m10d 0m16d 12m17d 6mlld 5m24d 28m18d 7m21d 6m25d 29m14d 

Om 8d- Om Od- Om Od- Om 7d-
Total: Other 429 377 2m26d 2m 8d 8m28d 2m 2d Om2ld 55m10d 7m Od 3m28d 52m 6d

l 
9m 2d 5m23d 56m15d 

Om 8d- Om Od- Om Od- Om 7d-
Total Cases: 429 377 2m26d 2m 8d 8m28d 2m 2d Om21d 55mlOd 7m Od .3m28d 152m 6d 9m 2d 5m23d 56m15d --



to:j 
I 

\J1 o 
DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING OCTOBER, 1976 

THE UNIT FOR TJlt!SE Si::CTIOHS IS TtU:: D£.F£rroruit t REGARDLESS OF TIlE NUMDER OF IHDICTMEtrrS OR ACCUSATIons AGAIUST HIM 

rlumber or 

* Indlct::l.cnts &: T1Mi'! INTERVALS ARE COIffiJTED PROM TIlE DATE OF FILING OF THE OLDEST INDICTlI!JIT OR ACCUSATION ON IIIlICIl PLEA RETRACTED THIS MonTH 
Accuaa.tlona 
On Which Plea Nut'lber 
Retrac~ed or Length of Cont l.nuou8 IncaTcera.t1on Period FrOOl Indictment or Accusation Perlad. From not Outlt:! Plea Period From Indlctc:;ent. or ACCUG6t1or. 
Th1s Month Defendanh a.t TiJ:'.tl or Retraction To First PIca. 

Mean Me"an . .ong. HeM "o01U.n 

STATE TOTALS 
~urder: 2m Sd-
~ai1-Awtg.Plea/Trial S S 3m2Sd 4m16d 4m24d Qm20d Om 9d 

~e1eased on Bail 2 2 - - - 3m 3d 3m 3d 

2m Sd-
Total: Murder 7 7 3m2Sd 4m16d 4m24d lmlld Om 9d 

!other: Orn Od-
Jail-Awtg.P1ea!Tria1 218 170 2m28d 2m1Sd 20mlld 3m 2d Om16d 

Jail-Other Convictn. 124 107 - - - 1m29d Om28d 

Released on Bail 7SS 682 - - - lm2Sd Om22d 

R.O.R. lS0 135 - - - 1m26d Om22d 

Om Od-
Total: Other ls247 1,094 2m28d 2m1Sd 20mlld 2m 2d Om22d 

Om Od-
Total Cases: 1,2S4 1.101 2m28d 2m17d 20mlld 2m 2d I~ Om22d 

* 

To RetT6ctlon 
""ng' -Heon Hedian 

Om 6d-
2m 8d 2m29d 3mlld 

1m 4d-
Sm 3d 3m 9d 3m 9d 

Om 6d-
Sm 3d 3m 2d 3mlld 

Orn Id-
6Sm16d 4m27d 1m24d 

Om Od-
12m1Sd Sm21d 2m28d 

Om Od-
5Sm10d 7m 4d 4m1Sd 

Om 1d-
34m1Sd 6m16d 4m12d 

Om Od-
6Sm16d 6m17d 3m26d 

Om Od-
65m16d 6m17d -=lm26d 

To Net-raction . R""". Mean f.ctl1an 

lm20d-
4m 9d 3m19d 3m20d 

Om21d-
Sm27d 6m12d 6m12d 

Om21d-
Sm27d 4m13d 4m 3d 

Om Od-
S3m 3d 7m29d 3m14d 

Om Od-
4Om12d 7m21d Sm 6d 

Om Od-
S2m 6d 9m Od Sm29d 

Om Od-
S3!1l24d 8m12d 6m18d 

Om Od-
S3m24d 8m19d Sm16d 

Om Od-
1'5-=lm24d 8m18d Sm16d 

jail awaiting plea or 
\ i 

ilanl;e 

lm26d-
6m17d 

Sm24d-
7m 1d 

Im26d-
7m 1d 

Orn 8d-
66m Sd 

Orn 7d-
44m14d 

Om10d-
6Sm24d 

Om27d-
S4m 7d 

Om 7d-
66m Sd 

Om 7d-
66m '5d 

** 

Information from different counties was not uniformly reported as to whether the defendant was in 
trial or in jail on another conviction. 
As to population, 1970 U.S. Census: Bergen~ Camden, Essex~ Hudson, Middlesex, Monmouth, Passaic, 
with estimated population, 7/1/76, official State estimates by Office of Business Economics, N.J. 

Union." Also coincides 
Department of Labor and 

Industry. 

Note: When "None ll is used in place of the range, there is either a single case (time interval) in that category or 2 or more 
cases with the same time interval. 



DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND EN~ERED A PLEA OF GUILTY ~O AN INDIC~MENT OR ACCUSATION DURING MARCH, 1977 

I 
wb= .. _- •• -0 •• _ ... "'. 

t!I£ UML'r fOR 'rIIESE .OOTIONS IS TIIJ! PEF£NDAJn'. REGARDLESS OF TlIA /MIllEII OF IJiDICTMEH'I'S OR .lCctJSATIOIIS MAllIST HIli 

1'fw::abllr or 
Inr11ctmenh • * T).)!B llITEI\VALS ARB COKPUTED PROII TIlE DATE OF FILllIO OF mB OLDES'I' IHDIC'I'tI£HT OR ACCUSATIOK OM IiHICH PLEA Ri>"l'RACTElJ TIllS It)/lTlI 
ACCusAtion. 
On Which Pl"a HUmber 

Length ot Contlnuou. Incarceration Period Prom Hot Guilty Pin. Period From Indlc:t.D:.ent or ACCU86.t101'/1 Retraete4 or Period F'raI Indlebutnt or Accll •• tlon 
'I'll1'l Month Petondant. a.t T1t!.e or Ret~t1on To Pirst Plell 'l'o Retr~t~pn _ .• _ • __ To Ret.raction 

•• an ..... an ..".. . ...... ........., ........ ""an .... an ...... ""an H,"on ...,. ... 
!ATLANTIC 

Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - '" - -
Other: OmlSd- Om13d· Om2ld- lm 7d 
Jail-Awtg.Plea/Trial 32 27 211)1Od lm24d l3m22d lm29d OmlSd 22m15d 2m13d 111) Id 22m 3d 4m12d lm14d 23m23d 

Om13d Om23d- lm 7d 
Jail-Other Conviction 5 5 - - - 5mlld 1m 1d 12m14d lm14d lm2ld 2m12d 6m25d 3m13d 14m 4d 

I 
Om Od Om Od- Om 1d 

Released on Bail 61 60 - - - 2m 7d Om20d 31m19d 3m Sd 2m1Sd 11m 3d 5m14d 3m23d 32m Id 

Om18d- Om Od~ Om Od- Om ld 
Total: Other 98 92 2m10d lm24d 13m22d 2m 9d Om19d 3lm19d 2m28d lm25d 22m 3d 5m 7d 3m 7d 32m ld 

Om18d- Om Od Om Od- Om ld-
Total Cases: 98 9_2 2m10d lm24d 13m22d 2m 9d om19d 3_lml.!ld 2m28d lm25d g2m3d 5mJd 3m'Ld 3_2m 1d 

BERGEN: 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: 2m 3d- Om14d- lm 3d- lm19d-

Jail-Awtg.P1ea/Tria1 7 7 4m24d 4m 5d 9m16d 2m19d Om16d 14m17d 3m17d 2m20d 9m16d 6m 7d 3m 6d 24m 3d 

Jail-Other Conviction 1 1 - - - Om15d Om15d None lmlOd lml0d None 1m25d lm25d None 

Om14d- 1m 3d- Im18d-
Released on Bail 24 24 - - - Om24d Om17d 2m 3d 4m2Sd 3m 6d h6m17d 5m23d 3m25d 17m Sd 

Om14d- 1m bd- lm23d-
R.O.R. 12 12 - - - Om27d Om17d 3ml0d 5m17d 3m2Sd 2~12d 6m14d 4m2ld 25m22d 

2m 3d- Om14d- 1m 3d- 1m18d-
Total: Other 44 44 4m24d 4m 5d 9m16d 1m 4d Om17d 14m17d 4m24d 3m2ld 22m12d 5m28d 4m 6d 25m22d 

2m 3d- Om14d- 1m 3d 1mlSd-
Total Cases: 44 44 4m24d 4m 5d 9m16d 1m 4d Om17d 14ml7d 4m24d ~m211 22m12d 5m28d 4m 6<1 25m22d 



I 
I 
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"'.l 
I 
~ DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY Al~D ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING MARCH 3 1977 
(\) 

I 
. --~---. - - - - -- .... 'e'W! 

THE UHIf FOR 'tIIESt SIX:TIOHS IS TIUI DEPEIIDAJ(I'. REIlARDLE3S OF nu: truKIlER OF IHDIC'll!EtrrS OR ACCUSATIOKS MAIHST KIH 

Nwibcr or 
Indictments. & * TlIIE INTERVALS AJU: COMP\ITEI) FRDM THE Do\TE OF FILIllQ OF nil! OLDEST IHDICTHElfT OR ACC1JlU>TIOK OR \/HICK PLEA RA"l'RAC1'ED THIS HOlml Accusation. 
On Whlcn Plu. N'I..Imber 
Retnehcl .r Length of t.ontlnuou. Incarceration Period P"rai lndlctaent or AcculaUon Period. From Hot CuUt)' Plea. Period From Indictment Or Ac:cIJution 
'nlis Month Deroodant" a.t l'UIe of Retraction To Plrat Pleft To Retr&.et.to~. M. __ To Re~L~et1on 

x .... ,,".un ...... ...... ",<Uan """", ~an Moun ...,. • X""" ",olan ...,.. 
" 

BURLINGTON 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - .. -
Other: Om ld . Om 2d- 1m 9d 
Jail-Other Conviction 11 9 .. - - 6m Od 4m Od 15m 9(' , lm26d 1m 8d 4m29d 7m26d 7m25d l6m17d 

Om 6d Om22d- lm23d 
Released on Bail 113 69 - - - 2m14d 1m ld 29m15d 6m 7d 4m 2d 2Om13d 8m2ld 6m ld 3Om25d 

Om11d 9m19d- 10m 8d 
R.O.R. 10 5 - - - Om17d Om19d Om2ld pm12d 9m28d 15m24d 12m Od lOm19d 16m11d 

Om Id Om 2d- 1m 9d-
Totel: Other 134 83 .,. - - 2m22d 1m ld 29m15d 6m 2d 4m Od 2Om13d 8m24d 7m J.d 3Om25d 

Om ld- Om 2d- 1m 9d-
Total Cases: 134 83 - - - 2m22d lril Id 29m15d 6m 2d 4m Od 2Om13d 8m24d 700 Id 3Om25d 

" 

PAMDEN 
Murder: 0 0 .. - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: 1m Od- Om16d- 0!n_5d- Om28d-
Jail-Awtg. Plea/Trial 18 11 2m21d 1m27d 5m16d 1m14d 1mlld 2m21d 4m12d 4m14d 13m25d 5m25d 5m11d i5m20d 

0nl14d Om14d- 1m 8d-
Jail-Other Conviction 21 17 - - - 2mlld 1m12d 14m 9d 3m17d 2m15d 8m 6d 5m28d 5m 9d l6m24d 

Om 7d Om 8d- 1m ld-
Released on Bail 72 64 - - - 2m20d 1mlld 27m 9d 6iii23d 3m21d ~Om13d 9m13d 5m 9d 33m25d 

Im12d lm17d- 2m29d-
R.O.R. 5 5 - - - Sm Od lm27d 18m Od 7m 3d 6m 8d ~3m22d 12m 3d 8m 5d 26m27d 

1m Od- Om 7d- Om 5d- Om28d-
Total: Other 116 97 2m2ld 1m27d 5m16d 2m18d lm12d 27m 9d 5m28d 3m27d 3Om13d 8m16d 5m16d 33m25d 

I 
1m Od- Om 7d- Om 5d- Om28d-

Total Cases: 116 97 2m2ld lm27d 5m16d 2m18d 1m12d 27m 9d 5m28d 3m27d 3Om13d 8m16d 5m16d 33m25d 



DEFENDANTS ~'ffiO 'RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY MlD ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING MARCH, 1977 

I 
,-.- - - _. - .L_ 

tKI: uur FOB 'l'!I&SE 5~TIOHS IS n(K PEPENllAJrr. REOIIRD=S 07 TIIA lIUlIDElI 07 IlIDICTIIEHTIi OR ACcus.>.nOHS AAAIHST NDI 

I ltuDber or 
IndIctments. &: * TlIIl! llITEIIVALS ARE COKP\ITE!l !'ROM THE DATE OP PILIRO OF THE OLDEST IHDIcna:HT OR ACCUSATION OR IIliICH I'LEI. Ri'l'RACTED THIS ..,lm/ Accu, .. t1on. 
On Which Ph. )Nmblr 

iCAPE MAY 

Aet.r,etec1 or Length of Cont.J.nuou. lnearceraUon Period rra. tndlet •• nt or Acculatlon Period Prom Mot Cuuty Plea Per10d From Ind1ct.r.ent. Ot Acc\iu.Uon 
This Hont" D.tondanh at T11:18 or Retraction To Pi.rat Ple" '1'0 Ratr&:c;~.1_on. _. ___ To RfH.rActlr:m 

Hun """an """'" 
....., ......., 

"""" .... n Ho.,an """'. HO'" .~dllUl ...".. --
I Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -

Other: Om15d- Om13d 1m19d- 2m4d 
Jail-Awtg. Plea/Trial 6 4 3m 5d 3mlSd 5m ld 1m 2d Om15d 2m23d 2m25d 2m17d 4m16d 3m27d 3m20d 6m 2d 

Oml6d Om Od- 1m20d 
Released on Bail 13 12 - - - 1m2Sd 1m Od Sm17d 4m29d 4m 7d 8m22d 6m28d 5m28d 15mlld 

Om16d Om Id- 1m 2d 
R.O.R. 6 4 - - - 2mlld 1m Od 6m27d 2m ld 2n1 Od 4m 2d 4m12d 4m24d 6m28d 

Om15d- Om13d Om (;>,5,-1 lm 2d 
Total: other 25 20 3m 5d 3m18d 5m ld lm26d 1m Od 8ml7d 3m29d 4m 2d Sm22d 5m24d Sm 2d l5mlld 

Oml').d- Om13d Om 00- lm 2d· 
Total Cases: 25 20 3m 5d 3m18d 5m :&1 1m26d 1m Od Sm17d 3m29d 4m 2d Sm22d 5m2~d 5m 2d l5m11d 

r.UMBERLAND 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: lm14d- Om19d- lm9d- lm2Sd-
Jail-Awtg. Plea/Trial 11 7 3m25d 3m25d 6m 5d 1m 7d Om22d 3m12d 2m14d 2m 2d 4m 6d 3m22d 4m 7d 5m 4d 

Om ld- 2m15d- 3m·ld-
Jail-Other Conviction 4 2 - - - Om 8d Om Sd Om16q 6m13d 6m13d lOmlld 6m21d 6m2ld lOm12d 

Dml5d Om29d- lm14d •.. 
Released on Bail 7 6 - - - Om29d Om20d 2m17d SmlOd 7mlld 16m 7d 9m 9d Sm17d l6m~~7d 

Oml9dw 2m 4d- 2m24d-
R.O.R. 5 5 - - - Om23d Om20d 1m Od 5m ld 4m 7d Sm22d 5m24d 5m 2d 9m22d 

lm14d- Om Id- Om29d- 1m14d-
Total: Other 27 20 3m25d 3m25d 6m 5d Om2Sd Om20d 3ml2d 5m Sd 3m 7d 16m 7d 6m 6d 4m22d l6m27d 

I 
1m14a- Om ld- Om29d- 1ml4d-

Total Cases: 27 20 _3m25d 3m25d 6m 5d Om28d Om20d 3m12d 5m Sd 3m 7d 6m 7d 6m 6d 4m22a 16m21.d 
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t:.j 

J, DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND EN'l'.BRED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING MARCH~ 1977 .j::" 

. . -- .. ~. - .. - -- x- ~.,.. 

I TIlE UHIf fOR 1m:s. St:cTIOllS IS me D£PDIllAI<T. REOAlWL&SS OF TIIA !I1iHJJER or IHDICnlEN'\'S OR ACCUSATIONS MAIlIST HIM 
jJ'fWlber or --IIndlCltaentii & * T~lIE IllTERVALS ARE cOKPVTED I'RDH THE DATE OF FILIlIO OF nt.E 0LIl&>T IHDIC'l'!G:HT OR ACCUSATION. OR \/HICH PLEA RETRACTED THIS w)r.111 lu::euaat1on. 
Ion 1Ih1eh PI .. Kul:Dber 

Length or C'DntlmlO\UI Inc&reentlon Period PrOJll Not QuUty Plea. Pel'lod Froa Indictment or Accuu,Uon Retract.ed or Period I"raI Indlct..nt or AccUaatlon 
'Ibis Month. Iietonda.nh at Ti1:\e or RetraeUon To 'lr~t Plu To Ratra;~.lon. ~. ___ To Ret. action-

K'&I\ "" .. an ...... l<uJ> n~ 1<&1>&' ... an .,.,an _", .. ." .Il'Q1M .,.". . 
~t I ur er: 4m 6d- Oml1d Om24d- 2mlOd Jail-Awtg. Plea/Trial 2 2 4m14d 4m14d 4m22d Om2Sd Om2Sd lm16d lmlSd lmlSd 2m12d 2m16d 2m16d 2m23d 

Released on Bail 1 1 - - - Om27d Om27d None 2m23d 2m23d None 3m20d 3m20d None 

4m 6d- Oml1d Om24d- 2mlOd Total: Murder 3 3 4m14d 4mllj·d 4m22d Om2Sd Om27d lm16d 2m Od 2m12d 2m23d 2m28d 2m23d 3m20d 

Other: Om ld- Om 7d Om 4d·, Om1Sd Jail-Awtg. Plea/Trial 37 35 2m13d 2ml1d 6m27d l~m 3d Om17d 4Bm15d 2m2ld lm12d 23m27d 6m24d 2m17d 49mlOd 

Om 6d Om Od- lm ld-Jail-Other Conviction 35 33 ~ - - lm14d Om20d 19m 2d 6m 3d 4m22d 20m 9d 7m17d 5m17d 2lm2Sd 

Om Cd- Om Od- Orn Sd-Released on Bail 143 135 - - - lmlOd Om20d 4Om17d 7m26d 7m ld ~lm 4d 9m 6d 8m ld 4Om19d 

Om 8d- Om Id- Om15d-R.O.R. 53 52 - - - lm13d Om21d 19m17d 8mlSd 7m25d ~6m Sd 10m 2d 9m 4d 2Sm2ld 

Om Id- Om Od- Orn Od- Orn 8d-Total: Other 268 255 2m13d 2ml1d 6m27d lr(l23d Om20d 4Sm15d 7m 2d 6m14d 31m 4d Sm25d 7m22d 49mlOd 

Om 1d- Om Od- Om Od- Om 8d-r-lStal Cases: 271 25S 2m17d 2m12d 6m27d lm22d Om20d 4Sm15d 7m Od 6m12d 3lm 4d Sm23d 7m20d 49mlOd 
tJJ,OUCESTER 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: 
Jail-Awtg. Plea/Trial 1 1 4m25d 4m25d None . 6m 6d 6m 6d None Orn29d Om2.9d None 7m 5d 7m 5d None I 

Om 6d- 8m22d llm Od-Released on Bail 9 6 - - - lm4d Om22d 3m Sd 17m Od 12m~~2d 36m20d ISm 4d 3mlOd 37m ad 

Om 6d- Om29d- I 7m ~d-Total: Other 10 7 4m25d 4m25d None '.m25d Om27d 6m 6d l4m2ld l1m20d 36m20d l6m17d 2m Od 37m d 
Om 6d- Om29d- 7m 5d-Total Cases: 10 7 4m2"ld 4m25d None lm21)d Om27d 6m 6d l4m21d l1m20d 36m20d 16m17d 12m Od 37m Sd 



DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING MARCH, 1977 

HUDSON 
Murder: 

Released on Batl 

Total: Murder 

Other: 
Jail-Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Jail-Other Conviction 

Released on Bail 

R.O.R. 

'l'otal : Other 

Total Cases: 

IDNTERDON 
Murder: 

Other: I Jail-Other Conviction 

Released on Bail 

R.O.R. 

Total: Other 

Total Cases: 

l->j 
I 

\Jl 
\Jl 

rtumber ot 
Inoiletm!nt,"' AI 
Accul&Uon. 
On Which P1I. ltur.Ibor 
Ret.racted of 
Th1& Honth Potonlilllh 

1 1 

1 1 

17 12 

23 16 

49 44 

8 8 

97 80 

q8 81 

0 0 

1 1 

4 3: 

1 1 

6 5 

6 t:; 

.. .. ... - - .. ..,.... 
t11£ UNIt /'OR ntES& SI:CTIOJIS IS Till! CEI'DlDAlrf, REOARCLE3S OF TIlE IIUIlIlEil 01 IlIDIcnu:Hl1I OR ACCUS4TIOHS AGAINST HI» 

-
* TllI2 IIm>RVALS Alii COKI'1IrEO PHON '11(£ DATE OF PILlRO OF 'Om OLDEST IIIDIC'!N:HT OR ACCUSATIOl! OK WIIICIt I'L£A RBTRAL'Till TillS MQlm, 

Lell6th ar ConUnuou, IncarceraUon Period. Prdcl Not O\.lUt.;t Plea. 
Perlc4 FrOCl T~i~l~~~~oc:t Acculi&Uon Period I'rc:a Indlctaent or AccuuUon 

a.t Tlme or Retraction To P1nt Pl", 'to Rat-Taction. ~ ~ .. 
Xun ,,""an <WiI, ...... f<O<Uan """'" 110M ... .., ...,.. ....., rr.rr"" ....,.. 

I --
I - - - lm Od lm Od None 3m13d 3m13d None 4m13d 4m13d None 

- - - lIn Od lIn Od None 3m13d 3m13d None 4m13d 4m13d None 

Om Id- 0"/1'. 7d Om Id- Om18d-
3m 5d 2m Od llIn15d lIn12d lm 5d 3m12d 6m 7d 3m?'Od 24m18d 7m18d 5m l~d 25m24d 

~~~j 
Om18d- lm21d-- - - lIn 7d lIn 4d 9m24d 6m18d 34m Od llm 1d 8m16d 34m18d 

Oml0d Om Od- 1m 8d - - - 2m20d lm 3d 28m 4d lIn23d llIn22d 3Om29d l4m13d 13m 4d 32m 5d 

OmlOd 4m28d- 5m19d - - - 2m 9d Om26d 12m14d 9m24d 7m 6d 2lm18d 12m 3d 8m16d 25m18d 

Om ld- Om 7d Om Od- Om18d-
3m 5d 2m Od llm15d 2m 5d lm 4d 28m 4d OmlOd 7m27d 34m Od l2m15d lOm24d 34m18d 

Om ld- Om 7d- Om Od- Om18d-
3m 5d 2m Od llml'5d 2m 4d lIn 4d 28m 4d 10m 8d 7m23d B4m Od 12m12d 10m qd .~4m18d 

- - - - - - - - - - - -
- - - lm 7d lm 7'd None Om21d Om2ld None lIn28d lm28d None 

Om14d- 6m26d- 7mlOd-- - - Om26d Om28d lIn 6d 8m.15d 8m 9d Omlld 9mlld 9m 7d llIn17d 

- - - llm28d lIn28d None 3m 5d 3m 5d None 15m 3d 15m 3d None 

Om14d- Om2ld- lm28d-- - - 3m 5d lIn 6d Ilm28d 5m26d 6m26d lOmlld 9m 1d 9m 7d 15m 3d 
Om14d- Om2ld- lm~8d-- - - ~m lid lIn 6d Ilm28d t:)m26d 6m26d lOmlld 9m ld Qm 7d ll3I!! ~d 
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I 
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':r;l 

J, DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING MARCH, 1977 
(j) 

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

tHE UHlt FOR TlU;S£ SECTIOllS IS THX D£F£UllAI(I'. IUllARDLESS OP TIlE NUMllER 0' INDIC'llIEtml OR ACCUSATIONS AnAlliST HIH 
!tus:aber ot 
Ind1ct.ments &- * T1I!l! INTERVALS ARE CClHP\1TEll PROM TIlE DATE OF PILlHO OF TIlE OLDEST INDICT!IElfT OR ACCUSATIon OR WHICH PLEA RlmIACTEIl THIS HONTII Accua&tlon. 

Nutlber On llhlch Plea 
Par1o!!. Fr~ Not Guilty Plea. 

lMERCER 

Retraeted or Length ot Cont1.nu.clu. Incarceration Period I"n::a Indlcblent or Aec'U ... tlon Period FromT~n~;~~~~io~r Accusation This Month netoMant. &t Tbu ot Retraction To P1rat Plu, To RetTa-eUan 
-Hun """,an ....... ... ... ""dUn ..". . rIO"" M •• i." - ---...... ....,. . Kt=dhn !W>< • 

Murder: 
Jail-Other Conviction 1 1 - - - Om15d Om15d None 59m2Sd 59m2Sd None 6Om13d 6Om13d None 

Total: Murder l l ~. - - Oml5d Om15d None 59m2Sd 59m2Sd None 6Om13d 6Om13d None 

Other: lm 6d- Om 5d 33m2Sd- 34m 3d Jail-Awtg. Plea/Trial 3 3 Imlld lm13d lm13d lml7d Om23d 3m22d 37mlOd 35m21d 42mlOd 3Sm26d 39ml3d 43m 3d 

Om ld Om Od- lm23d Jail-Other Conviction 15 l5 - - - 4m 7d 1m 7d 37m29d 5m15d 2mlSd 25m29d 9m23d 5m26d 39mlOd 

Released on Bail 2S 2S - .. - 2m2ld lm13d 
Om ld Om27d- lm 6d" 

26m 6d 8m 4d 4m22d 20m 6d lOm25d 7m 7d 29m 3d 

Omlld lm 3d- 3m 7d R.O.R. l4 14 - - - 4m 6d lm28d 34m 6d 2m20d lm23d l3m2ld 6m26d 3m2ld 35m 9d 

lm 6d- Om ld Om Od- 1m 6d Total: Other 60 60 !mlld Iml3d lml3d 3mlld lm24d 37m29d 7m20d 3m 2d 42mlOd llm Id 5m 9d 43m 3d 

lm 6d-
,I 

1m 6d Om -," Om Od-
Total Cases: 61 6l lmlld lm13d lm13d '=lmlOd lm24d 37m29d 8m16d 3m 3d 59m28d llm26d "im16d 6Cm13d 

MIDDLESEX 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: Om 4d- Om 6d Om24d- 4m25d-Jail-Awtg. Plea/Trial 9 S 3m ld 2m12d 7m19d Ilm14d 9m12d 2Sm29d 5m21d 2m22d 17m26d 17m 5d lSmlld 30m 9d 

Om 7d- lm26d- 2m 3d-Jail-Other Conviction It 4 - - - 2m 2d lm 5d 5m20d 3mlltd 3mlOd 5mlOd 5m16d 4m16d llm Od ,-

Om16d- 2m12d-
p'OrnlSd 

3m 2d-
Released on Bail 16 16 - - - 2m 3d Om23d ISm Od 9m12d 9m19d 117m12d Ilm15d 21m2Sd 

Om 7d- lm23d- 2m Od-R.O.R. 19 IS - - - OmlSd . Om16d lm16d 9m 4d 9m17d 9mlOd 9m22drOmlOd 19m26d 

Om 4d- Om 6d- Om24d- 2m Od-
Total: Other 48 46 3m Id 2m12d 7m19d 3m 4d Om22d 2Sm29d Sm 4d 9m 7d 19m1Od lIm 8d lOmlSd 30m 9d 

Om 4d- Om 6d- Om24d- 2m Od-
Total Cases: 4S 46 3m Id 2ml2d 7m19d 3m 4d Om22d 2Sm29d Sm 4d 9m 7d 19m1Od lIm Sd lOmlSd i'=lOm 9d 



DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING MARCH~ 1977 

I 1 
~ ~ ~~ . . ~ 

~- -.. ~. 

nIE uHIt FOR THESE SECTIONS IS TUB DE:FIJIDA/(f. REXlARDLESS OF nu;: MJKIlEII OF nmIcnlEHTS OR ACCUSATIONS AOAINST HIM 

I 
If\mber or 
Indlctaents &: * TlXB II<rEIIVALS AIlE COHPIJTEI) PROM mE IlAT! OF Fn.I!!I OF TUB OIJJEST IHDlcm«:II'I' oa ACCUSATION OK WICH Pr.E.\ RIITRAC'l'ID THIS NJKTH Aecua.t1cna 
On lIh.1ch Pl ... Humber 

Period Proal Hot Gu1lty Plu. Retracted or Length or Contlnuoua Incarceration Period 1"rc:a Indletaent or Aecu •• tlcm Period FrQaI T{;"~~~t;!~~io':,r AeculllLt10n Th1a Month ~tendant. a.t 1'1C8 or Retraction To Pll'at Flea To Retra.ction _. - -',an ... cuan <Wijfo ~ ...... lI<K\J.an 1\AlI&' ... "" ".di.... . "-- .oan -l!oaTan -.w><" 

MONMOUTH 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: lm12d- Om 4d· lm 6d- 1m12d Jail-Awtg. Plea/Tria.l 5 4 2m29d 3m 9d 3m26d lm 5d Om14d 3m20d 4m25d 1m15d 15m 2d 6m Cd 3m12d 15m24d 

Om Od lmlld- lmlld Jail-Other Conviction 19 U - - - Om16d Om15d 1m 5d 2m28d 2m Od 10m 6d 3m14d 2m22d 11m 3d 

Om 6d Om19d- 1m20d Released on Bail 76 69 - - - 1m Id Om17d lOm27d 4m 6d 3mUd 19m21d 5m 6d 4m 3d 19m27d 

Om 6cl· lm10d- 1m26d R.O.R. 41 41 - - - Om28d Om22d 9m 4d 3m 4d 2m 3d 12m27d 4m 3d 3m 3d 13m 3d 

lml2d- Om Od Om19d- 1mUd-Total: Other 141 125 2m29d 3m 9d 3m26d Om29d Om18d IOm27d 3m23d 2m20d 19m21d 4m21d 3m21d 19m27d 

2m29d 
~12d- Om Od 

'=lm2'=ld 
Om19d-

'=lm2ld 
1mlld-Total Cases: 141 l2"i 3m 9d m26d Om29d Om18d lOm27d 2m20d 19m21d 4m2ld lQm27d 

MORIUS 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: Oml3d- 1m 7d- 1m26d-Jail-Other Convi,ction 9 7 - - - lm24d Om18d 7m15d 3m23d 2m28d 110m 8d 5m18d 5m15d 11m Od 

Om 7d- Om28d- 1m14d-Released on Bail 10 9 - - - Om16d Om16d Om25d. 4m15d 3m 5d I1Om29d 5m Id 3m25d 11m 8d 

Om15d- OmlL~d ... 2m 6d-R.O.R. 6 5 - - - 4m22d Om23d 2Om29d 2m 3d 2m23d 2m29d 6m25d 3m17d 21m13d 

Total: Other 25 21 - - - 1m29d Om18d 
Om 7d- Om14d- 1m14d-

2Om29d 3m21d 2m28d Om29d 5m19d 3m22d 21m13d 

, Om 7d- Om14d- 1m14d-Total Cases: 2"i 21 - - - 1m2Qd 0ml8d 2Om2Qd '=lm21d 2m28d Om2Qd 5m19d ~m22d 2lmBd 
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~ DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING MARCH, 1977 

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

TIlE UNIt FOR nu:s& S!:CTIOHS IS TIt!! DEFEN""-'Jn', REQARVLCSS OF TIm lMQl£ll OF INDIcn<EtrrS OR ACCUSATIOHS MAIHST HIlI 

I lhmber or 
Indle~ents • * TlIIt INTERVALS o\I\B COIIP\JTED PROM nIA DATE OF FILIIi!I OF TIlE OLDES'l' IHDIC'I'K£HT OR ACCUSATION ON lIllICH Pr.EA RImlACTED THIS MOlml ACCulliAtion. 
On Vhlch. Pha N\JZ:Iber 
P.~tTlocte'" or Length ot Contll'lUC:iit. Incarceration Period .'raa Indlet.ent or Accu •• t1on r.r1od. Fro.ca. Hot Guilty Plea. Period Froc T~nt~Ct~~tioc;r Accusation 
Thin :4onth. Defondant. at Ticl! or Retraction To Plrst PIe" '1'0 Ro~~a.;e~.lon _ _ __ 

H ..... ... 41an ' ilan4' ...... HedUIl ..",. . ...an "~ .. n ...".., "can "'~Ql&l1 ..;N"40 

~CEAN I ~er: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -I 

Other: 
Jail-Awtg. Plea/Trial 2 1 Omlld Omlld None 4m 3d 4m 3d None lm12d lm12d None 5m15d 5m15d None 

Om 7d Om Od- lm12d- . 
Released on Bail 82 81 - - - lm23d 1m 2d 12m20d 8m26d 7m28d 21m26d lOm18d 9m25d 22mlld 

Om 2d 3m ld- 4m12d 
R.O.R. 17 16 - - - 2m 8d lmlld 10m 9d 11m 5d 11m 3d 2Om14d 13m12d 12m25d 24m18d 

Om 2d Om Od- 1ml2d-
Total: Other 101 98 Omlld Omlld None 1m26d lm 4d 12m20d 9m 5d 8m 4d i21m26d llm Od lOm12d 24m18d 

Om 2d Om Od- 1m12d-
Total Cases: 101 98 Omlld Omlld None 1m26d lm 4d 12m20d 9m ~d 8m 4d 21m26d llm Od lOm12d 24m1Sd 

PASSAIC 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: Orn Od- Orn 1d- Om 5d- Om10d-
Jai1-Awtg. Plea/Trial 26 24 3m Sd 2m2Sd 7m14d Om 9d Om 7d Om26d 3m14d 1m 9d 22m27d 3m23d lm19d 23m 50., 

Om Sd- Om Od- Om18d-
Jail-other Conviction 7 7 - - - Om22d Om18d lm20d 2m 1d lm16d 5m15d 2m23d 3m 1d 6m Id 

Om 2d- Om2Sd- lm Id-
Released on Bail 34 32 - - - 1m 2d Om12d lOm19d 3m 5d 2m20d 12m 5d 4m 7d 3m 5d 15m29d 

Om 8d- 1m14d- 1m23d-
R.O .R. 8 8 - - - 2m 5d Om 9d 13m24d 2m20d 2m19d 3m2Sd 4m25d 3m16d 15m19d 

Om Od- Om 1d- Om Od- Om10d-
Total: Other 75 71 3m 8d 2m28d 7m14d Om27d Om10d l3m24d 3m 3d 2m Sd 22m27d 4m Od 2m29d 23m 5d 

Om Od- Om 1d- Om Od- Om10d-
Total Cases: 7"- I 71 3m 8d 2m28d 7m14d Orn27d Orn10d 13m24d 3m 3d 2m 8d 22m27d 4m Od 2m29d 23m 5d 



DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING MARCH~ 1977 

SALEM 
Murder: 

Other: 
Jail-Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Released on Bail 

Total: Other 

Total Cases: 

SOMERSET 
Murder: 

Other: 
Jail-Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Released on Bail 
;, 

R.O.R. 

Total: Other 

Total Cases: 

I2j 
I 

Ul 
\.0 

I 

Number or 
Indlc:t.=enU k 
Accula.Uon, 
On Which P1I. lfUmbel' 
Retracted ot 
Thill. Month Dd'ondanh 

0 0 

7 6 

2 2 

9 8 

9 8 

0 a 

5 2 

7 7 

8 6 

20 15 

20 15 

- - . -.- --. e. 

'1 TII£ UHIt roa 'l1\ESS SIX:TIOKS IS TlIB DIJ'ENlW/T. R!XIARDLESS OP TlIB IItJIIBER OF IHDIC'I'IIE1fl'S OR ACCU.?ATIOHS AOAIHST HIM 
) 

* 'I'llI& INTERVALs ARK COKI'llTEIl FROM '!'HE DATE OF PILIllO OF mE OLDEST INDIC'I'KE!IT OR AtCUSA~i·tlt OR WHICK PU!A RJm\ACTED THIS I«)ImI 

Lell8th ot ConUnuou. Inearceration Period Fl'aI fndlctaent or Accu •• tton Per104 PrOAl Hot auUt:t Plea. Perlod From Indictment or Accusation 
a.t '1'1l:Ie ot RetracUon To Pirat Plen. To Retra.c.t~on. _. ___ To Rotract1on 

• ean ~ .. an ...". . ..... _..an /WI&. ~an •• oun """I' "eon xeou" ..".. 

- - - - - - - - - - - -
1m14d- 1m ld Om Od- 3m 5d 

4m 5d 3m29d 7m 9d 5m Id :unIOd i3mlld 8ml2d 3m 4d 37m20d 13m14d 5m16d 5lm ld 

lmlOd- 2m Od 
- - - Om20d Om20d None 3m 5d 3m 5d 5m Od 3m25d 3m25d 5m20d 

lm14d- Om20d· Om Od- 2m Od 
4m 5d 3m29d 7m 9d 3m29d lmlOd l3mlld 7m 3d 3m 4d 37m20d 11m 2d 5mlld 51m ld 

lm14d- Om20d Om Od- 2m Od 
4m 5d 3m29d 7m 9d 3m29d lmlOd l3mlld 7m 3d 3m 4d 37m20d 11m 2d Smlld 51m ld 

- - - - - - - - - - - -
2m-ld- Om27d- 1m 6d-

3m 7d 3m 7d 4ml3d Om 9d Om 9d None lm ld lm ld 1m 6d lmlOd lml0d lm15d 

Om 5d 2m16d- 3m28d-- - - Om15d Om 8d lm19d 5mlOd 4mlld 7m29d 5m26d 4m18d 8m14d 

Om·8d 3m19d- 3m28d 
- - - Om20d Om14d lm28d 6m19d 5m12d 12m14d 7m 9d 6ml8d l2m28d 

2m ld- Om 5d Om27d- 1m 6d-
3m 7d 3m 7d 4ml3d Oml6d Om 9d 1m28d 5m 9d 4mlOd 12m14d 5m25d 4ml8d l2m28d 

2m ld- Om 5d Om27d- lm 6d-
3m 7d 3m 7d 4m13d 0in16d Om 9d lm28d 15m 9d 4ml0d 12m14d 5m25d 4ml8d 12m28d 



1>;1 

~ DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING MARCH, 1977 
o 

.. .. .1""" ..-- ... -. --
THE UNIt lOR nt&n Sl:C1'IOIIS IS TJI.K DI:PEWAIIT. REIlARDLEsS or TJU: NUKIlEl\ or IlfDItm!E1<TS OR ACCUSATIOHS AOAIHST HDI 

l'f\uaber or 
Indlcbllentr;. • * TlMB Itn'EllVALS AR£ COIIPIIl'ED PROH '1'11£ llo\TE OF FILIlIO OF ntB OLDEST IHDIC'I1<EIn' OR ACCUSATIon OK WICH PLEA ROTRACTED ntIS I«llml Acc:uaat1cn. 
On \'hich Plea Hlmber 

Length ot contJ.nuoU. Ineare.ration Retracte4 or Period I"raI Indletaent or AccuaaUon Pent-a 17011. Hot Guilty Plea Period From lnt11caent or Acc:unU\)n 
Th18 Honth D.tcmdanh at 'l'1.J:I,. of Reotraetlon To Ptrat Plea To RetracU!,n .. . ' __ '. To Re~etlon Xc.., ..... .., 1Ian&' - -~. ~ .. , 1M'" Ma'1'" ..".e Man ~eQ'''' ...,.. 

SUSSEX 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: 
Jail-Other Conviction S 1 - - - OmlSd OmlSd None 7m17d 7m17d None Sm 2d Sm 2d None 

Om 7d Om20d- 2m29d 
R.O.R. S S - - - 2m24d Om14d lOm22d 7m17d 4m13d lSm13d lOm11d 12m17d lSm20d 

Om 7d- Om20d- 2m29d 
Total: Other 13 6 - - - 2mI2d Om14d lOm22d 7m17d 6m Od lSm13d 9m29d 10m 9d lSm20d 

Om 7d Om20d- 2m29d-Total Cases: 13 6 - - - 2m12d Om14d 10m22d 7m17d 6m Od lSm13d 9m29d 10m 9d lSm20d 

~. 0 0 Murder: - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: Om 1d- Om 3d Om13d- Om23d-

Jail-Awtg. Plea/Trial 23 17 2m 7d 2m 6d 4m19d Om17d OmlOd 1m21d 2m16d lm19d 9m20d 3m 3d Im2Sd lOm13d 

Jail-Other Conviction 20 13 - - - 1m Od Om2Sd 
Om 3d- lm Od- 1m26d-
lm27d 6m13d 3m20d 120m12d 7m14d 4m11d 22m 9d 

Om 1d- Om11d- 1m 9d-
Released on Bail 67 61 - - - 1m 1d Om24d 6m Sd Sm21d 3m16d I3sm1Sd 6m21d 4m22d 3Sm2Sd 

Om 1d- Om 1d- Omlld- Om23d-
Total: Other 110 91 2m 7d 2m 6d 4m19d Om2Sd Om24d 6m Sd Sm 6d 3m 1d \3SmlSd 6m 4d 4m 9d 35m2Sd 

Om 1d- Om Id- Om11d- Om23d-
Total Cases: 110 ...91 2m 7d 2m 6d 4m19d Om2Sd Om24d 6m Sd 13m 6d 3m Id B5mlSd 6m 4d 4m....9.d l35m2Sd 

WARREN 
Murder: 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other: Om Od Om 7d- Om14d-

, Released on Bail 10 6 - - - Om2Sd Om21d lm29d 6m14d 5m 7d 13m21d 7m 9d 6m15d 15m 3d 

Om Od· Om 7d- Om14d-
Total: Other 10 6 - - - Om25d Om21d lm29d 6m14d 5m 7d 13m21d 7m 9d 6mlSd ISm 3d 

Om Od Om 7d- 0ml4d-
Total Cases: 10 6 ~ - - Om22d Om21d 1m29d 6m14d 5m 7d l.3m21d _7.!ll 9d 6ml5d 12m 3..d 



DEFENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO M~ INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING MARCH, 1977 

B LARGEST COUNTIES:** 
Murder: 
Jail-Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Released on Bail 

Total: Murder 

other: 
Jall-Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Jail-other Conviction 

Released on Bail 

R.O.R. 

Total: Other 

Total Cases: 
[3 REMAINING COUNTIES: 

Murder: 
Jail-Other Conviction 

Total: Murder 

Other: 
Jail-Awtg. Plea/Trial 

Jail-Other Conviction 

Released on Bail 

R.O.R. 

Total: Other 

Total Cases: 
"'.I 
I 
0\ 
I-' 

Jflmber or 
Indleballntc &: 
Accu •• UON 
On laUch Ph. )tuab.,. 
Retracte4 or 
This Month .Dttondt.nt. 

2 2 

2 2 

4 4 

142 11B 

130 102 

481 445 

146 144 

B99 809 

QO~ 8n 

1 1 

1 1 

67 51 

53 40 

346 289 

72 61 

538 441 

C)~Q I 442 

-... -" -" 
nu: URn ro8 11iES1 St:C1'IOllS IS nU! D£I'IJID.\Ifr. IUlIARDLE3S OP nt8 1Mm£l\ OF IlfIJIC'nIEIIT8 OR ACCUSATIOllS AOAIHST HIM 

- -

* TlII! IJrl'!lIVAts IJ\lC COKP\I1~ I'IlOH ':'HE '1lI.Tl: OF PlLIlOI OP 11ill OLIJEST IJIDIC'I1<EIrr OR ACCUSATIOH O. \/HICI! PLE.\ ~Bl'l\ACT£D nils HOrm! 

Length ot Cont.1~ IncarceraUon. 'erl04 rrc. In41et..ent or Accu •• Uon P.riod. ha.. )fot oullt.y Plea 
hrlod FromT~~~l;,!~~~oC:t Aecu.&tlt)n .. t 1'1me ot Retnetio To Plrlt PI .. '1'0 Retr&eUpn. _ _ ~ 

H .. n "'011.., ...... ..... HodUn Rani' rIOon _'on ....... ..... KWTon .... . 
4m 6d- Omlld Om24d· 2mlOd 4m14d 4m14d 4m22d Om2Bd Om2Bd lm16d~ lmlBd lmlBd 2m12d 2m16d 2m16d 2m23d 

OlJl27d 3m23d- 3m20d - - - Om2Bd Om2Bd lm Od 3m 3d 3m 3d 3m13d 4m ld 4m ld 4m13d 

4m 6d- Omlld, Om24d- 2mlOd 
4m14d 4m14d 4m22d Om28d Om2Bd lm16d 2mlOd 2m17d 3m13d 3m 9d 3m 6d 4m13d 

Om Od- Om ld Om ld- OmlOd 
2m26d 2mlBd llm15d 2mlBd Om17d 48m15d 3m20d lm18d 24m18d, 6m 9d 2m29d 49mlOd 

t... 
Om Od Om Od- I)m18d - - - lm12d Om25d 19m 2d 5m16d 3m12d 34m Od 6m27d 4m11d 34m18d 

Om Od Om Od- iOm Bd - - - lm17d Om24d 4Om17d 6m23d 4m12d 35mlBd BmlOd 5m25d 4'Om19il 

Om 6d· Om ld- Om15~ - - - lmlld Om2ld 19m17d 6m16d 4m2ld 26m 8d 7m27d 5m26d 28m2ld 

Om Od- Om Od Om Od- Om Bd-
2m26d 2ml8d lllil15d lm20d Om23d 48m15d 6m 4d 4m Od 35m18d 7m23d 5m 4d 49mlOd 

Om Od- Om Od· Om Od- Om 8d 
2m27d 2m20d llm1'5d lm19d Om23d 48ml'id 6m qd qm2Qd !~c)m18d 7m23d C)m 3d 4QmlOd 

- - - Om15d Oml5d None 59m28d 59m28d None 6Oml3d 6Om13d None 

- - - Om15d Om15d None 59m28d 6Om13d ~Om13d 
I 

59m28d None None 

Om11d- Om 5d Om Od lm 6d-
2m24d lm27d l3m22d 2m 6d 0ml9d 22m15d 5m 4d 1m14d 42mlOd 7mlOd 2m24d 5lm Id 

am Id- Om Od- lm 7d-... - - 4m Od Om28d 37m29d 3m26d lm24d 125m29d 7m25d 5m25d 39ml0d 
" 

Om Od- Om Od Om Id-- - - 2m Od' Om28d 3lm19d 6m20d 5m17d 36m20d 8m20d 7m 3d 37m 8d 

Om 2d Om ld lm 2d-- - - 2m2ld lm 3d 34m 6d 6m16d 4m 7d 20m14d 9m 6d 6m28d 35m 9d 

Om11d- Om Od- Om Od- Om Id-
2m24d lm27d ~3m22d 2m 9d Om27d 37m29d 6m 7d 4m 4d ~2mlOd Bm15d 6m13d 5lm ld 

Omlld- Om Od- Om Od- Om ld-
2m24d lm27d il3m22d 2m 9d Om27d I 37m29d 6mlOd 4m c)d IC)Qm28d 8m19d 6mlqd 60mBd 



I 
I 

,-------

I:I;l 
I 
~ DEfENDANTS WHO RETRACTED A PLEh OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT OR ACCUSATION DURING MARCH, 1977 
f\) 

__ .n:ceas_ - _ .. ...... -.. ===a-~' - , '"-...... 
t11£ UNIt FOR l1U:SZ St:erIOHS IS TIIJI DEI'EHDAIIT. REtlARDLESS or t11A /MIllER or IIIDIC'Il(Elrt'il OR ACC1lSATlOHS AAAIHST HII! 

rtuab~r ot 
Indlct.1.ents. • 
AcculaUona 

'it TlI!I! IItrEHVALS ~ COKPITI'EIl PROM TIlE DATE OF PILIHa O}' nlJ< OLDES'l' IIIDICTKEI!T OR ACCUSo\TIO~ ON \/!IICH I'LF.A RimtACTI:D TIllS HO!mi 
H\.JaIbar On Which Pha 

.Iletraettd. or Length ot COl\t.Lnuoua Incare.rl.Uon PerLod. Frat Indlcta.nt. or Accu .. t!tm hriod. Prom. Not Guilty Plea Period FrotIIT~~~li::.~~~o~r Accu,J&tlon 
l'hh Montn D.tend.anh at T115. ot lletra.etlon To Ptrat Phft To R.etf.actl_on. ,. _._ 

X,"" ~ ..... """", - "~ /W1&' He"" ."''''' """'. ~..., .eIUM 

STATE TOTAL2, 
Murder: 4m 6d- Omlld Om24d-
Jall-Awtg. Plea/TJl'ial 2 2 4m14d 4m14d 4m22d Om28d Om28d lm16d lm18d lm18d 2m12d 2m16d 2m16d 

Jail-Other Convi(:tion 1 1 - - - Om15d Om15d None 59m28d 59m28d None 6Om13d 6Om13d 

Released on Bail 2 2 - - - Om28d Om28d 
Om27d 2m23d-
lm Od 3m 3d 3m 3d 3m13d 4m Id 4m 1d 

4m 6d- Omlld~ Om2.4d-
Total: Murder 5 5 4m14d 4mll.J.d 4m22d Om26d Om27d lm16d l3m26d 2m23d 59rn.:!8d l4m22d 3m20d 

Other: Om Od- Om Id~ Om Od-
Jall-Awtg. Plea/Trial 209 169 2m26d i:.Jm16d l3m22d 2m14d Om18d 48m15d 4m 4d 1m18d 42mlOd 6m18d 2m28d 

Om Od Om Od-
Jail-Other Comriction 183 142 - - - 2m 4d Om25d 37m29d 5m 2d 2m26d 34m Od 7m 5d 4m28d 

Orn Od- Om Od-
Released on Bail 827 734 - - - lm22d Om25d 4Om17d 6m22d 4m25d 36m20d 8m14d 6m17d 

Om 2d- Om 1d-
R.O.R. 218 205 - - - lm23d Om22d 34m- 6d 6m16d 4m18d 26m 8d 8m 9d 6mlOd 

II 
Om Od- Om Od- Om Od 

Total: Other 1,1~37 1,~5P· 2m26d 2m16d l3m22d lm26d Om24d 48m15d 6m 5d 4m 2d 42mlOd 8m Id 5m18d 

~.255 II Om Od- Om Od- Orn Od-
Total Cases: 1.442 2m26ci I 2m16d 1l3m22d lm26d Om24d 48m15d 6m 6d 4m 2d I 59m28d 8m 2d 5ml'l.d 

.' 

* Information from different ~ounties was not uniformly reported as to whether the defendant was in jail awaiting plea 
or trial or in jail on another conviction. 

-... 

2m10d 
2m23d 

None 

3m20d 
li,{ll13d 

2mlOd 
6Om13d 

OmlOd 
5lm ld 

Om18d-
39ml04 

Om ld-
4Om19d 

Om15d-
35m 9d 

Om ld-
5lm ld 

Om Id-
6Om13d 

** As to population, 1970 U.S. Census: Bergen, Camden, Essex, Hudson, Middlesex, Monmouth, Pa~saic, Union. Also coincides 
with estimated population, 7/1/76, official State estimates by Office of Business Economics, N.J. Department of Labor 
and 'Industry, 

Note: When IINone" is used in place of the range, there is either a Single case (time interval) in that category or 2 or more 
cases with the same time interval. 



ESTIMATED 
POPULATfON * 7/1/76 

612,370 

606,190 

924,830 

2,389,310 

7,431,750 

484,305 

5,042,440 

550,515 

910,865 

482,190 

471,175 

SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS PLEAS RETRACTED DURING MARCH 1977, OCTOBER 1976 ,AND MARCH 1976 
MEDIAN TIME FROM DATE OF INDICTMENT (OR ACCUSATION) TO RE;TRACTION OF' NOT GUILTY PLEA 

MIDDLESEX 

HUDSON 

ESSEX 

TOTAL, REMAINING 
13 COUNTIES 

STATE TOTAL ...... : ... : ... 

CAMDEN ,,:." 

TOTAL, 8 LARGEST 
COUNTIES 

UNION 

BERGEN ..... .:.:.' 

MONMOUTH 

PASSAIC :.::' 

2. MOS. 

8 LARGEST COUNTIES (OVER 450,000 POP.) AND COMBINED DATA 

. :.:,' 

ON REMAINING 13 COUNTIES 

:",:.:.' 

:.:.',:, :.:.:,' 

.. :: ... :: ....... . 

...... : .. 

. ..... ...... : 

......... 

4 MOS. 6 MOS. a MOS. 

MEDIAN TIME 

MARCH 1977 
t·.·.·.·.·.·.·,·.·.·.·.·,·.·.·,·,········-.--··········j OCTOBER 1976 
"sssSSSSSSSSSS",l MARCH 1976 

PLEAS RETRACTED 
DURING THE PERIOD 

INDICTMENTS AND ACCUSATIONS 
MARCH OCTOBER MARCH 
---.lill 1976 ~ 

MIDDLESEX 48 51 90 
HUDSON 98 58 106 

ESSEX 271 163 213 

CAMDEN 116 116 166 

UNION 110 96 154 
BERGEN 44 125 61 
MONMOUTH 141 133 105 
PASSAIC 75 83 129 

TOTAL, 8 LARGEST 
COUNTIES 903 825 1,024 

TOTAL,REMAINING 
13 COUNTIES 539 429 613 

------
STATE TOTAL 1.442 1,254 1,637 

10 MOS. I YR. 14MOS 

* OFFICAL STATE ESTIMATES PREPARED BY THE OFFICE OF BUSINESS ECONOMICS, N. J. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR AND INDUSTRY. 



-----~-----

LAW DIVISIONS OF THE SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURTS 

DISPOSITION OF (INDICTMENTS AND ACCUSATIONS X PERSONS) 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

---. --
Indictments and Accusations X .Persons Closed DUring Period by: Total Pending Plea or Trial at End 

Indic.tments and Reopened 
Accusat.ions Prev~ After Total NEW Jury Trial 11 lIon-Jury Trial Y !utp.,.ded POSTPONED 

X Persons Filed Reported as Conditional Cases-
Dlspolltlo", further UHTRJABLE 

County Pen~ea DUring Disposed of J Discharge (Includin Plea Dismissal Total Active CHoreallc.) Proceedings (WaIIOMO",'. 
or Trial at This But Reopened N.J.S.A. Reopened N.J.'.'. Under Pretrial stondinllor 
Beginning of Period This Period 24:21··27 (a)(2 Partially Tried to Partially irried to 2.,21.27( 0)(1 ) Intervention rortl .. no! 

Period Tried Completion Tried pompletion Progrl!m, o.,ollobl.follrlol) 
R.3:2B 

Atlantic " l,017 926 11 0 930 7 50 0 0 617 283 957 439 108 32 0 

Bergen 1,606 1,954 0 7 1,961 13 61 76 57 l,228 431 1,866 1,107 172 80 1 

Burlington " 2,349 1,406 l6 0 1,422 3l 97 21 23 1,390 868 2,430 1,022 5 2 0 

Camden 3,836 2,537 34 0 2,571 13 120 67 78 1,439 781 2,498 2,049 44 113 1,259 

Cape May 423 708 2 0 710 9 15 0 4 358 123 509 454 1 13 72 

Cumberland 696 1,075 22 0 1,097 41 55 0 5 532 271 904 498 0 27 353 

Essex " 6,026 6,039 61 0 6,100 79 656 8 89 2,457 1,824 5,113 4,022 78 409 2,202 

Gloucester 1,310 972 0 0 972 6 13 42 3 308 183 555 1,337 55 8 90 

Hudson 3,136 1,83l 6 3 1,840 67 248 2 38 927 410 1,692 2,353 23 35 612 

lIunterdon " 294 410 0 0 410 1 10 0 1 113 68 193 382 9 50 2 

Mercer 1,694 1,813 16 0 1,829 20 96 1 4 1,075 444 l,640 1,223 9 ·45 110 

Htdd1esex 2,569 2,400 11 0 2,411 10 165 0 17 1,041 722 1,955 1,986 76 40 0 

Monmouth " 1,998 2,220 19 0 2,239 19 261 2 71 1,390 493 2,236 1,512 2 0 0 

Morris 841 1,037 6 0 1,043 l6 60 1 14 432 315 1,038 368 93 100 105 

Ocean l,614 727 95 7 829 15 75 39 47 70!. 768 1,653 65l 56 22 0 

PassaiC • 1,782 1,990 36 47 2,073 30 417 3 30 825 455 J.,764 872 44 107 137 

Salem 582 626 10 1 637 12 35 4 5 28: 76 414 598 26 6 68 

Somerset " 573 526 l8 41 585 3 67 0 0 37 291 732 262 3 67 0 

Sussex " 308 269 1 0 270 5 12 0 J. 13 98 253 273 4 0 0 

Union " 1,841 1,774 28 1 1,803 45 219 3 19 1,20( 446 1,932 877 52 59 72 

Warren " 3132 320 1 0 321 1 25 0 1 21! 75 32l 227 26 0 0 

TOTAL • 34,937 1131,560 386 107 32,053 443 2,757 269 507 J.7,054 9,.625 30,655 22.512 886 1,215 5,083 

1/ A case 1s considered disposed of by ,jury trial if the drawing of the ,jury is started, even if thereafter the defendant pleads or the ~ase is dismissed. 
~I A case is conSidered d1sposed of by non-jury trial 'if the opening is started or, U' the opening is waived, the .first witness is sworn. 
~/ Inactive cases are those so marked by order of the court as untrlable for -reasons beyond the control of the court or prosecutor- included are f'ugltives John Does 

defendants incarcerated 1n a.nother state, etc. 'J ') 

" Data differs from cases pending August 31, 1976 as reported in the 1975-76 Annual. Report, because of recounts by the counti"s resulting from their periodiC physical in.r,.htories 
IlJld the discovery of other reporting errors by the counties during the course of the year. Subsequent recounts amounted to -140 cases pending as of 8/31/76. 

of Period 

Inactive 

411 

341 

312 

444 

84 

11 

302 

297 

261 

68 

496 

923 

487 

180 

6l 

931 

107 

94 

48 

652 

129 

6,639 

NOTE; For Ptlrposes of this .report, the charges embodied against each defendant on each indictment or accusation are considered a separate case; for example, (a) if A IlJld B ~i.\a indic"ed in one 
indictment containing five COt'nts against each defendant there are two cases--one against A and one against B. If A is indicted on .four indictments" there are f'our cag,es vending against 
A. In other words, each indic.tment against each de.fendant constitutes a separate case. 

SOURCE: Monthly Reports of the County Clerks. 

Total 

990 

1·,70l 

1,34l 

3,909 

624 

889 

7,013 

1,787 

3,284 

511 

1,883 

3,025 

2,001 

846 

790 

2,091 

805 

426 

325 

1,712 

382 

36,335 



C01lIlty 

Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cape May 

CUmberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 

Monmouth 

Morris 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

TOTAL 

!I 
Y 

NOTE: 

/ Jury Trials !I 

/ / Trisd to 
partiallY Tried Completion 

LAW DIVISION OP THE SUPERIOR AIID COUNTY COURTS 

OUTCOMES OP (INDICTMENTS AND ACCUSATIONS X ~) DISPOSED OP 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

I Non-Jury Trials Y I Without Trial 
(Before Trial 

I l!. Tried to 
Commenoed) 

partIally Tried Completion 1/ By Plea / 
I 

II 

..!? ~ cf'4 4 ~~. $' I $' ~~~ . .& ~ ~ ~ s~:~· & ~OJ ~~ o~:~· '" 6-WJ ~~:¢' ~;J ~~ ~ ~ft~IIf~f;~~f,~#I¢/( I ! ' i.J ;j/' 14' 8f;;:~2 I ; 8~~~2 l' ;~~~~ ,/ 81j~~2 I" /' 8«~~~ $~"~ 8!~?~~ ~/ .l ",l 
of ,;: C> ~ ~ .,,' .. '!- c'0 '" :"'';'' of';: ,j" <f ~.... .,,?,;.'!- c,0 of .,,' .. '!- C> "" "'~' I / / / 

'Ii 'Ii 'Ii # ~ # % 

0 7 0 0 30 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 617 0 283 30 3.1~ 20 2.1~ 

12 0 1 0 57 4 0 66 7 3 0 49 8 0 1,228 0 431 106 5.7:£ 90 4.8:£ 

II 12 15 0 67 30 0 18 1 2 0 11 12 0 1,341 49 868 78 3.2:£ 64 2.7% 

1 9 3 0 73 47 0 58 2 7 0 15 63 0 1,439 0 781 88 3.5:£ 169 6.8~ 

0 8 1 0 11 4 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 358 0 123 15 2.9~ 4 0.8~ 

2 20 16 3 37 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 532 0 271 37 4.1:£ 25 2.8, 

36 41 2 0 415 241 0 4 2 2 0 35 54 0 2,457 c 1,824 450 8.8:£ 335 6.6 

3 1 2 0 4 9 0 11 0 31 0 0 3 0 306 2 183 4 0.7~ ~. 4.7j ., 

13 45 9 0 116 132 0 2 0 0 0 16 22 0 925 2 410 132 7.8~ 169 10.0 

0 1 0 0 7 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 113 0 68 7 3.6% 4 2.1 

0 17 3 0 70 26 0 0 0 1 0 3 1 0 1,049 26 444 73 4.5:£ 27 1.6 

2 3 5 0 111 54 0 0 0 0 0 3 14 0 1,041 0 722 114 5.8:£ 70 3.6 

1 0 0 18 162 99 0 2 0 0 0 18 53 0 1,390 0 493 180 8.0% 155 6.9:£ 

0 5 11 0 44 16 0 0 0 1 0 10 4 0 432 0 515 54 5.2% 20 1.9% 

4 10 1 0 49 26 0 27 10 2 0 8 39 0 709 0 768 57 3.5~ 96 5.8~ 

14 16 0 0 250 163 4 3 0 0 0 20 10 0 765 64 455 270 15.3:£ 190 10.8, 

1 5 6 0 27 8 0 3 1 0 0 3 2 0 267 15 76 30 7.3% 14 3.4~ 

0 3 0 0 44 23 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 341 30 291 44 6.0:' 23 3.1' 

0 5 0 0 10 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 137 0 98 11 4.4:' 2 0,.8 

19 17 9 0 155 64 0 2 0 1 0 13 6 0 1,200 0 446 168 8.7~ 91 4.7 

0 0 1 0 12 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 171 48 75 12 3.7% 14 4.4 

Total( Indictments and Accusations 
X ~) Disposed or 

/ /' A~ ~ cf<t.s ; 
~ob~ ;: c.o~if,'t." ~\,L'" 

~\:'~."'\\.'& 
:J:::~ q ",~,1.v'!. ,;:,M ~ '!.,' 

/ # /~ / # I~ / # I ~ 
624 65.2~ 283 29.6:£ 0 0.0:£ 

1,235 66.2~ 435 23.3:£ 0 0.0% 

1,354 55.·r~ 885 36.4:£ 49 2.0% 

1,450 58.0~ 791 31.7:£ 0 0.0:£ 

366 71.9:£ 124 24.4:£ 0 0.0:£ 

552 61.1~ 287 31.7% 3 1).3:£ 

2,500 48.9:£ 1,828 35.7:£ 0 0.0% 

307 55.3~ 216 38.9:£ 2 0.4~ 

970 57·3~ 419 24.8~ 2 0.1:£ 

114 59.1% 68 35.2:£ 0 O.O~ 

1,066 65.0~ 448 27.3% 26 1.6:£ 

1,044 53.4~ 727 37.2% 0 0.0:£ 

1,390 62.2~ 493 22.1~ 18 0.8% 

437 42.1% 527 50.8~ 0 0.0:£ 

729 44.1~ 771 46.6~ 0 0.0% 

781 44.3~ 455 25.8:£ 68 3.8% 

273 65.9:£ 82 19.8:£ 15 3.6~ 

344 47.0% 291 39.8~ 30 4.1:£ 

142 56.1% 98 38.7': 0 O.O~ 

1,217 63.0% J}56 23.6': 0 0.0% 

171 53.3% 76 23.7' 48 14.9:£ 

r----- --- --" --,...", .~-- ---..... 
112 225 85 21 1,751 1,002 4 196 23 50 0 209 298 0 16,816 236 9,625 1.960 6.4~ 1,608 5.2 

A case 1s considered disposed or by jury trial it' the drawing at' the jury is started" even 11' thereafter the derendant pleads 01" the case is diSmissed. 

A case 1s considered disposed ot by non-jury trial 11" the opening Is started or~ it the opening is waived" the .tlrst wlt.,'!\es8 is sworn. 

17,066 55.7~ 9,760 31.8 261 0.9:£ 

For purposes of this report, the charges embodied against each defendant on each indictment or accusation are ~on81dered a separate case; 1'01" example, (a) if A and B are indicted 1n one indictment 
containing -rive counts against each defendant there are two cases--one aga!nst A and one against B. If' A 1s indicted on .tour indictments, there are tour cases pending against, A. In other fiOrdS, 
each indictment against each defendant constitutes a separate case. 

o:u SOURCE: Monthly Reports ot the County Clerks. 

81 

# 
I; 

957 

1,866 

2,430 

2,4gB 

509 

904 

5,113 

555 

1,692 

193 

1,640 

1,955 

2,236 

1,038 

1,653 

1,764 

414 

732 

253 

1,932 

321 

30,655 



----------

LAli DIVIIlO •• 01 T\<'t SURRIOI\ AlID COI1IITT OOIlllT. 

IITA'!'U8 AIID AOIII, now 1lA'.'1 0' ,.lLIIIO, 0' ClUI(IJW. CASIS 11 
(nmICnmrTII AlID ACCUIlJ TIOD X PDIOJII) OPD' AI OJ', 

Aut;u·~ 31, 1971 

ACTIVE PDDIJG PLEA 01\ 1'IlLIL --

Ind1ct..nt or .'; ~ :I !:' ~ ." ~. ..f'" 8 .. ~ ~ a ~ ~.~ ...• ~~ 
Accu •• Uan l ~.... i I J I .,. I ,/ l l I 'I; l ,l ~l .; I .l .# '>,J" i 

Under 6 Bontha 342 116 557 1,063 3~ 43~ 2,060 402 668 134 691 1,213 1,040 305 286 663 306 181 9B 573 150 12.262 
6 to 12 .onth. It 191 225 31tO 1>4 l'ill 331 621 1~~ 1T1 411 171 ItO 1411 165 191 42 ~A 152 37 4,910 
1+ to 1~ yur. 106 170 2U 34 0 274 :~ 111 103 l~l 1§ 91 27 70 32 54 20 2.591 
1~ to 2 yoa .. 4 41 39 7 0 164 153 13 65 101 51 3 2a 3 11 29 10 1,136 
2+ to 3 y ... ra 0 36 29 201 15 0 202 151 2~ 1 i~ 32 68 2 69 5 3 2i ~i 9 1,176 
Over' y •• rll 0 16 2 144 a 0 45 25 0 211 12 0 10 9 0 1 1 437 

TOTAl, 439 1.107 1,022 2,04Q 454 496 4,022 1.337 2,35 382 ,223 1,966 1.512 368 651 872 596 262 273 877 227 22.512 

TOTAL !CTIVE CUllS OVER 1 YIAII OLD 

-~F RIlHIII!:I\ 20 In. 2110 646 58 0 813 603 1.~~ 76 161 ~1 301 23 221 411 101 39 3~ 152 
" or IfUKBER 5" 23. 3~ 13" olC 2~ 45" 44 20lI 11" la; 20lC 6" 311" 5" 17" 15" 17'; 1B" 24" 

TOTAL AC'TIVll OASIS OVER 2 n.utlI OLD 

lM!!!E11 0 52 31 345 17 0 247 1',6 306 1 85 ~ 80 2 
I~ 14 1~ I 4 29 69 10 I l·W " OF HUMBEII olC 5" ", IT!C 4" olC 6" 13. 13" 0.3 T!C 5" 0.,. 2" 2. 11" SiC 4" 

SUSPENDI!ll DISi'OSITIOllB--(~RCOTICS] lI,J ,S,A,24:21-2I '0](1] 

tIn •• r 6 months 25 42 4 2 1 0 2 10 ~ 0 0 4 2 2~ 3 A 3 1 0 10 24 148 

~+t~oli~m~~!~: 30 ~ 0 12 0 0 9 6 4 4 22 0 11 1 2 0 20 2 217 
25 1 18 0 0 7 15 8 2 ~ 11 0 18 12 5 l.~ 0 2 8 0 m 14 to 2 yoar. 9 17 0 - 0 0 17 10 5 3 1 :16 0 19 14 9 0 0 4 0 

2+ to ~ yellTs 17 14 0 5 0 0 32 10 2 0 0 10 0 2~ 15 11 3 0 1 5 0 148 
Over l years 2 1 0 3 0 0 11 4 1 G 0 3 0 1 4 0 0 1 5 0 ItO 

TOTAL loB 172 5 -~ 1 0 78 55 23 9 9 76 2 93 56 44 26 3 4 52 26 886 
-

POSTPONED - F'Urthlr ~roe!.d,ni' Und![ ~retr1&l Intervention Prosram I R.~:28 

Unl1eT 6 months 32 44 2 20 1 1~ 82 0 0 50 5 15 0 39 12 35 0 2 0 12 0 ~58 E to 12 month. 0 24 Q 45 8 163 0 6 0 i~ 12 0 36 10 72 0 29 0 31 0 93 
H to H ye.rs 0 6 0 19 4 2 ~a 1 17 0 4 0 1i 0 0 5 30 0 1 0 207 
14 to 2 ye.r. 0 I, 0 17 0 0 2 I 0 ~ 7 0 0 0 1 3 0 0 0 gA 2+ to 3 years 0 -1 0 11 0 0 16 5 0 1 1 0 6 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 
ever 3 yeare 0 1 P 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 0 20 

TOTAL 32 80 2 113 13 27 409 8 35 50 105 110 0 100 22 107 6 67 0 59 0 1.215 

UHTRIABLE--(IIARRAIIT OtrrS~IIDIHG OR P!!!n,.1IS 1101' AVAILABLE FOR TRIAL) 

Under 6 mont.hs 0 0 0 iM 0 112 424 36 ItO 0 ~~ 0 0 0 0 47 30 0 0 47 0 ~~ 6 to 12 month. 0 0 0 1 50 m 23 66 1 0 0 1 0 87 ~ 0 0 15 0 
1+ to lt yo or. 0 0 0 ~~~ 12 21 11 ~ 1 14 0 0 ItO 0 1 0 0 2 0 674 
1~ to 2 yo a .. 0 0 0 9 32 :167 4 0 7 0 0 39 0 0 1§ 0 0 6 0 558 
2+ to 3 y •• rs 0 0 0 m 27 II 286 14 i~ 0 7 0 0 22 0 2 0 0 0 0 914 
OVer 3 years 0 1 0 23 662 2 0 5 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1,300 

~TAL 0 1 0 1,259 72 353 2,202 90 612 2 110 0 0 105 0 137 68 0 0 72 0 5,083 

. *IIIACTIVE--(SC KAlIXnl BY JUDGE) 

Und.er 6 month a 72 2 15 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 36 85 1 33 0 1 1 3 262 0 7 0 
6. tD 12 month. 51 40 g~ 1 1 0 11 ~ 0 1 104 82 14 51 0 15 1 9 1 40 11 487 
H to 1; y •• r. 7l 38 1 10 0 28 0 11 tz 99 26 II 0 111 3 19 2 44 20 667 
It+ to 2 yeartl ~~ e~ 80 0 5 0 49 15 0 12 90 15 1 102 12 21 4 80 16 642 
~+ to .., yeaTS 49 3 25 6 101 37 

2sa 
23 91 202 161 43 22 261 21 14 ~~ 119 32 1,3~ 

Over 3 ~ellrll 102 137 69 439 43 113 196 21 12~ 365 270 30 38 441 69 28 362 50 3,17 

TOTAL 411 341 312 444 84 11 302 297 :161 68 496 9123 ~7 180 61 931 107 94 4B 652 129 6.639 

TOTAL--AH, AGl!!! 

1976'77 I 99011.7'011.34113.9091 624 68...2, 7 Odt~71l1h284L511IL68~ 1~.02<;12 00U.806 1790 12.091 8051 426 325 1.712 ,821-16.,,0; 
.L~ -.u .. Il.OHI' .• b""12 • .l~jI3.~3bl "3 I b'lb I b,07!jl.370 3,13b 2~ l,b9'l 2,509 1.997 B41 ~,b14 f,7Bl 582 5741 307 1,819 442 --. Inlll;:tivft C".IUS rtre thoaa 40 marked by Ordu' ot' the Court A8 untr1abll :tor r •• lona beyond. the control or the Court or Prosecutorj included are 

t'\.Ig1.t1."~8J ,John Does, defendants incarcerated. .1n another State •• tc~ 

AI reported ill the 1975 ... 76 Annual. ~"l'0rt. SUb •• quent recount. by the countie. aaaunted to .. 11K) OUOI pending, 

TotAl 
1 Year 

Aga 

11,800 
5,506 
2.904 
1,~~~ 

31tO 

22.376 

~-".--. 

5.070 
23': 

1.024 
5" --

166 
270 
275 
146 
129 

43 

1,029 

I 
H.A. 
II.A. 
II.A. 
H.A. 
H.A. 
11.,1.. 

H.A, 

a56 
28 

697 
429 
6'T7 
927 

4.534 

..~ 

245 
497 
854 
762 

1.272 
3.508 

7,138 

--
··35,077 

y POl' purpo ••• ot thi. report. the ohar ..... bodied &aain.t each defendant on MCh. 1ndiQtaant or ACou •• t1on ar. con.ld'Nd a leparat.' ca •• , tor example 
Ca, it A. and n arm. ind1cted 1n on. indiot-Int aonta1n1nc tiT_ count. a.s&1nIt N.Ch 4atcn.4Ult there ar. two cu •• __ on. aca1nlt A and one agunat B. ' 
it A 1, indicted on tout:' lnr1iataantl. thar. are tour CUI. plncUDj; aca1nat A. In other wordl, laoh 1.nd1otmant y&1nat each derendant constitute ... 
•• parate c •••• 
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County 

Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cape May 

Cumberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 

Monmouth 

Morris 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 1. 
YEAR AGO 

LAW DIVISION OF THE SUPERIOR AND cotmTY COURTS 

PETITIONS FOR POST-CONVICTION RELIEF, ~ULE 3:22 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 
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3 

13 
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227 

227 

14 
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31 
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70 
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15 

29 

14 
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1.6 
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1.3 
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26 
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282 

295 
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1. 
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1 
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o 

7 

16 

10 

o 

o 

5 
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7 

1 

3 

o 

70 

58 

9 

5 

13 
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o 

49 

1. 

7 

o 
1 

7 
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3 

8 

3 
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1.7 
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1.42 
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o 
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o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

o 
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o 
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o 

14 
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14 
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1. 
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o 
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3 

11 

3 

4 

3 

20 

o 

1.56 
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10 

6 

23 

2 

1 

60 

8 

o 
8 

23 

11 

2 

3 

16 

3 

11 

4 

23 

o 

226 

241 
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o 
o 
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1 
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o 
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3 
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o 
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1. 
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o 
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o 
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1.9 
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o 
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o 
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o 
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o 
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o 
o 
1. 
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o 
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o 
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o 
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4 

3 

8 

1. 

o 
10 

4 

1. 

o 
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6 

3 

o 

o 
o 

o 

2 

o 

1. 3 

o 0 

11 56 

8 ** 54 

* Data differs from cases pending August 31, 1976 as reported in 1.975-76 Annual Report, becaul>e of recounts by the ,counties 
resulting from their periodic physical inventories and the discovery of other reporting errors by the counties during the 
course of the year. 

** As reported in the 1975-76 Annual Report. Subsequent recount amounted to +1 case pending as of 8/31/76. 
Q 
~ SOURCE: Monthly Reports of the County Clerks. 



Total Ap-

COUNTY 
peals pend-
ing at Beg. 
of Period 

Atlantic ** 6lJ. 

Bergen 99 

Burlington 82 

Camden 38 

Cape May 33 

Cumberland 27 

Essex 53 

Gloucester 37 

Hudson ** 40 

Hunterdon 12 

Mercer 49 

Middlesex 59 

Monmouth 43 

Morris ** 26 

Ocean 34 

Passaic 28 

Salem 10 

Somerset 24 

Sussex 29 

Union 41 

Warren 18 

TOTAL ** 846 

TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO 797 

APPEALS TO THE COUNTY COURTS 

FROM THE MUNICIPAL COURTS * 
September 1. 1976 to August 31. 1977 

Ages of Pending Appeals from 
Appeals Appeals Date of Filing of Notice 

Taken Disposed of Under 3 3 to 6 6+ to 12 Over 1 
Months Months Moriths Year 

215 2lJ.3 32 2 2 0 

279 30lJ. 5lJ. 16 lJ. 0 

187 23lJ. 3lJ. 0 1 0 

1lJ.3 130 38 7 lJ. 2 

79 88 22 1 0 1 

116 128 i4 0 1 0 

253 262 lJ.o 2 2 0 

87 96 8 1lJ. 4 2 

103 120 22 1 0 0 

25 32 2 3 0 0 

148 164 25 6 1 1 

282 315 24 1 0 1 

246 255 34 0 0 0 

218 223 20 0 0 1 

166 176 24 0 0 0 

151 155 23 1 0 0 

35 37 6 2 0 0 

77 89 11 1 0 0 

60 79 7 1 2 0 

150 160 24 2 2 3 

43 46 8 5 2 0 

3.063 3,336 472 65 25 11 

3,790 3,730 675 158 18 6 

Total Ap- Appeals 
peals Pend- Pending 
ing at End 1 Year 
of Period Ago 

36 70 

7lJ. 99 

35 82 

51 38 

24 33 

15 27 

lJ.lJ. 53 

28 37 

23 39 

5 12 

33 49 

26 59 

34 43 

21 32 

24 34 

24 28 

8 10 

12 24 

10 29 

31 41 

15 18 

573 ---
*** 

--- 857 

* Includes criminal and quasi criminal appeals such as bastardy, traffic, violation of 
municipal ordinance and disorderly persons offenses tried initially in the Municipal 
Courts and the County District Courts. 

** Data differs from cases pending August 31, 1976 as reported in the 1975-76 Annual Report, 
because of recounts by the counties resulting from their periodic physical inventories 
and the discovery of other reporting errors by the counties during the course of the year. 

*** As reported in the 1975-76 Annual Report. Subsequent recounts amounted to -11 cases 
pending as of 8/31/76. 

H-l SOURCE: Monthly Reports of the County Clerks. 
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, 
contested 
Matters 

County Pending at Wills 
Beginning and 
of Period Admin. 

Atlantic 22 11 

Bergen 17 9 

Burlington 7 6 

Camden 13 4 

Cape May 8 4 

Cumberland 13 8 

Essex 29 18 

Gloucester 1 4 

Hudson 22 35 

Hunterdon 13 2 

lMercer 26 14 

lMiddlesex 9 6 

lMonmouth 5 12 

lMorris 6 7 

pcean 7 14 

jpassaic 5 5 

~alem 2 2 

~omerset 11 3 

~ussex 2 1 

Ionion 15 10 
~arren 0 0 

TOTAL 233 175 

TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO 168 176 

PROBATE DIVISION OF THE COUNTY COURT AND SURROGATE'S COURT 

PROCEEDINGS 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

pontestec Contested Matters Added Contested Ages of Contested 
Matters Matters Matters Pending* 

Account 
Disposed Pending 

Adop- Other of During at End Under 6 to 12 Over 
ings tions Matterf Total Period of Period 6 Months Months 1 Year 

64 52 48 175 158 39 28 4 7 

18 0 14 41 32 26 10 13 3 

0 0 3 9 14 2 2 0 0 

1 2 1 8 8 13 7 5 1 

9 0 24 37 38 7 5 0 2 

3 1 7 19 19 13 5 2 6 

8 3 1 30 32 27 17 5 5 

0 2 2 8 7 2 2 0 0 

21 0 10 66 6h 24 12 8 4 

14 0 29 45 45 13 13 0 0 

58 0 48 120 111 35 21 9 5 

6 5 1 18 16 11 1(1 1 0 

5 0 4 i:!1 18 8 8 0 0 

1 0 4 12 15 3 2 1 0 

4 1 3 22 19 10 6 2 2 

9 2 10 26 23 8 6 2 0 

1 0 1 4 4 2 2 0 0 

4 0 6 13 13 11 5 2 h 

0 0 0 1 2 1 0 0 1 

1 1 5 17 14 18 6 5 7 
1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 

228 69 221 693 653 273 167 59 47 

194 31 183 584 519 233 171 38 24 

* Ages based on date of complaint. 

Source: Monthly Reporta of the Surrogates (Clerks of the Probate DivisiOniS of the County Courts). 

Uncontested 
[Appoint. 
Guardians Adop- Incompe-tions tents 

39 3 

249 33 

107 18 

108 12 

19 5 

50 12 

205 64 

42 11 

94 27 

20 0 

164 0 

91 13 

131 30 

112 57 

95 15 

87 24 

45 2 

40 11 

37 5 

121 17 
17 3 

1,873 362 

1,965 312 





JUDGES OF THE JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURTS 

BERGEN COUNTY 

Charles R. DiGisi, Presiding Judge (Until 7/31/77) 

J. Emmet Cassidy 

Abraham L. Rosenberg 

Harvey R. Sorkow 

BURLINGTON COUNTY 

Anthony P. Tunney~ Jr., Presiding Judge 

CAMDEN COUNTY 

Robert W. Page, Presiding Judge 

Warren C. Douglas (Until 9/20/76) 

D. Donald Palese (Effective 10/18/76) 

ESSEX COUNTY 

Alexander ,J. Matturri, Presiding Judge 

Yale L. Apter 

Peter J. Cass 

Frances M. Cocchia 

Donald E. King 

Paul T. Murphy (Effective 5/5/77) 

Horace S. Bellfatto (Retired and temporarily assigned 
on recall) 

J/K-l 



J/K-2 

Judges of the Juvenile & Domestic Relations Courts, 
continued 

HUDSON COUNTY 

William J. Bozzuffi, Presiding Judge 

Daniel F. Gilmore 

J.Leonard Hornstein (Effective 1/13/77) 

Samuel C. Scott 

Samuel Miller (Retired and temporarily assigned on 
recall) 

MIDDLESEX COUNTY 

Irving W. Rubin, Presiding Judge 

Robert L. Garrenger,Jr.(Effective 2/11/77) 

John E. Keefe (Effective 2/18/77) 

George J. Nicola 

Aldona E. Appleton (Retired and temporarily assigned 
on recall) 

MONMOUTH COUNTY 

LeoCWeinstein, Presiding Judge 

Julia L. Ashbey (Also temporarily assigned to Superior 
Court, Chancery Division, Matrimonial) 

MORRIS COUNTY 

Kenneth C. MacKenzie, Presiding Judge (Until 2/17/77; 
also temporarily assigned to 
Superior Court, Chancery Division, 
Matrimonial until 2/17/77) 

John M. Newman (Effective 2/10/77), Presiding Judge 
(effective 2/18/77; and temporarily 
assigned to Superior Court, Chancery 
Division, Matrimonial 2/18/77-4/17/77) 

Donald G. Collester, Jr. (Effective 4/18/77; temporarily 
assigned to Superior Court, Chancery 
Division, Matrimonial 4/18/77) 



Judges of the Juvenile & Domestic Relations Courts, 
continued 

PASSAIC COUNTY 

Harold M. Nitto (Until 9/20/76) Presiding Judge 

Carmen A. Ferrante (Effective 5/31/77) 

Vincent E. Hull, Jr. (Effective 7/14/77) 

UNION COUNTY 

Steven J. Bercik, Presiding Judge 

Warren Brody 

John L. McGuire 

Robert J. T. Mooney (Effective 4/29/77) 

Richard P. Muscatello (Until 3/27/77) 

COUNTY COURT AND DISTRICT COURT JUDGES HEARING JUVENILE 
AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURT !>tATTERS 

ATLANTIC COUNTY 

Herbert S. Jacobs, Presiding Judge (District Court Judge) 

Manuel H. Greenberg 

Robert Neustadter (Effec'!:ive 10/12/76) 

Joseph Narrow (Retired and. temporarily assigned on 
recall 11/1/76) 

CAPE MAY COUNTY 

James A. O'Neill, Presiding Judge 

Nathan C. Staller 

J/K-3 



, , 
r 

J/K-4 

county Court and District Court Judges Hearing 
Juveni.le and Domestic Relations Court Matters, 
continued 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY 

Frank J. Testa, Presiding Judge 

Steven Z. Kleiner (Effective 10/20/76) 

Edward S. Miller 

Paul R. Porreca 

GLOUCESTER COUNTY 

Ernest L. Alvino, Presiding Judge 

Paul F. Cunard 

Samuel G. DeSimone 

R. Edward Klaisz, Jr. (Until 3/31/77) 

Milton L. Silver (Effective 5/26/77) 

HUNTERDON COUNTY 

A. Warren Herrigel, Presiding Judge 

Thomas J. Beetel 

MERCER COUNTY 

J. Wilson Noden, Presiding Judge 

Richard J. S. Barlow, Jr. 

Clifton C. Bennett (Temporarily assigned to Somerset 
County Court 9/27/76) 

Michael R. Imbriani (Temporarily assigned from Somerset 
County Court 9/27/76) 

Hervey S. Moore, Jr .. 

Daniel A. O'Donnell 

Theodore T. Tams, Jr. 



County Court and District Court Judges Hearing 
Juvenile and Domestiq Relations Court Matters, 
continued 

OCEAN COUNTY 

William H. Huber, Presiding Judge (Until 3/24/77) 

~Tames M. Havey, Presiding Judge (Effective 3/25/77) 

Mark Addison 

Robert H. Doherty, Jr. 

Harold Kaplan 

Henry H. Wiley 

PASSAIC COUNTY 

Harold M. Nitto, Presiding Judge (Effective 9/20/76) 

until 5/31/77: 

Joseph M. Harrison 

Bruno L. Leopizzi (From 9/22/76) 

William J. Marchese 

Herbert Susser 

Until 9/21/76: 

Thomas R. Rumana 

Louis Schwartz 

SALEM COQNTY 

James A. O'Neill, Presiding Judge (Cape May County 
court Judge) 

Norman Telsey (Effective 10/8/76) 

Joseph Narrow -(Retired and temporarily asqigned on 
recall until 11/~/16) 

J/K-5 



J/K-6 

county Court and District Court Judges Hearing Juvenile 
and Domestic ~elatiorts Cd~rt Matters, continued 

SOMERSET COUNTY 

B. Thomas Leahy, Presiding Judge 

Clifton C. Bennett (1~mporarilY assigned from Mercer 
County Court, effective 9/27/76) 

Robert E. Gaynor 

Michael R. Imbriani (Effective 9/24/76. Temporarily 
assigned to Mercer County Court 
9/27/76) 

David G. Lucas 

SUSSEX COUNTY 

Robert C. Shelton, Jr., Presiding Judge (Became Superior 
Court Judge 3/26/77) 

Frederic G. Weber 

WARREN COUNTY 

Paul Aaroe, Presiding Judge 

Martin Bry-Nildsen, Jr. 





County 

Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cape May 

Cumberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

14iddlesex 

Monmouth 

140rris 

Ocean 

Passa1c 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

/warren 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO 

PROCEEDINGS IN TilE JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS C011RTS 

JUVEN):LE DELINQUENT COMPLAINT!: AND JUVENILJ;:S IN NEED OF SUPERVISION (",JINS") 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

Juvenile Delinquent Complaints Juvenile in Need of Supervision ("JINS") 
Dispositional Hearings Total Dispositional Hearings 

PrelL~inary & Detention Representation Representation Juvenile Preliminary & Detention Representation Representation Hearings by Counsel by Counsel Delinquent Hearings by Counsel by Counsel 
Mandatory Not Mandatory Bench Mandatory Not Mandatory 

Hours 
Bench Bench Bench Benen Bench Bench 

Cases Hours Cases Hours Cases Hours eaSelS Hours Cases Houra Cases Hours 

510 53.8 773 166.9 701 129.9 350.6 342 39·2 121 34.2 59 15.0 

548 117.3 1,364 537.0 1,708 467.9 1,122.2 602 117.3 309 113.4 556 163.7 

771 84.9 1,228 245.0 751 128.8 458.7 650 68.1 '(4 10,4 102 14.7 

1,358 303.4 1,052 374.5 533 136.3 814.2 202 45.4 23 9,6 369 111.2 

928 163.4 406 59.3 276 41.8 264.5 43 6.0 22 4.2 11 2.2 

512 101.5 697 337.7 1,584 247.1 681;).3 445 76.3 3 1.4 21 5.1 

2,692 575.1 12,125 3,371.7 512 105.8 4,052.6 1+4 8.3 273 46.8 57 8.6 

394 152.6 1,117 394.5 1,000 174.9 722.0 63 20.9 129 28.1 150 34.6 

2,372 346.4 5,639 1,097.5 1,229 1.80.5 1.,624.4 223 27.0 244 29.8 286 45.1 

101 34.0 217 51.5 161 38.9 124.4 4 0.6 0 0.0 1 0.8 

2,852 283.2 1,499 150.7 1,278 236.7 670.6 416 56.7 34 5.8 162 39.6 

945 238.2 1,656 :., "::tQ~3 2,719 735.2 2,003.7 173 45.9 12 1.5 36 7.9 

2,683 180.7 1,368 403.1 3,566 635.5 1,219.3 481 69.8 1 0.5 159 55.8 

127 26.8 477 229.9 569 179.4 436.1 88 17.8 89 21.3 197 53.4 

562 83.0 703 208.2 1,038 234.9 526.1 194 36.2 45 15,8 103 22.7 

580 59.9 3,758 456.2 1,724 148.6 664.7 125 17.0 296 34.5 600 59.8 

729 111.6 443 B9.2 126 24.9 225.7 104 19.0 72 4.9 53 13.6 

B6 34.4 748 252.6 781 140.8 427.8 19 3.3 113 27.1 47 11.2 

595 137.1 1B5 86.8 254 ~4.2 278.1 In 11.9 24 9.1 19 5.8 

1;138 211.6 :1,244 1,143.1 1,,813 304.2 1,65B.9 260 63.9 183 48.3 79 15.7 

624 13"e '70 72.2 54 8.4 214.4 3 0,4 0 0.0 5 0.7 

21,107 3,432.7 39,069 10,757.9 22,377 4,354.7 18,545 .. 3 4,522 751.0 2,067 446.7 3,072 687.2 

20,210 3,280.5 38,716 9,848.3 29,536 5,605.8 18,734.6 4,680 814.3 1,389 37B.4 13,261 713.6 

Source: Weekly reports of the Judges. 

, 
Combined 

Total Combined Juvenile 
joelinquen t "JINS" Juvenile land "JINZ" Bench Delinquent Bench Hours and "JINS" Hours Bench 

Hours TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO 

88.4 439.0 665.5 

394.4 1,516.6 1,553.7 

93.2 551.9 670.3 

166.2 980.4 1,005.3 

12.4 276.9 260.6 

82.8 769.1 707.8 

63.7 4,116.3 4,230.4 

83.6 805.6 747.4 

101.9 1,726.3 1,870.4 

1.4 125.8 143.9 

102.1 772.7 949.6 

55.3 2,059.0 1,897.2 

126.1 1,345.4 1,430.0 

92.5 528.6 462.4 

74.7 600.8 479.9 

111.3 776.0 663.6 

37.5 263.2 209.6 

4·1,6 469.4 425.2 

26.8 304.9 219.1 

127.9 1,786.8 1,BoB.5 

1.1 215.5 240.5 

1,884.9 20,430.2 --

1,906 .3 20,640.9 20,640.9 



County 

Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cape May 

Cumberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 

Monmouth 

Morris 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 1 
nARAGO 

PROCEEDINGS IN THE JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURTS 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND RECIPROCAL SUPPORT COMPLAINTS 
AND TOTAL BENCH AND CONFERENCE HOURS IN ALL J & DR PROCEEDINGS 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

-
DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND RECIPROCAL SUPPORT COMPLAINTS Total IIJINS" 

Juv. Delinq. & Dom. ReI. 
Initial Enforcement Total Hours on Bench and in 

Proceedings Proceedings Dom.Re1. & Settlement Conferences* 
Recip. Sup. 

Cases Hours Cases Hours Hours Bench Conference Total 

"351 176.8 471 170.8 347.6 786.6 348.0 1,134.6 

1,183 306.7 1,906 455.1 761.8 2,278.4 772.8 3,051.2 
1,241 267.9 1,008 219.4 487.3 1,039.2 476.7 1,515.9 

1,533 790.5 1,088 254.8 1,045.3 2,025.7 1,062.4 3,088.1 

282 38.'1 444 72.7 111.4 388.3 113.7 502.0 

177 32.8 1,776 304.7 337.5 1,106.6 347.1 1,453.7 

1,859 379.1 14,021 2,240.5 2,619.6 6,735.9 2,633.5 9,369.4-

559 304.9 609 161.0 465.9 1,271.5 476.6 1,748.1 

1,524 290.2 3,551 833.6 1,123.8 2,850.1 1,130.9 3,981.0 
116 54.4 107 35.1 89.5 215.3 89.6 304.9 

1,162 227.4 1,082 160.1 387.5 1,160.2 391.8 1,552.0 

3,677 1,043.6 1,213 201.7 1,245.3 3,304.3 1,252.7 4,557.0 

1,594 387.7 395 53.9 441.6 1,787.0 570,2 2,357.2 

516 81.6 371 72.4 154.0 682.6 160.3 842.9 

598 137.3 334 52.0 189.3 790.1 199.1 989.2 

2,553 312.1 2,532 223.2 535.3 1,311.3 537.1 1,848.4 

445 62.1 305 54.9 117.0 380.2 116.9 497.1 
146 44.9 214 30.2 75.1 544.5 84.9 629.4 

91 30.3 370 85.4 115.7 420.6 124.1 544.7 

3,038 601.0 4,026 918.0 1,519.0 3,305.8 1,493.2 4,799.0 
236 46.1 671 69.3 115.4 330.9 116.0 446.9 

22,881 5,616.1 36,494 6,668.8 12,284.9 32,715.1 12,497.6 45,212.7 

24,152 5,847.5 34,566 6,375.5 12,223.0 32,863.9 12,319.5 45,183.4 

Total 1 
Year Ago 

1,058.8 

3,400.1 

1,729.9 

2,861.2 

405.1 

1,257.5 

9,539.6 

1,746.1 

4,244.6 

284.1 

1,717.8 

4,553.5 

2,323.7 

803.8 

873.7 

1,600.7 

410.1 

579.1 

497.0 

4,841.4 

455.6 

--

45,183.4 

* Settlement tin;e includes settlement conference time (Domestic Relations Complaints) and time spent 
in case related conferences scheduled to speed the disposition of specific complaints. 

Source: Weekly Reports of the Judges. 
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160,000 

150,000 

140,000 

130,000 

120,000 

110,000 

100,000 

90,000 

80,000 

70,000 

60,000 

50,000 

40,000 

30,000 

20,000 

10,000 

JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURTS 
JUVENILE COMPLAINTS FILED AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND RECIPROCAL 

SUPPORT COMPLAINTS INITIATED IN NEW JERSEY AND OUT OF STATE 

• JUVENILE DELINQUENTS 

E-:-::-] JINS * 

D OOM. RELATIONS AND 
REGI P. SUPPORT * '* 

~ DOM. RELATIONS 

I:~~~~::~!il REGI P. SUPPORT 

1960-61 1961-62 1962-63 1963-64 1964-65 1965'"66 1966-67 1967-68 196B-69 1969-70 1970-71 1971-72 1972-73 1973-74 1974-75 /975-76 1976-77 

*** ** * * JINS ( JUVENIU:;S IN NEED OF SUPERVISION 1 STATUTE EFFECTIVE 3/1/74. 

**DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND RECIPROCAL SUPPORT REPORTING COMBINED BEGINNING SEPTEMBER, /969. 

***REINSTATED CASES INCLUDED BEGINNING SEPTEMBER,1968. 



Atlantic 246 3,272 

Bergen 863 7,272 

Burlington 486 2,418 

Camden 629 6,685 

Cape May 593 1,909 

JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURTS 

DISPOSITION OF JUVENILE DELINQ.UENT COMPLAINTS 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

13 158 

2 298 

o 35 

o 277 

185 174 

4 102 

o 1~036 

o 0 

o 

o 

5 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

1 

o 

o 

4 

1,191 984 808 3,154 

1,512 1,905 3,401 7,118 

1,308 672 

3,355 2,129 

587 2,607 

887 6,648 

37 480 1,075 1,951 

172 639 1,464 2,381 

5,244 4,471 187 ~0,938 

919 1,114 1,184 3,217 

2 J 077 2,294 694 5,818 

116 123 81 374 

19 1,116 1,120 2,810 

148 

150 

120 

492 

206 

31 

1,372 

376 

657 

216 0 364 

867 0 1,017 

177 0 297 

174 0 666 

97 248 551 

24 57 112 

246 

863 

486 

629 

593 

393 

2 0 1,374 ' 1,578 

120 0 

238 0 

79 0 176 151 

248 227 900 888 

547 0 1,020 578 

Cumberland * 256 2,237 

Essex 1,578 10,734 

Gloucester * 965 2,748 

Hudson * 773 5,940 

Hunterdon 151 399 

Mercer 888 2,822 

Middlesex 578 6,198 

Monmouth 1,299 4,494 

Morris 211 1,215 

o 752 

2 52 

o 555 

1 88 

5 3 o 

o 

o 

2,614 

1,246 

86 

458 

903 2,146 5,756 

793 2,934 4,981 

501 362 996 

734 1,428 2,676 

97 

425 

473 

129 

226 

683 0 

204 0 

812 1,299 

27 20 211 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

TOTAL 22,313 72,986 16,312 5,072 932 12,316 

** TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO 10,925 75,862 162 3,535 39 21,645 23,719 25,652 74,752 5,410 6,052 573 -- 12,035 

* Data differs from cases pending August 31, 1976 as reported in 1975-76 Annual Report, because 
of recounts by the counties resulting from their periodic physical inventories and the 
discovery of other reporting errors by the counties during the course of the year. 

** As reported in the 1975-76 Annual Report. Subsequent recounts amounted to -133 cas~s 
pending as of 8/31/76. 

SOURCE: Monthly Reports of the Clerks of the JUvenile and Domestic Relations Courts. 
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0 
-0 

Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cape May 

Cumberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 

Monmouth 

Morris 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO * 

JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURTS 
ACTIVE JUVENILE DELINQUENT Complaints Pending at End of Month 

By Counsel Status and By Age From Date of Complaint 

As of August 31, 1971 

Under 1 Month 1 1 to 3 Months 3+ to 6 Months OVer 6 Months 
.:: Q1) .:: '::'0 .:: §~ a 61) 0 ..... 0:;::; 0 ..... ~z 0.-( ..-1.-( ..-I:Z; ~ ..-I cv ~ ~r-l ~ ..-I cv i.i ~.-( ~ ..-Icv~ ~;-I i.i ~~~ "liS ..... id 10 ~ ~ 10 oj.) 10 

.p § 0 oj.)cvo ~ oj.) § 0 oj.)cvo k ~§o oj.)cvo ~ oj.)§o oj.)cv o k 
.:: oJ.> .::lOoj.) cv 

.:: 0 "ld .::IO+> III oj.) oj.) .::tIloj.) cv S::o"ld QlOoj.) cv 
ill 0 ro cv §~ .c: cv§~ .c: '::OQl cv§~ :S a.l§~ .c:: 
~~i 

oj.) cv -0 >0 .p cv-o't:! IV -0 '0 til '0 oj.) 
IOO~ a ~~j til OJ a ~~j IOOj a ~~~ IVoj a 

M~::S ~-o ~o f!o k-o 
A ~B ~ ~B A 

~B 
A ~~ 1& IV cv p:; , IXt IXt IXt IXt 1Xtt:Q 

59 140 0 79 76 a 9 a a 1 a a 

30 338 0 60 420 0 49 91 0 11 18 a 
40 63 0 71 100 0 9 14 a 0 a 0 

141 46 0 187 112 0 138 16 0 26 a 0 

79 56 186 105 35 62 18 4 a 4 2 0 

11 13 57 18 10 0 2 1 a 0 a a 

376 2 a 536 a 0 319 a 0 141 0 0 

58 43 0 135 64 0 55 8 0 128 5 0 

149 62 0 307 144 0 163 29 0 38 3 0 

22 15 a 27 32 0 21 16 0 27 16 0 

90 75 220 278 156 7 57 17 0 0. 0 0 

19 275 a 259 195 0 160 72 0, 35 5 0 
18 248 0 76 401 a 26 27 a 9 7 0 

64 56 :1 73 99 a 77 41 a 12 8 a 
11 144 44 336 0 11 114 0 10 42 a 

1 
220 112 0, 315 150 0 53 7 a a a 0 

I 
61 65 34 ?'l 19 01 3 a 5 a 5 0 

27 37 0 1 46 43 a 20 - 5 a 0 a a 
0 81 a 0 35 a a 7 a 0 a a 

78 21 211 288 123 158 64 13 31 0 0 0 

0 17 a 3 38 0 4 26 a 1 13 a 

1,547 1,863 674 2,968 2,572 227 ~,320 513 31 477 124·; 0 

1,400 2,171 522 2,557 3,029 44 ,077 703 7 376 149 0 

* As reported in the 1975-76 Annual Report. Subsequent recounts amounted to -133 
cases pending as of 8/31/76. 

SOURCE: Monthly Reports of' the Clerks of the Juvenile &. Domestic Relations Courts. 
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i 
0 

Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cape May 

Cumberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

M1.ddlesex 

Monmouth 

Morris 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO 

JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELA'rrONS COURTS 

DISPOSITION OF "JUVENILE IN NEED OF SUPERVISION" COMPLAINTS 

September 1~ 1976 to August 31~ 1977 

ACTIVE Complaints COMPLAINTS DISPOSED OF [Q ... Pending at End of Period \0 

~ t:- 'd'd 
0'1 Q)Q) 

:;:lid Q) 4-f ... Hearing a;! r-l 'd bI) S::Q);i0l s:: 5 r-l Ii<+> ~ 'OQ) OQ) Q) 4-f 0 ~ ... 0 ..-I ..-I ~ 8 r-l Ol ... .;~ o~ ..-I 0lS::1Il Ol . Q) III +> 'd '0 +> +> 0 H o ~ +>..-I+>0lQ) +> :> 4-f +> § Q)r-l Q)r-l H 'd ~a3 ~ 
ojr-l+> ~ 

o bO Q) ;iQ);i~'d :>'0 !:lQ)~ ~~ +>Ql 51! Q) +>Q)oj Q) g P:; Q) a;! p.a;! r;,P:;po S::0l E-i til S::1Il S::tIl'd :fj ~s::~ a;! a;!4-f~ 'd~ 00 ~§ +>Q)§ o 0 Q)§o ~§~ ..-IQ) r-l'r-llllbl) o "'0 o III 8 P< til +> 0 8 
8'g+> ~tl ~§ ~ Q) +>. ~ Q)O ZQ)o III Q)oa;! Q)0!:E: 

~~ 'mP:;Q) ~o ~o ..-I ~O'd ~o OQ)P< os::o~o 4-f A.c ~:>, ~:>, A ~ :>,~ P< +> 
<P-i~ oH08A ~ Q)o~+> ~~~ P:;o'-:'O P:;J!l P:;J!l P:;J!l 

16 1149 10 178 148 103 439 13 13 0 26 

63 1~110 78 17J.j. 252 553 1~057 28 88 0 116 

25 434 8 317 43 79 447 3 9 0 12 

16 566 6 236 68 259 569 6 7 0 13 

79 494 38 4 54 394 490 11 18 54 83 

58 441 24 33 78 338 lf73 4 6 16 26 

73 915 36 387 399 79 901 85 2 0 87 

* 108 227 0 99 71 132 302 22 11 0 33 

* 87 1~049 156 391 343 130 1~020 87 29 0 116 

16 32 3 5 2 16 26 0 22 0 22 

51 277 57 1 56 131 245 31 41 11 83 

46 612 3 236 17 372 628 8 22 0 30 

17 172 0 42 1 137 180 0 9 0 9 

14 228 1 8 45 129 183 20 39 0 59 

21 245 6 29 39 147 221 0 45 0 45 

25 720 55 11 193 409 668 28 49 0 77 

27 240 5 96 44 103 248 14 5 0 19 
13 72 4 3 44 19 70 9 6 0 15 

4 60 6 0 9 42 57 0 7 0 7 

11 475 0 21 151 264 436 17 18 15 50 

6 25 0 0 0 29 29 0 2 0 2 

* "76 8~843 496 2~271 2~057 3~865 8..,689 386 448 96 930 

677 8,622 416 2~053 1~695 4~360 8~524 240 506 29 --

0 
~ 
< 
~ 
aI 
Q) 

l>i 
r-l 
~ 

~~ 
~g 
<P-i 
* 

16 

63 

25 

16 

79 

58 

73 

109 

85 

16 

51 

46 

17 

14 

21 

25 

27 
13 

4 

11 

6 

775 

*'*775 

* Data differs from cases pending August 31, 1976 as reported in 1975-76 Annual Repor~, 
because of recounts by the counties resulting from their periodic phys.ical inventories 
and tIle discovery of other reporting errors by the counties during the course of 
the year. 

** As retlbrted in the 1975-76 Annual Report. Subsequent recounts amounted to +1 case 
pending as of 8/31/76. 

SOURCE: Monthly Reports of the Clerks of the Juvenile & Domestic Relations Courts. 
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JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURTS 
ACTIVE "Juvenile in Need of Supervision" Complaints Pending at End of Month 

By Coun~pl Status and By Age From Date of Complaint 
As of August 31, 1977 

Under 1 Month 1 to 3 Months 3+ to 6 Months Over 6 Months 
s:: s::.p s:: s::.p s::: s:::.p Sri s::.p 
0 ~~ 

0 00 
~al ~ 

00 00 
..-Ir-I» i3 (jj l» ~:;:; ~ ..-I:;:; ~ ..-IQli7 i3:;:; l» 

l» 'tS r-I ~ 
.pOl 

~alo 
.pOl 

.p ~ ~ CIlOlH CIlrl CIl§O al§O al r-I H 

~ al § 0 1:l~.s 
,.. .p§o .pQlO H $-I .p .p .pQlO $-I .p .p Ql S:::Ol.p Q) 1:l0'tS S::Ol.p Ql S::Oal S::Ol.p Ql 

§Oal Ql§al ;::: go~ 0.l§1ll :S QlO'd Ql§al ;::: O.lO'd 0.l§1ll ;::: 
0 OlO't1 U) rcJ .p UlO'd OJ rcJ OJ § U) 'd .p 

~ l» § OJ 'd .p 
Q) »§ QlO§ 0 Ql s::: aJo§ 0 Q)OS::: 0 aJo§ 0 

fi.1=Q::<; ~u::<: ~~~ H0;:E: ~ ~::; HO CIl $-II=Q::<; ~o::<: 
&'» &' Al» ::<; A 

~ ~,~ aJ ~I=Q ~ ~~ t:c: t:c:I=Q t:c: 

Atlantic 7 9 0 5 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

Bergen 10 33 0 12 44 0 4 10 0 2 1 0 

Bur1ingtor" 2 2 0 1 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Camden 3 2 0 3 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

Cape May 6 8 32 3 7 22 2 3 0 0 0 0 

Cumberland 1 4 15 2 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 

Essex 25 0 0 26 2 0 27 0 0 7 0 0 

Gloucester 1 0 0 6 6 0 6 3 0 9 2 0 

Hudson 45 6 0 34 20 0 7 3 0 1 0 0 

Hunterdon 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 7 0 0 8 0 

Mercer 7 7 11 10 23 0 14 11 0 0 0 0 

Middlesex 1 17 0 4 2 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 

Monmouth 0 5 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

Morris 5 5 0 4 20 0 11 10 0 0 4 0 

Ocean 0 9 0 0 17 0 0 16 0 0 3 0 

Passaic 12 16 0 15 32 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 

Salem 4 1 0 2 3 0 6 1 0 2 0 0 

Somerset 1 0 0 7 4 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 

Sussex 0 4 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

union 2 3 6 13 14 7 2 1 2 0 0 0 
I 

Warren 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL 132 131 64 147 224 30 83 75 2 24 18 0 

Total 1 * 16 41 78 I Year Ago 66 183 11 114 218 2 19 27 0 

* As reported in the 1975-76 Annual Report. Subsequent recounts amounted to +1 case 
pending as of 8/31/76. 

SOURCE: Monthly Reports of the Clerks of the Juvenile & Domestic Relations Courts. 
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Glouce.,,1ier 
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Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 

Monmouth 

Morris 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

TOTAL 

YEAR AGO 

JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURTS 

DISPOSITIONS OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND RECIPROCAL SUPPORT COMPLAINTS 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

COMPLAINTS FILED COMPLAINTS ACTIVE Complaints 
00 \D a.nd DISPOSED OF Pending at End of +> t- Period By AGE From ~ 0'> REINSTATED 
'r-! rl Date of Complaint 
III ~ " 
~°rl ~» 6 QJ 00 'H 'H 
S bll!-< Ql !-<+> 'd 00 ~ ObO 0 r-l 
8.;iQl 'drn 'Hell Ql +> » 0 ~ "':& 

cY'oo moo Ql I-< +> +> ~~'d ,otllQl or-! 'dor-! ~'g ,C ,C 
'd~ +>Ql 'den ell or-!Q) al? I-<+> 

Q) '" 
Q) ~ o+> I-<+> 

lOt-:> Ql +> E-<alr-l 'd or-! Qlor-! til 10 E-<tIl 'dO +>~ QlS:: f;1~Ql 
:;j~ ? '" til Or-lor-! Ql Ql +> ,CtIl o Q) 00 §~ 0 ? 0 

~p..t or-!Ql ~ E-< ~r:. ~ bll () +>0 p.tt: E-<p. rl~ o~ 

'E~ 
Ql,C or-! "''dal OD.. m til 

U Ql ()+> Ql 0 al::lS:: til iS~ or-! 
<t! en H ~o IX< 0 ~f'-.>H is A 

* 248 762 1,905 229 953 190 4 1,538 1,771 161 121 100 

209 1,458 342 1,249 3,049 209 407 2,344 2,960 110 175 13 

262 2,029 266 7 2,302 95 657 1,514 2,266 149 146 3 
* 594 2,872 213 1,687 4,772 68 2,325 2,648 5,041 221 83 21 

101 244 59 304 607 30 8 578 616 24 22 46 

50 1,038 58 131 1,227 71 ° 1,176 1,247 30 ° ° 
674 6,725 452 22,099 29,276 1,130 3,409 24,125 28,664 799 372 115 

246 1,055 72 176 1,303 263 78 915 1,256 83 156 54 

462 3,215 221 467 3,903 398 4 3,288 3,690 230 166 279 

41 188 40 17 245 ° 63 167 230 11 24 21 

* 300 1,048 91 1,951 3,090 289 133 2,670 125 80 3,092 93 
* 387 ! 2,130 231 1,903 4,264 266 511 3,057 3,834 173 245 399 

:\24 1,267 195 676 2,138 ° ° 2,221 2,221 152 87 2 

64 632 135 210 977 2 10 952 964 33 17 27 

193 
f 

1,321 136 345 1,802 25 ° 1,751 1,776 105 103 11 

62 2,140 209 730 3,079 215 16 2,557 2,788 295 58 ° 45 696 32 l68 896 ° ° 846 846 8l 11 3 
51 259 45 21 325 15 97 226 338 15 22 1 

62 322 72 13 407 ° 73 322 395 28 19 27 
* 315 2,107 316 1,113 3,536 112 ° 3,226 3,338 205 207 lOl 

46 241 64 66 371 16 1 357 374 22 17 4 

* 4,736 31,940 3,439 34,095 69,474 3,433 7,796 56,478 67,707 3,020 2,l76 1,307 

4,069 27,785 3,037 3l,052 6l,874 4,636 7,614 49,189 6l,439 2,061 2,Ol4 429 

..:l 

E5 
0 E-< 

382 

298 

298 

325 

92 

30 

1,286 

293 

675 

56 

298 

817 

241 

77 

219 

353 

95 

38 

74 

513 

43 

6,503 

** 4,504 rOTAL 1 

* Data differs from cases pending August 31, 1976 as reported in the 1975-76 Annual Report, because 
of recounts by the counties resulting from their periodic physical inventories and the discovery of 
oth.er reporting errors by the counties during the course of the year. 

** As reported in the 1975-76 Annual Report, Subsequent recounts amounted to +232 cases pending as 
of 8/31/76. 

Source: Mon:th1y Reports of the Clerks of the ·Juveni1e & Domestic Relations Courts. 
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JUDGES OF THE COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS 

ATLANTIC COUNTY 

Herbert S. Jacobs, Presiding Judge (also temporarily 
assigned Presiding Judge of the 
Juvenile & Domestic Relations court) 

BERGEN COUNTY 

Frederick W. Kuechenmeister, Presiding Judge 

David B. Follender 

'Paul R. Huot 

Gerald E. Monaghan 

Kevin M. OIHalloran 

Arthur L. Troast 

CAMDEN COUNTY 

Rudolph J. Rossetti, Presiding Judge 

Barry M. Weinberg 

ESSEX COUNTY 

Nicholas Albano, Jr., Presiding Judge 

John J. Dios 

Howard ~V. Hayes (Retired 9/1/77) 

Felix A. Martino (Until 7/12/77) 

David H. Wiener (Retired 5/28/77) 
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Judges of the County District Courts, continued 

HUDSON COUNTY 

John J. McCole, Presiding Judge 

Eugene P. Kenny 

Henry B. McFarland, Jr. 

Mortimer Neuman (Retired and temporarily ass~gned 
on recall) 

MIDDLESEX COUNTY 

J. Norris Harding, Presiding Judge (Until 9/20/76) 

Robert T. Quackenboss, Presiding Judge (Effective 9/21/76) 

John P. Kozak 

John S. Kuhlthau 

Edward J. Seaman (Effective 10/28/76) 

MONMOUTH COUNTY 

George A. Gray, Presiding Judge 

Walter H. Gehricke 

PASSAIC COUNTY 

Herbert S. Alterman, Presiding Judge (Unt~l 1/2/77) 

Sidney Reiss, Presiding Judge (Effective 1/3/77) 

Joseph L. Conn (Effective 10/22/76) 

Bruno L. Leopizzi (Until 9/22/76) 

Nicholas G. Mandak (Effective 10/22/76) 

Ralph V. Martin (Until 9/21/76) 



Judges of the Coun~y District Courts, continued 

UNION COUNTY 

James M. Cawley, Presiding Judge 

Edward W. Beg1in, Jr. 

John J. Callahan 

Lawrence Weiss 

COUNTY COURT JUDGES HEARING DISTRICT COURT MATTERS , 

BURLINGTON COUNTY 

Herman Belopolsky, Presiding Judge (Until 5/1/77) 

Harold B. Wells III (Effective 4/7/77); Presiding 
Judge (Effective 5/2/77) 

Dominick J. Ferrelli 

Paul R. Kra'l1er 

CAPE MAY COUNTY 

Nathan C. Staller, Presiding Judge 

James A. O'Neill 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY 

Frank J. Testa, Presiding Judge 

Steven Z. Kleiner (Effective 10/20/76) 

Edward S. ~1iller 

Paul R. Porreca 
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county Court Judges Hearing District Court Matters, 
continued 

GLOUCESTER COUNTY 

Samuel G. DeSimone, Presid:rl Judge 

Ernest L. Alvino 

Paul F. Cunard 

R. Edward Klaisz, Jr. (Until 3/31/77) 

Milton L. Silver (Effective 5/26/77) 

HUNTERDON COUNTY 

'rhomas J. Beetel, P:r,esiding Judge 

A. Warren Herrigel 

MERCER COUNTY 

Daniel A. O'Donnell, Presiding Judge 

Richard J. S. Barlow, Jr. 

Clifton C. Bennett (Temporarily assigned to Somerset 
County Court 9/27/76) 

Michael R. Imbriani (Temporarily assigned from Somerset 
County Court 9/27/76) 

Hervey S. Moore, Jr. 

J. Wilson Noc1en 

Theodore T. Tams, Jr. 



county Court Judges Hearing District Court Matters, 
continued 

MORRIS COUNTY 

Reginald Stanton, Presiding Judge (Until 2/17/77) 

Kenneth C. MacKenzie (Effective 2/10/77); 
Presiding Judge (Effective 2/18/77) 

John D. Collins (Retired 12/3/76) 

Charles H. Egan, Jr. 

Jacques H. Gascoyne 

George P. Helfrich 

Arnold H. Stein 

OCEAN COUNTY 

Harold Kaplan, Presiding Judge (Until 5/2/77) 

James ~1. Havey, Presiding Judge (Effective 5/3/77) 

Mark Addison 

Robert H. Doherty, Jr. 

William H. Huber (Until 4/5/77) 

Henry H. Wiley 

SALEM COUNTY 

James A. O'Neill, Presiding Judge (Cape May County 
Court Judge) 

Norman Telsey (Effective 10/8/76) 

Joseph Narrow (Retired and temporarily assigned 
on recall until 10/31/76) 
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county Court Judges Hearing District Court Matters, 
continued 

SOMERSET COUNTY 

David G. Lucas, Presiding Judge 

Clifton C. Bennett (Temporarily assigned from Mercer 
County Court 9/27/76) 

Robert E. Gaynor 

t1ichael R. Imbriani (Effective 9/24/76; 9/27/76 
temporarily assigned to Mercer County) 

B. Thomas Leahy 

SUSSEX COUNTY 

Robert C. Shelton, Jr., Presiding Judge 

Frederic G. Weber 

WARREN COUNTY 

Martin Bry-Nildsen, Jr., Presiding Judge 

Paul Aaroe 





MOTIONS 
SETTLED 

UN- BEFORE 
COUNTY CONTESTED CONTESTED TRIAL 

t-

A1LANTIC 493 37 51 

BERGEN 777 1,291 782 

BLRLII\GTON 232 444 31 

CAMDEN 978 2,227 144 

CAPE MAY 98 493 8 

CLI'BERLAND 440 974 228 

ESSEX 1,107 1,218 13 

GLCUCESTER 149 328 24 

HlJDSON 520 355 441-
; 

f;lJNTERDON 11 9 5 

MERCER 222 4C6 34 

MICDLESEX 335 4g7 513 

MOIIMOUTH 220 97 393 

MCRRIS 127 250 31 

OCEAN 125 294 135 

PASSAIC 379 754 1,067 

SALEM 156 462 

SGI'ERSET 142 60 15 

SL~SEX 151 53 19 

UIlION 365 385 103 

WARREN 16 10 

*********** ********* 11'******** 1***********, 
TOfALS 7,043 10,644 4,037 

*********** ********* ******** **"******* 
TOTA'L 1 
YEAR AGO 8,014 11,266 3,207 

PROCEEDINGS IN THE COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS 

CIn):' ,MATTERS 

FROM SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 TO ,AUGUST 31, 197'1 

TRIALS OMMENCED * OUTCOME OF TRIALS COMMENCED 
SET'LED TRIED 
DURING TO 

JURY NON-JURY TRI AL CONCI.US ION MISTRIAL 

1 1.131 10 1,111 

I 45 9,821 40 9,670 7 

12 3.209 8 3.199 

2,811 27 2,618 

78 77 

6 796 1 8(10 

68 9,544 249 9,289 1 

437 2 407 

38 11,455 451 11,030 1 

271 262 

17 1,107 13 1.063 

26 6,255 4 6,203 

1 1,552 36 1,510 4 

19 1,751 fJ 1,705 2 

12 805 3 779 2 

121 7,523 187 7,"'86 1 

51 49 

10 872 6 ))59 1 

" 192 6 186 

30 3,631 40 3,533 1 

189 2 187 

11'******* *****'l<*** ******** ********** **************~ 
410 63.41)1 1,093 61,923 20 

iI'******* ********* ******** ********** /************** 
453 62,9'1'5 1,241 61,421 26 

HOURS IN CONDUCT OF COURT 
SETTLEMENl HOURS 
CONFERENCE ON TOTAL 

HOURS BENCH HOURS 

39.9 366.2 406.1 

230.9 3,812.5 4,043.4 

38.4 404.5 442.9 

46.7 1,022.0 1,068.7 

15.2 147.3 162.5 

lIt.:! 315.8 427.0 

19.1 3,649.9 3,669.0 

4.7 279.6 284.-3 

172.1 2,956.8 3.128.9 

.0 101.1 101.1 

26.2 819.4 845.6 

300.9 1,855.3 2,156.2 

286.8 1,028.7 1,315.5 

23.3 676.2 899.5 

35.9 479.5 515.4 

154.2 1,486.0 1,640.2 

.0 84.8 84.8 

25.6 487.0 512.6 

11.9 217.0 228.9 

71.8 2,271.9 2,343.7 

.0 253.1 253.1 

'/l<",***** *** '1** ******* ********** 
, 1,61"'.8 122,914.6 24,529.4 

I**"***~;***** 1******** ********** 
1,368.6 24,212.0 

*********** ********** ******************** ******** ********l! ******** *********~**************.********************* ********** 
* Does not include trials continued from one week to another. 

Source: Weekly reports of the Judges. 

TOTAL 
HOURS 

1 YEAR 
AGO 

477.5 

4,624.8. 

380·5 

1,441.4 

157.3· 

280.6 

4,001. 3 

316.0 

2,614.4 

140.8 

839.0: 

2,154.8: 

893.0 

1,006.3 

730.0 

1,478.9 

108.0 

574.1 

303.8 

2,796.6 

261. 5 

********1 

*** itl!***1 

25,580.6 

********, 
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COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS 
TYPES OF COMPLAINTS FILED 

1976 -77 

TOTAL COMPLAI NTS FI LED = 290,674 

AUTO 
NEGLIGENCE 
11,767 , 
(4.0 Ofo) 

OTHER 
TORT 
3, '370 
( I. 2 Ofo) 
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Atlantic to Hunterdon 

COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS 

COMPLAINTS ADDED, DISPOSED OF AND PENDING 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

/ /'/ jl/lj ! ~.-II '" f f: I ~ if ~ >( 

~ w ~ & ~ 'O~ :; 

;;t J i tJ3 ~ __ ~ _cf T----~ ___ i. _ '" . -
Complaints Pendinp, September 1, 1976 

Auto Negligence 80 572 117 339 15 '74 720 85 591 
Other Tort 48 187 102 17 5 22 276 17 209 
Contract 7~'4 3,~74 1,~14 2,692 200 543 3,70~ 9~0 2,601 
Small Claims, including Auto 199 Ij~ 960 46 94 29 1 2 356 
Tenancy 54 212 5 50 g08 108 328 

TOTAL 1,043 5,731 2,320 * 4,220 271 783 5,907 1,362 4,085 

New Complaints Filed. including complaints 
transferred from other courts or counties 

Auto Negligence 237 1,369 318 533 53 169 2,47~ 167 1,446 
Other Tort 96 ~O 192 38 12 51 59 19 413 
Contract 3,904 16, 4 5,513 9,313 l'g'4~ 2,178 24,~64 2'~4g 11,20g Small Olaims, including Auto 1,354 ~,868 1,5~1 2,191 1,252 4, 41 2,19 
Tenancy 2,269 ,608 1,9 1 5,971 107 830 31,038 1,401 11,450 
TOTAL 7,860 28,Q29 9,575 18,046 2,184 4,480 63,516 5,403 26,710 

Inactive Complaints Restored 

Auto Negligence 8 21<3 4 4 6 27 577 11 342 
Other Tort 3 Ell 1 0 2 2 188 2 152 
Contract 42 381 12 15 62 314 672 100 263 
Small Claims, including Auto 5 155 0 0 13 72 0 2 40 
Tenancy 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

'l;'OTAL 59 860 17 19 83 416 1,437 115 797 

Total Complaints Added 

Auto Negligence 245 1,612 322 5~~ ~~ 196 3,056 178 1,788 
Other Tort 3,9~ 461 193 53 782 21 ~65 Contract 16,785 5,525 9,328 1,434 2,492 2~,6~6 3,0'46 11, 66 
Small Claims, including Auto 1,359 6,02g 1,5~1 2,191 653 1,~21; , ,4 1 8 2 2,238 
Tenancy 2,270 4,60 1,9 1 5,971 107 3), 31,038 1,401 11,450 

TOTAL 7,919 29,489 9,592 18,065 2,267 4,896 64,953 5,518 27,507 

Total Calendar for 1976-77 

Auto NegUgence 325 2,184 439 876 74 270 3,776 263 2,37~ Other Tort 147 648 295 55 1,6~~ 75 1,0~8 38 77 Contraot 4''423 20,759 7,039 12,020 3,03~ 2~,3 1 4,046 14,06'4 Small Claims, 1ncluding Auto 1, 4a 6,853 2,020 3,151 699 1,41 ,7a9 1,021~ 2,59 Tenancy ,2,32 4,776 2,119 6,183 112 881 31,9 6 1,509 11,778 
TOTAL 8,962 35,220 11,912 22,285 2,538 5,679 70,860 6,880 31,592 

Complaints Disposed of 

Auto Negligence 227 1,641 292 554 ~~ 1§'4 2,851 135 1,713 
Other Tort 86 494 190 38 776 21 566 
Contl'act 3,765 16,910 5,356 9,276 1,419 2,525 2~,869 2;(15 10,950 
SmP..l1C1aims, including Auto 1,319 6,078 1,571 2,003 576 1,310 ,406 758 2,301 
',Cenancy 2,179 4,505 1,990 5,760 98 822 30,596 1,431 11,605 
TOTAL 7,576 29,628 9,399 17,631 2,160 4,908 64,498 5,060 27,135 

Complaints pending August 31, 1917 

Auto Ilegligence ~~ 54~ 147 322 15 73 925 128 666 
Other Tort 

3J~9 105 2,7~'4 3 21 282 17 208 
Contract 956 1,683 215 510 3,472 1,3g1 3,117 Small Claims, including Auto 121~ 775 449 1,148 l~a loB 333 2 6 293 Tenancy 145 271 129 423 59 1,350 78 173 
TOTAL 1,386 5,592 \ 2,513 4,654 370 771 6,362 1,820 4,457 

! 

* Data differs from cases pending August 31, 1976 as reported in 1975-76, because of recounts by the counties resulting from 
their periodic physical inventories and the discovery of other reporting errors by the counties during the course of the year. 

~* A. reported 1n the 1975-76 Annual Report. Subsequent recounts amounted to -266 cases pending as of B/31/76. 

SOURCE: Monthly Report. of the Clerks of the County District Courts. 
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Atlantic to Hunterdon 

, 

COMPLAINTS DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL 

Jury Trials Commence~: 
Partially Tried 

Auto Negligence 
Other Tot't 
Contract 
Small Claims, including Auto 
Tenancy 

TOTAL 

Tried to Completion 
Auto Negligence 
Other Tort 
Contract;. 
Small Claims, including Auto 
Tenancy 

TOTAL 

Non-Jury Trials Commenced: 
Partially Tried 

Auto Negligence 
Other Tort 
Contract 
Small Claims, including A1.>.to 
Tenancy 

TOTAL 

Tried to Completion 
Auto Negligence 
Other Tort 
Contract 
Small Claims, including Auto 
Tenancy 

TOTAL 

COMPLAINTS DISPOSED OF WITHOUT '£RIAL 

Judgments by Default 
Auto Negligence 
Other Tort 
Contract 
Small Claims, including Auto 
Tenancy 

TOTAL 

Settled, Dismissed or Discontinued 
By Dismissal of Inactive Cases 

Auto Negligence 
Other Tort 
Contract 
Small Claims, including Auto 
Tenancy 

TOTAL 

Before Trial Date 
Auto Negligence 
Other Tort 
Contract 
SIIIal1 ClaimS, including Auto 
Tenancy 

TOTAL 

On Trial Date 
Auto Negligence 
Other Tort 
Contract 
Small Claims. including Auto 
Tenancy 

TOTAL 

Placed on Inactive List or Transferred 
Auto Negligence 
Other Tort 
Contract 
Small Claims, including Auto 
'fenancy 

TOTAL 

TOTAL COMPLAINTS DISPOSED OF 

Auto Negligence 
Other Tort 
Contract 
Small Claims, :l.ncl\l.ding Auto 
Tenancy 

TOTAL 

C'OUNTY DISTRICT COURTS 

MANNER OF DISPOSITION 

September I, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

/ 0/ /#/ /,/1/ f ~~r:: ~1fJ ! ! f :1 
~ ~ ~ # g ; ~ 

"" :it <:J {j 

I 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 3 1 0 1 0 0 
0 7 1 1 1 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 10 2 1 2 0 0 

48 4 28 0 3 1 0 
0 18 6 0 0 0 ),2 
0 29 0 8 2 0 24 
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
0 0 0 0 13 0 0 
0 95 10 11 16 0 65 

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
1 3 0 0 0 0 0 
2 26 9 0 4 5 0 
1 392 0 0 0 9 0 
0 191 0 0 1 ~~ 0 
4 612 9 0 5 0 

64 2 9 5 1 2 3}~ 3 42 ~~ 1 2 3~ 17 468 126 29 1,552 
392 2,19~ 329 437 67 796 2,2r 
625 1,62 ~81 1,098 48 736 6,1 3 

1,039 4,399 26 1,667 147 1,575 10,361 

172 m 19~ 238 37 27 1,117 
5/1 12 3 17 207 

3,312 10,874 3,758 5,819 1,172 1,666 18,790 
610 114 528 542 367 0 0 

1,046 265 1,042 2,662 2 0 0 
5,194 12,095 5,575 9,273 1,581 1,710 20,114 

0 236 52 25 1 0 0 
0 2,4~§ 7ig 0 0 0 0 
0 193 4 0 0 
0 722 0 93 ° 0 0 
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 3,476 841 311 5 0 0 

if. 161 31 198 16 75 854 
44 18 7 9 17 229 

308 897 344 2,217 175 71 3,360 
15 94 254 220 130 61 01 
17 134 119 0 27 32 4,44~ ! 393 1,330 766 2,642 357 256 

11 387 27 I~ 1 40 537 
12 183 50 1 12 2~4 

116 1,927 ~g 898 26 222 2,1 3 
29~ 2,532 711 11 41 2,128 
46 2,280 44~ 2,000 6 3~~ 24,453 
898 7,309 1,33 3,706 45 29,515 

, 

3 51 6 6 2 52 0 
1 20 l~ 0 ° 5 0 

10 197 14 6 ~23 ° 6 27 0 0 1 03 ·,,0 
26 7 3 0 1 22 0 
46 302 32 20 10 1,005 0 

, 
227 1,641 292 554 ~g 1§4 

2,851 
86 494 190 38 ~76 

3,765 16,910 5,356 9,276 l,41g 2,525 2~, 69 
1,319 6,078 1,571 2,003 57 1,310 ,406· 
2,179 4,505 1,990 5,760 98 822 30,596 1 

7,576 29,628 9,399 l7,631 2,168 4,908 64,498 I 
,. SOURCE, Monthly Reports of thg county Clerks. 
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728 71 7 
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1,~~~ 7'fr95 600 
35 94 

773 210 0 
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15 452 3 
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110 397 100 

° C 1 
471 3,418 247 
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7 44 16 
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227 258 34 
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l~ 246 1 
124 1 

l42 471 ~~ 199 310 
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2 12 0 
3 1~ 5 
1 1 
1 6 0 

11 74 6 

135 1,713 42 
21 566 20 

2,71~ 10,950 1,061 

1,4~1 2,301 503 
11,605 99 

5,060 27,135 1,725 
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Mercer to Warren 
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3,~~ 
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4.109 
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3 
o 
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41 
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1,236 
1,561 
3,242 

~i 
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13,403 
29,419 
49,797 

5,322 
1,422 

00,441 
5,311. 
9,975 

22,471 

2,520 
423 

21,536 
2,971 

73 
27,523 

2,817 
824 

15,178 
3,217 
3,833 

25,869 

2,486 
1,034 

10,674 
8,810 

37,180 
60,181). 

464 
110 

1,547 
1,092 

162 
3,375 

14;957 
4,398 

155,550 
36,059 
82,213 

1,718 299,048 293,177 
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COUNTY DlSTRICT C'URTS 

STATt'S AND MES OF ACTrVE COMPLAINTS PENDING AS OF AUGUST 31, 1977 

Atlantic to Huntcrdon 

/ ;/ · I 1/ 'I j 7 II '7 1/ ' ~! ! :;liJ 'r-f ! (lJ I; ~ ; j J. 
11.1 ~ ;: (j ~ 1 ~ 0 :t: § 
'< if t; t; 6' :;; 

JUR~ I 
Unde~ 6 Months I 2!..tt) Auto NegUgence 9 112 21 32 1 G 5 83 3 

Other Tort 3 

f 

"5 8 5 0 3 14 1 ~~ 1 
Contract 28 127 11 13 6 5 26 5 8 
Small Cll1ims J tncl\!dlr.g Auto 0 0 C 0 0 0 9 0 3 a 
Tenancy 0 a 0 a a 0 a 0 0 0 

TOTAL "0 

I 
284 1,O 50 7 1" 295 11 181 12 

6 to 12 Months 
6 Auto Negligence 10 78 36 1 8 90 8 46 8 

other Tort 6 27 9 3 0 3 24 1 12 0 
Contract 11 70 II 16 3 4 49 10 21 15 
Small ClaimS J • including Auto 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 
Tenancy 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 a 0 

TOTAL 27 175 19 55 I, 16 163 20 79 23 

1+ to 1i Years 
7 1 5 Auto Negligence 0 a a 91 12 a 2 

other Tort 4 a 1 1 a a 20 1 a a 
Contract 9 2 2 ? a a 24 6 a 2 
Small Cl:l1ms J including Auto 0 0 0 a 0 0 a a 0 0 
Tenancy 0 0 0 0 0 0 a a a 0 

TOTAL 20 2 II B 0 c 135 19 0 4 

1!+ to 2 Year. 
5 0 a 4 0 Auto tlegligence 0 29 7 0 3 

Other Tort 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 a 0 
Contract 2 0 a 1 a 1 3 7 0 7 
Small Claims J including Auto 0 a 0 0 a 0 0 0 a a 
Tenancy 0 0 0 a a 0 a 0 a a 

TOTAL 7 a 1 6 0 1 32 15 0 10 

Over 2 )!'ears 
3 Auto Negligence a a 15 0 0 11 4 0 0 

other Tort 0 0 a 3 c 0 7 1 0 0 
Contract 3 0 0 9 0 0 4 2 0 1 
Small Claims I including Auto a a 0 0 0 0 0 a a a 
Tenancy a a 0 0 0 0 a a a a 

TOTAL 6 a a 27 0 a 22 7 a 1 

Total. Jury Cases Pending 
34 190 28 92 2 14 467 36 16 Auto Negligence 129 

Other Tort 13 72 19 13 Q 6 65 5 69 1 
Contract 53 199 17 41 9 10 106 30 59 33 
Small Claims) including Auto a a 0 0 0 1 9 1 3 0 
Tenancy - a a 0 a 0 0 a 0 0 0 

TOTAL 100 461 6/1 146 11 31 647 72 260 50 

1101I-JURY 

Under 6 Months 
340 98 76 Auto Negligence 32 13 50 265 51 505 14 Other Tor~ 26 75 01 1 3 12 121 

786 
126 

Contract 508 3,552 1,~~ 1,244 173 452 2,789 2,974 244 
Small Claims, including Auto 124 775 701 120 107 316 203 290 119 
Tenancy 145 2n 129 423 14 6~6 H~~ 78 173 5 

TOTAL 835 5,013 2,227 2,445 323 1,119 4,068 387 

6 to 12 Months 
Auto Negligence 20 11 20 71 a 8 139 25 32 4 
Other Tort 8 5 22 2 a 2 3~a 2 §g 2 
Contract 211 8'5 170 l'~Ri 23 1,2 

3gi 123 
Small Claims) including Auto a 0 a 3 0 6 0 40 
Tenancy 0 0 a a a 0 0 a a 1 

TOTAL 239 101 212 1,368 26 52 542 427 12. 170 

1+ to It Year. 
11 56 Auto negligence R 1 0 1 J.l 13 0 2 

Other Tort 111 2 3 1 0 1 10 2 0 4 
Contract 156 13 6 379 7 6 112 169 0 16 
Small Claims, including Auto a a o· 136 0 0 1 1 0 0 
Tenancy a a 0 0 0 0 a a 0 a 

TOTAL 181 17 10 572 7 8 134 185 0 22 

1!+ to 2 Years 
1 24 26 Auto Negligence a 0 0 a 1 a a 

Other Tort a 0 a 0 0 0 36 1 a 0 
Contract 24 0 0 21 3 a 39 8 a 5 
Small. Clo.1.ms., including Auto 0 0 0 70 0 0 1 0 a 0 
Tenancy 0 a a a 0 a 0 a a a 

TOTAL 25 0 0 115 3 a 102 10 a 5 

Over 2 Years 
Auto Negligence a 0 a 3 0 0 17 2 0 0 
Other Tort 0 a a 0 a 0 7 0 0 a 
Contract 6 a 0 5 a 0 72 5 a 1 
Small Claims, including Auto 0 a 0 a 0 0 a a 0 0 
Tenancy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a 0 a 

TOTAL 6 0 0 8 a 0 96 7 0 1 

Total Non-Jury Cases Pending 
64 353 l.l9 23~ 13 458 Auto Negligence 59 92 537 21 

Other Tort '18 82 86 3 15 217 12 3,~§~ 10 
Contract 905 3,650 1,666 i;i~ 206 500 3,366 1,301 389 
Small Claitns, incl'4t\:t.ng Auto 124 775 449 1iil 107 324 2~~ 290 15~ 
Tenancy 145 271 129 423 7~g 1,350 173 

TOTAL 1,286 5,131 2,449 4,508 359 5,715 1,748 4,197 585 

TOTAL COfIPLAINTS P=ING August 31, 1977 

Auto Negligence 98 543 147 322 15 73 925 128 666 37 
other Tort 61 154 105 17 3 21 282 17 208 l.l 
Contract 958 3,849 1,683 2,744 215 510 3,472 1,331 3,l.l7 422 
Small Claims., including Auto 12

" 775 449 1,148 123 108 333 266 293 159 
Tenancy 145 271 129 423 14 59 1,350 78 173 6 

TOTAL 1,386 5,592 2,513 4,654 370, 771 6,362 1,820 4,457 635 

TOTAL oVEl\ 6 MONTHS OLD 511 295 246 21,9 40 77 1 226 6QO 208 2~6 
PERCENT 0VEl\ 6 MONTHS OLD 37% 5% 10% 46% 11% 10;{ 19% 38% 5% 37% 

-*-1\- An reported in the 1975-115 Annual Report. Sub=-eouent recounts amounted to -266 cases pending as of' 8/31/7£. 

SOURCE: Honthly Reports of the Clerks of the County District Courts. 
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... Page 2-

COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS 

STATUS AND AOES OF AC'l'IVE COMPLAINTS PENDINO AS OF AUQUST 31. 1977 

Mercer to Warren 

/1 1// I Ii I I I j I I / il I / ;/l/il/l/ 
25 64 18 14 1~ 81 3 34 5 108 " ~n 72B 6 33 11 5 21 1 3~ '2 25 '2 
19 36 30 20 20 JIO 1 7 69 3 54t' ~~6 

0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 15 12 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

50 133 59 39 47 151 5 77 14 202 9 1.720 1.650 

1.5 25 18 3 7 0 0 5 1 20 1 385 m 3 9 14 2 10 0 0 1 8 M 1. 146 
5 12 29 1.0 17 0 1 3 20 1 329 273 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 '2 2 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 '0 0 1 

23 JI6 61 15 34 0 1 9 29 61 3 a6~ 807 

0 2 3 0 0 0 3 0 3 3 1 13?, 101 
0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 l 3 1 g4 28 
0 3 8 0 0 0 2 1 1. 2 0 75 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 7 U 0 0 0 5 1 5 8 2 231 204 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 48 25 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 5 6 
0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 C1 0 0 21 6 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 74 37 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 33 29 
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 12 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 20 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 65 42 

40 ~~ 39 17 16 81 6 39 9 1~i 6 1,483 1,~§~ 
24 

26 7 28 27 1 10 13 4 ~~5 51 c7 30 31 40 4 38 29 99 4 938 
0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 17 14 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

73 186 132 54 81 151 U 87 51 271 14 2.953 2,740 

83 258 324 34 55 258 6 39 6 189 8 2'Z~g 2,580 
15 

1.0gg d~~ 4 50 1.7~4 u 11 8 42 3 810 
1,221 1,144 1,426 1~i 419 307 2,635 1.32 26,61.0 2~;m 409 290 m 1~4 419 358 7 li~ 0 0 5,263 

160 300 2,0~ 94 15 48§ 3.m 
2 3.680 3~:~1l 1,888 1,946 2,829 1,375 2,561 206 458 145 39.118 

20 201 ~ 5 17 0 0 0 2 24 0 604 39:' 
13 45 3 6 0 0 1 1. 3 1 178 139 
84 366 119 93 225 0 9 12 23 253 11 3,680 3'~H 30 0 0 0 196 0 1 0 56 0 0 634 

5 0 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 6 
4,26i 152 612 130 101 444 0 10 13 82 2Bo 12 5.102 

4 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 a 2 0 101 ~~ 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 42 
72 19 23 0 0 0 1 1 22 5 0 l'~~I 462 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 3 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

81 20 25 0 0 0 2 1 28 7 0 1,300 545 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 52 1f 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 37 
0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 2 1 0 106 44 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 71 4 
0 a 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 2 1 0 266 68 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 24 15 
0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 1 
0 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 93 36 
0 Q 0 a a 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 1 4 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 124 52 

107 460 332 39 72 258 7 110 S 21, 8 3,492 3,070 
33 d§~ 139 7 56 

1,7§4 
11 12 

36~ 3,0~~ 4 1,124 967 

1,~~~ 2,131 1,2~7 1,651 145 432 143 31,495 30,016 
290 243 615 358 42 7 \~ 0 0 6,112 5,588 

165 300 1411 12? 97 94 15 9 174 2 3,685 2,739 
2,121 2,579 2.989 1,476 2,491 2,561 220 500 570 3,528 J.51 45,910 42,380 

147 551 3U 56 BS 3~& 13 79 17 346 14 4,975 t~~~ 42 
1,m 

165 14 84 12 22 22 86 8 3~:~?~ 1,401 2.~~~ 1.267 1,668 1,834 149 470 383 3,193 147 3~:~~~ 
~~§ 290 169 615 361 '12 1 1~~ 0 0 6,129 

300 1411 2U 97 94 15 9 174 2 3,686 2,741 

2.191i- 2,765 3,121 1,530 2,512 2,712 231 587 621 3,799 171 48,863 45,120· 

256 686 233 116 "78 0 20 25 149 357 17 8,025 6,03& 

12% 25% 7'/0 8'/0 19% 0'/0 9" 4:t 24:t 9% 10% 16% 13% 
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COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS 
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COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS CIVIL CASES (EXCLUDING SMALL CLAIMS AND TENANCY) 

MEDIAN PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT TO TRIAL MARCH 1977 COMPARED WITH OCTOBER 1976 

SUMMARY OF TIME INTERVAL STUDIES AND COMPARISON OF TOTALS WITH MARCH 1976 AND OCTOBER 1975 STUDIES 

MARCH 1977 OCTOBER 1976 

COUNTY Total Cases Jury Cases Non-Jury Cases Total Cases Jury Cases NIDn-Jury Cases 

No. Median No. Medie.n No. Median No. Median No. Median No. Median 
of Period of Perlod of Period of Perl.od of Period of Period 

Cases Cases Cases Cases Cases Cases 

Atlantic 2 19m13d 1 13m 8d 1 25m18d 
, 

0 0 0 - - -
Bergen 75 7m 4d 10 12m 4d 65 7m Od 63 6m21d 11 10mlOd 52 6m 4d 

. I 

Burlington 17 llm24d 4 15m25d 13 11m 4d 8 10m17d 0 - 8 10m17d 

Camden 11 17m 3d 0 - 11 17m 3d 9 18m23d 0 - 9 18m23d 

Cape May 2 5m13d 0 - 2 5m13d 0 - 0 - 0 -
Cumberland 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Essex 55 9m Od 6 11m10d 49 7m26d 39 8m17d I 12 9m 1d 27 8m 2d 

Gloucester 2 9m 3d 0 - 2 9m 3d 8 8m21d 1 27m12d 7 8m16d 

Hudson 44 4m15d 4 7m 5d 40 4m 9d 29 7m 2d 1 14m16d 28 6m20d 

Huntel'don 4 9m 8d 0 - 4 9m 8d 9 6m14d 0 - 9 6m14d 

Mercer 20 5m27d 0 - 20 5m27d 11 6m26d 1 7m27d 10 6m16d 

Middlesex 28 10m 2d 10 7m1'7d 18 10m20d 22 8m26d 4 9m24d 18 8m19d 

Monmouth 39 7m22d 0 - 39 7m22d 72 9m22d 0 - 72 9m22d 

Morris 31 5m 9d 3 5m 9d 28 4m19d 14 6m 8d 4 7m17d 10 5m14d 

Ocean 20 7m 7d 3 11m23d 17 7m 7d 11 9m 3d 3 14m 1d 8 7m Od 

Passaic 37 5m 1d 3 11m 1d 34 5m 1d 28 6m 9d 2 6m21d 26 6m 9d 

Salem 0 - 0 - 0 - 4 5m24d 0 - 4 5m24d 

Somerset 12 7m Od 0 - 12 7m Od 10 8m26d 2 11m20d 8 8m18d 

Sussex 7 7m24d 0 - 7 7m24d 2 11m 6d 1 11m 7d 1 11m 6d 

Union 45 3m15d 0 - 45 3m15d 69 4m20d 4 7m20d 65 3m22d 

Warren 7 6m 4d 0 - 7 6m 4d 4 6m29d 0 - 4 6m29d 

*TOTAL 8 LARGEST 334 6m26d 33 10m294 301 6m14d 331 8m Id 34 9mI6d 297 7m25c;l 
COUNTIES 
3/76 & 10/75 320 7m 6d 35 8m26d 285 7m 4d i 362 7m 3d 54 7m22d 308 6m27d 

TOTAL 13 124 7m 4d 11 I1m29d 113 REMAINING 
7m 2rt. 81 8m 3d 12 11m 2d 69 7m10d 

COUNTIES 113 7ml0d 7 9m 5d 106 7m 5d 148 6m13d' 8 7m 7d 140 6m12d 
3/76 & 10/75 
STATE 458 6m28d 44 11m 2d 414 6m15d 412 8m 1d 46 9m24d 366 7m23d 
TOTAL 
3/76 & 70/75 433 7m 6d 42 9m 4d 391 7m 4d 510 6m27d 62 7m20d 448 6m23d -
* As to population" 1970 U.S. Census: Bergen, Camden, Essex, Hudson" Middlesex, Monmouth, 

Passaic, ,Union. Also coincides with estimated population, 7/1/76, official state estimates 
by Office of Business Economics. 
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ESTIMATED 
POPULATION 
7/1/76*11-

484.305 

612,370 

924.830 

482.190 

910.865 

2,389,310 

7,431,750 

5,042,440 

471,175 

606,190 

550.515 

COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS TRIALS* COMMENCED DURING MARCH 1977, OCTOBER 1976, AND MARCH 1976 
MEDIAN TIME FROM DATE OF COMPLAINT TO COMMENCEMENT OF TRIAL 

8 LARGEST COUNTIES (OVER 450,000 POP.) AND COMBINED DATA 
ON REMAINING 13 COUNTIES 

CAMDEN .:" :!,' .:. :" 

MIDDLESEX "::, 

ESSEX ".;' 

MONMOUTH ,':' . ,':' 

BERGEN .... : .:' M" MARCH 1977 
t.-, ..... j OCTOBER 1976 
b\S\§SSSSSSSSS§J MARCH 1976 

TOTAL. REMAINING 
13 COUNTIES 

TRIALS COMMENCED 
DURING THE PERIOD 

MARCH OCTOBER MARCH 
STATE TOTAL i 977 1976 1976 

CAMDEN II 9 18 
MIDDLESEX 28 22 39 

TOTAL, 8 LARGEST 
COUNTIES 

ESSEX 55 39 43 

MONMOUTH 39 72 21 

BERGEN 15 63 83 
PASSAIC 37 28 47 

PASSAIC .: ", .: HUDSON 44 29 33 
UNION 45 69 36 

HUDSON ,': ,': :' .: 

TOTAL, 8 LARGEST 
334 331 320 COUNTIES 

TOTAL, 13 REMAINING 
124 61 113 COUNTIES 

UNION 
STATE TOTAL 456 412 433 

3 MOS. 6 MOS. 9MOS. I YR. I 1/4YRS. I 112. YRS. 

MEDIAN TIME 

* EXCLUDING SMALL CI.AIMS AND TENANCY ** OFFICIAL STATE ESTIMATES PREPARED BY OFFICE OF BUSINESS ECONOMICS, N. J. DEPARTMENT OF L.o.BOR AND INDUSTRY. 

1314 YRS. 



t;"i 
I 
N 
o 

COUNTY 
NO OF 
CASES 
TRIED 

ATLA"ITI l.. COIJNn 

BER GEN COUNT' 

JUR Y II 

Nr)N-JURY 52 

COMB ["IF) 63 

BURLING n~l COUt 

JURY ----

NON-JlJR Y 8 

CoMBI"IEO 8 

CAMDEN COUNT 

JURY ----

NON-JURY 9 

COMB It-.JFI) 9 

CAPr MA ~ CDUNT 

CUMflERL AND COl) 

ESSEX COUNT 

" 

JURY 12 

NON-JUR Y 27 

COMBINF.D 39 

I 

-------------~------.... U_.= .. _IIIIIIS_ ......... ,.-- ----- -------- -------~-- --

COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS - COMPr~INTS ON WHICH TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER 1976 11 
PERIOD FROM COI-'PLAINT PER 10[1 r;ROM ANSWER PERIOI) FROM PRETRIAL PE~ 1(1) FROM COMPLAINT 

TO AN5W ER TO PRETR I AL TO TRIAL T'J TRIAL 
MEAN I "lED IAN RANGE MEAN Mt'otAN RANGF MF.AN ME!lIhN RhNGE ..,EAN MPoIAN RANGE 

- -------- --------- ---.------ -------- N 0 C A S E S---'- -"""'------ --------- --------- ---_ ... _-- ---~---'-

" 

., 

OM? 150 4M, 80 
2M,LoO 1M,l2D 12"1,190 N 0 P R E T ~ I A L N 0 P R e: T r A L 13M; 281) 10"1, LOD 36M, 5D 

OM, 2D 2M, 20 
1M,170 OM.220 <)~, 250 N 0 P P. E T ~ I A L N 0 P R E T [ A L 6M,2l0 6M. 40 23M, 10 

OM, 20 2M, 20 
LI~, 221) OM,240 12M, 1 'l0 !oJ a P R E T f [ A L N 0 P R E T [ A 1 7M.290 6M,210 36/1.. 5D 

TY 

--------- ------- --------- -------- ------- -"I 0 C A S E S---- ------- ------- ... - --------- -------- --------

OM, OD 4M,25o 
1"1,150 OM, LOD 6M, 140 N 0 P R f T I A L N 0 P R E T I A L 9M, 180 10M,170 13M, 40 

OM, 00 'tM,25D 
1M, 150 OM,10D 6M,14D N 0 P R E T I r A L N a p P; E T r A L 9,.., ,180 101-1 1 170 13M, 40 

~ , 

--------- -------- --------- ------- -------- -N 0 C A S E S---- -------- ------_._- --------- -------- ---------

OM,160 L6M,L50 
2M.21f) 1M, 30 1CM,270 N 0 P R F. T I I A L N 0 P R E T I A L 18'1, 30 1811,230 20M, 10 

01-1,160 1(>M,15D 
2M,21O 1M, 30 10M,270 N 0 P R E T I r A L N a p R E T ! A L 18M, 3D lRM,230 20M, 10 

- 1-------- --------- -------- ------- N 0 C A S E S---- -------- -----~--- ---------- -------- ---------
TY - ------- --------- ------- ------- N 0 C A S E s--- ------- -----,-"'--- --------- -------- r---------

CM,160 2M,110 
1M,220 1M,24D 3/01.240 N 0 p R E' T [ A L N 0 P R E T I A L 9M; 180 9M, 10 17M, no 

OM, 100 " 3M,lbO 
2M. 20 1M, 20 13~\.2LD N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T I A L 8M ,7.5!) q/ol, 20 17M, 50 

OM,10D ?Mrl LO 
IM.290 1M, <'0 13M,21O N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 p R E' r I A L 9,'" • 20 8M.170 17M,170 

I 



COUNTY DIS~RICT COURTS - COMPLAINTS ON WHICH TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER 1976 11 ~ 

NO OF PERIOD FROM COI-IPL AINT PER roo FROM ANSWER PERIOD FROM PRETRIAL PF.RIOO FROM COMPLAINT 
CASES TO ANSwER TO PRETR IAL TO TRIAL TO TRIAL COUNTY TRIED MEAN MEO IAN R"'JGE I>IEAN I MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEOI AN RANGE MEAN t.1EOIAN RANGE 

GlOUCE. TFR CO NTY 

JlJR Y 1 1 M, 270 1"1,270 *NON E N 0 P R E T [ A l N 0 P R E T ~ I A L 27r~, 120 27"1,120 . *NONE 

OM,230 
./ 

5M,140 
NON-JUr. Y 7 2'1, 20 PI,l80 41.1, 50 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T b I A l 91-1,100 8M,160 17M,180 

OM, 230 5M,140 
COMBINED 8 2M, 10 1"1,220 4M, 50 N 0 P R E T r A L N 0 P R E T I A l llM ,l80 811,210 27M,120 

HUOS ON GaUNT 

JURY 1 8M, 130 8M,130 *NONE N 0 P R E T I A l N 0 P R E T I A L 14M, 160 14M,160 *NONE 

OM, 20 4M,100 
NON-JUF Y 28 2M.2'tO OM,220 20M,260 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T K [ A L 9M, 180 6M,200 33M, 80 

'., OM. 20 4M, LaD 
COMBINED 29 3"1, 00 OM,250 2 CM, 2 co N 0 P R E T I A l N 0 P R E f I A l 9M,230 7'1, 20 33M, 80 

HUNfER( ON COUN Y 

JURY ---- --------- -------- -------- --------/--------- -N 0 C A S E s---- -------- -------- -------- -------- ---------

OM, 90 5M, 3D 
NON-JUf Y 9 IM,l50 OM,220 6M,200 N 0 P R E T I A l N 0 P R E f I A L 8M, 40 6"1,140 15M, 50 

OM, 90 5M, 3D 
COMB IN! 0 9 1M,150 OM,220 6M,2 00 N a p R E T I A L N 0 P R E T I'- I A l 8M, 40 6M,140 15M, 50 

MERC ER COUN Y 

JUR Y 1 3M,290 3M,290 *NON E N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T r A l 7M,270 7M,270 *NONE 

OM, 60 3M,180 
NON-,IUI Y 10 OM.250 OMd80 3M, 20 N a p R E T I A l N (J P R E T ~ I A l 6M,260 6M ,160 10101,190 

OM, 60 3M .ISO 
COMB IN! 0 11 1M, 40 0101,190 3M, 2 90 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T ~ I A l 6101,290 6M,260 10101,19,0 

, 

. 



t-< 
I 
I\) 
I\) 

COUNTY 

MIDDLES 

JUR Y 

NON-JURI 

COMB [NE 

MONMQUT~ 

JURY 

NON-JUR 

COMB I'it: 

MaR '< IS 

JURY 

NON-JUR 

COM B INE 

OCEAN 

JURY 

NON-JUR-

COMB IN E' 

---:---~-~--s-....------- -- ----- -- -

COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS - COMPLAINTS ON WHICH TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBF~ 1976 11 
NO OF I PERIOO FROM COMPLAINT PER 100 FR'JM AN SWER PERIOD FOO~ PRETRIAL PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 
CASES TO ANSWER TO PRETRIAL fa TR IAL [0 fRIAL 
TRIED MEAN ","EO IAN RANGE -'lEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN t-IfDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE 

X ClJUNTY 

21-1, 30 7M,210 
4 4~, 130 3"1, 3D <jM,13D N [) P R F T R 1 A L N 0 P R E T F I A L 10:~ , 70 9 M, 24-0 13'1,190 

OM,16D 6M,21D 
18 IM,270 11.1.101) 8M, 90 N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T F [ A '- 9M,160 8"1,190 18M,28D 

OM,160 6M,210 
7.2 2M, 11 0 IM,25D 9M,1~D N 0 PRE T R [ A L N 0 P R E T F r A L 9M,200 -31>1,260 18M,280 

COUNT Y 

----- ----------1-------- --------- ----- -------- N 0 C A :> E S-----1-------- -------- ---------- ------- --------

OM, 70 
T F 

7"', 90 
72 IM,140 01>1,271) lOt .. " 1 =0 N a P R E T P I A L N 0 P R E I A 1 10M, 110 9M,2(1) 24M, 00 

OM, 70 
f F 

7M, 90 
72 1M, lItu OM,270 10~1, 150 N 0 P R F. T R I A L N 0 P R E [ A L 10M, llD 9'1,220 24M, 00 

COUNTY 

01--1,100 
T F 

5M,~50 
4 1M, 70 1M, 40 2M, 90 N 0 P R E T P I A L N 0 r R E I A L 7M,270 71"',170 10M,281) 

OM, 70 
T F 

1M,270 
10 1M, 40 0'1,170 6M,120 N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E [ A L 5M,130 5M,140 9M, 40 

OM, 70 1M,270 
i.4 1M, 51) OM,ZOO 6M,120 N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T F [ A L 6M, 40 6M, 8D 10M,280 

COUNTY 

CtJ,250 12M, 90 
3 IM.l70 1M, 3D 2M,240 N 0 P R E T R I A L N a P R E T R I A I. 17M. 41) 14'1, 1D 25M~ 3D 

OM,130 . 5M, 10 
a 3M,190 1M, 60 llM,160 N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T f [ A L 8M,250 7M, 00 16M, 3D 

OM,130 5M, 10 
11 3M, 20 1 M, 3D 11M,160 N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T f I A L 11M, 3D 9M, 3D 25M, 3D 



COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS - COMPLAINTS ON WHICH TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER 1976 11 
NO OF PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT PER roo FROM ANSWER PERIOD FROM PRETRIAL PERIOD ~ROM COMPLAINT 

COUNTY CASES TO ANSWER TO PRETR I AL TO TR I Al ro TR r Al 
TRIED MEAN IMEOIAN RANGE ,'1EAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEO I AN R.ANGE /.lEAN "~EOI AN RANGE 

PAS S AI ( COUN Y 

01'1,2 eo 31'1,230 
JURY 2 IM,170 1M,17D 2M, 70 N 0 P R E T I A l N [) P R E T i{ [ A L 6M,2tD 6'1,210 91'1,190 

NON-JUf Y 
01'1,120 

~ 
21'1,140 

26 1M, 70 1M, 20 4M,1tD N 0 P R E T r A L N 0 P R E T I A l 61'1,140 61'1, 90 11101,270 

01'1,120 2"1,140 
COMB INE D 28 1M, 80 1M, 20 4M, 1 10 N 0 P R E T r A L N 0 P R E T I A l 6"1, 14f) 6M, 90 111'1,270 

SALEM (.DUN Y 

JURY ---- --------- -------- ------- -------- ------ -N 0 C A S E S---- -------- --------- --------- --------1--------
01'1,170 21'1,260 

NON-JUf Y 4 01'1,270 01'1,230 IM,160 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 51'1,240 51'1,240 81'1,230 

01'1,170 2M,260 
COM81NE 0 4 01'1,270 01'1,230 11'1,160 N 0 P R E T I" I A l N 0 P R E T I A L 5'~, 24D 51'1,240 81'1,230 

SOMERSE T COUN Y 

CIJ., GO 1.0"1,220 
JURY 2 0"1,110 01'1,110 0"1,220 N a P R E T I A l N 0 P R E T ~ r A L 111'1,200 11M,20D 121'1,180 

01'1,170 I 4M,281) 
NCJN-JUf Y 8 IM,22f) 1M,1 7D 3M, 80 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T ~ r A l 81'1,130 81'1,180 10M,210 

OM, 00 4M,280 
COMB IN 10 10 IM,140 1M, 00 3H, 80 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T ~ r A l 9"1, 20 81'1,260 121'1,180 

SUSSEX r.OUN Y 

JURY 1 01'1,290 01'1.290 *NONE N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T R. [ A L 11M, 70 11M, 70 *NONE 

NON-JUI Y 1 01'1,240 OM ,240 *NONE N 0 P R E T r A l N 0 P R E T R I A L 11M, 6D 11M, 60 *NONE 

01'1,240 11M, 6(l 
COMB IN 0 2 01'1,260 0"1,260 01'1,290 N 0 P R E T I A l N 0 P R E T t< I A l 11M, 60 tlM, 60 11M, 70 

I 

~ 
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COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS - COMPLAINTS ON WHICH TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER 1976 11 
NO OF I PERIOD FROM CO/.lPLAINT PER I Of) FROM ANSWER PERIOD FROM PRETRIAL PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 

COUNTY CASES TO ANSWER TO PRETRIAL TO T RIAL TO TRIAL 
TRIED I MEAN MEDIAN RANGF MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE 

UNION COUN Y 

OM, 2 40 
~ 

4M,220 
JURY 4 IM,19D 1"1, 90 3M, 3D N 0 PRE T I A L N 0 P R E T I 4 L 7M,290 7101,200 11M,230 

OM, 60 2Md10 
NON-JUf Y 65 1 M, IS0 111, 10 6M, 60 N a P R E T [ A L N a P R E T ~ I A L 5M, 40 3M,220 18M,290 

OM, 60 2M,l10 
COMB IN 0 69 1M, L5D 1/.1, 10 6M, 60 N 0 PRE T [ A L N a P R E T ~ I A L 5"1, 90 Itr~, 200 18M,29D 

WARREN COUN Y 

JURY ---- -------- -------- ------- -------1-------- -N D C A S E S---- -----~- --------- --------- ----------------

OM, 50 

~ 
6M,13D 

NON-JlI Y 4 3 M, 40 OM,130 11M tl50 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T [ A L 9"1,220 6M,29D 18M,170 

OM, 50 6M,130 
COM8 IN 0 4 3M, 40 OM,130 11M, L50 N 0 PRE T I A L N 0 P R E T ~ r II L 9M,220 6M.290 18M,l70 

8 LARGI ST COUN I ES Y 
OM,150 

~ 
2M, UO 

JURY 34 2M,14D IM.270 1.2M.190 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T [ A L 1OM,26D 9M,160 36M; 50 

OM, 20 
~ 

2M, 20 
NON-JUf Y 297 IM,210 OM,280 20101,260 N 0 P R E T I A L N a P R E T I II L 8:'; , 60 7M,25D 33M, 80 

OM, 2D 2M, 20 
COMB IN 0 331 1M,240 1M, 00 20M,260 N a P p. E T [ A L N 0 P R t.= T ~ I A L 8M,150 8 M, 10 36M, 50 

13 REM PHNG CnUNTrES 

OM, CD 5M,150 
JURY 12 IM,130 1M, 10 3M,290 N 0 P R E T , ! A L N 0 P R E T ~ I A L 12M,220 11/.1, 20 27M,120 

OM, 00 '-

R 
1M ,270 

NON-JU Y 69 IM,22D OM.7.30 11M,160 N 0 P R E T I .~. L N'O p R E T I A L PI,290 7M,100 18M,170 

OM. 00 
~ 

1M.270 
COM8IN D 81 IM,2l0 0"1.230 llM,l60 N 0 P R E T r A l N 0 P R E T I A L 8M.200 8M, 3D 27M.120 

." .... 



COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS - COMPLAINTS ON WHICH TRIALS COMMENCED DURING OCTOBER 1976 11 
NO OF PER[OO FRO·\.j CO/o1PlAINT I 

PER 1011 FROM ANSWER PERIOD FROM PRPTRIAl PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 
CASES TO ANSW ER TO PRETR IAl TO fR I Al 

COUNTY TRIED MEAN I MEDIAN RANGE MEAN ~lEOI AN RANGE MfAN "'EOIAN RANGE MEAN 

STA TE; fOrAl 

CM, CO 
JURY 46 2M. 60 1~1.200 12M,L90 N a P R E T R I A l N 0 P R E T R I A L 11101,1 to 

CM, CD 
NON-JU ~Y 366 1I~, 2lO 0"",260 2 eM, 2 60 N 0 P P E f R I A l. N 11 P R E r R I A L 8'" , 50 

OM, 00 
COMf3I~J ED '+12 lM,2311 OM,270 20M,260 N a P R E r R I A L N 0 P R F r R I A L 8'1,160 

11 Excluding Small Claims and Tenancy. 

g; As to population, 1970 ~.S. Census: Bergen, Camden, Essex, Hudson, Middlesex, Monmouth, Passaic, Union. 
Also coincides with est~mated population, 7/1/76, official State estimates by Office of Business Economics 
N. J. Department of Labor & Industry. ' 

Note: 
When II*NONE II is used in place of the range, there is either a single case (time interval) in that category 
or 2 or more cases with the same time interval. 

ru TRIAL 
MEDIAN RANGE 

2M.110 
9"1,240 36M, 5D 

1M,270 
7M, 230 33M. 3D 

11-1,270 
8M, 10 3 6.'~ , 50 

1 



-----------------------·---------------,. ....... s .. ~e~.----------,_-- -
COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS - COMPlAINTS ON WHICH TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 bI 

I, 
NO OF PERIOD F~~~w~~MPLA [NT PERIOD FROM ANSWER PERIOD FRGM PRETRIAL PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 

COUNTY CASES Tn IQ eR!;TRIAL TO TRIAL TO TRIAL 
TRIED MEAN MEOI AN RANGE MEAN MEO I AN RANGE MEAN r~EOIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE 

ATLANT C COUNT 

JURY 1 OM,240 OM,240 *NONE N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T R 1 A L 13M. 80 13M. 80 *NONE 

NON-JU Y 1 2M, 3D 2M, 3D *NONE N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T R 1 A L 25~1. 180 25M.180 *NONE 

OM,240 13M, 80 
COMBIN D 2 IM,130 IM,130 2M. 3D N 0 P R E T ~ I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 19M,130 19M,130 251-4.180 

BERGEN COUNTY 

OM, 70 6M, 3D 

JURY 10 IM,290 1M, 170 7M, 190 N 0 P R E T ~ I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 13M,26D 12M, 40 35M. 40 

OM, 10 1M,130 
NON-JU Y 65 IM,120 OM,22D 15M, 90 N 0 P R E T ~ I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 6M,20D 7M, 00 18M,120 

OM, 10 IM,13D 
COMBI N 0 75 1M,140 0M, 2<'0 15M, 90 N Q P R E T ~ [ A L N a P R E T R 1 A L 7M,190 7M, 4D 35M, 40 

BURLI N TON COU NTY 

1M, 50 15M,120 

JURY 4 2M,240 2M,220 4M, 170 N 0 P R E T ~ 1 A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 16M, 00 15M,250 17M, 00 

OM. 4D 2M, 3D 

NON-JU Y 13 1M,190 OM, 220 8M,100 N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 10M,220 11M, 40 14M.180 

OM, 40 2M, 3D 
COMB I N 0 17 IM,270 OM, 240 8M,100 N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 11M,290 11M,240 17M, 00 

CAMDEN COUNTY 

JURY ---1--------------- --------- --------- ------- --N 0 C t S E s------------- ---------- -------- --------

OM, 70 15M,230 

NON-JU Y 11 2M,160 IM,25D 8M,170 N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 18M. 90 17M, 3D 22M,110 

OM, 70 15M,230 
COMB IN 0 11 2M,160 1M, 250 BM,170 N 0 P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T R 1 A L 18M. 9D 17M, 3D 22,"1,110 



COUNTY DISTHICT COURTS - COMPLAINTS ON WHICH TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 11 

NO OF PERIOO FRO'! COMPLAINT PERIOD FROM ANSWER PERIOO FROM PRETRIAL PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 

COUNTY CASES TO ANSWER TO PRETRIAL TO TRIAL TO TRIAL 

TRIED MEAN MEOI AN RANGE MEAN MED I AN RANGE T'iEAN MEDIAN RANGE McAN IMcUIAN KAN(;c 

CAPE MA COUNT 

JURY --- ------ 1-------- -------- -------- ------- -N a C A S E S--- ------ I-.----~- ------- ------- --------~ 

OM,240 41'1,130 
NON-JURi.t 2 2M, 90 2M, 90 31'1,240 N a P R E T 1 A L N a P R E T 1 A L 5M,130 51'1,130 61'1,140 

01'1,240 4M,13D 
COMBINED 2 2M, 90 2M, 90 3M,240 N 0 P R E T I A l N 0 P R E T I A .. 5M,130 51'1,130 6M,14D .... 

CUMBERL ~NO COUt TY - -------- --------- -------- ----- N I.J C A S E S--- ------- ------ ------ -------- -------- -
ESSEX COUNT 

OM,180 8M. ID 
JURY 6 IM,140 1M, 100 2M, 150 N a P R E T I A L N a P R E T I A L 191'1,220 llM,lOO 651'1, 80 

OM, 00 2M.230 
NON-JUR~ 49 3M, 40 OM, 260 74M,170 N 0 P R E T I I A L N 0 P R E T r A L 10M,170 7M,260 17M,220 

OM, 00 2M.230 
COMBINED 55 2M,290 OM, 270 74M .l70 N a P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T I A L llM,170 9M t 00 77M,220 

G LOUC ES TER CO NTY 

JURY -------- ------- --------- ----------- -N a c A S E S-- ----- ------J----- ------- ------- -
IM,280 1M,180 

NON-JURY 2 3M.220 3M, 220 5M ,160 N 0 P R E T 1 A L N 0 P R E T I A L 9M, 30 9M, 3D 10M, ISO 

11'1,280 7M ~ 180 
COMBINED 2 3M,220 3M,22D 5M r160 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T I A L 9M, 3D 91'1, 3D lQ~ .• 180 

HUOSON COUNT 

OM, 40 31'1,250 
JURY 4 OM,270 1M, 20 1M, 80 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T r A L 61'1,180 71'1, 50 8M, 50 

, 
OM, 10 1M • .1.30 

NON-JURY 40 1M,120 OM,21O 7M,140 N a P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T I A L 41'1,260 4M, 90 11M" 80 

OM, 10 11'1,130 
COMBI.NEO 44 1M,110 OM. 220 7M ,140 N 0 P R E T I A L N a P R E T I A L 5M, OD 4M,150 11M, 80 

I 



-
COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS - COMPLAINTS ON WHICH TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 11 

NO OF I 
PER 100 FROM COMPLAINT PERIOD FROM ANSWER PER I 00 FROM PRETRIAL PER 100 FROM COMPLAINT 

CASES TO ANSWER TO PRETRIAL TO TR[AL TO TRIAL 
COUNTY TRIED r~EAN M EOI AN RANGE MEAN MEO r AN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE 

HUNT ERE ON COUN Y 

JURY ---- -------- -------- --------- ---------1------- -N 0 C A S E S--- ------ --------- -------- - .... ------ -------1--

OM, 00 1M,270 
NON-JUFY 4 OM,280 OM,200 2M ,120 N 0 P R E T r A L N 0 P R E T ~ I A L 81~ , 00 9M. eo 11101,150 

OM, 00 1M,270 
COMBINED 4 OM,280 uM,200 2M,120 N 0 P R E r r A L N 0 P R E T ~ I A L 8M, 00 9101, 80 11101,150 

MERCeR COUN y 

JURY ---- ------ -------- --------- --------- ------- -N 0 C A S E S--- ----- ------- ------ --------~------I--

OM, 50 2101,100 
NON-JUFY 20 1M,150 O~:, 260 5M, 40 N 0 P R E T r A L N 0 P R E T ~ r A L 6101, 7D 5101,270 13M. 00 

OM, 50 2101,100 
COMBINED 20 IM,15D OM,260 5M, 40 N 0 P R E r I A L N 0 P R E T ~ I A L 6M, 70 5101,270 13M, 00 . 
MIOOLEc EX COUN Y 

OM,120 5M, 00 
JURy 10 1M,190 1M, 60 4M, 90 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R g T ~ I A L 8M,220 7M,170 13M, 70 

OM,110 3M.2SD 
NON-JUFY 18 2M,l10 OM,240 10M, 50 N 0 P R E T I f;. N 0 P R E T ~ I A L 10M, 70 10M,200 15M,170 

OM,l10 3101,280 
COMBIN 0 28 2M, 30 OM,240 10M, 50 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L CJM,210 10M, 20 15101,170 

1-l0NMOU H COUN Y 

JURY ---- ------- ------ -------- ------- ------- -N 0 C A S E S--- ------- ------- ------ ------------ -
OM,100 6101 • 10 

NON-JUfY 39 lM,160 1M, 30 6M,160 N 0 P R E T I A L N a p R E T R [ A L 9M,260 7101,220 26M,l1D , 
0101,100 6M, 10 

COMB r N 0 39 1M, 160 1M, 3D 6M,160 N 0 P R E T I A L N 0 P R E T ~ 1 A L <;101.260 7M,220 26M .110 

• 



COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS - COMPLAl1f.l'S ON WHICH TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 .!I 

NO OF PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT PERIOD FROM ANSWER PERIOD FROM PRETRIAL PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 

COUNTY CAS ISS TO ANSWER TO PRETRIAL TO TRIAL TO TRIAL 

TRIED /.lEAN MEDI AN RANGE MEAN MED I At,~ RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE 

MORRIS COUN ~Y 

OM,120 5M, 90 
JURY 3 1M, 8D OM, 22D 2M ,210 N 0 P R E T ~ I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 6M, OD 5M, 9D 7M,13D 

OM, OD 1M,14D 
NON-JU Y 28 1M,lID OM,27D 5M, 3D N 0 P R E T ~ I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 5M,110 4M.19D 12M. 6D 

OM, OD 1M .140 
C OMBI N D 31 1M,11O OM,24D 5M, 3D N 0 P R E T ~ 1 A l N 0 P R E T R I A L SM,130 5M, 90 12M, 6D 

OCEAN COUN ~Y 

OM, 00 "'M. 40 
JURY 3 OM,10D OM, OD OM,29D N 0 P R E r ~ I A L N 0 P R E T R I A l 9M. 9D 11M,23D 11M,29D 

OM,12D 
R. I 

5M,28D 
NON-JU Y 17 1M. 9D 1M, 11D 2M,270 N 0 P R E T A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 7M.,16D 7M, 7D 10M,100 

OM, OD 411, 4D 
COMBl N D 20 1M, 5D 1M, 40 2M,27D N 0 P R E T R I A L N a P R E r R I /l L 7M,24D 7M. 7D llM.29D 

P ASS A I COUN ~Y 

OM,21D 3M, 00 
JURY 3 3M, 60 OM,280 7M,24D N 0 P R E T ~ I A L N 0 P R E T R I A l 8M.180 11M. .01.0 11M,240 

OM, 70 2M, 50 
NON-JU Y 34 1M,160 1M, 3D 6M ,ISO N a P R E T R r A l N 0 P R E r R r A L SM,140 5M. 10 10M,180 

OM, 7':: 2M, 50 
COMB [N 0 37 1M.20D 1M. 3D 7M ,24D N 0 P R E T R I A l N 0 P R E T R I A L SM.220 5M, 10 lIM.24D 

SALEM COUN Y --------- --------- -------- ------- - N 0 C A, S E S------------------------- ------ -------

SOMERS T COUI'\ TV 

JURY ------------,------ --------- ------ ----------N 0 C ~ S E S--- ----- ------- ---------.--.- --------

OM, 8D 3M,260 
NON-JU Y 12 1M, 70 OM, 280 3M, 10 N 0 P R E T R I A l N 0 P R E r R I A L 8M,25D 7M, 00 19M,160 

OM, 8D 3M,26D 
COMB I N 0 12 1M, 7D OM, 28D 3M, 10 N 0 P R E T R [ A L N Q P R E T R I A L 8M,250 7M, 00. 19M,16D 



t"' 
I 

W 
o 

COUNTY 

SUSSEX 

JURY 

NON-JU 

COMB I N 

UNION 

JURY 

NO OF 
CASES 
TRIED 

COU~ 

---

RV 7 

EO 7 

COUt 

---

NON-JU ~Y 45 

COMB IN EO 45 

WARREN CoUt 

JURY --

NON-JU RY 7 

COMBIN EO 7 

8 LARG EST COU 

JURY 33 

NoN-JU RY 301 

COMB III EO 334 

PER 100 
TO 

MEAN 

TV 

---------

OM,140 

Of~,l40 

TY 

1--------

OM,260 

OM,260 

TV 

-------

JM,230 

OM,230 

TIES 
- .?I 

1M,230 

1M,220 

1M,220 

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

G a C 1Q 

COUNTY' DISTRICT COURTS - COMPLAINTS ON WHICH TRIALS CO~~NCED DURING MARCH, 1977 11 

FROM COMPLAINT PERIoO FROM ANSWER PER I 00 FROM PRETRIAL PER 100 FROM COMPLAINT 
ANSWER TO PRETRIAL TO TRIAL TO TRIAL 

MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEOIAN RANGE MEAN MEOIAN RANGE MEAN MEOiAN RANGE 

------- --------- --------- ------- --N a C S E S--------- ---------1------ -------- --------

OM, 00 21'-1,140 
OM, 140 OM,200 N a P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T R 1 A L 8M,120 :i'M,240 19M r 170 

JM, 00 2M,140 
OM, 140 OM,200 N a P R E f R [ A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 8M,1Z0 7M,240 19M.170 

------ ------- ------- ----- -N a C S E S-------- -------- ------ ------- --------

OM, 00 OM, 00 
OM,240 3M, 80 N a p R E r R I A L N a P R E T R 1 A L 4M,160 3M,150 24M.230 

OM, 00 OM, 00 
OM,240 3M, 80 N a P R E T R I A L N a P R E T R I A L 4M,16o 3M,l50 24M.230 

----- --------- ------- ----- --N 0 C S E S-- ----- 1--------- ----- ------ --------

OM, 70 3M,150 
OM, 160 2M,210 N a P R E T R I A l N a p R E T R I A L 7M, Z90 6M, 40 19M,250 

OM, 70 3M.150 
OM, 160 2M,210 N a P R E T R 1 A L N a P R E T R I A l 7M,290 6M, 40 19M,250 

OM, 40 3M, 00 
1M, 80 7M,240 N a P R E T R I A L N a P R E T R I A L 12M, 10 10M,290 651>1, 80 

OM, 00 OM. 00 
OM,260 74M,l70 N a P R E T R I A L N a P R E T R I A L 7M,200 6M,140 71M,220 , 

OM, 00 0,"1, 00 
OM, 270 74,'-1,170 N a P R E T R I A L N 0 P R E T R I A L 8M, 30 6M,260 77M,220 



COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS - COMPLAINTS ON WHICH TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH, 1977 1/ 

NO OF PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT PERIOD FROM ANSWER PERIOD FRGM PRETRIAL PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT 
CASES TO ANSWER TO PRE TRIAL TO TRIAL TO TR lAL 

COUNTY TRIED MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEO IAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN RANGE MEAN MEDIAN 

13 REM ~I NI NG ( DUNT I ES 

OM, 00 
JURY 11 1M,16D OM, 290 4M, 17D 

0' 

N 0 P R E T R I A L N a p R E T R I A L 11M, 6D l.J. M, 290 

OM, 00 
NON-JU ~Y 113 1M,110 OM,24D 8M ,100 N 0 P R E T R i A L N a P R E T R I A L 7M,16D 7M, 2D 

OM, 00 
COMB IN !OO 124 HhllO OM,240 8M,100 N 0 P R E T R I A l N 0 P R E T R 1 A L 7M,250 1M. ltD 

STATE OTAl 

OM, OD 
JURY 44 IM,2lD 1M, 40 7M,24D N 0 P R E T R I A l N 0 P R E T R I A L 11M,250 l.J..M, 20 

OM, 00 
NON-JU ~Y 414 IM,190 OM, 260 74M ;170 N a P R E T R r A L N 0 P R E T R r A L 7M,180 6M,150 . 

OMI OD 
COMBI N D 458 1M,190·. OM,260 74M,170 N 0 P R E T R I A l N 0 P R E T R 1 A L 8M, 10 6M,2BO 

Excluding Small Claims and Tenancy. 1/ 
V As to population~ 1970 U.S. Census: Bergen, Camden, Essex, Hudson, Middlesex, Monmouth, PassaiC, Union. 

Also coincides with estimated population, 7/1/76, official State estimates by Office of BUsiness Economics, 
N. J. Department of Labor & Industry. 

Note: 
When "*NONE" is used in place of the range, there is either a single case (time interval) in that category 
or 2 or more cases with the same time interval. 

. RANGE 

4M, 4D 
17M, 00 

114,14D 
25M. lao 

IM~14D 
251'4.180 

3M, 00 
65M, 80 

OM, 00 
17M,22D 

OM, 00 
77M~22D 



--~- -- ----~----~-- ----- a UJ e 

COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS--AUTO NEGLIGENCE TRIALS COMMENCED DURING MARCH 1977 AND OCTOBER 1976 
PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT TO TRIAL 

Summary Of Time Interval Studies and Comparison Of Totals With March 1976 Study 

Total Auto Negligence 
Date Trials Commenced Personal Injury No Personal Injury 
of 

COUNTY Study Total Total Total 
No.of No.of No.of 
Cases Mean Median Range Cases Mean Median Range Cases Mean Median Range 

8 Lar9:est Counties '* 3m25d-
3/77 18 13m17d 9m Od 65m 8d 3 27m 7d 

3m25d 5m Od-
12m19d 65m 8d 15 lOm25d 8m 5d 35m 4d 

I!m22d-
Jury 10/76 16 Ilm23d 9m27d 36m 5d 4 

~n13d 4m22d-
llm28d llm26d 1 m16d 12 Ilm21d 11m 4d ~6m 'jd 

J.m!:~~- 2m~~~. 
~4 

Im13d-
3/77 38 8mlOd 5m17d 77m22d 4 5m22d 4m 8d Ilmlld 8m19d Sm24d 77m22d Non-Jury <?Ill /:1d- 12m25d- 2m 8d-

10/76 41 8m24d 7m18d 33m 8d 2 23m Id 23m Id 33m 8d 39 8m 2d 7m13d 25m 4d 
lm13d- 2m29d-

4q Qm qd 7m 8d 
Im13d-

Combined 3/77 56 10m Od 7m 6d 77m22d 7 14m28d 5m Id 6'jm 8d 77m22d 
2m tld- 9m13d- 2m 8d-

10/76 57 9m19d 8m12d 36m 5d 6 15m19d 13m 7d 33m 8d 'jl 8m28d 7m18d ':l6m 'jd 

~3 Remaining Counties 5m 9d- 5m 9d-
3/77 2 lOm15d lOm15d 15m22d 0 -----Nc Cases ------ 2 lOm15d Il-Om15d 15m22d 

Jury lOm22d- fl+m Id- lOm22d-
10/76 5 17m27d 14m 1d 27m12d 2 19m17d 19m17d 25m 3d ~ 1l6m24d 112m qd 27m12d 

<?Illcld-
7m2~d 

2m21d=-
3/77 16 7m23d 6mlld 19m25d 0 -----Nc Cases ------ 16 6mlld ]Qm2~4-Non-Jury 5m19d- 5m19d-

10/76 7 7m27d 8m18d 9ml0d 0 -----Nc Cases ---, .... ,-- 7 7m27d 8m18d Cnnl0d 
cm<:!LO- 2m21d-

3/77 18 8m 2d 6mlld 19m25d 0 -----Nc Cases ------ 18 8m 2d 6mlld 19m25d 
Combined , 

2~:i~~- 14m Id- 5m19d-
10/76 12 12m 2d 9m 5d 2 ·19m17d 19m17d 25m 3d 10 I1Om17d 8m25d 27m12d 

isTATE TOTAL 3m25d- 3m25d- 5m Od-
3/77 20 13m 8d 9m Od 65m 8d 3 27m 7d 12m19d 65m 8d 17 lOm24d 8m 5d 35m 4d 

,±mccd- 9m13d- 4m22d-
Jury 10/76 21 13m 7d lOm17d 36ni 5d 6 14ml4d 13m25d 25m 3d 15 12m22d lOml0d 36m 5d 

4m16d- 8m14d- 4ml~~-
3/76 14 10m26d 10m 4d 24m'l5d 2 9mll d 9ml1d 10m 8d 12 11 m 3d 10m 4d 24m25 

Im~~~- 2m29d-
8mlOd 6m 7d 

Im~~~-
3/77 54 8m 5d 6m 3d 77m22d 4 'jm22d 4m 8d llmljd "in 77m22d 

Non-Jury 10/76 48 8m20d 7m18d 
2m tj(l. 

33m 8d 2 ~3m Id 
lcmc2d-

46 7m15d 
2m /jd-

23m Id 33m 8d 8m Id 25m 4d . 
2m14d- 4m15d- 2m14d-

3/76 54 8m29d 7m21d 27m 7d 4 9m13d 8m27d 15m14d 50 8m28d 7m21d 27m 7d 
1m13d- 2m29d- Im13d-

3/77 74 9m16d 7m Od 77m22d 7 4m28d 5m Id 65m 8d 67 8m29d 7m 4d 77m22d 
<:!m 00- 9m13d- 2m 8d-

Combined 10/76 69 10m 2d 8m18d 36m 5d 8 6m18d 13m25d 33m 8d 61 9m 6d 8m 'jd ~6m 'jd 
2m14d- 4m15d 2m14d-

3/76 68 9mlld 8m 1 d 27m 7d 6 9m13d 9mll d 15m14d 62 9mlld 7m29d 27m 7d 

* As to population. 1970 U.S. Census: Bergen, Camden, Essex, Hudson, Middlesex, Monmouth, Passaic, Union. Also 
coincides with estimated p~pulation, 7/1/76, official State estimates by Office of Business Economics, 
N.J. Department of Labor & Industry. 

--
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COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS--TORT TRIALS OTHER THAN AUTO NEGLIGENCE COMMENCED DURING MARCH 1977 AND DCTOBER 1976 

PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT TO TRIAL 
Summary Of Time Interval Studies And Comparison Of Totals With March 1976 Study 

Total Tort Trials Other Than 
Date Auto Negligence Commenced Personal Injury No Personal Injury 

COUNTY of 
Study N( Total Total Total 

o. of No. of No. of 
Cases ~lean r·led; an Range Cases Mean Median Range Cases Mean Median -

8 Largest Counties* 5ml6d-
3/77 5 8m27d 10m 7d 11m 1d 1 10m29d 10m29d **None 4 8mllc!' 8ml4d 

Jury 2ml1d- cm.I.J,u· 
10/76 8 8m27d 7ml5d 19m25d 5 8m 9d 7m21d 13m16d 3 9m28d 5m22d 

-:>'/77 5m21d ?,m24d 
_!m25d-

4 "im26d "imlQd 
3m17d-

17 "im20d "<m'''irl 
Non-Jury 

21 26ml1d 8m21d 

1~2~~- §~g~ 10/76 18 6m28d 6m 2d 5 6m25d 6m29d 13 7m Od 5m23d 

3/77 26 6m 9d 5ml9d 
_~m25d-

5 6m27cl 5m23d 1~~~ 6m 5d 5m16d 26mlld 21 
Combined 2mlld-

1~6~ 10/76 26 7m17d 6ml8d 19m2"id 10 7ml7cl 7m 4d 16 7ml6d 5m22d 

13 Remaininq Countie 5m 9d- 5m 9d 

Jury 3/77 5 12m20d 13m 8d 17m Od 2 8m16c 8m16d 11m23d 3 15ml2d 15m28d 
7m2~d-

10/76 4 lOm20d 11m 2d l2ml d o - ----Nc Cases ------- 4 10m20d 11m 2d 

-:>,/77 'iml'id 
.un.L~o.-

Non-Jury 20 "m12d 11m 4d o - ----Nc Cases ------- 20 5ml2d 5ml5d 
1m27d-

10l'7fi :~ 6m 2d 6m 6d 10m1td o - -~--Nc Cases ------- 5 6m 2d 6m 6d 

3/77 25 6m26d 5m22d lrm.L6~- 2 8ml6c 8ml6d 1i:2§~ 23 6m21d 5m22d Combined 
10/76 9 8m 3d 8m 3d 1~$~- o - ----Nc Cases -_ .... _--- 9 8m 3d 8m 3d 

-
STATE TOTAL 

3/77 
5m 9d- 5m 9d 

10 10m23d 11m Od 17m Od 3 9mlOd lOm29d I1m23d 7 11ml2d 11m 1d 

10/76 12 9m 6d 
C1Ill.l.U-

8m 9d 1~~~· 9ml5d 19m25d 5 7m21d 7 10ml1d 1Om28d 
Jury 3ml~d- 7m14d 
-. 3/76 10 10m29d 8m 9d 35m d 4 11m 1 a 10m27d 15m 9d 6 10m28d 6m14d 

3/77 41 5ml4d 
-!:DllLfU-

4 5m26d ~~i;r 5ml6cl 5ml7d 26ml1d 5ml9d 37 5ml3d 
Non-Jury 

10/76 23 6m23d 6m 6d 1=6~- 5 6m25d 6m29d §~~~ 18 6m22cl 5m29d 
1m 7d- lm16d 

3/76 31 7m 9d 6m 8d 20m 3d 5 6m 4d 2m 5d 20m 3d 26 7m16d 6mZ9d 

3/77 51 6m17d 5m22d 2rmii~- 7 7m11d 5m23d 1r:~~- 44 6ml4cl 5m19d 
Combined l~~$a- 7m 4d 

2mlJ"d-
10/76 35 7m21d 6m29d 10 7m17d 1~6d 25 7m23d 6m 8d 

3/76 41 8m 6d 7m 4d 3~~ ~~ 9 8ml0d 7m14d 
lm16d-

20m 3d 32 8m 5d 6m29d 

* As to FOpulation, 1970 u.s. Census: Bergen, Carrden, Essex, Hudson, Middlesex, ~nrrouth, Passaic, Union. Also coincides 
with estimated FOpulation, 7/1/76, official state estimates by Office of Business Econanics, N.J. Deparlrrent of 
Labor & IndustJ:y. 

** Where "NONE" is used in place of the range, there is either a single case (time interval) in that cate:JOJ:Y or 
2 or rrore cases with the sane time interval.. 

t-< 
I 

W 
W 

Range 

51il16d-
11m 1d 

4m 8d-
1cimi.~"id 

p~~~~-
3m 1d-

l?m?Od 

2~~~-
]~P~~-

13m 8d-
17m Od 
"rm2Id-12m18d 
1m1~d-

11m 4d 
1m27d-

lOm17d 
JJhlJ.t.d-

17m Od 
l~N~~ 

5m16d-
17m Od 

/lm ed-
19m25d 
3m18d-

35m 2d 

2~i~:' 
1m27d-

12m20d 

11 ~~ ; ~ 
J,m14d-

26m11d 
.Lmc'(d-

19m25d 

3k~ ~~-
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COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS - CONTRACT TRIALS COMMENCED DURING 

MARCH, 1977 AND OCTOBER, 1976 

PERIOD FROM COMPLAINT TO TRIAL 

SUMMARY OF TIME INTERVAL STUDIES AND COMPARISON OF TOTALS 

WITH MARCH, 1976 STUDY 

DATE TOTAL CONTRACT TRIALS COMMENCED 
COUNTY OF 

._ .. _. 

STUDY CASES 
TRIED MEAN MEDIAN RANGE 

Largest Counties* 
3m Od-

3/77 10 10m24d llm23d 17m 3d 
Jury 3m23d-

10/76 10 11m Od 9m i.j.d 27m12d 

Om Od-
3/77 242 7t(l22d 6m21d 34m Od 

2m 2d-
Non-Jury 10/76 238 Bm 6d 8m 1d 24m Od 

1 Om Od-
Combined 3/77 252 7m25d 6m28d 34m Od 

2m 2d-
10/76 24B Bm10d Bm 2d 27m12d 

13 Remaining Counties 
4m 4d-

" 

3/77 4 9m22d 9m21d 15m12d 
Jury 

10/76 3 6m26d 6m 3d 
5ml5d-
9m 1d 

Non-Jury 3/77 77 Bm 1d 
1m24d-

7m 7d 25m1Sd 

10/76 57 Bm 4d 
2m13d-

7m 2d 1Bm17d 

1m24d-
Combined 3/77 B1 8m 3d 7m 8d 25m18d 

10/76 60 8m 2d 6m29d 
2m13d-

18m17d 

STATE TOTAL 
3/77 14 

3m Od-
10m15d llm23d 17m 3d 

Jury 
10/76 

3m23d-
13 ( 10m 1d 8m20d 27m12d 

2m16d-
3/76 18 8m23d 8m24d 13ml0d 

Om Od-

Non-Jury 
3/77 319 7m24d 6m29d 34m Od 

2m 2d-
10/76 295 8m 6d 7m26d 24m Od 

3/76 306 7m25d 7m 4d Im12d-

I 56m 8d 

Om Od-
3/77 333 7m27d 

7m j 34m Od 
Combined 2m 2d-

10/77 308 8m Bd 8m 1d 27ml2d 
7m72d-

3/7 6 324 7m26d 7m 4d 56m 8d 

*As to population, 1970 U.S. Census: Bergen, Camden, Essex, Hudson, 
Middlesex, Monmouth, Passaic, Union. Also coincides with estimated 
population, 7/1/76, official State estimates by Office of BUSiness 
Economies, N.J. Department of Labor and Industry. 





.------ -------~. 

Up to $50 In., $50.01 to $100 
COUNTY 

Auto Neg. Ot~e. Auto Hog. Oth., 

Atlantic 1 73 3 188 

Bergen 29 386 62 857 

Burlington 0 22 0 91 

Camden 0 9 4 344 

Cape May 0 50 1 77 

Cumberland 0 194 0 196 

Essex 20 363 41 1,055 

Gloucester 0 23 1 74 

Hudson 0 253 7 607 

Hunterdon 0 23 0 25 

Mercer 0 120 3 315 

Middlesex 2 128 4 455 

Monmouth 1 102 2 264 

Morris '2 149 8 267 

Ocean 0 16 0 119 

Passaic 0 246 16 686 

Salem 0 1 0 6 

Somerset 1 63 4 162 

Sussex 0 53 0 89 

Union 1 199 7 491 

Warren 0 7 ° 25 

TOTAL 57 2,480 163 6,393 
TOTAL 1. 
YEAR AGO 14 2,745 97 6,990 

Source: District Court Clerks' Offices. 

4U as uu -

COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS 

MONEY JUDGMENTS 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

$100.0 I to ~200 $200.01 to $300 $aOO,OI to $400 $400.01 to $500 $500.01 to $750 

A"to Hog. Other Auto Heg. Oth •• A",o Hog. Otho, Auto Hag. Othe. A",o Hog. Oth •• 

4 497 :5 382 3 425 2 376 7 zial 
80 1,741 69 1,298 45 1,103 60 895 20 1,370 

6 346 10 362 4 297 10 261 16 546 

5 720 18 614 9 533 9 533 21 1,007 

1 168 J. 130 3 101 2 97 1 134 

0 325 3 251 3 207 3 185 6 328 

76 1,908 75 1,487 62 1,151 61 1,394 63 1,936 

1 240 3 231 2 186 4 165 5 295 

42 1,346 28 1,004 20 772 29 690 32 1.,130 

0 93 1. 94 2 54 1 66 0 90 

11+ 810 15 640 8 491 18 561 22 7zr 
zr 1,033 19 825 16 600 10 497 32 875 

6 773 14 761 5 610 16 573 17 979 

13 563 13 446 4 360 6 337 7 406 

0 374 3 336 2 302 6 260 5 540 

36 1,334 43 932 35 636 36 504 48 885 

0 31 '2 63 0 41 3 40 3 97 

14 442 11 300 9 241 10 209 9 346 

1 205 1 174 0 159 0 139 0 164 

8 1,173 12 842 16 661. 17 583 23 984 

2 98 4 78 1 70 1 60 2 97 

336 14,220 350 11,250 249 9,000 304 8,425 339 13,417 

298 14,682 350 11,610 314 9,446 289 7,742 404 13,038 

F50.01 to $1000 $1000.01 to $3000 $3000.01 and Up Total 

Auto Neg. Oth., Auto H&g. Oth •• Aut. Heg. Othe. A",o Heg. Other 

6 376 18 -580 1 5 50 3,383 

17 884 19 2,099 0 0 401 10,633 

9 405 24 1,117 0 4 79 3,451 

17 728 33 1,489 1 44 117 6,021 

6 88 8 263 0 0 23 1,108 

3 231 11 500 0 0 29 2,417 

56 1,345 120 2,302 0 0 574 12,941 

6 224 1.1 477 0 1 33 1,916 

1.6 71~2 49 1.,649 0 1 223 8,194 

1 64 2 173 0 1.5 7 697 

10 477 26 978 3 1 119 5,12C 

17 621 28 1,143 1 3 156 6,18c 

16 682 22 l,493 0 0 99 6,23r 

9 270 17 673 0 0 79 3,47 

3 394 8 999 0 5 zr 3,34' 

26 567 60 1,197 4 1 304 6,981 

6 71 2 144 0 6 16 50C 

4 194 12 457 0 11 74 2,42: 

0 120 3 260 1 1 6 1,361 

21 609 zr 1,zr8 0 64 132 6,88 

3 79 4 193 2 0 19 70" 

252 9,171 504 19,464 13 162 2,567 93.982 

277 9,126 547 18,8l7 24 186 2,6l4 94,382 



I e 

Atlantic 
Bergen 
Burlington 
Camden 
Cape May 
Cumberland 
Essex 
Gloucester 
Hudson 
Hunterdon 
Mercer 
Middlesex 
Monmouth 
Morris 
Ocean 
Passaic 
Salem 
Somerset 
Sussex 
Union 
Warren 

TOTAL 

o 

STATUS AND NUMBER OF MUNICIPAL COURTS AND JUDGES 

AS OF AUGUST 31, 1977 

Jf 
!/J' 

~ "/ if 
Q} 

qt .,.., 0'] 0'] I 

..Q ;j a!~~ 
~ 

~::..~ 5 o ,s ~ 
90'] :::J~ 

"., "., a! I/..., ""'..Q "., '!-(t.r) . 0) oq;:::J""I 0'] 0""1 :::J 
~~CJCJO'] a!8~ "., ~'I.J qj't18 ~1i..,,,.,tJ""I 

~ 1..,s:::;::~ a! t:: "., ""~a! o 0 s::: 
';/ g lot ~ !; I:d) ..Q .,.., :::J . .:f 0'] a! If 

~".,~ 9~0 
a!CJ""~ P ~ t)~ 0'] 0 ..Q.,..,~s::: "., ""I"., t:q'H 

~~~iSt) ~rf.!:3.. ~ t) 9s:::0"'" :::J./J:::Js:::"" 
~:gCj~ 8~:g o~ 'It 

~ 14 

20 31 1 3 2 13 
71 3 0 0 5 56 
38 22 2 4 8 15 
36 6 0 0 6 19 
16 28 0 0 3 7 
13 51 0 0 5 6 
22 6 0 0 1 28 
22 15 2 4 6 9 
12 5 0 0 0 17 
11 40 4 19 4 7 
13 18 0 0 1 12 
25 13 0 0 1 23 
53 10 1 2 11 39 
40 12 0 0 2 31 
31 24 2 4 9 19 
16 12 0 0 0 15 
15 25 0 0 7 4 
21 15 0 0 4 19 
17 31 4 10 3 12 
21 5 0 0 0 20 
14 26 2 5 5 7 

527 16 18 51 83 378 

15.8~ 98.2% 

Municipal Judges 

/ .. ~ /; Sa! 
Iii; f:> ~ * qj 

14 
1 1·4-
1 57 
2 1.7 
0 1~ 1 
0 6 
0 28 
1 10 
0 17 
0 7 
0 12 
0 23 
0 39 
0 31 
0 19 
0 15 
0 ·4 

I 0 19 
0 12 
1 21 
0 7 

1 385 

1.8% 100~ 

Y statute, a municTpaT coti.rt judge must be an attorney at law of this state or- llave held the offic *B e of 
municipal court magistrate, recorder, police judge or justice of the peace on January 1~ 1952. While all 
of these offices, except that of municipal court jUdge, have been abolished, "non-attorneys continue to 
serve as judges of the municipal courts because they held one of the specified offices on January 1, 1952. 



MUNICIPAL COURTS 
COMPLAINTS DISPOSED OF 

BY COURT HEARINGS AND IN THE VIOLATIONS BUREAUS 

BY COURT YEARS ENDING AUGUST 31, 
1960 TO DATE COMPARED WITH 1950 

2,000,000 lj 
1,800,000"r- rl~=::±==±==±==±==±==±::::;---I--I--I-I--:-7j---t--I--I--I--I--1 // 

1,600,000 r---4 

--- PARKING 
~- - -~- MOVI NG TRAFFIC 

'- --- NON-TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS (MINOR CRIMINAL, 
DISORDERLY PERSONS, ORDINANCE, FISH EX 
GAME, NAVIGATION, ETC.! 
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1,200,000 f-- }-I_--l_--l_--_I_--_I_-_--='"'~--+---+---I---I---I---I:....---I---l----l-----I---+---l 

-l.-
. /f-- _____ ~ __ -- ----

~ I- J V"""" ~ 1,000,000 I-V-:;;r-~--l---+---+---+---+----I---+---+--+--+--+--+--+--_+--_'"-... -,!-~-=-_""_~_=+_-_-_-_-_-1_ 
U t--.---- ..". .... .",-

800,000 I--

600,000 f.---

----- ----- ----~----- - -... - ----- --------
~ ... -----,.,,, 

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

.... I..-~-
_ .... 

... ." 
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f-
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1950 1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

COURT YEAR ENDING AUGUST 31 



$ 46,000,000 

44,000,000 

42,000,000 

40,000,000 

36,000,000 

36,000,000 

34,000,000 

32,000,000 

30,000,000 

26,000,000 

26,000,000 

24,000,000 

22,000,000 

20,000,000 

16,000,000 

16,000,000 

14,000,000 

12,000,000 

10,000,000 

6,000,000 

6,000,000 

4,000,000 

2,000,000 

0 
1950 1960 1961 

MUNICIPAL COURT FINES, COURT COSTS, AND FORFEITURES OF BAIL 
COURT YEARS ENDHIJ\'ii AUGUST 31 
1960 TO DATE COMPAFlED WITH 1950 

NON-TRAFFIC (MINOR CRIMINAL, 
DISORDERLY PERSONS, ORDINANCE, 
FISH AND GAME, ETC. VIOLATIONS.) 

pARKING 

MOVI NG TRAFFIC 

1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 

COURT YEAR ENDING AUGUST 31 

1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 



---------------------------------------------------

MUNICIPAL COURTS OF NEW JERSEY 
SEPTEMBER I, 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 

DISPOSITION OF COMPLAINTS BY COURT HEARINGS AND VIOLATIONS BUREAUS 

NON- PARKING TRAFFIC CASES 

TOTAL 943,520 COM PLAI NTS 
DISPOSED OF 

PARKING CASES 

TOTAL 1,933,677 COM PLAI NTS 
DISPOSED OF 

NOTE: ONLY 9.2% OF THE NON-TRAFFIC CASES 
WERE DISPOSED OF IN THE VIOLATIONS BUREAUS 

COURT 
HEARINGS 
COMPLAINTS 
DISPOSED OF 
6.8 % 



22,000 

20,000 

18,000 

16,000 

14,000 

12,000 

10,000 

8,000 

6,000 

4,000 

2,000 

o 

I 

~ 
1950 1960 

cao 

MUNICIPAL COURTS 
TRAFFIC (Parking and Non-Parking) CASES 

JAIL SENTENCES AND LICENSE REVOCATIONS AND SUSPENSiONS * 

JAI L SENTENCES 
LICENSES REVOKED 
AND SUSPENDED 

1961 1962 1963 

COURT YEAR ENDING AUGUST 31, 
1960 TO DATE COMPARED WITH 1950 

1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 

COURT YEAR ENOl NG AUGUST .31 

1969 1970 1971 

* JAIL SENTENCES ARE FOR TRAFFIC (Parking and Non-Parklng) CASES ONLY. LICENSE REVOCATIONS DO NOT INCLUDE THOSE REVOKED OR SUSPENDED 
BY THE DIRECTOR OF MOTOR VEHICLES, BUT DO INCLUDE 100 REVOCATIONS AND SUSPENSIONS IN DISORDERLY PERSONS AND OTHER VIOLATIONS AS 
PROVIDED BY STATUTES. 

1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 



PROCEEDINGS IN THE MUNICIPAL COURTS (1) 

TRAFFIC CASES (NON·PARKING), PARKING CASES AND CRIMINAL CASES 
SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 

ATLANTIC COU TV TOTA S 

TRAr. 
PARK 
CRIM 
TOTAL 

BERGe~ 

TRAF 
PARK 
CRIM 
TOTAL 

i,104 
12 

L,113 
3,5,.9 

o 
o 

205 
205 

COU TV TOT A S 

5,291 
939 

4,345 
LO,515 

o 
o 

206 
206 

BURL I ~pTON COU~ TV TOT A S 

TRAF 
PARK 
CRIM 
TOTAL 

CAMDH 

TRAF 
pARK 
CRIM 
TOTAL 

CAPE HY 

TRAF 
PARK 
CRIM 
TOTAL 

3.L79 
14 

2.320 
5,513 

o 
o 

269 
269 

cal) TV TOTA S 

2,530 
270 

2,961> 
5,766 

o 
o 

L.170 
1,110 

COU j"( TOTA S 

1.250 
2L2 

1,309 
2,17L 

o 
o 

18 
L8 

CUM8EF LAND COU TV Ton S 

TRAF 
PARK 
CRIM 
TOTAL 

ESSEX 

TRAF 
PARK 
CRIM 
TOTAL 

1,638 
24 

L,129 
2,191 

o 
o 

U5 
115 

CDU TV TOT A S 

3,154 
L,OOO 
9.',09 

14,L63 

o 
o 

L,458 
1.458 

GLOUC STER COU TV TOTA S 

TRAF 
PARK 
CRIH 
TOHL 

HI)DSO~ 

TRAF 
PARK 
CRIM 
TOTAL 

1.455 
52 

1.118 
2.625 

o 
o 

97 
97 

COU TV TOTA S 

2,214 
588 

6.34L 
9,203 

o 
o 

2.448 
2.44B 

40.i51 
43, ',54 
1'.,695 
96,306 

88.136 
271,900 

21,297 
387,333 

82.408 
17,208 
18.8',2 

LL8,458 

61,365 
9L,219 
22,269 

174,853 

17.179 
53,"305 
9,162 

BO,2'.6 

22,134 
B,915 

11,021 
42,136 

19,665 
522,196 
'.5,395 

647,856 

31,269 
12.887 

8.0B9 
52.245 

52.854 
655.19'. 

26,645 
735,2Q3 

HUNTI;F DON COU TV TOTA S 

TRAF 
PARK 
CRIM 
TOTAL 

856 
44 

432 
1.33Z 

a 
o 

14 
L4 

L5,149 
4.269 
2.631 

22,655 

a 
a 

3.045 
3,045 

o 
o 

4,700 
4,100 

o 
o 

3.6L8 
3,618 

o 
o 

5,037 
5,037 

o 
a 

1,835 
1,835 

o 
o 

2. B21 
2,82L 

a 
o 

13.480 
13,480 

o 
o 

1,967 
1,967 

o 
° 4,559 

4.559 

o 
° 921 

921 

15 
o 

40 
55 

33 
2 

116 
151 

BO 
a 

39 
119 

1 
a 

20 
27 

54 
a 

L28 
182 

87 
o 

1.L28 
1.215 

3 
2 

221 
226 

6 
o 

28 
34 

1 
4 

188 
199 

16 
2 

14 
3Z 

a 
'J 

634 
6,4 

o 
o 

505 
505 

o 
o 

114 
114 

o 
a 

201 
201 

o 
o 

243 
243 

9,628 
257 

3,160 
L3,645 

22.312 
4,142 
6,354 

33,408 

18,148 
615 

6.B31 
25,594 

24.300 
6,001 
5.313 

35,614 

5,502 
325 

3,344 
9,171 

a 8.B83 
o 433 

130 4,517 
130 13.B33 

o 
a 

1,019 
1,019 

20,150 
30.567 
1' .. 003 
65,320 

a 8.564 
o 392 

20 2.297 
20 U,253 

o 
o 

175 
175 

o 
o 
8 
8 

15,853 
8,211 
7,093 

31,151 

3,294 
64 

726 
4.084 

o 
o 

335 
335 

a 
I) 

928 
928 

° o 
130 
730 

o 
o 

H2 
412 

o 
o 

123 
L23 

o 
Q 

69 
69 

o 
o 

635 
635 

o 
o 

405 
405 

o 
o 

842 
842 

o 
o 

15 
75 

1,739 
473 

4.057 
6.269 

4,832 
3,888 
5,?57 

13,977 

'1,820 
251 

4,603 
8,&74 

7.9 BO 
3.173 
6.749 

18,502 

745 
1.1 21 
1,641 
3,513 

2,224 
90 

2,870 
5,1 B4 

4.411 
10,635 
10,4B7 
25.533 

2,4BO 
353 

2.271 
5.110 

3.S80 
7.374 
8,28"3 

19.537 

547 
92 

457 
1.096 

24.259 
34,978 

378 
59,615 

1.0)7,179 
227,654 

~ 315,719 
~ 1,6LJ,562 

54,&34 
~4L.041 

1,064 
296,739 

l,lJSS.70A 
~ l,3J3,n7 

3~ I, 08L 
~ 3,5n,016 

53,525 
12. A62 
3.214 

69.661 

l,911.B60 
$ 72,<)9'1 
$ 633,789 
$ 2,6B,642 

3~,2!)7 

66.161 $ 
31~ " 

99,2~6 $ 

9.333 $ 
'34.538 $ 

671 $ 
44.548 $ 

11.798 $ 

8,074 $ 
270'$ 

2;),142 $ 

1,4LZ.6Q7 
S13,155 
'H!,510 

7.4H.952 

53,.402 
2B,439 
331, Q30 

1.712,671 

53).270 
4'>. ~S3 

257,06Q 
BH ,191 

5J,L34 $ 1,837,562 
358,072 $ ~.6)4.280 

1,090 $ 933.702 
409,296 $ ,,33),544 

17,530 $ 
10,510 $ 

161 $ 
28,261 $ 

24-.65L $ 
40~.925 $ 

17 $ 
42B,593 $ 

10.716 $ 
3,590 $ 

223 $ 
H,529 $ 

73,.288 
54,504 
1;7.~4R I 

953, 14~ 

1,OH.OL2 
2,8J4,55L 

4H. ?40 
4,272,803 

35S.766 
H,.438 
73.513 

4B .117 

64 
o 

864 
9?8 

65 
a 

M9 
76ft 

127 
'3 

556 
68b 

6o;S 
lS 

447 
1,117 

37 
t 

141 
IllS 

176 
15 

""0 
541 

100 
53 

1,;154 
1,507 

43 
o 

95 
lOB 

82 
1 

1.034 
1,117 

13 
o 

61 
74 

III E 
I- zz 
?ioS! 
DOlzw« 
Worn 
0.«0 
W..Ja: 
011.11. 

() 

o 
'41 
?41 

'3 
o 

10 
PI 

? 
o 

L25 
127 

L2~ 
159 

\,643 
1, 925 

19 
I) 

165 
LB4 

o 
o 

793 
79'1 

5 
o 

5? 
51 

1.4L4 
4 
1 

1.4t~ 

1. b8~ 
? 
q 

1,695 

I,? 21 
10 

S 
1,23b 

963 
1 
4 

972 

544 
1 
4 

546 

275 
1 
J 

215 

Dill 
WW 
Do mm 
0.1-

~m 
III III 

543 
61~ 

I.OR6 
7.. ~47 

I, ~ 31 
792 
q ~1 

2.35, 

1,249 
1~11 

1,251 
?65A 

54 
12 

159 
no; 

1,451) 
!Il? 

1,105 
2,')57 

1.112 
8,192 
~. 778 

12. ')82 

"n5 
7 

250 
~A2 

504 
4.3'19 
1.501 
1" ~Ott 

~--~----~--~ ______ ~ ____ L-____ L-__ ~ ____ ~ ____ L-__ ~ ______ ~ __ ., ____ J-__ ~~ __ ~ ____ ~ __ ~ 
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fiERCE 

TRAF 
PARK 
CRIll 
TOT6.L 

PROCEEDINGS IN THE MUNICIPAL CQURTS (1
) 

TRAFFIC CASES (NON .. PARKING), PARKING CASES AND CRIMINAL CASES 
SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 

cnu Tv TOTA .~ 

2,6',4 
232 

2,257 
5,ln 

o 
o 

008 
608 

59.251 
105.297 

n.271 
177,819 

o 
o 

3,516 
3,516 

3 
o 

182 
185 

a 15,491 
o 7,709 

58 4,1.01 
58 21,601 

o 4.467 
o 3,669 

853 i.6za 
853 10,76', 

1~.039 $ 1.3~3,986 
se,504 $ 7SJ,?,38 

626 $ ?53, 023 
125,169 $ 2.31Z,?47 

llB 
1 

154 
47". 

36 
1 

"~1 
7;10 

I; ?'ll , 
~ 

t.'lrn 

MIDDL SEX CDU TV TOTA 5 

TRA!' 
PARK 
r.RIM 
TOTAL 

HONMOl TH 

fRAF 
PARK 
CR[M 
TOTAL 

HORRI 

TRA!' 
PARK 
CRtlt 
TOTAL 

OCEAN 

TRAF 
PARK 
CRIM 
'fOTAl 

PASSA C 

TRAF 
PARK 
CRIM 
TOTAL 

SAUM 

TRAF 
PARK 
CRIM 
TOTAL 

SOllER ET 

TMF 
PARK 
CRI~ 
TOTAL 

SUSSE 

TRAF 
PARK 
CRIM 
TOTAL 

\.INION 

fRAF 
PARK 
CRIM 
TOTAL 

4,39b 
305 

4,201 
B,902 

o 
o 

332 
332 

cnu TV TOTA S 

4,939 
375 

4.595 
9,909 

o 
o 

478 
478 

COU TV TOTA~S 

3.243 
256 

l,252 
5.751 

o 
o 

61 
61 

COU TV TOTA 5 

2,548 
166 

2.001 
4,715 

o 
o 

245 
245 

COU TY TOTA S 

hErS3 
346 

2,507 
4,506 

a 
o 

241 
241 

COU Tv TOTA S 

bOO 
7 

442 
1.049 

o 
a 

175 
175 

COu Tv TOTA S 

1,9at 
132 

1.258 
3.311 

o 
a 

90 
90 

COU TV TOTA 5 

1,136 
46 

639 
1,823 

o 
a 

39 
39 

COU TV TOT A.S 

3,073 
395 

2,084 
6,352 

o 
o 

243 
243 

89.966 
66.060 
22,456 

196,462 

84.091 
B6,92B 
24 625 

195:644 

59,406 
57.296 
t4,059 

130.761 

46.652 
4'3,653 
17.969 

114,274 

40.B75 
159,813 

t 9.973 
220,661 

l!;,094 
5,030 
3.689 

23.813 

31,151 
23.460 

7.489 
62.100 

12,972 
6.466 
4.905 

24.;343 

62,595 
,!08,696 

19,816 
291.107 

o 
o 

S,t66 
5,266 

o 
o 

4.006 
4.006 

o 
o 

2,019 
2,019 

o 
o 

3.987 
3,9B7 

o 
o 

753 
753 

o 
o 

962 
962 

a 
o 

940 
940 

o 
o 

3,716 
3,176 

1 
o 

257 
258 

16 
9 

705 
730 

13 
o 

46 
59 

69 
1 

471 
541 

43 
o 

311 
360 

io 
o 

16 
26 

to! 
a 
3 

15 

31 
4 

11 
52 

t7 
a 

291 
301l 

o 
o 

236 
236 

o 
o 

U~ 

o 
a 

51 
51 

o 
o 

84 
84 

o 
a 

147 
147 

H,n9 
2.102 
7.022 

30.903 

23,230 
1,526 
8,572 

33,328 

13.ni 
1,236 
5,023 

19.530 

11,258 
1,580 
5.910 

18,748 

13,059 
8.967 
8.985 

31,011 

o 4.205 
a 24 

~l 1,456 
21 5,685 

o 8 t H5 
o 1.018 

'IS 2.378 
38 11,711 

o 
a 
8 
8 

3.127 
154 

1.596 
4.877 

o 17.11Z 
o 4,722 

96 7.160 
96 28.994 

o 
o 

'tos 
408 

o 
a 

654 
654 

o 
o 

50, 
';;03 

o 
o 

435 
435 

o 
o 

a19 
219 

o 
o 

110 
no 

4,123 
827 

(,,067 
11.017 

4,645 
1.514 
6,107 

12,266 

2.,45 
1,536 
2.461 
6.544 

2.295 
903 

4,342 
7.540 

a,21S 
6,497 
5.5Z5 

14.240 

632 
45 

573 
1.250 

o ltf>21 
a ~96 

226 t.545 
226 3.868 

o 
o 

94 
94 

a 3,164 
a 7,135 

528 4.546 
~26 14.845 

57.217 $ 
76,120 S 

581 $ 
134.518 $ 

47.740 $ 
15.605 $ 
3.344 $ 

126,089 $ 

3~.255 $ 
47.758 $ 
t,18, $ 

88.796 $ 

3~.832 $ 
39,628 $ 
2.877 $ 

13.337 $ 

22,750 $ 
111.145$ 

75 t, $ 
134,649 $ 

9,033 $ 
1,'}'l1 t 

70 $ 
13.0aO l 

2,157.M2 
4H.675 
41:).1111) 

3.112,187 

1,828.412 
461.539 
536,149 

2,826,100 

1.nl.Q74 
2~e, 278 
'H4. '364 

1.9n.616 

1.tn.gS2 
1\~,1)1lI 
4B,903 

t.9B,ao, 

9)~ .18ll 
8~6. 570 
4\),666 

2.2~3,416 

43,,085 
t4.647 

2H.524 
6H.2S6 

23.094 $ 6~5,738 
20,841 $ 129,265 
1.013 S 2)0,988 
4~.008 $ t,OH,991 

'1.136 $ 
$,554 $ 
! ,129 $ 

15.619 $ 

365. ~91 
3l,686 

IH.915 
522.192 

40.018 t t.3al.192 
153, ~99 $ 7n.557 

781 $ 423,106 
191.098 $ 2.52~.?55 

59 
5 

3111 
445 

103 
2 

568 
673 

~'O 

o 
211 
341 

91 
o 

:l~9 
480 

142 
9 

1,059 
1, .no 

32 
o 

72 
104 
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1, !>",l 
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891 
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WARRE 

TRAF 
PARK 
CRIM 
TOTAL 

PROCEEDINGS IN THE MUNICIPAL COURTS (1) 

TRAFFIC CASES (NON-PARKING), PARKING CASES AND CRIMINAL CASES 
SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 

COU~TY TOT LS 

948 
51 

734 
1,733 

o 
o 

33 
33 

19,217 
6,847 
4,666 

30,730 

o 
o 

1.231 
1.231 

2 
o 

67 
69 

o 
o 

115 
115 

Oz 
?(;;; 
"' ..... Zilla; o.J:o 
j::(l.o 
0)-0 

~~m o:oa. 
000 

4,138 
193 

2.005 
6,336 

o 
o 

69 
69 

590 
192 
807 

lr 589 

12,877 ~ 
5.228 $ 

129 $ 
16.234 $ 

421.412 
27.6Q3 

11 5.574 
512.679 

a ",'" ,. 0 
Zw 
"0 Oz 
'Zw 
w ... .J 
~m< 
0"'-, 

1~ 
1 

It4 
133 

'" t:. "'zz ?(oQ 
00 ... 
zW" 
WOlD 
0."0 w.Ja; 
00.0. 

3 
o 

102 
105 

417 
o 
9 

42<; 

NEIl J RSEY TOT LS 

TRAF 
PARK 
CRI'" 
TOTAL 

51,032 
5,588 

54,912 
111,532 

o 
o 

8,545 
8,545 

1,013,386 
2,483,353 

332,976 
3,829,715 

o 
o 

70,846 
70,846 

525 
24 

4,294 
4,843 

o 27/!,2l9 
o 80,838 

4,145 108,806 
4,145461,863 

o 
o 

8,653 
8,653 

59,523 
51,169 
82.150 

192,842 

611,778 
1,801,670 

20,619 
2,434,067 

$23,459,028 
$13.11 0 ,860 
$ 7,786,092 
$44,355,980 

2.212 
168 

9,663 
12,043 

423 
161 

7,854 
8,438 

21,568 
54 

100 
21,722 

(1) Includes proceedings in the County District Courts of Atlantic, Bergen, Hudson, Ocean, Sussex and Harren Counties Which exercised concurrent 
jurisdiction during tpe court year. Also includes proceedings in the Palisades Interstate Park Police Court in Bergen County. 

0'" WW 
0 0 
zz 
WW 
0. ... ",z :ow 
"'''' 

8 
1 

104 
113 

12,794 
17,038 
17,333 
47,165 

(2) Because "Hours on Bench" are reported monthly to the nearest hour the yearly total in some courts may be "0" if no full hours were reported for any 
month. 

(3) "If the offense charged may constitute a neighborhood or domestic dispute, but may not violate a statute or ordinance, a notice may issue to the person 
or persons charged, requesting their appearance before the court in order to determine whether or not a complaint should issue," Rule 7 :3-2. Not 
applicable in traffic cases. 

(4) Rule 7:2, The provisions of R. 3:2 (complaint). R.3:3 (warrant or summons upon complaint) and R. 3:4-1,3:4-2, 3:4-3 and 3:4-5 (proceedings before 
the conm'jtting judge) are applicable to thE< municipal and county district courts in respect of indictable offenses; the provisions of R.3:4-4 are 
applicable to such courts in proceedings under the Uniform Fresh Pursuit Law. 

(5) N. J. S. A. 2A:8-22 confers jurisdiction on the municipal courts to try certain specific cases involving crimes occurring within their territorial 
ju~isdi(;tion provided defendant first executes in writing a waiver of indictment and trial by jury. 

(6) Dismissills under Rule 3:28 (Pretrial Intervention Programs) and N. J. S. A. 24:21-27(b) (DiFJIissals after conditional discharges--narcotics cases only). 

(7) Defendants placed on probation in accordance ~/ith Rule 3:21-7. Does not include s~spended dispositions or conditional discharges (narcotics) under 
N. J. S. A. 24:21-27 or Pretrial Intervention Programs, R. 3:28. 

(8) Not including those revoked or suspenrled by the Director of the N. J. Division of Motor Vehicles, but does include revocations and suspensions in 
dlsordel"ly persons and other violations as provided by statutes. 

(9) Does not include conditional discharges in narcotics cases((N. J. S. A. 24:2l-27(b))or Pretrial Intervention Programs (R. 3:28). The count here is the 
number of sentences suspended, irrespective of the number of persons or complaints involved. 

Source: Honthly r4unicipal Court Reports 

NOTE: Data on each municipal court pUblished separately in "Proceedings in the MuniCipal Courts." 
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MUNICIPAL COURT DEFENDANTS STATUS REPORT 

The column headings of the tables that follow are 
described below: 

(The. :ta.bleA Jr.e.6elt :to de.6e.ndan;t6 who.6e. murvl.cJ..pa£. 
c.owc..t tJU0.t6 welte c.omple:ted :thM yeaJt - S.ta.;t:u6 
at c.ommenc.ement o6.tJUa.t. Columit6 5 e:t .6 eq 
de.al w.U;h J,{urvl.upal CoWtt :tJUal.6 wheJtea.6 C.O:e.u.mM 
1 & 3 a..U 0 -include -il1cUc.:ta.bte 066 eM eA • ) 

"COMPLAINT/SUMMONSES FILED AND COMPLAINT/WARRANTS 

FILED -- INDICTABLE OFFENSES AND NON-INDICTABLE OFFENSES.l1 

A summons may issue in lieu of a warrant if the 
person taking the complaint has reason to believe that 
the defendant will appear. R. 7:3-1(d). It is the 
policy of the Supreme Court that wherever appropriate a 
complaint/summons shall issue instead of a complaint/ 
warrant. 

"BAIL OR JAIL STATUS OF DEFENDANTS AT BEGINNING 

OF TRIAL." 

The unit of the count is the defendant. 

In the section "Released on Own Recognizance ll the 
reporting instructions specify that it should include only 
those defendants who were actually arrested~ held~ and then 
released after the prescribed ROR procedures. (Includes a 
recognizance form signed and executed before the person 
authorized to take bail). It is not intended to include 
defendants on whom summonses were served (traffic or other) 
without arrest. It should be noted~ however~ that for some 
courts it is apparent that the reporting instructions may not 
have been followed in all instances. 

"NUMBER OF DEFENDANTS ON NON-INDICTABLE OFFENSES 

REPRESENTED BY ASSIGNED COUNSEL OR REFERRED TO THE 

PUBLIC DEFENDER" and "NUMBER OF DEFENDANTS ON INDICTABLE 

OFFENSES REFERRED TO THE PUBLIC DEFENDER." 

The number of assignments or referrals is reported, 
whether or not the defendant had been so represented. The 
data reported herein is on trials that had been completed 
during the 1976-77 court year. 
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:OMP/SU~MJ~SfS FIlEO 
INDICT. ~DN-INDIC 
DFFENSES DFFENSES 

;;:: 
.!-

COUNTY TOTALS 

SEPTEMBER l,l~r6 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 

:O~P/WAPRA~TS FILED 
I~DICT. ~J~-I"JDIC 
OFFENSES 0FFENSES 

MUNICIPAL COURT DEFENDANTS STATU~ pfPnRT 
BAIL/JAIL STATU~ OF DEFfS AT BF.Gr~ ~F TOIAL* 

REl.ON REl ON BAIL. IN JAIL I~ JAIL 
RECOG.** SURFTY.fTC. 2 Tn 4 D. > 4 DAYS 

DEFTS REP BY 
ASGND CCUNSEL 
OR REF PUB DEF 
(NON-INDICT. ) 

DEFTS REFRRD 
TJ PUB. DEF 
(INDICT.) 

o ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

ATLANTIC 

211 

BfRGfN 

961 

BURL INGTON 

407 

CAMDEN 

231 

CAPE MAY 

268 

CUMB E?L AND 

409 

ESSEX 

2.096 

GLOJCESTER 

556 

HUDS ON 

805 

HUNTERDON 

108 

MERC ER 

278 

MIOOLESEX 

'759 

TOTALS 

4.305 

TOTALS 

8.065 

TOTALS 

5.958 

TOTIIL S 

6.993 

T1TALS 

1.539 

TOTAL S 

3.492 

TOTALS 

8.381 

TOTALS 

3.609 

TOTAL S 

4.633 

TOTALS 

1.285 

TOTALS 

6.206 

TOTALS 

10.056 

2.830 2.856 

4.471 

3.493 4.355 

6.278 5.956 

1.504 2.579 

2.592 4.042 

13.759 12.309 

1.713 1,?-91 

8.089 6.811 

681 256 

2.569 2.505 

5,123 4,014 

2.077 2.718 

4.233 2.618 

4.564 3.732 

3.427 5.404 

933 2.332 

2.744 2.240 

8.894 5.964 

1.472 1.364 

4,864 5.454 

333 379 

888 3.540 

5.860 2.046 

289 

319 

348 
;., 

505 

. 89 

515 

422 

94 

1.243 

13 

118 

191 

279 513 

102 832 

241 398 

551 551 

36 147 

283 182 

475 2.463 

77 189 

266 3.235 

9 20 

14 828 

283 434 

* Defendants whose municipal court trials were completed this year - 'Status at commencement of trial. 
Columns 5 et ~ deal with Municipal Court trials whereas columns 1 & 3 also include indictable offenses. 

648 

213 

no 

992 

352 

725 

5.940 

424 

2.314 

10 

331 

1,174 

** Reporting instructions specify that this item should include only defendants who were released aft.'::' a recognizance 
form was signed and executed before the person authorized to take bail. It is apparent that the reporting instructions 
may not have been followed in all instances. 
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CO~P/SJ~~J~SES F[LEO 
[NO[CT. NON-[ND[C 
OFFENSES OFFENSES 

COUNTY TOTALS 
SEPTEMBER I. 1976 TO AUGUST 31. 1977 

:J~PfWARq~~T5 F[LFO 
[IIDICT. "IJ"I-['lO[C 
OFFENSES OFFENSFS 

MUN[C[PAL COURT DEFENDANTS STATUS REP~PT 
BA[L/JA[L STATUS OF OEFfS AT RFGI'I OF TR1AL* 

R"l.ON REl ON flAIL. [N JA[l ["I JA[L 
RECOG.** SUPFTY.nc. 2 TO 4 O. > 4 DAYS 

DEFTS REP BY 
ASGND COUNSEL 
OR REF PUB DEF 
(NON-INDICT.) 

DE" TS Q E'FRRO 
TO PUB. OEF 
([NOlrT. ) 

---------------------------- ".'----- ----------------------------------------~.-------- ----- - -- - - - ---------- - - --------------- - ----------

MONMOUTH TO TALS 

1,194 9.068 4,468 4,369 6,096 3,234 358 332 589 1.170 

MORRIS TOTALS 

298 4.276 2.357 1,717 4,075 1,007 219 136 139 277 

OCEAN TOTALS 

595 5,385 2,567 2,609 2,907 1,941 219 244 749 531 

PASSAIC TOTALS 

290 7,154 3,962 2,527 2,032 4,047 159 470 711 1.111 

SALEM TOTALS 

84 1,894 807 673 955 601 54 51 65 175 

SOMERSET TOTALS 

194 3,156 939 840 2,259 1,036 74 37 255 251 

SUSSEX TOTALS 

184 1,497 852 363 740 309 25 14 61 35 

UNION TO TAL S 

2,121 9.566 2,720 3,567 3,116 6,114 579 411 423 1,032 

WARREN TOTALS 

57 1,161 1,106 1,027 824 758 47 28 50 31 

NEW J ERS EY TOTALS 

12.106 107,679 72,880 68,175 63,293 56,838 5,880 4.339 12.834 18.006 
***t******************************************************************************************************************************** 

NEW JERSEY TOTALS 1 YEAR AGO 

10.595 95.467 75,745 74,766 63,333 63,501 8,818 4,775 12,071 16,940 

* Defendants whose municipal court trials were completed this year - Status at commencement of trial. 
Columns 5 ~~ deal with Municipal Court trials whereas columns 1 & 3 also include indictaple offenses. 

** Reporting instructions specify that this item should include only defendants who were released after a recognizance 
form was Signed and executed before the person authorized to take bail. It is apparent that the reporting instructions 
may not have been followed in all instances. 
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SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY 

SUPREME COURT COMMITTEES - 1976-1977 

COMMITTEE ON RELATIONS WITH THE MEDIA 1 

Justice Mark A. Sullivan, CHAIRMAN 

Judge William G. Bischoff 
Judge William A. Consodine 
Judge Wilfred P. Diana 
Bennett H. FishIer, Jr. 
Adrian M. Foley, Jr. 
Judge Joseph Halpern 
William L. Kirchner, Jr. 
Jatmes R. Lacey 

William J. Liss 
Judge Ralph V. Martin 
Judge Arthur S. Meredith 
Joseph M. Nolan 
Justice Morris Pashman 
Judge Charles A. Rizzi 
Clark C. Vogel 

COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL SALARIES AND PENSIONS 2 

Justice Robert L. Clifford, CHAIRMAN 

Judg\: John L. Ard Judge Frank G. Hahn 
Judge Lawrence Bilder Judge Donald E. King 
Judge James H. Coleman, Jr. Judge William J. Marchese 
Judge John C. Demos Judge Felix A. Martino 
Judge Robert H. Doherty, Jr. Judge Robert Muir, Jr. 
Judge William A. Dreier Judge Harry V. Osborne 
Judge G\:orge B. Francis Judge Arthur J. Simpson, Jr. 
Judge Ralph L. Fusco Judge Maurice A' Walsh, Jr. 

Judge Thomas Yaccarino 

Administrative Office of the Courts Staff Person: 

1. Peter Carter 
2. Judge Arthur J. Simpson, Jr. 

N-l 
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CRIMINAL PRACTICE COMMITTEE I 

Prosecutor Joseph P. Lordi, CHAIRMAN 

David S. Baime 
Melvyn H. Bergstein· 
Matthew p~ Boylan 
Judge Francis X. Crahay 
Barry H. Evenchick 
Solomon Forman 
Thomas W. Greelish 
Judge Herbert Horn 
Don.ald HorowJ,tz 
Cynthia M. Jacob 

Judge Patrick J. McGann, Jr. 
John A. McLaughlin 
Judge A. Jerome Moore 
Francis X. Moore 
Judge Charles M. Morris, Jr. 
William O. Perkins 
Ann Thompson 
Stanley VanNess 
Judge J. Gilbert VanSciver, Jr. 

pOHMp"rEE ,ON JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURTS 2 

Judge Yale L. Apter, CHAIRMAN 

Richard Benn.ett 
Judge Steven J. Bercik 
Judge John J. Callahan 
Judge P0ter J. Cass 
Judge Frances H. Cocchia 
Judge Charles R. DiGisi 
Judge Burton L. Fundler 
Judge William H. Huber 
Rurrell Ives Humphreys 

Judge B. Thomas Leahy 
William J. Mulkeen 
Judge George J. Nicola 
Judge Robert W. Page 
Marcia R. Richman 
Judge Abraham L. Rosenberg 
Judge Irving W. Rubin 
Judge Leo Weinstein 
Judge David H. Wiener 

COHMITTEE ON VOLUNTEERS IN PROBATION 3 

Judge Charles S. Joelaon, CHAIRMAN 

Robert I. Ansell 
Judge Guy W. Calissi 
Muriel A. Crowley 
Judge V. William DiBuono 
John J. Enright 
Judge A. Warren Herrigel 
Judge W. Thomas McGann 
Dr. Francis Patrick Mcquade 
Judge J. Wilson Noden 

Lyman H. O'Neill 
Richard J. Pilch 
Judge C. Conrad Schneider 
Judge Harvey R. Sorkow 
Kenneth E. Spaar 
Judge Albert Spitzer 
Judge Theodore T. Tams, Jr. 
Irving I. Vogelman 
Donald E. Williams 

Administrative Office of the Courts Staff Person: 

1. Edwin H. Stern, Esq. 
2. Steven Yoslov, Esq. 
3. Carolyn Evans 



COMMITTEE ON MUNICIPAL COURTS 1 

Judge Michael P. King, CHAIRMAN 

Judge Harvey L. Birne 
Judge Irvin B. Booker 
John M. Cannel 
Lawrence A. Carton II! 
Judge Michael J. Cernigliaro 
Frank M. Donato 
Robert L. Doris, Jr. 
Judge Lewis Feingold 
Judge James Greenberg 

William S. Greenberg 
Judge H. Scott Hart 
Judge Harry Hazelwood, Jr. 
Judge Ervan F. Kushner 
Judge James A. O'Neill 
Judge Stephen S. Rubins 
Judge Robert C. Shelton 
Warren E. Smith 
Judge John C. Stritehoff, Jr. 
Judge Harry J. Supple 

COMMITTEE ON MODEL JURY CHARGES, CRIMINAL 2 

Judge John A. Marzulli, CHAIRMAN 

Judge Joseph G. Barbieri Judge Bruno L. Leopizzi 
Judge Richard J. S. Barlow, Jr. Judge James F. Madden 
Judge A. Donald Bigley Judge A. Donald McKenzie 
Judge Joseph F. Deegan .Judge William E. Peel 
Judge Joseph N. Donatelli Judge Thomas R. Rumana 
Judge James H. Dowden Judge Jacob L. Triarsi 
Judge David B. :Follender Judge Maurice A. Walsh, 
Judge Paul R. Kramer Judge Frederic G. Weber 

CIVIL PRACTICE COMMITTEE 3 

Judge Samuel A. Larner, CHAIRMAN 

Peter A. Buchsbaum 
Professor Robert Carter 
Alfred C. Clapp 
J. Roger Conant 
Laurence J. Cutler 
Judge Geoffrey Gaulkin 
Judge George B. Gelman 
David L. Hack 
Joseph H. Kenney 
Judge Merritt Lane, Jr. 

Judge Paul A. Lowengrub 
Judge Herman D. Michels 
Judge Sylvia B. Pressler 
Morris M. Schnitzer 
Judge George Y. Schoch 
Stephen L. Skillm&n 
Judge Robert R. Steedle 
Howard Stern 
Clyde A' Szuch 
Richard H. Thiele, Jr. 

Administrative Office of the Courts Staff Person: 

1. Philip G. Miller, Esq. 
2. Ira Scheff, Esq. 
3. Colette A' Coolbaugh, Esq., and Florence R. Peskoe, Esq. 

Jr. 
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COMMITTEE ON RELATIONS WITH THE MEDICAL PROFESSION 1 

Judge Arthur J. Blake, CHAIRMAN 

Judge William J. Arnold 
George N. Arvanitis 
Myron J. Bromberg 
Raymond F. Drozdowski 
Mrs. Louise Epperson 
John J. Francis, Jr. 
Judge Walter H. Gehricke 
Stanley W. Greenfield 
John R. Heher 

Robert P. McDonough 
Judge H. Curtis Meanor 
Charles R. Melli, Jr. 
Judge Edward S. Miller 
Judge Harold Nitto 
Marvin Perskie 
Judge James J. Petrella 
Neil Reiseman 
Joseph T. Ryan 
Judge Alexander P. Waugh 

COMMITTEE ON COUNTY DISTRICT COURTS 2 

Judge Daniel A. O'Donnell, CHAIRMAN 

Judge Nicholas Albano, Jr. 
Bennett I. Bardfeld 
Judge Edward W. Beglin, Jr. 
Gregory Diebold 

Judge Henry B. McFarland 
John J. McLaughlin 
Judge Gerald E. Monaghan 
Sheldon H. Pressler 

Louis R. DiLieto 
David Leff 
Aldan o. Markson 
Judge John J. McCole 

Judge Robe.)rt T. Quackenboss 
Judge Rudolph J. Rossetti 
Charles ~rabbe Thomas 
Peter W. Till 

COMMITTEE ON MODEL JURY CHARGES, CIVIL 3 

Judge Robert E. Tarleton, CHAIRMAN 

Judge Louis R. Aikins Judge Robert A. 
Judge Warren Brody Judge Harry A. 
Judge Cuddie E. Davidson, Jr. Judge Hervey S. 
Judge J. Norris Harding Judge Thomas F. 
Judge William F. Harth Judge Arnold M. 

Judge Arthur L. 

Administrative Office of the Courts Staff Person: 

1. Colette A. Coolbaugh, Esq. 
2. Emerald Erick~on, Esq. 

,'3. Emerald Erickson, Esq. 

Longhi 
Margolis 

Moore, Jr. 
Shebell, .Ir. 
Stein 
Troast 



COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL SEMINARS/NEW JERSEY JUDICIAL COLLEGE 1 

Judge Theodore I. Botter, CHAIRMAN 

Judge Harold A. Ackerman 
Judge Herbert S. Alterman 
Judge Herman L. Breitkopf 
Judge Peter Ciolino 
Judge Donald J. Cunningham 
Judge Julius Ao Feinberg 
Judge Bryant W. Griffin 
Judge Herman D. Michels 
Judge Leon S. Milmed 

Judge Bertram Polow 
Judge Joseph J. Salerno 
Judge Nicholas Scalera 
Judge Baruch S. Seidman 
Judge Marshall Selikof£ 
Judge Reginald Stanton 
Judge Herbert Susser 
Judge Peter W. Thomas 
Judge Leo Yanoff 

Administrative Office of the Courts Staff Person: 

1. Richard L. Saks, Esq. 
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STATISTICAL DATA 
ON THE 

COST OF OPERATING THE COURTS 

o 





COMMENTARY 

COST OF OPERATING THE COURTS 

The information reported here has been extracted from 

budget and audit reports on file with the Division of Local 

Finance and from reports to the Administrative Office of the 

Courts. l.t, should be noted that the data may not be altogether 

accurate, primarily because of lack of uniformity in State, 

County and Municipal accounting procedures and also because 

generally, no allocation is made to using departments for 

.overhead and capital costs. 

As shown by Fiscal Chart A, there has been a steady increase 

since 1961 (the first year for which comparable data was collected 

and reported) in both expenditures and revenues for the courts 

at all levels. Total expenditures for the courts by the 

State, counties and municipalities have increased 391% from 

$19,954,301 in 1961 to $97,925 , 115 in 1976. Revenues have 

increased from $17,546,851 in 1961 to $66,546,103 in 1976. Of 

tbe total expenditures of $97,925,115 for 1976, 18% was horne 

by the St.ate,66% by the counties, and 16% by the municipalities. 

It is interesting to note that the State expenditures of 

$17,957,959 for the Judiciary in Fiscal Year 1977 amounted to 

only 0.39% of total State expenditures. 
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FISCAL TABLE A 

Summary of Expenditures for the New Jersey Courts 
State, County, and Municipal 

1976* 

Salaries 

EXEenditures bl the State 
Court Operations 

Supreme Court $ 876,199 
Superior Court 7287°2 755 

TOTAL $ 8,746,954 
Court Support Services 4,111,983 
Court Administration 990!848 

TOTAL $13,849,785 

State Aid to Counties 
County Court Judges Salaries (40%) $ 1,552,000 
Expenses Incurred in Connection 

with the Prosecution and Defense 
of Defendants Accused of Com-
mitting Crimes in State Penal 
or Correctional Institutions 

50% of Expenses Incurred in 
Connection with the Dispo-
sition of Cases Transferred 
from Other Counties 

TOTAL $15,401,785 

EXEenditures bI the Counties 
County Courts and Law Division 

Superior Court $24,970,239 
District Courts 5,805,687 
Juvenile and Dom. ReI. Courts 2,549,134 
Other Related Units 

Jury Commissioners 660,081 
Surrogate 2,669,831 
Probation Departments 21,054,106 
Law Library 111,979 

TOTAL $57,821,057 
Less! 

State Aid to Counties 1,552,000 
NET $56,269,057 

Expenditures by the Municipalities $13,631,676 

GRAND TOTAL ~85z3022518 

GRAND TOTAL IN PRIOR YEAR $78,023,160 

'* State Data is for the Fiscal Year .Ended June 301' 1977 
County and M~nicipa1 Data is for the calendar year 1976 

SOURCES: Fiscal Tables B, D, E, F, & G 

Expenses 

$ 164,464 
672 2127 

$ 836,591 
1,424,815 

~.6,868 
$ 2,468,274 

25,000 

62 2000 
$ 2,555,274 

$ 2,979,947 
283,325 
181,024 

2,160,581 
228,510 

1,839,239 
233,272 

$ 7,905,898 

87 2°00 
$ 7,818,898 

$ 22248,425 

$12,622 1597 

311,089,637 

Total 

$ 1,040,663 
8 2542 2882 

$ 9,583,545 
5,536,798 
1,197,716 

$16,318,059 

$ 1,552,000 

25,000 

62,000 
$17,957,059 

$27,950,186 
6,089,012 
2,730,158 

2,820,662 
2,898,341 

22,893,345 
345,251 

$65,726,955 

_ 1,639,000 
$64,087,955 

$15,880,101 

~971925z115 

$89,112,797 

0-3 



FISCAL TABLE B 

Suunnary of E~penditures by the State 
for The Judiciary 

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1977 

Other 
Salaries Expenses Total 

COURT OPERATIONS 

SUEreme Court 
Justices $ 303,754 $ $ 303,754 
Justices' Staff 361,973 121,119 483,092 
Office of the Clerk 210 2472 43 2345 253 z817 

tOTAL $ 876,199 $ 164,464 $ 1,040,663 

SUEerior Court 
Appellate Division: 

Judges $ 945,044 $ $ 945,044 
Staff 580,110 156,389 736,499 

Chancery Division: 
Judges 668,923 668,923 
Staff 457,006 85,535 542,51+1 

Law Division: 
Judges 3,118,496 * 25,559 3,144,055 
Staff ** ** ** 

Office of the Clerk 22101 2176 404 2 644 22505 2820 
TOTAL $ 7,870,755 $ 672,127 $ 8,542,882 

COURT SUPPORT SERVICES 
Bar Examiners $ 40,806 $ 75,981 $ 116,787 
Official Court Reporters 3,142,063 626,153 3,768,216 
General Support 929 2114 722 2 681 1 2651 2795 

tOTAL $ 4,111,983 $1,424,815 $ 5,536,798 

COURT AD}ITNISTRATION 
Legal Services $ 381,869 $ 100,189 $ 482,058 
Probation Services 52,142 18,435 70,577 
Management Services 556 2837 88 2244 645 2°81 

TOTAL $ 990,848 $ 206,868 $ 1,197,716 

GRAND TOTAL $13,849,785 $2,468,274 ,216 2 318 ,059 

G~~D TOTAL IN PRIOR YEAR $13z152~791 $l z852 2044 $15 z004 z835 

* Travel E~penses only. All other e~enses are borne by the Counties. 

** Provided and paid for by the Counties. 

SOURCE: State Budget for The Judiciary 
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FISCAL TABLE C 

Summary of Revenues to the State 

from The Judiciary 

Fiscal Year Ending' June 30, 1977 

Clerk of the Supreme Court 

Bar Examination Fees 

Fees and Commissions 

TOTAL 

Clerk of the Superior Court 

Fees and Commissions 

Matrimonial Rearing Fees 

Trust Funds: 

Commissions 

Reimbursement for Expenses 

TOTAL 

GRAND TOTAL 

GRAND TOTAL IN PRIOR YEAR 

SOURCE: State Budget for The Judiciary 

$ 98,445 

19,677 

6,515,375 

1,129,560 

195,139 

56,089 

$ 118,122 

7,896,163 

$8,014,285 

$7,962,905 
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County 

Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cape May 

Cumberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 

Monmouth 

Morris 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

TOTAL 

FISCAL TABLE D 
Summary of Expenditures by the Counties 

for The Judiciary 
1976 

Other 
Salaries Expenses 

$ 1,080,809 $ 260,535 

5,555,932 601,659 

1,570,216 228,508 

4,171,467 598,018 

688,999 126,363 

771,420 189,543 

11,546,097 1,055,822 

1,011,278 168,686 

4,758,800 550,403 

406,293 89,332 

2,350,577 382,448 

5,135,865 629,405 

2,281,854 417,810 

1,673,849 312,608 

1,602,508 377,683 

4,793,624 713,9l3 

429,009 112,331 

1,608,809 244,943 

524,032 123,141 

5,319,932 649,182 

539,687 73,565 

$57,821,057 $7,905,898 

LESS: STATE REFUNDS 1,552,000 87,000 

NET ~5622691057 ~728182898 

TOTAL 1 YEAR AGO $51,656,l32 $7,303 3 305 

Total 

$ 1,341,344 

6,157,591 

1,798,724 

4,769,485 

815,362 

960,963 

12,601,919 

1,179,964 

5,309,203 

495,625 

2,733,025 

5~765,270 

2,699,664 

1,986,457 

1,980,191 

5,507,537 

541,340 

1,853,752 

647,173 

5,969,114 

613 2252 

$65,726,955 

1,639,000 

$64 2°87 2955 

$58 2959,437 

0-6 SOURCE: County Budget and Audit Reports on file with the Div. of Local Finance. 
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FISCAL TAJ3LE E 

Analysis of Expenditures by the Counties 
for Salaries 

1976 

County Courts Juvenile & 
and Law Div., District Dom. Rel. Jury Probation 

County Superior Ct. Courts Courts Connn'rs. Surrogate Dept. 

Atlantic $ 423,092 $ 153,842 $ $ 8,607 $ 71,605 $ 423,663 
Bergen 2,443,091 919,200 372,773 58,940 259,892 1,481,063 
Burlington 760,160 89,017 47,985 11,778 67,691 592,732 
Camden 2,093,134 291,816 125,327 33,389 131,498 1,496,303 
Cape May 231,923 21,524 51,"~4 10,493 74,589 299,046 
Cumberland 364,658 36,642 10,021 67,192 290,743 
Essex 4,534,137 1,310,080 447,263 231,068 349,777 4,641,915 
Gloucester 398,067 61,599 3,250 71,870 476,492 
Hudson 2,040,472 543,495 378,397 42,882 268,404 1,476,907 
Hunterson 146,001 35,671 5,586 72,496 146,539 
Mercer 1,387,067 84,546 14,461 95,979 768,524 
Middlesex 2,433,523 498,899 120,918 32,421 134,882 1,895,482 
Monmouth 1,029,049 221,IW1 86,000 47,177 181,775 716,052 
Morris 584,837 107,969 ,L',5,189 18,723 127,347 673,551 
Ocean 788,316 153,211 16,807 88,241 555,933 
Passaic 1,990,768 524,883 234,622 60,305 181,,871 1,783,251 
Salem 71,306 34,902 81,862 6,843 43,557 190,539 
Somerset 496,943 77 ,164 11,244 87,447 936,011 
Sussex 270,072* ** ** 8,947 50,100 194,913 
Union 2,283,683 600,718 447~374 2,000 196,364 1,786,785 
Warren 199!940 38,708 25 1139 47,254 227 2662 
TOTAL $24 297°2 239 $5 2805 2687 2225492134 $66°2°81 $2 2669 2831 $21 2°54 2106 

'rOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO $23 2174z842 25z5082860 ~2z431z749 $651 1956 $2 2518 1 622 $18 1 629:514 

SOURCE: County Budget and Audit Reports on file with the Division of Local Finance. 

* Includes costs for District Courts and Juvenile & Domestic Relations Courts 

** Included in cost of County Courts and Law Division, Superior Court 

Law 
Library Total 

$ $ 1,080,809 
20,973 5,555,932 

853 1,570,216 
4,171,467 

688,999 
2,164 771,420 

31,857 11,546,097 
1,011,278 

8,243 4,758,800 
406,293 

2,350,577 
19,740 5,135,865 

2,281,854 
6,233 1,673,849 

1,602,508 
17,924 4,793,624 

429,009 
1,608,809 

524,.032 
3,008 5,319,932 

984 539,687 
$111 2979 $57 z821 2057 

$121 2617 .. $53 2°37 2160 
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CD FISCAL TABLE F 

Analysis of Expenditures by the Counties 
for Other Than Salaries 

1976 

County Courts Juvenile & 
and Law Div., District Dom. ReI. Jury Probation Law 

.90unty Superior Ct. Courts Courts Comm'rs. Surrogate Dept • Library Total 

Atlantic $ 201,504 $ 9,916 $ $ 4,425 $ 9,184 $ 35,506 $ $ 260,535 
Bergen 159,624 57,591 11,593 252,936 25,695 81,547 12,673 601,659 
Burlington 48,134 12,343 84,965 21,048 57,206 4,812 228,508 
Camden 146,730 15,202 19,125 208,218 9,917 188,826 10,000 598,018 
Cape May 53,339 1,783 4,368 468 5,110 57,318 3,977 126,363 
Cumberland 50,543 5,187 54,175 8,401 62,609 8,628 189,543 
Essex 523,347 19,770 37,138 95,214 19,797 330,603 29,953 1,055,822 
Gloucester 29,446 6,848 66,677 7,094 53,264 5,357 168,686 
Hudson 133,760 19,410 10,748 311,480 14,157 /j·9,773 11,075 550,403 
Hunterdon 24,492 3,037 23,877 5,817 21,162 10,947 89,332 
Mercer 147,974 4,013 158,190 4,134 54,028 14,109 382,448 
Middlesex 197,436 18,816 4,167 217,973 8,669 165,008 17,336 629,405 
Monmouth 282,810 30,002 5,743 1,972 11,298 76,142 9,843 417,810 
Morris 84,383 10,107 1,860 103,806 16,013 85,743 10,696 312,608 
Ocean 127,761 8,887 115,920 10,154 108,775 6,186 377 ,683 
Passaic 180,408 13,147 8,685 341,531 8,122 123,513 38,507 713,913 
Salem 30,738 2,100 47,260 1,539 4,334 15,953 10,407 112,331 
Somerset 51,472 5,431 82,162 8,882 82,421 14,.575 244,943 
Sussex 46,166 2,298 1,287 31,820 8,372 28,237 4,961 123,141 
Union 430,361 33,096 2.9,050 16,997 137,669 2,009 649,182 
Warren 29 2519 4 2341 3 2233 5 2315 23,936 72221 73,565 
TOTAL $2z979z94~ $283 2325 $181 2024 $2 z160 2581 $228 2 510 $1 2839 z239 $233,272 $7,905,898 
TOTAL 1 

YEAR AGO $2,684 , Olf5 $230,119 ~11,946 $2,299.836 $206.5" $1,451,976 $226,052 $7,310 z555 

SOURCE: County Budget and audit reports on file with the Division of Local Finance. 





FISCAL TABLE G 
Summary of Revenues to the Counties 

from The Judiciary 
1976 

County District Probation 
County Court Court Surrogate Dept. Total 

Atlantic $ 364,043 $ 60,895 $ 94,557 $ 65,925 $ 585,420 

Bergen 162,842 243,843 244,981 122 1 819 774,485 

Burlington 669,001 70~917 56,432 144:,183 940,533 

Camden 122,894 157 1 607 81,020 91,080 452,601 

Cape May 341,474 15,035 34,71'9 39,902 431,130 

Cumberland 178,545 36,563 33,086 99,631 347,825 

Essex 212,334 520,350 285,853 281,898 1,300,435 

Gloucester 380,266 44,953 34,425 40,359 .\ 500,003 

Hudson 97,230 236,782 99,949 122,592 556,553 

Hunterdon 129,463 13,999 22,170 19,195 184,827 

Mercer 473,413 103,070 95,680 91,728 763,891 

Middlesex 812,526 179,713 99,780 83,334 1,175,353 

Monmouth 9!l8,378 137,387 139,9111. 149,649 1,405,325 

Morris 922,550 88,555 94,792 62,649 1,168,546 

Ocean 908,056 81,174 84,166 34,835 1,108,231 

Passaic 105,316 169,583 100,661 64,236 439,796 

Salem 86,752 32,605 20,234 80,517 220,108 

Somerset 399,830 47,752 76,414 18,612 542,608 

Sussex 296,659 26,216 23,737 42,343 388,955 

Union 87,529 168,035 132,729 248,011 636,304 

Warren 169 2127 49,567 19,195 15,020 252,909 

TOTAL $7!898 2228 ~2z4842601 $1 1874 2491 ~129182518 $14 2175,838 

TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO $6,938,711 $2,497,238 §b961,133 $1,744,036 $13,141,118 

SOURCE: County Budget and audit reports on file with the Division of Local Finance. 
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FISCAL TABLE H 

Summary of Expenditures by the Municipalities 
for the Municipal Courts 

1976 

Salaries of Other Other 
County -2.udges Salarie..§. Expensef!. Total 

Atlantic $ 124,630 $ 398,613 $ 120,037 $ 643,280 

Bergen 344,233 1,064,154 241,579 1,649,966 

Burlington 168,973 407,526 123.,327 699,826 

Camden 177,669 748,441 137,580 1,063,690 

Cape May 108,156 161,477 60,211 329 j 844 

Cumberland 68,596 136,273 56,748 261,617 

Essex 444,352 1,452,442 213,356 2,110,150 

Gloucester 107,706 283,734 85,700 477,140 

Hudson 191,638 949,857 148,947 1,290,442 

Hunterdon 46,407 94,414 44,079 184,900 

Mercer 106,865 452,147 64,026 623,038 

Middlesex 211,598 763,886 111,089 1,086,573 

Monmouth 311,681 705,193~ 198,255 1,215,129 
1; , 

Morris 199,557 471,483 ~ 96,536 767,576 
, 

Ocean 159,798 524,9911' 150,137 834,926 
I 

: 

Passaic 156,950 488,33S 76,207 721,495 

Salem 36,758 75,842 30,956 143,556 

Somerset 112,934 240,866 80,362 434,162 

Sussex 84,630 135,898 56,888 277 ,416 

Union 189,944 569,360 109,323 868,627 

Warren 62,005 91,661 43 2°82 196 2748 

TOTAL 23,415,080 ~10z2161596 $2,248 z425 :£15 z880 z101 

TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO $3 zl05 1535 2 8z727 z674 $1 2927 1038 $13 1760 2247 

0-10 



County 

Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cape May 

Cumberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 

Monmouth 

Morris 

Ocean 

i?assaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 1 
YEAR AGO 

FISCAL TABLE I 

Summary of Fines, Court Costs and Forfeitures 
of Bail Assessed by the Municipal Courts and 

County District Courts Exercising Concurrent Jurisdiction 
Court Year Ending August 31, 1977 

MuniciEal Courts District Courts Total 

$ 1,609,532 $ 1,030 $ 1,610,562 

3,031,907 518,109 3,550,016 

2,678,642 2,678,642 

2,499,952 2,499,952 

1,212,671 1,212,671 

882,191 882,191 

6,380,544 6,380,544 

958,140 958,140 

3,891,257 381,546 4,272,803 

458,717 458,717 

2,382,247 2,382,247 

3,112,187 3,112,187 

2,826,100 2,826,100 

1,970,616 1,970,616 

1,976,518 22,285 1,998,803 

2,263,416 2,263,416 

654,256 654,256 

1,024,991 1,024,991 

518,972 3,220 522,192 

2,524,255 2,524,255 

460,768 111,911 572,679 

$43,317,879 $1,038,101 $44,355,980 

$41,185,494 $1,045,544 $42,231,038 
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PROBATION SERVICES 

The court year ending August 31, 1977 has been 

an especially active one for probation services. Personnel 

changes, workload variations, special program development, 

training and federal programmatic input have resulted in 

dynamic and planned changes{for the twenty-one county pro

bation departments and the probation services staff of 

the Administrative Office of the Courts. Many of these 

chang~s are presented in the following narrative section 

and subsequent data tables. The core of the probation data 

capture and utilization mechanisms remains the Probation 

Personnel Inventory and the Probation Monthly Statistical 

Summary Reporting System. Both of these systems have under

gone substantive expansion during the past year to maintain 

and increase their usefulness, as the probation services 

area continues to expa.nd the level and variety of services 

available to the judiciary and the public. 

The 1976-1977 annual ~eport on probation services 

presents twenty-three statistical pages, personnel data on 

three A tables, work volume data on investigations in Table 

B-l. The work volume data on probation supervision has been 

divided into two tables, adult (B-2) and juvenile (B-3). 

Probation transfers are listed in Table B-4 and probation 

terminations by rett.50n comprise Table B- 5. "Supervised 

Collections" are delineated in Table B-6. Fiscal data are 

reported in "Appropriations" (C-l) and "Monies Collected" 

(C-2), as well as Table C-3 which presents federally funded 

P-l 
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probation projects that operated in the county probation 

departments. 

Volunteers in Probation information on activities 

and assignments are incorporated in Tables D-l and D-2. 

Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court Intake Service pro

gram data are reported in Table D-3, and work volume data 

for the juvenile and domestic relations components are 

included in Tables D-4 and D-S respectively. Pretrial 

Intervention data are reported in "Programs" (D-6), "Appli

cations" (D-7), "Enrollments" (D~8) and "Budgets" CD-g). 

Probation Training data on Administrative Office 

of the Courts activity is described in Table B-1. County

level probation training programs are presented for the 

first time in Table B-2. 

Personnel 

During the court year ending August 31, 1977 the 

twenty-one county probation departments expanded their 

probation officer st~ifs, including all ranks, to a total 

of 1,109 positions. The additional 80 posit~ons represent 

an increase of 7.8% over the previous court year when 1,029 

officers were employed. This 7.8% growth in the past year 

is below the average annual increase of 9% in t.he last 

decade, but substantially greater than last year's increase 

of 4.6%. For the purposes of the annual report persons on 

leave do not appear in the tabulation of departmental per- '. 

sonnel. 



Field positions,'comprised of probation officer 

and senior probation officer, increased by sixty-eight 

(8%) and represent 83% of the total officer staff. The 

other twelve new positions were in supervisory personnel 

(10) and administrative personnel (2) whith now represent 

17% of the total officer staff. 

Increases in five counties: Burlington (14 

positions), Camden (10 positions), Mercer (7 positions), 

Monmouth (13 positions), and Morris (6 positions), ac

count for 63% of the probation officer expansion. 

There was an increase of 89 Investigator posi

tions during the court year, bringing the total to 346. 

The addition of these positions reflects a 35% increase 

in a position which provides supportive services to regular 

probation officer staff and other services vital to the 

department (see especially section on child support en

forcement). All counties now utilize the Investigator 

position for supportive services. 

Accounting, technical and clerical personnel 

totaled 757 at the close of the court year, reflecting 

a 16% increase. Other professional positions were 

increased by eleven and part-time employees increased from 

thirty-eight to forty-one positions at the close of the 

court year. 
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Work Volume 

Data related to the volume of work are presented 

in six B tables and provide statistics on investigations, 

probation supervision~ probationers transferred and ter-mi

nated and supervised collections. POI' the 1970-1977 court 

year, "persons" remain the unit of count. The implementa

tion of this change occurred in court year 1973-1974, 

thereby not permitting longitudinal workload analyses. 

During the court year a total of 21,083 adult 

presentence investigations were conducted, 82% utilizing 

the long form and 18% employing t~e short f~rm. This figure 

represents a 4% decrease over investigat.ions completed in 

the previous court year. Generally, the long form is used 

in criminal investigations for the County and Superior 

Courts and the concise short form for disorderly persons 

and criminal cases in the Municipal Courts. Exceptions are 

made at the discretion of the judge. 

Juvenile predisposition reports totaled 7,361 for 

the court year. This figure represents a slight increase 

of 1.3% over last year's total of 7,270. 

Chancery Custody investigations for the court year 

totaled 1,559, a 22% increase from the previous year, and 

Domestic Relations investigations numbered 7,720, an increase 

of 11%. Bail/ROR investigations of 21,083 reflect a 5%· rise 

over la..st year, Grand Jury investigatj,ons incr~ased by. 26% 

and Work Release investigations decreased from 241 to 40, 



representing an 83% decrease. Interstate Compact investi

gations, conducted at the request of other states, totaled 

620, an increase of 33% from the last court year. The 

category Other includes all split investigations (custody, 

out-of-county, and out-of-state) and also investigations 

relating to underage marriage, consent or informal adjust

ment, financial, clemency, juve~ile detention, public 

defender applications as well as any additional investi

gations that do not easily fit-in the classification schema. 

In the-1976-l977 court year these investigations totaled 

13,966, an increase of 5% over the 1975-1976 court year. 

The number of persons on probation supervision at 

the close of the court year totaled 42,427. This figure 

includes 31,784 adults and 10,643 juveniles. In addition 9 

parolees from the Essex County Correctional Center were 

supervised through the Essex County Probation Department 

as of August 31, 1977. The majority of adults on probation 

supervision, 59%, was processed through County and Superior 

Courts; 28% were processed through Municipal Courts; and 13% 

were placed on probation through the Juvenile and Domestic 

Relations Courts. 

Juveniles reported in Table B-3 are classified as 

Delinquents and JINS. Legislation that became effective 

March 1, 1974 established the Juvenile In Need of Supervi

sion (JINS) classification as -contrasted to the delinquent 

status. A JINS offense is one which is related to juvenile 

status and includes such offenses as incorrigibility, running 
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away, truancy, etc. Of the 10,643 juveniles under sup~r

vision at the end of the court year, 1,533 Or 14% were 

JINS. 

The total number of probationers transferred to 

another county or state for supervision during the 1976-

1977 court year (Table B-4) was 3,935. Of this number 89% 

were adults and 11% juveniles. Persons terminating pr?ba

tion status during the court year (Table B-S) totaled 

25,905--66% adults and 34% juveniles. This total figure 

is equivalent to 61% of the total number of persons under 

supervision at the close of the court year suggesting a 

complete turnover in probation caseloads in approximately 

a year and a half. Probationers completing their term 

represented 75% of all terminations. The remaining 25% 

were subject to an alteration in their probation status 

as a result of a violation of probation conditions, a new 

offense, death, absconding or other reasons. 

Persons under an order of the court to pay sup

port, alimony, court costs, fines or restitutions are 

represented in Table B-6. A total of 103,175 individuals 

were under such court orders at the close of the court 

year. On the Superior Court level, Chancery Division, 

37,215 persons were ordered to pay support and alimony 

through the probation department. Individuals who were 

processed through the Juvenile and Domestic Relations 

Court represent 59% (60,672) of all persons making payment 

through county probation departments at the termination of 



the court year and 5% (5,288) of those individuals ordered 

to mike payments include Municipal Court pay-thru cases 

and those paying fines, restitutions or court costs. 

Salaries and Expenses 

Total appropriations for prcbation services by 

the counties amounted to $27,367,987 in calendar year 1977. 

This represents a 16% increase from the county appropria

tions of calendar year 1976, with salaries and wages 

accounting for nearly 91% of the total. Materials, 

supplies and other services represent the remaining 9% 

of the total appropriations. 

In the past five years the cost of operating 

probation services has increased by more than 75%'. This 

reflects rising salaries, costs of materials and programs, 

~s well as additional personnel for the expansion of the 

service, 

Programs operating through county probation de

partments and funded by the State Law Enforcement Planning 

Agency have combined budgets totaling $1,211,953 with 92% of 

this figure representing salaries and wages. This 1977 fig

ure represents a 20% decrease from the 1976 figure of 

$1,507,022 and includes 12 counties, with 9 county probation 

departments having received no grants through the State Law 

Enforcement Planning Agency. (Note: Since the reported 

figures represent 1977 allocations they cannot necessarily 

be compared with the figures reported in Table C-3 because 

of the different time frames involved). 

,'I 
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Support and Other Collections 

Moriies collected and disbursed by the county 

probation departments increased 12.6% over the previous 

court year and amounted to $87,938,119. Support and 

alimony payments account for nearly 97% of all collections 

and the remainder includes court costs, fines and resti

tution. 

The monies collected for support and alimony 

($85,129,669) were ordered by the courts to be collected 

and disbursed by the probation departments since alterna

tive methods of family support have failed. Fulfilling 

one of its functions as the enforcement arm of the court, 

probation depa.rtments collected these monies and disbursed 

them to families and frequently to welfare departments as 

reimbursement on welfare payments. The $85,129,669 total 

suggests the immense social contribution that the courts 

and probation have provided for the welfare of many 

New Jersey families. It also signifies savings to the 

taxpayer by way of deferred public support. 

Special!zed Probation Project~ 

Probation projects funded by the State Law 

Enforcement Planning Agency for all or part of the 1976-

1977 court year are presented on Table C-3. The total 

expenditure on these programs amounted to $1,484,476 

a 4.1% increase over the prior court year. These new 

approaches to providing services to probationers and the 

court include juvenile programs, volunteers, intake, 



pretrial intervention and family counseling. 

This listing of innovative approaches within 

probation indicates the effort being made in the New 

Jersey probation system to provide better service. Some 

of these projects, along with others that have received 

federal funds for their initial years, have demonstrated 

success and are now funded as a part of regular county 

appropriations. 

CONSOLIDATED PRETRIAL SERVICES 

Volunteers In Probation 

The position of Coordinator of Volunteer Services 

continued during the 1976-1977 court year with funding 

from the State Law Enforcement Planning Agency. The Coor-

dinator's functions include: 

1. Coordination and monitoring the work of existing county 

volunteer probation programs; 

2. Surveying and data collection concerning the existing 

county volunteer pr~grams; 

3. Providing consultation services and assistance in the 

development of new volunteer programs; 

4. Developing standards and criteria for the use of volun-

teers in the court probation system; 

S. Promoting the use of volunteers throughout the criminal 

justice system; and, 

6. Developing written materials including handbooks for 

dissemination throughout the court probation system. 
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The Coordinator of Volunteer Services reports to 

the Chief, Pretrial Services, wi thin the Administrative 

Office of the Courts. 

Currently, there are 18 projects in operation. 

Hunterdon, Sussex and Warren Counties do not have volunteer 

projects. The 18 projects are outlined in Table D-l. 

The immediate practical goal of the volunteer 

program is to secure willing and fit citizens from the 

community to aid and supplement the work of the professional 

probation officer. A further goal is to increase rehabili

tation services to probationers without a corresponding 

increase in the expenditure of money by either the probation 

departments or the counties. 

One-to-one supervision and counseling of the 

juvenile and adult offender is the most frequent service 

provided by the volunteers. Volunteers may also provide 

other services, such as tutoring, parent counseling, job 

development, recreation and transportation aides, testing 

and services as trainers or clerical/office workers. In 

addition to providing these services to probation services, 

volunteers may be assigned to juvenile intake or adult 

pretrial programs for the delivery of the same services. 

To assist municipal courts and county probation 

departments in fulfilling their responsibilities when 

dealing with the Alcohol Treatment and Rehabilitation Act, 

a model program using volunteers has been developed. 



Volunteers will monitor and he a friend and/or 

sponsor to a defendant who, after committing a disorderly 

person or municipal offense whil~ intoxicated and appearing 

before a Municipal Court Judge, agrees to go for a medical 

exam or treatment for alcoholism. In several cQunties the 

designated probation alcohol contact .person is the Volunteer 

Program Director. 

Each county volunteer program recruits, screens, 

trains and supervises its volunteers. Volunteers are 

recruited through word of mouth; media coverage, including 

public service announcements and newspaper stories; public 

speaking engagements; and, distribution of flyers. A hand-

book entitled Effective Public Relations for Successful 

Recruitment of Prospective Volunteers in Probation was 

developed by the CoordinatoT of Volunteer Services to 

assist the county programs in this area. 

Volunteers are expected to make one year commit-

ments to the program. Prospective volunteers are screened 

prior to acceptance into the program and are required to 

attend pre-service orientation courses and in-service meet-

ings. Volunteers supervising offenders are required to 

meet weekly with the offenders, regularly contact the vol-

unteer supervisor, and submit monthly reports on the status 

and progress of the offender. 

Volunteers in probation amplify rather than replace· 
.-

the service of probation officers. The volunteer with a 

caseload of one can spend a great deal more time with the 
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offender than the probation officer with a large caseload. 

Services are humanized as the offender is treated as an 

individual rather than being lost in a large case10ad. At 

the same time the probation staff is freed to spend time 

with the offenders needing the most intensive supervision 

and services. Citizen invo1vem8n~ also makes the community 

aware of the problems and challenges facing the courts and 

probation today. 

Guidelines for Establishing and Operating Volunteer 

Probation Programs were approved by the Supreme Court on 

March 16, 1976. The Guidelines offer a general framework 

1..;1 thi nwhich volunteer, programs can be initiated or expanded. 

They relate to various program phases, organization, admin

istration recruitment, screening, training and assignment 

supervision. 

The Coordinator of Volunteer Services developed 

a comprehensive manual entitled A Guide for the Development 

and Management of a Volunteer Probation Program. The manual 

deals wi th all facets of program development and management 

from inltial support to evaluation. 

The Coordinator developed an eight day course, 

rraining for Trainers of Volunteers, with two consultant! 

trainers for the course. Held in the fall of 1976, feed

back from the participants was excellent. The Coordinator 

plans to develop a manual for trainers during the next 

court year as well as continue the Training for Trainers 

course. 



Planning for the three regional volunteer training 

seminars was the major responsibility of the Coordinator 

between January and April, 1977. Although the county volun

teer directors and the staff assisted in site and pre

registrat,on, paperwork and general overall planning was 

done at the Administrative Office of the Courts. The 560 

volunteers and professional staff who attended the seminars 

were very impressed with the trainers (who were all volunteers 

for the day themselves) and the overall organization of the 

seminars. 

The Coordinator plans to'develop a "How To Do It" 

manual for future seminar planning as a result of the work 

and results of these seminars. 

During the next court year the cOordinator of 

Volunteer Services will conti~ue to assist counties in the 

planning and implementation of new programs and will con

tinue to coordinate the existing programs, providing 

technical assistance for the improvement and expansion of 

volunteer programs. 

Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court Intake Services 

Statewide development of juvenile and domestic 

relations court intake services continued during the 1976-

1977 court term, as the number of operational intake 

services increased from 12 to 16. Those counties with 

an intake service as of September, 1976--Atlantic, Bergen, 

Burlington, Camden, Essex, Hudson, Mercer, Middlesex, 
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Morris, Ocean, Passaic and Somerset--were joined by the 

counties of Cape May, Gloucester, Monmouth and Union 

during the 1976-1977 term. 

A significant event in the statewide development 

of intake services in New Jersey was Supreme Court approval 

of the Operations and Procedures Manual for Juvenile and 

Domestic Relations Court Intake Services on June 23, 1977. 

The Manual, which has an effective date of September, 1978, ---,-
governs intake service operations and procedures and requires 

that each county establish an intake service which will 

operate in compliance with its provisions by that date. The 

Manual sanctions the intake service concept by taking cogni-

zance of the fact that "the uniform and orderly development 

of juvenile and domestic relations court intake services ... 

will assist the Supreme Court inc the development of a family 

court, as a component of a unified and state-funded judicial 

system." 

Statewide intake service development was further 

aided by tvvo initial training activities for intake service 

personnel. One such activity was a residential seminar in 

family crisis intervention counseling held June 13-17, 1977, 

and attended by intake coordinators or intake personnel from 

Atlantic, Bergen, Camden, Gloucester, Hudson, Mercer, Middle-

sex, Monmouth, Ocean, Passal.c and Union counties. The second 

activity involved three one-day training sessions in intake 

procedures held June 9, 23, and 30, 1977, which were attended 

by intake personnel from Atlantic, Bergen, Burlington, Cape 



May, Essex, Gloucester, Hudson, Mercer, Middlesex, Monmouth, 

Salem, Somerset and Union counties. 

The intake services, which.are staffed by trained ., 

probation officers and persons with particular expertise 

and/or experience from without the probation service, serve 

as an arm of the several juvenile and domestic relations 

courts and act on their behalf. These services are respon-

sible for monitoring admissions of juveniles to detention 

and shelter care facilities on a 24 hour-a-day, 7 day-a"week 

basis; screening of complaints filed w1th the juvenile and 

domestic relations courts; recommending the court calendar 

(counsel mandatory, counsel not mandatory) for those cases 

which are not diverted, transferred to another county or in 

which juvenile court jurisdiction is waiveclj diverting cases 

through intake conferences or to juvenile conference committees 

and holding consent conferences in domestic relations cases. 

Although intake services provide administrative 

assistance to the juvenile and domestic relations courts, 

they are designed to divert from the juvenile court first 

and minor offenders who do not require a court hearing of 

their cases but who may be in need of professional social 

services available in the community. Additionally. their 

monitoring of admissions to detention and shelter care 

facilities insures that such admissions are made pursuant 

to the Rules of Court and applicable statutory provisions. 

A complaint that comes to the attention of the 

juvenile and domestic relations court is screened by the 
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intake service, which determines whether the offense 

alleged is serious enough to warrant a court hearing. 

This screening process requires the examination of 

existing court and probation records, as well as a dis

cussion of the situation with the arresting officer or 

complaining witness. Subsequent to tbe screening process 

first and minor offenders who have allegations of delin

quency made against them may be diverted from court and 

referred to a juvenile confer"ence committee (consisting 

of repres~ntatives of various community groups appointed 

by the court to serve as an arm of the court in hearing 

juvenile cases); while juveniles alleged to be in need 

of supervision may be diverted through an intake confeT-

ence, an informal session conducted by intake service 

staff and designed to counsel the juvenile and to dlrect 

the juvenile and his family to the appropriate service 

agency in the community. Most juveniles alleged to have 

committed a second minor offense are diverted from court 

through the intake conference procedure. 

Six of the 16 counties with an intake service 

provide both juvenile and domestic relations intake. 

The Manual requires the provision of domestic relations 

intake so that all domestic relations complaints will be 

scheduled ~ .. o:r~ consent conferences subsequent to screening 

by th~ intake ':.service. These conferences, conducted by 

intake serv~ce staff, are designed to resolve domestic 

relations d:Lsputes informally, without a court hearing. 



Where no resolution can be effected, the confeJ:'efie,~s assist 

the court in determining the support payment$ required and 

servi~e agency referrals, where appropriate. 

These diversion alternatives enable first and 

minor offenders to avoid a court appearance and possible 

adjudication and provide juvenile and domestic relations 
\ . ., 

court judges \.,tj';th n\ore courtroom time to heal" cases involv-
" 

ing serious o~fenders, disputed or involved fact patterns 

or serious psychological and emotional problems. Both 

these diversion alternatives and the availability of more 

courtroom time are the result of the several intake services' 

common goals: Diversion from the juvenile and. domestic 

relations court; reduction in court backlog and the length 

of time between receipt of a complaint and disposition 

thereof; reduction o± juvenile recidivism and the prevention 

of future anti-social conduct; and objectives designed to 

attain those goals: Diversion of cases through intake 

conferences and to juvenile conference committees; assisting 

in the'3upervision and coordination of the committees; mon

itoring of admissions to detention and shelter care facilities; 

follow-up of cases referred to social service, youth and family 

serving agencies and developing better referral mechanisms 

between the juvenile and domestic relations court and those 

agencies. 

Several county juveni~e and domestic relations 

courts and probation departments continued to experience 

in 1976-1977 the positive effects of an operational intake 
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service that were evidenced initially in 1975-1976. 

Atlantic County has had a 20 percent reduction 

in cases scheduled for the counsel not mandatory calendar, 

with that calendar now scheduled bi-monthly rather than 

weekly as ~t was prior to the implementation of the Atlantic 

Cotihty Intake Service. Bergen County has had a reduction 

offrom 14 days to 10 days between the time a juvenile is 

taken into custody and a court hearing is ,held. Hudson 

County has had a decrease in the number of cases scheduled 

for the counsel not mandatory calendar and a corresponding 

decrease in the numbf~r of counsel not mandatory bench hours. 

Mercer County has had a 33 percent reductI0n in the court's 

workload. Finally, Monmouth County has had a 16 percent 

reduction in the juvenile and domestic relations court 

backlog, as dh-ersion through the Monmouth County Intake 

Service has made more court time available for the hearing 

of cases already scheduled for court. 

The Essex County Probation Department has contin

ued to experience a reduction in juvenile probation case

loads. Probation departments in the counties of Mercer, 

Middlesex, Monmouth, Morris and Passaic experienced similar 

reductions. Furthermore, the Gloucester County Probation 

Department has been able to reduce from four to three the 

number of probation officers assigned to the supervision 

of juvenile caseloads. 

The several intake services have affected posi

tively other components of the juvenile justice system and 



agencies within ~hose components. Additional character-

istics and effects of each intake service are further set 

forth and described ln the brief narratives and in 

Tables D-3, D-4 and D-S. 

Atlantic County: Has established clerk functions 

within the juvenile and domestic relatioris court, has had 

signiticant success at insuring that admissions to the 

detention and shelter care facilities are consistent with 

the Rules of Court an.d appropriate statute, has increased 

the number of and referrals to juvenile conference committees, 

especially in Atlantic City, and utilizes the county-wide 

Youth Service Bureau as a major referral resource. 

Bergen County: Has increased the number of opera

tional juvenile conference committees from 8 to 64, with 

some committees operating on a regional basis, so that more 

than 90 percent of Bergen County municipalities ·fa1l within 

the expanded juvenile conference committee network. Intake 

statistics indicate that less than 10 percent of those 
J 

juveniles who are diverted initially have subsequent contact 

with the court. 

Burlington County: Has experienced an increase 

in the number of complaints disposed of by court hearings 

or through diverslon from court, fNen though the number of 

court days scheduled for juvenile matters has decreased. 

Camden County: Has established a ±amily intake 

unit, which provides both juvenile .and domestic relations 
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intake and lncludes two family speclalists who provide 

crisis intervention and short-term family counseling to 

juveniles and/or families referred from detention/shelter 

care facilities, intake conferences and domestic relations 

consent conferences. An investigator assigned from the 

Camden County Prosecutor's Office assists the intake unit 

as a liaison with police departments and in complaint 

screening. Intake staff has received training in family 

counseling. 

Cape May: established in May, 1977. Utilizes 

intake conferences rather than juvenile referees in di-

verting cases from court. Plans to establish juvenile 

conference committees. 

Essex County: Provides both juvenile and domestic 

relations intake and has the capability to accomodate 1,000 

cases involving juveniles and families seeking problem 

resolution, where no complaint is made. Less than 30 per-

cent of those juveniles initially diverted have subsequent 

court contact. Intake staff has had training in family 

crisis intervention counseling. 

Gloucester County: Established in ApTil, 1977. 

Has diverted more than 35 percent of complaints filed through 

intake conferences or by r~ferral to juvenile conference 

committees. Has had significant success at insuring that 

admissions to detention/shelter care facilities are consis-

tent with Rules of Court and appropriate statutes. 



Hudson County: Provides' both juvenile and 

domestic relations intake. Less than 10 percent of those 

juveniles diverted through intake conferences or by 

referral to conference committees have subsequent court 

contact. Utilizes the North Hudson Youth Service Bureau 

as a major referral resource. 

Mercer County: Established in 1974 as a juvenile 

conference committee improvement project, later expanded 

into a· fully operational intake service. Cases diverted 

primarily through 1ntake conferences. I. 

Middlesex County: Provides juvenile intake with 

probation department ~taff holding domestic relations 

consent conferences. Has a court liaison function J whereby 

it assists the court in detention/shelter and preliminary 

hearings. Cases diverted primarily by referral to juvenile 

conference committees. 

Monmouth County: Established in November, 1976. 

Has diverted approximately 40 percent of complaints filed 

since that time through intake conferences or by referral 

to juvenile conference committees. Utilizes Children's 

Psychiatric Center and Monmouth Family Center as referral 

resources. 

Morris County: Established in January, 1972. 

Provides both juvenile and domestic relations intake and 

since March, 1974 has had the.capabi1ity for the diversion 

of disorderly persons complaints involving on.a .:member of a 
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family group (husband, wife, minor children) as the com

plainant and another as the defendant. Diverts approxi

mately 70 percent of both juvenile and domestic relations 

matters and has enabled the juvenile and domestic relations 

court to become a de facto family CDurt. 

Ocean County: Established a fully functioning . 

intake service in June, 1977 subsequent to establishing a 

pilot intake service designed to divert juveniles in need 

of supe:rvision in March, 1976. Both juveniles alleged to 

be delinquent and those who evidence a need for supervision, 

if they are first or minor offenders, are diverted from 

court through intake conferences or by referral to juvenile 

conference committees. 

Passaic County: Has experienced substantial 

success in diverting juveniles through intake conferences 

or by referral to juvenile conference committees. Less 

than 10 percent of those juveniles initially diverted ha'\J:~ 

had subsequent concact with the court. 

Somerset County: Has been operational for more 

than 20 years. Provides both juvenile and domestic rela

tions intake. 

Union County: Established in January, 1977. Has 

diverted more than 55 percent of complaints screened since 

tha.t time through in take conferences or by referral to 

juvenile conference committees. Utilizes the county-wide 

Youth Service Bureau as its major referral resource. 



Pretrial Intervention 

Pretrial intervention, as a current criminal

justice reform, is intended to remove selected defendants 

from the traditional methods of prosecution and simul

taneously reduce the congestion and delay .existing in 

criminal courts. Such programs are directed toward those 

individuals arrested and charged who, with the assistance 

of short-term rehabilitative skills and services, appear 

willing and able to remain uninvolved in future criminal 

activities. Pretrial intervention is also geared toward 

those individuals who may be harmed by the criminal sanc

tions imposed and for whom such an alternative can serve 

as an adequate deterrence to future criminal conduct. 

During the 1976-1977 court year, the Pretrial 

Services Section has continued to focus on the d~3velopment 

of pretrial intervention programs in all counties in New 

Jersey, while continuing to work with existing programs 

toward a unified pretrial system. Under the auspices of the 

Chief, Pretrial Services, and the Coordinator, Pretrial 

Intervention, this unit has been continued with funding 

from the State Law Enforcement Planning Agency. At the 

close of the 1975-1976 court year, there were county-based 

pretrial intervention programs in 11 counties, along with 

2 municipally run diversion programs. 

The number of county pretrial intervention pro

grams approved by the Supreme Court has now reached 19,

with only Sussex and Warren lacking involvement in PTI. 
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In December 1976, the Burlington-Ocean vicinage received 

Supreme Court approval for programs in both counties. 

Both programs are run out of the county probation department, 

although the Burlington program is jointly administered 

through the Trial Court Administrator. In January 1977, 

the three southern counties of Cape May, Cumberland and 

Salem began operation of pretrial intervention programs 

(approval had been received in January 1976 foT. the entire 

Atlantic Vicinage but only Atlantic had started at that 

time). Although three of these programs are located with-
I 

in co/tmty probation departments, all PTI activities in 

the Atlantic Vicinage are under the supervision of the 
'I '/ 

Atlantic Vicinage Tr'lal Court Administrator. The Somerset 
,f ' 

County PTI Program received Supreme Court approval in 

December 1976, and began operation under the auspices of 
-:{ 

the Somerset County Probation Department. In January 1977, 

,tf1e Hunterdon County program received operational approval. 

This program is supervised by the Mercer Vicinage Trial 

Court Administrator, with a Vicinage Coordinator super-

vising both the Mercer and Bunterdon programs. The Monmouth 

County PTI program received approval for operation in July 

1977, and is expected to be operational in the fall of 

1977. All of,the programs receiving approval and becoming 

operational during the past court year have been limited 

to handling only indictable cases. A current listing of 

all PTI programs in New .Tersey· is contained within this 

report. 



The Proposal for Sta:tewide Implementation of a 

Uniform Program of Pretrial Intervention under New Jersey 

Court Rule 3: 28 (hereinafter referred to as the PTI Plan) l' 

postulates five basic goals around which all activity 

within the Pretrial Services Section is focused. 

1. Supervise the development of programs in accordance 

wi.th ~ew Jersey Supreme Court policy as shown in the 

PTI Plan; 

2. Ensure uniformity of criminal justice and participant 

processing procedures; 

3. Ensure uniformity and consistency of data collection 

and individual and overall comparative program moni

toring and ,evaluation; 

4. Continue procedural experimentation and development 

in pretrial intervention; and, 

5. Promote uniformity of personnel practices and sa.laries. 

The activities of the Pretrial Services Secti~n 

have been directly oriented toward the above-listed goals. 

All new program proposals and grant applications for PTI 

programs are carefully screened by this office to ensure 

the maintenance of a consistent approach to PTJ across the 

State. Both newly created and ongoing programs are moni

tored throughout the year in operationa.l and programmatic 

aspects to e.nsure as much uniformity as possible. 

Coninued assistance 'has been provided by this 

office concerning the problems and'program changes occun,-ing 

as a result of th~ Guidelines for Operation of Pretrial 
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Intervention .,.!n New Jersey, adopted by the Court in Sep'· 

tember 1976. We have also worked directly with programs 

encountering specific l6cal problems to assist them in 

working at problemmatic matters. Meetings are held regu

larly with the PTI program directors to continue the open 

communication system and to permit the Administrative Office 

of the Courts'staff greater knowledge of the programs' 

needs. Frequently, special meetings are arranged between 

PTI staff and local service delivery agents to facilitate 

effective communication and utilization of services. 

The Pretrial Servi~es Section collects and com

piles monthly statistical reports from all PTI programs. 

The information is utilized in determining staffing patterns, 

workloads, program output and budget allocations. In the 

same vein, all programs are visited on a regular basis to 

allow up-to-date monitoring of staff activities, client 

processing, service delivery, and conformity to the Pl'I 

Plan. There has been much time spent in evalua.ting the 

feasibility of utilizing county computer facilities for 

PTI tracking, statistics and evaluation projects. The 

current system in use in one county is being reviewed for 

widespread applicability with the necessary revisions that 

would need to be made. Such "computerizations" will be 

implemented in conjunction with the upcoming State Judicial 

• Information Systems and related PTI st.atistical programs. 

In addition to the aforementioned, many activities 

have been undertaken by the Chief, Pretrial Services, and 



the Coordinator, Pretrial Intervention, which are oriented 

toward the general enhancement of PTI in New Jersey~ With 

the existence of 19 approved PTI programs across the state, 

it was felt this year that training of program staff should 

become a priority. After much discussion and consideration, 

we designed two two-and-one-half-day conferences for all PTI 

staff, de?ignated judges and program directors. During these 

conferences, training sessions in counseling and communica

tion skills were offered as well as a special program for the 

directors and judges which focused on operational and legal 

matters. 

The Pretrial Services staff have also been quite 

involv'ed in the development of a system in New Jersey to 

implement the recently enacted Alcohol Treatment and Rehab

ilitation Act. Since many of the activities related to 

this Act are diversion oriented, certain program staff have 

been very active in planning and running training programs, 

developing manuals and establishing specific procedures to 

be utilized by court and probation personnel. 

The statistics available for this past court year 

indicate a great increase in activity in pretrial interven

tion throughout the state. This is due in part to the 

increase in the number of programs approved for operation, 

but is also related to the increasing reliance placed on 

the pretrial intervention programs. In 1975-1976 there 

were 5,972 applications to PTJ programs recorded, while 

in the 1976-1977 court year that number was 16,328, an 
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increase of 173 percent. Similarly, the number of enroll

ments in 1975-1976 was 2,502 while in 1976-1977 it was 

4,073, an increase of 62 percent. It is becoming more 

apparent that pretrial intervention is providing a viable 

alternative to traditional defendant prosecution for those 

individuals who fit into the three criteria outlined by the 

Supreme Co~rt in the aforementioned Guidelines: Amenability 

to correction; responsiveness to rehabilitation and the 

nature of the offense. 

PROBATION RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

During the 1976-1977 court year, Probation Re

search and Development maintained its emphasis on the 

administrative improvement of probation services throughout 

the state. The service continued providing direct staff 

assistance to the judiciary through information analysis 

and distribution, staffing pattern analysis, budgetary 

planning assistance, collective bargaining research and 

the provision of assistance in the development of probation 

department operational manuals. 

The Probation Administrative Management System, 

the information colle'ction and analysis component of Pro

bation Research and Development, continued its expansion 

of services to probation in the areas of volunteer activ

i ties, child support operations and training programs 

(at both the state and county levels). Plans for increased 

use of PAMS include providing for the incorporation of pre

trial intervention program, bail activity and intake service 



information. In 1977, Probation Research and Development 

began the compilation and distribution of PAMS monthly 

summaries to the 21 coun.ty probation departments. These 

summaries are designed to achieve greater levels of data 

utilization within the probation service by providing 

current information to probation administrators at the 

state and local levels on probation personnel, supervision 

and investigation workloads, volunteer and training program 

activity, and child support enforcement operations. County 

level feedback on this operation has been extremely positive 

and resulted in plans for increasing both the depth and 

breadth of information presented. 

During the court year, Probation Research and 

Development prepared and submitted a grant proposal to 

the State Law Enforcement Planning Agency to fund the 

activities of the Probation Administrative Management 

System and permit further development of the client-oriented 

information component--the Probation Management Information 

System. 

In response to requests from the judiciary and 

probation service, Probatiort Research and Development 

undertook the following specific activities during the 

court year: 

1. Continued development of a monthly reporting system 
to provide current information to the judiciary on 
probation practices; 

2. Provision of technical administrative assistance in 

the operation of probation departments; 

I, 
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3. Provision of administrative-oriented research on 

operational and policy issues; 

4. Research analysis and participation in probation 

collective bargaining procedures throughout the state; 

5. Analysis of workload staffing patterns and personnel 

distribution in selected probation departments; 

6. Development and distribution of a Uniform Reciprocal 

Enforcement of Support Act Directory; 

7. Development of a programmatic audit package to measure 

the degree of compliance of county probation department 

child support enforcement activities with promulgated 

rules, regulations and policies; 

8. Provision of assistance in upgrading child support 

procedures; and, 

9. Continued distribution of the Probation Practices 

Manual and maintenance of its updating system. 

Probation Research and Development will continue 

in the 1977-1978 court year to develop and expand model 

programs designed to improve the delivery of probation 

services to the judiciary, clients and the public. Efforts' 

will be maintained to provide comprehensive information to 

probation administrators at the county, state and affected 

federal levels, to ensure improved operational capabilities 

while assisting specific departments as the need arises. 



PROBATION TRAINING 

Probation Training provides a variety of on the 

job training courses to probation personnel throughout 

the state. During the court year ending August 31, 1977, 

a total of 256 staff members completed orientation courses 

for newly appointed probation officers and investigators. 

This figure includes 112 staff members trained in the 

Administrative Office of the Courts' approved county level 

programs and 70 investigators trained under the Child 

Support Enforcement Act (Title IV - D of thE;~ Social Security 

Act). 

During the year, the probation officers' orien-

tation course was revised and expanded to 12 full days 

with a greater emphasis placed on the enrolled officers' 

participation. Each officer is expected to make individual 

field trips to county institutions and to write evaluations 

of the role of those institutions in the criminal justice 

system. 

Probation Training cooperated with B.ergen, Camden, 

Essex and Middlesex Counties in conducting orientation pro

grams within their local probation departments. ,During the 

next court year, county administered orient(;ltion programs 

will be extended to three additional counties--Ocean, Passaic 

and Union. In addition, 82 officers have completed the 

advanced course in skills and ,methods; 34 officers completed 

the group counseling courses. Courses in budgeting and 

accounting procedures were offered to adm.inistrators and 
,: 
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supervisory personnel, with 30 supervisors and adminis

trators in attendance. The narrative report writing 

course was offered on a limited basis and seven officers 

completed the course during the court year. A presentence 

investigators' writing courie was offered with eight 

officers participating. A seminar in caseload management 

was offered wi th 13 officers partic~.pating. 

In cooperation with the Department of Health, 

Division of Alcoholic and Substance Abuse Prevention and. 

Education, Probation Training coordinated the participa

tion of 26 officers in various courses offered at the 

Division of Alcohol, Training and Education Center in 

Princeton. In addition, 40 probation officers completed 

courses in behavior modification self-control techniques 

at the Training and Education Center. In cooperation with 

the Division of Alcoholism, two courses were offered in 

counseling alcoholics on probation. Nineteen probation 

officers and 14 parole officers completed the courses. 

These courses were designed to meet a continuing need in 

dealing with alcoholics under the courts' supervision. 

In cooperation with the Volunteers in Probation program, 

Probation Training helped coordinate a course in Training 

the Trainer for Volunteer Directors--19 officers completed 

the course. Probation Training also cooperated in three 

regional training seminars for Volunteers in Probation; 

total attendance was over 450 volunteers. 

During the year, four new seminars were added 



to the list of courses offered by Probation Training. 

To meet the needs of the juve:nil~·' intake system, a COurse 

in prejudicial conference administration was developed 

with 18 officers completing the course. A course in 

Family Crisis Intervention was also developed with 17 

officers completing the course. A seminar in assertive

ness training with 32 officers; and, a seminar entitled 

Perspectus on Human Sexuality was developed--16 officers 

completed the course. 

In addition to courses conducted at the Proba

tion Training Center, Probation 'lrraining supervised staff 

participation. at several institutes, seminars and workshops 

including 13 officers at the Swruner School of Alcohol 

Studies at Rutgers University; 3 officers at the Training 

the Trainers course at Rutgers Graduate School of Social 

Work; and, 1 officer completed the Alcohol Counseling 

course at Johns Hopkins University. 

A comparison of the courses offered at the office 

of Probation Training for the last 5 years is found in 

Table E-l. All of the aforementioned in~service training 

courses presented were developed and conducted by Probation 

Training staff; the total cost of staff training was $52,000 

for the 1976-1977 court year. Thus, 625 participants 

completed various training courses at an average cost of 

$83.20. The Educational Scholarship fund which provided 

financial assistance for probation officers was not funded 

during this court year .. As of July 1, 1977, the funding 
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for the Probation Training Center was absorbed by the 

State of New Jersey. Additional federal funds are anti

cipated for the development of additional training courses 

and expansion of the present training program during the 

next court year. Specific emphasis will be placed on 

development of probation supervision training seminars. 

One of the most successful functions of the Pro

bation Training Center is the Advisory Committee on Proba

tion Training. During the last court year this committee 

has been expanded to include representation from all levels 

of the probation structure and from various areas of proba

tion services. The committee advises the Probation Training 

Center on the development of new training pTograms and acts 

as a communication link between the State center and the 

various county probation departments. 

Training At Local County Level 

During the last year the area of the largest 

growth in staff training has been the development of train

ing programs on the local county level. Several of the 

depa.rtments have developed new training programs for their 

personnel. A county-by-county comparison is shown in 

Table E-2. The most successful county administered train

ing program during the last year has been Middlesex County 

which consisted of over 10,000 staff training hours. Some 

of the -other successful county programs include: Ess ex-

over 3,000 staff training hours; Camden--over 2,500 staff 

training hours; Morris--l,300 staff training hours; and 



Bergen, Hudson and Passaic Counties--approximately 1,000 

staff training hours. 

The Probation Training Center cooperates with 

the county training programs by providing staff and train

ing materials whenever possible. 

The major goals for Probation Training are to 

upgrade, intensify and expand client services; to help 

probation officers attain the knowledge, skills and atti

tudes requisite to job performance and to involve all 

levels of probation staff in some type of formal proba

tion training. Attaining these goals in the coming court 

year will be accomplished through the continuance of 

courses that have been conducted, the development of 

several new training courses and through the activities 

of the Training Advisory Committee. 

CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM 

The Administrative Office of the Courts has com

pleted its second full year of participation in the program 

of child support and establishment of paternity enacted by 

Congress in 1975 by P.L. 93-647 as Title IV-D of the Social 

Security Act. The past year has seen the resolution of 

many of the problems arising from the implementation of the 

program under a cooperative agreement with the Division of 

Public Welfare, the administering agency for the State of 

New Jersey, but others still await settlement at the federal 

level. 
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At the outset of the program, resistance was 

encountered from a number of Boards of County FreeholdeTs 

to the addition of staff in the County Probation Depart

ments required to implement the requirements of the Federal 

statute and regulations with respect to the procurement and 

enforcement of child support orders. During the past court 

year this opposition has been overcome, in. one instance by 

court order, and all County Probation Departments have 

reached or closely approached the uniform staffing patterns 

prescribed by the Administrative Office of the Courts in 

accordance with the provisions of the cooperative agreement. 

In addition, a Programmatic Auditor has been added to the 

AOC staff and has completed the initial review of each of 

the county probation departments to determine the extent of 

compliance with applicable State statutes, court rules and 

policies of the Administrative Office of the Courts, as well 

as the provisions of the Federal statute and regulations for 

implementation of an effective program. The basic purpose 

of the initial audit has been to detect and correct any 

potential problem areas in anticipation of the initial 

review of the New Jersey child support program by the 

regional audit staff of the Department of Health, Education 

and Welfare. 

Child support collections and distributions to 

Welfare agencies and individual recipients reached a total 

of $83,922,675.08 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1977. 

Of this total $18,773,364.58 (22.3%) went to Welfare agencies 

and $65)149,310.50 (77.7%) to individuals not receiving Aid 



for Families with Dependent Children. Total collections 

in the quarter ended June 30, 1977 were $21,997,864.56 as 

compared with $19,473,485.74 in the sam(~ period of 1976, 

an increase of 11.5%. 

Federal financial participation in the expenses 

incurred by the Administrative Office of the Courts and 

the county probation departments has been limited to 75% 

of salaries and fringe benefits of the Title IV-D staff 

as the result of a determination by the Department of 

Health, Education and Welfare that all other expenses are 

ordinary costs of the Judiciary which are excluded by the 

Federal statute. An administrative appeal taken by the 

state from this ruling is still pending. Total reimburse

ment received by the counties from HEW during the fiscal 

year ending June 30, 1977 amounted to $5,614,581.84 as 

compared with $4,370,976.32 for the preceding fiscal year. 

The total claims for administrative costs which have been 

disallowed amount to $1,544,352.47 for the two fiscal years 

since inception of the program. 

Changing demands for statistical information have 

required the development of new Title IV-D reporting forms 

during the past year and this process is continuing in the 

direction of simplification and elimination of many of the 

original requirements. 

I t is feLt t.ha-t. problems such as obtaining the 

support of the Coanty Freeholders to provide for additional 

staff requirements and satisfying the requirement that the 
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state provide 25% of the cost of the program to supplement 

the 75% Federal financial participation could best be over-

come by legislation officially endorsing the Title IV-D 

program. Such legislation should either mandate the state 

to assume the full 25% obligation or specifically exempt 

the counties from the limits of the CAPS statute. Accord-

ingly, a study is now under way to develop recommendations 

for presentation to the Legislature, including the review 

of statutes enacted in other states for this purpose. 

COLLECTIVE BARGAINING IN PROBATION 

During the past court year, there has been an 

increase in the number of separate bargaining units of 

probation officers. ;his increase is attributable to the 

breakaway of supervi;sors from line staff bargaining units 

in a number of counties. By August 31, 1977 twenty-·six 

separate and distinct proba~ion officer employee bargain

ing units existed representing nearly 1,000 probation 

officers. Pursuant to the directions of the Supreme Court, 

the Assistant Director for Probation has conducted labor 

negotiations on behalf of the County Court Judges throughout 

the state, since January, 1976. During the 1976-1977 court 

year, the Assistant Director with the assistance of Proba-

tion Research and,Development staff has been responsible 

for contract negotiations in 15 counties. 

Preliminary research on the impact of this 

centralized bargaining structure indicates an increase 

in the uniformity of non-economic probation working 



conditions, as well as a decrease in the disparity of 

salary ranges and economic conditions of employment. 

J 

P-39 



PROBATION TABLE A-I 

PROBATION PERSONNEL & SALARY RANGES 

AS OF AUGUST 31, 1977 

Chief Probation Otricer 
Assistant Principal Probation Officer I Principal Probation Off1cer II Chief Probation Officer 

County ..., ..., Salary Ranges ..., ..., Salary Ranges .., 
1l 

Salary Ranges ..., 
1l 

Salary Ranges 

* ~ " * " " * " • " .. .. .. " .. " .. 
" :ii~ " "" " "" :ii :ii~ .... " ... " " ... .... 

~~ ~i 
.... 

" Il~ ll" " Ii~ Ii" " " !i~ Il~ ., .. II ., 
,,~ 

., ., 
.'l &:i! .'l &~ .'l "" "" .'l &~ "" 0.«< 0.«< 0.:>; o.r-. o.r-. 

Atlantic 1 1 0 $13,190-25,038 0 0 0 1 1 0 $12,330-23.405 1 0 1 $11, 52Q-21, 870 

Bergen 1 1 0 27,2113 1 1 0 $22,748 4 , 1 19,900 9 7 1 19,000 

Burl1ngton 1 a 0 20,900 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 14,800 

Camden 1 1 0 23,276-29,095 1 1 a 21,160-25,921 6 5 1 14,612-21,477 5 4 0 12,676-18,620 

Cape May 1 1 0 17,056-22,576 a a 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 13,365-18,878 

CUmberland 1 1 a 14,057-22,405 0 0 0 1 1 0 12,274-19,562 3 3 a 11,471-18,283 

Essex 1 a 1 24,389-34,053 5 5 0 17,860-24,897 9 9 0 16,012-22,331 24 21 3 14,11111-20,174 

G1Qucester 1 0 1 16,800-22,400 0 0 0 0 0 a 4 3 1 12,500-17,400 

Hudson 1 1 0 26,043 1 1 0 24,898 5 5 0 16,700-19,701 8 7 1 15,510-19,477 

Hunterdon 1 1 0 18,634 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Mercer 1 0 0 20,842-28,004 0 () 0 1 1 0 16,033-21,542 5 3 2 13,942-18,732 

Middlesex 1 1 0 20,044-31,891 2 1 1 15,770-26,.181 4 3 1 14,732-23,019 15 9 5 14,035-21,879 

Morunouth 1 1 0 25,531-33,784 1 a a 18,920-25,6~0 0 0 0 3 0 0 13,895-18,438 

Morris 1 1 0 27,800 1 1 0 22,500 0 0 0 6 6 0 16,500-19,600 

Ocea.n 1 1 0 20,000 1 0 a 0 0 0 18,360 5 5 0 16,320 

Passaic 1 1 a 23,910-29,730 2 2 0 20,870-25,670 6 1 1 17,710-22,000 4 3 1 15,650-19,790 

Salem 1 0 0 16,615-21,600 0 a 0 ,0 0 0 l5,689-18,841 1 1 0 12,061-15,677 

Somerset 1 1 0 33,000 0 0 0 3 3 0 15,689-28,841 6 6 ° 14,547-24,994 

Sussex 1 1 0 20,800 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 15,080-20,360 

Union 1 0 a 22,350 1 1 0 ,21,850 3 3 0 17,200-22,000 7 6 1 16,200-19,200 

Warren 1 1 0 14,947-20,176 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 12,296-16,601 

TOTAL 21 15 2 16 13 1 43 35 4 12 88 18 
"-., , 

TOTAlJ ~:tS 21 16 1 14 13 1 44 37 3 01 82 15 "EAR AGO 

PERCENT CHANGE a -6 HOC +14 0 0 -2 -5 +33 11 +7 +20 FROM LAST YEAR 

* Also includes provisionals and temporaries, CETA personnel, and excludes persons on leave of absence. 

Source: Probation Administrative Management System - Probation Research 8: Deve1.opment. 

Senior Probation Officer Probation Officer 

.., 
'2 Salary Ranges .p ..., Salary Ranges 

* " • " " " .. " " " "" " :ii~ ... 
~~ " ... ';l " " eo! Il~ Illl ., 

&~ 
..., 

"" .'l &:i! .'l " .. 0.:>: 0.«< 

7 5 2 $10,060-19,098 14 9 3 $ 9,400-17,845 

25 15 10 13,950-17.500 40 21 12 10,400-15,600 

11 7 2 11,800 31 5 7 9,400 

13 7 3 10,791-15,870 60 35 18 9,734-14,177 

2 2 a 11,541-16,369 9 5 3 10,469-14,896 

7 4 1 10,015-15,963 9 8 1 9,361-15,009 

74 58 16 12,822-18,149 106 82 21 11,710-16,531 

6 4 0 10,800-15,000 12 9 a 9,400-12,900 

35 33 2 11,700-17,683 20 13 6 9,950-12,518 

4 2 1 11,223-15,735 2 1 1 9,756-13,704 

2/1 ' 15 7 12,124-16,289 10 4 5 10,1191-13,581 

45 13 5 11,608-16,739 35 10 21 10,000-13,626 

5 1 0 10,000-17,371 39 18 9 9,000-15,730 

6 3 3 13,627-17,092 37 22 9 10,800-15,300 

12 4 1 13,500 26 11 6 10,550 

20 12 7 14,237-17,877 39 28 9 11,167-15,614 

4 3 a 10,419-13,545 7 6 1 9,450-12,283 

9 6 3 12,229-19,638 30 22 5 11,276-16,923 

1 1 a 10,840-14,640 9 2 4 9,300-12,560 

20 16 4 12,000-17,100 41 22 16 H,000-16,100 

3 3 0 11,152-15,058 8 5 3 ~, 633-13,007 

333 ;?Ill 67 584 338 160 

274 202 56 575 322 155 

+22 +6 +20 +2 +5 +3 



Senior Investigator 

.... 1:: County * " Salary Ranges '" '" • " " .. .... .. .. .... .... .. Il~ E~ .. .., .., 
~ ~~ "'''' ~ 11<r.. 

Atlantic 0 0 0 15 

Bergen 1 1 0 $ 7,665-13,706 17 

Burlington 0 0 0 13 

Camden 5 2 2 11,511 41 

Cape May 1 1 0 10,993-14,693 5 

Cumberland 3 3 0 8,264-14,231 13 

Essex 0 0 0 45 

Gloucester 3 0 3 8,260-10,701 11 

Hudson 0 0 0 13 

Hunterdon 0 0 0 2 

Mercer 0 0 0 13 

Middlesex 3 2 0 8,613-13,685 40 

!.\onmouth 0 0 0 15 

Morris 0 0 0 12 

Ocean 0 0 0 5 

Passaic 7 2 4 9,750-12,900 16 

Salem 1 0 1 8,750-10,385 2 

Somerset 1 1 0 10,736-1lj.,737 9 

Sussex 0 0 0 lj. 

Union 0 0 0 28 

Warren 0 0 0 2 

TOTAL 25 12 10 321 

TOTAL ONE 22 
YEAR AGO 

13 6 235 

PERCENT CHANGE 
FROM LAST YEAR 

+14 -8 ~7 +37 

.... 
" '" " .. 
E~ 
~~ 

2 

3 

4 

13 

2 

7 

7 

0 

2 

0 

0 

5 

:;, 
lj. 

0 

4 

0 

6 

3 

2 

0 

67 

50 

+3lj. 

PROBATION TABLE A-2 

OTHER PROFESS,toNAL AND SUPPORTIVE PERSONNEL 

AS OF AUGUST 31, 1977 

., 
Investigator ........ Accounting and Other "0 ""' .. Technical Personnel 

0 ..... " .... 00 .,,, .... 
"'11<" 
'" " '"'tXl .... .... 2;i:l " ., Salary Ranges 11<""" • Salary Ranges 

~~ ".:l~ .... 
E~ .." .. .s::s::..; +' .,., +'H 0 

11<r.. 0 E-< 

0 $ 5,1J.5- 9,709 J. 8 $4,966- 9,709 

" 4 6, 9~!0-12, 720 1 10 5,650-13,706 

1 7,lj.Q0-12,400 J. 6 5,400-18,200 

25 9,930 2 5 7,982- 9,786 

2 8,203-11,072 1 4 6,123-11,072 

2 7,221-10,858 1 2 5,504-17,276 

7 8,150-13,944 1 7 6,850-17,060 

6 7,493- 9,705 1 7 5.815-J.0,226 

7 7,000-10,500 1 5 6,500-12,500 

0 10,393-12,941 1 1 7,766- 9,670 

5 7,424-11,396 J. 6 6,000-13,530 

6 7,600-11,476 5 10 5,035-15,089 

0 7,189- 9,702 J. 15 5,061- 8,lj.73 

3 8,000-12,250 1 5 5,700-11,215 

0 7,51)0 0 10 5,57J.-I0,103 

5 8,400-11,750 6 10 5,968-16,885 

0 6,790- 8,827 1 2 4,898- 8,985 

3 9,273-12,70lj. 1 6 6,999-13,683 

0 7,610-10,290 0 3 5,330- 9,205 

12 8,964"10,585 1 9 7, 560-11,lj.48 

0 7,5lj.8-10,187 1 4 5,964-12,396 

88 29 135 

69 18 125 

+28 +61 +8 

* Also Includesprovlsionals and temporaries, CETA personnel and excludes persons on leave of absence. 

Source: Probation Admlnlstrative Management System - Probation Research and Development. 

Clerical Salary t: .. nges Clerical Salary Ranges 
with Minimum with Minimum 

Less Than $6,000 Greater Than $6,000 
., 

.... " :;!~ .... "' .. !l!l 
* * Salal'Y Ranges Salary Ranges ........ , .... 
';l .... .. .... .. "" .... +' alai 
0 11< ..... 

~ E-< 0 

15 $4,966-10,385 1 $6,260-11,895 0 

23 5,500- 9,930 7 6,920-18,984 5 

15 5,400-10,800 18 6,200-13,200 0 

0 45 6,738-13,173 4 

0 10 6,123-11,072 0 

14 5,504- 8,275 2 6,311-10,154 1 

0 96 6,450-17,334 8 

5 5,815- 7,634 1lj. 6,106-11,837 2 

lj. 5,600- 8,600 36 6,000-12,300 2 

0 7 7,04lj.-ll,737 2 

0 35 6,000-13,530 1 

25 lj.,287- 9,261 26 6,121-16,640 0 

18 5,109- 7,42lj. 4 6,063-12,837 0 

23 5,500- 7,920 7 6,100-13,250 lj. 

12 5,571- 8,905 lj. 6,314-12,203 0 

41 5,681- 8,173 31 6,269-19,047 1 

9 5,148- 8,299 0 0 

0 22 6,565-15,940 7 

2 5,330- 7,120 3 6,070- 8,190 1 

0 lj.3 7,236-14,492 2 

0 5 6,232-11,297 1 

206 lj.16 lj.l 

19lj. 335 38 

+6 +2lj. +8 
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PROBATION tABLE A-3 
DEPARTMENTAL ORGAN IZATION BY FUNCTION 

AS OF AUGUST 31 t /977 

PROBATION OFFICERS: _ EXECUTIVE (CHIEFS a ASSISTANTS) 

W:.&ill ADM I NISTRATIVE - SUPERVISORY 
I'i'?777,I ADMI NISTRATIVE - SUPERVISORY 
~ PLUS FIELD SERVICES 

1-1--+-------------------------------- CJ FIELD SERVICES 

z 0 *z X :t: 0:: Z * lJJ f- liJ g lJJ S 0 (J t; ~ 0) Z (J Z :::> If) C> j::: Z 0 
lJJ Z (J) 0 0:: 0:: X ~ lJJ ct 0 0:: Z lJJ :E :E lJJ X ..J lJJ Z :E z lJJ Z lJJ lJJ 0 C> (J) 0:: W ::i u (J 

lJJ 0: lJJ 0 Q If) « « :::> ID l1l If) 
(J) 0 :E 0:: If) 0 0:: Z :E 0:: lJJ 0:: ..J 9 :E u. ..J 0:: If) Z 
If) « lJJ :z 11. :::> 0 0 0 :::> (J lJJ !:t :::> « « ~ :::> :::> 
lJJ :E (J ID :::> :r: ::E ::E (J) ID 0 :E C> (J (J If) (J) :t: 

COUNTIES 

* CHIEF PROBATION OFFICER ALSO SUPERVISES A CASELOAD OF PROBATIONERS. 

SOURCE: PROBATION ADMINISTRATIVE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM- PROBATION RESEARCH a DEVELOPMENT 



Adult Presentence Adult Presentence 
(Criminal) 

County & Superior 
(Criminal) 
Municipal 

County Courts Court 

Long Form Short Form Long Form Short Form 

Atlantic 826 0 0 0 

Bergen 1,092 717 483 462 

Bur11ngton 1,041 0 56 0 

Camden 1,205 0 0 40 

Cape May 295 28 0 2 

Cumberland 443 27 0 10 

Essex 2,929 21 9 388 

Gloucester 178 2 0 83 

Hudson 1,041 0 0 86 

Hunterdon 75 53 0 0 

Mercer 723 68 1 223 

Middlesex 970 294 3 141 

Monmouth 1,402 77 1 13 

Morris 378 1 0 66 

Ocean 594 232 1 142 

Passaic 993 0 0 415 

Salem 244 27 3 1;) 

Somerset 337 88 0 35 

Sussex 115 25 0 2 

Union 1,575 13 126 0 

Warren 66 91 2 4 

TOTAL 16,522 1,764 685 2,112 

TOTAL ONE 17,257 1,795 658 2,202 YF.AR AGO 

PERCENTAGE -4.3 -1.7 +4.1 -4.1 CHANGE 

PROBATION TABLE B-1 

WORK VOLUME - INVESTIGATIONS COMPLETED 

SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 to AUGUST 31, 1977 

Juvenile Chancery 
Predisposition Custody Domestic Relations 

Juvenile & Domestic Superior Juvenile. & Domestic 
Relations Court Court Relations Court 

161 23 0 

603 164 12 

272 63 115 

360 46 181 

317 12 41 

207 19 706 

513 246 160 

100 22 27 

994 76 41 

33 42 14 

440 66 25 

232 133 3,801 

1,326 64 42 

132 156 32 

260 78 39 

173 118 81 

101 0 718 

493 61 171 

53 31 14 

524 84 1,4go 

67 33 10 

7,361 1,559 7,720 

7,270 1,274 6,959 

+1.3 +22.4 +10.9 

Work Inter-
Bail/ROR Grand Jury Release State 

Compact 

214 0 0 43 

gg8 355 4 26 

831 .0 0 18 

4,871 525 0 57 

6 0 0 14 

0 0 33 0 

2,506 1,587 0 85 

237 185 0 31 

4,317 0 3 82 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 38 

2,706 0 0 16 

600 0 0 4 

282 0 0 0 

169 0 0 26 

1,687 1,345 0 26 

0 0 0 2 

509 0 0 142 

25 0 0 0 

924 0 0 1 

1 0 0 9 

21,083 3,997 40 620 

20,122 3,184 241 467 

+4.8 +25·5 -83.4 I +32.8 

'1'1 

* Includes Juvenile Detention Investigations, Public De;fender Investigations, Split Investigations, Pretrial Inte"vention Investigations & all limited invesU:~ations. 

Source: Probation Administrative Management System - Probation Research & Development. 

Other* 

712 

2,355 

35 

62 

344 

6g8 

598 

787 

217 

2 

20 

2,069 

816 

677 

304 

1,632 

1,054 

1,409 

23 

6 

126 

13,966 

13,279 

+5.2 



Beginning September 1, 1976 

County Ju\Oenlle County 
County and Municipal and County and 

Superior Court DomeBtic Superior 
Court (Criminal) Relations Parole Court 

(Criminal) Court (Criminal) 
(Adult) 

AtlantIc 574 125 0 0 349 

Bergen 1,579' 462' 33· 0 1 1,097 

Burlington 484 239 253 0 895 

Camden 1,296 1,000 158 0 760 

cape May 525 28 0 0 196 

Cumberland 466 98 0 a 269 

Essex 2,773 2,345 1,542 9 1,877 

Oloucester 319 141 26 0 201 

Hudson 2,242 830 a a 709 

Hunterdon 136 23 4 

I 
a 91 

Mercer 887 386 a ,0 629 

Middlesex 1,356 684 125 a 1,020 

Monmouth 948 61 a 0 1,013 

Morris 636 149 171 0 366 

Ocean 562 156 a a 569 

passaic 1,054 798 655 a 619 

Salem 203 25 208 a 196 

Somerset 355 183 a a 296 

SUBsex 184 24 a a 122 

Union 1,475 613 471 a 1,203 

Warren 72 15 a a 93 

TOTAL 18,126' 8,385' 3,646· 9 12,570 

TOTAL ONE 16,902 7,913 3,427 6 12,786 
YEAI\AGO 

PERCENTAGE 
CHANGE +7.2 -!<i.0 +8.11 +50.0 -1.7 

PROBATION TABLE B-2 

WORK VOLUME - ",DULT PROBATION SUPERVISION 

SEPTEJ.IBER 1, 1976 - AUGUST 31, 1977 

Added 1976-77 Transferred 1976-77 

Juvenile County Juvrnl1e 
Mun1cipal and County and Municipal and 

Court Domestic Superior Court Domest1c 
(Criminal) Relat10ns Parole Court (Criminal) Relations 

Court (Crimina1) Court 
(Adult) (Adult) 

151 0 0 39 4 0 

929 0 0 228 50 0 

428 250 0 250 136 Q 

504 19 0 244 68 1 

20 0 a 23 a 0 

106 a 0 57 4 0 

1,925 1,029 22 189 25 2 

WO 2 a 40 1 a 

63!!" 0 4 115 43 a 

22 a a 25 2 0 

421 a a 87 1 a 

668 83 a 374 108 3 

74 a a 214 a a 

219 7 0 140 29 a 

298 1 a 62 10 a 

567 59 a 100 65 3 

27 134 a 73 6 a 

140 0 a 112 40 a 

34 0 0 38 7 0 

540 16~' 0 388 64 a 

62 a a 38 2 a 

7,874 :).,748 26 2,836 665 9 

8,164 1,402 17 2,372 612 5 

-3.6 +24.7 +52.9 +19.6 +8.7 +80.0 

* Thl~ figure represents an update ot the .figure 1n the report f'rom the preVious year .. 

Source: Probation Adm,.nlstrertlve Management System - Probation Research & Development. 

Terminated 1976-77 RemaIn1ng August 31, 1977 

county Juvenile County Juvenile 
County and Municipal and County- and Municipal and County 

Super1.or Court Domestic Superior Court Domestic 
Parole Court Criminal) Relations Parole Court (Criminal) elations Parole 

Criml,,.l) Court (Criminal Court 
(Adult) (Adult) 

0 339 106 0 0 545 166 0 0 

0 955 722 30 0 1,493 619 3 0 

0 311 221 212 0 818 310 291 0 

0 473 561 63 0 1,339 875 113 0 

0 182 28 a a 516 20 a a 

a 192 105 0 a 486 95 0 a 

a 1.532 1,984 450 22 2,929 2,261 2,119 9 

0 161 70 a a 3~9 170 28 a 

a 795 502 0 4 2,041 924 0 0 

a 75 16 3 0 127 27 1 a 

a 547 327 a a 882 479 0 a 

0 619 565 123 a 1,383 679 82 a 

0 581 103 a a 1,166 32 a a 

0 269 136 19 a 593 203 159 a 

0 249 165 1 a 820 279 a a 

a 575 310 75 a 998 990 636 a 

a 78 21 70 a 248 25 272 a 

0 144 145 0 a 395 138 a 0 

a 66 13 a a 202 38 a a 

a 993 556 128 a 1,297 533 507 0 

a 51 38 a 0 76 37 a a 

0 9,187 6,694 1,1711 26 18,673 8,900 4,211 9 

0 9,279 6,810 1,180 14 18,037 8,655 3,644 9 

a -1.0 -1.7 -.5 ft85.7 +3.5 +2.8 +15.6 a 



Beginning Sentember ~, 1976 

JUVenile &: Juvenile &: 
Domestic Domestic 

County Relations Court Relations Court 
Juveniles Juveniles 

Delinquents JINS 

Atlantic 376 55 

Bergen 545* 141* 

Burlington 371 33 

Camden 517 42 

Cape May 412 24 

Cumberland 519 113 

Essex 751 138 

Gloucester 167 38 

Hudson 871 31 

Hunterdon 76 14 

Mercer 696 94 

~!iddlesex 805 97 

Monmouth 675 230 

Morris 268 105 

Ocean 471 Bo 

Passaic 850 199 

Salem 104 30 

Somerset 2B9 52 

Sussex 131 8 

Union 530* ~50* 

Warren 134 16 

TOTAL 9,558* 1,690* 

TOTAL ONE 
YEAR AGO 9,326 2,345 

PERCENTAGE 
CHANGE +2.5 -27.9 

PROBATION TABLE B-3 

WORK VOLUME - JUVENILE PROBATION SUPERVISION 

SEPTEMBER ~, ~976 - AUGUST 3~, ~977 

Added 1976-77 Trans1'erred 1",(6-77 

Juvenile &: Juvenile &: Juvenile &: Juvenile &: 
Domestic Domestic Domestic Domestic 

Relations Cour Relations Court Relations Court Relations Court 
Juveniles Juveniles Juvenilp-s Juveniles 

Delinquents JINS Delinquents JINS 

232 23 9 0 

457 111 24 7 

341 42 23 5 

425 42 26 3 

306 14 63 1 

336 81 23 2 

797 52 15 0 

234 80 16 2 

375 15 3 0 

40 5 2 0 

622 56 ~9 1 

607 113 49 6 

460 162 7 2 

18B 91 IB 4 

404 34 14 0 

586 136 0 1 

100 18 6 1 

205 23 13 4 

98 9 9 0 

537 95 30 8 

102 16 9 0 

7,452 1,218 37B 47 

8,132 1,368 337 43 

-8.4 -11.0 +12.2 +9.3 

* This 1'1gure reI'resents an update 01' the 1'1gure in the report from the previous year. 

Source: Probation Administrative Management System - Probation Research &: lJevelopment. 

'tl 
I 

~ 

Terminated 1976-77 Remaining August 3~, 1977 

Juvenile &: Juvenile &: Juvenile &: Juvenile &: 
Domestic Domestic Domestic Domestic 

Relations Court Relations Court Rela tions Court Relations Court 
Juveniles Juveniles .ruVeniles Juveniles 

Delinquents JINS Delinquents JINS 

339 55 260 23 

491 117 487 128 

300 40 389 30 

381 36 535 45 

322 31 333 6 

378 78 454 114 

620 59 913 131 

163 60 222 56 

566 20 677 26 

30 9 84 10 

650 28 649 121 

636 77 727 127 

618 281 510 109 

140 52 298 140 

346 Bo 515 34 

70B lS/f 728 180 

69 26 129 21 

221 32 260 39 

58 2 162 15 

405 71 632 166 

82 20 146 ~2 

7,522 1,328 9,110 1,533 

7,414 1,914 9,707 1,756 

+1.5 -30.6 -6.2 -12.7 
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PROBATION TABLE B-it. 

WORK>. VOLUME - PROBATIONERS TRA~'SFERRED 

SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 - AUGUST 31', 1977 
.. 

~ 
Transfer Transfer Returned 
Persons Persons 
Sent: Sent: Transferred Total 

County 
Other Counties Other States Persons* 

** *** ** *** ** *** ** *** 
Adult Juvo Adult Juv. Adult Juv. Adult Ju'V. 

Atlantic 14 8 10 1 19 0 43 9 

Bergen 122 2 59 1 97 28 278 31 

Burlington 173 13 192 15 21 0 386 28 

Camden 106 9 124 6 83 14 313 29 

Cape May 0 22 14 42 9 0 23 64 

Cumberland 22 10 0 12 39 3 61 25 

Essex 53 2 29 6 134 7 216 15 

Gloucester 14 12 5 6 22 0 41 18 

Hudson 50 2 18 0 90 1 158 3 

Hunterdon 9 0 12 1 6 1 27 2 

Mercer 60 12 28 8 0 0 a8 20 

Middlesex 277 34 112 10 96 11 485 55 

Monmouth 117 6 57 3 40 0 214 9 
Morris 60 2 33 6 76 14 169 22 

Ocean 5 4 17 4 50 6 72 14 

Passa:l .. c 108 0 28 1 32 0 168 1 

Salem 23 2 39 1 17 4 79 7 
Somerset 95 10 30 4 27 3 152 17 

Sussex 11 8 14 1 20 0 45 9 
Union 266 26 104 7 82 5 452 38 

Warren 16 4 20 5 4, 0 40 9 

TOTAL 1,601 188 945 140 964 97 3,510 425 

TOTAL ONE 1,427 176 702 139 860 65 2,989 380 YEAR AGO 

PERCENTAGE +12.2 +6.8 +34.6 +.7 +12.1 +49.2 +17.4 11.8 CHANGE 

* Persons previously transferred to another jurisdiction returned for 
termination. 

** Includes adults from County and Superior Courts (Crimina~j, Municipal 
Court (Criminal), Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court (AdUlt). 

*** Includes Juveniles, both Delinquents and JINS, from Juvenile and 
Domestic Relations Court. 

Source: Probation Administrative Management System - Probation Research 
& Development. 
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--~--~ ----- -----~ ---- -----~~ ----~ ------- ---

Discha.rge Discharge 

Completed Violation 
County 

Tem of Proba ticn 

** *H * .. *** 
Adult Juv. Adult Juv. 

Atlantic 291 199 21 1 

Bergen 1,490 569 136 1 

Burlington 496 306 14 1 

Camden 607 291 33 29 

Cape May 166 351 3 0 

Cumberland 215 400 46 1 

Essex 2,249 404 400 33 

Gloucester 211 216 4 0 

Hudson l,n4 505 66 11 

Hunterdon 65 38 0 0 

Mercer 689 394 51 211 

Middlesex 793 591 60 1 

Monmouth 573 63U 46 2 

Morris 316 i91 17 0 

Ocean 364 408 27 3 

PassaiC 590 673 153 50 

Salem 156 52 4 0 

Somerset 190 247 13 1 

Sussex 63 60 14 0 

Union 1,312 413- 60 9 

Warren 69 90 2 3 

TOTAL 12,263 7,256 1,214 176 

TOTAL ONE 12,1.13 7.601 1.140 139 YEAR AGO 

PERCENTAGE +1.2 CBANGE 
-4.6 +6.5 +26.6 

Primar1ly early terminations. 

PROBATION TABLE B-5 

WORK VOLUME - PROBATIONERS TERMINATEQ 

SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 - AUGUST 31, 1977 

Discharge 

New Discharge Absconder 

Off'ense Deceased Discharge 

** *** **- *H ** *** 
Adult Juv. Adult Juv. Adult Juv. 

10 32 5 2 42 16 

22 12 17 5 25 0 

0 12 2 1 9 4 

61 43 17 2 18 9 

6 1 2 1 11 0 

6 11 1 1 29 43 

91 74 37 4 494 9 

4 0 0 0 5 1 

45 55 15 1 27 14 

1 0 0 0 1 0 

56 190 44 0 6 3 

33 23 15 3 153 36 

16 42 4 2 38 7 

24 0 4 0 15 0 

5 4 1 1 1 1 

21 73 12 1 6 14 

2 5 0 0 1 5 

5 2 5 0 26 1 

0 0 1 0 1 0 

71 12 13 5 41 5 

10 5 0 1 6 1 

511 596 201 30 957 169 

478 715 172 30 1.,169 112 

+6.9 -16._6 +16.9 0 -16.1 +50.9 

Discharge 

Other· 

** *** 
Adult_ Juv. 

,6 136 

15 1 

221 14 

141 43 

0 0 

0 0 

695 155 

7 6 

26 0 

7 1 

28 67 

233 59 

7 10 

48 1 

11 9 

176 51 

4 33 

50 2 

0 0 

160 32 

0 1 

1,909 623 

2,197 725 

-13.1 -14.1 

Includes adults :from County &: Superior Courts (Criminal), Municipal Court (Criminal). and Juvenile 
&: Domestic Relations Court (Adult). 

*** Includes juveniles, both Delinouent and JINS, from Juvenile ,.nd DomestiC Relations Court. 

Source: Probation Administrat1ve Management System - Probation Research &: Development. 

Total 

** *** 
Adult JUv. 

445 394 

1,707 606 

744 340 

1,097 417 

210 353 

297 456 

3;966 679 

231 223 

1,297 566 

94 39 

874 676 

1,301 113 

681~ 899 

424 192 

415 426 

960 662 

169 9~ 

269 :>'53 

79 60 

1.677 416 

69 101. 

17,055 6,650 

17,269 9.326 

-1.2 -5.1 



Beginn1ng September I, 1976 Added 1976-77 

County 
Juvenile Juvenile 

Super10r Court and " Superior Court and 

PROBATION TABLE B-6 

WORK VOLUME - SUPERVISED COLLECTrONS 

SEPTEMBER I, 1976 - AUGUST 31, 1977 

Transferred 1976-77 

Juvenile 

" Superior Court and * Chancery- Domestic o11ections Chancery- Domestic Collections Chancery- Dc-mestic Collections 
Matrimonial Relations MEl trimonial Relations Matrimonial Relations 

Court Court Court 

CUBt~dy Pay-Tht'l; PaY-Thru Pay-Thru Custody !pay-Thru Pay-Thru Pay-Thru CUstody Pay-Thn Pay-Thru Pay-Thru 

Atlantic 0 1,431 4,469 17 0 212 1,120 9 0 0 0 0 

Bergen 0 3,015 2,099** 9; 0 541 660 78 0 112 25 2 

Burlington 0 2,411 4,776 91 0 445 961 34 0 70 47 0 

(~a.mden 0 2,528 5,595 1,232 0 367 1,431 372 0 12 14 1 

Cape May 0 341 909 56 0 96 231 0 0 0 0 0 

Cumberland 0 1,267 4,800 41 1 138 962 8 0 0 0 0 

Essex 0 2,260 7,323 1,367 0 553 2,565 627 0 5 1 0 

Gloucester 6 668 2,034 828*' 0 187 461 220 0 26 40 ~4 

Hudson 0 2,253 5,031 103 0 737 1,506 38 0 0 0 0 

Hunterdon 6 447 437 2 2 121 128 0 0 14 12 0 

Mercer 0 140 226 209 0 45 137 ;221 0 0 0 0 

Middlesex 0 3,722 3,008 61 0 692 1,227 36 0 154 122 0 

Monmouth 0 4,398 3,874 0 0 522 640 0 0 13 3 0 

Morris 168 1,235 1,227 86 14 295 459 16 0 103 44 0 

Ocean 0 1,981 1,864 14 0 510 554 31 0 54 50 0 

Passaic 0 1,601 2,099 89 0 477 697 53 0 45 11 0 

Salem 0 273 681 31 0 72 178 20 0 0 0 0 

Sotterset 0 1,068 515 0 0 310 353 0 0 68 38 0 

Sussex 22 712 724 0 36 196 351 0 0 30 19 0 

Union 0 1,657 3,215 0 0 500 1,336 0 0 129 52 0 

Warren 0 505 8112 56 0 204 294 87 0 43 44 0 

TOTAL 202 33,913 55., 748*" 4,378** 53 7,210 16,251 1,850 0 878 522 57 

TOTAL ONE 
YEAR AGO 170 31,746 50,819 3,506 113 7,211 17,043 1,758 1 726 564 80 

PERCENTAGE 
-4.6 -7.4 -28.8 CHANGE 18.8 -+6.8 +9,7 +24.9 -53.1 0 +5.2 -100,0 +20.9 

Includes persons paying Municipal Court Pay-Thru, fines, restitutions and court costs through the Probation Department. 

** This figure represents an update at' the figure in the report from the previous year. 

Source: Probation Administrative Management System - Probation Research &: Development. 

Temine,ted 1976-77 Remaining August 31, 1977 

Juvenile Juvenile 
Superior COU\-t and * Superior Court and * 

Chancery., Domestic "ollections Chancery- Domestic rOllections 
Matrimonial Relations MEl trimonial Relations 

Court Court 

CUstoJy Pay-Tht'l; Pay-Thru Pay-Thru Custody ay-Thru Pay-Thru Pay-Thru 

" 47 230 8 0 1,596 5,359 18 

0 536 515 71 0 2,908 2,219 100 

0 41 553 23 0 2,745 5,137 102 

0 80 755 69 0 2,803 6,257 1,534 

0 25 279 0 0 412 861 56 

0 352 2,179 16 1 1,053 3,583 33 

0 312 2,017 151 0 2,496 1,870 1,843 

0 54 262 36 6 775 2,193 958 

0 205 649 37 0 2,785 5,888 104 

3 35 64 0 5 519 489 2 

0 49 144 179 0 136 219 251 

0 202 480 38 0 'f,058 3,633 59 

0 171 79 0 0 4,.730 4,432 0 

20 155 256 32 162 1,272. 1,386 70 

0 194 500 23 0 2,2,'13 1,868 22 

0 151 318 102 0 1.88~1 2,467 40 

0 54 87 26 0 291 712 25 

0 201 161 0 0 1,109 669 0 

50 32 266 0 8 835 790 0 

0 214 793 0 0 1,814 3,706 a 
0 96 218 72 0 570 874 71 

~ 

~ 

73 3,212 10,805 883 182 31,033 50,672 5,288 

80 4,318 11,545 812 202 33,913 55,753 4,372 

-6,8 -25.6 -6.4 +8.7 -9.9 +9.2 +8.8 +21.0 



PROBATION TABLE 0-1 

SUMMARY OF APPROPRIATIONS 

County Appropriations state Law Enforcement Planning Agency & Other Sources 
(C8.lendar Year 1977) (ProJects in operation during Court Year 1976-77) 

County Salarie~ Materials Services Salnries Materials Services 
nnd and (Other Than ~Total and and (Other Than Total 

Wsges Supplies Personal) Wages Supplies Personal) 

Atlantic $ 476,373 $ 5,675 $ 28,294 $ 510,342 

Bergen 1,639,362 68,152* 1,707,514 $ 137,985 $ 1,250 $ 4,678 $ 11}3,913 

Burlington 97e,035 27,911 45,670 1,051,616 58~, 304 9,790 10,442 78,536** 

Camden 1,769,692 33,500 156,000 1,959,192 62,671 6,642 950 70,263 

Cape May 365,842 52,276 20,700 438,818 

Cumberland 363,456 35,016* 398,472 50,525 50,525 

Essex 5,136,818 46,550 450,589 5,633,957 149,220 16,529 6,380 172,129 

Gloucester 574,195 4,130 48,394 626,719 31,100 300 1,558 32,958 

Hudson 1,620,044 55,000" i 1,675,044 

Hunterdon 179,605 53,627 4,500 237,732 

Mercer 951,213 8,:1.00 68,851 1,028,164 

Middlesex 2,217,800 73,715 153,575 2,445,090 259,383 252 13,158 212,793 

MOl1l1toutlt 697,389 97,000 124,628 919,017 

Morris 1,136,575 15,741 94,159 1,246,475 58,400 58,400 

Ocean 563,000 98,000* 66).,000 104,672 3,738 300 108,710 

Passaic 2,347,153 17,800 180,900 2,545.853 56,026 3.256 59,284** 

Salem 275,625 42,950 75,000 393,575 

Somerset 1,150.426 37.377 53.381 1,241,184 66,839 5,392 190 72,421 

Sussex 236,025 4,750 25,760 266,535 

Union 1,909,995 36,056 115,799 2.061,850 79,499 3,565 8/957 92,021 

Warren 287,788 32,050* 319,838 

TOTAL $24,876,411 $845,376 $1,646,200 $27,367,987 $1,1],4,624 $50,716 $46,613 $1,211,953 

TOTAL ONE 
$1,335,426 $120,623 YEAR AGO $21,649,789 $843,366 $1,114,569 $23,607,724 $50,973 $1,507,022 

PERCENTAGE +14.9 +.2 +47.7 
CHANGE 

+15.9 -16.5 -.5 -61.4 -19.6 

* Figure also includes services other then personal. 

** If more than a single grant was effective during the court year, the grant of longest duration was utilized. 

Source: Probation Administrative Managewent System - Probation Research & Development. 



County 

Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cape May 

Cumberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hu~lson 
AU 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 

,'/Monmou,th 

Morris 

. Ocean 

Passa.ic 

Salem 

Some~set 
! 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

TOTAL 

TOTAL ONE 
YEAR AGO 

PERCENT CHANGE 
FROM .LAST YEAR 

PROBATION TABLE C-2 

WORK VOLUME - SUPERVISED COLLECTIONS 

September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

(Monies Collected) 

Support and Court Costa Restitutions Alimony and Fines 

$ 2,190,187.87 $ 51,238.78 $ 33,329.88 

7,285,175.28 108,873.81 61,763.71 

5,325,167.29 129,818.10 35,495.58 

6,809,740.30 100,934.00 41,240.51 

1,129,,11l2.84 37,386.42 16,355.46 

2,405,953.34 91,614.59 13,634.63 

B,906,418.14 406,306.62 140,364.59 

2,884,467.20 27,658.00 6,311.01 

5,745,575.73 104,040.75 120,409.05 

1,116,451.63 12,073.00 362.00 

3,707,925.88 77,872.70 28,530.55 

7,260,561.93 55,208.65 62,103.66 

6,296,853.49 208,933.09 13,962.22 

4,010,837.41 73,099.83 63,216.11~ 

4,045,115.90 55,859.15 27,806.69 

3,946,935.05 76,522.80 35,341.27 

1,035,910•23 81,755.52 3,659.91 

2,464,515.17 27,849.00 15,053.54 

1,134,099.94 22,057.00 5,163.63 

5,957,993.00 268,828.00 53,868.00 

1,470,371.40 7,129.98 5,357.71 ,-

$85,129,669.02 $2,025,119.79 $783,329.74 

$75,435,919.36 $1,942,907.87 $690,007.88 

+12.9 +4.2 +13.5 

"'" 
, Source: Probation Administrative Management System 

,Probation Researl'!h and Development 

p-50 

Total 

$ 2,274,756.53 

7,455,812.80 

5,490,480.97 

6,951,914.81 

1,183,154.72 

2,511,262.56 

9,453,089.35 

2,918,436.21 

5,970,025.53 

1,128,886.63 

3,814,329.13 

7,377,B74~24 

6,519,748.80 

4,147,153.38 

4,128,781. 74 

4,058,799.12 

1,121,325.66 

2,507,417.71 

1,161,320.57 

6,280,689.00 

1,482,859.09 

$87,938,118.55 

$78,068,835.11 

+12.6 



PROBATION TABI.E C-3 
FEDERALLY FUNDED PROBATION PROJECTS 

(In operation at any period during .the CO.u.r.t. Ye.ar ending August 31, 1977) 

Year Number 
Project 

Project of 
Project Allocation* 

county 
(Type & Description) Started Staff Federal Total Budget 

JUVENILE 
Ocean 1977 5 $ 51,588 $ 57,320 

A juvenile court mental 
health project. 

VOLUNTEERS Cape May 1975 2 19,108 21,231 

Primarily supervision of 
Cumberland 1976 2 23, 263

1 
25,848 

probationers on a one-to- Mercer 1976 1 23,424 26,027 

one basis by a volunteer. Middlesex 1976 2 26,695 29,661 

INTAKE Bergen 1975 5 50,000 79,837 

Burlington 1976 3 42,858 47,620 
Cape May 1977 2 2B,500 31,667 

Diverting from the courts Essex 1974 15 161,500 179,444 

complaints that are more Gloucester 1977 6 30,000 33,333 
appropriately processed by Middlesex 1975 7 81,113 90,125 
other agencies. Monmouth 1976 6 80,513 89,450 

Ocean 1977 5 60,120 66,800 

Union 1976 6 84,435 93,816 

PRETRIAL INTERVENTION Bergen 1974 13 85,000 115,736 

Burlington 1977 5 27,824 30,916 

Camden 1977 17 66,565 73,961 

Suspended prosecution leading Essex 1976 18 14,386 15,984 
to ~ismissa1 of charges after Morris 1975 2 25,000 27,778 
completion of the program. Ocean 1977 6 51,750 57,500 

Passa(~c 1977 8 85,000 94,444 
Somerset 1976 3 27,000 30,000 

FAMILY COUNSELING 
Bergen 1976 8 38,000 47,942 

P~ovides marriage, family and 
budget counseling and seeks 
to develop consent orders in Cumberland 1975 2 27,262 30,292 
appropld.ate situations and 
provides parent effectiveness 
training. 

VOCATIONAL SERVICE CENTER 

Seeks to provide emp1o¥ffiant Essex 1976 
counseling and employment 

6 84,633 87,744 

oppo:r:tuni ties for probationers. 

* If more than a single grant was effective during the court year, the grant of 
longest duration was utilized. 

, <.-:-\ 
Source: Propation Administ:;'3tive Management System - Probation Research & Development. 
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Funding Source 

County Date Initiated 

» .' . ~ " '" 0 ..:I 
<> til 

Atlantic January, 1974 Funded 

Bergen January, 1971 Funded 

Burlington JanuaryJ 1972 Funded 

Camden December, 1970 Funded 

Cape May January, 1976 Funded $19,108 

Cumberland March, 1974 Funded 23,263 

Essex September, 1973 Funded 

Gloucester July, 1975 Funded 

Hudson Mar\"h, 1972 Funded 

Mercer August, 1976 Fund:." 23,424 

Middlesex June, 1974 Funded 26,695 

Monmouth April, 1974 Funded 

Morris March, 1973 Funded 

Ocean Jan\1ary, 1972 Funded 

Passaic September, 1973 Funded 

Salem September, 1975 Funded 

Somerset January, 1975 Funded 

Union December, 1971 Funded 

TOTAL 18 

TOTAr, ONE 18 YEAR AGO 

PERCENT CHANG]i: 0 FROM LAST YEAR 

Full-time 

" a .... .., .. 
.g 
k 
'" -
1 

2** 

2 

8 

1 

1 

4 

2 

1 

1 

4 

1 

1** 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

35 

34 

PROBATION TABLE D-l 

vULUNTEERS IN PROBATION 

SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 - AUGUST 31, 1977 

Starr 
Volunteer 

A~9~~~9~s " 0 .... Court Year* 
.p .. 

1.0 
" 0 Ok 
Z'" 

0 88 

0 336 

0 212 

0 684 

0 18 

0 49 

0 204 

0 119 

0 93 

0 48 

0 31'7 

0 146 

0 120 

0 123 

0 239 

0 31 

0 41 

1 166 

1 3,034 

2 3,075 

+2.9 -50.0 -1.3 

Volunteers Volunteers 
Volunteer Completing Completing 

Assignments Pre-service Training Pre-service Trainine 
1975-1976 1976-1977 1975-1976 

Court Year* Court Year Court Ysar 

54 24 67 

368 305 234 

220 85 62 

818 142 198 

4 13 32 

47 90 11 

208 164 136 

47 87 43 

158 10 44 

0 104 0 

275 117 98 
126 51 57 

158 G4 29 

1119 49 38 

204 77 80 

21 13 25 

35 12 18 

183 89 86 

3,075 1,496 1,258 

2,047 1,258 1,381 

+50.2 +18.9 -8.9 

", 
* The majority or Volunteers are assigned one-to-one to clientele; this COlmt also includes volunteers providing other service~ to the judicL.·:!'; and probation. 
~* Volunteer and client are also supervised in traditional caseload. 
*** If more than a single grant was efrective during the court year, the grant of longer duration wes utilized. 

Note: The counties of Hunterdon, Sussex, and Warren do not have Volunteers in Probation Programs and therefore are not included in this table. 

Source: Probation Administrative Management System - Probation Research & Development. 

Monthly Average 
Number or Volunteers 
AssJ.gned or Pending 

Assignment 
1976 -1977 
Court 'year 

54 

232 

141 

547 

35 

46 

240 

78 

105 

30 

232 

107 

60 

135 

194 

27 

24 

137 

2,424 

N/A 

II/A 



Supervised 
Persons Persons Discharge 

PROBATION TABLE D-2 

VOLUNTEERS IN PROBATION 

WORK VOLUME - SUPERVISION * 
SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 - AUGUST 31, 1977 

Discharge 
Discharge 

Transfer 
Intra-Violation Persor.s Sent County Beginning Added Completed of New Other Counties departmental 

1976-77 September 1, Term Probation Offense States Transfers 
1976 

Atlantic 37** 61 19 4 11 0 4 

Bergen 99 173 48 0 2 0 0 

Burlington 97 115 64 0 12 8 14 

Camden 337 308 260 1 22 4 27. 

Cape May 4 17 2 0 0 . 
1 0 

Cumberland 14** 63 18 0 1 0 0 

Essex 97** 91 69 0 5 0 1 

Gloucester 39** 92 51 0 3 0 5 

Hudson 98 11 64 0 0 0 2 

Mercer 0 51 0 0 o· 0 0 

Middlesex 166 116 59 0 2 3 14 

Monmouth 62 65 56 0 3 0 6 

MorriS 38 103 35 0 0 8 0 . 
Ocean 61 70 57 5 4 0 1 

Passaic 49 54 36 6 8 0 2 

Salem 12 20 6 0 6 1 0 

Somerset 22 19 17 0 0 a 3 

Union 85** 84 42 0 0 2 14 

TOTAL 1,317** 1,513 903 16 79 27 93 

TOTAL ONE 
1.331 990 YEAR AGO 1 412 11 45 40 171 

PERCENT CHANGE -1.1 +7.2 -8.8 +45.5 +75.6 -32.5 -45.6 
FROM LAST YEAR 

* Includes probationers, Juvenile Conference Committee referrals, juvenile intake referrals and agency referrals. 
** This figure represents an update of the figure in the report from the previous year. 

.' 

Supervised 
Persons 

Discharge Remaining 
Other August 31, 

1977 

8. 52 

4 218 

24 :to 
17 314 

0 18 

1 51 

20 93 

7 65 

5 38 

0 51 

4 200 

0 62 

49 49 

8 56 

18 33 

0 19 

1 20 

37 74 

203 1,509 

164 1,322 

+23.8 +14.1 

Note: The counties of Hunterdon, Sussex and Warren do not have Volunteers in Probation Programs and therefore are not included in this table. 

Source: Probation Administrative Management System - Probation Research & Development. 



COUNTY 

Atlantic 
Bergen 
Burlington 
Camden 
Cape May 
Essex 

Gloucester 
Hudson 
Mercer 

Middlesex 
Monmouth 

Morris 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Somerset 
Union 

Total 

.. \ 

PROBATION TABLE D-3 

JUVENILE Al~D DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURT INTAKE SERVICES 
Operational Intake Services* 

September 1, 1976 - August 31, 1977 

OPERATIONAL DATE ADMINISTRATION FUNDING: 
1975-76 

FEDERAL/ STATE /LOCAL~(* 
1976-77 

May 1976 
March 1975 
October 1975 
May 1975 
May 1977 
March 1974 

April 1977 
January 1975 
July 1974 

December 1975 
November 1976 

January 1972 

March 1976 

February 1975 

Early 1950's 
January 1977 

Presiding Judge 
Probation Department 
Probation Department 
Presiding Judge 
Probation Department 
Presiding Judge 
Probation Department 
Presiding Judge 
Presiding Judge 
Presiding Judge 
Trial Court Administrator 

Probation Department 
Presiding Judge 
Probation Department 

Presiding JUdge 
Probation' Department 
Probation Department 

Presiding Judge 
Trial Court Administrator 

Probation Department 
Presiding Judge 

$ 77,889 $ 78,142 
89,887 178,473 
47,620 42,450 
88,758 83,100 
N/A 44,200 

333,253 
333,253 Local Funds 

N/A 33,333 
84,582 92,278 

55,793 
55,793 Local Funds 
95,030 90,125 

N/A 89,459 

Local Funds Local Funds 
Local Funds 66,800 

Local Funds 

93,27"1 179,827 
Local Funds Local Funds 

N/A 92,879 

$966,083 $1,460,112 

Source: Pretrial Services 
* During the 1976-77 Court term, 16 of the 21 counties in New Jersey had an operational juvenile 
and domestic relations court intake service. 
** Funding: Federal/State/Local indicates both Federal funds made available through either the 
Federal Law Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) , or the State Law Enforcement Planning 
Agency (SLEPA), per the Crime Control Act of 1968, as amended, and the buy-in and matching funds 
provided by State and local governments, respectively, pursuant to the Act. 
Amounts listed are aggregates of Federal, State and local funds. Of those counties receiving 
Federal funds, only Essex County received LEAA funds directly, while the other counties receive 
LEAA funds administereu through SLEPA. Th2 counties of Bergen and Passaic received funds during 
the latter quarters of the 1975-76 tt!;r.PJ to enable tnem to operate with those funds during a sub
stantial portion of the 1976-77 term, hence the carryover of funds from one term to the uext. 
The counties of Essex and Mercer had Federal funds terminate ~uring 1976-77, as their respective 
Board of Chosen Freeholders assumed funding responsibility. Ocean County was locally funded until 
F~deral funds were provided in June 1977. 
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County ~otnplaints 
~creened 

PROBATION TABLE D-4 

JUVENILE AND DQMESTIC RELATIONS COURT INTAKE SERVICES 
Juvenile Court Intake 

September 1, 1976 - August 31, 1977* 

COMPLAINTS DIVERTED - MANNER OF DIVERSION 
Complaints Total Intake Juvenile All 
Referred to Complaints Conference Conference Otheri(* 

Percentage of 
Complaints 

Court Diverted Committee Screened Diverted*in'( 

Atlantic 3,608 2,272 1,194 800 394 142 33% 
Bergen,b~"'d( 5,140 3,059 2,081 781+ 1,041+ ° 40% 
Burlington 2,706 1,194 1,345 626 719 167 50% 
Camden 6,132 3,343 2,623 1,631 992 166 43% 
Cape J.vIay"'(;bb~ 382 220 162 162 0 0 42% 
Essex 9,936 5,047 4,643 3,280 1,363 246 47% 
Gloucester 1,272 672 521 258 263 79 41'1. 
Hudson 5,691 3,446 2,136 1,083 1,053 109 381. 
Mercer l~,388 2,880 1,367 924 443 141 31% 
Middlesex 5,263 2,381 2,463 882 1,581 419 47% 
Monmouth 4,536 2,650 1,870 938 932 16 41% 
Morris 3,873 1,318 2,512 1,538 974 43 65% 
o c'e an 3,027 2,342 640 364 276 45 21% 
Passaic 6,080 3,580. 2,326 1,212 1,114 174 38'7. 
Somerset 1,294 981 293 293 ° 20· 23% 
Union 2,231 903 1,293 766 527 35 58% c, 

Total 65,559 36,288 27,469 15,538+ 11,672+ 1,802 42% 

Source: Pretrial Services - Statistical data included in this table differs from statistical data 
concerning juvenile complaints presented elsewhere in this report due to the difference between 
reporting requirements for intake and county juvenile reportsand the fact that some intake services 
became operational.at various times during the 1976-77 Court term. Only complaints screened, referred 
to court, diverted and either transferred, referred or waived to the criminal court, withdrawn or dis
missed during the 1976-77 Court term or parts thereof are included in this table. 
* During the 1976-7.7 Court term, each of the 16 operational intake serVices provided services to 
their respective juvenile court. 
** This category includes those complaints transferred to another county within the State per R.5:3-1(b) 
which authorizes the court to transfer a complaint to the county in which the offender resides~ refer
red or waived to an appropriate alternate court or prosecuting authority per ~. 5:9-5, dismissed per 
R. 5:8-3 or withdrawn at the request of the complainant. It is not known if transferred complaints 
are diverted. 
,,<** Percentage of Complaints ScrEi~f/ed Diverted is derived from Total Complaints Diverted (Intake 
Conference, Juvenile Conference Committee) divided by Complaints Screened. Data in column "All Other" 
(transfers. waivers. dismissals.or withdrawals) is not included in this percentage. 
*;,<*,,< Bergen County,·and Cape May County, while assisting the J & DR clerk of court in the screening 
of complaints, count.: cases rather than complaints, regardless of whether they are scheduled for or 
diverted from court. The number of complaints received exceeds the number of cases received. 
+ Since Bergen County counts cases rather than complaints, some juveniles having more than one 
complaint against them, and who are diverted through an intake conference or to a juvenile c.onfer-' 
ence committee are counted as one case. Hence the discrepancy (259) between ~ergen County's Total 
Complaints Diverted (2,081) and the sum of complaints diverted through an intake conference or to 
a juvenile conference committee (1,822). This discrepancy (259) is also found between the Total 
Total Complaints Diverted (27,469) and the sum (27,210) of Total Intake Conferences (15,538) and 
Total Juvenile Conference Committees (11,672). 
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COUNTY 

Camden 
Essex 
Hudson 
Middlesex'''''>'''l'c 

1M0rris 
Somerset 

Total 

PROBATION TABLE D-5 

JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURT INTAKE SERVICES 
Domestic Relations Court Intake 

September 1, 1976 - August 31, 1977* 

Diversion Through Consent Agreement or 
Dismissal, Orders Drawn Up and Approved by Judge 

COMPLAINTS COMPLAINTS COMPLAINTS RESULTING CONSENT ORDERS TO PERCENTAGE DIVERTED*~ 
RECEIVED REFERRED TO IN DIVERSION ORDERS ORDERS DISMISS 

COURT COMPLAINT 

2,136 625 1,367 914 453 64% 

5,436 859 3,861 3,134 727 71% 
, 

2,225 860 888 470 418 40% 
1,753 396 1,121 1,060 61 64% 

457 105 327 153 174 72% 
356 204 141 67 74 40% 

12,363 3 , 0497,0./( .. /\,'( 7 ,705*,>,.** 5,798 1,907 62% 

Source: Pretrial Services - Statistical data included in this table differs from statistical data 
concerning domestic relations complaints presented elsewhere in this report due to the difference 
between reporting requirements for intake and cQunty juvenile reports. Only complaints received and 
disposed of during the 1976-77 Court term are included in this table. 

* During the 1976-77 Court term, only six intake services provided services to their respective 
domestic relations court. 
*,'" This category sets forth the percentage of all domestic relations actions which result in diver
sion orders. 
*"ld·Middlesex County statistics reflect only those complaints for which consent conferences are 
scheduled, held and successfully completed. 

*"1.*,'. Neither County nor State totals of Complaints Referred to Court plus Complaints Resulting in 
Diversion Orders, when added, equal Complaints Received. However, County and State totals for 
Consent Orders and Orders to. Dismiss Complaint when added together, equal the respective totals 
for Complaints Resulting in Diversion Orders. 





county 

1. ATLANTIC PTI 

2. BERGEN PTI 

3. BURLINGTON PTI 

4. CAPE MAY PTI 

5. CAMDEN TASC 

CAMDEN PTI 

6. CUMBERLAND PTI 

7. ESSEX PII 

NEWARK TASC 

8. GLOUCESTERPTI 

9. HUDSON PTI 

JERSEY C;I:TY ARP 

10. HUNTEROON Err 

1l. MERCER PTI 

12. HIDDLESEX PTI 

13. MONMOUTH PTI 

14. MORRIS PT! 

15. OCEAN PTI 

16. PASSAIC PTI 

17. SALEM PTI 

18. SOMERSET PTI 

19. 1:iUSSEle 

20. UNION PTI 

21. WARREN 

PROBATION TABLE D~6 

~EW JERSEY PRETRIAL INTERVENTION PROGRAMS, Rule 3:28 
Administrative Office of the Courts 

Pretrial Services 

R. 3:28 Effective or Approval Administration Indictable 
Approval Operational Ends 

Date 

-
1/21/76 '3/1/76 Open TCA « Prosecutor X 

4/1/74 6/74 Open Probation Dept. X 

12/1/76 2/77 Open TCA & Probation X 

1/21/76 1/3/77 Open TCA X 

12/13/74 1/6/75 Open Probation CDS Only 

12/13/74 1/6/75 Open Probation X 

1/21/76 1/3/77 Open TCA X 

9/10/76 9/10/76 Open Probation X 

4/1/74 10/74 Open Municipal Court None 

1/21/76 2/17/76 Open Probation X 

11/71 11/71 Open TCA X 

6/73 6/73 Open }!unicipa1 Court None 

1/10/77 2/77 Open TCA & Vicinage 
Coordinator X 

2/25/75 3/3/75 Open TCA X 

8/6/75 9/8/75 Open Probation X 

7/20/77 9/26/77 Open TCA & Probation X 

4/24/75 4/28/75 Open Probation X 

12/1/76 2/77 Open Probation X 

7/6/76 11/1/76 Open Probation X 

1/21/76 1/3/77 Open TCA X 

12/1/76 12/15/76 Open Probation X 

No Approvei :Program 

4/7/76 11/8/76 Open TCA X 

No Approved Program 

Eligibility N.J.S.A. 
Non- 24:21-27 

Indictable 

None None 

X None 

Nene Yes 

None None 

X Yes 

None Yes 

None None 

None None 

CDS Only Yes 

None None 

X None 

Alcohol 
Dependency None 

None None 

X None 

None Yes Only 
Supervision 

None None 

X Yes 

None None 

None None 

None None 

None None 

None None 
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COUNTY 

ATLANTIC 
BERGEN 
BURLINGTON 
CAMDEN 
CAPE MAY 
CUMBERLAND 
ESSEX 
GLOUCESTER 
HUDSON 
HUN!ERDON 
MERCER 
l1IDDLESEX 
MONMOUTH 
MORRIS 
OCEAN 
PASSAIC 
SALEM 
SOMERSET 
SUSSEX 
UNION 
I-lARREN 

TOTAL 

PROBATION TABLE D-7 

PRETRIAL INTERVENTION - APPLICATIONS 
Non-Indictable and Indictable Complaints 

September ~, 1976 - August 31, 1977 

APPLICATIONS APPLICATIONS DURING ENROLLMENTS DURING REJECTIONS DURING 
PENDING AS OF September 1, 1976 September 1, 1976 September 1, 1976 
August 31, 1976 to August 31, 1977 to August 31, 1977 to August 31, 1977 

Non- Ind. Total Non- Ind. Total Non- Ind. Total Non- Ind. Total 
Ind. Ind. Ind. Ind. 

16 16 486 486 105 105 347 34, 
45 78 123 1036 762 1798 596 187 783 274 417 691 

248 248 34 34 163 163 
145 145 1375 1375 437 437 919 919 

0 290 290 12 12 162 162 
0 11 476 487 3 37 1+0 8 320 328 
0 3295 :3295 646 646 2278 2278 

67 67 1 568 569 76 76 221 221 
48 212 260 930 617 1547 316 198 514 425 524 949 

0 245 245 52 52 26 26 
89 84 173 569 544 1113 242 107 349 133 173 306 

136 136 1476 1476 147 147 1119 1119 
PROGRM1 OPERATIONAL OCT BF:R 1 q 17 

70 70 16 753 769 6 427 433 4 248 252 
0 229 229 78 78 120 120 
0 547 547 121 121 390 390 
0 386 386 16 16 194 194 
0 454 454 138 138 121 121 

NQ AI~RQ)ly E;~ 
1014 1014 97 97 722 722 

NQ lIEEBQ)lED EEP.G.RAM-

182 808 9,90 2563 13765 16328 1163 2915 4078 844 8464 9308 

TOTAL ONE YEAR AGO 2145 3827 5972 1197 1305 2502 694 2073 2767 

APPLICATIONS OPERATIONAL DATE 
PENDING AS OF 
August 31, 1977 

Non- Ind. Total 
Ind. 

50 50 March 1976 
211 236 447 June 1974 

51 51 February 1977 
164 164 January 1975 
116 116 January 1977 

0 119 119 January 1977 
371 371 September 1977 

1 338 339 February 1976 

237 107 344 November 1971 
167 167 February 1977 

283 348 631 March 1975 
346 346 September 1975 

Octobe.r 1977 
6 148 154 April 1975 

31 . 31 February 1977 
36 36 November 1976 

176 176 January 1977 
195 195 December 1976 

195 195 November 1976 

738 3194 3932 

,j 

132 808 990 



COUNTY 

ATLANTIC 

BERGEN 
BURLINGTON 
CAMDEN 
CAPE MAY 
CUMBERLAND 
ESSEX 
GLOUCESTER 
HUDSON 
HUNTERDON 
MERCER 
MIDDLESEX 
HONHOUTH 
MORRIS 
OCEAl."'! 
PASSAIC 
SALEM 
SOMERSET 
SUSSEX 
UNION 
WARREN 

TOTAL 

CURRENT ENROLLMENTS 
AS OF 

August 31, 1976 

Non- Ind. Total 
Ind. 

12 11 
108 70 178 

0 
141 141 

0 
0 
0 

21 21 
212 36 248 

0 
72 48 120 

30 30 

PROBATION TABLE D-8 

PRETRIAt INTERVENTION - ENROLLMENTS 
Non-Indictable and Indictqble Complaints 

September 1, 1976 - August 31 1977 , 

NEW ENROLLMENTS DISMISSALS 
September I, 1976 (successfully 
to August 31, 1977 completing program) 

September I, 1976 
to August 31, 1977 

Non- Ind. Total Non- Ind. Total 
Ind. Ind. 

105 105 55 
596 187 783 458 163 621 

34 34 1 1 

437 437 368 368 
12 12 0 

3 37 40 0 
646 646 177 177 

76 76 66 66 
316 198 514 204 97 301 

52 52 

I 
0 

242 107 349 163 78 241 

147 147 143 - 143 
EEQGEAM QEEBATIQNAI. QCTQBER 1911 .1 

1 181 182 6 427 433 1 338 339 

0 78 78 16 16 , 
0 121 121 0 
0 16 16 0 

0 138 '138 13 13 

NQ AEEBQ~ED £EQGBAM 

I I 0 97 97 28 28 

1m A£EBQ~ED £RQGRAH 

393 539 932 1163 2915 4078 826 1543 2314 

TOTAL ONE YEAR AGO 1197 1305 2502 859 735 1594 

TERMINATIONS CURRENT ENROLLHENTS 
(unsuccessful AS OF 
removal from progrruW August 31, 1977 

September I, 1976 
to August 31, 1977 

Non- Ind. Total Non- Ind. Total 
Ind. Ind. 

6 6 56 56 I 23 6 29 223 88 311 
0 33 33 

28 28 182 182 
0 12 12 
0 3 37 40 

34 34 435 435 

4 4 27 27 

55 15 70 269 122 391 
0 52 52 

7 4 11 144 73 217 

10 10 24 24 

27 27 6 243 249 
0 62 62 
0 121 121 

1 1 15 15 

1 1 124 124 

3 3 66 66 

85 139 224 645 1772 2417 

228 77 305 393 539 932 
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PROBATION TABLE D-9 

PRETRIAL INTERVENTION BUDGET APPROPRIATION 

Calendar - +977 

Operational SLEPA* Coun ty* * CETA 
County Date Funding Funding Punding Total 

Atlantic 3/7 () $ 73,921 $ 
I 

3,H91 I $ 77,812 

Bergen ()/74 130,000 65,222 195,222 

Burlington 2/77 55,916 3,10() I 59,022 

Camden 1/75 32';' • {l H 5 327,685 

Cape ~Iay 1/77 3 () , 17 U 36,170 

Cumberland 1/77 43,834 43,834 

Essex 9/76 124,518 146,003 270,521 

Gloucester 2/76 4S,·to7 45,407 

Hudson 11/71 227}90n $19,400 247,300 

Hunterdon 2/77 38,801 2,0l;; 40,R14 

~Idrcer 3/75 67,498 4,756 17,160 8~,414 

~lidd1escx 9/ 7 5 147,189 147,189 

~Ionmouth 9/77 50,964 6,300 57,264 

... 10 rr is 4/75 27,175 57,653 34,600 119,428 

Ocean 2/77 57,421 2,969 60,390 

Passaic 11/76 89,722 66,456 156,178 

Salem 1/77 28,800 28,800 

Somerset 12/76 52,221 66,042 118,263 

Sussex No Approved Pirogram 

Union 11/76 79,167 65,38:> 144,550 

Warren No Approved Plrogram I 

Total $994,513 $1,199,590 $71,160 $2,265,263 

* The column headed SLEPA includes the State match of 5% required on grants. 
Also, grants beginning and ending in different calendar years have been 
prorated for the appropriated portion budgeted for calendar 1977. 

** County portion includes the local 5~ match required on Federal grants. 
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PROBATION TABLE E-I 
PERSONNEL COMPLETING PROBATION TRAINING 

COURT YEARS ENDING AUGUST 31, 1973, 1974, 1975, 1976, AND 1977 

261 250 • 
180 

1i'0 

160 

150 

140 

130 
UI 

5120 
UI 
0: 

~ 110 
lJ.. 

~ 100 
I.LI 
m 90 ::E 
:::l 
Z 

80 

70 

60 

50 

40 

30 

20 

10 

1973 '74 '75 '7Ei '77 

ORIENTATION 

Y 

1973 '74 '75 '76 '77 

SKILLS AND 
METHODS 

1973 '74 '75 '76 '77 

GROUP 
COUNSELING 

1973 '74 '75 '7S '77 

SUPERVISORY 
TRAINING 

1974 '75 '76 '77 

REPORT 
WRITING 

Y 

197'l- '75 '76' '77 

ADMllliSTRATIVE 
TRAINING 

i/ ORIENTATION INCLUDES ALL NEW STAFF TRAINED, PROBATION OFFICERS AND INVESTIGATORS BOTH AT STATE AND COUNTY FACILITIES. 

Y COURSE NOT OFFERED DURING 1976. 

Y NEW COURSES-FIRST OFFERED DURING 1977. 

SOURCE: OFFICE OF PROBATION TRAINING 

1976 '77 1976 '77 

COUNSELING PRESENTENCE 
ALCOHOLIC INVESTIGATION 

PROBATIONER TRAINING 

1977 

PREJUDiCiAL 
CONFERENCE 

TRAINING 

~ 

1
260 

250 

190 

180 

170 

160 

150 

140 

130 
UI z 

120 0 
UI 
0: 

110 
I.LI 
Q. 

lJ.. 
0 

100 0: 
I.LI 
m 

90 ::E 
:::l 
Z 

80 

70 

60 

',50 

40 

30 

20 

fO 

1977 

FAMILY 
CRISIS 

INTERVENTION 

~ 



ORIENTATION 

UJ ,.. 
COUNTY UJ ::l 

a 0 
0 :I1 
UJ § ,.. 
Q) 
p. ::;: 
'l-I 'l-I 
0 0 

*' *' 

Atlantic 
Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 35 161.0 

Cape May 

Cumberland 

.Essex 31. 2328 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 59 4954 
Monmouth 

Morris 

Ocean 

Passaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 

TOTAL 125 8892 

SOURCE: Probation Training 

TABLE E-2 

COUNTY ADMINISTERED PROBATION TRAINING PROGRAMS 
CONDUCTED DURING 1976 - 1977 

.cOURT YEAR 

NARCOTICS AND MANAGEMENT AND 
COUNSELING ALCOHOL SUPERVISION 

UJ UJ UJ 

~ ~ 
,.. 

UJ UJ UJ ::l 
a 0 a 0 a 0 
0 II: 0 :I1 0 :I1 

"' I UJ I "' I ,.. a ,.. a ., a 
Q) ~ 0) ~ ,J ~ p. p, P. 

'H 'H 'H 'l-I 'H. 'H 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

*' *' '"' '"' *' *' 

8 88 5 175 

11 168 7 1.40 

35 875 4 24 

9 432 

23 960 

188 1972 7 200 76 998 

30 600 

20 226 12 196 14 286 

301 4361 47 1531 101 1448 

OTHER TOTAL 

~ ~ 
UJ ::l UJ ::l a g a 0 
0 0 ::<: 
"' I "' I ,.. a ,.. 

~ 0) ~ Q) 
P. P. 

'H 'H 'H 'H 
0 0 0 0 

*' *' *' '"' 

11 314 24 577 

27 590 80 2508 

9 45 79 3272 

9 432 

23 960 

45 475 375 8599 

52 706 82 1306 

4 155 50 863 

~ 

1.48 2285 722 18517 
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COUNTY 

REPORT ON '.rHE Ol>BRA'rIOll 01" !'l.J.S.A. Tl'l'U: ')9. 
OLAIl-lS AGAINST PUBLIC ENTITIES (N. J. TORT CLAIMS 

ACT AND N.J. CONTRACTUAL LIABILITY ACT) 

SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURT INVENTORY OF CASES 

SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 

CASES DISPOSED OF 

By Trial \Without ~rial (Berore 
Commenced \Trial Commenced) 

5 
0 ..... 
r,.t .... 

'" 'tI"'; 
"'0. ..... s 
kO 
r,.tu 

'tI 

'" ,..; ..., 
~ 
til 

'tI 

'" til 
til ..... 
S ., 

AOTlVE CASES 
PENDING ON 

AUGUST 51 ;t9TI 

..... 
A 

f-----------+-+--+--II,.--+---I--I---1-. ';'--!--I--+-1I-+-+-+--1 ATLANTIC 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (InCl. Auto Ncg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local Public tntities 

2 

2 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 28 

~ 
Claims Against the state 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

o 
o 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 1 

BURLINGTON 
Claims Against the state 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims AgainGt Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

~ 
Claims Agsinst the state 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

2 

o 

23 

39 

3 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 59 

CAPE MAY 

Claims Against the state 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg,) 

o 

o 

5 

2 

7 

35 

27 

3 

29 

3 

1 I 

24 

22 

3 

85 

o 
o 

'7 

4 

3 

28 

10 

o 

2 

o 
o 

13 

1 

42 

o 
o 

1 

o 
o 

o 

o 
o 

1 

o 
o 

o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

o 

o 
o 

o 

3 

o 

1 

o 
o 

o 

o 

o 

o 
o 

2 

o 4 

o 4 

o 25 

o 9 

o 1 

o 12 

o 0 

o 0 

o 4 

o 
o 

7 

1 

o 48 

o 0 

o 0 

(l 0 

* A case is added to the calendar when the first answar is filed, ~. 4:36-2. 

o 
o 

o 

o 
o 

2 

o 
1 

6 

12 

1 

32 

o 
o 

o 
o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 
o 

o 

o 
o 

o 

'0 

o 

1 

o 
o 

4 

4 

o 25 

o 12 

o 1 

1 17 

o 
o 

o 
1 

o 10 

o 

o 
19 

2 

1 84 

o 
o 

o 

o 
o 

4 

1 

1 

1 

1 

o 
o 

o 
4 

2 4 14 18 

5 

o 

1 

o 
o 

o 
o 

o 

o 
o 

o 11 

o 
o 

3 

o 
o 

o 

o 

o 

4 

o 
o 

o 

o 20 

o 2 

o 13 

o 
o 

3 
(l 

5 19 

o 

1 

16 

1 

4 32 

o 
o 

1 

o 
o 

3 

1 

5 

36 

20 

g 

13 

3 
o 

35 

16 

2 

40 

o 
o 

4 
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(JOUNTY 

" 

QUMBElUMi'D 
Claims Against the State 

" 

'I'ox:;t (incl. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Inc!. Auto Neg.) 

~ 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (InCl. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local PUblic Entities 

Tort (Inc!. Auto Neg.) 

£!fQ!!£ESTER 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local PUblic Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

HUDSON 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

HUNTERDON 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

'd 
QJ 
:;j 
p; 
III ... 
<: 

or! 

'" ri 
Co 
s 
0 
0 

2 

0 

14 

16 

4 

182 

0 

1 

7 

14 

8 

REPORT ON THE OPERATION OF N.J.S.A. TITLE 59, 
CLAIMS AGAINST PUBLIC:: ENTITIES (N.J. TORT CLAIMS 

ACT AND N.J. aONTRACTUAL LIABILITY ACT) 

SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURT INVENTORY OF CASES 

SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 

CASES DISPOSED OF 

\D By Trial ~Without Trial (Before 
Commenced Trial Commenced) S\ 

IlOri 

* !i " ... -;;j '0 
'd ri 'd'tl Q) 

QJ 0 o or! <: ~ ~ <: ,.. '0 or! ~~'dt: 0 '0 QJ QJ '0'" o or! ~iil QJ or! 
Po."" :&: o;;IP:;OJ E-<'" '0 to ... 
til ~ "'bIl QJ QJ"" QJ III <: 

tial &~ 'dri ~;!{ ri or! 0 QJ ... QJ " QJCo ... e CJ 
lilA "'or! ~...-I UJ ~ or!s '0 ... '" III 

'" OJ 
oj.c: ~t:~.g "'0 .:;~ QJ or! or! OCl) 0 ... E-<O CI) ~ ~ 

0 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

40 14 2 0 0 24 10 0 

9 5 0 0 0 0 4 0 

2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

221 123 1 3 0 5 27 0 

2 1 ? 0 0 1 0 0 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

23 9 1 0 0 4 6 0 

12 10 0 0 0 5 4 0 

4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 

241 ll~ 185 5 9 0 47 18 0 

1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

35 ll. 25 0 0 2 2 6 0 

-, * A case is added to the calendar when the first answer is filed, B. 4:36-2. 

~-2 

ACTIVE CASES 
<: PENDING ON 
0 t\UGUST 31,1977 ..-I ... <: ot) 0 t-

""N j.> t;)tr\ 'U '0'" QJ~ri 't1li1 ~, or! 

~ " Q)..-I CJH 

"'''' oj 
t~iY\ "':;I '0 riQJ 

QJ,., QJ Po.~ \D C\I (\J ..:Po. ... ... '" III ri'" rilll 
"'H 0;;1& Ill'" J~ .c: o:l'l "':;; ';j"'''' ~1l OJ " 1lJ ... ... ., ",oj '0 <: ... <: QJ<: ... ~!lJ "' ... Oor!'" oj<: §£! \D~ ~~ Oal:;l E-<O E-<~ 0 OH E-<O": 

0 1 0 1 ;1 0 1 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

0 36 1 6 5 6 17 

0 4 0 3 2 5 10 

0 0 0 1 1 1 3 

1 37 0 69 75 163 307 

0 1 0 1 0 1 2 

0 0 0 J 0 1 1 

0 11 0 4 5 12 21 

1 10 0 0 4 8 12 

0 0 0 0 1 7 8 

3 82 2 50 164 106 220 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

3 13 0 8 9 6 23 



COUN'l'Y 

~ 
Claim a Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

Cont.ractual Liability 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

MIDDLESEX 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (InCl. Auto Neg.) 

contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

MONMOUTH 

Claims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local Publio Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

~ 
Claims Aga1nst the State 

Tort (Inol. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local Publio Entities 

Tort (Inol, Auto Neg.) 

OCEAN 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local Publio Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg,) 

REPORT ON THE OPERATION OF N.J.S.A. TITLE 59. 
CLAIMS AGAINST PUBLIC ENTITIES (N.J. TORT CLAIMS 

ACT AND N.J. CONTRACTUAL LIABILITY ACT) 

SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURT INVENTORY OF CASES 

SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1971 

CASES DISPOSED OF 

'0 10 By Trial _~ithout Trial (Before 
OJ t- Commenced Trial Commenced). ~ * M bl)M ., ..-I -. f>. ~ . , ... 0;& 

., 
'tl'!:l OJ III 'OM 010 0..-1 d ~ ~ ~ d '" 
'0..-1 ~~'Ot: 0 "d OJ OJ '0'" 0 .... 

g~ OJ p.,J:J <&: a! ~ bO E-t~ '0 ., .... al '" n OJ ., a 
'ci. ., 

~ il &!i 'OM 6b OJ M "iJ 0 OJ .... 
OJ '" OJ"" ",1=1 .... " S ~ ~ Ill .... oM"'''' Es .... ., 

'" 0 al,Q ""t:iSil ,:gB OJ .... oM I:.> I:.> til 1:.> .... til' 1=1 1=1 

-
2 1 2 0 0 0 0 ,..:i ... ';' 

,! ./ 
1 2 1 0 0 0 d l<. 0 0 

3 12 3 0 0 0 0 7 0 

15 18 9 0 0 0 0 17 0 

4 0 3 0 0 0 0 2 0 

206 172 112 0 2 0 8 99 0 

0 8 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

23 107 52 0 1 0 9 8 0 

2 2 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 

6 0 3 1 0 0 1 0 0 

64 14 43 1 1 0 7 5 0 

2 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0' 0 

46 48 46 1 2 0 24 3 0 

* A case i9 added to the calendar when the first answer iaf11ed, E. 4:36~2. 

ACTIVE CASES 

~ 
PENDING ON 

ugust 31,1977 .... a ou 0 t-....... .... 
OJJs> 

'0 '(Jill 
'0 "J ~~ :> M OJ ... ..-I •. 

"'''' ., 
ilmlY\ "'::I '0 P!£ C\I ~ ... OJ 10 C\I CII"" .... '" '" M'" .-I'" 

Ill'" o;;j& "' .... "'.c .c ",;1 o;;j~~ all) 
Il) " 

OJ .... 0 .... 
",;1 .... '" :gal 'Os:: .... <1 Ole:: ..,., 

o..-l~ I:.>~ :5~ IO~ ~~ Oell::l E-tO E-t1=1 0 E-tPc,: 

0 1 0 2 0 0 2 

0 0 0 0 3 0 3 

0 7 0 0 1 7 8 

1 18 0 3 4 2 9 
0 2 0 0 1 0 1 

5 114 0 51 52 ~7 
, 

170 

0 1 0 1 0 6 7 
0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

0 18 0 25 81 35 141 

0 1 1 0 2 0 2 

1 3 0 0 0 0 0 

2 16 0 17 15 9 41 

0 1 0 1 0 0 1 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

2 32 1 19 10 ~2 61 

Q-3 



'tI Ol .-j 
oM 
r~ 

COUNTY '" ... 
!l 
'" M 
0. s 
0 0 

PASSAIC 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 8 

Contractual Liability 1 

Claimo Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 35 

SALEM 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 0 

Contractual Liability 0 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 0 

SCMERSET 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) I 

Contractual Liabiiity 0 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 33 

SUSSEX 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 0 

'.Contractual Liability 2 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 21 

~ 
Claimo Aga~nst the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 10 

Contractual Liability 7 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 78 

REPORT ON THE OPERATION OF N.J.S.A. TITLE 59, 
CLAIMS AGAINST PUBLIC ENTITIES (N. J. TORT CLAIMS 

ACT AND N.J. CONTRACTUAL LIABILITY ACT) 

SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURT I~ORY OF CASES 

SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 

CASES DISPOSED OF 

\0 By Trial ~ithout Trial (Before 
b; Commenced Trial Commenced) 

")M,, .. 
f r:: • '. ....~ '0 

~~'\,'.: ,'<1'tl Ol 
." 0 ooM c ... " doM »... '" 0 M "" C Ol OJ -'tl '" M"'tl8 ooM ~g Ol .... 

""'ll ..;~ oI!XlOl 8'" 'tl III ... 
IIlbll Ol Ol .... Ol '" C ., Ol III oM'tlOC 'tlM ~2l "" oM 0 Ol'" Ol., ..p IV p...,.t Olo. ... S () ., 0. ",oM s-t ..... UJJ.t oMS 'tl ... ., 

'" ",Ol as,<:: ~f1ag 1<0 .sE Ol oM oM I:.)CI) 0 ... 80 CI) t:I t:I 

5 11 0 3 0 0 4 0 

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

66 50 0 32 0 1 28 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

2 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 

1 1 9 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

28 33 0 2 0 3 12 5 

2 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 

2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17 20 1 3 0 3 13 0 

14 11 0 3 0 0 3 0 

6 2 0 0 0 4 3 0 

107 65 0 7 0 2 48 0 

* A.case is added to the calendar when the first answer is filed, ~. 4:36-2. 

ACTIVE CASES ,II 
c PENDINCI ON 
0 ugust 31,19F oM ... c 

l'-00 0t> , 
tilb; ...... 

'tlog " u, ~.::iM OloM Ol .... 0..:1 oM 'tl ~ 

"'''' '" t~!?, "''' 'tl MOl .,"> Ol 
""~ \0 CIJ ell ":11< ... .... III III ""'" Mill .,1< .-jo Ill'" 1<.<:: o:fi .<:: .-jill'" 

alJ "'0. Ol() Ol ... 1< ... .fl~~ ... ., 
'" '" 'tlC ... C OlC 1< ... o oM"" aSc §~ \O~ >0 oaS" 80 8t:1 0 OH 0:>: 80": 

0 7 0 3 4 2 9 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

1 62 0 24 15 15 54 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 2 0 0 0 1 1 

0 0 0 1 1 0 2 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 23 0 21 8 9 38 

0 2 0 1 0 0 1 

0 0 1 0 1 1 2 

0 20 0 10 5 2 17 

1 7 0 0 8 10 18 

I 8 0 0 0 0 0 

5 62 0 23 26 61 110 



COUNTY 

WARREN 
Claims Against the state 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Against r",c~l Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

TOTALS, STATE &: LOCAL 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local PUblic Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

TOTALS 

REPORT ON THE OPERATION OF N.J.S.A. Tl.'rLE 59. 
CLAIMS AGAINST PUBLIC ENTITIES (N.J. TORT CLAIMS 

ACT AND N. J. CONTRACTUAL I.J:ABILITY ACT) 

SUPERIOR AND COUNTY COURT INV.';:NTORY OF CASES 

I 2 SEPTEMBER 1 19]6 TO AUGUST 31 1977 

CASES DISPOSED OF 

\0 By Trial ~ithout Trial (Before 'tI 
<> b:; Commenced Trial Commenced 
rl 

bO rl ori 
14 !i...i *'tI'tI ~';l 'tl ., 
III 'g J.. <>0 0..-1 C .., 

~ .., 'tI'rl .::?~'tIt: 0 i-i 'tI 
;i ., <> 'til< O'rl ..,~ OJ 

11<11 ";8: rllIlOJ E-<'" S:: .. 'tI 0: ~ .. .. ",M ., ., ... ., III 
M '" ., co 'rl'tlos:: 'tiM ~<> .... 'rl 0 
0. OJ'" OJ'" .p ~ Q..n "'0. 'tI A ., E f.) 
E '" "" "'''"' J.t..-i tQ$.4 'rlE .., .. co 
0 .. ., ".0 8!t:E~ lot 0 .;~ <> 'rl 'rl 

<:> 0'" 0'" E-<O '" R R 

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

3 6 3 0 0 0 0 2 0 

116 130 84 0 9 0 30 48 0 

40 34 20 1 0 0 11 7 0 

1,107 1,173 878 14 67 2 230 333 6 

~}263 1,337 982 15 76 2 271 388 6 

** A case ia added to the calendar when the 'first anawer is filed, ~. 4:3~2. 

ACTIVE CASES 
e PENDING ON 
0 lUGUST 31,1977 'rl ., ,:; t-

0(1 04' b:; -to'rl 
'd 'tlfl1 ~!rl 'dill ~~ :;. ~ .,'rl 

~5!i\ 1<1< .. ... ~ "" li!] "17 ., \0 CIJ CIJ ":P<", ... III '" rlm rl'" .,1< '.i\8. "'''' J...<: o:S .<: ';j~'" 
~1l <>0 <>'" ... '" "''''~ "'VJ .... 'de "'c .,e 
lot'" O'rl~ Qje s::o \O~ M! ~~c.: 80 E-<RO OH ::>::<: 

.-

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 2 0 1 2 
I, 

4 7 

3 90 7 19 25 n 117 

2 21 3 3 8 19 30 

25 . 677 10 347 3g] 620 1,364 

30 788 20 369 430 712 l,51~. 

Q-5 



Up to $100.01 

COUNTY $100. inc. to $500.-
ITort, ort, 
Inc. pontr. nco Contr 
Auto iab. Auto iab. 

ATLANTIC 
'State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 

BERGEN 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
BURLINGTON 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
CAMDEN 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
CAPE MAY 
"State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 

CUMBERLAND 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
ESSEX 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 

GLOUCESTER 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 

HUDSON 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 \ 0 

HUNTERDON 
State 0 0 0 0 
Loc~). 0 0 0 0 

MERCER 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 

REPORT ON THE OPERATION OF N.J.S.A. TITLE 5 
CLAIMS AGAINST PUBLIC ENTITIES N.J. TORT CLAIMS 

ACT AND N.J. CONTRACTUFAL LIABILITY ACT 

Superior and County Courts Money Judgments 
September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

$500.01 $1000.01 $1500.01 4;2000.01 $3000.01 
to $1000. to $1500: to $2000. to $3000. to $4000. 

Tort, Tort, Tort, Tort, Tort 
Inc. Contr Inc. pontr .Inc. r.ontr Inc. Contr Inc. Contr 
Auto ia,b. Auto iab~ lAuto iab. Auto iab. Auto Liab 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .0 0 0 
1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 1 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o , 

I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$)~000.01 $5000.01 Over 
to $5000 •. ,to $10)000 $10,000 .• TOTALS 

Tort. Tort Tort Tort, 
Inc. Contr ~~~. 

Contr Inc. Gontr ~~;,. I~~~~r. 
Auto ~iab, I A ~(') Liab. Auto Liab A :0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 0 0 0 2 0 4 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 1 0 1 0 6 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 0 0 0 3 0 8 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 



,..-
----:""'--,".-. -il~------ ---- -------------- ---- - ---

Up to $100.01 
COUNTX $100. inc: to $500: 

. Tort 1'1'ort, 
Inc. Contr Inc. Contr 
Autg Liab. AutQ lJ.;iat, 

MIDDLESEX 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
MONMOUTH 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
MORRIS 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
OCEAN 
Sta'te 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
PASSAIC 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 1 0 
SALEM 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
SOMERSET 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
SUSSEX 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
UNION 
stii:te" 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
WARREN 
state 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL 
S'tii:te 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 1 0 

TOTAL 
ALL CASES 0 0 1 0 

REPORT ON THE OPERATION OF N.J .S.A. TI"fLE 5 
CLAIMS AGAINST PUBLIC ENTITIES N.J. TORT CLAIMS 

ACT AND N.J. CONTRAC L LIABILITY ACT 

$500.01 
to $1000., 

I'l'ort, 
Inc. Contr. 
Auto Liab. 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
1 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
2 0 

2 0 

Superior and County Courts Money Judgments 
September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

$1000.01 $1500.01 $2000.01 $3000.01 
to $1500. to $2000. to $3000. to $4000. 
Tort, 

pontr 
ITort, 

bontr 
I'l'ort, 

pontr 
lort, 

Inc. Inc. Inc. Inc. Contr 
Auto lLiab., Auto J.,ill.b. Auto iab. Auto Iriab~ 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

0 0 ., 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 C 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
3 0 5 0 6 0 6 0 

3 0 5 0 6 0 6 0 

$4000.01 $5000.01 Over 
to *5000 to $10,000 $10,000 TOTALS 

Tort Tort -Tort Tort, 
Inc. Contr Inc. Contr Inc. Contr I~;~ Contr. 
Auto Liab Auto Ir.;ab Auto ILiab Au lr.iAh 

. 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 1 0 4 0 6 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 1 0 1 0 8 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 Q 0 0 1 0 1 0 
1 0 0 0 1 0 5 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
'0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 
4 0 5 0 12 0 44 0 

4 0 5 0 13 0 45 0 



, 
<d 
01 
M 

~ 
COUNTY '" .... a 

..-I 

'" rl 

i 
0 

ATLANTIC 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 0 

Contractual Liability 0 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 5 

BERGEN 
Claims AgaInst the State 

Tort (Incl. Atlto !leg.) 0 

Contractual Liability 0 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 12 

BURLINGTON 
Claims Aghast tne state 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 1 

contractual Liability 0 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (;1:,;\cl. Auto Neg.) 1 
c.,J 

CAMDEN 
Claims Against the state 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 1 

Contractual Liability 0 
Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 6 

CAP!'! MAY 
Claims Against the state 

~ort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 0 

Contrsctual Liability 0 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 2 

* Summonses served on complaints. 

Q-B 

REPORT ON THE OPERATION OF N.J.S.A. TITLE 59. 
CLAIMS AGAINST PUBLIC ENTITIES (N.J. TORT CLAIMS 

ACT AND N.J. CONTRACTUAL LIABILITY ACT) 

COUNTY DISTRICT COURT INVENTORY OF CASES 

SEPTEMBER I, 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 197Z 

CASES DISPOSED OF 

\0 By Trial~ithout Trial (~irore t- Commenced Trial Commenced 0> * hOM 
oS ~ rl 't1 

't1'C1 'HI\! dl 'OM 010 0..-1 a ~ g a ~ '0..-1 ~~'Ot: 0;1 <d Q) 01 't1~ ~El dl ..-I 
"<~ <:;01 'Ol""" 8 .... '0 '" ~ P< wIlD 01 .. 'H .. '" Ol Q) to ..-1'00 a 't1.-i 1M .-i ..-I 0 OJ .... .. '" 4J cu 0.'1""1 .. o. .... S 0 
'" Po ",..-I ,.,. ...... tOJ.4 ..-IS 't1 .... en .. '" .. 0I.e ~t:r:la ~o .;!.' OJ ..... ... om 0 .... 80 rJl f'l A 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

3 5 0 0 1 1 1 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10 13 1 4 3 11 0 0 

0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10 0 0 1 1 2 6 0 

4 6 0 1 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 

ACTIVE CASES 
~ PENDING ON 
0 

August 31,197] ... .... .:: to-00 0 
i' ..-I ,> ~S; 'rl 

't1 '" 'Ow dl ,I OII';M 
1>..-1 Q)..-I ~H ..-I 't1 ~ ~~ .... aM 

~~ 't1 
Ii!~ 00l[Y') Q) \0 (II (II 

<:;"' .... 'H '" '" MtO M" tO~ 'Ol& ...... ~.e 
o:i'i .e M"'''' a1l OJO OJ .... ~ .... 

~~~ ....'" "'''' 't1a .... a OJa 
~ .... 0 ....... "'a :§~ \D~ ~~ 0\11:;1 80 8A 0 C)H 80"; 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 

0 3 0 3 I I 5 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 20 0 3 0 0 3 

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 10 0 Q 0 0 0 

0 1 0 5 3 1 9 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 1 0 1 a 0 1 



<0 
as 
M 
orl 
ft, 

COUNTY 111 

~ as 
..... e. S 
0 0 

CtJMBERLAND 
ClaimS AgaInst the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 1 
contractual Liabi1ity a 

Claims Against Loca1 Public Entities 

Tort (Incl, Auto Neg.) 2 

ESSEX 
C1aims Against the State 

Tort (Inc1. Auto Neg.) a 
contractual Liabil1ty a 

Clalms Against Loca1 Pub1ic Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 20 

GUlUCESTER 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (Inc1. Auto Neg.) 0 

Contractual Lisbi1ity 0 

Claims Against Loca1 Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 9 

HUDSON 
Claims AgaInst the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 0 

Contractual Liability 0 

C1aims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Inc:l. Auto Neg.) 25 

HUNTERDON 
C1aims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 0 

Contractual Liability a 
Claima Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Ne~.) a 

* Summonses served on complaints. 

REPORT ON THE OPERATION OF N.S.S.A. TITLE 59. 
CLAIMS AGAINST PUBLIC ENTITIES (N.J. TORT CLAIMS 

ACT AND N. S. CON'l'RACTUAL LIABILITY ACT) 

COUNTY DISTRICT COURT INVENTORY OF CASES 

SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 TO AUGUST 31, 1977 

CASES DISPOSED OF 
\D By Tria1 ~ithout Tria1 (BeforE t-

Commenced Trial Commenced) a-
* ..... 

bIl 
" ~ d '11 .:.1'-< 'tl'tl tt-! 1\1 QI 
'0 ... QI 0 o or! t: ~ ~ ~ QI '0 or! ».., ... 0 <0 '0", .... ~'tlE-l 0 •• 

~~ 
QI 
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MERCER 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

MIDDLESEX 
Claim a Against the state 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Againat Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

MONMOUTH 
Claims AgAihst tne State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

MORRIS 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

Contractual Liability 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Inc1.. Auto Neg.) 

OCF..AN 
Claims AgaInst the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

contractua1. Liability 

Claims Against Loca1. Pub1.ic Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 

~ Summonses served on complaints. 
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REPORT ON THE OPERATION OF N.J.S.A. TITLE 59. 
CLAIMS AGAINST PUBLIC ENTITIES (N.J. TORT CLAIMS 

ACT AND N.J. CONTRACTUAL LIABILITY ACT) 

COUNTY DISTRICT COURT INVENTORY OF CASES 

SEPTEMBER 1. 1.976 TO AUGUST 31., 1.977 

CASES DISPOSED OF 

* 
By Trial \Without Trial (Before 
Commenced \Trial Commenced) 
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PASSAIC 
Claims Ag~he state 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 0 

Contractual Liability 0 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 8 

SALEM 
Claims Against the St!;Ite 

Tort (InCl. Auto Neg.) 0 

Contractual Liability 0 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg. ) 0 

SOMERSET 
C).aims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 0 

Contractual Liability 1 

Claims Against Local Public Entitias 

Tort (Incl, Auto Neg.) :2 

SUSSEX 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 0 

Contractual Liability 0 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 0 

UNION 
Claims Against the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 0 

Contractual Liability 3 
Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 6 

* Summonses served on complaints. 

REPORT ON THE OPERATION OF N.J.S.A. TITLE 59, 
CLAIMS AGAINST PUBLIC ENTITIES (N.J. TORT CLAIMs 

ACT AIID N.J. ClONTRACTUAL LIABILITY ACT) 

COUNTY DISTRICT COURT INVENTORY OF CASES 

SEPTEMBER 1, 1976 TO AUGUST 31. 1977 
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WARREN 
C1al.ms Ag"iilii'Sr the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto neg.) 1 

Contractual Liability 2 

Claims Against Local Public Encl.ties 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 0 

TOTALS I STATE & LOCAL 
Claims Ag~inst the State 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 5 

contractual Ll.ability 13 

Claims Against Local Public Entities 

Tort (Incl. Auto Neg.) 138 

TOTALS 156 

* SUmmonses served on complaints. 
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COF.NTY 

ATLANTIC 
State 
Local 
BERGER .. 
State :: 
Local 
BURLINGTON 
state 
Local -
CAMDEN 
~ 
T"oca1 
CAPE MAY 
State 
Local 
GYMBERLAND 
State 
Local 
ESSEX 
sra:re 
JJoca1 
GLOUCESTER 
State 
Local 
HUDSON 
State 
Local 
HUNTERDON 
State 
Local 
MERCER 
'State 
Local 

REPORT ON THE OPERATION OF N.J.S.A. TITLE 
CLAIMS AGAINST PUBLIC ENTITIES N.J. TORT CLAIMS 

ACT AND N.J. CONTRACTU L LIABILITY ACT 

County District Courts Money JUdgments 
September I. 1976 to August 31. 1977 

Up to $100.01 $500.01 $1000.01 $1500.01 $2000.01 $3000.01 $4000.01 $~000.01 Over 
$100. inc. to $500. to $1000. ·to $1500. to $2000. to $.3000.. to $4000. to $5000. to ijl10, 000 $10,000. TOTALS 

ITort~ Tort~ Tort, Tort, Tort, Tort,1 Tort, Tort 'Tort Tort. Tort·, 
Inc. pontr. Inc. Gontr Inc. Gontr Inc. Contr Inc. pontr Inc. pontr Inc. Contr Inc. Gontr Inc. Contr Inc. Contr Inc. Gontr. 
Auto iab. Auto iab Auto Liab Auto [,iab". Auto ::'iab Auto "iab Auto :'iab ! Alto lr.iab Auto I r .. lah Alltn IT.; ab Auto Liab. 
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Up to .$100.01 
COUNTY $100., inc. to $500. - Tort, ITort, 

Inc. Contr Inc. Contr 
Auto luiab. Auto iab. 

MIDDLESEX 
state 0 a a a 
Local a a 1 0 
MONMOUTH 
State a 0 a a 
Local a a 0 a 
MORRIS 
State a 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
OCEAN 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
PASSAIC 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 1 0 
SALEM 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
SOMERSET 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
SUSSEX 
sta:te"- 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
UNION 
State 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
WARREN 
sta:t'e- 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL 
stii:t'e 0 0 0 0 
Local 0 0 4 O· 

TOTAL 
ALL CASES 0 0 4 0 

REPORT ON THE OPERATION OF N.J.S.A. TITLE 
CLAIMS AGAINST PUBLIC ENTITIES N.J. TORT CLAIMS 

ACT AND N.J. CONTRACTURAL LIABILITY ACT 

CountY'District Courts Money JUdgments 
September 1, 1976 to August 31, 1977 

$500.01 
tg $1000. 

$1000.01 
t;o $1500. 

$1500.01 
to $2000. 

$2000.01 
to $3000. 

$3000.01 
to $4000. 

Tort, Tort, Tort, Tort, Tort, 
Inc. Contr Inc. Contr Inc. pontr Inc. Contr Inc. Contr 
Auto Liab Auto r..iab Auto Liab Auto "iab Auto ,Liab 

a a a a a a a a a a 
a a a 0 a 0 a a a a 

a a a a a a a a a a 
a a 0 0 0 0 0 0 a 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 a 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 . 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2 a 1 a 0 0 5 0 0 0 

2 0 2 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 

$4000.01 $5000.01 Over 
to $5000. to $10,000 $10,000 TOTALS 
Tort Tort 

pontr. 
Tort, Tort, 

Inc. Contr Inc. Inc. pontT. Inc. Contr. 
Auto TJ; R.h. A'lto lab. Ant.,., .i Rh A"+,, .Llab 

a a a a a a 0 a 
a 0 0 0 a a 1 a 

a a a 0 a a a 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 a 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 , 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Q 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 12 1 
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REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON OPINIONS 

Beginning of Court Year 1976-77 1975-76 1974-75 
to August 31~ 1977 Court. Year Court Year Court Year 

Opinions Reviewed 
by Committee: 

Appellate Division 2,818 3,068 2,406 

Trial Courts 425 460 355 

TOTAL 3,243 3,528 2,761 

Opinions Approved 
for Publication: 

Appellate Division 435 (15.4%) 350 (11.4%) 279 (11.6%) 

Trial Courts 181 (42.6%) 200 (43.5%) 153 (43.1%) 

TOTAL 616 (19.0%) 550 (15.6%) 432 (15.6%) 

Total Opinions 
Published: 

Supreme Court 155 114 132 

Appellate Division 435 350 279 

Trial Courts 181 200 153 

TOTAL 771 664 564 

Q-15 



RESULTS OF EXAMINATION FOR ADMISSION TO THE BAR 
) 

February and July 1977 Combined 

NUMB:jl:R OF NUMBER OF PERCENTAGE 
SCHOOL TIMES TAKEN APPLICANTS PASSED FAILED PASSED 

Rutgers -
Newc;trk 1 211 172 39 82% 

2 47 29 18 62% 
3 14 6 a 43% 
4 7 1 6 14% 
5 4 0 4 0% 
6 2 -0 2 0% 
7 1 0 1 0% 

TOTfU, 286 208 78 73% 

Rutgers -
Camden 1 91 78 13 86% 

2 15 11 4 73% 
3 3 0 3 0% 
4 3 2 1 67% 
5 1 0 1 0% 

TOTAL 113 91 22 81% 

Seton l1al1 
1 251 212 39 84% 
2 49 25 24 51% 
3 17 8 9 47% 
4 6 1 5 17% 
5 4 0 4 0% 
6 4 0 4 0% 
7 2 0 2 0% 
8 1 1 0 100% 

10 1 0 1 0% 
11 1 0 1 0% 

TOTAL 3~6 247 89 74% 

---,----,-----.-----~.'~-----------..,...------.---~-
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RESULTS OF F.XAMINATION FOR ADMISSION TO THE BA~ 

F'ebruary and ,July 1977 Combined 

NUMBER OF' NUMBER OF PERCENTAGE 
SCHOOL TIMES TAKEN APPLICANTS PASSED PAII,ED PASSED 

New Jersey 
Schools 1 553 462 91 84% 

2 III 65 46 59% 
3 34 14 20 41% 
4 16 4 12 25% 
5 9 0 9 0% 
6 6 0 6 0% 
7 3 

, 
0 3 0% 

8 1 1 0 100% 
) 

10 1 0 1 0% 
11 1 0 1 0% 

TOTAL 735 546 189 74% 

Out-of-State 
Schools 1 776 550 226 71% 

2 221 101 120 46% 
3 104 23 81 22% 
4 62 9 53 15% 
5 29 7 22 24% 
6 15 0 15 0% 
7 5 0 5 0% 
8 4 0 4 0% 

11 1 0 1 0% 
14 1 0 1 0% 

TOTAL 1218 690 528 57Q; 

All Law 
Schools 1 1329 1012 317 76% 

(Both In-State 2 332 166 166 50%· . 
;-;::.~., . 

l~ 
and Out-of- 3 138 37 101 27% \"; 

state) 4 78 13 65 17% 
5 38 7 31 18% 
6 21 0 21 0% 
7 8 0 8 0% 
8 5 1 4 20% 

],0 1 0 1 0% 
11 2 0 2 0% 
14 1 0 1 0% 

TOTAL 1953 1236 717 63% 
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