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“The law,
like the traveler,

must be ready
for the morrow.
It must have
the principle

of growth.”

Benjamin N. Cardoza, Growth of the Law
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To the Honorable Members of the Ninth Legxslature
and the Public

As the Hawaiian community has grown in the last decade, its use of the courts has increased, present-
ing a challenge to the Judiciary in maintaining the quality and integrity of the judicial process.

The Supreme Court and Circuit Courts have felt the greatest impact of Hawaii's population and
economic growth. The impact has been so great that it has led us to reevaluate the basic structure of
our appellate system and to recommend establishing an intermediate - appellate division within
the Judiciary. We shall seek the help of both the Legislature and the forthcoming Constitutional
Convention in accomplishing this aim,

As Hawaiian society has become more urbanized, we have been beset by the same problems of
other states. In the Judiciary this has meant skyrocketing caseloads, especially on the appellate level.

In this our 1976-77 annual report, the Judiciary has attempted to document the effects of Ha-
wail's'growth on the judicial system and to project it through the year 2000.

" Ir. December of 1976, the Judiciary began the preparation of a long range plan which will at-
tempt to project the demands that will be placed upon the courts to the end of the century and
beyond. Considering the rapid changes occurring in social values and expectations, the preparation
of a long-range plan becomes an exciting and challenging project.

As we move into the future, the Judiciary takes a great deal of pride in what has been accom-
plished in terms of unifying Hawaii's judicial system and giving it the independence it requires as af\"
separate branch of government to maintain integrity in the administration of justice. :

In the years ahead, the Judiciary anticipates that many changes might be required in the Jur‘u
cial process as we know it today, and recognizes that dedication, imagination and a willingness to
try new ideas will be essential to invigorate and strengthen the Judiciary as an mtegral part of ‘the
Democratic system,

As new challenges present themselves, the Judiciary will call upon the community and the Leg\s~
lature for their continued support and ideas. :

i

Respectfully yours,

Lot AV Coblepe i
William S. Richardson
Chief Justice of Hawaii
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State General Fund Appropriations by amount and per cent of total, Fiscal Year 1976-77

Statewide Operations

Supreme Court $ 560,672 4.11%
Land Court/Tax Court 55,998 .41%
Administrative Director Services 2,284,087 16.76%
Law Library 204,102 1.50%
The Judiciary *Includes $1.2 million for salary adjustments
$13,629,774
1.68%
) i
State General Fund .
YWy Molokai
- $809,718,245 - Maui
< S Kauai Oahu Lanai Hawaii
g Fifth Circuit First Circuit Second Circuit Third Circuit
$388,263 $8,406,758 $905,752 $827,142
2.83% 61.68% 6.64% 6.07%

Appropriation for both Circuit Courts and District Courts
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Circuit Court-administrators attemp
way of the future.
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To the Year 2000:
And Bevond

The Hawaii Judiciary has begun the conscious pro-
cess of looking at the future of the administration

of justice, to the end of the present century and -

beyond,

The Judiciary is asking fundamental questions
about.its role in a society whose values and expec-
tations are in a state of constant flux, about its
basic structure, the law, the application of the
principle of precedent, and the limitations of the
adversary system in the future of the administra-
tion of justice.

And it is asking the overriding question:

Can the institution of the Judiciary, a tradition-
ally reactive organization, rise to the challenges
presented by the technologically-molded societies
of the 1970s, the 1990s, and beyond?

The answer to that question will be determined
in large part by the Judiciary’s awareness of the
changes occurring in the society it serves, and its
ability to break the mold of the past and adopt an
activist role in exerting influence upon the future
of the judicial system.

Such a commitment is necessary if the Judici-
ary, in the decades of swift, uncertain and unceas-
ing change ahead, is to be able to continue. tc in-
vigorate and strengthen its traditional role as the
arbitrator of grievances and the protector of hu-
man rights.

Transformation

As soclety integrates into its daily pattern of living
the new products and. capabilities from science,
the social orthodoxy which in former times pro-
vided a value system is in a state of constant trans-
formation. And, as society becomes more flexible
in its social traditions, its adjudicative needs and
expectations change.

The Judiciary has a responsibility to meet those
needs and expectations.

It must not fear the shock of questioning the fu-
ture viability of principles which in the past were
held as sacred tenets in the development of the
law, and the judicial process.

One such is the principle of precedent. s a rul-
ing concerning water rights, the rights of a spouse
or a minor, the right to have or not have life sus-
tained by a machine, the right to receive payment
for not working when there is no work available—



Court administrators meet to discuss the future.

is a ruling made even a decade ago applicable to

the 'society of 1978, or the decades of the future?
The balance of the scale of justice is indeed deli-
cate, and growing more and more so.

Expanded Rights
Society is in a state of constant transformation
because science, which is a reflection of man’s in-
quisitiveness and inventiveness, has provided so-
ciety with the means of shedding former limita-
tions. ‘

The sudden explosion of man’s new knowledge
and abilities has caused a social phenomenon
whereby man has expanded those conditions con-
sidered as rights: the right to full freedom of traw-
el, the expectation not only of economic justice but
of economic security, the right to decide when a
child will be conceived, to mention but a few.

As society continues to expand its rights,
whether economic¢, environmental -or individual,
and prevails upon the Legislative Branch to.legiti-
mize them and the Executive Branch to enforce
them. through regulation, it will continue to turn
more and more to the Judiciary for arbitration.

The Commitment

The Judiciary recognizes that in a democratic so-
ciety the quality of the administration of justice
affects the quality of life of all the citizens in that
society.

And the Judiciary recognizes, that in the future,
and to alarge degree in the present, change will be
the constant. ‘

Thus, by making a commitment to begin looking
to the future, the Judiciary has expressed a will-

ingness to change and to examine the structure,
the law and the processes by which society seeks
justice.

Here are projections for all Circuit, Family and
District Courts:

Year 1990 Year 2000
Filings 1,183,178 1,557,358
Caseload 1,352,838 1,793,558
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To the Reader

As you read the fiscal year 1976-77 annual report
prepared by the Judiciary of the State of Hawaii,
the following definitions should be of assistance in
understanding the terminology used throughout
the report,

In this year’s report, the Judiciary presents a
10-year review and projects court activity to the
years 1990 and 2000.

All projections are done on a straight-line basis,
projecting the growth in court activity which has
occurred since fiscal year 1967~68.

Projections have been done on the assumption
the growth rate will centinue at the same pace and
also on the assumption that the current functions
of the Circuit, Family and District Courts will re-
main the same.

The 1967-68 fiscal year ending June 30, 1965,
was selected as the base period because that was
the first year the Judiciary reported statistics on a
fiscal year basis.

Terms
Here are whal the terms used in this report to
~measure court statistical data mean,

Filings or new cases filed measure the demand
of the community upon the courts.

All statistics are reported on a fiscal year basis
July 1 to June 30, in this instance 1976-77, and the
growth rate is determined by comparing the fig-
ures to the number reported in fiscal year 1975-76.

Caseload is the term used to measure the actual
workload of the court, and it includes the new
cases filed during the reporting period, plus the
backlog cases.

Termination is the term used to measure the
courts” performance in terms of the actual number
of cases disposed of. I Sacludes cases in which
trials or hearings were c.nducted and actions dis-
missed or settled out of court.

Pending is the term which measures the backlog
cases at the end of the reporting period.

Analysis
Obviously, when the number of new cases filed
each year continues to grow, so does the courts’
workload:

When that growth reaches the point that new
cases filed begin to exceed the number the courts
are able to terminate in the same period, it is an
indication that the community’s requirements

upon the judicial process are outstripping its abili-
ty to perform.

10-Year Reviews

When practical, to demonstrate how the increase
in population growth has impacted the Courts, a
10-year review of filings and the caseload have
been presented.

The one exception is in the Family Courts,
which because of the transfer of juvenile traffic
violators to the District Courts have resulted in a
net decrease in total filings since 1967-68.

Also, in the First Circuit adult probation is han-
dled by a division within the Circuit Courts. On
the Neighbor Islands, aduit probation is part of
the Family Court staff; therefore, statewide com-
parisons are difficult.

The Cover

The cover of 1976 -77 annual report for
The Judiciary was designed by Clarence
Lee and il is an artistic representation
of the Judiciary’s effort to begin looking
ahead to how the administration of
justice might function in the future.

Traditionally, the Hawaii Judiciary
has used the figure of King
Kamehameha, the uniter of the
Islands, as its symbol. Although the
common law of England, as defined “by
English.and American decisions,” is the
guiding judicial concept in Hawaii, it has
been greatly enriched by the recognition
of legal concepts handed down from
the days of Kameharneha.

The rotating figure of Kamehameha
repiesents the-evolufion of the Judiciary
in Hawaii from ancient days to the
present state-wide centralized court
system. The dorinant figure with his
upstretched arm represents the Judiciary
locking to the future, which is signified
by the wash of rainbow colors; the future
can be as bright as a rainbow, however,
[-om the perspective of the present,
as the rainbow on the cover, it can
appear vague and not distinctly defined.




The Supreme C

e
W




Supreme Court

Justice Bert T. Kobayashi

dJustice Thomas S. Ogata

Justice Benjamin

Menor

Chief Justice
William S. Richardson




.

The Supreme Court

The Supreme Court is the highest judicial body in
Hawaii’s unified court system. As such, it exer-
cises ultimate administrative responsibility and
rule-making power for all courts and it is empow-
ered to hear and determine all questions of law,
or mixed law and fact, brought to it from both
Circuit and District Courts.

In accordance with its appellate function, the
Supreme Court has the power to issue writs of
mandamus, certiorari, prohibition, habeas corpus
and all other necessary and proper writs.

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

Justices

The Chief Justice and four associate justices are
appointed by the Governor, with the advice and
consent of the State Senate, to 10-year terms. Only
attorneys who have been licensed to practice
before the Supreme Court for at least 10 years are
eligible for appointment.

In addition to being the presiding officer of the
Supreme Court, the Chief Justice also has the ad-
ministrative responsibility for the Judiciary. With
the approval of the Supreme Court, the Chief
Justice appoints an administrative director of the
courts, who serves at his pleasure.

The Chief Justice appoints all District Court
judges and assigns Circuit Court judges; he may
also. assign Circuit Court judges and retired jus-
tices temporarily to the Supreme Court to fill va-
cancies.

A staff of 28, including law clerks, serves in the
Supreme Court,

Actions Filed

In fiscal year 1976-77, 750 new matters were filed
with the Hawaii Supreme Court, and although
more cases were decided than in the previous year,
the Court’s backlog rose to 535 cases, of which 475
were appeals. Measured in terms of workload, the
backlog represents approximately four and a half
years of work. ,

The Court has been struggling under surging
backlogs since fiscal year 1972-73, wher. the num-
ber of new cases filed exceeded decisions hand-
ed down.

In that five-year period, the number of supple-
mental actions filed also has risen from 196 to:434,
an increase of 238 or 121 per cent.

R P i
Ali‘iolani Hale advisory board reviews restoration plans,

The Court disposed of 410 supplemental actions
last year, leaving 52 pending.

The Court’s caseload rose to 1,098 cases in the
reporting period.

Approximately 89 per cent of the cases pending
seek a review for trial court procedural error, a
review that could be done by an intermediate ap-
pellate court.

Types of Cases
The Court issued 107 written opinions, 87 in ap-
peal cases and 20 in supplemental actions.

Of the 316 new cases filed, 191 involved civil
cases, 119 criminal and six traffic.

Below is a chart showing where the primary
cases originated.

Source Number Per cent
Circuit Courts 231 73.1
District Courts 47 14.9
Family Courts 14 4.4

*QOthers 24 7.6

*This category includes appeals from judgments
made in the Land Court, Tax Appeal Court, Labor
Board, Public Utilities Commission, Criminal In-
juries. Compensation Commission and. original
proceedings. -
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“To ihe Yedr 2000

Here are projections of both motions and appeals
for the Supreme Court,

Year 1990 Year 2000
Filings 1,082 1,787
Caseload 1,828 2,926

A Cirisis of Volume: A Solution

The Supreme Court of the State of Hawaii is con-
fronted with a crisis of volume, spiraling appeal
caseloads which have created a backlog it will take
the Court—assuming no new cases were filed—four
years to adjudicate.

Thus, when the Constitutional Convention con-
venes in 1978, Chief Justice William S. Richard-
son will ask the delegates to consider an amend-
ment to establish an intermediate court of ap-
peals.

If approved by the convention, and subsequent-
ly by the voters of Hawaii, the court would not be-
come a reality until at least 1980. By that time,
the Supreme Court faces the real possibility of a
backlog in cases that would take ten years to ad-
judicate.

Therefore, the Chief Justice has requested the
1978 Legislature to ‘authorize the immediate es-
tablishment of an appellate division within the
Circuit Court to hear appeals from District Court.

The crisis in the volume of appeal litigation is
being experienced by other states and federal judi-
ciaries. Other states in Hawaii’s population size
have responded to the crisis by the creation of
intermediate courts and the United States Con-
gress is considering legislation to add 35 appellate
judaeships.

Courts, no less than other institutions, are beset
with the unsettling effects of change in an era of
transition in society. Increasing population and
urbanization, the expansion of the rights of prison-
ers, criminal defendants and consumers, the crea-
tion of new classes of civil and criminal actions,
and the increasing tendency for litigants to exer-
cise their right to a review of trial court decisions
have all contributed to the rising volume of ap- -
peals nationwide.

The present crisis presents a challenge to the
Judiciary which ‘calls for a major restructuring of
the appellate procedure to allow the Supreme
Court to concentrate on its primary role of clarifi-
cation and development of the law by making
decisions on those issues which are of great pub-
lic importance.

Therefore, the Judiciary is proposing that steps
be taken forthwith to establish an intermediate
appellate court rather than temporizing with sub-
stitute arrangements.



Chief Clerk

The Office of the Chief Clerk maintains custody
of all records for the Supreme Court and provides
assistance to both the public and attorneys regard-
ing appeal procedures. In addition to the clerk, the
office has a staff of six.

The Clerk’s Office is responsible for the publiza-
tion of Hawaii Reports, the bound volumes of Su-
preme Court decisions. Volume 56 was published
in February. With the publication of Volume 57,
the price will increase from $30 to $35 per volume.

The Clerk’s Office also offers a subscription ser-
vice of opinions of the Court, the cost of whichwas
raised from $20 to $25 a year in March. The ser-
vice has 163 paid subscribers and 166 copies are
also sent to all courts and to state agencies.

A new filing system was installed which pro-
vides for a visual display on the status of all cases
pending before the Supreme Court.

Bar Examination

Forty-seven University of Hawaii School of Law
graduates passed the Hawaii State Bar Examina-
tion, which is administered by the Chief Clerk’s
Office of the Supreme Court.

A record number of applicants was examined,
reflecting the impact of the school’s second gradu-
ating class. A total of 315 individuals applied for
the examination and 291 took the examination
with 82.1 per cent passing.

Of those examined, 160 received their pre-col-
legiate education in Hawaii,

The difficulty of the test can be measured by the
fact that 42 of those examined were taking it a
second time. Fifty-five of those who passed were
already licensed to practice in another state.

One out of every five applicants last year was
female, The average age of those taking the test
was 29.3 years.

Future Concerns

The Judiciary is looking at the possibility of creat-
ing an Office of the Bar Examiners within the
Supreme Court to handle the administrative activ-
ities related to the admission and licensing of at-
torneys to the Hawaii Bar. The deputy clerk now
spends most of his time handling correspondence
and reviewing applications for admission.

The Chief Clerk’s Office also collects the annual
registration fee from the 1,647 attorneys licensed
to practice last year. The fee finances the opera-
tions of the Supreme Court’s Office of the Disci-

Cfllef Sﬁpreme Court derk Edward Suzuki and Bé}auty Clerk
Samuel Makekau confer.

plinary Counsel. The registration function more
practically belongs in the Counsel’s office, which
would require additional staff.

Rules of the Court
In March of 1977, the Supreme Court, under its
Rule 19, adopted a Code of Judicial Conduct. The
code contains six canons and establishes a stan-
dard of conduct for all judges in their performance
of their judicial function and in their conduct out-
side of the courtroom.

In February of 1977, the Court also adopted

Family Court Rules, which set forth procedures for

Family Courts in all circuits formalizing proce-
dures already established by the Board of Family
Court Judges.

The Hawaii Rules of Penal Procedure were
promulgated by the Supreme Court in October of
1976, establishing procedures in criminal cases.

In September of that year, a special committee
of judges, chaired by First Circuit Court Judge
Masato Doi, began work to develop a Hawaii
Benchbook - for Criminal Procedures, which will
serve as a handbook for judges in both the Circuit
and District Courts. The document is being pre-
pared by the National Center for State Courts and

it should be completed and distributed to all

judges in 1978.

11
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Clerk Clement Chun hunts for status of appeal case.

Lo A

[

Darrell Phillips searches for record.

Judicial Council

The dJudicial Council is a special division of the
Supreme Court created in 1959 by the Hawaii
Legislature and it serves as an advisory body to the

Judiciary. The Council’s membership includes

judges, attorneys and citizens who serve on a vol-
untary basis. The 16 members are appointed by
the Chief Justice, who is the presiding officer.

Since its formation, the Council has played a
major role in the codification of Hawaii’s criminal
and probate laws; the Council initiated and guided
multi-year studies which resulted in the adoption
of the Penal Code in 1972 and the Probate Code
in 1976. Through the creation of special subcom-
mittees within the Council, the advisory body has
focused on specific areas of court operations, pro-
viding both judges and administrators with guide-
lines for improving operations.

In the last two years, the Council has been look-
ing ahead to the 1978 Constitutional Convention.
Special subcommittees have developed studies of
the Hawaii Supreme Court and recommendations
for the establishment of an intermediatz appellate
court, and of Hawaii Jury Trial and Grand Jury
Systems.

Membership
Members of the Judicial Council are:

Honorable William S. Richardson, Chief Jus-
tice, Supreme Court

Honorable Kazuhisa Abe, Attorney-at-Law and
former Associate Justice of the Supreme Court

Wilson P. Cannon, Jr., Chairman and Chief Ex-
ecutive Officer of the Bank of Hawaii

Dr. - Hung Wo Ching, Chairman, Aloha Airlines,
and Trustee, Bernice P. Bishop Estate

Walter G. Chuck, Attorney-at-Law

Herbert C. Cornuelle, Chief Executive Officer,
Dillingham Corp.

Honorable Masato Doi, Judge, First Circuit
Court

Honorable Richard Garcia, House of Represen-
tatives and Administrator of Industrial Relations,
Alexander and Baldwin

Reverend Stephen K. Hanashiro, Campus Min-
ister, United Church of Christ

Honorable H. Baird Kidwell, Associate Justice,
Supreme Court

Dr. Fujio Matsuda, President, University of Ha-
wai

Mrs. Evanita R. Midkiff, Housewife

Hideki Nakamura, Attorney-at-Law

Honorable Donald S. Nishimura, State Senate



and Attorney-at-Law

Thomas E. Trask, International Representative,
[L.WU

Henry A. Walker; Jr., Chairman of the Board,
AmFac, Inc.

Honorable Stanley H. Roehrig, former House of
Representatives, resigned from the council and
Representative Garcia was appointed to fill the
vacaricy.

Restoration

An Ali‘iolani Hale Advisory Committee, cochaired
by Mrs. Evanita Midkiff and Mrs. Margaret Kid-
well, was active throughout the year as final plans
for the historic restoration of some sections of the
Judiciary Building were finalized. The original
section of the Judiciary Building, which was con-
structed in 1872, will be renovated in 1978.

The 18-member committee worked closely with
consultants in researching styles of different per-
iods and developing final plans for the restoration
of the lobby and rotunda area, which will be styl-
ized after the 1914 period, and a visiting justice’s
chamber and the offices of the associate justices.

Other members of the committee included Chief
Justice William S. Richardson, Clinton R. Ashford,
Mrs. Gladys A. Brandt, Mrs. Carol Dodd, Charles
Heen, Robert Klein, Mrs. Eileen K. Léta, James
Morgan, Jr., Mrs. Kamaile Shultz.

Mrs. Elaine Takenaka, David K. Trask, Jr.,
Thurston Twigg-Smith, Mrs. Janet Wimberly,
John C. Wright, Mrs. Margaret Setliff and Ken-
neth F. Brown,

Disciplinary Board

The Disciplinary Board of the Hawaii Supreme
Court is charged with the responsibility of adjudi-
cating complaints against members of the Hawaii
Bar. The board was created in 1974 by Rule 16 of
the Supreme Court. Members are appointed by
the Chief Justice and serve on a.voluntary basis,
meeting at least monthly. ,

The Office of the Disciplinary Counsel serves as
the operational arm of the 15-member board. The
Counsel’s office has a staff of four, including two
full-time attorneys; it is supported by an annual
fee paid by all attorneys licensed te practice in
Hawaii. The fee is collected by the Office of the
Chief Clerk of the Supreme Court.

Last year, the board received 154 complaints
and 15 requests for advisory opinions.

Board members serving last year included: John .

L

dJudicial Council discusses intermediate appealatejcourt.

Cochairperson of the Ali Solani Hale restoration committee,
Evanita Midkiff.
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Secrelary Gail Kumagal
checks distribution list for
Hawaii Reports.
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Jubinsky, chairman; Harold Nickelsen, vice chair-
man; James Kamo, Helen W. Gillmor, David S.
Hobler, Noboru Nakagawa, Ivan Lui-Kwan, Linda
Luke, B. Martin Luna, Clifford Nakea, C. Freder-
ick Schutte, Earl Robinson, James F. Ventura,
Suyeki Okumura and Bert Kobayashi, Jr.

Land Court

The Land Court, which administers the Torrens
System of land registration, is a statewicle court of
record based in Honolulu and exercises exclusive,
original jurisdiction in all matters involving legal
title to fee simple land and easements.

The Torrens System enables landowners to buy,
sell or mortgage property without paying substan-
tial title-search fees, since the certificate of owner-
ship shows the current status of the title.

All appeals go directly to the Supreme Court;
one case was appealed last year. A staff of three
serves both the Land Court and the Tax Appeals
Court.

The Land Court Registrar examines all applica-
dons for original registration of title to land, as
well as all amending petitions. By filing and main-
taining records of all land documents in the state,
the Court provides a guaranteed and absolute reg-
ister to land titles.

The public has access to all land registration

documents and the staff personnel gives assistance
in preparing applications and provides research
assistance to attorneys, real estate brokers and
financial institutions.

In fiscal year 1976-77, 2,467 ex parte petitions
were filed in the Land Court, a 14 per cent in-
crease. Forty-four contested land registration
cases were filed. Additional statistical information
can be found in the statistical abstract section at
the end of this book.

Tax Appeal Court

The Tax Appeal Court is a statewide court of rec-
ord based in Honolulu with original jurisdiction in
all disputes between the tax assessor and taxpay-
er. All appeals go directly to the Supreme Court;
one case was appealed last year.

Last fiscal vear 43 new cases were filed. Of a
caseload of 73 cases, counting 30 pending at the
beginning of the reporting period, 48 were termi-
nated and 25 were pending.

Ancient Records Saved

The Land Court last year completed a mas-
sive project of microfilming all of the origi-
nal land records which date back to the days
of the Hawaiian Kingdom.

Upon completion of the project, all of the
original records were turned over to the
State Archives, along with a set of microfilm.
Another set of microfilm is kept at the Land
Court.

The project took about two years to com-
plete. Many of the older records were deteri-
ating and required some restoration before
they could be copied.

Initially, the Land Court had intended to
copy only the older documents, but later de-
cided to copy all records through the end of
1976 and to provide the archives with a copy.

The Land Court was created in 1903 and
became the custodian of all land documents
in existence at that time.

In the. future, documents will be micro-
filmed at regular intervals and a second copy
supplied to the archives to protect against
records being lost in case of a disaster.
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Circuit and District Court judges from around the State meet
on a Saturday morning to discuss a draft of a Hawaii

Benchbook in criminal cases.

Circuit Courts Proper

The four judicial circuits in the Hawaii Judiciary
correspond to the four counties: The City and
County of Honolulu is the First Circuit; Maui
County is the Second Circuit; Hawaii County is
the Third Circuit; and Kauai County is the Fifth
Circuit. The Fourth Circuit was incorporated into
the Third in 1943.

General Function

The Circuit Courts have exclusive jurisdiction in
all felony cases, civil suits involving more than
$5,000, probate proceedings, and conduct all jury
trials, including criminal misdemeanor and traffic
cases from the District Court when a jury trial is
requested.

Circuit Courts exercise concurrent jurisdiction
with District Courts in civil matters involving less
than $5,000 but more than $500.

Appeals go directly to the Supreme Court.

Circuit Court cases are divided into two classifi-
cations: Primary, which are criminal cases, regu-
lar civil, probate, guardianship and miscellaneous
cases filed in court; and Supplemental, which are
motions filed in conjunction with the Primary or
original case.

Judges
The Circuit Courts have 18 judgeships, 13 in the
First Circuit. Circuit Court judges are appointed
by the Governor with the advice and consent of the
State Senate for 10year terms. To be eligible for
appointment, individuals must be attorneys
licensed in Hawaii for a minimum of 10 years.

Two new Circuit Court judges were appointed
and confirmed last year. District Court Judge
James Burns was appointed to the bench in the
First Circuit to fill a vacancy created by the retire-
ment of Judge Norito Kawakami.

The 1976 Legislature created a second judge-
ship in the Second Circuit, and District Court
Judge Kase Higa was named to fill the position.

Clerks Office

The office of the chief clerk in each circuit is re-
sponsible for processing legal documents, court
calendars, maintaining court archives, receiving

~and disbursing court ordered marital support pay-

ments, and administering small estates and guard-
ianship funds.
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Circuit Court Judge Masato Doi makes a point during meeting.

Jury Commission

Each circuit has a five-member Jury Commission
established by statute. Membership includes the
Chief Clerk of the Circuit Court and four members
appointed by sitting judges. The Commission has
the responsibility of preparing the master list of
prospective jurors and the initial qualification of
jurors.

Naturalization
In the Second, Third, and Fifth Circuits, as a cour-
tesy to the federal government, the Circuit Courts
handle all naturalization cases, which increased by
286 per cent last year, placing an extra burden
upon the courts’ staffs.

The Second and Fifth Circuits experienced un-
usually high increases.

Last year, 723 new naturalization cases were
filed compared to 187 the previous year, and 690
individuals were granted citizenship.

Statistical Review
In all four Circuit Courts Proper, new cases filed
were 10,188, an increase of four per cent.

The number of new filings exceeded cases ter-
minated by 15.3 per cent, pushing backlogs at the
end of the fiscal year to 18,658, a one-year in-
crease of nine per cent.

The growth of backlogs was most significant in
the First Circuit, which had 14,297 cases pending,
which was more than twice the number of cases
filed in 1976-77.

Statewide, the caseload, which: includes new
cases filed and those pending on July 1, 1976, also
increased, to 27,284 cases or by eight per cent.

The number of cases terminated was up by sev-
en per cent.

Jury Duty for Drivers

durors qualified to serve for the 1978 calen-
dar year were. selected from a master list
which included the names of registered
voters, and for the first time, licensed driv-
ers, increasing by 218,639 statewide the
number of citizens available to be called for
jury duty.

Last year the Chief Clerk’s Office of the
First Circuit coordinated a project for the
Judiciary’s four Jury Commissions to incor-
porate the list of licensed drivers with the list
of registered voters, which in the past has
been the principal source of jurors.

The City and County of Honolulu Data
System Department provided a list of all
licensed drivers purged of the names of in-
dividuals younger than 18.

The 49,500 names selected to receive. a
juror qualification form were drawn on a 50-
50 basis from each list, and then the com-
puter at the Department of Budget and Fi-
nance was utilized to eliminate duplication
of names. In the First Circuit, duplications
ran about 10 per cent.

Below is a breakdown of the two lists, the
number of citizens mailed qualification forms
and jurors required for 1978.

1978

Regis- duror

tered  Licensed Forms - Require.

Voters  Drivers Mailed ment

First 244 922 430,317 30,000 9,000
Second 25,293 - 39,637 8,000 1,500
Third 36,126 . 48,318 10,000 1,900

Fifth 16,216. 22,429 1,500 650
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Population Growth: Its
Impact on the Courts

As Hawaii’s population growth has accelerated in
the last decade, so have the community’s demands
upon the court system, with the severest long-term
impact being felt in the Circuit Courts.

In response, the Judiciary has improved man-
agement and operating procedures and asked the
Legislature for additional judgeships in the First
and Second Circuits.

But the number of cases being filed each year
continues to grow, increasing caseloads and back-
logs. At present, the problem is most critical in the
First Circuit.

Since 1972-73 the number of cases filed each
year in the First Circuit has exceeded the number
terminated and in the five-year period backlogs
have grown by 3,841 cases.

At the end of fiscal year 1976-77, the circuit’s
backlog was a staggering 14,297 cases (85 per cent
of them civil in nature), more than double the
cases filed in the same period.

If the First Circuit were able to refuse any new
cases, it would have more than two vears of work
before it.

To prevent the First Circuit from having its abil-
ity to cope with rising caseloads further impaired,
the Chief Justice asked the Legislature to create
additional judgeships.

In 1972, the Judiciary commissioned an outside
study to determine personnel and space needs to
the end of the century.

The study projected a caseload of 10,620 for the
First Circuit in the year 2000. The 1976-77 case-
load exceeded that by 9,547.

The study also projected a need for 16 judge-
ships in the First Circuit by the year 2000, or three
more than the present number.

Facilities

The State’s rapid population growth created over-
crowded conditions of court facilities in all cir-
cuits.

Since 1970, the dJudiciary has renovated the
courthouse in the Fifth Circuit, occupied quarters
in the new State Office Building in the Third
Circuit and is preparing to construct a judicial
complex in the Second Circuit.

The number one priority in the Judiciary’s cap-
ital improvement program is to create a judicial



complex in downtown Honolulu to house the Cir-
cuit Court, and eventually the Family Court, which
now share Ali‘iolani Hale with the Supreme Court
and the Law Library.

Procedures

The tremendous increase in Circuit Court case-
loads has presented the Judiciary with one of its
major challenges in maintaining the quality of
the judicial process.

The Judiciary has been able to respond uniform-
ly to that challenge because it is a unified system.
Internally, court procedures, especially in civil
cases, have been tightened up, uniform operating
procedures and court rules have been adopted,
the use of modern technology in daily operations
has been. greatly expanded, and the Judiciary has
been able to exercise flexibility in the assignment
of personnel.

Both constitutional and statutory authority held
by the Chief Justice to assign judges in response
to caseloads have been significant factors in allow-
ing the Judiciary to respond to accelerating
growth.

Growth '
The spread of population to the neighbor islands is
reflected in the distribution of Circuit Court Prop-
er filings statewide. Ten years ago, 83 per cent
of all Circuit Court cases filed were in the First
Circuit, and by last year that figure had dropped to
68 per cent.

The following chart is based on the State’s
growth in resident population, which as of July 1,
1976, was estimated at 886,600, an increase of
22.7 per cent'in the last 10 years.

The number of cases filed in Circuit Courts
Proper in that same period increased by 29.1 per
cent.

Per cent
State Percent

Popula- - Total Filings = Filings Percent
Circuit tion Filings ~ '1967-68 1976-77 Change
First 81.0 73.0 6,577 6,910 +5
Second 6.5 8.9 361 844 . +134
Third 8.6 14.1 622 1,337 +115
Fifth 39 4.0 142 374 +163

(All totals exclude naturalization cases.)

The Future

Indications are that Hawail’s population will con-
tinue the growth pattern of the last decade, and
subsequently, the demands upon the Judiciary will
increase.

To-the Year 2000

Here are projections for all Circuit Courts
Proper statewide.

Year 1990 Year 2000
Filings 16,565 21,803
Caseload 48,996 60,981

Neighbor Island Circuit Courts also. handle natu-
ralization cases. In the 1976-77 fiscal year, 723
naturalization cases were filed; By the Year 1990
they are projected to increase to 1,415 and to 1,949
by the Year 2000.

Ten Year Review

The charts below reflect the growth of the
number of civil and criminal cases and re-
lated motions filed in all Circuit Courts
Proper in the last 10 years and the impact
upon court caseloads.

The three neighbor island circuits com-
prised 27 per cent of all new cases filed in
the 1976-77 reporting period and are served
by five judges.

Al Circuits
Per Cent

1967-68 1976-77 Change
Filings \
Total 7,702 9,465 +23
Civil 2,731 4.212 +54
Criminal 1,956 1,986 + 1.5
Caseload
Total 18,297 26,378 +44
Neighbor Island Circuits
Filings
Total 1,125 2,555 +127
Civil 362 944 +161
Criminal 159 730 +359
Caseload
Total 3,376 6,211 + 84

All figures are adjusted to reflect the pres-
ent function of the Circuit Courts. All com-
parison charts used throughout the Circuit
Court Section have had the 1967-68 figures
adjusted to excluded naturalization ‘cases
and Adult Probation Cases.
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The Judicial Council of the Supreme Court re-
quested the National Center for State Courts
to conduct a study of Hawaii's Grand Jury
System, a report of which was published
in 1976.

An explanation of how the grand jury sys-
tem works and the conclusions of the National
Cenier are the subject of this report.

The center’s report recommended the elimi-
nation of the grand jury system, but said if it
is retained, a number of reforms should be
instituted.

Among the recommendations made were
giving grand juries staffs, providing an attor-
ney to advise on the law and evidence admis-
sable, notifying accused individuals they are
subject to a grand jury probe and providing
them a copy of the transcript and establishing
regularly scheduled meetings.

The Grand Jury:
How It Works

The role of the grand jury is perhaps one of the
least understood in Hawaii’s criminal justice sys-
tem.

The job of a grand jury is to decide if there is
enough evidence to bring a criminal charge
against an individual. If the decision of the grand
jurors is yes, then the defendant has the choice of
pleading auilty to the charge or demanding a trial.

A grand jury is a panel of private citizens se-
lected from a list of individuals who have been
qualified for grand jury duty. Although they func-
tion in the Circuit Courts and make use of the
courts’ facilities, they meet at the call of the prose-
cuting attorney.

In all felony cases, the prosecuting attorney is
required to prove to the grand jury that probable
cause exists. If the jurors agree with the prosecu-
ting attorney, they return an indictment; if not,
they issue a no bill.

A grand jury is comprised of 16 members, with
a quorum requirement of eight. To return an in-
dictment, two-thirds of the members present must
vote affirmatively.

Members of a grand jury serve for a calendar
year.

Preliminary Hearing

A part of the confusion surrounding the role of the
grand jury probably stems from the fact a majority
of defendants also have a preliminary examination
in District Court, which in essence, is a duplication
of the grand jury hearing.

Defendants, however, possess no legal right to a
preliminary hearing; the prosecuting attorney has
the discretior 1o proceed directly to the grand jury.

The one exception is when a person has been
placed under arrest. The accused is entitled to a
preliminary hearing within 48 hours. If the District
Court judge decides probable cause exist for the
charge, the case is committed to Circuit Court and
the grand jury is required to conduct a hearing
within 30 days.

Although the policies of prosecuting attorneys
vary in the four judicial circuits, in the First Circuit
356 out of every 475 cases, or 75 per cent, go to
both the District Court and grand jury.

Once a grand jury indictment is presented, the
Judiciary, unless the defendant enters a plea of
guilty, is required to conduct a trial.

. ey



Legal Framework
The Hawaii Constitution provides “no person shall
be held to answer for a capital or otherwise infa-
mous crime, unless on a presentment or indict-
ment of a grand jury.”

The Hawaii Penal Code, adopted by the Legis-
lature in 1972, defines a felony offense as a crime
punishable by more than one year in prison.

The Defendant

There are many persuasive arguments for limiting
the role of the grand jury, according to the Nation-
al Center for State Courts, but perhaps the most
important is the lack of rights the present system
affords a defendant.

Consistent with the tradition or grand jury pro-
ceedings, the accused is not allowed to attend ses-
sions, unless subpoenaed, nor is the defendant no-
tified that a proceeding has been initiated. While
the prosecution is automatically entitled to a tran-
script of the proceedings, the accused is not al-
lowed a copy except by court order.

Although the Supreme Court has held the rules
of evidence for jury trials are applicable to grand
jury proceedings, the Court made one exception:
Hearsay evidence can be admitted “when direct
testimony is unavailable or when it is demonstra-
bly inconvenient to summon witnesses to testify to
facts from personal knowledge.”

The nature of the grand jury proceeding, with
its veil of secrecy, the National Center concluded,
tends to reverse the presumption of innocence.
Generally, the community perceives an indicted
perscn as guilty until proven innocent.

Secrecy
Confidentiality has always been a traditional prin-
ciple in grand jury sessions.

As the Legislature and the Constitutional Con-
vention debate the use of the grand jury, they will
have to decide two questions.

First: Does the secrecy of the grand jury serve to
protect the rights of the accused?

Second: In this age of instant communication,
can, in fact, secrecy be maintained?

Recent experience would tend to support a neg-
ative conclusion to both questions.

While grand jurors, the prosecutor and court
reporters are prohibited from any discussion of
grand jury proceedings, witnesses who appear are
not.

Grand juries meet during regular court hours
and witnesses are easily observed as they enter or

leave, and in major crimes, press coverage is usu-
ally extensive.

Add to these conditions the intimate nature of
most Hawaiian communities, the Center’s report
concluded, and the results in many instances are
“highly accurate rumors and newspaper accounts
concerning defendants under consideration by a
grand jury.”

Prosecutor’s Role

Although a grand jury is impaneled, paid, pro-
vided meeting space and a court reporter by the
Circuit Courts, the prosecuting attorney dominates
the grand jury process.

Jnder the present structure, the prosecuting at-
torney determines when the grand jury will meet,
decides which witnesses and evidence will be pre-
sented, controls the examination of witnesses and
interprets the law for jurors,

Grand juries operate without any staff of their
own, depending upon the staff of the prosecuting
attorney for both clerical help and investigative
assistance.

Conclusions

For these and other reasons, the Judiciary is seek-
ing a redefinition of the grand jury as part of the
criminal justice system.

The National Center recommended a prelimi-
nary hearing conducted in District Court replace
the grand jury as the vehicle for the prosecutor to
prove probable cause in a felony case,

It suggested such a step would better serve the
cause of justice by:

—eliminating duplication in the prosecution
effort;

—eliminating the delay factor inherent in the
present grand jury system;

—providing fuller. protection of the rights of the
accused by having an authority other than the
prosecutor deciding what"evidence should or
should not be admitted.
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A volunteer counselor and Detention Home guests have u quiet
conversation.

Family Courts

The Family Courts are a division of the Circuit
Courts specializing in cases involving children,
family and domestic problems. On Oahu, both Cir-
cuit and District Court judges are assigned fuli-
time to the Family Court. In the Neighbor Island
circuits, both Circuit and District Court judges
hear Family Court cases in addition to their requ-
lar assignments.

Services

Family Courts deal with the Family unit, which is
a measure of. society’s basic value system, and,
consequently, the activity of the Family Courts
more than any other reflects society’s transforma-
tional social and moral plateaus.

The types of cases handled by F amily Courts in-
clude: Marital actions, which include divorces, an-
nulments, separations and the enforcement of
family support judgements.

Adoptions and paternity cases, with the latter
category including the establishment of legal pa-
rental responsibility and judgments for support.

Criminal cases involving abuse of a spouse or
children.

Juvenile cases, including minors charged for
law violations or referred to the Court because of
behavioral problems.

Hawaii was the first state in the nation to estab-
lish a Family Court, recognizing as early as 1966
that domestic cases usually involve people in cri-
sis, who require both compassion and judicial
services.

Divorce

The adoption of non-contested divorce proceed-
ings has virtually eliminated the adversary proce-
dure in such cases. In a non-contested divorce, the
parties involved with assistance work out between
themselves the basic settlement of property and
custody of children, and the Court reviews the set-
tlement in a formal proceeding to insure all par-
ties involved are fairly treated.

Marriage counseling services are available
through the Court to assist individuals involved in
divorce with their problems and change in life-
styles. The Family Court of the First Circuit has
initiated a pilot divorce experience program,
geared to help individuals before and after a di-
vorce to take stock of their situation and become
more knowledgeable about the law and the Courts.



Family Support

The more common divorce becomes in society, the
greater the demands upon the Judiciary to arbi-
trate and enforce family support payments.

The Family Court’s caseload has reflected this
trend, especially in the last year due to a recipro-
cal agreement between Hawaii and other states,
and an agreement between the Judiciary and De-
partment of Social Services and Housing.

Under the reciprocal agreement, individuals
who move to Hawaii can file in Family Court to
have support judgements made in another state
enforced. In fiscal year 1976-77, Family Courts
had an 82 per cent increase in the number of Uni-
form Reciprocal Enforcement of Support cases
filed.

The agreement signed with DSSH reflects the
impact of recent changes in federal and state reg-
ulations regarding public assistance payments.
The new rules require that an absent parent of a
family receiving public assistance reimburse the
state. The agreement established Court procedures
for recovering and distributing child support pay-
ments. The new regulations apply to both married
and non-married parents.

In the reporting period, Family Courts had a 198
per cent increase in the number of paternity cases
filed, the category that reflects actions filed under
the DSSH agreement.

In Hawaii, the support payments are paid di-
rectly to the Family Courts, which in turn distrib-
ute them to the families, or in the case of families
on assistance, to DSSH.

Torthe Year 2000

Here are projections for all Family Courts
statewide.

Year 1990  Year 2000

Filings 35,495 46,721
Caseload 52,761 69,949
Juveniles

Family Courts have jurisdiction over all children
below the age of 18 referred to the judicial system.

Family Courts provide services to juveniles re-
ferred for a law violation, because of neglect. or
abandonment, because they are beyond the con-
trol of their parents and because of behavioral
problems, or because they live in an environment
injurious to their health.

The new First Circuit leadership team, headed by Family Court
Director Mary Jane Lee, second from left, meet to discuss
directions.

Arloh Richardson, Family Céurt probation officer, with client.
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The Court also hears cases involving determina-
tion of custody, appointment of a guardian, termi-
nation of parental rights, and granting permission
to marry-or enlist in the Armed Forces, treatment
or commitment of mentally defective, retarded or
mentally ill minors to an institution,

Cases arising from the Interstate Compact on
Juvenile Extradition of Minors fall under the Fam-
ily Courts jurisdiction. ,

Traffic violators are referred to the District
Court’s Division of Driver Education, which has
developed specialized programs for dealing with
juvenile drivers.

Children’s Shelter

Hale Ho'omalu is a facility operated by the Family
Court of the First Circuit for children who require
secure custody pending disposition of their case by
the Court. The home is located in mid-town Hono-
lulu,

Hale Ho'omalu has a part-time nurse and. on-
call medical services from the Childrens Hospital.
The Department of Education provides two. full-
time teachers.

In response to changes in federal regulation, the
Court is preparing applications to regear the pres-
ent detention program to provide separate pro-
grams for children referred to the Court for law
violations and supervision problems,

In the Second Circuit, the Maui Live In Center,

srict Courthouse at Bethel and Merchant.

which has a capacity of nine clients, provides shel-
ter services to the Family Court.

Mental Commitment

In 1976, the Legislature passed a bill assuring in-
dividuals involuntarily committed to a mental
institution have the right to a court hearing.

As a consequence, Family Court judges have
been required to be on call on a 24-hour basis.
Cases filed in the miscellaneous category, which
includes mental' commitment hearings, increased
by 127 per cent in 1976-77.

Caseload Review

In the 1976-77 fiscal year, 20,794 cases were filed
in the Family Courts statewide, a one-year in-
crease of 13 per cent. ‘

On July 1, 1976, Family Courts had 9,736 cases
under their jurisdiction, for a total caseload
of 30,530 during the reporting period.

On June 30, 1977, a total of 11,520 cases re-
mained under the jurisdiction of the Court.

Juvenile referrals and marital actions comprised
68 per cent of all new cases filed.

During the reporting period, 7,183 juvenile
cases were referred to Family Courts, 5,157 by law
enforcement officials for law violations.

In addition, 2,569 minors were on probation or
some other type of supervision.

A total of 7,051 marital actions were filed.



The District Courts

Each of Hawaii’s four judicial circuits is served by
a District Court, making it the court which has the
most contact with the citizens of Hawail.

Services

District Courts are courts of record with limited
jurisdiction in civil and criminal matters and con-
duct non-ury trials in both types of cases.

All appeals from the District Courts go directly
to the Supreme Court.

In civil cases, District Courts have exclusive
jurisdiction in actions where the amount contested
is not more than $500. They have concurrent juris-
diction with the Circuit Courts in civil cases where
the amount contested is not more than $5,000, but
not less than $500.

The District Courts have exclusive jurisdiction
in all small claims actions, which are suits where
the maximum amount is not more than $300, and
in landlord-tenant cases.

In criminal cases, the Distri¢t Courts’ jurisdic-
tion is limited to misdemeanors, cases in which the
maximum prison sentence is-one year.

Defendants who want a jury trial can have their
cases transferred to the Circuit Courts,

In felony cases where an arrest has been made,
District Courts are required to hold a preliminary
examination within 48 hours to determine if the
evidence is sufficient to commit the case to the
Circuit Court of the respective judicial circuit for
a grand jury hearing.

The District Courts have jurisdiction in all traf-
fic cases and in cases filed for violations of county
ordinances -and of the Rules of State regulatory
agencies.

Judges

Severiteen judges serve the District Courts, with
12 assigned to the First Circuit. The Legislature
funded the 12th judgeship during the 1977 Legis-

lature. , ) .
District Court judges are appointed by the Chief

Justice to six year terms, and must be attorneys
with a minimum of five years’ experience as mera-
bers of the Hawaii Bar.

Bertram T. Kanbara was appointed to the new -

judgeship in District Court of the First Circuit.

Other appointments included:

In the First District Court, Judge Philip T. Chun,
who had been serving on a per diem basis; was
appointed to fill a vacancy created by the death of
Judge James A. Leavey.

Also, Judge James S. Burns was appointed to
serve on a per diem basis, and in February of 1977,
Gov. George Ariyoshi named him to the First Cir-
cuit Court.

In the Second District Court, Arthur T. Uecka
was appointed to fill a vacancy created by the ap-
pointment of Judge Kase Higa to the Circuit
Court.

Divisions within the District Courts are the Vio-
lations Bureau, which includes the Driver Educa-
tion Program, and Counseling Services.

Caseload Review

A total of 666,485 District Court cases were filed
in all four judicial circuits in fiscal year 1976-77,
an increase of 10.5 per cent in one year.

The caseload of all District Courts, which in-
cludes cases pending on July 1, 1976, was 722,994.

A total of 657,083 cases were terminated, which
was less than the number of cases filed, leaving a
backlog on June 30, 1977, of 65,911 cases.

The number of criminal cases filed statewide
was 19,224, up by 13 per cent.

Civil actions reported declined by 5 per:cent;
11,014 civil and small claim suits were filed, 619
fewer than in 1975-76.

Traffic and violation cases filed totaled 636,247,
an 11 per cent increase.

The Aloha Spirit

The District Court of the First Circuit prac-
tices the Aloha Spirit.

If a tourist who has received a traffic cita-
tion shows up at the Violations Bureau and
requests a court hearing, the staff prepares
the necessary papers on the spot and sends
the visitor up to court.

If court is not in session, an available
judge is contacted and a hearing held as soon
as possible. ‘

How do the visitors like it? Says Deputy
Bureau Administrator Harriet Schimmelfen-
ning: “The response is really terrific.”
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The Court of the People:
The Future

In the last decade, the District Courts have been
the innovators within the Judiciary, developing
new programs and procedures to serve both the
public and the administration of justice.

Because they are the courts the majority of Ha-
wail’s citizens most often come into contact with,
the emphasis in the District Courts has been to
evolve programs of education and counseling, and
alternative programs which give judges flexibili-
ty in imposing sentences.

In the 1976-77 fiscal year, 666,485 cases were
filed in the District Courts statewide, the equiva-
lent of 1.25 cases for every resident of Hawaii 18
years of age and older. By the year 2000, that num-
ber is expected to exceed one million.

During the 1978 Legislature, and in the years
ahead, the Chief Justice is requesting legislation
to enhance and strengthen the role of the District
Courts.

Judges
To meet the growing demand for litigation in the
Kona District and neighboring court divisions in
North and South Kohala, the Judiciary has re-
quested the Legislature to create and fund a third
District Court judgeship for the Island of Hawaii,
In addition, the Judiciary is asking the Legisla-
ture to authorize six new District Court judgeships
in the First Circuit, which can be filled as the
workload demands.

Criminal

If the Constitutional Convention and subsequently
the voters of Hawaii approve an amendment to
limit the use of the grand jury (See Story Page 20)
to extracrdinary cases, the Chief Justice has pro-
posed that a formal hearing in District Courts be-
come the primary means of obtaining indictments
in felony cases.

Civil
The 1978 session of the Ninth Legislature has been
requested to raise the jurisdictional limits of civil
suits filed in District Courts to $10,000 and the
limit in small claim suits to $600.

The current $5,000 limit in civil cases was es-
tablished in 1970, and the $30Q maximum in small
claim actions was set in 1973.



Hanae Yasuda, designing uniform citation for misdemeanors.

Violations Bureau
At the request of the police departments on Kauai
and Hawaii Counties, the Bureau is designing a
uniform citation for misdemeanors. When the cita-
tion goes into use, police officers will have the op-
tion of making an arrest or issuing a citation.

Another major innovation anticipated in the
years ahead is the development of a “para-judge”
adjudicative system for violations that can be set-
tled by-bail. :

Such a system would assist the court with its
growing workload and also accommodate citizens
who are reluctant to lose a day’s work and wages,

preferring to forfeit bail rather than return to court .

another day.

If the Legislature approves a Judiciary request
to decriminalize most traffic cases, the need for a
para-judge adjudicative system would be even
greater.

The Judiciary has proposed the eliminztion of
crim.inal penalties on all traffic violations which do
not involve personal, injury or death, filing a false
report or overtaking and passing a school bus.

Driver Education
Hawaii has been a national leader in developing a
comprehensive driver education program. A $1
assessment is made against all persons convicted
of a moving traffic violation and against each
vehicle insured in the state to finance the program.

In fiscal year 1977-78, the funds collected for in-
sured vehicles will be divided on a 50-50 basis be-
tween the Judiciary and the Department of Educa-
tion.

The Judiciary will not be able to sustain the
present program: unless additional sources of rev-
enue are madr: available.

- Counseling

The Counseling Services staff of the First Circuit
is located in downtown Honolulu. In 1977, the sub-
urban population equaled that of Honolulu proper.

As the suburban areas continue to grow, both
the Counseling Services and Driver Education
Program will need to increase staff services in the
five suburban court facilities on Oahu,

TS the Year 2000_ :

Here are projections for all District Courts
statewide.

Year 1990 = Year 2000
Filings 1,131,118 1,488,834
Caseload 1,254,081 1,662,628
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Violations Bureau Direcior
Tom Okuda confers with
assistant director

Harriet Schimmelfennig.
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Violations Burreau is always a busy place:

¥

Violations Bureau

The Violations Bureau is the division of the Dis-
trict Court responsible for processing citations,
and for maintaining a central record of all cita-
tions issued statewide.

in the First Circuit, which accounted for 92 per
cent of all traffic citations issued last year, the
Bureau staff processes bail forfeitures, prepares
pre-trial calendars, accounts for all bail money col-
lecied, and in delinquent cases prepares notices
and penal summons.

In the neighbor island circuits, the District
Court staffs perform these functions, with central-
ized record keeping done by the Bureau in Hono-
lulu.

The Bureau is also responsible for designing
uniform citations for all four police departments
and other enforcement agencies.

Coordination is maintained by the Deputy Ad-
ministrative Director of the District Courts, who
also serves as Director of the Violations Bureau.

Services

For lesser offenses, the return-mail, postage-paid
citation allows for bail forfeiture without a visit to
court.

To assist police in determining court dates, traf-
fic arraignments are divided into categories, al-
phabetically and by hours, allowing the officer
issuing a citation to inform the defendant the day,
hour and courtroom where the case will be heard.

The Bureau also prepares traffic abstracts of
motorists’ records for all courts, federal and local
government agencies and insurance firms.

The Violations Bureau remains open on Monday
evenings for the convenience of the working pub-
lic, and on Saturday morning, arraignments are
held.

Workload
In fiscal year 1976-77, the Violations Bureau in
the First District Court handled 1,155,277 matters.
City and County of Honolulu Police and other
law enforcement officers reported 609,079 traffic
citations and arrests.
In addition, the Bureau issued 147,133 delin-
quent notices, prepared 41,580 penal summons
and 351,445 traffic abstracts.

Traffic Activity

The 609,079 traffic matters handled by the Bureau
included 458,148 citations for parking and 2,515
arrests for traffic violations.



Traffic citations reported in Honolulu totaled
551,763, with 54,801 issued in suburban areas.

A total of 6,267 traffic citations were issued to
juveniles, 78 per cent of which were for moving
violations, and 141 juvenile arrests were reported.

The Bureau terminated 573,773 traffic cases, in
197677, or 94 per cent of the total reported.

Seventy-five per cent or 433,074 were disposed
of by administrative procedures, including nearly
5 out of 10 by mail.

The other 105,387 citations were terminated by
visits to Bureau to pay bail.

Total revenues collected by the Bureau, which
does not include court-ordered bail forfeitures or
fines, was. about $2.5 million.

Driver Education

The Hawaii Judiciary operates the only statewide
Driver Improvement Program in the nation, with
preventive education programs directed at both
adult and juvenile traffic offenders.

The program operates without any taxpayers
money. It is totally financed by a $§1 assessment
made by the Court on all individuals convicted of
a moving traffic violation. The program also re-
ceives a portion of $1 collected by insurance com-
panies on each vehicle insured.

The program has three courses it gives to defen-
dants who are required to attend class as part of
their sentence: defensive driving, remedial driv-
ing, and prevention of driving while intoxicated.

In addition to the courses, the program provides
counseling for both adults and juveniles.

As of July 1, 1976, the Family Court of the Third
Circuit transferred all juvenile traffic violation

George Uyeda, director of the Driver Education Program.

cases to the District Court, becoming the last judi-
cial circuit to complele the transfer.

Workioad
In fiscal year 197677, statewide 4,444 adults were
referred to the driver improvement program for
classes, 2,842 for the defensive driving course.

Of that number, 3,210 individuals were from the
District Court of the First Circuit.

The program had 3,143 juveniles referred.

Focus on Drinking and Driving

Alcohol is a major factor in more than half of
all highway fatalities, and a problem the
counselors in Hawail’s Driver Improvement
Program encounter daily.

In January of 1977, the Division of Driver
Education of the Judiciary sponsored a
three-day “DWI Counterattack Symposium”
which featured nationally-known speakers
on the subject of the dangers of driving while
intoxicated.

The purpose of the symposium was two-
fold: to focus the public’s attention upon the
seriousness of the problem and to explore
new ways to counterattack the problem.

Also addressing the symposium were Hon-
oluju experts and judges who daily handle
DWI cases in the courtroom.

All presentations were recorded and put in
book form for distribution to other judicial
systems and interested agencies throughout
the nation.
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Counseling Services

The Counseling Services division of the District
Courts serves as an important adjunct to the ad-
ministration of justice by providing judges an
alternative to imposing a fine or imprisonment,

Counselors provide three services: working with
individuals who have been convicted of a misde-
meanor, administering the Deferred Acceptance of
Guilty Plea (DAGP) program, and preparing pre-
sentence reports.

In the First Circuit, Counseling Services is a
separate division of the District Court; and in the
Second and Fifth Circuits, the Family Court staffs
serve the District Courts. In the Third Circuit, a
caseworker is funded by a grant from the Law En-
forcement Assistance Administration.

Counseling

Counselors work with individuals who have been
convicted of a misdemeanor. More often than not,
counseling involves members of the family, with
the emphasis on attempting to discover problems
which might have contributed to the commission
of an offense.

Counselors attempt to identify and stimulate
solutions in a variety of problem areas, including
related psychological problems, marital problems;
conflicts within a family, financial problems, and

oL A P NENL SHIEI NIV

Harold Watanuki, Counseling Services Director, discusses fii-
ture directions.

difficulties involving cultural adjustments, partic-
ularly among immigrants who come from non-ur-
ban environments.

When necessary, counselors refer misdemean-
ants for professional help. Referrals for psychiatric
treatment and drug rehabilitation are the most
common.

Deferred Plea

The DAGP provides the District Clourt judges with
an alternative sentenciig program for first offend-
ers. The judge prescribes a program of perform-
ance, which is monitored by the counselors. If the
defendant fulfills the terms of his alternative sen-
tence, the judge may dismiss the charge.

One of the most popular alternative sentencing
programs has been assigning misdemeanants to
perform community service. Some judges, how-
ever, have been reluctant to impose community
service because it is not specifically mentioned in
the Hawaii statutes.

The Judiciary has requested the 1978 Legis-
lature to formalize community service as an alter-
native sentence for first-time offenders.

Presentence Reports

The preparation of presentence reports for repeat
offenders provides judges with a means of obtain-
ing additional background information about the
defendant before deciding on a sentence.

During the presentence interview with a coun-
selor, defendants present their side of the story
and any related information they feel is important.
The counselor also locks up the defendant’s past
record, and prepares a report and sentencing rec-
ommendations for the judge.

Caseload

During the 1976-77 fiscal year, Counseling Ser-
vices of the District Court of the First Circuit had
a workload of 4,313 cases, including 3,146 new
cases assigned during the fiscal year.

New cases referred increased 45 per cent from
1975-76.

Of the new cases referred, 2,539 were for mis-
demeanor convictions,

On June 30, 1977, a total of 1,256 cases were
still active.

The counseling services office has a staff of 22,
and during the reporting period utilized the part-
time services of 25 counselor-aides from the Judi-
ciary’s Volunteers in Public Service to the courts,
which is a program of Office of the Administrative
Director of the Courts.
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Circuit Court Proper of
the First Circuit

The First Circuit Court serves the Island of Oahu
with a total estimated population of 766,100, and
also has jurisdiction over the settlement of Kala-
wao on Molokai. Thirteen judges are assigned,
serving the civil calendar and probate and guard-
janship cases, the criminal calendar, the Tax Ap-
peal Court and the Land Court. Two of the judges
are assigned full-time to the Family Court.

A staff of 139 persons serues the community.

One-hundred eighty three cases were appealed
to the Supreme Court during tke reporting period.

Actions Filed
In the 1976-77 fiscal year, 6,910 new cases and re-
lated motions were filed in the First Circuit Court
Proper.

New cases filed exceeded the number termi-
nated by 1,040, with 14,297 cases pending on June
30, 1977.

Caseload
The circuit’s caseload, which includes new actions
filed and cases pending on July 1, 1976, rose to
20,167 cases, up by six per cent.

Terminations rose by about one per cent. In
criminal and regular civil cases, a total of 287
more cases were concluded than the previous year.

Freida Baker; jury clerk, records on Code-a-phone.

However, actions pending in both categories rose
to 7,240, up by 27 per cent.
Filing of supplemental actions decreased by 67.
Of the 5,870 cases terminated, 1,427 involved a
trial or hearing. Judges presided at 278 jury trials.

Civil Calendar
A total of 3,268 new regular civil suits were filed
in the fiscal year, 24 fewer than the year before.
Circuit Court rules require that a Statement
of Readiness for trial be filed within one year af-
ter the suit is filed in court; if not, the case is
dismissed. _
In the last five years, the number of civil suits
pending trial on the civil calendar has increased
by 54 per cent.

Civil Ready Calendar

Cases pending {July 1, 1976). . ........ovvein o 1,425
Statements of Readiness Filed

(July 1, 1976 to June 30, 1977) . ..o v 1,163
TotalCaseload. . ....vvviniiiiiiiinnn s, 2,588
Cases Terminated........c.ccoviiviniriinenns 1,234
Cases Pending (June 30, 1977) . ... ..o ivvvnn 1,354

Ten-Year Review
Below.is a 10-year review of the growth in the
Civil Ready Calendar.

1967-68 1976-77  ‘Per Cent

[ncrease

Cases Pending at Start 962 1,425 +48.1
Statements Filed 693 - 1,163 +67.8
Total Caseload 1,655 2,588 +56.4
Terminations 840 - 1,234 +46.9
Pending 815 1,354 +66.1

Criminal Actions

In fiscal year 1976-77, 1,256 defendants were
charged in. 1,067 cases, a decrease of 10 per cent
from the previous year.

Criminal Calendar
Misdemeanor

Felony Traffic. Other = Total
Cases Pending 1,007 15 239 - 1,261
July 1,1976
New Cases Filed 919 15 133 1,067
Commitment from 15 133 148
District Court
By Indictment 903 903
By Information 16 16
Cases Reactivated 5 5
Total Caseload 1,931 30 372 2,333
Cases disposed of 797 18 167 982
Cases Pending 1,134 127205 1,351

June 30, 1977
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At the end of the reporting period, 774 cases
were pending trial; the remaining 577 cases in-
cluded fugitives, individuals awaiting sentencing
and arraignment.

Jury Improvements
The Chief Clerk’s Office of the First Circuit ini-

tiated several new programs to improve jury man-
agement practices, as the result of a study of
Hawai's Jury Trial System conducted by the
National Center for State Courts.

A pilot jury pool program began in February of
1977 and serves seven courtrooms, two criminal
and five civil. Approximately 150 persons are
called every other week and one judge conducts
the qualification proceedings, freeing the six other
judges for other duties. Judge Arthur S.K. Fong
served as the first qualification judge.

Preliminary estimates of costs to the end of the
fiscal year indicate the use of the jury pool saved
$12,000.

Three code-a-phones were installed on which a
jury clerk records the latest status of all trials.
durors call in the night before to find out if the
trial has been postponed or cancelled.

The clerk’s office has aiso developed a written
orientation package for jurors and after individu-
als are assigned to a trial, they are provided tags
identifying them as jurors.

Three rooms were set aside as a juror lounge
and equipped with two color television sets, The
lounge provides a place for jurors to stay between
trial sessions, keeping them out of contact with
parties involved in the trial, and serves as an area
for them to assemble during the qualification
process.

Jury Commission

Mempbers of the First Circuit Jury Commission in
1976 were Chief Clerk Patrick J. O’Sullivan, Hilda
C. Bond, Manuel Gomes, Adelaide DeSoto and
Wanda Lindsey.

During the year, 30,000 juror qualification
forms were mailed to develop a list of 9,000 pro-
spective jurors, of which 6,840 were called.

Total payroll and mileage costs for jurors in the
First Circuit in 1976 was $407,016, including
$25,639 to pay grand jurors.

There were 56 grand jury proceedings, each
lasting a full day. The First Circuit, because of the
volume of criminal cases, empanels two grand
juries,; which serve for a calendar year. Each panel

meets at least every other week. If the grand jury

is retained by the Constitutional Convention, a
third group may be empaneled to lessen the work-
load of grand jurors.

To the Year 2000, .

In the 1976~77 fiscal year, 628,467 cases were filed
in the Circuit, Family and District Courts of the
First Judicial Circuit, which serves the Island of
Qahu,

Below are straight-line projections to June 30,
the last day of the fiscal period, of the years 1990
and 2000, assuming the urrentjurisdictional func-
tions of each court do not change and the growth
rate from 1967-68 to present continues.

First Judicial Circuit

Year 2000

Year 1990
Filings 1,067,183 1,404,681
Caseload 1,217,607 1,614,272
Circuit Court Proper*®

4 Year 1990 Year 2000

Filings 12,092 15,916
Caseload 35,187 46,651
Family Court

Year 1990 Year 2000
Filings 26,905 35,415
Caseload 41,206 54,630
District Court

Year 1990 Year 2000
Filings 1,028,186 1,353,350
Caseload 1,141,214 1,512,991

*Because of a change in policy in the prosecutors office, crim-
inal cases filed in 1976-77 declined for the first time in a num-
ber of years, and: consequently filing projections are probably
low. Additionally, the First Circuit Court has a backlog of cases
nearly twice that of the number of cases filed. If additional
judges are added, the projected caseload figures for the Circuit
Couit should be drastically reduced.

Support Collections

The fiscal section of the First Circuit reported a
30 per cent increase in. matrimonial support ac-
count activify as the result of a contract between
the Department of Social Services and Housing
and the Family Court Division.
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Recent changes in federal and state laws re-
quire DSSH to seek support payments from absent
parents in families receiving assistance, and at the
request of DSSH the Family Court agreed to per-
form the collection service.

Four clerks were added in the cashier’s office
to handle the new accounts, and the office is re-
imbursed a percentage of payroll costs from the
federal funds.

Halo Hirose, Adultanrﬂf'er"c;Hon Director, directs a staff of 37 on
Qahu.

Adulit Probation

Sixty-five per cent of all adult probation cases on
Oahu as the results of cases adjudicated in the
First Circuit Court Proper. The large caseload is
handled by the Adult Probation Department of the
First Circuit Court. In the Neighbor Island circuits,
probation officers are assigned to the Family
Courts staff.

On Oahu, the department had the responsibility
for supervising 2,013 probation cases and con-
ducted 2,624 investigations. Adult Probation
has a staff of 37.

The number of new probation cases referred to
the department increased by 30 per cent in 1976~
77, and at the end of the year, 1,722 cases were
still active, a 37 per cent increase.

Of the 291 cases terminated, probation was re-
voked in only 10.

In the last three years, Adult Probation has be-
come more involved in preparing investigation
reports for the Court to help judges determine
amount of bail and sentences.

In 1976-77, probation officers conducted 1,417
investigations to assist the Court in determining
whether defendants could be released on their
own recognizance or if bail should be reduced.

The passage of Act 154 by the 1976 Legislative
Session formalizing the Deferred Acceptance of
Guilty Plea has had an impact on the probation
departrnent’s workload. DAGP cases reported in
1976-77 jumped to 234 from 78 in 1975-76.

The department handled 145 courtesy super-
vision cases last year, compared to 26 in 1975-76.
They are cases where the individual on probation
has moved to Oahu from another community.




_Marital Actioris

[ sented34.6 per cent ot the' t- armly Court’s

Famsly Court of the
'Flrst Circuit = -

e

The Fcr‘mily Court of the First Circuit has two Cir-

“cuit-Court and five District Court judges assigned

with a staff of 143, including a temporary worker,
to serve the community. Statewide, 76 per cent

“of all Family ("ourt cases are filed in the First

Circuit.
Thirteer) case& were appealed tc the Supreme

K Cokurt during the reporting period;

t’Actlonc Filed o

The number: of ¢ases filed in the Family Court of
the First Clr’CUIt has shown an increase for the fifth
straight year:
The 15 756 actions filed in fiscal year 197677
represented a one-year increase of 11 per cent.
The Court’s caseload rose to 23,850 cases, up by

‘ 12 per cent,

The number of cases terminated increased to
14,609, up 10 per cent. New cases filed exceeded
that numbez, leaving 9,241 cases pending on June

dJuvenile Cases :
The number’ of cases reterr.ed to the Court involv-

_ing chlldren totaled 5,017, up by 3 per cent from

-

1975-76. L, enforcement officialsf retexrea 3,438
juveniles for aw violations.
The Fanily Court’s caseload of actions involving
children (whn,h mclude: 2,305 cases pending on
duly 1, 1976) totaled 7,322, or 31 per cent of its
workload
In addlt.on durmg the year 1,783 children were

‘on probatlon orpn some other type of supervision,
;Wlth 1,187 still under the Court's Junsdlctlon at

the end of the. year.

Marital actions filed tota co 9, 071 up 7 per, cent,

increasing rhe céseload t6 824& which repre-;
total ‘

workloa- A,

The number of actrons filed seeking sup’oort“:

payments in )udgments made in other states was
941, a 59 per cent increase. "
In the “reporting period, 4, 589 couples filed for

.- divorce, an mcrease of one gase.
= ;

Other ACthHS :
Oahy. familiés fited petitiong to adopt
29 fewer than the year before ki

[ & Ly

49 childr.en, v

The First Circuit felt the impact of a new State
law requiring a hearing before an individual can
be committed to a mental institution. Miscellane-
ous cases, the category which reflects hearings
held in compliance with the la\v increased by 340
last year, to 784

Paternity cases filed rose from 231 in 1975-76
to 592 last year, primarily as a result of actions
filed seeking support payments from absent
parents in families that are receiving: Dubllc
assistance.

The Fiscal Branch of the First Circuit Court,
which collects the court-ordered support pay-
ments, reported a 30 per cent increase in its ac-
counts. :

Mary Jane Lee, new Family Court Director.
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District Court of the
First Circuit

The District Court of the First Circuit serves the
islands of Oahu and the Kalaupapa settlement on
Molokai. Twelve judges are assigned to the Court.
A staff of 205 serves the public.

Forty-two cases were appealed to the Supreme
Court in the reporting period.

Services

The District Courthouse is located at Merchant
and Bethel Streets in downtown Honolulu and the
judges serve five satellite courtrooms in Oahu’s
suburban areas.

Communities on the windward side of the
Island, from Makapuu to Waimea Bay, are served
by court facilities located at the Kaneohe Police
Station, where court sessions are held daily.

Courthouses in Waialua and Wahiawa serve the
central Oahu and North Shore communities. Ses-
sions are held weekly on Monday at Waialua and
Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday in Wahiawa.

The Ewa Courthouse serves the growing com-
munities in Oahu’s central corridor surrounding
Pearl Harbor. Court is in session every day except
Thursday. A judge and court reporter travel to the
Waianae courtroom twice a week.

Facilities

The construction of a new courthouse for the Dis-
trict Court is the No. 2 priority in the Judiciary’s
capital improvement program. The site of the new
building, which is in the planning stage, is at Hotel
and Alakea Streets in downtown Honolulu.

Design funds have been appropriated for two
courtrooms and office space in the Windward Civ-
ic Center, which will replace the present Kaneohe
courtroom.

Present courtrooms in Wahiawa, Waialua and
Waianae will also be relocated with the develop-
ment of civic centers in the respective areas, keep-
ing court facilities centralized with other govern:
mental agencies.

Actions Filed
New cases filed in the First District Court have
shown an increase for the tenth year in a row, with
the exception of the 1974-75 reporting period
when Hawaii experienced a severe gasoline short-
age.

In the 1976-77 fiscal year, 605,801 cases were

filed, an increase of 14 per cent.

An additional 5,027 civil motions were filed
which are not included in the above figure or the
cases listed on page 81 of this report.

Cases terminated were up by 13 per cent from
the 1975-76 reporting period. However, filings ex-
ceeded terminations, leaving the nuinter of cases
pending on June 30, 1977, at 59,908 up 15 per
cent,

Nearly 91 per cent of all District Court cases
filed statewide were in the First Circuit.

Caseload
The caseload of the First District Court (which in-
cludes new filings and those pending on July 1,
1976) totaled 657,782 cases, up by 14 per cent.

Civil: Seven per cent fewer regular civil and
small claims suits were filed, with new cases total-
ing 8,410.

Caseload: 13,562

Terminated; 7,941

Pending: 5,621

Criminal: New cases reported were up 13 per
cent; cases filed were 14,360.

Caseload: 18,006

Terminated: 13,947

Pending: 4,059

During the reporting period, 652 cases were
committed to the First Circuit Court. Jury trials
were demanded in 203 criminal misdemeanor and
12 violation cases, and 83 civil suits. Felony cases
sent to the grand jury totaled 354.

See Violations Bureau Story, Page 28.

Ten Year Review

Per Cent

1967-68 1976-77 Change
Filed 313,088 605,801 + 93
Caseload 322,172 657,782 +104

Wailua District Courthouse dedication after reopening
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'rTo» the Year.2000 Second Judicial Circuit

In the 1976-77 fiscal year, 27,293 cases were filed — Year 1990 Year 2000
in the Circuit, Family and District Courts of the Filings 45,846 60,345
Second Judicial Circuit, which serves the Islands ~ Caseload 56,262 74,591
of Maui, Molokai and L anai.

Below are straight-line projections to June 30,  Circuit Court Proper*
the last day of the fiscal period, of the years 1990

and 2000, assuming the current jurisdictional func- Year 1990  Year 2000
tions of each court do not change and the growth Filings 1,474 1,941
rate from 1967-68. to present continues. Caseload 3,818 5,061
Family Court
Year 1990  Year 2000
Filings 2,520 3,317
Caseload 3,535 4,687
District Court
Year 1990  Year 2000
Filings 41,852 55,087
Caseload 48,909 64,843

*A second Circuit. Court judgeship was added in 1976~77,
therefore, the caseload projections are high.



Circuit Court of the
Second Circuit

The Second Circuit serves the Islands of Maui,
Molokai and Lanai with a total estimated popula-
tion of 67,600. Two judges are assigned to the
circuit and they hear cases at the courthouse in
Wailuku, Maui, traveling inter-island to Lanai and
Molokai at least twice a year.

A staff of 18, including a temporary worker,
serve the community.

Thirteen cases were appealed to the Supreme
Court during the reporting period.

A second judgeship was created by the 1976
Legislature and District Court Judge Kase Higa
was appointed to fill the position in May of 1977.
‘To accommodate the new judge, the courthouse
was renovated to create a second courtroom, tak-
ing over space previously occupied by the Law
Library. The Family Court staff moved to quarters
in Kahului and the library was relocated in the
courthouse.

Family Court cases have been reassigned to the
Circuit Court, except on Lanaiand Molokai, where
District Court judges continue to preside. District
Court judges conducted all Family Court sessions
the previous two years to provide relief to the
Circuit Court.

Actions Filed

In the 1976-77 fiscal year, 1,274 new cases were
filed in Second Circuit Court Proper, including 430
naturalization actions.

Excluding naturalization cases, the total number
of cases filed in all criminal and civil categories,
including related motions, was 844, an increase of
about one per cent.

Filings exceeded cases terminated by 214, with
a backlog on June 30, 1977, of 1,629 cases.

Caseload Review

Caseload review excludes applications for natu-
ralization to provide for a uniform statewide com-
parison of all circuits. The term caseload includes
the number of cases pending on dJuly 1, 1976, and
new cases filed.

Below is a review of the Second Circuit’s case-
load and the percentage of change from the pre-
vious reporting period when 1,358 cases were
pending.

Total Terminated  Pending .
Caseload 2,202 632 1,570
Change +6 ~-12 +16

-

Rcbe!
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\-

Monden, Circuit Court ief

Clerk.
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Janel Kaya serves as
Second Circuit Court account
clerk and'librarian,
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Of the cases terminated, 246 involved a trial or
hearing, including 15 jury trials.

Civil

New reguiar civil suits filed totaled 343, a gain of

eight per cent. It was the second consecutive year

civil filings have risen. g

Caseload includes 474 cases pending:

Total Terminated  Pending
Caseload 817 213 604
Char:;e +22 +10 +27

Criminal
A total of 293 criminal cases were filed, up by 29
per cent.

The prosecution of criminal activity in the Sec-
ond Circuit during the last reporting period - in-
creased, a trend which has reflected in the court’s
caseload in the last three years.

The categories of criminal cases which showed
major increases included assault, forcible rape,
burglary, narcotic law wiolations and gambling.
Complete statistical data is contained in the last
section of this report.

Caseload includes 215 pending cases.

Total Terminated ~~ Pending
Caseload 508 194 314
Change -6 -40 +46

Members of the Second Circuit Jury Commis-
sion included Chief Clerk Robert Monden, Martha
Martin, Mary Amaral, Nancy Yanagi and Alice
Simpich.

A total of 428 individuals were granted citizen-
ship.

Ten-Year-Review Per Cent
1967-68 1976-77 Change
Filings - 361 844 +134
Civil 119 343 +188
Criminal 62 293 +372
Caseload 1,150 2,202 +91



Family Court of the
Second Circuit

The Family Court of the Second Circuit has a staff
of 15, plus a part-time worker, and it provides
counseling and presentence investigations for the
District Court. With the appointment of a second
Circuit Court judge in May of 1977, District Court
judges who had been hearing a majority of all
Family Court matters for the last two years re-
duced their workload to cases on Molokai and
Lanai.

Actions Filed

New cases reported in the Family Court of the
Second Circuit have shown an increase for the
third consecutive year. ,

The 1,467 cases filed in fiscal year 1976-77 rep-
resented a one-year increase of 11 per cent.

Reflecting this growth, the Court’s caseload was
2,063, up by 15 per cent, including the 596 cases
pending on duly 1, 1976,

Terminations rose by 5 per cent with 1,259 cases
concluded. New filings exceeded that number and
pending cases on June 30, 1977, were 804, up by
35 per cent.

Juvenile Cases
The number of cases involving children referred
to the Court was 608, down 10 per cent from 1975-
76. Law enforcement authorities referred 483
juveniles to Family Court for law violations, 67
fewer than the year before.

Juvenile cases comprised 39 per cent of the
Court’s workload.

In addition, 196 minors were on probation or
under some other type of supervision, with 137 un-
der the Court’s jurisdiction at the end of the year.

Marital Actions
Marital actions filed showed an increase of 19 per
cent, up to 464 cases, due primarily to a three-fold

increase in family support actions under Hawaii’s

reciprocal agreement with other states. Support
actions filed jumped from 46 in 1975-76 to 111.
The four-types of cases in the marital action
category comprised 31 per cent of the Family
Court caseload.
Divorce actions were initiated by 345 couples,
9 more than the previous year.

Other actions
Maui residents filed petitions to adopt 88 children,
compared to 70 the year before.

Miscellaneous cases filed rose from 30 to 73, re-
flecting a change in State law requiring a hearing
before a person is committed to a mental institu-
tion.

The Court also felt the impact of new federal
regulations requiring absent parents in families re-
ceiving public assistance to pay child support.
Paternity actions filed increased from 13 to 34.

Louneille Medeiros, District
Court Chief Clerk, assists
Yvonne Quipotla, to prepare
recorder for Family
Court|session.

Thomas Nakama, left,
Family Court Director, and
supervisor Fred Tamasaka,
confer in new offices.
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Kenneth Toguchi, a deputy

sheriff, picking up papers
from clerk Winona lwata,
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District Court of the
Second Circuit

The District Court of the Second Circuit serves
the Islands of Maui, Molokai and Lanai. Two
judges are assigned to the Court, which has a staff
of 16 to serve the three islands.

Services

The District Court of the Second Circuit is head-
quartered in Wailuku, Maui, however the two
judges maintain an active schedule of travel. Ses-
sions are. held at Lahaina twice a week, at Paia
once a week;, in Hana and on Lanai once a month,
and on Molokai twice a month.

For the last two years the District Court judges
heard all cases for the Family Court of the Second
Circuit. With the appointment of a second Circuit
Court judge, their Family Court caseload was re-
duced to cases on Lanai and Molokai.

Towards the end of the 1976-77 fiscal year, the
Second District functioned with only one judge be-
cause of the appointment of Judge Kase Higa to
the Circuit Court. Arthur T. Ueoka was subse-
quently appointed to the District Court Bench.

Facilities

The District Court is located in the old tax office
building in Wailuku, with both judges sharing one
courtroom, When the new Wailuku judicial com-
plex is completed, all courts will be consolidated in
the same building.

The Judiciary plans to renovate the facilities on
the second floor of the old Lahaina Courthouse, to
relocate the present inadequate court facilities at
Paia'in the proposed Makawao-Paia State Civic
Center, and to. move the Molokai court facilities
into the State Office Building when'the Kaunaka-
kat Civic Center is developed.

Actions Filed

The number of cases filed in the Second District
Court has shown an increase for the last 10 years,
except the energy-crisis year of 1974-75.

In the 1976-77 fiscal year, 24,982 cases were
filed, up 9 per cent.

An additional 2,828 civil motions were filed
which are not included in the above figure or listed
on Page 82 of this report.

Cases terminated were up 8 per cent from 1975~
76. More cases were filed than terminated, leaving
actions pending on June 30, 1977, at 4,182, a jump
of 48 per cent.

Caseload

The caseload of the Second District Court (which
includes new cases filed and those pending on July
1, 1976) was 27,806, up 12 per cent.

Civil: Regular civil and small claim suits filed
increased by 19 per cent, with new cases totaling
1,683.

Caseload: 2,204

Terminated: 1,432

Pending: 772

Criminal: Filings were up'23 per cent; cases re-
ported were 2,361.

Caseload: 2,720

Terminated: 2,368

Pending: 352

During the reporting period, 220 cases were
committed to the Second Circuit Court. Jury trials
were requested in 14 misdemeanor and 3 traffic
cases, and 203 felony cases were sent to the grand
jury.

Violations
New traffic and other violation cases filed in Maui
County totaled 20,938, up 6.5 per cent. The Dis-
trict Court caseload was 22,882, and 87 per cent
of the cases were terminated.
Cases pending were 3,058, up by 57 per cent.
Traffic and other violation cases comprised 82.3
per cent of the Court’s total caseload.

Ten Year Review

Per Cent

1967-68 1976-77 Change
Filed 5,716 24,982 +337
Caseload 5,959 27,806 +367
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Circuit Court

Judge Shunichi Kimura

_eeN
Judge Ernest H, Kubota
Administrative Judge

'To the Year 2000

In the 1976-77 fiscal year, 32,797 cases were filed
in the Circuit, Family and District Courts of the
Third Judicial Circuit, which serves the Island of
Hawaii.

Below are straight-line projections to June 30,
the last day of the fiscal period, of the years 1990
and 2000, assuming the current jurisdictional
functions of each court do not change and the
growth rate from 1967-68 to present continues. -

District Court
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Judge Mark N. Olds Judge Robert T. Ito

Administrative Judge

Third Judicial Circuit

Year 1990 Year 2000
Filings 55,872 73,541
Caseload 62,833 83,304
Circuit Court Proper

Year 1990 Year 2000
Filings 2,336 3,074
Caseload 5,243 6,952
Family Court

Year 1990 Year 2000
Filings 4,898 6,447
Caseload 6,173 8,184
District Court

Year 1990 Year 2000
Filings 48,638 64,020
Caseload 51,417 68,168



Circuit Court Proper
of the Third Circuit

The Third Circuit serues the Island of Hawaii
which has an estimated population of 82,800. Two
judges are assigned to the circuit and they hear
cases at courtroom facilities located in the State
Civic Complex in Hilo. :

Once a month, a judge travels to Kona to hear
Family Court matters and conduct hearings on
motions and petitions. District Court judges hear
family matters at the four other satellite court-
houses serving the Island.

Twenty-nine cases were appealed to the Su-
preme Court during the reporting period.

The Third Circuit occupies space in the State
Building in the Hilo Civic Center, but growing
court: activity has created crowded conditior. .
with - some staff members having offices in store-
rooms. The Judiciary is planning to acquire addi-
tional space, but if the present growth rate con-
tinues much larger quarters will be needed.

Filing Activity

In the 1976-77 fiscal year, 1,416 cases were filed
in the Third Circuit Court Proper, including 79
naturalization actions.

Excluding naturalizations, 1,337 new cases were
filed in all civil and criminal categories, including
related motions, a one-year increase of 9.5 per
cent.

Caseload Review
The review of caseload excludes applications for
naturalization to provide for a uniform statewide
comparison of all circuits. The term caseload
counts the number of cases pending on July 1,
1976, and new cases filed.

Below is a review of the Third Circuit caseload
and the percentage of change from the previous
reporting period when 1,680 cases were pending.

Total Terminated  Pending
Caseload - 3,017 1,111 1,906
Change +6 -4.5 +13

Of the cases terminated, 500 involved a trial or
hearing; including 24 jury trials.
Civil
New civil suits reported totaled 480, a gain of sev-

During an electrical bIakot, Circuit Court clerks pulled out
the flashlights and continued waiting on people

en per cent. It was the fifth consecutive year civil
filings have risen.
Caseload includes 593 pending cases.

Total Terminated = Pending
Caseload 1,073 388 685
Change +6 -8 +15.5

Criminal
A total of 300 criminal cases was filed, up three
per cent.

Criminal charges filed in the Third Circuit dur-
ing the reporting period increased slightly. Cate-
gories showing increases were burglary and as-
sault. Narcotic drug law charges declined from 83
to 54. Complete statistical data is contained in the
last section of this report.

Caseload includes 123 pending cases.

Total Terminated  Pending
Caseload 423 227 196
Change +13 -10 +59

Members of the Third Circuit Jury Commission
included Chief Clerk Terry Kaide, Dorothy Cross,
Marjorie Mulhall, Harry Uyeda and Marion Vic-
tor.

Naturalization cases declined by 44 per cent,
from 141 to 79. A total of 87 individuals were
granted citizenship.

10-Year Review

Per Cent

1967-68  1976-77 Change
Filings 622 1,337 +114
Civil 202 480 +137
Criminal 82 300 +265

Caseload 1,711 3,017 +76 47
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- Stanley Shikuma,

Family Court of the
Third Circuit

The Family Court of the Third Circuit has a staff
of 16 to serve the community. For most of fiscal
year 1976-77, both Circuit and District Court
judges heard Family Court matters, In February
of 1977, District Court judges were assigned the
caseload of the Family Court, with Circuit
-Court judges available when needed.

One case was appealed to the Supreme Court
during the reporting period.

Actions Filed
At the end of the 1975-76 fiscal year, the Third
Circuit Family Court transferred the majority of

R S e
rector, directs the second largest Family
Court staff in the Judiciary.

juvenile traffic cases to the District Court, the last
circuit to complete the transfer.

In the 1976-77 fiscal year, 2,877 cases were
hled, representing a one-year increase of 668 ac-
tions, up by 30 per cent.

The Family Court’s caseload included 3,559 ac-
tions, up 20 per cent, including the 682 cases pend-
ing on July 1, 1976.

The number of cases terminated increased by 9
per cent to 2,508. Filings exceeded that number,
however, leaving cases pending on June 30, 1977,
at 1,051, up by 54 per cent.

Juvenile Cases

The number of cases involving children referred to
the Court dropped from 1,355 in 1975-76 to 1,253,
reflecting the transfer of juvenile traffic cases.
However, the number of juveniles referred to the
Court for law violations increased by 339 cases to
987, a jump of 52 per cent.

Juvenile cases comprised 43 per cent of the
Court’s caseload.

In addition, 484 juveniles were on probation or
some other type of supervision during the year,
with 311 juveniles under the Court’s jurisdiction at
the end of the reporting period.

Marital Actions

The number of marital actions filed increased by
37 per cent; 676 new cases were reported. Marital
actions comprised 25 per cent of the total case-
load.

Actions filed for family support payment en-
forcement under the reciprocal agreement the
State of Hawaii has with other states jumped in
one year from 57 to 222 cases.

Last year; 444 couples initiated divorce actions,
19 more than the year before.

Other Actions
Hawaii County families filed petitions tc adopt 68
children, the same number as the year before.
Miscellaneous actions filed showed a one-year
increase of 285 cases, or 678 per cent, with 327
cases reported. The miscellaneous category re-
flects increased activity as the result of a new
State law requiring a court hearing before an in-
dividual can be committed to a mental institution.
The Court alzo felt the impact of new federal
regulations which require absent parents in fami-
lies receiving public assistance to pay child sup-
port. Paternity cases filed in 1976-77 totaled 129,
compared to 6 the previous year.



District Court of the
Third Circuit

The District Court of the Third Circuit serves the
Island of Hawaii. Two judges are assigned to the
court, which has a staff of 14, plus a temporary
worker, to serve the community.

Four cases were appealed during the reporting
period to the Supreme Court.

Services

The District Court of the Third Circuit is head-

quartered in the State Office Building in the Hilo
Civic -omplex, with both judges sharing one
courtroom, and court sessions are held daily.
dJudges travel to Kona on the average of six times
a month and they hold weekly sessions in Puna,
North Hilo and Ka‘u, and monthly sessions in
Hamakua and North and South Kohala.

The two judges have the most active travel
schedule of any circuit and because of the long dis-
tances involved, a majority of all trips require a
6 to 7 a.m. departure time in order to convene
court at 9 a.m. The judges often schedule sessions
in two satellite courtrooms on the same day.

In February of 1977, the two District judges as-
sumed a majority of the Third Circuit Family
Court, although Circuit Court judges remain avail-
able to hear family matters.

Kona Growth

The growing caseload in the Kona District has
necessitated occasional two-day sessions at the
Captain Cook Courthouse and requires the pres-
ence of a Circuit Court judge once a month to con-
duct hearings.

The Judiciary is requesting a third District
judgeship to serve the Kona District, with the
judge also being assigned to serve several of the
neighboring satellite courtrooms.

A new courthouse is planned for the South Ko-
hala District as part of the developing Waimea
Civic Complex.

Actions Filed
The number of cases filed in the Third District
Court declined in the 1976-77 fiscal year, after
filings jumped by 34 and 33 per cent the two pre-
vious reporting periods due to an intensive traffic
enforcement campaign by the Hawaii County Po-
lice Department. -

During the last reporting period, the number of

Maile Nakayama, Chief District Court Clerk.

own probation officer funded from federal funds.
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moving traffic citations issued by police declined
by 8,773. The elimination of parking meters at the
Hilo airport was in part responsible for a drop in
parking violations of 5,770.

Last year, the Court reported a total of 28,583
cases and motions, compared toc 41,501 and 31,211
in the previous two periods. Cases filed declined
by 31 per cent.

The number of cases pending on June 30, 1977,
was 1,346,

Workload
The caseload of the Third District Court (which in-
cludes new cases filed and those pending on July
1, 1976) totaled 29,933.

Civil: In all 108 fewer civil and small claim suits
were reported; new actions filed totaled 625.

Caseload: 875

Terminated: 702

Pending: 173

Criminal: Filings increased by 2 per cent, to
1,976.

Caseload: 2,245

Terminated: 1,712

Pending: 533

During the reporting period a record 645 cases
were committed to the Third Circuit Court. Jury
trials were requested in 323 traffic cases and 196
other violation cases, compared to 4 the previous
year.

Jury trials were also requested in 54 misde-
meanor cases, and 71 felony cases were sent to the
grandjury.

Violations
Tickets issued for traffic and other violations last
year on the Island of Hawaii totaled 25,982. The
District Court’s caseload was 26,813 and 98 per
cent of the cases were terminated.
Pending on June 30, 1977, were 640 actions.
The traffic/other violations caseload repre-
sented 90 per cent of the Court’s total workload.

10-Year Review

Per Cent
1967-68 1976-77 Change
Filings 10,645 28,583 +168

Caseload 11,040 29,933 +171






Circuit Court District Court

¥

Judge Alired Laureta Judge Kei Hirano

Fifth Judicial Circuit

To'the Year.2000.. .
’ Year 1990 Year 2000

In the 1976-77 fiscal year, &,187 cases were filed

inr the Circuit, Family and District Courts of the Filings 14,277 18,791
Fifth Judicial Circuit, which serves the Island of Caseload 16,136 21,391
Kauai.
Below are straight-line projections to June 30, Circuit Court Proper
the last day of the ﬁscaihperiod, of the years 1990 Year 1990 Year 2000
9 ) N
Caseload 1,748 2,317

growth rate from 1967-68 to present continues.

Family Court

Year 1990 Year 2000

Filings 1,172 1,542
Caseload 1,847 2,448

District Court

Year 1990 Year 2000

Filings 12,442 16,377
Caseload 12,541 16,626



Circuit Court Proper
of the Fifth Circuit

The Fifth Circuit serves the Islands of Kauai and
Nithau with an estimated population of 39,300.
One judge is assigned to the circuit and hears qll
‘cases at the courthouse in Lihue, Kauai. The Dis-
trict Court judge is assigned to the Family Court
Diuvision.

The court has a staff of 10, including a tempo-
rary worker, to serve the community.

Six cases were appealed to the Supreme Couirt
during the reporting period.

Filing Activity

In the 1976-77 fiscal year, 588 new casgs were
filed in the Fifth Circuit Court Proper, including
214 naturalization actions.

Excluding naturalization actions, the total num-
ber of cases filed in all criminal and civil catego-
ries, including related motions, was 374, a one-
year increase of 10 per cent.

Filings exceed terminations by 90 cases.

Caseload Review
The caseload review excludes applications for
naturalization to provide a uniform statewide com-
parison of ‘all circuits. The term caseload counts
the number of cases pending ondJuly 1, 1976, and
new cases filed.

Below is a review of the Fifth Circuit’s caseload
and the percentage of change from the previous
reporting period and includes 618 pending cases.

Total Terminated  Pending
Caseload 932 - 323 669
Change +9 +10 +8

Of the cases terminated, 106 involved a trial or
hearing, including 14 jury trials.

Civil ‘ ‘
New civil suits filed totaled 121, a drop of 18
per-cent. It was the first time in the last 4 years
civil filings declined.

Caseload includes 197 pending cases.

Total Terminated  Pending
Caseload 318 115 203
Change +2 -1 +3
Criminal

A total of 137 criminal cases were filed, up by 101
per cent.

F P L
Chief Clerk John llalacle at work in his office.

Criminal prosecutions on Kauai increased last
year, resulting in 26 grand jury hearings. Criminal
categories in which notable increases were re-
ported include assault and forcible rape. Com-
plete statistical data is contained in the last sec-
tion of this report.

Caseload includes 71 pending cases.

Total Terminated = Pending
Caseload 208 102 106
Change +64 +82 +49

Members of the Fifth Circuit Jury Commission
included Chief Clerk John llalaole, Mary Bender,

Henry Shin, Kazue Kawakami and Tokiko Naka-,

mura.

Naturalization cases filed jumped by 365 per
cent, with 214 new actions filed, compared to 46
the previous period, and 175 individuals were
granted citizenship.

10-Year-Review

Per Cent
1967-68 197677 Change
Filings 142 374 +163
Civil 41 121 +195
Criminal 15 137 +813
Caseload 523 992 +90
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Sherwood Hard, Family Court Director, and Probation Officer
Jo Ann Shimamoto..

Family Court of the
Fifth Circuit

The Family Court of the Fifth Circuit has a staff of
five, including a temporary worker, and provides
counseling and presentence services to the Dis-
trict Court. The District Court judge hears a ma-
jority of the family cases, with the Circuit Court
judge also available.

Actions Filed
The number of cases filed in the Fifth Circuit Fam-
ily Court has shown an increase for the fourth year
in a row,

The 694 actions reported in fiscal year 1976-77
represented a one-year increase of 15 per cent,

The growth in filings increased the Court’s case-
load to 1,058, up 17 per cent, including the 364
cases pending on dJuly 1, 1976.

Although the number of cases terminated rose
to 634, actions filed exceeded terminations, leav-
ing 424 cases pending on June 30, 1977,

Juvenile Cases

The number of cases involving children referrals
totaled 305, up 22 per cent. Law enforcement
agencies referred 249 juveniles to the Court for
law violations, 59 more than in 1975-76.

Cases involving minors comprised 39.5 per cent
of the total caseload.

In addition, 106 children were placed on proba-
tion or some other type of supervision during the
year with 8] juveniles under the Court’s jurisdic-
tion at the end of the reporting period.

Marital Actions

A total of 240 cases relating to marital actions
were filed in the Fifth Circuit, up by 15 per cent.
Marital actions comprised 35 per cent of the total
caseload.

Actions filed for enforcement of family support
payments under Hawaii’s reciprocal agreement
with other states increased from 41 to 64.

In the reporting period, 170 couples initiated
divorce proceedings, 12 more than the year before.

Kauai residents filed petitions to adopt 16 chil-
dren, compared to 33 the previous year.



District Court of the
Fifth Circuit

The District Court of the Fifth Circuit serues the
Islands of Kauai and Nithau. One judge is as-
signed, and he also hears a mdjority of all Family
Court cases. The District Court has a staff of sev-
en to serve the public.

One case from the Court was appealed to the
Supreme Court in the reporting period.

Services

The District Court is headquartered at the court-
house ‘in Lihue, Kauai. The judge holds daily ses-
sions in Lihue and morning sessions once a week
at Koloa, Kawaihau and Waimea; and every other
week at Hanalel.

The Driver Improvement program was ex-
panded to the Fifth Circuit with the addition of a
specialist to the District Court staff, and the Kauai
County Police Department provided an instructor
for the Defensive Driving Course.

Facilities ;
Court sessions in the Kawaihau District of the [s-
land of Kauai are held in the conference room of
the Kapaa Branch Library. The dudiciary is look-
ing for a site for a new courtroom, preferrably in a
civic complex.

Actions Filed

The number of cases filed in the Fifth District
Court has shown an increase every year since
1968-69, with the exception of the last reporting

period. ,
In the 1976-77 fiscal year, 7,119 cases were

filed, a one-year decline of more than one per cent.
An additional 688 civil motions were filed which
are not included in the above figure or in the cases
listed on Page 84 of this report.
More cases were filed than terminated, increas-
ing the backlog on June 30, 1977, to 475 cases, up
by 34 per cent.

Caseload
The Court’s caseload {which includes new actions
filed and those pending on July 1, 1976) totaled
7,473.

Civil: In all 106 fewer civil and small claims
suits were reported; actions filed totaled 296.

Caseload: 546

Terminated; 255

Pending: 291

Kayo Mikasa, District Court Clerk.

Criminal: Cases filed increased by 10 per cent;
filings reported were 527.

Caseload: 564

Terminated: 477

Pending: 87

During the reporting period, 87 cases were com-
mitted to the Fifth Circuit Court. Jury trials were
requested in 44 misdemeanor and 5 violation
cases, with 38 felony cases sent to the grand jury.

Violations

The number of citations issued on Kauai for traffic
offenses and other violations was down one per
vent, with 6,296 cases reported. The District
Couri’s caseload totaled 6,363, and 98 per cent of
the cases were terminated.

The number of cases pending was 97.

Traffic and other viciations comprised 85 per
cent of the Court’s total caseload.

The number of citations issued for traffic of-
fenses increased, but fewer tickets were given for
parking and violations of the County’s dog leash
ordinance: '

Ten Year Review

Per Cent

1967-68 1976-77 Change
Filed 2,389 7,119 +198
Caseload 2,521 7,473 +196
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Support Services

Hawaii has a unified judicial system with the
Chief Justice as the administrative head.

The Office of the Administrative Director of the
Courts carries out the Chief Justice’s constitution-
ally-mandated administrative responsibility. The
director is appointed by the Chief Justice with the
approval of the Supreme Court, and he is directly
responsible for the day-to-day operations of all
support services.

Within the administrative director’s’ office are
the offices of business management, budget, fiscal
and personnel, which are directly involved in the
management function, plus the offices of plan-
ning, public information and volunteer services.

Also attached to the administrator’s office are
the Supreme Court Law Library, which is a state-
wide system, and the Statistical Analysis Center.

In addition to his other functions, the deputy
director has responsibility for the Office of the
Sheriff.

Advantages

The centralized administrative concept has al-
lowed the Hawaii Judiciary to develop uniform
operating and management procedures, take ad-
vantage of centralized purchasing and: personnel
procedures and plan on a statewide basis.

The administrators within the court system (Cir-
cuit Court Chief Clerks, District Court Clerks and
Family Court Administrators) meet regularly to
review operations and advise the administrative
director.

All applications for federal and other funds for
special programs are submitted by the central of-
fice.

The Judiciary’s annual legislative initiative is
coordinated through the administrative director’s
office, presenting the Legislature a single package
of personnel, capital improvement and operation-
al needs.

Prior to each annual legislative session, all
judges are polled for their suggestions on new laws
or changes in existing statutes. After review by the
director and Chief Justice, bills are drafted by the
Judiciary’s staff attorney.

Momentum
A number of significant events occurred in fiscal
year 1976-77, which expanded judicial adminis-
trative services.

In December of 1976, with a grant from the Law

iy
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Admnmstrat:ue Director of the Courts Lester E Cingcade.

Enforcement Assistance Administration, and Of-
fice of Court Planner was created, and work began
on preparing a comprehensive long-range plan,
which should give the Judiciary an improved capa-
bility in adapting to the changing environment in
which it exists.

The Volunteers in Public Service to the courts,
which is administered by the Office of the Volun-
teer Coordinator, expanded its program statewide.

The 1977 Legislature passed Act 159, which ex-
panded the administrative’s office’s authority in
personnel matters by making the judicial person-
nel system independent of the Executive Branch.

Business Management

Unlike many states where courts are semi-autono-
mous and funded from local revenues, the unified
Hawaii Judiciary is financed by the Legislature
from general tax revenues.

The Office of Business Management is respon-
sible for the financial management of the Judici-
ary, with the manager assisted by a budget officer
and a fiscal officer.

Budget

The budget officer has the primary responsibility
for the preparation of the Judiciary’s budget for
the Legislature.
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onnel Director Emmie Shigezawa.

The office prepares the biennial Multi-Year Pro-
gram and Financial Plan and Budget, which is a
six year projection of operational and capital im-
provement needs. ’

This document is accompanied by two others
which outline current operational and CIP needs
for the biennium, which is the Legislative budget-
ing period in Hawaii. Every other year, the budget
office prepares supplemental requests for the Leg-
islature’s consideration.

Fiscal

The Fiscal Officer is responsible for the Judiciary’s
centralized purchasing program and financial ac-
counting system.

The fiscal office issues all purchase orders for
the Judiciary, requests bids when necessary, and
orders supplies and equipment. The office also is-
sues travel vouchers and maintains a centralized
record of all expenditures.

Employees’ pay records are maintained by fis-
cal personnel, who also prepare the semi-monthly
payroll.

The Fiscal Officer requests bids from firms
which handle supplies that are used on a routine
basis. Throughout the year, supplies are purchased
at considerable savings in bulk quantities from the
low bidders.

Personnel

The Personnel Officer completes the Judiciary
management team, with the responsibility for re-
cruiting, hiring, classification of employees, em-
ployee training and all other matters relating to
personnel management.

The responsibility of the personnel office was
greatly increased by the creation of a separate
Judiciary personnel system.

The new authority allows the administrative
director’s office to expand personnel services to
employees by dealing with thern directly in all
matters relating to their careers in the Judiciary.

The transfer of the recruiting and employee
classification responsibility to the Judiciary will
enhance the personnel office’s ability to develop
rewarding and meaningful career opportunities.

The personnel office took on the added work-
load without an increase in staff positions.

Last year, the Personnel Officer completed work
on an Affirmative Action Plan, completed a com-
prehensive revision of the Judiciary Position Clas-



sification and Compensation Plan, and readied for
publication a Judiciary Employees Handbook.

Training

The personnel office is responsible for employee
training, including arranging for Hawaii’s judges
to attend judicial seminars and courses.

A member of the staff is designated as the train-
ing officer, and conducts orientation for new em-
ployees and arranges for Judiciary personnel to
attend training sessions.

The training officer also keeps a record of all
federal and other grant funds available to pay for
travel and tuition expenses for judges. ~

In fiscal year 1976-77, grants ‘were obtained for
18 of Hawaii’s judges to attend nationally recog-
nized judicial colleges or attend specialized con-
ferences and seminars.

Six trial court judges took courses at the Nation-
al College of the State Judiciary. Four Family
Crart judges attended seminars and two of Hawaii
Supreme Court Justices participated in the Appel-
late Judges Seminar for members of state supreme
courts and the U.S. Court of Appeals.

Budge Ofﬂcer Rus§ell Sakamoto.

1

Public Information

The Information Office is the arm ‘of the adminis-
trative director’s office that has the responsibility
of creating a public awareness of how the courts
waork and services they offer.
The office also prepares internal publications,
including a monthly newsletter, to inform employ-
ees about what is happening within the Judiciary.
In the First Circuit, the telephane number of the
Public Information Office is prominently listed in
the telephone directory, providing 81 per cent of
Hawaii’s population with direct access to informa-
tion about the courts and where to go for the ser-
vices they require. Lonl
To aid the public in understanding court proce- v :
dures, the office assists divisions within the Judi- T SEEY
ciary in the publication of pamphiets which ex- B
plain such things as how to file a small claim suit
or services available from Family Court.
The annual report is produced by the informa: . _
tion office. Fiscal Officer Roy Shiraki and payrolt clerk Jo-Ann Jkei.

o
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Planning

With the establishment of the Office of Court
Planner in December of 1976, the administrative
director’s office initiated a formal master planning
process which will provide the Judiciary quidance
in meeting the community’s demands for judicial
services.

One of the first steps in the planning process
was to involve Hawaii's judges and court adminis-
trators. '

In early 1977, the Court Planner conducted in-
depth interviews with each of the Judiciary’s 38
judges to obtain thei+ perspectives.

The administrators met in Honolulu for two one-
day planning workshops. During the first session,
the 25 administrators were asked to identify oper-
ational problems, and as a group, assign priorities.

Inthe second workshop, the administrators
spent the morning listening to a lecture on the de-
velopment of the Western system of common law
and how legal systems in other countries operate.
They then divided into smaller groups and were
asked, according to different scenarios, to stretch
their imaginations 25 years ahead and discuss the
role the Judiciary would play in society.

As the master plan develops, both judges and
administrators will be asked to review the plan.

A Decade of Change

As the Hawaii Judiciary undertakes the prepara-
tion of a formal plan to provide guidance in the
future, it does so after a decade of dynamic move-
ment and change.

“Court administrators with Court Planner, Carol Takahashi.

One of the first acts of Chief Justice William S.
Richardson on being appointed Chief Justice in
1966 was to organize, in cosponsorship with the
late Gov. John A. Burns, a Citizens’ Conference on
the Administration of Justice, which was convened
in 1967.

It was followed in 1972 by a second conference,
which had as its theme: “The Judiciary in the Year
2000.”

Since the unification of the Judiciary into a
statewide system in 1965, a number of rhajor
changes have taken place under the leadership of
the Chief Justice, who is also the administrative
head of the court system.

Among the most notable are:

The organization of the Family Court in 1966 as
a division of the Circuit Courts, the first such in
the nation.

The reorganization of the District Courts as
courts of record in 1972, and the development of
alternative sentencing programs which rely on
education and counseling.

The codification of the penal laws in 1972 by the
State Legislature.

The establishment of the Hawaii Criminal Jus-
tice Statistical Analysis Center in 1973 to bring
use of computer technology to the courts, the po-
lice departments and corrections division in devel-
oping analytical systems.

The adoption of a uniform probate code in 1976.

The creation of a centralized administrative
staff for the entire Judiciary.

The creation of a state law library system to
serve all courts:

The adoption of uniform rules and procedures
for all courts.

o— -



Volunteer Program

Volunteers in Public Service to the Courts (VIPS)
serve as an extension of the professional Court
staff, and in the 1976-77 fiscal year, volunteers
donated 22,417 manhours, an increase of 21 per
cent from the previous year.

Last year, the VIPS program completed its first
year of statewide operation. With grant funds from
state and federal sources, velunteer coordinators
were hired for each of the Neighbor Island circuits
and two were added in Honolulu, one at the Dis-
trict Court and one at the Family Court,

If the Judiciary were to have purchased the ser-
vices provided by .volunteers in 1976-77, it would
have cost $95,537.

The Chart below reflects the increased man-
hours donated statewide:

Oahu Maui Hawaii ‘Kauai
17,144 1,267 3,111 895
Services

Traditionally, volunteers in the courts have pro-
vided assistance in the probation and supervision
areas. In Hawaii, the volunteer program from its
inception in 1971, has emphasized providing ex-
panded areas of service for volunteers,

Volunteers work under job descriptions similar
to those of their professional counterparts. Last
vear, approximately 60 per cent of the volunteers
served as probation aides, probation companions
and case aides, while the other 40 per cent per-
formed duties ranging from volunteer bailiffs, to
research ‘and evaluation aides, to library aides, etc.

Before being assigned to work with a profes-
sional staff member, volunteers are screened and
matched to an assignment. Each volunteer is re-
quired to complete a seven hour orientation ses-
sion prior to beginning an assignment.

During the time a volunteer is in the program,
the coordinators provide in-service training and
evaluations,

In Hawaii, 54 per cent of the Court’s profession-
al staff utilized the services of volunteers last year.

Administration
The statewide activities of the VIPS program are
coordinated by the Office of the Volunteer Admin-
istrator in the administrative director’s office.

The program is provided guidance by an eight-
member-advisory board elected annuaily from the
ranks of active volunteers.

The volunteer administrator also has the respon-
sibility for the recruiting program. In 1976-77, 290
new volunteers were recruited, 120 more than the

previous year. A majority of new persons entering

the program are referred by volunteers.

Future Concerns
A majority of the volunteer coordinator positions
are funded from temporary sources, and if the pro-
gram is to become permanent on a statewide basis,
the positions need to be made permanent.

With the present level of staffing, it is antici-
pated that a volunteer force of 1,500 could even-
tually be available to serve the Courts,

Office of the Sheriff

The Office of the Sherift is the arm of the Judici-
ary responsible for the serving criminal summons,
and the office also provides assistance to attorneys
in serving legal papers.

The Sheriff's Office is located in Honolulu, with
deputies on each Island.

The office has a permanent staff of four, with
deputy sheriffs being paid on the basis of the num-
ber of documents they serve.

. AR .
Volunteer and friend.
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Hideo Nakasone is Third Circuit Courr bailiff and hbranan

Supreme Court
Law Library

The Supreme Court Law Library, located in Ali‘io-
lani Hale, is a statewide system serving the Courts,
attorneys and general public.

The system has a collection in excess of 127,000
reference materials, approximately half of which
are housed in thie main library. Last year, the Hon-
olulu library served 80,732 individuals and circu-
lated 30,912 different items. More than half of the
patrons used the facilities outside of normal work-
ing hours.

Materials housed in the main library are avail-
able to the libraries in the Neighbor Island circuits.

During 1978, the library expects to make a mi-
crofische system operational. With the system, a
volume of several hundred pages can be reduced
to a plastic disc the size of a postcard and read out
on & machine similar to a microfilm reader. The
reader can also make xerox copies.

Utilization of the new system will allow the
Neighbor Island circuits to enlarge their collec-
tions.

Standards

The Supreme Court Law Library last year received
national recognition. The Law Librarian served as
chairperson of a committee to establish national
standards for Supreme Court Law Libraries in the
United States and Canada, the first such guide-
lines enunciated.

On Kauai and Hawaii the Circuit Court bailiffs
are assigned responsibility for the law library and
on Maui a member of the staff was given respon-
sibility for the library in addition to other duties.

On Maui, because of a shortage of space, the
library occupies two floors of the Circuit Court
building.

The main library, now located on the second
floor of the Judrctary Building, will move to the
first floor with the renovation of Alfiolani Haie,
with the main entrance on the Queen Street side
of the building.

Services
Hawaii is one of the few judicial systems which
operates a statewide library system, which also
serves as a reference library for the general public.
In addition to keeping the collection updated
with major judicial publications, such as United
States Supreme Court decisions, the library also
subscribes to all raajor legal publications.



Criminal Justice
Information System

The Hawaii Criminal Justice Information System
Data Center has the responsibility of providing a
statewide statistical reporting and analytical sys-
tem for all agencies involved in the criminal jus-
tice system.

Established in late 1973 with funds from the
Law Enforcement Assistance Agency, and still
funded from that source, the center brings a new
dimension to the criminal justice system and when
all of its programs are fully operational the police,
prosecutors, ‘courts and correctional institutions
‘will have a comprehensive picture of how the sys-
tem works.

The center has developed a statewide uniform
reporting system between governmental agencies
and the courts.

In 1976 and 1977, the center published “Crime
in Hawaii,” a uniform state-wide report of police
arrest records, and at the same time assumed the
responsibility of being the link between Hawaii’s
four police departments and the Federal Bureau of
Investigation. Previously, each department re-
ported statistical data direct to the FBI.

Judge quashi Kitaoka,kAnalys_is Center director.

Offender Information

In 1978, the center will implement what is known
as the Offender Based Transaction Statistical
(OBTS) and Compriterized Criminal Histories. In
short, the center will maintain a history of alf crim-
inal offenders from the time of arrest to termina-
tion within the criminal justice system.

These records will be available to the Courts
and other agencies, and will provide a base for
developing an analysis of how effectively the crim-
inal justice system works.

OBTS will also generate periodic reports which
will:

a. Provide information to-each agency on its
caseload in a given period.

b. Provide an analysis of the disposition of each
case.

c. Provide an analysis of sentences imposed by
the Courts. _

d. Provide an analysis of repeat offenders,

e. Compare actual time served to the minimum
sentences imposed.

f. Compare the initial charge filed against a
defendant with the actual charge at the time of
disposition. ,

g. Analyze elapsed time in the processing of
felony cases. '

Computerized criminal histories is a subsystem
of the OBTS, which will provide updated histories
of criminal offenders. Remote video terminals will
be located in each police department, prosecutor’s
office, the Courts and intake service centers,
which will allow for immediate retrieval and up-
dating of information.

Management
The comprehensive reporting system being devel-
oped by the center will allow it to develop man-
agement and administrative statistics which will
measure the resources being expended by the
agencies involved in the criminal justice system.

Additionally, the center will have the capability
of developing special studies.

Studies which the center has undertaken or
plans to conduct in the future include;

a. Determining the extent of non-reported
crimes,

b. Determining a statistical correlation between

~ households with non-working spouses and bur-

glary rates.

c. An analysis of what percentage of stolen
property is actually recovered. " ,
‘d. An analysis of larceny-theft rates during

summer months.




e. An analysis of probationers to determire
the number who committed murder while on pro-
bation.

f. An analysis of individuals charged with mur-
der in relation to how many were on probation or
charged while under the Courts’ supervision.

g. An analysis of gambling offenses and the ef-
fect of the law and enforcement polices for use by
the Congressional Commission on Review of Na-
tional Policy on Gambling.

The Future
Under terms of the original LEAA grant, the
amount of federal funds available for the statisti-
cal analysis center will be sharply reduced in 1978,
For administrative purposes, the center is at-
tached to the Administrative Director of the
Courts and the Judiciary is asking the Legislature
to permanently fund 13 of the center’s positions.
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Table 1

SUPREME COURT CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1976-77

CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
-l
4 3 2 £ 3
:' B é :1 c '3 w ™ é f-:;
£ 3 £ £ 8 5§33 £ E y
et 2 2 £ g2 g2 555 fof £
&8 i NS ] IS £ & o =8 =58 S
TOTAL CASES 348 750 1,098 563 635 107 2 59 395
PRIMARY CASES 320 316 636 153 483 87 2 59 s
Appeals 316 303 619 144 475 82 2 58 2
Civil 1986 184 380 a7 283 55 1 39 2
Criminal 11 114 226 41 184 22 1 18 0
Other Appeals 9 5 14 6 8 5 0 1 0
Original Proceedings 4 13 17 , 9 8 5 0 1 3
SUPPLEMENTAL PROCEEDINGS 28 434 4862 410 52 20 0 0 390
Motions 26 421 447 397 50 17 0 0 380
Petitions for Rehearing 2 13 15 13 2 3 1] o] 10

al 2

SUPREME COURT CHANGES FY 19875-76 TO FY.1976-77
A COMPARATIVE SUMMARY OF PRIMARY AND SUPPLEMENTAL PROCEEDINGS

FISCAL 197576 FISCAL 1976-77 CHAMNGE IN 197677 CHANGE FROM 7172
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
TOTAL FILINGS ¢ 640 100.0 750 100,0 + 110 + 17.2 +.438 + 1404
Primary 265 41.4 316 42.1 + 51 + 192 + 195 + 1612
Appeals 253 39.5 303 40.4 + B0 + 19.8 + 187 + 161.2
Original Pracecdinge 12 1.8 13 1.7 + .1 + 8.3 +. 8 + 1600
Supplemental 3785 58,6 434 57.9 + 59 + 15.7 ) + 243 + 127.2
Motions 360 56.3 421 56.2 + 81 + 169 +' 253 + 1508
Petitions for Rehoaring 15 2.3 13 - 1.7 -~ 2 - 133 ~ 10 - 435
TOTAL BACKLOGS 343 100.0 535 100.0 4+ 187 + 537 + 405 + 3118
Prifnary 320 21.¢ 483 20,3 + 163 ~ 509 + 366 + 312.8
Appesls ) 318 £0.8 475 88.8 + 159 + 503 + 360 + 313.0
Original Proceedings 4 14 8 1.5 + 4 + 1000 + 6 + 300.0
Supplemental 28 81 52 oo 9.7 + 24 + 857 + 39 + 300.0
tiotidns 25 7.5 50 9.3 + 28 + 923 + 4 + 455.6
Petitions for Rehearing 2 B 2 4 0 0.0 - 2 - B0.0
TOTAL OPINVONS WRITTEN 104 118 + 14 + 135 + 8 + 73
Deciding Cases 95 107 + 12 + 126 + 25 + 305
APPEALS 84 - 100.0 82 . 100.0
Raversals (including remands) 27 321 22 28.8
Affirmances {including reversed in paft .
& modified & affirmed) " 52 61.8 54 656.9
Other Dispositions i 5 6.0 & 7.3
Additionat 9 n + 2 + 222 -7 — 60.7

Primary Proceedings are origina{ cases filed with the Supreme Courr, including Appeals {Civil, Criminal and others) and Original Proceedings, most of which are Writs.
Supplementa! Proceedings arise out of primary proceedings, and consist of Motions.and Petitions for Rehearing. : ;
Backlogs represent the: numiber of cases pending at ‘the end of a siatistical period which must be carried aver 79 become part of the caseload.activity of the succeeding period.
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Table 3

CIRCUIT COQURT CHANGES FY 197576 TO FY 1876-77
A COMPARATIVE SUMMARY OF PRIMARY AND SUPPLEMENTAL PROCEEDINGS

FISCAL 197576

FISCAL 197677

CHANGE IN 187697

CHANGE FAOM 197172

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percant.
STATE FILINGS
Both Courts 28,098 100.0 30,982 100.0. + 2,884 + 103 + 4,097 + 152
Primary 24,822 88.3 27,248 87.9 + 2,424 + 9.8 + 4,068 + 176
Supplemiental 3,276 1.7 3,736 12,1 + 480 + 140 + 20 + 8
Circuit Court Proper 9,769 100.0 10,188 100.0 + 419 + 43 + 1,050 + 118
Primary 9,051 92.7 9,507 93.3 + 456 + .50 + 902 + 10,5
Supplemental 718 7.3 681 6.7 - 37 — 52 + 148 +278
Family Court 18,329 100.0 20,794 100.0 + 2,465 + 134 + 3,047 + 172
Primary 18,771 86.0 17,739 85.3 + 1,968 + 125 + 3,166 + 217
Supplemental 2,558 14.0 3,055 14.7 + 497 + 184 - 118 - 37
STATE BACKLOGS
Both Courts 26,832 100.0 30,178 100.0 + 3,346 + 128 + 6,883 + 242
Primary 23,797 88,7 26473 877 + 2,676 + 112 + 6,826 + 282
Supplemental 3,035 11.3 3,705 12.3 + 670 + 221 + 57 + 1.6
Circuit Court Proper 17,096 100.0 18,658 100.0 + 1,562 + 81 + 4,707 + 337
Primary 16,271 96,2 17,646 94.6 + 1,375 + 85 + 4,069 + 300
Supplemental 825 4.8 1,012 5.4 + 187 + 227 + 638 + 170.6
Family Court 9,736 100.0 11520 100.0 + 1,784 + 183 + 1,176 + 114
Primary 7528 7.3 8,827 76.6 + 1,301 + 17.3 + 1,787 + 249
Supplemental 2,210 227 2,693 234 + 483 + 218 -~ 581 - 177
FIRST CIRCUIT: FILINGS
Both Courts 21,388 100.0 22,666 100.0 + 1,278 + 6.0 + 2,168 + 105
Primary 18,267 87.1 19,818 86.5 + 1,348 ¥ 7.4 + 2,229 + 2.8
Supplemental 2,761 12.9 3,051 13.5 + 280 + 106 - n - 23
Circuit Court Proper 7,180 100.0 6,910 1000 -~ 280 - 39 —. 163 - 23
Primary 6,653 92,5 6,440 83.2 - 213 - 32 - 226 - 34
Supplemental 537 7.5 470 6.8 - 67 -~ 125 + 63 + 185
Family Court 14,198 100.0 15,758 1000 + 1,558 + 110 ¥ 2,321 + 1213
Primary 11,874 84,3 13,178 83.6 + 1,201 + 10,0 + 2,465 +. 2289
Supplemental 2,224 187 2,581 16.4 + 357 + 16,4 - 134 -~ 49
FIRST CIRCUIT: BACKLOGS .
Esth Coiirts 21,361 100.0 23,538 100.0 + 2,187 + 10.2 + 4481 + 235
Primary 18,811 88.1 20,413 86.7 + 1,602 + 85 + 4,605 + 294
Supplemental 2,540 1.9 3,125 133 + 888 + 230 - 124 -~ 3.8
Circuit Court Proper 13,257 100.0 14,297 100.0 + 1,040 + 7.8 + 3,462 + 320
Primary 12,669 95.6 13,548 948 + 877 + 69 + 2,966 v 280
Supplemental 588 4.4 751 5.2 + 163 + 27.7 + 496 + 194.5
Family Caurt 8,084 100.0 9,241 1100.0 + 1,147 + 14,2 + 1,019 + 124
Primary 6,142 75.9 6,867 743 + 725 + 11.8 + 1,639 + 314
Supplemental 1,952 2441 2,374 25.7 + - 422 + 21,6 - 620 - 2007
SECOND CIRCUIT: FILINGS
Both Courts 2,151 100.0 2,741 100.0 + 590 + 27.4 + 106 + 4.0
Primary 2,029 843 2562 935, + 533 + 26,3 + 28 + 48
Supplemental 122 5.7 178 8.5 + 57 + '48.7 + 7 + 4.3
Circuit Court Proper 832 100.0 1,274 100.0 + 442 + 63.1 + 484 + 613
Primary 804 96.6 1,249 98.0. + 445 + 553 + 499 + 665
Supplemental 28 3.4 25 2.6 - 3 - 10.7 - 15 - 375
Famity Court 1,319 100.0 1,467 100.0 + 148 + 12 — 378 = 208
Primary 1,225 92.9 1,313 89.5 + 88 + 7.2 —~ 400 — 234
Supplemental 94 7.4 154 10.5 + 60 + 63.8 + 22 + 187
SECOND CIRCUIT: BACKLOGS
8oth Courts 20m 100.0 2,433 100.0 +. 422 + 21.0 + 136 + 58
Primary 1,870 93.0 2,277 93.6 + 407 + 218 + 134 + .63
Supplemental 1M 7.0 156 6.4 + 15 + 10,6 + 2 + 1.3
Circuit Court Proper 1,415 100.0 1,629 100.0 + - 214 + 15,1 + an +° 40.7
Primary 1,392 984 1,603 98.4 + 21 + 182 + 482 + 405
Supplemental 2 1.6 26 1.6 + 3 + 130 + 9 + 529
Family Court 596 100.0 804 100.0 + . .208 + 349 — 33 — 284
Primary 478 80.2 674 838 + 196 + 410 — - 328 - 32,7
Supplemental 118 19.8 130 16.2 + 12 + 102 - 7 - &1
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Table 3 (Continued)

CIRCUIT COURT CHANGES FY 1975-78 TO FY 197677
A COMPARATIVE SUMMARY OF PRIMARY AND SUPPLEMENTAL PROCEEDINGS

FISCAL 197576 FISCAL 1976-77 CHANGE IN 1976-77 CHANGE FROM 1971-72
Number Percent Number Parcent Number Percent Number Percent
THIRD CIRCUIT: FILINGS
Both Courts 3,571 100.0 4,293 100.0 + 722 + 20.2 + 1,529 + B53
Primary 3,264 91.4 3,881 90.4 + 617 + 189 + 1,439 + 589
Supplemeantal 307 8.6 412 9.6 + . 108 + 34.2 + 90 + 28,0
Circuit Court Proper 1,362 100,60 1416 100.0 + 54 + 4.0 + 540 + 616
Primary 1,233 90.5 1,261 88.4 + 18 + 1.5 + 423 +. 511
Supplemental 129 9.5 165 1.6 + 36 + 279 + 117 + 243.8
Family Court 2,208 100.0 2,877 100.0 +. 668 +30.2 + 989 + 524
Primary 2,031 91.9 2,630 914 + - 599 + 295 + 1,016 + 628
Supplemental 178 8.1 247 8.6 + 69 + 388 - 27 —-. 89
THIRD CIRCUIT: BACKLOGS
Both Courts 2,478 100.0 3,065 100.0 + 587 + 237 + 916 + 426
Primary 2,239 %0.4 2,771 90.4 + 532 + 238 + 790 + 309
Supplemental 239 96 204 9.6 + 65 + 230 + 126 + 750
Citeult Court Proper 1,796 100.0 2,014 1000 + 218 + 121 + 583 + 407
Primary 1,628 90.7 1,831 80.9 + 203 + 126 + 459 + 335
Supplemental 168 9.3 183 8.1 + 15 + 89 + 124 + 210.2
Family Court 682 100.0 1,081 100.0 + 369 + 54.1 + 333 + 464
Primary 811 89.6 940 89.4 + 329 + 538 + 33 + 544
Supplemental n 10.4 m 10.6 + 40 + 563 + 2 + 1.8
FIFTH CIACUIT: FILINGS
Both Courts 988 100.0 1,782 100.0 + 294 + 29.8 + 304 + 311
Primary 902 91.3 1,188 92,7 + 286 + 31.7 + 301 +.33.9
Supplemental 86 8.7 94 7.3 + 8 + 93 + 3 + 33
Circuit Court Proper 385 1000 588 1000 + 203 + 527 + 189 + - 474
Primary 361 93.8 567 96.4 + 206 + 571 + 208 + 57,1
Supplemental 24 6.2 2 3.6 - 3 — 125 - 17 - 447
Family Court 603 100,0 694 100.0 + 91 + 15,1 + 116 + 19.9
Primary 541 89.7 621 89,5 + 80 + 148 + 95 + 184
Supplementat 62 10.3 73 108 + 11 + 17,7 + 20 + 37,7
FIFTH CIRCUIT: BACKLOGS
Both Courts 292 100.0 1,142 100.0 + 150 + 15.1 + . 350 + 44,2
Primary 877 88.4 1,012 88.6 + 138 + 154 + 297 + 4185
Supplemental 118 18 130 1.4 + 15 + 13.0 + 53 + 68.8
Circuit Court Proper 628 100.0 718 100.0 + 80 + 14.3 + 191 + 36.2
Primary 582 88.4 666 92.8 + 84 + 14,4 + 182 + 376
Supplemental 46 11.8 52 7.2 + & + 13.0 + 9 + 209
Famity Court 364 100.0 424 100.0 + 60 + 16,5 + 189 + 60.0
Primary 285 81.0 346 81.6 + 51 + 173 + 115 + '49.8
Supplemental 69 19.0 78 18.4 + 9 + 13.0 + 44 + 1294

Primary Proceedings are original cases filed, represanting direct contact with the public, so’ their numbers may fluctuate according to variations in population.

Supriementat Proceedings arise out of primary proceedings. {such ds Order to Show Cause for support in matrimoriial and paternity cases; prc dings in aid of Judgment in
civil cases, etc.). They consume 4 large part of the Courts’ caseload activity time, but their numbers do nat vary In direct relation to changes in population.

Backlogs represent the number of cases pending at the end of a statistical period that must be carried over to become part of the caseload activity of the succeeding statistical
perfod,

Circuit Court Proper have jurisdiction over “adversary” cases (such as civil contract and negligence cases and criminal cases) and “non-adversary'’ proceedings (such as probate
and guardianship, plus paturalization | roceedings In all except. the First Circujt}.

Family Courts In each circuit combin} the jurisdiction of the former Domastic Relations Court {Divorce, Annulment, Separation, and Uniform Reciprocal Edforcement of
Support proceedings), and the jurisdiction of the former Juvenile Court.

Table 4

CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1876-77, ADULT PROBATION - ALL CIRCUITS

PROBATION ' PROBATION. DISCHARGE OTHER
EXPIRED REVOKED TERMINATIONS

- ) 2 o e e &

© = & & = 8 = @ g v E
H z 3 z £ 23 g 82 g TR - .
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ALL CIRCUITS 1,938 1,174 3,112 440 2,672 235 2 1" 17 96 8 n
Flrst Circuit 1,259 754 2013 291 1,722 166 2 E 8 7 56 4 49
68 Sszond Circuit 393 160 553 65 488 40 0 1] 8 16 1 0
Third Circuit 247 227 474 81 393 27 a 3 Z 24 3 22
0 0 o 1 0 0

Fiith Clrcuit 39 : 33 72 3 69 2
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Table 5

INVESTIGATION ACTIVITY FY 187677, ADULT PROBATION - ALL CIRCUITS

o
8 H g

o« = £ o -

S o© 8o 2 R 5 & 2 E]

2 £3 3 3 & g 3= 33 8 R
ALL CIRCUITS 821 742 132 279 1,126 56 44 200 25 3425
First Circuit 708 709 131 234 628 23 28 145 21 2,624
Second Circuit ] 0 0 0 194 23 0 0 0 217
“Third Circuit 103 23 1 41 270 10 16 55 4 523
Fifth Circuit 10 10 o] 4 37 0 s} 0 0 61

CIRCUIT COURT CHANGES FY 1875.76 TO FY 1976.77
A COMPARATIVE SUMMARY OF STATUS DISPOSITIONS

FISCAL 197576 . FISCAL 197677 CHANGE IN 197677 CHANGE FROM 1971-72
Number Percént Number Percent. Number Percent Nymber Percent

STATE FILINGS
Both Courts 1,776 100.0 2,080 100.0 + 310 +. 175 + 807 +. 412
CCP {Aduit Probation) 888 50.2 174" §6.4 + 286 + 322 + 697 + 146.)
FC {Juvenile) 882 49.8 906 43,6 + 24 + 27 - 90 ~ 90
STATE BACKLOGS .
Both Courts 12501 100.0 4,388 100.0 + 787 + 219 + 609 + 161
CCP {Adult Probation) 1538 53,8 2,672 80,9 + 734 + . + 918 + 522
FC {Juvenile) 1,663 45.2 1,716 30.1° + §3 ro32 ~ 307 - 162
FIRST CIRCUIT: FILINGS
Both Courts 1,060 100.0 1414 100.0 4 384 .+ 334 + 463 + 487
CCP {Adult Prabation) §78 54,5 754 53.3 + 176, %+ 304 + a7 + 969
FC {Juvenile} 482 455 660 46.7 ¥ 178 + 369 + .92 + 1620
FIRST CIRCUIT: BACKLOGS )
Both Courts 2,382 100.0 2,908, 100.0 + 527 + 224 + 249 + 94
CCP {Adult Probation} 1,259 52,9 1,722 59,2 + 463 + 388 + 283 4 172
FC {Juvenile) . 1123 47 1,187 408 + 64 + B7 - 4 -3
SECOND CIRCUIT: F|LINGS .
Both Caurts 261 100.0 209 100.0 - 52, — 199 + 108 + 109.0
CCP {Adult Probation} 195 74,7 160 76.6 - 35 - - 179 + 104 [+ 1867
FC (Juvenile) 66 25,3 49 234 - 17 - 258 + 5 N R
SECOND CIRCUIT: BACKLOGS .
Both Courts 540 1000 628 100.0 + 8 - + 157 + 127 + 265
CCP-{Adult Probation) 393 72.8 488 78.1 + 95 + 1242 + 393 + 4137
FC (Juvenile} 147 27.2 137 21.8 — 10 - 68 — 266. - 660
THIRD CIRCUIT: FILINGS .
Both Courts : 410 100.9 364 160.0 - 26 ~ .83 e ~ 3
CCP {Adult Probation) 98 .. 239 227 69,1° + 129 +.131.6 + 197 + 8567
FC {Juvenile} 312 76,1 157 40.9 ~ 155 ~ 48,7 -~ 198 - 668
THIRD CIRCUIT: BACKLOGS s i C R k L
Eath Courts 674 1000 708 - 100.0 4+ 130 +. 226 + 222 4+ 481
CCP {Adult Probatfisn) B 247 -43.0 393 558 + 1865 + 89 ¥ 281 + 1768
£C {Juventle) * 327 §7.0 - 311 442 L = 8 = 49 L=~ 88
FIFTH CIRCUIT: FILINGS o . ) . ) ' i
Both Courts o 38 100.0 73 1000 0 A4 34 + 812 +.0 36 + 813
CCP {Adult Probation) : 17 : 43.6 33 45.2 16 + 941 4. 26 + 3125
£C-{duvanilef 22 564 40 548 A 18 + 818 o1 T+ 318
FIFTH CIRCUIT: BACKLOGS . ;
Both Courts: : 105 100.0 150 1000 +.48 \\429 ¥ .11 + 18
CCP (Adult Probation) . 39 37,1 69 .. 460 C#- 30 + 769 + 19 + 380
FC (Juvenile} . 66 . 529 81 54.0 15 + 22“1 -8 ~ 90

#

w3

Status Dispasitions are-not mcluded in'the cour(s caseload statistics. Thi data !epresent persons placed on status orders, prlmanlv a&ult and juvenile pfobatlon Also included

are juveniles placed under proxecnve supervision and legai-custody.

Filings represent. persons admitted or placed on status ofder. ‘ .

CCP means Circuit Court Propar. . . L . . ’ ’ ks . s

FC means Family Court. ' ) i :

Backlogs as used in this tabls indi persons remaining on status orders at the end of the fiscal year, -
. € )

o
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Table 7

CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1878.77, CIRCUIT COURT PROPER

ALL CIRCUITS
CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
NON-
DISMISSAL JURY JURY HEARINGS
5 - £ & 23l . s %3 <Bl_ e %

TYPE OF ACTION g g 2 g 8 § Es|lg & ¥ 23y 85| F |8 £ »
35 F 8% : Zmlegefeils g 3lE oE5|E oEi|GEl5 2|2
fa E L8 £ &d |(2d2<c22i2 & & & £33 £8|2E[8. 5 | &

TOTAL CASES 17,096 10,188 27,284 8,626 18,658 455 561 122 [398 943 B840 {245 8 1313 18 813 |120 2,248 (1,544

Primary. Procoedings 16,271 . 9,607 25,778 8,132 17,646 [ 456 661 122 | 398 943 808 | 243 8 (310 18 813 | 66 2,185 |1,211

Civit Actions 6,281 - 4,212 10,493 3,732 6,761 85 561:-122 | 398 922 680 | 138 8| 80 4 m 26 a9

Contract 1,778 1,428. 3,206 1,327 1,879 34 396 5656|143 268 113 | 44 1 5 44 46 170

Parsonal Injury or Property Damage or

Both, Motor Vehicle 1,376 865 2,031 763 1,268 16 45 11| 89 196 279 8 21 29 76 5 27

Personal Injury or Property Damage or

Both, Non-Motor Vehicle 897 414 1,311 444 867 1 19 13| 37 124 138| 20 1] 28 1 32 1 24

Condemination 133 131 264 44 220 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 1 34

Other Civil Action 1,980 1,458 3,438 1,088 - 2,370 24 98 34 {141 293 135 | 63 2] 18 2 33 43 184

District Court Transfers® 117 126 243 86 157 2 8 40 17 2 3 4 10

Probate Praceedings 3,004 1,720 4,724 1585 3,139 16 5 1120 438

Regular Probate 2,312 822 3,234 816 - 2,418 12 784 18

Small Estate Over $700 438 502 941 479 462 3 204 272

Small Estate Under $700 253 296 549 280 259 1 141 148

Guardlanship Proceedings 4,022 315 . 4,337 294 - 4,043 210 76

Regular Guardianship 2,821 271 3,082 187 2,928 4 2 142 19

Small Guardianship 888 44 932 106 826 3 1 66 49

Special 313 0 13 21 292 13 8

Miscelleneous Proceedings 831 1,274 2,108 . 989 - 1,116 86 9 48 750 118

Land Coust 96 44 140 48 92 23 25

Naturallzation 183 723 806 690 216 871 19

Machanles' and Materialman’s Lien 131 188 329 152 177 32 3 12 23 82

Other Speclal Proceading 421 - 308 730 93 631 34 6 13 31 16

Criminal Actions 2,133 1,986 - 4,119 1632 2587 | 370 83| 96 2(230 14 822 135

Part | 845 1,007 ° 1,852 766 1,086 | 139 29| 44 124 5 383 41

Murder and Non-Negligant Manstaughter 26 33 59 25 34 4 1 1 12 4 3

Negligent Homicide 17 22 39 18 21 2 1 3 3 6 3

Forcible Rape 27 39 66 32 34 6 1 3 12 7 3

Rabbery 153 167 320 136 185 22 5 3 23 3 73 6

Aggravated Assault 63 79 132 58 74 10 3 10 13 19 3

Burglary 359 446 805 352 453 KAl 8| 17 42 2 197 14

Larceny Over $50 10t 106 207 57 160 8 5 1 ] 36 1

Larcany Under $50 18 5 20 6 14 1 1 2 1 1

Auto Theft 84 110 204 83 121 15 3 6 1 11 40 7

Part I 7,288 979 2,287 766 1,501 | 231 34 [ 52 11108 238 84

Other Assaults 427 74 116 B8 . B8 | 12 2| 1 LRIREEE A 18

Arson 2 3 5 2 3 1 |

Forgery and Counterfeiting 69 75 144 35 108 4 3 3 4 21

Fraud 37 78 115 37 78 12 4 1 1 1 8

Embezzlement 21 6 27 18 12 1 1 3 4 6

Stolen Property 75 57 132 63 69 23 4 8 5 23

Vandalism 8 21 29 13 16 3 2 4 4

Weapons 42 35 77 34 43 10 2 1 1 [ 12 2

Prostitution 19 2 21 4 17 1 1 2

Sex Offenses 42 29 YA 25 46 4 2 1 7 9 2

Narcotic Drug Laws 404 279 683 230 453 76 8] 16 27 1 a7 15

Gambling 35 1" 46 26 20 22 4

Otfenses Agalnst Farnily and Chlldren 0 [+] 0 0 0

Driving Under the influence g 12 21 10 11 1 1 3 2 3

Liquor Laws 0 0 1] ] 4]

Disorderly Conduct 6 15 21 15 6 10 1 1 3

Vagrancy 1 0 1 0 1

Al| Other Offenses (Excapt Trafflc) 442 261 703 183 520 52 7| 14 35 1 48 26

Tratfic Offenses - 34 21 55 16 39 1 1 2 2 10

Supplemental Proceedings 6§26 = 681 - 1606 494 ‘ 1,012 31 2 3 64 81 333

Ord: 10 Show Cause 72- 14 8 13 73 1 s 2| -8

Re-opened Prior Case 763 667 1,420 - 481 939 30 2 3 60. - .68 | 327

“Cases Initiated In the Dlstrict Court demanding jury trial.




Table 8

CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1878-77, CIRCUIT COURT PROPER
FIRST CIRCUIT

CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
N
he NON-
DISMISSAL JURY JURY HEARINGS

i s ¥ % sils . os| #3 . s3l. 3z %
TYPE OF ACTION Z B E F 3 g EElg & § 355 23|z |2 £ .

T ® 33y 0§ ol f EO%|z-s 3|3 oEElR mE|Gz|E B 2

&5 B RS £ dfd4 |22z 8&|2 F & |~ ES|F E8|22|8 5|3
TOTAL.CASES 13,257 6,990 20,167 5870 - 14,287 | 296 457 122 | 341 . 662 746 | 150 41266 12 544 .| 64 8371|1285
Primary Proceadings 12,669 6440 19,109 5563 13548 | 206 457 122|341 €52 740 150 244286 12 544 | 42 801 | 1,036
Civil Actions 5,017 3,268 8,285 3016 5,268 85 457 122 {347 636 650 | 88 2| 68 a 165 14 384
Contract 1,225 11,629 2,254 995 1,259 34 317 58[117 166 98| 29 1 3 1 25 10 138
Personal Injury or Property Dammage or

Both, Motor Vehicle 1,167 517 1,684 648 1,036 1% 42 1 61 120 276 5 1] 28 74 17
Personal Injury or Property Damage or
Both, Non-Motor Vehicle 723 325 1,048 368 680 1 15 13}1.30 79 130} 13 22 1 31 23

Condemnation 116 86 212 40 172 1 1 1 1 1 1 34
Other Civil Action 1,670 1,181 2,851 880 . 1,971 24 B0 347132 231 129| 38 14 2 21 3 172
District Court Transfers® 116 120 236 85 151 2 8 39 17 2 3 4 10
Probate Proceedings 2,178 1,255 3433 1,113 2,320 11 697 402
Regular Probate. - 1,650 678 - 2,328 686 1,742 9 3 568 6
Small Evtate Over $700 %27 881 7086 340 3% h 81 258
Small Estate Under $700 201 196 397 187 212 1 48 138
Guardianship Proceedings 3,200 2317 34317 208 3,225 5 2 142 57
Regular Guardianship 2,317 - 204 252y 116 2,405 ' 4 1 110 1
Small Guardianship 608 27 635 72 563 1 1 22 48
Special 215 0 275 18 287 10 8
Miscellaneous Proceedings 550 430 880 219 7681 45 8 a7 48 81
fLand Court 87 44 131 48 83 ‘ 23 25
Naturalization 0 0 0 Q 0
Machanics’ and Materialman's Lien 91 127 218 98 120 13 2 3 2 78
Other Special Proceeding 372 259 631 73 558 32 8 11 21 3
Criminal Actions 1,724 1,256 2,980 1,009 - 1871 | 211 45 ( 54 2| 198 8 389 102
Part i 670 684 1,354 520 834 72 27 ) 22 1] 108 3 252 35
Murder and Nen-Negligent Manslaughter 20 28 48 20 28 3 1 ] b 9 4 2
Negligent Homicide 12 18 30 10 2 |- . 1 2 2 2 3
Forcible Rape 19 21 40 20 20 3 2 10 3 2.
Robbery ; 138 146 281 120 161 19 5 1 23 2 64 6
Aggravated Assauit 38 37 75 34 4 3 3 4 11 1 2
Burglary 273 277 580 218 332 34 9 8 35 1 118 11
Larceny Over $50 83 79 162 33 129 3 5 1 6 17 1
Larceny Under $50 14 [ 19 [ 13 1 1 2 1 1
Auto Theft 76 73 149 59 90 8 2 2 1 10 31 7
Part i 1,054 572 1,626 = 489 - 1,137 | 139 18| 32 1) 90 13 137 67
Other Assaults 35 42 77 34 43 6 2 10 3 13
Arson 1 1 2 0 2
Forgery and-Counleifeliing 45 53 ‘98 18 80 2 1 1 3 1"
Fraud 15 58 75 27 48 8 1 1 i 8 8
Embezzlement - 18 6 25 15 10 1 1 3 4 [
Stolen Property: 43 11 54 26 28 § 4 5 9 =
Vandalism 6 12 18 7 n 2 1 4
Woapons ! 32 18 47 23 24 4 2 1 1 6 8 1
Prostitttion 19 2 21 4 17 1 1 2
Sex Offenses 36 16 82 18 34 2 ‘2 1 1 6
Narcotic Drug Laws 302 126 - 428 125 303 | 37 . 3| .7 20 1| 46 1
Gambling 36 4 39 26 13| 22 ’ 4
Offenses Against Family apd Children - 4} 0 1] 0 )
Driving Under the Influence 8 10 18 7 n 1 1 2 1 2
Liguor Laws [0} ] 0 0 0
Disorderly Conduct B 8 13 9 4 8 b
Vagrancy . 1 0 1 0 1 :
All Other Offenses {Except Traffic) : 420 191 611 139 47238 . 5 12 30 1. 34 19
Tratfic Offenses N 15 47 1 35 R 1. 1 2 7
Supplemental Procsedings 688 . 470 1,068 307 761 . o ] : I 22 ) 30 248
Order to Show Cause : 44 9 63 7. 46 : 1 } ) N 5 o

Re-opened Prior Case © . B44 - 461 1,006 300 7061 - 5] ] 22 29| 244

*Cases. initiated in the District Court demanding jury trial,




Table 9

g -

CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1978-77, CIRCUIT COURT PROPER
SECOND CIRCUIT

CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
NON- G
DISMISSAL JURY JURY HEARINGS
o
& E & s8ls L s =8 -3 B %
TYPE OF ACTION £ 2 E g g skl & 2| 2%z 23|E [§ £ | ¢
S5 3 Bf P Er |,z Evi|f ¢ Zl®oRflfosR|iz|: | 2
&3 £ RS £ i |28 2€22|2 & & |£ E3|s E8| 22|85 5]
TOTAL CASES 1,415 1,274 2,689 1,060 1,629 39 32 23 1100 29 | 13 3114 1 136 7 817 36
Primary Procsedings 1,392 1,249 2841 1,038 1,603 39 32 23. 110 26 | 13 3114 1 136 5 611 %
Civil Actlons 474 343 817 213 604 32 23 108 7 9 31.5 10 15 1
Contract 182 149 331 91 240 26 16 34 2| 2 2 [ 3
Personal Injury of Property Damage or
Both, Mctor Vehicle 92 64 156 43 113 2 4 32 1 1 2 1
Persanal Injury or Propearty Darage or
Bath, Non.Motor Vehicle 92 39 131 30 101 2 1 18 3 2.1 2
Condemnation 6 12 18 0 18
Other Civil Action 101 78 179 49 130 2 2 23 2 4 2 1 a 10
District Court Transfars™ 1 1 2 0 2
Probate Proceedings 314 134 448 157 291 2 1 153 1
Regular Probate 241 66 307 52 255 1 51
Smalf Estata Ovsr $700 4 37 84 62 22 2 59 1
Smali Estate Under $700 26 31 57 43 14 43
Guardianshlp Proceedings 295 16 310 25 285 24 1
Regular Guardlanship 183 14 197 8 189 7 1
Smal} Guardianship 82 1 83 17 66 17
Special 30 0 30 0 30
Miscaltaneaus Proceedings 94 464 568 449 109 6 4 418 20
Land Court 9 0 9 0 ]
Naturatization 57 430 487 428 59 409 19
Machanics’ and Materiaiman's Lien 17 21 38 17 21 6 3 8
Other Speclal Proceeding 11 13 24 4 20 1 2 1
Criminal Actions 215 283 5068 194 314 39 13} -4 9 1 126 2
Part | 92 141 233 108 128 16 1 82
Murdar and Non-Négligent Manslaughter 2 1 3 2 1
Nagligent Homiclde 3 2 5 4 1 1 3
Forcible Rape 2 9 M 5 6 3
Robbery 9 11 20 8 12 1 7
Aggravated Assault [ 15 21 9 12 1 8
Burglary 43 64 107 48 59 7 4 37
Larceny Over $50 16 24 40 23 17 4 19
Larceny Under $50 1 0 1 0 1
Auta Theft 10 15 25 4] 19 1 5
Part 1] 123 152 278 89 186 24 13 3 3 a4 2
Other Assaults 1 0 1 s} 1
Arson o] 0 o} 0 o]
Forgery and Caunterieiting 17 7 24 4 20 2
Fraud 13 7 20 7 13 2 3 2
Embezzlament 2 0 2 0 2
Stolen Praperty 13 20 33 7 26 3 4
Vandalism 0 2 2 2 0 ! 2
Waapons 1 4 5 2 3 2
Prostitutlon 1} 0 0 0 0 .
Sex Offaenses 6 g 15 5 10 2 1 2
Narcotic Drug Laws 62 72 134 53 81 17 3 3 2 28
Gambling 0 7 7 0 7
Otfenses Agalnst Famlly and Children 0 0 0 0 0
Drlving Under the Influence 1 0 1 1 0 1
Liquor Laws 0 0 0 0 0
Disorderly Conduct 1 1 2 1 1 1
Vagrancy 0 0 0 0 0
All Gther Offenses (Excapt Trafic) 6 22 28 7 21 2 2 3
Traffic Ottenses v] 1 1 [} 1
Supplemental Proceedings 3 25 48 22 26 3 2 & "
Order to Show Cause & 1 6 2 4 1 1
Re-opened Prior Case 18 24 42 20 22 3 1 11

“Cases jnitiated In the District Court demanding jury trial,
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Table 10

CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1976-77, CIRCUIT COURT PROPER

THIRD CIRCUIT
CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATLION
pismissar | NON- Ry EARINGS
JURY R HEARI?
k] 3
H g % cal » -3 -8 k]

TYPE OF ACTION H 3 oz oz s s BN o5 3 554 355 | % g .
2y 3 B £ Sg o'zoggg < & 3|3 sE| T s€|lr"mlz 8 2
gda E B8 = £6 |2 22 22| 2 & &) & =8| 3 E8) 218 . 35 )

TOTAL CASES 1,796 1,416 - 3,212 1,198 2,014 84 53 1% 123 50 | 45 1] 23 1 123 | 43 474 163

Primary Proceedings 1,628 1,251 2878 1,048 1831 84 53 16 123 34 | 43 1120 1 123 8 448 96

Civil Actions 593 480 1,073 388 685 53 1% 120 21 | 30 1 7 24 64 53

Contract 277 200 477 192 285 39 g -46 11 9 13 33 32

Personal Injury or Property Damage or

Both, Motor Vehicie 92 57 148 53 86 1 1 29 3 1 1 4 1 3 9

Personal Injury or Propesty Damage or

Both, Non-Mator Vehicle 48 35 83 24 59 15 2 4 2 1

Condemnation 9 23 a2 3 28 1 1 2

Other Civil Actlon 167 - 160 327 114 213 13 4 29 41 186 1 8 28 1

District Court Transfers” o S § 1 4 1

Probate Proceedings 372 262 634 248 385 | 3 1 242

Regular Probate 310 137 447 135 312 3 1 128

Small Estare Over $700 AG 85 118 B4 54 B4

Small Estate Under $700 13 56 69 50 18 50

Guardianship Proceedings 385 58 443 49 394 1 35 13

Regular Guardianship 250 45 205 32 263 ; 1 18 13

Small Guardianship 134 13 147 6 13 : 16

Speciat 1 o 1 1 [UN 1

Misceltangous Proceadings 188 151 306 138 171 11 4 108 12

Land Court 0o 0 o 0 0

Naturalizarion 118 79 195 a7 108 87

Mechanics” and Materialman's Lien 10 38 48 26 22 9 3 13 1

Other Special Proceeding 29 34 83 22 41 2 1 8 11

Criminal Actions 123 300 423 227 196 84 2113 13 1 ag 18

Part | 51 131 182 103 79 41 8 6 1 46 3

Murder and Non-Negligent Mansiaughter 3 2 5 2 3 1 1

Negligent Homicide o] 2 2 2 1] 1 1

Forcible Rape 2 2 4 3 1 1 1 1

Robbery 4 8 12 5 7 3 2

Aggravated Assauit 3 11 14 9 5 ] 1

Burglary 33 89 122 70 62 23 3 1 1 39 3

Larceny Quer 350 2 1 3 1 2 1

Larceny Under $50 0 4] 0 0 t]

Auto Theft 4 18 20. 3} g 5 1 3

Part It - 72 169 241 124 17 43 2 7 B3 12

Other Assaults 1 18 200 )2 8] 4 7 1

Arson 1 2 3 2 1 B | A i

Forgery ana Counterieiting T 17 10 7 ] ] 8

Fraud 6 10 16 1 18 1

Embezziement [ a 0 ¢ i}

Stolen Property 8 15 23 11 12 5 ]

Vandalism 1 ] 7 3 4 1 1 1

Weapons .6 1" 7 7 10 6 2

Progtitution g 0 0 0 0

Sex Offonses 0 4 4 2 2 : . 2

Nercotic Drug kaws 30 54 84 44 40 17 2 8 5 12 3

Gambting o] 0 4] 0 0 E

Otfenses Againist Family and Children 0 o] n 0 0 2

Driving Under the Influence 0 2 2 2 o} | Ly

Liquor Laws [¥] Q ] 0. 0 :

Disorderiy Conduct -0 3 "3 2 1 1 b

Vagrancy ] ] 0 0 0 0

Al Other Oftenses (Except Vraffic) 10 29 39 24 16. 1. 8 1 1 11 3

Traftic Offenses 2 4 6 4 2 1 3

Suppiemental Procéedings 168 165 333 160 183 16 2 3 37 26 87 s

Order to Show Cauisé S22 o428 4 22| 3 1

Re-opéned Prior Case 148 161 307;‘: 146 161 16 2 3 34 25 | 66

*Cases initiated In the District Court demanding jury trial.




o ~ Table 11 | -

CASELOAD ACTIVITY-FY 1976-77, CIRCUIT COURT PROPER

FIFTH CIRCULY
, CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE.OF TERMINATION
NON-
DISMisSsAL JURY JURY HEARINGS
o - 2
- ac § s & 8 s8l% . 8 5B . s3 - |3 3
TYPE OF ACTION k3 2 2 F 8 s EE s &£ £ 28 g 23515 H £ "
' TE B C%F OE Bel.: JE9%|l% & = ®mE| D sE|tmlE 8 | 2
£& £ @88 & SE(23sfs|2 & s (& =8lF EfslsE|s 5 |5
TOTAL CASES 828 588 1,216 498 718 36 19 19 68 15 | 37 10 4 10 ] 224 60
Primary Proceedings 582 667 1,148 483 666 36 19 19 58 9.1.37 10 4 10 3 224 64
Civil Actlons 197 I 318 116 203 19 19 58 21mn 2 3 1
Contract 94 50 144 49 95 14 722 2 4
Personal Injury of Property Damage or
Both, Motor Vehicle 25 17 42 19 23 3 16 1
Personial Injury or Property Damage or
Both, Nen-Motior Vehicle 34 15 49 22 27 2 6 N 1 1 1
Condemnation 2 0 2 0 2
Other Civil Action 42 38 81 25 56 3 3 10 5 1 2 1
Dlstriet Court Transfers® 0 0 0 0 0
Prabate Proceadings. 140 5] 200 66 143 37 29
Regular Probate m 41 152 43 108 37 6
Small Estate Over $700 16 15 31 13 18 13
Small Estate Under $700 13 13 26 10 16 10
Guardianship Proceedings 142 n 1863 14 139 9 L]
Regular Guardfanship 71 8 79 11 68 7 4
Small Guardianship 64 3 87 1 66 1
Special 7 g 7 2 ) 2
Miscelianiéous Procesdirigs 32 229 261 186 75 4 1 3 175 3
Land Court 3} o] 0 0 0
Naturalization 10 214 224 175 43 175
Mechanics' and Materialman's Lien 13 12 25 1 14 4 1 3 3
Other Speclal Proceeding 9 3 12 0 12 :
Criminat Actions n 137 208 102 106 36 3|2 10 4 8 16 3
Part ¢ 32 51 83 38 A5 1 2] 15 4 3 3
Murder and Non-Negligent Manslaughter. 1 2 3 1 2 1
Negligent Homicide 2 0 2 2 0 1 1
Forcible Rape 4 7 11 4 7 1 1 1 1
Robbery - 3 2 7 2 5 2
Aggravated Assault 6 16 22 [ 16 1 4 1
Burglary 10 16 26 16 10 7 5 2 2
Largcany Quar $50 0 2 2 0 2
Larceny Under $60 o] 0 0 0 o
Auto Theft 4 6 10 7 3 3 1 2 1
Part {1 38 86 125 63 B 26 110 ) 4 5 13
Other Assaults 5 13 18 12 6 2 1 1 4
Arsan 0 Q 0 0 Q
Forgery and Counterfeiting [¢] N 5 3 2 1 2 =
e : Fraud 2 2 4 2 2 2
Embezzigment Q a Q g Q
Stolen Property 11 1 22 19 3 10 1 4 4
Vandalism 1 1 2 1 1 1
" ‘Weapons 3 5 8 2 ] 1 3
Prostitution Q 0 0 0 0
Sex Offenses 0 0 0 0 0
Nareotic Drug Laws 10 27 37 8 29 5 9 1 3
Gambling 0 0 0 0 o]
Offenses Against Famlly and Childrén 0 o 0 0 [
Driving Under the Influence 3} 0 0 0 0
Ligquor Laws ] 4] 0 0 0
Disorderly Conduct 0 3 3 3 0 3
Vagrancy. 0 0 0 0 0
All Other Otfenses (Except Tratfic) 6 19 26 .13 12 4 1 4 4
Traffjc Offenses. -3 0 1 1 0 1
Supplemantal Proceedings 46 21 87 16 62 6 3 8
Order to Show Cause 1 0 1 Q 1
Re-opened Prior Case 45 21 66 15 61 6 3 6

*Cases Initiated jn the District Court demanding jury trlel.
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h Table 12

CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1976-77, FAMILY COURTS

ALL CIRCUITS
CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
NON-
JURY JURY HEARINGS
; s 3% 5ol ¥ sF. |z Bl
TYPE QF ACTION g’ _5 £ E: . FA g 2 51y 28| 8 H 2 3 " “
By 2 B3 f %e (38 Elz EEl% omElL3)OE 8| 5% 2
£ i 23 42 &8 |2&€ A& £8| > £8)] 22| 8 5| 84 ]
TOTAL CASES 9,736 20,724 30530 19,010 11520 | 16 6 N 8 473 | 2,070 8,780 | 4,098 - 3549
Primary Ptoeudlr;ns and Referrafs 75628 17,739 252856 16438 8827 | 16 6 |11 8 473 | 1,359 7,987 | 4088 2481
Marital Actions and Proceedings 3,089 7,087 10,140 6,389 3,741 89 446 4525 173569
Divorcs 2,592 5,548 8,140 5,193 - 2,947 26 208 4,311 561
Annulment 22 22 44 31 13 1 24 ]
Separation and Separate Maintenancs 92 143 235 118 120 1 11 67 38
Unitorm: Reciprocal Enforcement of Support 383 1,338 1721 1,060 661 42 139 123 756
Adoption Proceedings 409 721 1,130 894 436 15 652 17
L y [Parantal P i 288 764 1062 436 826 10 402 24
Miscellaneous Proceedings 534 1,197 1,731 1,000 722 :4 208 164. 628
Criminal Actions 15 3 64 24 30! 15 6 L 2
Adults” Referrais 284 784 1,068 700 368 2 685 13
Criminal Complaint 22 38 0 52 18 2 49
Marriage Caacllistion (Prior ta Filing} 86 150 216 139 77 138
Marriage Conciliation {Caurt Order) 16 12 28 17 11 17
Social Study 120 363 483 370 113 360 10
Other Adult Reterral 40 23 " 122 148 121 1
Children‘s Refarrals 2,807 7,183 10,080 7176 2804 880 2,634 | 3413 438
Law Violation 2,121 5,167 7,278 6,242 - 2,036 664 2,145 | 2,134 309
Tratfic 8. ,.76 148 160 45 7 3| 44 14
. Needing Protective Supervision 461 1,478 1,939 1421 518 16 2691 1,079 57
i Needing Services 150 191 341 174 167 13 140 14 7
Othar Children's Referrat 95 282 377 238 138 45 142 52
Supplemental Proceadings 2,210 3,086 6,265 2572 2,693 711 783 1,088
N . Order to Show Causa, Matrimonial 1:016 1,365 2,381 1,081 1,320 - 509 80 462
i Order to Show Cause, Matrimonial, Concurrent 356 537 892 616 377 | 167 49 289
Order to Show Csuse, URES 101 n 172 44 128 7 20 17
Qrder to Show Cause, Paternity 76 28 108 16 89 8 2 8
Motion 76 58 134 56 79 B‘ 10 . 37 !
Children’s Supplemental Proceeding 449 . 967 1416 861 558 2 620 239
Other Supplemental Proceeding 137 8 185 20 7146 10 2 g
Stetus Dispasitions® 1,663 908 2569 853 1,716 - 1. 534 318
Probatian, Child . 207 612 1518 664 965 1 379 184
Protective Sugervision, Child o 174 434 133 361 103 30
Legal Custody;:Child 389 83 442 108 - 333 = 47 82
Other Status: ST “ &7 3T 124 a7 N ) “ 5 42

Auxiliary Ovdar® 1,143 e 9364 181 . 9,183 37 61 84

*Not included in caseload totals

Bl




Table 13 ) e |

CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1876-77, FAMILY COURT

FIRST CIRCUIT
CASELOAD. ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION .
NON-
JURY JURY HEARINGS
o

8 g 8 = K] ° E ® E - B % ..g
TYPE OF ACTION £ 2 F g2 |3 B|_ Z23i|zdE|E |3 £l%s -
: Bg 3 EX £ 2o |23 E|{= ZE| ¢ mE|FL®| € 8 | 5% 2

£ [ L3 = &G |2& B|F F3| 3 F8} 22| 8 5 188 3
TOTAL CASES 8,094 15756 23,850 14,609 9241 | 14 610 5 295 | 1,841 6,734 | 3270 2434
Primary Prudeedings and Referrals 6,142 13,75 19,317 12450 6867 | 14 6110 5 295 | 1,278 ~ 8,057 | 3270 15156
Marital Actions and Proceedings 2,577 5,671 8,248 5171 3,077 1 422 3,669 1,079
Divorce : 2,236 4,589 6,825 4,265 2,560 1 278 3,513 473
Annulment 17 20 37 26 12 1 19 5
Sepdration and Separate Maintenance 71 121 182 94 98 7 59 28
Uniform Reciprocal Enforcement of Support 253 941 1,194 787 407 136 78 573
Adoption Proceedings 328 549 878 514 364 14 491 9
Patarnity/Parental Proceedings 265 5§92 857 316 541 10 283 13
Miscellaneous Proceedings 408 784 1,192 680 512 5 187 123 365
Criminal Actions 13 30 43 21 221 14 6 1
Adults’ Referrals 245 532 777 556 221 551 5
Criminat Complaint 11 35 46 36 10 35
Marriage Conciliation (Prior to Filing} 86 128 214 137 77 136 1
Marriage Conciliatfon {Court Order] 16 12 28 17 11 17
Social Study 94 238 332 262 70 259 3
Other Adult Referral 38 118 187 104 63 104
Children’s Referrals 2,305 §,017 7322 6,192. 2,130 658 1,774 | 2,719 44
Law Violation 1,636 3,438 5,074 3,653 1,421 627 1,405 | 1,595 26
Traffic 38 62 100 65 35 6 24 34 1
Needing Protective Supervision 426 1211 1,837 1,200 437 16 210 960 14
Needing Services 143 181 292 140 152 8 117 14 3
Other Children's Referrai 64 155 219 134 85 18 116
Supplemental Proceedings 1,952 2,587 4533 2,169 - 2374 563 877 919
Order to Show Cause, Matrimonial 876 1,098 1,978 828 1,150 407 55 366
Order to Show Cause, Matrimonial, Concurrent 321 430 751 423 328 134 24 265
Order ta Show Cause, URES 63 49 112 22 90 4 9 9
Order 1o Show Cause, Paternity 68 23 91 13 78 s 8 1 4
Motlon : 44 34 78 34 44 ) 4 1 29
Children’s Supplemental Proceeding 449 930 1,379 827 552 2 586 239
Other Supplemental Proceeding 128 16 144 12 132 4 1 7
Status Dispositions* 1,123 660 1,783 598 1,187 | 1 382 213
Probation, Chlid 592 427 1,019 392 627 | . 1 266 _ 126
Pratective Supervision, Child 232 141 373 94 279 vo4 20
Legal Custody, Child 258 61 318 92 227 38 54 .
Ottier Status 41 ]| 72 18 54 ’ 4 Cig . e e
Auxiliary Order* 6702 . 1,367 8,069 174~ 7,895 36 60 78

*Not includéd in caseload totals




Table 14

CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 197877, FAMILY COURT
SECOND CIRCUIT

CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
. NON- ;
: JURY JURY HEARINGS
» T - g % = = =F 258 _ 2 g £
TYPE OF ACTION g _: B g . 3 g 3 2y 2 0B z £ 3y "
1 T ¥ E Pe|sd B|® =f|TmE|GRE| g B )sz £
¥ b ka3 = &2« &Kk &8}3 F8] 2] 8 5 | 8& &
TOTAL CASES 586 1,467 = 2,083 1,258 804 79 © 67 587: 391 ALY
Primary Proceedings and Referrals 478 1,313 1,791 1,117 674 79 14 548 391 85
Marital Actions and Proceadings 170 464 634 386 248 ' 60 11 ) 306 9
Divorce 117 345 462 317 145 24 6 286
Annuiment 0 o ] 0 o :
Separation and Separaté Maintenance 12 8 20 8 12 1 3 3 1
Uniform Reciprocal Enforcsment of Support 41 111 152 61 9 35 2 17 7
Adoption Procesdings 43 88 131 87 44 " a7
Paternity/Parental Proceedings 22 34 66 26 30 19 7
Miscellaneous Procesdings 24 73 97 45 52 3 19 23
Criminal Actions Q ] Q Q 0 B
Adults” Referrsis 16 46 62 38 24 34 a
Crlminal Camplaint . 11 0 11 4 7 4
Marriage Conciliation {Prior to Filing} 0 2 2 2 0 2
Marriage Coicitiation {Court Order) [} 0 0 \] Q
Social Study B 42 47 30 17 27
Other Adult Referral o} 2 2 2 o 1 1
Children’s Referrals 203 608 811 536 276 138 357 42
Law Violation 168 483 51 432 219 118 290 23
Traffic 2 1 3 3 0 3
Needing Protective Supervision 18 83 101 87 34 5 54 ]
Neading Services: 5 15 20 12 8 12
N Qther Children’s Reterral 10 26 36 21 15 10 11
n Suppliemental Proceedings 118 154 272 142 130 47 38 56
Order to Siow Cause, Matrimonial 54 77 13 72 59 26 13 33
‘Order to Show Cause, Matrimonial, Coricurrent 14 47 81 41 20 15 13 13
Ordar to Show Cause, URES 18 13 3 13 18 2 5 6 &y
Order to Show Cause, Paternity 8 4 12 3 ] 1 2 g
Motion 18 & 24 6 18 3 2 1
Childran‘s Supplemental Proceeding [1} 5 [ N 0 5
Other Supplemsntal Proceeding 6 2 8 2 6 1 1
Status Dispositions® . 147 a9 196 59 137 ' 59
Probation, Child - 93 34 127 4B 81 ’ 46
Protective Supervision, Chiid : 26 8 34 10 24 . . 10
Legai Custody, Child ™~ : . ; 28" 5 33 3 30 - 3
p Other Stetus_.. - s PR 2 2 & 7 -
. Ag‘:&lliarv Order* . 750 176 926 & 921 1 4
g}
*Not included in caseload tofals 2 - i
o]
£ -
“y
R
. . i
N‘ﬂh




Table 15

CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1876-77, FAMILY COURT
THIRD-CIRCUIT

CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
NON-
JURY. JURY HEARINGS

- I
TYPE OF ACTION 2 y 8 5 3 53|, 35/: |2 E | £

g _2 £ 2 g 8 ZZ |8 23| 2 - 38 o

Tg 03 T E %o [£% El= 3£ |% meE| 3| E 8 55 %

£a T 28 - £d [2& B|F ES ([ FS81 22 ] 8§ B S& &
TOTAL CASES 682 2,877 3,668 2,508 1,051 1 1 3 85 138 1,102 368 810
Primary Proceedings and Refarrals 611 2,630 3,241 2,301 940 1 1 3 85 51 1,060 368 742
Meritad Actiops and Proceedings 209 676 885 617 268 9 393 215
Divorce 159 444 503 444 159 8 372 64
Annulment 4 1 5 5 0 4 1
Separation and Separate Maintenance 4 <] 13 6 7 . 2 4
Uniform Reciprocal Enforcement of Support 42 222 264 162 102 1 18 146
Adoption Proceedings 24 68 82 76 17 1 68 8
Patarnity/Parental Proceedings 6 129 135 88 47 84 4
Miscellaneous Procesdings 81 327 408 273 134 3 15 17 239
Criminal Actions 2 9 1 3 8 1 1 1
Adutts’ Rafaresls 12 188 181 €3 112 66 4
Criminat Complaint 0 1 1 1 o] 1
Marriage Concitiation [Prior to Filing) 0 0 0 0 0
Marriage Congiliation (Court Order} 0 0 0 0 o]
Social Study 13 57 70 52 18 48 4
Other Adult Referral o 110 10 16 94 16
Children's Referrals 276 1,253 1529 1,175 354 26 6§72 303 274
Law Violatlon 237 987 1.224 933 29 19 482 228 204
Traific 18 4 22 20 2 9 4 7
Needing Protective Supervision 12 182 164 130 34 44 66 30
Needlng Services 2 20 22 19 . 3 . 7 10 2
Other Children‘s Referral 7 50 97 73 24 27 15 31
Supplementai Proceedings 71 247 318 207 11 | 87 52 68
Order to Stiow Causs, Matrimanial 42 182 194 131 63 - 70 9 82
Crdar to Show Cause, Matrimonial, Concurrent 12 47 59 38 21 15 8 16
Order to Show Cause, URES 15 8 23 7 16 1 5 1
Ordur to Show Cause, Paternity 0 2 2 0 2
Motion . 1 1 2 1 1 1
Children’s: Supplemental Prceeding 0 32 32 29 3 29
Other Supplemental Proceeding 1 5 € 1 5 1
Status Dispositions*® 327 157 45.. ’ 173 3n 81 82
Probation, Child . 190 119 309 106 204 65 40
Protective Supervision, Child 50 19 69 28 41 19 9
Legal Custody, Child 41 15 56 M 45 - 8 8
Other Status 46 4 50 29 21 1 28
Auxitiary Order* 191 83 254 10 244 2 10

*Nat Inctuded in caseload totals



CASELOAD ACT!NTY FY¥.1976-77, FAMILY COURT
FIFTH.Y, WIRCUIT

{ aof ; o .
3, !
‘ ' CASELOAD ATTIVLTY. . - o TYPE OF TERMINATION
v i . - ) T3 : .
i s oy NON-
. ; ~ ‘. Umv | suRy HEARINGS ]
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CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 197677, DISTRICT COURTS

ALL GIRCUITS

CASELOAD ACTIVITY

TYPE OF TERMINATION

All Other Offensei -

H . gt .
" 3 . 5 5. ] . 26 - 2
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CiVIL, TRAFFIC & OTHER VIOLATIONS 52,198 647,261 - 609,459 638579 60,380 i 3,024 6,641 680 70084 3,152 45645 446,073 623 62,757
CIVIL'ACTIONS 6173 11,014 17,187 10,330 6,857 | 3,024 6,641 580 1 84
Regular Civil 6,706 9,735 15,441 9,076 6365 || 2,445 6,299 249 1 82
Assumpsit 3,760 8,004 -11,764 7.644 4,120 § 1,809 5,678 134 1 22
Non-Payment of Taxes 252 47 299 47 252 n 36
Tort 962 859 1,821 671 1,180 325 245 70 31
Summary Possession 667 690 1,357 573 784 216 283 36 28
Other 65 135 200 141 59 84 47 9 1
Small Claims 487 1279 1,746: 1,254 492 579 342 331 2
Assumpsit 404 784 1,188 777 41 374 244 157 2
Tort 31 267 298 253 45 1o 57 86
Other 32 228 260 224 36 95 41 83
TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS 45,437 617,009 662,446 608,323 53,123 68,319 2628 45055 431,180 .339 61,802
Moving-Arrest & Cltation 29,422 132,532 161,954 131,912 30,042 18,245 . 903 26,556 49,506 103 36,599
Non-Moving 15,322 . 49,005 64,327 = 45,406 18,921 3659 625 8592 19818 32 12,650
Parking 693 435,472 436,165 432,005 4,160 46,415 1,100 99807 361,856 . 204 12523
OTHER VIOLATIONS 588 19,238 19,826 18,926 9800 1,765 524 58Y 14,893 - 200 955
Ajfport 81 11,914 11,895 11,634 361 1,135 303 172 9,774 188 - 62
Dog ‘Luash 235 2,961 3,196 2,920 276 155 2 63 2,344 337
Fish & Gams 42 428 470 435 35 40 16 3 233 8 135
Harbor Violations 54 325 379 332 47 35 4 16 220 57
Industrial Safety 2 2 2
P.U.C. Violatlons 133 636 769 836 133 45 13 157 250 171
\f!eiqhts & Measures
" Other 41 2,974 3,015 2,569 48 355 167 178 2,072 4. 193
CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
MISDEMEANOR FELONY
€ ¢ € e
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Murder & Non-Negligent Manslaughter 7 39 46 42 4 13 19 10
Negligent Homlcide 9 27 36 26 10 3 1 10 9 1 2
Forcible Rape 1 53 54 50 4 13 %0 7
Robbéry 36 136 171 146 25 46 91 Q
Aggravated Assault 14 65 79 66 23 23 29 4
Burglary ) 48 202 247 217 30 3 91 89 34
Larceny Over $50 93 454 547 . 4286 122 133 17 24 18 3 130 24 87 19
Larceny-Under $50 833 2,418 3,051 2,236 815 869 101 183 . 185 2 888 7 1
Autd Theft 11 62 73 56 17 6 3 2 1 3 14 15 12
Part 1) 3,462 16,769 19,231 16,260 3981 § 4,10 873 792 1,364 300 7.463 19 130 108
Other Assaults 303 1,628 1,831 1.4€1 370 559 128 66 119 66 518 1 6
Afsen 9 9 C7 2 1 4 2
Forgery & Counterfeiting 23 29 23 6 1 2 1 1 16 2
Fraud 61 227 288 222 66 77 54 10 1 15 64 1
Embezzlement -
Stolen Propsrty 31 42 53 35 18 13 4 4 10 4
Vandalism 60 279 339 264 75 84 33 16 25 3] 93 1 6
Weapons 79 437 516 420 98 166 40 27 35 13 119 2 19 8
Prostitution 137 447 584 404 180 205 49 29 45 1 75
Sax Offartes 28 67 95 66 29 1 1 8 5 12 3 23 6
Narcotic Drug Laws 214 1,808 2022 1574 448 643 164 96 117 24 533 8 42 47
Gambling 354 1,491 1,845 1,610 336 423 257 12 102 85 650 1
Offensed Against Family-& Chlicren , 4 6 10 7 3 1 2 3 1
Driving Under the. Intluence 819 1,877 2,696 4,786 [ B 17 32 7 45 13 1,501
Liguor Laws 12 380 392 3§3 29 62 23 16 4 9 203
Dlwrderly ,_Conduct 162 823 975 8.9 146 244 29 74 116 3 362
Vagrancy ' 8 51 59 a6+ 13 3 15 5 23
1,214 6,274 7,488 6,244 1,244 || 1,602 143 359 710 82 3,295 3 24 26



Table 18 o

L~~~ "~ e \"\N\\‘
CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1976-77, DISTRICT COURT )
FIRST CIRCUIT
CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
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CIVIL, TRAFFIC & OTHER VIOLATIONS 48,335 591,441 639,776 583927 55849 2430 4,982 446 65269 1,633 42844 ’409,443 956 56,785
CIVIL ACTIONS 5,152 8,410 13,562 794 5,621 2430 4982 446 83
Reguiar Civil 4837 7.387 12,224 6,921 53031l 1936 4,723 181 81
Assumpsit 3,045 5,863 8,908 5,560 3,248 1,388 4,167 83 22
Non-Payment of Taxes 250 47 297 47 250 1" 36
Tort 879 804 1,683 637 1,046 307 234 66 30
Summary Possession 626 608 1,234 505 729 189 264 24 28
Other 37 65 102. 72 30 41 22 8 1
Small Claims 315 1,023 1,338 1,020 318 494 259 265 2
Assumpsit 264 548 812 559 253 294 169 94 . 2 .
Tort 21 251 272 243 29 107 53 83 o
Other 30 224 254 218 36 93 37 88
TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS 42,778 579,180 621,858 572,146 48,812 65,022 1595 42584 406,791 10. 56,144
Mcving-Arrest & Citation 28,171 120,391 148,562 119,463 29,108 17,076 594 25,697 43,766 8 32,314
Non-Moving 13,977 40,528 54,508 37,007 . 17,498 2,389 as? 7,207 16,578 4 11,422
Parking 630 418,261 418,691 415,686 3,208 45,547 €04 9,680 347,447 12,408
OTHER VIOLATIONS 405 3,861 4,256 3,840 416 247 3c 260 2,652 2 641
Airport 3 6 9 7 2 2 4 1
Dog Leash 199 2,522 2,721 2,503 216 21 19 63 2,010 290
Fish & Game 25 274 289 272 27 32 1 2 189 2 76
Harbor Violations 51 304 355 311 44 . 32 4 16 216 43
industrial Safety 2 2 2 -
P.U.C. Violatlons 120 592 712 591 121 R 40 13 1587 22 161
Weights & Measures
Other 5 153 158 156 2 . 22 1 20 43 70
CASELOAD ACTIVITY ) TYPE OF TERMINATION &
MISDEMEANOR FELONY.
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Murder & Non-Negligent Manslaughter ! 2 25 27 27 1 16
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Forcible Rape 1 38 39 36 3 n 25 :
Robbery 31 122 153 134 18 . 43 - 91
Aggravated Assault - . 9 37 46 36 iR} 1 24 o
Burglary 11 83 a4 86 8 24 62
Larceny-Over $50 60 ' 312 372 273 99 96 9 22 17 1 83 1 34
Larcany-Under $50 589 -, - 1,989 2578 7,884 694 817 -85 170 166 1 675 .
Auto Theft Ki 15 18 17 1 1 1 3 12 e
Part It 283¢ 11,716 14650 114320 32181 3214 604 - 655 1048 191 . 5,630 2 B i
Other Assauits 252 1,065 1,317 1,061 . 258 477 65 56 112 37 314
Arson 7 "7 S 2 1 4 i
Forgery & Counterfeiting 1 15 16 15 1 1 14 -
Fraud 43 a5, 138 105 33 3 30 9 1 14 19 . : :
Embezziement .
Stolen Proparty 7 37 44 17 12 4 4 B 7 : -
Vandalism AN 179 210 37. 68 15 13 21 4 62 ) )
Weapons 62 292 344 b 69 130 18 21 25 9 87 16
Prostication - 136 446 882 . 403 179l 208 49 29 44 T 5 .
Sex Offenses . 20 38 658 37 21 10 1 6 5 1 14 i
Narcotic Drug Laws 80 992 1,072 816 257 340 . 45 63 86 Lk 243 27
Gambling 351 1,358 1,709 1,377 332 423 246 12 28 65 603
Otfenses Against Family & Children 1 1 1 i .
Driving Under the Influence 766 1,428 2,194 1,320 865 81 18 49. 30 7 1,146 :
Liquor Laws 18} 278 289 251 38 48 21 34 8 137
Diserderty Conduct o122 638 760 650 10 213 22 74 103 I 1 ‘
Vagrancy 1 1 R N
All Other Offenises 1,060 4,848 5,908 4888 1,0109) 1,176 79 311 660 . 34 . 2726 | 14 N
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CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1976-77, DISTRICT COURT

ied

SECOND CIRCUIT

CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
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CIVIL, TRAFFIC & OTHER VIOLATIONS 2,465 22,621 25,086 21,256 3,830 262 1,113 57 1521 22 884 15,085 3 2,308
CIVIL ACTIONS 521 1,683 2,204 1,432 772 262 1113 57
Ragular Clvil 461 1,601 2,062 1,374 688 248 1,107 19
Assurapsit 383 1,517 1,900 1,323 577 225 1,084 kA
Non-Payment of Taxes 1 ; 1 1
Tort 46 20 66 14 52 8 6
Surnmary Possassion 27 46 73 32 41 11 16 5
Other 4 18 22 5 17 4 1
Small Claims 60 82 142 58 84 14 6 a8
Assumpsit 53 82 135 56 79 13 6 37
Tort 7 7 2 5 1 1
Other
TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS 1,834 17,106 18,840 16,312 2,628 144 19 884 11,786 3 2,179
Moving-Arrest & Citation 740 5,052 5,792 5,178 614 753 186 70 2,604 3 1,732
Non-Moving 1,081 4,247 5,328 4,259 1,069 526 3 811 2,493 426
Parking i3 7,807 7,820 5875 945 162 3 6,689 21
OTHER VIOLATIONS 110 3,832 3942 3512 430 80 3 3,299 130
Alrport 26 3,248 3,274 2,933 341 17 1 2,915
Dog Luash 36 393 420 a7 58 32 310 27
Fish & Game 13 40 53 45 8 ] 21 19
Harbor Violations 3 18 21 18 3 3 4 n
Industrial Safety .
P.U.C, Vielations 13 43 56 44 12 5 30 9
Weights & Measures
Other 19 90 109 101 8 18 19 84
CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
MISDEMEANOR FELONY:
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Negligent Homicide 1 1 1 1
Forclble Rape 7 7 6 1 2 1 3
Robbery 2 i 13 10 3 3 7
Aggravated Assault 4 17 21 10 11 5 3 2
Burglary 14 79 93 78 14 3 36 24 16
Larceny-Over $50 2 87 108 97 1 26 3 1 1 30 6 20 10
Larceny-Under $50 21 - 161 182 162 20 35 5 1 13 105 2 1
Auto Theft 7 17 24 16 8 2 1 1 5§ .1 6
Part 11 285 1973 2,258 1,978 280 543 67 4 246 13 995 10 31 89
Other Assaults 27 148 175 129 ) 471 13 4 84 1 2y,
Arson 2 2 2 2
Forgery & Counterfeiting 5 5 10 5 5 1 1 2 1
Fraud 5 58 83 58 5 30 4 1 22 1
Embezzlernent
Stalen Property
Vandalism 1 .23 34 27 7 9 1 2 2 13
Weapons 14 57 7 52 19 18 1 2 24 4 3
Prostitution 1 1 2 1 1 1
Sax Offenses 285 25 19 [ 5 7 1 1 5
Narcotic Drug Laws 53 368 42 354 87 100 17 1 10 4 168 6 13 35
Gambling 2 121 /123 121 2 11 74 35 1
Otfenses Against Family & Children 2 1 ' 3 1 2 1
Drlving Under the Influarica . 34 175 209 186 23 2 3 1 1 148
Liquor Laws 54 54 54 6 1 5 1 41
Dlsorderly Conduct 3 110 133 116 17 23 1 8 84
Vagrancy
Al Other Offanses 108 8285 933 833 100 285 13 3 124 4 368 3 9 22
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Table 20

CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1876-77, DISTRICT COURT
THIRD CtRCUIT

CASELOAD ACTIVITY . TYPE OF TERMINATION
= e
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CIVIL, TRAFFIC & OTHER VIOLATIONS 1,081 26,607 27,688 26,875 813 232 408 60 2,474 1,496 191 17,586 520 2,188
CiVIL ACTIONS 250 626 875 702 173 232 408 €0 1 1
Regulst Civil 223 497 720 666 164 182 342 a0 1 1
Assumpsit 168 383 661 453 g8 120 303 29 1
Non-Payment of Taxes
Tort 23 34 57 20 37 10 5 4 !
Summary Possession .9 28 37 29 8 13 10 6
Other 23 52 75 64 1 39 24 1
Small Claims 27 128 185 136 18 50 66 20
Assumpsit 24 110 134 123 11 46 59 18
Tort 1 15 16 8 8 2 4 2
Other 2 3 5 5 N 3
TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS 768 16,756 17,521 16,930 591 1,063 1,013 1,582 10,884 323 - 2075
Moving-Arrest & Citation 488 5831 6,079 5,791 288 172 293 786 2,819 N 1,830
Non-Moving 227 2,577 2,804 2,511 293 178 224 572 1,155 28 354
Parking : 50 8,588 8,638 8,628 10 703 . 496 224 6210 204 gt
OTHER VIOLATIONS 66 9,226 9,292 9,243 49 1421 483 328 6,702 186 113
Alrport 51 6443 6494  B477 17 1112 302 170 4,648 188 57
Dog Leash
Fish & Game 1 76 77 77 3 15 1 47 4 7
Harbor Violations ) 3 3 3 3
Industrial Safety
P.U.C. Violations 1 1 1 1
Woeights & Measures B
Other 14 2,703 2,717 2,685 32 306 166 157 2,007 4 45
CASELOAD ACTIVITY . TYPE OF TERMINATION
MISDEMEANOR FELONY
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CRIMINAL ACTIONS 268 1,976 2,246 1,12 533 281 297 a8 55 54 m 35 10 81
Part t ’ 55 328 383 201 122 24 . 33 1% 10 1 118 25
Murder & Non-Negligent Mansiaughter 3 3 3 1 1 1
Nagligent Homicide 2 4 B 2 4 2
Forcible Rape
Rubbery 3 3 3
Aggravated Assault 1 1 2 1 1 1
Burglary 18 2 39 31 8 18 13
Larcany-Over $50 12 38 50 42 8 8 4 2 15 [:] 6
Larcany-Under $50 18. . 237 255 165 90 12 25 12 10 1 a9 5
¢ Auto Theft 1 24 26 17 8 3 3 1 2 2 1 ]
Part 1h 214 1.848 1,882 1,451 411 257 264 133 . 48 83 €63 2 8 36
Other Assaults 21 282 273 197 76 23 41 10 3 18 98 4
Arson ’ :
Forgsry & Counterfaiting 2 2 2 1 1
Fraud 13 43 56 34 .22 5 16 i 12
‘Embezzlement -
Stolen Property 4 2 8 Y 2 4 Vs
Vandalism 16 61 7 53 24 5 14 3 2 23 6
Weapons 1 €8 79 64 15 6 18 [ 8 1 19 6 .
Prostitution :
Sax Offenses 8 1 9 7 2 B 8
Narcotic Drug Laws 65 398 463 362 111 77 92 32 15 4 116 2 2 12
Gambling 1 12 13 12 1 A S 12
Offensas Against Family & Children 1 ] 6 [ 1 1 3 . ]
Driving Under the Influence 18 217 235 216 19 8 13 28 1.4/ 2 183 : .
l.iquor Laws } 1 47 48 47 1 8 10 3 2 24
Disotderly Conduct 7 41 48, ] 14 4 6 25°
Vagrancy 7 51 58 4% 12 3 15 ) 23 .
All Other Otfenses. 41 448 489 375 113 116 38 45 14 28 133 2
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CASELOAD ACTIVITY FY 1976-77, DISTRICT COURT
FIFTH CIRCUIT

CASELOAD ACTIVITY. TYPE OF TERMINATION
3 gy
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CIVIL, TRAFFIC & OTHER VIOLATIONS 317 6,592 6,909 6,521 388 100 138 17 820 1 6 3,959 ] 1,475
CIVIL ACTIONS 250 296 546 255 281 100. 138 17
Regular Civil 185 250 435 215 220 79 127 9
Assumpsit 164 241 405 208 197 76 124 8
Non-Payment of Taxes 1 1 1
Tort 14 1 15 15
Summary Possession 5 8 13 7 [ 3 3 1
Other 1 1 1
Small Clalms 65 46 in 40 71 21 11 8
Assumpsit . 63 44 107 39 68 21 10 8
Tort 2 1 3 3
Other. 1 1 1 1
TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS 60 3,967 4,027 3,935 92 803 1 5 1,719 3 1,404
Maving-Arrast & Cltatjon 23 1,498 1,521 1,490 N 244 3 317 3 923
Non-Moving 37 1,653 1,690. 1,629 61 556 1 2 582 478.
Parking 81 816 816 3 810 3
OTHER VIOLATIONS 7 2,329 2,336 2,331 3 17 1 2,240 2 n
Alrpart 1 2,217 2,218 2,217 1 5] 2,207 4
Dog Leash ) 46 46 46 2 24 20
Fish & Game 3 38 41 11 6 2 33
Harbor Vielations
Industria} Safety
P,U.C. Violations
Welghts & Measures
Other 3 28 31 27 4 9 1 3 14
CASELOAD ACTIVITY TYPE OF TERMINATION
e A
MISDEMEANOR FELONY
gy E Bt
~ 25 c 1] o5
. e S E§ 8 .o EE E3
: I I e 853 & |5y i3 23
iy 3 £ g 98 £3 0§ =2 €358 3 S £¥ €3
£z _28 = 2 3 3§ o= 2 4
gt 3 E3 E %y | aF =23 § 22 J53e 8 | fg S8 85
£ 8 = & &6 o& & &¢ Fe38. & 38 282 &2
CRIMINAL ACTIONS 37 627 564 477 87 94 44 31 44 198 30 17 21
Part | 8 95 103 88 15 7 [ ] 1 25 14 18
Murder & Non-Negligant Manslaughter 1 2 3 3 1 1 1
Negligent Homlcide
Forcible Rape 8 8 8 4 4
Robbary 2 Z 2 . . 2
Aggravated Assault 10 10 10 6 2 2
Burglary 2 19 21 21 i 13 3 5
Larceny-Over S&J 17 17 13 4 2 1 1 2 1 3 3
Larceny-Under $50 5 ki 36 25 1 5 5 6 9 -
Auto Theft [ 6 [ 4 1 1
Part i 29 432 461 389 72 87 38 25 43 185 5 3 3
Other Assaults 3 63 66 54 12 12 6 1" 23
Arson
Forgery & Counterfeiting 3 1 1 1
Fraud . 31 3 25 6 10 4 n
Embezzlement : .
Stolen Property 3 3 2 1 1 w1
Vandalism 2 16 18 1 7 2 3 5 1
Waapons 2 20 22 19 3 2 3 3 9
Prostitution
Sex Oftenzes 3 3 3 . 1 2
Narcotic Drug Laws 16 50 66 53 13 26 10 - 6 5 6
Gambling .
Offenses Against Family & Children .
Driving Undoi the Influence i 57 58 54 4 4 3 3 44
Liquor Laws 1 1 1 1
Disarderly Conduct | 34 34 29 & 4 1 4 4 16
Vagranicy T
All Otrigr Otfenses 6 163 158 137 21 “le N 12 16 69 AN | 2
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Article V The Judiciary

State of Hawaii Constitution

Judiciary Power

Section 1. The judicial power of the State shall be
vested in one supreme court, circuit courts, and in
such inferior courts as the legislature may from
time to time establish. The several courts shall
have original and appellate jurisdiction as pro-
vided by law.

Supreme Court

Section 2, The supreme court shall consist of a
chief justice and four associate justices. When
necessary, the chief justice shalt assign a judge or
judges of a circuit court to serve temporarily on
the supreme court. As prescribed by law, retired
justices of the supreme court also may serve tem-
porarily on the supreme court at the request of the
chief justice. In case of a vacancy in the office of
chief justice, or if he is ill, absent or otherwise un-
able to serve, an associate justice designated in
accordance with the rules of the supreme court
shall serve temporarily in his place.

Appointment of Justices and Judges

Section 3. The governor shall nominate and, by
and with the advice and consent of the senate, ap-
point the justices of the supreme court and the
judges of the circuit courts. No nomination shall
be sent to the senate, and no interim appointment
shall be made when the senate is not in session,
until after ten days’ public notice by the governor.

Qualifications

No justice or judge shall hold any other office or
position of profit under the State or the United
States. No person shall be eligible for the office of
justice or judge unless he shall have been admitted
to practice law before the supreme court of this
State for at least ten years. Any justice or judge
who shall become a candidate for an elective of-
fice shall thereby forfeit his office.

Tenure; Compensation; Retirement

The term of office of a justice of the supreme court
and of a judge of a circuit court shall be ten years.
They s..all receive for their services such compen-
sation as may be prescribed by law, but no less
than twenty-eight thousand dollars for the' chief
justice, twenty-seven thousand dollars for associ-
ate justices and twenty-five thiousand dollars for
circuit court judges, a year. Their compensation

shall not be decreased during their respective
terms of office, unless by general law applying to
all salaried officers of the State. They shall be re-
tired upon attaining the age of seventy years. They
shall be included in any retirement law of the
State.

Retirement for Incapacity and Removal
Section 4. Whenever a commission or agency,
authorized by law for such purpose, shall certify to
the governor that any justice of the supreme court
or judge of a circuit court appears to be so inca-
pacitated as substantially to prevent him from
performing his judicial duties or has acted in a
manner that constitutes wilful misconduct in of-
fice, wilful and persistent failure to perform. his
duties, habitua! intemperance, or conduct pre-
judicial to the administration of justice that brings
the judicial office into disrepute, the governor
shall appoint a board of three persons, as provided
by law, 1o inquire into the circumstances. If the
board recommends that the justice or judge should
not remain in office, the governor shall remeove or
retire him from office.

Administration :

Section 5. The chief justice of the supreme court
shall be the administrative head of the ¢ourts. He
may assign judges from one circuit courl to anoth-
er for temporary service. With the appraval of the
supreme court he shall appoint an administrative
director to serve as his pleasure.

Rules

Section 6. The supreme court shall have power to -

promulgate rules and regulations in all civil and
criminal cases for all courts relating to process,
practice, procedure and appeals, which shall have
the force and effect of law.
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