HELIN Consortium
HELIN Digital Commons

Library Consortium

Library Archive HELIN State Law Library

1985

Rhode Island Report on the Judiciary 1985

Follow this and additional works at: http://helindigitalcommons.org/lawarchive
b Part of the Law Commons

Recommended Citation

"Rhode Island Report on the Judiciary 1985" (1985). Library Archive. Paper 38.
http://helindigitalcommons.org/lawarchive/38

This Article is brought to you for free and open access by the HELIN State Law Library at HELIN Digital Commons. It has been accepted for inclusion

in Library Archive by an authorized administrator of HELIN Digital Commons. For more information, please contact anne@helininc.org.


http://helindigitalcommons.org?utm_source=helindigitalcommons.org%2Flawarchive%2F38&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://helindigitalcommons.org/lawarchive?utm_source=helindigitalcommons.org%2Flawarchive%2F38&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://helindigitalcommons.org/lawlib?utm_source=helindigitalcommons.org%2Flawarchive%2F38&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://helindigitalcommons.org/lawarchive?utm_source=helindigitalcommons.org%2Flawarchive%2F38&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/578?utm_source=helindigitalcommons.org%2Flawarchive%2F38&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://helindigitalcommons.org/lawarchive/38?utm_source=helindigitalcommons.org%2Flawarchive%2F38&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
mailto:anne@helininc.org




Vbt ) Fice




TABLE OF CONTENTS

RHODE ISLAND COURT
STRUCTURE 1

1985 IN THE RHODE

ISLAND COURTS
Judicial Budget 4
SUPREME COURT
Appeliate Caseload Reduced Below 600. .. 5
Pre-Briefing Expanded 6
Law Library Collection

Approaches 100,000 Volumes 6
Sentencing Study Committee

Examines Bail Practices 7
First Draft Approved of

Uniform Rules of Evidence 7
Commuttee on Women 1n the Courts

Collects Evidence on Gender Bias. . ... 8

Committeec Recommends Installation of
Westlaw and Increase of Library Hours.. 9
Automation of Central Registry

Completed 10
ADMINISTRATION
Rehabilitation of Providence County

Courthouse Begins 11
Committee Studies Problems with

Restitution and Fines 12

SUPERIOR COURT
Superfor Court Filings Increase in 1985. .. .13
Major Felonies Disposed

During Summer Session.............. 14
Computer Aided Transcription
Technology Introduced............... 14

FAMILY COURT
Family Court Meets Speedy Trial Guidelines

for Wayward Delinquent Cases. . ... ... 16
CASA Expands to the Counties.......... 17
Child Support Information System

To Be Improved. . ................... 17
Family Court Benchbook Completed. . .. .. 18
Child Support Collections Increase. . . . . . .. 18
DISTRICT COURT
Civil Filings Increase in 1985............ 19
District Court Jurisdiction Expands. . . .. .. 20
Cash Accounung Automated............ 20
COURT DIRECTORY.................. 22
CASELOAD STATISTICS
Supreme . ... oL 24
Superfor. .. ... ... 26
Family ... ... .. ... ... ... . ...... 32
Districe .. ... oo 33

This report covers calendar year 1985

Pursuant to Chapter 8-15 of the Rhode Island General Laws as amended by
Chapter 247 of the 1975 Public Laws, this report was prepared by the:
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF STATE COURTS
250 Benefit Street
Providence, R.1. 02903
JOSEPH A. BEVILACQUA, Chief Justice, Supreme Court
WALTER J. KANE, Administrator, State Courts
SUSAN W. McCALMONT, Editor
RICHARD FINNEGAN, Production
HENRY T. RANDALL, Photographer




RHODE ISLAND
COURT STRUCTURE

Rhode Island has a unified court system
composed of four statewide courts: the
District and Family Courts are trial courts of
special jurisdiction, the Superior Court is the
general trial court, and the Supreme Court
is the court of review.

The entire system in Rhode Island is state-
funded with the exception of Probate Courts,
which are the responsibility of cities and
towns; and the Municipal Courts, which are
local courts of limited jurisdiction. The Chief

Justice of the Supreme Court is the executive
head of the state court system and has
authority over the judicial budget. The Chief
Justice appoints a state court administrator
and an administrative staff to handle
budgetary and general administrative func-
tions. Each court has responsibility over its
own operations and has a chief judfc who ap-
points an administrator to handle internal
court management.

SUPREME COURT -
5 Justices: Total Staff-82
N
SUPERIOR COURT FAMILY COURT
19 Justices: Toral Suaff-122 11 Judges: Total Staff-135
CRIMINAL aviL JUVENILE ADULT DOMESTIC
AllFelonies Over $5.000 Mandamus Delinquency Conmbuangto RELATIONS
E. Habeas Corpus Dependency Delinquency Support
Condemnation Probate Appeals Mental Health Wayward o luee Custody
Narurleation Zoning Beard Teaffic Nan:Supporc e,
All Jury Traals
o
Ml DISTRICT COURT
13 Judges: Total Staff-65
CRIMINAL aviL
Violanons To $10,000
Misdemeanars Small Clains
Felony Arrargnments Mental Health
Housing Code
Admin vy Agency Appeals

Staffing and jurisdictional »rganizatior of the Rhode Island Courts.

SUPREME COURT

The Supreme Court has final advisory and
appellate jurisdiction on questions of law and
equity, and it also has supervisory powers over
the other state courts. In addition, the
Supreme Court has general advisory respon-
sibility to both the Legislative and Executive

branches of the state government concerning
the constitutionality of legislation. Another
responsibility of the Supreme Court is the
regulation of admission to the Bar and the
discipline of its members.



The Chief Justice of the Supreme Court
also serves as the executive head of the state
court system. The Chief Justice appoints the
State Court Administrator and the staft of
the Administrative Office of the State Courts
This office performs personnel, fiscal, and
purchasing functions for the state couft
system., In addition, the Administrative Of-

Jce serves a wide range of management func-
tions, including the development and opera-
tion of automated informat on systems for all
courts; long-range planning; the collection,
analysis, and reporting of information on
court caseloads and operations; the develop-
ment and implementation of management
improvement projects in specified areas; and
the supervision of facilities.

The State Law Library is also under the
direction of the Supreme Court. The library's
ptimary function is to provide reference
materials and research setvices for the judges
and staff of the courts. However, it also setves
the general community as the only com-
prehensive law library 1n the state.

SUPERIOR COURT

The Superior Court is the trial court of
general jurisdiction. Civil matters concerning
claims in excess of $5,000 and all equity pro-
ceedings are heard in this court. The Superior
Court also has original jurisdiction over all
crimes and offenses except as otherwise pro-
vided by law, and thus all indictments by
grand juries and informations charged by the
Department of Attorney General are return-
ed there. The Superior Court has appellate
jurisdiction from decisions of local probate
and municipal courts. Also, except as
specifically provided by statute, criminal and
il cases tried in the District Court are
brought to the Superior Court on appeal for
a trial de novo. In addition, there are
numerous appeals and statutory proceedings,
such as redevelopment, land condemnation
cases, zoning appeals, and enforcement of ar-
bitrators’ awards, which are under the
jurisdiction of the Superior Court. The
Superior Court also has concurrent jurisdic-
tion with the Supreme Court over writs of

habeas corpus, mandamus, and certain other
prerogative writs. Appeals from the Superior
Court are heard by the Supreme Court.
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Map of the State of Rhode Island showing the Superior and
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FAMILY COURT

The Family Court was created to focus
special artention on individual and social pro-
blems concerning families and children. Con-
sequently, its goals are to assist, protect, and
if possible, restore families whose unity or
well-being is being threatened. This courr is
also charged with assuring that children
within its jurisdiction receive the care,
guidance, and control conducive to their
welfare and the best interests of the state. Ad-
ditionally, if children are removed from the
control of their parents, the court seeks to
secure for them care equivalent to that which
their parents should nave given them.

Reflecting these specific goals, the Family
Court has jurisdiction to hear and determine
all petitions for divorce from the bond of
marriage and any motions in conjunction
with divorce proceedings, such as motions



relating to the distribution of property,
alimony, support, and the custody of
children. It also hears petitions for separate
maintenance, and complaints regarding sup-
port for parents and children. The Family
Court also has jurisdiction over those matters
relating to delinquent, wayward, dependent,
neglected, abused or mentally dcg:ctivc or
mentally disordered children. It also has
jurisdiction over adoptions, child marriages,
paternity proceedings, and a number of other
matters involving domestic relations and
juveniles.

Appeals from decisions of the Family Court
are taken directly to the state Supreme Court.

DISTRICT COURT

Most people who come before courts in this
state have contact initially with the District
Court. Thus, the District Court has been
divided into eight divisions to give the peo-
ple of the state easy geographic access to the
court system.

The jurisdiction of the District Court in-
cludes small claims that can be brought
without a lawyer for amounts under $1,000
and actions at law concerning claims of no
more than $5,000. In 1981 legislation also
gave the District Court concurrent jurisdic-
tion with the Superior Court for actions at
law between $5,000 and $10,000 with
transfer to the Superior Court available upon
demand of either party. This court also has
jurisdiction over violations of municipal or-
dinances or regulations.

The District Court also has original
jurisdiction over misdemeanors where the
right to a jury trial in the first instance has
been waived. If a defendant invokes the right
to a jury trial, the case is transferred to the
Superior Court.

Unlike many limited jurisdiction courts,
the Rhode Island District Court does not han-
dle traffic violations, except for a very few of
the most serious offenses.

Appeals from the District Court decisions
in both civil and criminal cases go to the
Superior Court for trial de novo. In actual
practice, this right to a new trial is seldom
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used, and District Court dispositions are final
in 96.7% of all criminal cases and 98.5% of
all civil cases. An additional category of minot
offense, called violations, was created by the
Legislature in 1976. Decisions of the District
Court on violation cases are final and sub-
ject to review only on writ of certiorari to the
Supreme Court.

Since October 1976, the District Court has
had jurisdiction over hearings on involuntary
hospitalization under the mental health,
drug abuse, and alcoholism laws. The District
Court also has jurisdiction to hear appeals
from the adjudicatory decisions of the state
tax administrator and several regulatory agen-
cies and boards. The court also has the power
to order compliance with the subpoenas and
rulings of the same agencies and boards. In
1977, this court’s jurisdiction was again in-
creased to include violations of state and local
housing codes. District Court decisions in all
these matters are only subject to review by
the Supreme Court.



— -

e S

e aam
e







developed, which is the cases awaiting the ap-
pellant’s brief. There were 282 cases pending
at this stage at the end of the term, and more
than one half of them (144 cases) had been
at this point for over 130 days. This delay is
caused because the time to file a brief does
not begin until after a pre-briefing con-
ference, but the statistics count from the time
of docketing the appeal. The court has
allocated additional resouces to shorten the
time that elapses from the time of docketing
to the holding ofi the pre-briefing conference.

CHANGE IN CASELOAD — All Cases

703 704

700 666
ﬂ 646
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600 577

7 | |

9/81 9/82 9/83 9/84 9/85
PRE-BRIEFING EXPANDED

The pre-briefing procedure for screening
all civil and criminal appeals before full brief-
ing and argument underwent some changes
in September, 1985. Whereas, previously two
to three conference days per month were
scheduled, under the new plan conferences
are held four days of each month, one day
with each Associate Justice. Approximately
eight cases per conference day are heard by
the justice for a total of thirty-two cases per
month. In preparation for the conference all
attorneys of record are notified and 2 memo
i1s prepared by the staff attorney's office. This
memo sets forth the factual and procedural
posture of the cases, discusses the issues rais-
ed and recommends the disposition, whether
the case should be fully briefed or assigned
to the show cause calendar.

The goal of this procedure is to hold as
many conferences per month as is necessary
to remain even with the number of appeals
filed. Among other benefits, this will
decrease the lag time between docketing of
an appeal and submission of briefs for those
cases that are assigned to a full hearing. For

those cases in which summary disposition is
appropriate, the time between docketing and
disposition will be reduced. In either in-
stance, the actual amount of time a case is
pending before the court will decrease.

LAW LIBRARY COLLECTION
APPROACHES 100,000 VOLUMES

The State Law Library continued to make
signficant progress in a number of areas dur-
ing 1985. Of particular note, the library was
the beneficiary of long-awaited physical im-
provements to the Providence County
Courthouse. As a part of Phase I of the
building renovation, the State Law Library
was closed for a period of nine weeks during
the month of August, while construction
crews replaced a leaking roof and interior
storm drains, repaired crumbling plaster, and

ave the entire library a fresh coat of paint.
Euring this period, the library moved its base
of operations to the branch library in the Gar-
rahy Judicial Complex. In future phases of
the project, the library will receive air condi-
tioning, carpeting, new furnishings and im-
proved lighting.

For the first time in many years, appropfia-
tions for law books and other legal materials
reached a level which will permit the staff to
purchase the most significant of the new legal
titles as well as supplements to all existing
legal works. As the primary legal research col-
lection in Rhode Island, the State Law Library
strives to provide the widest range of legal
materials possible within its budgetary
allowance to meet the growing legal reference
needs of a broad-based constituency, in-
cluding not only judges, lawyers and govern-
ment employees, but an increasing number
of students and private citizens.

The library acquired over 1,700 new hard-
copy volumes in 1985, in addition to over
1,200 volumes in the microfiche format,
bringing the total collection to nearly 100,000
volumes. As the year drew to a close, the
library anticipated the delivery of an elec-
tronic theft detection system which should
significantly reduce the number of volumes
which are stolen annually from its shelves.
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PROVIDENCE/BRISTOL COUNTY
PENDING ACTIVE FELONY CASES

] all cascs mmmm cascs over 180 days old 7

12/84

12/85

12/80 12/81

pending cases over 180 days old. This year
there were 182 more felonies filed than
disposed, but the number of older cases on-
ly increased by five. There were 176 cases
pending at the end of the year which were
more than 180 days old.

The felony backlog in each county at the
end of the year was as follows: Kent had 106
cases over 180 days old, which represents
39% of that county’s caseload; Washington
had 52 cases in this category, which is 38%
of the pending cases; and Newport had 18
cases, which is 19% of the total.

PROVIDENCE/BRISTOL COUNTY
CIVIL TRIAL CALENDAR CASELOAD

End of Year
6000 -
4707 g; agss 4681
4000
2000
1981 1982 1983 1984 1985

On the civil side there were more cases
disposed on the trial calendar than were add-
ed in Kent County, and thus the number of
pending civil trials was reduced from 788 to
678 this year. However, in both Washington
and Newport Counties the number pending
trial increased. In Washington County the
number rose from 133 to 193 and in Newport
it went from 164 to 219.

14

MAJOR FELONIES DISPOSED
DURING SUMMER SESSION

Under the direction of Presiding Justice
Anthony A. Giannini, the 1985 summer
period marked the second consecutive year
of a special effort to dispose of out-county
major felony cases. Thirty-seven capital cases
(i.e., murder, robbery, first degree sexual
assault, first degree child molestation, first
degree arson) were transferred to Providence
County Superior Court from Kent and
Washington counties and scheduled for trial
throughout the summer session.

The results were impressive: 59% of the
cases transferred were disposed. Those cases
not disposed were reassigned for trial with
priority in the county of original jurisdiction.

Following the successful summer program
of 1984, additional judicial resources were
made available throughout the summer of
1985. Although judges were assigned to hear
both criminal and civil matters, a higher
priority was placed on reaching these capital
cases for trial.

COMPUTER-AIDED
TRANSCRIPTION
TECHNOLOGY INTRODUCED

In the Winter of 1985, a Stenographer’s
Conference was held for both Superior and
Family Court stenographers to discuss
computer-aided transcription (CAT)
technology. Following a keynote address by
Mr. William Oliver, Secretaty-Treasurer of
the National Shorthand Reporters Associa-
tion, a panel of vendors described the features
of their computer products and answered
questions from the audience. Demonstrations
were then conducted by the vendors in order
to familiarize the stenographers with the dif-
ferent types of available CAT equipment.

The potential for CAT is considerable.
CAT technology eliminates some of the time-
consuming steps in prepafing transcripts.
Under the CAT system, stenographers still
produce notes with a stenotype machine in
the courtroom. However, a cassette copy of
the notes is simultaneously produced by the
CAT stenotype machine. The stenographer
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DISTRICT COURT

CIVIL FILINGS INCREASE

The District Court report covers the full
calendar year. The Court’s workload increas-
ed in all areas during 1985. For example,
misdemeanor filings, which totalled 30,114
in 1984, rose this year to 32,436. However,
even though misdemeanor filings were higher
compared to the prior year, they still did not
reach the levels of 1981 and 1982. In these
two years, misdemeanor filings were at their
highest point.

A breakdown of misdemeanor filings by
division shows that six of the eight had in-
creases this year, and in two divisions, the
sixth and the seventh, misdemeanor filings
were at an all-time high. The only two divi-
sions with lower misdemeanor filings for 1985
were the first and second.

MISDEMEANORS and VIOLATIONS
Filings vs. Dispositions
End of Year

I__I Filings I Dispositions

350001

33473 33663 "

32465 o114 34 ooy

30000 28461
25000
20000

1981 1982 1983 1984 1985

Felony filings also increased compared to
1984 but they were still below the total for
1981, which was when felonies reached their
highest level. The number of felonies filed
in 1985 was 8,332. This was an increase of
216 over the previous year, but it was also
about 3% less than in 1981.

On the civil side total filings were at an
all-time high in 1985. Filings for the year
totalled 33,393, which was 2,547, or 8.3%
more than in 1984. Also in a break from re-
cent trends, regular civil filings increased
dramatically for the year while small claims
levelled off. Regular civil filings have been

19

dropping for the past three years, and at their
lowest point last year they dropped to 18,750.
However, in a turnabout this year, the
number jumped to 21,396, which was an in-
crease of 2,637, or 14% . On the other hand,
although small claims have risen each year
since 1981, this year they showed almost no
change. The total number filed in this
category for the year was 11,997, which was
90 less than in 1984.

MISDEMEANOR AND VIOLATION
FILINGS BY DIVISION

1982 1983 1984 1985
st 1201 972 1255 1196
2nd 4878 3984 3656 3405
3d 5903 5384 5713 5899
4th 5350 4674 4285 4798
Sth 3454 2926 3248 3624
6th 6345 6020 5883 6693
7th 2555 2312 2461 2779
8th 3979 3448 3612 4042

Along with the increase in filings this year
there was an increase in dispositions for
misdemeanors and for civil matters.

Misdemeanor dispositions rose to 30,721
for the year, which was an increase of 2,260,
or almost 8% over the number for 1984.
However, even with the increase, there were
fewer cases disposed than were filed. The gap
between filings and dispositions at the end
of the year was 1,715. In addition, the
disposition rate for misdemeanors showed
almost no increase compared to 1984. In 1984
the court disposed of 94.5% of the misde-
meanors filed, and in 1985 the percentage
was 94.7%. This was slightly lower than in
the previous four years.

Also, despite the rise in dispositions, the
number of misdemeanors pending more than
60 days grew significantly at the end of the
year. The total number pending in this
category was 635, which is the highest it has
been at year's end since the 60-day guideline
was adopted. The increase was due to six
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CASELOAD STATISTICS

RHODE ISLAND SUPREME COURT
APPELLATE CASEFLOW

CASE TYPES 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
CRIMINAL

Added 96 97 103 91 84

Disposed 117 122 117 107 84

Pending 130 105 82 65 60
CIVIL

Added 342 328 391 349 283

Disposed 269 334 340 399 339

Pending 465 459 519 465 385
CERTIORARI

Added 134 124 122 129 177

Disposed 127 132 120 112 162

Pending 91 83 87 104 117
OTHER

Added 71 43 45 43 47

Disposed 68 41 42 47 43

Pending 17 19 16 12 15
ALL CASES

Ac"ldcd 643 592 661 612 591

Disposed 581 629 619 665 628

Pending 703 666 704 646 577

24



RHODE ISLAND SUPREME COURT

DISPOSITION DETAIL

MANNER AND STAGE
OF DISPOSITION

1982 1982 1983 1984 1985
BEFORE ARGUMENT
Withdrawn 133 115 109 91 95
Dismissed 42 57 105 102 86
Petition Granted 14 11 5 8 5
Petition Denied 117 115 77 83 109
Other 13 5 11 65 5
TOTAL 319 303 307 290 300
AFTER ARGUMENT ON
THE MOTION CALENDAR
Withdrawn . . 5 4 .
Affirmed . » 86 143 107
Modified . . 2 . .
Reversed . ® 18 16 12
16G Affitmed 9 12
Other 10 14 16
TOTAL 57 96 130 189 135
AFTER ARGUMENT ON THE MERITS
Withdrawn 1 3 4 4 1
Affirmed 135 137 115 102 121
Modified 9 15 13 13 15
Reversed 44 67 50 67 56
Other 16 8
TOTAL 205 230 182 186 193
TOTAL DISPOSITIONS 581 629 619 665 628
AVERAGE TIME TO DISPOSITION 12.3 13.05 13.9 14.7 13.7
mos mos. mos. mos. mos.
MEDIAN TIME TO DISPOSITION g ’ 8.9 10.4 9.4
mos. mos. mos.
25




RHODE ISLAND SUPERIOR COURT
CRIMINAL CASEFLOW

FELONIES 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
PROVIDENCE/BRISTOL
Cases Filed 3,302 3,014 2,997 2808 b i
Cases Disposed 2,543 2,912 3,107 2,788 2,671
Caseload Increase/Decrease +759 +102 —110 +110 +524
Total Pending Cases 1,418 * : 1,647 2,237
Cases Over 180 Days Old 707 r 1,049 1,418
% Over 180 Days Old (49.8%) K * (63.7%) (63.4%)
KENT
Cases Files 697 753 648 697 909
Cases Disposed 508 648 438 768 841
Caseload increase/Decrease +189 +105 +210 —71 +68
Total Pending Cases 164 273 270
Cases Over 180 Days Old 41 * b 110 106
% Over 180 Days Old (25%) * * (40.3%) (39.2%)
WASHINGTON
Cases Filed 331 345 363 355 370
Cases Disposed 272 281 508 323 273
Cascload Increase/Decrease +59 +64 —145 +32 +97
Total Pending Cases 160 L b 80 135
Cases Over 180 Days Old 83 o * 25 52
% Over 180 Days Old (51.9%) > * (31.3%) (38.5%)
NEWPORT
Cases Fi!cd 246 288 224 315 306
Cases Disposed 172 288 192 425 289
Caseload Increase/Decrease +74 0 +32 —110 +17
Total Pending Cases 134 * * 88 96
Cases Over 180 Days Old 67 < ¥ 9 18
% Over 180 Days Old (50%) . * (10.2%) (18.7%)
STATEWIDE
e Il 4,576 4,400 4,232 4,265 4,780
(o e 3,495 4,129 4,245 4,266 4,074
Caseload Increase/Decrease +1,081 +271 —13 —1 +706
Tortal Pending Cases 1.876 . -
Cases Over 180 Days Old '393 * . f'ggg f';gi
% Over 180 Days Old 47.9% . & y !
(47.9%) (58.4%) (58.2%)

26



RHODE ISLAND SUPERIOR COURT
CRIMINAL CASEFLOW (cont.)

MISDEMEANORS 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
PROVIDENCE/BRISTOL

Cases Filed 533 662 394 538 486
Cases Disposed 388 747 440 422 407
Cascload Increase/Decrease +145 —85 —46 +116 +79
Total Pending Cases 381 * * 413 477
Cases Over 180 Days Old 111 O o 214 340
% Over 180 Days Old (29.1%) I " (51.8%) (71.3%)
KENT

Cases Filed 118 161 190 180 255
Cases Disposed 137 162 119 167 177
Caseload Increase/Decrease —19 —1 +71 +13 +78
Total Pending Cases 46 s 4 78 97
Cases Over 180 Days Old 18 ¢ v 34 50
% Over 180 Days Old (39.1%) > ' (43.6%) (51.5%)
WASHINGTON

Cases Filed 111 159 151 86 96
Cases Disposed 97 83 223 72 80
Caseload Increase/Decrease +14 +76 —72 +14 +16
Tortal Pending Cases 67 * & 17 21
Cases Over 180 Days Old 25 * ¥ 3 8
% Over 180 Days Old (37.3%) ~ "4 (17.6%) (38.1%)
NEWPORT

Cases Filed 106 161 299 199 93
Cases Disposed 83 73 63 415 167
Caseload Increase/Decrease +23 +88 +236 —216 —74
Total Pending Cases 99 ‘ ‘ 124 43
Cases Over 180 Days Old 59 = 4 28 4
% Over 180 Days Old (59.6%) b y (22.6%) (9.3%)
STATEWIDE

Cases Filed 868 1,143 1,034 1,003 930
Cases Disposed 705 1,065 845 1,076 831
Cascload Increase/Decrease +163 +78 +189 —73 +99
Total Pending Cases 593 * * 632 638
Cases Over 180 Days Old 213 H * 279 402
% Over 180 Days Old (35.9%) * S (44.1%) (63%)

27




RHODE ISLAND SUPERIOR COURT

MANNER OF DISPOSITION

FELONIES 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
PROVIDENCE/BRISTOL
Plea 2,095 2,375 2,530 2.355 2,120
Dismissal 342 389 488 360 436
Trial 106 148 89 73 115
Total 2,543 2,912 3,107 2,788 2,671
KENT
Plea 400 557 367 685 761
Dismissal 85 82 57 71 70
Trial 23 9 14 12 10
Total 508 648 438 768 841
WASHINGTON
Plea 234 252 433 295 242
Dismissal 26 21 62 22 26
Trial 12 8 13 6 5
Total 272 281 508 323 273
NEWPORT
Plea 136 238 166 367 231
Dismissal 28 35 25 45 49
Trial 8 15 1 13 9
Total 172 288 192 425 289
STATEWIDE
Plea 2,865 3,422 3.496 3,702 3,354
Dismissal 481 527 632 498 581
Trial 149 180 117 104 139
Total 3,495 4,129 4.245 4,304 4,074
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RHODE ISLAND SUPERIOR COURT
MANNER OF DISPOSITION (cont.)

MISDEMEANORS 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
PROVIDENCE/BRISTOL
Plea 277 397 260 311 303
Dismissal 105 343 130 100 96
Toal 6 7 50 11 8
Total 388 747 440 422 407
KENT
Plea 81 110 89 112 129
Dismissal 50 46 26 48 45
Trial 6 6 4 7 3
Total 137 162 119 167 177
WASHINGTON
Plea 74 65 161 49 54
Dismissal 18 17 55 11 24
Trial 5 1 7 12 2
Total 97 83 223 72 80
NEWPORT
Plea 62 41 50 283 152
Dismissal 21 28 11 130 13
Trial 0 4 2 2 2
Total 83 73 63 415 167
STATEWIDE
Plea 494 613 560 755 638
Dismissal 194 434 222 289 178
Trial 17 18 63 32 15
Total 705 1,065 845 1,076 831
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CIVIL ACTIONS

RHODE ISLAND SUPERIOR COURT
MANNER OF DISPOSITION — TRIAL CALENDAR ONLY

1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
PROVIDENCE/BRISTOL
Verdicts 198 * 116 91 80
Judicial Decisions 113 2 65 68 65
Total Trials 311 264 181 159 145
Dismissed/Settled/Other 1,839 1,971 1,872 1,687 1,508
Total Disposed 2,150 2,235 2,053 1,846 1,653
KENT
Verdicts 42 19 9 34 31
Judicial Decisions 53 18 26 85 140
Total Trials 95 37 35 119 171
Dismissed/Settled/ Other 316 196 206 336 343
Total Disposed 411 233 241 455 514
WASHINGTON
Verdicts 9 10 5 12 7
Judicial Decisions 29 22 32 7 8
Total Trials 38 32 37 19 15
Dismissed/Settled/Other 221 145 157 327 115
Total Disposed 259 177 194 346 130
NEWPORT
Verdicts 15 4 12 9 %
Judicial Decisions 6 15 19 40 11
Total Trials 21 19 31 49 18
Dismissed/Settled/Other 51 56 56 159 96
Total Disposed 72 75 87 208 114
STATEWIDE
Verdicts 264 142 146 125
Judicial Decisions 201 * 142 200 224
Total Trials 465 352 284 346 349
Dismissed/Settled/ Other 2,427 2,368 2,291 2,509 2,062
Total Disposed 2,892 2,720 2,575 2,855 2,411
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RHODE ISLAND FAMILY COURT

JUVENILE CASEFLOW

JUVENILE FILINGS 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
Wayward/Delinquent 5,536 5,065 4,373 4,731 4,611
Dependency/Neglect/ Abuse 647 519 632 636 791
Termination of Parental Rights 297 26¢ 329 259 262
Other 79: 845 948 1,080 920
Total Filings 7,275 6,695 6,282 6,706 6,584
Total Dispositions = & X 5.767 6,317
Caseload Increase/ Decrease * > S +939 +267
JUVENILE TRIAL CALENDAR RESULTS
Cases Added 2,719 2,682 2,636 3,107 3,377
Cases Disposed 2,918 2,734 2,705 3,032 3,352
Caseload Increase/Decrease —199 —52 —69 +75 +25
Total Pending 436 384 315 390 415
Pending Wayward/Delinquent Cases
Over 90 Days Old 66 46 32 40 32
Average Time to Disposition for Wayward/
Delinquent Cases 696 71 61.3 66.3 73.9
days days days days days
DOMESTIC RELATIONS CASEFLOW
DIVORCE PETITIONS FILED 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
Providence /Bristol 3,240 3,217 3,039 2,999 3,101
Kent 922 896 828 834 868
Newpprt 501 502 413 438 519
Washington 565 522 474 502 527
STATEWIDE TOTAL 5,228 5,137 4,754 4,773 5,015
CONTESTED DIVORCE CALENDAR RESULTS
Cases Added * . .
Cases Disposed 2 o * :g; 32(2)
Caseload Increase/Decrease —96 +102
Total Pending 644 565 576 480 582
Cases Pending Over 180 Days 279
. 154 164
Cases Pending Over 360 Days 101 37 29 1?3 2(3)?
Average Time to Disposition * « « 226.4 225
days days
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RHODE ISLAND DISTRICT COURT
CRIMINAL CASEFLOW

MISDEMEANORS 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
Cases Fi!cd 33,475 33,665 29,720 30,114 32,436
Cases Disposed 32,469 33,457 28,651 28,461 30,721
Caseload Increase/Decrease +1,006 +208 +1,069 +1,653 +1,715
Total Pending Cases 1,595 1,671 1,511 1,934 2,390
Cases Over 60 Days Old 321 352 471 480 635
MANNER OF DISPOSITION
MISDEMEANORS
Pleas 18,480 18,944 17,180 16,006 17,311
Filed 4,649 4,181 3,592 3,494 3,874
Dismissed 7.436 7,758 5,783 6,837 7,263
Trials 553 565 652 623 577
Other 719 1,075 886 987 1,108
Cases Transferred 632 934 558 514 588
TOTAL 32,469 33,457 28,651 28,461 30,721
Cases Appealed 457 278 281 344 291
FELONIES
Charges Filed 8,584 8,064 7.981 8,116 8,332
Charges Disposed 9,060 8,299 7,993 8,271 8,005
MANNER OF DISPOSITION
Charged 2,127 3,468 4,472 4,831 4,837
Not Charged/Dismissed 6,933 4,831 3,521 3.440 3,168
TOTAL 9,060 8,299 7,993 8,271 8,005
CIVIL CASEFLOW .
REGULAR CIVIL
Cases Filed 23,689 22,625 19,758 18,759 21,396
Cases Disposed 20,016 18,842 16,040 13,688 14,723
MANNER OF DISPOSITION
Defaults 11,375 12,262 9,609 7,754 8,274
Settlements 4,926 3,519 3,556 2,823 3,513
Judgements 3,715 3,061 2,783 3,031 2,915
Transfers 92 80 21
TOTAL 20,016 18,842 16,040 13,688 14,723
Appeals 473 485 406 339 395
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