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1. Introduction

On September 14, 2010 KS t NP GAY OA L+ £ [/ 2 dzZNIi 2 Justice Rélayeda € S L2 NHzZW 6
The Report concluded that it would be appraté to issue regular updates to the Attorney General and
the public concerning the judicial complement of the Coad,well axaseloadsand times to trial in
SIFOK IINBF 2F GKS [/ 2dz2NIIiQa 2dz2NAARAOGAZ2Y D
This document provides the following updates aSepember 3Q 204
T ¢2d4Ff WdzR3IS /2YLX SYSyid FyR WdzZRIS C¢9Q& wydzYoSN
f ' Rdzf G / NAYAYLE /1 4Sa 9EOSSRAY3I GKS /2dNIiQa {df
9 Adult Criminal Weighted Provincial Delay;
1 Child Protection Weighted Provincial Delay;
1 Family Weighted Provincial Delay;
1 Chiil Small Claims Weighted Provincial Delay;

f Locations with the Longe3ime(i 2 ¢ NA It Ay SIFOK FNBIF 2F GKS [/ 2dz

The next scheduled update will be based on data obtaineaf Barch 31 2015.
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TheJudge Complement is based on the total number of fulltime and Senior Judges sitting as Provincial
Court Judges. As of September, 30 2014, the Judicial Complement was 122.55. Information regarding
the current complement can be fouritere.

Figure 1summarizes changes in the Judge Complement between September, 2006 and September,
2014.

Figure 1 - Complement from September, 2006 to Septemb er, 2014
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Sept, | March| Sept, | March| Sept, | March| Sept, | March| Sept, | March| Sept, | March| Sept, | March| Sept, | March| Sept,
2006 | ,2007| 2007 |, 2008/ 2008 |,2009| 2009 | ,2010/ 2010|,2011 2011|,2012| 2012 |,2013| 2013 |, 2014 2014

# of Senior Judges | 17 13 15 22 22 21 28 35 34 38 40 45 44 47 47 43 39
# of Full-Time Judges131 | 133 | 133 | 132 | 131 | 130 | 122 | 113 | 111 | 110 | 110 | 107 | 106 | 109 | 106 | 106 | 105

—&—# of Judge Fulltime
Equivalents (FTE)

138.65/138.85/139.75| 141.9| 140.9|139.45| 134.6|128.75 126.3| 127.1| 128 |127.25 125.8|130.15/127.15 125.35 122.55

Data Source: Rota6.

TOTAL Judicial fulltime equivalent positions = the number of fuliittiag judges + the number of senior Judgé&sach fulltime
judge is calculated at 1.0 JFTE; each senior judge is calculated at 0.45hH-iEmberof fulltime judges for September, 2014
includes two partime judgeswho add to the equivalent of a fulltime judge.


http://www.provincialcourt.bc.ca/downloads/pdf/Provincial%20Court%20Judge%20Complement%20Requirements.pdf

3. Adult Criminal Pending Caseloads Over 180 Days

The current report is aat June30,2014 and represents a snapshot of the pendoase inventory for all
cases over 180 daysFigure 2breaks these cases into 4 different timelines: 6 to 10 months120
months, 1218 months, and over 18 monthsThese results are preliminary and will be adjusiade the

data has been finalize®endng casesre likely to adjust upwarddue to data latency issues.

Data Source: CORIN Database

@ Pprovincial CourPending Case 180 day# casethat has not completedvhere the number of days betweethe first
appearance and the next scheduled appearance is over 180 days.

Figure 2.1summarizes adult criminal pendingseload data over the pafive years?

>18 months

1,056
13%

12-18 monhts

1,739

22%

Figure 2 - Breakdown of Pending Cases by Case Age

Total

Pending Cases:

Total Cases

6-10 months

3,902

49%

Figure 2.1 - Number of Pending Cases by Case Agever Time

Report Total Pending Over 180 Rys  6-10 Months 10-12 Months  12-18 Months ~ >18 Months
2010 28,867 15,859 5,915 3,050 4,856 2,038
2011 25,038 14,016 3,946 2,463 5,085 2,522
2012 24,148 12,418 4,605 1,998 3,729 2,086
2013 21,398 12,222 7,315 1,446 2,196 1,265
2014 19,795 7,938 3,902 1,241 1,739 1,056

% Data contained in previous reports are not necessarily as at the same dat® d@hanginglata retrieval

practices




Delay Reports
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Figures 3 tal0 are weighted provincewide delays for eacarea2 ¥ § KS / 2 dzNIThe§set 2 dzNA &
out the average provincial wait time (weighted by case lgad)months from the time a request is

YI RS {2a (i K-SO | AT farNghfio8s tyRes ibfPpedceedingsThese tablesompare results for

June, 2005to the threeyear periodfrom Septembey 2011 to Septembey 204. WCA NB G F @F At | 6 f
do not includethose that have opened up due to cancellations,cgrthat is not when the court would

normally schedule the matter Wait times also take into account any casearrently waiting to be

scheduled factoring theminto the delay estimatesEach figurealso includes the Office ofthe Chief

Judge (OCJ) Standdor wait times. In order to meethe OCJ sindard, 90% of cases musieet the

listed time to trial. The standards are set out in the descriptions of each figure andviamally

represented as an arrow

Figures 3.1o 10.1 represent the ten locationwith the longesttime to trial ineachk NBI 2 F GKS /[ 2
jurisdiction Results for Adult Criminal and Civil proceedings are broken downtimt to trial for
RAFTFSNByYy(G SELISOGSR RdzNI (A 2y a Smalé lodationskel those fallipgR Wi 6 2
below thefirst quartile of caseload - are screened out of these calculatiorssthey experience more

volatility @ndthus, a long wait time in any given quarter is less likely to be indicative of a concerning

trend). Thesetables alsacontain the OCJ standard.

Figures 2 to 10.2 examine the history of each logah included in Figures 3.1 to QB with respect to

LINB @A 2 dzdimeWd tal) 3 § & GHestabtesO2 YL NB (G KS t 20F A2y Qa Odz2NNE
the immediatdy previous report (if ang G K2a4S 20l GA2ya (GKFdG 6SNBYyQd NI
marked witha dash). They also track the number of times a location has been includegint 2 y 35S a
time to trialQ G bfdhe Kind There have been a total dfight updated Justice Delayedeports

(inclRAY 3 (KAA 2y8Q0XyadKE &&2aNR tERindafes that & loctibrchdsNB a o
been in everyeport. Figure 101 was added in the March, 2013 updatas sub, Figure 1@ contains

data for four reporting periods.

3AII locations in the province were weighted basedtioa following caseload time periods:
2004/05 new caseloads for the Jurg905 delays
2010/2011new caseloads fahe September, 2011 delays
Calendar year 201 new caseloadsof the March, 2012 delays
2011/2012new caseloads fahe September, 2012 delays
Calendar year 202 new caseloads fahe March, 2013 delays
2012/13new caseloads fdBeptember, 2013 delays
Calendar year 2013 new caseloads for March, 2014 delays
1 2013/14 nev caseloads for September, 2014 delays
* Results for June, 2005 are not available forhay CFCSA and FLA trials. Thus, these results have been dritid@jures
6 ands.
3 Figures 6.1 and.8 are new as of this report, and so do not have thesessmbl
® Resultsor these tablesnay not be consistent with previous reports as the filtering criteria chargeof the March, 2014
report from using locations above the median caseload to including locations above the first quartile of caseloads.

=A =8 =4 -8 -8 -8 -9
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4. Criminal

Figure 3sets out the number of months between an Arraignment Hearing/Fix Date and the first
available court datdor a typical half dayAdult Criminal Trial These results doot take into account
delays betweenafirst appearance in Court and the Arraignment Hearing/Fix DaleeOCJ standarébr
adult criminalhalf daytrials issix monthsfrom the arraignment hearing tthe first available trial date

Figure 3 - Weighted Provincial Time to Half -Day Adult Crimin al Trials
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Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys.

Figure 3.1sets out wait times for locations with the longe#ie to trial for Adult Criminal Half Day
Trials’

Figure 3.1 - Locations with the Longest Times to Adult Half Day Trials
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McBride Surrey | Fort St. John LTS Masset UG ST
Lake Hope
[ 8 7 7 7 7 7

Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys.

"As ofSeptember 30, 2014, there were only threedium- largelocations over the OCJ standass such results
for this category includeall locations.
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Figure 32 sets out the history of each location Figure3.1 in previousAdult Criminal Half Day Trial
longesttime to trial tables.

Figure 3.2-PersistencA T £ , T AAOEIT T O ET OEA 04171
Previous Rank  Number of timesy’ G KS W
Location (March, 2013 in the pasteightreporting periods
1 | McBride - -
2 | Surrey 1 8
3 | Fort St. John - 6
4 | Williams Lake 2 5
5 | Masset - -
6 |1 dZRa2y Q2 - -

Figure 4 sets out the number of months between an Arraignment Hearing/Fix Date and the first
available court datdor a typical two or more daydult Criminal Trial These results doot take into
account delay between a first appearance in Court and the rAignment Hearing/Fix DateThe OCJ
standardfor adult criminal two or more day trials &@ght months from the arraignment hearing to the
first available trial date.

Figure 4 - Weighted Provincial Delay to Adult Two Day (or longer)
Criminal Trials
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Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys.

Figures4.1& 4.2 are not included in this report, as there was only one location above the OCJ Standard:
Port Alberni, with a nine month delayPort Alberni has been among the locationgwifie longest times
to trial in two of the past eight reporting periods.



5. Child Protection

Figure5is a set of stacked columudgpictingthe averagenumber of monthsbetween:

1 Aninitial filing and the first available date fortgpicalfix date
9 Thefix date and the first available date for a typicake conference, and
1 The case conference and the first available dateafiypical half dayChild Protection Hearing

Thecolumnsas a wholgrovide the average cumulative delaythis processThe OCJXtandardfor child
protection hearingds one month from initial filing tothe fix date one monthfrom the fix date to the
case conferenceggndthree monthsfrom the case conference to the first available half day hearing

Figure 5 - Weighted Provincial Delay to Half Day Child Protection
Hearings
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M Half Day Hearing

ECase Conference

@ Fix Date

OCJ Standards
Half Day
Hearing

Actual Wait Time (delay) in months
w

Case
Conference
=

June, 2005  Sept, 2011 March, 2012  Sept, 2012 March, 2013 Sept, 2013  March, 2014  Sept, 2014

Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys.



Figure 5.1 - Locations with the Longest Times to Trial for Half Day Child
Protection Hearings
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Half Day Trial

Case Conference

l Fix Date I

Actual wait time (delay) in months

.
>

0

Lillooet Mackenzie Zgbu;?: Abbotsford | Cranbrook Golden Nanaimo Pemberton 18&::? Fort Nelson
l.HaIf Day Trial 5 5 7 5 5 5 4 4 5 4
|mCase Conference 4 4 2 4 4 4 4 4 2 3
|@Fix Date 2 2 2 1 1 1 2 2 2 2

Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next faldé Date Surveys.

Figureb.2 sets out the history of each location Figure5.1 in previousChild Protectionlongesttime to
trial tables.
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Figure6 is a sebf stacked columns depictinge averagenumber of monthdbetween:

1 Aninitial filing and the first available date for a typical fix date

9 The fix date and the first available date for a typical case conference, and

1 The case conference and the first agble date for a typical two or more da&hild Protection
Hearing

The columns as a whole provide the average cumulative delay in this proce€3CJTI&tandartbr child
protection hearings isne monthfrom initial filing to the fix datepne monthfrom the fix date to the
case conference, arfdur monthsfrom the case conference to the first available two day hearing.

Figure 6 - Weighted Provincial Delay to Two Day Child Protection
Hearings
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10 4

OCJ Standards
Two Day
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Actual Wait Time (delay) in months

Case
Conference

Sept, 2011 March, 2012 Sept, 2012 March, 2013 Sept, 2013 March, 2014 Sept, 2014

Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys
Figure 6 does not contain a June 2005 reference as this data was not available in that reporting period.
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Figure 6.1 - Locations with the Longest Times to Trial for Two Day Child

16

Protection Hearings
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10

Actual wait time (delay) in months

Port Alberni ggﬁz?: Lillooet Mackenzie Surrey Nanaimo Abbotsford Port Hardy Duncan c:rvnenitjer::ies
[.Two Day Trial 10 10 8 8 9 7 7 8 8 6
|mCase Conference 3 2 4 4 3 4 4 2 2 4
|@Fix Date 2 2 2 2 1 2 1 2 1 1

Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Barveys.

Because figure 6.1 is new as of this report, there is no figure 6.2.

OCJ Standards

Two Day Trial

Case Conference

Fix Date




6. Family

Figure7is a set of stacked columudgpictingthe averagenumber of monthsbetween:

1 Aninitial filing and the first available date for a typical fix date
9 The fix date and the first available date for a typical case conference, and
1 The case conference and the first available date for the typical haFaay Trial

Thecolumns provide the average cumulative delayhis process TheOCJ standaréor Family Trialsis
one month from initial filing tothe fix date,one monthfrom the fix date to the case conferencand
four monthsfrom the case conference to the first available Fddfy hearing.

Figure 7 - Weighted Provincial Delay to Half Day Family Tria Is
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Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys.
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Figure 7.1 - Locations with the Longest Times to Half Day Family Trials
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Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys.

Conference

Fix Date

Figure7.2 sets out the history of each locati in Figure6.1 in previousFamily longesttime to trial

tables.

Figure 7.2-0 AOOE OOAT AA 1
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Figure 8s a set of stacked columns depictihg averagenumber of monthdbetween:

1 Aninitial filing and the first available date for a typical fix date

9 The fix date and the first available date for a typical case conference, and

1 The case conference and the first available date for the typical haFaaly Trial

The columns provide the averagamulative delay in this process. TB€J standaréor Family Trials is
one month from initial filing tothe fix date,one month from the fix date to the case conference, and
four monthsfrom the case conference to the first available Fadfy hearing.
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Figure 8 - Weighted Provincial Delay to Two Day Family Trials
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Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys.
Figure 8 does not contain a June 2005 reference as this data was not available in that reporting period.

March, 2014

Sept, 2014

Figure 8.1 - Locations with the Longest Times to Two Day Family Trials
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Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys.

Because figur8.1 is new as ofhis report, there is no figure.3.
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7. Civil

Figure9is a set of stacked columudgpictingthe averagenumber of months betweethe filing of a
reply and the first available settiment conference date, as well as between the date of the settlement
conference and the first available date for a typical half 8mall Claims Trial

Taken as a whole, theselamns indicate the total average delay between the filing of a reply and the
trial date. This measureloes not takento account theime between filingthe initial claim and the date
when all pleadings are closed (replies and other documentation fildd)e OCJ Standardor small
claims igwo months from final document filing to the settlement conferenaadfour monthsfrom the
settlement conference to the first available half day trial

Figure 9 - Weighted Provincial Delay to Half Day Small Claims Tr ials
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Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys.
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Figure 9.1 Locations with the Longest Times to Half Day Trials
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Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys.

Figure 92 sets out the history of each location Figure9.1 in previousSmall ClaimdHalf Day Trials
longesttime to trialtables.
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Figure 10is a set of stacked columns depicting the average number of montigeba the filing of a
reply and the first available settiment conference date, as well as between the date of the settlement
conference and the first available date for a typical two or more Sianall Claims Trial

Taken as a whole, these columns inticthe total average delay between the filing of a reply and the
trial date. This measureloes not takerito account the time between filintihe initial claim and the date
when all pleadings are closed (replies and other documentation fil@dje OCJ Stadard for small

17









