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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 appropriate to issue regular updates to the Attorney General and
the public concerning the judicial complemeuttthe Court,as well aaseloadsand times to trial in
SIFOK IINBF 2F GKS [/ 2dz2NIIiQa 2dz2NAARAOGAZ2Y D
This document provides the following updates as/fafrch 31, 2013
T ¢2d4Ff WdzR3IS /2YLX SYSyid FyR WdzZRIS C¢9Q& wydzYoSN
f  Adult Criminal Cases Exceedingk S / 2 dzZNIiQa { Gl yYRIF NRT
9 Adult Criminal Weighted Provincial Delay;
1 Child Protection Weighted Provincial Delay;
1 Family Weighted Provincial Delay;

9 Civil Small Claims Weighted Provincial Delay;

f Locations with the Longest Delays to Trial in each area dof thedzNJi Qa 2dzNA A RA QG A2y @

The next scheduled update will be based on data obtaineaf &sptember 302013.
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The Judge€Complement is based on the total number of fulltime andi®edudges who were sitting as
Provincial Court Judgeas of March 31, 2013nformation regarding the current complement can be
found here.

When theJustice Delayetkport was issued in September 2010, the judicial complement was 126.30
As of March 31, 2013, it wak30.15, o0r8.5 Judges less than at Mar8t, 2005. Figurel summarizes
changesn the Judge @nplement between March2005 and March, 2013

Figure 1

Provincial Court of British Columbia
Total Judge Complement and Judge FTE (2005-2013)
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312005| 312006| 312007 | 312008 312009 312010 2010 | 312011| 2011 | 312012| 2012 | 312013
# of Senior Judge: 17 16 13 22 21 35 34 38 40 45 44 a7
# of FUHTime Judges 131 135 133 132 130 113 111 110 110 107 106 109
—a—# of Judge Fulltime
Equivalents (FTE) 138.65 | 1422 | 138.85 | 1419 | 13945 | 128.75 | 126.3 127.1 128 127.25 | 1258 | 130.15

Daa Source: Rota6.

TOTAL Judicial fulltime equivalent positions = the number of fulkittiag judges + the number of senior Judgé&sach fulltime
judge is calculated at 1.0 JFTE; each senior judge is calculated at 0.45 JFTE.


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

3. Adult Criminal Pending C aseloads Over 180 Days

The current report is aef the ends of calendar year 2012nd represents a snapshot of the pending
case inventory for all cases over 180 daygyure 2breaks these cases into 4 different timelines: 6 to 10
months, 1012 months 1218 months, and over 18 monthsThese results are preliminary and will be
adjusted once the data has been finalizeBending casesare likely to adjust upwardslue to data
latency issues.

Figure 2
Adult Criminal Caseloads Pending Over 180 Days

as at December 31, 2012 @

Total
Pending Cases: 24,143

15%
Pending >18 Month
(1,694 Cases
Total)

Total Cases

44%
Pending 610 months

0,
268 (5,102) Cases Total)

Pending 1218 Months
(3,001 Cases Total)

Data Source: CORIN Database

@ Provincial CourPending Case 180 daysA casethat has not completedvhere the number of days between the first
appearance and the next scheduled appearance is over 180 days.

Figure 2.1summarizes adult criminal pending caseload data over the past five reporting periods

Figure 2.1
Report Total Pending Over 180 Days 6-10 Months 10-12 Months 12-18 Months >18 Months
09/2010 28,867 15,859 5,915 3,050 4,856 2,038
09/2011 25,038 14,016 3,946 2,463 5,085 2,522
03/2012 25,333 13,548 4,574 2,144 4,358 2,472
09/2012 24,148 12,418 4,605 1,998 3,729 2,086
03/2013 24,143 11,583 5,102 1,786 3,001 1,694




Delay Reports

Figures 3 tB are weighted provincevide delays for eacarea2 ¥ (1 KS / 2 dzNITliegset @utlzZNA 4 RA O
the average provincial wait time (weighted by cdsad), in months from the time a request is made to

0KS WTA NA {forlvaious tipesoof pfcerdingdBede tablesompare results for June, 2005 to

the three-year periodfrom March, 2010 to March, 2013V CA NE G | @doAdt inctud tosdthatii S & Q

have opened up due to cancellations, sincattis not when the court would normallschedule the

matter. Wait times also take into account any casesrrently waitingto be scheduledfactoring them

into the delay estimatesEach figurealsoincludes the Office ofthe Chief Judge (OCJ) Standfndwait

times. In order to meethe OCJ sindard, 90% of cases musteet the listed time to trial. The

standards are set out in the descriptions of each figure and/iareally represented as an aw.

Figures 3.1o 8.1 represent the ten locations with the longest delays to tiieéacht NS 2 F GKS [/ 2
jurisdiction Results for Adult Criminal and Civil proceedings are broken down into delays for trials of
RAFTFSNBY (G SELSOISR IREMI Wik @3/ &2 SddanedotidfiondRe. thaze fallNg | £ 4 0 @
below the median provincial caseloadre screened out of these calculatiorsthey experience more

volatility @ndthus, a long wait time in any given quarter is less likelpddndicative of a concerning

trend). Thesetables also contain the OCJ standard.

Figures 2 to 7.2 examine the history of each logah included in Figures 3.1 tal7with respect to

LINB @A 2 dza Wi 2 y3ATheéséablés® e ¥V &0 NB | a & Qireht 2aDK: wiith i yaok in the
immediately previous report (ifangi K2 4S f 201 GA2ya (GKF{G ¢ SNBaké&i NIy
with a dash). They also track the number of times a location has been includey #f 2 y 3Sad RSt |
table of thekind. There have been a total of five updatédstice Delayeports (including this one), so

F A302NB 2F WpQ Ay (PKoT.2iddikatesdRat D@chtidnhas beeif in €vdeypbdzNS & o

% There is no Figure 8.2 becausgure 8.1 is new as of this report.



4. Criminal

Figure 3sets out the number of montls 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 standrd for
adult criminalhalf daytrials issix monthsfrom the arraignment hearing tthe first available trial date

Figure 3

Province Wide Delays for Half Day Adult Criminal Trials
Comparing 2005 and 2010 -2013®
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Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys.

@All locations in the province were weighted basedtoa following caseload time periods:
2004/05 new caseloads for the Jurg05 delays

Calendar year 209 new caseloads fahe March, 2010 delays

2009/10 new caseloads for the September, 2010 delays

Calendar year 200 new caseloads fahe March, 2011 delays

2010/11 new caseloads for the September, 2011 delays

Calendar year 201 new caseloads fahe March, 2012 delays

2011/12 new caseloads for the September, 2012 delays

Calendar year 202 new caseloads fahe March, 2013 delays
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Figure 3.1sets out wait times folocations with the longest scheduling delays Aatult Criminal Half

Day Trials
Figure 3.1
Adult Criminal Half Day Trials
Locations with Longest Delay for Next Available Trial Date
As at March 31, 2013
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Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys.

OCJ Standard

Figure 32 sets out the history of each location Figure3.1 in previousAdult Criminal Hf Day Trial

longest delay tables.

Figure 3.2

Previous Rank

bdzyo SNJ 2 F

GAYS:

Location (September, 2012) in the past five reporting periods
1 | Surrey 1 5
2 | Fort St. John 3 4
3 | Dawson Creek - 2
4 | Victoria 2 4
5 | Williams Lake 9 2
6 | Kamloops 6 4
7 | Prince Rupert - 2
8 | Cranbrook 10 2
9 | Terrace 4 5
10 | Quesnel - 2




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 daot take into
account delay between a first appearance in Court and the Arraignment Hearing/Fix Ddtee OCJ
standardfor adult criminal two or more day trials @ght months from the arraignment hearing to the
first available trial date.

Figure 4

Province Wide Delays for Two or More Day Adult Criminal Trials
Comparing 2005 and 2010 -2013®
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Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys.

@All locations in the province were weighted basedtioa following caseload time periods:
2004/05 new caseloads for the Jur905 delays

Calendar year 209 new caseloads fahe March, 2010 delays

2009/10 new caseloads for the September, 2010 delays

Calendar year 200 new caseloads fahe March, 2011 delays

2010/11 new caseloads for the September, 2011 delays

Calendar year 201 new caseloads fahe March, 2012 delays

2011/2 new caseloads for the September, 2012 delays

Calendar year 202 new caseloads fahe March, 2013 delays
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Figure4.1 sets out wait times for locations with the longest scheduling delay#\éudt Criminal Two

Day Trials
Figure 4.1
Adult Criminal Two or More Day Trials
Locations with Longest Delay for Next Available Trial Date
As at March 31, 2013
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Data Source: Juglal (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys.

4 OCJ Standard

Figure4.2 sets out the history of each location Kigure4.1in previousAdult Criminal Two Day Trial

longest delay tables.

Location

Previous Rank

Figure 4.2
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5. Child Protection

Figure5is a set of stacked columudgpictingthe averagenumber of monthsbetween:

1 Aninitial filing and the first available date forcase conference, and
1 The case conferenand the first available date fatypical half dayChild Protection Hearing

Thecolumnsas a wholgrovide the average cumulative delaythis processTheOCJ Standartbr child
protection hearingds two months from initial filing to case conferencelate, andthree monthsfrom
the case conference to the first available half day hearing

Figure 5

Province Wide Delays for Child Protection Hearings
Comparing 2005 and 2010- 2013®
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Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys.

@All locations in the province were weighted basedtoa following caseload time periods:
2004/05 new caseloasifor the June2005 delays

Calendar year 209 new caseloads fahe March, 2010 delays

2009/10 new caseloads for the September, 2010 delays

Calendar year 200 new caseloads fahe March, 2011 delays

2010/11 new caseloads for the September, 2011 delays

Calendar year 201 new caseloads fahe March, 2012 delays

2011/12 new caseloads for the September, 2012 delays

Calendar year 202 new caseloads fahe March, 2013 delays
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Figure 51 sets out wait times for locations with the longest scheduling delagZfid Protection
Hearings.
Figure 5.1

Child Protection: Locations with Longest Delay for Next Available Trial Date
As at March 31,2013
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OCJ Standards
Half Day Trial

Actual wait time (delay) in months

0
Victoria Weste(q Terrace Duncan Chilliwack Surrey Rabson Kamloops | FortSt. John Merritt
Communities Square
\l Half Day Trial 6 5 5 4 5 4 4 4 3 4
‘ﬂ Case Conference 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 5 4

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

Figure5.2 sets out the history of each location Figure5.1 in previousChild Protection Hearingpngest
delay tables.

Figure 5.2
PreviusRank b dzyo SNJ 2F GAYS
Location (September, 2012) in the past five reporting periods
1 | Victoria 3 2
2 | Western Communities - 1
3 | Terrace 4 5
4 | Duncan - 1
5 | Chilliwack 6 5
6 | Surrey - 1
7 | Robson Square - 2
8 | Kamloops - 2
9 | Fort St. John 2 2
10 | Merritt - 1
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6. Family

Figureb6 is a set of stacked columudgpictingthe averagenumber of monthsbetween:

1 Aninitial filing and the first available date forcase conference, and
1 The case conference and the first available date for the typical haFaaly Trial

Thecolumns provide the average cumulative delayhis process TheOCJ standaréor Family Trialsis
two monthsfrom initial filing to case conference datandfour monthsfrom the case conference to the
first available halay hearing.

Figure 6

Province Wide Delays for Family Trials
Comparing 2005 and 2010 -2013®
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Data Source: Judicial (Quarterly) Next Available Date Surveys.

@All locations in the province were weighted basedtoa following caseload time periods:
2004/05 new caseloads for the Jurg905 delays

Calendar year 209 new caseloads fahe March, 2010 delays

2009/10 new caseloads for the September, 2010 delays

Calendar year 200 new caseloads fahe March, 2011 delays

2010/11 new caseloads for the September, 2011 delays

Calendar year 201 new caseloads fahe March, 2012 delays

2011/12 new caseloads for the September, 2012 delays

Calendar year 202 new caseloads fahe March, 2013 delays
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