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Executive Summary 

Findings 

This abbreviated workload assessment establishes a set of workload values or case weights that 
provide uniform and comparable measures of the number of judicial officers needed to provide 
effective case resolution. Application of workload standards to fiscal year 2023 filings results in the 
need for a total of 88.85 FTE, or an additional 17 .85 district court judicial officers in the Eighth 
Judicial District in Clark County, NV. 

Post judgment requirements heavily influenced the family and juvenile workload standards in this 
review. Multiple appellate court decisions requiring additional evidentiary hearings and changes in 
the law occurred since the last review in 2005. In general, these decisions and changes to the law 
improve the quality of the record regarding decision making but also require additional time to 
prepare and make available calendar allocation. 

A thorough review of adult and minor guardianship workload demonstrated an improved efficiency 
in case management by the reduction of time dedicated to various tasks. However, there is a 
continued need for additional judicial resources. 

Changes in workload weight to some civil case types accounted for changes in case management and 
processing writs. A more detailed breakdown of criminal cases is necessary in order to get a clearer 
picture of future need. 

Judicial officer activity type descriptions were insufficient in the 2005 study to clearly explain the 
current work. The working group made adjustments to descriptions that appear in the appendices 
so that the current review would be more accurate. These changes create the foundation for a future 
time study. 

The weighted caseload review did not have the benefit of using the original data to determine the 
activities and times that established workload baseline. However, the over 100 years of judicial 
experience on the panel and the consistently conservative approach to adjustments to time creates 
the level of confidence necessary to support and present the updated numbers and descriptions in 
this report. 

Recommendations 

1. Consistent with most of the National Center for State Courts' weighted studies, the Delphi 
methodology used in this report should be a starting point for determining judicial need and should 
be used in conjunction with other data points for determining the need for judicial officers. Due to 
the strengths and weaknesses of this method, we recommend a time study once every ten years. 

2. The legislature meets every other year in Nevada. Judicial future needs should be updated every 
other year, during the off-legislative year, using a Delphi panel or Caseload Study Committee of 
judges. 

3. Integrity of case weights is affected by multiple influences likely to impact case processing time. 
In the Eighth Judicial District Court, the Chief Judge has the authority by rule to establish 
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committees. It is recommended that a Caseload Study Committee be created and that the District 
Court establish this committee by rule. 

I. Project Scope 

A. Background: 2005 Weighted Caseload Study 

Most if not all government services and functions across Clark County, NV have been impacted by 
years of population growth. The Eighth Judicial District Court was faced with the same challenge of 
meeting the demands placed upon the court system. The question remained as to how many judicial 
officers were needed to successfully complete the work in an efficient and effective manner. The 
EJDC enlisted the expertise of the National Center for State Courts (NCSC) to assist in the 
completion of a weighted caseload study. The workload assessment using both time study and 
qualitative analysis concluded that the court needed 15 additional judicial officers at that time. 

B. In Assessing the Need for Judges and Support Staf'P, a monograph funded by the State Justice 
Institute published in 1996, the NCSC argues that determining caseload standards with different 
weights, or workload standards, is the best method for measuring case complexity and determining 
the need for judges and quasi-judicial officers. In July of 2024, Chief Judge Jerry Wiese commenced 
a working group of the most experienced judges across all case types and assigned Judge Art Ritchie 
as chair and tasked him with: 

• Examining the 2005 weighted caseload study conducted in the Eighth Judicial District Court 
and other examples of weighted caseload studies. 

• Review the workload standards established in 2005 and update the amount of time dedicated 
to each hearing type and provide some reasoning and justification for any changes. 

• Complete the review within 30 days. 

II. Project Methodology 

A. Introduction 

Because of the short time frame, Judge Ritchie scheduled a series of three required meetings. The 
first meeting introduced the study group to the Delphi workload study approach and presented the 
group with: 

• Delphi worksheets and explanation of the Delphi methodology and a review of non-related 
case activity by an expert from the NSCS. 

• A copy of the definition of Delphi Methodology from page 14 of the Florida Delphi-based 
Weighted Caseload Project Final Report in January 2000, 

• A more recent definition of Delphi Quality Adjustment Groups from the Study for Georgia 
State & Judicial Officers. 

• The National Center for Juvenile Justice Family Division Assessment Report October 2019 

The study group was then tasked with: 

1. A review of current workload activity of calendars and percentage of work over the last 1-
6 months. This review would establish a sense of workload based on hearing/activity 

V. Flango ond B. Ostrom, Asseslfing the Need for Judge.. and Court Support Stsll; (National Center for State Cow:ls, 1996). 
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types and whether the hearing/activity types listed in 2005 should remain, be deleted, or 
renamed. 

2. Based on experience and expertise, review how much ti.me was dedicated to the 
respective hearing/activity types in an effort to validate or adjust the workload time 
established in the 2005 study. 

3. Meet and confer and establish either an increase or decrease in time dedicated to each 
hearing/activity type and what percentage of those hearing types were involved in each 
case. Provide a justification for any adjustments. 

4. Present raw data to court administration to enter the data into the Delphi worksheets 
and review the results. 

5. Write, review, and approve a final report and recommendation to the Chief Judge. 

B. Case Type and Events 

In the 2005 study, there were fotll' criminal case types, fourteen civil case types, six juvenile 
case types and eighteen family case types. The working group reviewed all the case types and 
activities that make up the case type and added warrants and specialty courts and removed drug 
court. Consistent with other Delphi updates, the group modified descriptions of activities/events 
that make up case types. A more thorough expansion and review ofcase types and 
activities/descriptions is likely to be needed should a lengthier time study analysis occur in the 
future. For example, an Alabama Delphi Study delineated criminal case types at their circuit court 
level to account for differences in weight by capital crimes, person crimes, property crimes, felony 
other, and drug. This delineation improves the reviewer's opportunity to pinpoint the weight of each 
case type thus creating a more valid weighted measure. 

C. Delphi Data Collection 

Essentially, a Delphi study uses "expert opinions" to review the data elements utilized in the 
2005 weighted caseload standards rather than conduct a new time study. Judges reviewed their 
individual workloads and evaluated them against the workload standards set in 2005. Judges were 
faced with reviewing their individual caseloads against the 2005 results because the raw data was 
not available. The outcome of those evaluations was relayed to court administration who entered the 
new values into the Delphi spreadsheets. 

D. Judge Year Value 

In an effort to compare equally to the 2005 study, the standards adopted in the 2005 study 
were used except for one additional holiday, Juneteenth. As a result, we used 85,470 annual judicial 
minutes as the judicial availability. Based on the recommendation of the NCSC, we now show non· 
case related time as deduction of minutes to create the judicial availability. It should be noted that 
there are varying judge year values, some higher some lower, being applied across the United States 
trial courts. 

m. Interpretation of the Model 

A. Judicial Officer FTE Needs Estimated by the Model 

Based on 2023 calendar year filings, the judicial workload assessment update supports 17.85 
additional District Court judges, 9.59 in civil/criminal and 8.26 in juvenile/family. 

B. Qualitative Factors .Affecting the Determination of Resources 

According to the National Center for State Courts, many factors affect judicial resource needs. These 
factors can include culture, attorney practice styles, local calendaring practices (tracks), urban areas 
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and efficiencies through specialization and economies of scale. All these factors should be taken into 
consideration when evaluating workload and can be done when a more comprehensive time study 
occurs. 

IV. Conclusions 

The integrity of a judicial resource request to the executive and legislative branches is of paramount 
importance to the Eighth Judicial District Court. Filings per judge and time to disposition were the 
leading indicators used in previous requests and resulted in adding judges, 2009(6), 2011(9), and 
2019(6). While filings per judge is an important metric, it is not the only one. Weighted caseload 
analysis is nationally recognized as a leading benchmark for analyzing judicial need and resources. 
Court leadership believed it was important to review this approach before submitting its formal 
request for new judges. Ultimately, the Eighth Judicial District Court's weighted caseload study 
update concluded that additional judicial resources are required. Further, a complete time study 
should be completed in the near future to verify and/or reset new judicial resource needs. 

The committee membership is comprised of extraordinarily experienced judges who have spent 
numerous hours reviewing their own work and communicating with court administration to 
complete this project. There is little doubt that our review and the adjustments made to various 
parts of the 2005 study not only reminded us of the tremendous amount of work asked of this district 
but also the great pride we take in our responsibilities. This task also substantially reinforced our 
confidence in a request for additional judicial resources. Ensuring that our executive and legislative 
partners understand these needs is essential to our branch of government and creating the 
opportunity to prioritize a safe and secure community. 
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Judid1f Rewle• 

.,. 
l24 

luslness<>wt 
OM, 

..____._ 

__._Jmlral -
Total 

lrnplled 

Need !!!l ] 
0.00.... 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00.... 

lmplli!d 

Nffd n e1 

ftlilce&ft 

RlllftlJt 

weight" 
cl'lj n1e 

"" 
"" "" "" "" 

wellht!I 
ch1nl! 

~ Rll nll! 
l.!£1"''" ,.,..

'""" ,~..'""" '""' ,.,,. ·~" lJSI 

(WIii · fll,11.2 

,.,..... 
15.470 
1!,A71) 

IS,470 
,,...,o,uro 

''"'ilalH 

I__ ,c;:.·,;: 

0 

nmot 

~ 
0.00 "" '""" "' 6$,iUO 

D.00 "" ""'" "' l!i,4-70 

0.00 "" '""I ... 15,470 

0.00 "" ·- ... '"'" --,-,., 0.00 "" '"1 

- ... Court 

"'"' 
Freq""'""""".... __.. • i" I _. 

15 10 ·-;;;-- ,-..~ 
....!,!L. --

.:.Ja.;. ~-
----1!!Li. ~ 

lmpll1d 

Neid ITTJ 
0,04 
0.24 

D.42 
0.17 
0.03 
0.110 
0.05 

ftlllCNI• 

,JIMJt,Jl,e,ll.tt.W'l(ermt• ■ ctholq, 

Md ~UOwty Pr«rfll hllrlllP II IT'ltlUm~ 

MdDb~h-fnp&motlON 

NJdSetd~C.onftunee 

'41ntprtlrlal confwe,cll{ul!l'ld111 "1/ 

MIBmdlltW/Prt¥N1P/Dm11rta11lllundach(ty 
Add .lury'Trlal a, tillean• 1ct1Yib' 

••laht" 
'""'!!i! 

1'.11 
6" 

""4!1 
1!1 ,.,. 
1!1 

£!!?!liUI~ 

""'" . "' ,.,,. ,,. 
,.."'"" ,..,. ,.. ..... ,.. ,,.

""" ,,.·-

,,.,
v,.11,. ....,, 

8:5,4-70 

IS.470 

85.47(1 

15,,470 

85.470 

0.410 

...... 
~ ,,.. 

150.. 
" 11 

Cbmpromlse 

Mlnordalm 

JS ,. 

AdJ!fflml!nt 
Jrnlml 
_; 

'""' l"I 

Total 

lrnplled 

Nted f!! I 
0.00 
0.00 

0.00 
o.oo .... 

,..11.,,,.1. w•itht" 
dUl:1i! e 

"" "" 

"" 

.... ,.,,.,_""" """' 

Fill 2,..,,. 
2.311 ,.,,. 
.,,.. 

,.,, l 
"'111•1$,00 1 
IS.470 
15,'17(1 : 

u ,.oo l 

__ 
cuirwt 
sctdltton 

. 

...,, 
"" 

avff:Appcnls 

" ,. 

..,,..,,,..,. ,,.. 
____(-,jf!>] l1!J 

..._.,. --- t 
Totll 

D.16 

-2.31 
-13.03 
0.Hi 
o.s, 
-5.2' 
0.01 

-1D1.Jl!l 

2.92 
-157.,a 

lmpUc-d 
Need 1FTt j 

0.00 
0.00 .... 
0.00 
0.00 

11:i!thll".llle 

l\mrwb'(Dlpt.22. P/odlfytitl116~•rt1IIJll'lllfflN1dlnc:l1M11nlCl'don1 Ind lna•1••-•fll: 
ca 
l'e"4-c,t•ls1hlll rlfltlalld~. --.and1d4n-1dJ11tm1Maw,tp~lnd"-et11 

AddtltUtftllrllconi.aocll! ■ d}ftu.nl 

11a1-1nd1tfnt tir.eforp,4rlll(Oflffi's-c:e{c.i•.tarull 

r,e,,(Nand r--■ bll"ld! trial MMlwl, ~nd atdd-ad}lnV!Wlt 

llddnawbwh-111 

Addjury"bl ■ I 

~""•ndr«Mftpo6tjuda--,tacti\'ttfand~dditW11flUWD11111 

llddi,cst~a~-:y-1,)tal!Wll 

~N1AC!r..,...merrlatcd1dr?IN1t11100,ndadl!~1,.tu,;1nWrt 

.lddf\'-"'la.1 ■ 1 tl.i.c!. ■ dmlllls"b1tl0JVGl'"de,$ 

........ 

W41l1ht" 
charr,, t ,.,,. 
.701,. 

411 
-12~ 

;!I! 
-. 
-264'6 

'" "' -10,-. 

O'II 
-2064" 

59" 
·3202!1 

wel1ht% 
dla!'.li[I 

O'II 

"" 221 
O'II ... 

filln ~,- ,..., U,410""" ..... ,,.,, 
U,◄ 10 ,_ ,..., U.A70. ,..., .""" 15,470' -,_ ...., n ,uo !,_ ,..., .,,470 .: ,..., IS/117'1 :!,..., as,410,:""" ,..., 
8', ◄ "10 ,_,_ ,..., 15,470 ,: ·-,_ ,..., IS,470 ' ,..., a,..uo ~ 
15,4711 :'·"'·-

1-1 I J1 11 2,_ ~:.1 ,_ I,,.. ..,.,. 1 
254 H,'1170 .....,_ ,.. ......... ....,. 

I ...... 
__ 1ddltion .. 

"' 
"' 
Sl 

"' 
us 

.3 .,.,,.,.. 
-3,455 

-·"'--~ 

0 

Chll: Petition, 

".. 

Ad/"'""""
{mln1t 

,... 
1"1 

T<>tal 

tmpllad 

Need lfil l 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
noa 
0.00 

jlla tlarul• >NelJht" 

""!!I! 

'"' O'II 

"" "" °" 

,_ 
V.lw""" "" ....,.

10,.. I,.,
1~ 511 ....,.
"'°" Sil 
100,. !Ill """'..~,. 

...... --~ 

0 

_!il_ .&~ . LlB .ldjuitc.11:i,e-11:,lau,d.adrtinlstratlon/prtpffol1IOI 31" ·- ,,. 15,00 413 ,., Totat 3.02 U!I ,.,.. .... 
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v.ol.,,.,.Adlus._ ~ltd 11altoo11le ,,., -..
Probate Nad iFTEI (ha!'.!SII.---'~ '""' I!!! """'I AI~,_, ,... ...,. ~ 

A1¥iftllfdMthCommi$,t,la!Nfandr«-ICS10ciltlonalacllW1tvl'etlUO.~ 0.29 """ ."" 

AdjtaUMnt fn:q 1"1)11,d Might" ,.,, a,-., 
Ovll:Othet --Im!~ l!l Need rn l Cha !!£:!S! la!! It.li lll l:t V.alua ~ 

0 -06 ~1Htd1Ntll-pMtJ~...,ltW'llld«lhl'fhelllnl _ -1!J!__ ...... .,. ,... ..... ...,. ' 

_ , 
~'11!t.-itt1seMlll!lhlforANt'lllltad1dlrllnblr•th10end111'drifft ■ 'JJ11•tmer>t_rui. ·•~:~ -3.~ -10~ 
MdllOt'rUl"Qllad1ctd1!ntlVl:-~l)me,,lr,dudlrcdltb.lrw """ C. OA6---··- ·-

<0-1, OJ~ Md~ffl_.ted.J.drinlrtralfondld1fot11.COlll'lllwto,-, "'" -~ I 
Aclcl'conbSfl&d-'dlrlllO/nln!Ulonff "" '""' 0,0 100•~-~ "' -1.41 A411ut,11.11',1Tl1I troml005 1001' -~ ,.,.Ar,ti11stjwrlri1I lO!I~~ g.: 1 OJl 
AdidJa.dl'INM,..fltd ■ thl.r1tr1ti<,pordffl· •!ES, 0'7--·- .2,!JJ ...,,."' '""' .."" 

l'.IGonalt 

" ., 

-.¥!L.... 

Total 

001 

000 
0 
0.17 

1d(111ttf... tll> ,-tJlfqllW!uffltcnerd11rd•fflllrihlr~dGln,-bi01W/ot.,_. "'OIi 
O!I,,,. 

'°"" 
'°"" 
'°"" 

<lolnf-......... 

.,, .,, 

Acflusbn!nt '"" 

Tobi 

~f•d 
N..., lffl' 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

0.00 

~(IQrall w,Jg/,t% 
ct,, 

"" "" "" "" .,. 

,_ -'°"" 
""" '°"" 

u,a 
4.1'21 S!,47D...,...41'8 ,. ...,. 
4,111 ll§,47tr 

u,a ISA7D " 4.1,a as.no 
4,BJa ti...J!) 

" 

,..., &5,03 ,..., ss100 

,... ts,00 
s 

VH, CUlwt 

Volu•• ~ 
ai,011 

" H,00 

73 f5A70 

ISA10" . 
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Adjustm•nt 
(mlns) 

we!iht" ~----~AA ,ifn-6rlftcr.tlv1 chsn,.wl'IM Che~~wentto .iecuonh: nuns, 1hec1111rt 

y,., 
-"'-=-""""linp..,__v:..:':..:'"'-' ----~, __ 

C.11HWI: 

:111dc!it1on 

SAMPLE Smell 
Calms 

-

.!!l!-
~ -

o... 

_ML_ 
_.QJL_ 

dJdn't Wlnl•ttys. h-..,n,.aoi:eu to lrdld ■ rylnfomutlory'DdyU,v IVllff'I. 
All\'l,- nNmda all oltbum.ct ■ lrrn. no lonprtti, cu-.10 U!•wcases 
a,e nowh1V1nahatlnp. C°'5settlr f5 IJlll'luteSI, SQ)I, tab 30 min and~ 
t1'u1" howr. WrltWndtclslons ~-,tlmatlld lbtal In 20. 

l~ 

~ 
~ """' """' 

S.S30 

3.53D 

115,410 

l!IS...10 I 
85.410 i 

lS 

______Q:,QQ__ 
_..Q'lL 
_..!!lL '""",_ i,SIO 

3.530 

85,ClO f 

IS,AlO l 

.. . 0.95 177" 

Adjmtmtnt Freq l~li•d R1Uoa1J1 weight " 
'r'IU I ___ lrnln•l Vatu. ,l"I N1.d!FTE) - -~·--• ..E!!!!I!.- ,_

~ o.,tHrC'llif!llf~tl~r-:"'IMls_l,.,_ b_ ,_. _..,_a,,= ,..~----- __J!lL 870 IS,.C70 t 
~ ___ _..!!L 870 15,470 : 

f4doptlons "'"" 870 B!i,.C70 ;~ ~ "'"" &70~ ~ '""" :~;:!&70 

u ~:: : '""" 
u 

.Adjustme-nt ...q Implied l\alhm.ilt: w■ i&ht % 

lmiml l1il) tt.nt IRllnp "'·"' ~~ -,..-,-,..,-.-~U$l~TIMHnr= =====--,.,.,-u-- ......,,'""',.= 011,.. ,.,,. -,,_ ,-~ ~ 
D 0.20 hNr111p Oil d!Jll d111,11ult:dSM: ~acornpl'■lntand ■ta- .r•ftl.cl. 7IO 1°"" 2.573 

lru:re.aH In pos1 ludomartWDft. AltFl!!lati!CaUrt dtcblon l(illlV 2024 "·''°! 
i 

o.os ~rl"luvtstDhold~ryhuri.-..lnpcatJ~m■ ners 2'il' IS,470 . 
.l~~~l}t -4k;ilckdslOM . , . _____ ____ 

lric:rt:~eln post JudpnentMlt"lt. A;lvlllitieCourtd«klonAn:llla 2011C!,iid °'"•dy 
0.05 rlQUlrlncccl4,irb to hOld wldew:fary hMrinp for t-dLtUUon matte-1, sth11DI' 2% 1005 ;,i.573 IS.470 

___ r.!111lca. ,----·· ·· - --- , 
O ts HIS t2SCl..,.Jadvet:b1111•Johrtl~ i;i,$Lodv. P.qlllre, dit■ proc;111s. 

15..70 - ' l!!!.!!n1,n~--n1L"I.~·-._ 
lni;r4!a1tin pDS1Ju~ntwortGord1n 11',Gl!rclll taqulrlq htttlnp In 7"

0 20 100% .1,571 15,470~ .c.hapafvtlltatlon,ncl(~~y__________ ~ 

0 67 

Adjustmtnt im,,u.d ......... ,.,..., Noed (FTE) __ ••. , __ _ - ~ 
Rllide and 1dj11~t snt1vdfrmtrttto indude 11111111'-2, llllld.6,2.QS 

1.19 I""'~2/28/2017 r.rln.l t.ai:11.nanasn,tnt hurlnj!IIGnCIYII 12~ 
do!N9tltnose,;,'ftflera1i:9.J!!l!!!Lnt ■ nd ■ ~wtf...!J.!!!...d. _____ _ ___ 
Jncras•ln post Judt..-.rit _,,t,. .-..S,lll.1teC.oun dee.Ill on KIiiy 202A 

0.32 ,wiulrtn1 courts to hald wldential'i' /'lur1t111 ltl porn Judl'£inentrnatt1n loo,(, 15,otC IS,470 
____ ln¥OMnfm■dlt!ld!:'~--... ... 

lncrencln pc;1-tj,J.ds.eme,u work. Ap,11fllfflCOUrfdai:J1t11n Al't:<111• 201, 
0.32 r,qvtrt111cDVrtJ to ttold ■,fdmliarv lt ■-rtrcs fared1tC•tl111 ...tt.-J, 1thool 3" ioo,( 1S,Ot.4 15,.470 

___ c:tiol ____,._,..,. _____Div•= 
OBS N1Ut:i!SC!egld;itfw.dui~Jolntl•lcust11d';', lllqulmC'nprocms 9'J(i 

.1~ lS,014 15,.470 
__• -- hNr1ntln,wll~~i!Sreptdll"tlCPJ!ltlldf•., ... _. ½ z -- ... ---

lncrus ■ inpo,,tJudc,emer,tworkGArduv.&1ra1n r~Wr1n,a hurtnp In
1,19 l~ U:,0'14 15,4?0

~~~lonudc!!'.~ __ 

l!i,01.t 15,A70·~- ---------------- -- - "" __ _!!!L 100S 15,014 15,470 

100,6 15.014 85,410...--9'.lL.. ~=-------- ..,. 
l~ 

Taul 

7B 

fmpDed Rauonal• w.iaht " vu, c ■ HWI: 

Ewat ' Fllln ....,... ~NNd{FTE) -·--···-~--- ·-·· ---~--------~ Retltle and adjust praludllffiallt IC ll'IC'hldll Rul91&.2, Rul• 16.1.05 
D,02 Jq.it?Mll1'4 2/28/2017 rtqlHrlnsas■man■ prrant Milttnp !Jl'I cMJ 12'6 15~70 

dllr.ll5tlcca,'5Wfh.,•~lntynct;i11S11W;are,ft_led._,=.......--
111cr..,alnpMtjud1nw:work ApPl!ll.t1Ccurt4tt:bl111tet!t,:ZO'"l4 

0.01 <91111ltiflt; CClirts lo flolcl tvldent1.irvh•rt1115 In PMt juc!Sfn',tntmfflf,1'5 
lnvolvlnt ~lcalct.:blcns "'.1111 

"""' 255 

Separate lncrH:1•ln pi:nt.}uclprn.itwork.. ~lneC.OUrtdlfelslon Atctllla 2017 

Mtlntenanca 0.01 1,eq11idn,:ta1trts 10twdd ft'idmlhryhffrtnp for«hK•lllu INtt.,.,•chol)( ,_ ,,.
"""'~ NRS.i2Sci;i,i;n.,..;~he.Jolnt lfFI CU5tad-,. ltfqulr~ d11a pracas0.01 1~ 255 ~5.470 "~"'I
,h~t_n,rnallc:~fllrdl"nc cmtOd,. __ ,N.·­
tn:rut•ln postJlldll'ffltrotworkGordsn v.Ga&ln 1aqylrlngheariftl5 In0,02 15,170 ' chiinp gfvlskiltlon • ndtwta!ft 

1(.l)W: ~5 15,470 

59 1~ D.07.. ~ 

" 

Adjusbnent Freq Implied W8iaht% 
Annulment mlm) l"I Need (ITTI _____ _ change 

~ ~ 
OIi 
Cl)(, 

------------ ---1!!L.. 
------ ----- : 

Tot.I 
n 
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Heme Ch•nse 

JS 
JS 

Adjusbnl!.nt 

fmtru: 
freq 
(%) 

.,. 

"'->lied 
NHd!FTE) 

0.00 Dlfl':U.~.Nod,•q.e 

-----0:00- -
0.00 

~ 
~ --

OllO 

it.tlonarc weight% 

~-----
- -- ~ 
~ 

0!6 
1$ 

~ .,. 

Fllln_, - 2,634"""'·- ,,...,_loot< ,.... 
,.... 
,...."'"" 

,.., 
Yalut 

.as,uo 
l!,.471:l 

IS,'410 

15,470 

JS,-470 

...... 
~ 

Pnemlty Suitt 
Adjustment ,... lmpli1d 

__ .Jm!:!!]__ ___[j!L Need jFTf) 

11 - O.Z2 

Rationale 

Rul•16..2,1Me 16.l01lmpltmtf1Md-i;Jl/20171eci,jirln1e.u11 flllrwt,St:l'M'flt 

hurtl'tp en clv!ldometlt c,i5e, wf>M.ea o,q,hill\landu1Svnru~fll•t 

""'iht!< 
~ 

13\11'. 

...., 
1001' 

nn"f! 

,..., 
vm,..,~ 

UA70 

"''"' ~ 

54 
16 

-

1' 

lntfMS ■ ln~Jud1tffillrtwwt. Appdll1i.:~deds)~ltlfl,202• 

I 0.06 1.equlttJll~ toholde,UNndt,vh•rlnp Ill pimJwdpnffitlNNwt 
___ ____ ~ .~madlctld«rtkHn 

IMfQHfnpo,tJ1ufptnftll..url ~lu,CaLlrT:dei:klonNc«la2017 

l!I 0.06 rarautt1111 courts to hold avld.-.H ■ ry hu.r1np iof tduc1Uon mathn, $chool 

~ ---- ~-'-··-. --,.It$ 125C LetbltHvacha.,.rjoint l~I c111.1tlld'1. Jk!qul1111 du proc.aH 
0,17 ~ln.;i,11_.estti 14114L:wcusktcb ,. 

lncra.n1!11 poJtJl,J,dil'ffll'III work Gordan"· 6eirglo re1111irll\8 hN;r,;- 1~· --•so. 0.21 
F~~-11J!.ofvllit1t10 ndau.tof 

T- 0.73 

"" 
"" 
"' 

13" 

41% 

1001' 

lDD1',_ 
l-

,,.., 

2,141 

,...., 
,...., 

IS,A70 

15,,470 

JS,470 

"A"' j 
22 

T111rmlnatron ol 
Parental Rie,ht11 

Adjustment 

-- (mlns 
Freq 

!!I 
lmpli1d 

N.ted [l=TE I 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

Rationale wt:i&ht'6 

dut~ 

-~ 
OIi 

°"O!il 

tvetit l,11, 
l001' ,..·- ,.. 
100!< ,.. 
lOO!< ,.. 

"'' "''"' J5,470 

15,00 

U,470 

85,470 

c:a,fwt 

~ 

123 Total 0.00 °" 
123 

Adult Adjustment ,,.. knplied Ratlonal, weiaht'6 
Guardianship [rnins l NUd tFTEI cl1•!!1" f1mlt 

~QrlfflllJW!dpr«rlal hNr11'1&l 111dmotk1H 1001' 
i"t · -0.05-~ -- 2" 

Rlwla!Md' ktiUal ;lppNtsoCtl h&frl.al Cltftfoa 1001'0.25 12%~ 
ll:~OM--ttl::ildl.1pG1lt!on 

Adele KttvJty.,-Uo'\llttfnp 4'l< 1001' 
--'9JJ_ 

,--. -o.n ·38'16 ,.... ..---. 
Addeda('!l~-Oth.rP«ldons 8'l60.15~ ,.:~.,:, 0.09 

.,r- '"'"' o.u ~Nd acthlty- C411$llar- J rr rCltliVM 1oo,< 

O.Ql Admd.ethlty-Murn,._rfPI 19' '""" 0,01 Ade«l,\dNlty•ChamkrJ Qffll'!Hr 1% 1()0" 

O.Ql Nld9d' KUYlty • 0Jda1 lo 5haw C<ILl'Jf '-"- 1001' 

o.u Addad anl~ltY •Sllhll chKb -""-- '""" • •1,6!1 
Rld.11~1 c:aHrcil1ted 1dml111it111tJOn/pr-111ion • ColNdi ■ nta d"1,lon 

-1121' ,..,. 
'""" -1.71 

Adlptbnt:nt '""' ln$Hetl ...... "'' N<oed lFTE!-- . .,;· 
~ -

-0.01 
,;___JL;_ 0.62 

~ - -0.95 

_J!L_ .. O.IIS 

..,__!!__ - 0.19 

------L.. 0.16 

____.!!_.,, I • 1 o.os --·- ~ 0.06 

-----!IL. l!I 0.28 

..:.--lL., )!J: o.oz 
~ ,m, •1,69 

in11 111 ""'Value ,.,., 
2,197 ,.,,,, 
,.,.,'·'"' 
2,297 ,.,., 
zm 
2,197 

2,19"7 

2,197 

'"',.... 85,470 i 
Z685 ,..., ::~:1 
Z685 SiJl70 ! ..... ,s,410 ~. 

""'' ::;:,:Z,615 

;!,&85 "~"I 
2,GaS 15~701 
zas as,uol 
2,615 tS,470 

Flit 11,due-...... -,..,. 1O,US &5,47(1 ,..,. 1Ot44S as..-10 

10,.45 &S,4'70 

l0,(45 ....,. ·-"""' 1()1)" 10,0!5 &S,47(1 

15,470 

ts,oo 
U..47tt 

.1$,410 

.1!15.470 
!S,470 

"·"" 35,470 

'5,470 

.SS,470 

15,470 ' 

~•lu."'' 

Cll:Jlllwt 

~ 
2 

10 ,. 

.. 
" 

C:Hirlllt 

~ 

2D ,. 
2 

..1 

" 
Utl"'1 --~ 

" 

IA7 
IO 

Minor 
<lua.-d.,nshlp 

IOI! 

Mantal 
Commltmenh 

·1,UT-

f~lld 
N~ !FT£1 

-L70 
-0,13 
0.00 
0.00 

""" 
Aaltonal• weight" ........ .,... 

OiiCll Qr.-.d pr«l'l1l hNrlllfl ,.,id rac.itloa, 1001' . "" 
Rfflllnlld htltl1I llpPMl'lll'IU lolthll CILlrfon ·-3~ ,_ 
Rlff'IO\INnon-crl1ldl1paslllon -605% 1001' 

Mad1dir1ty-Acto1.11n1~ ,_
,.;.,r-hided lctl\'itJ •otflr Pftiliom "'" "'"" 

AlldN1ctMtv-~1nu3trrlM"-YS 100!6 
Add,td ac:tf-.it,- • Rtturn hHrlns ··1o9r 1001' 
Mtlad 1c:thity- O,a!TlblQ c.alend;r ,_,_ 
N,lenUary HearJreffri:111 18~ - ·-Add<td •~wt)'- StaM cliecb 15'5 """'lllduc1 e.H' relik:d drrii.l5tr~on/'3,.P,r•1lon - Coinpllaru dhblon ·1075')6:m,i-

RatfOAla. weight" 
ch•t11ci 

Rtvie.......t bo,>Dept.1, 11dJwtm11r1tt0 NoMrl•I dlcPCIISttlon 

il.w!Nreel by Dept 1, i11~reueto c.,sc-,~•bed 11dll'VJ1!$tradofli 411 
OIi 

°"0.00 "" lO ·1.al 15 

IS 
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Adjustment F,eq lrrc,lled lb'tiontlt weight" ,_ ca~ev.t 
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APPENDIX E: Civil/Criminal Case Weight Composition 
Revised Au1.ust 2024 

Case 
weight 

case % of' breakdown 
case type weight activity total (minutes) 
Felony and Gross Misdemeanor 115.00 Initial Appearances/Arraignment/Plea 8.81% 10.13 

Crimes Pretrial Hearings & Motions 20.88% 24.01 

Pretrial Conference/Calendar Call 0.94% 1.08 
Bench Trial 0.05% 0.06 

Jury Trial 30.51% 35.09 

Post Judgment Writs 1.04% 1.20 

Post Judgment Activity 6.79% 7.81 

Probation Revocations 7.37% 8.48 

Case·Related Administration/ Preparation 23.61% 27.15 

Total 115.01 

Misdemeanor Appeals (Lower Court) 20.00 Pretrial Hearings & Motions 13.65% 2.73 

Post-Judgment Activity 86.35% 7.27 
Case Related Administration/ Preparation .50.00% 10.00 
Total 20.00 

'Drag Coiut Petitions 0.00 &etrial Hee.rings &Moti6£ts 

BeReliTaal 

Pest .htelgme flt ,...,eti•;ity 

Guse Relat;ed Admin.istraeelll Preparation 
!fetal 

Criminal Petitions 171.00 Initial Appearance/Arraignment 2.34% 4.00 
Pretrial Hearings &Motions 12.87% 22.00 
Post Judgment Writs 3.51% . 6.00 
Post Judgement Activity 28.07% 48.00 
Probation Revocations 16.37% 28.00 
Case Relat.ed Administration/ Preparation 36.84% 68.00 
Total 171.00 

Specialty Courts 121.50 Initial petition 4.12% 5.00 
Status checks 52.67% 64.00 
In custody/show cause 3.70% 4.50 

Case related administration/staffing 89.51% 48.00 
Total 121.50 

Search Warrant Duty 10.00 Review an"d approval/denial 100.00% 10 

Total 10 
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PI-Auro 59.00 

All Other P.I. 229.00 

Medical Malpractice 268.00 

Real Estate Non-Construction Defect 160.00 

Construction Defect 1090.00 

Petitions for Judicial Review 124.00 

Pretrial Hearings & Motions 

Settlement Conference 

Pretrial Conference/Calendar Call 

Bench Trial 
Jury Trial 
Post Judgement Activity 

Case Related Acfuiinistration/ Preparation 
Total 

Pretrial Hearings & Motions 

Settlement Conference 
· Pretrial Conference/Calendar Call 

Jury Trial 
Post Judgment Activity 

Case Related Adminiatration/ Preparation 
.Total 

Pretrial Hearings & Motions 

Settlement Conference 

Pretrial Conference/Calendar Call 

Jury Trial 
Post Judgment Activity 

Case Related Administration/ Preparation 
Total 

Pretrial Hearings & Motions 
Settlement Conference 

Pretrial Conference/Calendar Call 

· Bench Trial 
Jury Trial 

Case Related Adminiatration/ Preparation 
Total 

Initial Appearance/Arraignment 
.. -

Pretrial Hearings & Motions 

Settlement Conference 

Bench Trial 

Case Related Administration/ Preparation 
Total 

. Pretrial Hearings & Motions 

Case Related Administration/ Preparation 
'Total 

12.85% 

5.12% 

2.81% 

1.93% 

19.93% 

0.41% 

56.97% 

13.69% 

3.36% 

0.97% 

53.44% 

0.13% 

28.41% 

37.14% 

13.89% 

3.55% 

0.10% 

45.32% 

15.63% 

11.48% 

1.36% 

23.80% 

30.22% 

17.51% 

1.10% 

19.44% 

30.56% 

9.40% 

39.50% 

16.58% 

83.42% 

7.58 

3.02 

1.66 

1.14 
11.76 

0.24 

33.61 

59.01 

31.36 

7.7 

2.21 

122.38 

0.29 

65.07 

229.01 

99.54 

37.23 

9.51 

0.26 

121.46 

268.00 

25.01 

18.37 

2.18 

38.08 

48.35 

28.02 

160.01 

11.96 

211.85 

333.15 

102.51 

430.53 

1090.00 

20.56 

103.44 

124 
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Business Court Cases 1345.07 Rule 16 Conferences/Hearings 

Non·discovery hearings & motions 
Pretrial Hearings & Motions 

Pretrial Conference/Calendar Call 

Post Judgment Activity 

Bench Trial 
Jury Trial 

Settlement Conference 

Cas~-Re~t.ed Administration/Preparation 
'lbtal 

Compromise Minor Claim 15.00 Pretrial Hearings & Motions 

Settlement Conference 

Post Judgment Activity 

Case Relat.ed Administration/ Preparation 
Total 

Contra.ct Disputes 108.20 Initial Appearance/:z.'\crffiig1uaentMo tions 
Pretrial Hearings & Motions 

Settlement Conference 

Pretrial Conference/Calendar 

Bench Trial 

Jury Trial 
Post·Judgment Activity 

Case Related Administration/ Preparation 
Total 

Civil Appeala 38.00 Initial Appearance/Arraignment 

Pretrial Hearings & Motions 

Pretrial Conference/Calendar Call 

Case Related Administration/ Preparation 
Total 

Civil Petitions 82.00 Pretrial Hearings & Motions 

Post-Judgment Activity 

Probation Revocations 

Case Relat.ed Administration/ Preparation 
Total 

Probate 53.65 Pretrial Hearings & Motions 

Petitions 
Settlement Conference 

Bench Trial 

Jury Trial 

Case Rela.t.ed Administration/ Preparation 
Total 

0.0111518 15 

,. #DN/0! 

,. #DN/0! 
,. #DN/0! 

-,. #DN/0! 

4.69 

1.03 

0.04 

20.25 

32.73% 

14.07% 

5.87% 

47.40% 

26.01 

4.91 

2.11 

0.88 

7.11 

15.01 

12.94% 

4.62% 

3.70% 

9.24% 

3.70% 

6.47% 

0.28% 

14 

5 

4 

10 

4 

7 

0.3 

64 

108.3 

2.00% 

2.00% 

4.00% 

92.00% 

0.76 

0.76 

1.52 

34.96 

38 

7.04% 

16.90% 

67.61% 

5.77 

13.86 

55.44 

6.93 

82 

10.34% 

9.32% 

0.87% 

31.95% 

9.32% 

49.04% ,.. 

5.55 

5 

0.2 

17.14 

5 

26.31 

53.65 

18 

F-18



.Eighth Judicial District Courts' FinalReport andRecommendation 
2005 Weight,ed Caseload Study Update 

Civil: Other 41.30 Initial Appearance/Arraignment 0.02% 0.01 

Pretrial Hearings &Motions 29.54% 12.2 

Settlement Conference 9.35% 3.86 

Pretrial Conference /Calendar Call 0.31% 0.13 

Bench Trial 0.73% 0.3 

Jury Trial 9.81% 4.05 

Post Judgment Writs 13.10% 5.41 

Post Judgment Activity 0.29% 0.12 

Case Related Administration/ Preparation 36.85% 15.22 

Total 41.30 

Gemg Heme Pi-ep6:l'ell 0.00 Pfeti-ial HeMH!.ge & Mel;iens 

Case Related AemietretieR 

~ 
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APPENDIX F: Juvenile/Family Case Weight Composition 
Revised August 2024 

case 
caae type weight 
Adoptions 12.00 

Child Custody 122.10 

Divorce 78.10 

activity 
Initial Appearance 

Pretrial Hearings & Motions 

Non-Trial Disposition 

Case Related Administration 

General Call of Docket/Calendar 

Total 

Pre-Judgement Motions 
Post-Judgement Motions 
Case Management Conferences 
Family Mediation Center Returns 
Prove-Up Rearinga 
NJ Trial 
Poat-Judgment Evidentiary Hearing 
Settlement Conferences 

Pretrifl:l Hear:iBgs & Metiens 

Pretfial/TFial Mmiagement Cenfei'Cll:ee 

"Beneh 1'f'i&l 

Pest cfudgment ,'\€tivity 

Caae Relat.ed Administration 

Ceneral Call ef DeeketlCaleRdar Cell 
Total 

Pre-Judgement Motions 
Post-Judgement Motions 
Case Management C, 
Family Mediation Center Returns 
Prove up hearings 
NJ Trial 
Poet-Judgment Evidentiary Hearing 
Settlement Conferences 

~eti-ialHear.ngs & Matieaa 

Pi-etFiaVJ.'ria:l Management Cemel'eaee 

Boneh T.ria} 

Peat J\te¼;-mont f..etivity 

Case Relat.ed Administration 

Gefte-i,aJ. Call ef DeeketlCa:lendm- C&R 

Total 

Case 
weight 

% of breakdown 
total (minutea) 

32.75% 3.93 

14.75% 1.77 

18.00% 2.16 

13.08% 1.57 

21.42% 2.57 

100.00% 12 

24.05% 29.36 

10.07% 12.29 

14.32% 17.49 

13.69% 16.59 

4.10% 5 

10.11% 12.34 

4.34% 5.3 

1.54% 1.88 

17.90% 21.85 

122.10 

17.11% 13.36 

14.76% 11.53 

2.56% 2.00 

2.56% 2.00 

2.56% 2.00 
15.80% 12.34 

14.08% 11 

2.41% 1.88 

28.16% 21.99 

78.10 

F-20

https://Relat.ed
https://Relat.ed


Eighth Judicial District Courts' Final Report andRecommendation 
2005 Weighted Caseload Study Update 

Separate Maintenance 81.10 ·Pre-Judgement Motions 15.64% 12.68 

Post-Judgement Motions 16.97% 13.76 

Case Management Conferences 8.63% 7 

Family Mediation Center Returns 3.40% 2.76 

NJ Trial 24.66% 20 
Post-Judgment Evidentiary Hearing 23.63% 19.16 

Settlement Conferences 2.32% 1.88 

PFetrial.Hearings & Metiens 

P:rett-itt:VI'l'ie:l M'ffflagemeHt. CeRfeFenee 
Beneh Trie:l 
P-est. Jtte!gtBent Aetmty 

Case Related Administration 3.86 

GeneFal CallofDeeketJCalenEl&F CftD. 
Total 81.10 

Annulment 5.00 Pre-Judgement Motions 
Post-Judgement Motions 
Case Management Conferences 
Family Mediation Center Returns 
NJ Trial 
Post-Judgment Evidentiary Hearing 
Settlement Conferences 

Pi'effifli Hear.Hg□ & Metiens 

_"Pfef.t'i:a¥1.'l'ial :MeHagemeftt CenfeFeaee 
· Be Heh Trial 

Pest J'tl&gffiCHt ,A..-etwitf 
Case Related Administration 
GeHeFal Call efDeeketlCaleBe!aF Call 

Total 5 

.Name Change 15.00 ·Pretrial Hearinge & Motions 3.6 

Non·Trial Disposition 3 

Case Related Administration 8.4 
Total 15 

Pat.ernity Suit.a 76.10 PFetfial Hearings & Metiefts 

BenehTFffll 
Pre-Judgement Motions 36.24 
Post-Judgement Motions 11 

Case Management Conferences 
Family Mediation Center Returns 
NJ Trial 23.8 
Post-Judgment Evidentiary Hearing 5.06 
Settlement Conferences 

Case Related Administration 

Total 76.l 
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Termination of Parent.al Rights 123.00 Initial Appearance 3.63 

Pretrial Hearings & Motions 3.06 

Non-Trial Disposition 2.1 

Bench Trial 40.49 

Post-Judgment Activity 0.38 

Case Relat;ed Administration 70.86 

General Call of Docket/Calendar 2.48 

Total 123 

Minor Guardianship 108.06 IHitial ,~pe8i'anee 

Adult Guardianship 80.00 

Mental Commitments 15.00 

Child Support 45.00 

P:l"emal HeaPiage &; Matiens 

Nea Trial Diapesitiea 

Initial Citation Hearing 
Accountings 
Other petitiona 
Annual Reviewa (Rule 11) 
Return Hearings 
Chambers Calendar 
Status Checks 
Orders to Show Cause 
Evidentiary Hearings/Trials 
Case Related Administration 

Total 

Initial Citati~n Hearing 
Accountings 
Other petitions 
Annual Reviews (Rule 11) 
Return Hearings 
Chambers Calendar 
Status Checks 
Orders to Show Cause 
Rule 5 Hearings 
Case Related Ad.ministration 

Total 

Non-Trial Disposition 

Case Related Administration 

Total 

Initial Appearance 

Pretrial Hearings & Motions 

Pretrial/l'rial Management Conference 

Non-Trial Disposition 

Bench Trial 

Sentencing . 

Post-Judgment Activity 

Case Related Administration 

Total 

20 

2 

6 
5 

2 

2 

1 

1 

9 

60 

108 

10 

4 

6 

5 

1 

1 

5 

1 

47 
80 

5 

10 
15 

0.45 

1.2 

0.23 

0.12 

0.49 

0.49 

19.77 

22.26 

45.01 
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Temporary Protective Orders 32.86 Pretrial Hearings & Motions 

Pretrialfl'rial Management Conference 

Extension hearings 

Non ·Trial Disposition 

Bench Trial 
Post·Judgment Activity 

Case Relat.ed Administration 
Total 

Ab11se Chfil'ge +&(I(} InitiaLA.qif!eaPaHee 

Sentefteing 

Cooe Related: f.<lministt-ntieB 

!fetal 

Delinquent Charge 52.16 Initial Appearance 

Pretrial Hearings & Motions 

Non·Trial Disposition 
Bench Trial 

Seftlieftemg Report and Disposition 
Post·Judgment Activity 

Case Related Administration 

General Call of Docket/Calendar 

Certifications 
Total 

Petition for Emancipation 30.00 Pretrial Hearings & Motions 
Heard by Hearing Master Bench Trial 

Total 

Abuse/Neglect Charge 237.96 Adjudicatory Hearings 
Poet Adjudicatory Hearings 
Semi·AnnuS:l Reviews 
Annual _reviews 
Placement Hearings 
TPR trials 
Adoptions 
UCCJEA 
Guardianship citations 
Name changes 

Pretrial Hearings & Motions 

Non ·Trial Disposition 

Be11eh'l'Piftl 
Sentenemg/ Disposition 
Case Related Administration 

General Call of Docket/Calendar 

Total 

11.42 

2 

1.65 

17.89 

32.86 

4.72 

6.5 
6 

6 

10 
6 

4.34 

0 

0.12 

42.68 

0 

30 

30 

32.83 

5 

17 

21 

3 

4 

2 

6.7 

36.62 

79 

31.81 

237.96 
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Det.ention/Extradition Hearings 

Heard by Hearing Master 

Protective Custody Hearings 

Specialty Courts 

4.72 

15.00 

121.50 

Initial Appearance 

Pfemnl Hear'..ngs & Metieas 
Beeeft 'I'rifll 
PestJtiagme&tAelitYi-ty 
Case Related lAmiftistratie& 
Total 

Initial Appearance 

Total 

Initial petition 
Status checks 
In custody/show cause 
·Case related administration/staffing 
Total 

4.72 

4.72 

15 

15 

5 

64 

4.5 

48 

121.6 
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