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NOTES

ABOUT THIS PUBLICATION

DATA CONSISTENCY

-STATE DIFFERENCES

SYMBOLS AND OTHER
USAGES

INQUIRIES

The statistics in this publication provide indicators of the volume and
flow of criminal work through the Supreme and Intermediate Courts
across Australia. The collection includes monthly statistics on the
rnumber of defendants pending, initiated and finalised in each State and
Territory for the period 1 January — 31 December 1995, Only
information on defendants whose cases were heard in the original
jurisdiction of the courts is presented — appeal cases are excluded.

The statistics have been compiled according to national standards in
order to ensure consistency between the States and Territories. The
Explanatory Notes, Appendixes and Glossary provide detailed
information on the collection, counting rules, terminalogy,
classifications and other technical aspects.

Differences in court structure, jurisdiction and procedure are marked
across the States and Territories and these may account for some of the
variation in case input and processing rates” Appendix C highlights
some of the State differences that users should be aware of when
comparing Australian criminal courts statistics.

ABS Australian Burcau of Statistics
n.a. not available
NCCSU National Criminal Courts Statistics Unit
n.e.c. not elsewhere classified
n.f.d. not further defined
not applicable
_— nil

For information about other ABS statistics and services, please refer to
the back of this pubiication.

For further informaticon about statistics in this publication, contact
Antonella Caruso on Melbourne (03) 9615 7370 or any ABS office.
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PREFACE

This is the first publication of the Australian Criminal Courts collection. The
aim of this collection is to provide nationally comparable statistics on the
volume and flow of criminal matters through the courts. These statistics are
intended to assist those involved in courts and judicial administration, policy
development or research, as well as those with a general interest in criminal
justice issues.

The first stage of the collection is presented in this publication and covers
criminal caseflows, based on counts of defendants, in the Supreme and
Intermediate Courts of Australia. The scope of the publication includes ali
defendants who had active criminal cases in the period 1 January to

31 December 1995,

The collection will be expanded over time 1o provide information on
offences, penalties for proven charges, defendant characteristics and
additional case processing details. The collection will also expand in scope
to include the appellate jurisdiction of the courts and other levels of the
criminal court system.

The Australian Criminal Courts collection is based on unit record data
provided to the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) by the State and
Territory agencies responsible for courts administration. The statistics have
been compiled according to national standards, definitions and counting
rules prepared by the National Criminal Courts Statistics Unit (NCCSU).

The NCCSU was established in 1994 following an initiative of the Standing
Committee of Attorneys-General. The Unit is jointly funded by State and
Territory courts agencies, the Commonwealth Attorney-General's
Department and the ABS. The Unit reports to a Board of Management made
up of representatives of these funding parties, and receives technical advice
from an Advisory Group made up of expert users of criminal justice
statistics.

Many individuals and groups contributed to the development of the national
criminal courts collection. In particular, the ABS acknowledges the valuable
contributions of the Board of Management of the NCCSU, the NCCSU
Advisory Group and the State and Territory agencies responsible for courts
administration.

T. J. Skinner
Acting Australian Statistician
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

INTRODUCTION

TOTAL WORKLOAD

This publication presents statistics on the criminal work of the higher
(Supreme and [Intermediate) courts of Australia for the period 1 January to
31 December 1995, The higher courts deal with the more serious matters
heard by Australia’s criminal courts.

The measure of criminal work presented is the count of defendants
processed by the higher courts. A defendant is either an individual ora
corporation against whom criminal charges have been laid. Information is
provided on the flow of work through the higher courts, The waorkflow

measures prescnted include statistics on:

* nitiated defendants (i.e. new defendants whose cases entered the higher
courts), and the way that their cases were initiated:

*  finalised defendants (i.e. defendants whose cases had a final outcome for
all charges before the higher courts). and the way that their cases were
finalised;

"  pending defendants (i.e. defendants whose cases were initiated but not

yet finalised); and

®  the duration of cases for finalised defendants (e.g. elapsed time from
initiation to finalisation).

Statistics are presented separately for the Supreme and Intermediate court
levels. A Supreme Court operates in each State and Territory. There 1s no
Intermediate Court in Tasmania, the Northern Territory and the Australian
Capital Territory. In the States with both Supreme and Intermediate Courts
the majority of defendants are dealt with in the Intermediate Court.

The statistics in this publication relate to defendanis with criminal cases
active before the Supreme and Intermediate Courts in Australia during 1995.
They do not cover cases relating to appeals and breaches of bonds. Initiation
details for defendants are currently not available for Queensland and
pending, initiated and duration data cannot be provided for this State.

Table 1 summarises the flow of defendants through the higher courts during
1995 by showing statistics on the number of pending, initiated and finalised
defendants each month, For any given month, the number of defendants
pending at the start, together with the defendants initiated, less the
defendants finalised, gives the count of defendants pending at the stait of the
next month,

Excluding Queensland, there were 6,424 defendants with criminal cases that
had been initiated in the higher courts prior to 1995 and were still being
processed, while a further 10,635 defendants had new cases initiated during
1995. The 6,424 defendants pending at the start of 1995 together with the
10,635 defendants initiated during 1995 gives a total workload of



TOTAL WORKLOAD coentinued

iNITIATED WORKLOAD

Volume initiated

Method of initiation

17,059 defendants who had criminal cases active at some time during 1995.
Of this wotal workload. 10.740 (63%) defendants were finalised in the higher
courts during 1995 resulting in 6,319 defendants pending at the end of 1995.

The initiated workload is the number of defendants with cases starting in the
higher courts in 1995. A defendant may be initiated as a result of:

®  the committal process in the lower courts;
®  the direct laying of charges in a higher court (i.e. ex-officio);
®  the execution of a bench warrant against an absconded defendant; or

®  (he transfer of court proceedings from another level of court.

During 1995 there were 10,635 defendants initiated in the higher courts in
Australia (excluding Queensland). There was considerable monthly variation
in the number of defendants initiated in 1995. The lowest number of
initiations occurred in December and January (680 and 738 respectively),
and the highest number of initiations occurred in May and August {1,023 and
1,008 respectively).

The majority of defendants initiated in the higher courts (9,788 or 92%) were
committed from a court of summary jurisdiction (i.e. a lower court). In
comparison to other States and Territories, South Australia had a much lower
percentage of defendants initiated by being committed from a court of
summary jurisdiction (77.8%). This was due 1o a relatively higher proportion
of defendants initiated by transfer from another court level. This was
particularly evident in South Australia's Supreme Court where two-thirds of
defendants initiated (66.7%) were transferred from the Intermediate Court or
court of appeal. (See Table 2.)

At the time of their committal hearing in the lower court, defendants can
plead guilty or not guilty to the charges against them. If a defendant pleads
guilty to all charges against them, they are committed to a higher court fora
sentence hearing. A not guilty plea to any charge will result in the defendant
being committed for trial. In each State and Territory where information is
available about defendants’ plea/s at commuittal, the majority of defendants
were commitied for trial. The proportion of defendants committed for trial
ranged from 54.8% in Western Australia to 78.5% in Tasmania,

Almost 4% of defendants initiated were absconders who re-entered the court
system to continue facing criminal proceedings. South Australia and the
Northern Territory reported the highest percentages of defendants initiated
by a bench warrant executed (6.6% and 5.9% respectively). Ex-officio or
direct presentment of defendants accounted for a further 1.2% of initiations,
(See Table 2.)



FINALISED WORKLCAD

Volume finalised

The finalised workload is the number of defendants with cases completed in
the higher courts in 1995. Defendants are not regarded as tinalised until all
charges laid against them have been concluded in some manner. Where the
defendant is proven guilty they arc considered finalised on the date of
sentencing.

A defendant's method of finalisation describes the key outcome for the case.
This includes where the defendant has:

®  at least one charge proven guilty (through a guiity verdict or a guilty
plea);

" no charge proven guilty and is acquitted,;
®  been transferred to another level of court;

®  all charges withdrawn; or

absconded and a bench warrant is issued.

For detailed definitions and the method of finalisation counting
methodology, refer to the Glossary and Explanatory Notes.

Atotal of 17,295 defendants were finalised in the higher courts in Australia
during 1995. Queensland had the highest number of defendants finalised
(6,555) which is 38% of the national total. while the Australian Capital
Territory had the lowest number of defendants finalised (101) accounting for
less than 1% of all defendants finalised in Australia.

In the Supreme Court there were 2,139 defendants finalised in Australia with
the highest proportions being finalised in Queensland (31%) and Western
Australia (18%). There were 15,156 defendants finalised in the Intermediate
Court with Queensland and New South Wales having the highest proportions
of all defendants finalised (39% and 28% respectively).

For those States that have an Intermediate Court, 9% of defendants were
finalised in the Supreme Court while the majority of defendants (91%) were
finalised in the Intermediate Court. New South Wales had the highest
proportion of defendants finalised in the Intermediate Court relative to the
Supreme Court (98%) and South Australia had the lowest proportion (83%).

The number of defendants finalised in the higher courts during 1995 was
highest in March (1,727) and lowest in January (768). The graphs which
follow show the number of defendants initiated and finalised per month for
each of the States and Territories and for Australia (excluding Queensland
where initiation data was unavailable). For Australia, the number of
defendants finalised and the number of defendants initiated within each
month was generally consistent. The exception was January which had
considerably fewer finalisations than initiations. It should be noted that
judicial vacations occur in January in most States and Territories.
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DEFENDANTS INITIATED AND FiNALISED, AUSTRALIA(a)
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Rates of finalisation
The rate of defendanits finalised per 100,000 persons aged 17 years and over
provides an index of the proportions of the State and Territory adult
populations dealt with by the higher courts. It should be noted that any
comparisons of rates of finalised defendants across States and Territories
should take into account the differences in court structures and procedures
as discussed in Appendix C.

There was a rate of 126.2 defendants finalised per 100,000 persons aged

17 years and over in Australia during 1995. The rate of finalised defendants
in Queensland was twice the Australia rate al 266.3. Western Australia and
the Northern Territory with rates of 194.8 and 174.0 respectively were also
considerably higher than the national rate.

Adjudicated finalisations
The majority (14,408 or 83%) of all defendants finalised by the higher courts
in Australia were adjudicated through a trial or sentence hearing. The
process of adjudication depends on the defendant’s final plea/s. Defendants
who plead guilty to all charges against them are not subject to a trial and are
adjudicated through a sentence hearing to determine the type and severity of
any penalty that may be applied. Defendants who plead not guilty to any
charge against them are typically subject to a trial by jury which determines
whether the charges against them are proven. If there is a guilty verdict for
any charge then the defendant proceeds to a sentence hearing.

While the majority of defendants initiated were committed for trial, the
number of defendants finalised by trial was considerably less. This reflects a
tendency for defendants to change their plea from not guilty to guilty during
the course of criminal proceedings. For the States and Territories where
information was available about the process of adjudication, 26% of the
defendants who were adjudicated went through trial and were either proven
guilty or proven not guilty, while 74% pleaded guilty.

Y oAl




Adjudicated finalisations continued
For New South Wales, Victoria and South Australia, where intormation about
the process of adjudication was available {for both the Supreme and
Intermediate Courts, the proportion of defendants finalised by trial was 52%
in the Supreme Court, which was more than twice that of the Intermediate
Court (24%).

Of the 14,408 delendants adjudicated in 1995, 11% were acquitted, and 89%
had at least one charge with a proven outcome (guilty verdict or guilty plea).
All the States and Territories had a higher proportion of defendants with
proven oulcomes compared Lo defendants acquitted. However, the relative
proportions of these varied across the States and Territories. Tasmania, the
Northern Territory, the Australian Capital Territory and Queensland had the
highest proportion of defendants with charges proven (94-95%). Western
Australia, New Scuth Wales, Victoria and South Australia had a lower
proportion of defendants with charges proven (85-88%).

There was no systematic difference between the Supreme and Intermediate
Courts in terms of the proportion of defendants acquitted or proven guilty.
In the Supreme Court, the proportion of defendants proven guilty relative to
proven not guilty was highest in Queensland and Tasmania (36% and 95%
respectively) and lowest in New South Wales and South Australia (80% and
81% respectively). In the Intermediate Court, the proportion of defendants
proven guilty relative to proven not guilty was highest in Queensland (93%)
and lowest in Western Austraha (85%).

Non-adjudicated finalisations
The finalisation of defendants by transfer between court levels (excluding
Queensland) was highest in South Australia (13.7%). The Northermn Territory
recorded the highest percentage of defendants finalised as a result of a bench
warrant being issued for the arrest of an absconder (11.4%). Tasmania and
Queensland had the highest percentage of defendants finalised through
withdrawal of all charges (17.9% and 17.3% respectively). The Northern
Territory had the lowest percentage of defendants finalised through
withdrawal of all charges (4.3%). (See Table 3.)

DURATION OF FINALISED WORKLOAD
For defendants finalised in the higher courts in Australia in 1995 (excluding
Queensland), duration figures are presented which measure the time from
the date of initiation to the date of finalisation. Duration provides a measure
of the speed with which the court systems deal with their criminal workload.
These statistics should be interpreted with caution as there are numerous
junisdictional, legislative and procedural differences that impact on the
courts’ ability to process defendant cases. Appendix C discusses some of the
issues related to differences across States and Territories.

The median duration from initiation to finalisation was longest in the
Australian Capital Territory (29.0 weeks) and New South Wales (27.0 weeks).
Tasmania had the shortest median duration (12.1 weeks) to finalise
defendants. In Victoria, 90% of defendants finalised in 1995 had their cases
completed within 94,6 weeks of initiation, whereas in Tasmania 90% of
defendants finalised had their cases completed within 29.1 weeks.

ABS - CRIMINAL COURTS - 4513.0 - 1995 11



DEFENDANTS FINALISED, DURATION FROM INITIATION IN FINALISATION(a)
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The median duration from initiation to finalisation varied for different
categories of finalisations. In general, defendants finalised with trial
outcomes of guilty verdict or proven not guilty had the longest median
processing times, whilst those finalised through sentence hearings (guilty
plea) had the shortest median clapsed times. For example, the median
duration in the Supreme Court of Victoria was 26.0 weeks for acquitted
defendants. 35.8 weeks for defendants proven guilty, and 20.3 weeks for
defendants who pleaded guilty.

It should be noted that these trial cutcome categories (guilty verdict and
proven not guilty) do not measure all trials scheduled or commenced.
Defendants originally committed for trial may subsequently change their plea
from not guilty to guilty (either prior to the commencement of the trial or
during the course of the trial) and therefore be counted in the guilty plea
category. A trial will also cease if the prosecution withdraws all the charges
and tn this instance, the defendant will be counted in the withdrawn

category.

The median duration from initiation to finalisation for defendants proven
not guilty was highest in New South Wales (46.3 weeks) and lowest in
Tasmania (13.7 weeks). New South Wales had the longest median duration
for defendants finalised with a guilty verdict (54.3 weeks) and a guilty plea
(22.0 weeks). Tasmania had the shortest median duration for defendants
finalised with a guilty verdict (16.1 weeks) and guilty plea (11.2 weeks). This
excludes Queensland and Western Australia where this information was not
available.

For defendants finalised in the higher courts in Australia during 1995,
Tasmania had the highest percentage of defendants finalised within 6 months
of initiation (87.5%). Tasmania, South Australia and the Northern Territory
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DURATION OF FINALISED WORKLOAD continued

PENDING WORKLCAD

had the highest percentage of defendants finalised within 1.2 months

(96.5%, 94.6% and 93.3% respectively). All States and Territories had over
90% ol defendants finalised within 18 months of commencement except
Victoria and New South Wales (85.7% and 87.6% respectively). (See Table 5.)

DEFENDANTS FINALISED WITHIN SPECIFIED TiME PERIODS(a)
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For defendants finalised by a guilty verdict. duration figures are provided
measuring the time from initiation to verdict, and from verdict to sentencing.
This information is not available for Queensland and only partially available
for Western Australia. For all other States and Territories, the median
duration from initiation to the handing down of a guilty verdict was less than
a year, with the longest duration (49.8 weeks) occurring in New South Wales.
The median duration from the date a guilty verdict is delivered to the date of
sentencing was less than a month. (See Table 4.)

The pending workload is the number of defendants not yet finalised at a
given point in time. The size of the national pending workload (excluding
Queensland) remained stable within the higher courts during 1995. The
number of defendants pending on 31 December 1995 (6,319) had decreased
by 1.6% from 6,424 defendants pending on 1 January 1995. The States and
Territories that showed substantial change in their pending workloads
during 1995 were the Northern Territory and the Australian Capital Territory
where the pending workloads increased by 29% and 26% respectively, and
Western Australia where the pending workload decreased by 16%. (See
Table 1.)
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CHANGE IN NUMBER OF DEFENDANTS PENDING FROM START TO END OF YEAR
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There was considerable variation between the Supreme and Intermediate
Courts in terms of the percentage change in the pending workloads during
1995 (excluding Quecnsiand). In the Supreme Court the pending workload
increased by 16.4% to 808 defendanis pending on 31 December 1995, up
from 694 defendants pending on 1 January 1995. In the Intermediate Court
the pending defendant workload at the end of 1995 (5.511) had decreased
by 3.8% from the start of the year (5.730).



;
1 DEFENDANTS PENDING, INITIATED AND FINALISED: STATUS BY MONTH
Month/Status NSW Vie Qldfa) RY.| W4 Tas. NT ACT Aust.fa}
SUPREME COURT
January - - -
Pendinp at start 118 52 n.a. 72 182 100 100 Fit) na.
Inthated 7 5 n.. 27 34 14 11 3 na
Finalised i 1 26 18 11 i - — 58
February
Pending at start 124 56 n.a. g1 205 117 111 73 na.
; Ynitaled 7 10 n.a. 20 24 23 21 8 na.
: Finalised k] 6 59 22 52 48 29 6 225
3 March
Pending at stant 128 60 n.a. 79 177 92 103 75 na.
Initiated 11 11 n.a. 20 35 24 27 i6 na.
Finalised 13 5 83 27 30 33 16 15 222
Apnl
Pending at start 126 &6 n.a. 72 182 83 114 76 na
initiated 17 11 na. 18 36 28 I8 5 na
Finalised tQ 13 44 25 27 20 13 4 156
May
Pending at start 133 64 n.a. a5 141 91 119 77 na.
[mitaated 9 12 n.a. 0 40 23 22 17 na.
Finalised 5 7 97 »n 37 19 29 8 224
June
Pending at start 137 o9 na. 82 194 104 112 14} na
Initiated ' 7 g n.a. 29 40 14 24 12 na
Finalised 7 17 47 20 32 22 15 10 170
July
Perding at start 137 61 n.a. 9l 202 92 121 88 na
Initiated 6 5 na. 25 41 25 — 17 7 na.
3 Finalisad i2 g 45 21 3R 37 20 [ 187
E- August
; Pending a1 start 131 58 na. 105 207 80 118 89 na.
3 initiated 26 i2 n.a. 19 34 14 14 7 na
Finalised 13 8 47 19 15 20 [ [ ] 159
Sepiember
Pending at stari 144 &2 na 105 206 94 121 ) na.
[nitiated 14 4 na. 20 35 3 14 5 na
Finalised T 11 68 26 22 39 20 12 205
October
Pending at start 147 55 na. 9G 219 &6 115 83 na
Initiated bl 6 na. 32 2R 16 28 12 na.
Finalised 10 13 30 29 50 18 20 B 184
November
. Pending at start 148 St n.a. 102 197 24 123 87 n.a.
v Initiated il 14 na. 11 13 37 31 15 n.a.
3 Finalised 14 6 72 22 31 26 24 14 209
December
Pending at siart 145 39 n.a. 91 199 95 130 88 na
Inétiated 13 13 n.a. 15 19 29 12 12 na.
Finalised 9 b 28 19 22 29 13 12 140
January to December
Pending at start 118 52 na. 72 182 100 100 70 na.
Toral inttiated 135 112 n.a. 285 401 307 239 119 na.
Total finalised 104 100 655 270 387 312 210 10t 2,139
Pending at end 149 64 n.a. R7 196 95 129 88 na

For foonotes see end of table.
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1 DEFENDANTS PENDING, INITIATED AND FINALISED: STATUS BY MONTH — continued

Month/Siatus NSW Vie. Qldfal SA WA Tas. NT ACT Aust (a)
INTERMEDIATE COURT(b)

January

Pending a1 start 2,952 L7 na. 532 1129 . n.a

Initiated 2069 107 n.a. 10} 156 . n.a.

Finalised 39 87 362 hit] 142 710
February

Pending at start 382 i.137 n.a. 553 1.143 n.a.

Initiated 411 124 na. 176 .. .. na

Finalised 409 125 562 114 229 . .. 1.439
March

Pending at start 1184 1.136 n.a. 346 1.090 na

Initiated 309 164 na. 117 163 na

Finalised 458 172 546 105 224 1.505
April

Perxiing at start 3125 1128 n.a. 558 1.029 - na

[nitiaied 351 140 n.a. 10G 146 . na

Finalised 343 a3 64 97 167 1.064
May

Pending at stari 3133 1,175 n.a. 561 1.008 n.a.

Inttiated 406 151 n.a. 130 163 ni.

Finalised 408 157 572 141 205 ]1.483
June

Pending al start 13 1169 na. 5 972 n.a

[nitiated * 388 136 n.a. 123 170 na.

Finalised 388 162 431 129 215 1.325
July

Pending at start 2131 1.142 na. 544 927 . na

Initiated 346 94 n.a. 7¢ 169 fras .. . na.

Finalised 178 izl 547 111 103 . e .- 1.060
Avguss

Pending al stant 1269 1116 n.a. 509 993 . na

Initiaied 43] 140 na. {19 172 . .. .. na.

Finalised 412 116 571 131 179 .. .o .- 1.409
September

Pending at stan 3318 1.140 n.a. 497 GH6 n.a.

Initiated 185 126 n.a. 139 133 n.a.

Finatised 398 143 549 97 161 1,348
October

Pending at start 31305 1123 na. 539 956 n.a.

[nitiated 320 in7 na. 128 163 n.a.

Finalised il 135 493 126 2 1,317
November

Pending at start 31264 195 na. 541 n.a.

Initiated 304 130 n.a, tol 155 n.a

Finalised 430 IR1 514 99 5 1.40%9
December

Pending at start 3148 1.044 n.a. 543 937 n.a.

Imtated 258 77 n.a. 92 140 n.a.

Finalised 335 108 IR89 82 173 1087
Janvary to December

Pending at start 2952 1.117 n.a, 532 1.129 n.a.
Total initiated 4328 1.466 na. 1.333 1910 n.a.

Tatat finalised 4,209 1,600 5900 1,312 2,135 15,156

Pending at end 3071 983 n.a. 553 904 n.a.

For footnotes see end ol table.
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1 DEFENDANTS PENDING, INITIATED AND FINALISED: STATUS BY MONTH — continued

Momih/Ntaius

NSW

Fie

Qlidfa) 5A WA Tas. NT ACT Ausi.(a)
TOTAL SUPREME AND INTERMEDIATE COURTS(b)

Janvary - _ .

Pending at start LK 1169 na. 604 131 1003 100 70 na

initiated 2 112 n.a. 12R 190 18 11 3 n.a.

Finalised 40 SR IR 98 153 1 - To8
February

Pending at stant 3306 1.193 na. 634 1.348 117 111 73 n.a.

Initiated 418 134 n.a. 127 2{0 23 21 H na

Finalised 412 KR 021 136 281 48 29 6 1,664
March

Pending at stary iz 1196 n.a. 025 1.267 52 i3 75 na.

Initiated 410 175 na. 117 198 23 27 16 na.

Finahsed 471 177 629 132 254 11 16 15 1,727
April

Pending at start 3.251 1194 n.a. 030 1.211 81 114 70 na

[nitiated 368 151 n.a. 18 182 28 18 5 n.a.

Finalised 153 106 408 122 194 20 i3 4 1.220
May

Pending at start 3.266 1.239 na. 626 1199 91 119 77 n.a.

Initiated 415 163 n.a. 169 208 28 i 17 n.a.

Finalised 413 164 4100 163 242 19 29 8 1.707
June

Pending al start 31,268 1.238 na. 632 i.160 100 112 80 na.

Imtiated 395 145 na. 152 210 g 24 12 na.

Finalised s 179 478 149 247 22 15 10 1.495
July

Pending at start 1.268 1.204 na 615 1.129 92 121 58 n.a

Initiated 35z 99 n.a. 111 22 25 — 17 7 na

Finalised 15 129 592 132 14t 37 20 & 1.247
August

Pemding at start I43 0 1174 n.a. 614 1.200 80 tIB 29 na

Tnitiated 457 152 na. 138 206 34 ia 7 na

Finalised 425 124 613 150 214 20 11 & 1,568
Sepiember

Perling al start 3,462 1.202 n.a. 602 1.192 94 121 20 n.a.

Initiated igs 130 n.a. 159 166 31 14 5 n.a.

Finalised 405 154 617 123 183 39 20 12 1,553
Oretober

Pending at start 1.452 1.17¢ na. 638 1.175 86 115 83 n.a.

Imitizted 331 i13 na. 160 191 18 28 12 n.a

Finalised m 145 532 153 252 18 A 8 1,501
November

Pending at slart 3412 1.146 n.a. 643 L.114 24 123 87 n.a.

[nitiated 375 114 n.a. 112 188 37 il 15 n.a.

Finalised 494 187 386 121 166 26 24 t4 1.618
Dlecember

Pending at start 3,293 1.073 n.a. 634 1.136 o35 130 88 na

Inttiated 271 90 n.a. 107 159 29 12 12 A

Finalised 344 e 417 10t 195 29 12 12 1,227
January to Decembet

Pending at start, 3070 1.169 n.a. 604 131t 100 100 70 n.a.

Toual inikiated 4,463 1,578 n.a. 1.618 231 307 239 119 n.a.

Total [inalised 4313 L1700 6.555 1.582 2,522 312 210 161 17,265

Pending at end 3.220 1.047 n.a. 640 1.10¢ 95 129 48 n.a

----- rate per 1(0,004 population aged 1 7 years and over —

January to December

Pending at start 60.0 340 n.a. 532 161.2 28.3 q2.8 0.6 n.a.

Total inttated us9 45.9 n.a. 142.6 178.5 $7.0 198.0 52.0 n.a.

Tuotal finalised 92.7 45.4 266.3 1394 15948 £8.4 174.0 44.] 126.2

Pending at end 69.2 04 na. 56.4 849 26.9 106.9 R4 na.

{2} Initiation and pending data are not availahle for (Jueensland and the finalisation data excludes any transfers between court tevels or bench warrants being issued. see
Explanatory Notes, paragraph 12, (b} There is no Intermediate Court in Fasmania, Notthern Territary and the Australian Capital Territory,

ABS - CRIMINAL COURTS - 4613.0 - 1905 17



2 DEFENDANTS INITIATED: METHOD OF INITIATION

Method of initiution NSW Vie, Oldfa} SA WA Tas. Ni(b) ACT  Austfajfh)
SUPREME COURT
number

Total committed 120 97 nd. 74 381 203 214 1i8 n.d.
Committed for trial 117 g0 n.a. 70 288 244 n.a. 69 n.a.
Committed for senlence 3 3 n.a. 4 g5 52 n.a. 49 na.

Ex-officio & 8 n.a. 12 — 2 10 n.a.

Rench warrant executed | n.a. 9 5 12 4 n.a.

(hher ransten(c} 8 7 n.a. 190 16 - i 1 n.a.

Total defeadants initiated 135 112 na. 285 401 307 29 119 na

percentage -

Toal committed &89 &6.6 na. 26.0 048 45 4 By 3 94 2 H.a
Committed for trial R6.7 79.5 n.a. 246 1.1 78.5 na. 58.0 n.a.
{ommitted flor sentence 2.2 71 n.a. 1.4 237 169 n.a. 41.2 n.a.

Ex-officio 4.4 71 n.a. 42 7 4.2 n.a.

Bench warrant executed 0.7 — na. 32 1.2 3.9 5.9 n.a.

Other transfer{c} 59 6.3 n.a. 06.7 4.0 : 0.4 0.8 n.a.

Total defendants inidated 100.0 100.0 n.a. 100.9 106.0 1060 [RLIXE LHL0 n.a.

INTERMLEDIATLE COURT(d)

number

Total commitied 4077 1,414 na 1 183 1,826 .. .. .. n.u.
Committed for trial 3013 838 na. 1,010 981 e .. .. na.
Committed for senience 1.064 566 n.a. 175 845 .. .. .. n.a.

Ex-officio 35 19 n.a. 17 19 . .. .. na,

Bench warrant executed 179 11 ni. 97 48 . .. .. na.

(nher transfer o) 37 32 n.a. 34 17 .. .. .- n.a.

Total defemdants initlated 4,328 1,466 n.a. 1,333 1,910 .. .. . na

——percenlage —

Totaf committed @4.2 o958 n.a. 849 95.4 .. . . n.id.
Committed for trial 69.6 572 n.a. 75.8 514 . .. . na.
Committed for sentence 24.6 386 n.a. 13.1 44.2 .. . .. na.

Ex-officio 0.8 1.3 na. 1.3 1.¢ .. .. .. na

Bench wamant executed 4.1 0.8 n.a. 73 25 .. .. .. na

Mher transfer(c) 0.9 22 na. 26 09 . . .. na.

Tota) defendants Initdated 100.9 100.0 na. 100.0 1086,0 .. . . na

TOTAL SUPREME AND INTERMEDIATE COURTS(d)
number -

Total commiticd 4197 1.301 n.a. 1,259 2,206 293 24 118 n.a
Committed for trial 3.130 - 927 n.a. 1.080 1.266 241 na 69 n.a.
Committed for sentence 1.067 574 n.a. 179 940 52 na 49 n.a.

Ex-officio 41 27 nd. 20 19 2 10 n.a.

Bench warrant executed 180 11 n.a. 106 53 12 14 n.a.

Other transfer(c) 45 iv na. 4 33 - 1 1 n.a.

Total defendants Initiated 4,463 1,578 n.a. 1,618 2311 307 239 119 n.a

—- percentage -

Total rommited 9o Wy ! n.a. 778 955 054 Hu. 5 992 na
Commitied for trial .1 587 na 66.7 54.8 7FR.5 n.a. 58.0 na.
Committed for sentence 23.9 36.4 n.a. 11.1 4).7 16.9 n.a. 41.2 na.

Fx-officio 0.9 17 n.a. 1.8 0.8 Q.7 4.2 - na.

Bench warran executed 4.0 0.7 n.a. 6.6 23 39 56 -— na.

Other transfer{c) 1.0 25 n.a. 138 1.4 — 0.4 0.8 na.

Total defendants initiated 160.0 100.0 n.a. 100.6 100.0 106.0 100.0 160.0 na

(a) Initiation daia are currently not available for Queensland, see Explanatory Nates, paragraph 12, {b) Commiual details for Notthern Territory are currently not available.

{c) Defendants registered in a particular court level as a result of a transter between court levels other than committals from a court of summary jurisdiction. id) There is no
Intermediare Court in Tasmania, Northern Territeey and the Australian Capital Terricory.
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3 DEFENDANTS FINALISED: METHOD OF FINALISATION

Method of finalisation

NSW Fir. Otd 54 WAfu) fas. NT ACT Aust.(a)

SUPREME COURT

-~ number

Proven not guily 18 17 24 38 IR 11 11 5 162
Total proven guiln: 73 13 388 i34 240 230 166 75 1623
Guilty verdict 25 25 604 70 78 32 23 18 335
Guilty ples 48 41 501 88 212 98 143 57 1,288
Transfer hetween court levels 4 0 na. RE 28 3 - 3 (bY77
Non-adiudicared 4 & high 48 3 ;15 33 is (b)277
Bench warrans issued ) na. g s} 10 24 1 na
Withdrawnic} O 8 66 RE] 25 56 9 15 224
Totad defendants finalised 104 ([T (h)y6s5 270 387 312 210 101 (bh}2,13%

— percenlage —
Proven nol guilty 17.3 17.0 37 14.1 2.8 15 52 5.0 7.6
Total proven guiln: 2 66.0 86.3 585 749 73.7 794 743 759
Guilty verdicl 24.0 250 9.8 259 20.2 103 110 17.8 15.7
Guilty plea 46.2 41.0 76.5 RN} 548 63.5 68.1 56.4 60.2
Transfer between court levels 8 9.0 n.a. 96 7.2 l.e 50 (b)l.6
MNon-adjudicated 7 &0 fb)40.1 i7.8 &1 242 157 I5.8 (hii2.v
Bench warrant jssued 2 na. i3 1.6 3.2 1.4 1.0 na
Withdrawn(c) 5.8 &0 10.1 14.4 6.5 17.9 4.3 149 10.5
Totat defendants finalised 100.0 100.0  (b)lBh.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 106 (b)100.0

INTERMEDIATE COURT(d) -
- number —

Proven noi guilty 500 194 12z 85 287 . 1.389
Total proven guilty 3.150 1,268 4510 709 1.597 11,234
Coilyy verdict 387 162 n.a. 108 n.a. n.a.
Guilty plea 2.763 1,106 n.a. 601 n.a. na
‘Transfer berween court levels 20 6 na. 191 39 {hy256
Nown-adiudicated hR1Y 132 {b)1.067 327 2i2 . (b)2,277
RBench warrant 1ssued 232 13 n.a. 102 71 na
Withdrawnic) 7 113 1.067 2258 141 1,853
Tatal defendants finalised 4,209 1,600 (b)5.,9430 1,312 2,135 (15,156

-— percentage ——
Proven not guilty 11.9 12.1 5.5 6.5 13.4 a2
Total proven guiity 74.8 79.2 76.4 54.0 748 4.1
Guilty verdict 9.2 10.1 n.a. 8.2 n.a. n.a.
Guilty plea 65.6 69.1 n.a. 45.8 n.a. fna.
‘Transfer between count evels 0.5 0.4 n.a. 14.6 1.8 (b)1.7
Non-adjudicaied 128 8.2 {b)i8.1 24.9 b9 {b)i3.0
Bench waTant issued 5.5 1.2 n.a. 78 R na.
Withdrawnic} 7.3 7.1 18.1 7.1 6.6 ; 12.2
Total defendants finalised 100.0 10my. 1 (b)100.0 160.0 L0410 (b)104.1

For fortnotes see end of1ahle.



3 DEFENDANTS FINALISED: METHOD OF FINALISATION — continued

Method of finadisestion NSW Vie. Qid S4 WAfa) Tus. NT ACT  Austfa)
TOTAL SUPREME AND INTERMEDIATE COURTS(d)
- number
Proven not guilty 518 211 347 123 125 il i1 5 1.551
Towal proven guilty 3,223 {334 3075 867 ! 587 230 166 75 {2857
Guilty verdict 412 187 n.a. 178 n.a. 12 23 1% na.
Guilty plea 2811 1147 n.a. 6R9 n.a. 198 143 57 na
Transfer between court levels 24 15 n.a. 217 67 5 - § {(b)333
Non-adjudicated 348 144} thif 133 375 243 6 13 6 (h)2554
Bench warrant issued 235 iv n.d. 111 77 10 24 1 na.
Withdrawnic) 313 121 1132 264 166 56 9 15 2.077
Total defendants finalised 4,313 1,700 (b)6,555 1.582 2,522 312 210 181 (b)17,295
- percentage —
Praoven not guilty 12.4 12.4 53 7.8 12.9 A 5.2 5.0 9.0
Toral proven guifty 47 785 774 54.8 748 73.7 70.0 74.3 743
Guilty verdict o6 11.0 n.a. 11.3 n.a. 10.3 1.0 17.8 n.a.
Guilty plea 65.2 67.5 n.a. 136 na 635 68.1 56.4 na
Transfer between court levels 0.6 0.9 n.a. 13.7 27 1.6 — 5.0 (b}l .9
Non-adiudicrated {27 &2 thii7.3 237 9.6 242 15.7 i58 fhif4.8
RBench warrant issued 5.4 1.1 n.a. 7.0 3 3.2 11.4 1.0 n.a.
Wilhd:a\yn(cj 73 71 7.3 16.7 6.6 179 43 149 120
‘YTotal defendants finalised 180.0 100.0 (b)100.0 100.0 1H.0 18606.0 1H.0 100.0 (b}109.9

(a} The distinction between whether a defendant pleaded guiity or was tound guilly by a court cannot currently be determined for the Western Australia Intermediate € ourt.
(b) These totals exclude Queensland defendants finalised by a transfer between court levels and/or by a bench warrant being, issucd—~(c) Withdrawn includes detendants who
were withdrawn by the prosecution. died. were unfil 1o plead or were finalised by some ather non-adjudicated methad. (d) There is no Intermediale € ourt in Tasmania,
Northem Territory and the Australian Capital Territory.
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4 DEFENDANTS FINALISED: SUMMARY STATISTICS RELATING TO DURATION (WEEKS)

Method of finalisation:Summanry:

Stadistios fweeks) NSW Fie. dfu} 5A WAk} Tas. NT ACT  Aust.(aifb
SUPREME COLRT
Iniiiation to Finalisation -—

Praven not guilty
Mean 68.3 142 n.a. 6.1 41.8 15.3 41.9 42.0 n.a.
1{th percentile 0.3 9.6 na. 0.9 2001 9.y 250 11.6 n.a
25th percentilc 42.3 214 n.a. 1.1 3.7 10.1 26.4 21.1 n.a.
Median 5R.4 26.0 n.a. 26 41.7 13.7 401 36.0 n.a.
T5th percentile 74.3 324 n.a. .0 474 214 60.1 64.0 na.
901th percentile 1750 85.7 na. 0.6 61.7 24.2 64.2 6.6 na

Guilty verdict
Mean aLs 48,0 n.a. 222 58 25.7 16.7 40.2 n.a.
lih percentile 3.7 203 n.a 29 16.0 51 15.4 7.Q n.a.
251h percentiie 9.0 o4 n.a. LXH 230 10.6 243 20.3 n.a.
Median 50.7 I5R n.a. 15.2 36.6 16.1 36 39.1 n.a.
75th perceniile 65.2 43.7 n.a. 28.4 47.6 24.6 44.8 46.6 n.a.
S0b percentile i09.4 127.7 n.a. 58.3 5.4 54.0 62.2 60.1 n.a.

Givilty plea
Mean 588 208 n.a. 136 17.1 14.3 2.7 290 na
i{th percentile 26.3 43 n.4. 16 7.6 4.4 43 10 n.a
25th percentile 34.2 14.1 n.a. 33 9.6 70 3.4 8.3 .a.
Median 50.2 203 n.a. 92 12.6 11.2 171 l6.4 n.a
75th percentile 6G.7 270 na. 223 19.9 16.3 30.3 48.2 n.a.
Hth percentile 82.4 x4 na. 203 363 260 39,2 71.7 na.

Other finalisation{c)
Mean 66.5 45.4 na. 1.7 26.2 1%.0 16.4 39.8 na.
10th percentile 259 Li.g n.a. 0.4 7.7 A 39 13.1 n.a.
25th percentile 07 143 n.i. 1.3 9.1 79 6.6 2313 na
Median 3.8 17.0 na. (R} 15.3 12.9 99 34.2 na
751th percentile 82.2 94.4 n.a. 16.1 388 17.7 157 54.6 na.
S01h pereentile 174.9 4.5 na. FAEN 51.6 343 29.7 69.2 na

Tntat defendants finalised
Mean 621 340 n.a. 140 247 16.3 229 EER" na
10th percentile 279 94 na. 07 79 4.9 43 4.3 na
25th percentile 35.4 16.0 n.a. 29 10.6 7.4 9.0 12.4 na.
Median 50.7 4.6 n.a. TR 17.1 12.1 19.9 750 n.a.
75th percentile 68.2 376 na. 19.6 0.0 17.7 RIR¢ 51.2 n.a.
90th percentile 111.2 935 n.a. 29.6 483 291 429 7.6 n.a.

-—- [nitiation to Verdict —

Guilty verdict
Mean 55.7 44.8 na. 13.2 3422 247 2.1 36.8 na.
10th percentite RIAL 199 n.a. a7 5.3 s 9.1 6.9 n.a.
151h percentite 338 231 n.a. 1.1 21.3 9.8 15.4 ig.1 na
Median 413 313 na. 21 34.8 149 287 35.4 &
751h percentile 62.4 352 n.a. 183 448 239 42.3 42.7 n.a
YHh percentiie 102.4 127.7 na. 513 49.1 522 55.2 48.3 na.

--- Verdict to Finalisation -

Giuiley verdicr
Mean 59 3.4 na. 9.1 1.8 1.1 4.8 3.5 n.a.
L0th percentile 0.1 1 na. 0.5 (1 .1 0.1 0.1 ..
25th percentile (.3 0.6 na. 2.4 .1 0.3 0.3 0.1 na
Median 2.1 2.4 na. 33 (r3 0.9 1.3 1.0 n.a.
75th percentile 10.0 49 na. 16.9 kA 1.6 53 2.3 n.a.
90th percentile 16.3 u.? na. 24.0 6.0 2.1 18.3 9.0 na.

For fomnotes see end ol table,
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4 DEFENDANTS FINALISED: SUMMARY STATISTICS RELATING TO DURATION (WEEKS) — continued

Method of finalisation Summary

statisrics rweeks) NSW Ve Qlddfu) 54 WAGB) Tas. AT ACT  Aust.fa)tb)

INTERMEDIATE COURT(d})

— Inttiation 10 Finalisation - -

Proven not guilty

Mean 60.5 43.1 n.a. 26.8 46.4 .. .. . n.a.
10th percentile 18.8 121 na. 114 17.0 - - .. n.a.
25th percentile 286 20.6 na. 19.0 2R3 . .. .. n.a.
Moedian 456 6.9 na 26.0 43.2 .. .. .. n.a.
751h pereentile 78.3 08.2 n.a. 35.2 60.6 . . .. n.a.
Q0th percentile 121.1 L7 n.a. 414 773 . . .. n.a.
Giuilty verdict
Mean 66.1 50.0 n.a. 386 n.a. .. . .. n.a.
10th percentile 242 13.9 n.a. 15.2 n.a. .. .. .. na.
25th percentile 357 na n.a. 215 n.a. .. .. . n.a.
Median 54.8 BERY n.a. 2094 n.a. .. . .. n.a.
T5th percentile #4.5 687 na. 431.3 n.a. .. .. .- n.a.
90th percentile 127.2 16.5 na. 67.1 n.a. .. .. .. n.a.
Guilty plea
Mean 1.8 24 n.a. 18.8 n.a. .. .. . n.a.
§i0th percenti)e 2.1 83 n.a. 50 n.a. .. .. - na.
25th percentile 14.1 11.2 n.a 8.6 f.a. .. .. .. n.a.
Median 21.7 17.1 na. 15.1 na. .. .. .. na
T5th percentile 6.6 356 na. 237 n.a. .. .. .. na
90th percentile 65.4 84.6 na R3 na. I . .. na.
Other finalisation(c)
Mean 42.4 50.0 n.a. 19.5 286 . .. .. na.
10¢th percentile 71 11.0 n.a 4.6 6.1 . . .. n.a
25th percentile 14.3 20.1 na. 8.0 0 .. .. . na
Median 28.1 36.3 nd. 159 16.0 .. .. .. na.
75th percentile 51.4 71.3 na. 2513 40.8 .. .. . na
%th percentile 933 1051 na. KRN 63.6 . .. .. na.

Total defendants finalised

Mean ing 376 na. 212 280 .. . . n.a
10th percentile 9.9 o n.a. 50 14 .. . . n.a.
25th percentile 159 12.4 n.a. 9.3 6.9 .. o . na
Median 26.4 224 n.a. i7.0 i59 .- . . na
75th percentile 49.0 46.8 na 26.9 45,1 .. .. .. na.
90th percentile R6.8 973 0.4 41.1 65.8 .. .. .. na.
Initiation to Verdict —
Guilty verdict
Mean 61.0 47.9 n.a. 2317 n.a. . . . n.a.
1(nh percentils 20.4 12.4 n.a. 14.3 na. . .. .. n.iL
251h percentile 304 9.9 na. 19.0 n.a. .. - .. n.a.
Median 50.2 59 n.a. 253 na. .. .. .. n.a.
75th percentile 75.3 64.1 n.a. 349 n.a. .. .. .- .
Q0th percentile 120.3 104.8 na. 58.7 na. .. .. . na.
— Verdict ta Finalisation -—
Guilty verdiet
Mean 53 23 n.a. 3.1 na. .. . . n.a.
101h percentile 0.1 0.1 n.a. 0.1 na. .. . . na
251h percentile 0.3 0.1 na. 1.1 n.a. . . - n.a.
Median 36 0.3 n.a 3.6 na. .. R . na
751h percentile 7.6 2.1 na. 6.5 n.a. .. .. . n.a.
90th percentile 12.7 7.4 n.a. 10,9 na. .. . .. na.

For footnotes see end of table.
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4 DEFENDANTS FINALISED: SUMMARY STATISTICS RELATING TO DURATION (WEEKS) — continued

Mcethod of finalisation/Sunmmary

statistics {wecks) NAW Mie Oldtas SA WAfh) Tas. AT ACT Austfaifb)
TOTAL SUPREME AND INTERMEDIATE COURTS{d)
Initiation 1o Finalisation —-

Proven not guilly
Mean 008 17.0 n.a. r0s 45.% 5.3 419 42.0 n.a.
{tih percentile (9.3 12.1 n.a. 1.3 17.4 99 25.0 116 fa.
25th percentile 29.0 RI{X) na. 5.7 28.0 10.1 26.4 211 na.
Median 46.3 352 na. 213 431 13.7 40.1 36.0 n.a.
751h percentile 717 063 n.a. 293 K2 214 60.1 64.0 n.a.
Hith percentile 12%.3 Fill n.a. 40.2 T0.4 242 64.2 T6.0 n.a.

Guilty verdict
Mean 6H5.% 407 n.a. 231 na. 357 36.7 4012 n.a.
10th percentile 24.4 14.0 n.a. 4.9 n.a. 5.1 15.4 7.0 n.a.
25th percentile ISR 224 n.a. 154 n.a. 10.6 243 20.3 n.i.
Median 54.3 380 n.a. 25.6 n.a. 6.1 316 3.1 n.a.
75th percemile 83.1 62.1 n.a. 410 n.a. 246 44.8 46.6 n.a
Hith pereentile 126.2 116.6 n.a. 63.4 na. 54.0 62.2 60.1 n.a.

Guilty plea
Mean 322 2.0 na. 18.1 n.a. 143 207 29.0 n.a.
{tith percentile 9.1 8.3 na 4.6 na. 4.4 4.3 io n.a.
25th percentile 14.1 11.4 n.. 8.0 n.a. 7.0 8.4 8.3 n.a.
Median 22.1 17.3 n.a. 14.0G n.a. 11.2 17.1 16.4 na.
751h percentile 3.z 35 na. 236 n.a. 16.3 30.3 48.2 n.a.
20th pereentile 05.6 838 n.a. 269 n.a. 260 w2 .7 na

Other finalizationd{c)
Mean 43.0 49.5 na. 18.4 281 18.0 16.4 39.8 na.
1Oth percentile 7.1 11.0 na. 4.1 6.7 Al 1.9 13.1 na.
251h percentile 14.5 17.1 n.a. 7.0 a1 7.9 6.6 233 na
Median 285 57 n.a. 15.1 15.8 12.4 9.9 34.2 na
75th percentile 518 76.2 4. 237 97 17.7 15.7 54.6 n.a
9tih percentile 94.8 93.2 n.a. 376 61.5 343 29.7 69.2 N4

Total defendants finalised
Mean 40.3 37.4 na 20.0 275 16.3 229 339 n.a.
H0th percentile 10.0 9.0 n.a. 4.1 4.4 4.9 4.3 4.3 na.
25th percemiile 16.1 126 na. 19 74 7.4 RAt 12.4 na
Median 27.0 22.8 na. 160 16.1 121 19.9 29.0 n.a
751h percentile 3001 46.3 na. 26.0 432 17.7 36 51.2 n.a.
90th percentite g7.1 94.6 .. 4.4 03.0 26.1 429 70.6 na.

- Initiation lo Verdict

Guilty verdict
Mean 60.6 47.4 n.a. 256 n.a. 247 RRR 0.8 n.it
L0th percentile 2140 12.4 n.a. 1.1 na. 5.1 4.1 6.9 n.a
25th percentile i1l 20.6 na. 34 n.d. 9.8 154 LR.1 n.a.
Median 45.8 343 na. 201 n.a. 149 28.7 35.4 na.
T5th percentite 74.3 60.3 n.a. 322 n.Aa 239 423 42.7 n.a.
Qith percentile 119.6 1158 n.a. 52.7 n.a. 52.2 532 48.2 n.a.

-— Verdict to Finalisation - -

Guilty verdict
Mean 54 24 n.a. 6.7 na. 1.1 4.8 15 n.i.
10th percentile 0.1 0.l na. 0.l n.a. 0.1 0.1 (1 n.a.
25th percentile 0.3 0.1 n.a. 1.3 na. 0.2 0.3 01 n.a.
Median 16 0.4 n.d, RRY na. 0.9 1.3 1. n.a
F5th pereenitle 7.6 X na. 8.7 n.iL 1.6 33 23 na
901k percentle 12.9 7.7 na. 19.7 n.a. 21 183 9.0 n.a.

(4} Tnntiation data required for duration calculstions are vurently not available tar Queensland. {h) The distinction between whether a defendans pleaded guilty or was found

guilty by a court cannot currently be determined for the Western Australia Intermediate Court. {c) Detendants wha were transferred to anether level of court or where the

charge/s are unadjudicated (e.g. the charge’s are withdrawn by the prosecution. the defendant dies. a bench warrant s issued. the defendant is deemed unfit 1o plead). 1d) There

ie o Imermediate Caurt in Tasmania. Northern Territory and the Australian € apitai Terricory.
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5 DEFENDANTS FINALISED: METHOD OF FINALISATION BY DURATION FROM INITIATION TO FINALISATION

- e
?:Ie;:z:j’ of finalisation/Duration NSW Vie Olidfa) A WA Tus. I ACT Aust.fal(b)

SUPREML COURT

--- number
Proven not guilty
Under 13 - 3 n.a. 12 2 5 . 1 na
13 and under 26 1 5 na. 4 5 6 2 1 N
26 and under 39 2 5 n.a. 2 4 3 1 n.a.
39 and under 52 4 | na. 21 - 1 n.iL.
52 and under 65 3 i n.a. 3 — 2 | n.a.
65 and under 78 4 na. - 1 - t | n.a.
78 and under 94 2 1 n.a. — 1 — - - na
91 and under |04 n.a. 1 — - - n.i
104 or more 2 1 n.a. — -— — - - na.
Total i8 17 Ha 38 38 i1 H 5 n
Guilty verdict
Under 13 — i na. 14 5 10 2 2 n.u.
13 and under 26 1 4 n.a. 16 n 15 5 3 n.a.
26 and under 39 5 10 n.a. 14 15 2 9 k] nau.
12 and under 52 9 5 n.Aa. 3 0 1 1 8 n.a.
52 and under 63 3 1 na. 1 2 2 2 1 n.a.
65 and under 78 3 ] h.a. 3 2 1 1 —- na
78 and uhder 91 na 1 1 —_ na.
91 and under 104 | = n.a. 1 — - e n.a
14 or more 3 ki n.a. — 1 1 1 n.a
Toral 25 25 M. zn 78 32 23 18 7.4
Guilty piea
Under 13 | 9 n.a. N 19 117 56 21 n.a,
13 and under 26 3 20 na. 21 66 6i 42 12 n.a.
26 and under 19 12 9 n.a. 12 17 15 ¢ 7 n.a.
39 and under 52 12 2 n.a. - 17 3 10 5 n.a
52 and under 65 10 1 n.a. - | 1 3 3 na
65 and under 78 5 e n.a. 2 | | 5 n.a.
78 and under #1 1 . na. 1 4 n.a.
91 and under 104 -— — n.a. - . - n.a.
104 or more 4 — na. . - 1 1 - n.a.
Toral 48 £ Ha 8K 242 108 143 57 n.a.
Other finalisation{b}
Under 13 1 3 n.a. 46 26 7 20 2 na
13 and under 26 1 n.a. 22 13 22 6 4 n.a
26 and under 39 5 n.a. 4 6 5 4 5 n.a
39 and under 52 1 -— n.a. 9 2 | 3 na.
52 and under 65 1 n.a. i 2 1 2 na.
65 and under 78 1 na. ki 2 4 n.a.
78 and under | 1 — n.a. 1 - — 1 na
91 and vnder 104 — 6 na. —_— 1 1 n.a.
104 or more N n.a. - 2 —— e n.a
Total i3 iz na. 74 59 71 33 2! ni.
Total defendants finalised
Under 13 2 16 n.a. 165 142 169 78 26 n.a.
13 and under 26 6 35 n.a. 62 106 104 55 20 n.a.
26 and upder 39 24 24 n.a. 24 42 22 46 16 na
39 and vnder 52 26 R n.a. 1 77 & 17 16 n.a.
52 and under 65 16 4 na. 7 6 5 H 7 n.a.
65 and under 78 12 1 na. 3 7 3 3 10 na.
78 and under 91 4 1 na. 2 1 — 5 na
9% and under 104 i 6 n.a. 1 1 1 | .- n.a.
104 or more 12 4 n.a, k 2 2 1 n.a
Total 104 100 655 270 387 i1 210 101 2,139

For fooinmer see end of table.
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5 DEFENDANTS FINALISED: METHOD OF FINALISATION BY DURATION FROM INITIATION TO FINALISATION — continued

?::j:;.):f o finalisation/Durution NSW Fie (Mdfa) 54 WArh) Tas. NT ACT  Aust.(aifb)

SUPREME COURT

percentage

Proven not guilty
Under 13 176 na. 84.2 53 45.5

s . 20,0 n.a.
13 and under 26 5.6 294 na, 105 132 54.5 8.2 20.0 na
26 and under 39 1.1 29.4 na. 53 10.5 — 273 20.0 na.
19 and under 52 222 59 na. — 553 273 . n.a.
52 and under 65 16.7 5.9 n.a. — 7.9 — 18.2 2G.0 .2
65 and under 7R 222 na. - 26 - 91 20.0 na
78 and wnder 91 1.1 39 n.a. — 26 — —_— — na
Q1 and under 104 — - n.a. — 26 - - - na
104 ar more 11.1 59 n.a. - - — - - na
Total 100.0 1000 na 10136 i00.0 100.0 1900.0 1600 na
Guilty verdict
Under 13 - 4.4 na 48.6 64 313 8.7 1.t na.
13 and under 26 4.0 16.0 n.a. 229 28.2 46.9 21.7 16.7 na
26 and under 39 20.0 40,40 n.a. R.6 19.2 6.3 391 16.7 Ta.
39 and under 32 6.0 200 na. 4.3 I8R5 LI 130 44.4 na
52 and under 65 i2.0 4.0 n.a. B.6 28 6.3 8.7 5.6 na
65 and under 78 2.0 4.0 n.a. 43 20 3l 4.3 — na
78 and under 91, - - n.a. 14 1.3 n.a.
91 and under 104 4.0 - na. 1.4 -- — — — na.
104 or more {2.0 12.0 na. — 13 kR 4.3 5.6 n.a
Tolal o046 100.0 na 100.0 1000 ing.0 164.0 i00.0 n.a.
Cuiley plea
Under 13 2.1 220 n.a. 60.2 51.4 591 392 36.8 na.
13 and urler 26 6.3 48.8 n.a. 239 31.1 30.8 29.4 21.1 n.a.
26 and under 39 250 22.0 n.a. 13.6 8.0 7.6 21.0 123 n.a.
3% and under 52 250 4.9 n.a. — Ln 1.5 7.0 8 na
52 and under 65 2Q. 24 n.a. - 0.5 0.5 21 53 n.a.
65 and under 78 )14 — n.a. 23 0.5 — 0.7 8.8 na.
78 and under 91 21 - n.a. — 0.5 —_ — 7.0 na.
21 and under 104 . na . — — na
104 or more K3 : na. - 0.5 0.7 — na.
Total 1004 1061} nu 100.0 10600 160.0 HiHLO {06.4 na.
Other finalisation(v)
Under 13 7.7 17.6 n.a. 02.2 4410 521 6.6 9.5 na
13 and under 26 7.7 41.2 na. 297 220 3.0 18.2 9.0 na
26 and under 39 385 — n.a. 5.4 10.2 7.0 12.1 238 n.a.
39 and under 52 7.7 — n.a. —_ 153 23 a0 14.3 na.
52 and under 65 - 59 n.a. 1.4 - 2.8 340 9.5 na
65 and under 78 1.7 — na. -— 51 2.8 — 19.0 na
78 and under 91 1.7 — na, 1.4 — — — 4.8 na
91 and under 04 —_ 353 n.a. — — 14 30 — n.a.
104 or more 231 — n.a. — 314 — — — n.a
Tatal {00.0 100.9 na. 100.0 10.¢ 100.0 106.0 106.0 na
Total defesdants finalised
Under 13 1.9 16.0 na. 61.1 36.7 54.2 KR 257 n.a.
13 and under 26 58 16.0 n.a 23.3 274 33.3 26.2 19.8 n.a
26 and under 39 231 24.0 n.a. R.9 0.8 7.1 21.9 158 na.
10 and under 52 25.0 8.0 n.a. 1.1 09 .0 8.1 15.8 n.a.
52 and under 65 15.4 4.0 n.a. 2.6 1.6 1.6 RR 6.9 n.a.
65 and under 78 12.5 1.0 n.a. 1.9 1R 4] 1.4 929 n.a.
78 and under 91 8 1.0 n.a. 0.7 0.8 — — 5.0 na
91 and wnder 104 1.0 6.0 n.a. 0.4 .3 0.2 0.8 —- na
1G4 or more 1.5 4.0 n.a. - .8 0.6 1.0 1.0 n.a
Toad 100.0 100.8 100.0 100.0 106.0 100.6 100.0 160.0 100.0

For fontnotes see end of table.
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5 DEFENDANTS FINALISED: METHOD OF FINALISATION BY DURATION FROM INITIATION TO FINALISATION — continued

Meihod of finalisation/Duration

(weeks) NSW Vie. Widfn) SA WArhi Tax. AT ACT Aust.(aifh)
INTELRMEDIATE COURT(d)

. - number

Proven not guilty
Under 13 20 22 n.a, 9 15 na.
{3 and under 26 79 40 n.a. 33 12 n.a.
26 and under 39 118 IR na. 27 &) n.a
39 and under 52 60 Rk ] n.a. 13 61 n.a
52 and under 65 S4 4 n.a. 3 49 n.a.
65 and under 78 44 ¢ n.a — 12 na
78 and under 91 31 12 n.a. - 15 na.
91 and under 104 18 5 n.a. 6 n.a.
104 or more i 25 n.a. . 7 ..
Total son 194 n.a A3 287 na.

Guilty verdict
Under 13 2 N n.a. 7 na. na.
13 and under 26 46 42 n.a. 33 na. na.
26 and under 39 69 28 n.a. 4 na. n.a.
39 and under 52 ol 25 n.a. 16 na. na
52 and under 65 63 15 n.a. 7 na. na.
65 and under 78 37 o n.a. 2 n.a. na.
7% and, under 91 26 R n.a. ki na, n.a
91 and under 104 16 g na. - na. na.
104 or more 67 19 n.a. 6 n.a. na.
Totad 387 i62 w.a. ji8 n.a. . na

Guilty plea
Under L3 580 317 n.a. 259 n.a. na.
13 and under 26 1.G61 341 n.a. M8 n.a. n.a.
26 and under 39 492 140 n.a. 65 n.a. na.
39 and under 52 229 60 n.a. 34 na. na
52 and under 65 119 39 n.a. 132 n.a. na.
65 and under 78 79 24 na. & n.a. na
78 and under 91 64 23 n.a. 2 n.a. n.a.
91 and wnder 104 35 iz n.a, ki na. na
104 or more 134 0 n.a. 1 na. na.
Total 2.763 1106 n.a. LI n.a. na

Other finalisation(b}
Pinder 13 119 23 n.a. 213 11 na.
13 and under 26 130 19 n.a. 184 57 na.
26 and under 39 113 0 n.a. 73 25 na
39 and under 52 Gh 13 n.a. n 27 na
52 and under 65 a5 13 n.a. i3 17 n.a.
65 and under 78 16 10 n.a. 6 10 n.a.
78 and under 91 28 9 n.a. 3 3 n.a
91 and under 04 15 7 n.a. — s n.a.
104 or more 42 14 n.a. 4 6 n.a.
Total 559 138 ma. 518 251 na

Total defendants finadised
Under 13 721 433 n.a. 488 6t n.a.
13 and under 26 1316 442 na. 408 10 na.
26 and under 39 792 236 n.a. 199 219 n.a.
39 and under 52 410 131 n.a. 85 223 na
52 and under 65 27¢ 76 na. 36 192 na.
65 and under 78 176 50 n.a. 14 120 na
78 and under 91 150 52 n.a. R 50 . na
21 and uader 104 84 53 n.a. 3 3l A
14 or more 289 127 n.a. It 29 n.a
Total 4,209 1,600 5,900 1,312 21358 15,156

For footnotes see end of tabic.

26



5 DEFENDANTS FINALISED: METHOD OF FINALISATION BY DURATION FROM INITIATION TO FINALISATION — continued

Method af finalisation/Duration

[weeks) NSW e, (idia) 54 WAaih) ACT Aust(ajb)
INTERMEDIATE COURT{d)
T percentage

Proven not guilty
[Inder 13 4.0 11.3 na 106 52 na
13 and under 26 15.8 206 n.a. REE 146 n.a.
26 and under 3¢ 236 19.6 n.a. RIR:S 209 n.a.
39 and under 52 12.0 17.0 n.a. 15.3 21.3 n.a.
52 and under 65 10.8 4.6 n.a. 35 17.1 ni.
65 and wnder 7R K8 52 n.a. -— 1.1 na.
78 and under 91 6.2 6.2 n.a. - 52 n.a.
2t and under 104 16 2.6 n.a. — 2.1 na
1ii4 or more 152 129 n.a. — 24 n.a.
Terterl 1060 10010 n.d. 1600 oo na

CGuilty verdict
Under 13 .5 6.8 n.a. 6.5 n.a. na.
13 and under 20 1.9 259 n.Aa. 06 n.Aa. na.
26 and under 39 178 17.3 n.a. 31.5 n.a. n.a.
39 and under 52 158 15.4 n.a. 4.8 na. na.
572 and under 65 16.3 9.3 n.a. 6.5 n.a. na.
65 and under 78 9.6 37 n.a. 1.9 n.a. n.a.
7% and under 91 6.7 4.9 na. 2.8 na. n.a
91 and under {04 4.1 449 n.a. — n.a. n.4.
04 or more 17.2 11.7 n.a. 56 n.a. na.
Toral inaa PN na. 060 ma. na

Guilty plea
Tnder L3 21.0 i4.1 n.a. 431 na. na
13 and under 26 R4 R{I ] n.a. 6.3 nia na.
26 and under 29 17.8 12.7 n.a. 10.8 n.a. na
39 and under 52 83 5.4 n.a 57 na. na
52 apd under 65 43 15 na. 22 na. na
65 and under 78 2.9 22 n.a. 1.0 na. na
78 and under 91 23 2.1 n.a. 0.3 n.a. na
91 and under 104 1.3 30 na. 0.5 n.a. na
104 or more 13 6.2 na. 0.2 n.a. n.a
Total 100.0 106.41 na. 136.¢ na. R

Other finalisation(«)
Urnder 13 213 16.7 na. 41.1 40.2 na
13 and under 26 233 138 n.a. 355 2.7 n.a.
26 and under 39 20.2 217 n.a. 14.1 10.0 na
3% and under 52 10.7 24 na. 42 108 . na
52 and under 65 6.3 9.4 na 2.5 5.8 n.a
65 and under 78 29 7.2 n.a. 1.2 40 n.a.
72 and under 9! 5.2 6.5 n.a. 0.6 1.2 n.a.
91 and under 104 2.7 5.1 n.a. — 2.0 n.a.
134 or more 7.5 11 na. 0.8 2.4 n.a.
Toxu! 10010 ina.0 na. {00.0 IG0.0 na

Total defendants finalised
Under 12 17.1 271 n.a. 172 450 n.a
13 and under 26 1.3 276 n.a. 357 14.5 n.a
26 and under 39 18.8 14.7 n.a. 152 10.3 na.
39 and under 52 9.7 8.2 n.a. 6.5 10.4 n.a
52 and under 65 6.4 4.7 na. 2.7 9.0 na.
65 and under 78 4.2 3.1 n.a. 1.1 5.6 na
78 and under 91 16 32 n.a. .6 3 na
91 and under 104 2.0 13 n.a. a2 1.5 na
104 or more 5.9 7.9 n.a. 0.8 1.4 N n.4.
Total 100.0 100.0 108,00 100.0 100.0 . 100.0

For footn otes see ond of lable,
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5 DEFENDANTS FINALISED: METHCD OF FINALISATION BY DURATION FROM INITIATION TO FINALISATION — continued

x’;’,’:&‘j of finalisation/Duration NSW Vie. Oldfa) 54 WA(b) Tas. NT ACT  Ausi.{aj{b)

TOTAL SUPREME AND INTERMEDIATL COURTS{d}

- number
Proven not guilty
Under 13 20 25 n.a. 41 i7 5 - { n.a.
13 and under 26 RO 45 n.a. 37 47 [ 2 1 na
26 and under 39 120 43 n.a. 29 64 P 3 1 n.a.
39 and under 52 64 34 na. 13 R2 - 3 na
52 and under 65 57 10 na. 3 52 .- 2 1 n.a.
65 and under 78 48 1] n.a. iz | 1 na
78 and under 91 31 13 na. s 16 - - — na
9] and under 104 18 5 na. — 7 — —- — n.a
104 or more 78 26 n.a. — 7 — — — na.
Total st8 214 na. 123 325 1 H ) na.
Guilty verdict
Under 2 2 12 n.a. 41 na. 10 2 2 n.a.
i3 and under 26 47 46 n.a. 49 n.a. 15 5 3 na
26 and under 19 74 38 n.a. 40 na. 2 9 3 n.a
39 and under 53 T 30 na. 19 n.a. 1 3 g n.a.
52 and under 65 66 16 na. 13 B.a. 2 2 | na.
65 and under 78 40 7 R.4. ) na. 1 1 — na
78 and under 91 26 2 n.a. 4 na. — — — n.a.
9t and under 104 17 g na. i na. - - - n.a.
104 or more 70 22 n.a. 6 na. 1 1 1 na.
Total 482 187 nq. 78 m.a. 32 23 i8 na
Guilty plea =
Under 13 581 386 na. 3z n.a. 117 56 21 na
13 and under 26 1,064 361 n.a. 239 nd. 6 42 12 na
26 and under 39 504 49 n.a. 77 na. 15 30 7 na
39 and under 52 241 62 n.a. 24 n.a. 3 11 5 na
52 and under 65 129 40 n.a. 13 n.a. 1 3 1 na -
65 and under 78 R4 24 na. R n.a. — 1 5 na.
78 and under 9§ 65 23 na. b na. — -— 4 na
91 and under 104 35 33 na. 3 n.a. — — — n.a
104 or more 108 69 n.a. 1 na. ] 1 — na
Total 2,841 1,147 na. 689 n.a 198 143 57 na.
Other finalisation{b)
Under 13 124 26 n.a. 259 127 37 20 2 na.
13 and vnder 26 131 26 n.s. 206 70 22 [ 4 na
26 and under 39 118 30 n.a. 77 1] 5 4 5 na
39 and under 52 6t 13 n.a. 22 6 2 | 3 na
52 and under 65 35 14 n.a. 14 17 2 1 2 na.
65 and under 78 17 10 n.a. 6 12 2 . 4 na.
78 and under 91 30 9 n.a. 4 3 - 1 na
91 and under 104 15 13 na. — 5 t 1 B na
104 or more 45 14 n.a. 4 B - - na
Total 572 55 na. 392 R¥1/] 7 33 21 n.a.
Total defendants filnatised
Undar 13 Epal 449 n.a. 653 1,103 169 7% 26 n.a.
13 and under 26 1.122 478 na. 531 416 104 58§ 20 n.a.
26 and under 39 8i6 260 n.a. 223 2061 2 46 16 n.a.
19 and under 52 436 139 na. 88 300 6 17 16 na.
52 and under 65 287 80 n.4a. 43 198 5 8 7 na.
65 and under 78 182 51 n.a. 19 127 3 X 10 n.a.
78 and under 91 154 53 n.a. 10 53 — — 5 n.a.
91 and under 04 85 59 na. 4 32 1 1 fna.
104 or more 301 131 n.a. 1t 32 2 2 | na.
Total 4,313 1,700 6,555 1,582 2,522 12 2H 101 17,295

For foomotes see end of table,
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5 DEFENDANTS FINALISED: METHOD OF FINALISATION BY DURATION FROM INITIATION TO FINALISATION — continued
PR
ﬂ‘::gj of fimalisation/Duration NSW Vie. Old(a) 54 WAb) Tus, NT ACT  Aust (a)(h)
TOTAL SUPREME AND INTERMEDIATE COURTS(d)
percentage -—
Praven not puilty
Under 13 39 1% n.a. 333 5.2 455 — 2000 na
13 and under 26 15.4 213 na. Q.1 14.5 545 18.2 20.0 n.a.
26 and under 39 23.2 0.4 n.a. 236 197 — 273 20,0 n.a.
3% and under 52 12.4 16.1 n.a. 10.6 252 7.3 — n.a
52 and under 65 11.0 o Q. 24 16.0 . 18.2 20.0 na.
&5 and under 7R 9.3 47 na. 10.2 — a1 200 na
78 and under 91 6.4 6.2 n.a, — 4.9 - — — na
21 and under 104 3.5 24 n.a. 22 — — na
: 104 or more 15.1 123 na. 22 — — na
- Total 1{X] FLIAY .. 100.2 100,83 F04.0) 100.0 1600 na.
Guilty verdict
Tinder 13 0.5 6.4 na. 230 na 3.3 8.7 11.1 na.
13 and under 26 1.4 24.6 na. 275 na. 468 21.7 16.7 na
26 and under 39 18.0 20.3 n.a. 225 n.a. 6.3 ma 16.7 n.a
39 and under 52 17.0 16.0 n.a. 10.7 n.a. 31 13.0 44.4 n.a
52 and under 63 16.0 R.6 n.a. 7.3 n.a. 6.3 8.7 5.6 na
65 and under 78 9.7 3.7 na. 238 na 3.1 43 -- na.
7% and under91 6.3 4.3 n.a. 22 na. - -— na
41 and under 104 4.1 43 n.a. 0.6 n.a. - — - na
104 or more 17.0 11.8 n.a. 24 n.a. 3.1 4.3 5.0 n.a.
Total 0.0 100.8 ni i00.0 na {00.0 100.0 {00.0 n.a
Gulty plea
Linder 13 20.7 337 n.a. 453 na 500§ 392 36.8 n.a.
13 and under 26 3749 1.5 n.a. 347 na. R 29.4 21.1 n.a.
26 and under 39 17.9 13.0 n.a. 11.2 n.a. 7.6 210 12.3 n.a
39 and under 52 8.6 54 na. 4.9 n.a. 1.5 7.0 8.8 n.a
52 and under 65 4.6 35 na. 1.% na. 0.5 2.1 53 na
65 and vnder 78 30 2.1 na. 1.2 na .- 0.7 2.8 n.a.
7% and under 91 23 2.4 na. 0.3 n.a. - — 1.0 n.a.
91 and under i04 1.2 29 n.a. 0.4 na. — - — n.a
104 or more LR 6.0 na. 0.1 na. 0.5 n7 — n.a.
Total {00.0 000 nd. 100.0 na 100.0 100.0 1000 na
Other finalisationfc)
Umder 13 21.0 16.8 n.a. 438 41.0 52.1 6.6 2.5 na.
13 and under 26 129 16.8 n.a. 243 2.6 3.0 18.2 19.0 na
26 and under 39 20.6 19.4 n.a. 130 160 7.0 12.1 238 n.a
39 and under 52 10.7 R4 n.a. 3.7 1i.6 2.8 30 14.3 na.
52 and under 65 6.1 9.0 n.a. 24 5.5 2.8 30 9.5 na.
&5 and under 78 0 6.3 n.a. 1.0 4.2 2.8 — 19.0 na
78 and under 91 52 58 n.a. 0.7 1.0 e — 4.8 na
91 and under 104 2.6 8.4 na. 1.6 1.4 3.0 - na
104 or more 79 9.0 n.a. 7 26 — . na
Total {011} 100.0 f.a. j00.0 FILIRY N0 {000 0.0 nu.
Total defendants finalised
» Under 13 16.% 26.4 n.a. 41.3 43,7 54.2 371 25.7 na
¥ 13 and under 26 30.7 28.1 na. 3306 16.5 333 26.2 19.8 na
26 and under 39 18.9 15.3 n.a. 14.1 1.2 7.1 21.9 15.8 na
3% and under 52 101 82 n.a. 5.6 119 1.9 2.1 15.8 n.a
52 and vnder 65 6.7 4.7 n.a. 7 79 1.6 3R 6.9 na
&5 and under 78 44 RE¢] n.4a. 12 5.0 10 1.4 9.9 na
78 and under 91 3.6 R n.a. 0.6 2.1 - 5.0 na
91 and under 104 2.0 35 n.a. 0.3 1.3 0.3 0.5 na
134 or more 7.0 7.7 n.a. 0.7 1.3 Q0.6 1.0 1.0 na
Total 1006,0 100.0 1.0 100.0 1H,0 100.0 100.0 1600 10410
(2} Initiation data required lor duration calculations are currently not available for Queensland. (b} The distinction between whether a defendam pleaded guilty or was found
guilly by a court canmot currently be determined fir the Western Australia Intermediate Court.  (¢) Defendants who were transferred to another level of court or where the
chargess are unadjudicated (c.g. the charge/s arc withdrawn by the prosecution. the defendamt dies. a bench warrant is issued, the defendant is deemed untit toplead). {d) There
is no Intermediate Court in Tasmania, Northern Tervitory and the Australian Capital Territory.
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6 DEFENDANTS FINALISED BY A GUILTY VERDICT: DURATION FROM INITIATION TO VERDICT

Duration (weefks) NSW Fie. Oidia) 54 WAh) Tas. NT ACT Austfalfb)

SUPREME COURT

. number - -

Under 13 1 n.a. 5 [ 10 4 4 na
13 and undcr 26 1 7 n.a. 23 15 6 ! n.a.
206 and under 39 11 11 n.a. 7 19 2 7 5 na.
39 and under 52 s 1 n.a. 25 1 3 7 na
52 and under 65 2 1 na. 2 1 2 2 — na
65 and under 78 3 1 na. 4 2 { — — n.a.
78 and under 91 -— n.a i | -— - — n.a.
91 and under 04 1 n.a. - — - — na
104 or more 2 3 na. - 1 1 1 1 n.a.
Totak 25 25 64 Ti 78 32 23 18 iss

— pPercenage —-
Under 13 4.0 i 7t4 7.7 313 17.4 22.2 n.a.
13 and under 26 4.0 28.0 na. 8.6 295 46.9 26.1 56 na.
26 and under 3¢ 44.0 440 n.a. 10.0 24.4 6.3 30.4 278 na.
39 and under 52 20.0 4.0 n.a. — 321 31 13.0 389 n.a.
52 and under 65 R0 4.0 . 2.0 1.3 6.3 8.7 - na
65 and under 78 12.0 4.0 n.a, 5.7 2.6 EN| na
8 and under 9} — — n.a. 1.4 1.3 - na
01 and under 104 4.0 — na. - —_ n.a
104 or mote 8.0 12.0 na. — 1.3 31 4.3 5.6 n.a.
Total 100 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.8 1000 — 108.0 100.0 100.0

INTERMEDIA'TE COURTI(c)
----- - number

Under 13 7 21 na. 8 n.a. . . fna
13 and under 26 62 35 na. 50 n.a. n.a.
26 and under 39 76 0 na. 11 n.a. n.a.
39 and under 52 58 29 n.a. 7 n.a. n.a.
52 and wnder 45 35 7 n.a. 3 na. n.a.
65 and vmder 78 kL] ] n.a. 1 n.a. n.a.
78 and under 91 17 5 n.a. 2 n.a. na
91 and under 104 16 9 n.a. n.a. n.a
104 or more 58 1R n.a. 6 n.a. n.a.
Total is7 162 n.a. ins n.a. oA

- percentage ---
Under 13 1.8 13.0 n.a. 74 n.a. n.a.
13 and under 26 16.0 21.6 n.a. 463 n.a. na
26 and under 39 i9.6 18.5 na. 28.7 n.a. na
3% and wnder 52 150 17.9 na. 6.5 na. . na.
52 and under 635 14.2 4.3 n.a. 28 n.a. . n.a
65 and under 78 9.8 49 n.a. 0.9 n.a. . n.z.
78 and under 9} 44 EN | n.a. 1.9 n.a. . na
91 and under 104 4.1 5.6 n.a. — na. . n.a.
104 or more 15.0 11.1 n.a. 5.6 n.a. na
Totat 1040, 100.0 n.a. 1.0 n.a. . n.a.

For footnotes see end of table.



6 DEFEMDANTS FINALISED BY A GUILTY VERDICT: DURATION FRCM INITIATION TO VERDICT — continued

Duration (weeks} NSW Fie. Olidtu) SA wA(h) Tus. NT ACT  Aust(uhth)

TOTAL SUPREME AND INTERMEDIATE COURTS(¢)

- number —
Linder 13 7 22 na. 58 n.a. 10 4 4 na
13 and under 26 61 42 n.a. 56 n.a. 15 6 i na
26 and under 39 87 41 n.a. iR n.a. 2 7 5 na.
29 and under 52 03 Rt} n.a. 7 n.a. I 3 7 na
52 and under 65 57 8 na. 5 n.a. 2 2 na
65 and wnder 78 4] 9 na. 5 n.a. 1 — — na.
78 and under 91 17 5 na. k! na. - — — na.
91 and under 104 i7 9 na. n.a. — — na
104 or more oft 21 na. [i] na. 1 1 \ na
Total 412 187 na 178 n.a, 32 23 i8 n.a.
percentage
Linder 13 1.7 k1.8 n.a. 326 n.i. RER 17.4 22.2 na
13 and under 26 15.3 225 n.a. il.5 n.a 469 261 5.6 n.a.
26 and under 19 211 21y na. 212 na. 6.3 0.4 27.8 &
39 and under 52 15.3 i6.0 n.a. 39 na. 3.1 13.0 35.9 n.a
52 and under 65 138 4.3 na. 2.8 n.a. 6.3 87 - na
65 and under 78 10.¢ 438 n.a. 2.8 n.a. 31 — n.a.
78 and under 91 4.1 27 na 1.7 n.a. — — na.
9t and under 104 4.1 48 na. -— n.a. — — — na
104 or more 4.6 11.2 na. 34 na. 31 4.3 5.6 n.a.
Toead 100.0 100.0 na 100.0 na. 106.0 _ 100.0 100.0 na

(a¥ Initiation data requured for duration caleulations are curenily not avaitable for Queensland. (b} The distinction between whether a defendant pleaded guilly or was found
guilty by a crurt cannot currently be determined for the Western Ausiralia Intermediate Count.  {¢) There i3 ne Intermediate Court in Tasmarnia. Northemn Temrilory and the
Australian Capital Terrtory,
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7 DEFENDANTS FINALISED BY A GUILTY VERDICT: DURATION FROM VERDICT TO FINALISATION

Duration (weeks) NSW Vie. Uldfa) SA WA{h) Tas. NT ACT  Aust.(a)(b)
SUPREME COURT
o — number —
Under | 8 10 n.a. 9 449 1R i1 9 n.a
1 and under 2 4 2 n.a. 7 6 9 4 4 n.a
2 and under 3 1 2 n.a. 9 3 3 1 1 n.a.
3 and under 4 | | n.a. 4 & 1 1 - n.a.
4 and under 35 - 4 n.a. 2 3 . -— n.a.
5 and under 6 1 n.a. [ ki 1 na
& and under 7 1 na. 3 4 | na
7 and under 8 1 3 i, 4 — i na
# and under 9 1 - n.a. 2 2 - — i na.
9 and under L0 1 n.a. - 1 1 1 na
10 and under L1 3 2 na. 1 - — n.a.
11 and under 12 — — n.a. 1 — — n.a
12 or more 4 — n.a. 22 1 4 1 na.
Total 25 25 64 T 78 32 23 18 335
percentage
Under 1 340 40.0 na. 12.9 62.8 56.3 47.8 50.4 n.4.
1 and under 2 16.0 8.0 n.a. 1.0 7.3 28.1 17.4 n2 na.
Zandunder 3 40 8.0 n.a. 129 i 9.4 43 5.6 na
3 and under 4 4.0 4.0 n.a. 5.7 7.7 31 4.3 — na
4 and under 5 — 16.0 na. 29 38 - — na
5 and under & 4.0 - na. 3.6 LS. — 4.3 — n.a.
6 and urder 7 4.0 —— na. 43 3l — — 5.6 n.a.
7 and under 8 4.0 12.0 n.a. 5.7 — 34 — na
8 and under 9 4.0 — f.a. 20 26 - 5.6 na.
9 and voder 10 — 4.0 na. - 1.3 4.3 5.6 n.a.
13 and wnder 11 12.0 8.0 n.a. 1.3 —= — — — na.
Ft and under 12 — n.a. 1.4 — — na
12 or move ) 16.0 n.a. 34 i3 — 17.4 5.6 na
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 180.0 108.0 18000 100.0 100.¢
INTERMEDIATE COURT{(c)
— number - -
Under 1 e 135 101 n.a. 23 na. . na
| and under 2 26 19 n.a. 15 na. na
2 and ynder 3 I8 [V] n.a. 10 na. na.
3 and undler 4 21 2 na. 12 n.a n.a.
4 and under 5 19 3 na. 7 n.a. na
5 and under & 2i 7 n.a. 6 n.a. na
6 and under 7 24 4 n.a. 9 n.a. . na.
7 and under 8 36 5 n.a. 4 na. na
% and under 9 g 5 na. 4 n.a. na.
9 and wnder 10 13 - na. ) na. n.a.
10 and under 11 10 2 n.a. 3 n.a. na
11 and under 12 7 3 n.a. 3 n.a. n.a
12 or more 48 5 n.a. 7 na. na
Total 387 162 n.a. 108 n.a. n.a.
— perceniage -
Under | 349 622 n.a. 203 na. na.
1 and under 2 6.7 11.7 n.a. 138 n.a. na.
2 and under 3 4.7 7 na. 93 n.a. n.a.
3 and under 4 54 1.2 n.&. 11.1 n.a. - n.a.
4 and under 5 3.9 19 n.a. 6.5 n.a. na
5 and under O 5.4 4.3 n.a. 56 na. na.
6 and under 7 6.2 25 na. 83 na. na
7 and under 8 3.3 31 n.a. 3.7 n.a. na
8 and under 9 2.3 RN | n.a. 37 n.a. n.a.
9 and under 0 34 n.a. 4.6 na. nd.
t0 and under L1 2.6 2 n.a. 238 na. n.a.
11 and under 12 1.8 19 na. 28 n.a. 2.
12 or more 124 31 ni. 6.5 na. na
Total 100.0 106.00 n.a. 194.0 8. .

For footnotes see end of table,
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7 DEFENDANTS FINALISED BY A GUILTY VERDICT: DURATION FROM VERDICT TO FINALISATION — continued

Duration (weeks) NSW Vic. Qtdra) 54 WA(bi Tas. NT ACT

Aust.(a)(b)

TOTAIL SUPREME AND INTERMEDIATE COURTS(<)

— number —
Umncer 1 143 11! n.a. 12 n.a. 18 11 9 na.
1 and under 2 30 21 n.a. 22 n.a. 9 ) 4 na.
2 and under 3 19 8 n.a. 19 n.a. 3 1 ] na
3 and under 4 22 3 n.a. 16 na. 1 1 — na
4 and under 3 19 7 na. 9 n.a. — e —_ na
5 and wnder 6 22 7 n.a. 12 n.a. — 1 — na.
6 and under 7 25 4 n.a. 12 n.a. — — 1 na
7 and under ¥ 37 8 n.a 8 na. 1 — na.
8 and under 9 1G 5 n.a. 6 na. — — 1 na.
9 and under iU 13 1 3. 5 n.a. — 1 na
10 and under b1 13 4 n.a. 4 n.a. — — na
11 and under 12 7 3 n.a. 4 na. — — — na
12 or more 52 5 n.a. 29 n.a — 4 1 n.a.
Total 412 187 n.a 178 na. iz 13 18 n.8
— percentage —
Under 1 347 594 n.a 18.0 na. 56.3 478 50.0 na
I and under 2 7.3 11.2 n.a. 124 na 2814 17.4 22.2 ni
2 and under 3 4.6 43 n.a. 10.7 n.&. 2.4 4.3 5.6 na
3 and under 4 53 1.6 n.a. 9.0 n.a. 31 43 — na.
4 and wnder 5 4.6 37 na 5.1 n.a. — — - na.
5 and under 6 53 37 n.a. 6.7 n.a. — 43 — na
6 and under 7 6.1 21 n.a. 6.7 n.a. — —_ 5.6 na.
7 and under % 9.0 4.3 n.a. 45 n.a. 3L — — na.
8 and under 9 2.4 2.7 n.a. 14 n.a. e — 5.6 n.a.
9 and under 13 3.2 0.5 n.a. 2.8 n.a. — 4.3 56 na
10 and under 11 R 21 n.a. 22 n.a. — ~-- — na
11 and under (2 1.7 1.6 na. 2.2 n.a. — — — na
12 or more 12.6 2.7 n.a. 16.3 n.a. e 17.4 5.6 na
1

Totad 100.0 .0 n.a 100.0 na 100.6 100.0 104.0 [ % 1
{a) Initiation dala required for duration caleulztions arc currently not available for Ch land. (b) The distinction between whether a defendant pleaded guilty or was found

guilty by a court cannol currently be determined far the Western Australia Imermediate Coun. (c) There is no Intermediate Coust in Tasmania, Northemn Termitory and the

Australian Capital Territory,
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EXPLANATORY NOTES

INTRODUCTION
- 1 The Australian Criminal Courts collection presents information relating
to the criminal jurisdiction of the courts in each State and Territory of
Australia. The criminal jurisdiction of the courts is respansible for the trial
and sentencing of persons or corporations charged with criminal oftences.

2 The aim of the collection is to provide criminal court statistics for the
States and Territories that have been compiled on a consistent basis. The
data presented provide indicators of the volume and flow of criminal
matters through the courts and provide a basis for measuring changes over
ume.

3 In order to ensure consisiency between the States and Territories, the
statistics have been compiled according to national standards. These have
been developed by the ABS in collaboration with the State and Territory
agencies responsible for courts administration, an Advisory Group of expert
users and a Board of Management.

4 The definitions and counting rules used to compile national criminal
courts statistics may vary from those used 1o compile individual
State/Territory statistics. flence, the statistics presented in this publication
may be different from those published in individual States and Territories.

5 Due to the high degrec of conceptual complexity in the operation of the
court systems in Australia and the variation in the capacity of the States and
Territories to supply statistical information, a staged approach has becn
adopted to the development and production of the Australian Criminal
Courts collection,

6 The first stage of the collection is presented in this publication. This
relates to criminal cases heard in the Supreme and Intermediate Courts and
encompasses the original jurisdiction only i.e. excluding appeal cases. The
collection includes information on the number of defendants pending,
initiated and finalised in cach State and Territory.

7 The second stage will cxpand the dataset to include information on
offences, penalties for proven charges, defendant characteristics and
additional case processing details.

8 Later stages in the development of the Australian Criminal Courts
collection will involve expanding the scope to include the appellate
jurisdiction of the courts. The collection will also be extended to include
other court levels.

DATA SOURCE
9 National statistics are derived from unit vecord data provided by the State
and Territory agencies responsible for courts administration. The NCCSU
receives the data directly from these agencies in all States/Territories except
for Queensland where it is supplied via the Government Siatistician’s Office.

-
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SCOPE

REFERENCE PERIOD

COUNTING UNITS

CLASSIFICATIONS

10 The scope of this publication consists of all defendants active in the
original jurisdiction of the Supreme and Intermediate Courts in Australia
during the reference period. Within a given reference period. the total
population of cases active in a particular court Jevel consists of those that
are pending at the start of the reference period together with those that are
initiated during the reference period. (Finalised cases are a subset of the
population of active cases.)

11 The collection excludes cases heard in the eriminal jurisdiction of the
courts which do not require the adjudication of charges e.g. bail reviews
and interlocutory matters. Also excluded are breach of bond cases and
transfers (other than committals) from the lower court e.g. summary
charges transferred to the higher court to be sentenced with existing
offences.

12 The scope of the daia collected in Queensland is restricted to the
population of finalised defendants. Figures for the number of defendanits
pending and initiated are currently not available. Total figures for
defendants finalised have been included for Australia and Queensiand,
however, it should be noted that these exclude Queensland defendants
finalised by a transfer to another court level and Queensland defendants
finalised by the issue of a bench warrant. =

13 Stage 1 of the Australian Criminal Courts collection primarily focuses on
presenting caseflow information in terms of monthly figures for the number
of defendants pending. initiated and finalised within the Supreme and
Intermediate Courts during the reference period. In order to present this
information, for all cases which enter each of these higher court Ievels, a
range of details (i.e. date of commiutal, plea at committal, date of
registration, method of initiation) are collected. When a case exits a
particular level of court, details of finalisation (i.e. date of verdict, date of

finalisation, method of finalisation, final plea) are also obtained.

14 This publication relates to criminal cases that were active at any time
during the reference period 1 January 1995 to 31 December 1995,

15 Statistics on criminal cases are reported separately for each distinct level
of court. The principle counting unit for the collection is the defendant
(see Glossary).

16 The national classifications used for Stage 1 of the Australian Criminal
Courts collection are:

" Method of initiation (sce Appendix A); and

®  Method of finalisation (see Appendix B).
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CLASSIFICATIONS continued

COUNTING METHODOLOGY

Method of initiation

Date of initiation

17 These classifications provide a framework for classifyi ng criminal court
information for statistical purposes and ensuring that data are compiled on
a consistent basis across the States and Territories of Australia. ‘The
classifications arc hierarchical and allow for different levels of detail to be
captured depending on the level of detail in the source information. For
Stage 1 of the collection, information is only available at the broad level of
detail for both method of initiation and method of finalisation. Associated
with each classification are coding rules (see Counti ng Methodology) which
ensure that the counting of information is consistent across the States and
Territories of Australia.

18 Method of initiation describes how a criminal charge was introduced to
a court level (see Glossary). For the purposes of the Australian Criminal
Courts collection only onc method of initiation code is applied to each
detendar in a particular court level. The following outlines the rules for
counting method of initiation for a defendant:

® Where there is only one charge, the method of initiation code for the
defendant is the same as the method of initiation code for that charge.

® Where there are multiple charges and these all have the same method of
initiation code, the method of initiation code for the defendant is the
same as that shared by the multiple charges.

® Where there are multiple charges which have different method of
initiation codes, the method of initiation code for the defendant is
determined by applying the following order of precedence:

bench warrant executed

committed for trial

transfer from court of summary jurisdiction to Intermediate Court or
Supreme Court n.f.d.

commiited for sentence

transfer from court of summary jurisdiction to Intermediate Court or
Supreme Court n.c.c.

ex-officio indictment of charges to higher court for trial

ex-officio indictment of charges to higher court n.f.d.

ex-officio indictment of charges to higher court for sentence

other transfer between court levels.

19 For defendants who were committed for trial or sentence from a court
of summary jurisdiction, the date of committal is used as the date of
initiation. For defendants who have any other method of initiation e.g.
ex-officio, bench warrant executed or transfer n.e.c.. the date of registration
for that court level is used as the date of initiation.
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Plea

Methed of finalisation

20 Plea describes a defendant’s formal response to a specific charge (sce
Glossary). A defendant's plea for a charge is entered during a court hearing
and may change over time during the course of criminal proceedings. If a
defendant has multiple charges, they may have dilferent pleas for these
charges. The collection presents an aggregated plea for the defendant for
the charges laid against him/her. This means that only one plea code may
be applied 10 each defendant in a particular court level in relation to any

point in time. The following outlines the rules for counting plea fora
defendant:

®  Where the plea 10 all charges is guilty, the plea for the defendant is
guilty.

Where the plea 10 one or more charges includes not guilty, no plea, plea
reserved, or other defended plea. the plea for the defendant is not guilty.

21 Stage 1 of the Australian Criminal Courts collection uses plea
information at two points in time — committal plea {i.e. the plea at the end
of commitial proceedings in a court of summary jurisdiction) and final plea
(i.e. the last plea to be enlered in a higher court level). Committal plea is
used to determine whether a defendant had been committed for trial or
committed for sentence. Final plea is used to determine whether a
defendant’s charges were proven through a guilty finding by the court ora
guilty plea by the defendant.

22 Method of finalisation describes how a criminal charge exits a court
level (see Glossary). For the purposes of the Australian Criminal Courts
cullection only one method of finalisation code is applied to each defendant

in a particular court level, The following outlines the rules for counting
method of finalisation for a defendant:

= Where the method of finalisation for the defendant is:
accused deceased
bench warrant issued
unlfit 1o plead, or
not guilty on grounds of insanity

the method of finalisation code for the defendant is that particular

category. Note: it is impossible to have a combination of these
categories.

Where there is only one charge, the method of finalisation code for the
defendant is the same as the method of finalisation code for that charge.
B Where there are multiple charges and these all have the same method of
finalisation code, the method of finalisation code for the defendant is the
same as that shared by the multiple charges.
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I8

Method of finalisation continued

Date of finalisation

Date of verdict

Merging counting units

®  Where there are muitiple charges which have dillerent method of
finalisation codes, the method of finalisation code for the defendant is
dctermined by applying the following order ol precedence:

guilty finding by court

charge proven n.f.d.

guilty plea by defendant

acquitted by court

charge unproven n.f.d.

charge unproven n.e.c.

transfer from Intermediate Court or Supreme Court to court of summary
jurisdiction

transfer from Intermediate Court 1o Suprenme Court for trial

transfer from Supreme Court 1o Intermediate Court for trial

transfer from Intermediate Court to Supreme Court for sentence

transfer from Supreme Court Lo Intermediate Court for sentence

transfer between court levels n.e.c.

withdrawn by prosecution

non-adjudicated finalisation.

23 For a defendant, the date of finalisation corresponas to the date when
the last charge was {inalised.

24 For a defendant, the date of verdict corresponds 1o the latest date of
verdict for the charges [or that defendant.

25 Where the same person/corporation is a defendant in more than onc
case and these defendants arc finalised on the same date, in the same court
level and in the same court location, national counting rules are applied to
merge the defendants into a single case. However, merging of defendants
will only occur where at least two of the following conditions are also met:

® The defendants have the same date of initiation.
®  The defendants have the same method of initiation.
1 The defendants have the same method of finalisation.

I one of these three conditions varies, the following coding rules apply:

Where the date of initiation varies, the earlicst date is retained.

Where the method of initiation varies, the order of precedence rules for
coding method of initiation arc applied (see paragraph 17).

®  Where the method of finalisation varies, the order of precedence rules for
coding method of finalisation are applied (sce paragraph 21).

26 The merging of defendants will result in retrospective adjustments (o
the counts of defendants initiated, pending and finalised. For any given
merger, at least one defendant record ceases to exist in each of the
defendant populations being counted.



DATA COMPARABILITY

RATES

27 The merging of defendants (see Counting Methodology) may impact on
the comparison of pending figures from one reference period to the next.
Where the defendants merged were initiated in one reference period and
finalised in the next reference period, the number of pending defendants at
the end of the first period (which will include the multiple defendants later
merged into one) will be higher than the number of defendants pending at
the start of the next period {(where only each single 'merged’ defendant is
counted).

28 T'he Australian Criminal Courts collection has been compiled in order
10 facilitate comparability of statistics across the States and Territories.
Although State/Territory differences have been mainly overcome through
the introduction of national standards, legislative and processing
differenccs inevitably remain. Therefore, differences in the criminal count
statistics do not necessarily imply differences in the efficiency of
State/Territory courts (sec Appendix C).

29 In compiling these statistics, the ABS has employed a variety of
measures Lo ensure that the statistics are as reliable as possible. A range of
edit checks arc applied in order to identify any data that needs to be
queried. Erroneous data detected by the NCCSU has been corrected after
consuliation with the relevant State or Territory contact. The final data has
also been checked against other available data sources ¢.g. State and
Territory court statistics and annual reports by the court administration
agencies and the Director of Public Prosecutions.

30 As the Australian Crinminal Courts collection continues to evolve, Lthe
data quality control checks currently in place and the processing systems of
the States and Territortes will continue 10 be reviewed and modified.

31 Defendant rates enable comparisons of criminal court workload across
States and Territories. Defendant rates are expressed per
100,000 population aged 17 years and over.

32 For the purposes of this publication the population figures used in the
calculation of rates are for the mean Estimated Resident Population aged 17
years and over.

33 The Supreme and Intermediate Courts in Australia generally deal with
adult defendants aged 17 or 18 years and over (depending on the State or
Territory)., Detendants under 17-18 years of age are generally dealt with in
a Juvenile or Children's Court.

34 All estimates and projections for Australia exclude the external
Territories, Christmas Island and the Gocos (Keeling) Islands.
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RELATED PUBLICATIONS

ABS publications

Non-ABS publications

35 ABS publications which may be of interest include:

A Guide to Australian Social Statistics (Cat. no. 4160.0)

Australian Demographic Statistics (Cat. no. 3101.0)

Australian National Classification of Offences (ANCO) (Cat. no. 1234.0)

Australian Social Trends (Cat. no. 4102.0)

Australian Standard Offence Classification (ASOC) (Cat. no. 1234.0)
(expected to be released late 1997)

Crime and Safety. Australia (Cat. no. 4509.0)

Crime and Safety, New South Wales (Cat. no. 4509.1)

Crime and Safety, South Australia (Cal. no. 4509.4)

Crime and Safety, Victoria (Cal. no. 4509.2)

Crime and Safety, Western Australia (Cat. no. 4509.3)

Estimated Resident Population by Sex and Age, States and Territories of

Australia (Cat. no. 3201.0)

Information Paper: National Crime Statistics (Cat. no. 4511.0)

National Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Survey: Detailed Findings
(Cat. no. 4190.0)

Occasional Paper: Review of Social and Labour Statistics — Crime
{Cat. no. 4164.0) —
Occasional Paper: Review of Social and Labour Statistics — Criminal

Justice (Cat. no. 4170.0)
Recorded Crime, Australia (Cat. no. 4510.0)

36 Current publications produced by the ABS are listed in the Catalogue of
Publications and Products (Cat. no. 1101.0). The ABS also issues, on
Tuesdays and Fridays, a Release Advice (Cat. no. 1105.0) which lists
publications to be released in the next few days. The Catalogue and Release
Advice are available from any ABS office.

37 The National Correctional Services Statistics Unit within the ABS
prepares two reports for the Corrective Services Ministers' Council:
Prisoners In Australia and National Correctional Statistics: Prisons. These
publicalions are available from any ABS office.

38 Non-ABS sources which may be of interest include:

Crime Research Centre, University of Western Australia 1992, Crime and
Justice Statistics for Western Australia: 1992, The University of Western
Australia, Nedlands

Criminal Justice Commission, Queensland 1991, Crime and Justice in
Queensland, Gopriat, Brisbane

Department of Justice, Tasmania 1994, Annual Report, Government Printer,
Tasmania

Department of Justice, Vicioria 1994, Sentencing Statistics for Higber
Criminal Courts Victoria 1994, Department of Justice, Victoria
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Non-ABS publications continued

Department of Justice, Victoria 1995, Elapsed Times for Higher Criminal
Courts 1994-1995, Department of Justice, Melbourne

NSW Bureau of Crime Statistics and Research 1992, Aspects of Demand for
District Criminal Court Time, NSW Bureau of Crime Statistics and
Research, Sydney

NSW Burecau of Crime Statistics and Research 1993, A Computer Simulation
Model of the District Criminal Court of New South Wales, NSW Bureau
of Crime Statistics and Research, Sydncy

NSW Rureau of Crime Statistics and Research 1994, New South Wales
Criminal Courts Statistics, NSW Bureau of Crime Statistics and
Research, Sydney

NSW Bureau of Crime Statistics and Research 1995, Key Trends in Crime
and fustice New South Wales, NSW Bureau of Crime Statistics and
Research, Sydney

Office of Crime Statistics, South Australia 1995, Crime and Justice in South
Australia 1994, South Australian Attorney-General's Department,
Adelaide

South Australia Courts Administration Authority 1996, 1995/96 Annual
Report, South Australia Courts Administration Authority, Adelaide

Steering Committee for the Review of Commonwealth/State Service
Provision 1997, Report on Government Service Provision, Steering
Committee for the Review of Commonwealth/State Service Provision,
Melbourne

ABS - CRIMINAL COURTS - 4513.0 - 1995 41



APPENDIX A METHOD OF INITIATION CLASSIFICATION

1

DIRECT LAYING OF CHARGES

10

11

12

Direct laying of charges n.f.d.
Charges laid before coun of summary jurisdiction
Ex-officio indictment of charges to higher court

121 Ex-officio indictment of charges to higher court for trial
122 Ex-officio indictment of charges to higher court for sentence

TRANSFER OF CHARGES BETWEEN COURT LEVELS

20

21

29

Transfer of charges between court levels n.f.d.

Transfer from court of summary jurisdiction to Intermediate Court or Supreme Court

211  Commirtted for trial

212  Committed for sentence

219 Transfer from court of summary jurisdiction to Intermediate Court or Supreme
Court nec.

Other transfer between court levels —

RE-REGISTRATION OF CRIMINAL CHARGES

30
31
39

Re-registration of criminal charges n.f.d.
Bench warrant executed
Other re-registration of criminal charges

METHOD OF INITIATION UNKNOWN/NOT STATED



APPENDIX B METHOD OF FINALISATION CLASSIFICATION
1  ADJUDICATED FINALISATION

0 Adjudicated finalisation n f.d.

11 Charge proven
111 Guilty finding by court
112 Guilty plea by defendant

12  Charge unproven
121 Acquitted by court
122 Not guilty on grounds of insanity
123 No case to answer a1 committal
129 Charge unproven n.c.c.

2 FINALISATION BY TRANSFER BETWEEN COURT LEVELS
20 Finalisation by uansfer between court levels n.[.d.

21 ‘Fransfer from court of summary jurisdiction to Intermediate Court or Supreme Court
' 211  Committed for trial
212 Committed for sentence
219 Transfer from court of summary jurisdiction to Intermediate Court or Supreme
Court n.e.c. =

22 Trensfer from Intermediate Court or Supreme Court to a court of summary jurisdiction

23 Transfer from Intermediate Court 1o Supreme Court
231 Transfer from Intermediate Court to Supreme Court for trial
232 ‘Fransfer from Intermediate Coun te Supreme Court for sentence
259 Transfer from Intermediate Court 1o Supreme Court ry.e.c.

24  Transfer from Supreme Court to Intermediate Court
241 Transfer from Supreme Court to Intermediate Court for trial
242  Transfer from Supreme Coilrt to Intermediate Court for sentence
249  Transfer from Supreme Court to Intermediate Court n.e.c.

29  Other transfer between court levels

3 NON-ADJUDICATED FINALISATION

30 Non-adjudicated finalisation n.f.d.
31  Accused deceased

32  Bench warrant issued

33  Unfit to plead

34  Withdrawn by prosecution

39  Other non-adjudicated finalisation

9 METHOD OF FINALISATION UNKNOWN/NOT STATED
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APPENDIX C INFORMATION PAPER: SOME PROCEDURAL AND
STRUCTURAL SOURCES OF VARIABILITY IN AUSTRALIAN
CRIMINAL COURTS STATISTICS

INTRODUCTION

The Australian Criminal Courts collection provides information on
criminal court workloads in each of the States and Territories of Australia.

The first stage of the Australian Criminal Courts collection provides
information on delendants initiated and finalised in the higher courts in
cach State and Territory and the pending caseload of defendants still
awaiting to be heard. Information is presented on cases heard in the
original jurisdiction of the courts — appeal cases are excluded. Those
delendants pleading not guilty at committal and intending to proceed to
trial are distinguished from those pleading guilty and whose cases will be
resolved by a sentence hearing. Information is provided on processing
times for defendants, disaggregated on the basis of the method by which
the case was finalised. The components of the Australian Criminal Courts
collection are described in detail in the Explanatory Notes and Glossary.

The collection is intended to provide broad indicators of ¢ase throughput
in different States and Territories. When combined with resource and
financial information, the data from the collection can provide useful
performance indicarors. As the collection is intended 1o be used for
comparative purposes. it is essential that users of the data are aware of
differences in court siructure and procedures across States and
Territories as these may account for some of the variation in the data
especially in relation to case input and processing rates. (Note: The term
'States’ will be used within this Appendix to refer collectively to the States
and Territories of Australia.)

This Appendix outlines State diflerences in procedure or court structure
which may give rise to variability in Australian criminal court statistics.
More specifically, it describes those procedural and strrctural factors that
affect the level of demand for court services and the supply of court
services.

Discussion of differences in procedure is limited to those which are
speciflied in legislation, Rules of Court or some other written form, and
which are intended to influence some aspect of criminal case throughput.
Some aspects of court or administrative procedure which may differ
between the States are thus not considered. The interested reader
should consult the various practice and procedure manuals available for
the different States for 4 more comprehensive treatment of such
differences.
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DEMAND FOR COURT SERVICES

The demand for court services is determined by the backlog of cases
required to be heard, together with the rate at which new work enters the
court system and the time taken to process this work. The number of
new or re-presented matters entering the court in a particular period is
referred to as the case input rate. The time required (o process matters
from initiation to finalisation is referred to as the case processing time.
The level of demand is influenced by factors both within and outside the
control of government and court administrators. Some factors influence
the way demand is distributed across different levels of court.

Factors affecting case input rates to the court system

Crime rates and law enforcement activity

The fundamental 'natural’ determinant of demand is the level of crime in
the community. This level of offending is the result of a variety of
demographic and social factors and is typically fairly stable over time
within any State. Crime prevention strategies, to the extent that they are
successful, may reduce particular types of offence, or reduce offending
generally. Crime prevention activity manages demand on the criminal
justice system by directly influencing the 'natural' rate of offending.
There are, however, many mediating influences within the control of the
criminal justice system which can alter the level of demand in terms of
the rates of case input.

The level of recorded crime, for example, and rates of arrest are only
partially determined by the rate of offending in the communiry.
Decisions by police and government to 'target’ particular types of crime
by increasing the number of personnel assigned to these activities can
substantially alter rates of arrest for particular types of offence. For
example, a focus by police on 'discovered' offences such as drug
trafficking or drink driving rather than on reported offences such as
burglary will affect the demand for court services as such offences result
in much higher clearance rates for a given number of offences, and hence
lead to more court appearances.

Campaigns to increase reporting by, for example, victims of domestic
violence or sexual assault may also increase recorded crime rates and
possibly arrest rates without any increase in the rate of offending in the
community. Demand for court services will thus increase, through
criminal justice agencies accessing a greater number of offenders who
may otherwise not have been reached.

Whilst the activities of police and other bodies engaged in crime
prevention and detection are not the subject of the criminal caseflow
collection, they are a very important determinant of the courts’ work, and
cannot be ignored in any detailed comparison of the criminal justice
systems of different jurisdictions. The ABS crime and safety surveys and
the national crime statistics series provide material relevant to these areas
which may assist in comparative research.
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L egisiation affecting the range of offences under the criminal law

Legislation influences court input at a fundamental level as it determines
the range of behaviours defined as offences under the criminal law,
There is some variation across States in the scope of the criminal law.
Some behaviours which are subject to criminal sanction in one State may
be dealt with through a civil process in other States, or may not he
subject to any legal provisions at all. Examples of forms of behaviour that
are subject 10 criminal legislation in some States but not others include
public drunkenncss, vagrancy and some forms of sexual behaviour. The
effect of all such differences is to increase the criminal caseload in those
States which treat such behaviour as criminal.

Alternative methods of case disposal

There are a number of processes employed by States which reduce the
demand for court hearings by diverting matters which meet certain
criteria to non-court programs and mechanisms, Schemes which allow
police officers to issue a formal caution without laying charges before a
court are one method of dealing with offences which would otherwise
come before the courts. Other programs such as penalty expiation and
penalty notice schemes, aid panels and other court diversion programs
are all designed 1o divert cases from the criminal courts (o administrative
or non-judicial processes.

It should be noted that States may vary in the range of offences whuch fall
within the scope of such programs and this will in turn affect the rate of
input into the court system. The scope of such programs is important Lo
any national statistical comparisons as they are increasingly likely to be
used by legislators to more efficiently deal with relatively minor offences.
The use of such schemes is most effective in terms of reducing demand
on court services for minor, relatively frequent offences such as traffic or
good order offences.

To understand the influence these types of programs have on the rate of
input to the court system it is also necessary to consider the mechanisms
used to enforce these programs. Fine expiation schemes, for example,
may differ in the method by which offenders who fail 1o pay their fines arc
dealt with. Some schemes may allow additional sanctions to be imposed
outside of a court hearing. Others may require that fine default matters
are heard before a court before additional penalties may be imposed.

This type of provision will affect the rate at which offenders in breach of a
penalty notice enter the court system and thus affect the demand for

COurt services.

Factors affecting case input rates to a court level

Legistation: summary and indictable offences

Any national comparisons of criminal counts statistics must consider the
influence of legislation which governs the court level in which particular
offences may be beard. The criminal law in each State determines which
offences must be heard by the higher courts, and which may be
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Legisiation: summary and indictable offences (continued)

dealt with summarily by a magistrate. Differences across States in the
range of offences which may be dealt with summarily or on indictment
have a major influence on the proportion of cases which are heard in
cach court level. If, for example, all assault charges are heard in the
higher courts in one State, whilst minor assavlts are heard summarily in
another State, this will have a marked impact on the relative rates of case
input to the higher courts. These differences will also affect total court
workflows as trials with judge and jury before the higher courts will in
general lake longer 1o process than the same matter heard summarily.
'This difference will. however, be mediated by factors such as plea rates,
an issuc discussed in detail in a following section.

The range of offences dealt with summatily in a State may change over
time and this influences the relative workload of the different court levels
within that State, Offences heard on indictment generally require more
court time, particularly if a trial is involved. ¥f the same charges can be
heard before a magistrate, the hearing of the case is expedited. In order
to ensure that the accused's right to a jury trial is not compromised,
however, many States retain offences as indictable, bur allow that the
charges may be heard summarily with the consent of the accused person.
Differences across States in the range of these 'summarw/indictable’ or
‘trinble either way' offences will affect the workload entering cach level of
court.

Committal procedures

All States have in place a procedure for conducting preliminary committal
hearings in lower courts for indictable matters prior to them proceeding
to hearing in the higher counts. The purpose of such preliminary
hearings is to assess the strength of prosecution evidence against the
accused, and to dismiss matters for which there is insufficient evidence.
The procedure is designed 1o avoid using higher court resources in
conducting a irial for cases where there is insufficient evidence to convict
the accused. The committal is thus explicitly established as a method for
improving the efliciency of the trial process in the higher courts.

States may differ in the procedure followed for committal which may in
turn affect the input of cases to the higher courts. This may also impact
on the relative proportions of committed for trial and committed for
sentence cases, For example, States differ in the extent to which Crown
prosecutors, rather than police prosecutors, are involved in the committal
process. Where Crown prosecutors are involved in cases only after the
commiittal, this may lead to a greater proportion of cases being
withdrawn by the prosecution for lack of evidence at the higher court
level. The involvement of Crown prosecutors at the committal stage may
also lead to indictable charges being reduced to charges which may be
heard summarily. This prevents the matter from proceeding to the higher
courts,
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Factors affecting case processing times

Another principal determinant of demand for court services is case
processing time. Cases which require larger amounts of court hearing
time to be adjudicated represent a greater demand on court resources.
Differences in case processing times may influence caseflow statistics

particularly in terms of pending figures.

Case processing Limes must, however, be separated into the lime
required to hear and adjudicate the case in the court (i.e. hearing time)
and total case processing time (i.e. elapsed time from case initiation to
case finalisation). Total case processing timc is thus a product of the time
taken to actually hear the case, and the time required by the court and
the parties Lo the case to bring the matter vup for hearing. (The discussion
which follows is based on that provided in a New South Wales Bureau of
Crime Statistics and Research publication.')

Many factors will affect total case processing time, either through their
intluence on hearing time or through their effect on delaying the point at
which the case is able tc be heard. A number of these factors are
described below.

Preparation time

Preparation or administrative time refers 1o the time required by court
administrators 1o prepare the paperwork for case registration and listing.
In the higher courts it also inclides the time required by the prosecution
to lay an indictment.

Time to first hearing

Time to first hearing refers to the time from the initiation of a case (e.g.
from the laying of charges, or from committal) to the first court hearing.
In the lower courts where one hearing is often all that is required to
finally determine a maiter, this time will usually represent the total
processing time less the time required by the court 10 actually hear the

case.

For cases in the higher courts, this time will usually represent the time
from committal to the first hearing, at which the ‘readiness’ of the parties
to proceed will be investigated and a plea may be taken from the
defendant. It should be noted that in a number of States, the period rom
committal to the first hearing is the subject of legislative rules which
determine the maximum length of time allowed before the case appears
{or this first hearing.

' L Crettenden. J. Packer, & S. Macalpine, 'A Computer Simulation Model of the District
Criminal Court of New South Wales', General Report Series. New Sourh Wales Bureau of
Crime Statistics and Research, Sydney. 1993.




Time added by adjoumments

Following the first hearing, one or other party may not be ready to
proceed and may therefore seck an adjournment from the court. The
length of time which will be added to total processing time by
adjournments is itself the product of two factors. There is firstly the time
required by the parties to carry out the actions which were the reason for
seeking the adjournment. The second component is the speed with
which the court is able to re-schedule a hearing following the
adjournment. This will depend on both the number of cases already
scheduled to be heard by the courts, and on the listing rules in place

which determine the priority given to re-listed cases.

Listing rules and waiting time for hearing

A major factor affecting case processing time for any particular case is the
total time required to process those cases which have a higher priority
either because of their length of time in the queue for hearing or through
some other characteristic which may give the case a high priority. The
gueue for hearing time is not simply constructed but is mediated by a
number of intervening factors which may 1ogether be described as listing
rules. For example, some jurisdictions may accord a higher priority to
sexual assault matters, matters involving children, or cases where the
accused is held in custody. There may be special rulesfor dealing with
long trials in higher courts. Other rules may dictate the circumstances
under which an adjournment may be granted.

Some States use an 'overlisting' strategy in which more cases are listed for
hearing in a particular court venue than can actually be accommodated in
the allocated time. The purpose of this type of strategy is 10 attempt to
maximise the use of court time by ensuring that there are ‘backup’ cases
in the event that one or more cases is adjourned or requires less hearing
time than that allocated.

Court rules and procedures in other States may dictate that cases arc
assigned to individual judges, and adjourned cases must be re-listed
before that judge. This form of judge certain’ listing is designed to
minimise the likelihood of adjournments. Its effect, however, is to

prevent the practice of overlisting, possibly leading to a lower court
capacity utilisation.

Plea and change of plea

A major factor governing the processing time required for a case is
whether or not a trial or defended hearing is required. In general, a
defended hearing will require significantly greater amounts of court
hearing time than will a hearing of a guilty plea. In New South Wales for
cxample, research by the Bureau of Crime Statistics and Research
indicated that in the District Criminal Court, a defended hearing requires
an average of 22.2 hours of court time, whilst a hearing of a sentence
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Piea and change of plea (continued)

matter or appeal requires only 0.5 hours of court hearing time.? The
relative mix of defended and undefended cases in the queue awaiting
hearing is therefore a major determinant of demand.

Case complexity

The relative complexity of a case will affect the time taken to hear it. Case
complexity is influenced by factors such as the number of witnesses to be
called by cach side, and the technical complexity of the evidence to be
presented. There is research evidence o indicate that different offence
types will, on average, take differing lengths of time 1o hear. In New
South Wales District Courts for example, one study found that robbery,
drug importation and fraud offences all require significantly longer
hearing times than the average hearing Lime for the District Court as a
whole.” The first stage of the Australian Criminal Courts coltection does
not include offence information, however this will be introduced in
future stages.

. Method of hearing

The means by which a casc is heard may also influence hearing time. in
general, average hearing times in the courts of summary jurisdiction are
markedly shorter than hearings before the higher courts, particularly for
those cases in which the charges are defended by the accused. Partly this
is a function of the relative complexity of cases before the higher courts,
but the difference may also be a function of the different methods used to
conduct hearings. Summary matters require the magistrate to rule on
matters of law, and to determine the guilt or innocence of the accused.
In contrast, defended hearings before higher courts generally requirc a
hearing before a judge and jury which constitutes a more complex and
lengthy process.

A number of jurisdictions have introduced the option of hearings in
higher courts before a judge alone, without a jury. It may be expected
that this could influence average hearing times for this type of case
through the removal of such requirements as a summing up of the
evidence by the trial judge to the jury, and through the removal of the
requirement for voir dire hearings, in which the admissibility of evidence

to the jury ts determined by the trial judge in their absence.

Alterations to the methods of conducting committal hearings in some
jurisdictions are directed at achieving similar effects. Allowing Crown
evidence to be submitted through writien statements rather than through
oral evidence is aimed at reducing average hearing times for committals.

? D). Weatherbuen, & M.T. Nguyen da Huong, 'Aspects of Demand for District Criminal
Court Time', Crime and fustice Bullerin No. 15, New South Wales Bureau of Crime Statistics
and Research, Sydney, 1992.

3 ibid.
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THE SUPPLY OF COURT SERVICES

Coun capacity is inlluenced by a variety of factors. Differences between
the States in the length of court recesses and vacations will affect available
court time. The number of hours per day for which a court sits will
determine the level of utilisation of existing court rooms and once again
affect available court time.

Some of the factors, described in previous sections, which are designed to
increase case Lhroughput rates may also have the effect of maxiniising
court capacity. For example, court listing rules are designed to ensure
that there are sufficient cases scheduled for any given court sitting so that
if one or more hearings cannot proceed (through the granting of an
adjournment, a change of plea or some other reason) there are backup
cases which can proceed to minimise the possibility of any available court
time being wasted.

There are, however, other case management lechniques which
recommend alternative strategies to 'overlisting’. 'Date certain’, or ‘judge
centain’ listing techniques provide the parties 1o a case with a definite
date for hearing before a certain judge. The rationsale for these
techniques is that under an overlisting strategy, parties in 'backup’ cases
may perceive that they have only a low probability of their case
proceeding, as there are a number of cases ahead of them in the queue
on any particular hearing day. These parties may therefore be less likely
to have prepared their case, on the assumption that their case will not be
heard, and will themselves seek an adjournment if the cases ahead of
them are also adjourned. The argument is thus that the overlisting
strategy, which is designed to maximise capacity utilisation, will in fact be
counterproductive as it will lead to a higher proportion of adjourned
CASCS.

Other listing strategies may include techniques such as dividing available
court time into time for trials versus time for sentence matters and
appeals, or strategies where cases in which the parties seek an
adjournment at their first hearing are dealt with in a different way to
matters where no adjournment is sought. All such strategies may have
differential effects on the utilisation of court capacity. A State which, for
example, gives priority to trials over short hearings, may result in
different throughput rates and different capacity utilisation compared
with a State which does not give this type of priority. These different
strategies, however, may be attempting to meet different objectives.

CONCLUSION

The Australian Criminal Courts collection provides data that can be used
for comparative purposes. However, there are State differences in court
procedure and structure which may affect case input and processing
rates. This appendix has outlined some of the procedural and structural
differences which may account for variations in the data across the States.
It is important for users of the data to be aware of these differences and
bear them in mind when making comparisons between the States.
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GLOSSARY

Accused deceased

Adjudication

Appellate jurisdiction

Bench warrant executed

Bench warrant issued

Case

Caseflow

Charge proven

An individual, who has been charged with an offence, dies while their

case is still active.
A judgement or decision of the court.

The power of a court to hear appeals against decisions made by ather
court levels or to delermine questions of law (see Jurisdiction),

The apprehension of an absconder who is brought back before the court
to answer outsianding (and new) criminal charges. For the purposes of
the Australian Criminal Courts collection, this process is regarded as a
method of initiation and results in a new case being counted for the
defendant.

A warrant signed by a judge or magistrate ordering a person to be
arrested and brought back before the court. The process takes place
when a defendant in an aclive case has absconded. For the purposes of
the Australian Criminal Courts collection, this process is regarded as a
method of finalisation.

—

A case is composed of one or more defendants against whom one or
more criminal charges have been laid and which are heard 1ogether by a
court level as one unit of work. Some features that lead to the
formation of a case include:

= The charge/s relate 1o the same criminal incident.
=  The charge/s relate Lo the same defendant or group of defendants.

" Al registration, one file number may be assigned to a group of
charges relating to one or more defendants.

= Where more than one defendant is involved in a case they appear
together on one indictment.

Measures of the flow of work through the courts over time. The
Australian Criminal Courts collection provides monthly statistics on the
defendants initiated, finalised and pending at the various court levels in
each State and Territory.

An outcome of criminal proceedings in which a court determines that
the criminal charge is proven. This is the result of a defendant entering
a guilty plea or the court arriving at a guilty verdict. (See guilty plea and
guilty verdict.)



Charge unproven

Committed for sentence

Committed for trial

County Court

Court level

Court of summary jurisdiction

An outcome of criminal proceedings in which a court determines that
the criminal charge is not proven. Charge unproven is regarded as a
Method of finalisation and includes:

»  Acquitted by 2 jury or member of the judiciary which determines that
a defendant is not guilty of the alleged criminal charge.

*  Found not guilty by a jury or member of the judiciary on the grounds
of insanity/unsoundness of mind at the time the offence was
committed.

= The charge being struck out or dismissed by a member of the
judiciary for delays in procedural steps or due to a lack of evidence
by the prosecution.

An outcome of committal proceedings in a court of summary
jurisdiction which results in a defendant being transferred to a higher
court to be sentenced. The defendant has entered a guilty plea and has
indicated to the court their intention not to contest the charge/s. This
process is regarded as a method of finalisation for the court of summary
jurisdiction and a method of initiation for the court level to which the
defendant is transferred.

An outcome of committal proceedings in a court of summary
jurisdiction which resuits in a defendant being transferred 10 a higher
court 1o siand trial. The defendant has entered a not guilty plea i.e. the
plea 1o one or more charges includes not guilty, no plea, plea reserved.
or other defended plea, and has indicated 1o the court their intention to
contest at least one charge. This process is regarded as a method of
finalisation for the court of summary jurisdiction and a method of
initiation for the court level 1o which the defendant is transferred.

See Intermediate Court.

A separate tier of the court system each of which is established under
legislation and has certain prescribed powers. Court levels can be
distinguished from one another on the basis of the extent of their legal
powers (see Jurisdiction). Court levels include court of summary
jurisdiction, Intermediate Court and Supreme Court. The names
assigned to each of these court jevels may vary across Australia.

A lower court level (also referred to as Magistrates' Court, Local Court or
Court of Petty Sessions) which deals with relatively minor criminal
offences. This court level has the most limited legal powers of all the
State/Territory court levels. It is presided over by a magistrate and has
jurisdiction 1o hear trial and sentence matters relating to summary
offences (i.e. matters which do not require a jury). Under some
circumstances, this court may also deal with the less serious indictable
offences known as 'minor indictable' or 'triable either way' offences.
Courts of summary jurisdiction are also responsible for conducting
preliminary (commiital) hearings for indictable offences.
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Criminal charge

Date of committal

Date of finalisation

Date of initiation

Date of registration

Date of verdict

Defendant

District Court

Ex-officio

An allegation laid before a court by the police or other proseccuting
agency that an individual or corporation has committed a criminal
offence.

The date on which a defendant was committed from a court of summary
jurisdiction to a District/County Court or Supreme Court for hearing.
Depending on the nature of the plea/s entered by the defendant at the
conclusion of the committal proceedings. the defendant may have been
committed for trial or committed for sentence.

The datc on which a case is completed within a particular court level
and ceases to be an active unit of work to be dealt with by that court.
There are a number of different processes by which a case may be
finalised (see Explanatory Notes: Counting Methodology).

The date on which a case is regarded as having commenced within 2
particular court level. This is derived for the purposes of national
statistics and represents cither the date of committal or the date of
registration depending on the process of entry into that level of court
{see Explanatory Notes: Counting Methodology).

The date on which a defendant first enters a parricular court level and is
acknowledged as being a new item of work to be dealt with by the
court. This refers to the date when formal notification for a defendant is
tirst received and a new case or file is created by the registry/listing area
of the court.

The date at the conclusion of a trial when the court (i.e. a jury or judgc)
announces its finding on the alleged criminal charge/s laid against a
defendant. A date of verdict is only colleeted for defendants who are
finalised by trial where a determination is made regarding whether Lthe
charge is proven.

An individual or corporation against whom one or more criminal
charges have been laid and which are heard 1ogether by a court level as
the one unit of work.

It should be noted that the Australian Criminal Courts collection does
not enumerate distinet individuals or corporations. If an individual or
corporation is involved in a number of criminal cases active within the
courts during the reference period, these are counted separately.

See Intermediate Court.

The laying of charges against a defendant directly in a higher court, by
the Director of Public Prosecutions or the Attorney-General, This
process is regarded as a method of initiation.



Guilty plea

Guiity verdict

Indictable offence

Intermediate Court

Jurisdiction

Median

Method of finalisation

Method of initiation

The formal statement by a defendant admitting culpability in
committing the alleged offence. By pleading guilty, a defendant
indicates to the court an intention not to contest the charge. A guilty
plea is regarded as a method of finalisation. A guilty plea to committal
proceedings in the lower court also determines method of initiation
into the higher courts (i.e. committed for sentence).

A determination by the court that the criminal charge against the
defendant has been proved. This finding is reached at the conclusion of
a trial. A guilty verdict is regarded as a method of finalisation.

A serious offence which can be tried only by a judge and jury. Under
some circumstances, an accused person can elect to have certain
indictable charges such as theft dealt with in the absence of a jury, ina
lower court.

A higher court level (known either as the District Court or County
Court) which, together with the Supreme Court, deals with the more
serious crimes. This court level has legal powers which are intermediate
between those of the court of summary jurisdiction and the Supreme
Court and hears the majority of cases involving indictable crimes. An
Intermediate Court is presided over by a judge, and has original
jurisdiction to hear trial and sentence matters relating to most
indictable offences. Trials are usually conducted before a judge and jury
where the judge rules on questions of law and the jury is responsible for
determining whether or not the defendant is guilty. In a number of
States, trials may also be heard before a judge alone. In some Siates, the
Intermediate Court may have appellate jurisdiction over decisions made
in the court of summary jurisdiction.

Note: Tasmania, the Northern Territory and the Australian Capital
Terrtory do not have an Intermediate Court.

The legal powers or authority which may be exercised by a court level
and within which the judgements or orders of the court can be enforced
or executed. The criminal jurisdiction of a court includes the original
and appellate jurisdictions. Each court level has its own defined
jurisdictional limits and this varies across States and Territories.

The average of a set of population values.

The middle value of a population when values are sorted into order of
size. Below and above this point lie values with equal total frequencies.

The process which leads to the completion of a criminal matter in the
original jurisdiction of a court level. (See Appendix B.)

The process which leads to the recording of a criminal matter as a new

item of work in the original jurisdiction of a court level. (See
Appendix A}
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Non-adjudicated finalisation

Not guilty plea

Not guilty verdict

Original jurisdiction

Other non-adjudicated

finalisation

Other transfer between court
levels

Percentile

Plea

Summary offence

A method of finalisation whereby a charge is considered concluded and
ceases to be active in any level of court even though that charge has not
been adjudicated or transferred by a court. (See Accused deceased,
Bench warrant issued, Unfit to plead, Withdrawn by prosecution and
Other non-adjudicated finalisation.)

The formal statement by a defendant denying culpability in committing
the alleged offence. By pleading not guilty, a defendant indicates to the
court an intention to contest the charge. A not guilty plea to committal
proceedings in the lower court determines method of initiation into the
higher courts. If the plea remains unchanged within the higher courts
this will result in trial proceedings. Where the defendant submits the
statement 'no plea’ or ‘plea reserved' there will also be trial proceedings.
The court will then hear evidence and determine whether or not the
charge against the defendanu is proven.

See Charge unproven.

The power of a court to hear criminal charges and adjudicate as to
whether or not a defendant is guilty and/or to sentence defendants
where the charge/s are proven. (See Jurisdiction.)

This relates to all non-adjudicated finalisations other than bench
warrant executed, unfit to plead and withdrawn by prosecution. 1t
includes finalisations such as indefinite Sine Die (where court
proceedings are adjourned and do not have a date fixed for their
resumption} and Permanent Stay ol Proceedings ordered by a judge.

A method of initiation which occurs when a criminal charge is
transferred between any court level other than from a court of summary
jurisdiction to the Supreme or Intermediate Court. Examples include:
retrials ordered by an appellate court, transfers between the Supreme
Court and Intermediate Court, and transfers from the
Childrens'Juvenile Court to a higher court.

A measure of location that is linked to the median. The pth percentile is
the lowest value which exceeds p% of the observations. The fiftieth
percentile is also the median as one-half of the population lies below L.
Two other important percentiles are the twenty-fifth percentile, know as
the lower quartile, and the seventy-fifth percentile, known as the upper
quartile, .

The formal statement by, or on behalf of, the defendant in response to a
criminal charge that has been laid in the court. The nature of this
response indicates whether or not the defendant intends to contest the
charge.

An offence which is dealt with by a court of summary jurisdiction.
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Supreme Court

Transfer between court levels

Trial

Unfit to plead

Withdrawn by prosecution

A higher court level which deals with the most serious crimes. It is the
highest level of court within a State or Territory. A Supreme Court is
presided over by a judge, and has original jurisdiction to hear trial and
sentence matlers relating to all indictable offences. Trials are usually
conducted before a judge and jury whereby the judge rules on
questions of law and the jury is responsible for determining whether or
not the defendant is guilty. Some States also allow for trial before a
judge alone. The Supreme Court may also have appellate jurisdiction
over decisions made in the court of summary jurisdiction or the
Intermediate Court.

A court outcome ordering that a criminal charge be transferred 10
another court level to be determined and/or sentenced. This process is
regarded as a method of finalisation for the court level ordering the
transfer and a method of initiation for the court level 1o which the
charge was transferred.

Note: This does not include the transfer of a charge to another
geographical court location within the same court level.

The examination of and decision on a matter of law or fact by a court of
law.

—

Where the court determines that a person's mental status is such that
he/she is unfit to plead in relation to the charge against him/her.

Where the prosecution (e.g. Police, Director of Public Prosecutions,

Attorney-General) formally withdraws a criminal charge. This includes
Nolle Prosequi and No Bill.
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For more information . . .

The ABS publishes a wide range of statistics and other information on Australia’s
economic and social conditions. Details of what is available in various publications and
other products can be found in the ABS Catalogue of Publications and Products
available from all ABS Offices.
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be abtained on a wide range of media by contacting your nearest ABS Office. The ABS
also provides a Subscription Service for standard products and some tailored information
services.
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Internet
hitp://www.abs.gov.au
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